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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-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 direct the National Institute of Justice to: 

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

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

III Develop new technologies to fight crime and improve criminal justice. 
II Evaluate the effectiveness of criminal justice programs and identify programs that 

promise to be successful if continued or repeated. 
• Recommend actions fuat can be taken by Federal, State, and local governments as well as. 

private organizations to improve criminal justice. 

• Carry out research on criminal behavior. 
• Develop new methods of crime prevention and teduction of crime and delinquency. 

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

• Basic research on career criminals that led to development of special police and 
prosecl!tor unit<; to deal with repeat offenders. 

• Research that confmned the link between drugs and crime. 
• The research and deveiopment program that resulted in fue creation of police body armor 

that has meant the difference between life and death to hundreds of police officers. 

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

• The evaluation of innovative justice programs to determine what works, including drug 
enforcement, community policing, community anti-drug initiatives, prosecution of 
complex drug 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 techniques for planning, 
:flnancing, and constructing new prisons and jails. 

II Operation of ihe 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, who is appointed by the President and confmned by the Senate, 
establishes the Institute's objectives, guided by the priorities of the Office of Justice 
Programs, fue 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 works and why in the Nation's war on drugs and crime. 
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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 quickly and 
economically. Original findings can be validated, refined, or refuted. Datasets 
from different studies can be used for cross-site studies to determin~ whether 
results in one site are confirmed in others. 

With this sixth edition of Data Resources of the National Institute of Justice, the 
Institute continues 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 10 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 
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The Data Resources Program 
of the National Institute of Justice 

The Data Resources Program 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 ill1e world. 

How to Use This Directory 
This resource directory describes all NIJ-sponsored data available as of 
October 1993. Each abstrac.1 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. 

The abstracts are organized alphabetically by principal investigator. The 
Contents should be consulted to identify data collected 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 NIJ-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 dataset 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 obtained 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 

National Archive of Criminal Justice Data 
ICPSR 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106 
(313) 763-5011 
(800) 999-0960 

Further Information 
Many of the data files listed in this directory have resulted in publications 
produced by the National Institute of Justice. Umited 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.O. 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 Program, 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 Supp~ement Judicial 

Resources In Six 
Jurisdictions, 1983-1986: 

[United States] 

Alexander Aikman, Mary Elsner Oram, 
and Frederick Miller 

National Center for State Courts 
83 -If-CX -()()21 
(ICPSR8979) 

Purpose of the Study 
Six judicial adjunct programs, de­
signed to use lawyers as supplemen­
tal judicial resources, were evaluated 
by the National Center for State 
Courts (NCSC) over a 30-month 
period. This study ev~lua.ted.the im­
pacts of the program m sl?' sites: 
Pima County (Tucson, Anzona), 
Multnomah County (Portland, Oregon), 
Hennepin County (Minneapolis, 
Minnesota), King County (Seattle, 
Washington), Phoenix, and the state 
of Connecticut. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data sources varied by site. In each 
site some data were collected from 
court case records. In some of the 
sites 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-
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ter from January 1984 through June 
1985 were selected. 

In the Multnomah County Circuit 
Court (Portland. Oregan). 10 percent 
of ~he 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. 

In the Superior Court of King 
County (Seattle, WashinQton)~ the 
sample included 27 panelists (mclud­
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 Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This muitisite 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 attorney. 

Geographic Coverage 
Pima County (Tucson, Arizona), 
Multnomah 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: 16 to 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. 
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Improving Prison 
Classification Procedures 

in Vermont: 
Applying an Interaction 

Model, 1983-1985 
William K. Apao 

Vennont State Department 
of Corrections 
84-/J-CX -OOi7 
(ICPSR 8933) 

Purpose of the Study 
The objective of this project was to 
develop and test an interactive model 
for classifying prisoners. The model 
includes person variables,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 
Corre<.~ions (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 
Department 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 90 days) in 1983, but not in 
1984 or 1985. The initial computer 
listing generated approximately 
1200 names. Elimination of duplicate 
names due to aliases, cases for 
which no case file could be found, 
and cases with excessive missing 
data resulted in a final sample of 
982 inmates. The median age of the 
sample was 25 with a range of 15 to 
69. Males comprised 97.5 percent of 
the sample and exhibited a median 
minimum sentence of one year and a 
median maximum sentence of three 
years. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 1985-August 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset incf;:i-\des both person­
specifIC and situationaVenvironmental 
variables so that the interaction be­
twsen individuals and their environ­
ments can be examined. The dataset 
also includes a repeated measures 
design component: reclassification 
data were collected approximately 
every 90 days on each inmate (up to 
a maximum of eight reclassifications 
after the initial one). Outcomes were 
measured by incidents of inmate mis­
conduct (up to 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 allows time-to-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. sen1enc­
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 
include sentencing data (minimum 
and maximum sentences, scheduled 
release date, proportion of minimum 
sentence salVed as of classification 
date), information on the facility, in­
mate's security level, freedom of 
movement, phy'sical and social den­
sity of the facility, and inmate/staff 
ratio. Outcome variables include 
dates of each disciplinary report (up 
to a maximum of six reports), and 
seriousness of misconduct. 

Unit of observation: 
Inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
Vermont 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 617 
Cases: 982 

Reports and Publications 
Apao, W.K. (1987). Improving prison 

classification procedures: AppIica~ 
don of an interaction model. Unpub­
lished final report submitted to the 
National Institute of Justice. 



Prison Crowding 
and Forced Releases 
in Illinois, 1979-1982 

James Austin 
National Counsel on 

Crime and Delinquency 
83-JJ-CX-K026 
(JCPSR 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 Illinois 
Department of Correction (I DOC} 
were discharged prior to 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 
FBI arrest rap sheet records routinely 
collected and maintained by local 
court, correctional, and lawenforce­
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
mation 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 
aI/ of these were early releasees; 
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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: 
Inmates in the releasee file; arrests 
in the arrest-level file 

Geographic Coverage 
Illinois 

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 rele~se to re: 
lieve pris~n crovo.:dlng: Dllem~a In 
public pohcy. Cnme and Delm­
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 Delinquency 

87-IJ-CX-0014 
(ICPSR 9665) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examined the extent to 
which the Prisoner Management 
Classification (PMC) system im­
proved prison operations and re­
duced violence between inmates. 
The PMC system classifies inmates 
into one of five categories: selective 
intervention - situational (SI-S); selec­
tive intervention -treatment (SI-n; 
casework control (CC); environ­
mental structure (ES); and limit 
setting (LS). 

Methodoh,)gy 

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
ton's Department of Corrections 
(DOC). The Research and Planning 
Section of the DOC maintained a 
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comprehensive tr~cking. syste~ 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 Departm~nt of Corredion~ re­
ceived approximately 200 admis­
sions per month, with roughly 20 
percent (40 case.s) eligible for in~lu­
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 col/ection: 
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 th~ 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 



1986,1987, and 1988 (36 months in 
total) were collected for the following 
~ems: 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 inmate~ involved 
in education, vocation, and work pro­
grams. Demographic variables in­
clude date of birth, sex, and race. 

Files 6 and 7 contain ~ems such as 
motivation behind the committed of­
fense; prior offense sever~y; percent­
age of offenses while on drugs; 
att~ude 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 90 per file 
Cases: 317 to 1384 per file 
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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-IJ-CX -()()68 
(ICPSR 8920) 

Purpose of ,the Study 
This is a study of a cohort of inmates 
in three Califomia 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 information: 
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 not been taken in 
the first sample and who met the 
72-hour criterion were taken. 

(3) Sentenced sample - Inmates in 
the sentenced group were 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~rnonth 
period. Each sampled group con­
tained between 200 and 300 inmates. 

Dates of data collection: 
1982-1983 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
For three groups of inmates, this 
study provides detailed information 
on inmates' characteristics, the 
length of time they stay in jail, meth­
ods of release, conditions of release, 
disciplinary violations, and types of 
program participation while in jail. 

Description of variables: 
The fila 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, FBI 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: 95 
Cases: 2103 
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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 

lames Austin and Barry Krisberg 
National Council on 

Crime and Delinquency 
80~IJ-CX-K014 
(ICPSR 8919) 

Purpose of the Study 
This experiment, conducted in Miami, 
Milwaukee, and Portland, was de­
signed to assess the effects 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, 
(3) 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) Arrast 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 arrests 
involving 205 SPR defendants 
during the experimental period. 

(3) Retrospective Database - Ran­
dom 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 1979 to 

October 1981 
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Milwaukee: December 1979 to 
August 1981 

Portland: January 1980 to 
November 1981 

Dates of data collection: 
1980-1982 

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 information 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 supervision, 
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, length of 
pretrial incarceration, bail, 
whethel'the defendant was re­
booked durjng the pretrial period, 
charge at disposition, sentence, to--



tal court appearances, and total 
FrA's. 

(4) Jail Population Database­
Monthly counts of jail population 
and average daily popula~ion. 

Unit of observation: 
(1) Supervised Release Information 

System (SRIS) - defendants 
(2) Arrest Database - arrests 
(3) 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: 
(1) defendant 
(2) arrest 
(3) retrospective 
(4) jail population 

Variables: 10 to 141 perfite 
Cases: 20 to 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 '1699 cases 
with 9 records per case. The merged 
file combines intake and release 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 fila con~ 
tains 2415 cases with five records 
per case. The Redup.Raw includes 
28 cases with 5 records per case. 
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The jail population database consists 
of three data files. Each file has one 
record per case. There are 34 cases 
in the Miami file, 20 cases in the 
Milwaukee file, and 23 cases in the 
Portland file. Each case has one 
record. 

Note: Not all files listed above 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, S., and Litsky, P. 

(1984). Evaluation of the field test 
of supervised pretrial release: Final 
report. San Francisco: National 
Council on Crime and De:inquency. 

Austin, J., Krisberg, S., 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: Fina.l evaluation de~ 
sign report. San Francisco: National 
Council on Crime and Delinquency. 

Robbery of financial 
Institutions In Indiana, 

1982-1984 
Terry Baumer 

and Michael D. Carrington 
School of Public and Environmental 

Mairs, n.tdiana University 
83-IJ~CX-0056 
(ICPSR 9310) 

Purpose of th6 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 to 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 da~a 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 loans 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 chJuacteristics was completed 
between June and October 1984. 
The incident disposition data were 
collected between January and June 
of 1985. 
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Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study was designed to compare 
a group of banking institutions that 
had been robbed with another group 
of bank offices not victimized by rob­
bery. Field observations were con­
ducted ~t each financial office to 
gather tlbservable information about 
the office site and surrounding envi­
ronment. In addition to tjllje data on 
banking institutions, the study also 
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 01-
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, ultimate 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 
Cases: Office, 358 

Incident, 223 

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 Detentkon in Marion 
County, Indiana, 1986-1988 

Terry L. Baumer 
and Robert I. Mendelsohn 

School of Public and Environmental 
Affairs, Indiana University 

86-IJ-CX-0041 
(ICPSR 9587) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project evaluated the use of dif­
ferent types of home detention moni­
toring systems. Specifically, manual 
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, subaequent arrest records, 
and interviews with offenders and 
their families were used to compare 
offenders using the manual monitor­
ing system with cffenders using the 
electronic monitoring system. Data 
were collected from November 1986 
to December 1989, and are organ­
ized into five files. Each file contains 
154 cases: 76 cases monitored 
through a manual system of tele­
phone calls and field contacts and 

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 
pei~nal interviews with the offend­
ers, both before and after the monitor­
ing program was implemented. File 5 
was compiled from Indianapolis Po­
lice Departmen! records and includes 
information on the criminal histories 
of the participants in the program for 
one 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 
median IerYJIh of sentence of 180 days, 
were clients of the Marion County 
Community Corrections AQency, had 
suspended sentences assigned to 
home detention 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 1:0 = 78) were monitored 



electronically with a "programmed" 
system of contacts. 

Dates of data collection: 
The data were col/ected in five sepa­
rate waves corresponding to the five 
separate files. The basic offender in­
formation in File 1 was collected from 
May 1987 to March 1988. 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 1989, 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, 
number 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 information 
collected in the exit interview with the 
offender 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-
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tones of offenders for at least one 
year after their release from the 
program. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual offenders monitored either 
manually or electronically 

Geogmphic 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). Correctional goais and 
home detention: A preliminary 
empirical assessment. Paper 
pr~sented at the annual meeting of 
the American Society of Criminology. 

Baumer, T.L., and Maxfield, M., 
(1990). Home detention with elec­
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. Sherrill 

Towson State University Center 
for the Study and Prevention 

of Campus Violence 
88-JJ-CX-0040 
(ICPSR 9585) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project examined the relation­
ship between crimes committed by or 
against col/ege students and the use 
of drugs or alcohol. A mail question~ 
naire administered to college under­
graduates was designed to ask 



questions about incidents in which 
the student was either a victim or 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 dnJg and alcohol 
use was used to compare three 
groups: students who had committed 
crimes, students who had been vic­
timized, and students who 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 
dataset 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 retumed 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: Col/ege Students at Home 
or School Address, which is publish­
ed by the American List Council, 
Princeton, New Jersey. A sample of 
6,000 student names and addresses 
was selected from the original Jist of 
1,300,000. The sample size was de­
termined by researchers to achieve a 
final sample of respondents that in-
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eludes 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 college 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 collection: 
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 camllus, 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: 
Individual undergraduate college 
students responding to the mail 
questionnaire 

,Geographic Coverage 
Data were collected 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 oolice 
behavior and response patterns 'in 
Denver, Colorado, during (1) domestic 
disputes, and (2) traffic disturbances. 

Methodology 

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. 
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Dates of data collection: 
June through September 1982 

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, Colorado 

File Structure 
Data files: 2; (1) Domestic 

(2) Traffic 
Variables: Domestic, 404 

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 Defeciencies 
Among Adult Inmates, 1982: 

louisiana, Pennsylvania, 
and Washington 

Raymond Bell, Elizabeth H. Conrad, 
Barbara Gazze, Scott C. Greenwood, 

J. Gary Lutz, and Robert J. Suppa 
Lehigh University 

81-IJ-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 selec:t the potential sub­
jects. Participation was voluntary. 
Since the number of inmates who 
were identified as having learning de­
ficiencies constituted greater than 25 
percent of those t.1~sted, two addi­
tional states wem added to the study. 
Louisiana and WElshington were se­
lected and the whole process was re­
peated, resultin~l in a total of nine 
institutions in th!~ three states. The 
response rate ranged from a high of 
73 percent in Plcmnsylvania to 23 per­
cent in WashiniJton. To ascertain 
whether any scllrnpling bias was intro­
duced, inform2IJtion was gathered on 
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a randomly selected group of in­
mates who were in the original sam­
ple but who chose not to participate. 
These data were gathered from the 
institutional records and comparisons 
were made with the participants in 
the study. It was found that it is likely 
that the report may underestimate 
the true numbers of learning deficient 
inmates in the population. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 1982 through January 1983 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics or 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
tory (educational, family, criminal) 
and performance on ability tests and 
tests designed to diagnose learning 
disabilities. The following seven 
groups of variables were collected: 
(a) demographic variables (age, sex, 
race, employment history); (b) crimi­
nal justice history variables (offenses 
committed, prior institutionalizations, 
juvenile commitments); (c) educa­
tional background vanables (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 
achievement variables (as measured 
by the Test of Ba.sic Education); 
(f) ability variables (as measured by 
the Wechsler Adult Intelligence 
Scale); and, (g) disability variables 
(as measured by the Mann-Suiter 
Disabilities Screening Test). 



Unit of observation: 
Inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
Louisiana, Pennsylvania. and 
Washington 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 111 
Cases: 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: Minneapolis, 

1981-1982 

Richard A. Beck 
and Lawrence W. Shennan 

The Police Foundation 
80-IJ-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
cerning misdemeanant domestic vio­
lence incidents where both parties 
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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 t... 
domestic disturbances. The spocific 
deterrent effect of arrest for dar:' 1&lc 
assault was compared with two other 
police responses to domestic distur­
bances. advising the couple, 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. 
Variables 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, alcohol 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 



------- -

Reports and Publications 
Sherman, L.W., and Berk, R.A. 

(1984). The specific deterrent ef­
fects of arrest for domestic assault. 
American Sociological Review, 
49(2}, 261-272. 

Evaluating Alternative 
Police Responses to 

Spouse Assault 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-IJ-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 
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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 imposea 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 
multiple 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 multiple responses that could not 
be clarified. 

Dates of data collection: 
March 1987-April1989 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables from initial incident reports 
include number of charges, date, lo­
cation, and dispoSition of charges, 
victim and SIlSpect 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 
ao-unit-Iong 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 counse~tng 
fonndata 
rectangular file structure 
40 cases 
ao variables 
aO-unit-long record 
19 records per case 

Part 4 • 
Origilal version of suspect counseling 
fonndata 
rectangular file structure 
1a cases 
38 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
7 records per case 

Part 5 •• I • • 
Original version of initla viCtim 
interview data 
rectangular file structure 
6 cases 
412 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
40 records per case 
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Part 6 • I .". Second version of initls V.;;;;.dm 
Interview data 
rectangular file structure 
78 cases 
416 variables 
aO-una-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 a . 
Original version of final victim 
interview dlilia 
rectangular file structure 
6 cases 
225 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
13 records per case 

Part 9 •• • 
Final version of final Vlcttm 
interview data 
rectangular file structure 
1,078 cases 
255 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
15 records per case 
Part 10 
Initial suspect criminal history 
check data 
rectangular file structure 
1,548 cases 
176 variables 
ao-unit-Iong record 
14 records per case 

Part 11 •• 
Initial victim criminal history check 
data 
rectangular file structure 
1,548 cases 
165 variables 
SO-unit-Iong record 
12 records per case 
Part 12 • 
Six-month suspect criminal history 
check data 
rectangular file structure 
1,548 cases 
149 variables 
80-unit-long record 
13 records per case 



Part 13 
Six-month victim criminal history 
check data 
rectangular file structure 
1,548 cases 
134 variables 
80-unit-long 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 

Part 15 
Initial suspect victimization check 
data 
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-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 17 
Initial victim victimization check data 
rectangular file structure 
1,633 cS.ses 
10 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 18 
Six-month suspect charge check 
data 
rectangular file structure 
2,721 cases 
10 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
2 records per case 
Part 19 
Six-month suspect victimization 
check data 
rectangular file structure 
1,583 cases 
10 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
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Part 20 
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-month victim victimization 
check data 
rectangular file structure 
1,908 cases 
10 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 22 
Final version of court penetration 
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 
aO-unit-long record 
6 records per case 
Part 24 
Original version of court penetration 
form data 
rectangular file structure 
278 cases 
51 variables 
SO-unit-Iong record 
8 records per case 
Part 25 
Codeboolc for all parts 
79-unit·long record 
Parts 26-44 
SAS control cards 
79-unit·long record 

Reports and Publications 
Black, H., R. Berk, J. UIy, 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-IJ-CX-0035 
(ICPSR 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 the relation­
ship between criminal violence and 
domestic violence, been addressed 
systematically. 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 alcohOl 
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 parolees? (2) What are the relative 
contributions of parental alcohol 
abuse, drug abuse, and domestic vio­
lence in the prediction o~ 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? 
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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 W~~j 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 parole 
from state correctional 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
sura 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 to 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 1 is 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 



use of the identification numbers. File 
2 contains the data abstracted from 
the parole and arrest records fOI 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 
spouses or partners of the parolees 
who volunteered to be interviewed 
were also included. The individual in­
terviews were conducted at the Re­
search Institute on Alcoholism by 
same-sex interviewers. In addition, of­
ficial information about the parolees 
was abstracted from arrest and pa­
role files for both the parolees who 
volunteered t'O 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 infClrma­
tion; institutional transfers; discipli­
nary reports; and indications of 
psychiatric diagnosis or psychologi-
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cal disturbances. The file includes 
data concerning alcohol 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 psychiatr~ diagnosis, 
psychological disturbances, and 
disciplinary reports. 

File 3: The interview data contain a 
childhood 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 
concerning violence in current \'"ela~ 
tionships; alcohol 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 observation in File 3 !s 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 
Part 3 
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 record 

Reports and Publications 
Miller, B.A., Blane, H.T., Leonard, 

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

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

Miller, BA (1990). The interrelation­
ships between alcohol and drugs and 
family violence. In M. De La Rosa, 
E.Y. Lambert, 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. 1n-207}. Wash­
ington, DC: U.S. Government Print­
ing Office. 
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Deterrent Effects of 
Antitrust Enforcement 

[United States]: The 
R~adymMix Concrete 
Industry, '1970-1980 

Michael K. Block 
and Frederick C. Nold 

Rhodes Associates 
80-IJ-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 
industly (see Block, Nold, and Sidak, 
1981). 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were compiled from published 
sources including the Engineering 
News Record; the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics' Industry Wage Survey, 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 
Authorized 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 Clabault 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 fora limited number of vari­
ables). Three files of varying units of 



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

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 antitrust 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, producers of substitutes for 
ready-mix products, and ready-mix 
producers. 

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

Quarter: repeated quarterly 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, MO, Los Angeles, CA, 
Minneapolis, MN, New York, NY, 
Philadelphia, PA, Pittsburgh, PA, St. 
Louis, MO, San FranCisco, CA, and 
Seattle, WA 
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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.e., 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 ne~her reports 
analyses based on the Ready-Mix 
Concrete data.] 

Adult Criminal Careers in 
Michigan: 1974-19n 

Alfred Blumstein an.d Jacqueline Cohen 
Carnegie-Mellon University 

79-NI-AX-0121 
(ICPSR8279) 

Purpose of the Study 
These data were collected to develop 
estimates of the extent and variation 
of criminal offense patterns 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 tiles of the Fed­
eral Bureau of Investigation. 



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, 
aggravated assault, burglary, or auto 
theft. 

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 offending patterns. For each 
case included in the sample, the ar­
rest history was recorded, including 
data on all recorded arrests through 
1977, regardless of offense type. 
The full dataset includes records for 
41,191 individuals for a total of 
200,007 arrests. 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 chronological 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 adu:l offenders 

Geographic Coverage 
Michigan 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 57 
Cases: 41,191 
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Reports and Publications 
Blumstein, A., and Cohen, J. (1987). 

Characterizing crimina! careers. 
Science, 237 (August), 985-991. 

Blumstein, A., and Cohen, J. (1982). 
Analysis of criminal careers from 
an incapacitative perspective. 
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, 

Carnegie-Mellon University 
82-IJ-CX-0062 
(ICPSR9353) 

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 incapacHative 
effects of sentencing. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were obtained from the 
Computerized Criminal History 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 adults 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 stelected 
high-density counties in the New 
York City metropolitan area, the ss:m­
piing 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 collec­
tion was terminated. 

Dates of data collection: 
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 variables: 
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 
number of arrests. At the arrest level, 
16 variables are available including 
date and place of arrest, arrest 
charged, number of multiple counts, 
court disposition of charges, 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 arrests 
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 levels: (1) a person 
record, and (2) one or more arrest 
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records. Each of the two data files 
has a vanlible number of records per 
case. The number of records is de­
pendent 011 the number of arrests an 
arrestee hlid. _1." ____ _ 

Effe(~ts of Foot Patrol 
PolI!cing in Boston, 

1977-1985 
William J. Bowers, Jon Hirsch, 

Jack McDevitt, and Glenn L. Pierce 
Northeastern University 

(~4-1J-CX-K035 
(ICPSR 9351) 

Purpose of lthe Study 
The Boston Police Department 
implemented a new foot patrol 
plan in Marchi 1983. This study at­
tempted to e\l'aluate its impact on 
incidents of cl'ime and neighborhood 
disturbances. 

Methodology' 

Sources of information: 
Monthly data tin "911" calls for police 
services were obtained from the rec­
ords of the computer-aided dispatch 
(CAD) system maintained by the Bos­
ton Police 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 



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 includes police 
activity data in 94 areas across the 
period from May 1978 to July 1985. 

Dates of data collection: 
1984 to 1985 (approximately) 

Summa:y of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
Crime report data and police patrol 
activity data were collected on a large 
number of relatively small geographic 
units both before and after a change in 
foot patrol staffing in Boston. 

Description of the variables: 
The first file includes information on 
service calls by types of criminal of­
fenses, types of commun.itY.(h~mr­
bances, and response pnorlty the 
incidents. The second and third fll~s 
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 reporting area by month 

Geographic Coverage 
Boston, Massachusetts 

File Structure 
Data files: 4 
Variables: 10 to 25 per file 
Cases: 8,178 to 83,284 per file 
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Reports and Publications 
Bowers, W.J., and Hirsch, J.H. 

(1987). The impact of foot patrol 
staffing on crime and disorder in 
Boston. American Joumal of Police, 
6(1), 17-44. 

Fraud Victimization Survey, 
~ 

1990: [United States) 
John M. Boyle 

Schulman. Ronca and BucuvaIas, Inc. 
OJP-90~-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 comparable to 
the NCS Victim Risk Supplement and 
the NCS School Crime Supplement. 

Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Data were collected through inter­
views with adults in the sample. 
Interviewing was carrie'J 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 pOf)ulation of U.S. adults 
18 years or older, as reflected in the 
NeS. 

Dates of data collection: 
The project took place from May 24, 
1990, through June 22, 1990. 

Summary of Contents 
Description of variables: 
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
vidual 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
eral population as reflected in the 
NCS. 

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

(2) Incident File 
Variables: Person, 320 

Incident, 99 
Cases: Person, 400 

Incident, 260 

Cross·Validation of the Iowa 
Offender Risk Assessment 

Model in Michigan, 
1980-1982 

Richard Alfred Bradshaw 
Michigan State University 

85 -JI-CX -()()35 
(ICPSR 9236) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study attempted to cross-validate 
the 1984 and 1985 versions of the 
I\}wa model for assessing risk of 
offending while on parole by applying 
it to a Michigan sample of male parol­
ees over a follow-up period of two 
and a half years. 
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Methodology 

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 not available for parolees, they 
were collected from the state police 
rap sheet records. 

Sample: 
A simple random sample of 676 male 
parolees was selected from the popu­
lation 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 study: 
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 parole are available. 

Description of the variables: 
The first file contains parolee's infor­
mation on d~mographics, drug use 
history, prior f~riminal history, risk 
scores, and parole history. The sec­
ond file records parolees' detailed 
criminal histories 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 
assessment models on a Michigan 
sample. Unpublished doctoral dis­
sertation, Michigan State University, 

Evaluation of Arizona 
Pretrial Services Drug 

Testing Programs, 
1987-1989 

Chester L. Britt m 
University oflllinois at Urbana-Champaign 

Michael R. Gottfredson 
University of Arizona 

John Goldkamp 
Temple University 

88-JJ-CX-KOO3 
(JCPSR 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: 
Pmtrial 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 
were obtained from urine samples. 

Sample: 
Pima County. The sample for File 1 
comprises 523 individuals in Pima 
County who were booked on felony 
ctlarges from October 1987, through 
December 1987, who agreed to be 
given a drug test, and who were re­
leased prior to their tria/. 

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). 
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The sample for File 3 comprises 
138 additional releases in Pima 
County (experimen!~ group, n = 74; 
control group, n = (4). 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 prior' to thei r 
trial. Defendants were randormly as-



signed to the monitoring program (ex­
perimental group, n = 339) or to re­
lease on their own recognizance 
(control group, n = 606). 

The sample for File 6 comprises 
234 additional releasees in Maricopa 
County. These individuals were on 
pretrial release and were randoitjly 
assigned to the drug monitoring pro­
gram (experimental group, n = 118) 
or to normal treatment without drug 
monitoring (control group, n = 116). 

Dates of data col/ection: 
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 
appearance. 

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

Variables: 58 to 103 
Cases: 138 to 945 

Reports and Publications 
Gottfredson, M.A., Britt III, C.L., and 

Goldkamp, J. (1991). Evaluation of 
Arizona pretrial services drug test­
ing programs. Final report for the 
National Institute (jf Justice. 

Calls for Service to Police 
As a Means of Evaluating 
Crime Trends in Oklahoma 

City, 1986-1988 
Robert I. Bursik, Ir., Harold G. 

Grasmick, and Mitchell B. Chamlin 
Center for the Study of Crime, 

Delinquency, and Social Control 
86-JJ-CX-0076 
(JCPSR 9669) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study reports on the use of calls 
for service to police to look at two 
phenomena: the effect of on-site 
clearance (Le.; 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 alterna­
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 
problems with both these sources 
made it difficult to get reliable 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 Jogs of all 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 all calls 
for service which occurred during the 
period June 1986 to June 1988. For 
the first data file, only calls for serv­
ice involving the crime of robbery 
were used. For the second data file, 
calls for service for 18 categories of 
crime were used: aggravated as­
sault, 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 calls 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 
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through June 1988. The calls for serv­
ice data file covers the period July 
1986 through April 1988. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
The dataset on neighborhood rob­
bi3ry 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 (Le., from the beginning of 
data collection to the current time). 

There are 20 variables in the calle 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 total nUhiber of 
calls comprised by that pcu~icular 
category. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation in the robbery 
trends data file is a call for service to 
the police department in which rob­
bery was the crime reported. 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: 617 and 22 



Reports and Publications 
Bursik, RJ., 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 America:n. 
Society of Criminology, Reno, 
Nevada). Norman, Oklahoma: 
Center for the Study of Crime, 
Delinquency, and Social Control, 
Department of Sociology, University 
of Oklahoma. 

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

Bursik, RJ., 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. Criminol­
ogy, 28, 431-450. 

.. 
Evaluation of the 

Implementation and Impact 
of the Massachusetts 
Intensive Probation 
Supervision Project, 

1984-1985 

James M. Byrne and Linda M. Kelly 
University of Lowell 

85-IJ-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 
offenders by probation officers is in­
creased, and the response to viola-
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tions results in swift revocation of pro­
bation, and incarceration. The pur~ 
pose of this study was to examine 
the impact of IPS programs on reha­
bil~ation of high-risk offenders in the 
areas of employment, substance 
abuse, maritaVfamily relationships, 
and subsequent recidivism. The in­
vestigators also studied whether the 
add~ional caseload of the probation 
officers who implemented the IPS 
program reduced the number of su­
pervision contacts w~h non-IPS 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 maritaVfamily 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? 
(3) Did recidivism increase among 
non~IPS probationers in experimental 
courts compared to non-IPS 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/I'll" 
ral) 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
cember31, 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 aU other 
offenders in experimental and control 
courts who were placed on probation 
during the same time periods in 1984 
and 1985 was drawn (n = 2534). 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Pre-test data 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 
31,1985. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
For each offender, a full range of 
data were col/ected 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 
follow-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 variables. Variables include: 
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1. Identification variables - case 10 
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, alcohoVdrug use, atti­
tude, arraignment date 

3. Needs/strengths variables - edu­
cation, employment, maritaV 
family relationships, social 
adjustment, alcohol and drug us­
age, counseling, heaHh, 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 Massachusetts. 

File Structul\l) 
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 
Part 2 
Post-test group 
rectangular file structure 
1,787 cases 
637 variables 
80-unit-long record 
19 records per case 
Part 3 
Code book for all parts 
80-unit-long record 

Reports and Publications 
Byrne, 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, Jnc. 
79-NI-AX-01l7 
(ICPSR 8260) 

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

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from many 
sources: (1) FBI's Uniform Crime Re­
ports; (2) National Crime Survey 
data; (3) FBI Bank Robbery Division 
- state statistics; (4) FBI Bank Rob­
ber Unit - individual statistiCS; 
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(5) U.S. Census; (6) Sourcebook of 
Criminal Justice Statistics; (7) FBI's 
NCIC CCH data file tape; (8) Federal 
Regulatory Agencies - FDIC and 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board; 
(9) data collected by Thomas F. 
Pogue, Department of Economics, 
University of Iowa, Deterrent Effects 
of Arrests and Imprisonment in 
the United States, 1960-1977 
(ICPSR 7973), supported by NIJ 
grant #79-NI-AX-0015, and (10) Sta­
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), resuHing in 300 
observations. 



Summary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
The research design combined 
variables from three different per­
spectives to examine the effects of 
sanctions on robberies: {1} economic 
- certainty, severity, immediacy of 
crimina! sanctions; {2} sociological 
(anomie) - urbanization, population 
mobility, rigid class structure, eco­
nomic means-ends discontinuities; 
and (3) opportunity - exposure. 
guardianship, and attractivenes..~ of 
object. 

Description of the variables: 
Variables include {1} demographic in­
formation about population. including 
population changes and growth. per­
cent nonwhite, urbanization, income, 
and unemployment; (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 (Le .• repeated annual 
measures of states) 

Geographic Coverage 
50 U.S. states 

Fiie Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 56 
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 property crimes. Unpub­
lished report, Criminal Justice Insti­
tute. Inc., South Salem. NY. 
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Survey of American Prisons 
and JailS, 1979 

Ken Carlson 
Abt Associates 
77-NI-AX-C018 
(ICPSR 7899) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was mandatedlby 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 .. 
abies. 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 correctional facilities and 
402 community-based pre-release 
facilities. Telephone queries were 
made tq facilities failing to complete 
the questionnaire. 

Sample: 
Included in the sample were aI/ state 
and federal adult correctional facili­
ties (539) and community-based pre~ 
release facilities (402). 

Oates of data col/ection: 
H\)79 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study included a survey of al/ 
state and federal correctional 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 facilities. 

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 tt-.e 
prison staff. 

Unit of observation: 
Correctional, community. or pre­
release facility 

Geographic Coverage 
State and federal correctional institu­
tions in the United States 

Fiie Structuw 
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 

Cases: State and federal, 558 
Community and pre­
release, 405 

Reports and Publications 
Abt Associates, Inc. (1983). Survey 

of American prisons andjails, 1979. 
Washington, DC: Office of Federal 
Procurement Policy. 

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and 
Gooding, W. (1983). The influence 
of capacity on prison population: A 
critical review of some recent 
evidence. Crime and Delinquency, 
29(1),1-51. 

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

Dejong, W. (1980). American prisons 
and jails, Vol. 5. Supplemental 
report: Adult pre-release facilities. 
U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, 
Rockville, MD: NCJRS. 
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Ku, R. (1980). American prisons and 
jails, Vol. 4. Supplemental report: 
Case studies of new legislation 
governing sentencing and release. 
U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, 
Rockville, MD: NCJRS. 

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

Mullin, J., Carlson, K., and Smith, B. 
(1980). American prisons and jails, 
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-IJ-CX "()(){)J 
(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. 

Sample: 
Questionnaires were mailed to 
2377 respondents from the six re­
sponse groupsuudges, trial court ad­
ministrators, correctional officials, 
public defenders, police, prosecutors, 
and probation and parole officers) 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 total of 
1447 questionnaires were returned. 

Dates of data 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
tom regarding problems confronting 
criminal justice agencies and the 
plclns and riesources necessary to 
solve them" Criminal justice officials 
uudges, trial court administrators, cor­
mctions officials, public defenders, 
police, prosecutors, probation and pa­
(ole officials) completed mail or tele­
phone survey instruments. The 
surveys addressed five main issues: 
(1) the adequacy of financial re­
sources in criminal jiJstice depart­
ments and programs; (2) the most 
importan~ 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 improvement; and, 
(5) the technical assistance and re­
search strategies 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 to the agency, 
technical 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 defenders. ' ... Irections, police, 
probation and parole, and prosecutors) 

Geographic Coverage 
Continental United States 

File Structure 
Data files: 6; (1) courts, {2} public 

defenders, (3) correctional 
institutions, (4) police, 
(5) probation and parole, 
(6) prosecutors 

Variables: 18 to 19 per file 
Cases: 78 to 403 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Chabotar, K. (1984). Assessing 

needs in the criminal justice system 
(Final report). Washington, DC: Na­
tional Institute of Justice. 

