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About the National Institute of Justice

The National Institute of Justice, a component of the Office of Justice Programs, is the
research and development agency of the U.S. Department of Justice. NIJ was established to
prevent and reduce crime and to improve the criminal justice system. Specific mandates
established by Congress in the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as
amended, and the Anti-Dnig Abuse Act of 1988 direct the National Institute of Justice to:

a Sponsor special projects and research and development programs that will improve and
strengthen the criminal justice system and reduce or prevent crime.

s Conduct national demonstration projects that employ innovative or promising
approaches for improving criminal justice.

= Develop new technologies to fight crime and improve criminal justice.

= Evaluate the effectiveness of criminal justice programs and identify programs that
promise to be successful if continued or repeated.

a Recommend actions that can be taken by Federal, State, and local governments as well as.
private organizations to improve criminal justice.

w Carry out research on criminal behavior.
u Develop new methods af crime prevention and Ijeduction of crime and delinquency.

The National Institute of Justice has a long history of accomplishments, including the
following:

w Basic research on career criminals that led to development of special police and
prosecutor units to deal with repeat offenders.

= Research that confirmed the link between drugs and crime.

m The research and development program that resulted in the creation of police body armor
that has meant the difference between life and death to hundreds of police officers.

m Pioneering scientific advances such as the research and development of DNA analysis to
positively identify suspects and eliminaie the innocent from suspicion.

a The evaluation of innovative justice programs to determine what works, including drug
enforcement, community policing, community anti-drug initiatives, prosecution of
complex drg cases, drug testing throughout the criminal justice system, and user
accountability programs.

= Creation of a corrections information-sharing system that enables State and local officials
to exchange more efficient and cost-effective concepts and technigues for planning,
financing, and constructing new prisons and jails.

s Qperation of the world’s largest criminal justice information clearinghouse, a resource
used by State and local officials across the Nation and by criminal justice agencies in
foreign countries.

The Institute Director, whe is appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate,
establishes the Institute’s objectives, guided by the priorities of the Office of Justice
Programs, the Department of Justice, and the needs of the criminal justice field. The Institute
actively solicits the views of criminal justice professionals to identify their most critical
problems. Dedicated to the priorities of Federal, State, and local criminal justice agencies,
research and development at the National Institute of Justice continues to search for answers
to what wotks and why in the Nation’s war on drugs and crime.
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Foreword

The National Institute of Justice was among the first Federal agencies to
ensure that data collected in its projects were made publicly available. The
benefits are many. New policy questions can be addressed more quickiy and
economically. Original findings can be validated, refined, or refuted. Datasats
from different studies can be used for cross-site studies to determing whether
results in one site are confirmed in others.

With this sixth edition of Data Resources of the National Institute of Justice, the
Institute continuas its long-standing support of public archiving of research
data—a policy described by the National Academy of Sciences as a model for
other agencies. This document is being widely distributed to encourage criminal
justice professionals to contribute to and take advantage of these resources for
their own planning and research. We anticipate that both practitioners and
researchers will use this catalog and the data listed to improve the quality of
criminal justice research and its usefulness in controlling crime and drugs.

Michael J. Russell
Acting Director
National Institute of Justice



The Data Resources Program
of the National Institute of Justice

' The Data Resources Frogram of the National institute of Justice ensures the

: preservation and availability of research and evaluation data collected with

! public funds. These data are available to researchers to verify, refine, or refute
; original findings; to pursue inquiries not addressed by original investigators;

¢ and to combine with data collected at other sites and times.

. NIJ-sponsored researchers submit their data to the Data Resources Program at

- the conclusion of their projects. The machine-readable data, codebooks, and

¢ other documentation are reviewed for accuracy, completeness, and clarity;
edited (if necessary); augmented with descriptive materials; and deposited with
a public data archive. This archive, the National Archive of Criminal Justice
Data (NACJD), is supported by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, U.S. Department

- of Justice, and distributes data, codebooks, and other materials to researchers

¢ around the world.

How to Use This Directory

‘ This resource directory describes all NIJ-sponsored data available as of
¢ Qctober 1993. Each abstract follows a common and consistent structure,
& providing information on the basic purpose and methodology of the original
research, the unit of observation, the number of records, the number of
; variables, and the geographic and temporal coverage of the research.

. Information about the file structure and publications derived from the data is
"' also provided.

1 The absiracts are organized alphabetically by principal investigator. The

+ Contents should be consulted to identify data coliected by specific researchers.
A topical index is included at the back of this catalog, along with an index of all
; principal investigators.

How to Order Data

: Machine-readable copies of N1J-sponsored data can be obtained from the

» NACJD maintained by the Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social
: Research (ICPSR) at the University of Michigan. The data are available on

: diskette or magnetic tape. Each aataset is accompanied by a printed codebook
: and a User Guide that provide detailed information about the nature of the data.
¢« Copies of codebooks and User Guides can be obtaing: free of charge from

£ NACJD. Individuals at institutions that are members of ICPSR can order data

£ through their campus ICPSR Official Representatives.
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All other individuals should contact

Naticnal Archive of Criminal Justice Data
ICPSR

P.O. Box 1248

Ann Arbor, Ml 48106

(318) 763-5011

(800) 999-0960

Further Information

Many of the data files listed in this directory have resulted in publiications
produced by the National Institute of Justice. Limited free copies of these
publications are available from the National Criminal Justice Reference Service
(NCJRS). In addition, NCJRS may have in its library other research reports
produced from the data files cited in this directory. These reports are available
for minimal fees through interlibrary loan, microfiche, or copy reproduction. For
additional information, write or call

National Institute of Justice/NCJRS

P.0O. Box 6000

Rockville, MD 20850

(800) 851-3420

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

NIJ's Data Resources Program continues to develop programs to encourage
the analysis of archived data. To obtain information on these programs or to
provide comments and suggestions on the Data Resources Frogram, write or
call

Dr. Pamela K. Lattimore

Manager, Data Resources Program
National Institute of Justice

633 Indiana Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20531

(202) 307-2961
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Use of Adjuncts
to Supplement Judicial
Resources in Six
Jurisdictions, 1983-1986:
[United States]

Alexander Aikman, Mary Elsner Oram,
and Frederick Miller
National Center for State Courts
83-17-CX-0021
(ICPSR 8979)

Purpose of the Study

Six judicial adjunct programs, de-
signed to use lawyers as supplemen-
tal judicial resources, were svaluated
by the National Center for State
Courts (NCSC) over a 30-month
period. This study evaluated the im-
pacts of the program in six sites:
Pima County (Tucson, Arizona),
Multnomah County (Portland, Oregon),
Hennepin County {Minneapolis,
Minnesota), King County (Seattle,
Washington), Phoenix, and the state
of Connecticut.

Methodoiogy

Sources of information:

Data sources varied by site. In each
site some data were coliected from
court case records. in some of the
sites mailed questionnaires were
completed by judges, adjunct attor-
neys, 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 judi-
cial adjuncts or regular judges be-
tween January 1984 and March 1985
were selected. A sample from the
civil jury-trial list (civil cases request-
ing a jury trial) was also drawn. The
first 50 cases disposed of each quar-

-1-

ter from January 1984 through June
1985 were selected.

In the Multnomah County Circuit
Court (Portland, Oregon), 10 percent
of ine cases (252 cases) with mo-
tions 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 ad-
junct attorneys from September 1985
to June 1986.

inthe Superior Court of King
County (Seattle, Washington), the
sample included 27 panelists (includ-
ing regular judges and adjunct attor-
neys) 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 ar-
guments) that were disposed of

by adjunct attorneys and judges be-
tween 1983 and 1985.

In the Superior Court of Connecticut,
a sample was selected from all of the
civil cases referred to the trial refer-
ence 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 ad-
junct attorneys, litigating attorneys,
and their clients who responded to
mailed questionnaires.

Dates of data collection:
1983-1986

Summary of Contenis

Special characteristics of the study:

This muiltisite study represents a ma-
jor attempt to evaluate the impact of
judicial adjuncts programs on the
court system at the county and the
state levels. The dataset is valuable



in that it provides information on case
processing variables and supplies
opinions from different kinds of pro-
gram participants,

Description of variables:

The court data include information on
type of case, date of trial, type of
judge, type of disposition, date of dis-
position, 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 ob-
servation in this study: (1) civil trial
case, (2) trial judge, including regular
judge and adjunct attorney, and

(3) litigating attomey.

Geographic Coverage

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

File Structure

Data files: 10

Variables: 17 to 68 per file
Cases: 16to 1703 per file

Reports and Publications

Aikman, A.B., Oram, M.E., and
Miller, F.G. (1987). Friends of the
court: Lawyers as supplemental ju-
dicial resources. Williamsburg, VA:
National Center for State Courts.

2.

improving Prison
Classification Procedures
in Vermont:
Applying an interaction
Model, 1983-1985

William K. Apao
Vermont State Department
of Corrections
84-1J-CX-0027
(ICPSR 8933)

Purpose of the Study

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

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were drawn from records of

the Vermont State Department

of Corrections, including inmate’s
demographic and sentencing informa-
tion, prison characteristics, scores
from the NIC custody classification
and reclassification instruments, and
scores from a needs assessment form.

Sample:

Data were collected from 982 in-
mates 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
Depariment of Corrections computer
quarterly in 1983 and monthly there-
after, which resulted in underrepre-



sentation of short-term inmates

(i.e., those with sentences of less
than 99 days) in 1983, but not in
1984 or 1885, 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 percent of
the sampie 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 dataset includes both person-
specific and situational/environmental
variables so that the interaction be-
tween individuals and their environ-
ments can be examined. The dataset
also includes a repeated measures
design compenent: 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 mis-
conduct (up te six disciplinary reports
per inmate). Dates of events (classifi-
cations, assessments, disciplinary re-
ports, and releases) were recorded
so that construction and validation
subsamples could be divided by a
“cut-off” date method. This informa-
tion also aliows time-fo-failure mod-
els to be constructed.

Description of variables:

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

Person variables include a unique ID
number, gender, date of birth, and
dates of the initial and eight sub-
sequent reclassifications, Scores
from custody classification forms in-
clude items on institutional violence
history, severity of current offense,
prior assaultive offense history, es-
cape history, alcohol/drug abuse,
and prior felony convictions. Needs
assessment information was col-
lected in the following areas: aca-
demic, vocational, employment,
financial management, family relation-
ships, emotional stability, compan-
ions, alcohol, drugs, sexual behavior,
mental ability, health, and use of lei-
sure time.

Situational/environmental variables
inciude sentencing data (minimum
and maximum sentences, scheduled
release date, proportion of minimurn
sentence served as of classification
date), information on the facility, in-
mate’s security level, freedom of
movement, physical and social den-
sity of the facility, and inmate/staff
rafio. Qutcome variables include
dates of each disciplinary repont (up
to a maximum of six reports), and
seriousness of misconduct.

Unit of observation:
Inmates

Geographic Coverage
Vermont

File Structure
Data files: 1

Variables: 617
Cases: 082

Reports and Publications

Apao, W.K. (1987). Improving prison
classification procedures: Applica-
tion of an interaction model. Unpub-
lished final repont submitted to the
National Institute of Justice.



Prison Crowding
and Forced Releases
in lllinois, 19791982

James Austin
National Counsel on
Crime and Delinquency
83-1J-CX-K026
{ICPSR 8921)

Purpose of the Study

Between July 1980 and December
1983 in response to a prison crowd-
ing crisis, approximately two-thirds of
the inmates released by the lllinois
Department of Correction (IDOC)
were discharged prior {0 serving their
expected sentences. This study was
designed to evaluate the effects of
this early release program on prison-
ers, 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
FB! arrest rap sheet records routinely
collected and maintained by local
court, correctional, and law enforce-
ment agencies.

Sample:

The sample consists of inmates re-
leased 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 ran-
domly selected from the IDOC auto-
matic information system’s records of
inmates released between July 1979
and December 1982. Of these, in-
mate jackets were located for

1557 cases and arrest history infor-
rnation 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
sentences.

Dates of data collection:
Circa 1983

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The files contain extensive FBI arrest
history information and other per-
sonal and social indicators of in-
mates 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 re-
lease” program; a group that served
regular sentences after the implemen-
tation of the program; and a group of
inmates who were released early un-
der the program (i.e., before serving
their full sentences).

Description of variables:

The inmate jacket file contains

94 variables for each inmate on so-
cial and personal characteristics,
criminal history, risk scales, court de-
cisions for each offense, institutional
conduct, prior release and return rec-
ords, method of release, condition of
supervision, and parole violation rec-
ords. The arrest file includes 22 vari-
ables which describe the type and
number of charges at arrest, case dis-
position of each charge, probation
length, incarceration length, admission
and release dates, and release type.

Unit of observation:

!nmates inthe releasee file; arrests
in the arrest-level file

Geographic Coverage
llinois

File Structure
Data files: 2; (1) Release

(2) Arrest
Variables: Release, 94

Arrest, 22
Cases: Release, 1557

Arrest, 17,361




Reports and Publications

Austin, J., Krisberg, B., and Litsky, P.
(1984). Using early release to re-
lieve prison crowding: Dilemma in
public policy. Crime and Delin-
quency, 32, 405-502.

Reducing Prison Violence
by More Effective
inmate Management:

An Experimental Field Test
of the Prisoner Management
Classification (PMC) System
in Washington State,
1987-1988

James Austin
National Council on
Crime and Delinguency
87-I7-CX-0014
(ICPSR 9665)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the extent to
which the Prisonier Management
Classification {PMC) system im-
proved prison operations and re-
duced violence between inmates.
The PMC system classifies inmates
intc one of five categories: selective
intervention — situational (SI-S); selec-
tive intervention — treatment (Si-T);
casework control (CC); environ-
mental structure (ES); and fimit
sefting (LS).

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected continuously dur-
ing each sampled inmate’s first six
months of residence in the correc-
tional facility. Data were extracted
from records kept by the Research
and Planning Section of Washing-
fon’s Departiment of Corrections
gDOC). The Research and Planning
ection of the DOC maintained a

comprehensive tracking system for

all DOC inmates, including various in-
mate characteristics, work assign-
ment records, disciplinary records,
assignment records, and housing as-
signment records. Data were also col-
lected from a long and short version
of the PMC questionnaire.

Sample:

The Department of Corrections re-
ceived approximately 200 admis-
sions per month, with roughly 20
percent (40 cases) eligible for inclu-
sion in the experiment. Sample sizes,
however, varied across data files.
File 1 (JU67) contains 500 cases.
Files 2 through 7 (JU68-JU73) con-
tain multiple records for some in-
mates, and as a result, contain more
than 500 cases. Data within these
files can be linked using the DOC
variable.

Dates of data collection:
September 1987 to September 1988

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Eligible cases were randomly as-
signed to experimental and control
groups. Because fewer inmates than
expected met eligibility criteria in the
early days of the study, steps were
taken to increase the size of the sam-
ple. These steps introduced bias be-
tween tha experimental and control
groups (i.e., differences in the per-
centage of people in each group clas-
sified into each PMC category).
Further steps were taken to correct
this bias. After six months, no signifi-
cant differences in PMC classification
existed between the experimental
and control groups. The original
method of randomization was then
resumed.

Description of variables:

Files 1 through 5 contain outcome
measures against which compari-
sons between the experimental and
control group could be made. For
each correctional facility, figures for



1886, 1987, and 1988 (36 months in
total) were coliected for the following
items: number of staff-inmate as-
saults; number of inmate-inmate
assaults; number of suicides and sui-
cide attempts; number of escapes
and escape attempts; number of “se-
rious” disciplinary incidents (such as
possession of weapons, rioting); num-
ber of total staff; number of total secu-
rity staff; number of inmates; number
of security staff vacancies; rated ca-
pacity of the facility; number of staff
transfers with reasons for such trans-
fers; and number of inmates involved
in education, vocation, and work pro-
grams. Demographic variables in-
clude date of birth, sex, and race.

Files 6 and 7 contain items such as
motivation behind the committed of-
fense; prior offense severity; percent-
age of offenses while on drugs;
attitude toward teachers; school per-
formance; present feelings toward
father/mother; whether or not the in-
mate was physically abused by his
parents; the inmate’s relationship
with others; and family history.

Demographic variables include date
of birth, education, and marital status.
Unit of observation:

Individuals

Geographic Coverage
Washington State

File Structure

Data files: 7
Variables: 5 to 80 per file
Cases: 317 to 1384 per file

Differential Use of Jail
Confinement in
San Francisco, Los Angeles,
and Yolo Counties, 1981

James Austin and Barry Krisberg
National Council on
Crime and Delinquency
81-1J-CX-0068
(ICPSR 8920)

Purpcse of the Study

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

Methodology

Sources of informaltion:

The data were collected from jail, mu-
nicipal court, and superior court rec-
ords, Califomia criminal history files,
U.S. Department of Justice public
use data files, FBI arrest rap sheets,
and inmate interviews in Los Angeles.

Sample:

Sampling procedures vary by group
and location:

(1) Unsentenced inmates — System-
atic sample drawn at the point of
booking at jail. Sampling frac-
tions 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 ot been taken in
the first sample and who met the
72-hour criterion were taken.

(8) Sentenced sample — Inmates in
the sentericed group were sam-
pled at the time of release from




jail. Sampling fractions varied by
jurisdiction.
A total of about 700 inmates were se-
lected at each site over a 12-month
period. Each sampled group con-
tained between 200 and 300 inmates.

Dates of data collection:
19821983

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, meth-
ods of release, conditions of release,
disciplinary violations, and types of
program participation while in jail.

Descripfion of variables:

The file contains 95 variables for
each inmate, including information
about the inmate’s demographic char-
acteristics, current offenses, prior rec-
ords, confinement conditions,
disciplinary problems, time and
method of release, and nature and
time of disposition.

A table in the codebook provides gen-
eral information for each site: popula-
tion characteristics, jail characteristics,
crime and arrest rates, type of resi-
dency, average daily jail population,
annual jail admission, proportion pre-
trial, FBIi indexed crime rates, and fel-
ony arrest rates.

Unit of observation:
Individual inmates

Geographic Coverage

Three California counties: San Fran-
cisco, Los Angeles, and Yolo

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 85
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 Fran-
cisco: National Council on Crime
and Delinquency.

Supervised Pretrial Release
Programs, 1979-1982:
Miami, Milwaukee,
and Portland

James Austin and Barry Krisberg
National Council cn
Crime and Delinquency
80-17-CX-K014
(ICPSR 8919)

Purpose of the Study

This experiment, conducted in Miami,
Milwaukee, and Portland, was de-
signed to assess the efiects of differ-
ent types of supervised pretrial
release (SPR). Four major types of
effects were examined: (1) defen-
dants’ behaviors while awaiting trial—
failure to appear and arrests for new
offenses; (2) the costs of SPR to vic-
tims and the criminal justice system,
23) pretrial release practices, and

4) Jail populations.

Methodology

The study produced four different
databases:

(1) Supervised Release Information
System (SRIS)

(2) Arrest Database
(3) Retrospective Database
(4) Jail Population Database



Sources of information:

(1) Supervised Release Information
System (SRIS) — Based on in-
take and release forms com-
pleted by on-site evaluators
trained by project staff

(2) Arrest Database — Police reports

(3) Retrospective Database — in-
take and release forms

(4) Jail Population Database — Infor-
mation supplied by the three re-
search 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 re-
lease 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 Database — 245 amrests
involving 205 SPR defendants
during the experimental period.

(3) Retrospective Database — Ran-
dorm 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 pro-
gram was in operation. This sam-
ple provides baseline data that
can be compared with the SRIS
database.

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

Miami: January 1879 to
October 1981

Milwaukee: December 1979 to
August 1981

Portland: January 1980 to
November 1981

Dates of data collection:
19801982

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study provides detailed informa-
tion about criminal histories and ar-
rest while awaiting trial for a selected
group of defendants awaiting trial.
Data on services provided between
arrest and disposition are provided
as well.

Description of variables:

(1) Supervised Release Information
System (SRIS) — The intake
dataset contains informiation on
current arrest, criminal record, so-
cioeconomic status, ties with the
community, contacts with mental
health and substance abuse fa-
cilities, and pretrial release deci-
sions. The release data sheet
contains information on services
provided, intensity of supervisicn,
termination from program, per-
sonal characteristics at termina-
tion, criminal charges at
disposition, and new charges re-
sulting from arrests while under
pretrial status.

(2) Arrest Database — 115 variables
including type and number of
crimes committed by SRP defen-
dants, property costs to victims,
personal injury costs, and court
disposition for each offense.

(3) Retrospective Database —
52 variables including charges
filed and method of release, per-
sonal characteristics, iength of
pretrial incarceration, bail,
whethei the defendant was re-
booked during the pretrial period,
charge at disposition, sentence, to-



tal court appearances, and total
FTA’s.

(4) Jail Population Database —
Monthly counts of jail population
and average daily population.

Unit of observation:

(1) Supervised Release Information
System (SRIS) — defendants

(2) Arrest Database -— arrests

(8) Retrospective Database —
defendants

(4) Jail Population Database —
months

Geographic Coverage

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

File Structure
Data files: 11 files included in four

databases:

21} defendant

2) arrest

(3) retrospective

(4) jail population
Variables: 10 to 141 per file
Cases: 2010 3232 per file

The defendant database 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 1689 cases
with 9 records per case. The merged
file combines intake and reiease files
and has 1672 cases with 15 records
per case,

The arrest database has only one
data file, which contains 2695 cases
with 11 records per case. Each case
represents a single arrest so that the
number of cases determines the num-
ber of pretrial arrests for a defendant.

The retrospective database has two
data files. The Retro.Raw file con-
tains 2415 cases with five records
per case. The Redup.Raw includes
28 cases with 5 records per case.

The jail popuiation database consists
of three data files. Each file has ornie
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 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 pretrial supervised re-
lease program: Final evaluation de-
sign report. San Francisco: National
Council on Crime and Delinquency.

Robbery of Financiai
Institutions in Indiana,
19821984

Terry Baumer
and Michael D. Carrington
Schoo! of Public and Environmental
Affairs, Jidiana University
83-I7-CX-0056
(ICPSR 9310)

Purpose of the Study

The goals of this study were to pro-
vide information on robbery-related
security measures employed by finan-
cial institutions, to identify factors
which contribute {o robbery, and to
study the correlates of case disposi-



tion and sentence length of convicted
robbers.

Methodology

Sources of information:

This study contains two databases:
the office-based data and the inci-
dent-based data. Data for financial of-
fices were obtained through personal
interviews with appropriate bank em-
ployees and field observations of
each banking institution in the sam-
ple. Incident data were collected from
personal interviews with appropriate
bank employees of victim offices. Ad-
ditional data on offender and offense
characteristics were gleaned from
the FBI report associated with each
robbery incident. Data conceming
the disposition of each case were col-
lected in cooperation with the FBI
and local law enforcement agencies.

Sample:

The office-based file included both
victim and nonvictim banking institu-
tions. Victim institutions included
banks and savings and ioans which
were robbed in the state of Indiana
between January 1, 1982, and June
30, 1984, which amounted to 223 rob-
beries occurring in 163 offices. A
comparison group of 200 financial in-
stitutions 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 avail-
able. The resulting sample of 358 of-
fices comprises 18 percent of the
total 1968 financial institutions in the
state of Indiana. The incident-based
file included a population of all bank
robberies that occurred between
January 1, 1982, and June 30, 1984,
in the 163 offices.

Dates of data collection;

Initial data collection on bank and of-
fense characteristics was completed
between June and Cctober 1984.
The incident disposition data were
ccf:l%eg%tgd between January and June
0 .
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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 not victimized by rob-
bery. Field observations were con-
ducted 2% each financial office to
gather ubservable information about
the office site and surrounding envi-
ronment. In addition to the data on
banking institutions, the study aiso
contains incident-related data on of-
fense and offender characteristics as
well as information on case disposition.

Description of variables:

The office-based file includes vari-
ables designed to measure general
office characteristics, staff prepara-
tion and training, security measures,
characteristics of the area in which
the banking institution is located, and
the robbery history of each institu-
tion. 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 variables
identical to those available in the of-
fice-based file. The robbery incident
data include variables such as the
robber’s method of operation and be-
havior, the employee's reaction, the
characteristics of the office at the
time of the robbery, and the appre-
hension of the offender(s). Variables
in the disposition data include status
of investigation, reasons involved in
solving the robbery, reasons for
cases not being solved, status of
prosecution, uitimate prosecution,
and sentence length in months.

Unit of observation:

Financial institutions and robbery
incidents

Geographic Coverage

indiana



File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) Office
(2) Incident

Variables: Office, 194

incident, 364

Office, 358

Incident, 223

Cases:

Reports and Publications

Baumer, T., Carrington, M.D., and
Marshman, E. (1986). The robbery
of financial institutions (Final re-
port). Washington, DC: National In-
stitute of Justice.

Electronic Monitoring
of Nonviolent Convicted
Felons: An Experiment
in Home Detention in Marion
County, Iindiana, 1986-1988

Terry L. Baumer
and Robert I. Mendelsohn
School of Public and Environmental
Affairs, Indiana University
86-17-CX-0041
(ICPSR 9587)

Purpose of the Study

This project evaluated the use of dif-
ferent types of home detention moni-
toring systems. Specifically, mancal
versus electronic monitoring systems
were evaluated for offenders who
had been charged with nonviolent
suspendable felonies or misdemean-
ors. Disciplinary reports, information
on successful completion of sen-
tence, subsequent arrest records,
and interviews with offenders and
their families were used to compare
offenders using the :nanual monitor-
ing system with offenders using the
electronic monitoring system. Data
were collected from November 1986
to December 1989, and are organ-
ized info five files. Each file contains
154 cases: 76 cases monitored
through a manual system of teie-
phone calls and field contacts and
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78 cases monitored through an elec-
tronic “programmed contact” system.,

Methodology

Sources of information:

This research used various sources
of information. Files 1 and 4 use pro-
bationary records of the Marion County
Probation Department (File 1) and the
Marion County Community Correc-
tion Records (File 4). Descriptions of
offenders, including information
about current and previous charges
and convictions, were gathered from
these sources. These agencies also
provided documentation of the pro-
gram delivery, offender violations
during the program, and field obser-
vations of the operation of the pro-
gram. Files 2 and 3 contain data from
personal interviews with the offend-
ers, both before and after the monitor-
ing program was implemented. File 5
was compiled from Indianapolis Po-
lice Department records and includes
information on the criminal hisfories
of the participants in the program for
orie year after the termination of the
program.

Sample:

This study employed a randomized
field experiment design where 154 of-
fenders participated in a program of
home detention as a condition of
their probation. Offenders eligible for
the experiment were those who had
been charged with nonviolent sus-
pendable felonies or misdemeanors
(nearly two-thirds had been charged
with driving while intoxicated), had a
madian length of sentence of 180 days,
were clients of the Marion County
CGommunity Corrections Agency, had
suspended sentences assigned to
home destention as a condition of pro-
bation, and had a telephone. The
154 offenders were randomly as-
signed to one of two methods of
monitoring: half (n = 76) were moni-
tored manually through a system of
telephone calls and field contacts
and half {n = 78) were monitored



electronically with a “programmed”
system of contacts.

Dates of data collection:

The data were collected in five sepa-
rate waves corresponding to the five
separate files. The basic offender in-
formation in File 1 was coliected from
May 1987 to March 1888. The intake
interviews for File 2 were conducted
from November 1986 to May 1988.
The exit interviews for File 3 were
conducted and the delivery informa-
tion for File 4 was collected from
March 1987 to December 1988. The
criminal histories for File 5 were col-
lected from January 1989 to Decem-
ber 1988, from records covering the
period from March 1, 1987, to De-
cember 1988.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

File 1 contains demographic informa-
tion such as age, race, marital status,
nurnber of children, living arrange-
ments, employment, and education
for each offender. Also included is in-
formation on the offense leading to
the current case. File 2 contains infor-
mation collected in the intake inter-
view with the offender, such as
information on the offender’s family,
living arrangements, education, em-
ployment, past alcohol and drug use,
and expectations for the home deten-
tion program and monitoring proce-
dures. File 3 contains informaticn
collected in the exit interview with the
affender similar to information in File
2 on current employment, alcohol
and drug use, and both offenders’ re-
actions and family and friends’ reac-
tions to the home detention program
and its monitoring procedures. File 4
contains information on the program
delivery (type of release from the pro-
gram, violations of the program, re-
sults of tests for alcohol and drug
use, errand time, payment, contacts
with offenders, and the charac-
teristics and results of the contacts
with electronically monitored offend-
ers). File 5 is a check of criminal his-

tories of offenders for at least one
year after their release from the

program.
Unit of observation:

Individual offenders monitored either
manually or electronically

Geographic Coverage

Marion County in Indianapolis,
Indiana

File Structure
Data files: 5

Variables: 493
Cases: 154

Reports and Publications

Baumer, T.L., and Mendelsohn, R.}.
(1988). Comectional goals and
home detention: A preliminary
empirical assessment. Paper
presented at the annual meeting of
the American Society of Criminology.

Baumer, T.L., and Maxfieid, M.,
(1990). Home detention with slec-
tronic monitoring: Comparing pre-
trial and postconviction programs.
Crime and Delinquency, 36(4):
521-536.

Drugs, Alcohol, and Student
Crime in the United States,
April-May 1989

Carole R. Bausell, Charles E. Maloy, and
Jan M., Sherrili
Towson State University Center
for the Study and Prevention
of Campus Violence
88-1J-CX-0040
(ICPSR 9585)

Purpose of the Study

This project examined the relation-
ship between crimes committed by or
against college students and the use
of drugs or alcohol.. A mail question-
naire administered to coliege under-
graduates was designed to ask



questions about incidents in which
the student was either a victimor a
perpetrator of a criminal or violent
act. Information on specific criminal
incidents, demographic and aca-
demic characteristics of the student,
and the student’s drug and alcohol
use was used to compare three
groups: students who had committed
crimes, students who had been vic-
timized, and students whe had had
no such experiences.

Data were collected from April 1989
through May 1989, from a random
sample of 6,000 undergraduate col-
lege students. There were 1,872 com-
pleted questionnaires returned during
this period. Also included in this
clataset are three nonrandom sam-
ples of students from Towson State
University used for pilot studies.
There are a total of 2,207 cases from
the four samples and 118 variables.

Methodology

Sources of information:

This research used information gath-
ered through self-administered ques-
tionnaires sent by mail to 6,000
undergraduate students throughout
the United States. Within three
weeks, 1,857 completed question-
naires were returned and form the ba-
sis for this dataset. Also included are
data gathered from 350 additional
questionnaires that were parts of
three pilot studies conducted with stu-
dents at Towson State University.

Sample:

A random sample of undergraduate
college and university students was
selected from The American Stu-
dents List: College Students at Home
or School Address, which is publish-
ed by the American List Coungil,
Princelon, New Jersey. A sample of
6,000 student names and addresses
was selected from the originai list of
1,300,000. The sample size was de-
termined by researchers to achieve a
final sample of respondents that in-

cludes information on at least 100
student perpetrators.

Also included in this dataset are re-
spondents who participated in pilot
surveys and pretests. These cases
have not been randomly selected,
but are drawn from the student popu-
lation at Towson State University,
and should not be considered as part
of the representative sample of cur-
rent coliege students within the
United States. There are three sepa-
rate nonrandom samples in addition
to the randomly selected sample de-
scribed in the previous paragraph.
Sample sizes for the three nonran-
dom surveys are: 268 cases in sur-
vey 2, 42 cases in survey 3, and 25
cases in survey 4. All respondents
are included in the one data file, but
the nonrandom survey respondents
can be separated from the others.

Dates of data coliection:

Data for the random sample of stu-
dents from throughout the United
States were collected during April
and May 1989. The pilot data were
collected earlier.

Summary of Contents
Description of variables:

The data were collected through mail
questionnaires. Variables include ba-
sic demographic information (such as
date of birth, sex, and ethnic back-
ground); academic information (such
as school, year in school, living ar-
rangements, GPA, major area of con-
centration, and graduate school
plans); drug use information (such as
drugs used, including alcohol, and
frequency of drug use); and experi-
ences with crime since becoming a
student (such as knowledge of
crimes on campus, whether the stu-
dent was ever a victim of a crime or
an act of violence, and if so, ques-
tions about the incident, the perpetra-
tor, and possible drugs involved,
whether the student ever committed
a crime or an act of violence while a
student, and if so, questions about



the incident, the victim, and possible
drugs involved).

Unit of observation:

Individua! undergraduate college
siudents responding to the mail
questionnaire

Geographic Coverage

Data were coliected on college stu-
dents attending U.S. colleges and
universities.

File Structure

Data files: 1
Variables: 118
Cases: 2207

Reports and Publications

Bausell, C.R. (1990). The links
among drugs, alcohol, and student
crime: A research report. Unpub-
lished report.

Effectiveness of Police
Response: Denver, 1982

David H. Bayley
The Police Foundation
81-IJ-CX-0082
(ICPSR 8217)

Purpose of the Study

Data were collected to evaluate police
behavior and response patiems in

Denver, Colorado, during (1) domestic
disputes, and (2) traffic disturbances.

iviethodology

Sources of information:

Data on police behavior during domes-
tic disputes and traffic disturbances
were collected by field observation.

Sample:

The data were collected from a sam-
pling of officer patrol shifts, stratified
by precinct and shift.

-14-

Dates of data collection: 5
June through September 1882

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study is unique in that it is a sys-
tematic 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, by-
standers, suspects). in the traffic dis-
turbance file variables include
incident description, police contact,
demeanor of participants, and situ-
ation resolution.

Unit of observation:

Incidents of domestic disputes and
traffic disturbances

Geographic Coverage
Denver, Colerado

File Structure
Data files: 2; (1) Domestic

(2) Trafiic
Variables: Domestic, 464

Traffic, 210
Cases: Domestic, 93

Traffic, 164

Reports and Publications

Bayley, D.H. (1983). The tactical
choices of patrol policemen. Unpub-
lished manuscript, Police Founda-
tion, Washington, DC.




Learning Deficiencies
Among Adult Inmates, 1982:
Louisiana, Pennsylvania,
and Washington

Raymond Bell, Elizabeth H, Conrad,
Barbara Gazze, Scott C. Greenwood,
1. Gary Lutz, and Robert J, Suppa
Lehigh University
81.-Ii-CX-0014
(ICPSR 8359)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the relationship
between learning disabilities, educa-
tional and intellectual achievement,
and criminal activity.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were acquired from incarcer-
ated 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 incarcer-
ated through the end of 1982. Com-
puter-generated random numbers
were used to select the potential sub-
jects. Participation was voluntary.
Since the number of inmates who
were identified as having leaming de-
ficiencies constituled greater than 25
percent of those tested, two addi-
tional states were: added to the study.
Louisiana and Washington were se-
lected and the wiiole process was re-
peated, resulting in a total of nine
institutions in the three states. The
response rate ranged from a high of
73 percent in Pennsylvania to 23 per-
cent in Washinggton. To ascertain
whether any sampiing bias was intro-
duced, information was gathered on

a randoinly selected group of in-
mates who were in the onginal sam-
ple but who chose not to participate.
These data were gathered from the
institutional records and comparisoris
were made with the participants in
the study. It was found that it is likely
that the report may underestimate
the true numbers of leaming deficient
inmates in the populaticn.

Dates of data collection:
January 1982 through January 1983
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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 achieve-
ment, and ability and disability in
learning.

Description of variables:

The data describe adult prison in-
mates in terms of their personal his-
fory (educational, family, criminal)
and performance on ability tests and
tests designed to diagnose leaming
disabilities. The following seven
groups of variables were collected:
(a) demographic variables (age, sex,
race, employment history); {b) crimi-
nal justice history variables (offenses
committed, prior institutionalizations,
juvenile commitments); (c) educa-
tional background variables {years of
formal education, academic and vo-
cational programming while incarcer-
ated, previous diagnoses of learning
disabilities and prior achievement
test results); (d) family background
variables (childhood home situation,
structure of childhood family, child-
hood problems); (e) academic
achievemerit 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).
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Unit of observation:
Inmates

Geographic Coverage

Louisiana, Pennsylvania, and
Washington

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 111
{ases: 1065

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.

Specific Deterrent Effects
of Arrest for Domestic
Assault: Minneapoilis,

19811982

Richard A. Berk
and Lawrence W. Sherman
The Police Foundation
80-1J-CX-0042
(ICPSR 8250)

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 involv-
ing police response to domestic dis-
putes include interviews with the
participants involved in the disputes
and police arrest records.

Sample:

All calls to the police between March
17, 1981, and August 1, 1982, con-
ceming misdemeanant domestic vio-
lence incidents where both parties

were present, were randomly as-
signed to three treatments: (a) sepa-
ration; (b) mediation; and (c) arrest.
Cases with life threatening or severe
injury were excluded. The study fo-
cused on 330 domestic violence inci-
dents occurring in Minneapolis.