Selecting Career Criminals 
for Priority Prosecution, 
1984-1996: Los Angeles 
County, California, and 

Middlesex County, 
MassachuseUs 
Marcia R. Chaiken 

National Institute for Sentencing Alternatives 
Brandeis University 

84-IJ-CX-0055 
(ICPSR 8980) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study, conducted 
in Los Angeles County. Califomia, 
and Middlesex 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 originally 
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 resulted 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 unreli· 
able cases were excluded based on 
the assessment of muHiple indicators.) 

Dates of data collection: 
1984-1986 

Summary of Contents 

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 judg­
ments on sampled cases was ob­
tained from interviews of prosecutors 
and case review forms completed by 
attorneys. In the self-report sUiveys 
of defendants, muHiple indicators 
were included to assess reliability of 
responses. Data on nonrespondents 
were also collected to examine possi­
ble response bias. 
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Description of variables: 
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 characteristics. 

The prosecutor interview file contains 
variables 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 
prosecutors on the MA anonymous 
cases, reasons for priority prosecution 
stated by prosecutors, selection deci­
sions for priority proser.;ution, dsfen­
dants' prior records, and situational 
variables related to 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 I 
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 to 416 
Cases: 181 to 298 



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 

Appeals: Sacramento, 
Springfield, and Rhode 

Island, 1983-1984 

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

Purpose of the Study 
Justice Resources conducted this 
study in response to tha growing 
c.aseload backlog in state criminal ap­
pellate courts. The criminal appeals 
process is a vital feature of the legal 
sys1em 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 alternatives 
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 Illinois Appellate Court, 
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 clear in a 
scheduling order which was strictly 
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enforced. Also selected was the Cali­
fornia 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 appeal 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
dMdual justices. After counsel was 
c("Jnsulted, these cases were put on a 
"show-cause" calendar. These case~ 
were submitted for decision with lim­
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 Illinois 
Appellate Court, 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 varying positions in the 
appeals courts. 

Dates of data collection: 
1983-1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Interviews were conducted with 
judges, attorneys, court clerks, and 
other court staff from the California 
Court of Appeals, Third District, in 
Sacramento, the Illinois Appellate 
Court, Third District, in Springfield, 
and the Rhode Island Supreme 
Court. 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 wer~ inter­
viewed from the Rhode Island Su­
prema Court, 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 
courts. A total of 1,059 cases were 
chosen, 138 from Rhcde Island, 587 
from Sacramento, and 334 from 
Illinois. 

Descriptit;m of variables: 
Interviews covered opinions concern­
ing the alternative procedures as 
they affected the quality of justice, 
the amount of time these procedures 
saved, and the possible benefrts and 
deficiencies of modified appeals 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 delta 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 
Casedat& 
rectangular file structure 
1,059 cases 
65 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 3 
User9.uide 
80-untt-long record 
Part 4 
SAS control cards for appellate 
questionnaire data 
80-unit-long record 
Part 5 
SAS control cards for case data 
80-unit-long record 

Reports 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 78(8) 

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 handling of criminal cases. 

Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Questionnaires were administered to 
state court judges, prosecutors, and 
defense attorneys. 

Sample: , 
A purposive sample of the criminal 
courts in four cities was selected 
(Bronx, 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 fa~hions (differel)Ces 
in speed, proportIOn of cases diS­
posed with guilty pleas, and sentenc­
ing practices). Within these courts, 
judges, prosecutors, and defense at­
torneys were sampled. Samp~ ~ize for 
each city and category of practitIOner 
varied from 5 (Miami judges) to 42 (Mi­
ami prosecutors). 

Summary of Contents 

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 defe~se at­
torneys, and the data summanze 
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 
in the criminal justice system, pre­
ferred mode of disposition of the hy­
pothetical case, preferred sentence 
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type, and assessment of probability 
of conviction. 

Unit of observation: 
Court practitioners: judges, prosecu­
tors, and defense counsel 

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

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 114 
Cases: 242 

Reports and Publications 
Church, T.W., Jr. (1982). Examining 

local legal culture: Practitioner ~ 
attitudes in four criminal courts. 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

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

Alaska Plea Bargaining 
Study, 1974-1976 

Stevens H. Clarke 
Alaska Judicial Council 

76-NI-10-OOO1 
(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 police booking 
sheets, public fingerprint files, and 
court dockets from August 1974 until 
1976. 



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

Dates of data collection: " 
1976-1977 calendar year 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study is one of the first attempts 
to examine the effects of the abolition 
of plea bargaining on the 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 current 
offense, evidence, victim charac­
teristics, and administrative factors 
concerning 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 

Reports and Publications 
Iliff, C.H., Mock, MA, Rubenstein, M.L., 

Simpson. S.S., and White, T.J. 
(1977). AJ~skajudicial council 
interim report on the elimination of 
plea bargaining. Unpublished 
report, Alaskan Judicial Sentencing 
Commission, Anchorage, AK. 

Rubenstein, M.L., White, T.J., and 
Clarke, S.E. (1978). The effect of 
the official prohibition of plea 
bargaining on the disposition of 
felony cases in the Alaska criminal 
courts. Unpublished report, Alaskan 
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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 Society Review, 
13,367~83. 

Felony Prosecution and 
Sentencing in North 
Carolina, 1981-1982 

Stevens H. Clarke 
University of North Carolina, 

Chapel Hill 
80-IJ-CX-0004 
(ICPSR 8307) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to as­
sess the impact of a determinate sen­
tencing law that became effective 
July 1, 1981, in North Carolina. The 
tJrimary objective of the study was to 
describe the judicial decision-making 
process and the patterns of felony 
sentencing prior to and after the stat­
ute became operational. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Statewide data were collected on fel­
ony cases from police departments, 
arrest reports, police investigation 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
month period in 1979 and again in 
1981. 



Summary of Contents 

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 inform&.tion 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 
Variables: 1979 file, 279 

1981 file, 322 
Cases: 1979 file, 1378 

1981 file, 1280 

Reports and Publications 
Clarke, S.H., Kurtz, S., Rubinsky, K., 

and Schleicher, D. (1982). Felony 
prosecution and sentencing in 
North Carolina: A report to the 
govemor's crime commission and 
the National Institute of Justice. 
Unpublished report, University of 
North Carolina, Institute of 
Government, Chapel Hill, NC. 

Clarke, S.H., Kurtz, S., Lang, G.F., 
Parker, K.L., Rubinsky, E.W., and 
Schleicher, D,J. (1983). North 
Carolina's determinate sentencing 
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analysis: An evaluation of the first 
year's experience. UnpUblished 
report, University of Nortl\] Carolina, 
Institute of Government, Ghapel 
Hill,NC. 

Clarke, S.H. (no date). North 
Carolina's fair sentencing clef: 
What have the results been? 
Unpublished report, Universlity of 
North Carolina, Institute of 
Government, Chapel Hill, NC. 

Clarke! S.H., and Kurtz, S.T. (i\983). 
The Importance of interim deoisions 
to felony trial court dispositions. Un­
published report, University of 
North Carolina, Institute of Govern­
ment, Chapel Hill, NC. 

Effectiveness of Clien11 
Specific Planning As 

an Alternative Sentence" 
1981-1982: Washington, 

DC, and Fairfax, 
Montgomery, and Prince 

George Counties 

William H. Clements 
University ofDeIaware 

85-IJ-CX -0047 
(ICPSR 8943) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study is an evaluation of the Cli­
ent Specific Planning (CSP) pr~ram 
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 

I 



post-sentence risk period are also 
recorded. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were gathered from court case 
files, presentence investigation (PSI) 
reports, and official police records. 

Sample: 
Cases fortne CSP giUUP tn = 121) 
were selected from NCIA log entrias 
between October 1, 1981, and Sep­
tember 30,1982, for adult felony 
cases in the four metropolitan jurisdic­
tions: Washington, Dt\ Fairfax 
County, Virginia, and Montgomery 
and Prince George's C(junties. In all 
cases there was a requust for CSP 
service prior to original sentencing. 

The comparison group (0 = 137) se­
lected from felony cases 'li/ed 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: 
1985-1986 

Summary of Contents 

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

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 431) 
Cases: 258 

Reports and Publications 
Clen:~~ilts, W.H. (1987). The effective­

nf)SS of client specific planning as 
fin alterr.-ative sentence. Unpub­
lished doctoral dissertation, 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 corporate law 
violations of 582 of the largest 
publicly-owned corporations in the 
U.S. The research focused on en­
forcement actions initiated or im­
posed by 24 federal agencies, the 
nature of these activities, the internal 
structure of the corporations, and the 
economic settings in which the illegal 
activities occurred. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from the 
COMPUSTAT service of Investors Man­
agemeri Sciences, Inc.; MOODY'S se­
ries of manuals, corporations' annual 
reports to the Securities and Ex­
change Commission, and Fortune 
magazine. 



Sample: 
A purposive sample of 582 of the 
largest publicly-owned corporations 
in the United States was selected. 
The sample includes 477 manufactur­
ing, 18 wholesale, 66 retail, and 
21 ser,lice corporations, and covers 
enforcJament actions and economic 
data 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 
Qf the corporations. Data were also 
collected on industry-level charac­
teristics that may reiate to CQmmission 
of illegal corporate acts, violations, 
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 
Cases: Economic, 461 

Violations, 2230 
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Reports and Publications 
Clinard, M.B., and Yeager, P.C. 

(1979). Final report of the white 
collar crime study. Unpublished 
report, University of Wisconsin, 
Madison, 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}. Illegal corporate 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, 

Carnegie-Mellon University 
86-JJ-CX -0047 
(JCPSR 9666) 

Purpose of the Study 
The main purpose of this study was 
to examine the length of criminal ca­
reers of criminal offenders. Through 
the use of a maximum-likelihood 
metMed, 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. 

Methodology 

Sources of information 
Data were collected from the comput­
erized criminal history file maintained 
by the Federal BU"0<lU 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, to 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 collection: 
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 of 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, burglary, 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 observation period in June 1982. 

Description of variables: 
There are two types of records in this 
hierarchical file. The first and higher 
level record partains to the individual 
and contains seven variables describ­
ing the person. The second level rec­
ord pertains to the arrest and contains 
53 variables describing the arrest 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 ev.ents 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 
sup~Nision status of the subject. 
These variables were repeated up to 



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

Unit of observation: 
The data file is organized as a hierar­
chical file composed of two record 
types. The unit of observation for 
Record Type 1 is the individual of­
fender. The unit of obser.fation 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 1977 (the first arrest of 
this type is called the target arrest). 
Arrest events before and after the tar­
get arrest may have occurred any­
wh~re in the United States. 

File Structure 
Data files :1 
Variables: Record Type 1: 7 

Record Type 2: 53 
Cases: Record Type 1 : 21 ,004 

Record Type 2: 123,535 

Reports and Publications 
Barnett, A, Blumstein, A, and 

Farrington, D.P. (1989). A 
prospective test of a criminal career 
mode/. Criminology, 27, 373-388. 

Blumstein, A, and Cohen, J. (1985). 
Estimating the duration of adult 
criminal C;lreers. Proceedings of 
the International Statistical Institute. 
Amsterdam, the Netherlands. 

Blumstein, A, Cohen, J., and Golub, A 
(1989). The termination rate of 
adult criminal careers. Working 
paper, School of Urban and Public 
Affairs, Camegie-Mel/on University. 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J., and Golub, 
A (1989). Estimation of rates of 
temlination of criminal careers. 
Paper presented at the 1989 
annual meeting of American 
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Society of Criminology. Reno, 
Nevada. 

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

Age-by-Race Specific 
Crime Rates: 1965-1985: 

[United States] 

Jacqueline Cohen 
Carnegie-Mellon University 

Richard Rosenfeld 
University of Missouri, St Louis 

86-IJ-CX -0083 
(ICPSR 9589) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examined the crime pat­
terns 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 collected 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 categones 
of juveniles (under is) and aduits (18 
and over). This study aggregated 
ages into seven categories and com­
bined the four races into two groups 
(whnes 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 col/ection: 
Data for this study pertain to the pe­
riod 1965 through 1985. 

Summary of Contents 
Description of variables: 
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 p.er­
taining to the first category of van­
abies. These are (1) period, (2) birth 
cohort of age group in each year, 
and (3) average cohort 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 ~ere es­
timated for race, age group, cnme 
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 
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(3) annual age-by-race specific arrest 
rate for burglary. 

The fourth category includes vari­
ables 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 total 
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 fur 
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 observation: 
The unit of observation 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. (fortl1coming). Trend 
and deviation in crime rates: A 
comparison of UCR and NCS data 
for burglary and robbery. Criminology. 

Blumstein, A. t Cohen, J. t 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 



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 Stafte of California] 
Jacqueline Cohen, Sherwc!.ld Zimmennan, 

and Stephen King 
Carnegie-Mellon University 

86-II-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 methcd can provide 
information, for instance, about an of­
fender's future expected behavior, 
thus helping officials rr:ake 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-
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pIe obtained from a target population 
(which is different from the sample 
from 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
erallimitations. In particular, levels of 
both the actual accuracy achieved 
and random accuracy are highly 
sample-dependent, and so this method 
does not allow the oornparison 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 pretrial arrest or detention. The in­
vestigators also sought to examine 
the R€i!ative 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 I, Type II, and total errors of 
measurement. The researchers used 
longitudinal data fonn 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 questions: (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 



extent does each of the four predic­
tive scales correctly predict the ab­
sence of future criminal behavior? 
(3) How well does each of the four 
predictive scales rate (in terms of 
Type I and Type II 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 originally 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 Califor­
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 CY A. From the CY A original data 
files, the inv.estigators extracted sub­
samples as described below, result­
ing in the study, Early Identification 
of the Chronic Offender, [1976-
1980: California]. (The original eYA 

data are available as study 8226 
from the Inter-university Consortium 
for Pol~ical and Socia! Research at 
the University of Michigan.) 

Sample: 
File 1: From the DOL sample of job­
training participants identified as 
"high risk youths," aged 16 to 21, in 
Albuquerque, Miami, and New York 
C~y, 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
riod of 1.8 years after the target 
event. 
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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 CY A 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. Tne sam­
ples were followed for an add~ional 8 
to 11 years after the target event. A 
total of 177, 1,602, and 911 offend­
ers were chosen for this study from 
the Fricot, Preston, and YCRP sam­
ple s, 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 Insmute 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. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The researchers used data from five 
existing, independent studies to 
assess the valid~y of the four predic­
tive measures in question. Each data 
file was originally produced by differ­
ent inst~utions and contained long~u­
dinal data on unique 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 
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(arrest, incarceration, parole). Also, ~ 
was necessary that the files con­
tained suffICient numbers of cases to 
allow the researchers to 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 items 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 Variables. 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 addie-



tion, arrests, arrest charges, disposi­
tion, and incarceration history. These 
variables differ amor.g the five data 
files. 

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 concerning 
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 located 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
stru'..':ted variables, scores for the 
INSLAW, RAND, SFS81 , and CGR 
scales were estimated. In addition, re­
cades of these variables indicating 
prediction categories are included. 
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 live 
data 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, Albuquerque, 
and New York City. Data in the PNP 
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file (File 2) pertain to offenders who 
were convicted in Alameda and Los 
Angeles Counties in California. Data 
from the eYA 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 
552 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
22 records per case 
Part 2 
Prison and probation data 
rectangular file structure 
1,022 cases 
450 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
22 records per case 
Part 3 
Fricot Ranch youth data 
rectangular file structure 
117 cases 
554 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
32 records per case 
Part 4 
Preston School of Industry youth 
data 
rectangular file structure 
1,602 cases 
573 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
32 records per case 
Part 5 
Youth Center research project 
rectangular file structure 
911 cases 
574 variables 
80-unit-long record 
32 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Greenwood, P., with Abrahamse, A. 

(1982). Selective incapacitation. 
Santa Monica, CA: RAI-.JD 
Corporation. 



Haapanen, A., 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 
California Department of Youth 
Authority, Sacramento, CA. 

Haapanen, Rudy, and Car1 F. Jesness. 
Early Identification of the Chronic 
Offender, [1978-1980: California] 
[Computer file]. Sacramento, CA: 
California Youth Authority [producer], 
1981. Ann Arbor, MI: 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. (1986). Prison versus 
probation in califomia: 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.A. (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. 
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Fines As a Criminal Sanction: 
Practices and Attitudes 

of Trial Court Judges in the 
United States, 1985 

GeorgeF. Cole and Barry Mahoney 
University of Connecticut 

84-IJ-CX -()()12 
(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 
jurisdiction and judges of courts of 
limited (but not special) jurisdiction. 
The sample 
was stratified by region and type of 
jurisdiction. 

Dates of data collection: 
Circa 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
In addition to questions concerning 
the judges' use of fines and other 
sanctions, the questionnaire presents 
the judges with hypothetical cases. 

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 

Reports and Publications 
Cole, G.F., Mahoney, B., Thomton, 

M., and Hanson, A.A. (1987). The 
practices and attitudes of trial court 
judges regarding fines as a criminal 
sanction. Unpublished executive 
summary prepared for the National 
Institute of Justice. 

Cole, G.F., Mahoney, B., Thomton, 
M., and Hanson, RA (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 
8J-JJ-CX-0005 
(JCPSR 8355) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to as­
sess the cost-effectiveness of three 
alternative probation strategies: unsu­
pelVised probation, regular supelVised 
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probation, and a community-sslVice 
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 through August 1983 

Summary of Contents 

Special chiJracteristics of the study: 
Probationers were experimentally as­
signed to one of three treatment con­
ditions, varying in the amount of 
supeNision 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 intelViewed about 
their recent criminal activity and em­
ployment history. Six months after 
the end of the probation period. each 
participant completed a sUlVey de­
signed to report any changes in so­
cioeconomic circumstances or 
involvement with criminal justice 
agencies. Additional data on arrests 
and outstanding warrants were also 
obtained at this time and at a follow~ 
up conducted 12 months after the 



probation period. In addition, a sepa­
(ate 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 variables: 
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 supervision, 
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: 371 

Reports and Publications 
Collins, J.J., Usher, C.L., and 

Williams, J.R. (1984). Research 
on alternative probation strategies 
in Maryland. Washington, DC: Na­
tionallnstitute of Justice. 
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Re~ationship of Mental 
Disorder to Violent Behavior 

In the United States, 
1983-1984 

James J. Collins, Susan L. Bailey, 
Charles D. Phillips, and Amy Craddock 

Research Triangle Institute 
l-R01-MH34885-01Al 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
lent 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 inter­
views was a detailed psychological 
assessment of each respondent. 
This was accomplished by use of the 
Diagnostic Interview Schedule, Ver­
sion III, 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 flhe relationship between 
these discm:fers 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 self­
report data and criminal records. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The dataset contains information 
from both self-reported sources 
and North Carolina criminal records. 



Interviews were conducted with 
1,149 male felons. Psychological 
data were gathered by use of the Di~ 
agnostic Interview Schedule, Version 
III. Health status information was 
gathered by using a brief version of 
the General Health Questionnaire. 
The North Carolina Department of 
Corrections provided records regard­
ing inmates' current incarceration. In­
mates' cumulative arrest histories 
were provided by the North Carolina 
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 sxstem. Interviews were 
concluded within a few days of the in­
mates' arrival 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 
Menta! Health's Diagnostic Interview 
Schedule, Version III (DIS-III) was 
used in the interviews. The DIS-III 
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
chological assessment of each re­
spondent. Psychological conditions 
of interest were schizophrenia, mood 
disorders, traumatic stress syn-
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drome, and alcohol disorders. Addi­
tional topics covered in the interviews 
included general health status, crimi­
nal history, drug and alcohol use, 
a.nd demographic information. Arrest 
records providad information on the 
nature and timing of previous police 
contacts. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
North Carolina 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Raw data fne 
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, 
1979-1981: [United Stat~sl 
James J. Collins, HenrickJ. Harwood, 

Mary Ellen Marsden, Robert L. Hubbard, 
SusanL. Bailey, J. Valley Rachal, 

and Elizabeth R. Cavanaugh 
Crime, Delinquency, and Justice Systems 

Studies, Research Triangle Institute 
85-IJ-CX..()()23 
(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 



activities of individuals who are un­
dergoing or have undergone treat­
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 confinned 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 Outcomes 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 behaviors 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 t01he 
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 
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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? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
For both the Intreatment and Follow­
up studies, data were ob~1,;ned 
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 
s~aff 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 T ASC clients but who were not 
referred to a TOPS drug treatment 
program. These individuals entered 
the study through T ASC programs in 
Chicago, Des Moines, Miami, Phoe­
nix, and Portland. In addition, the 
TOPS study selected individuals who 
had been admitted to TOPS drug 
treatment programs from 41 treat­
ment programs in the cities of Chi­
cago, Des Moines, Detroit, Miami, 
New Orleans, New York, 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 all 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 ::smployed 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
mission, (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. Clients were defined as termi­
nated from treatment jf 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 daia 
from the 1981- cohort are not avail­
able. Across the 1979 and 1980 co~ 
harts, 1,631 cases completed 
one-month intreatment interviewEi, 
and 1,123 cases completed thica­
month intreatment interviews. 
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Clients, Follow-up Study. All TASe 
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 TASe clients who re­
ceived intake interviews at TASC 
agencies who were not assigned to 
one of the TOPS programs were also 
selected (19],',9: n = 32; 1980: n = 78; 
1981: n = 0). Finally, three sample co­
horts, one for ~'ach year, were se­
lected from the non-TASC clients 
who had comple~ted 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_INtO). The four files do not con­
tain unique subjects; there is consid­
erable overlap among the files. The 
relationsilip of cases among the files 
can be described as follows: 

Ali cases in Rles 1, 2, and 3 are also 
found in File 4, but Rle 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 
Qne-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-



tansties 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 
tho~'\8 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 a~1 criminal involvement; and 
(5) activities and behaviors of clients 
during the 12-month follow-up, par­
ticularly those related to drug involve­
ment, drug treatment involvement, 
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. Rle 
3 consists of variables pertaining to 
the criminal activities of drug treat­
ment clients three to fIVe years after 
treatment and the estimated resulting 
cost of these criminal activities (vie­
tim cost, criminal justice system cost, 
anet 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 not 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 variables; (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 Orleans, 
New York, Philadelphia, Phoenix, 
Portland, 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 racord 
40 records per case 
Part 2 
('Alst analysis datq 
rectangular file structure 
2,812 cases 
266 variables 
164-unit-long record 
15 records per case 



Part 3 
Supplementary cost analysis data, 
1981 
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 

Reports and Publications 
Collins, J.J., Harwood, H.J., 

Marsden, M.E., Hubbard, R.L., 
Bailey, S.L., Rachal, J.V., and 
Cavanaugh, E.R. (1987). Crime 
control and economic benefits of 
drug abuse treatment. National 
Institute of Justice Summary Report. 

Harwood, H.J. (1987). Tne costs of 
crime and benefits of drug abuse 
treatment: a cost benefit analYSis. 
National Institute of Justice Summary 
Report. 

Hubbard, R.L., Rachal, J.V., 
Craddock, S.G., and Cavanaugh, 
E.R. (1984) Treatment Outcome 
Prospective Study (TOPS): Client 
characteristics and behaviors be­
fore, during, and after treatment. In 
F.M. Tims and J.P. Ludford (eds.), 
Drug Abuse treatment evaluation: 
Strategies, progress, and prospects 
(Research Monograph 51). Rockville, 
MD: National Institute on Drug 
Abuse. (DHHS Publication No. 
ADM 84-1329). 
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Helping Crime Victims: 
Levels of Trauma 

and Effectiveness of SelVices 
in Arizona, 1983-1984 

Royer Cook, Barbara Smith, and Adele 
Harrell 

Institute for Social Analysis 
B2-IJ-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. 

Methodology 

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, domestic assault, other as­
sault, robbery, and burglary consists of 
two major groups. Rrst, 223 victims 
were selected from victim assistance 
program r~rds (109 had rece~~ im­
mediate-l.e., on-the-scene-cnsls 
intervention services and 114 had re­
ceived delayed-i.e., walk-in or call­
in-services from the program). 
Second, a matched control group of 
100 victim',:; who had received no pro­
gram serv,lces 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 "eam" (the four tea",!s were 
located in the four geographical quad­
rants of the city). The survey of 36 
deputy county attorneys rep.resent~ 
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 th~ pro­
gram can be assessed by examl~lng 
the change in psychological, sO~I~I, 
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 ju~ice 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 o.f vi~imizatio~ on ~ial 
activity, family, Job, and !l£l.a~clal. con­
dition' reactions to the vlctlnllzatlon; 
attitudes toward the victim assistance 
service rendered; and ~pin!ons 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 sh;ce last inter­
view reactions to the victimization, fi­
nan~ial conditions after last interview, 
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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 about the usefuln~ss 
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: 35 to 323 
Note: Each of the four main file types 
(victim, follow-up, police, and J?ro~­
cutor) is composed of several indIVId­
ual files. A total of 26 files are 
supplied; a/l these files contain an ID 
number that can be used to merge 
different files into a single record for 
each subject. 

Reports and Publications 
Harrell, A., Cook, R., and Smith, B. 

(1986). The social psychological 
effects of victimization (Final 
report). Washington, D.C.: 
National Institute of Justice. 

Cook, R., Smith, 8., and Harrell, A. 
(1987). He/ping crime victil}1s: 
Level of trauma and effectIVeness 
of service (Executive summary) 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

Smith, B., Cook, R., and Harrell, A. 
(1986). Evaluation of victim service 
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(Final report). Washington. DC: 
National Institute of Justice. 

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

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

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

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

Wirtz, P., and Harrell, A. (1987). Ef­
fects of exposure to attack-similar 
stimuli on long-term recovery of vic­
tims. Journal of Consulting and 
Clinical Psychology, 55(1), 10~16. 

Evaluating Network 
Sampling in Victimization 
Surveys in Peoria, Illinois, 

1986 
Ronald Czaja and Johnny Blair 

University oflllinois 
85-IJ-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 conducting crime and vic­
timization surveys. Network samplinp 
has been found to be more efficient 
than traditional probability sampling 
when the characteristic of interest is 
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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 will greatly reduce 
the sample size necessary to locate 
a specific number of crime victims. 

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

The researchers conducted a re­
verse record check su:vey (ReS) 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, 
(~o-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 done with a few re­
spondents who were not reachable 
by telephone. Additional data were 
obtained from Peoria Police Depart­

. ment records. 

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, 
netwo:1< 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 1986. 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, Illinois, were se!P.Ctecl from 
police records. These seeded respon­
dants 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, r,nd the crime occurred within 
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a designated recall period. An out-of­
scope classification was determined 
by any of the followi~r (1) the re­
spondent was victimiied 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). 

Dat(3S of data collection: 
Thel researchers used data from the 
PetJria Police Department recording 
eVl3nts that occurred from February 
through September 1986. Interviews 
were conducted during the period 
O,,10ber 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 fomale, 
between 20 and 25 years old) that 
the resgarchers 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 to 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 used, type of property taken 
from the victim, value of the property 
taken, iechnique 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 un"s of observation. 

Geographic Coverage 
Crime victim records were chosen 
from the Peoria, Illinois, Police De­
partment. Victimization surveys were 
conducted in Peoria, Illinois. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 
(text) + data collection instrument 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
375 cases 
222 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 

Reports 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] 
Evaluation: los Angeles, 

1976·-1980 

Judith Dahmann 
Mitre Corporation, McLean, VA 

81-IJ-CX-KOO4 
(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 
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of gang violence have been handled 
by the los Angeles criminal justice 
system; (2) to document the activities 
of the special gang prosecution unit 
(OperatioN Hardcore), and the 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 handling 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 (PROM IS} 
maintained bV the los Angeles Dis­
trict Attorney's Office. court records 
in the Superior Court of California in 
los Angeles, and the local felony 
court. 

Sample: 
Incidents inyolving 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(;iS 
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 ac.'tivities in dealing with 
the problems of gang violence. This 



study provides data which can be 
used to evaluate the performance of 
criminal justice agencies and their 
handling of incidents of gang-related 
violence. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include 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: 223 to 1016 per file 

Reports and PublicatioMs 
Dahmann, J.S. (1983). Final report 

evaluation of operation hardcore: A 
prosecutoria! response to violent 
gang criminality. 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
tionallnstitute of Justice. 
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Providing Help to Victims: A 
Study of Psychological and 
Material Outcomes in New 

York City, 1984-1985 

Robert C. Davis 
Victim Services Agency 

83-JJ-CX-0044 
(JCPSR 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: Derogatis' Symptom 
Checklist 90-R (SCl-90R); 
Horowitz's Impact of Event Scale 
(IES); and Derogatis' Affect Balance 
Scale (ASS). Measures of self­
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. Wav~ 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 include 
196 cases and 256 variables. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from two inter­
views. The initial interviews were con­
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 psychological 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 to 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
turbed, or were under the age of 17. 
In addition, 196 of those who com­
pleted the first interview also com­
pleted a second. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Data were collected from July 7, 
1984 through March 8, 1985. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The random assignment to treat­
ments coupled with a no-treatment 
control group are two chara(.1eristics 
not found in previous efforts to evalu­
ate the effectiveness of counseling 
on victims of crime. Among the three 
treatment groups, the investigator 
highlights the uniqueness of the inclu­
sion of a treatment group that re­
ceived material assistance without 
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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 behavioral 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 addtlion, the initial assessment bat­
tery also 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 I interview data 

(2) Wave II interview data 
Variables: Wave I: 288 

Wave II: 256 
Cases: Wave I: 272 

Wave II: 196 

Reports and Publications 
Davis, R.C. (1986). Providing help to 

victims: A study of psychological 
and material outcomes. Draft report 
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. Finai report to the Na­
tionallnstitute of Justice. New York: 
Victim Services Agency. 

V!ctim Impact Statements: 
Their Effects on Court 
Outcomes and Victim 

Satisfaction in New York, 
1988-1990 

Robert C. Davis, :Madeline Henley, 
and Barbara Smith 

Victim Services Agency 
88-IJ-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 
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interview was conducted and no 
statement was written. All victims 
were interviewed one month after as­
signment to a treatment condition 
and again after disposition 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 biographical 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 
obtoined 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, physical assault ur at­
tempted homicide, or burglary. There 
were 293 individuals whose cases 
were tracked to the end of the study. 
They were randomly assigned to 
treatment conditions with the result­
ing distribution: 1 01,. 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. 



Dates of data collection: 
Data for the study were collect/ad 
from July 1988 to February 1990. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
There are 90 variables in this 
dat~set. Standard d~mographic infor­
matIon (age, educatIon, occupation) 
was gathered. The remaining vari­
ables fall primarily into two catego­
ries. The first category includes 
questions about the defendar:c{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 jnfor~ 
maUon about the victims' reactions to 
the crime and the criminal justice sys~ 
tern. Victims were asked to assess 
the impact the crime had on them in 
terms of physical injury, financial 
losses, psychological effect and be~ 
hav!oral effe~ (i.e., changes in be­
haVIor resulting 'irom 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 court 
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 thre victim's data rsoord. 

Geographic Coverage 
The sample was drawn from crime 
victims in Bronx, New York. . 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 90 
Cases: 293 
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Reports and Publications 
Henley, M., Davis, R.C., and Smith, B. 

(forthcoming). The reactions of 
prosecutors and judges to victim im­
pact statements. International Re­
view of Victimo/ogy. 

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 
8B-/J-CX -()()32 
(ICPSR 9925) 

Purpose of the Study 
The American Bar Association Crimi­
nal Justice Section conducted this 
study to determine how police use re­
ports C?f drug-rel~ted 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 
tlike a calefullook at citizen reporting 
of drug activity. The study attempts 
to answer three key questions. First, 
how important tC) the police are citi­
len 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 neighbomoocis 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 v!ctims, and co~rnunity 
crime preventron. To gather the infor­
mation, interviews were Q)nducted 
with the supervisors of police narcot­
ics units in 46 cities. Interviews were 
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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. Answers 
to the questions were expected to 
help the aut.hors in recommending 
steps to the police. 

Methodology 

Sources ofinformation: 
A telephone survey was conducted 
with police representatives of the 
50 largest cities in the United States. 
l'llese interviews were designed to 
ob:ain 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, EI Paso, 
and Philadelphia, were chosen for in­
tensive study. The various systems 
used for citizen reporting were exam­
ined. These included 1/911 ", drug 
hotlines, and direct calls to police de­
partments. Residents in two neighbor­
hoods with serious 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 to 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 city, and spent four 
days in each of the designated high 
drug-crime neighborhoods. Struc­
tured and unstructured interviews 
were held with police officers as­
signed to the high drug-crime neigh-
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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 households. 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 speciall>' de­
signed listing sheets, the interviewer 
began at a designated point in the 
area and listed 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 c0-
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, ~nd 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 
of, and specific boundaries for each 
block, housing units in each block 



were then systematically 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 variables: 
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, Robert C., Barbara E. Smith, 

and Susan W. Hillenbrand. 
Reporting of drug-related crimes: 
resident and police perspectives. 
1990. 
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Schulman, Ronca, and Bucuvalas, 
Inc. A national sUlver on neighbor­
hood reporting of drug crimes: 
Methodology report. New York, NY: 
Schulman, Ronca, and Bucuvalas, 
Inc., 1990. 

• 
Research on Minorities, 

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

Julius Debra 
Criminal Justice Institute, 

Atlanta 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 cC?ntri~ut.e ~o 
high crime rates an~ high vlctl!~lIZa­
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 f~mily lif~ in 
Washington, 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 cfJmmunity-level crime 
rate criteria. Two communities were 
selected as high crime areas and two 
were selected as low crime areas of 



low and middle income neighbor­
hoods in the two cities. The sample 
was stratified by age based upon age 
group representation in nationwide 
crime statistics for 1979. Household 
members falling in three age catego­
ries were selected: 15-18 years of 
age, 19-24 years of age, and 25 
years and over. 

Dates of data collection: 
Summer 1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study attempts to address the 
fact that Blacks are disproportion­
ately overrepresented in arrest rates 
and victimization rates, It examines 
this issue by investigating the com'!lu­
nity structure within Black communI­
ties, concentrating on neighborhood 
social organization. 

Description of variables: 
The variables include respondents' 
opinions on neighborhood problems, 
fear of crime, victimization experi­
ences, police contact, attitudes about 
police, and individual characteristics 
(such as gender, religion, and rS<?rea­
tional activities). The ethnographic 
studies provide information on alco­
hol and drug habits and purchases, 
assault incidents; and theft and sto­
len property. 

Unit of observation: 
Household members in low or middle 
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 
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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 Identify 
High-Risk Youth in Florida, 

1986-1987 
Richard Dembo 

University of South Florida 
86-JJ-CX-0050 
(JCPSR 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 
also 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 ('.OJ/ection: 
Initial interviews were conducted be­
tween December 1, 1986, and April 
21,1987. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The investigators employed a longitu­
dinal research design that enabled 
them to address causal and develop­
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-
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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, 
larcenyltheft, stolen property of­
fenses); damaging property 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 
misdemeanors (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 



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-IJ-CX-0086(Sl) 
(ICPSR8928) 

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 Perinatal 
Project (CPP), a prospe::.c:.:tive 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 children 
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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 maternity care. The 987 subjects 
of the subsample used in this study 
were selected because they 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 police de­
partment data were collected 
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 large sample of violent 
subjects. 

Description of lfariables: 
Variables describing the mother include 
prenatal hea~h, pregnancy and delivery 
complications, and socioeconomic 
status at time of CPP registration. 

Variables 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. (1982). Sex differences 
in cognition and crime: Early 
developmental, biological, 
and sociological correlates. 
Unpublished doctoral dissertation, 
University of Pennsylvania, 
Philadelphia, P A. 

Denno, D.W. (1985). 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. Joumal of Criminal 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 
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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 fe'w· 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 occur (e.g., self- vs. other­
directed actions). This study was de­
signed to provide the kind of data 
needed to formulate predictive 
typologies. 

The data address the following 
questions: 

1. What aspects of written communi­
cations to public figures are pr~ic­
tive of future (dangerous) behaVior? 
2. Given that a physical approach 
generally is necessary in order t~ 
harm a public figure, how can wntten 
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 di~ordered 
individuals who pursue public figures? 

4. Are there differences between sub­
jects who physically approach those 
they pursue and those v/ho 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 members or friends, or law 
enforcement or mental heaHh 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 inclusion in the file 
because they had become public as 
the result 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 to 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 Contents 

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
tem from a subject and any investiga­
tive information developed about that 
subject, preferably in the same file. 
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3. Willingness to participate in the 
study. 

The Capitol Police and Gavin de 
Becker, Inc. fit all three of these crite­
ria. The actual procedure used to se­
lect a sample of subjects is described 
below. 

Description of variables: 
Several types of data were gathered 
about the subjects from t~e 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 
con~ained in a file. Descriptive infor­
matIon was recorded about the con­
tent of communications and threats. 
Information on the subjects' physical 
apJ?earance 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 traveVmo­
bility patterns 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 geo­
graphic area. They reside all over the 
United States and the rest of the 
~orld. 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. Congress. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files + 
machine-readable documentatkm 

Card image data format 



Part 1 
Sample data from 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 

Reports and Publications 
Dietz, P.E., Matthews, D.B., 

Van Duyne C., Martell, DA, 
Parry, C.D.H., Stewart, T., 
Warren, J., and Crowder, J.D. 
(1991). Threatening and otherwise 
inappropriate letters to Hollywood 
celebrities. Journal of Forensic 
Sciences, 36(1), 185-209. 

Dietz, P.E., Matthews, D.B., 
Martell, DA, Stewart, T., 
Hrouda, D.R., and Warren, J. 
(1991), Threatening and otherwise 
inappropriate letters to members of 
the United States Congress. 
Journal of Forensic Sciences, 
36(5), 1445-1468. 

Dietz, P.E. (1989). Defenses against 
dangerouG people when arrest and 
commitment fail. In Simon, R.I. 
(ed.) American Psychiatric Press 
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 
public figures from the writings of 
mentally disordered individuals (Un­
published Ph.D. dissertation). Uni­
versity of Virginia, Charlottesville: 
Department of Psychology. 
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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-IJ-CX-0008 
(ICPSR 9969) 

Purpose of 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 of­
ficer. Usually, these reports are filled 
out by hand, reviewed by a supervi~ 
sor, 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 be 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 informatkln contained in the PIRs? 
(5) Did detectives and prosecuting at­
torneys find the ARS a more reliable 
source than handwritten PIRs? 



Methodology 
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 Attorney. 

In addition, the actual PIRs submitted 
during two-week periods in June 
1990 and December 1990 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 PIRs be entered by 
hand by data entry clerks. This elimi­
nated the possibility of evaluating a sig­
nificant time-saving aspect of the ARS. 
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DeSCription of variables: 
Following is a list of the instruments 
used and the topics covered in each: 

Generallnfonnation Question­
naire. 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
ship with supervisor, commitment to 
LAPD. 

Job Perfonnance Rating. Officer 
and supervisor initiative, work efforts, 
depth of job knowledge, work quality, 
oral and written skills, capacity to learn, 
time utilization, overall performance. 

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, correction 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 Reporting System Use 
Questionnaire. Ease of use, task im­
provement, support for continued 
use, preference for system. 

PIR Content Evaluation. Quality of 
officer observations, organization 
and writing styie, physical evidence, 
completeness of investigation. state­
ments of victims, witnesses, and sus­
pects, correct classification of 
offense, 



Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation is the individ­
ual responding to the questionnaire 
for the General Information Question­
naire, Job Perform~nce Rating, 
Evaluation of the Existing (or Auto­
mated) PIR Sysiem, Automated Re­
porting System Use Questionnaire, 
and Hollywood Dete-ctive Division 
Automated Reporting"System Use 
Questionnaire and PIR Content 
Evaluation. 

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

Geographic Coverage 
The divisions surveyed were the Hol­
lywood 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 structure 
35 cases 
13 variables 
13-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
HolI~ood time study sheet of the 
existing and automated forms 
rectangular file structure 
281 cases 
35 variables 
77-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Part 3 
Hollywood ARS lise questionnaire 
rectangular file structure 
139 cases 
57 variables 
68-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 4 
Evaluations of the existing and 
automated fonns 

. rectangular file structure 
354 cases 
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23 variables 
73-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 5 
Prosecuting attorneys PIR content 
evaluation fonn 
rectangular file structure 
10~ cases 
37 variables 
73-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
PartS 
General information guestionnaires, 
evaluations of the existing and 
automated forms, job rating 
~rforrnance 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. t and 

Barton, M.E. (1991). Comparative 
analysis of the Los Angeles Police 
D~partmfJnt's crime report writing 
systems: A research report. Unpub­
lished manuscript. California 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 California, Davis 

84-JJ-CX -()()29 
(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 to be predictive 
of violence. After this time, the reclas­
sification prediction model (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 Correctional 
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 
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random numbers and was proportion­
ally allocated across the time period. 

Dates of data collect jon: 
1984-1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Two inmate samples were drawn 
from the Hawaii State Prison case 
files. The infractors group 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), e»" 
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, mentaVpsychological 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 attempts; previous infrac­
tions; entry, reclassification, and 



termination dates (month and year); 
and custody level. 

Unit of observation: 
Inmates at the Hawaii State Prison 

Geographic Coverage 
Hawaii 

File Structur~ 
Part 1 
Prisoner data 
rectangular file structure 
300 cases 
35 variables 
8S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
SAS control cards 
67 ·unit-Iong record 

Domestlc Violenc~ 
Experience in OmElha, 
Nebraska,198S-~987 

Franklyn W. Dunford, David Huizinga, 
and Delbert S. Elliott 

Institute of Behavioral Science 
85·IJ-CX-K435, 85-IJ-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 randomly 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 
also conducted. 
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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 collected from three 
interviews with the victims conducted 
one week, six months, and 12 months 
after the domestic 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 out 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 research design comprised two 
experiments. The first involved do­
mestic violence calls within the lie" 
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. 

A total 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 Omaha 
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-
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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 2S 
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 Asslgned as the most appro­
priate measure of treatment. 

Description of variables: 
The investigators established out­
come measures with the intent of 
assessina 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 following demo­
graphic variables are included in the 
data: race, age, sex, income, occupa­
tional status, and marital status. 

Unit of observation: 
In Files 1 through 4, the domestic vio­
lence incident is the unit of observa­
tion. In Files 5 and 6, the suspect or 
victim is the unit of observation. 

Geographic Coverage 
Data were collected in Omaha, 
Nebraska. 



File Structure 
Data files: 6 
Variables: 45 to 1,034 Pf.:T file 
Cases: 577 to 1,154 per file 

F!fJports and Publications 
Dunford, F.W .• Huizinga. D., and 

Elliott, D.S. (1989). The Omaha 
domestic violence police 
experiment. Final report to the 
National Institute of Justice. 
Boulder. Colorado: University of 
Colorado at Boulder. Institute of 
Behavioral Science. 

Dunford, F.W., Huizinga, D., and 
Elliott, D.S. (1990). The Omaha do­
mestic violence experiment. Crimi­
nology. 28, 183-206. 

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-IJ-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 Fonnula 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 Territories. 

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. Puerto 
Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Data obtained through the mail sur­
vey were collected in August 1990. 
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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 
a!1d its r~lationship with other agen­
Cies, pohcy boards, and working 
fJroups; the roles these agencies, pol­
!cy bo~rds. and working groups play 
In particular parts of BJA strategy; 
the amount of funds allocated 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 federal requirements; the alloca­
tion of subgrants; the input of other in­
dividuals and agencies in the state at 
various stages in the development of 
BJA strategy; and how certain fed­
eral restrictions may limit 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 Northern 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 
Cases: File 1: 55 

File 2: 55 

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-NIJ,1991. 
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Socioeconomic and 
Demographic Characteristics 
of Synthetic Drug Users in 

San Diego and Washingtc1Jn, 
DC, 1990 

RobertL.DuPont, KeithE. Saylor, 
and Eric D. Wish 

Institute for Behavior and Health. Inc. 
9O-IJ-CX -0011 
(ICPSR 9737) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to 
identify common behavioral felctors, 
such as frequency and method of in­
take, as well as socioeconomic and 
demographic characteristics, among 
synthetic drug users. A secondary 
purpose was to evaluate the likeli­
hood of a future synthetic drug epi­
demic. An attempt was made 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 treatment programsl, and 56 (29 
female, 21 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-



tern. 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 obseNation: 
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 collection: 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. (1991). Metham­
phetamine, PCP, and other syn­
thetic drugs: Anticipating the 
chaflenges 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-JJ-CX-0053 
(JCPSR 9476) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project examined organized 
criminal groups ancl 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 investiyated by agencies 
dealing with organized crime. Indict­
ments and civil complaints issued 
from January 1, 1986, through De­
cember 31, 1987, were selected by 
organized crime law enforcement 
agencies and inventoried by the re­
searchers for organized crime busi­
ness-type practices. Recorded 
descriptive information on each case 
ranges from offenses actually 
chRrged 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, organized 
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 local) 
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 Sou.thern District of New York, 
other United States Attorneys' Of­
fices, the Federal Bureau of Investi­
gation offices working closely with 
federal 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. Criminal groups in­
volved solely in drug trafficking were 
excluded from the sample of cases. 
Information on thes~ 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. 
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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 illegal 
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 observation 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, Buffalo, Brooklyn, Cleve­
land, and Philadelphia; United States 
attorneys general offices (primarily 
the office in the southern district of 
New Yor", but also offices in Califor­
nia, Connecticut, the District of Co­
lumbia, Florida, Illinois, Colorado, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, Nevada, Ohio, Pennsy!-



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, Illinois, Indiana, 
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Massa­
chusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, Ne­
vada, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Isl.and, Virginia, Washington, 
and Hawaii. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 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 
Edelhertz, H., and Overcast, T.D. 

(1990). A study of organized crime 
business-type 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 

OJP-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-

vestigates the impact of increased ac­
tivity of CIPs on the incidence of do­
mestic 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 offenders 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. AllTIDst all 
victims were female, ranged from 
15 to 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. 
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Dates of data collection: 
The data were collected 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. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation 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 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 359 
Cases: 528 

R~ports 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 
Process~ng,1983-1984,1986 

Jeffrey Fagan, Steven Belenko, and 
Bruce D. Johnson 

New York City Criminal Justice Agency, 
and Narcotic and Drug Research, Inc. 

87-IJ-CX-0064 
(ICPSR 9790) 

Purpose of the Study 
In the mid-1980s a new fonn of co­
caine, known as "crack," became 
widely available. The impact of crack 
use has already been felt by the 
criminal justice system, 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 offenders on the criminal jus­
tice system, and the impact on drug 
treatment and community programs. 
This part examines crack cocaine 
and powdered cocaine defendants i;-i 
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 PaHerns of Drug 
Abuse and Criminality Among 
Crack Cocaine Users in New York 
City, 1988-1989 [ICPSR 9670]). 

Methodology 

Sources 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: 
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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 
January 1. 1983. and December 31. 
1984. 

Summary 0' 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. 



Geographic Coverage 
New York City 

File Structure 
Extent of calladian: 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). Criminal,'ustice responses 
to crack. Journa of Research in 
Crime and Delinquency. 1:28, 
55-74. 

Dunlap. E .• Johnsonl B .• Sanabria, H .• 
Holliday. E .• Lipsey. V .• Bamett. M .• 
Hopkins. W .• Sobel, I., 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. (1990). 
Violence as regulation and social 
control in the distribution of crack. 
In de la Rosa, M., Gropper, B., and 
Lambert, E. (ads.). 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. 
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Contemporary Drug Problem, 
Winter, 579-617. 

Johnson, S., Elmoghazy, E., and 
Dunlap. E. (1990). Crack abusers 
and noncrack drug abusers: A com­
parison of drug use, 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 Bdenko, 

and Bruce D. Johnson 
New York City Criminal Justice Agency 

87-IJ-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. arid the imp'act 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 selling. 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-



esslng, 1983-1984,1986 [ICPSR 
9790]}. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal interviews were conducted 
wijh residents of two northern 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 wijh 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 Department 
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 col/ection: 
The data were collected from June 
1988 through August 1989. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables can be categorized into the 
following topics: the respondent's inHia­
tion into substance use and sales; in­
formation on the individual's lifetime 
and annual involvement with crime; in­
formation on the social processes of 
substance use and sales; information 
on income sources and expenclijures; 
variables for nonusers on family in­
voivement wijh drugs and alcohol; and 
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variables for respondents in tre~­
moot on types of programs. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic CO\t'erage 
Two New York City neighborhoods 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 Publications 
Belenk,o, S., Chin, K., and Fagan, 
JA (1989). Typologies of criminal 
careers among crack am,;stees. 
New York: New York City Criminal 
Justice Ag1ancy. 

Belenko, S., Fagan, JA, 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., Barnett, M., 
Hopkins, W., Sobel, I., 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 sensijive 
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. (1990). 
Violence as regulation and social 
control in the distribution of crack. 
In de la Rosa, M., Gropper, B., and 
Lambert, E. (OOs.). 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. (1990). 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-01J6 
(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 attri­
tion rates are inevitable or desirable 
in their effect on the criminal justice 
system and its personnel; and (4) to 
determine strategies, if any, for de­
creasing case attrition rates and esti­
mate, if possible, what the 
consequences might be. 

MethodolosW 
Sources of information: 
The empirical cmalysis is based on a 
review of prior research and letter 
and telephone contacts with criminal 
justice personnel in more than 100 ju-
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risdictions, brief visits to ten research 
sites, detailed observations in four lo­
cations, and extensive analysis of 
case records in Jacksonville, 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 gram:! theft, 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 variables: 
Variables include demographics, 
socioeconomic status, criminal his­
tory, weapon usc, victim-offender 
releti:.'lnship, trial procedures, and 
dispositions for a sample of felony 
defendants. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual defendants 

Geographic Coverage 
Jacksonville, Florida, and San Diego, 
Califomia 

File Structure 
Data files: 5 
Va.i;z\;>les: 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: 
Nationa! Institute of Justice. 

Individual Responses to 
Affirmative Action Issues in 
Criminal Justice Agencies, 

1981: [United States] 
William H. Feyerllerm 

University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee 
81-JJ-CX-KOOJ 
(JCPSR 9311) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was conducted to exam­
ine responses to affirmative action in 
criminal justice agencies. The goals 
of the study were to (1) 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 employees 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 
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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. Question~aires 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 
r !ertaken 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
qUacr of communication, and promo­
tiona 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 
905 cases 
165 variables 
80*unit-long record 
17 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Feyerherm, William (1984). Analysis 

of individual responses to 
affirmative action issues (Final 
report). Washington, DC: National 
Institute of Justice. 

Feyerherm, William (1984). Assess­
ment of affirmative action in crimi­
nal justice agencies: An executive 
summary. Washington, DC: Na­
tionallnstitute of Justice. 

Sentencing in Eight United 
States District Courts, 

1973-1978 

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 patterns for 
federal offenses. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were drawn primarily from pre­
sentence investigation (PSI) reports 
produced for offenders convicted be­
tween 1973 and 1978 in eight federal 
district courts: New Jersey, Eastern 
New York, Connecticut, Northern 
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Ohio, Middle Florida, Western Okla­
homa, Northern New Mexico, and 
Northern California. 

Sample: 
The eight districts were selected to 
represent some degree of geo­
graphic spread and variation in size. 
The most recent 120 PSis per of­
fense from each of the five largest 
districts and the most recent 40 PSis 
per offense from each of the three 
smaller districts were chosen as the 
sample. PSis were selected based 
on cases identified from records of 
case terminations kept by the Proba­
tion Division of the Administrative Of­
fice of the United States Courts. The 
end product included infonnation 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 patterns, 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 (PSI file, 
Offense Section file, and Administra­
tive Office [AO] 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 committed by offenders and 
the results of their conviction and sen­
tencing. The "AO section" files pro .. 
vide additional descriptions about 
defendants' background charac­
teristics, 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
mitted, 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: 
PSI and sentence results 

Geographic Coverage: 
U.S. and Federal District Court juris­
dictions of New Jersey, Eastern 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 
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Logical record length data format 
with SPSS control cards 
Part '1 
PSI: Bank embezzlement 
rectangular file structure 
561 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
PSI: Bank robbery 
rectangular file structure 
723 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 3 
PSI: Random other 
rectangular file structure 
681 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 4 
PSI: Forgery 
rectangufar file structure 
751 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
PSI: Mail 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 record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
PSI: Income t.ax 
rectangular file structure 
636 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 



Part 8 
PSI: Bribery 
t..?-ctangular file structure 
6Cl2 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 9 
PSI: False claims 
rectangular file structure 
573 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 10 
PSI: Homicide 
rectangular file structure 
578 cases 
187 variables 
326-unit-!ong 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 

Part 12 
Offense: Bank embezzlement 
rectangular file structure 
561 cases 
94 variables 
378-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 13 
Offense: Bank robbery 
rectangular file structure 
723 cases 
86 variables 
409-unit-long 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 

Part 15 
Offense: Forgery 
rectangular file structure 
751 cases 
85 variables 
3S6-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 16 
Offense: Mail theft 
rectangular file structure 
154 cases 
74 variables 
376-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 17 
Offense: 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 
Part 19 
Offense: Income tax 
rectangular file structure 
636 cases 
93 variables 
401-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 20 
Offense: Bribery 
rectangular file structure 
602 cases 
75 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 21 
Offense: False claims 
rectangular file structure 
573 cases 
79 variables 
326-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-long 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 
AO: Bribery 
rectangular file structure 
776 cases 
28 variables 
86-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 26 
AO: Homicide 
rectangular file structure 
863 cases 
28 variables 
86-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 27 
AO: 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 criminal 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-Bl-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 criminal programs 

I that target and incarcerate those ca­
reer offenders who may commit 
crimes in the future. 

-94-

Methodology 

Source of Information: 
The major data sources were pre­
sentence investigations (PSI) re­
ports, parole administration data 
tapes, and the FBI's Computerized 
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, p?m~raphy, immigr~­
tion and tax Violations, draft-dodgrng, 
and other victimless 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 prol:>ation, 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 
contain rap sheet information on two 
types of samples. The FBI rap sheet 
file for PSis 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. 

Summary 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 PSI 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 PSI file or the parole file 
with the corresponding FBI 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 PSI 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
fender's records of offenses commit­
ted, arrests, dispositions, sentences, 
and parole and probation 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 obselVation: 
The unit of observation varies. In the 
PSI and parole data files it is the de­
fendant. In the FBI rap sheet files it is 
the arrest. 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 
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File Structure 
Extent of collection: 6 data files + 
SPSS control cards 

Logical record length data format 
with SPSS control cards 
Part 1 
PSI data 
rectangular file structure 
1,567 cases 
311 variables 
653-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Parole data 
rectangular file structure 
1,762 cases 
160 variables 
296-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
PSI rap sheet 
hierarchical file structure 
39-unit-long record 
Part 4 
Parole rap sheet 
hierarchical file structure 
39-unit-long record 
Part 5 
PSI-rap link 
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. 



Residential Neighborhood 
Crime Control Project: 

HarHord, Connecticut, 1973, 
1975-1977,1979 

Floyd J. Fowler 
University of Ma...~achusetts 

73-NI-99-0044, 75-NI-95-0026, 
79-NI-AX-0026 
(ICP SR 7682) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed as an experi­
ment to reduce the rates of residen­
tial burglary and street robbery/purse 
snatchings, and the fear of these 
crimes. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Questionnaires were administered to 
members of households in Hartford, 
Connecticut. 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 HilVSand, 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, 1975 
through 1977, and 1979. 
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Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study involves a field experi­
ment implemented in neighborhoods 
in Hartford, Connecticut. The pro­
gram was specially designed to re­
duce the rates of residential burglary 
and other forms of street crime, and 
the perceived fear of personal 
victimization. 

Description of variables: 
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: 146 to 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.t.lashington, DC: National In­
stitute of Justice. 



Arson Measurement, 
Analysis, and Prevention In 
MassachuseHs,1983-1985 

James Alan Fox 
College of Criminal Justice, 

Northeastern University 
86-/J-CX -{)()71 
(ICPSR 9972) 

Purpose of the Study 
Arson accounts for more direct prop­
erty loss than any other crime except 
O;,;l"glary. The handful of quant~tative 
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, 
1991). The present study "!ttempts to 
replicate the results of earher re­
search while advancing the level of 
methodological rigor in the selection 
of data and analytical technique. 

The following questions are ad­
dressed: (1) Wh~t are the su.bstan­
tive and formulaiC problems In the 
calculation of arson rates? (2) What 
are the distinctive socioeconomic fac­
tors that underlie the various meas­
ures of employment, income, and 
housing included in U.S. census. 
data? (3) What role do.these ~?IO­
economic factors play In explalOlng 
arson rates? (4) To what d.egre~ do 
the population demographic. van­
abies of race and age explain arson 
rates when socioeconomic factors 
are taken into account? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data for this study were obtained 
from two public archive data sources: 
(1) The Massachusetts DepCt.rtment 
of Public Safety, Division of Fire Pre­
vention; and (2) the United States De­
partment of Commerce, Bureau of 
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the Census. The Massachusetts fire 
department began maintaining!:l . 
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 items 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-level data. Popula­
tion and housing data were extracted 
from the 1980 Census of Massachu~ 
setts, Summary Count 3A and 38 
(STF3A for census tracts and STF3B 
for ZIP codes). 

Sample: 
The study uses a total population 
sample of residential and vehicular 
arson 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 collected be­
tween January 1983 and December 
1985. The census data were .col­
lected in April 1980. 

Summary of Co,..t~nts 
Description of variables: 
The three data files are identically 
structured and contain the same set 
of variables. They include: 

1. Identification variables - file 
name, 10, ZIP code, census 
tract, fire department 10 



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, Fall 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+ wee\(s, 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. Variables 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 
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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 + 
machine-readable documentation 
(text) 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Massachusetts ZIP-code data 
rectangular file structure 
592 cases 
135 variables 
80-unit-long record 
17 records per case 
Part 2 
Massachusetts urban census tract 
da~a 
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 record 



Reports and Publications 
Fox, J.A. (1991). Arson mea~~re- . 

ment, analysis, and prevenn~n. FI­
nal report to the National Institute of 
Justice. 

New Orleans Offender Study, 
1973-1986 

~chael}t.<Jeerken 
Tulane University 
Alfred C. Miranne 

Gonzaga University 
Mary Baldwin Kennedy 

New Orleans Office of the Criminal Sheriff 
86-JJ-CX-0021 and 90-lJ-CX-oo.l9 

(JCPSR 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 inclusion of local 
custody records allows the measure­
ment of actual jail time served, includ­
ing readmissions for probation and 
parole violat.io.n~. It is hop.ed that th~ 
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 
Orleans Police Department regional 
arrest history system (MOTION), 
(3) the Louisiana Department of Cor­
rections (LA DOC) ad~1t penit~ntiary 
and probation/parole Information sys­
tem (CAJUN), (4) the LADOP Juve­
nile Division juvenile corrections 
information system (JIRMS), (5) the 
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Louisiana Department of Public 
Safety (State Police) state and na­
tional arrest 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 Orleans, 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 locaJ and state 
custody records. 

Dates of data collection: 
1973-1986 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
(1) Juvenile I?ata F~le: T~is file con­
tains information on Juveniles only, 
with each record corresponding to 
OriS period of juvenile custody. :rhe 
reSlJlts 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 
WisconsinN, -P, and -F IQ 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: :rh.e . 
demographic and other descnptlve 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 



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 available. Variables in­
clude the date of arrest, charge, ar­
resting or submitting agency, type 
of agency, offense involved, at­
temptlconspiracy/principaVaccessory 
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 
49-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
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 

Part 5 
Custody data 
rectangular file structure 
143,986 cases 
12 variables 
41-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
Codebook for all parts 
79-unit-long record 
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 study: Devel­
opment of official record databases, 
March 1993 (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. Bomstein 

University of California, Los Angeles 
88-IJ-CX-0033 
(ICPSR 9789) 

Purpose of the Study 
In recent years, an increasing num­
ber of children have been asked to 
testify in court. 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 subllects were inter­
viewed by sheriff's deputies who had 
been instructed on the proper inter­
viewing procedure. AU 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 variables in this study include 
the child's demographics, the inter­
view conditions. the number of cor­
reet and incorrect responses elicited, 
and other descriptors of the interview 
setting. 

Unit of obseNation: 
The unit of observation is the individ­
ual child. 

Geographic Coverage 
Inglewood, California, and Los Ange­
les. California 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 10 
Cases: 92 

Reports and Publications 
Geiselman, R.E., Saywitz, K.J., and 

Bornstein. GK (1991). Effects of 
cognitive interviewing, practice, and 
inteNiew style on children's recall 
performance. Final report and 

research brief for the National 
Institute of Justice [Award No. 
88-IJ-CX-0033]. 

SaywiIz, KJ .• Geiselman. R.E .• and 
Bomstein. G.K. (1991). Effects of 
cognitive interviewing and practice on 
cfildren's meall performance. Unpub­
lished manuscript. University of Califor­
nia. Los Angeles (under review). 

Port Authority Cargo Theft 
Data of New Jersey and 

New York, 1978-1980 
John J. Gibbs and Peggy L. Shelly 

Rutgers Univereity 
80-IJ-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, 
1976-1980 (ICPSR 8090) and 
Xenon (New Jersey) Commercial 
Burglary Data, 1979-1981 (ICPSR 
8088)]. 

Methodology 

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, OCCUlTing at either the JFK. 
LaGuardia, or Newark Airports. the 
Elizabeth or Newark Ports. or the 
New York Marine Terminal in Brook~ 
Iyn. 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 1978 and 1980. 

Dates of data collection: 
July to September of 1981 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The study investigates cargo theft, 
robbery, and burglary. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include information about 
methods used to commit theft, inci­
dent ap.d missing cargo charac­
teristics, suspect characteristics and 
punishments, and type and value of 
property stolen. 

Unit of observation: 
Cargo theft, burglary, or robbery 
inciden~s 

Geographic Coverage 

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: 

New York-New Jersey metropolitan area 
All commercial truck theft incidents 
that involved the forcible taking of a 
truck or grand larceny 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 Police 
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. 

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-JJ-CX -0060 
(JCPSR fJ90) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to inves­
tigate (1) commercial truck theft anti 

Dates of data col/ection: 
February to A.pril of 1981 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The study examines commercial 
truck thefts and characteristics of 
commercial truck thieves. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include incident charac­
teristics, arrest 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 obseNation: 
Incidents of commercial truck hijack­
ing or grand larceny over $10,000, in­
cluding attempts, arrests, and 
surveillances 

Geographic Coverage 
Within the city limits ~ 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 Crime for Gain, 
Newark, NJ. 

Xenon (New Jersey) 
Commercial Burglary Data, 

1979-1981 
John J. Gibbs and Peggy L. Shelly 

Rutgers University 
80-II-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, 1978-1980 (ICPSR 8089) and 
SLATS Truck Theft Data of New 
York City, 1976-1980 (ICPSR 
8090)]. "Xenon," a pseudonym, is a 

small community near the Eastern 
seaboard in New Jersey (residential 
population in 1981 of 6,200). 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from official police 
incident 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 September 1, 1979, and 
continuing through June 4,1980. 
From the initial universe of the 321 
cases of burglary and theft reported, 
21 a cases met the criteria of the 
"commercial theft" 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 property theft. 
(Note that both traits are necessary 
to qualify for inclusion.) 

Dates of data collection: 
June 1981 

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 

Reports and Publications 
Gibbs, J.J., and Shelly, P. (1982). 

Final report of the commercial theft 
studies project. Unpublished report, 
Rutgers University, Center 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-IJ-CX-0028 
(ICPSR 9742) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to 
evaluate what attributes of offenders 
make them most likely to receive par­
ticular penalties, to estimate the effec­
tiveness of the penalties, and to infer 
policy implications from these find­
Ings from a cost-benefit perspe<..1ive. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The Los Angeles County Department 
of Probation provided a data file with 

nearly 22,000 probation case rec­
ords. The data were entered from a 
standardized form used by all proba­
tion officers. For each offense, 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 financial 
penalty payment records. 

Sample: 
The data for this study were com­
piled from the files of the Los Ange­
les 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 
because they were opened before 
1981 or because the case had been 
dismissed. The 21,529 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 sampled, 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 penalties; 
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 variables: 
The first 114 variables include a case 
ID 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
ior 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 Structure 
Data files 1 
Variables: 331 
Cases: 1121 

Reports and P1..Iblications 
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. 

Gordon, M.A., and Glaser, D. (1991). 
Use and effects of financial penal­
ties in municipal courts. Criminol­
ogy,29,651-676. 

III!!!!! _____ ~.,~ 

Judicial DE.cision Guidelines 
for Bail: The Philadelphia 
Experiment, 1981-1982 

John S. Goldk:amp and 
Michael R. Gottfredson 

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 
bail decision guidelines. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from the court 
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. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 1981 through March 1982 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics 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 guide­
lines or be "experimental" judges, 

-105-



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, Pennsylvania 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 109 
Cases: 1920 

Reports and Publications 
Goldkamp, J.S., and Gotttredson, M.R. 

(1984). Final reporlofthejudicial 
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 

10hn S. Goldkamp, MichaelR Gottfredson, 
and Doris Weiland 

Department of Criminal1ustice, 
Temple University 

87-IJ-CX-0007 
(ICPSR 9791) 

Purpose of the Study 
Drug use has been frequently cho­
sen as one of the viable predictors of 
criminal behavior including 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 could 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' health 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 data collection: 
The sample consisted of defendants 
entering the first stage of the judicial 
process wring the period June 9,1987, 
to July 24, 1987. 

Summary of Contents 

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 dependent 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., Gottfredson, M.R., 

and Weiland, D. (1990). Pretrial 
drug testing and defendant risk. 
The Journal of Criminal Law and 
Criminology, 81(3), 585-652. 

Goldkamp, J.S., Gottfredson. M.R., 
and Weiland, D. (1990). Vol. III: 
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 Orug-
Related Criminal 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.A., and Weiland, D. 
(1989). Vol. I: Assessing the impact 
of drug-related criminal cases on 
the judicial processing of criminal 
cases, crowding, and public safety. 
The Project to Assess the Impact of 
Drug-Related Criminal Cases on 
Criminal Case Processing, Jail 
Overcrowding, and Public Safety. 
Temple University. 

GoldkarJ1), J.S., Gottfredson, M.R., 
and Weiland, D. (1988). The utility 
of drug testing in the assessment of 
defendant risk at the pretrial deci­
sion. Drug Abuse and Pretrial 
Crime Project. TerJ1)le University. 
(Draft) 

Effects of Determinate 
Sentencing on Institutional 

Climate and Prison 
Administration: 

Connecticut, Minnesota, 
Illinois, 1981-1983 

Lynne I. Goodstein, John H. Kramer, 
John R. Hepburn, and 
Doris L. MacKenzie 

Pennsylvania State University 
80-NI-AX-0006 
(ICPSR 8278) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collec1ed 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 pris:on inmates. Six question­
naires were used to collect the data 
from inmates at five prisons in Con­
necticut, Minnesota, and Illinois. 
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 so. Jurisdictions which differed 
in the type of reforms enacted were 
intentionally selected. The question-
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naires were administered to a ran­
dom sample of 1654 prisoners. 

Dates of data collection: 
D2ta 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' atti­
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' 
attitudes include 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 been in­
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 Illinois 

File Structure 
Data files: 9 
Variables: 210 in each data collection 

period 
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
nacy: components of the sentenc­
ing process ensuring equity and 
release certainty. Justice Quarterly, 
1(1),47-74. 

Criminal Violence and 
Incapacitation in California, 

1962-1988 
Stephen D. Gottfredson 
and Don M. Gottfredson 

Justice Policy Research Corporation 
88-JJ-CX-0002 
(JCPSR 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
viduals' 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 
California 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: 
1962-1988 

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 to 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 resuHed in 
a follow-up sample of 4,897 individu­
als. Attrition may result in some sam­
ple bias. All deaths of individuals 
from the original sample may not be 
recorded, and unrecorded deaths 
may inflate the amount 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 to be little serious bias 
associated with sample attrition. 

Description of variables: 
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 ~r case 
Part 2 
SPSS export file 
80-unit-long record 
Part 3 
SAS control cards 
63-unit-long record 
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Age Cohort Arrest Rates, 
1970-1980 

David F. Greenberg 
New York University 

82-JJ-CX -0025 
(JCPSR 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 popula­
tion data and Uniform Crime Report 
arrest counts broken down by age, 
sex, and race. Data were collected 
from sources thatincluded 1970 and 
1980 U.S. Census data and 1970-
1980 Uniform Crime Reports. 

Sample: 
The study is based on a purposive 
sample of seven cities: Atlanta, Geor­
gia; Chicago, Illinois; Denver, Colo­
rado; Knoxviile, Tennessee; San 
Jose, California; Spokane, Washing­
ton; and Tucson, Arizona. The citi~s 
were chosen from the 25 largest cit­
ies for which the FBI was willing to 
provide unpublished arrest rates. 
They were seJ~ed to ensure geo­
graphical representativeness. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset contains detailed data 
on the distribution of offenses by the 
age and sex of the offender and sum­
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 yearfy 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 yearty basis, 
e.g., 5, 6, 7, etc. It also provides 
such information for age groups 5 to 
69; e.g., 5-9,10-14,15-19, 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
saults, weapons, prostitution, other 
sex offenses, opium abuse, mari­
juana abuse, gambling, family of­
fenses, drunk driving, liquor law 
violations, drunkenness, disorderty 
conduct, 
vagrancy, and all other offenses 
combined. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual cities 

Geographic Coverage 
Atlanta, Georgia; Chicago, Illinois; 
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 per file 

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 Crinrle 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 Atlanta 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 distinctly different 
crime rates. 

Dates of data collection: 
August through October 1980 

SUmmary of Contents 

Special 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~ 
rangement of buildings, and bound~ 
ary characteristics. Social dimensions 
of neighborhoods include 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 pnysical 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 neighborhoods 
are measured by variables such as 
the number of good friends in the 
neighborhood, racial 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 
Cases: Household file, 523 

City Planning file, 9121 
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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. Jesn(;,~ 

California Youth Authority 
79..JJ-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 criminal 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 Criminallnvestiga­
tions, the FBI, and the California 
Bureau of Vital Statistics. 

Sample: 
The sample was selected from juven 

nile inmates who were incarcerated 
in the 1960s in three institutions of 
the California Youth Authority: Pre­
ston, 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 
collected. 

Dates of data collection: 
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 programs, and demo­
graphic and psychological variables 
as well. 

Description of variables: 
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: 210 to 1715 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Haapanen, R.A. (1982). Early identifi-
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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~IJ-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 
Department of Community Affairs, 
Statements of Financial Conditions of 
Counties and Municipalities (annual 
reports), 1970-1984; Division of 
Planning and Research, New Jersey 
Department of Labor, 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: 
Ail cities and towns in Atlantic, 
Cape May, and Ocean Counties, 
New Jersey (72 localities) for which 
1970 and 1980 Census data were 
available. For the annual observa­
tions (1972-1984) file, only 64locali­
ties are represented because data 
were not available. 

Dates of dat~ collection: 
1985 

Sumrrary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
The data permit comparisons of 
crime rates before and after the intro­
duction 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 variables: 
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 burgla­
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 p"tlantic City. In the 
1970/1980 Gensus data file, addi­
tional population characteristic vari­
ables were compiled with the same 
economic and crime attributes as 
found in the 1972-1984 data. Data 
on eight more places than in the 
1972-1984 file (total of 72 places) 
are available in the 1970/1980 file. 

Unit of obseNation: 
Cities and towns for various years 

Geographic Coverage 
Atlantic County, Cape May County, 
and Ocean County in New Jersey 

Filo Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Logical record length data format 
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Part 1 
1972-1984 file 
rectangular file structure 
832 cases 
20 variables 
188-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
1970/1980 fiie 
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 Atlantic 
City and its region. Unpublished fi­
nal report to the National Institute of 
Justice. 