Dates of data collection:
March 1981 through September 1982

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

These data represent the results of a
field experiment on the deterrent ef-
fects of different police responses &
domestic disturbances. The spasific
deterrent effect of arrest for dor:stic
assault was compared with two other
golice respeonses to domestic distur-

ances, advising the ceuple, or send-
ing 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; in-
itial interview with the victim; follow-up
interview (up to 12 follow-up interviews
were done); suspect information; re-
peat (initial interviews with victims of re-
peat incidents); CCNLog (more data
from the police reports); recaplog (sum-
marizing the cases where an arrest
was made); dispatch; and rapsheet.
Variablgs in the files include socioeco-
nomic and demographic charac-
teristics of suspect and victim, victim-
offender relationship, nature of the do-
mestic argument, presence or ab-
sence of weapons, presence of
violence, alcchol use, and the nature
and extent of police response.

Unit of observation:
Domestic assault incidents

Geographic Coverage
Minneapolis, Minnesota

File Structure

Data files: 9

Variables: 15 to 347 per file
Cases: 330
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Sherman, L.W,, and Berk, R.A.
(1984). The specific deterrent ef-
fects of arrest for domestic assauk.
American Sociological Review,
49(2), 261-272.

Evaluating Alternative
Police Responses o
Spouse Assauit in Colorado
Springs: An Enhanced
Replication of the
Minneapolis Experiment,
1987-1989

Howard Black, Richard Berk,
James Lily, Robert Owenbey,
and Giannina Rikoski
Colorado Springs Police Department
Award No, 86-17-CX-0045
(ICPSR 9982)

Purpose of the Study

This project sought to replicate an
experiment in Minneapolis by study-
ing the effects of alternative police
responses to cases of spouse as-
sault and subsequent incidents. The
data address four questions: (1) Do
arrest, referral to counseling, and a
restore-order intervention reduce the
recurrence of domestic violence
individually? (2) How do these three
police responses compare for effec-
tiveness in preventing recurrence of
domestic violence? (3) How do the
victims feel about police response?
and (4) How do suspects respond to
counseling? Initial reports on inci-
dents, personal interviews with vic-
tims and suspects, and counseling
session forms obtained from thera-
pists provided the basis for the data.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from (1) reports
filed by police officers after the first

contact, (2) follow-up interviews with
victims at three- or six-month peri-
ods, (3) re-offense information from
official police records, (4) counseling
session forms filled out by suspects’
therapists, (5) criminal history and vic-
timization records, and (6) records
from official court proceedings.

Sample:

All domestic violence calls made to
the Colorado Springs Police Depart-
ment were included in the sample.
There were 1,202 cases in which the
officer imposed a randomly assigned
treatment, 315 cases in which the offi-
cer imposed a different treatment
than the one assigned by the dis-
patcher, 31 cases that initially had
muliiple response data that were
later clarified, and 110 cases that en-
tered the project more than once dur-
ing the six-month period. Two cases
had multipte responses that could not
be clarified.

Dates of data collection:
March 1987--April 1989

Summary of Contents

Description of vanables:

Variables from initial incident reports
inciude number of charges, date, lo-
cation, and disposition of charges,
victim and suspect demographics,
weapon(s) used, victim injuries, medi-
cal attention received, behavior to-
wards police, and victim and suspect
comments. Data collected from coun-
seling forms provide information on
suspect demographics, type. of coun-
seling, topics covered in counseling,
suspect’s level of participation, and
therapist comments. Court records in-
vestigate victim and suspect criminal
histories, including descriptions of
charges and their disposition, condi-
tions of pretrial release, and the vic-
tim's contact with pretrial services.
Other variables included in follow-up
checks focus on criminal and offense
history of the suspect.



Unit of observation:
Incidents, individuals, and court cases

Geographic Coverage
Colorado Springs, Colorado

File Structure

Extent of collection: 24 data files +
machine-readable documentation
(text) + SAS control cards + SPSS
control cards + data collection
instrument

Card image data format

Part 1

Initial call implementation form data
rectangular file structure

1,660 cases

107 variables

80-unit-long record

7 records per case

Part 2

Final version of suspect counseling
form data

rectangular file structure

244 cases

103 variables

80-unit-long record

23 records per case

Part3

Second version of suspect counseling
form data

rectangular file structure

40 cases

80 variables

80-unit-iong record

19 records per case

Part4

Original version of suspect counseling
form data

rectangular file structure

18 cases

38 variables

80-unit-long record

7 records per case

Part5 .
Original version of initial victim
interview data

rectangular file structure

6 cases

412 variables

80-unit-long record

40 records per case
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Part 6

Second version of initial victim
interview data

rectangular file structure

78 cases

416 variables

80-unit-long record

38 records per case

Part 7

Final version of initial victim
interview data

rectangular file structure

1,170 cases

400 variables

80-unit-long record

27 records per case

Part 8

Original version of final victim
interview data

rectangular file structure

6 cases

225 variables

80-unit-long record

13 records per case

Part9

Finai version of final victim
interview data

rectangular file structure
1,078 cases

255 variables

80-unit-iong record

15 records per case

ran 1l0 i hi

nitial suspect criminal histo
check data v
rectangular file structure

1,548 cases

176 variables

80-unit-long record

14 records per case

Part 11

gai:ial victim criminal history check
ata

rectangular file structure

1,548 cases

165 variables

80-unit-long record

12 records per case

g?rﬁz th iminal hist
x-month suspect criminal histo
check data v
rectangular file structure

1,548 cases

149 variables

80-unit-long record

13 records per case



Part13

Six-month victim criminal history
check data

rectangular file structure

1,548 cases

134 variables

80-unit-fong record

12 records per case

Part 14

Initial suspect charge check data
rectangular file structure

5,447 cases

10 variables

80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part15

Lni}ia! suspect victimization check
ata

rectangular file structure

1,560 cases

10 variables

80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part 16

Initial victim charge check data
rectangular file structure

2,906 cases

10 variables

80-unit-iong record

2 records per case

Part17

Initial victim victimization check data
rectangular file structure

1,633 cases

10 variabies

80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part 18

§i§-mnth suspect charge check
ata

rectanguiar file structure

2,721 cases

10 variables

80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part 19

Six-month suspect victimization
check data

rectangular file structure

1,583 cases

10 variables

80-unit-long record

2 records per case
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Part20

Six-month victim charge check data
rectangular file structure

1,860 cases

10 variables

80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part 21 .
Six-monih victim victimization
check data

rectanguiar file structure

1,908 cases

10 variables

80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part 22

Final version of court peneiration
form data

rectangular file structure

340 cases

54 variables

80-unit-long record

7 records per case

Part 23

Second version of court penetration
form data

rectangular file structure

316 cases

55 variables

80-unit-long record

6 records per case

Part 24

Qriginal version of court penetration
form data

rectangular file structure

278 cases

51 variables

80-unit-long record

8 records per case

Part 256

Codebook for all parts
79-unit-long recor

Parts 26-44

SAS control cards

79-unit-long record

Reports and Publications

Black, H., R. Berk, J. Lily, R. Owenbey,
and G. Rikoski. Evaluating alterna-
tive police responses to spouse as-
sault in Colorado Springs, CO: An
enhanced replication of the Minnea-
polis experiment, 1987-1989.
Washington, DC: National Institute
of Justice, 1986.



Intra- and Intergenerational
Aspects of Serious
Domestic Violence

and Alcohol and Drug Abuse

in Buffalo, 1987

Howard T. Blane, Brenda A. Miller, and
Kenneth E. Leonard
Research Institute on Addictions
86-11-CX-0035
(JCPSR 9984)

Purpose of the Study

In the past two decades the relation-
ship between alcohol use, drug use,
and violence has received increasing
attention. While past research has
provided additional understanding of
a broad range of issues, only re-
cently have specific issues, such as
the role of alcohol and drug abuse in
domestic violence and tha relation-
ship between criminal violence and
domestic violence, been addressed
systemnatically. There has also been
a common assumption that alcohol
abuse, drug abuse, and domestic vio-
lence should be considered within
the context of their relationships with
criminal violence.

This study assesses the interrelation-
ship among criminal violence, alcohol
abuse, drug abuse, and domestic vio-
lence. It also investigates specific is-
sues of the influence of parental
alcohol use, drug use, and domestic
violence on a parolee’s own alcohdl
use, drug use, domestic violence,
and current violent criminal behavior.

The data address the following ques-
tions: (1) What is the relationship be-
tween alcohol use, drug abuse, and
domestic violence among the parents
of parclees? (2) What are the relative
contributions of parental alcohol
abuse, drug abuse, and domestic vio-
lence in the prediction of parolee vio-
lence? {3) What is the impact of the
parolee’s experience with criminal
violence, alcohol abuse, and drug
abuse on current domestic violence?

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from multiple
sources. The data in File 1 and File 2
were abstracted from parole files at
the New York State Division of Pa-
role in Albany, New York, and from
arrest records at the New York State
Division of Criminal Justice Services.
The data in File 3 were collected
from personal interviews with parol-
ees and the spouses and partners of
parolees.

Sample:

The subjects were drawn from all per-
sons residing in the greater Buffalo,
New York, area who were on paroie
from state comrectional facilities be-
tween January 1987 and June 1987.
The parolees were categorized into
two sections for sample selection.
The first category consisted of parol-
ees whose last conviction was for a
violent offense and the second cate-
gory contained parolees last con-
victed for a nonviolent offense.
Youthful offenders and individuals
whose crimes could not easily be
classified as violent or nonviolent
were excluded. As might be ex-
pected there were more parolees
convicted of violent offenses. To en-
sur¢ a sufficient range of violence, an
equal number of names were se-
lected at random from the two catego-
ries. After the selection process was
completed, it was found that 37 per-
cent of the prospective subjects had
subsequently been removed from pa-
role status; they were excluded. The
remaining subjects who agreed fo be
interviewed and completed.the inter-
view were included in the sample for
File 1 (n = 196). The sample for File 3
included the parolees who completed
the interview and any male parolee’s
spouse or partner who agreed to

be interviewed (n = 285). File 1is a
subsample of File 3 and parolees
can be linked between files through
the use of the identification number.
The parolees and the spouses can
be linked within File 3 through the
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use of the identification numbers. File
2 contains the data abstracted from
the parole and arrest records for the
portion of the original sample who de-
clined to be interviewed or did not ap-
pear for their interviews, and a
random sample of the individuals
who could not be contacted (n = 85).
Among parolees, almost all were
male (the researchers discarded any
female parolees for the purpose of
their analysis), were mostly Afri-
can/American and Caucasian, and
the mean age was 32 years. Among
the spouses, all were female, the av-
erage age was 29 years, and most
were African/American or Caucasian.

Dates of data collection:

The data were collected between
February 1987 and November 1987.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study was a cross-sectional,
nonexperimental investigation of
criminal violence, domestic violence,
alcohol use, and drug use among pa-
rolees in the Buffalo, New York, area.
Over a ten-month period all eligible
parolees were contacted for an inter-
view. All those who voluntarily
agreed to be interviewed received
$30 and became subjects. Any
speouses or partners of the parolees
who volunteered to be interviewed
were aiso included. The individual in-
terviews were conducted at the Re-
search Institute on Alcoholism by
same-sex interviewers. [n addition, of-
ficial information about the parolees
was abstracted from arrest and pa-
role files for both the parolees who
volunteered to be interviewed and for
those that did not.

Description of variables:

File 1: The data abstracted from offi-
cial records contains demographic in-
formation about the offender, arrest,
conviction, and sentencing informa-
tion; institutional transfers; discipli-
nary reports; and indications of
psychiatric diagnosis or psychologi-

cal disturbances. The file includes
data conicerning aicohol use, drug
use, and criminal activity, alone and
in combinations. Information about
substance abuse while incarcerated
and substance abuse treatment as a
condition for release is also included.

File 2: The data in File 2 includes the
same variables that are contained in
File 1, with the exception of infprma-
tion about psychiatric diagnosis,
psychological disturbances, and
disciplinary reports.

File 3: The interview data contain a
childhiood social history, including
sociodemographics, childhood experi-
ences of family violence as a victim
and a witness, parental alcohol use,
and parental drug use. The file in-
cludes self-reported criminal history;
social history, which includes data
concerming violence in current rela-
tionships; alcohel and drug use his-
tory; and information about the
parolees’ and spouses’ parental disci-
pline style.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation in File 1 and
File 2 is the individual parolee. The
unit of cbservation in File 3 is the indi-
vidual parolee and the parolee’s
spouse or partner.

Geographic Coverage
Buffalo, New York

File Structure

Extent of collection: 3 data files +
machine-readable documentation
(text)

Card image data format

Part 1 .
Demographic file 1
rectangular file structure
196 cases

56 variables
80-unit-long record

2 records per case



Part 2

Demographic file 2
rectangular file structure
65 cases

44 variables
79-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part3

Interview file
rectangular file structure
285 cases

1,181 variables
80-unit-long record

26 records per case

Part 4
Codebook for all parts
80-unit-long recor

Reports and Publications

Miller, B.A., Blane, H.T., Leonard,
K.E., Nochajski, T.H., Bowers,
P.M., and Gondoli, D. (1988). Inira-
and Inter-Generational Aspects to
Serious Domestic Violence and
Alcohol and Drugs. Final report for
the National Institute of Justice.

Milier, B.A., Nochajski, T.H.,
Leonard, K.E., Blane, H.T.,
Gondoli, D.M., and Bowers, P.M.
(1990). Spousal violence and
alcohoi/drug problems among
parolees and their spouses.
Women and Criminal Justice, 1,
55-72,

Miller, B.A. (1980). The interrelation-
ships between alcohol and drugs and
family violence. In M. De La Rosa,
E.Y. Lamben, and B. Gropper {eds.),
Drugs and violence: Causes, corre-
lates, and consequences. National
Institute on Drug Abuse Research
Monograph 103 (DHHS Pub No.
ADM-90-1721, pp. 177-207). Wash-
ington, DC: U.S, Government Print-
ing Office.

Deterrent Effects of
Antitrust Enforcement
[United Siates]: The
Ready-Mix Concrete
Industry, 1970-1280

Michael K. Biock
and Frederick C. Nold
Rhodes Associates
8§0-1J-CX-0105
(ICPSR 9040)

Purpose of the Study

Data were collected to explore the re-
lationship between profit levels in the
concrete industry and the U.S. De-
partment of Justice's antitrust en-
forcement activities in 19 cities over
an 11-year period. The project was
undertaken to replicate a study of the
deterrent effect of DOJ enforcement
activities on price-fixing in the bread
i_lndu;s)tiy {see Block, Nold, and Sidak,
981).

Methodology

Sourcses of information:

Data were compiled from published
sources including the Engineering
News Record, the Bureau of Labor
Statistics’ Industry Wage Survey, Em-
ployment and Earnings, Geographic
Profiles of Employment and Unem-
ployment, and Consumer Energy
Prices; the Oil and Gas Joumal; the
Bureau of Census’ Housing Units
Autherized by Building Permits and
Public Contracts; and the Statistical
Abstract of the U.S. Information on
the number of antitrust criminal ac-
tions was taken from Ciabauit and
Block (1981).

Sample:

The data collection is a pooled time-
series of cross-sections: 19 cities
over a period of 11 years (i.e., 1970~
1980, although data for 1969 are
available for a limited number of vari-
ables). Three files of varying units of



time (months, quarter, and years) are
avaiiable.

Dates of data collection:
1980-1981

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Composed mainly of published aggre-
gate data on costs and prices, profits
and estimates of collusive markups

in an industry can be calculated and
related to anitrust enforcement ef-
forts with this dataset.

Description of the variables:

Variables include measures of wages
and materials costs, prices of con-
crete products, number of building
permits issued, gasoline prices, the
consumer price index, number of la-
borers employed, unemployment
rates, measures of change in the De-
partment of Justice’s Antitrust Divi-
sion budget, change in the number of
DOJ permanent enforcement person-
nel, and number of antitrust criminal
actions initiated by DOJ against
ready-mix users, producers of related
products, produicers of substitutes for
ready-mix products, and ready-mix
producers.

Unit of observation:

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

Quarter: repeated quarterly meas-
ures of cities (city-quarters)

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

Geographic Coverage

Atlanta, GA, Baltimore, MD, Birming-
ham, AL, Boston, MA, Chicago, IL,
Cincinnati, OH, Cleveland, OH, Dal-
las, TX, Denver, CO, Detroit, Mi, Kan-
sas City, MQ, Los Angeles, CA,
Minneapolis, MN, New York, NY,
Philadeiphia, PA, Pittsburgh, PA, St.
Louis, MO, San Francisco, CA, and
Seattle, WA

File Structure
Data files: 3; (1) Month
2) Quarter
3) Year
Variables: Month, 32
Quarter, 37
Year, 35
Cases: Month, 2736
Quarter, 836
Year, 228
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
antitrust enforcement. Journal of
Political Economy, 89(3), 429—445.

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

Aduit Criminal Careers in
Michigan: 1974-1977

Alfred Blumstein and Jacqueline Cohen
Camegie-Mellon University
79-NI-AX-0121
(ICPSR 8279)

Purmpose of the Study

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

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data are taken from computer-
ized criminal history files of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation.
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Sample:

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 pri-
mary criterion for inclusion in the
sample was at least one arrest in
Michigan for murder, rape, robbery,
ar?gravated assault, burglary, or auto
thett.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The organization of this dataset by
the individual allows the opportunity
to conduct longitudinal analyses of in-
dividual ofiending patterns. For each
case included in the sample, the ar-
rest history was recorded, including
data on ali recorded arrests through
1977, regardless of offerise type.

The full dataset includes records for
41,191 individuals for a total of
200,007 armrests. The data are organ-
ized by individual, including demo-
graphic data on the individual, followed
by information from the individual’s ar-
rest record in chionological order.

Description of variables:

The data include descriptive informa-
tion on all arrests through 1977 for
each individual in the sample. Vari-
ables include birth date, birth place,
sex, and race. The arrest variables in-
clude the date of the arrest, the of-
fenses charged, the disposition
(convicted, dismissed, or acquitted),
and the sentence.

Unit of observation:
Individual adult offenders

Geographic Coverage
Michigan

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 57
Cases: 41,191
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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 perspecitive.
Unpublished working paper,
Carnegie-Mellon University,
Pittsburgh, PA.

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and Hsieh, P.
(1982). The duration of adult crimi-
nal careers. Unpublished final re-
port to the National Institute of
Justice.

Adult Criminal Careers
in New York, 1972-1983

Alfred Blumstein and Jacqueline Cohen
School of Urban and Public Affairs,
Carmnegie-Mellon University
82-IJ-CX-0062
(ICPSR 9353)

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) to
evaluate the potential incapacitative
effects of sentencing.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data were obtained from the
Computerized Criminal Historsy file
maintained by the New York State Di-
vision of Criminal Justice Services.

Sample:

There are two samples that include
adult offenders aged 16 or older who
were arrested in New York State be-
tween 1972 and 1976. The first in-
cludes all aduits arrested for the
offenses of murder, rape, robbery, ag-
gravated assault, or burglary in the
general areas of New York State dur-



ing the sample years (for selected
high-density counties in the New
York City metropolitan area, the sam-
pling fraction was .5). The second in-
cludes all adults arrested for larceny
or auto theft in Albany or Erie coun-
ties during the sample years. Data
are available for both samples
through April 1983, when data coliec-
tion was terminated.

Dates of data coliection:
1983

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The dataset provides information on
prior record and follow-up records for
a large sample of adults arrested in
New York State.

Description of vaniables:

The files contain information on
arrestees (person level) and descrip-
tions of each arrest (arrest level)
through April 1983. At the person
level, 14 variables are available on
items such as sex, race, age, and
nurnber 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, and type
and length of sentence (if any).

Unit of observation:

The data can be analyzed at two dif-
ferent levels; person and arrest.

Geographic Coverage
New York

File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) Serious crime arrests
(2) Larceny/auto theft amrests

Variables: 30 each file

Cases:  Serious crime arrests:
129,010
Larceny/auto theft arrests:
12,555

Note: The data are organized hierar-
chically in two leveis: (1) a person
record, and (2) one or more arest

records. Each of the two data files
has a vanable number of records per
case. The number of records is de-
pendent on the number of arests an
arrestee had.

Effects of Foot Patrol
Policing ir Boston,
197714985

William J. Bowers, Jon Hirsch,
Jack McDevitt, and Glenn L. Pierce
Northeastern University
84-17-CX-K035
(ICPSR 9351)

Purpose of the Study

The Boston Police Department
implemented a new foot patrol

plan in March 1983. This study at-
tempted to evaluate its impact on
incidents of crime and neighborhood
disturbances.

Methodofogy

Sources of information:

Monthly data an “911" calls for police
services were obtained from the rec-
ords of the computer-aided dispaich
(CAD) system maintained by the Bos-
ton Paolice Department.

Sample:

The sample consists of all calls for
service and police activity data re-
corded in the Boston Police Depart-
ment’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 pe-
riod January 1977 to October 1984
(94 months x 886 areas = 83,284
cases). The second file contains po-
lice activity logs for 738 GRAs in a
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25-month period (March 1981 to
March 1983) prior to the foot patrol in-
tervention. 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 inciudes police
activity data in 94 areas across the
period from May 1978 to July 1985.

Dates of data collection:
1984 to 1985 (approximately)

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 vanables:

The first file includes information on
service calls by types of criminal of-
fenses, types of community ¢istir-
bances, and response priority #i 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 infor-
mation similar to that in the pre- and
post-intervention files, but its cover-
age period is longer than Files 2 and
3. Variables in the patrol activity files
(Files 2-4) are identical.

Unit of observation:
Geographical reperting area by month

Geographic Coverage
Boston, Massachusetts

File Structure

Data files: 4

Variables: 10 to 25 per file
Cases: 8,1781t0 83,284 per file
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Bowers, W.J., and Hirsch, J.H.
(1987). The impact of foot patrol
staffing on crime and disorder in
Boston. American Journal of Police,
6(1), 1744,

Fraud Victlmuzation Survey,
1990: [Umted States]

John M. Boyle

Schuliman, Ronca and Bucuvalas, Inc.
OJP-90-N-247
(ICPSR 9733)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to con-
duct a pretest and refinement of a
proposed Fraud Victimization Supple-
ment to the National Crime Survey
(NCS) that would be comparabie to
the NCS Victim Risk Suppiement and
the NCS School Crime Supplement.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected through inter-
views with adults in the sample.
Interviewing was carried out using a
Computer-Assisted Telephone Inter-
viewing system.

Sample:

The sample for the full pretest in-
cluded 400 respondents. It was
chosen to be representative of the
general population of U.S. adults

‘1\] BC )éears or oider, as reflected in the

Dates of data collection:

The project took place from May 24,
1990, through June 22, 1920.

Summary of Contents

Description of vanables:

Two groups of variables may be
found in the dataset: those pertaining
to the individual respondent and
those pertaining to the fraud incident.



Personal information includes demo-
graphics and information about expe-
riences as a victim of crimes other
than fraud. For each type of fraud the
respondent had experienced, a se-
ries of questions was asked.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation was the indi-
vidua! person. However, the data
have been structured into two files.
The first uses the person as the unit
of analysis. The second uses the
fraud incident as the unit of analysis.

Geographic Coverage

The sample was drawn from the gen-
ﬁréﬂspopulation as reflected in the

Fiie Structure

Data files: 2; (1) Person File
(2) Incident File

Variables: Person, 320

Incident, 89
Cases: Person, 400
Incident, 260
TN R

Cross-Validation of the lowa
Offender Risk Assessment
Mode! in Michigan,
19801982

Richard Alfred Bradshaw
Michigan State University
85-1J-CX-0035
(ICPSR 9236)

Purpose of the Study

This study attempted to cross-validate
the 1984 and 1985 versions of the
lowa model for assessing risk of
offeriding while on paroie by applying
it to a Michigan sample of male parol-
ees over a follow-up period of two
and a haif years.
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Sources of information:

Data on parolees’ characteristics and
criminal histories were obtained from
criminal files maintained by the Pro-
gram Bureau of the Michigan Depart-
ment of Corrections (DOC). When
DOC data on the criminal records
were riot available for parolees, they
were collected from the state police
rap sheet records.

Sample:

A sirple randorm sample of 676 male
parolees was selected from the popu-
fation of 4084 inmates released on
parole by the Michigan Parole Depart-
ment during calendar year 1980.

Dates of data collection:
Circa 1985 to 1986

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the siudy:

These data allow for the actuarial pre-
diction of felonious recidivism of male
parolees over a two and a half year
follow-up parole period. Different
measures of predictors such as prior
criminal history, current offense, sub-
stance abuse history, age, and recidi-
vism on parcle are available.

Description of the variables:

The first file contains parolee's infor-
mation on demographics, drug use
history, prior ~riminal history, risk
scores, and parole history. The sec-
ond file records parolees’ detailed
criminal historigs for all violent and
nonviolent felony arrests and dates,
and charges and dispositions of each
arrest with a maximum of eight arrests.

Unit of observation:
Parolees

Geographic Coverage
Michigan



File Structure
Data files: 2; (1) Parolee

(2) Crimes
Variables: Parolee, 38

Crimes, 112
Cases: Parolee, 676

Crimes, 617

Reports and Publications

Bradshaw, R.A. (1986). Multivariate
actuarial prediction of felonious re-
cidivism of male parolees: Com-
parative cross-validation of two risk
assessmernt models on a Michigan
sample. Unpublished doctoral dis-
seriation, Michigan State University.

Evaluation of Arizona
Pretrial Services Drug
Testing Prograims,
1987-1989

Chester L. Britt IIT
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
Michael R. Gottfredson
University of Arizona

John Goldkamp

Temple University
88-IJ-CX-K003

(ICPSR 9807)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this evaluation was to
examine the relationship between
drug use and pretrial misconduct in
two counties in Arizona. Three stud-
ies at each site were undertaken as
part of the evaluation program: A non-
experimental study of the predictive
validity of drug test information for

the problems of pretrial crime and fail-
ure to appear at trial, and two drug
monitoring experiments to assess the
specific deterrent effects of periodic
drug testing with sanctions.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Pretrial misconduct data were drawn
from police records, including war-
rants issued for failing to appear at re-
quired court appearances and

records of rearrest. Some back-
ground information on demographics
was gathered during interviews with
the defendants. Drug test results
viere obtained from urine samples.

Sample:

Pima County. The sample for File 1
comprises 523 individuals in Pima
County who were booked on felony
charges from October 1987, through
December 1987, who agreed to be

given a drug test, and who were re-
leased prior to their trial.

The sample for File 2 comprises

231 pretrial supervised releasees in
Pima County. These individuals were
arrested on felony charges and re-
leased between the dates of May
1988 and October 1988. Defendants
were randomly assigned to super-
vised release with drug testing (ex-
perimental group, n = 153), or to
supervised release without drug test-
ing (control group, n = 78).

The sample for File 3 comprises

138 additional releases in Pima
County (experiment2{ group, n = 74;
control group, n = 64). These individu-
als were arrested on felony charges
and released between the dates of
April 1989 and June 1989.

Maricopa County. The sample for
File 4 comprises 311 felony defen-
dants in Maricopa County who were
arrested between October 13, 1988,
and November 3, 1988, who agreed
to be given a drug test, and who
were released prior to their trial.

The sample for File 5 comprises

945 individuals in Maricopa County,
who were booked on felony charges,
who agreed to be given a drug test,
and who were released priof to their
trial. Defendants were randomly as-



signed to the monitoring program (ex-
perirnental group, n = 339) or to re-
lease on their own recognizance
{conirol group, n = 606).

The sample for File 6 comprises

234 additional releasees in Maricopa
County. These individuals were on
pretrial release and were randersiiy
assigned to the drug monitoring pro-
gram (experimental group, n = 118)
or to normal treatment without diug
monitoring (control group, n = 116).

Dates of data collection:

Data from all files were collected in
the late 1980s. Urine samples were
collected and interviews were con-
ducted shortly after the time of arrest,
and police records were accessed
shortly after the defendant’s court
appeararnce.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

The six files each contain variables
related to demographics, results of
urinalysis tests, prior criminal history,
and pretrial misconduct. in addition,
Files 2, 3, 5, and 6 contain variables
related to drug monitoring for those
included in the experimental group

Unit of observation:

For each of the six files, the unit of
analysis is the individual defendant.

Geographic Coverage

Pima County, Arizona, and Maricopa
County, Arizona

File Structure

Data files: 6; (1) Raw data for
nonexperimental study in
Pima County
(2) Raw data for
experimental study in
Pima County
{3) Raw data for additional
experimental study in
Pima County
(4) Raw data for
nonexperimental study in
Maricopa County

(5) Raw data for experimental

study in Maricopa County
(6) Raw data for additional
experimental study in

Maricopa County
Variables: 58 1o 103
Cases: 138t0 945

Reports and Publications

Gottfredson, M.R., Britt ll, C.L., and
Goldkamp, J. (1991). Evaluation of
Anzona pretrial services drug test-
ing programs. Final report for the
National Institute ot Justice.

Calls for Service to Police

As a Means of Evaluating

Crime Trends in Oklahoma
City, 1986-1988

Robert J. Bursik, Jr., Harold G.
Grasmick, and Mitchell B. Chamlin
Center for the Study of Crime,
Delinquency, and Social Control
86-1J-CX-0076
(ICPSR 9669)

Purpose of the Study

This study reports on the use of calls
for service to police to lock at two
phenomena: the effect of on-site
clearance (i.e., an arrest by police
during their initial response to a
crime) of a crime on subsequent
rates of that crime, and the use of
calls for service data as an altema-
tive means for predicting crime
trends. In the first part of the study,
the investigators were interested in
ecological models of deterrence of
crime. in particular, they were con-
cerned with the issues of determining
the appropriate level of data aggrega-
tion, and specifying the appropriate
lag time for the model. Calls for serv-
ice data from robberies were used to
test their models.

The second part focuses on a more
general use of calls for service data
to estimate crime trends. Estimates



of crime trends have often been
made from the Uniform Crime Re-
ports or from the National Crime Sur-
vey. The investigators believed that
preblems with both these sources
made it difficult to get reliabie esti-
mates with them. They argued for the
use of calls for service data to
compensate for some of these
problems and therefore produce
better estimates.

Methodology

Sources of information

The data were abstracted from com-
puter-recorded logs of ali the emer-
gency calls for service to the
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, Police De-
partment. The data have been cor-
rected so that each call reflects a
discrete incident, i.e., in situations
where multiple calls for the same inci-
dent were received, only one call is
recorded in the data. All cases in
which the report of a crime was deter-
mined to be unfounded were elimi-
nated from the data.

Sample:

The data were selected from ali calls
for service which occurred during the
pericd June 1986 to June 1988. For
the first data file, only calls for serv-
ice involving the crime of rebbery
were used. For the second data file,
calls for service for 18 categories of
crime were used: aggravated as-
saukl, robbery, rape, burglary, grand
larceny, motor vehicle theft, simple
assault, fraud, child molestation,
other sex offense, domestic distur-
bance, disorderly conduct, public
drunkenness, vice and drugs, petit
larceny, shoplifting, kidnapping/
hostage-taking, and suspicious activ-
ity. All cails during the period that
met the above criteria were included
in the files.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected for a 100-week
period beginning June 1, 1986. The
neighborhood robbery trends data
file covers the period July 1986

through June 1988. The calls for serv-
ice data file covers the period July
1886 through April 1988.

Summary of Centents

Description of vanables:

The dataset on neighborhood rob-
bery trends contains four variables:
(1) the police district from which the
call came; (2) the time interval (in
days) between the robbery call in
question and the immediately preced-
ing robbery call; (3) whether the im-
mediately preceding call was cleared
by an on-site arrest or not; and

(4) the number of robbery calls
cleared on-site by arrest from the be-
ginning of the observation period to
that point (i.e., from the beginning of
data collection to the current time).

There are 20 variables in the calls for
service dataset. These include: (1)
the date (month and year, coded as
one variable) for which the data were
obtained; (2) the total number of calls
for service of all types for that date;
and (3) for 18 categories of crimes,
the percent of the totai nurniber of
calls comprised by that paricular
category.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation in the robbery
trends data file is a call for service 10
the police department in which rob-
bery was the crime reporied. The unit
of observation in the calls for service
data file is a one-month reporting
period.

Geographic Coverage

The area studied was Oklahoma
City, Oklahoma.

File Structure
Data files: 2; (1) Neighborhood
robbery trends data
(2) Calls for service data
Variables: 4 and 20
Cases: 617and 22



Reports and Publications

Bursik, R.J., Jr., Grasmick, H.G., and
Chamlin, M.B. (1990). The effect of
longitudinal arrest patterns on the
development of robbery trends at
the neighborhood level (Revised
version of a paper presented to the
annual meetings of the American
Society of Criminology, Reno,
Nevada). Norman, Oidlahoma:
Center for the Study of Crima,
Delinquency, and Social Control,
Department of Sociology, University
of Oklahoma.

Bursik, R.J., Jr., and Grasmick, R.J.
(1990). An alternative database for
the determination of crime trends in
American cities: A research note.
Norman, Okiahoma: Center for the
Study of Crime, Delinquency, and
Social Control, Department of
Saciology, University of Oklahoma.

Bursik, R.J., Jr., Grasmick, H.G., and
Chamlin, M.B. (1990). The effect of
longitudinal arrest patterns on the
development of robbery trends at
the neighborhocod level. Criminol-
ogy, 28, 431-450.

Evaluation of the
Implementation and Impact
of the Massachusetts
Intensive Probation
Supervision Project,
19841985

James M. Byme and Linda M. Kelly
University of Lowell
85-11-CX-0036
(ICPSR 9970)

Purpose of the Study

intensive probation supervision (IPS)
programs are characterized by in-
creased surveillance and control of
high risk offenders. Supervision of
oftenders by probation officers is in-
creased, and the regponse 1o viola-

tions results in swift revocation of prod-
bation, and incarceration. The pur-
pose of this study was to examine
the impact of IPS programs on reha-
bilitation of high-risk offenders in the
areas of employmient, substance
abuse, marital/family relationships,
and subsequent recidivism. The in-
vestigators aiso studied whether the
additional caseload of the probation
officers who implemented the IPS
program reduced the number of su-
pervision contacts with non-1PS pro-
bationers under normal minimum,
moderate, and maximum supervision
regimens.

The data address the following ques-
tions: (1) How did IPS probationers
compare to probationers who were
eligible for, but not included in, the
IPS program in the areas of recidi-
vism, employment, substance abuse,
and marital/family relationships?

(2) What were the changes in super-
vision rates for non-IPS probationers
undergoing minimum, moderate, and
maximum supervision after imple-
mentation of the IPS program?

(8) Did recidivism increase among
non-IPS probationers in experimental
couris compared to non-{PS proba-
tioners in control courts?

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from risk classifi-
cation forms; needs/strengths classifi-
cation forms; probation case files,
including sentencing data and super-
vision chronologies; and criminal his-
tory data from the state’s probation
central field.

Sample:

Fifteen courts were originally se-
lected for the experimental program,
but two were subsequently dropped
from the study. The 13 remaining pi-
lot sites provided a cross-section of
the state’s probation system, includ-
ing courts covering urban; suburban,
rural, and mixed (urban/suburban/ru-
raly areas of the state.



IPS eligibility was determined by a
score of less than 10 on the state’s
risk/needs assessment form. The ex-
perimental group comprised all of-
fenders who met this criterion and
were included in the IPS program be-
tween April 1 and December 31,
1985 (n = 277). Ali IPS-eligible of-
fenders who were placed on regular
probation between April 1 and De-
cember 31, 1984, were used for
pre/post comparisons within the ex-
perimental courts (n = 242).

The total population of IPS-eligible of-
fenders in the 13 control courts for
the periods of April 1 to December
31, 1984, and April 1 to December
31, 1985, were included in the con-
trol group (n = 365).

Finally, a random sample of all other
offenders in experimental and control
courts who were placed on probation
during the same time periods in 1984
and 1885 was drawn (n = 2534).

Dates of data collection:

Pre-test daia include offenders
placed on probation between April 1,
1984, and December 31, 1984. Post-
test data include information on of-
fenders who were placed on probation
between April 1, 1985, and December
31, 1885.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

For each offender, a full range of
data were coliected on (1) offender
risk characteristics at initial, four-
month, ten-month, and termination
assessment, (2) offender needs char-
acteristics at initial, four-month, ten-
month, and termination assessment,
(3) probation officer/offender contact
chronoiogies for the entire one-year
foilow-up period, and (4) offender
prior criminal history and recidivism
during a one-year follow-up period.