Crime and Mental Disorder, 
1972 

Dean Harper 
University of Rochester 

OJP-85-M-431 
(ICPSR9088) 

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: 
Dalta 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 

j~il during 1972. Among these indi­
v~uals, 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 
~elected fro"! the lists of the Psychiat­
nc Case RegIster. These patients 
were matched to jail inmates with 
psychiatric contacts on the following 
~haracteristics: year of first psychiat­
nc contact, census tract of first con­
tact, birth year, gender, and race. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were originally collected in 
1978. The principal investigator re­
turned 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 
gr<?Ups: 386 jail inn:a~~s with psychi­
atnc contaCis, 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, type of offenses sen­
tenced, and number of arrests. Also 
included are psychiatric contact infor­
~ation 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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Fi~e Siructll.te 
Extent of ~lIection: 1 data file 

Card irooge data format 

hierarchical file structure 
aO-unit·)ong record 

Reports and Publications 
Harper. D. (1986). Crime and mental 

disorder. Unpublished final report to 
the National Institute of Justice. 

Anticipating Community 
Drug Problems in 

Washington, DC, and 
Portland, Oregon, 1984-1990 

Adele Han:ell 
Urban Institute 

Keiko Powers and Yih-Ing Hser 
,Public Health Foundation, Drug Abuse 

Research Group 
NIJ-90-IJ-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 drugarelated 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 Yio~1d cumul~tively ~f­
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 to have 
on various community drug indicators 

when they are viewed as aggregate 
measures of individual drug use ca­
reers. Stage 1 of the model is the in­
itiation of a new drug !Jse pattern, 
Stage 2 is spreading drug use, and 
Stage 3 is drug use stabilization or 
decline. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Washington, DC: (1) Pretrial SeN­
ices Agency (PSA), (2) Nationallnsti­
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) Multnomah County Com­
munity Corrections Division, (2) Mult­
nomah County Medical Examiner's 
Office, (3) Oregon Department of 
Human Services Children'S Services 
Division, (4) Portland Police Depart­
ment, (5) Gresham Police Depart­
ment, and (6) Multnomah Sheriff's 
Department. 

Sample: 
Not applicabte. 

Dates of data collection: 
1984-1990 

Summary of Contents 
Special chara(J7eristics of the study: 
Selection of study sites and commu­
nity indicators was determined by 
data availability. The first criterion 
was monthly data on result~ 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 s~e 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 available for Portland. 

Description of variables: 
The drugs included in the study were 
cocaine, opiates, methadone, am­
phetamines, and PCP. The reported 
crimes 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. 
Portland 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 file structure 
78 cases 
155 variables 
132-unit-long record 
11 records per case 
Part 2 
Portland, Oregon, data 
rectangular file structure 
33 cases 
35 variables 
132-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 3 
SAS control cards for 
Washington, DC, data 
78-unit-long record 

Part 4 
SAS control cards for 
PMtland, Oregon, data 
77-unit-long record 

Reports 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 
Doug/as Anglin. Measuring the long­
run effects of public policy: The 
case of narcotics use and crime. 
Management Science 37 (1991), 
627-644. 

Police Response Time 
Analysis, 1975 

L.N.Harris 
Kansas City, Missouri, Police Department 

73-lVI-99~~77-lVI-99~16 
(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 police to dispatch 
calls and police travel time were 
measured by timing telephone and 
radio exchanges on police dispatch 
tapes; and, (3) observers accornpa~ 
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nied police officers into the field to 
record on-scene activities. 

Sample: 
A purposive sample of 69 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 I and 
359 Part II 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 collections ex­
tended into the spring of 1976. 

Summary 01 Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This sl:udy 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 

File Structure 
Data files: 11 
Variables: Approximately 633 
Cases: 949 

Reports and Publications 
Harris, L.N. (19n). PeWce 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-IJ-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 probation 
files in Hamilton County (Cincinnati), 
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 
12/31i82); (2) poor 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 rest;tution 
and fines. 

Unit of observation: 
Misdemeanant probation experience 
(the individual is not 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 

Daryl A. Hellman and James Alan Fox 
Northeastern University 

81-II-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 bud~ets, and 
city crime control efforts, 10 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 toeal 
governments of 88 cities with popula­
tions over 150,000 for the year 1970. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data from secondary sources were 
merged from the different 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 governments and the link be­
tween crime and urban property 
values. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include crime incidence 
characteristics and sanction informa­
tion, police employment, expendi­
tures, and unionization, city revenues 
and sources of revenue, property val­
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, JA (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. Hernon and Brian Forst 
Institute for Law and Social Research 

(INSLAW) 
82-IJ-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 
percept~on of the criminal justice sys­
tem. Fiv .. , types of offenses were 
studied: homicide, sexual assaul1, 
robbery, burglary, and aggravated 
assault. 

MethodolO~lY 

Source of Information: 
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 
officials were obtained througtl 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 1982 
Prosecutors and judges: October 
1982 
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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 including 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, information includes 
personal background, screening rec­
ommendations on scenario cases, 
communications with victims, and 
opinions 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
nomahCounty (Portland), Or9Oon. 

File Structure 
Extent of col/ection: 4 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Victim file 
rectangular file structure 
392 cases 
67 variables 
258-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Police file 
rectangular file structure 
111 cases 
56 variables 
317-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Prosecutor file 
rectangular file structure 
101 cases 
73 variables 
380-unlt-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 4 
Judge file 
rectangular file structure 
48 cases 
52 variables 
278-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Hemon, J.e., and B. Forst. (1984). 
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New York City Court 
Employment Project 

Evaluation Study, 1976-1979 
Sally Hillsman-Baker 

Vera Institute of Justice 
76-lVr-99-0040,77-lVI-99~75 

(rCPSR 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
view!» 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 
experimental 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, employment, Income, 
and court processing status. 

Description of variables: 
Variables supply demographic, socio­
economic. work, criminal activity, and 
criminal history information on partici­
pants in New York's Court Employ­
ment Project. SpecifIC variables in 
the dataset ~nclude 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 obseNation: 
Court Employment Project partiCipants 

Geographic Coverage 
New York City, New York 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 1241 
Cases: 666 

Reports and Publications 
Baker, S.H. (1981). New York City 
courtern~oyrnentproject 
evaluation study, 1976-1979. 
Rockville, MD: NCJRS. 

Baker, S.H. (1981). Diversion of 
felony arrests - An experiment in 
pretlial inteNention: An ev@.luation 
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 

Helbert Holeman and 
Barbara J. Krepps-Hess 

California Department of Corrections 
79-NI-AX-0096 
(ICPSR 8684) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examines women correc­
tional officers working in California'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 to 
correctional officers and inmates. 

Sample: 
Three different samples were col­
lected: (1) A department-wide census 
that included every female correc­
tion.al officer working in California'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 fa-

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 s.ample, the se­
lection was made from 75 percent of 
the mainline inmates out 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 poo­
ple,learning 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 concerns, and 
privacy issues. 

Unit of obs8Nation: 
Correctional officers and inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
California 
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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 
aO-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Staji' 
,'ectangular file structure 
241 cases 
49 variable[.\ 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
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 
Part 5 
Female 
rectangular file structure 
168 cases 
53 variables 
80-unit-long record 
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, 1986-1990 

Julie Homey and Ineke Haen Marshall 
University of Nebmska at Omaha 

89-IJ-CX -0030 
(ICPSR 9916) 

Purpose of the Study 
In the late 19705 the RAND Corpora­
tion conducted a survey of inmates, 
which became known as the RAND 
Second Inmate Survey (Survey of 
Jail and Prison Inmates, 1978: Cali­
fornia, Michigan, Texas IICPSR 
8169]), to estimate lambda, an indi­
vidual'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 
wori< 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 to deter­
mine if lambda, calculated from re­
sponses to a modified survey, 
differed from lambda determined by 
the RAND method. The modified sur­
vey differs from the RAND sUlvey 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. 
Also, the RAND data were collected 
through self-administered question­
naires. The current data were col­
lected through personal 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 results of 
the research should be useful in de­
veloping crime int0rvention strategies. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal interviews ~!ere 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 o1ienses 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 oj 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: 
1986-1990 

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 

G~~graphic 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 
BO-unit-Iong record 
Part 3 
SAS control cards 
63-unit-Jong record 

Reports and Publications 
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 
78-NI-AX-0096 
(ICPSR 8076) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study investigated government 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 patterns 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, Philadelphia, 
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 10 .. 
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
cilities). accessibility (cities were 
avoided where past researchers had 
trouble in obtaining cooperation), 
prior research (cities where substan­
tive prior research had been done 
were chosen), and significant pro­
gram initiation (cities were included 
which had received federal grants 
from the LEAA). The data on media 
attentiveness were collected from a 
sample of local newspapers from 
each city except Newark. A random 
sample of 21 issues for each city was 
taken. The content analysis was lim­
ited to the first three pages, the edito­
rial page, and the letters to the editor. 

Dates of data collection: 
October 1978 through 1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This longitudinal study examines pol­
icy responses to increases in crime. 
The data cover three decades of ur­
ban experience with crime and crime 
control in ten major U.S. cities with 
different histories, cultures, and politi­
cal and economic structures. In­
cluded in the study is a baseline 
dataset which contains information 
on ali cities having a population of 
50,000 or more in 1950, 1960, 1970, 
and 1975. These data were included 
in order to constitute a base with 
which the ten cities of the study could 
be compared. 

Description of variables: 
Variables cover characteristics of the 
ten U.S. cities in the sample, such as 
(1) official response to crime and ac­
tual crime rates over the covered pe­
riod; (2) changes in the activities, 
focus, and resources of local police, 
courts, and corrections and prosecu­
torial systems; (3) changes in ordi­
nances and laws over time; and 
(4) attentiveness to crime and crimi­
nal justice issues as covered by the 
news media. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation varies. In the 
baseline data file the unit is a city. All 
396 cities having a population of 
50,000 or more in 1950, 1960, 
1970, and 1975, are included, with 
an observation for each year from 
1948-1978. The unit in the ten-city 
file is one annual observation of an in­
dividual city over the 31-year period 
(10 cities, 31 observations). In the 
state law and city ordinance files the 
unit is the law or ordinance with an 
observation for each year of the 
study. The media data files' unit of 
observation is a newspaper issue in 
a specific city for a specific year. 

Geographic Coverage 
The study focused on ten cities: At­
lanta, GA; Boston, MA; Houston, TX; 
Indianapolis, IN; Minneapolis, MN; 

-125-



Newark, NJ; Oakland, CA; Philadel­
phia, PA; Phoenix AZ; and San Jose, 
CA. However, the data also include 
information on all 396 cities having a 
population of 50,000 or more in 
1950,1960,1970, and 1975. 

File Structure 
Data files: 13 
Variables: 37 to 140 per file 
C~ses: 310 to 12,276 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Jacob, H., and Lineberry, R.L. 

(1982). Governmental responses 
to crime: Executive summary. 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

Jacob, H. (1984). The frustration of 
policy: Responses to crime by 
American cities. Boston, MA: Little, 
Brown. 

New York Drug Law 
Evaluation Project, 1973 

TonyJapha 
Association of the Bar of the City of 

New York and Drug Abuse Council, Inc. 
76-NI-99-0115 
(ICPSR 7656) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed to evaluate 
the effectiveness of a 1973 New York 
law that prescribed mandatory penal­
ties for drug offenses. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Sources of information include a sur­
vey interview of ex-drug users in an 
attempt to determine (1) their knowl­
edge of New York's new drug law, 
and (2) any effects the new law may 
have had on their behavior. Other in­
'k)rmation was obtained from the indi­
vidual case files maintained either by 
the county clerk or court clerk, district 
attorney, or probation department. 

Official oourt and department of cor­
rections records were also searched 
as were records from judicial adminis­
trators, probation directors, and dis­
trict attorneys. 

Sample: 
This study involved multiple samples: 
(1) cases of persons convicted for a 
nondrug felony and given a nonincar­
ceration sentence randomly drawn 
from the Criminal Court of Manhat­
tan; (2) randomly sampled cases en­
tering the court for arraignment and 
cases reduced or dismissed at first 
arraignment; (3) clients in drug treat­
ment programs in New York City; 
and (4) males held on felony charges 
in Manhattan. 

Dates of data collection: 
1976 through 1977 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study measures the impact of a 
newly implemented law on those 
whom the law most directly affects -
criminals involved with drug-related 
crimes. This dataset includes informa­
tion about drug users' know/edge of 
the new drug statute and penalty 
structure and aggregated data as­
sessing the law's effects. 

Description of variables: 
The data summarize the extent of 
drug users' knowledge of the New 
York drug law and estimate the num­
ber ar.d proportion of crimes attribut­
able to narcotic users. The survey 
included questions such as the follow­
ing: Have you heard of the new law? 
How did you hear about it? How has 
it affected the street scene? How has 
it affected your behavior? Other vari­
ables include number of previous ar­
rests, number of subsequent arrests, 
time span between arrests, disposi­
tion of each case, and treatment 
status of the defendant. 
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Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation varies: felony 
cases, volunteers in drug treatment 
programs, and male felon detainees. 

Geographic Coverage 
New York City 

File Structure 
Data fiies: 5 
Variables: 27 to 169 per file 
Cases: 289 to 3550 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Japha, T. (1978). The nation's 

toughest drug law: Evaluating the 
New York experience. Washington, 
DC: National Institute of Justice. 

Japha, T. (1978). Staff working pa­
pers of the drug law evaluation proj­
ect. Washington, DC: National 
Institute of Law Enforcement and 
Criminal Justice. 

Minimum legal Drinking 
Age and Crime in the United 

States, 1980-1987 
Hans C. Joksch and Ralph K. Jones 
Mid-America Research Institute 

of New England 
88-IJ-CX-0051 
(ICPSR 9685) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to study 
the impact on crime of changing the 
legal drinking age. Evidence sug­
gests that many violent crimes are 
committed under the influence of al­
cohol. The researchers hypothesized 
that since data indicate that lowering 
the drinking age raised alcohol in­
volvement in fatal accidents for cer­
tain age groups, and raising the 
drinking age lowered alcohol involve­
ment, a similar effect might be found 
for violent crimes. They used data on 
changes in the drinking age, alcohol 

involvement in fatal accidents, and ar­
rests by age group, sex, and type of 
crime to assess this hypothesIS. The 
analysis was done for the years 
1980-1987. These years were cho­
sen because during this time many 
states changed the drinking age, and 
good data were available on alcohol 
involvement in fatal accidents. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The information used in the study 
was abstracted from archival rec­
ords. The Fatal Accident Reporting 
System (FARS) data on drivers killed 
in fatal motor vehicle accidents came 
from the University of Michigan 
AADAS System (the Transportation 
Research Institute at Michigan). The 
data on numbers of arrests by age 
groups for different crimes were ex-
cerpted from FBI records. The popu­
lation data estimating the number of 
individuals in diff~rent age groups 
came from the Census Bureau. It is 
not known which agencies supplied 
the data for the numbers covered by 
the reporting police agencies. 

Sample: 
States that raised the drinking age 
between 1981 and 1986 were eligible 
for inclusion in the study test group. 
Once the eligible states were identi­
fied, additional criteria were used to 
select the years that were studied. 
Years where more that 20 percent of 
the drivers in the relevant age catego­
ries were affected by a "grandfather" 
clause were excluded. The year of 
the change itself was excluded. Also, 
only states and years where at least 
60 percent of the killed drivers were 
tested for blood alcohol content were 
included. In addition to the te~1 
group, a set of states was chosen as 
a comparison group. States that did 
not change the drinking age between 
1980 and 1987 were eligible for inclu­
sion in the control group. The years 
used included only those in which 
60 percent of killed drivers were 
tested for blood alcohol content. 
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Analysis focused primarily on indi­
viduals in the 18- to 20-year-old age 
group. The age group 21-35 was 
used as a comparison group. 

Dates of data collection: 
1980-1987 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The study involved an analysis of 
three factors. First, the investigators 
looked at how the blood alcohol con­
tent of drivers in fatal accidents 
changed in relation to changes in the 
drinking age. Second, they looked at 
how arrests changed with changes in 
the drinking age. Finally, they looked 
at the relationship of changes in 
blood alcohol content to changes in 
arrests. In this context, the investiga­
tors used the percentage of drivers 
killed in fatal automobile accidents 
who had a positive blood alcohol con­
tent as an indicator of drinking in the 
population. Arrests were used as a 
measure of crime. Arrest rates per 
capita were used to create compara­
bility across states and over time. 
Arrests for certain crimes as a propor­
tion of all arrests were used for other 
analyses to compensate for trends 
that affect the probability of arrests in 
general. 

DeSCription of variables: 
The FBI crime statistics data file con­
tains 14 variables. These include the 
state and year to which the data ap­
ply, the type of crime, and the sex 
and age category of those arrested 
for the crimes. 

The population figures data file in­
cludes 11 variables. There are 
population counts for the number 
of individuals within each of seven 
age categories, as well as the num­
ber in the total population. There is 
also a figure for the number of indi­
viduals covered by the reporting po­
lice agencies from which data are 
gathered. Each record is also delina-

ated by the year and state to which 
the population counts apply. 

The Fatal Accident Reporting System 
Data include six variables. Each rec­
ord is delineated by a code for the 
state, year, sex, age group, and 
blood alcohol content of the individu­
als. The final variable in each record 
is a count of the numbers of drivers 
killed in fatal motor vehicle accidents 
for that state and year, who fit into 
the given sex, age, and blood alcohol 
content grouping. 

Unit of observation: 
1. The unit of observation for the FBI 

crime statistics source data is a 
single arrest. The arrest file itself 
contains only aggregate data, 
i.e., arrest counts. 

2. The unit of observation for the 
population figures source data is 
an individual. The population file 
itself contains only aggregate 
data (i.e., population counts). 

3. The unit of observation for the Fa­
tal Accident Reporting System 
source data is a driver killed in a 
fatal automobile accident. 

Geographic Coverage 
The data were drawn from all 50 
states and the District of Columbia. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
FBI crime data 
rectangular file structure 
25,600 cases 
14 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Population data 
rectangular file structure 
408 cases 
11 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 3 
Fatal accident data 
rectangular file structure 
44,880 cases 
6 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Joksch, H.C., and R.K. Jones. 

(1990). The minimum legal drinking 
age and crime. (Final Report to the 
National Institute of Justice). Win­
chester, Massachusetts: Mid-Amer­
ica Research Institute, Inc. of New 
England. 

Evaluation of Pretrial 
Settlement Conference: 
Dade County, Florida, 
Criminal Court, 1979 

Wayne A. Kerstetter 
Rorida State University 

76-NI-99-0088 
(ICPSR 7710) 

Purpose of the Study 
The main research objectives were 
to determine whether the implementa­
tion of pretrial settlement programs 
would be oossible in urban felony 
courts, to 'assess the impact of these 
conferences on case processing and 
dispositions, and to examine the ef­
fects or the conferences on criminal 
justice personnel. 

Methodology 

Sources of inform~tion: 
There were three sources of informa­
tion. The first was court records col­
lected from records in the Clerk of 
the Court's Office. The second 
source was conference observations 
in which an observer transcribed the 
verbal behavior of participants in the 
plea bargaining conference. The final 
source was interviews with defen­
dants, victims, and police. Unless the 

persons were incarcerated, the inter­
views were conducted by telephone. 

Sample: 
The defendant's cases were as­
signed to juclges in a random fashion 
by the courts using a blind file sys­
tem. From the calendars of six 
judges in the criminal diviSion, cases 
were randomly assigned to test and 
control groups. The test group for 
each judge included all cases as­
signed to him, regardless of whether 
a conference was held or not. A con­
trol case is one in which no confer­
ence was held though it was selected 
into the study sample. A control case 
was processed according to the exist­
ing practices of the division. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
January 17,1977, through February 
1978 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of tho study: 
This research is important because 
the plea negotiation process in this 
study differed from traditional plea 
bargaining with respect to the involve­
ment of victims, judges, and the po­
lice, who ordinarily would either not 
be present or would play only a 
small, after-the-fact role in plea bar­
gaining decisions. Data were col­
lected using a field experiment 
design in which cases randomly 
assigned to judges were randomly 
assigned to control and test groups. 

Description of variables: 
The dataset includes information 
about the effect of plea bargaining 
conferences involving victims, defen­
dants, attorneys, judges, and the po­
lice. Information was also collected 
on the extent to which respondents 
to the interview participated in the 
proceSSing of their cases and their at­
titudes toward the disposition of the 
cases. Variables include type of 
case, number of charges, sentence 
type, sentence severity, seriousness 
of offense, date of arrest, data of ar-
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raignment, date of conference, prior 
incarcerations, and defendant back­
ground information. 

Unit of observation: 
Court cases 

Geographic Coverage 
Dade County, Rorida 

File Structure 
Data files: 5 
Units: Court cases 
Variables: 91 to 215 per file 
Cases: 320 to 1073 per file 

Reports and Publicatit'!'Is 
Kerstetter, WA, and Heinz, A.M. 

(1979). Pretrial settlement 
conference: An evaluation. 
Washington, DC: U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 

Kerstetter, WA, and Heinz, A.M. 
(1979). Pretrial settlement confer­
ence: Evaluation of a reform in plea 
bargaining. Law and Society Re­
view, 13,349-366. 

Retail-level Heroin 
Enforcement and Property 

Crime in 30 Cities in 
MassachuseHs,1980-1986 

Mark A.R. Kleiman 
and Christopher E. PutaIa 

BOTEC Analysis Corporation 
85-IJ-CX-0027 
(ICPSR 9667) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project examined the relation­
ship between street-level heroin en­
forcement and the frequency of 
nondrug crimes. It also looked at 
community-police relations as a re­
sult of intensive street-level drug en­
forcement programs. Thirty cities in 
Massachusetts, located near three ar­
eas of drug enforcemant were com-

pared on crime rates fe)r various non­
drug crimes. In two of the cities, po­
lice had initiated intensive programs 
focusing on street-level heroin deal­
ers. Information on nondrug crimes 
W!JS gathered for periods before, dur­
ing, and after the street-level drug en­
forcement programs, from January 
1980 through December 1986. 
These data comprise File 1. 

Data were also collected on the 
opinions of the residents of Lynn, 
Lawrence, and Framingham. A strati­
fied random sample of residents was 
selected from each city to answer 
identical questions about their per­
ceptions of neighborhood crime, their 
experiences with some of these 
crimes, their opinions on the drug 
problem, and the job the police and 
courts were doing in handling that 
problem. The information is organ­
IZed into three files, one for each city. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
File 1 was compiled from police rec­
ords in 30 cities in Massachusetts. It 
includes information on crime rates 
for seven nondrug crimes calculated 
monthly for each city. 

Files 2 through 4 contain information 
gathered through telephone inter­
views with residents of three cities: 
Lynn (File 2), Framingham (File 3), 
and Lawrence (File 4). These files in­
clude information on residents' per­
ceptions of both drug and nondrug 
crimes, their experiences with some 
of these crimes, and their opinions 
on the performances of police and 
the court system in handling the drug 
problem. 

Sample: 
File 1: Data were collected on 30 cit~ 
ies in Massachusetts. The study 
documents do not describe how 
these 30 cities were selected. 

Files 2-4: A random sample of resi­
dents from each of the three cities 
was selected for the administration of 
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identical telephone questionnaires. 
The samples for Lynn and. Lawrence 
were stratified by geographically de~ 
fined trading zones. For Lynn, addi­
tional telephone interviews were 
conducted with residents in specific 
trading zones after the initial survey, 
in order to fill zone quotas for the 
stratified sample. The user is advised 
to include these cases only if stratifi~ 
~ation by geographic area is impor­
tcmt for analysis. For Lawrence. 
cases from overrepresented trading 
zones were randomly removed from 
the data analysis. They are available, 
however, in the dataset. The user is 
advised to delete these cases only if 
geographic stratification is important 
for analysis. The sample for Framing~ 
ham was not stratified. 

Dates of data collection: 
File 1 : The data were collected from 
July 1985 through December 1987. 
from records covering the period 
from January 1980 through Decem~ 
ber 1986. 

Files 2 through 4: The data were 
collected for the Lynn survey during 
the summer of 1984. No information 
has been provided by the investiga­
tors for the periods of data collection 
for the Framingham and Lawrence 
surveys. 

Summary of Contents 
Description of variables: 
File 1: Data were collected from po­
lice reports on numbers of murders, 
rapes, robberies, assaults, burgla­
ries, larcenies, and auto thefts for 
each city for each month of the data 
collection period. Each record also 
contains variables for the year and 
month of the data collection, the city 
it was collected from, and the year­
end population for that city. 

Files 2 through 4: All three files con­
tain information collected through 
identical telephone interviews with 
residents of three communities. The 
variables include opinions on the 
most important problems confronting 

respondents; how much respondents 
worry about various kinds of crimes; 
whether respondents have had per­
sonal contact with various crimes, 
how great a neighborhood problem 
various drugs are perceived to be; 
and how weH the respondent per­
ceives that the police and court sys­
tem are handling the drug problem. 
Demographic information is also in­
cluded on age, sex, and trading zone. 

Unit of observation: 
File 1: The unit of observation is a 
city in Massachusetts for a one­
month period. 

Files 2 through 4: For files 2 
through 4, the unit of observation is 
the individual telephone respondent. 

Geographic Coverage 
File 1 covers 30 cities located in Mas­
sachusetts. The survey files contain 
data on residents representative of 
three Massachusetts cities: Lynn, 
Framingham, and Lawrence. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 4 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Crime data 
rectangular file structure 
2,520 cases 
11 variables 
57 -unit-long record 
1 record par case 
Part 2 
Lynn survey data 
rectangular file structure 
442 cases 
27 variables 
53-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Framingham survey data 
rectangular file structure 
417 cases 
27 variables 
53-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 4 
Lawrence survey data 
rectangular file structure 
405 cases 
27 variables 
53-un it-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Kleiman, MAR. (1986). Bringing 

back street-level heroin enforce­
ment. Unpublished report. 

Gang Involvement in "Rock" 
Cocaine Trafficking in Los 

Angeles, 1984-1985 
Malcolm W. Klein and 

Cheryl L. Maxson 
Center for Research on Crime 

and Social Control, 
University of Southern California 

85-IJ-CX-0057 
(ICPSR 9398) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examined police investiga­
tion files for cocaine sales and homi­
cide incidents drawn from five police 
stations within two Los Angeles po­
lice jurisdictions. Investigators sought 
to understand the relationship be­
tween gangs, cocaine and cocaine 
"rock" traffICking, and levels of violence. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Files 1 through 7: Arrest logs were 
reviewed for cases that contained at 
least one arrest for sale of cocaine or 
possession for sale. Data were col­
lected from three police stations 
within the Los Angeles Police Depart­
ment (LAPD) jurisdiction and two po­
lice stations within the Los Angeles 
County Sheriff's Department (LAS D) 
jurisdiction. Arrests that were both 
gang-related and nongang-related 
were sampled. 

Files 8 and 9: Data were collected 
from homicide files in the same five 
police stations used for Files 1 
through 7. Both gang-related and 
nongang-related cases were sampled. 

Sample: 
Files 1 through 7: Cases were se­
lected from arrest logs in the five po­
lice stations in two jurisdictions of 
Los Angeles County. The two jurisdic­
tions and five stations were not SE}­
lected to be representative of any 
geographic area. Instead, the investi­
gators sought to capture the phenom­
ena of interest at their points of 
highest concentration. 

For 1984 and 1985, all arrests for 
sale or possession-for-sale from the 
five stations that had at least one 
gang member arrestee (as identified 
by the station's gang roster) were in­
cluded in the sample. An equal num­
ber of cases without gang arrestees 
was selected randomly in proportion 
to each station's contribution to the 
total number of nongang arrests for 
each year. 

Files 8 and 9: Different procedures 
were used to identify and sample 
gang and nongang homicide cases. 
Gang homicides were identified by 
using the designation applied by the 
gang enforcement unit's criteria 
(documented in the police report), A 
total of 136 gang and 477 nongang 
homicides occurred in the five station 
areas during 1984 and 1985. The in­
vestigators selected all 136 gang 
cases. A total of 136 nongang cases 
were sampled randomly in proportion 
to each station's contribution to the 
five-station nongang homicide total 
for each year. 

Some cases had to be excluded from 
the sample. 

Gang cases that were dropped could 
not be replaced because aI/ possible 
cases were used. However, to be 
consistent with their prior homicide re­
search, the investigators used ran­
dom selection to replace nongang 
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cases lost for any of the three rea­
sons. Fourteen nongang cases were 
replaced and 13 gang cases were 
dropped. 

Dates of data collection: 
Files 1 through 7: Data were col­
lected from 1986 through 1987 about 
incidents that occurred in 1984 and 
1985. 

File 8 and 9: Data were collected in 
1986 and 1987 about homicides oc­
curring in 1984 and 1985. 

Summary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
In File 4, there were 33 cases that in­
volved "multiple events." These were 
cases (usually logged and perceived 
by narcotics officers as a single 
case) with two or more events, with 
each event involving (1) at least one 
arrest for sale or possession-far-sale, 
and (2) evidence of cocaine present. 
Multiple-event cases ranged from si­
multaneous crackdowns of multiple 
sales locations tied to a single owner 
or operator to incidents in which one 
of several suspects escaped but was 
apprehended at another location with 
a separate stash of cocaine and a 
new group of suspects. 

Description of variables: 
File 1: Demographic variables in­
clude sex, age, and race of partici­
pants in the incident. Variables 
characterizing the incident itself in­
clude the presence 0' violence, 
whether or not the arrest involved a 
"rock" house, the presence of fire­
arms or other weapons, the type of 
information leading to the police en­
forcement presence, the amount of 
cash taken as evidence, evidence of 
gang involvement, the presence of 
drugs, and the number of prior drug 
and/or violence arrests of participants. 

File 2: Demographic variables in­
clude age at incident, age at first 
prior arrest, sex, and race. Other vari­
ables include gang involvement and 

the total nurroer of prior arrests and 
charges. 

File 3: Variables include first, sec-
000, and third arrest charges of the 
participants involved in the cocaine 
arrests. Up to three arrest charges 
were coded for each prior arrest. 

File 4: Variables include the pres~ 
ence of violence, the number of guns 
accessible to the suspects at the 
time of arrest, and the number and lo­
cations of events within the multiple­
event incidents. 

File 5: Variables include gang in­
volvement, the presence of drugs, 
the presence of a "rock" house 
and/or guns, the amount of cash 
taken in evidence, and Whether or 
not law enforcement officials used a 
forced entry or buy-bust technique. 

File 6: Demographic va,'iables in­
clude age at incident, age at first ar­
rest, sex, and race. Other variables 
include gang involvement and the to­
tal number of prior arrests and 
charges. 

File 7: Variables include first, sec­
ond, and third arrest charges of the 
participants in the multiple-event 
cases. Up to three arrest charges 
were coded for each prior arrest. 

File 8: Drug variabies were coded for 
gang and nongang homicide files. 
Demographic variables include sex, 
race, and age. Other variables in­
clude the number of victims and sus­
pects; gang involvement; the 
presence of firearms; drugs at the 
scene or on the victim; drug para­
phernalia on the victim, suspect, or at 
the scene; motives; and whether or 
not "rock" or powder cocaine were 
involved. 

File 9: Demographic variables in­
clude sex, race, and age. Other vari­
ables include gang involvement, 
incident year, and the number of vic­
tims, suspects, and unknown sus­
pects involved in the homicides. 
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Unit of observation: 
(1) Cocaine sales arrest incident; 
(2) individual participant in the co­
caine sales arrest incident; (3) prior 
arrest history of participants; (4) multi­
ple event incident; (5) event that was 
part of the multiple event incident; 
(6) individual participant in the event; 
(7) prior arrest history associated 
with the participants; (8) homicide in­
cident; (9) suspect or victim of the 
homicide incident 

Geographic Coverage 
Data were collected in five police sta­
tions, three in the Los Angeles Police 
Department (LAP D) and two in the 
Los Angeles Sheriff's Department. A 
variable indicating the station from 
which a given record was obtained is 
contained in each data file. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 9 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Cocaine sales: Arrest incident 
rectangular file structure 
741 cases 
87 variables 
152-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Individual participants: Arrest 
Incident 
rectangular file structure 
1,560 (;ases 
42 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 3 
Prior arrest history 
rectangular file structure 
6,463 cases 
42 variables 
SO-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 

Part 4 
Multiple event Incident 
rectangular file structure 
33 cases 
20 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 5 
Single event, part of multipleaevent 
Ir:z:lClent 
rec~angular file structure 
74 cases 
50 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 6 
Individual participants 
rectangular file structure 
143 cases 
43 variables 
82-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
Prior arrest history of event 
participants 
rectangular file structure 
504 cases 
12 variables 
SO-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 

PartS 
Homicide Incident 
rectangular file structure 
259 cases 
67 variables 
95-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 9 
Suspects or victims of homicide 
incident 
rectangular file structure 
1,349 cases 
8 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Reports sind Publications 
Klein, M.W., Maxson, C.L., and 

Cunningham, L.C. (1988). Gang in­
volvement in cocaine '"rock" traffick­
ing (Final report submitted to the 
National Institute of Justice). Los 
Angeles, CA: Social Science Re­
search Institute, University of South­
ern California, Center for Research 
on Crime and Social Control. 

POlice Response to Street 
Gang Violence in California: 
Improving the Investigative 

Process, 1985 
Malcolm W. Klein, Cheryl L. Maxson, 

and Margaret A. Gordon 
Center for Research on Crime and Social 

Control, Social Science Research 
Institute, University of Southern 

California 
84-IJ-CX -()()52 
(ICPSR 8934) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project was an extension of an 
earlier study of the characteristics of 
gang and nongang homicides in Los 
Angeles. The project extends the 
analysis to a wider range of offenses 
and to smaller California jurisdictions. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were collected from police 
investigation files. 

Sample: 
In each jurisdiction, separate gang­
designated and nongang-designated 
samples were selected from cases 
that included at least one named or 
described suspect between the ages 
of 10 and 30. 

Dates of data collection: 
Circa 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset provides information on 
"small" city violent gang offenses and 
offenders as well as a comparison 
sample of nongang offenses and of­
fenders. 

Description of variables: 
Different data are available for partici­
pants and incidents. Participant data 
include age, gender, race, and role of 
participants in the incident as well as 
their gang affiliation, and whether 
they were arrested/charged. Incident­
level data include information gath­
ered from a ''violent incident data 
collection form" (e.g., setting, auto in­
volvement, and amount of property 
loss) and a "group indicators coding 
form" (e.g., argot, tattoos, clothing, 
and slang terminology) developed by 
the principal investigators. Informa­
tion is supplied on the number of par­
ticipants on both the suspect's and 
victim's sides, and on police gang 
unit activities, including whether or 
not a search warrant was obtained, 
analysis of evidence, and whether or 
not the suspect was identified. 

Unit of observation: 
Incidents of violence 

Geographic Coverage 
Rve "smaller" California jurisdictions 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
Incidents 
rectangular file structure 
273 cases 
94 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 2 
Participants 
rectangular file structure 
1,006 cases 
8 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports aHd Publications 
Klein, M.W., Gordon, M.A., and 

Maxson, C.L. (1986). The impact 
of police invostigations on 
police-reported rates of gang and 
nongang homicides. Criminology, 
24(3), 489-512. 

Klein, M.W., Gordon, MA, and 
Maxson, C.L. (1985). Differences 
between gang and nongang 
homicides. Criminology, 23(2), 
209-222. 

Klein, M.W., Maxson, eL, and 
Gordon, MA (1984). Evaluation 
of an imported gang violence 
deterrence program: Final report. 
University of Southern California. 

Klein, M.W., Gordon, M.A., and if/ax­
son, CL (1987). Police response 
to street gang violence: Improving 
the investigative process. Unpub­
lished final report submitted to the 
National Institute of Justice, Center 
for Research on Crime and Social 
Control, Social Science Research 
Institute, University of Southern 
California. 

Interaction Between 
Neighborhood Change and 
Criminal Activity, 1950-1976: 

Los Angeles County 

Solomon Kobrin and Leo A. Schuerman 
University of Southern California 

78-NI-AX-0.l.27 
(ICPSR 9056) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to evalu­
ate how changes in the structural 

and compositional attributes of neigh­
borhoods are related to increases 
in criminal activity and community de­
terioration over a 26-year period, 
1950-1976. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Demographic information was gath­
ered from Los Angeles and Los Ange­
les County, Los Angeles County Tax 
Assessor's Office, Los Angeles 
County Department of Probation, 
County Registrar of Voters, State of 
California Department of Savings 
and Loans, State and County Vital 
Statistics, and Los Angeles County 
Municipal and County Law Enforce­
ment Agency files. 

Sample: 
The sample was drawn from census 
tract clusters in Los Angeles County 
defined in 1970 as high crime areas. 
The county area was comprised of 
1142 census tracts having identical 
boundaries in 1950,1960, and 1970. 
A statistical procedure was then used 
to assemble contiguous census 
tracts into 192 clusters or neighbor­
hoods which were roughly similar in 
magnitude of their cr.ime problem, 
their pattern of residential, commer­
cial, and industrial land use, and in 
their population characteristics. 

Dates of data collection: 
1979 through 1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study involves a historical trend 
analysis that examined changes in 
community structure and criminal ac­
tivity. The variables included in the 
dataset primarily measure four com­
ponents of census tract cluster char­
acteristics hypothesized to affect 
community-level crime rates. They in­
clude: (1) changes over time in land 
use - the transition from residential 
property to commercial and industrial 
use; (2) demographic changes in the 
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make-up of families and population 
changes; (3) cha~es in the socioeco­
nomic characteristiCS of rteighbor~ 
hoods due to shifts in the composition 
of the labor force; and (4) changes in 
norms concerning law observance 
due to the emergence of neighbor~ 
hood subcultures. 

DeSCription of variables: 
The majority of variables are of two 
types: "concentration" measures and 
"distribution" measures. Concentra­
tion measures are counts divided by 
the number of square miles in the 
dummy tract (i.e., "a unique and con­
sistently defined spatial area"). Distri­
bution measures are generally 
computed as 100 * (specified 
count/specified base) [e.g., Ouvenile 
crimes against persons/persons 10-
17 years old}*1 00]. The dataset con~ 
tains neighborhood~level economic, 
social, and demographic charac­
teristics over a 26-year period, and 
associated aggregated levels of vari­
ouscrimes. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation is "Dummy 
census tracts" which are "unique and 
consistently defined spatial areas" de­
fined by the principle investigator. 
The tracts may be close to census 
defined areas, but they are not ex­
actly consistent with them. 

Geographic Coverage 
Los Angeles County, California 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 999 
Cases: 1142 

Reports and Publications 
Kobrin, S., and Schuerman, L.A. 

(1983). Crime and changing 
neighborhoods: Execuffve 
Summary. Unpublished report, 
University of Southern California, 
Social Science Research Institute, 
Los Angeles. 

Schuerman, L.A., and Kobrin, S. 
(1986). Community careers in 
crime. A. J. Reiss and M. Tonry 
(eds.). Chicago: University of Chi­
cago Press. 

Arrests As Communications 
to Criminals in St. louis, 

1970,1972-1982 
Carol W. Kohfeld 

University of Missouri-St Louis 
lohn Sprague 

Washington University of st. Louis 
84-IJ-CX -0032 
(ICPSR 9998) 

Purpose of the Study 
It is hypothesized that within defined 
spatial areas police response to crimi­
nal behavior occurs in a very short 
time frame while criminal response to 
police behavior is spread out or dif­
fused in time. Many databases cannot 
be used to assess this hypothesis 
because of technical problems of si­
multaneity; the data either are cross­
sectional, or do not contain fine 
enough units of time and space. This 
study was designed to assess the de­
terrent effects over time of police 
sanctioning activity, specifICally that 
of arrests; the design of the study al­
lowed exploiting very fine time struc­
tures and moderately small spatial 
units of aggregation. 

The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) How does the incidence of 
arrest affect the incidence of crime 
within spatial areas? (2) How does 
the incidence of crime affect the inci­
dence of arrest within spatial areas? 
(3) What effects do demographic 
characteristics of a region have on 
crime rates? (This question can be 
answered when the data are supple­
mented with Census tract data.) 
(4) How quickly, if at all, does the in­
crease of arrest in an area affect the 
incidence of crime? 
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Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The source of the data was the Plan­
ning Department of the St. Louis City 
Metropolitan Police Department, 
which supplied data pertaining to all 
crime reports received by the police 
and all arrests for the years 1970-1980 
(exc!uding 1971). 

Sample: 
The data in File 1 contain the entire 
population of Part I felony crimes re­
ported to the 81. Louis City Metropoli­
tan Police department from 1970 to 
1982, except 1971. The year 1971 
was excluded because of data prob­
lems at the Police Department. The 
data in File 2 contain the entire popu­
lation of Part I felony arrests in St. 
Louis from 1970 to 1982, except 
1971. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data for the study were collected 
from 1982 to 1984. All data pertain to 
crimes and crime reports during the 
years 1970 to 1982 (excluding 1971). 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study employed a repeated 
cross-sections design. Arrest and 
cr1me report data were collected from 
the St. Leuis Police Department for 
the time period 1970 to 1982, except 
for the year 1971. Data were trans­
ferred to the investigators on mag­
netic reel tape. The data were 
extensively cleaned by the investiga­
tors. The data were then divided into 
two parts: (1) aU Part I felony crime 
reports, including arrests, and (2) all 
Part I felony arrests. Finally, police­
department generated x- and y­
coordinates were attached to each 
alleged crime event or arrest. 

Description of variables: 
File 1 contains data on all reports 
made to the police regarding Part I 
felony crimes. File 1 is divided into 
12 parts by year. Each part of File 1 

is identical in structure. Included in 
each part are the following variables: 
offense code, census tract, police dis­
trict, police area, city block, date of 
crime, time crime occurred, value of 
various kinds of property taken, type 
of arrest if it occurred, district where 
arrest was made, and longitude and 
latitude coordinates. 

File 2 contains r!~.ta on all Part I fel­
ony arrests. Included are the follow­
ing variables: offense charged, police 
district, date of arrest, age of person 
arrested, date of birth of person ar­
rested, marital status, sex, and race 
of person arrested, census tract 
where person was arrested, and po­
lice-department x- and y-coordinates 
of place of arrest. 

Note that since the variable "census 
tract" is included in both files, it is 
~ssible to add composite census 
Information to the files (such as popu­
lation size, racial composition, unem­
ployment rates, percent married, and 
home ownership). 

Unit of obsetVation: 
The unit of analysis is the individual 
crime report (File 1) or the individual 
arrestee (File 2). It is entirely possi­
ble for an individual person or arres­
tee to be involved in an arrest or 
crime in either of these data files, 
more than once. However, since no 
person-level identification numbers 
are provided, it is impossible to con­
struct a file in which the individual is 
the unit of analysis. 

Geographic Coverage 
St. Louis, Missouri 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 14 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 
(text) 

Logical record length data format 
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Part 1 
Police report data, 1970, 1972-1982 
rectangular file structure 
802,061 cases 
22 variables 
98-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 2 
Police report data, 1970 
rectangular file structure 
74,309 cases 
22 variables 
9S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Police report data, 1972 
rectangular file structure 
68,629 cases 
22 variables 
9S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 4 
Police report data, 1973 
rectangular file structure 
67,428 cases 
22 var~ables 
9S-uniHong record 
1 record per case 

PartS 
Police re~,ort data, 1974 
rectangular file structure 
70,189 cases . 
22 variables 
9S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 6 
Police report data, 1975 
rectangular file structure 
73,549 cases 
9S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
Police report data, 1976 
rectangular file structure 
66,901 cases 
22 variables 
98-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
Police report data, 19n 
rectangular file structure 
60,410 cases 
22 variables 
98-unit-long records 
1 record per case 

Part 9 
Police repol't dats, 1978 
rectangular file structure 
58,108 cases 
22 variables 
98-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 10 
Police report data, 1979 
rectangular file structure 
62,436 cases 
22 variables 
98-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 11 
Police report data, 1980 
rectangular file structure 
69,563 cases 
22 variables 
98-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 12 
Police report data, 1981 
rectangular file structure 
66,468 cases 
22 variables 
9S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 13 
Police report data. 1982 
rectangular file structure 
64,071 cases 
22 variables 
9S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 14 
Part I felony arrest data, 1970, 
1972-1982 
rectangular file structure 
154,710 cases 
15 variables 
46-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 15 
Codebook for all parts 
ao-unit-Iong record 

Reports and Publications 
Kohfeld, Carol W. (1989). Crime and 

demography in St. Louis: 20 years. 
Presented at University of 
Missouri-St. Louis. Sponsored by 
the Center for Metropolitan Studies. 
November. 
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Kohfeld. Carol W .• and ,John Sprague 
(1991). The organization of 
homicide events in time' and space. 
Presented at National HI.'1micide 
Conference. Kiel Auditorium. March 
22-23. St. Louis, MO. (Currently 
under review). 

Kohfeld. Carol W .• and John Sprague 
(1990). Demography. police 
behavior. and deterrence. 
Criminology. 28 (i). 111-136. 

Kohfeld. Carol W .• and John Sprague 
(1990). Homicide patterns in time 
and space. Presented at the 
American Society of Criminology 
Annual Meeting. November 8-11. 
Baltimore. MD. 

Kohfeld. Caml W .• and John Sprague 
(1988). Urban unemployment 
drives urban crime. Urban Affairs 
Quarterly, 24 (2), 215-241. 

Kohfeld. Carol W .• and John Sprague 
{1990}. Identification of 
simultaneous models by 
disaggregation. Presented at the 
Midwest Political Science 
Association Annual Meeting. April 
4-7. Palmer House. Chicago. IL. 
(Currently under review). 

Kohfeld. Carol W .• and John Sprague 
(1990). Dynamics in context: Police 
and criminal interaction. Presented 
at Department of Political Science. 
Indiana University. February 22-23. 
Bloomington. Indiana. 

Kohfeld, Carol W., and John Sprague 
(1988). The relative in variance of 
predictive models for crime 
distributions across census tracts 
and census block groups. 
Presented at the American Society 
for Criminology Annual Meeting. 
November 8-13. Chicago Marriot 
Hotel, Chicago. IL. 

Kohfeld, Carol W., and John Sprague 
(1986). Spatial displacement of 
criminal activity: Criminal time 
horizons and arrests as 
communication to criminals. 
Presented at Crime Control Theory 

Conference at the Institute of 
Behavioral Science, University of 
Colorado, Boulder, CO, July. 

Kohfeld, Carol W., and John Sprague 
(1985). Crime in St. Louis: Patterns 
in space and time and some 
correlates of their distributions. 
Presented at First Street Forum 
Series on Topics About St. Louis at 
Missouri Botanical Garden, October 
24. 

Kohfeld. Carol W., and John Sprague 
(1985). Apuzz/e in ecological 
prediction. Presented at Crime 
Control Theory conference at 
University of Maryland, Donaldson 
Brown Conference Center, July 
11-12. Sponsored by the National 
Institute of Justice. 

~(ohfeid, Carol W., and John Sprague 
(1985). The dynamics of crime and 
demography: A decade of change 
in St. Louis. Presented at Midwest 
Political Science Association 
Annual Meetings, Chicago. IL, April 
12-15. 

Kohfeld, Carol W .• and John Sprague 
(1985). Crime, time, and demogra­
phy in St. Louis. Presented at Pub­
lic Affairs Thursdays Colloquium, 
Washington University, April 4. 

Criminal Victimization 
Among Women in 

Cleveland, Ohio: Impact on 
Health Status and Medical 

Service Usage, 1986 

MaryP.Koss 
85-IJ-CX-0038 
(ICPSR 9920) 

Purpose of the Study 
Crime is a major source of stress for 
its victims. To the extent that stress 
is linked to illness, criminal victimiza­
tion may be associated with medical 
service usage. This study was con-
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ducted to explore the impact of crimi­
nal victimization on the psychological 
and physical well-being of women. 
Women were the focus of the study 
in order to examine the disproportion­
ate effects of interpersonal violence. 
The study was conducted at a work­
site in Cleveland. Ohio. To increase 
the availability of complete medical 
histories. participants were members 
of a worksite health maintenance 
plan. Plan members were randomly 
selected and contacted by telephone 
or mail to arrange interviews. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal interviews and medical rec­
ords were used to gather the data. 
Interviews were conducted with 
413 women, with complete data avail­
able for 390 women (74 nonvictims 
and 316 victims of crime). The inter­
views focused on criminal victimization 
experiences and self-assessments of 
physical and psychological well-being. 
Examination of medical records pro­
vided data on medical service usage 
and costs. 

Sample: 
The sample frame of 5.086 includes 
all women employed at the worksite 
(N = 6,087) with the exception of phy­
sicians and residents {exclusion re­
quired by the worksite management}, 
nonmembers of the health mainte­
nance plan, and retirees who had 
moved beyond the metropolitan area. 

Dates of data collection: 
1986 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Interviews covered the extent to 
which women were victimized by 
crime and their usage of medical 
services. Questions used to measure 
criminal victimization were taken 
from the National Crime Survey and 
focused on purse snatching. home 
burglary, attempted robbery, robbery 

with force, threatened assault, and 
assault. In addition, specific ques­
tions concerning rape and af;dmpted 
rape were developed forth'a study. 
Health status was assessed by using 
a nurmer of instruments, including 
the Cornell Medical Index, the Mental 
Health Index, and the RAND Corpora­
tion test battery for their Health Insur­
ance Experiment. Medical service 
usage was assessed by reference to 
medical records. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Cleveland, Ohio 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Interview data 
rectangular file structure 
413 cases 
514 variables 
711-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Mail survey data 
rectangular file structure 
2,291 cases 
61 variables 
114-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Codebook for all parts 
80-unit-long record 
Parts 4-5 
SAS control cards 
63- to 65-unit-long record 
Part 6 
SPSS compute statements for 
interview data 
72-unit-long record 
Part 7 
SPSS statistics program for 
interview data 
63-unit-long record 
PartS 
SPSS compute statements for 
victimization data 
79-unit-long record 
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Part 9 
SPSS statistics r:ogram for 
victimization da a 
56-unit-long record 
Part 10 
User guide 
79-umt-long record 

Reports and Publications 
Koss, Mary P., Paul G. Koss, and 

W. Joy Woodruff. Deleterious 
effects of criminal victimization on 
women's health and medical 
utilization. Archives of Internal 
Medicine 151 (February 1991), 
342-347. 

Koss, Mary P., Paul G. Koss, and 
W. Joy Woodruff. Relation of crimi­
nal victimization to health percep­
tions among women medical 
patients. Journal of Clinical and 
Consulting Psychology 58, No.2 
(1990},147-152. 

Civil Litigation in the 
United States, 1977-1979 

Herbert M. Kritzer, David M. TrubeIc. 
William L.F. Felstiner, Joel B. Grossman, 

and Austin Sarat 
University of Wisconsin Law School, 

Madison 
82-IJ-CX -0003 
(ICPSR 7994) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was conducted as part of 
the Civil Litigation Research Project. 
The major goals of the project were 
the development of a large database 
on dispute processing and litigation, 
and the collection of information, es­
pecially on the costs of litigation. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The dataset includes information 
from several sources: (1) court rec­
ords on 1645 cases in state and fed­
eral courts in five judicial districts; 

(2) information from the institutional 
records of cases sampled from vari­
ous alternative dispute processing in­
stitutions; (3) a screening survey of 
responses of households and private 
organizations; and (4) surveys of law­
yers, litigants, organizations, and dis­
putants identified by the screening 
survey. The survey of households 
and private organizations was taken 
in order to locate bilateral disputes. 

Sample: 
The universe included all cases termi­
nated during the 1978 calendar year 
collected from the records of the fed­
eral district court, one or more repre­
sentative state courts, and a series of 
alternative institutions. From this uni­
verse a sample of cases was cho­
sen. The cases were randomly 
sampled from these fIVe federal juris­
dictions: Eastern Wisconsin, Central 
California, Eastern Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina. and New Mexico. A 
case was not included if it was a di­
vorce case unless there was a dis­
pute over property, uncontested 
collection case, uncontested probate 
case, bankruptcy case, government 
versus government case, and quasi­
criminal matters. A survey of house­
holds and private organizations was 
taken to obtain the sample of bilat­
eral disputes. 

Dates of data collection: 
1981 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study is a systematic attempt 
both to estimate the prevalence of 
civil disputes and also to investigate 
characteristics of these disputes em­
pirically. The study included a survey 
that attempted to capture civil dis­
putes that never reached third parties 
for ~djudication. 

Description of variables: 
Variables in the dataset include costs 
in terms of time and money, goals of 
disputants, relationship between dis-
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putants, relationship between lawyer 
and client, resources available to dis­
putants, negotiations, and settlement. 

Unit of observation: 
Disputes or cases 

Geographic Coverage 
Eastern Wisconsin, Central Califor­
nia, Eastern Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, and New Mexico 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 4 data files + ma­
chine-readable documentation 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Comprehensive civil litigation 
reports 10r mainframe computers 
hierarchical file structure in 
variable blocked format 

2,000 variables 

Part 2 
Comprehensive civil litigation 
reports for micro computers 
hierarchical file structure in 
variable blocked 10rmat 

2,000 variables 

Part 3 
Household screener 
rectangular file structure 
5,202 cases 
1,874 variables 
4,371-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 4 
Organizational screener 
rectangular file structure 
1,516 cases 
742 variables 
160-unit-long-record 
1 record per case 

PartS 
Dispute survey open-ended 
questions 
20,402 cases 
84-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Kritzer, H.M., Felstiner, W.L.F., 

Sarat, A., and Trubek, D. {1985}. 
The Impact of fee arrangement on 

lawyer effort. Law and Society 
Review, 19(2),251-278. 

Trubek, D., Felstiner, W.L.F., 
Grossman, J., Kritzer, H.M., and 
Sarat, A. (1983). Civiilitigation 
research project: Final Report. 
Unpublished report, University of 
Wisconsin law School, Civil 
Litigation Research Project, 
Madison. 

Trubek, D., Sarat, A, Felstiner, W.LF., 
Kritzer, H.M., aoo Grossman, J.B. 
(1984). The costs of ordinary migation. 
UCLA Law Review, 31(1), 72-127. 

Sandhills [North Carolina] 
Vocational Delivery System 

Evaluation Project, 
1983-1987 

Pamela K. Lattimore 
Center for Urban Affairs 
and Community Services, 

North Carolina State University 
85-JJ-CX-0060 
(ICPSR 9224) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was designed to evaluate 
the effectiveness of a vocational train­
ing program on post-release voca~ 
tional skills, employment, and 
recidivism of youthful (18 to 21 years 
old) male inmates. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Primary source data files include an 
inmate activity file, two inmate enroll­
ment files, and an inmate post-re­
lease file. Data in these; files were 
obtained from (1) a computerized 
management informa\\ion system es­
tablished at Cameron Morrison Youth 
Center, (2) inmate enrollment forms 
recorded by case managers at Polk 
and Harnett Youth Centers, and (3) 
follow-up evaluation forms recorded 

-143-



by probation/parole officers or of­
fender specialists of the Employment 
Security Commission. 

Secondary source data include infor­
mation routinely collected by the 
North Carolina Department of Correc­
tion (DOC), the Employment Security 
Commission (ESC), and the FBI Po­
lice Information Network (PIN). The 
DOC data files include the county 
crime rate file, the monthly jail popula­
tion file, and four inmate files on pro­
bation records, recidivism records, 
prior jail records, and jail education 
records. The ESC files include an in­
mate wage history file and a county 
unemployment rate file. The PIN file 
contains inmates' arrest records. 

Sample: 
Three study groups were formed in 
two stages of the study: an external 
comparison group, an internal control 
group, and an experimental group. A 
random sample was initially selected 
from two diagnostic centers: Polk 
and Harnett Youth Centers for youth­
tui inmates. The sample was divided 
into two categories: an external com­
parison group and an experimental­
control group designated for transfer 
to the Sandhills and Cameron Morri­
son Youth Centers. The transferred 
group members were screened by 
additional criteria for sample selec­
tion. Qualified members were then 
randomly assigned to either the ex­
perimental group or the internal con­
trol group. These three groups 
resulted in 295 experimental group 
cases, 296 intemal control group 
cases, and 236 external comparison 
group cases. 

Dates of data collection.: 
1983-1987 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The study used an experimental de­
sign to examine the differences of 
post-release activities among three 
inmate groups. A comprehensive in-

mate database was created to de­
scribe inmates' confinement history, 
employment history, and their crimi­
nal records. Three contextual data 
files provide additional information 
relevant to inmates' post-release 
activities. 

Description of variables: 
Inmate activity file: Type of activity 
received, amount of time spent in ac­
tivity, scores at beginning and com­
pletion of activity, reason for ending 
activity. Activities reported include vo­
cational and academic programs, 
drug and alcohol counseling, and in­
prison work assignments. 

Sandhills inmate enrollment file: 
Enrollment date, demographic char­
acteristics, employment history, type 
of current offenses committed, sen­
tence length, highest grade com­
pleted at confinement, date, and rule 
violation. 

PolklHarnett inmate enrollment 
file: Enrollment date, demographic 
characteristics, employment history, 
type of current offenses committed, 
sentence length. 

Inmate pasHelease file: Current ac­
tivity, present job, job satisfaction rat­
ing, number of hours worked, length 
of job search, other job in last period, 
why left previous activities. 

Inmate unemployment tile: Monthly 
county unemployment rates during 
June 1983 through December 1985. 

County crime rate file: Crime rates 
for five semi-annual periods, July 
1983 through December 1985. 

County population file: Monthly 
populathn in Sandhills Youth Center 
and Cameron Morrison Youth Center 
between June 1983 and March 1987. 

Inmate confinement file: Date of ad­
mission, type of conditional release, 
custody level, gain time rate, parole 
records, type of offense committed, 
type of offender classified, sentence 
results, type of work release, work 
rating. 
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Inmate recidivism file: Date of 
new admission, time from enrollment 
to new admission, type of new of~ 
fense, number of prior sentence, 
total consecutive maximum-minimum 
sentence. . 

Inm~te probation record file: Su­
pervision level assigned, supervision 
costs charged, type of assessment, 
total needs score, type of conviction, 
sentence type, type of release, proba­
tion status, attitude of parole, social 
identification, risk items verified. 

Inmate jail education file: Data and 
type of training education completed 
in prison, complete scores. 

Inmate arrest file: Arrest sequence 
number, date and location of arrest, 
offenses charged, and disposition of 
arrest. 

Inmate wage file: Date released, 
number of employers in each quarter 
during 1983 to 1987, wages paid in 
each quarter during 1983 to 1987. 

Unit of observation: 
There are five different units of obser­
vation in this study: (1) youthful 
inmate, (2) activity, (3) month, 
(4) county, and (5) arrest. 

Geographic Coverage 
North Carolina 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 13 data files 

Logical record length data format 

Part 1 
Inmate activity file 
rectangular file structure 
8,978 cases 
18 variables 
111 ~unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Sandhills inmate enrollment file 
rectangular file structure 
591 cases 
153 variables 
1,085-unit~long record 
1 record per case 

Part 3 
Polk/Hamett inmate enrollment file 
rectangular file structure 
236 cases 
88 variables 
590-unit-long record 
1 r'3cord per case 
Part 4 
Inmate post-reJease file 
rectangular file structure 
925 cases 
60 variables 
445-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 5 
Inmate unemployment file 
rectangular file structure 
31 cases 
102 variables 
415-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 6 
County crime rate file 
rectangular file structure 
100 cases 
7 variables 
56-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
County population file 
rectangular file structure 
50 cases 
7 variables 
64-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 8 
Inmate confinement file 
rectangular file structure 
815 cases 
436 variables 
3,041-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 9 
Inmate recidivism file 
rectangular file structure 
157 cases 
80 variables 
595-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 10 
Inmate probli1tion record file 
rectangular file structure 
1,108 cases 
752 variables 
2,948-unit-long record 
1 record per case 



Part 11 
Irvnate jai'.ooucatlon file 
rectangular file structure 
815 cases 
130 variables 
93S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 12 
Inmate alTest file 
rectangular file structure 
6,012 cases 
1 0 variables 
66-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 13 
Inmate wage data file 
rectangular file structure 
533 cases 
45 variables 
336-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Lattimore, PK, Witte, AD., Baker, J.R. 

(1988). The Sandhi~s vocational de: 
livery system expeflment: An exami­
nation of correctional program 
implementation and effectiveness. 
Unpublished final report submitted 
to the National Institute of Justice. 

Criminal Careers and Crime 
Control in Massachusetts 

[The Glueck Study]: 
A Matched Longitudinal 

Research DeSign, Phase I, 
1940-1965 
JohnH.Laub 

Northeastern University 
Robert J. Sampson 

University of Chicago 
87-IJ-CX-0022 
(ICPSR 9735) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this research was to 
recode computerize, and reanalyze 
Shek:lo~ and Eleanor Gluecks' data 
gathered from 1940 to 1965. The 

Glueck study, Unraveling Juvenile 
Delinquency (1950), is one of th~ 
most influential research efforts In 
criminological research! part~ularly 
in regard to its emphaSIS on biologI­
cal factors and family environment as 
correiates of criminal behavior. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The Gluecks' research team,col­
lected data associated with each sub­
ject's criminal history from birth to 
age 32 through extensive record 
checks of police, court, and correc­
tional files. In addition to searching 
local and state criminal justice data­
bases, the Gluecks recovered data 
from the FBI as well as from several 
state criminal justice data banks. 

Sample: 
The data file is organized such that 
the arrest incident is the unit of analy­
sis. Therefore, the sample of arrests 
can be viewed as the result of a two­
stage cluster sample, the sample of 
delinquents as the first stage, and 
the record of arrests as the second 
stage. 

Dates of data collection: 
The data were collected by the 
Glueck research team at three points 
in time: between 1939 and 1948 
(time period one), between 1949 and 
1957 (time period two), and between 
1957 and 1963 (time period three). 
The data were recoded, computer­
ized, and validated by Laub and 
Sampson between January 1988 
and December 1989. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: . 
Variables included are birth date and 
death date (if appropriate); date of in­
terviews for time periods one, two, 
and three; number of arrests from 
first arrest to age 32; date of the ar­
rest; up to three charges associated 
with the arrest; total number of 
charges associated with the arrest; 
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court disposition; and starting and 
ending dates of incidents of proba­
tion, incarceration, and parole associ­
ated with the arrest. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of analysis is the arrest inci­
dent (n = 5828 arrests). These ar­
rests pertain to 480 persons, each of 
whom has a unique identification 
number (10) that repeats in all arrest 
cases with which the person is 
associated. 

Geographic Coverage 
For time period one, the geographi­
cal coverage includes juvenile correc­
tional schools in Massachusetts. For 
time periods two and three, the geo­
graphical coverage includes the en­
tire United States. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + data 
collection instrument 

Logical recorc:llength data format 

rectangular file structure 
5,828 cases 
88 variables 
82-unit-Iong record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Glueck, S., and Glueck, E. (1950). 

Unraveling juvenile delinquency. 
New York: Commonwealth Fund. 

Glueck, S., and Glueck, E. (1968). 
Delinquents and nondelinquents in 
perspective. Cambridge: Harvard 
University Press. 

Laub, J.H., and Sampson, R.J. 
(1990). Final report: Criminal 
careers and crime control: A 
matched sample longitudinal 
research design, phase I. 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

Davis, K.F. (1991). Patterns of spe­
cialization and escalation in crime: 
A longitudinal analysis of juvenile 
and adult transitions in the Glueck 
data. Unpublished doctoral disserta­
tion, University of Illinois. 

Citizen Participation 
and Community Crime 

Prevention, 1979: Chicago 
Metropolitan Area Survey 

Paul J. Lavrakas and Wesley G. Skogan 
Northwestern University 

78-NI-AX-Ol11 
(ICPSR 8086) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project was conducted to gain 
an understnnding of the range of ac­
tivities in which the American public 
engages to be secure from crime. 
The survey was designed to identify 
the scope of anti-crime activities un­
dertaken by the public and to investi­
gate the procasses which facilitate or 
inhibit the public's involvement in 
those activities. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Telephone interviews with house­
holds in the Chicago, Illinois, "com­
muting basin" were conducted by the 
Survey Research Laboratory at the 
University of Illinois. Additional infor­
mation about the commuting area in 
which respondents lived was ob­
tained from Census Bureau and po­
lice reports. 

Sample: 
A modified random digit dialing proce­
dure was used to generate a total of 
5,346 prospective sample numbers. 
A total of 1,803 interviews were com­
pleted. Within households respon­
dents were adults (age 19 or older) 
stratified by sex and age. For analytic 
purposes, the sample of 1,803 com-
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pleted interviews was weighted by 
the inverse of the number of different 
telephone numbers in each house­
hold, in order to correct for the in­
creased probability of reaching a 
household with multiple phones. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
June through August 1979 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study examines in detail citi­
zens' opinions toward safety, their in­
volvement with crime prevention 
activities, and the quality of life in 
those neighborhoods. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include characteristics of 
the respondent's neighborhood, the 
various measures the respondent 
has taken for self-protection, effec­
tiveness of these measures, survey 
respondents' perceptions and experi­
ences with crime and crime con­
trol/prevention activities, and social 
characteristics of the respondent and 
the respondent's household. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
The "commuting basin" of Chicago, 
Illinois, excluding several inde­
pendent cities and their respective 
suburbs such as Aurora, Waukegan, 
and Joliet, on the northern and west­
ern fringes of Chicago, and all areas 
in Indiana. 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 219 
Cases: 1803 

Reports and Publications 
Lavrakas, P.J. (1982). Fear of crime 

and behavioral restrictions in urban 
and suburban neighborhoods. 
Population and Environment,S, 
242-264. 

Lavrakas, P.J., and Herz, E. (1982). 
Citizen participation in 
neighborhood crime prevention. 
Criminology, 20, 479-498. 

Lavrakas, P.J. (1983). Citizen 
involvement in community crime 
prevention. Journal of Community 
Action, 1, 54-56. 

Lavrakas, P.J. (1984). Citizen 
self-help and neighborhood crime 
prevention. American violence and 
public policy. New Haven: Yale 
University Press. 

Lavrakas, P .J. (1981). Reactions to 
crime: Impacts on households. 
Beverly Hills, CA: Sage Publications. 

Lavrakas, P .J., Normoyle, J., Skogan, 
W.G., Herz, E., Saelem, G., and 
Lewis, D.A. (1980). Factors related 
to citizen involvement in anti-crime 
measures: Final research report. 
Unpublished report, Northwestern 
University, Center for Urban Affairs 
and Policy Research, Evanston, fL. 

Lavrakas, P.J., Normoyle, J., Skogan, 
W.G., Herz, E., Saelem, G., and 
Lewis, D.A. (1981). Factors related 
to citizen involvement in personal, 
household, and neighborhood 
anti-crime measures: Executive 
summary. Washington, DC: U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 

Skogan, W.G., and Maxfield, M.G. 
(1981). Coping with crime: Individ­
ual and neighborhood reactions. Bev­
erly Hills, CA: Sage Publications. 
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Reactions to Crime 
Project, 1977 [Chicago, 

Philadelphia, San Francisco]: 
Survey on Fear of Crime 

and Citizen Behavior 

Dan A. Lewis and Wesley G. Skogan 
Market Opinion Research Center, 

Detroit,MI 
78-NI-AX-0057 
(ICPSR 8162) 

Purpose of the Study 
This survey gathered information for 
two studies. both dealing with individ­
ual responses to crime and the im­
pact of fear of crime on day-to-day 
behavior. The first focused on collec­
tive responses to crime (how individu­
als work together to deal with crime), 
and the second focused on sexual aso 

sault and its consequences for the 
lives of women. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Survey data were collected using 
telephone interviews of randomly se­
lected households of three American 
cities: Chicago, Philadelphia, and 
San Francisco. 

Sample: 
Chicago, Philadelphia. and San Fran­
cisco were selected for the study. 
Within each city three or four neigh­
borhoods (total of ten) were selected 
to provide variation along a number 
of dimensions: ethnicity, class. crime, 
and levels of organizational activity. 
Households for telephone interviews 
were selected using random digit 
dialing, and respondents (18 or 
older) were randomly selected within 
households. An additional citywide 
sample of 540 adults was selected in 
each city. Because of the interest in 
sexual assaults, women were over­
sampled in several of the neighbor­
hood samples and in the citywide 
samples. The neighborhood samples 

range in size from approximately 200 
to 450; total samples are 1640 for 
Philadelphia and San Francisco, and 
1840 for Chicago. 

Dates of data collection: 
October through December 1977 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This research examines both general 
issues concerning how community 
members join together to deal with 
crime problems. and also looks at in­
dividual responsp-s to crime fears 
(such as property identification mark­
ing and the installation of bars and 
locks). The research also explores 
the impact of fear on individuals' 
daily activities. such as shopping and 
leisure pursuits. A section on sexual 
assaults asks about victimization in 
the neighborhood and among per­
sons known to the respondent, as 
well as opinions about measures for 
preventing sexual assaults. This por­
tion of the project was supported by 
the National Institute of Mental 
Health as a companion project. 

Description of variables: 
Respondents were asked about 
events and conditions in home areas. 
relationships with neighbors. who 
was known and visited. and what 
was watched on TV and read in the 
newspapers. Other variables in­
cluded measures of respondents' per­
ceptions of the extent of crime in 
their communities, whether they 
knew someone who had been a vic­
tim. what they had done to reduce 
their own chances of being victim­
ized, and specific questions concern­
ing sexual assault. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual respondents to the interview 

Geographic Coverage 
Chicago. Illinois; Philadelphia, Penn­
sylvania; San Francisco, California 
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File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 205 
Cases: 5121 

Reports and Publications 
DuBow, F., McCabe, E., and Kaplan, G. 

(1979). Reactions to crime: A 
critical review of the literature. 
Washington, DC: U.S. Department 
of Justice. 

Lewis, D.A., and Maxfield, M. (1981). 
Fear in the neighborhoods: An 
investigation of the impact of crime. 
Journal of Research in Crime and 
Delinquency, 17,160-189. 

Lewis, D.A., and Saelem, G. (1986). 
Fear of crime: Incivility and the 
production of a social problem. 
New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction 
Books. 

Podolefsky, A., and DuBow, F. 
(1981). Strategies for community 
crime prevention: Collective 
responses to crime in urban 
America. Springfield, IL: Charles C. 
Thomas Publishing Co. 

Riger, S., and Lavrakas, PJ. (1981). 
Community ties: Patterns of 
attachment and social interaction in 
urban neighborhoods. American 
Journal of Community Psychology, 
9(1), 55--66. 

Skogan, W.G., and Maxfield, M. 
(1981). Coping with crime: 
Individual and neighborhood 
reactions. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage 
Publications. 

Tyler, T.R. (1980). Impact of directly 
and indirectly experienced events: 
The origin of crime-related judg­
ments and behaviors. Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology, 
39(1), 13-28. 

Screening of Youth at Risk 
for Delinquency in Oregon, 

1980-1985 

Rolf Loeber 
Western Psychiatric Institute and Clinic, 

University of Pittsburgh 
84-/J-CX-0048 
(ICPSR 9312) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study attempted to develop 
screening criteria to identify young­
sters at risk for (self-reported) antiso­
cial behavior and officially recorded 
delinquency at early ages. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Official data on police contacts were 
obtained from the juvenile depart­
ment in the counties of the subjects' 
residence. The state police provided 
official contact data for youths who 
were 18 years or older. Data on 
youngsters' early antisocial behav­
iors were obtained from self-reports 
of subjects and interviews of their par­
ents and teachers. 