The two data files are identically
structured and contain the same set
of variabies. Variables include:
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1. ldentification variables — case ID
number, court, date of birth, of-
fense, date probation began and
ended

2. Risk variables — prior record and
probation, age at first offense,
residence, employment, family
structure, alcohol/drug use, atti-
tude, arraignment date

3. Needs/strengths variables — edu-
cation, employment, marital/
family relationships, social
adjustment, alcohol and drug us-
age, counseling, health, financial
management, motivation/ability
to address problems; levels of
supervision, dates of initial, four-
month, ten-month, and termina-
tion assessments

4. Probation agreement variables —
restitution, support payments,
special conditions, split sen-
tences, incarceration

5. Supervision variables — date of
disposition, disposition, length of
supervision, current status, total
number of contacts, types of con-
tacts, frequency of contacts,
contacts for each month of super-
vision, number of surrenders, out-
come of revocations, referrals for
high needs areas, offender com-
pliance with referrals, administra-
tive reviews

6. Face-to-face contact variables —
description of each face-to-face,
PO response to offender, date of
contacts

7. Criminal history form variables —
description of each offense, court
costs, appeals, disposition of ap-
peals, revocations, reduction of
offense, split sentences, most se-
rious offense type, adult or juve-
nile status

8. Surrender variables — reason for
surrender, outcome of revocation
hearing, type of technical violations



Unit of observation:

individual offenders placed on
probation

Geographic Coverage

The data cover 26 courts repre-
senting a cross-section of urban, sub-
urban, rural, and mixed areas across
the state of Massachusetis.

File Structure

Extent of collection: 2 data files +
machine-readable documentation
(text)

Card image data format

Part 1

Pre-test group
rectangular file structure
1,581 cases

637 variables
80-unit-long record

19 records per case

Part2

Post-test group
rectangular file structure
1,787 cases

637 variables
80-unit-long record

19 records per case
Part3

Codebook for ail parts
80-unit-long recor

Reports and Publications

Byme, J.M., and Kelly, L.M. (1989).
Restructuring probation as an inter-
mediate sanction: An evaluation of
the implementation and impact of
the Massachusetts Intensive Proba-
tion Supervision Program. Final Re-
port to the National Institute of
Justice.

influence of Sanctions
and Opportunities on Rates
of Bank Robbery,
1970-1975: [United States]

George M. Camp and LeRoy Gould
Criminal Justice Institute, Inc.
79-NI-AX-0117
(ICPSR 8269)

Purpose of the Study

This study was designed to explain
variations in crime and to examine
the detemrent effects of sanctions
combining the effects of economic
and sociological independent vari-
ables. The study concentrated primar-
ily on bank robberies, but it also
examined burglaries and other

kinds of robberies over the period
1870-1975.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from many
sources: (1) FBI's Uniform Crime Re-
ports; (2) National Crime Survey
data; (3) FBIl Bank Robbery Division
— state statistics; (4) FBI Bank Rob-
ber Unit — individual statistics;

(5) U.S. Census; (6) Scurcebook of
Criminal Justice Statistics; {7) FBl's
NCIC CCH data file tape; (8) Federat
Regulatory Agencies — FDIC and
Federal Home Loan Bank Board;

{9) data collected by Thomas F.
Pogue, Department of Economics,
University of lowa, Deterrent Effects
of Arrests and Imprisonment in
the United States, 19601977
{(ICPSR 7973), supported by NIJ
grant #79-NI-AX-0015, and (10) Sia-
tistical Abstract of the United States.

Sample:

The data collection is a pooled cross-
sectional time-series of bank robber-
ies in 50 states over a period of six
years (1970-1975), resulting in 300
observations.
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Special characteristics of the study:

The research design combined
variables from three different per-
spectives to examine the effects of
sanctions on robberies: (1) econoimic
— centainty, severity, immediacy of
criminal sanctions; (2) sociological
(anomie) — urbanization, population
mobility, rigid class structure, eco-
nomic means-ends discontinuities;
and (3) opportunity — exposure,
guardianship, and attractiveness of
object.

Description of the varniables:

Variables include (1) demographic in-
formation about population, including
population changes and growth, per-
cent nonwhite, urbanization, income,
and unemplioyment; (2) charac-
teristics of banks, bank robberies, as-
sets; and, (3) criminal justice
information about crime clearance
rates, arrests, and sentences.

Unit of observation:

State by year (i.e., repeated annual
measures of states)

Geographic Coverage
50 U.S. states

Fiie Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 556
Cases: 300

Reports and Publications

Gould, L.C., Camp, G.M., and Peck,
J.K. (1983). Economic and socio-
logical theories of deterrence, moti-
vation and criminal opportunity: A
regression analysis of bank robbery
and other properiy crimes. Unpub-
lished repont, Criminal Justice Insti-
tute, Inc., South Salem, NY.

Survey of American Prisons
and Jails, 1979

Ken Carison
Abt Associates
77-NI-AX-C018

(ICPSR 7899)

Purpose of the Study

This study was mandatedrby the
Crime Control Act of 1976. It includes
counts of facilities by age of facility
and rated capacity; counts of the in-
mate population by confinement vari-
ables, 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 fed-
eral adult comectional facilities and
402 community-based pre-release
tacilities. Telephone queries were
made to facilities failing to complete
the questionnaire.

Sample:

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

Dates of data collection:
1079
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Special characteristics of the study:

This study included a survey of all
state and federal comrectional facili-
ties and their staffs. The return rate
from the surveys and telephone fol-
low-ups was 100 percent. The
dataset includes details on the facil-
ity, staff, and population charac-
teristics of correctional institutions
and pre-release faciiities.

Description of variables:

Variables describing inmates include
race, age, and offense type. Facility



characteristics were measured by
variables such as spatial density,
hours confined to quarters, age of fa-
cility, and rated capacity. Demo-
graphic 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 institu-
tions in the United States

File Structuiz
Data files: 2; (1) Survey of state and
federal adult correctional
facilities
(2) Survey of community-
based and pre-release
facilities
Variables: State and federal, 291
Community and pre-
release, 208
State and federal, 558
Community and pre-
release, 405

Cases:

Reports and Publications

Abt Associates, Inc. (1983). Survey
of American prisons and jails, 1978.
Washington, DC.: Cfiice 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 Delinquericy,
29(1), 1-51.

Carlson, K., Evans, P., and
Flanagan, J. (1980). American
prisons and jails, Vol. 2. Population
trends and projections. U.S.
Depariment 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
Jjails, Vol. 4. Supplemental report:
Case studies of new legislation
governing sentencing and release.
U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA,
Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

Mullin, J. (1980). American prisons
and fails, Vol. 3. Conditions and
costs of confinement. U.S.
Department of Justice, LLEAA,
Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

Mullin, J., Carlson, K., and Smith, B.
(1980). American prisons and jails,
Vol. 1. Summary and policy implica-
tions of a national survey. U.S. De-
partment of Justice, LEAA,
Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

National Assessment of
Criminal Justice Needs,
1983: [United States]

Kent J. Chabotar and Lindsey Stellwagon
Abt Associates
80-1J-CX-0001

(ICPSR 8362)

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.

Sampie:

Questionnaires were mailed to

2377 respondents from the six re-
sponse groups(judges, trial court ad-
ministrators, correctional officials,
public defenders, police, prosecutors,
and probation and parole cfficers) in
both small and large criminal justice
agencies nationwide. Each state gov-
ernment’s coordinating board or plan-



ning agency for criminal justice also
participated in the survey. Within
most respondent groups, subgroups
were identified and sampled. A cen-
sus was taken of all the respondents
in the smaller subgroups whereas
random samples were drawn from
the larger subgroups. A tota! of
1447 questionnaires were returned.

Dates of daia collection:

Questionnaires were mailed out dur-
ing March of 1983; in September of
1983 telephone contacts were made.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:
This study summarizes the position
of leading criminal justice administra-
tors regarding problems confronting
criminal justice agencies and the
plans and resources necessary to
solve them. Criminal justice officials
(judges, trial court administrators, cor-
rections officials, public defenders,
police, prosecutors, probation and pa-
role officials) completed mail or tele-
phone survey instruments. The
surveys addressed five main issues:
{1) the adequacy of financial re-
sources in criminal justice depart-
ments and programis; (2) the most
importani problems confronting these
departments and programs; (3) the
most important problems facing state
criminal justice agencies; (4) assess-
ment of the needs for operational

and management irproverient; and,
(5) the technical assistance and re-
search sirategies needed to meet
these needs. Each component of the
criminal justice system received iden-
tical surveys.

Description of variables:

The variables describe the back-
ground of the respondent and the re-
spondent’'s agency, financial
resources available te the agency,
techinical assistance available, re-
search and initiative programs used,
and areas in need of improvement.
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Unit of observation:

Criminal justice practitioners (court,
public detenders. - _irections, police,
probation and parole, and prosecutors)

Geggraphic 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

Variables: 18 to 19 per file

Cases: 7810403 per file

Reports and Publications

Chabotar, K. (1984). Assessing
needs in the criminal justice system
(Finai report). Washington, DC: Na-
ticnal Institute of Justice.

Selecting Career Criminals
for Priority Prosecution,
1984--1986: Los Angeles

County, Caiifornia, and
Middiesex County,
Massachusetts

Marcia R. Chaiken
National Institute for Sentencing Alternatives
Brandeis University
84-1J-CX-0055
{ICPSR 8980)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study, conducted
in Los Angeles County, Caiifornia,
and Middiesex County, Massachu-
setts, was to develop offender classi-
fication criteria that could be used to
select career criminals for priority
prosecution.



Methodology

Sources of information:

Data sources are (1) official records
from the Los Angeles County Supe-
rior Court and the Office of the Mid-
dlesex County District Attorney,

(2) interview data with prosecutors in
Los Angeles, (3) case review forms
completed by priority prosecution at-
tomeys in Middlesex County, and
(4) survey data from defendants’
self-reports.

Sample:

Potential respondents were selected
from (1) priority prosecuted defen-
dants and (2) a random subset of
male defendants not prosecuted as
career criminals but criginally
charged with the same type of crime
as priority prosecuted defendants
such as homicide, robbery, and bur-
glary. These potential respondents
were asked to fill out the self-report
questionnaires. The self-report sur-
veys resuited in a sample of 298 re-
spondents in Los Angeles and 202
respondents in Middlesex County.

(Note: The original investigator ana-
lyzed fewer cases than the actual
number in the files because unreii-
able cases were excluded based on
the assessment of multiple indicators.)

Dates of data collection:
19841986
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Special characteristics of the study:

In addition to the crime records ob-
tained from official sources and de-
fendants’ seif-reports, information
about prosecutors’ discretionary juag-
ments on sampled cases was ob-
tained 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 possi-
ble response bias.

Description of vaniables:

The official record file contains infor-
mation on respondents’ and nonre-
spondents’ current and past records
of offenses committed, arrests, dispo-
sitions, sentences, parole and proba-
tion histories, substance use records,
juvenile court appearances, criminal
justice practitioners’ assessments,
and demographic characieristics.

The prosecutor interview file contains
variabies relating to opinions about
the seriousness rating of the defen-
dant, subjective criteria used to de-
cide suitability for prosecution, and
case status at intake stage.

In the file obtained from prosecutors’
case review forms, information in-
cludes judgments of LA and MA
prasecutors on the MA anonymous
cases, reasons for priority prosecution
stated by prosecutors, selection deci-
sions for priority prosecution, defen-
dants’ prior records, and situational
variables related o current offense.

In the self-report file, information in-
cludes each inmate’s demographic char-
acteristics, 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.

Unit of observation:
Defendants

Geographic Coverage
Los Angeles County, California, and
Middlesex County, Massachusetts

File Structure

Data files: 9
Variables: 377 10 416
Cases: 18110298



Reports and Publications

Chaiken, M.R., and Chaiken, J.M.
(1987). Selecting career criminals
for priority prosecution. Unpub-
lished final report to the National In-
stitute of Justice.

Alternative Procedures for
Reducing Delays in Criminal
Appeais: Sacramento,
Springfield, and Rhode
Island, 1983—1984

Joy A. Chapper and Roger A. Hanson
Justice Resources
85-1J-CX-0051
(ICPSR 9965)

Purpose of the Study

Justice Resources conducted this
study in response to the growing
caseload backlag in state criminal ap-
peilate courts. The criminal appeals
process is a vital feature of the iegal
system because it challenges lower
court convictions, thereby further en-
suring due process. Recently, the vol-
ume of appeals has been increasing
at a much higher rate than crime, ar-
rests, and prosecutions. Criminal ap-
pellate courts have been forced to
modify their procedures in response
to increasing caseloads. Since very
little was known about these modified
procedures, this study was con-
ducted to examine three altematives
that have become settled policy in
the courts that employ them. The pur-
pose of the study was to clarify prob-
lems with such procedures and to
gauge the prospects for further suc-
cessful appellate reform. A proce-
dure called “case management,”
used in the lllinois Appellate Count,
Fourth District, in Springfield, was
chosen as a subject for this study.
With this process, every appeal was
given an achievable time frame.
Deadlines were made clearina
scheduling erder which was strictly
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enforced. Also selected was the Cali-
fomia Court of Appeals, Third Dis-
trict, in Sacramento, for its procedure
of “staff screening for submission
without oral argument.” This process
was meant to reduce the amount of
time spent on nonargued appeals.
Time prior to briefing was not af-
fected. Each case was reviewed by a
three-judge panel which recom-
mended a waiver of argument if it felt
argument was not necessary. If argu-
ment was waived, the appea!l was
simply submitted to the same panel
for decision. All other cases were
tried on a regular argument calendar.
The Rhode Island Supreme Court
was selected because it employed
“fast-tracking procedures,” which fo-
cused on cases that did not require
full briefing. Cases that did not re-
quire full briefing were identified by in-
dividual justices. Afier counsel was
consulted, these cases were puton a
“show-cause” calendar. These cases
were submitted for decision with im-
ited written statements and argument
on a motions calendar. The other
cases proceeded with briefing and ar-
gument in a normal fashion. Partici-
pants from each court were
interviewed, and case data were col-
lected from their court records.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Personal interviews were conducted
with judges, attorneys, court clerks,
and other court staff in the lliinois
Appellate Count, Fourth District, in
Springfield, the California Court of Ap-
peals, Third District, in Sacramento,
and the Rhode Island Supreme

Court. Further data were collected
from court records in these three
districts.

Sample:

The three court districts in this study
were chosen because they employed
alternative procedures to reduce de-
lays in criminal appeals, because the
different approaches were succeed-
ing, and because the approaches



were representative of alternatives in
dealing with criminal appeals. At-
tempts were made to interview indi-
viduals in varving positions in the
appeals courts.

Dates of data collection:
1683-1984
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Special characteristics of the study:

Interviews were conducted with
judges, attorneys, court clerks, and
other court staff from the Califomia
Court of Appeals, Third District, in
Sacramento, the lllinois Appellate
Coun, Third District, in Springfield,
and the Rhode Island Supreme
Coun. Letters were sent to each of
these courts requesting interviews.
Interviews were then conducted in
person and lasted 45 minutes to an
hour. Twenty individuals werg inter-
viewed from the Rhode Islarid Su-
prema Caurt, 69 from the court in
Sacramento, and 38 from the Spring-
field court, yielding a total of 127 indi-
viduals. Case data were collected
from court records in each of these
couris. A total of 1,059 cases werg
chosen, 138 from Rhede Island, 587
from Sacramento, and 334 from
linais.

Description of variables:

Interviews covered opinions concem-
ing the altemative procedures as
they affected the quality of justice,
the amount of time these procedures
saved, and the possible benefits and
deficiencies of modified appeais proc-
esses. Case data variables include
the dates upon which various steps
of the appeals process were com-
pleted, decisions and outcomes of
cases, and length of briefs filed for in-
dividual appeals.

Unit of observation:
individuals

Geographic Coverage

Sacramento, Springfield, and
Rhode Island
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File Structure

Extent of collection: 2 data files +
machine-readable documentation

{text) + SAS control cards + SPSS con-
trol cards + data collection instrument

Card image data format

Part 1

Appellate questionnaire data
rectangular file structure

127 cases

138 variables

79-unit-long record

3 records per.case

Part 2

Case data

rectangular file structure
1,089 cases

65 variabies
80-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part3
User guide
80-unit-long record

Part 4

SAS control cards for appeliate
questionnaire data

80-unit-long record

Part5
SAS controf cards for case data
80-unit-long record

Reporis and Publications

Chapper, Joy A, and Roger A. Hanson.
Managing the criminal appeals proc-
ess. Washington, DC: Justice Re-
sources, 1987.

Assessing Local Legal
Culture: Practitioner Norms
in Four Criminal Courts,
1979

Thomas W. Church, Jr.
National Center for State Courts
78-MU-AX-0023
(ICPSR 7808)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the attitudes of
court practitioners (judges and attor-



neys) to determine whether and in
what ways these attitudes affected
the handiing 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, New York; Detroit, Michigan;
Miami, Florida; and Pittsburgh, Penn-
sylvania). The primary selection crite-
rion was that previous research had
indicated that the courts in these cit-
ies processed their criminal cases in
quite different fashions (differences

in speed, proportion of cases dis-
posed with guilty pleas, and sentenc-
ing practices). Within these counts,
judges, prosecutors, and defense at-
tomeys were sampled. Sample size for
each city and category of practitioner
varied from 5 (Miami judges) to 42 (Mi-
ami prosecutors).
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Special characteristics of the study:

For this research, a questionnaire
consisting of 12 hypothetical criminal
cases was created to explore the atti-
tudes and opinions of court person-
nel and their perceptions of the best
method for processing cases in a
properly functioning court. The ques-
tionnaire was completed by 242
judges, prosecutors, and defense at-
tomeys, and the data summarize
each court’s “culture” of legal proc-
essing.

Description of variables:

The variables include attitudinal infor-
mation on judges, prosecutors, and
defense counsel in four urban courts.
Variables include respondent’s years
iri the criminal justice system, pre-
ferred mode of disposition of the hy-
pothetical case, preferred sentence

type, and assessment of probability
of conviction.

Unit of observation:

Court practitioners: judges, prosecu-
tors, and defense counsel

Gecgraphic Coverage

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

File Structure
Data fiies: 1

Variables: 114
Cases: 242

Repeorts and Publications

Church, T.W.,, Jr. (1982). Examining
locai legal culture: Praclitioner
attitudes in four eriminal courts.
Washington, DC: National Institute
of Justice.

Church, TW.,, Jr. (1981). Who sets
the pace of litigation in urban trial
courts. Judicature, 65, 76-85.

Alaska Plea Bargaining
Study, 1974-1976

Stevens H. Clarke
Alaska Judicial Council
76-NI-10-0001
(ICPSR 7714)

Purpose of the Study

This study was designed to deter-
mine the effect of a statewide ban on
plea bargaining in Alaska on case
processing and sentencing.

Methodology

Sources of information:

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



Sample:

Cases trom the criminal courts of
Anchorage, Juneau, and Fairbanks,
Alaska, were sampled over the pe-
riod August 1974 to August 1976.

Dates of data collection: 3
19761977 calendar year
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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 administra-

tion of felony justice.

Description of variables:

Variables include demographic infor-
mation on criminal offenders, social
characteristics, criminal history, na-
ture of the offense for the cument
offense, evidence, victim charac-
teristics, and administrative factors
conceming case outcome.

Unit of observation:

A single felony charge against a sin-
gle defendant

Geographic Coverage

Anchorage, Juneau, and Fairbanks,
Alaska

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 192
Cases: 3586

Repoits and Publications

liiif, C.H., Mock, M.A,, Rubenstein, M.L.,
Simpson, S.8., 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 officiai prohibition of plea
bargaining on the disposition of
felony cases in the Alaska criminal
courts. Unpublished report, Alaskan
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Judicial Sentencing Commission,
Anchorage, AK.

Rubenstein, M.L.., and White, T.J.
(1979). Alaska's ban on plea bar-
gaining. Law and Socisly Review,
13, 367-383.

Felony Prosecution and
Sentencing in North
Carolina, 1981-1982

Stevens H, Clarke
University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill
80-1J-CX-0004
(ICPSR 8307)

Puspose of the Study

This research was designed to as-
sess the impact of a determinate sen-
tencing law that became effective
July 1, 1881, in North Carolina. The
primary objective of the study was to
describe the judicial decision-making
process and the patterns of felony
sentengcing prior to and after the stat-
ute became operational.

Methodaclogy

Sources of information:

Statewide data were collected on fel-
ony cases from police departments,
arrest reports, police investigaticn re-
ports, and District and Superior Court
files from 12 North Carolina counties
during a three-month period in 1979
and again in 1981.

Sample:

A purposive sample of 12 North Caro-
lina counties was selected. These
counties were selected on the basis
of three dimensions: (1) region; (2) ur-
banization; and (3) workload of court.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected during a three-
qngon:h period in 1879 and again in
81.
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Special characteristics of the study:

These data permit analysis of the ef-
fect of a large-scale judicial reform,
the introduction of North Carolina’s
determinate sentencing scheme. The
data describe in detail court activities
in 12 representative counties. With
this dataset, it is possible to trace
individual defendants through the
criminal justice system from arrest
through disposition.

Description of variables:

Variables include information from of-
ficial court records about witness tes-
timony and quality of the evidence,
information from prison staff and pro-
bation/parole officers, and social,
demographic, and criminal history
data for defendants. Information is
also provided on the defendant's en-
try point in the system, charge and
charge reduction information, arraign-
ment status, and type of disposition.

Unit of observation:
Individual defendants

Geographic Coverage
North Carolina

File Structure

Data files: 2

Variabies: 1979 file, 279
1981 file, 322
1979 file, 1378
1981 file, 1280

Cases:

Reports and Publications

Clarke, S.H., Kurtz, S., Rubinsky, K.,
and Schieicher, D. (1982). Felony
prosecution and sentencing in
North Carolina: A report to the
governor's crime coimmission and
the National Institute of Justice.
Unpublished report, University of
North Carolina, Institute of
Government, Chapel Hill, NC.

Clarke, 8.H., Kurlz, 8., Lang, G.F.,
Parker, K.L., Rubinsky, EW., and
Schleicher, D.d. (1983). North
Carolina’s determinate sentencing
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analysis: An evaluation of the first
year's experiencs. Unpublished
report, University of North Carolina,
E_Isltitﬁtg of Government, Chapel

ill, NC.

Clarke, S.H. (no date). North
Carolina’s fair senitencing act:
What have the resulis been?
Unpublished report, University of
North Caroling, Ingtitute of
Government, Chapel Hill, NG.

Clarke, S.H., and Kurtz, S.T. (1983).
The importance of interim decisions
to felony trial court dispositions. Un-
published report, University of
North Carolina, Institute of Govern-
ment, Chapel Hill, NC.

Effectiveness of Client
Specific Planning As
an Alternative Sentence,
1981-1982: Washington,
DC, and Fairfax,
Montgomery, and Prince
George Counties

William H, Clements
University of Delaware
85-17-CX-0047
(ICPSR 8943)

Purpose of the Study

This study is an evaluation of the Cli-
ent Specific Planning (CSP) program
of the National Center on Institutions
and Alternatives (NCIA). The CSP
program offers nonincarcerative sen-
tencing options and alternatives pre-
pared for judges and presented by
an NCIA caseworker.

The study estimates the impact of
the program on sentence length and
severity, and gauges the effective-
ness of the program at diverting
serious felony offenders from incar-
ceration. The rate, type, seriousness,
and timing of recidivism in a 24-month

.\.



post-sentence risk period are also
recorded.

Methodalogy

Sources of information:

Data were gathered from court case
files, presentence investigation (PSl)
reports, and official police records.

Sampie:

Cases for the CSP gisup (n = 121)
were selected frorii NCIA log siitrias
between Octeber 1, 1981, and Sep-
terber 30, 1982, for adult felony
cases in the four meiropolitan jurisdic-
tions: Washington, DG, Fairfax
County, Virginia, and Montgomery
and Prince George’s Counties. in all
cases there was a requast for CSP
service prior to original sentencing.

The comparison group (n = 137) se-
lected from felony cases liled during
the study year in each jurisdiction
was matched to the CSP group in
terms of offense, criminal history,
age, sex, and race.

Dates of data collection:
19851986

Summary of Contenis

Special characteristics of the study:

The dataset provides detailed infor-
mation on criminal history, sentenc-
ing, and recidivism for the two
groups. it is one of the few datasets
available for evaluating this type of
program.

Description of variables:

The file contains 436 variables for
each defendant on demographic
characteristics, criminal history, prior
counseling experiences, prior incar-
ceration, charges and dispositions of
the recidivist arrests, and types of
sentencing altematives recom-
mended in CSP.

Unit of observation:
Adult felony offenders
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Geographic Coversage

Washington, DC; Fairfax County,
Virginia; and Monigomery and Prince
George's Counties in Maryland

File Structure
Data files: 1

Variables: 435
Cases: 258

Reporis and Publications

Clem.qits, W.H. (1987). The effactive-
ness of client specific planning as
an aiternative sentence. Unpub-
lished doctoral tissertation, Univer-
sity of Delaware.

illegal Corporate Behavior,
1975-1976

Marshall B. Clinard and
Peter C. Yeager
University of Wisconsin, Madison
77-NI-99-0069
(ICPSR 7855)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined comorate law
violations of 582 of the largest

ublicly-owned comporations in the

.8. The research focused on en-
forcement actions initiated or im-
posed by 24 federal agencies, the
nature of these activities, the intemal
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 Man-
agement Sciences, inc.; MOODY'S se-
ries of manuals, corporations' annual
reports o the Securities and Ex-
change Commission, and Foriune
magazine.



Sample:

A purposive sample of 582 of the
largest publicly-owned corporations

in the United States was selected.
The sample includes 477 manufactur-
ing, 18 wholesale, 66 retail, and

21 service corporations, and covers
enforcament actions and economic
datz during 1975 and 1976,

Dates of data collection:
1977-1978

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 con-
tains information on the law enforce-
ment actions taken against these
corporations by federal agencies. In
order to determine the conditions con-
ducive to corporate violations of law,
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,
wholesale, retail, and service corpora-
tions. There is also information about
the operating and financial difficulties
of the corporations. Data were also
collected on industry-level charac-
teristics that may reiate to commission
of illegal corporate acts, violatioris,
sanctions, and other law enforcement
activities directed at these corporations.

Unit of observation:

Large, publicly-owned American busi-
ness corporations

Geographic Coverage
The continental United States

File Structure

Data files: 2; (i) Economics
(2) Violations

Variables: Economic, 128

Violations, 175

Economic, 461

Violations, 2230

Cases:

Reporis and Publications

Clinard, M.B., and Yeager, P.C.
(1978). Final report. of the white
collar crime study. Unpublished
repoit, University of Wisconsin,
Madison, WI.

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 comporate behavior.
Washington, DC: Law Enforcement
Administration.

Termination of Criminal
Careers: Measurement of
Rates and Their
Determinants in Detroit
SMSA, 1974-1977

Jacqueline Cohen and Alfred Blumstein
School of Urban and Public Affairs,
Camegie-Mellon University
86-11-CX-0047
(ICPSR 9666)

Purpose of the Study

The main purpose of this study was
to examine the length of criminai ca-
reers of criminal offenders. Through
the use of a maximum-likelihood
methed, the investigators estimated
the average rate at which certain
groups of offenders terminate their
criminal activities. The study also
sought to find out the differences in
termination rates across selected of-
fender attributes.

Methaodology

Sources of infermation

Data were collected from the comput-
erized criminal history file maintained
by the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion. The FBI file is a central, national
depository of ail arrest records in sev-
eral states.



Sample:

The sample consists of official rec-
ords of adult individuals, aged 17
years and over, who were arrested at
least once for the criterion offense of
murder, rape, robbery, aggravated
assault, burglary, or auto theft during
the period January 1, 1974, tc De-
cember 31, 1977, in the Detroit
SMSA, Records from the FBI file per-
taining to these individuals’ criminal
histories {arrest charges, court ac-
tions, and custody arrangements)
were studied from their first arrests at
the age of 17 and all their other sub-
sequent arrests up until the end of
the study observation period in June
1982.

Dates of data colfection:

While the sample was defined in
terms of arrests from 1974 through
1977, the arrest history data span
times as early as 1926 {depending
on the arrestee’s age) and as late
as 1982.

Summary cof Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study made use of available FBI
data on the officially recorded offend-
ing history (criminal careers) of adult
individuals who were arrested in the
Detroit SMSA for certain offenses
(murder, rape, robbery, aggravated
assault, burgiary, or auto theft) dur-
ing the period January 1974 to De-
cember 1977. The individual’s arrest
history before and after the target ar-
rest (the offender’s first arrest for one
of these offenses in the Detroit
SMSA during 1974 to 1977) con-
sisted of data on the arrest event, a
list of offenses charged at the arrest,
the final disposition of the arrest
(whether convicted or not), the terms
of the corresponding sentence, and
custody arrangements, if any. Each
offender’s history included arrests
from age 17 (the age of adult jurisdic-
tion in Michigan) through the end of
the ohservation period in June 1982,

Description of variabiles:

There are two types of records in this
hierarchical file. The first and higher
level record pertains to the individual
and contains seven variables describ-
ing the person. The second level rec-
ord pertains to the arest and contains
53 variables describing the amrest and
subsequent court proceedings.

The first record type includes the fol-
lowing demographic information:
birth month, birth year, birth place,
sex, and race.

The second record type contains vari-
ables that describe a complete cycle
of events related to an arrest: dates,
charges, court actions, sentences,
and custody arrangements for every
arrest incident for each individual of-
fender. This record is repeated for as
many arrest events as are recorded
for an offender from age 17 to the
year 1982. All individuals in the sam-
ple have been arrested at least once.
Therefore there is at least one arrest
record following each person record.

The arrest segment of the data rec-
ord includes the following variables:
month and year of arrest, county of

arrest, arrest charges, and disposi-

tion of arrest.

The variables contained in the court
action segment of the record include
court disposition month and year, of-
fense type charged in court, court
disposition, minimum suspended
sentence, maximum suspended sen-
tence, minimum confinement sen-
tence, maximum confinement
sentence, minimum probation sen-
tence, maximum probation sentence,
fine, and other court sentences.

The custody status segment of the
record describes the individual's ad-
mission to and release from correc-
tional custody associated with the
arrest. The variables include month
and year custody took place and the
supervision status of the subject.
These variables were repeated up {0



five times for five possible custody su-
pervision events for each arrest.

Unit of cbservation:

The data file is organized as a hierar-
chical file composed of two record
fypes. The unit of observation for
Record Type 1 is the individual of-
fender. The unit of observation for
Record Type 2 is the arrest incident.

Geographic Coverage

The collected data pertain to criterion
arrests for murder, rape, robbery, ag-
gravated assault, burglary, or auto
theft made in the Detroit Standard
Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA)
during the period January 1974 to
December 1877 (the first arrest of
this type is called the target arrest).
Arrest events before and after the tar-
get arrest may have occurred any-
where in the United States.

File Structure

Data files :1

Variables: Record Type 1: 7
Record Type 2: 53
Record Type 1: 21,004
Record Type 2: 123,535

Cases:

Reports and Publications

Barnett, A., Biumstein, A., and
Farrington, D.P. (1989). A
prospective test of a criminal career
model. Criminology, 27, 373-388.

Blumstein, A., and Cohen, J. (1985).
Estimating the duration of adult
criminal careers. Proceedings of
the international Statistical institute.
Amsterdam, the Netherlands.

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and Golub, A.
(1988). The termination rate of
adult criminal careers. Working
paper, School of Urban and Public
Aftairs, Carmnegie-Mellon University.
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and Golub,
A. (1989). Estimation of rates of
termination of criminal careers.
Paper presented at the 1989
annual meeting of American

Society of Criminology. Reno,
Nevada.

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and Hsieh, P.
(1982). The duration of adult crimi-
nal careers. Final report to the Na-
tional Institute of Justice. Washington,
DC

Age-by-Race Specific
Crime Rates: 1965-1985:
[United States]

Jacqueline Cohen
Camegie-Mellon University
Richard Rosenfeld
University of Missouri, St. Louis
86-I7-CX-0083
(ICPSR 9589)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the crime pat-
tems of a number of subgroups in
the U.S. population for the years
1965 to 1985. These subgroups were
characterized by race and age. The
basic input data are the number of ar-
rests and the number of offenses
known to the police for different
crime types in the U.S. These data
were collected from the Uniform
Crime Reports released annually by
the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Using these data, the investigators
estimated arrest rates and crime
rates for each age-by-race cohort.

There were 294 observations in this
study, each one representing a co-
hort defined by age, race, and

year of observation. Data are con-
tained in one file with 12 variables.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were coliected for the period
1965 to 1985 from the annual Uni-
form Crime Reports: Crime in the
United States (UCR) of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation. Arrests are
reported in the UCR for the total



population by age of the arrestee for
22 age categories from ages under
10 to 65 and older. They are also re-
ported separately for four racial
groups for the gross age categories
of juveniles (under 18) and aduits (18
and over). This study aggregated
ages into seven categories and com-
bined the four races into two groups
(whites and nonwhites). Thus, seven
age groups and two race groups are
provided in each year for a total of
294 observations (7x2x21).

Sample:

The concept of sampling does not ap-
ply because the investigators used
secondary sources of data.

Dates of data collection:

Data for this study pertain to the pe-
riod 1965 through 1885,
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Description of vanablzs:

The variables under this study fall un
der four categories:

The first category includes the vari-
ables that define the cohort of the
unit of observation. They include:

(1) year of observation, from 1965 to
1985; (2) age group; and (3) race.

The second category of variables
was computed using UCR data per-
taining to the first category of vari-
ables. These are (1) period, (2) birth
cohort of age group in each year,
and (3) average cohott size for each
single age within an age group.

The third category includes variables
that describe the annual age-by-race
specific arrest rates for the different
crime types. These variables were es-
timated for race, age group, crime
type, and year using data directly
available from the UCR and popula-
tion estimates from census publica-
tions. The variables are as follows:
(1) annual age-by-race specific arrest
rate for murder; (2) annual age-by-race
specific arrest rate for robbery; and

(3) annual age-by-race specific arrest
rate for burglary.

The fourth category includes vari-
abies that describe the annual
age-by-race specific crime rates for
the different crime types. They were
also estimated for race, age group,
crime type, and year. Data for esti-
mating these variables were derived
from available UCR data on the fotal
number of offenses known to the po-
lice and total arrests in combination
with age-by-race specific arrest rates
for the different crime types. The vari-
ables are as follows: (1) annual
age-by-race specific crime rate for
murder; (2) annual age-by-race spe-
cific crime rate for robbery; and

(3) annual age-by-race specific crime
rate for burglary.

Unit of obsservation:

The unit of chservation is the cohort
defined by age, race, and year.

Geographic Coverage

The data collected pertain to the en-
tire United States.

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 12
Cases: 294

Reports and Publications

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and
Rosenfeld, R. (forthcoming). Trend
and deviation in crime rates: A
comparison of UCR and NCS data
for burglary and robbery. Criminology.

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and
Rosenfeld, R. (1989).
Compositional and contextual
effects of age on crime rates.
Paper presented at the 1989
annual meeting of the American
Sociological Association, San
Francisco, California.

Rosenfeld, R. (1989). Economic
inequality and age-by-race specific
crime rates: A cross-section
time-series analysis. Paper
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presented at the 1989 annual
meeting of the American Society of
Criminology, Reno, Nevada.

Rosenfeld, R. (1987). Determinants
of change in age-race specific
crime rates, 1965 to 1985. Paper
presented at the 1987 annual meet-
ing of the American Society of
Criminology, Montreal, Canada.

Techniques
for Assessing the Accuracy
of Recidivism Prediction
Scales, 1960-1980:
[Miami, Albuquerque,
New York City, Alameda and
Los Angeles Counties, and
the State of California]

Jacqueline Cohen, Sherwcwd Zimmerman,
and Stephen King
Camnegie-Mellon University
86-1J-CX-0039
(ICPSR 9988)

Purpose of the Study

Successful prediction has both theo-
retical uses as a test of criminology
theory and operational uses in crimi-
nal justice decisions. A good statisti-
cal prediction methed can provide
information, for instance, about an of-
fender's future expected behavior,
thus helping ofiicials make critical de-
cisions at different stages in the judi-
cial process. Predictive instruments
can have the capacity to classify past
offenders into groups according to
the level of risks they pose with re-
spect to selected outcomes, such as
recidivism.