Sample: 
Introductory letters requesting participa­
tion in the project were initially sent to 
approximately 1000 families with boys 
who studied in 21 elementary and high 
schools. About 300 families agreed to 
participate in all phases of the study. 
A sample of 245 boys in the fourth, 
seventh, and tenth grades were 
selected from the 300 volunteer 
families. 

Dates of data collection: 
1981 and 1986 (circa) 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This longitudinal study of three co­
horts involved a period from 1980 to 
1985. The middle and the oldest co­
horts were studied in 1980 and reas-
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sessed in the current study. Two 
screening devices, i.e., triple gatings 
and double gatings, were employed 
to assess the predictive accuracy of 
future delinquency. The triple gating 
procedure included teacher ratings 
for school competence, mother's re­
port of the boy's home conduct prob­
lems, and parent's monitoring 
practice. The double gating proce­
dure involved teacher ratings for 
school competence and mother's re­
port of home antisocial conduct. 

Description of the variables: 
Data were collected on youths' per­
sonal, family, school, and criminal 
ba~kgrounds. These data contain in­
formation on youth independence, 
youth achievement, parent's authori­
tarianism, proportion of days of par­
ent's absence, family criminality, 
parent's expressiveness, parent's 
conflict, home conduct problems, 
home hyperactivity, school disruptive­
ness, school competence score, 
self-reported delinquency, peer delin­
quency score, age of first ~!1eft, and 
drug and alcohol use. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual youth 

Geographic Coverage 
Oregon 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Time one data 
rectangular file structure 
245 cases 
219 variables 
1,740-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Time two data 
rectangular file structure 
188 cases 
858 variables 
1 ,15S-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Loeber, R., Dishon, T., and 

Patterson, G. (1984). Multiple 
gating: A multistage assessment 
procedure for identifying youths at 
risk for delinquency. Journal of 
Research in Crime and 
Delinquency, 21, 7-32. 

Loeber, R., and Loeber, M.S. (1986). 
The prediction of delinquency. In 
H.C. Quay (ed.) Handbook of 
Juvenile Delinquency. New York: 
Wiley. 

Loeber, R., and Bowers, B. (1986). 
The screening of youths at risk for 
delinquency: A manual. Unpub­
lished report, NationQllnstitute of 
Justice, Washington, DC. 

Firearms Violence and the 
Michigan Felony Firearm 
Law: DetrOit, 1976-1978 

Colin Loftin and Milton Heumann 
Center for Research on Social 

Organization, University of Michigan 
78-lVI-AOr~21,79-lVI-AO(~4 

(ICPSR 8509) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of the study was to 
estimate the impact of the Michigan 
Firearm Law on the proceSSing of de­
fendants in Detroit's Recorder's 
Court. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were coded directly from docu­
ments and records of the Office of 
the Prosecuting Attorney, Wayne 
County [Detroit), Michigan, and the 
Office of Court Clerk, Recorder's 
Court of Detroit, Michigan. 

Sample: 
The sample included all defendants 
listed in Recorder's Court Docket 
Control records that were arraigned 
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(originally charged with) on at least 
one of the following charges from 
January 1, 1976, through December 
31, 1978: murder, death/explosion, 
death/discharge firearm, criminal sex­
ual conduct offense, robbery, and 
assault. 

Dates of data collection: 
June 1978 through April 1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study is valuable because it in­
cludes variables describing the defen­
dant and court processing decisions 
made at each stage of processing. 
Special attention was given to deter­
mining the presence and use of fire­
arms and other weapons in each 
offense. Overall, extensive efforts 
were made to locate and completely 
code every case file of interest indi­
cated on the docket entry listings. 

Description of variables: 
The data summarize case records for 
defendants processed by Recorder'S 
Court during the period 1976-1978 in 
which at least one original charge 
was a violent felony. Some victim 
characteristics are also available 
(Le., victim's age, race, and gender). 
However, this information was not 
collected in the early stages of the 
study (mainly 1976 cases) and there­
fore may not be representative of all 
persons victimized by defendants dur­
ing the entire study period. Informa­
tion on victim-offender relationship 
and degree of victim injury were col­
lected from the beginning and are 
more complete. Variables relating to 
victim characteristics, use of weap­
ons, number of charges, and disposi­
tion of the case are also available. 

Unit of observation: 
Docket entries (court cases) for each 
defendant 

Geographic Coverage 
Detroit, Michigan 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

OSIRIS and card image data format 
rectangular file structure 
8,414 cases 
73 variables 
175-unit-long record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Heumann, M., and Loftin, C. (1979). 

Mandatory sentencing and the 
abolition of plea bargaining. Law 
and Society Review, 13(2), 
393-430. 

Loftin, C., Heumann, M., and 
McDowall, D. (1983). Mandatory 
sentencing and firearms violence: 
Evaluating and alternative to gun 
control. Law and Society Review, 
17(2),287-318. 

Shock Incarceration 
in LouiSiana, 1987-1989 

D<:Jris L. MacKenzie, James W. Shaw 
and Voncile B. Gowdy 

87-JJ-CX-0020 
(JCPSR 9926) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study describes the results of 
one phase of an evaluation of the 
"shock incarceration" program for­
mally called IMPACT (Intensive Moti-
vational Program of Alternative 
Correctional Treatment) in the Louisi­
ana Department of Public Safety and 
Corrections (LDPSC). The evaluation 
was completed by the Louisiana 
State University in collaboration with 
the LDPSC. The study examines the 
changes which occur in offenders 
participating in the shock program 
from start through parole and com­
pares these offenders with a 
matched sample of offenders not in 
the shock program. The results of the 
study were intended to provide a 
valuable assessment of the shock 
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program for the LDPSC and to fur~ 
nish other jurisdictions with informa~ 
tion relevant to the development of 
such programs in their correctional 
systems. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Record data were collected from 
LDPSC records for individuals soon 
after they were identified as part of a 
sample. The shock and nonshock in­
carcerated offenders were asked to 
complete a self-report questionnaire 
one or more times. Shock offenders 
completed three self-report question­
naires. These were administered 
(1) at the diagnostic center immedi­
ately before entering the shock pro­
gram (pre-program), (2) soon after 
(apprOXimately 14 days) beginning 
the incarceration phase of the 
shock program (early-program), 
and (3) near the end (after approxi­
mately 90 days) of the incarceration 
phase of the program (late-program). 
Similarly, the nonshock incarcerated 
inmates completed a self-report ques­
tionnaire three times. They were first 
tested in the LDPSC diagnostic cen­
ter immediately before being trans~ 
terred to an institution (pre-program). 
They were also tested approximately 
14 days after being transferred to 
their institution (early-program), and 
were tested again approximately 
90 days after their first testing (Iate­
program) to coincide with the admini­
stration of questionnaires to shock 
inmates. It was anticipated that read­
ing level would be a problem for in~ 
mates, so the majority of the attitude 
and personality scales were recorded 
and played to the inmates, with inma­
tes receiving only the answer sheets. 

Sample: 
Offender spmples selected included: 
(1) shock completers, (2) shock drop­
outs, (3) nons hock incarcerated, 
(4) nonshock parolees, and (5) non­
shock probationers. The nonshock 
subjects were limited to males be­
cause the small number of women in 

the shock program prohibited making 
any meaningful comparisons. The 
three nonshock samples were 
matched as closely as possible to the 
shock sample-for example, all sam­
ples met the following suitability re­
quirements for the shock program: 
less than 40 years of age, no known 
medical or psychological problems 
severe enough to keep them out of 
the shock program, no record of fel­
ony DWI (Driving While Intoxicated), 
sex offense, or assault escapes, no 
overt homosexuality, and no pattern 
of assaultive behavior. All inmates 
who entered the shock program from 
October 1987 until October 1988 
who were willing to participate were 
included in the shock sample. There 
were a total of 208 male inmates, 
and of these 92 dropped out or were 
dismissed from the shock program 
before 90 days, resulting in a sample 
size of 116 shock completers. 

The probation and parole samples 
were selected from six probation and 
parole districts in the state of Louisi­
ana: Natchitoches, East Baton 
Rouge, Shreveport, New Orleans, 
Thibodaux, and Amite. The six dis­
tricts were chosen to represent differ­
ent geographic areas of the state 
because the populations in those ar­
eas differed in religion and ethnicity. 
The urban/rural composition of the 
districts was also considered in 
choosing the six sample districts by 
using city/county data from the 
1980 Census. The percentage of the 
district that was urban was deter­
mined by calculating the average of 
the percent urban of the parishes 
that constituted each district. The pro­
bation sample of 1 08 individuals was 
selected from offenders who had 
been given a primary recommenda­
tion for the shock program by a pro­
bation agent but were instead 
sentenced to probation by a judge. 
The parole sample consisted 0174 of­
fenders selected from those being pa­
roled from the Louisiana Department 
of Public Safety and Corrections. The 
dockets for the parole hearings were 
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consulted to identify first offenders. 
and each first offender's record was 
examined for any data which would 
have disqualified the offenders from 
participating in the shock program. 
To gather the incarcerated sample of 
144, priority was given to offenders 
who received a primary recommenda­
tion for the shock program from a 
probation agent but were not recom­
mended to the program by their sen­
tencing judge. Of these. 46 were not 
available for the entire study. result­
ing in a completed sample of 98. 

Dates of data collection: 
1987-1989 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Information on demographics. sen­
tence characteristics. release date. 
and criminal history were collected 
from LDPSC records for all samples. 
LDPSC information for the nonshock 
incarcerated and paroled offenders 
and shock program participants was 
also collected. This included La. 
(Beta II) and MMPI scores. and diag­
nostic personnel evaluations of men­
tal health. substance abuse. general 
attitude. adjustment. and violence po­
tential. The self-report data consisted 
of a number of attitude and personal-

. ity scales. as well as drug and alco­
hol self-report information. Several 
scales were developed to measure 
attitudes and expectations about 
prison programs. These scales 
gauged inmates' attitudes toward the 
drill instructors or staff. the difficulty 
of the program. and counseling and 
special programs. Previously-designed 
scales were also used to measure ag­
gressiveness. adjustment to prison. 
frequency and seriousness of inma­
tes' conflicts with others. personality 
type and characteristics. and the 
method used to cope with difficult 
situations. Drug and alcohol self-report 
items focused on amount of use. 
type of use. frequency of use. 
method of obtaining illegal drugs. 
and age at first use. The parole per-

formance evaluation completed each 
month included items relating to pa­
rolees' performance at work and in 
school. substance abuse counseling. 
interpersonal relations. intensive su­
pervision program requirements. and 
contacts with the criminal justice sys­
tem. To examine whether shock in­
carceration helped problem drinkers 
adjust to law-abiding. prosociallives. 
an "Adjustment to frosocial Living In­
dex" was developed. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Louisiana 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Inmate impact data 
rectangular file structure 
351 cases 
569 variables 
80-unit-long record 
9 records per case 
Part 2 
Demographic data for all samples 
rectangular file structure 
515 cases 
47 variables 
76-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
C4lnvnunity supervision performance 
data for air samples 
rectangular file structure 
2,621 cases 
77 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Parts 4-{) 
SAS control cards 
78-unit-long record 
Part 7 
Userp'uide 
79-umt-long record 

Reports and Publical;ions 
MacKenzie. Doris L. The parole 

performance of offenders released 
from shock incarceration (boot 
camp prisons): A survival time 
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analysis. Journal of Quantitative 
Criminology 7(1991), 213-216. 

MacKenzie, Doris L., and Dale G. 
Parent. Shock incarceration and 
prison crowding in Louisiana. 
Journal of Criminal Justice 19 
(1991),225-237. 

Shaw, James W., and Doris L. 
MacKenzie. Shock incarceration 
and its impact on the lives of prob­
lem drinkers. American Journal of 
Criminal Justice XVI (1991), 63-96. 

-
Validation of the RAND 
Selective Incapacitation 

Survey and the Iowa Risk 
Assessment Scale in 

Colorado, 1982 and 1986 
MaryMande 

Colorado Department of Public Safety, 
Division of Criminal Justice, Denver 

84-IJ-CX-0034 
(ICPSR 9292) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed to replicate 
the RAND Second Inmate Survey 
and to validate the Iowa Risk Assess­
ment Scale on a group of Colorado 
offenders. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data sources include (1) survey data 
from inmates' self-reports, (2) parole 
and probation records from the Colo­
rado Department of Correction case­
files, and (3) the automated criminal 
history file maintained by the Colo­
rado Bureau of Investigation. 

Sample: 
The sample for the replicating of the 
RAND study was an incoming cohort 
of 313 males sentenced to the Colo­
rado Department of Corrections 
(DOC) in 1986. The respondents in-

clude inmates housed at the Recep­
tion and Diagnostic Unit (DU) and 
DOC inmates who were backlogged 
(and waiting transfer to DU) in Den­
ver and Adams County jails. At the 
DU two procedures were used. At 
first, correctional officers selected in­
mates from an alphabetical list. 
Later, correctional officers took all in­
mates from the most convenient cell­
block, and escorted to them to 
survey site. At the jails, the survey 
groups were systematically se­
lected from a list, compiled daily, of 
backlogged inmates waiting to be 
transported to DU. 

The sample for the validation of the 
Iowa risk instrument was selected 
from all inmates released from prison 
in 1982 who had been sentenced in 
Denver. Jefferson. EI Paso, or Mesa. 
These four districts were selected be­
cause criminal records in these dis­
tricts are well maintained. 

Dates of data collection: 
1984-1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset includes crime informa­
tion from defendants' self-reports and 
from official crime records. Self-report 
items include the perceived prob­
ability of being caught, weapon used 
in the offense. months free on the 
street during the reference period, 
and a detailed activity description dur­
ing the free period. Official records 
provide information on criminal histo­
ries of the sampled inmates, includ­
ing dates of current and prior arrests 
and convictions, case dispositions, 
crime severity scores, and history of 
substance use. 

Description of variables: 
In the file for validation of the RAND 
sr.ale, variables include respondents' 
demographic characteristics. employ­
ment history, age of onset of criminal 
activity, substance use and criminal 
records, sentencing and confinement 
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history, probation and parole records, 
attitudes toward the law, prisons, and 
police, plans and reasons for commit­
ting the crimes, and frequencies of 
committing specific types of crimes, 
such as burglary, robbery, assault, 
and thefts. The last 146 variables of 
the file are identical with the vari­
ables used in the Iowa scale valida­
tion file. 

The Iowa scale validation file con­
tains information on inmates' per­
sonal characteristics, present and 
past records of offenses committed, 
arrest, conviction and disposition his­
tory, criminal history scores, crime se­
verity scores, and a.substance abuse 
score. 

Unit of observation: 
RAND: Incoming inmates 
Iowa: Released inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
Colorado 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
RAND data 
rectangular file structure 
313 cases 
584 variables 
931-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Iowa data 
rectangular file structure 
1,069 cases 
157 variables 
129-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Mande, M.J., and English, K. (1987). 

Estimating individual offending 
rates in Colorado. Unpublished final 
report submitted to the National 
Institute of Justice. 

Mande, M.J., and English, K. (1988). 
Validation of the Iowa assessment 
scale on a 1982 release cohort of 
Colorado inmates. Unpublished fi­
nal report submitted to the National 
Institute of Justice. 

Matching Tn~atment and 
Offender: North CarOlina, 

1980-1982 
Mary Ellen Marsden and 

Thomas Orsagh 
Department ofE'.conomics, University of 

North Carolina, Chapel Hill 
81-IJ-CX -0061 
(ICPSR 8515) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected to evaluate the 
implications of rational choice theory 
for offender rehabilitation. The hy­
pothesis of the research is that in­
come-enhancing prison rehabilitation 
programs are most effective for the 
economically motivated offender. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data on returris to prison were ob­
tained from machine-readable 
and "jacket data" on inmates from the 
North Carolina Department of Correc­
tion. Rap sheet information from the 
North Carolina Police Information 
Network provided information on ar­
rest history. Data on employment 
and earnings were obtained from the 
North Carolina Employment Security 
Commission. 

Sample: 
The sample consists of 1425 male in­
mates released from the North Caro­
lina prison system during the first six 
months of 1980. This sample in­
cludes th()se inmates who were irl 
prison at least six months, who had 
not been outside the prison for signifi­
cant periods of time during their cur-
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rent incarceration, and who were re­
leased back into North Carolina. 

Dates of data collection: 
1981 through 1982 

Summary of Contents 

Special cliaracteristics of the study: 
This study looks at interaction effects 
between several income-enhancing 
rehabilitation programs and the 
type of offender. The offender was 
characterized by demographic and 
socioeconomic characteristics, crimi­
nal history and behavior, and partici­
pation in rehabilitation and work 
programs during incarceration. Infor­
mation was also collected on type of 
release and posHeiease recidivistic 
and labor market measures. Post­
release behavior was measured in 
terms of recidivism and employment. 
Measures of recidivism included any 
arrests, any convictions, length of 
time until first arrest after release, se­
riousness of offense leading to rein­
carceration, and a comparison of the 
seriousness of new offense with that 
for prior incarceration. Employment 
behavior was measured in terms of 
reported earnings and amount of 
earning per quarter. 

Description of variables: 
Variables describe individual 
demographic and socioeconomic 
characteristics, criminal history and 
behavior, participation in rehabilita­
tion and work activities during incar­
ceration, type of release, and post­
release recidivistic and labor market 
measures. 

Unit of observation: 
Male inmates released from the 
North Carolina prison system during 
the first half of 1980 

Geographic Coverage 
North Carolina 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
1,425 cases 
53 variables 
80-unit-long record 
11 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Marsden, M.E., and Orsagh, T. 

(1984). Rational choice theory and 
offender rehabilitation. Unpublished 
report, University of North Carolina, 
Department of Economics, Chapel 
Hill. 

Improving Evidence 
Collection Through 
Police-Prosecutor 

Coordination in Baltimore, 
1984-1985 

Susan Martin 
Police Foundation 

84-IJ-CX-0075 
(ICPSR 9290) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed to investi­
gate the effects of changes in police 
evidence collection procedures and 
the provision of feedback to officers 
on felony case charge reductions or 
dismissals due to evidentiary prob­
lems. The study used a pre-post ex­
perimental design in which two shifts 
were given a procedure guide and 
feedback reports and two other shifts 
served as a contro\. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The study produced three files: 
(1) patrol officer, (2) arrested of­
fender, and (3) investigated case. 
All of the data were abstracted from 
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official records of the Police Depart­
ment and State's Attorney Office of 
Baltimore County, Maryland. In the 
arrested offender file, each offender 
is represented only once, regardless 
of the number of filed cases that de­
rive from a particular arrest. The ar­
rested offender file is a subset of the 
investigated case file. The investi­
gated case file is composed of cases 
entered in the police logs and court 
docket and includes some offenders 
more than once. 

Sample: 
The sample for the officer file con­
sists of all police officers on patrol in 
four shifts of the Western and East­
ern Divisions of the Baltimore County 
Police Department during the period 
April 1, 1984, through November 30, 
1985. The target population was all 
felony cases (except homicide, 
rape/other sex offenses, and child 
abuse) from police and prosecutor 
records for the periods April 1, 1984, 
through November 30, 1984, and 
April 1, 1985, through November 30, 
1985. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Circa 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study was designed to permit an 
experimental assessment of the ef­
fectiveness of two police evidence 
collection programs implemented on 
April 1 ,1985. One ofthese was an in­
vestigative and post-arrest proce­
dural guide. The other was an 
individualized feedback report 
prepared by prosecutors for police 
offir,;ers. (Due to problems in imple­
menting the feedback report during 
the study period, the available data 
cannot be used to evaluate this por­
tion of the intervention.) 

Description of variables: 
The officer file includes information 
on each officer's demographic char­
acteristics, length of police service, 

and assignment changes between 
April 1, 1984, and November 30, 
1985. Data in the arrest and case 
files include time of arrest; informa­
tion on arresting officer, original in­
vestigating officer, and principal 
investigating officer; offense; victim 
characteristics and arrestee charac­
teristics; arrest characteristics (e.g., 
whether on a warrant or not, pretrial 
release status, amount of bail); avail­
able evidence (e.g., property recov­
ered, identified eyewitnesses, forged 
checks, fingerprints, and drug test re­
sults); case processing variables 
(e.g., reasons for dismissal and 
charge reduction, initial screening de­
cision, conviction offense, disposition 
of case, sentence type, and sentence 
length); and arrestee's criminal history. 

Unit of observation: 
Patrol officers, arrested offenders, 
and investigated cases 

Geographic Coverage 
Baltimore County, Maryland 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files + 
SPSS control cards 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Officer data 
rectangular file structure 
501 cases 
24 variables 
78-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Offender data 
rectangular file structure 
1,440 cases 
85 variables 
235-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Case data 
rectangular file structure 
1,622 cases 
85 variables 
235-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Reports and Publications 
Martin, S. (1987). Improving 

evidence col/ection through police­
prosecutor coordination. Unpub­
lished final report submitted to the 
National Institute of Justice, Wash­
ington, DC. 

State Appellate Court 
Adaptation to Caseload 

Increase, 1968-1984: 
[United States] 

Thomas B. Marvell and 
Carlisle E. Moody, Jr. 

Court Studies Inc. 
83-JJ-CX-4046 
(ICPSR 8262) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to de­
termine the causes of higher output 
in appellate courts. It documents and 
evaluates the effectiveness of poli­
cies adopted by state appellate 
courts between 1968 and 1984. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Inf9rmation was gathered for interme­
dia~·:'appellate courts and supreme 
courts in the 50 U.S. states and the 
District of Columbia for f,:'/e period 
1965-1984 (although the period actu­
ally analyzed was 1968-1984). The 
most important sources of informa­
tion were annual reports published 
by the state court administrator's of­
fice. The reports are available for 
most of the states for the time period. 
Other sources include unpublished in­
ternal statistical reports, state rules of 
appellate courts, literature describing 
appellate court operations, published 
opinions of case reporters, and a 
multistate publication containing sur­
vey information on more than one 
state. 

Sample: 
The target population was all interme­
diate appellate courts and state su­
preme courts in the United States. 
Documentary information for each 
court was gathered for the period be­
tween 1965 and 1984. 

Dates of data collection: 
1984-1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The study used a time-series cross­
sectional design to organize data 
from many states over a long period 
of time. It is one of the major at­
tempts to evaluate the impacts of 
case load pressures on both interme­
diate appellate courts and supreme 
courts for the entire nation. The 
dataset is valuable in that it de­
scribes in detail the changes made 
by appellate courts and information 
related to each of the changes. 
These changes include (1) adding 
judges, law clerks, and staff attor­
neys, (2) expending or creating inter­
mediate appellate courts, (3) reducing 
panel size, (4) using summary proce­
dures, (5) curtailing opinion practices 
by deciding cases without opinion or 
by unpublished and memo opinions, 
and (6) curtailing oral argument 
length. 

Description of variables: 
The file contains information from 
51 appellate courts for a period of 
20 years. The variables for each 
state in anyone year include informa­
tion on court decision outputs (e.g., 
the number of cases decided per 
year, and cases decided per judge), 
descriptions of judges and attorney 
aides (e.g., number of judges and 
law clerks, and the use of new 
judges, extra judges, or retired 
judges), various opinion practices 
(e.g., percent of published, unpub­
lished, and memo opinions for crimi­
naVcivii appeals), procedure and 
organization (e.g., panel size, oral ar­
gument length, and total summary de-
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cisions), and caseload characteristics 
(e.g., the number of initial crimi­
naVcivil appeals filed, and number of 
writs and pet~ions per judge). 

Unit of observation: 
State appellate courts per year 

Geographic Coverage: 

changes in state crime rates, prison 
admissions, and prison populations. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 

50 U.S. States and District of Columbia 

The prison data are taken from Bu­
reau of Justice Statistics (8JS) re­
ports. The data on crime rates are 
from the Federal Bureau of Investiga­
tion (1972-1990), and are the ad­
justed statistics published in the 
succeeding year Crime Report. Popu­
lation data were obtained from the 
U.S. Bureau of the Census, and data 
on economic conditions were ob­
tained from the Department of Com­
merce. Information concerning the 
content and effective dates of legal 
reforms were determined by reading 
statute books and court rules. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
1,020 cases 
260 variables 
80-unit-long record 
26 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Marvell, T., and Moody, C. (1986). 

State appellate court adaptation to 
caseload growth: Final report. 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

Impact of Sentencing 
Reforms and Speedy Trial 
Laws in the United States, 

1969-1989 
Thomas B. Marvell 

and CarlisleE. Moody, Jr. 
Justice Research 
88-IJ-CX-0045 
(ICPSR 9736) 

Purpose of the Study 
Certainty and promptness of punish­
ment have long been hypothesized 
to be important variables in deterring 
crime. In the 1970s and early 1980s, 
these tenets resulted in widespread 
adoption of sentencing reforms and 
speedy trial laws. The purpose of this 
study was to focus on possible broad 
effects of these reforms, such as 

Sample: 
The sample consisted of each state 
for the years 1969-1989. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were gathered from records per­
taining to the years 1969-1989. 

Summary of Contents 

DeSCription of variables: 
Variables include information on 
states, crime report data, and prison 
populations. In addition, three appen­
dices are included that contain infor­
mation on sentencing reforms, 
sentencing laws for felonies commit­
ted with deadly weapons, and state 
speedy trial laws. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation is the state 
by year. 

Geographic Coverage 
The data are drawn from all 50 states. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + data 
collection instrument 

Logical record length data format 
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rectangular tile structure 
1,050 cases 
31 variables 
87-unit-long record 
2 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Marvell, T.B., and Moody, Jr., C.E. 

(1991). Ultimate impacts of sentenc­
ing reforms and speedy trial laws. 
Final report to the National Institute 
of Justice. 

Police Use of Deadly Force, 
1970-1979 

Kenneth J. Matulia 
International Association of 

Chiefs of Police 
79-NI-AX-0131 
(ICPSR 9018) 

Purpose of the Study 
This is a descriptive study of inci­
dents of " justifiable homicide" com­
mitted by police officers in 57 urban 
police departments. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected through survey 
questionnaires sent to police execu­
tives of 57 U.S. cities with police 
agencies serving urban areas with 
populations of 250,000 or more, dur­
ing the period 1970-1979. The FBI 
supplied unpublished Uniform Crime 
Report data on justifiable homicide 
by police and civilians, including age, 
sex, and race information, for the 
same time period. 

Sample: 
The sampling element in this study 
was "justifiable homicides" by police 
which occurred during the period 
1970-1979 in 57 U.S. cities that had 
police agencies serving urban areas 
with populations of 250,000 or more. 
Incidents of "justifiable homicide" in-

clude homicides committed by on­
and off-duty police officers. 

Dates of data collection: 
An 18-month period between 1979 
and 1981 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study is valuable because it ex­
amines the issue of police use of 
deadly force. The data describe in 
great detail incidents of "justifiable 
homicide" by police and departmen­
tal practices and procedures regard­
ing related issues. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include the number of 
sworn officers in the department, 
number c,f supervisory officers, aver~ 
age years of education, department 
regulations about issues such as 
off-duty employment, the wearing of 
uniforms and carrying firearms, disci­
plinary actions, in-service training, 
firearms practice, assignments with­
out firearms, on-duty deaths, and 
off-duty deaths. 

Unit of observation: 
Incidents of justifiable homicide 

Geographic Coverage 
57 U.S. cities that had police agen­
cies serving urban areas with popula­
tions of 250,000 or more 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: Approximately 785 
Cases: 57 

Reports and Publications 
Matulia, K.J. (1982). A balance of 

forces: Executive summary. 
Unpublished report, Washington, 
DC: National Institute of Justice. 

Matulia, K.J. (1982). Justifiable 
homicide by the police: A study of 
homicides by the police in 57 U.S. 
cities. Gaithersburg, MD: 
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International Association of Chiefs 
of Police. 

Matulia, K.J. (1982). A balance of 
forrqs. Unpublished report, Gaith­
ersburg, MD: International Associa­
tion of Chiefs of Police. 

= 

Impact of Legislation to 
Prohibit "Happy Hours" in 

Indiana, 1983-1986 

Michael G. Maxfield 
School of Public and Environmental 

Affairs, Indiana University 
86-JJ-CX-0084 
(JCPSR 9732) 

Purpose of the Study 
Banning "happy hours" is one of sev­
eral policies explored across the na­
tion in an attempt to address the 
problem of drunk-driving and its con­
sequences. The goal of this research 
program, which was designed to fo­
cus on the restricted days and times 
comprising happy hours, was to de­
termine whether any reduction in 
automobile accidents could be attrib­
uted to the ban on happy hours. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The Indiana State Police archives de­
tailed information about all highway 
accidents in the state. Data used in 
this evaluation were extracted from 
the 1983 through 1986 Accident Sta­
tistical Master (ASM) tapes, which in­
clude annual compilations of all 
accidents. 

Sample: 
For the first data file, the sample in­
cluded all accidents that occurred in 
the state of Indiana from the period 
January 1983 through June 1986. 
The second data file is comprised of 
biweekly aggregations of alcohol­
related accidents as coded by police. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were extracted from the Acci­
dent Statistical Master tapes for the 
time period of January 1983 through 
June 1986. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
For both data files, variables meas­
ure the number of accidents occur­
ring during specified weekly time 
periods. For the first data file, the 
treatment series of variables are de­
fined by those time increments when 
happy hours are most likely to occur. 
The control series of variables are de­
fined by non-happy hour times. The 
second data file contains biweekly ag­
gregations of alcohol-related acci­
dents a& coded by the police. 

Unit of observation: 
The first data file has as its unit of 
analysis weeks, defined as beginning 
of Monday and ending on Friday. 
The second data file has as its unit of 
analysis biweekly periods. 

Geographic Coverage 
Indiana 

File Structu~'e 
Extent of collection: 2 data files + 
data collection instrument 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
All Indiana highway accidents, 
January 1Q83:.June 1986 
rectangular file structure 
210 cases 
23 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 2 
All alcohoi-related Indiana highway 
accidents, January 1983-June 1986 
rectangular file structure 
104 cases 
12 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Reports and Publications 
Maxfield, M.G., and Pierce, G.L. 

(1988). Impact of legislation to pro­
hibit happy hours. Final report pre­
pared for the National Institute of 
Justice [Award No. 86-IJ-CX-0084] 

Pretrial Home Detention 
With Electronic Monitoring: 

An Evaluation in Marion 
County, Indianf.~, 1988-1989 

Michael G. Mcdield 
and Terry L. Baumer 

School of Public and Environmental 
Affairs, Indiana University 

89-IJ-CX-0025 
(ICPSR 9734) 

Purpose of the Study 
Local governments throughout the 
nation face the problem of jail and 
prison oVt~rcrowding. The purpose of 
this study was to evaluate an alterna­
tive form of punishment and pretrial 
release: pretrial home detention with 
electronic monitoring. This evaluation 
can be used to compare the effective­
ness of home detention programs for 
convicted offenders and unconvicted 
individuals awaiting disposition. Spe­
cifically, this can be done by compar­
ing the results of the present study 
with the results of an earlier study 
that examined the effectiveness of 
electronic monitoring on a postconvic­
tion population. For a complete de­
scription of the other part of the 
study, see the User's Guide for Elec­
tronic Monitoring of Nonviolent 
Convacted Felons: An Experiment 
in Home Detention in Marion 
County, Indiana, 1986-1988 
(ICPSR 9587). 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The following sources of information 
were used: criminal justice intake 

documents; criminal history records; 
records of program violations written­
up by program staff; field and tele­
phone contact logs; court disposition 
and sentence documents; computer 
call records; interviews with program 
staff, judges, and prosecutors; and 
the Marion County Justice Agency. 

Sample: 
The program was restricted to per­
sons charged with nonviolent of­
fenses, such as property offenses 
and driving under the influence. Be­
cause home detention with electronic 
monitoring implies certain technical 
criteria, prospective clients had to 
have a residence with a telephone in 
Marion County in order to be in­
cluded in the program. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
The data were gathered between 
July 1988 and July 1989. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables include charged offense, 
prior criminal history, living arrange~ 
ments, employment status, number 
of telephone calls, summary of pro­
gram violations, reason for program 
termination, program entry and termi­
nation dates, and disposition after pro­
gram release. The codebook contains 
a complete listing of the variables. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation is the individ­
ual program client. 

Geographic Coverage 
Marion County, Indiana 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + data 
collection instrument 

Card image data fonnat 
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rectangular file structure 
224 cases 
83 variables 
80-unit-iong record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Baumer, T.L., and Maxfield, M.G. 

Electronically monitored home 
detention. Overcrowded Times, 
September 1991. 

Baumer, T.L., Maxfield, M.G., and 
Mendelsohn, R.L (Under review). 
A comparative analysis of three 
electronically monitored home 
detention programs. 

Maxfield, M.G., and Baumer, T.L. 
(1990). Evaluation of pretrial home 
detention with electronic 
monitoring. Final report for the 
National Institute of Justice. [Award 
No. 89-IJ-CX-002S] 

Maxfield, M.G., and Baumer. T.L. 
(1990). Home detention with 
electronic monitoring: Comparing 
pretrial and postconviction 
programs. Crime and Delinquency, 
36,521-536. 

Maxfield, M.G. The fallible electronic 
jailer. New York Times, May 16, 
1991. 

Maxfield, M.G., and Baumer, T.L. 
Electronic monitoring in Marion 
County, Indiana. Overcrowded 
Times, September 1991. 

Maxfield, M.G., and Baumer, T.L. 
(forthcoming). Pretrial home deten­
tion with electronic monitoring: A 
nonexperimental salvage evalu­
ation. Evaluation Review. 

National Survey of Field 
Training Programs for 

Police Officers, 1985-1986 
Michael S. McCampbell 

National Institute of Justice Visiting 
Fellow Program 
85 -II-CX -()()39 
(ICPSR 9350) 

Purpose of the Stud!! 
This is a national survey of field train­
ing programs for police officers. Em­
phasis was on the format and costs 
of these programs, as well as their 
impact on civi~ liability suits and other 
complaints. 

Methodology 

Sources of informafion: 
Questionnaires returned by state and 
local criminal justice agencies 

Sample: 
From a list of 588 state and local law 
enforcement agencies, provided by 
the National Criminal Justice Refer­
ence Service, a stratified (by number 
of authorized full-time employees) 
random sample was selected. 

Dates of data collection: 
September 1985-August 1986 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study provides a nationwide 
view of field training programs for po­
lice officers. 

Description of variables: 
The dataset contains two files. One 
describes agencies with field training 
prograrns and the other describes 
agencies with no field training pro­
grams. Variables describing those 
agencies with field training include 
length of time since the implementa­
tion of the program; reasons for 
initiating the program; objectives, 
evaluation criteria, and charac-
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teristics of the program; number of 
dismissals based on performance in 
FTO program; hours of classroom 
training; characteristics of field train­
ing officers, criteria for choosing 
them. and incentives to become one; 
agency evaluation of impact of the 
FTO program on the number of civil Ii· 
ability complaints and on the number 
of successful equal employment op­
portunity (EEO) complaints; and 
agency evaluation of the selection of 
qualified applicants for the job. If 
there was no FTO program, the sur­
vey asked about the presence of al­
ternative training such as on-the-job 
training with a senior officer and 
additional classroom training during 
probation. 

Unit of obseNation: 
Law enforcement agencies 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Field training program data 
rectangular fife structure 
183 cases 
107 variables 
80-unit-long record 
11 records per case 
Part 2 
No field training program data 
rectangular file structure 
104 cases 
6 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
McCampbell, M.S. (1982). Field train-

ing for pollce officers: State of the 
art. Research in Brief. November 
1986. Washington, DC: Nationalln­
stitute of Justice. 