The usefulness of any statistical pre-
diction device, however, rests upon
its validity, or the accuracy of its pre-
dictions. The validity of predictive in-
struments is traditionally measured
by applying the instrument to a sam-

ple obtained from a target population
(which is different from the sample
trom which these scales were con-
structed) and then measuring the pre-
dictive efficiency of the instrument by
assessing the number of its correct
predictions relative to the number of
correct predictions expected by
chance. While this method of assess-
ing validity is widely used, it has sev-
eral limitations. In pamcular levels of
both the actual accuracy achieved
and 'rmr%rz% are Righly hod
sampl \ so this met
does not aillow the comparison between
different predictive instruments or be-
tween populations of offenders.

The purpose of this study was to
measure the validity or accuracy of
four predictive instruments or scales
by using a method that overcomes
the limitations posed by other validity
measures. The four predictive instru-
ments include the INSLAW, RAND,
SFS81, and CGR scales. These
scales, respectively, estimate the
probability that criminals will commit
a subsequent crime quickly, that indi-
viduals will commit crime frequently,
that inmates who are eligible for re-
lease on parole will commit sub-
sequent crimes, and that defendants
awaiting trial will commit crimes while
on pretnal arest or detention. The in-
vestigators also sought to examine
the Relative Improvement over
Chance measure as an indicator of
the accuracy of criminal behavior pre-
dictive instruments. The RIOC meas-
ure is a standardized statistical
measure that simultaneously reflects
Type |, Type ll, and total errors of
measurement. The researchers used
longitudinal data form five existing, in-
dependent studies to assess the va-
lidity of the four predictive measures
in question.

The data address, in part, the follow-

" ing guestions: (1) To what extent

does each of the four predictive
scales, the INSLAW, RAND, SFS81,
and CGR scales, correctly predict fu-
ture criminal behavior? (2) To what
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extent does each of the four predic-
tive scales correctly predict the ab-
sence of future criminal behavior?
(8) How well does each of the four
predictive scales rate (in terms of
Type | and Type Il errors) in applica-
tions on new data varying across
populations of offenders, offense
types, and criminal justice contexts?

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data in File 1 were onginally col-
lected by the Vera Institute of Justice
in New York City for the Employment
and Training Administration of the
U.S. Department of Labor. Labeled
as DOL by the investigators, the data
were derived from an experimental
evaluation of a job training program
called the Alternative Youth Employ-
ment Strategies Project implemented
in Albuquerque, Miami, and New
York City.

The prison and probation (PNP) data
for File 2 were collected in 1986 by
the RAND Corporation of Santa
Monica for the study, Effects of
Prison Versus Probation in Caliior-
nia, 1980~1982. (The original data

are available as study 8700 from the In-
ter-university Consortium for Political
and Social Research at the University
of Michigan.)

Data for Files 3 through 5 pertain to
serious juvenile offenders who were
incarcerated during the 1960s and
1970s in three institutions of the Cali-
fornia Youth Authority (CYA). These
institutions are the Fricot Ranch, Pre-
ston School of Industry, and two insti-
tutions participating in the Youth
Center Research Project (YCRP).
The data were brought together in
1982 and 1988 as part of a long-term
study on criminal career patterns by
the CYA. From the CYA original data
files, the investigators extracted sub-
samples as described below, result-
ing in the study, Early !dentification
of the Chronic Offender, [1976—
1980: California]. (The original CYA

data are available as study 8226
from the Inter-university Consortium
for Political and Sccial Research at
the University of Michigan.)

Sample:

File 1: From the DOL sample of job-
training participants identiiled as
“high risk youths,” aged 16 to 21, in
Albuquerque, Miami, and New York
City, aged 16 to 21 in the DOL study,
the investigators selected 771 indi-
viduals who had an arrest sometime
prior to their participation in the DOL
job-training program. This arrest pre-
ceding participation in the training
program was marked as the target
event for the application of the predic-
tion scales. The mean age of the
samples at the time of the target
event was 17.3 years, and they were
followed for an additional average pe-
ried ?f 1.8 years after the target
event.

File 2: The samples for the PNP
study consisted of matched samples
of convicted felons who were sen-
tenced either to prison or to felony
probation. The 1,022 offenders in the
samples were convicted in Alameda
and Los Angeles Counties and they
comprised about a third of Califor-
nia's total felony convictions in 1980.
The arrest associated with this 1980
conviction was used as the target
event for applying the prediction
scales. Individuals in the PNP sam-
ple were on average older than the
DOL samples, with a mean age of
26.7 years. The samples were fol-
lowed for at least 24 months (mean
follow up time: 2.6 years) after re-
lease to the community from any in-
carceration resulting from the target
event.

Files 3 through 5: The CYA sam-
ples chosen by the investigators for
this study were male juveniles in the
original CYA study who were sub-
sequently arrested after their 18th
birthdays. The first arrest as an adult
was marked by the investigators as
the target event on which the predic-



tive scales were applied. The sam-
ples were followed for an additional 8
to 11 years after the target event. A
total of 177, 1,602, and 911 offend-
ers were chosen for this siudy from
the Fricot, Preston, and YCRP sam-
ples, respectively.

In general, the FRICOT and YCRP
samples of offenders were younger
when first institutionalized as juve-
niles, and were exposed to various
expermental treatment options, while
the PRESTON sample contains
youths who were older when incarcer-
ated, had more extensive prior rec-
ords, and were committed to a more
traditional juvenile training school
(Preston School of Industry). Also,
the follow-up period for the Preston
sample was somewhat longer than
that available in the YCRP and
FRICOT samples, and the recidivism
rates were somewhat higher.

Dates of data collection:

File 1: Data in the DOL job training
program study was collected by the
Vera Institute of Justice in 1983.

File 2: The RAND Corporation col-
lected data for their study in 1986.

Files 3 through 5: The data for the
California Youth Authority study per-
tain to juvenile offenders who were in-
carcerated in the 1960s and 1970s.
The study, however, was conducted
in 1982 and 1988.
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Special characteristics of the study:

The researchers used data from five
existing, independent studies to
assess the validity of the four predic-
tive measures in question. Each data
file was originally produced by differ-
ent institutions and contained longitu-
dinal data on unigue samples. The
data files were chosen based on sev-
eral criteria. First, the files were se-
lected to represent various
geographical areas in the United
States and different stages of proc-
essing in the criminal justice system

(arrest, incarceration, parole). Also, it
was necessary that the files con-
tained sufficient numbers of cases to
allow the researchers {0 assess pre-
dictive measures by offense type. Fi-
nally, the files were chosen on the
basis of their rich longitudinal informa-
tion on individual background and of-
fending history, which are essential
inputs for developing predictive
scales.

Longitudinal data necessary to con-
struct and assess the four predictive
scales were chosen and extracted
from each of the original studies. The
resulting five data files do not contain
all the variables in the original stud-
ies. Because there were differences
in the specific kems and coding
schemes among the original data
sources, a series of data recodes
was undertaken to operationalize the
scale items as consistently as possi-
ble across all the data files.

The longitudinal data on each file
were divided into three segments. A
specific event was chosen as the “tar-
get event” (for example, the first ar-
rest of an offender as an adult) upon
which the predictive scale was ap-
plied. Arrest data prior to the target
event were considered background
data and were used to measure the
background characteristics that en-
tered the individual’s scale score.
Data after the target event were clas-
sified as follow-up data and were
used to define follow-up outcome
variables.

Description of variables:

1. Dataset-Specific Variabies. Vari-
ables chosen and extracted directly
from the original source of data, the
DOL, PNP, and CYA studies, include
demographic and socioeconomic vari-
ables that describe the background
profile of the individual, such as birth
information, race and ethnicity, edu-
cation background, work and military
experience, and the individual's crimi-
nal history, including involvement in
criminal activity such as drug addic-



tion, arrests, arrest charges, disposi-

tion, and incarceration history. These

;/ariables differ among the five data
iles.

2. Background and Follow-Up
Variables. From the original ex-
tracted variables, standard variables
across all data files were con-
structed. Constructed variables in-
clude background variables used to
construct the four predictive scales
(such as drug use, arrest, conviction,
and incarceration history, employ-
ment and educational background),
and follow-up variables conceming
arrest and incarceration history (such
as number of arrests, and months
free and months incarcerated after a
specific arrest). These variables are
identical and are iocated at the same
column positions in all five data files.
Descriptions of variable names,
value labels, and column positions,
as well as detailed information about
how the variables were constructed
from each of the original datasets,
are contained in a single codebook
for standard variables.

3. Instrument Scores. From the con-
strusted variables, scores for the
INSLAW, RAND, SFS81, and CGR
scales were estimated. In addition, re-
codes of these variables indicating
prediction categories are inciuded.
Again, these variables are identical
across the five data files and are lo-
cated in the same column positions.
Descriptions of variable names,

value labels, and column positions
are contained in a single codebook
for standard variable.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation for all iive
datz files is the individual offender.

Geographic Coverage

The geographic coverage differs
across data files. Data in the DOL file
(File 1) pertain to individuals who par-

ticipated in a job training program

conducted in Miami, Albugquerque,
and New York City. Data in the PNP

file (File 2) pertain to offenders who
were convicted in Alamada and Los
Angeles Counties in Caiifornia. Data
from the CYA files (Files 3 through 5)
pertain to offenders incarcerated in
California Youth Authority institutions
in California.

File Structure
Extent of collection: 5 data files

Card image data format

Part 1

Job training evaluation data
rectangular file structure

771 cases

562 variables

80-unit-long record

22 records per case

Part2

Prisonr: and probation data
rectangular file structure
1,022 cases

450 variables

80-unit-long record

22 records per case

Part 3

Fricot Ranch youth data
rectangular file structure
117 cases '

554 variables

80-unit-long record

32 records per case

Part 4

dlfr?ston School of Industry youth
ata

rectangular file structure

1,602 cases

§73 variables

80-unit-long record

32 records per case

Part5

Youth Center research project
rectangular file structure

911 cases

574 variables

80-unit-long record

32 records per case
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(1982). Selective incapacitation.
Santa Monica, CA: RAND
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Haapanen, R., and Jesness, C.F.
(1982). Early Identification of the
Chronic Offender. Report prepared
for the National Institute of Justice,
U.S. Department of Justice, by the
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Authority, Sacramento, CA.

Haapanen, Rudy, and Carl F. Jesness.
Early Identification of the Chronic
Ofiender, [1978-1980: California]
[Computer file]. Sacramento, CA:
California Youth Authority [producer],
1981. Ann Arbor, Ml: Inter-university
Consortium for Political and Social
Research [distributor], 1985.

Hoffman, P.B. (1983). Screening for
risk: A revised salient factor score.
Journal of Criminal Justice
11:539-547.

Petersilia, J., and Turner, S., with
Peterson, J. (19886). Prison versus
probation in california: Implications
for crime and offender recidivism,
Report #R-3323-NIJ, prepared for
the National Institute of Justice,
U.S. Department of Justice. Santa
Monica, CA: RAND Corporation.

RAND Corporation. Effects of
Prison Versus Probation in
California, 1980-1982 [Computer
file]. Santa Monica, CA: RAND
Corporation [producer], 1984.

Ann Arbor, MI: Inter-university
Consortium for Political and Social
Research [distributor], 1987.

Rhodes, W., Tyson, H., Weekley, J.,
Conly, D., and Powell, G. (1982).
Developing criteria for identifying
career criminals. Report to the
Department of Justice. INSLAW
Inc., Washington, DC

Sadd, S., Kotkin, M., and Friedman,
S.R. (1983) Alternative youth em-
ployment strategies project: Final
report. Report prepared for the Em-
ployment and Training Administra-
tion, U.S. Department of Labor, by
Vera Institute of Justice, 377 Broad-
way, New York, NY 10013.

Fines As a Criminal Sanction:
Practices and Attitudes
of Trial Court Judges in the
United States, 1985

George F. Cole and Barry Mahcney
University of Connecticut
84-I7-CX-0012
(ICPSR 8945)

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 crimi-
nal misdemeanor cases in the two
years preceding the survey were se-
lected. The target population in-
cluded state court judges of general
jurisdictiors 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.

Description of variables:

Respondents were asked about the
composition of their caseloads; sen-
tencing practices {including the
amounts of fines that would be im-
posed in a variety of circumstances);
the availability of information about
the offender at the time of sentenc-



ing; enforcement and collection pro-
cedures in their courts (including
whether they believed system-related
or offender-related factors to be re-
sponsible for collection problems); at-
titudes 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
Variables: 144
Cases: 1265

Reporis and Publications

Cole, G.F., Mahoney, B., Thomton,
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 Nationat
Institute of Justice.

Cole, G.F., Mahoney, B., Thomton,
M., and Hanson, R.A. (1987). The
practices and attitudes of trial court
Judges regarding fines as a criminal
sanction. Williamsburg, VA: Na-
tional Center for State Courts.

Alternative Probation
Strategies in Baltimore,
Maryland

James J. Collins, Charles L. Usher,
and Jay R. Williams
Research Triangle Institute
81-1J-CX-0005
(ICPSR 8355)

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to as-
sess the cost-effectiveness of three
alternative probation strategies: unsu-
pervised 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 inter-
views with the probationers. In addi-
tion, each respondent completed a
survey instrument concerning eco-
nomic, general demographic, and job
history information.

Sample:

In a field experiment, 371 nonviolent,
less-serious offenders who normally
would have been given probation
sentences of one year or less were
offered randomly selected assign-
ments to one of three probation treat-
ments over a five-month period. All
offenders came from Baltimore
County, Maryland.

Dates of data collection:
March 1981 througti August 1983

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Probationers were experimentaily as-
signed to one of three treatment con-
ditions, varying in the amount of
supervision exercised and type of ac-
tivity required. At the halfway point of
the experiment, a recidivism assess-
ment was conducted for each proba-
tioner. In addition to official arrests,
probationers were interviewed about
their recent criminal activity and em-
ployment history. Six months atter
the end of the probation period, each
participant completed a survey de-
signed fo report any changes in so-
cioeconomic circumstances or
involvement with criminal justice
agencies. Additional data on arrests
and outstanding warrants were also
cobtained at this time and at a follow-
up conducted 12 months after the
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probation period. In addition, a sepa-
rate analysis of the general adminis-
trative procedures of each probation
program was also conducted to pro-
duce a cost-effectiveness assess-
ment model.

Description of vaiiabies:

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

Unit of observation:
Probationers

Geographic Coverage
Baltimore County, Maryland

File Structure
Data files: 8

Variables: 887
Cases: 3™

Reports and Publications

Collins, J.J., Usher, C.L., and
Williams, J.R. (1984). Research
on alternative probation strategies
in Maryland. Washington, DC: Na-
tional Institute of Justice.

Relationship of Mental
Disorder to Violent Behavior
in the United States,
19831984

James J. Collins, Susan L. Bailey,
Charles D. Phillips, and Amy Craddock
Research Triangle Institute
1-R01-MH34885-01A1 and
86-15-CX-0034
(ICPSR 9973)

Purpose of the Study

The Research Triangle Institute con-
ducted this study to investigate the re-
lationship between mental disorder
and the propensity to engage in vio-
ient behavior. This work continues a
stream of research on mental disor-
der and violence. However, in con-
trast to previous research, the
authors gathered data on specific
mental disorders. Interviews were
conducted with male felons recently
admitted to the North Carolina prison
system. A major focus of the intei-
views was a detailed psychological
assessmeint of each respondent.
This was accomplished by use of the
Diagnostic Interview Schedule, Ver-
sion lll, and specialized computer
software. Attention was given to con-
ditions such as schizophrenia, mood
disorders {depression and dys-
thymia), traumatic stress syndrome,
and alcohol disorders. The authors in-
vestigate the relationship between
these disorders and violent behavior
occurring before an inmate’s current
incarceration. In addition, the authors
gathered data to explore the relation-
ship between mental disorder and an
inmate’s behavior while incarcerated.
The dataset is comprised of both seif-
report data and crirninal records.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The dataset contains information
from both self-reported sources
and North Carolina criminai records.

-54-



Interviews were conducted with
1,149 male felons. Psychological
data were gathered by use of the Di-
agnostic Interview Scheduie, Versicn
lil. Health status information was
gathered by using a brief version of
the General Health Questicnnaire.
The North Carolina Department of
Corrections provided records regard-
ing inmates’ current incarceration. In-
mates’ cumulative arrest histories
were provided by the North Garolina
Bureau of investigations.

Sample:

The investigators attempted to inter-
view all male felons admitted to
North Carolina prisons between
March and June 1983.

Dates of data collection:
March 1983--September 1984

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Interviews were conducted at the five
reception centers that process all
male felons entering the North Caro-
lina prison system. Interviews were
conducied within a few days of the in-
mates’ arival by 14 professional survey
interviewers and lasted approximately
90 minutes each. In order to make a
psychological assessment of each re-
spondent, the National Institute of
Mental Health’s Diagnostic interview
Schedule, Version lil (DIS-ll) was
used in the interviews, The DiS-lil
was designed to be used by nonclini-
cal personnel to aid in making psychi-
atric diagnoses. Official records were
obtained detailing each respondent’s
arrest history prior to the current in-
carceration and rule violations while
in prison subsequent to the current
incarceration.

Description of variables:

A major portion of ihe interviews was
devoted to gathering data for a psy-
chelogical assessment of each re-
spondent. Psychological conditions
of interest were schizophrenia, moed
disorders, traumatic stress syn-

drome, and alcohol disorders. Addi-
tional Locrics covered in the interviews
included general helth status, crimi-
nal history, drug and alcohol use,
and demographic information. Arrest
records providad information on the
nature and timing of previous police
contacts.

Unit of obsarvation:
Individuals

Geographic Coverage
North Carolina

File Structure

Part 1

Raw dais file
rectangular file structure
1,149 cases

2,029 variables
5,455-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2
SAS variable list
32-unit-long record

Modeling the Crime
Reduction Effects
and Economic Benefits
of Drug Abuse Treatment,
1978-1981: [United Status]

James J. Collins, Henrick J, Harwood,
Mary Eilen Marsden, Robert L. Hubbard,
Susan L. Bailey, J. Valley Rachal,
and Elizabeth R. Cavanaugh
Crime, Delinquency, and Justice Systems
Studies, Research Triangle Institute
85-17-CX-0023
(ICPSR 9991)

Purpose of the Study

The well-established relationship
between drug use and crime is an im-
portant justification for public invest-
ment in drug abuse treatment. Drug
abuse treatment may be considered
a crime control technique in that it
can significantly reduce the criminal
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activities of individuals who are un-
dergoing or have undergone ireat-
ment. While in treatment, individuals
may eliminate or reduce their drug
use, and at the same time, they are
monitored by caretakers in these
treatment programs. Accordingly, cli-
ents may lose incentive as well as
the opportunity to commit crimes.
Many studies have confirmed the
crime-suppression effects of drug
abuse treatment, and the reductions
of criminal activity are found to be
more sizeable during treatment and
modest after treatment. The Treat-
ment Qutcornes Prospective Study
(TOPS), from which data for this
study were drawn, found the same
pattern. Briefly, TOPS was designed
to provide valid, current, nationally
based information describing drug
abuse treatment clients, treatment
programs, and client behavior before,
during, and after treatment in publicly
funded drug abuse programs. Using
these data, the investigators exam-
ined the behaviers of individuals who
were undergoing or who had under-
gone drug abuse treatment, thereby
seeking to identify predictors of favor-
able treatment outcomes.

A secondary purpose of this study
was to evaluate the monetary costs
and benefits of drug treatment pro-
grams. Drug treatment costs include
program facilities, staff, overhead,
and treatment modalities. Crime
costs entail costs to the victim, the
economic system, and the criminal
justice system. How costly are drug
treatment programs compared tothe
cost otherwise engendered by crime
in the absence of drug treatment pro-
grams? This study sought to analyze
the comparative costs and benefits of
drug abuse treatment programs as
strategies for crime prevention and
reduction.

The data address the following ques-
tions: (1) What factors concerning a
client’s criminal and demographic
background and the duration of drug
treatment are associated with crime

reduction during and after treatment?
(2) How does drug treatment affect
clients who have been legally in-
volved, compared with clients who
are not legally involved? (3) How
does the cost of drug abuse treat-
ment compare to the costs of crime
before, during, and after treatment?

Methodoiogy

Sources of information:

For both the Intreatment and Follow-
up studies, data were obt~ined
through interviews with drug treat-
ment clients. Full-time, program-
based data collectors were employed
to interview TOPS clients in each par-
ticipating program. TASC agency
staff interviewed those TASC clients
who were not referred to a TOPS

program.
Sample:

Sites. The TOPS study interviewed a
small number of individuals who
were TASC clients but who were not
referred to a TOPS drug treatment
program. These individuals entered
the study through TASC programs in
Chicago, Des Moines, Miami, Phoe-
nix, and Pertland. In addition, the
TOPS study selected individuals who
had been admitied to TOPS drug
treatment programs from 41 treat-
ment programs in the cities of Chi-
cago, Des Moines, Detroit, Miami,
New Orleans, New Yoik, Philadel-
phia, Phoenix, Portland, and San
Francisco. These cities and pro-
grams were purposively selected

(1) to represent large- and medium-
sized urban areas with certain types
of drug problems, (2) to include pro-
grams that had ail the major treat-
ment modalities (outpatient
methadone, residential, outpatient
drug-free, and outpatient detoxifica-
tion), and (3) because they were be-
lieved to have effective approaches
to treatment.

Clients, Intake Interviews.
When conducting intake interviews,
the intreatment study =mployed a



census rather than a sample of cli-
ents in each participating program ex-
cept one detoxification program, in
which clients were selected randomly
among eligible clients. Clients were
defined as eligible for an intake inter-
view if they (1) physically visited the
program seeking admission or read-
rission, (2) appeared eligible for the
drug treatment program, (3} had not
previously participated in TOPS in
any program, and (4) had not pre-
viously been contacted by a program
researcher in any program about par-
ticipating in TOPS. Those clearly not
eligible for a drug treatment program
included alcoholics with no other
drug problem, individuals with overrid-
ing psychiatric problems, and those
not meeting any program criteria
such as age or having previously
abused drugs. In addition, some
TASC clients who had not been re-
ferred to a TOPS program completed
intake interviews (approximately 568).

Clients, Intreatment Interviews. Of
all who had completed an intake inter-
view, subsequent intreatment inter-
views were scheduled and

conducted until a client (1) refused or
missed two consecutive intreatment
interviews, (2) refused further partici-
pation in TOPS, (3) died or was ren-
dered not capable of participating in
TOPS, or {4) terminated treatment at
the participating drug treatment pro-
gram. Clierts were defined as termi-
nated from treatment if a record of
discharge and no readmission was
filed, or the client made no physical
contact with the program for 30 days
prior to a scheduled intreatment inter-
view. Unfortunately, a large propor-
tion of those who had contacted the
TOPS treatment center and had com-
pleted an intake interview couid not
be recontacted for subsequent inter-
views. In addition, intreatment data
from the 1981 cohort are not avail-
able. Across the 1979 and 1980 co-
horts, 1,631 cases completed
one-month intreatment interviews;,
and 1,123 cases completed thiee-
month intreatment interviews.

Clients, Follow-up Study. Ali TASC
clients who were assigned to one of
the outpatient drug-free and residen-
tial modalities and who completed in-
take interviews were selected to be
interviewed for the Follow-up Study.
Samples of TASC clients who re-
ceived intake interviews at TASC
agencies who were not assigned to
one of the TOPS programs were also
selected (1979: n = 32; 1980: n = 78;
1881: n = Q). Finally, three sample co-
horts, one for each year, were se-
lected from the non-TASC clients
who had completed intake interviews.
All clients in the Follow-up study had
received intake interviews.

Dates of data collection:

Data for the TOPS study were col-
lected from 1979 to 1984,

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

All subjects across the four data files
have a unique identification number
(IC1_INID). The four files do not con-
fain unique subjects; there is consid-
erable overlap among the files. The
relationship of cases among the files
can be described as follows:

Ali cases in Files 1, 2, and 3 are also
found in File 4, but File 4 contains
8,344 additional cases beyond the
3,406 unique cases among Files 1,
2, and 3.

All of the 2,794 cases in File 1 can
be found in File 2.

All but 18 cases of the 2,812 cases in
File 2 can be found in File 1.

None of the 594 cases in File 3 can
be found in either File 1 or File 2.

File 1 contains selected intake, in-
treatment, and follow-up data avail-
able for all respondents in the 1979
and 1980 cohorts who completed
one-year follow-up interviews (n =
2,794). In particular, File 1 consists
of variables pertaining to the drug
treatment clients and the following re-
lated data: (1) demographic charac-
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teristics of these clients; (2) pertinent
data about the drug treatment pro-
gram the clients have been enrolled
in; (3) activities and behaviors of cli-
ents during intreatment, particularly
those related to drug involvement,
criminal involvement, employment,
and income; (4) activities and behav-
iors of clients during the three-month
follow-up, especially those related to
drug and criminal involvement; and
(5) activiiies and behaviors of clients
during the 12-morith follow-up, par-
ticularly those related ie drug involve-
ment, drug treatment invoivement,
and educational involvement.

File 2 contains all cost analysis data
about all respondents in the 1979
and 1980 cohorts (n = 2,812). In par-
ticular, File 2 consists of variables re-
garding the criminal activities of drug
treatment clients up to one year be-
fore treatment, during treatment (at
one month and three months into
treatment), and after treatment, and
variables estimating the cost of crime
as a result of the respondent’s activi-
ties (victim cost, criminal justice sys-
tem )cost, and crime career/productivity
cost).

File 3 contains supplementary follow-
up data about all respondents in the
1981 cohort (n = 594). Except for
File 4, which contains intake data,
File 3 is the only file that contains in-
formation about the 1981 cohort. File
3 consists of variables pertaining to
the criminal activities of drug treat-
ment clients three to five years after
treaiment and the estimated resulting
cost of these criminal activities (vic-
tim cost, criminal justice system cost,
and crime career/productivity cost).

File 4 is composed of variables
pertaining to the initial intake inter-
views of all the samples in the study
(n=11,750). Intake data about all
unique subjects in File 1 through
File 3, as weli as the 8,344 subjects
who were niot included in the Intreat-
ment or Follow-up Study for any year,
is contained in File 4. The variables
are classified as follows: (1) interview
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reference variables; (2) demographic
and background characteristics of
the clients; (3) drug treatment center
admission variabies; (4) clients’ living
arrangements; (5) clients’ alcohol
use; (6) clients’ drug use; (7? clients’
drug treatment history; (8) clients’
criminal and illegal involvement;

(9) clients’ illegal activities; (10) cli-
ents’ employment; (11) clients’ in-
come and expenditures; (12) conditions
of interview; and (13) intake contact
sheet created variables.

Unit of observation:
Individual drug treatment clients

Geographic Coverage

The TOPS study pertains to individu-
als who received treatment at se-
lected drug treatment programs in
the following cities: Chicago, Des
Moines, Detroit, Miami, New Orieans,
New York, Philadelphia, Phoenix,
Pertland, and San Francisco. Also,
for the small number of individuals
who were TASC clients but who were
not referred to a TOPS drug treat-
ment program, the geographic cover-
age includes TASC programs in
Chicago, Des Moines, Miami, Phoe-
nix, and Portland.

File Structure

Extent of collection; 4 data files +
machine-readable documentation
(text)

Logical record length daia format

Part 1

Analysis data
rectangular file structure
2,794 cases

1,146 variables
95-unit-long record

40 records per case

Part 2

Cost analysis daia
regtangular file structure
2,812 cases

266 variables
164-unit-long record

15 records per case



gart 31 nt t analysis dat
U ementary cost analysts daia
19@? i ’

rectangular file structure
594 cases

154 variables
81-unit-long record

9 records per case

Part 4

Full sample of initial intake
interview data

rectangular file structure
11,750 cases

805 variables

83-unit-long record

29 records per case
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Cavanaugh, E.R. (1987). Crime
control and economic benefits of
drug abuse treatment. National

Institute of Justice Summary Report.
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fore, during, and after treatment. in
F.M. Tims and J.P. Ludford {eds.),
Drug Abuse treatment evaluation:
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Abuse. (DHHS Publication No.
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Helping Crime Victims:
Levels of Trauma
and Effectiveness of Services
in Arizona, 1983—1984

Royer Cook, Barbara Smith, and Adele
Harrell
Institute for Social Analysis
82-1J-CX-K036
(ICPSR 9329)

Purpose of the Study

This study, conducted in Tucson,
Arizona, was designed to estimate
the impact of a victim service pro-
gram on the behavior and attitudes
of victims and to evaluate the pro-
gram, as assessed by police and
prosecutors.

Methodoiogqy

Sources of information:

Four types of data files were gener-
ated by the study: (1) initial victim in-
terview 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 ob-
tained 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, dornestic assault, other as-
sault, robbery, and burglary consists of
two major groups. First, 223 victims
were selected from victim assistance
program records (109 had received im-
mediate—i.e., on-the-scene—crisis
intervention services and 114 had re-
ceived delayed—i.e., walk-in or call-
in—sexvices from the program).
Second, a matched control group of
100 victim's who had received no pro-
gram services was selected. (See
the final report’s methodology appen-
dix for details regarding the matching
procedure.) The sample of 148 police



officers was drawn randomly, strati-
fied by ‘team” (the four teams were
located in the four geographical quad-
rants 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 pretest 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 as-
sistance program. Impacts of the pro-
gram 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 as-
sessed by comparing three types of
victim service conditions: crisis inter-
vention service, delayed assistance
service, and no service. Finally, im-
pressions of criminal justice profes-
sionals about such assistance
programs can be gauged.

Description of variables:

The victim files contain information
on the victim's demographic charac-
teristics, various kinds of psychologi-
cal indicators, and stress symptoms
following the incident; assessments
of impacts of victimization on social
activity, family, job, and financial con-
dition; reactions to the victimization;
attitudes toward the victim assistance
service rendered; and opinions about
the case processing.

In the follow-up files items cover fur-
ther problems with the suspect of the
incident, satisfaction with the out-
come of the case, emotional state
and stress symptoms siiice last inter-
view, reactions to the victimization, fi-
nancial conditions after last interview,

and opinions about the victim assis-
tance service.

The police files include respondent's
personal background, types and fre-
quency of victim-witness services
used, opinions abcut the usefulness
of the victim-witness service, satisfac-
tion with the assistance service, and
opinions about the victim-witness cri-
sis unit.

The prosecutor files includes vari-
ables relating to personal back-
ground, types and frequency of
victim-witness services used, opin-
ions about the usefulness of the vic-
tim-witness service, and satisfaction
with the assistance service.

Unit of observation:
individuals

Geographic Coverage:
Tucson, Arizona

File Structure

Data files: 26
Variables: 8 to 32
Cases: 3510323

Note: Each of the four main file types
(victim, follow-up, police, and prose-
cutor) is composed of several individ-
ual files. A total of 26 files are
supplied; all these files contain an D
number that can be used to merge
different files into a single record for
each subject.
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Evaluating Network
Sampling in Victimization
Surveys in Peoria, lllinois,

1986

Ronald Czaja and Johnny Blair
University of Tlinois
85-1J-CX-0032
(ICPSR 9968)

Purpose of the Study

The primary purpose of this research
was to evaluate the advantages of
network sampling over traditional
methods in cenducting crime and vic-
timization surveys. Network sampling
has been found to be more efficient
than traditionai probability sampling
when the characteristic of interest is

rare or skewed in the population, as
is the case with crime victimization.

The importance of network sampling
in enhancing the technical proce-
dures in local crime and victimization
surveys is that the use of an appropri-
ate multiplicity rule wili greatly reduce
the sample size necessary to locate
a specific number of crime victims.

The researchers conducted a victimi-
zation survey in Peoria, lliinois, cover-
ing three crimes: robbery, burglary,
and assauk. These victimizations
vary in the degree to which they are
reported to the police and in their like-
lihcod of being mentioned to friends,
co-workers, or relatives. They also
would seem to differ in their leveis of
sensitivity, which may affect the will-
ingness not conly of relatives and
friends but of the victims themselves
to report the incidents.

The researchers conducted a re-
verse record check su:vey (RCS) of
victims and a network survey with a
random sample of victims' relatives
and close friends. The research ex-
amined the extent to which crime vic-
tims reported their victimization
experiences in a general crime and
victimization interview and the extent
to which a randomly selected rela-
tive, close friend, and co-worker of
each victim reported the victim's
same experience in the same type

of interview. In addition, the researchers
investigated whether there were signifi-
cant reporting differences by type of
crime and by various demographic
characteristics of the respondents.

The data address the following ques-
tions: (1) Are there differences in
survey response rates by friend, co-
worker, and relative respondents?
(2) Are there differences in victimiza-
tion reporting rates by victim, friend,
co-worker, and relative respondents?
(3) Do reporting rates differ by type
of crime or by demographic charac-
teristics of respondents?



Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected primarily by
telephone interview. Face-to-face in-
terviews were dona with a few re-
spondents who were not reachable
by telephone. Additional data were
obtained from Peoria Police Depart-
‘ment recerds.

Sample:

The sample was selected by using a
disproportionate stratified probability
sample with systematic random sam-
pling within strata. The stratification
was by type of respondent (victim,
network member, and decoy) and by
type of victimization (robbery, bur-
glary, and assault).

The sample frame for the seeded vic-
timization respondents consisted of
two parts. Researchers first used a
tape of 2,640 robbery, assault, bur-
glary, and petty theft cases that had
occurred in the jurisdiction of the Peo-
ria Police Department from February
through September 1586. Actual po-
lice records were gathered for all
sample cases. In addition a decoy
sample of 160 telephone numbers
was selected from current Peoria
(Metropolitan Area) telephone
directories.

A sample of 1,144 crime victims from
Peoria, lllinois, were selected from
police records. These seeded respon-
dents had either been burglarized,
robbed, or assaulted between Febru-
ary and September 1986. Of these
cases, 688 were eligible to be inter-
viewed. The eligible cases include
307 burglary victims, 148 robbery vic-
tims, and 233 assault victims.

Of those who were interviewed

(n = 559), 375 were considered in-
scope cases and the remaining

184 cases were considered out-of-
scope. A case was classified as in-
scope if the correct household was
contacted, the respondent was the
crime victim according to the police
record, &nd the crime occurred within
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a designated recall period. An out-of-
scope classification was determined
by any of the following: (1) the re-
spondent was victimized in a com-
mercial location such as a bank or
gas station; (2) the interview was
conducted in the wrong household;
(3) the interview was conducted with
the wrong person; (4) when asking
about the target crime, it was discov-
ered that the question was not appro-
priate to elicit the desired response;
(5) the reference period did not en-
compass the date of the incident.
The data file contains the total num-
ber of in-scope cases (n = 375).

Dates of data collection:

The researchers used data from the
Peoria Police Department recording
evants that occurred from February
through September 1986. Interviews
were conducted during the period
October 1986 through 1987.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study employs a nonexperimen-
tal design to investigate the differ-
ences in survey response rates by
friend, co-worker, and relative respon-
dents. For each household contacted,
the interviewer was provided with a ba-
sic demographic description of the
type of respondent (such as female,
between 20 and 25 years old) that
the resaarchers wanted to interview

in that household. This was done to
increase the likelihood of enumerat-
ing and interviewing the crime victim,
without letting the interviewer know in
which households the researchers ex-
pected {o find victims. The same pro-
cedure was used for decoy
households.

Description of variables:

The variables provided in the data
file include demographics, date of in-
cident, type of crime reported (bur-
glary, robbery, and assault), type of
weapon uscd, type of property taken
from the victim, value of the property
taken, technique victim used to



search memory for details about the
crime, relationship victim had with
the offender, whom the victim talked
with about the crime, and number of
friends, co-workers, and family mem-
bers told about the crime.

Unit of observation:

The individual victim, and the individual
friends, co-workers, and relatives of
the victims are the units of observation.

Geographic Coverage

Crime victim records were chosen
from the Peoria, lilinois, Police De-
partment. Victimization surveys were
conducted in Pecria, lllinois.

File Structure
Extent of collection: 1 data file +

machine-readabie docum.entation
(text) + data collection instrument

Card image data format

rectangular file structure
375 cases

222 variables
80-unit-long record

5 records per case

Reporis and Publications

Czaja, R., and Blair, J. (1989). Evalu-
ating network sampling in victimiza-
tion surveys: Final report to the
National Institute of Justice.

Operation Hardcore [Crime]}
Evaluaticn: Los Angeles,
1976~1980

Judith Dahmann
Mitre Corporation, McLean, VA
81-1J-CX-K004
(ICPSR 9038)

Purpose of the Study

The purposes of this system perform-
ance 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
(Operatiori Hardcore), and the crimi-
nal justice handling of the cases
prosecuted by that unit; and (3) to
evaluate the extent to which Opera-
tion Hardcore affected criminal jus-
tice handiing of gang violence.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Police records of gang homicides,
prosecutorial case files, court rec-
ords, and case processing informa-
tion from criminal court were the
primary sources of information. Sup-
plementary data sources included
the automated Prosecutor’'s Manage-
ment Information System (PROMIS)
maintained by the Los Angeles Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office, court records
in the Superior Court of Galifornia in
Los Angeles, and the local felony
court.

Sample:

Incidents involving gang-related mur-
ders were selected from a population
of homicide cases in Los Angeles
that involved a known gang member
as the victim or suspect. The cas¢s
were selected for the sample based
on the time the incidenis occurred
and were cross-referenced with po-
lice records and records of the Dis-
trict Attorney’s office.

Dates of data collection:

January 1979 through December
1981

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 Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office to examine the
effectiveness of law enforcement and
prosecutorial activities in dealing with
the problerns of gang violence. This
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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 variabies:

Variabies include demographic infor-
mation on victims, suspects, and de-
fendants; incident characteristics;
and information about court involve-
ment, 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.

Geographic Coverage
Los Angeles County, California

File Structure

Data files: 6

Variables: 14 to 19 per file
Cases: 223101016 per file

Reports and Publications

Dahmann, J.S. (1983). Final report
evaluation of operation hardcore: A
prosecutorial response to violent
gang cniminality. Washington, DC:
National Institute of Justice.

Dahmann, J.S. (1983). Prosecutorial
response to violent gang criminal-
ity: An evaluation of Operation
Hardcore. Washington, DC: Na-
tional Institute of Justice.

Providing Help to Victims: A
Study of Psychological and
Material Outcomes in New
York City, 1984-1985

Robert C, Davis
Victim Services Agency
83-IJ-CX-0044
(ICPSR 9479)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the effective-
ness of a New York agency's attempt
to lessen the negative emotions that
result from victimization. The Victim
Services Agency offered and tested
the effectiveness of three treatments:
traditional crisis counseling, cognitive
restructuring, and material assis-
tance. A fourth, no-treatment condi-
tion, was also included. Three
standardized psychometric scales
were used: Derogaiis’ Symptom
Checklist 90-R (SCL-90R);
Horowitz’s Impact of Event Scale
(IES); and Derogatis’ Affect Balance
Scale (ABS). Measures of seif-
blame, selective evaluation, and con-
trol assessed how victims perceived
their victimization.

Data were collected from two inter-
views. Wave i data were collected
from an interview conducted approxi-
mately one month after the victimiza-
tion incident. Wave 2 data were
collected from an interview con-
ducted three months after treatment.
Wave 1 data include 272 cases and
288 variables. Wave 2 data inciude
196 cases and 256 variables.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from two inter-
views. The initial interviews were coin-
ducted prior to treatment and within
the first month following the victimiza-
tion incident. Follow-up interviews
were conducted three months after
the treatment.



To solicit participation, letters were
mailed (twice a week) to victims who
had filed complaints of robbery, bur-
glary, felonious assault, or rape. The
letter encouraged victims to partici-
pate in a research project by contact-
ing their local precincts to arrange an
interview. VSA services are intended
to mitigate the psychoiogical prob-
lems of victimization. Therefore, to
obtain a sample of victims compara-
ble to those receiving services from
VSA, the letter requested that only
those victims experiencing crime-
related psychological problems par-
ticipate in the study. After one week,
attempts were made by phone 1o con-
tact victims who had not responded
to the letter.

Sample:

Approximately 4,950 letters were
sent to victims in the eligible crime
categories. Phone contact was made
with about 1,900 victims, and 421
agreed to schedule interview appoint-
ments. A total of 285 kept the ap-
pointments and were interviewed.
Thirteen of these individuals were ex-
cluded from the sample because

they appeared psychotic, had been
previously institutionalized, resided in
a group home for the emotionally dis-
urbed, or were under the age ot 17,
In addition, 196 of those who com-
pleted the first interview also com-
pleted a secorid.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected from July 7,
1984 through March 8, 1985.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the stugy:

The random assignment to treat-
ments coupled with a no-ireatment
control group are two characteristics
not found in previous efforts to evalu-
ate the effectiveness of counseling
on victims of crime. Among the three
treatment groups, the investigaior
highlights the uniqueness of the inclu-
sion of a treatment group that re-
ceived material assistance without

counseling. This makes it possible to
test whether material assistance
alone can ameliorate the psychologi-
cal effects of victimization.

Description of variables:

Three standardized scales were
used: Derogatis’ Symptom Checklist
90-R (SCL-90R); Horowitz's impact
of Event Scale (IES); and Derogatis’
Affect Balance Scale (ABS). In addi-
tion to these standardized scales, the
initial assessment battery included
two indices constructed by the investi-
gator. Both indices were designed to
reflect changes in adjustment ex-
pected to occur through counseling.
The first was an index of fear of
crime. The second created index
measured hehavioral adjustment.

Another set of measures assessed
how victims perceived their experi-
ence of victimization. Measures of
victims’ perceptions included self-
blame (Do you feel responsible for
what happened?); selective evalu-
ation (What happened to me wasn't
that bad compared to what some vic-
tims go through); and control (Since
the crime, do you feel less control
over your life?).

In addition, the initial assessment bat-
tery aiso included questions about
the crime and precautions taken to
guard against revictimization. Finally,
the following demographic variables
are included in the data: sex, age,
marital status, education, income,
and race.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Geographic Coverage

Data were collected from four VSA
offices in the Kingsbridge area of the
Bronx; Jamaica, Queens; Harlem,
Manhattan; and VSA's main office in
lower Manhattan.



File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) Wave | interview data
(2) Wave |l interview data

Variables: Wave I: 288

Wave li: 256
Cases: Wave!l: 272
Wave lI: 196

Reports and Publications

Davis, R.C. (1986). Providing help to
victims: A study of psychological
and maierial outcomes. Draft repont
to the National Institute of Justice.
New York: Victim Services Agency.

Davis, R.C. (1987). Providing help to
victims: A study of psychological
and material outcomes: Executive
summary. Final report to the Na-
tional Institute of Justice. New York:
Victim Services Agency.

Victim Impact Statements:
Their Effects on Court
Outcomes and Victim

Satisfaction in New York,

19881990

Robert C. Davis, Madeline Henley,
and Barbara Smith
Victim Services Agency
88-17-CX-0004
(ICPSR 9588)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the effects of
victim impact statements on sentenc-
ing decisions and on victim satisfac-
tion with the justice system. Victims
of felony crimes were randomly as-
signed to one of three experimental
conditions. In Condition 1, victims
were interviewed to assess impact,
and an impact statement was written
and immediately distributed to the
prosecutor, defense attorney, and
judge on the case. In Condition 2, vic-
tims were interviewed to assess im-
pact but no statement was written. In
Condition 3, the control condition, no

interview was conducted and no
statement was written. All victims
were interviewed one month after as-
signment to a treatment condition
and again after digposition of the
case to assess satisfaction with the
justice system. Case data including
sentences and special conditions of
sentences were recorded from crimi-
nal justice files.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Information used in the analysis
came from two different sources,

the crime victims and the court rec-
ords associated with their cases. The
researchers interviewed victims to ob-
tain bicgraphical data, information on
the way they were affected by the
crime, and their reactions to the crimi-
nal justice proceedings. Additional in-
formation on the handling of the
victim impact statements and the
case disposition for each case was
obtained from the files kept by the
district attorney’s office. Further infor-
mation on the criminal history of the
defendants and whether the victim
and defendant{s} were acquainted
was gathered from unspecified
sources.

Sample:

The subjects of the study were indi-
viduals who had testified before the
grand jury at the Bronx Supreme
Court, Bronx, New York, between
July 1988 and April 1989. The popu-
lation eligible for inclusion in the

study were those who had been vic-
tims of robbery, physicai assault or at-
tempted homicide, or burglary. There
were 293 individuals whose cases
were tracked to the end of the study.
They were randomly assigned to
treatmerit conditions with the result-
ing distribution: 104 were in the
condition in which victim impact state-
ments were prepared; 100 were in
the condition for which there was an
interview only; and 89 were in the
control condition.
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Dates of data collection:

Data for the study were collected
from July 1988 to February 1990.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

There are 90 variables in this
dataset. Standard demographic infor-
mation (age, education, occupation)
was gathered. The remaining vari-
ables fall primarily into two catego-
ries. The first category includes
questions about the defendari(s) in
the case. This information included
the defendant’s status with the crimi-
nal justice system, e.g., number of
prior convictions and number of open
cases against the defendant. informa-
tion on whether the victim and defen-
dant were acquainted was also
recorded.

The second category includes infor-
mation about the victims' reactions to
the crime and the criminal justice sys-
tem. Victims were asked to assess
the impact the crime had on them in
terms of physical injury, financial
losses, psychological effect, and be-
havioral effect (i.e., changes in be-
havior resulting from the experier.ce).
They were also questioned about
their experiences with the criminal
justice system. Finally, the re-
searchers investigated whether the
victims believed that going to count
was a waste of time.

Unit of observation:

The dataset is organized with the indi-
vidual victim as the unit of analysis;
the data on up to six defendants as-
sociated with the victim are included
in the victim’s data record.

Geographic Coverage

The sample was drawn from crima
victims in Bronx, New York.

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 90
Cases: 293

Reports and Publications

Henley, M., Davis, R.C., and Smith, B.
(forthcoming). The reactions of
prosecutors and judges to victim im-
pact statements. Intemational Re-
view of Victimology.

Reporting of Drug-Related
Crimes: Resident and Police
Perspectives in the United
States, 1988-1990

Robert C. Davis, Barbara E. Smith,
and Susan W, Hillenbrand
American Bar Association,
Criminal Justice Section
88-17-CX-0032
(ICPSR 9925)

Purpose of the Study

The American Bar Association Crimi-
nal Justice Section conducted this
study to determine how police use re-
ports of drug-related crimes provided
by residents of high-drug crime ar-
eas, and how willing residents of
these areas are to make such re-
ports. The project was designed to
take a careful look at citizen reporting
of drug activity. The study attempts
to answer three key questions. First,
how important to the police are citi-
zen reports of drug activity, which
types of reports are most useful, and
what can be done on the basis of citi-
zen reports? Second, what is the ex-
tent to which residents of high
drug-crime neighborhoods are reluc-
tant to make reports to the police,
and are they more willing to report
other types of crime? Third, what rea-
sons do they give for their reluc-
tance? The study finds its theoretical
basis in the literature available on by-
stander intervention in crime, crime
reporting by victims, and commiunity
crime prevention. To gather the infor-
mation, interviews were conducted
with the supervisors of police narcot-
ics units in 46 cities. Interviews were



also conducted with 100 residents of
high drug-activity neighborhoods in
each of the four cities chosen for in-
depth investigation. Site visits and in-
terviews with other officials in these
cities were also undertaken. Ariswers
to the questions were expected to
help the authors in recommending
steps to the police.

Methodology

Sources of information:

A telephone survey was conducted
with police representatives of the

00 largest cities in the United States.
These interviews were designed to
obtain information on whether citizen
reports of drug activity are useful to
police, what kinds of reports police
find most useful, and what actions po-
lice take based on such reports. Four
cities, Newark, Chicago, El Paso,
and Philadelphia, were chosen for in-
tensive study. The various systems
used for citizen reporting were exam-
ined. These included “911”, drug
hotlines, and direct calls to police de-
pariments. Residents in two neighbor-
hoods with sericus drug problems
were administered in-depth personal
interviews.

Sample:

Interviews were sought with police
departments in the nation’s 50 larg-
est cities. Letters and questionnaires
were sent to the chief of police in
these cities with instructions for the
most appropriate respondent to be
named. In most instances, the heads
of narcotics units or the chief and an-
other designee were the respon-
dents. Interviews were conducted via
telephone and lasted from 30 10 45
minutes. Interviews in 46 of the 50 cit-
ies were completed. Four cities were
chosen for intensive study. The study
staff observed citizen reporting proce-
dures in each ¢ity, and spent four
days in each of the designated high
drug-crime neighborhoods. Strue-
tured and unstructured interviews
were held with police officers as-
signed to the high drug-crime neigh-

borhoods. A door-to-door sampling
plan was used for the resident sur-
veys conducted in the neighbor-
hoods. The sampling method
employed was random area sam-
pling. Five neighborhood blocks and
two alternate blocks were chosen on
a random basis in the high drug-
crime areas of the four cities. Area
probability sampling was then used
to select housenolds. Each housing
unit in the area had a chance of be-
ing selected for interview. Listings of
all housing units were made by the in-
terviewers. The Bureau of the Cen-
sus standard definition of a housing
unit was used. Businesses and other
nonresidential buildings, such as
churches and schools, were ex-
cluded from the sample. Using a
sampling point map and specially de-
signed listing sheets, the interviewer
began at a designated point in the
area and lisied the housing units.
Two residential blocks contained ap-
proximately 60 housing units. The in-
terviewers counted the total number
of housing units on the blocks and di-
vided the total by 30. The resulting
number was used as the listing inter-
val. Every second or third house was
chosen from this list for interviews.

Dates of data collection:
1988-1990

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The four cities were chosen on the ba-
sis of geographic diversity, level of co-
operation of the police departments,
and travel costs. The police officials in
each city then selected two precincts
with high incidences of drug-related
crime. Schulman, Ronca, and Bucu-
valas, Inc. then used a selection grid to
randomly choose five neighborhood
blocks and two alternate blocks from
each precinct as sampling units. Using
a calculated interval based on the total
number of housing units, specific defini-
tions of what a housing unit consists
cf, and specific boundaries for each
block, housing units in each block



were then systematicaily listed. Fol-
lowing similar guidelines, a listing
was made for each building and then
for each household interviewed. The
interviews were then conducted from
scripted questionnaires by trained
personnel.

Description of vaniables:

Interviews covered topics including
the perceived effectiveness of the po-
lice department, the quality of police-
community interaction, the conditions
of the neighborhoods visited, the na-
ture of drug activity in the neighbor-
hoods, reporting options for citizens,
and police response to reports, as
well as reasons governing reporting
or reluctance to report.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Geographic Coverage
United States

File Structure

Extent of collection: 2 data files +
machine-readable documentation
{text) + SAS control cards + SPSS
control cards + data collection
instrument

Card image data format

Part 1

Citizen survey data
rectangular file structure
402 cases

168 variables
78-unit-long record

4 records per case

Part 2

Drug-related crimes data
rectangular file structure
46 cases

62 variables

77-unit-long record

1 record per case

Reports and Publications

Davis, Raobert C., Barbara E. Smith,
and Susan W. Hillenbrand.
Reporting of drug-related crimes:
Q%sgigent and police perspectives.
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Schulman, Ronca, and Bucuvalas,
Inc. A national survey on neighbor-
hood reporting of drug crimes:
Methodology report. New York, NY:
Schulman, Ronca, and Bucuvalas,
Inc., 1980.

Research on Minorities,
[1981]: Race and Crime in
Atlanta and Washington, DC

Julios Debro
Criminal Justice Institute,
Atianta University
80-NI-AX-0003
(ICPSR 8459)

Purpose of the Study

This study was designed to investi-
gate factors within the Black family or
community that may contribute to
high crime rates and high victimiza-
tion rates. Community and family
structures within Black communities
were evaluated to determine which
social processes or structural condi-
tions were conducive to crime among
Blacks.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Questionnaires were administered to
household members in four communi-
ties within Atlanta, Georgia, and the
District of Columbia. Additional quali-
tative data were also collected from
ethnographic studies of family life in
Wasthington, DC, and Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania. The qualitative infor-
mation has not been archived.

Sample:

Four communities within Atlanta and
the District of Columbia were pur-
posely selected based upon socio-
economic characteristics, racial
density, and community-level crime
rate criteria. Two communities were
selected as high crime areas and two
were selected as iow ¢rime areas of



low and middle income neighbor-
hoods in the two cities. The sample
was stratified by age based upon age
group represemtation in nationwide
crime statistics for 1979. Household
members falling in three age catego-
ries were selected: 1518 years of
age, 1924 years of age, and 25
years and over.

Dates of data collection:
Summer 1980

Summary of Contenis

Special characterictics of the study:

This study attempts to address the
fact that Blacks are disproportion-
ately overrepreszented in arrest rates
and victimization rates. It examines
this issue by investigating the commu-
nity structure within Black communi-
ties, concentrating on neighborhood
social organization.

Description of variables:

The variables include respondents’
opinions on neighborhood problems,
fear of crirne, victimization experi-
ences, police contact, attitudes about
police, and individual characteristics
(such as gender, religion, and recrea-
tional activities). The ethnographic
studies provide information on alco-
hel and drug habits and purchases,
assault incidents, and theft and sto-
len property.

Unit of observation:

Household members in low or middie
income neighborhoods, with low or
high crime rates

Geographic Coverage

The community sites selected were
Washington, DC, and Atlanta, Geor-
gia. The sites for the ethnographic
studies were the District of Columbia
and two communities in Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania.

File Structure
Data files: 1

Variables: 434
Cases: 621

Reports and Publications

Debro, J. (1982). Final report of the
research on minorities: Toward a re-
lationship between race and crime,
Vol. 1. Unpublished report, Atlanta
University, Criminal Justice Insti-
tute, Atlanta, GA.

Drug Testing of Juvenile
Detainees to ldentify
High-Risk Youth in Florida,
1986~1987

Richard Dembo
University of South Florida
86-17-CX-0050
(ICPSR 9686)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the relationship
between drug/alcohol use and child-
hood sexual or physical abuse and
encounters with the juvenile justice
system. Urine tests and questions
about past sexual and/or physical
abuse from youths in a Tampa juve-
nile detention center were used to
identify high-risk youth. Six-, 12-, and
18-month follow-up official record
searches were also conducted to
measure later encounters with the
criminal or juvenile justice system.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from initial inter-
views conducted 48 hours after ad-
mission to the detention center.
Each youth was interviewed in a pri-
vate location within the center and
aiso voluntarily provided a urin
specimen. Follow-up data at six,

12, and 18 months were collected
from official records of contact with
the juvenile justice system, adult ar-
rests, or involvement with the Florida
Department of Corrections.



Sample:

Initial interviews were completed with
398 Florida resident detainees admit-
ted to a regional detention center in
the Tampa Bay area who agreed to
participate and were not transferred
to the center from another secure fa-
cility. All female detainees and a ran-
dom sample of half of the male
detainees were invited to participate
in the study. Follow-up data were
collected from official records six,

12, and 18 months after the initial
interview.

Dates of data collection:

Initial interviews were conducted be-
tween December 1, 19886, and April
21, 1987.

Summary of Conients

Special characteristics of the study:

The investigators employed a longitu-
dinal research design that enabled
them to address causal and deveiop-
mental questions. In particular, the in-
vestigators wanted to determine the
time sequence of events, thereby
making it easier to identify causal
order.

In a few cases, it was not possible to
determine whether an arrest charge
was a felony or misdemeanor. In
those cases where such a determina-
tion was not possible (most often due
to the amount of drugs in possession
or the amount of money involved in
the offense, e.g., the cost of a stolen
item), the offenses were counted as
half in each of the two relevant
measures.

Moreover, the difference between no
offense and one offense was not the
same as the difference between 10
and 11 offenses, with regard to the
extent of involvement in criminal ac-
tivity. To account for this conceptual
difference, and to adjust for the
skewed distribution of number of
offenses, the investigators used log
transformations on the data. The num-

ber of offenses for each scale was
transformed using logs to base 10.

The scoring of the official arrest data
were complicated by differences in
youths' time at risk of being arrested.
Procedures were adopted so that re-
duced time at risk generated scores
with smaller magnitude than could
have been generated from observa-
tion of behavior at the same rate for
longer periods of time.

Description of variables:

The investigators used the youths’
urine test results as the primary
measure of drug use. On the basis of
their review of Florida's statutes, the
investigators developed outcome
measures for the following offense
categories: violent felonies (mur-
der/manslaughter, robbery, sex of-
fenses, aggravated assault); property
felonies {arson, burglary, auto theft,
larceny/theft, stolen property of-
fenses); damaging propeny offenses;
drug felonies (drug offenses); violent
misdemeanors (sex offenses, nonag-
gravated assault); property misde-
meanors (larceny/theft, stolen
property offenses, damaging prop-
erty offenses); drug misdemeanors
(drug offenses); and public disorder
misderneanors (public disorder of-
fenses, and trespassing offenses).

Other variables measured physical
and sexual abuse, emotional and psy-
chological functioning, and prior drug
use. The following demographic vari-
ables are contained in the data: sex,
race, age, and education.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Geographic Coverage

Data were collected in Tampa,
Florida.

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 1,403
Cases: 398
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Reports and Publications

Dembo, R. (1989). Urine testing of
juvenile detainees: A prospective
study (Final report to the National
Institute of Justice). Tampa, Florida:
University of South Florida, College
of Social and Behavioral Sciences,
Department of Criminology.

Dembo, R., Williams, L., Wish, E.D.,
and Schmeidler, J. (1990). Urine
testing of detained juveniles to iden-
tify high-risk youth. Washington, DC:
U.S. Department of Justice.

Longitudinal Study of
Biosocial Factors Related to
Crime and Delinquency,
1959-1962: [Pennsylvania]

Deborah W. Denno
Center for Studies in Criminology
and Criminal Law,
University of Pennsylvania
81-I7-CX-0086(S1)
(ICPSR 8928)

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to meas-
ure the effects of family background
and developmental variables on
school achievement and delinquency
within a “high risk” sample of Black
youths followed from birth to late
adolescence.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from three
sources: the Collaborative Perinatai
Project (CPP), a prospedtive data col-
lection which was part of a separate
research project conducted at the
University Pennsylvania Hospital, the
Philadelphia public schools, and the
Philadelphia Police Department.

Sample:

The 987 subjects were selected from
a sample of 2958 Black chiidren

whose mothers participated in the
Collaborative Perinatal Project at
Pennsylvania Hospital between 1959
and 1962, The original sample of
2958 reflects self-selection on the
part of the subjects’ mothers who
were interested in receiving inexpen-
sive matemity care. The 987 subjects
of the subsample used in this study
were selected because thiey met
specified criteria of data availability
(See Denno 1985: 714 for criteria).

Dates of data collection:

The CPP data were collected
prospectively during the first 7 years
of life. Data collection began in 1959
and continued through 1969 when

the 1962 cohort reached its 7th
birthday. The school and paolice de-
partment data were coliected
retrospectively by the Center for Stud-
ies in Criminology and Criminal Law
between 1978 and 1980.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study offers an unusual opportu-
nity to examine biological and
environmental interactions develop-
mentally in a iarge sample of violent
subjects.

Description of variables:

Variables describing the mother include
prenatal health, pregnancy and delivery
complications, and socioeconomic
status at time of CPP registration.

Variiables describing the child include
birth order; physical development
and laterality (hand, eye, and foot
preferences) at age 7; family constel-
lation (family size, husband or father
in the household, and marital status)
at age 7, socioeconomic status at
age 7; verbal intelligence; spatial in-
telligence (Bender Gestalt Test,
Goodenough-Harris Draw a Man
Test, and picture arrangement);
achievement; and number of offenses.

Unit of observation:
Children



Geographic Coverage
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

File Structure
Data files: 1

Variables: 200
Cases: 987

Reports and Publications

Center for Studies in Criminology
and Criminal Law. {1981).
Collection and coding of offense
data for the biosocial project.
Unpublished manuscript, University
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA.

Denno, D. (1882). Sex differences
in cognition and crime: Early
developmental, biological,
and sociological correlates.
Unpublished doctoral dissertation,
University of Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia, PA.

Denno, D.W, (1885). Sociological
and human development
explanations of crime: Conflict or
consensus? Criminology, 23(4),
711-741.

Denno, D. (1986). Victim, offender,
and situational characteristics of vio-
lent crime. Journal of Crirninal Law
and Criminology, 77(4), 1142-1158.

Mentally Disordered
Offenders in Pursuit of
Celebrities and Politicians

Park Elliot Dietz and Daniel A, Martell
Threat Assessment Group, Inc.
83-NI-AX-0005
(ICPSR 6007)

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to
provide detailed quantitative informa-
tion on harassing and threatening
communications to public figures.
The investigators found little avail-
able information on such communica-
tions or on related phenomena such

as obscene phone calls, product tam-
pering threats, or terrorist threats. Al-
though threats of this nature are
many, actions based on such threats
are few; thus the opportunities for sci-
entific study are rare. There was little
information available to develop a
method for predicting when threats
would turn into actual violence or
other action. There was also little in-
formation available to predict more
generally what characterized individu-
als who were more likely to be or be-
come dangerous or violent, or to
define the kinds of behavior most
likely to oceur (e.g., self- vs. other-
directed actions). This study was de-
signed to provide the kind of data
needed to formuiate predictive
typolcgies.

The data address the following
questions:

1. What aspects of written communi-
cations to public figures are predic-
tive of future (dangerous) behavior?
2. Given that a physical approach
generally is necessary in order fo
harm a public figure, how can written
communications be used to deter-
mine who is and who is not likely to
approach?

3. What psychological, behavioral,

~ and background characteristics are

shared by those mentally disordered
individuals who pursue public figures?

4. Are there differences between sub-
jects who physically approach those
they pursue and those who do not
approach?

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were gathered from the files
that had been collected by the sam-
ple sites about each of the subjects.
The materials in the files that had
been sent by the subjects were used
as-one source of information. In
addition, any case file information
that had been gathered about the
subject was also coded. The case file



information had been drawn from a
variety of sources. They include de-
partment of motor vehicle records, of-
ficial criminal history (where publicly
available) and newspaper stories
about the subjects. In some cases in-
terviews with the subjects, their fam-
ily memibers or friends, or law
enforcement or mental health profes-
sionals familiar with them were in the
files. Direct observations of subjects
were also in the files if records had
been made of approaches. Finally, in
some cases psychiatric reports, hos-
pital records, or police reports had be-
come available for inciusion in the file
because they had become public as
the resuit of legal proceedings.

Sample:

The investigators used a complex
procedure to sample from among the
cases available in the files. They
were interested in working with both
subjects who were known {o have ap-
proached a public figure and those
who were not known to have ap-
proached. The procedure used to de-
termine the characteristics of the
sample are as follows:

Summary of Contenis

Special characteristics of the study:

There is no central repository for the
kinds of threatening or otherwise in-
appropriate communications de-
scribed by these data. There is also
no central resource of information on
the kinds of people who send them.
Because of this there was no way to
randomly sample such communica-
tions and individuals. The investiga-
tors decided therefore to set three
criteria for choosing sites from which
to draw the sample:

1. Storage of over 1,000 case files of
harassing and threatening communi-
cations.

2. Centralized storage of original let-
ters from a subject and any investiga-
tive information developed about that
subject, preferably in the same file.

3. Willingness to participate in the
study.

The Capitol Poiice and Gavin de

Becker, Inc. fit all three of these crite-

ria. The actual procedure used to se-

Lec,}t a sample of subjects is described
elow.

Description of variables:

Several types of data were gathered
about the subjects from the case
files. Demographic information,
family history, and background infor-
mation such as school and work re-
cords, military history, and criminal
history were gathered. Counts were
made of the number of communica-
tions and the number of threats
contained in a file. Descriptive infor-
mation was recorded about the con-
tent of communications and threats.
Information on the subjects’ physical
appearance was recorded. Psycho-
logical and emotional evaluations

of the subjects were made, and
information on mental health history
recorded. The investigators also re-
corded information on the travel/mo-
bility pattems of the subjects, and on
approaches made by the subjects for
those who were approach positive.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation is the men-
tally disordered individual in pursuit
of a public figure.

Geographic Coverage

The individuals described in the data
set are not representative of any gec-
graphic area. They reside all over the
United States and the rest of the
world. They are believed by the inves-
tigators to be representative of men-
tally disordered subjects who pursue
leading Hollywood celebrities and
members of the U.S. Gongress.

File Structure

Extent of collection: 2 data files +
machine-readable documentation

Card image data format



Part 1

Sample data frem Gavin de Becker,
Inc. and Capitol Police files
rectangular file structure

300 cases

576 variables

81-unit-long record

9 records per case

Part 2

Sample data from Capitol Police files
rectangular file structure

14 cases

576 variables

81-unit-long record

9 records per case

Reporis and Publications
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Review of Clinical Psychiatry and
the Law, Volume 1. Washington,
DC: American Psychiatric Press,
205-219.

Martell, D.A. (1989). Predicting poten-
tially dangerous approaches toward
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Automated Reporting
System Pilot Project in
Los Angeles, 1990

David Doan and Bronston T. Mayes
Los Angeles Police Department
ARS Task Force
89-1J-CX-0008
(ICPSR 9969)

Purpose cf the Study

Automation has provided many sys-
tems designed to make sense of
crime and arrest data for the goal of
providing information needed to pre-
vent crime and to catch and convict
criminals. The primary source of this
information is the preliminary investi-
gation report (PiR) filed by a patrol oi-
ficer. Usually, these reports are filled
out by hand, reviewed by a supervi-
sar, corrected as needed by the origi-
nal officer, and eventually entered
into a database by a clerk. The pur-
pose of this pilot project was to deter-
mine if report data could he collected
in laptop computers using software
versions of the PIR in such a manner
as to allow the direct input of that
data into the LAPD crime and arrest
database without adversely affecting
the personnel taking or using the
reports.

The data address the following ques-
tions: (1) Did officers and supervisors
prefer the ARS or handwritten PIRs?
(2) Did the ARS affect job satisfac-
tion or morale for officers and supervi-
sors? (3) Did the automated report
system (ARS) reduce the amount of
time that patrol officers, supervisors,
and clerks spent on paperwork?

(4) Did the ARS affect the accuracy
of information contained in the PIRs?
(5) Did detectives and progecuting at-
tomeys find the ARS a more reliable
source than handwritten PiRs?



Methodoiogy

Sources of information:

The sources of information include
the General Information Question-
naire, the Job Performance Rating,
the Time Study Sheet of the Existing
(or Automated) Reporting System,
the Evaluation of the Existing (or
Automated) PIR System, the Auto-
mated Reporting System Use Ques-
tionnaire, the Hollywood Detective
Division Automated Reporting Sys-
tem Use Questionnaire, and the PIR
Content Evaluation, all of which were
self-administered questionnaires.
The Los Angeles Police Department
Preliminary Investigation Report, in
its paper and software forms, was
measured by the Time Study Sheet
questionnaires and the PIR Content
Evaluation questionnaire.

Sample:

The sample consisted of patrol offi-
cers, first line supervisors, sergeants,
lieutenants, and data entry clerks of
the Hollywood and Wilshire divisions
of the LAPD. Also included were the
detectives of the Hollywood division,
and prosecuting attorneys from the
Office of the District Atiorney.

In addition, the actual PIRs submitted
during two-week periods in June
1990 and December 1980 were used
for the PIR Content Evaluation.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected between April
1990 and December 1990.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The purpose of the study was to com-
pare handwritten and automated

PIRS. Unfortunately, there was no ef-
fective way of downloading the con-
tents of automated PiRs to the
department database, requiring that
the automated P!Rs be entered by
hand by data entry clerks. This elimi-
nated the passibility of evaluating a sig-
nificant time-saving aspect of the ARS.

Description of variables:

Following is a list of the instruments
used and the topics covered in each:

General Information Question-
haire. Rank, assignment, watch, gen-
der, age, years with LAPD, formal
education, job morale, job demands,
feelings at work, work activities, self-
esteem, computer anxiety, anxiety,
role conflict and ambiguity, relation-
shig with supervisor, commitment to
LAPD.

Job Performance Rating. Officer
and supervisor initiative, work efforts,
depth of job knowledge, work quality,
oral and written skills, capacity o leam,
time utilization, overall performarice.

Time Study Sheet of the Existing
(or Automated) Reporting System.
Investigation time, writing and editing
time, travel time, approval and correc-
tion time, review time, errors by type,
data input time, comrection time, pho-
tocopy and distribution time, filing
time, PACMIS reverification time.

Evaluation of the Existing (or Auto-
mated) PIR System. Ease of use,
frustration with system, productivity
loss due to system, system satisfaction.

Automated Reporting System Use
Questionnaire. Ease of use, typing
skills, computer skills, preference for
handwritten reports, occurrence of
lost reports, changes in work effi-
ciency, comfort with equipment, satis-
faction with training, support for
continued use departmentwide.

Hollywood Detective Division
Automated Reporling System Use
Questionnaire. Ease of use, task im-
provement, support for continued
use, preference for system.

PIR Content Evaluation. Quality of
officer obzervations, organization

and writing styie, physical evidence,
completeness of investigation, state-
ments of victims, witnesses, and sus-
pects, correct classification of
offense.
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Unit of observation:

The unit of cbservatien is the individ-
ual responding to the questionnaire
for the General Information Question-
naire, Job Performance Rating,
Evaluation of the Existing (or Auto-
mated) PIR Sysiem, Automated Re-
porting System Use Questionnaire,
and Holiywood Detective Division
Automatied Reporting System Use
Questionnaire and PIR Conteni
Evaluation.

The unit of observation is the PIR for
the Time Study Sheet of the Existing
(or Automated) Reporting System.

Geographic Coverage

The divisicns surveyed were the Hol-
lywoed and Wilshire divisions of the
Los Angeles Police Department, Los
Angeles, California.

File Structure

Extent of collection: 6 data files +
machine-readable documentation
(text) + data collection instrument

Card image data format

Part 1

Hollywood detective division ARS
use questionnaire

rectangular file struciure

35 cases

13 variables

13-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2

Hollywood time study sheet of the
existing and automated forms
rectangular file structure

281 cases

35 variables

77-unit-long record

4 records per case

Part3

Hollywood ARS use questionnaire
rectangular file structure

139 cases

57 variables

68-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 4

Evaluations of the existing and
automated forms

rectangular file structure

354 cases

23 variables

73-unit-long record

2 racords per case

Part5

Prosecuting attorneys PIR content
evaluation form

rectangular file structure

143 cases

37 variables

73-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part 6

General information questionnaires,
evaluations of the existing and
automated forms, job rating
performance form, time study
sheets, and Caplan scales
rectangular file structure

738 cases

177 variables

80-unit-long record

13 records per case

Reports and Publications

Mayes, B.T., Wiseman, R., and
Barton, M.E. (1881). Comparative
analysis of the Los Angeles Police
Depariment’s crime report wiiting
systems: A research report. Unpub-
lished manuscript. Califomia State
University, Fullerton, School of Busi-
ness Administration and Economics.

Validating Prison Security
Classification Instruments
in Hawaii, 1984-1985

George W. Downs and David M. Rocke
University of Califomia, Davis
84-11-CX-0029
(ICPSR 9921)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study was to de-
velop and to validate a reliable and
accurate method for measuring the
effectiveness of offender classifica-



tion systems to improve the manage-
ment of correctional facilities. In the
early 1980s, the state of Hawaii be-
gan classifying its prisoners with a
newly developed Federal Bureau of
Prisons classification instrument. The
goal of this study was to estimate the
validity of this new classification in-
strument using Cox’s Proportional
Hazards model. The results were
then compared to a more traditional
statistical procedure to demonstrate
the advantage of the new method in
predicting violence. Two prediction
models, one at intake and one after
six months in prison, were used to
evaluate the difference between the
traditional and the new methods. The
first model, initial classification (secu-
rity total), used the sum of four vari-
ables and was the only method that
would be used for classification pur-
poses for the first six months. This se-
curity total was taken tc be predictive
of violence. After this time, the reclas-
sification prediction mode! (custody
total) was applied, using the sum of
seven different variables. This cus-
tody total variable was used as a ma-
jor determinant of reclassification.
The two groups of inmates used
were (1) infractors, all inmates who
had committed an act of violence
while in the institution from 1977 to
September 1980, and (2) noninfrac-
tors, a sample selected from the
group of individuals who did not com-
mit major violations during the time
period.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Active and inactive case files at the
Hawaii State Prison (now called the
Oahu Community Correctionali
Center).

Sample:

Two samples of prison inmates were
used, one group of 57 inmates who
had committed infractions and an-
other group of 106 inmates who had
no reported infractions. This second
sample was drawn using a table of

random numbers and was proportion-
ally allocated across the time period.

Dates of data collection:
1984-.1985

Suminary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Two inmate samples were drawn
from the Hawaii State Prison case
files. The infractors grocup was com-
posed of 57 inmates who had com-
mitted acts of violence while in the
institution. A noninfractors group of
106 inmates were selected from the
individuals who had not committed
major violations during their incar-
ceration. For the infractors, a classifi-
cation form was filled out for the
semiannual evaluation period immedi-
ately preceding each incident, and
for the evaluation period after the last
incident. For the noninfractors, one
form was filled out for the semiannual
evaluation period immediately pre-
ceding the sampled time. The vari-
able SECTOT (the sum of the four
initial classification variables) was the
major predictor of violence and was
used to fit a proportional hazards
model to predict the initial incident of
violence. In addition, a stepwise
analysis was run using the original
variables rather than the SECTOT
variable as a further check.