Effects of Sentences on 
Subsequent Criminal 

Behavior in New Jersey, 
1976-1977 

Jack McCarthy, D. Randall Smith, 
and William R. Smith 

Department of Sociology, 
Rutgers University 

85-IJ-CX-0005 
(ICPSR 8986) 

Purpose of the Study 
The nature (Jf a criminal career up to 
the point of trle presenting offense 
(e.g., prior arrests, convictions, sanc­
tions) is one of many considerations 
used in determining the sentence im­
posed, and is an important factor in 
how likely it is that the sentence will 
be effective (i.e., deter future criminal 
involvement). Other factors consid­
ered in determining sentences in­
clude characteristics of the offense, 
such as number of victims, number 
of offenders, victim injury and Joss, 
and the seriousness of the offense. 
Other factors considered as indica­
tors of the potential for rehabilitation 
include offender characteristics, such 
as education, employment history, 
drug use, and family situation. Which 
of the above factors have direct 
effects on sentencing and rehabilita­
tion? Which factors have the strong­
est effects? The purpose of this 
study is to investigate the variables, 
including past detectable criminal be­
havior, that determine sentencing 
and subsequent criminal behavior as 
it is detected by the criminal justice 
system. 

The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) At what point in the criminal 
career is the criminal career inter­
rupted or halted by the criminal jus­
tice system because the offender is 
"taken off the street"? (2) How long is 
the criminal career interrupted by the 

. criminal justice system when the of­
fender is "taken off the streets"? 
(3) How important are the eHects of 
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past criminal behavior as opposed to 
offender characteristics, such as edu­
cation, employment history, drug 
use, and family situation, on criminal 
behavior subsequent to sentencing? 
(4) How do the effects of sentencing 
differ among offenders according to 
background, criminal history, and 
offense? 

. Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from three sepa­
rate sources and combined into two 
files: the information extracted from 
the three data sources overlaps. De­
scribed below, for each file, are the 
three sources and the kind of data 
each source best provides. 

Sentence File. Much of the data in 
the Sentence File concerning details 
of the offense, prior record, family his­
tory, employment, community back­
ground, education, military service, 
physical and mental health, plea bar­
gaining, and prosecutor recommen­
dations were originally collected by 
the New Jersey Administrative Office 
of the Courts (NJAOC) Sentence 
Guidelines Project. Data providing 
original and final charge(s) and sen­
tence imposed were collected by 
NJAOC from Judgment of Conviction 
sheets. 

Event File. Arrest data in the Event 
File were originally contained in the 
Offender Based Transaction Statis­
tics/Computerized Criminal History 
database (SAC). This database col­
lected official arrest histories main­
tained by the New Jersey State 
Police. In addition, incarceration his­
tory data were obtained from the 
New Jersey Department of Correc­
tions Database (DOC). 

Sample: 
Sentencing File. All cases appear­
ing before a New Jersey state court 
from October 1976 to September 
1977 resulting in at least one convic­
tion for an indictable offense were se­
lected to be included in the 

Sentencing data file (File 1). Cases 
in which all charges were dismissed 
or acquitted, cases in which the only 
charge was for a nonindictable of­
fense, and cases in which the of­
fender was charged for an indictable 
offense but convicted of a down­
graded, nonindictable offense were 
dropped from the sample. Of the 
14,329 cases in the Sentencing File, 
12,231 involve individuals who have 
criminal career data in the Event File. 

The sampling unit is the court sen­
tence, not the individual offender. A 
total of 921 cas~s involve offenders 
who appear in one and sometimes 
two other cases in the file. Also, 
some cases have more than one of­
fender. For court cases with multiple 
offenders, each offender was treated 
as a unique case. 

Event File. Selected to be included 
in the Event File were all official state­
wide arrest, court, supervision, and 
incarceration records for aI/ individual 
convicted offenders aged 18 and 
over in the 14,329 cases in the Sen­
tence File. Each case in the sample 
is an event in the offender's life and 
criminal career (e.g., birth, arrest, 
conviction, incarceration, and death) 
(n = 349,775 records). Minimally, 
there exist feur cases in the Event 
File for a single offender in the Sen­
tencing File (a birth re,,-~rd, an arrest, 
a conviction, and a dummy record in­
dicating the sanction received accord­
ing to the data in the Sentencing file). 
On average, there exist 27 records in 
the Event File for each of the 12,231 
valid cases in the Sentencing File, 
though some offenders have over 
200 records. 

Dates of data collection: 
Sentence File. The New Jersey Ad­
ministrative Office of the Courts Sen­
tence Guidelines Project collected 
data contained in the Sentence File 
(File 1) from 1976 to 1977. Similarly, 
the data in this file refer to events tak­
ing place between October 1976 and 
September 1977. 
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Event File. The SAC data syste.m of­
ficially has maintained an arrest his­
tory database since 1972. However, 
the database contains arrest data 
that were collected and refer to ar­
rests that took place as early as the 
late 1930s. Incarceration data have 
been collected by the State of New 
Jersey Department of Corrections 
(DOC) since 1974. Incarceration rec­
ords collected and referring to events 
as early as the mid-1960s are also in­
cluded in the database. 

The investigators reorganized these 
original databases into the Sentence 
and Event Files in 1990. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
The data are contained in two files: 
the Sentence File (File 1) and the 
Event File (File 2). Enher file may be 
used independently, though it is pos­
sible to use data from both files, 
since cases in the Sentencing file are 
linked to the Event File through the 
variable STUDYID. 

The Sentence File (File 1) contains 
data at the level of the individual 
court case. This iile has 1 ,377 vari­
ables on 14,329 cases. Note that 
several computed variables in the 
Sentencing File allow for the identifi­
cation and manipulation of duplicate 
and triplicate individual offenders 
(those who were convicted of an in­
dictable offense more than once dur­
ing the observation period). These 
variables include DUPLICAT, OR­
DER, SECONDID, SECNDGRP, 
SECTYPE1, SECTYPE2, THIRDID, 
THIRDGRP, THRTYPE1, AND 
THRTYPE2. Substantive variables in 
the File 1 are organized into three 
general categories. The first 826 vari­
ables contain information coded from 
the Presentence Investigation and 
Judgment of Conviction forms avail­
able for each case in the 1976-1977 
sample. Inc!uded among these vari­
ables are items relating to offender 
characteristics (demographic data, 

victim injury, and loss) and case char­
acteristics (prosecutor recommenda­
tions, offense, judgment of co~viction 
information, court appearances, and 
dispositions). Second, variable num­
bers 827 to 957 are items computed 
from the first group of variables, such 
as detailed measures of the sen­
tence administered in 1976-1977. 
Finally, the last group of variables, 
starting with variable number 958, 
are indicators of criminal activity, cus­
todial staius, and supervisory status 
as computed from arrest histories 
in the Event File (File 2). These 
measures concern events prior to 
the arrest leading to entry into the 
1976-1977 sample, after the sen~ 
tence was administered, and the pe­
riod between arrest and sentencing. 

The Event File (File 2) contains data 
on the level of events in the criminal 
career of 12,321 offenders. This file 
has 41 variables on 349,775 events. 
Variables include type of event, date 
and time of event, arrest data (includ­
ing number of charges, type of court, 
final plea, disposnion, sentence, pro­
bation and incarceration status), and 
demographic characteristics of the 
offender. 

It is important to understand that the 
organizing feature of the Event File is 
the type of record, summarized by 
the variable RECTYPE. Not all vari­
ables are relevant to each type of rec­
ord, and therefore a large proportion 
of variables have "Not Applicable" 
codes. Which information applies to 
a given event depends on the type of 
record. Please refer to the introduc­
tion to the Event File codebook for an 
explanation of each record type and 
the variables that apply to each. 

Unit of obseNation: 
The Sentencing File (File 1) contains 
data at the level of the individual 
court case. 

The Event File (File 2) contains data 
at the level of the event in the of­
fender'S life or criminal career, such 
as an arrest, a court appearance, a 
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jailing, an incarceration, a release 
from custody, birth, or death. 

Geographic Coverage 
New Jersey 

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

Card image and logical record length 
data formats 

Part 1 
Sentence File 
14,329 cases 
1 ,377 variables 
80-unit-long record 
34 records per case 
Part 2 
Event File 
rectangular file structure 
349,775 cases 
41 variables 
135-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Smith, D.R., and Smith, W.R. (1990). 

Documentation Manual for the 
State of New Jersey Administrative 
Office of the Courts Sentencing Ef­
fectiveness Study Data Files. New 
Brunswick, New Jersey. institute for 
Criminological Research, Rutgers 
University. 

Repeal Offender Laws in the 
United States: Forms, Uses, 
and Perceived Value, 1983 

William F. McDonald,Lonnie A Athens, 
and Thomas J. Minton 

Georgetown University Law Center 
83-IJ-CX-0023 
(ICPSR 9328) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study is a survey of jurisdictions 
with sentence enhancement statutes 
for repeat offenders. It collected infor-

mation about the characteristics of 
the laws and surveyed opinions of 
criminal justice professionals re­
garding the fairness, effective­
ness, and practices of the laws. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were gathered from two 
sources: (1) legal reference books 
listing 96 sentence enhancement stat­
utes for repeat offenders and 
(2) telephone surveys of prosecutors, 
defense attorneys, and judges. 

Sample: 
The sampling frame for the jurisdic­
tion file consisted of 49 jurisdictions 
including states, the District of Colum­
bia, and the federal system that had 
general recidivist laws in effect after 
December 31, 1982. Within each of 
these 49 units, two local jurisdictions 
were randomly selected: one was 
from localities with populations be­
tween 50,000 and 250,000 in 1980, 
and the other was from larger locali­
ties. In the sample of criminal justice 
professionals, subjects were ob­
tained from a convenience sample of 
prosecutors, defense attorneys, and 
judges in each of the jurisdictions 
who were familiar with the repeat of­
fender laws. 

Dates of data collection: 
1984 

Summary of Contente 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset provides a profile of 
general repeat offender laws in 1983. 
Detailed information on the charac­
teristics and applications of these re­
cidivist statutes are included. In 
addition, problems in implementation 
and recommendations for improve­
ment of the laws are described by 
prosecutors, defense attorneys, and 
judges. 

-168-



Description of variables: 
The jurisdiction file includes variables 
such as jurisdiction size, the number 
of provisions in the law, number of fel­
ony cases handled under the law per 
year, number of defendants sen­
tenced as repeat offenders, fre­
quency of charging and sentencing 
under the law, and minimum and 
maximum sentences specified in the 
statutes. The variables in the three 
surveys of practitioners contain data 
related to their familiarity with the 
laws, descriptions of a recent case, 
and their satisfaction with the stat­
utes. The questionnaires also re­
quested opinions of the laws' 
effectiveness, degree of judicial dis­
cretion under the statute, frequency 
of application, and degree of difficulty 
in obtaining prior criminal records. 

Unit of observation: 
Observations are jurisdiction, prose­
cutor, defense attorney, and judge. 

Geographic Coverage 
49 states including the District of Co­
lumbia and the federal system 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 4 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Prosecutors survey 
rectangular file structure 
179 cases 
57 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 2 
Defense attorneys survey 
rectangular file structure 
96 cases 
57 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Judges survey 
rectangular file structure 
89 cases 
57 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 4 
Jurisdiction data 
rectangular file structure 
96 cases 
57 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
McDonald, W.F., Athens, L.A., and 

Minton, T.J. (1985). Repeat of­
fender laws in the United States: 
Their forms, use and perceived 
value. Executive Summary, George­
town University Law Center, Wash­
ington, DC. 

National Assessment 
Program Survey of Criminal 

Justice Personnel in the 
United States, 1986 

J.T. McEwen, Barbara Webster, 
and Edward Connors 

Institute for Law and Justice, Inc. 
85-IJ-CX-C006 
(ICPSR 9923) 

Purpose of the Study 
The Institute for Law and Justice con­
ducted the 1986 National Assess­
ment Program (NAP) survey to 
determine the needs and problems of 
local and state criminal justice practi­
tioners. This information is used by 
the National Institute of Justice in 
planning its research and develop· 
ment. The data released in this col­
lection constitute the second NAP 
survey. The first such survey was 
conducted in 1983. The question­
naires dealt with five general areas 
and were tailored to each of several 
groups of respondents: police chiefs, 
sheriffs, probation c:iild parole agency 
heads, jail administrators, prosecu­
tors, and trial court administrators. 
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Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Approximately 2,500 practitioners 
were selected from a sample of 
375 counties across the country. In 
each sampled county, the p<?1i~ . 
chief of the largest city, sheriff, Jail ad­
ministrator, prosecutor, chief trial 
court judge, trial court administrator 
(where applicable), and probation 
and parole agency heads received 
survey forms. The q~~stionnaire~ .. 
were tailored to specific responsibili­
ties. For example, police chiefs and 
sheriffs completed questionnaires that 
focused on (1) the most serious prob­
lems facing the criminal justice sys­
tem, (2) factors accounting for any 
increase in the department's work­
load over the past three years, . 
(3) identification of successful proJ­
ect5 and specification of department 
priorities for improving field opera­
tions, investigations, and manage­
ment information systems, and 
(4) problems that departments had re­
cruiting and retraining staff, as well 
as major training and technical needs. 

Sample: 
From a sample of 375 counties 
across the United States, 2,500 re­
spondents were selected for inclu­
sion in the assessment study. All 
175 counties having a population 
greater th~n 250,000 w~r~ sampled 
with certainty. The remaining 
200 counties were sampled from 
those having populations less than 
250,000. Within each sampled 
county, the heads of law enforce­
ment agencies (police chief of largest 
city, sheriff, jail administrator, prose­
cutor, chief trial court judge, trial 
court administrator, and probation 
and parole agency heads) were re­
quested to ~omplete questionnaires 
about their agencies' needs, prob­
lems, and resources. Care should be 
taken in interpreting the responses: 
many of the question items pertain to 
agency needs and requirements, 
though others ask for the respon­
dent's own opinions. 

Dates of data collection: 
1986 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
The questionnaires covered five 
broad categories: (1) background 
characteristics including staff size, 
budget totals, and facility age, 
(2) criminal justk?e syst9m proble~s, 
(3) prison CroWding, (4) personnel IS­
sues such as training needs and pro­
grams, and (5) operations and 
procedures including management, 
management information, and the 
specific operations in which the re-
spondents were involved. In most 
cases, variables were measured at 
the nominal or ordinalleveJ. Question 
items were grouped into batteries 
which dealt with specific topic areas 
(e.g., staff recruitment, judicia! tr~in­
ing, number of personnel). A limited 
number of the battery items are re-
peated across several question­
naires. However, the order of the 
battery items in e~ch questi~nnaire . 
varies, and there IS no consistent van­
able identification scheme for the re-
peated items. 

Unit of observation: 
Agencies 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 

Part 1 . 
Master police and sheriffs data (wHh 
SPSS control cards) 
rectangular file structure 
281 cases 
164 variables 
458-unit-IQng record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Adult probation and parole agency 
heads data 
rectangular file structure 
339 cases 
138 variables 
376-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 4 
POlice data 
rectangular file structure 
281 cases 
164 variables 
389-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 5 
Sheriffs data 
rectangular file structure 
207 cases 
164 variables 
423-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 6 
Jail administrators data 
rectangular file structure 
268 cases 
196 variables 
474-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
Prosecutors data 
rectangular file structure 
226 cases 
196 variables 
433-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 8 
Trial court administrators dais 
rectangular file structure 
137 cases 
203 variables 
507-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 

Crime, Fear, and Control in 
Neighborhood Commercial 
Centers: Minneapolis and 

SI. Paul, 1970-1982 

Marlys McPherson, Glenn Silloway, 
and David Frey 

Minnesota Crime Prevention 
Center, Inc. 

80-IJ-CX-0073 
(ICPSR 8167) 

Purpose of the Study 
The major objective of this two-stage 
study was to examine how both the 
residential and commercial charac-

teristics of an area contribute to 
crime and how these affect reactions 
to crime in mixed commercialresiden­
tial settings. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
During the first stage of the study, 
a walk-through survey of each of 
93 commercial centers was con­
ducted to collect data concerning 
their physical characteristics. Addi­
tional information collected for each 
center includes crime data obtained 
from the Minneapolis and St. Paul po­
lice departments, demographic data 
obtained from the Minneapolis and 
St. Paul city assessor's offices, R.L. 
Polk and Company, and U.S. Census 
Reports. In addition to recollecting 
the information about the physical 
characteristics of commercial cen­
ters, and using the crime and demo­
graphic data obtained from Stage I, 
three other data collection instru­
ments were employed for Stage II. 
These include a residential survey, 
business person interviews, and use­
pattern observations of pedestrian ac­
tivities in commercial centers. 

Sample: 
The first stage of the research in­
cluded a purposive sample of 93 
commercial centers. Each center con­
tained an average of 20 stores and 
had a surrounding residential neigh­
borhood within a 0.3 mile radius. In 
the second phase of the research, 
24 commercial centers were selected 
from the original sample based on 
three criteria: percent minority 
change from 1970 to 1980, an obser­
vational measure of disorder in each 
commercial center, and personal 
crime rates for the entire commer­
cial/residential area. The 24 selected 
areas were chosen to represent 
adequate variation on these three 
variables. A telephone survey of 
870 residents, in-person interviews 
of 213 business persons, and use­
patlern observations of each commer-
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cial center were conducted for the 
24 selected areas. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The unique characteristic of this 
study is that after establishing links 
between commercial land use and 
crime in residential areas, they estab­
lish links between commercial and 
residential characteristics and reac­
tions to crime through intervening 
variables. These intervening vari­
ables include territoriality, identifica­
tion and satisfaction with the 
neighborhood, use patterns, per­
ceived problems, and individuals per­
sonal characteristics. 

Description of variables: 
The variables mea,sured physical 
characteristics of commercial centers 
and demographic characteristics of 
residential areas that interact with 
crime. The physical characteristic 
variables include type of businesses, 
store hours, arrangement of build­
ings, defense modifications in the 
area, descriptions of the residential 
area contiguous 10 the commercial 
center, and signs of disorder such as 
graffiti and business vacancies. The 
demographic variables include num­
ber of residential dwelling units and 
multifamily units, racial composition, 
average household size and income, 
and percent change in composition. 
The crime data include six types of 
crimes: robbery, burglary, assault, 
rape, personal theft, and shoplifting. 
Each type of crime contains three 
subcategories and each subcategol'Y 
represents the number of crimes in 
three concentric rings around the cen­
ter, each ring being approximately .1 
mile wide. Variables included in the 
survey and interview measured per­
sonal commitment to the neighbor­
hood, perceptions about the nearby 
commercial center, victimization ex­
periences, fear of crime, and security 
precautions taken by the respon­
dents. Variables included in the field 
observations examined group size, 

sex, race, life stage, primary activity, 
and business use of pedestrians. 

Unit of observation: 
(1) Commercial/residential neighbor­
hoods; (2) telephone surveys of resi­
dences; (3) business persons; and, 
(4) pedestrian activity 

'.Geographic Coverage 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minnesota 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 5 data files 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
Commercial/residential data 
rectangular file structure 
93 cases 
150 variables 
80-unit-long record 
7 records per case 
Part 2 
Area data 
rectangular file structure 
24 cases 
183 variables 
80-unit-long record 
9 records per case 
Part 3 
Telephone survey data 
rectangular file structure 
870 cases 
136 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
Part 4 
Interview data 
rectangular file structure 
213 cases 
138 variables 
80-unit-long record 
7 records per case 
Part 5 
Pedestrian activity data 
rectangular file structure 
7,110 cases 
11 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Reports and Publications 
McPherson, M., Silloway, G., and 

Frey, D.L. (1983). Crime, fear, and 
control in neighborhood commercial 
centers: An executive summary to 
the National Institute of Justice. Un­
published report, Minnesota Crime 
Prevention Center, Inc., Minneapolis. 

Media Crime Prevention 
Campaign in the United 

States, 1980 
Harold Mendelsohn 

and Garrett J. O'Keefe 
University of Denver 

78-NI-AX-0105 
(ICPSR 8050) 

Purpose of the Study 
This was a descriptive study of the ef­
fectiveness of the ''Take a Bite Out of 
Crime" public service advertising 
campaign. The research was de­
signed to determine whether media 
campaigns can contribute to public 
awareness and participation in crime 
prevention. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from telephone 
interview surveys. 

Sample: 
The population examined included a 
national sample of the noninstitution­
alized civilian population of the 
United States age 18 and over. A 
one call quasi-probability sample de­
sign was employed, based upon the 
Roper Organization's master national 
probability sample of interviewing ar­
eas. First, 1 00 counties were chosen 
at random proportionate to popula­
tion after all counties in the nation 
had been stratified by population size 
within geographic region. Second, cit­
ies and towns were randomly se­
lected from the sample counties 

according to their population. Third, 
four blocks or segments were then 
drawn within each location. Quotas 
for sex and age, as well as for em­
ployed women, were set in order to 
assure proper representation of each 
group in the sample. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Apri! 12, 1980, through May 5, 1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This research uses a national sample 
to examine the influence of the me­
dia, the perception of crime and its 
nature, and the number and kind of 
community relationships they had. 

Description of variables: 
The variables describe charac­
teristics of the respondents, such as 
age, sex, and marital status. Vari­
ables included to measure respon­
dents' attitudes and perceptions of 
crime were number of crime protec­
tion clubs to which respondent be­
longs, amount of attention given to 
news stories about crime, and re­
spondents' main concerns about 
crime. Variables measuring aware­
ness of crime prevention programs in­
clude whether respondent pays 
attention to ads, time spent watching 
TV, attention given to crime preven­
tion ads, and their influence. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual survey respondents 

Geographic Coverage 
Continental United States 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 352 
Cases: 1454 
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Reports and Publications 
O'Keefe, G.J., Mendelsohn, H., 

Reid-Nash, K., Henry, E., Rosen­
zweig, B., and Spetnagel, H.T, 
(1984). Taking a bite out of crime: 
The impact of a mass media crime 
prevention campaign. Unpublished 
report, University of Denver, Center 
for Mass Communications Re­
~earch and Policy, Denver. 

Characteristics and 
Movement of Fe!ons 
in California Prisons, 

1851-1964 
Sheldon Messinger 

University of California, Berkeley 
78-NJ-AX-0093 
(ICPSR 7971) 

Purpose of the Study 
This is a descriptive study of felons in 
the Califl)rnia prison system. It pro­
vides data on the prison population 
from 1945-1964. The objectives be­
hind the study were: (1) to determine 
costs incurred in the administration of 
misdemeanant probationer assign­
ments amclng first-time probationers; 
(2) to determine these costs among 
repeating probationers; (3) to deter­
mine a relationship between reve­
nues received and costs incurred in 
the administration of misdemeanant 
probationer assignments; and (4) to 
design, develop, and test a manage­
ment information system. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from inmate 
files of the California Department of 
Corrections. 

Sample: 
The sample included all California fel­
ons who were either committed to 
the California Department of COITe(',-

tions, retumed to prison as parole vio­
lators, paroled, suspended from or re­
instated on parole, discharged, or 
who had died or were executed from 
January 1, 1945, through December 
31,1964. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The data include rich information on 
the California feJon population over a 
20-year time period for each individ­
ual felon. Within the dataset, records 
are arranged by year and type of 
movement. For each year of the 
study, there are individual records on 
(substantially all) newly admitted fel­
ons, parolees returned for parole vio­
lation, persons paroled, parolees 
suspended from parole, parolees re­
instated to parole, prisoners dis­
charged from prison or who died or 
were executed in prison, parolees dis­
charged from active parole or who 
died while on active parole, and parol­
ees who were discharged from or 
died while on inactive parole. 

Description of variables: 
The variables include descriptive in­
formation on characteristics of the in­
mate, such as age at admission, 
race, marital status, education, mili­
tary history, occupation, number of 
prior arrests, escape record, date 
and type of releases, and parole 
violations. 

Unit of observation: 
Inmate movements (such as parole 
release or a return to prison for a pa­
role violation) 

Geographic Coverage 
California prison system 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 136 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 

Logical record length data format 
and card image data format 
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Admissions to prison 
17 female (1945-1954, 1959-1964), 
3 male (1945, 1957, 1964) files 
87-368 female, 1,950-5,010 male 
cases 
Parole releases 
16 female (1945-1955, 1959-1964), 
3 male (1945, 1957, 1964) files 
50-560 female, 1,560-7,230 male 
cases 

Suspension of parole 
16 female (1945-1955, 1959-1961, 
1963-1964},2 male (1957, 1964) files 
1-487 female, 1,170-4,230 male cases 

Reinstatement of parole 
2 fema.le (1963-1964), 2 male (1957, 
1964) files 
150-167 female, 27Q-600 male cases 

Parole violator returned 
17 female (1945-1955, 1958-'1961, 
1963-1964),2 male (1957, 1964) files 
15-285 female, 1,380-3,300 mare 
cases 
Institutional tennination to prison 
18 female (1945-1955, 1958-1964), 
2 male (1957,1964) files 
2-25 female, 960-1,050 male cases 

Active parole termination 
.17 female (1945-1955, 1959-1964), 1 
male (1964) files 
296 female, 2,580 male cases 

Inactive parole termination 
18 female (1946-1947, 1953-1955, 
1959,1961,1963-1964),1 male 
(1964) files 
1-55 female, 210 male cases 

Part 130 
1851-1865 california prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,444 cases 
274 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 0 records per case 

Part 131 
1866-1880 california prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,558 cases 
274 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 0 records per case 

Part 132 
1881-1895 California prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,594 cases 
274 variables 
80-unit-long record 
10 records per case 
Part 133 
1896-1910 California prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,613 cases 
274 variables 
80-unit-iong record 
1 0 records per case 
Part 134 
1911-1925 California prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,749 cases 
274 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
10 records per case 
Part 135 
192&-1935 California prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,154 cases 
274 variables 
80-unit-iong fecord 
1 0 records per case 
Part 136 
1936-1944 California prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
1,437 cases 
274 variables 
80-unit-long record 
10 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
BeI'k, RA, Rauma, D., Messinger, S.l., 

and Cooley, T.F. (1981). A test 
of the stability of punishment 
hypothesis. American Sociological 
Review, 46, 805-828. 

Befk, RA, Messinger, S.l., Rauma. D., 
and Berecochea, J. (1983). Prisons 
and self-reglillatii1Q systems: A com­
parison of historical patterns in Cali­
fornia for male and female 
offenders. Law and Society Re­
view, 17,547-586. 
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Evalu8,~jon of Minnesota's 
r;ehny Sentencing 

Guidelines, 1978-1984 
Terance D. Miethe 

and Charles A. Moore 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute 

and State University 
85 -11 -CX ..()(J54 
(ICPSR 9235) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study attempted to investigate 
the effects of the Minnesota felony 
sentencing guidelines on prosecuto­
rial charging practices, plea negotia­
tions, and sentencing decisions. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The primary sources of data were Sen­
tencing Guideline worksheets, State 
Judicial Information System summa­
ries (SJIS), Minnesota's Department of 
Corrections files, court transcripts, in­
itial complaint reports filed by prosecu­
tors, arrest reports, presentence 
investigation reports, and SJIS case 
transaction reports. 

Sample: 
There are two data files representing 
two different samples. The first con­
tains all felony convictions in the 
state of Minnesota during the four 
years studied. The second is a ran­
dom sample from case files in eight 
counties of convicted felons who 
were sentenced during the study pe­
riod. The study period covers fiscal 
year 1978 (two years before the 
guidelines), and three post-guideline 
years in the period between May 
1980 tb October 1984 (excludes Oc­
tober 1982 to October 1983). 

Dates of data collection: 
1985-1986 (circa) 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset provides primary 
sources for evaluating the statewide 
changes in the determinants of charg­
ing and sentencing decisions after 
the sentencing guidelines were en­
acted. In addition, the data files 
provide information on offender, of­
fense, and various case processing 
characteristics. 

Description of the variables: 
The statewide defendants file con­
tains information on the offenders' 
demographic characteristics, year 
of disposition, descriptions of the con­
victed offense, criminal history 
scores, types of sentences imposed, 
the presumptive disposition and dura­
tion of confinement, dispositional 10-
cation in the sentencing grid of the 
guidelines, and types of dispositional 
departure from presumptive sen­
tences. Variables in the eight-county 
sample data are similar to those avail­
able in the statewide data. However, 
the county sample data contain addi­
tional information on characteristics 
of cases and case processing vari­
ables, such as whether the defen­
dants were convicted of multiple 
behavioral incidents and various 
types of plea bargaining. 

Unit of observation: 
Convicted defendants 

Geographic Coverage 
State of Minnesota 

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

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
County raw data file 
rectangular file structure 
6,525 cases 
37 variables 
265-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 2 
Statewide raw data file 
rectangular file structure 
19,687 cases 
27 variables 
142-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Miethe, T.O. (1987). Charging and 

plea bargaining practices under 
determinate sentencing: An 
investigation of the hydraulic 
displacement of discretion. Journal 
of Criminal Law and Criminology, 
78(1),101-122. 

Miethe, T.D., and Moore, C. (1985). 
Socioeconomic disparities under 
determinate sentencing systems: 
A comparison of pre- and post­
guideline practices in Minnesota. 
Criminology 23(2), 337-{363. 

Miethe, T., and Moore, C.A. (1987). 
Evaluation of Minnesota's felony 
sentencing guidelines. Final report 
submitted to the National Institute 
of Justice, Washington, DC. 

Moore, C., and Miethe, T.D. (1986). 
Regulated and nonregulated sen­
tencing decisions: An analysis of 
first-year practices under Minne­
sota's felony sentencing guidelines. 
Law and Society Review, 20, 253-
277. 

Downtown Safety, Security, 
and Development in New 

York City, 1984 

N. David Milder 
Regional Plan Association, 

New York City 
84-IJ-CX-0006 and 85-IJ-CX-0070 

(ICPSR 9326) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was designed to address 
the problem of crime as a barrier to 
the economic health of three outlying 
commercial centers of New York 

City: Downtown Brooklyn, Fordham 
Road in the Bronx, and Jamaica Cen­
ter in Queens. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were col/ected from telephone 
SUiveys of residents living in the 
three trade areas. 

Sample: 
A random sample of 610 residents 
living in the three trade areas was 
systematically selected from the tele­
phone directory. 

Dates of data collection: 
Circa 1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the stud.y: 
The data were collected from the per­
spective of business interests in an 
attempt to assess safety needs in 
commercial needs. 

Descnption of variables: 
Variables included in the survey are 
respondent's age, race, gender, fam­
ily income, length of residence, per­
sonal victimization experience, 
perceptions of the safety and physi­
cal disorder of the commercial cen­
ter, and source of information about 
crime in the commercial center. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
New York City 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
610 cases 
35 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Reports and Publications 
Milder, N.D. (1987). Reducing the fear 

of downtown crime. Unpublished 
executiv~ summary, National 
Institute of Justice, Washington, DC. 

The Citizens Crime Commission of 
New York City and Regional Plan 
Association (1985). Downtown 
safety, security, and economic de­
velopment program. Unpublished fi­
nal report, National Institute of 
Justice, Washington, DC. 

Employment Set _ ~ #S 

for Ex-Offenders, 1981-1984: 
Bo!;tc»rI, Chicayo, 

all1d San Diego 
Raymond H. Milkman 

The Lazar Institute 
80-IJ-G"X-KOJ3 
(ICPSR 8619) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was conducted to test 
whether job counseling and place­
ment services, accompanied by inten­
sive follow-up after placement, wouk:f 
increase the effectiveness of employ­
ment programs for recent prison 
releasees. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from several 
:sources. Rap sheets were obtained 
jfrom official criminal justice agencies 
for each individual at approximately 
i, 3, 6, 12, 18, 24, and 36 months 
after the individual entered an em­
ployment assistance program for 
ex-offenders. Data on short-term em­
p~oyment and self-reported r,earrest, 
as well as information regarding the 
employment services each partk:ipant 
actually received, were collected, 
through the use of questionnaires, at 
30j 90, and 180 days after job place­
me'nt. Comprehensive delivery sys-

tems analyses were conducted at 
each site to document the extent of 
services available to the client. 

Sample: 
A total of 2,045 individuals who had 
been released from federal, state, or 
local adult correctional facilities within 
the previous six months and who had 
histories of primarily income-producing 
offenses volunteered to Participate in 
the field test as program clients. 
These participants were divided 
among three cities: 511 at the Com­
prehensive Offender Employment Re­
source System in Boston; 934 at the 
SB-;ar Foundation in Chicago; and 
600 at Project JOVE in San Diego. 
Participants were randomly assigned 
to experimental and control groups at 
each site. Clients from both groups 
who had not been placed at the end 
of the study were placed in compari­
son groups involving no program 
services. In addition to standard pro­
gram services, each experimental 
group member was aSSigned to a 
specialist who provided emotional 
support and advocacy to the client 
during the job search as well as dur­
ing the 180-day period following 
placement. These additional services 
included weekly contact, crisis inter­
vention, and referral to other agen­
cies when necessary. The control 
group received standard job place­
ment services. (The total sample size 
was later reduced to 381 in Boston, 
529 in Chicago, and 305 in San Di­
ego). 

Dates of data collection: 
March 1981 through May 1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This is one of tile few studies to ex, 
amine the effect of employment assis­
tance (actual and emotional support) 
for recent prison releasees via a 
quasi-experimental design. 
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Description of variables: 
Data were collected on personal, 
criminal, and employment back­
grounds at an initial interview. These 
data include information on the type, 
duration, and pay of previous employ­
ment, information about living ar­
rangements and marital status, and 
self-reported criminal his10ries. Addi­
tional variables document program 
and referral agency services re­
ceived by the client and the charac­
teristics of the placement position if 
one was found. Data on client, em­
ployer, and agency activities were 
collected at 30,90, and 180 days af­
ter placement. Criminal activity infor­
mation was obtained from rap sheets 
at 1, 3, 6, 12, 18, 24, and 36 months 
after placement. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual program participants 

Geographic Coverage 
Boston, Massachusetts; Chicago, Illi­
nois; and San Diego, California 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Boston data 
rectangular file structure 
381 cases 
183 variables 
80-unit-long record 
8 records per case 
Part 2 
Chicago data 
rectangular file strut-iure 
529 cases 
191 variables 
80-unit-long record 
8 records per case 
Part 3 
San Diego data 
rectangular file structure 
305 cases 
191 variables 
80-unit-long record 
8 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Timrots, A.D. (1985). An evaluation 

of employment services for 
ex-offenders. Unpublished Master's 
thesis, University of Maryland, 
College Park, MD. 

Phillips, L. (1987). Identifying the spe­
cial employment services needed 
to place ex-offenders in jobs. Pre­
sented at the Annual Meeting of the 
American Society of Criminology, 
Montreal, Canada. 

Plea Bargaining in the 
United States, 1978 

Herbert S. Miller, William McDonald, 
and James A. Cramer 

Georgetown University 
77-NJ-99-0049 
(ICPSR 7775) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of the study was to com­
pare and evaluate the processing of 
cases in U.S. courts, particularly as it 
applies to plea bargaining. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from court rec­
ords in six U.S. cities, in-court obser­
vations focusing on the formal 
supervision of plea bargaining by 
judges, and the results of a plea bar­
gaining simulation game. 

Sample: 
Case files were drawn from six pur~ 
posefully selected U.S. cities: Nor­
folk, VA; Seattle, WA; Tucson, AZ; 
EI Paso, TX; New Orleans, LA; and 
Delaware County, DE. In the plea 
bargaining simulation, Norfolk, Seat~ 
tie. Tucson, New Orleans, Media, 
PA, Miami, FL, and Portland, OR 
were uSed. All prosecutors and de­
fense attorneys who could be con­
tacted in these jurisdictions were 
included in the sample. The remain-
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der was a convenience sample con­
ducted at a national conference of 
prosecutors and defense attorneys. 

Dates of data collection: 
1978 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study focuses on the role of de­
fendants, victims, and judges in plea 
bargaining cases in 1978. The study 
includes three different measures of 
plea bargain!r!Q: case study, court­
room observation, and hypothetical 
cases given to courtroom actors. Par1 
of the study consisted of the use of 
decision-making simulation. The two 
hypothetical cases which were used 
were robbery and burglary. The simu­
lation was administered to 
136 prosecutors and 104 defense 
attorneys from a large number of ju­
risdictions from many states. A 
quasi-experimental design was incor­
porated into the simulation and two 
variables, prior record of defendant 
and strength of the case, were experi­
mentally manipulated. 