Description of variables:

Research variables include (a) initial
classification: offense (severity), ex-
pected length of incarceration (sen-
tence), type of prior commitments,
and history of violence, and (b) re-
classification: percentage of time
served, involvement with drugs/alco-
hol, mental/psychological stability,
most serious disciplinary report,
frequency of disciplinary reports, re-
sponsibility that the inmate demon-
strated, and family/community ties. in
addition, the collection supplies infor-
mation on race and sex of inmates;
sentence limitation; history of es-
capes or aitempts; previous infrac-
tions; entry, reclassification, and
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termination dates (month and year);
and custody level.

Unit of observation:
Inmates at the Hawaii State Prison

Geographic Coverage
Hawaii

File Structurg

Part 1

Prisoner dala
rectangular file structure
300 cases

35 variables
85-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2
SAS control cards
87-unit-long record

Domestic Violence
Experience in Oméiha,
Nebraska, 19857987

Franklyn W. Dunford, David Huizinga,
and Delbert S. Elliott
Institute of Behavioral Science
85-I1-CX-K435, 85-I1-CX-K035
(ICPSR 9481)

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the deterrent ef-
fects of police intervention on future
incidents of domestic violence. Two
experiments were performed using
domestic violence cases in Omaha,
Nebraska. When both suspect and
victim were present when officers ar-
rived, cases were randomiy assigned
to one of three experimental condi-
tions: mediate, separate, or arrest. If
the suspect was not present, domes-
tic violence cases were randomly as-
signed to one of two experimental
conditions: warrant or no warrant. Ar-
rest recidivism, continued complaints
of crime, and victim-reported re-
peated violence were outcome meas-
ures used to assess the extent to
which different types of police inter-

vention decreased the likelihood of fu-
ture domestic violence.

Data were collected in three waves.
Wave 1 data were collected from an
interview with the victim conducted
one week after the domestic violence
incident. Waves 2 and 3 data were
collected six and 12 months later, re-
spectively. The police report of the
domestic violence incident is in-
cluded. Police record searches (of
the suspect's and victim's criminal
records) at six and 12 months were
aiso conducted.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The Omaha experiments are based
on three data sources: victim reports,
Domestic Violence Report forms, and
police and court records. Data for vic-
tim reports were coilected from three
interviews with the victims conducted
one week, six months, and 12 months
after the domesitic violence incident.
In the first interview, victims were
asked about prior experiences with
domestic violence and about the cur-
rent offense. The follow-up interviews
measured subsequent feelings about
and experiences with the suspect.
Police officers filled cut a Domestic
Violence Report that provided the
second source of data. Finally, the
records of the Police Record bureau,
the jail, and the court were searched
at six and 12 months to determine
the incidence of arrests, complaints,
and victim reports of old and new
offenses.

Sample:

The rasearch design comprised two
experiments. The first involved do-
mestic violence calls within the "C”
shift, which were randomly assigned
mediation, separation, or arrest
status. Assignment to one of these
three groups required that both victim
and suspect be present at the time
police arrived on the scene. The sec-
ond experiment involved those calls
where no suspects were present at



the time police arrived on the scene.
Such cases were assigned warrant
or no warrant status.

Atotal of 577 domestic violence inci-
dents comprise the analytical sample,
with 330 and 247 cases contained in
Experiments 1 and 2, respectively. In
Experiment 1, 115 cases were as-
signed mediation, 106 were assigned
separation, and 109 were assigned
arrest. In Experiment 2, 111 cases
were assigned to the warrant treat-
ment and 136 cases were assigned
to the no warrant treatment.

Dates of data collection:

Victim-reported data were collected
between March 1986 and September
1987.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

To prevent violations of random as-
signment, the investigators estab-
lished four categories within which
each condition was measured: Treat-
ment as Assigned (TA), Treatment
as Recorded (TR), Treatment as Im-
mediately Delivered (TID), and Treat-
ment as Ultimately Delivered (TUD).
Treatment as Assigned was the treat-
ment randomized by computer and
relayed to officers in the field through
the Information Unit of the Ornaha
Police Division: mediate, separate, ar-
rest, warrant, or no warrant. Treat-
ment as Recorded comprised the
officer's assessment of the domestic
assault situation and the recording of
the disposition taken by the officer
(mediate, separate, arrest, warrant,
or no warrant). Treatment as Immedi-
ately Delivered reflects estimates of
the initial treatment delivered at the
scene of the eligible incident. The es-
timate of the initial treatment was de-
termined by comparing victims'
responses to questions about the
treatment delivered to suspects with
what police officers recorded on the
Domestic Violence Report form
about the treatment delivered. Fi-
nally, Treatment as Ultimately Deliv-

ered was determined by three com-
parisons. First, the investigators com-
pared TA cases with what victims
reported as actually happening. Sec-
ond, TA cases were compared with
what police officers recorded on the
Domestic Violence Report forms as
ultimately happening. Third, the in-
vestigators compared the Arrest and
Warrant treatments with official rec-
ords of the police, prosecuting attor-
ney, and court. A comparison of
these four measures revealed Treat-
ment as Assigned as the most appro-
priate measure of treatment.

Description of variables:

The investigators established out-
come measures with the intent of
assessing the extent to which
treatments prevented subsequent
conflicts. Two types of outcome
measures were used. First, the
investigators used official recidivism.,
This was measured by new arrests
and complaints for any crimes com-
mitted by the suspect against the vic-
tim. The second outcome measures
comprised the victim's report of three
forms of repeated violence: fear of in-
jury, pushing-hitting, and physical
injury.

Other variables include self-esteem,
locus of control, welfare dependency,
changes in the relationship between
suspect and victim, the charac-
teristics of the police action taken,
the extent of the victim’s injury, and
the extent of drug use by the victim
and suspect. The foliowing demo-
graphic variables are included in the
data: race, age, sex, income, occupa-
tional status, and marital status.

Unit of observatior::

In Files 1 through 4, the domestic vio-
lence incident is the unit of observa-
tion. In Files 5 and 6, the suspezt or
victim is the unit of cbservation.

Geographic Coverage

Data were collected in Omaha,
Nebraska.



File Structure

Data files: 6 v
Variables: 45 to 1,034 per file
Cases: 577 to0 1,154 perfile

Fizports and Publications

Dunford, F.W., Huizinga, D., and
Ellictt, D.S. (1989). The Omaha
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State Strategic Planning
Under The Drug Control and
System Improvement
Formula Grant Program in
the United States, 1990

Terence Dunworth and Aaron J. Saiger
RAND Corporation
89-11-CX-0034
(ICPSR 9748)

Purpose of the Study

This study evaluated the Drug Con-
trol and System improvement For-
mula Grant Program, which was
established to provide federal aid for
state and local drug control pro-
grams. The study focused on the fed-
eral-state relationship and on the
strategies that states must develop to
receive federal aid. It had the follow-
ing objectives: to describe the strate-
gic planning processes that states
have established; to evaluate the
states’ strategies; to report on state
reactions and responses to the Pro-
gram; and to make recommendations
about ways in which the strategic
planning function might be improved.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The investigators used the following
sources: state strategies submitted to
the Formuia Grant Program, inter-
views with state-level personnel who
plan the control of drug crime, inter-
views with officials involved with drug
treatment and prevention, descrip-
tions of the Program and its current
status, meetings with Bureau of Jus-
tice Assistance personnel, and the
Survey of States and Termritories.

Sample:

The sample for both Files 1 and 2
consists of all states and territories
participating in the Formula Grant
Program: 49 of the 50 states (Massa-
chusetts excepted), the District of Co-
lumbia, American Samoa, Guam, the
Northern Mariana Islands, Puerio
Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Dates of data collection:

Data obtained through the mail sur-
vey were collected in August 1980.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

Not all respondents were asked to an-
swer all questions. Some questions
were relevant for only a subgroup of
the states.

File 1. Includes all items from the
mail survey for which state identifiers
were permitted to be included in the
data file. The variables included re-
late to the role the Formula Grant
Program Agency plays in the state
and its relationship with other agen-
cies, policy boards, and working
groups; the roles these agerncies, pol-
icy boards, and working groups play
in particular parts of BJA strategy;
the amount of funds aliocated to local
criminal justice programs; and criteria
used in selecting geographical areas
of greatest need.

File 2. Includes all items from the
mail survey for which state identifiers
were not permitted to be included in



the data file. Variables include items
relating to various types of criminal
justice data the state obtains, use of
the data, and difficulties in obtaining
the data; the state’s criminal justice
planning and the relationship of this
planning to BJA grants, BJA strategy,
and federai requirements; the alloca-
tiori of subgrants; the input of other in-
dividuals and agancies in the state at
various stages in the development of
BJA strategy; and how certain fed-
eral restrictions may iimit the state’s
capacity to direct funds.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation. is the individ-
ual state or territory.

Geographic Coverage

The 50 states comprising the U.S.
(except Massachusetts), the District
of Columbia, American Samoa,
Guam, the Northem Mariana Islands,
Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin
Islands.

File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) State data
(2) National data

Variables: File 1: 64

File 2: 202

File 1:55

File 2: 55

Cases:

Reports and Publications

Dunworth, T., and Saiger, A.J.
(1991). State strategic planning un-
der the drug control and system im-
provement formula grant program.
Santa Monica, California: RAND,
N-3339-NlJ, 1991.
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Socioeconomic and
Demographic Characteristics
of Synthetic Drug Users in
San Diego and Washington,
DC, 1990

Robert L. DuPont, Keith E, Saylor,
and Eric D. Wish
Institute for Behavior and Health, Inc.
90-IJ-CX-0011
(ICPSR 9737)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study was to
identify common behavioral factors,
such as freguency and method of in-
take, as well as socioeconomic and
demoegraphic characteristics, among
synthetic drug users. A secondary
purpose was to evaluate the likeli-
hood of a future synthetic drug epi-
demic. An attempt was macdle to
isolate factors that prompt drug users
to begin to use synthetic drugs or to
switch from agricultural drugs to syn-
thetic drugs.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The researchers gathered informa-
tion through anonymous personal in-
terviews with self-identified drug
users. Interviews were conducted by
trained interviewers.

Sample:

This study gathered information from
a nonrandomized sample of drug us-
ers from treatment programs and
criminal justice pretrial facilities in
San Diego County, California, and in
the Washington, DC, metropolitan
area. From Washington, DC, 23 (7 fe-
male, 16 male) respondents were
from treatmiznt programs, and 56 (29
female, 27 male) from a criminal jus-
tice pretrial facility. In San Diego
County, 44 (23 {female, 21 male) re-
spondents were from treatment pro-
grams and 37 (6 female, 32 male)
were from the criminal justice sys-



tem. The respondents’ age ranged
from 13 to 59, the majority between
20 and 30.

Dates of data collection:

The data were gathered from June
1990 to September 1990.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

The data file contains demographic
information and information about
patterns of use for the following
drugs: alcohol, marijuana, heroin, co-
caine, crack, PCP, ice, ecstasy, and
speed.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation is the individ-
ual drug user.

Geographic Coverage

San Diego County, California, and
Washington, DC, metropolitan area

File Structure

Extent of coilection: 1 data file + data
collection instrument

Card image data format

rectangular file structure
161 cases

172 variables
80-unit-long record

7 records per case

Reports and Publications

DuPont, Robert L., Saylor, Keith E.,
and Wish, Eric D. (1891). Metham-
phetamine, PCP, and other syn-
thetic drugs: Anticipating the
challenges of the future. Unpub-
lished manuscript.
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Organized Crime Business
Activities and Their
Implications for Law

Enforcement, 1986-1987

Herbert Edelhertz and
Thomas D. Overcast
Northwest Policy Studies Center
87-17-CX-0053
(ICPSR 9476)

Purpose of the Study

This project examined arganized
criminal groups and the types of busi-
ness activities in which they engage.
Researchers looked at how organ-
ized crime is often conducted in
much the same way as a legitimate
business. Focusing on business ac-
tivities and the methods used to carry
them out, researchers described

167 cases investigated by agencies
dealing with organized crime. Indict-
ments and civil compliaints issued
from January 1, 1986, through De-
cember 31, 1987, were selected by
nrganized crime law enforcement
agencies and inventoried by the re-
searchers for organized crime busi-
ness-type practices. Recorded
descriptive information on each case
raniges from offenses actually
charged in the indictments or com-
plaints to judgments requested by
law enforcement agencies as a result
of the crime. Also included is an in-
ventory of both illegal and legal busi-
ness-type activities engaged in

by the organization, why the organi-
zation engaged in such activities,
and how these activities were
accomplished.

Methodology

Sources of information:

This research used criminal indict-
ments, civil complaints, and other
public record data as sources of infor-
mation. Data collection sites were
government agencies chosen on the
basis of the following criteria: the



agency included an active, crganized
crime prosecution program; its focus
was on RICO or similar prosecutions
which could provide details of organ-
ized crime business-type activities;
and the sites involved different juris-
dictions (federal, state, and locai)
that would confront different aspects
of organized crime. Sites which met
these criteria included the Organized
Crime Strike Forces (supervised by
the Organized Crime and Racketeer-
ing Section of the Criminal Division,
U.S. Department of Justice), the Of-
fice of the United States Attorney for
the Southern District of New York,
other United States Attorneys’ Of-
fices, the Federal Bureau of investi-
gation offices working closely with
tederal prosecutors, and state attor-
neys general offices with experience
in the investigation and prosecution
of organized crime.

Sample:

Criminal indictments, civil complaints,
and other public record data were
provided by agencies at the data col-
lection sites. Researchers selected
cases according to a predetermined
set of criteria; this was not, however,
a representative sample. Cases in
the dataset were selected for their
“rich” descriptions of business-type
activities, unique characteristics of
the activities, unusual combinations
of business-type activities and the
means of implementing them, and
unusual combinations of legal and
illegal activities. Griminal groups in-
voived solely in drug trafficking were
excluded from the sample of cases.
Information on these selected cases
comprise the dataset.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected from indictments
and complaints filed mainly from
January 1, 1986, through December
31, 1987.

A few of the cases collected fell out-
side this time period. These were
cases requested by the researchers
for descriptive purposes.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

Variables include information on the
offenses actually charged against the
criminal organization in the indict-
ments or complaints and other illegal
activities participated in by the organi-
zation. The data also include the
judgments against the organization
requested by law enforcement agen-
cies such as types of monetary relief,
equitable relief, restraints 6n actions,
and forfeitures. Other variables cover
the organization’s participation in
business-type activities, both illegal
(such as securities fraud, extortion,
or narcotics trafficking) and legal
(such as adult book stores, mortgage
lending, or moving services). They
also include the organization's pur-
poses for providing legal goods and
services, the objectives of the organi-
zation, the market for the iflegal
goods and services provided by the
organization, the organization's as-
sets, the business services it re-
quires, how it financially provides for
its members, the methods it uses to
acquire ownership, indicators of its
ownership, and the nature of its
victims.

Unit of observation:

The unit of abservation is the criminal
organization charged in the indict-
ment or complaint.

Geographic Coverage

The study examined organized crimi-
nal groups within the United States.
Data were gathered from strike
forces in San Francisco, Los Ange-
les, Boston, Miami, Chicago, Kansas
City, New Orleans, Detroit, Newark,
Las Vegas, Buffale, Brooklyn, Cleve-
land, and Philadelphia; United States
attorneys general offices {prirnarily
the office in the southem district of
New York, but also offices in Califor-
nia, Connecticut, the District of Co-
lumbia, Florida, lllinois, Colorado,
Kansas, Louisiana, Massachusetts,
New Jersey, Nevada, Ohio, Pennsyl-



vania, Rhode Island, Virginia, Wash-
ington, and other offices in New
York); and state attorneys general of-
fices in Arizona, New Jersey, and
New York. Primary locations of crimi-
nal activity include Arizona, Califor-
nia, Connecticut, the District of
Columbia, Florida, lilinois, Indiana,
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, Ne-
vada, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Virginia, Washington,
and Hawaii.

File Structure
Extent of coliection: 1 data file

Card image data format

rectangular file structure
167 cases

371 variables
80-unit-long record

10 records per case

Reports and Publications

Edelheniz, H., and Overcast, T.D.
(1990). A study of organized crime
business-lype activities and their im-
plications for law enforcement. Fi-
nal report for the National Institute
of Justice.

Minneapolis Intervention
Project, 1986-1987

Jeffrey L. Edleson and Maryann Syers
Domestic Abuse Project,
University of Minnesota

0JP-88-M-196
(ICPSR 9808)

Purpose of the Study

In the past two decades, the criminal
justice system has altered its re-
sponse to battered women and their
assailants, responding to domestic
violence in somewhat the same way
it responds to street violence. This
change has been encouraged in part
by action taken by community inter-
vention projects (CIPs). This study in-
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vestigates the impact of increased ac-
tivity of CIPs on the incidence of do-
maestic abuse. In particular, the
researchers evaluate the impact of
police arrest on first police visit and
court-ordered treatment for abuse or
drug addiction on the degree to

which domestic abuse ofienders con-
tinue to abuse their victims.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from reports filed
by police following each arrest or in-
tervention, from records kept by legal
advocates as cases moved through
the criminal justice system, and from
personal or telephone interviews con-
ducted with victims.

Sample:

The data are drawn from police rec-
ords of domestic abuse cases re-
ported in two police precincts in
Minneapolis, Minnesota. Almost all
victims were female, ranged from
15 1o 70 years of age, and were
mostly white, African American, or
Native American. Most perpetrators
were male, ranged from 18 to 71

-years of age, and were mostly white

and African American.

Dates of data collection:

The data were coliected from Febru-
ary 1986 to March 1987.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

Variables include demographic data,
a description of the current incident,
and data regarding previous history
of abuse, police intervention, and
changes in the relationship between
victim and perpetrator.

Linit of observation:

The unit of cbservation is the domes-
tic abuse case. Only one primary vic-
tim and one perpetrator per case is
recorded in the data file.



Geographic Coverage
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Fiie Structure
Data files: 1

Variables; 359
Cases: 528

Reports and Publications

Syers, M., and Edleson, J. (in press).
The combined effects of coordi-
nated criminal justice intervention
and woman abuse. The Journal of
Interpersonal Violence.

Changing Patterns of Drug
Abuse and Criminality
Among Crack Cocaine

Users in New York City:
Criminal Histories and
Criminal Justice System
Processing, 1983-1984, 1986

Jeffrey Fagan, Steven Belenko, and
Bruce D. Johnson
New York City Criminal Justice Agency,
and Natcotic and Drug Research, Inc.
87-I1-CX-0064
(ICPSR 9790)

Purpose of the Study

In the mid-1980s a new form of co-
caine, known as “crack,” became
widely available. The impact of crack
use has already been felt by the
criminal justice systemt, and may
have resulted in the development of
new drug distribution systems. This
dataset is one of two parts of a study
designed to look at the charac-
teristics of crack users and sellers,
the effects of large numbers of crack-
related oftenders on the criminal jus-
tice system, and the impact on drug
treatment and community programs.
This part examines crack cocaine
and powdered cocaine defendants 7
New York City. The other component

examines residents in two Manhat-
tan, New York, neighborhoods char-
acterized by high levels of crack use
and selling. (For a complete descrip-
tion of the second part of the study,
see Changing Patterns of Drug
Abuse and Criminality Among
Crack Cocaine Users in New York
City, 1988-1989 [ICPSR 9670]).

Methodology

Sourcss of information:

Cases were drawn from the New
York City Police Department Booking
system. Additional information was
obtained from a database compiled
by the New York City Criminal Jus-
tice Agency, Inc. This agency pro-
vides pretrial services for New York
City -

Sample:

This study employed a matched co-
hort research design: A sample of
crack defendants was drawn from
the New York Police Department
booking system and compared with
a similarly drawn matched sample of
powdered cocaine defendants.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected on the cohort of
crack cases for arrests made be-
tween August 1, 1986, through Octo-
ber 31, 1986. Data were collected on
the cohort of powdered cocaine
cases for arrests made between
.{anuary 1, 1983, and December 31,
984.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

Variables contained in this dataset in-
clude demographic information; ar-
rest, conviction, and incarceration
histories; residence; prior criminal
record; community ties; and court out-
comes of the arrests.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation is the Individ-
ual arrested for crack or powdered
cocaine-related offenses.
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Geographic Coverage
New York City

File Structure
Extent of collection: 1 data file

Card image data format

rectangular file structure
6,827 cases

301 variables
80-unit-long record

13 records per case

Reports and Publications

Belenko, S., Chin, K., and Fagan,
J.A. (1989). Typologies of criminal
careers among crack arrestees.
New York: New York City Criminal
Justice Agency.

Belenko, S., Fagan, J. A., and Chin, K.
(1991). Cn'minalljustice responses
to crack. Journal of Research in
Crime and Delinquency, 1:28,
55-74.

Dunlap, E., Johnson, B., Sanabria, H.,
Holliday, E., Lipsey, V., Bamett, M.,
Hopkins, W., Sobel, ., Randoliph, D.,
and Chin, K. (1990). Studying crack
users and their criminal careers:
The scientific and artistic aspects of
locating hard-to-reach subjects and
interviewing them about sensitive
topics. Contemporary Drug
Problem, Spring, 121-144,

Fagan, J.A., and Chin, K. (1991).
Social processes of initiation into
crack. Journal of Drug Issues.
Forthcorning.

Fagan, J.A., and Chin, K. (1990).
Violence as regulation and social
control in the distribution of crack.
In de la Rosa, M., Gropper, B., and
Lambent, E. (eds.). Drugs and
Violence: Naltional Institute on Drug
Abuse, Research Monograph.
Rockvilie, MD: National Institute on
Drug Abuse.

Fagan, J.A., and Chin, K. (1989).
Initiation into crack and powdered
cocaine: A tale of two epidemics.
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Contemporary Drug Problem,
Winter, 579-617.

Johnson, B., Eimoghazy, E., and
Dunlap, E. (1980). Crack abusers
and noncrack drug abusers: A com-
parison of drug uss, drug sales,
and nondrug criminality. New York:
Narcotic and Drug Research, Inc.

Changing Patterns of Drug
Abuse and Criminality
Among Crack Cocaine

Users in New York City,
1988-1989

Jeffrey Fagan, Steven Belenko,
and Bruce D. Johnson
New York City Criminal Justice Agency
87-11-CX-0064
(ICPSR 9670)

Purpose of the Study

In the mid-1980s a new form of co-
caine, known as “crack,” became
available. The impact of crack use
has already been felt by the criminal
justice system, and may have re-
sulted in the development of new
drug distribution systems. This
dataset is one of two parts of a study
designed to look at the charac-
teristics of crack users and sellers,
the effects of large numbers of crack-
related offenders on the criminal jus-
tice system, and the impact on drug
treatment and community programs.
This part examines residents in two
Manhattan, New York, neighbor-
hoods characterized by high levels of
crack use and salling. The other com-
ponent examines crack and cocaine
defendants drawn from the New York
City Police Department. (For a com-
plete description of the other part of
the study, see Changing Patterns
of Drug Abuse and Criminality
Among Crack Cocaine Users In
New York City: Criminal Histories
and Criminal Justice System Proc-



esging, 1983-1984, 1986 [ICPESR
9790l).

Methodolagy

Sources of information:

Personal interviews were conducted
with residents of two nerthern Man-
hattan neighborhoods that had high
concentrations of crack users and
sellers. Three categories of interview-
ees were studied: (1) individuals who
had been arrested for drug posses-
sion or sales; (2) residents of the
neighborhood who were not currently
involved with the police, courts, or so-
cial agencies for drug-related of-
fenses; and (3) individuals who were
currently participating in a drug treat-
ment program.

Sample:

Individuals who had been arrested
for drug possession and/or sales
were located using records from the
New York City Police Depastment
booking system. Residents of the
neighborhoods who were not cur-
rently involved with the police for
drug-related offenses were also lo-
cated through a chain referral proc-
ess. Individuals who were currently
participating in a drug treatment pro-
gram were nominated by administra-
tors and clinical staff of the programs
in which they were participating.

Dates of data collection:

The data were collected from June
1988 through August 1989.

Summary of Contents

Description of vanables:

Variables can be categorized into the
following topics: the respondent’s initia-
tion into substance use and sales; in-
formation on the individual's lifetime
and annual invclvement with crime; in-
formaticn on the social processes of
substance use and sales; information
on income sources and expenditures;
variables for nonusers on family in-
volvement with drugs and alcohol; and
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variables for respondents in treat-
ment on types of programs.

Unit of observation:

Individuals

Geographic Coverage

Two New York City neighborheods in

northern Manhattan: Washington
Heights and West Harlem

File Structure
Extent of collection: 1 data file

Card image data format

rectangular file structure
1,003 cases

1,292 variables
80-unit-long record

31 records per case

Reports and Pubiications

Belenke, S., Chin, K., and Fagan,
J.A. (1989). Typologies f ciminal
careers among crack arrsstees.
New York: New York City Criminal
Justice Agency.

Belenko, S., Fagan, J.A., and Chin,
K. (1991). Criminal justice
responses to crack. Journal of
Research in Crime and
Delinquency, 1:28, 55-74.

Dunlap, E., Johnson, B., Sanabria, H.,
Holliday, E., Lipsey, V., Bamett, M.,
Hopkins, W., Scbel, 1., Randolph, D.,
and Chin, K. (1990). Studying crack
users and their criminal careers:
The scientific and artistic aspects of
locating hard-to-reach subjects and
interviewing them about sensitive
topics. Contemporary Drug
Problem, Spring, 121-144.

Fagan, J.A., and Chin, K. (1991).
Social processes of initiation into
crack. Journal of Drug Issues.
Forthcoming.

Fagan, J.A., and Chin, K. (1980).
Violence as reguiation and social
control in the distribution of crack.
In de la Rosa, M., Gropper, B., and
Lamben, E. (eds.). Drugs and



Violence: National Institute on Drug
Abuse, Research Monograph.
Rockville, MD: National Institute on
Drug Abuse.

Fagan, J.A., and Chin, K. (1989).
Initiation into crack and powdered
cocaine: A tale of two epidemics.
Contemporary Drug Problem,
Winter, 579-617.

Johnson, B., Elmoghazy, E., and
Dunlap, E. (1980). Crack abusers
and noncrack drug abusers: A com-
parison of drug use, drug sales,
and nondrug criminality. New York:
Narcotic and Drug Research, Inc.

Arrests Without Conviction,
1979-1980: Jacksonville
and San Diego

Floyd Feeney
School of Law, University of California,
Davis
78-NI-AX-0116
(ICPSR 8180)

Purpose of the Study

There were four main objectives of
this project: (1) to ascertain the
amount of criminal court case attri-
tion for frequent, serious crimes such
as robbery, burglary, and felony as-
sault; (2) to examine factors that ac-
count for observed case attrition; (3)
to determine whether high case attni-
tion rates are inevitable or desirable
in their effect on the criminal justice
system and its personnei; and (4) to
determine strategies, if any, for de-
creasing case attrition rates and esti-
mate, if possibie, what the
consequences might be.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The empirical analysis is based on a
review of prior research and letter
and telephione contacts with criminal
justice personnel in more than 100 ju-

risdictions, brief visits to ten research
sites, detailed observations in four lo-
cations, and extensive analysis of
case records in Jacksonwille, Florida,
and San Diego, California.

Sample:

Samples of cases were drawn from
arrests made during 1978 and 1979.
All robbery, burglary, and felony as-
sault cases were included except
those in which the defendant was
tumed over to another jurisdiction or
agency, the defendant failed to ap-
pear, the case the defendant was
wanted on was one in which he had
already been charged, the robbery
charge was really grand thef, the as-
sault case became homicide be-
cause of victim’'s death, and the
case file was not available for some
reason.

Dates of data collection:
1979 through 1980

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This research examines dispositions
and case characteristics for robber-
ies and burglaries.

Description of vaniables:

Variables include demographics,
sociseconomic status, criminal his-
tory, weapon use, victim-offender
reletinnship, trial procedures, and
dispositions for a sample of felony
defendants.

Unit of observation:
Individual defendants

Geographic Coverage
Jacksonvilte, Florida, and San Diego,
California

File Structure

Data files: 5

Vasizbles: 217 to 449 per file
Cases: 200 to 219 per file



Reports and Publications

Feeney, F. (1983). Final Report of
arrests without conviction: How
often they occur and why.
Washington, DC: National Institute
of Justice.

Feeney, F., Dill, F. and Weir, A.
(1982). Appendix volume of arrests
without conviction: How often they
occur and why. Washington, DC:
National Institute of Justice.

individual Responses to
Affirmative Action Issues in
Criminal Justice Agencies,
1981: [Uniied States]

William H. Feyerherm
University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee
8I-I7-CX-K002
(ICPSR 9311;

Purpose of the Study

This study was conducted to exam-
ine responses to affimative action in
criminal justice agencies. The goals
of the study were to (i) determine
the general mood of employees in
criminal justice agencies; (2) exam-
ine the differences in attitudes across
various attributes such as race, sex,
rank, education, and length of serv-
ice; and (3) examine demographic
characteristics among empioyees de-
pending upon the affirmative action
status of their organizations.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Survey data were obtained from
mailed questionnaires of employees
at 19 criminal justice agencies
throughout the nation.

Sample:

Initially more than 200 of the largest
criminal justice agencies nationwide
were sent questionnaires to deter-
mine the size and composition of the

agency and the status of their affirm-
ative action program. A sample of

19 agencies was selected from the
agencies who returned question-
naires. Selection into the sample was
dependent upon the approval of the
agency's chief administrator. Since
randomization was not possible,
agency selection was aimed at pro-
viding examples of agencies with
known variations in affirmative action
programming. Questionfiaires were
then sent to a random sample of

100 employees from each agency.

A total of 905 employees returned
usable questionnaires, resulting in

a response rate of 43 percent.

Dates of data collection:
Circa 1981

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study was part of a larger study
¢ lertaken by the University of Wis-
consin, “Assessment of Affirmative
Action in Criminal Justice Agencies.”
It is one of the few studies that evalu-
ate the affirmative action status of
criminal justice agencies. The use of
the criminal justice employee as the
unit of analysis provides attitudinal
and perceptual data in assessing af-
firmative action programs within each
agency.

Description of variables:

Variables include demographic char-
acteristics of the respondents, rea-
sons for becoming a criminal justice
employee, attitudes toward affirm-
ative action status in general (e.g.,
opinions about recruitment and selec-
tion criteria in colleges and private
sectors), and attitudes toward affirm-
ative action in criminal justice set-
tings (e.g., perceptions of job
satisfaction, opinions about ade-
quacy of communication, and promo-
tional opportunities within the
agency).

Unit of observation:
Criminal justice employees



Geographic Coverage
United States

File Structure
Extent of collection: 1 data file

Card image data format

rectangular file structure
805 cases

165 variables
80-unit-long record

17 records per case

Reports and Publications

Feyerharm, William (1984). Analysis
of individual responses to
affirmative action issues (Final
report). Washington, DC: National
Institute of Justice.

Feyerherm, William (1984). Assess-
maent of affirmative action in crimi-
naf justice agencies: An executive
summary. Washington, DC: Na-
fional Institute of Justice.

Sentencing in Eight United
States District Courts,
19731978

Brian Forst and William Rhodes
Institute for Law and Social Research
(INSLAW)

#J-42723
(ICPSR 8622)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to pro-
vide information about United States
district courts’ sentencing pattems for
federal offenses.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were drawn primarily from pre-
sentence investigation (PSI) reports
produced for offenders convicted be-
fween 1973 and 1978 in eight federal
district courts: New Jersey, Eastem
New York, Connecticut, Northem
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Ohio, Middle Florida, Western Okla-
homa, Northern New Mexico, and
Northern Califomia.

Sample:

The eight districts were selected to
represent some degree of geo-
graphic spread and variation in size.
The most recent 120 PSls per of-
fense from each of the five largest
districts and the most recent 40 PSis
per ofiense from each of the three
smaller districts were chosen as the
sample. PSls were selected based
on cases identified from records of
case terminations kept by the Proba-
fion Division of the Administrative Of-
fice of the United States Courts. The
end product included information on
slightly less than 660 federal offend-
ers for each selected offense. Eleven
crimes were included in the offense-
specific database: bank robbery, em-
bezzlement, income tax, mail theft,
forgery, drug, random other, false
claims, homicide, bribery of public of-
ficials, and mail fraud. The “random
other” category contained a random
sample of offenders who were sys-
tematically drawn from every tenth
PSI of all other federal offenses. Due
to the relative scarcity of the PSis in
the last four offenses, about 500
cases were selected nationwide for
each category. Most offenders in the
sample of 5781 total cases were
male (85 percent), previously con-
victed (63 percent), and had legiti-
mate incomes of less than $12,000
(80 percent). About 30 percent of the
total sample were Blacks and 54 per-
cent were high school graduates.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This data examine federal sentenc-
ing pattems, providing rich details
about defendants’ characteristics, of-
fenses, court involvement, sentenc-
ing, and criminal histories. This study
uses a complicated research design
resulting in three data files (PSl file,
Offense Section file, and Administra-
tive Office [AQ] file) for each of the



11 offenses. The “PSI section” files
describe an offender's demographic
background and criminal history. The
“offense section” files contain ques-
tions tailored to the particular type of
offense commitied by offenders and
the results of their conviction and sen-
tencing. The “AQO section” files pro-
vide additiona! descriptions about
defendants’ background charac-
tenistics, court records, and dates of
court system entry/exit. These files
can be merged to provide detailed in-
formation on how offenders and their
offenses are sentenced by U.S. dis-
trict court judges.

Description of variables:

The PSI section files contain 187
common variables across the 11 of-
fenses, focusing on the offender’s
background with respect to family,
education, psychological charac-
teristics, social activities, financial
status, employment history, sub-
stance use, and criminal records.
Variables in the offense section re-
late to each offense the offender com-
mitied, including motivations, victims
injured, use of weapon, value of
crime, PSI recommendations, days
of community service, and length of
imprisonment. [Note: the number of
offense-specific variables for each of-
fense depends on number of of-
fenses committed]. The variables in
the AO files include demographic
characteristics and court records for
each individual offender.

Unit of observation:
PS8l and sentence results

Geographic Coverage:

U.S. and Federal District Court juris-
dictions of New Jersey, Eastem New
York, Connecticut, Northern Ohio,
Middle Florida, Western Oklahoma,
Northern New Mexico, and Northern
California

File Structure

Extent of collection: 27 data files +
SPSS control cards

Logical record length data format
with SPSS control cards

Part i

PSi: Bank embezzlement
rectangular file structure
561 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part2

PSl: Bank robbery
rectangular file structure
723 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part3

PSI: Random other
rectangular file structure
681 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 4

PSI: For?ei?/
rectangular file structure
751 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part5

PSI: Maii theft
rectangular file structure
154 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 6

PSI: Narcotics
rectangular file structure
726 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long racord

1 record per case

Part 7

PSI: Income fax
rectangular file structure
636 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case
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Part 8

PSl: Bribe

ractangular file structure
602 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part9

PSI: False claims
rectangular file structure
573 cases

187 variables
326-unit-lang record

1 record per case

Part 10

PSl: Homicide
rectangular file structure
578 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 11

PSI: Mail fraud
rectangular file structure
499 cases

187 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part12

Offense: Bank embezzlement
rectangular file structure

561 cases

94 variables

378-unit-iong record

1 record per case

Part 13

Offense: Bank robbery
rectangular file structure
723 cases

86 variables
409-unit-tong record

1 record per case

Part 14

Offense: Random other
rectangular file structure
751 cases

85 variables
494-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part15

Ofiense: Forgery
rectangular file structure
751 cases

85 variables
386-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 16

Gtiensge: Mail theft
rectangular file structure
154 cases

74 variables
376-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part17

Offenge: Mail fraud
rectangular file structure
480 cases

72 variables
388-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 18

Offense: Narcotics
rectangular file structure
726 cases

74 variables
376-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part19

Offense: Income tax
rectangular file structure
636 cases

93 variables
401-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 20

Oifense: Bribery
rectangular tile structure
602 cases

75 variables
326-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 21

Oifense: False claims
rectangular file structure
573 cases

79 variables
328-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 22

Offense: Homicide
rectangular file structure
578 cases

115 variables
443-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 23

Offense: Additional narcotics
rectangular file structure

737 cases

6 variables

15-unit-fong record

1 record per case



Part 24

AO: Combined
rectangular file structure
4,728 cases

28 variables
86-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 25

AQ: Bribery
rectangular file structure
776 cases

28 variables
86-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 26

AQ: Homicide
rectangular file structure
863 cases

28 variables
86-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part27

AQ: False claims
rectangular file structure
744 cases

28 variables
86-unit-iong record

1 record per case

Reports and Publications

INSLAW, Inc., and Yankelovich,
Skelly, and White, Inc. (1981). Fed-
eral sentencing: Toward a more ex-
plicit policy of eriminal sanctions.
Washington, DC: U.S. Department
of Justice.

Six-Year Follow-Up Study
on Career Criminals,
1970-1976: [United States]

Brian Forst and William Rhodes
Institute for Law and Social Research
(INSLAW)
JYFRP-81-C-0126
(ICPSR 8648)

Purpose of the Study

The major objective of this study was
to analyze the effects of sentencing
decisions on career criminals in order
to develop career cririnal programs

that target and incarcerate those ca-
reer offenders who may commit
crimes in the future.

Methodology

Source of Information:

The major data sources were pre-
semtence investigations (PSi) re-
ports, parole administration data
tapes, and the FBI's Gomputerized
Criminal History (CDH) system.

Sample:

The sample population includes of-
fenders who have committed federal
offenses or certain Kinds of serious
offenses such as homicide, robbery,
fraud, forgery, drugs, and counterfeit-
ing. The study excluded offenses of
prostitution, pornoegraphy, immigra-
tion and tax violations, draft-dodging,
and other victimiess and minor
offenses.

Subjects in the PSI data file are de-
fendants who were convicted of fed-
eral offenses in 1969-1970 and
sentenced up to a year in prison,
given probation, or fined. The parole
sample consists of federal offenders
released from prison during the first
six months of 1970. About half of this
sample served prison terms of longer
than one year, and the other half
served terms of less than a year in-
cluding probation. The FBI CCH files
coniain rap sheet information on two
types of samples. The FBI rap sheet
file for PSls consists of defendants in
the PSI data file. The sample of FBI
rap sheets for parolees includes de-
fendants in the parole data file with
five or more arrests during the follow-
up period, and offenders who were in-
carcerated during that period for 60
days or more.

Suminary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This dataset includes detailed demo-
graphic background and complete
prior and follow-up criminal records
on each selected offender. There are



two kinds of data in the study:.(1) PSI
data (including the PSlI file and the
FBI's CCH file), and (2) Parole data
(including parole file and FBI's CCH
file). The PSI data file describes each
offender's demographic background,
criminal history, and court entry/exit.
The parole data file contains coded
information about offender’s back-
ground characteristics; prior records
of arrests, convictions, dispositions,
and sentences; and follow-up rec-
ords for a period of six years from
1970-1976. The FBI's CCH data files
contain coded rap sheet information
about each record of arrest for the of-
fenders included in the PSI file and
the parole file. It is possible to merge
either the PS| file or the parole file
with the corresponding FB! rap sheet
data files to develop a model that can
measure whether the offender com-
mitted offenses during the follow-up
period.

Description of the variables:

The P8I data file contains informa-
tion about family, education, psycho-
logical characteristics, social
activities, financial status, employ-
ment history, substance use, and
criminal records. The parole data file
contains variables relating to of-
tender’s records of offenses commit-
ted, arrests, dispositions, sentences,
and parole and prabation histories,
along with age, sex, and race of the
offender. In the FBI's CCH files vari-
ables include arrest sequence num-
ber, arrest date, offense charge,
disposition of arrest, result of sen-
tence, and number of months actu-
ally incarcerated.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation varies. in the
PSI and parole data files it is the de-
fendant. In the FBI rap sheet files itis
the arrest.

Geographic Coverage
United States

95-

File Structure

Extent of coliection: 6 data files +
SPSS contro! cards

Logical record length data format
with SPSS control cards

Part 1

PSidata
rectangular file structure
1,567 cases

311 variables
653-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2

Parole date
rectangular file structure
1,762 cases

160 variables
296-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 3

PSirap sheet
hierarchical file structure
39-unit-long record

Part 4

Parole rap sheet
hierarchical file structure
39-unit-long record

Part

PSl-rap iink
rectangular file structure
1,318 cases

2 variables

8-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 6

Parole-rap link
rectangular file structure
659 cases

2 variables

12-unit-long record

1 record per case

Reports and Publications
Rhodes, W., Tyson, H., Weekley, J.,
Conly, C., and Powell, G. (1982).
Developing criteria for identifying
career criminals. Washington, DC:

Institute for Law and Social Re-
search, Inc.



Residentiai Neighborhocod
Crime Control Project:
Hartford, Connecticut, 1973,
1875-1977, 1979

Floyd J. Fowler
University of Massachusetts
73-NI-99-0044, 75-NI-95-0026,
79-NI-AX-0026
(ICPSR 7682)

Purpose of the Study

The study was designed as an experi-
ment to reduce the rates of residen-
tial burglary and strest robbery/purse
snatchings, and the fear of these
crimes.

Methodoiogy

Sources of information:

Questionnaires were administered to
members of households in Hartford,
Cornecticut. Approximately one-half
of the questionnaires were adminis-
tered in person and approximately
one-half over the telephone.

Sample:

Random and cluster area probability
samples were taken of households in
Hartford, Connecticut. Oversampling
was conducted to permit more de-
tailed analyses. Thus, Hartford was
divided into four parts: Asylum Hill,
Clay Hil/Sand, the area adjacent to
Asylum Hill, and the remainder of
Hartford. In each household, a re-
spondent was randomly chosen. A re-
spondent was eligible if he or she
was an adult who had lived in the
housing unit for at least six months.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected in the months of
May to July each year over a noncon-
secutive five-year period: 1973, 1875
through 1977, and 1979.

Summary of Contents

Spacial characteristics of the study:

This study involves a field experi-
merit implemented in neighborhoods
in Hartford, Connecticut. The pro-
gram was specially designed to re-
duce the rates of residential burglary
and other forms of sireet crime, and
the perceived fear of personal
victimization.

Descnption of vaniables:

Variables describe the characteristics
of the respondent, including age,
sex, personal victimization experi-
ences, fear and perceived risk of
victimization, perceptions of and atti-
tudes toward the police, and
perceived neighborhood problems.
Variables describing community
characteristics include amount of
lighting on the street, amount of traf-
fic, and predictions of whether the
neighborhood would get better or
worse.

Unit of observation:
Individual households

Geographic Coverage
Hartford, Connecticut

File Structure

Data files: 5

Variables; 214 to 560 per file
Cases: 14610 891 per file

Reports and Publications

Fowler, F.J., Jr. (1979). Reducing
residential crime and fear: The
Hartford neighborhood crime
prevention program. Washington,
DC: National Institute of Justice.

Fowler, F.J., Jr. (1982). Neighbor-
hood crime, fear, and social control:
A second look at the Hartford pro-
gram. “Jashington, DC: National In-
stitute of Justice.



Arson Measurement,
Analysis, and Prevention in
Massachusetts, 19831985

James Alan Fox
College of Criminal Justice,
Northeastern University
86-11-CX-0071
(ICPSR 9972)

Purpose of the Study

Arson accounts for more direct prop-
erty loss than any other crime except
tieglary. The handful of quantitative
studies on arson rates and their cor-
relates vary widely in scope as well
as methodological soundness. Chief
among the findings of previous re-
search is a consistent correlaticn be-
tween arson rates and indices of
“poverty, family dissolution, housing
quality, and building vacancy” (Fox,
1891). The present study attempts to
replicate the results of eadier re-
search while advancing the level of
methodolegical rigor in the selection
of data and analytical technique.

The following questions are ad-
dressed: (1) What are the substan-
tive and formulaic problems in the
calculation of arson rates? (2) What
are the distinctive socioceconomic fac-
tors that underlie the various meas-
ures of employment, income, and
housing included in U.S. census
data? (3) What role do these socio-
economic factors play in explaining
arson rates? {4) To what degree do
the population demographic vari-
ables of race and age explain arson
rates when socioecenomic factors
are taken into account?

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data for this study were obtained
from two public archive data sources:
(1) The Massachusetts Department
of Public Safety, Division of Fire Pre-
vention; and (2) the United States De-
partment of Commerce, Bureau of

the Census. The Massachusetts fire
department began maintaining a
computerized database for fire inci-
dence in 1982 using the National Fire
Incident Reporting System (NFIRS)
developed and promoted by the
Federal Emergency Management
Agency. NFIRS forms solicit informa-
tion on both the fire incident and the
victims of fire. The incident data in-
clude information on time, location,
origin and circumstances, structures
or tems destroyed, and the methods
and resources required to extinguish
the fire. The present study used the
Massachusetts Fire Incident Report-
ing System (MFIRS) data tapes for
the years 1983—1985 to extract data
on residential and vehicular arson
fires. Incident data from these files
were aggregated to provide census
tract and ZIP code-leve! data. Popula
tion and housing data were extracted
from the 1980 Census of Massachu-
sefts, Summary Count 3A and 3B
(STF3A for census tracts and STF3B
for ZIP codes).

Sample:

The study uses a total population
sample of residential and vehicular
arsori incident reports in the state of
Massachusetts for the years 1983—
1985. The three-year file contained
60,450 such reports, which were ag-
gregated to the analysis units em-
ployed in this study.

Dates of data collection:

Fire incidence data were coliected be-
tween January 1983 and December
1985. The census data were col-
iected in April 1980.

Summary of Cortants

Description of variables:

The three data files are identically
structured and contain the same set
of variables. They include:

1. identification variables — file
nams, ID, ZIP code, census
tract, fire department ID



2. Population size variables — num-
ber of persons, population
weight, number of cars, cars per
100 population

3. Location dummy variables — indi-
cating the cities of Boston, Brock-
ton, Cambridge, Fali River,
Lawrence, Lowell, New Bedford,
Springfield, and Worcester

4. Fire incident report variables —
e.g., residential arson per 1000
residential buildings, residential
arson in one- and two-family
buildings per 1000 buildings, resi-
dential arson in apartments per
1000 rental buildings, vehicular
arson per 1000 cars

5. Employment variables — e.g., la-
bor force participation, percent of
unemployed 15+ weeks, unem-
ployment rate

6. Variables on income and family
structure — e.g., mean income,
percent of persons below pov-
erty, percent of families with one
parent

7. Variabies on housing types, qual-
ity, occupancy, and availability —
e.g., total number housing units,
number households, percent of
housing units without complete
plumbing, percent of rental units
vacant, median owner monthly
cost with mortgage

8. Variables relating to housing and
vehicle density — e.g., number
occupied units with car, percent
of occupied units with car

9. Variables on race — number
whites, number Blacks, percent
white, percent Black, percent of
Spanish origin

10. Variables on age — e.g., percent
aged 18-19, percent aged 18-19
and male

-08-

Unit of observation:

File 1: Coverage is the State of Mas-
sachusetts; analysis unit is the U.S.
postal ZIP-code area.

File 2: Coverage is the nine largest
cities in Massachusetts; analysis unit
is the U.S. census tract area.

File 3: Coverage is the city of Bos-

ton; analysis unit is the U.S. census
tract area. Note that File 3 is a sub-
set of File 2.

Geographic Coverage

The entire state of Massachusetts,
with special focus on the nine largest
metropolitan areas including the city
of Boston.

File Structure

Extent of collection: 3 data files +
Enac;line-readable documentation
text

Card image data format

Part 1

Magsachusetis ZIP-code data
rectanguiar file structure

592 cases

135 variables

80-unit-long record

17 records per case

Part2

gla!ssachusetts urban census tract
ata

rectangular file structure

389 cases

135 variables

80-unit-long record

17 records per case

Part 3

Boston census tract data
rectangular file structure
161 cases

135 variables

80-unit-long record

17 records per case

Part 4
Codebook for all parts
80-unit-long recor
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Fox, J.A. (1981). Arson measure-
ment, analysis, and prevention. Fi-
nal report to the National Institute of
Justice.

New Orleans Offender Study,
19731986

Michael R. Geerken
Tulane University
Alfred C. Miranne

Gonzaga University

Mary Baldwin Kennedy
New Orleans Office of the Criminal Sheriff
86-11-CX-0021 and 90-I7-CX-0019
{ICPSR 6005)

Purpose of the Study

This study contains data on persons
arrested for burglary or armed rob-
bery in New Orleans during 1973~
1986. This combination of local,
state, and federal arrest records,
along with local and state custody
records, provides a more complete
criminal history database for re-
searchers than previously available.
In particular, the inclusien of local
custody records allows the measure-
ment of actual jail time served, includ-
ing readmissions for probation and
parole violations. It is hoped that the
inclusion of jail incarceration data sig-
nificantly improves the estimation of
an incapacitation effect.

Methodology

Sources of information:

(1) The New Orleans Criminal Sheriff
Department jail information manage-
ment system (STARS), (2) the New
Orieans Police Department regional
arrest history system (MOTION}),

(3) the Louisiana Department of Cor-
rections (LADOC) adult penitentiary
and probation/parole information sys-
tem (CAJUN), (4) the LADOC Juve-
nile Division juvenile corrections
information system (JIRMS), (5) the

Louisiana Department of Public
Safety (State Police) state and na-
tional amrest history system (FIN-
DEX), and (6) Federal Bureau of
Investigation rap sheets indirectly ac-
cessed through FINDEX.

Sample:

A sampling was not done. All nonfed-
eral arrests made in New Oreans, ju-
venile and adult, make up the basis
of the study, supplemented by a com-
bination of local, state, and federal ar-
rest records with local and state
custody records.

Dates of data collection:
19731986

Summary of Contents

- Description of variables:

(1) Juvenile Data File: This file con-
tains information on juveniles only,
with each record corresponding to
one period of juvenile custody. The
resuiits from a battery of tests given
by the Louisiana Department of Cor-
rections, Juvenile Division, are also
presented, including (a) educational
test scores for CAT-R, CAT-M,
CAT-L, WRAT-R, WRAT-S, and
WRAT-A, (b) school level (school
month and year, frequency of atten-
dance), (c) scores from the PPV and
Wisconsin-V, -P, and -F |Q tests,

(d) vision test, (e) hearing test, and
{f) limited information on prior drug-
use experience.

{2) Employment Data File: The em-
ployment data (at time of arrest) was
drawn from MOTION (the New Or-
leans Police Department regional ar-
rest history system). Information
such as employed/unemployed,
city/state employed, and occupation
is included.

(3) Demographic Data File: The
demographic and other descriptive in-
formation in this file was drawn from
MOTION, and includes race, sex,
year of birth, and state of birth (for
some cases); number of scars, nee-
dle track marks, and tattoos; aliases
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and nicknames; and whether the
offender had a driver’s license.

(4) Charge Data File: This file con-
tains arrest data for all offenders, in-
cluding arrests prior to 1973 if such
records were availabie. Variables in-
clude the date of amrest, charge, ar-
resting or submitting agency, type
of agency, offense involved, at-
tempt/conspiracy/principal/accessory
indicator, date of disposition, sen-
tence length and type, and the state
in which the submitting agency was
located.

(5) Custody Data File: Each record
in this file includes the date custody
or supervision began, and custody or
supervision type.

Unit of observation:
Offenders

Geographic Coverage
New Orleans

File Structure

Part 1

Juvenile data
rectangular file structure
1,194 cases

22 variables
76-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2

Employment data
rectangular file structure
44,118 cases

8 variables

48-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part3

Demographic data
rectangular file structure
22,497 cases

13 variables
37-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 4

Charge data
rectangular file structure
429,752 cases

22 variables
136-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part5

Custody data
rectangular file structure
143,986 cases

12 variables
41-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 6
Codebook for all parts

- 79-unit-long recor

Parts 7—11
SAS control cards
41- to 51-unit-long record

Reports and Publications

Geerken, Michael R., Alfred C. Miranne,
and Mary Baldwin Kennedy. The
New Orleans offender siudy: Devel-
opment of official record databases,
March 1983 (unpublished).

Effects of Cognitive
Interviewing, Practice,
and Interview Style on

Children’s Recall
Performance in California,
1989~1990

R. Edward Geiselman, Karen J. Saywitz,
and Gail K. Bornstein
University of California, Los Angeles
88-I7-CX-0033
{ICPSR 9789)

Purpose of the Study

In recent years, an increasing num-
ber of children have been asked to
testify in count. One concern for the
courts is that many cases have been
dismissed because of confusing testi-
mony by children and because of
doubts about the accuracy of chil-
dren’s memories. The purpose of this
study was to evaluate the impact of
different types of interview formats

on the completeness and accuracy of
children’s recall performance.
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Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected in experimental
sessions in which subjects were inter-
viewed by sherifi’s deputies who had
been instructed on the proper inter-
viewing procedure. All dependent
measures were collected during
these target interview sessions.

Sample:

The subjects who participated in this
study were 34 third-graders between
the ages of 8 and 9 years old, and
58 sixth-graders between the ages of
11 and 12 years old recruited from
two elementary schools within the in-
glewood, California, School District,
and from one elementary school in
Los Angeles, California.

Dates of data collection:

The data were collected between
January 1989 and December 1990.

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

The variabies in this study include
the child’s demographics, the inter-
view conditions, the number of cor-
rect and incorrect responses elicited,
and other descriptors of the interview
setting.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation is the individ-
ual child.

Geographic Coverage

Inglewood, California, and Los Ange-
ies, California

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 10
Cases: 92

Reports and Publications

Geiselman, R.E., Saywitz, K.J., and
Bornstein, G.K. (1991). Effects of
cognitive interviewing, practice, and
interview style on children’s recall
performarnce. Final report and

research brief for the National
Institute of Justice [Award No.
88-1J-CX-0033].

Saywitz, I.J., Geiselman, R.E., and
Bomstein, G.K. (1991). Effects of
cognitive interviewing and practice on
children’s recall performance. Unpub-
lished manuscript, University of Califor-
nia, Los Angeles (under review).

Port Authority Cargo Theft
Data of New Jersey and
New York, 1978-19380

John J. Gibbs and Peggy L. Shelly
Rutgers University
80-1J-CX-0060
(ICPSR 8089)

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to inves-
tigate the incidents of cargo theft, bur-
glary, and robbery at truck depots,
marine piers, and airports in the New
York-New Jersey metropolitan area.
The study is one component of the
three-part “Study of the Causes of
Crime for Gain” [see SLATS Truck
Theft Data of New York City,
19761980 (ICPSR 8090) and
Xeron (New Jersey) Commercial
Burglary Data, 19791981 (ICPSR
8088)].

Methodoiogy

Sources of information:

Data for this study of air, truck, and
marine cargo theft were taken from
the Crime Analysis Unit's files of the
Port Authority of New York and New
Jersey, occuiring at either the JFK,
LaGuardia, or Newark Airports, the
Elizabeth or Newark Ports, or the
New York Marine Terminal in Brook-
lyn, New York.

Sample:

A sample of 864 cargo theft cases
were selected from the Crime Analy-
sis Unit’s files of the Port Authority of
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New York and New Jersey, occurring
between 1278 and 1980.

Dates of data collection:
July to September of 1981

Summgry of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The study investigates cargo thett,
robbery, and burglary.

Description of variables:

Variables include information about
methods used to commit theft, inci-
dent ancl missing cargo charac-
teristics, suspect characteristics and
punishments, and type and value of
property stolen.

Unit of observation:

Cargo thett, burglary, or robbery
incidents

Geographic Coverage
New York-New Jersey metropolitan area

File Structure
Data files: 1

Variables: 126
Cases: 864

Reports and Publications

Gibbs, J.J., and Shelly, P. (1982). Fi-
nal report of the commercial theft
studies project. Unpublished report;
Rutgers University, Center for the
Study of Causes of Crime for Gain,
Newark, NJ.

SLATS Truck Theft Data of
New York City, 1976-1980

John J. Gibbs and Peggy L. Shelly
Rutgers University
82-IJ-CX-0060
(ICPSR £390)

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to inves-
tigate {1) commercial truck theft and

larceny, and (2) characteristics of
commercial truck offenders in the
New York-New Jersey metropolitan
area. The study constitutes one com-
ponent of the three-part “Study of the
Causes of Crime for Gain” [see

Port Authority Cargo Theft Data
of New Jersey and New York,
1978-1980 (ICPSR 8089) and
Xenon (New Jersey) Commercial
Burglary Data, 1979-1981 (ICPSR
8088)].

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from detective
squad files from a specialized New
York police department called the
“Safe, Lock, and Truck Squad.” This
squad was created primarily to inves-
tigate commercial truck thefts.

Sample:

All commercial truck theft incidents
that involved the forcible taking of a
truck or grand iarceny if the loss ex-
ceeded $10,000, occurring between
1979 and 1980, within the city limits
of New York City comprised the sam-
ple. The cases were selected from
the files of the New York City Folice
Department’s “Safe, Lock, and Truck
Squad.” in addition, a 20 percent
sample of all incidents involving truck
hijacking and grand larcenies from
1976-1978 was selected.

Dates of data collection:
February to April of 1981

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The study examines commercial
truck thefts and characteristics of
commercial truck thieves.

Description of vanables:

Variables include incident charac-
teristics, amrest information, police
services provided, types of crime in-
volved, type and value of stolen prop-
erty, weapon involved, treatment of
driver, suspect characteristics (such
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as age, race, and gender), and recov-
ery information.

Unit of observation:

Incidents of commercial truck hijack-
ing or grand larceny over $10,000, in-
cluding attempts, arrests, and
surveillances

Geographic Coverage
Within the city limits of New York
City, New York

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 93
Cases: 601

Reports and Publications

Gibbs, J.J., and Shelly, P. (1982). Fi-
nal report of the commercial theft
studies project. Unpublished report,
Rutgers University, Center for the
Study of Causes of Crirne for Gain,
Newatri, NJ.

Xenon (New Jersey)
Commercial Burglary Data,
1979-1981

John J. Gibbs and Peggy L. Shelly
Rutgers University
80-17-CX-0060
(ICPSR 8088)

Purpose of the Study

The research was designed to investi-
gate (1) commercial thefts and bur-
glaries, (2) commercial offenders,

and (3) methods used to commit com-
mercial offenses in the New York-
New Jersey metropolitan area. The
study is one component of the three-
part “Study of the Causes of Crime
for Gain” [see Port Authority Cargo
Theft Data of New Jersey and New
York, 1578-1980 (ICPSR 8089) and
SLATS Truck Theft Data of New
York City, 1976~1980 (ICPSR
8090)]. “Xenon,” a pseudonym, is a

small community near the Eastem
seaboard in New Jersey (residential
population in 1981 of 6,200).

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from official police
incidertt and arrest files from the “Xe-
non,” New Jersey Police Department.

Sample:

Data were collected on incidents of
commercial burglary and theft (includ-
ing attempts) from police files begin-
ning on Septembar 1, 1979, and
continuing through June 4, 1980.
From the initial universe of the 321
cases of burglary and theft reported,
218 cases met the criteria of the
“commercial theit” definition. (Theft of
property was defined by NJ Statutes
Annotated, Chapter 2C). The sample
is stratified by the burglary and theft
incidents resulting in arrests made by
the “Xenon” Police Department or
other police forces, and by the inci-
dents not resulting in arrests. Com-
mercial theft cases were included
only if they involved theft of commer-
cial goods from a commercial estab-
lishment and not if they involved
residential or personal propenty thetft.
(Note that both traits are necessary
to qualify for inclusion.)

Dates of data collection:
June 1881

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The study investigates commercial
burglaries and thefts.

Description of variables:

Variables include incident charac-
teristics (such as method of entry),
type and value of property stolen,
and offender characteristics (such as
number of contacts, number of ar-
rests, sex, age, and race).
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Unit of observation:

incidents of commercial burglary or
theft from a commercial estab-
lishment, including any attempts

Geographic Coverage
“Xenon,” New Jersey, a small com-
munity near the Eastern seaboard

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 37
Cases: 218

Reporis and Publications

Gibbs, J.J., and Shelly, P. (1982).
Final report of the commercial theft
studiss project. Unpublished report,
Rutgers University, Ceniter for the
Study of Causes of Crime for Gain,
Newark, NJ.

Use and Effectiveness
of Fines, Jail, and Probation
in Municipal Courts in
Los Angeles County,
1981-1984

Daniel Glaser and Margaret A. Gordon
Center for Research on Crime and Social
Control, Science Research Institute,
University of Southern California
86-17-CX-0028
(ICPSR 9742)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study was to
evaluate what attributes of offenders
make them most likaly to receive par-
ticuiar penalties, to estimate the effec-
tiveness of the penatties, and to infer
policy implications from these find-
ings from a cost-benefit perspective.

Methodology

Sources of information;

The Los Angeles County Department
of Probation provided a data file with

nearly 22,000 probation case rec-
oras. The data were entered from a
standardized form used by all proba-
tion officers. For each cffense, the in-
vestigators coded narrative accounts
to explicitly describe the offense. Fol-
low-up data were collected from su-
pervision records for those with at
least two years probation in the com-
munity, from 1987 criminal record
sheets for others, and from financiai
penalty payment records.

Sample;

The data for this study were com-
piled from the files of the Los Ange-
ies County Department of Probation
for closed probation cases from the
county's municipal courts. The sam-
ple was limited to cases that were
opened January 1981 or later, and
closed by December 1984. This al-
lowed for two-year recidivism follow-up.

Of the original 21,983 cases provided
to researchers, 454 were disqualified
hecause they were opened before
1981 or because the case had been
dismissed. The 21,528 eligible cases
were divided into seven categories of
conviction: assault, burglary, drug
crimes, driving under the influence,
theft, indecent exposure, and all
other crimes. Only the first six catego-
ries were sampied, accounting for 80
percent of the originally eligible
cases.

All cases of offenders convicted of
indecent exposure were included.
Within each of the remaining five
conviction types, four mutually exclu-
sive penalty types were defined: pro-
bation only; probation plus jail;
probation plus financial Fenalties;
and probation plus jail plus financial
penalties. Because the majority of
cases received probation only, the in-
vestigators sampled from the “proba-
tion only” type at a lower rate than
they did from the other penalty
types. The result was a sample of
1456 cases, of which 1121 had us-
able file data. The penalty sample
sizes range from 131 to 262.
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Dates of data collection:

The research began in late 1986 but
it sampled cases opened in 1981 and
closed by December 1984.

Summary of Contents

Description of vanables:

The first 114 variables include a case
{D number, a sample number, meas-
ures of the type of offense and penal-
ties received, the location of the court
where sentencing took place, a code
for the sentencing judge, and informa-
tion about the individual's race, age,
gender, level of education, employ-
ment, living arrangements, and finan-
cial status. Prior arrests and
convictions are included, as are ar-
rests, convictions, and penalties sub-
sequent to the original case studied.

Following the first 114 variables are
six sets of variables, each set de-
scribing the background and behav-
jor of offenders within each of the six
conviction categories: assault, bur-
glary, drug crimes, driving under

the influence, theft, and indecent
exposure.

Unit of observation:
Individual cases

Geographic Coverage

The files of the probation cases
came from the Los Angeles County
Department of Probation and ac-
count for all probation cases in the
county.

File Struciure
Data files 1
Variables: 331
Cases: 1121

Reports and Publications

Glaser, D., and Gordon, M.A. (1990).
Profitable penalties for lower level
courts. Judicature, 73, 248—-2'52.

Glaser, D., and Gordon, M.A. (1990).
Exposing indecent exposure
crimes: Offenses and their

adjudication. Sociology and Social
Research, 74, 150-157.

Cordon, M.A,, and Glaser, D. (1991).
Use and effects of financial penal-
ties in municipal courts. Criminol-
ogy, 29, 651-676.

SRR A

Judicial Decision Guidelines
for Bail: The Philadeiphia
Experiment, 1981-1982

John S. Goldkamp and
Michael R, Gottiredson
Center for Criminal Justice Research,
State University of New York at Albany
81-IJR-0027
(ICPSR 8358)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this research was to
investigate the feasibility and utility of
hail decision guidelines.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from the count
files of criminal cases for the Philadel-
phia Municipal Court.

Sample:

A sample of judges were randomly
selected from the Philadelphia Mu-
nicipal Court. Cases were selected
according to a stratified quota sam-
pling design in which a specified num-
ber of cases were chosen based on
the seriousness of charge and judge.

Datss of data collection:
January 1981 through March 1982

Summary of Contents

Special characieristics of the study:

This study employed an experimental
design to investigate the feasibility of
bail guidelines. From a sample of
22 judges, eight judges were ran-
domly assigned to use the bail quide-
lines or be “experimental” judges,
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and eight judges were randomly as-
signed to “control” or to not use the
guidelines.

Description of variables:

Data were taken from defendants’
files and include the number of sus-
pects involved, number of different of-
fenses charged, most serious injury
experienced by the victim(s), prelimi-
nary arraignment disposition, amount
of bail, socioeconomic status and
demographics of the defendant, prior
criminal history, and reason for the
granting or denial of bail.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Geographic¢ Coverage
Philadelphia, Pennsyivania

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 109
Cases: 1920

Reports and Pubiications
Goldkamp, J.S., and Gottfredson, M.R.
(1284). Final report of the judicial
guidelines for bail: The Philadelphia

experiment project. Washington,
DC: National Institute of Justice.

Effects of Drug Testing on
Defendant Risk in Dade
County, Florida, 1987

John 8. Goldkamp, Michacl R. Gottfredson,
and Dons Weiland
Department of Criminal Justice,
Temple University
87-1J1-CX-0007
(ICPSR 9791)

Purpose of the Study

Drug use has been frequently cho-
sen as one of the viable predictors of
criminal behavior inciuding pretrial
misconduct (failure of a defendant to
appear in scheduled court hearings

and commission of crime during the
pretrial period). The goal of this study
was to determine whether drug test
results couid provide important pre-
dictive information on pretrial miscon-
duct, and to add to the information
available to judges for making bail
and pretrial release decisions.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Jail and court records provided data
on defendants’ demographic charac-
teristics and criminal histories. Data
on defendants’ heaith and drug
abuse histories were gathered by in-
terviews. Pretrial drug use data were
gathered by a series of urinalysis pro-
cedures.

Sample:

The target population for this study
consisted of 2,995 incarcerated fel-
ony defendants at the Dade County
Jail who were awaiting judges’ deci-
sions for bail and pretrial release in
Circuit Court during the period June
to July 1987. The study included only
‘bondable” defendants. Only 2,566
out of the total 2,995 target cases
were reached for urine specimen

- collection.

Dates of dala collection:

The sampie consisted of defendants
entering the first stage of the judicial
process during the period June 9, 1987,
to July 24, 1987.

Summary of Centents

Description of variables:

The independent variables in the
study include demographic attributes,
charge-related attributes, prior crimi-
nal history, present and past drug
abuse attributes, and drug test re-
sults. The dependerit variables
pertain to the defendant pretrial per-
formance: defendant participation or
nonparticipation; and defendant mis-
conduct during pretrial release.
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Unit of observation:

The unit of observation is the individ-
ual defendant.

Geographic Coverage

Data were collected in Dade County,
Florida.

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 382
Cases: 2,566

Reports and Publications
Goldkamp, J.S., Gottiredson, M.R.,
and Weiland, D. (1890). Pretrial
drug testing and defendant risk.
The Journal of Criminal Law and

Criminology, 81(3), 585-652.

Goldkamp, J.S., Gotifredson, M.R.,
and Weiland, D. (1990). Vol. il
Assessing the impact of drug-
related criminal cases on the
judicial process, crowding, and
public safety: Summary and
implications. The Project to
Assess the impact of Drug-
Related Criminat Cases on Criminal
Case Processing, Jail Overcrowding,

and Public Safety. Temple University.

Goldkamp, J.S., Gottfredson, M.R.,
and Weiland, D. (1990). Vol. Ii:
Assessing the impact of drug-
related criminal cases on public
safety: Drug-related recidivism.

The Project to Assess the Impact of
Drug-Related Criminal Cases on
Criminal Case Processing, Jail
Overcrowding, and Public Safety.
Temple University.

Goldkamp, J.S., Jones, P.R.,
Gottfredson, M.R., and Weiland, D.
(1989). V. I: Assessing the impact
of drug-related criminal cases on
the judicial processing of criminal
cases, crowding, and public safely.
The Project to Assess the impact of
Drug-Related Criminal Cases on
Criminal Case Processing, Jail
Overcrowding, and Public Safety.
Temple University.

Goldkamp, J.S., Gottfredson, M.R.,
and Weiland, D, (1588). The utility
of drug testing in the assessment of
defendant risk at the pretrial deci-
sion. Drug Abuse and Pretrial
Crime Project. Temple University.
{Draft)

Effects of Determinate
Sentencing on Institutional
Climate and Prison
Administration:
Connecticut, Minnesota,
lilinois, 1981-1983

Lynne I. Goodstein, John H. Kramer,
John R. Hepburn, and
Doris I.. MacKenzie
Pennsylvania State University
80-NI-AX-0006
(ICPSR 8278)

Purpose of the Study

Data were collected on prison in-
mates to examine the effects of deter-
minate sentencing on institutional
climate and prison administration.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Survey instruments were adminis-
tered to prisan inmates. Six question-
naires wera used to collect the data
from inmates at five prisons in Con-
necticut, Minnesota, and Hlinois.
They were administered on three
separate occasions at six-month
intervals.

Sample:

The three states used in the study
were chosen because they had re-
cently implemented a determinate
style reform or were in the process of
doing 0. Jurisdictions which differed
in the type of reforms enacted were
intentionally selected. The question-
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naires were administergd to aran-
dom sampie of 1654 prisoners.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected at three time pe-
riods, all of which were between April
1981 and September 1982.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study examines inmates’ afti-
tudes and adjustments to institution-
alization in order to determine the
effect of changes in recent sentenc-
ing law toward more determinate peri-
ods of imprisonment. Issues covered
in the questionnaires include atti-
tudes toward the criminal justice sys-
tem, family contacts outside the
institution, relations with other prison-
ers and guards, involvement in
prison programs, physical problems
that developed while imprisoned, and
criminal history information.

Description of variables:

Variables pertaining to the inmates’
aftitudes inciude whether or not the
respondent feels the law he was con-
victed with is fair, and whether or not
he feels he was treated fairly in gen-
eral by the criminal justice system.
Other variables concerning prison life
cover how the respondent feels in
general about prison life, how many
disagreements he has had with other
prisoners, how many situations in-
volving physical force he has beenin-
volved in with guards, and reasons
why he believes inmates become in-
volved in prison programs. Variables
that describe the prisoner such as
race, gender, marital status, condi-
tion of family relations, and past crimi-
nal history are also included.

Unit of observation:
Inmates

Geographic Coverage
Connecticut, Minnesota, and lllinois

File Structure

Data files: 9

Variables: 210 in each data collection

pe

Cases: 1654

Reports and Publications

Goodstein, L., Kramer, J.H.,
Hepburn, J.R., and Mackenzie, D.L.
(1984). Determinate sentencing
and the correctional process: A
study of the implementation and
impact of sentencing reform in
three states — Executive
Summary. Washington, DC: U.S.
Government Printing Office.

Goodstein, L.., Kramer, J.H., and
Nuss, L. {1984). Defining determi-
riacy: componenits of the sentenc-
ing process ensuring equity and
release certainty. Justice Quarterly,
1(1), 47-74.

Criminal Violence and
Incapacitation in California,
19621988

Stephen D, Gottfredson
and Don M. Gottfredson
Justice Policy Research Corporation
88-I7-CX-0002
(ICPSR 9922)

Purpose of the Study

The Justice Policy Research Corpora-
tion conducted this study to examine
the extent to which statistical models
versus judgmental procedures are
useful in predicting the likelihood of
repeat criminal activity after release
from prison. The sample was chosen
in the early 1960s and was intended
to be representative of all men in
California prisons at that time. A fol-
low-up study was done to identify
criminal activity subsequent to indi-
viduais' release from prison through
1988. The follow-up study contains
data on 4,897 men.
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Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were provided by the California
Bureau of Criminal Statistics and the
Galifornia Bureau of Criminal
Identification.

Sample:

The original sample was chosen to
be representative of men in Califor-
nia prisons in the early 1960s. The
follow-up study contains the original
sample less those cases lost due to
attrition. When possible, the Califor-
nia Bureau of Criminal Statistics pro-
vided computerized records for the
individuals. In other cases the data
were manually prepared.

Dates of data collection:
1962--1983

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The original sample, selected in the
early 1960s, contained over 6,000 in-
dividuals. The follow-up study at-
tempted to include all individuals
contained in the original sample.
However, the California Bureau of
Criminal Statistics and the California
Bureau of Criminal Investigation
were not able 1o provide records for
all individuals, and attrition occurred
for a variety of reasons. No records
were provided for some individuals
who had died. In some instances the
individual was not released from
prison. Some records were unusable
(e.g., missing pages). A number of
records were “purged” from the Cali-
fornia system if the individual had
reached age 70 and there were no
known arrests in the prior ten years.
These sources of attrition resulted in
a follow-up sampie of 4,897 individu-
als. Attrition may result in some sam-
pie bias. All deaths of individuals
from the original sample may not be
recorded, and unrecorded deaths
may inflate the amounrt of time free
without arrest. Complete records of
out-of-state arrests were not avail-

able, and this may also inflate time
without arrest. Purging of records
should counteract the effects of
unrecorded deaths and out-of-state
arrests, since those remaining in the
sample would tend to have had more
arrests. The researchers compared
characteristics of purged and re-
tained cases and concluded that
there appears 10 be little serious bias
associated with sample attrition.

Description of vanables:

Data gathered for predictor variables
include age of the individual, prior pe-
riods of arrest, history of drug use,
type of offense, and seriousness of
offense. Data regarding criminal activ-
ity subsequent to release from prison
include number of arrests for nui-
sance offenses, person offenses,
property offenses, and fraud offenses.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Geographic Coverage
California

File Structure

Part 1

Raw data

rectangular file structure
4,897 cases

68 variables
340-unit-long record

1 record pei case

Part 2
SPSS export file
80-unit-long record

Part3
SAS control cards
63-unit-long record
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Age Cohort Arrest Rates,
19701980

David F. Greenberg
New York University
82-17-CX-0025
(ICPSR 8261)

Purpose of the Study
This study examined the relationship

between the age structure of Ameri-
can society and crime trends.

Methodology

Sources of information:

This study uses U.S. Census popuia-
tion data and Uniform Crime Report
arrest counts broken down by age,
sex, and race. Data were collected
from sources that inciuded 1970 and
1980 U.S. Census data and 1970—
1980 Uniform Crime Reponts.

Sample:

The study is based on a purposive
sample of seven cities: Atlanta, Geor-
gia; Chicago, lllinois; Denver, Colo-
rado; Knoxviile, Tennessee; San
Jose, Califomia; Spokane, Washing-
ton; and Tucson, Arizona. The cities
were chosen from the 25 largest cit-
ies for which the FBI was wiiling to
provide unpublished arrest rates.
They were selzcted to ensure geo-
graphical representativeness.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This dataset contains detailed data
on the disiribution of offenses by the
age and sex of the offender and sumn-
marized the relationship between
age and criminal behavior through
the use of official records. The popu-
lation file includes population totals
by sex for ages 5-20 on a yearly ba-
sis and for age groups 5 to 69. The
arrest file contains frequencies of ar-
rests for a wide range of crimes by
sex and age.

Description of variables:

Variables in the population file in-
clude population totals by sex for
ages 5-20 on a yearly basis,

e.g., 5, 6, 7, etc. It also provides
such infermation for age groups 5 to
69; e.g., 5-9, 1014, 15-19, etc. Ar-
rest data were collected for the follow-
ing crimes: murder, forcible rape,
arson, forgery, fraud, embezzlement,
stolen property, vandalism, robbery,
aggravated assault, burglary, lar-
ceny, motor vehicle theft, other as-
sauits, weapons, prostitution, other
sex offenses, opium abuse, mari-
juana abuse, gambling, family of-
fenses, drunk driving, liquor law
violations, drunkenness, disorderly
conduct, ‘

vagrancy, and all other offenses
combined.

Unit of observation:
Individual cities

Geographic Coverage

Atlanta, Georgia; Chicago, Hlinois;
Denver, Colorado; Knoxville, Tennes-
see; San Jose, California; Spokane,
Washington; and Tucson, Arizona

File Structure

Data files: 14

Variables: 247 to 1470 per file
Cases: 7 perfile

Reports and Publications

Greenberg, D.F., and Larkin, N.J.
(1985). Age-cohort analysis of
arrest rates. Journal of Quantitative
Criminology, 1(13), 227-240.

Greenberg, D.F. (1984). An age

“cohort analysis of arrest rates.
Paper presented at the meeting
of the Eastern Sociological
Association, Boston, MA.

Greenberg, D.F. (1984). Arrest rates
in the teen and early adult years.
Paper presented at the annual
meeting of the Academy of Criminal
Justice Scientists, Chicago, IL.
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Characteristics of High and
Low Crime Neighborhoods
in Atlanta, 1980

Stephanie Greenberg
Research Triangle Institute
79-NI-AX-0080
(ICPSR 7951)

Purpose of the Study

This study examines the physical en-
vironment and socioeconomic charac-
teristics of neighborhoods and the
relationship between these charac-
teristics and rates of crime. In addi-
tion, the data investigate why some
urban neighborhoods possess low
crime rates despite their physical
proximity and structural similarity to
high crime areas.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Survey data were collected from
members of households in three
pairs of neighborhoods in Atlanta,
Georgia. A supplemental dataset sup-
plied by the Atianta Bureau of City
Planning was used both to assist in
sampling for the household survey
and also to provide information on
the physical characteristics of the
blocks of land in the surveyed
neighborhoods.

Sample:

A stratified random sample of house-
holds was selected from three
matched pairs of neighborhoods. The
neighborhoods were selected on the
basis of their crime, racial, and in-
come characteristics. Neighborhood
pairs were selected if they were
physically adjacent and similar in
terms of racial and economic compo-
sition but had distinctiy different
crime rates.

Dates of data collection:
August through October 1980

Summary of Contenis

8pecial characteristics of the study:

This study describes neighborhood
characteristics, both structural and
social, and how such features of com-
munities are related to different kinds
of crime. Physical characteristics of
neighborhoods examined include
land use, housing, street type, ar-
rangemant of buildings, and bound-
ary characteristics. Social dimensions
of neighborhoods inciude several
measures of territoriality such as -
spatial identity, local ties, social
cohesion, informal social control, resi-
dential stability, and racial and eco-
nomic composition.

Description of variables:

The physical characteristics of the
neighborhood are measured by vari-
ables which include type of zoning;
number of residences, bars, vacant
lots, and manufacturers; number of
health facilities; presence or absence
of railroads; and type of streets. So-
cial dimensions of the neighborhocds
are measured by variables such as
the number of good friends in the
neighborhood, racia! occupancy of
the neighborhood, how problems
with neighbors are handled, family in-
come, number of auto-thefts and bur-
glaries, and how prostitutes and
delinquent children are handled.

Unit of observation:
Individual households

Geographic Coverage
Atlanta, Georgia

File Structure
Data files: 2; (1) Household

(2) City planning
Variables: Household file, 683
City Planning file, 40
Household file, 523
City Planning file, 9121

Cases:
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Reports and Publications
Greenberg, S.W., Williams, J.R., and
Rohe, W.M. (1982). Safe and se-
cure neighborhoods: Physical char-

acteristics and informal territorial
control in high and low crime neigh-
borhoods (Final report). Washing-
ton, DC: National institute of
Justice.

Early identification of the
Chronic Offender,
[1978-1980: California]

Rudy A. Haapanen and Carl F. Jesness
California Youth Authority
79-17-AX-0114
(ICPSR 8226)

Purpose of the Study

This study was designed to deter-
mine if chronic offenders could be
identified early in their careers by ex-
amining serious juvenile delinquents
and their adult cniminal patterns.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Background and general demo-
graphic information were collected
from inmate files of the California
Youth Authority. Follow-up data on
later criminal history were obtained
from official arrest records of the Cali-
fornia Bureau of Criminal Investiga-
tions, the FBI, and the California
Bureau of Vital Statistics.

Sample:

The sample was selected from juve-
nile inmates who were incarcerated
in the 1960s in three institutions of
the California Youth Authority: Pre-
sten, Youth Center Research Project,
and Fricot. These youths had been
designated as serious juvenile delin-
quents and had all been involved in
research projects during which exten-
sive demographic, psychological,

and behavioral data had been
coliected.

Dates of data colfection:
1978 through 1981

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

An important feature of this study is
the collection of follow-up criminal his-
tory data from a sample of youths as
adults (18-26 years of age). The
dataset includes information on in-
volvement in prograims, and demo-
graptelli? and psychological variables
as well.

Description of vanables:

Variables include age of first contact
with the police; worst juvenile arrest;
date, severity, and disposition of later
offenses; clinical summary variables
of subjects’ mental rating; violence in
past record; and demographic vari-
ables such as race and age.

Unit of observation:
Institutionalized youth

Geographic Coverage

| California

File Structure

Data files: 6

Variables: 343 to 420 per file
Cases: 210to 1715 per file

Reporis and Publications
Haapanen, R.A. (1982). Early identifi-
cation of chronic offenders: Execu-
tive summary. California Youth

Authority, Sacramento, CA.
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Impact of Casino Gambling
on Crime in the Atlantic City
Region, 1970-1984

Simon Hakim
Department of Economics,
Temple University, and
University of Pennsylvania
85-1J-CX-P394
(ICPSR 9237)

Purpose of the Study

The aim of the research was to esti-
mate the impact of legalized casino
gambling on the level and spatial dis-
tribution of crime in the Atlantic City
region.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Uniform Crime Reports, 1970—-1984
provided by the New Jersey Attorney
General's office; Division of Local
Government Services, New Jersey
Depariment of Community Affairs,
Statements of Financial Conditions of
Counties and Municipalities (annual
reports), 1970-1984; Division of
Planning and Research, New Jersey
Department of L.abor, Manpower Sta-
tistics and Analysis; U.S. Bureau of
the Census, 1970 and 1980 Census
of Population and Housing; and the
New Jersey Department of Transpor-
tation, Time, and Distance Matrices.

Sample:

All cities and towns in Atlantic,

Cape May, and Ccean Counties,
New Jersey (72 localities) for which
1970 and 1980 Census data were
available. For the annual observa-
tions (1972-1984) file, only 64 locali-
ties are represented because data
were not availabie.

Dates of data collection:
1985

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The data permit comparisons of
crime rates before and after the intro-
dugction of casino gambling in the
Atlantic City region. in addition to eco-
nomic variables, the dataset also in-
cludes information on the spatial
distribution of crime in the area over
time.

Description of vanables:

Data for the years 1972 through

1984 were collected from various
New Jersey state publications for

64 localities and include information
on population size and density; popu-
lation characteristics such as race,
age, per capita income, education,
and home ownership; real estate val-
ues; number of police employees
and police expenditures; total city ex-
penditures; and number of burgia-
ries, larcenies, robberies, and vehicle
thefts. Spatial variables include popu-
lation attributes standardized by land
area in square miles, and measures
of accessibility, location, and dis-
tance from £itlantic Gity. In the
1970/1980 (iensus data file, addi-
tional population characteristic vani-
ables were compiled with the same
economic and crime attributes as
found in the 1972-1984 data. Data
on eight more piaces than in the
1972-1984 file (total of 72 places)
are available in the 1970/1980 file.

Unit of observation:
Cities and towns for various years

Geographic Coverage

Atlantic County, Cape May County,
and Ocean County in New Jersey
File Structure

Extent of collection: 2 data files

Logical record length data format
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Part 1

19721984 file
rectangular file structure
832 cases

20 variables
188-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2

1970/1980 file
rectangular file structure
144 cases

25 variables
208-unit-long record

1 record per case

Reports and Publications

Hakim, S. (1985). The impact of ca-
sino gambling on crime in Alantic
City and its region. Unpublished fi-
nal report to the National Institute of
Justice.

Crime and Mental Disorder,
1872

Dean Harper
University of Rochester
OJP-85-M-431
(ICPSR 9088)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study was to ex-
plore the relationship between crime
and mental disorder among jail
inmates.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from two
sources: (1) jail inmate intake logs
and probation files maintained in the
county jail and (2) psychiatric in-
mates’ history of contacts maintained
by the county’s Psychiatric Case Reg-
ister between 1960 and 1977. The
identity of the county is concealed for
reasons of confidentiality.

Sample:

The sample is composed of 617 pris-
oners who served time in the county

jail during 1972. Among these indi-
viduals, 386 had psychiatric contacts
either before or after their imprison-
ment (i.e., between 1960 and 1977)
and 231 did not. A control group of
386 psychiatric patients who had not
served jail time during 1972 was also
selected from the lists of the Psychiat-
ric Case Register. These patients
were matched to jail inmates with
psychiatric contacts on the following
characteristics: year of first psychiat-
ric contact, census tract of first con-
tact, birth year, gender, and race.

Dates of data collection:

Data were originally collected in
1978. The principal invesiigator re-
tumed to the information sources in
1985 and verified their accuracy,
making corrections where necessary.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study contains three sample
groups: 386 jail inmates with psychi-
atric contacts, 231 jail inmates with-
out contacts, and a control group of
386 psychiatric patients who were
not in jail during 1972. Psychiatric di-
agnosis history for inmates and pa-
tients with psychiatric contacts
spanning 18 years is available along
with the subjects’ crime record and
sentencing history.

Description of the variables:

Variables include demographic char-
acteristics, fype of offenses sen-
tenced, and number of arrests. Also
included are psychiatric contact infor-
mation including date of contact, facil-
ity, census tract number, diagnosis,
type of service given, date of treat-
ment termination, and reason for
termination.

Unit of observation:
individuals

Geographic Coverage

Not given to preserve confidentiality
of subjects’ identities
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File Structure
Extent of ¢ollection: 1 data file

Card image data format

hierarchical file structure
80-unit-long record

Reports and Publications

Harper, D. (1986). Crime and mental
disorder. Unpublished final repoit to
the National Institute of Justice.

Anticipating Community
Drug Problems in
Washington, DC, and
Portland, Oregon, 1884-1980

Adele Harrell
Urban Institute
Keiko Powers and Yih-Ing Hser
JPublic Health Foundation, Drug Abuse
Research Group
NIJ-90-17-CX-0039
(ICPSR 9924)

Purpose of the Study

The goal of the study was to extend
the use of arrestee urinalysis results
in community planning by examining
the relationships among arrestee -
drug tests and drug-related emer-
gency room episodes, drug overdose
deaths, crimes, and child abuse and
neglect cases. The conceptual frame-
work that was developed addressed
the issue of temporal relationships
among indicators by considering how
the diffusion of new patterns of drug
abuse and the course of individual
drug careers would cumulatively af-
fect different indicators. This required
an elaboration of assumptions about
how drug abuse spreads, its effects
on individuals over time, and the re-
sulting cumulative effects on the com-
munity over time. The product was a
three-stage public health model of
drug diffusion and the influence drug
diffusion might be expected ‘o have
on various community drug indicators

when they are viewed as aggregate
measures of individual drug use ca-
rears. Stage 1 of the model is the in-
ftiation of a new drug use pattern,
Stage 2 is spreading drug use, and
Stage 3 is drug use stabilization or
decline.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Waghington, DC: (1) Pretrial Serv-
ices Agency (PSA), (2) National Insti-
tute on Drug Abuse, (3) District of
Columbia Office of Criminal Justice
Planning and Statistics, (4) District of
Columbia Department of Human
Services, Division of Family and Chil-
dren’s Services.

Oregon: (1) Mutnomah County Com-
munity Corrections Division, (2) Mult-
nomah Gounty Medical Examiner's
Office, (3) Oregon Department of
Hunian Services Children’s Services
Division, (4) Portland Police Depart-
ment, (5) Gresham Pglice Depart-
ment, and (6) Muitnomah Sheriff's
Department.

Sample:
Not applicable.

Dates of data collection:
19841990

Summary of Contents

Special characieristics of the study:

Selection of study sites and commu-
nity indicators was determined by
data availability. The first criterion
was monthly data on results of uri-
nalysis of arrestees at booking, avail-
able for almost all detained arrestees
in Washington, DC, since April 1984,
The additional data on drug-related
emergency room episodes, drug
overdose deaths, reported crimes,
and reported cases of child abuse
and neglect formed the basis for in-
itial model testing. To examine the ex-
tent to which Washington, DC, might
generalize to other communities,
Portland, Oregon, was chosen as a
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comparison site with similar initial
booking tests of arrestees on a
continuous monthly basis and com-
munity indicators similar to those
available in Washington, DC. Emer-
gency room episode data compara-
ble to that in Washington, DC, was
not avaiiable for Portland.

Description of variables:

The drugs included in the study were
cocaine, opiates, methadone, am-
phetamines, and PCP. The reported
crirnes included violent crimes (mur-
der, rape, robbery, assault) and prop-
erty crimes (burglary, larceny, auto
theft, arson). Child maltreatment inci-
" dents included abuse, neglect, and
other. Washington, DC, arrest data
were also broken down by gender
and the age group of 18-25, while
drug-related emergency room epi-
sodes were also defined by gender
and the age group 12 and older.
Portiand data are by gender only.

Unit of observation:

Months (Washington, DC: 78
cases/April 1984-September 1990.
Portland, Oregon: 33 cases/January
1988-September 1990).

Geographic Coverage
Washington, DC, and Portland,
Oregon

File Structure

Part 1

Washington, DC, data
rectangular fiie structure
78 cases

155 variables
132-unit-long record

11 records per case

Part2 ,
Portiand, Oregon, data
rectangular file structure
33 cases

35 variables
132-unit-long record

2 records per case

Part3

SAS control cards for
Washingtor:, DC, data
78-unit-fong record

Part 4 !
SAS control cards for

Fartland, Oregon, data

77-unit-long record

Reporis and Publications

Hser, Y., M.D. Anglin, D.T. Wickens,
L. Brecht, and J. Homer.
Techniques for the estimation of
illicit drug-use prevalence: An
overview of relevant issues. NIJ
Research Monograph. Washington,
DC: United States Department of
Justice. National Institute of
Justice, 1991.

Powers, Keiko, Dominique
Hanssens, Yih-Ing Hser, and
Douglas Anglin. Measuring the long-
run effects of public policy: The
case of narcotics use and crime.
Management Science 37 (1991),
627644,

Police Response Time
Analysis, 1975

L.N. Harris
Kansas City, Missouri, Police Department
73-NI-99-0047, 77-NI-99-0016
(ICPSR 7760)

Purpose of the Study

The study was designed to investi-
gate the relationship between the
effectiveness of police actions, swift-
ness of response time, and citizen
satisfaction of police services in Kan-
sas City, Missouri.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data were collected from three
sources: (1) personal and telephone
interviews were conducted with crime
victims and witnesses; (2) the re-
sponse rate of palice to dispatch
calls and police travel time were
measured by timing teiephone and
radio exchanges on police dispatch
tapes; and, (3) observers accompa-
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nied police officers into the field to
record on-scene activities.

Sample:

A purposive sample of 63 police
beats were selected, based on re-
corded rates of robbery and aggra-
vated assault. These police beats
were located within three patrol divi-
sions in Kansas City, Missouri. The
sample included 949 Part | and
359 Part il crime calls as defined by
the FBI Uniform Crime Report, and
5,793 noncrime calls.

Dates of data collection:

Field data were collected between
March 1, 1975, through January 2,
1976. Other data coilections ex-
tended into the spring of 1976.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This siudy examines both citizen sat-
isfaction with police services and
also police response time to crime in
high crime areas. It provides a com-
prehensive examination of (1) the re-
lationship of response time to the
outcomes of criminal apprehension,
witness availability, citizen satisfac-
tion, and frequency of citizen injury;
and (2) the identification of patterns
and problems in reporting crime or re-
questing police assistance.

Description of variables:

Variables include travel times, char-
acteristics about the crime incidents,
victims and suspects, reasons for de-
lays, type of crime, social and demo-
graphic characteristics (such as age,
marital status, occupation, race, in-
come, and gender), criminal justice
system involvement, injuries, and ar-
rest information.

Unit of observation:
Calls for service

Geographic Coverage
Kansas City, Missouri

' files in Hamilton County (

File Structure

Data files: 11

Variables: Approximately 633
Cases: = @49

Reports and Publicetions

Harris, L.N. (1877). Pdiice response
time analysis: Kansas City — An
executive summary. Washington,
DC: National Institute of Justice.

Kansas City (MO) Police Dept.
(1980). Police response time analy-
sis: Synopsis. Washington, DC: Na-
tional Institute of Justice.

Cost Effectiveness of
Misdemeanant Probation in
Hamilton County, Ohio,
1981-1982

Richard Hartigan
Hamilton County Board of
Commissioners
80-11-CX-0083
(ICPSR 8259)

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to
determine whether supervision of
misdemeanant probationers was
cost-effective in increasing the level
of successful probation completions.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from gmbation
incinnati),
Ohio. Data for the study were col-
lected as a part of the standard pro-
bation department procedure where
the Daily Probationer Supervision
Logs are sent to the Data Coordina-
tor who checks them for complete-
ness and returns them if necessary.

Sample:

Data were collected on 2756 proba-
tioners from a potential pool of 7072
misdemeanant probationers. The re-
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maining 4316 cases were excluded
due to failure of the probationer to
show up for screening or for other
reasons that did not meet the re-
search criteria, such as (1) not falling
within the study period (1/1/81 to
12/31/82); (2) prior inclusion in the
study of another experience of the
same probationer; and (3) nonran-
dom assignment of supervision.

Dates of data collection:

January 1, 1981, through December
31, 1982

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This is one of the first empirical cost-
effectiveness studies focusing primar-
ily on the most prevalent type of
probation case: misdemeanant proba-
tion. Data were collected to examine
relationships among supervision
costs, the collection of court costs,
fines, and restitution, types of supervi-
sion, risk assessment, and proba-
tioner's conduct. Probationers were
initially classified according to risk as-
sessment and then assigned to a su-
pervision category. Probationer’s risk
potential was a numerical score de-
rived from demographic background
variables, prior record, and history of
substance use. The DSCP (Degree
of Successful Completion of Proba-
tion) was developed to measure pro-
bationer conduct and to compare
types of probation status.

Description of variables:

The variables include risk assess-
ment at intake, supervision level
assigned, number of times the proba-
tioner was assigned to probation,
start and planned termination dates
of probation, date of last probation
status change, status at termination,
degree of successful completion of
probation achieved, costs incurred in
administering probation, and
amounts collected from each proba-
tioner for court costs, and restitution
and fines.

Unit of observation:

Misdemeanant probation experience
(the individual is riot the unit of analy-
sis so the number of cases is not
equal to the number of probationers)

Geographic Coverage
Hamilton County, Ohio

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 16
Cases: 6618

Reports and Publications

Young, A. (1983). Cost effectiveness
of misdemeanant probation. Unpub-
lished report, Municipal Court of
Hamilton County, Cincinnati, OH.

Census of Urban Crime,
1970

Daryi A. Hellman and James Alan Fox
Northeastérn University
81-1J-CX-0063
(ICPSR 8275)

Purpose of the Study

This research evaluated the impact
of crime on urban property values, fo-
cusing on the link between local gov-
ernment’s finances, property values,
city revenues, police budgets, and
city crime control efforts, in order to
generate strategies and policy guide-
lines for controlling urban crime.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data for this study come from
U.S. Census reports, Uniform Crime
Reports, and Expenditure and Em-
ployment Data for the Criminal Jus-
tice System.
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Sample:

The data were collected from local
governments of 88 cities with popula-
tions over 150,000 for the year 1970.

Dates of data collection:

Data from sscondary sources were
merged from the ditierent sources
listed above; the merging took place
during 1981 through 1982.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This dataset deals with the finances
of city govemnments and the link be-
tween crime and urban property
values.

Description of vanables:

Variables include crime incidence
characteristics and sanction informa-
tion, police employment, expendi-
tures, and unionization, city revenues
and sources of revenue, property vai-
ues, and public sector demographic/
socioeconomic characteristics.

Unit of observation:
Local governments

Geographic Coverage
88 American cities

File Structure

Data files: 1

Variables: Approximately 331
Cases: 88

Reports and Publications

Hellman, D.A,, and Fox, J.A. (1984).
Final report of urban crime control
and property values: Estimating sys-
tematic interactions. Unpublished
report, National institute of Justice,
Washington, DC.

Criminal Justice Response
to Victim Harm in
the United States, 1981

Jolene C. Hemon and Brian Forst
Institute for Law and Social Research
(INSLAW)
82-1J-CX-0009
(ICPSR 8249)

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to ex-
amine (1) the effects of victim harm
on decisions regarding arrest, prose-
cution, and sentencing and (2) the ef-
fect of these decisions on the victim’s
perception of the criminal justice sys-
tem. Five types of offenses were
studied: homicide, sexual assault,
robbery, burglary, and aggravated
assault.

Methodologly

Source of Intormation:

Data sources were (1) personal or
telephone interviews with victims, po-
lice, prosecutors, and judges, and

(2) responses to a mailed question-
naire by victims.

Sample:

Eight sites were selected to repre-
sent regional variation in population
size and types of victim services of-
fered. The victim sample was a sys-
tematic sample selected from 1981
prosecutor files. Every tenth case up
to 150 cases was taken from each
site. Responses from criminal justice
oificials were obtained through con-
venience samples of police officers,
prosecutors, and judges, all of whom
were experienced with the five target
offenses.

Dates of data collection:
Victims: January-February 1983
Police: December 1962
iPégzecutors and judges: October

-119-



Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Two complementary interview meth-
odologies were used. In Salem and
Baltimore, practitioners were asked
to explain their actions in actual, re-
cently closed cases. In the other six
sites, practitioners simulated their
decision-making processes using
scenario cases and described their
typical interactions with victims. At
these sites, police officers, prosecu-
tors, and judges were asked to re-
view ten screening scenarios and/or
ten sentencing scenarios. Scenarios
varied by case factors inciuding char-
acteristics of the victim, defendant,
victim-harm, and evidence. The “real”
cases were intended to validate the
scenario cases.

Description of variables:

The victims file contains information
on personal characteristics, results of
the victimization, involvement in case
processing, use of victim assistance
service, satisfaction with case out-
comes, and opinions about the court
system.

In the police file, infermation includes
personal background, screening rec-
ommendations on scenario cases,
communications with victims, and
cpinions about the role of victims in
the criminal justice system.

The prosecutors file contains vari-
ables on personal background,
screening decisions on the scenario
cases, sentencing recommendations
on the scenarios, contacts with vic-
tims, and opinions about the role of
victims in the criminal justice system.

The judge file contains information
on personal background, sentencing
recommendations on the scenario
cases, communications with victims,
sources of information regarding vic-
tim harm, and opinions about the
role of victims in the criminal justice
system.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Geographic Coverage

Essex County (Salem), Massachu-
setts; Baltimore County, Maryland,
The Thirteenth Judicial Circuit
(Greenville), South Carolina; Orleans
Parish {(New Orleans), Louisiana;
Jackson County (Kansas City), Mis-
souri; Hennepin County (Minneapo-
lis), Minnesota; Santa Clara County
(San Jose), California; and Mult-
nomah County (Portiand), Oregon.

File Structure
Extent of collection: 4 data files

Logical record length data format

Part 1

Victim file :
rectangular file structure
392 cases

67 variables
268-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2

Police file

rectangular file structure
111 cases

66 variables
317-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 3

Prosscutor file
rectangular file structure
101 cases

73 variables
380-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part4

Judge file

rectangular file structure
48 cases

52 variables
278-unit-long record

1 record per case

Reports and Publications

Hernon, J.C., and B. Forst. (1984).
The criminal justice response to vic-
tim harm. Washington, D.C: Na-
tional Institute of Justice
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New York City Court
Employment Project
Evaluation Study, 19761979

Sally Hillsman-Baker
Vera Institute of Justice
76-NI-99-0040, 77-NI-99-0075
(ICPSR 7832)

Purpose of the Study

This study was conducted to assess
the effectiveness of a deferred prose-
cution and employment counseling
program in helping offenders find and
maintain employment and avoid crimi-
nal activity.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Files from the New York City Police
Department were used to obtain infor-
mation on the criminal history of sub-
jects. In addition, Court Employment
Project files were examined and inter-
views were conducted with project
participants.

Sample:

The sample is based on an experi-
mental design which included ran-
dom assignment of defendants
eligible for pretrial diversion to experi-
mental and control groups. Data
were collected on 666 subjects,

410 of whom were assigned to the
experimentai group and 256 to the
control.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study assessed the effective-
ness of the Court Employment Pro-
ject with an experimental design.
Defendants were placed in the CEP
(experimental condition) or the con-
trol group. Three interviews were con-
ducted at six-month intervals with
each subject. Initially, these inter-
views gathered data on participants’
criminal activity, work experience, so-
cial service, and training needs. Fol-

low-up interviews were conducted to
gain information on participants’ cur-
rent school, empioyment, income,
and court processing status.

Description of variables:

Variables supply demographic, socio-
economic, work, criminal activity, and
criminai history information on partici-
pants in New York’s Court Employ-
ment Project. Specific variables in
the dataset include age, sex, race,
and charges against the defendant,
previous training and work experi-
ence, satisfaction with CEP services,
attendance at counseling sessions,
type of employment found, job atten-
dance, and subsequent arrests and
convictions.

Unit of observation:
Gourt Employment Project participants

Geographic Coverage
New York City, New York

File Structure
Data files: 1
Variables: 1241
Cases: 666

Reporis and Publications

Baker, S.H. (1981). New York City
court employment project
evaluation study, 1976-1979.
Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

Baker, S.H. (1981). Diversion of
felony arrests — An experiment in
pretnal intervention: An evaluation
of the court employment project
{Summary report). Washington,
DC: National Institute of Justice.

Baker, S.H., and Sadd, S. (1979).
Court employment project evalu-
ation: Final report. Washington,
DC: National institute of Justice.
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Women Correctional
Officers in California, 1979

Herbert Holeman and
Barbara J, Krepps-Hess
California Department of Corrections
79-NI-4X-0096
(ICPSR 8684)

Purpose of the Study

This study examines women correc-
tional officers working in Califomia’s
male institutions, focusing on three
aspects: (1) demographic character-
istics of the female officers; (2) as-
sessments of their ability to perform
the job; and (3) attitudes of male and
female officers and inmates about fe-
male correctional officers.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Information was collected from

the official personnel records of cor-
rectional officers and from question-
naires that were administered 1o
correctional officers and inmates.

Sample:

Three different samples were col-
lected: (1) A department-wide census
that included every female correc-
tional officer working in Califomia’s
11 male inmate institutions. This in-
cludes baseline data for 386 female
correctional officers. (2) Job perform-
ance data from 168 female correc-
tional officers matched (using age
and job tenure) with 168 male correc-
tional officers. Only 7 of the 11 institu-
tions were used since 4 of the
institutions employ less than 24 fe-
male officers. In the 7 institutions
used, each employed at least 24 fe-
male officers; therefore, 24 women
and 24 men were selected from each
of these 7 institutions. For those insti-
tutions employing more than 24
women officers, a random digit table
was used to select 24 women.

(3) Survey responses were gathered
from structured attitude question-
naires given to 182 male and 59 fe-

male correctional officers and 400 in-
mates from 7 institutions. For the offi-
cer sample, a proportionate stratified
random sample was conducted, us-
ing the seniority listing of correctional
officers. The sample was stratified by
sex and institution so it would be
representative of all correctional offi-
cers in Califomia. Within each strata,
10 percent of the officers were se-
lected. For the inmate sample, the se-
lection was made from 75 percent of
the mainline inmates cut of a popula-
tion of 25,838 male felons.

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

These data contain information com-
paring the job performance of male
and female correctional officers, and
the attitudes of inmates and male co-
workers toward female correctional
officers. This is one of the few stud-
ies that look at women in a nontradi-
tional job setting within the criminal
justice system and evaluates the pro-
gress of their integration.

Description of variables:

Variables in the baseline data include
physical attributes (age, weight,
height, ethnicity), marital status, num-
ber of children, educational and occu-
pational history, and correctional
officer career information. Job per-
formance variables in the matched
comparison data include information
about each officer's skill, knowledge,
work habits, relationships with peo-
ple, leaming ability, and attitude.
Variables from the attitudinal data ad-
dress perceptions of the women’s job
effectiveness, acceptance of female
correctional officers by male officers
and inmates, safety coricerns, and
privacy issues.

Unit of observation:
Correctional officers and inmates

Geographic Coverage
Califomia
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File Structure

Extent of collection: 6 data files +
machine-readable documentation

Card image data format

Part 1

Census

rectangular file structure
386 cases

31 variables
80-unit-long record

1 record per case

Staii

rectangular file structure
241 cases

49 variables
80-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part3

Inmate

rectangular file structure
400 cases

41 variables
80-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 4

Profile

rectangular file structure
252 cases

32 variables
80-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part5

Female

rectangular file structure
168 cases

53 variables
80-unit-long racord

1 record per case

Part 6

Male

rectangular file structure
168 cases

53 variables
80-unit-long record

1 record per case

Crime Commission Rates
Among incarcerated Felons
in Nebraska, 19861990

Tulie Horney and Ineke Haen Marshall
University of Nebraska at Omaha
89-1J-CX-0030
(ICPSR 9916)

Purpose of the Study

In the late 1970s the RAND Comora-
tion conducted a survey of inmates,
which became known as the RAND
Second Inmate Survey (Suivey of
Jail and Prison Inmates, 1978: Cali-
fornia, Michigan, Texas [ICPSR
8169]), to estimate lambda, an indi-
viduai's frequency of offending. The
current study is essentially a replica-
tion of the RAND study, with certain
modifications, and was designed to
address criticisms of the original
work and to provide more detailed in-
formation on rates of criminal offend-
ing. The principal investigators
gathered data to address a number
of issues. First, they wanted {o deter-
mine if lambda, calcuilated from re-
sponses 1o a modified survey,
differed frorm lambda determined by
the RAND method. The modified sur-
vey differs from the RAND survey in
that it contains more detailed calen-
dars for reporting periods of criminal
activity. The more detailed calendars
are believed to provide better cues
for recalling past criminal activity.
Aiso, the RAND data were collected
through self-administered question-
naires. The current data were col-
lected through personai interviews
with prisoners. Personal interviews
were conducted to reduce the
amount of missing and ambiguous re-
sponses found in self-administered
surveys. A criticism of the RAND
study is that missing and ambiguous
responses may have led to inflated
values of lambda. Next, the investiga-
tors explored whether the RAND
study’s results regarding race and in-
dividual offending frequencies could
be replicated. Whether rates of crimi-
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nal activity vary over time and by
crime category were also studied. In
addition, the investigators gathered
data to investigate the relationship
between an individual's subjective
probability of punishment and the fre-
quency of offending. The resulis of
the research should b useful in de-
veloping crime inmarvention strategies.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Personal interviews were conducted
with 700 inmates who had been as-
signed to either a control or an experi-
mental group. Respondents were
asked questions regarding their fre-
quency of committing certain of-
fenses. The main difference between
the two groups was whether the fre-
quency of cifenses was reported for
a total period or on a month- by-
month basis.

Sample:

The authors used a cohort sample of
prisoners admitted to the Diagnostic
and Evaluation Unit of the Nebraska
Department of Corrections during a
nine-month period. A cohort sample
was used to provide a representative
sample of convicted offenders. Re-
spondents were interviewed within a
week of being admitted to the Diag-
nostic and Evaluation Unit. This
avoided scheduling conflicts with pris-
oners assigned to other duties. The
only individuals excluded from the
sample were those transferred out of
the Diagnostic and Evaluation Unit
before the interviews could be con-
ducted, those who did not speak
English, and those who were too
mentally unstable to be interviewed.

Dates of data collection:
1086-1990

Summary of Contents

Description of variables:

Topics covered in the interviews in-
clude criminal history, substance
abuse, attitudes about crime and the

judicial system, predictions of future !
criminal behavior, and demographic
information.

Unit of observation:
Individuals

Gengraphic Coverage
Nebraska
File Structure

Part 1

Raw data file
rectangular file structure
700 cases

1,936 variables
3,686-unit-long record

1 record per case

Part 2
SPSS export file
80-unit-long record

Part3
SAS control cards
63-unit-fong record

Reports and Pubiications

Horney, Julie, and Ineke Haen
Marshall. An experimental compari-
son of two self-report methods for
measuring lambda. Journal of Re-
search in Crime and Delinquency
29, 1 (February 1992), 102-121.

Governmental Responses to
Crime in the United States,
1948-1978

Herbert Jacob
Northwestern University
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Purpose of the Study

This study investigated govemment re-
sponses to the increase in crime dur-
ing the years 1948-1978. The study
examined the nature of the increase in
crime, the attention given to crime by
the media, the connections between
structures and pattems of city govern-
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ment, and changes in law by urban
government and communities.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from U.S. Cen-
sus sources, Uniform Crime Reports,
and the news media.

Sample:

A purposive sample was taken of ten
American cities; Atlanta, Boston,
Houston, indianapolis, Minneapolis,
Newark, Oakland, Philadeiphia,
Phoenix, and San Jose. These cities
were chosen from a listing of all cities
in the country with a population
greater than 250,000 in 1970. From
that list of 66 cities 20 were chosen
by the principal investigator who fo-
cused on seven dimensions consid-
ered theoretically important. Some of
these dimensions are fiscal strength,
type of city government, regional io-
cation, and overall measures of the
quality of urban life. A city was in-
cluded in the list of 20 based on two
criteria: cities were chosen with ex-
tremes on the seven dimensions,
and with average values on the di-
mensions. The final ten cities were
chosen on the basis of regional distri-
bution, research capacity (cities were
chosen that had plentiful research fa-