Description of variables: 
The study consists of three data files. 
The first two contain information from 
six cities while the file containing the 
plea bargaining simulation contains 
information from a different set of cit­
ies (see Sample, above). The first 
contains court case records. The vari­
ables in the file include demographic 
information on the accused and the 
victim, past record of the accused, se­
riousness of the o~ense, pleas en­
tered, speed of tri",,; process, and 
sentencing. The second file contains 
information gathered from in-court ob­
servations focusing on the formal su­
pervision of plea bargaining by 
judges. Variables include nature of 
the litany, tyoe of defense counsel, 
and who explained the charges and 
rights to the defendant. The thi rd file 
consists of the results of a plea bar­
gaining simulation. The variables in­
clude type of attorney (prosecutor or 

defense), strength of case, serious­
ness of offender (long or short prior 
record), and attorney's type of legal 
experience. 

Unit of observation: 
There were three different units of ob­
servation: individual plea bargaining 
cases, courtroom observation of plea 
bargained cases, and respondents to 
the simulation. 

Geographic Coverage 
Norfolk, VA; Seattle, WA; Tucson, 
AZ; EI Paso, TX; New Orfeans, LA; 
Delaware County, DE; Media, PA; 
Miami, FL; and Portland, OR. 

File Structure 
Data files: 3; (1) Case 

(2) In court observation 
(3) Plea Bargaining 
Simulation 

Variables: Case, 63 
Court, 33 
Simulation, 17 

Cases: Case, 3397 
Court, 711 
Simulation, 479 

Reports and Publications 
McDonald, W.F., and Cramer, J.A. 

(1980). Plea bargaining. Lexington, 
MA: D. C. Heath and Company. 

Miller, H.S., McDonald, W.F., and 
Cramer, JA (1980). Plea bargain­
ing in the United States. Washing­
ton, DC: National Institute of 
Justice. 
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Comparing Court Case 
Processing in Nine Courts, 

1979-1980 
Peter F. Nardulli, James Eisenstein, 

and Roy B. Flemming 
University of Illinois 

81 ~IJ~CX -()()2 7 
(ICPSR 8621) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected to examine char­
acteristics of officials involved in court 
case processing in nine counties. 

Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Quantitative data regarding court offi­
cials were generated by a series of 
questionnaires. Data concerning 
case and offender characteristics 
were collected from official records. 

Sample: 
States were chosen Oin the basis of 
convenience. Three counties with 
populations between 100,000 and 
1,000,000 in each of three states 
(Michigan, Illinois, and Pennsylvania) 
were selected. In each state, a subur­
ban ring county (DuPage, IL; Oak­
land, MI; and Montgomery, PAl, an 
autonomous county (Peoria, IL; Kala­
mazoo, MI; and Dauphin, PAl, and a 
declining county (St. Clair, IL; Sagi­
naw, MI; and Erie, PAl were pur­
posively chosen. Data were collected 
on the cases of 7,475 defendants 
processed in these counties in 1979 
and 1980. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
These data contain information on 
personality variables for each of the 
principal actors in court case process­
ing, Le., judges, prosecutors, public 
defenders, and defense attorneys. 

Descrip~=On of variables: 
The file includes variables describing 
the case and defendant (e.g. defen­
dant age, evidence of intoxication, to­
tal charges at sentencing, name of 
charge), variables describing the offi­
cials involved in the cases (e.g., in­
volvement in professional groups, 
percentage of life spent in county, 
and political affiliation), SC6/ J vari­
ables describing personality charac­
teristics of these officials (e.g., 
Machiavellianism, belief in punish­
ment, and belief in efficiency and tol~ 
erance), and variables indicating the 
perceptions of each other shared by 
these officials (e.g., judge's view of 
the prosecutor's trial competence 
and defense counsel's view of the 
judge's concern for clearing the 
docket). 

Unit of observation: 
Defendants 

Geographic Coverage 
Data were collected in the following 
nine counties: DuPage, Peoria, and 
St. Claire, Illinois; Oakland, Kalama­
zoo, and Saginaw, Michigan; and 
Montgomery, Dauphin, and Erie, 
Pennsylvania. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
SPSS control cards 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
7,475 cases 
264 variables 
80-uniHong record 
27 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Eisenstein, J., Nardulli, P.F., and 

Flemming, RB. (1982). Explaining 
and assessing criminal case 
disposition: A comparative study of 
nine counties (Interim Report). 
Unpublished report, University of 
Illinois. 
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Nardulli, P.F., Eisenstein, J., and 
Flemming, A.B. (1983). Final report 
of sentencing as a sociopolitical 
process: Environmental, contextual, 
and individual/evel dimensions. 
Unpublished report, University of 
Illinois. 

Nardulli, P.F., Flemming, R.B., and 
Eisenstein, J. (1985). Criminal 
courts and bureaucratic justice: 
Concessions and consensus in the 
guilty plea process. The Journal of 
Criminal Law and Criminology, 
76(4),1103-1131. 

Drug Use Forecasting 
in 24 Cities in the 

United States, 1987-1991 
National Institute of Justice, 

United States Department of Justice 
OJP-89-C-008 
(ICPSR 9477) 

Purpose of the Study 
The Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) 
Program was designed to estimate 
the prevalence of drug use among ar­
restees and to provide information for 
detecting changes in drug use 
trends. Studies addressing the preva­
lence of drug use do not typically in­
clude the population of offenders. It 
is importa.nt to include this population 
because research has shown that 
criminals are among the most seri­
ous drug abusers, and thus studies 
that exclude them from analysis may 
seriously underestimate the level of 
drug use in the United States. It is im­
portant to keep in mind, however, 
that the subjects in this study were 
booked arrestees, not convicted 
criminals. The information collected 
in this study can be used to plan the 
allocation of law enforcement, treat­
ment, and prevention resources, as 
well as to gain an indication of the im­
pact of local efforts to reduce drug 
use. The following questions are ad-

dressed by the data: What types of 
drugs do arrestees use? Among ar­
restees reporting drug use, what is 
the level of dependency on drugs? 
To what extent do arrestees report a 
need for alcohol/drug treatment? Is 
drug use related to certain types of 
offenses? And finally, what is the rela­
tionship between self-reported drug 
use and urinalysis findings? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data for this study were gathered 
from voluntary and anonymous inter­
views with male and female arres­
tees and from urine specimens 
provided at the time of arrest. Infor­
mation regarding charge, age, race, 
and birth year 'Nas obtained from ar­
rest records. 

Sample: 
1987: 2,993 male arrestees at 11 sites; 
516 female arrestees at 5 sites 

1988: 10,554 male arrestees at 20 sites; 
3,261 female arrestees at 14 sites 

1989: 16,186 male arrestees and 
5,804 female arrestees at 21 sites 

1990: 20,556 male arrestees at 23 stles; 
7,769 female arrestees at 21 sites 

1991: 22,335 male arrestees at 24 sites; 
8,330 female arrestees at 24 sites 

To avoid obtaining a sample domi­
nated by males charged with sale or 
possession of drugs, DUF interview­
ers limited the number of arrestees in 
this group who could be in the sam­
ple. Because this group of arrestees 
is undersampled and because slich 
persons were more likely to be using 
drugs at time of arrest, DUF statistics 
may be minimum estimates of drug 
use in the male arrestee population. 
All female arrestees, regardless of 
charge, were selected for inclusion in 
the DUF sample because of the 
smaller number of female arrestees. 

Dates of data collection: 
June-December 1987 
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November1987-December1988 
(Data collected during 1987 were 
from one site [Portland] which initi· 
ated data collection for 1988 early,) 

January-December 1989 (Arrestees 
in New York were interviewed during 
December 1988.) 

January-December 1990 

January-December 1991 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The study was a nonexperimental in· 
vestigation of drug use among arres­
tees. DUF staff interviewed arrestees 
and then asked them to provide urine 
samples for urinalysis. The data were 
collected at up to 24 sites in the 
United States. These sites were not 
selected to be representative of any 
broader population. 

During 1987, four different versions 
of the quesUonnaire were used to col· 
leet data. The versions differ only 
slightly; specifically, some of the 
code categories on earlier forms are 
expanded on the later forms, and the 
variable SHARE was added to later 
forms. For variables for which coding 
was expanded (such as CHANGE), a 
case was coded using only the codes 
appropriate for the form used to col­
lect the data. 

During 1988 at least three versions 
of the questionnaire were used to col­
lect data. The versions differ only 
slightly, but the differences are re­
flected in the way certain variables 
are coded. Three kinds of coding 
changes are induced by these shifts 
in questionnaire forms: (1) questions 
not asked on an earlier form are 
added to a later form; (2) questions 
on an earlier form are split into two or 
more questions on a later form; and 
(3) code categories on an earlier 
form are expanded on later forms. 
The User's Guide accompanying the 
data lists the variables that are in­
volved in these three types of modifi­
cation and shows the relationships 

between earlier and later versions of 
the 'Variables. While the 'form used for 
a particular case is not indicated by a 
variabl9 on the data file, the form 
used can be determined by examin­
ing the pattern of variables with miss­
ing or non-missing data, using 
variables from the chart included in 
the User's Guide. 

During 1989 two versions of the ques­
tionnaire were used to collect data. 
The versions differ only slightly, the 
second form being somewhat more 
comprehensive. Form 1 was used in 
the first quarter of the year (although 
a few cases were interviewed in April 
with Form 1); Form 2 covers several 
drugs not previously covered: to­
bacco, inhalants, mushrooms, metha­
done in treatment, Darvon, and 
Dilaudid. In addition, some other 
questions are asked or coded some­
what differently, and othel's are foJ· 
lowed up with more detailed 
sub-questions. These changes are 
documented in the codebook. 

During 1990, a single version ofthe 
questionnaire, which was first used in 
April 1989, was used to collect data. 
However, an addenclum regarding 
the use of the drug ice was added to 
the interview at the beginning of 
1990. Additional variables include 
ICEHEARD through ICECHOIC (See 
the codebook and instrument for a 
full list and an explanation of these 
variables). Although each site was in­
structed to use the addendum begin­
ning with the first quarter of 1990, not 
all sites did so. 

During 1991, two versions of the 
questionnaire were used. The first 
version, containing an "Ice Adden­
dum," was used during the first quar­
ter of 1991 by all sites. The second 
vel"sion, with questions about ice in 
the drug grid, was used by all sites 
for the rest of 1991. The effects of re­
moving the ice addendum and add­
ing ice questions to the drug grid 
format are as follows: For second 
quarter 1991 on, the variables 
ICEAGE,ICE72HR,ICE30DAY, 



ICEDEP, and ICEAGDEP are added. 
All of the ice addendum variables (all 
start with ICE. .. ) were dropped with 
the exception of ICEEVER. 

Description of variables: 
The following demographic variables 
are contained within the datasets: 
age of arrestee, ethnicity, sex, educa­
tion, marital status, and employment 
status. The drugs tested for (by eMIT 
TM) included the following: mari­
juana, opiates, cocaine, PCP, metha­
done, benzodiazepines (Valium), 
methaqualone, propoxyphene (Dar­
von), barbiturates, and ampheta­
mines. All positive results for 
amphetamines were confirmed by 
gas chromatography to eliminate 
positives that may be caused by 
other-the-counter drugs. Questions 
about recent and past use, age at 
first use. and age of dependency 
were asked for each drug the arres­
tee reported ever having tried. Drugs 
asked about included all those listed 
above plus alcohol, tobacco, inha­
lants, mushrooms, heroin, black tar 
heroin, LSD, downers, street metha­
done, crystal methamphetamine, 
quaaludes, Dilaudid, designer drugs 
(Ecstasy, Eve, Adam. Euphoria). and 
ice. Other topic areas covered by the 
data include type of offense for which 
arrested, injection history, preferred 
method for using cocaine and ice, 
drug and alcohol treatment history, 
sexual history, how the AIDS e~i­
demic has impacted needle-sharing 
habits, and treatment needs. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual arrestees 

Geographic Coverage 
1987: 11 sites in the U.S. 
1988: 20 sites in the U.S. 
1989: 21 sites in the U.S. 
1990: 23 sites in the U.S. 
1991: 24 sites in the U.S. 

file Structure 
Extent of collection: 6 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 

(text) + SAS control cards + SPSS 
control cards + data collection 
instrument 

Logical record length with SPSS 
export file and SAS and SPSS con­
trol cards, and card image (Parts 3, 
4, and 5) data formats 
Part 1 
Male and female arrestees daJ!l. 
November 1987-Oecember 1wu 
rectangular file structure 
13,815 cases 
184 variables 
351-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
SPSS export file for male and fe­
m~le arrestees data, November 
1987-Oecember 1988 
80-unit-long record 
Part 3 
Male and female avrestees data, 1989 
rectangular file structure 
21,991 cases 
278 variables 
80-unit-long record 
8 records per case 
Part 4 
Male ami female arrestees data, 
June-December 1987 
rectangular file structure 
3,509 cases 
125 variables 
64-unit-long record 
6 records per case 
PartS 
Male and female arrestees data, 1990 
rectangular file structure 
28,325 cases 
264 variables 
80-unit-long record 
7 records per case 
Part 6 
SPSS export file for male and 
female arrestees data, 1990 
80-unit-long record 
Part 7 
Male arrestees data, 1991 
rectangular file structure 
22,335 cases 
2n variables 
671-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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PartS 
SPSS export file for male arrestees 
dataj 1991 
80-unit-long record 
Part 9 
SAS control cards for male 
arrestees data, 1991 
80-unit-long record 
Part 10 
Female arrestees data, 1991 
rectangular file structure 
8,330 cases 
277 variables 
671-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 11 
SPSS e~rt file for female 
arrestees data, 1991 
BO-unit-Iong record 
Part 12 
SAS control cards for female 
arrestees data, 1991 
80-unit-long record 

Part 13 
Codebook for 1991 male and female 
arrestees data 
80-unit-!ong record 

Reports and Publications 
Cook, L.F. (1989). Drug use 

forecasting project: Interim 
statistical report. December 22, 
1989. 

Decker, S. (1992). Drug use 
forecasting in St. Louis: A 
three-year report. January 1992 

First quarterly repori: Portland DUF 
project. TASC, Inc., June 1987. 

Harrell, A. (1990). Validation of the 
Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) 
system: Preliminary findings. 
January 11,1990. 

Herbert, E.E., and O'Neil, J.A. 
(1991). Drug use forecasting: An 
insight into ~rrestee drug use. 
National Institute of Justice 

Publishing, Wayne State University. 
October 12, 1989. 

Mieczkowski, T. (1988). The damage 
done: Cocaine methods in Detroit. 
International Journal of Comparative 
and Applied Criminal Justice, 12, 

Mieczkowski, T. (1989). 
Understanding life in the crack 
culture: The investigative utility of 
the Drug Use Forecasting system. 
National Institute of Justice Report, 
November/December 1989. 

National Consortium of T ASC 
Programs. Implications of Drug Use 
Forecasting data for TASC 
programs, Report I. January 1989. 

National Consortium of T ASC 
Programs. implications of Drug Use 
Forecasting data for TASC 
programs, Report II. September 
1989. 

National Institute of Justice Reports, 
No. 215. Drug Use Forecasting 
update. July/August 1989. 

O'Neil, J.A., and Baldau, V. (1991). 
Drug Use Forecasting 1990 annual 
report. National Institute of Justice. 
NCJ 130063. August 1991. 

O'Neii, J.A., Wish, E.D., and Visher, 
C.A. (1990). Drug Use Forecasting 
1989 annual repori. National 
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Crime Days Precursors 
Study: Baltimore, 1952-1976 

David N. Nurco 
Friends Medical Research Center 

82-IJ-CX-003J 
(ICPSR 8222) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study's purpose was to investi­
gate the frequency with which vari­
ous narcotic substances were used 
among male narcotic addicts and 
their relation to different types of 
criminal activities during periods of 
active addiction and periods of 
nonaddiction. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal interviews with male nar­
cotic addicts in Baltimore, Maryland, 
were the source of information for 
this study. 

Sample: 
A sample of 354 male narcotic ad­
dicts were selected using a stratified 
random sample of a population of 
6,149 known narcotic abusers ar­
rested or identified by the Baltimore 
Police Department between 1952 
and 1976. The sample was not se­
lected on the basis of criminality, but 
stratified by race and year of police 
contact. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
July 1973 through January 1978 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This research, the reverse of the 
usual approach to studying the drug­
crime connection, used a sample of 
narcotic addicts to find out about 
crime. The data summarize the sub­
stance use, demographic, and crimi­
nal history of arrested or known 
narcotic addicts. 

DeSCription of variables: 
Variables include respondents' use 
of marijuana, hallucinogens, am­
phetamines, barbiturates, codeine, 
heroin, methadone, cocaine, tranquil­
izers, and other narcotics. Also in­
cluded is information about the 
respondents' past criminal activity in­
cluding arrests and length of incar­
ceration, educational attainment, 
employment history, personal in­
come, mobility, and drug treatment 
experienced, if any. 

Unit of observation: 
Period of addiction (which varies, ac­
cording to the particular individual, 
between 1 and 14 periods) or period 
of nonaddiction (which varies be­
tween 1 and 8 periods according to 
the individual) 

Geographic Coverage 
Baltimore, Maryland 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 405 
Cases: 4,895 

Reports and Publications 
Nurco, D.N., Shaffer, J.W., Ball, J.C., 

and Kinlock, T.W. (1984). Trends in 
the commission of crime among 
narcotic addicts over successive pe­
riods of addiction and nonaddiction. 
American Journal of Drug and Alco­
hol Abuse, 10(4),482-489. 
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Criminality Among Narcotic 
Addicts in Baltimore: 

The Role of Nonnarcotic 
Drugs, 1973-1978 

David N. Nurco 
Friends Medical Research Center 

82-JJ-CX-003J 
(JCPSR 8604) 

Purpose of the Study 
The major purpose of the study was 
to investigate the frequency with 
which various nonnarcotic sub­
stances were used among male nar­
cotic addicts and their relation to 
different types of criminal activities 
during periods of active addiction and 
periods of nonaddiction. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal interviews were conducted 
with male narcotic addicts between 
1973 and 1978 in the Baltimore met­
ropolitan area. 

Sample: 
Confidential in-person interviews 
were conducted with 354 male nar­
cotic addicts who were selected from 
a population of 6149 known male nar­
cotic offenders arrested by the Balti­
more police department between 
1952 and 1976. The sample was 
stratified by race and year of police 
contact. These 354 sampled addicts 
were selected because they had 
used addictive narcotic drugs at least 
four days per week for a period of 
more than one month. The majority 
of the subjects were heroin addicts. 

Dates of data collection: 
July 1973 through January 1978 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study records information on pe­
riods of non addiction as well as peri­
ods of addiction. In order to obtain 

chronological information, each sam­
pled addict was asked to describe his 
periods of addiction as well as peri­
ods of nonaddiction from the time of 
first regular narcotic use to the time 
of the interview. Data were collected 
on up to a maximum of 14 on-periods 
and 8 off-periods of addiction for 
each addict. Within each period, infor­
mation concerning types of narcotic 
drug use, crime days at risk per year, 
and percentages of illegal income 
were reported. 

Description of variables: 
Variables in the crime risk file include 
length of periods, number of days 
committing crime during each period, 
number of partners in the crimes 
committed, and crime days at risk 
per year. The drug use file includes 
variables concerning the total num­
ber of times respondents used 
15 types of nonnarcotic drugs 
(Le., marijuana, hallucinogens, am­
phetamines, barbiturates, codeine, 
heroin, methadone, cocaine, tranquil­
izers, and other narcotics). The ille­
gal income file includes variables 
corresponding to percentage of in­
come obtained illegally. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation in the first 
and second files is the period of ad­
dictiorv'nonaddiction. In the third file it 
is the addict. 

Geographic Coverage 
Baltimore, Maryland 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Crime risk file 
rectangular file structure 
354 cases 
approximately 15 to 18 variables 
80-unit-long record 
24 records per case 

-188-



Part 2 
Drug use file 
rectangular file structure 
354 cases 
approximately 15 to 18 variables 
80-unit-long record 
24 records per case 
Part 3 
Illegal income file 
rectangular file structure 
354 cases 
24 variables 
80-unit-long record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Nurco, D.N., Cisin, IH., and Ball, J.C. 

(1985). Crime as a source of 
income for narcotic addicts. Journal 
of Substance Abuse Treatment 2, 
113-115. 

Shaffer, J.W., Nurco, D., Ball, J., and 
Kinlock, T. (1985). The frequency 
of nonnarcotic drug use and its rela­
tionship to criminal activity among 
narcotic addicts. Comprehensive 
Psychiatry, 26, 558-566. 

Variations in Criminal 
Patterns Among Narcotic 
Addicts in Baltimore and 
New York City, 1983-1984 
David N. Nurco, Thomas E. Hanlon, 

Timothy W. Kinloclc, and Evelyn Slaght 
Friends Medical Science Research Center 

86-IJ-CX -0030 
(ICPSR 9586) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examined the relationship 
between narcotic addiction and 
crime. The investigators developed a 
typology of narcotic addicts, based 
on the type, frequency, and serious­
ness of their criminal activity. The 
sample consisted of 250 male nar­
cotic addicts admitted consecutively 
as outpatients at methadone treat­
ment centers in Baltimore and New 
York between May 1983 and April 

1984. Data were obtained from an in­
terview, the Minnesota Multiphasic 
Personality Inventory (MMPI), and 
the Raven Progressive Matrices. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from interviews 
with 250 male narcotic addicts. 
These men were consecutively admit­
ted as outpatients to methadone 
treatment centers in Baltimore and 
New York City between May 1983 
and April 1984. Further information 
was obtained from the Minnesota 
Multiphasic Personality Inventory 
(MMPI) and the Raven Progressive 
Matrices. The interview schedule 
comprised five parts. Parts I, III, and 
V were administered once. Parts \I 
and IV were administered repeatedly 
for each period of addiction and ot 
nonaddiction prior to admission for 
treatment. 

Sample: 
The Baltimore sample (n = 100) was 
drawn from the outpatient·population 
of five treatment centers; the New 
York sample (n = 150) was drawn 
from a single large-capacity center. 
Individuals who experienced a first 
period of narcotic addiction at least 
two years before the interview were 
eligible for the study. A period of nar­
cotic addiction was defined as a pe­
riod of at least a month during which 
the subject was at large in the com­
munity and used opiates, their deriva­
tives, or synthetics four or more days 
a week. Two-hundred and fourteen 
subjects experienced one or more 
nonaddiction periods subsequent to 
their first period of addiction; nonad­
diction periods were at least a month 
during which subjects were in the 
community and used opiates less 
than four or more days a week. 

To be eligible for the study, subjects 
had to be at least 25 years of age. 
Participants ranged in age from 25 to 
70, with 33.5 years being the mean 
age at interview. The sample com-
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prised 100 Black, 100 white, and 
50 Hispanic subjects. The Hispanic 
sample was drawn entirely from 
New York. 

Dates of data collection: 
May 1983 through April 1984 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
The data are organized by topic into 
a series of ten data files. Each file 
contains data for 250 cases, with the 
exception of three files in which a few 
cases are deleted because data are 
missing for the entire case. The first 
data file details the subjects' addic­
tion careers: the age they first used 
various drugs; the age they first 
became addicted to narcotics; the 
amount ·of time they were addicted! 
not addicted to narcotics; and the to­
tal length of their addiction careers. 
The second file contains variables 
generated by cluster analysis, includ­
ing cluster assignment or "type." The 
third file includes the educational, oc­
cupational, and arrest histories of the 
subjects, as well the drug use and ar­
rest histories of their families. The 
fourth file consists of MMPI and Ra­
ven IQ scores. The frequency and 
types of crime that subjects commit­
ted during the preaddiction period 
comprise the fifth file; the frequency 
and nature of drug use during this pe­
riod comprise the sixth file. Files 7 
and 8 contain crime variables and 
drug use variables, respectively, 
across all non addiction periods. Fi­
nally, File 9 contains data charac­
terizing crime across all addiction 
periods, while File 10 supplies vari­
ables regarding drug use across total 
addiction periods. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Baltimore and New York City 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 10 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
Addiction career data file 
rectangular file structure 
250 cases 
15 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Cluster assigrvnent data file 
rectangular fire structure 
250 cases 
12 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
School, employment, criminal 
justice, and family 
rectangular file structure 
250 cases 
23 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 4 
MMPI and Raven scores 
rectangular file structure 
245 cases 
19 variables 
80-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 
Part 5 
Crime during preaddiction periods 
rectangular fife structure 
250 cases 
23 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 6 
Drug use during preaddiction 
periOds 
rectangular file structure 
250 cases 
25 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
Crime across nonaddiction periods 
rectangular file structure 
214 cases 
24 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 8 
Drug use across nonaddictlon 
periOds 
rectangular file structure 
214 cases 
26 variables 
ao-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 
Part 9 
Crime across addiction periods 
rectangular file structure 
250 cases 
24 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 10 
Drug use across total addiction 
periods 
rectangular file structure 
250 cases 
26 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Nurco, D.N., Hanlon, T.E., Kinlock, 

T.W., and Slaght, E. (1989). Drug 
offender typology development 
(Final Report for the National 
Institute of Justice). Baltimore, MD: 
Friends Medical Science Research 
Center. 

Nurco, D.N., Kinlock, T.W., Hanlon, 
T.E., and Ball, J.C. (1988). 
Nonnarcotic drug use over an 
addiction career - A study of 
heroin addicts in Baltimore and 
New York City. Comprehensive 
Psychiatry, 29, 450-459. 

Nurco, D.N., Hanlon, T.E., Kinlock, 
T.W., and Duszynski, K.R. (1988). 
Differential criminal patterns of nar­
cotic addicts over an addiction ca­
reer. Criminology, 26, 407-423. 

Use and Effectiveness of 
Hypnosis and the Cognitive 

Interview for Enhancing 
Eyewitness Recall: 

Philadelphia, 1988-1989 
Martin T. Orne and Wayne G. Whitehouse 

Institute for Experimental Psychiatry 
87-/J-CX -0052 
(ICPSR 9478) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study investigated the effective­
ness of hypnosis and the cognitive in­
terview on the recall of events in a 
criminal incident. A total of 72 sub­
jects were randomly assigned to re­
ceive the hypnosis, cognitive 
interview, or control treatment. The 
experiment comprised two sessions. 
Stage 1 involved filling out unrelated 
questionnaires and viewing a short 
film containing an emotionally upset­
ting criminal event. Stage 2 was 
conducted 3 to 13 days later (the av­
erage was 6.5 days) and involved ap­
plication of the assigned treatment 
and written recall of the events in the 
film. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from volunteer 
subjects through the use of two writ­
ten narrative recollections of a crimi­
nal event portrayed on film as well as 
from an oral forced recall of the events 
in a post-experimental interview. 

Sample: 
An initial pool of 168 volunteers was 
recruited from posters and newspa­
per advertisements for inclusion in 
the experiment. Participants were uni­
'.rersity students ranging in age from 
19 to 31. Pretesting consisted of sev­
eral steps performed in 17 small 
groups formed from the pool of sub­
jects. The groups ranged in size from 
4 to 14. A total of 72 individuals 
(36 females, 36 males) were se-
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lected from the pretest sample based 
on que!'1ionnaire responses. These 
72 subjects participated in the experi­
mental treatment and follow-up data 
collection steps. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 16, -1988, through June 30, 
1989. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The investigators employed an ex­
perimental design with the following 
stages: (1) a pretest that included 
data collection, the presentation of 
an experimental stimulus, and the se­
lection of a final· set of subjects; and 
(2) a follow-up that included the appli­
cation of two treatment conditions, a 
control condition, and the collection 
of additional data. 

Description of variables: 
Variables in File 1 were derived from 
written recalls completed at baseline 
and post-treatment. These variables 
include total information, correct infor­
mation (from the film), incorrect infor­
mation, confabulations (i.e., filling in 
the gaps with information not con­
tained in the film), and attributions 
(e.g., "the teller was upset"). File 1 
also contains new information given 
in the post-treatment written narrative, 
consisting of total new information, 
new correct, new correctlnoninforma­
tive, new incorrect, new confabula­
tions, and new attributions. The 
remaining variables in File 1 include 
the HGSHS:A score, repressor 
status, and the number of days be­
tween viewing the film and complet­
ing the baseline and post-treatment 
interviews. Variables in File 2 were 
derived from the post-experimental 
oral forced recall interview and in­
clude total correct, total incorrect, 
and confidence ratings for correct 
and incorrect responses. 

Sex is the only demographic variable 
contained in the data and is in File 1. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Card image data format and SPSSX 
export files 
Part 1 
SaDeline and treatment data file 
rectangular file structure 
72 cases 
20 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Post-experimental data file 
rectangular file structure 
72 cases 
5 variables 
SO-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Baseline and treatment data: SPSSX 
export file 
BO-unit-Iong record 
Part 4 
Post-experimental data: SPSSX 
export file 
80-unit-long record 

Reports and Publications 
Orne, M.T., and Whitehouse, W.G. 

(1990). The use and effectiveness 
of hypnosis and the cognitive inter­
view for enhancing eyewitness re­
eall (Final report submitted to the 
National Institute of Justice). 
Merion Station, PA: Institute for Ex­
perimental Psychiatry. 
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Police Services Study, 
Phase II, 1977: Rochester, 

St. Louis, and SI. Petersburg 

Elinor Ostrom, Roger B. Parks, 
and Gordon Whitaker 

Indiana University 
78~NI-AX -0020 
(ICPSR 8605) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected under a grant by 
the National Science Foundation 
(grant number APR74-14059 A03) in 
order to examine the delivery of po­
lice services in selected neighbor~ 
hoods of Rochester, New York; 
St. Louis, Missouri; and Tampa-
St. Petersburg, Florida. Much of the 
analysis for the study however was 
done under a grant from the National 
Institute of Justice. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Information came from three sources: 
(1) observational data of general po­
lice shifts; (2) police officers' encoun­
ters observed 'curing selected shifts; 
and (3) telephone interviews con­
ducted with citizens who were in­
volved in police-citizen encounters or 
who had requested police services 
during observed shifts. 

Sample: 
The sample for Phase \I of the proj­
ect was based on results from Phase 
I of the Police Services Study. In 
Phase I it was determined that based 
on differences in population size, po­
lice departments could be grouped 
into five basic classes: agencies with 
575 or more full-time sworn officers, 
319-574 officers, 132-318 officers, 
36-131 officer's, and less than 35 offi­
cers. The choice of metropolitan ar­
eas was restricted to the 34 largest 
used in Phase I. Rochester, St. 
Louis, and Tampa-St. Petersburg 
were selected from this group as re­
search sites because the police agen-

cies in these cities ranged from small 
to large in size. Nonprobability sam­
pling methods were then used to ob­
tain a sample of neighborhoods 
thought to be consistent with the 
Phase I results. Three departments 
were selected in the first two largest 
size groups, two in the next size, 
seven in the next, and nine in the last. 

Dates of data collection: 
May through August 19n 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Data were collected from various 
sources, each of which can be ana­
lyzed separately. The files may also 
be linked to provide a richer set of in­
formation for analysis. The files can 
be merged by concatenating across 
sites the variables identifying the ju­
risdiction, neighborhood, shift, and 
sequence of the encounter and utiliz­
ing the resulting variable as a key for 
linking the different files. 

Description of variables: 
Variables describe the shift, the offi­
cers, the events occurring during an 
observed shift, the total number of en­
counters, a breakdown of dispatched 
runs by type, and officer attitudes on 
patrol styles and activities. Other vari­
ables provide detail about the offi­
cers' role in the encounters and their 
demeanor towards the citizen(s) in­
volved, including how the encounter 
began, police actions during the en­
counter, and services requested by 
the citizen. Variables describing the 
citizens include age, sex, total family 
income, satisfaction with the deliv~ 
ered police services, and neighbor­
hood characteristics. 

Unit of observation: 
There are three different units of ob­
servation: the shift, encounter, and 
the citizen involved in the encounter. 
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Geographic Coverage 
Rochester, New York; St. Louis, Mis­
souri; and Tampa-St. Petersburg, 
Florida 

File Straaure 
Extent of collection: 4 data files + 
SPSS control cards 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Citizen debriefing data 
rectangular fife structure 
1 ,57!; cases 
152 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 
Part 2 
General shift infonnation 
rectangular file structure 
949 cases 
170 variables 
80-unit-long record 
8 records per case 
Part 3 
Police encounters data 
rectangular fife structure 
5,688 cases 
594 variables 
80-unit-long record 
20 records per case 
Part 4 
Victimization survey data 
rectangular file structure 
12,019 cases 
273 variables 
80-unit-long record 
6 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Ostrom, E. (1983). A public service 

industry approach to the study of 
local government structure and 
performance. Policy and Politics, 
11(3),313-\341. 

Ostrom, E. (1983). A public choice 
approach to metropolitan 
institutions: Structure, incentives 
and performance. Social Science 
Journal, 20(3), 79-96. 

Smith, D.A. (1982). Invoking the law: 
Determinants of police arrest 
decisions. Unpublished doctoral 
dissertation, Indiana University. 

Smith, D.A. (1984). The 
organizational context of legal 
control. Criminology, 21, 468-481. 

Smith, D.A., and Klein, J.R. (1984) 
Police control of interpersonal 
disputes. Social Problems, 31, 
468-481. 

Smith, D.A., and Visher, q.A. (1981). 
Street-level justice: Situational 
determinants of police arrest 
decisions. Social Problems, 29, 
167-178. 

Smith, D.A., Visher, C.A., and 
Davidson, l.A. (1984). Equity and 
discretionary justice: The influence 
of race on police arrest decisions. 
Journal of Criminal Law and 
Criminology, 75, 234-249. 

Methods Reports are available upon 
request from: 

Workshop in Political Theory and 
Policy Analysis 

Indiana University 
513 N. Park 
Bloomington, Indiana 47405 
(812) 335-0441 

Police Referral Practices 
and Social Service Agency 

Practices in Three 
Metropolitan Areas, 1977 

Elinor Ostrom, Roger B. Parks, 
and Gordon Whitaker 

Indiana University 
78-NI-AX-0020 

National Science Foundation GI43949 
(ICPSR 7791) 

Purpose of the Study 
These data are part of a larger study 
(see Ostrom, Parks, and Whitaker, 
Police Services Study, Phase II, 
1977: Rochester, St. Louis, and St. 
Petersburg [ICPSR 8605]) designed 
to examine the delivery of police serv­
ices. The objective of the survey por­
tion of this research was to examine 
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citizen attitudes about the police and 
crime in their neighborhoods. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were obtained through tele­
phone interviews conducted by 
trained interviewers. These inter­
views followed a standard question­
naire designed by the project leaders. 

Sample: 
The sample consists of randomly se­
lected households in three standard 
metropolitan statistical areas (Roch­
ester, New York; St. Louis, Missouri; 
and Tampa-St. Petersburg, Florida) 
which included 24 cities and small 
towns. Households were identified 
through telephone directory listings. 
A single respondent provided infor­
mation on the entire household. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
May-August 19n 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
These data were collected as part of 
a larger study of police services. This 
file contains attitude data on crime, 
the police, and the criminal justice 
system. When used in combination 
with other data files from the Police 
Services Study, Phase II, 19n: 
Rochester, St. Louis, and St. Pe­
tersburg([ICPSR 8605), the informa­
tion available is unusually rich and 
detailed. 

Description of the variables: 
The victimization data file contains in­
formation on the perceived risk of vic­
timization, evaluations of the delivery 
of police services, household victimi­
zations occurring in the previous 
year, actions taken by citizens in re­
sponse to crime, and demographic 
characteristics of the neighborhood. 

Unit of obseNation: 
The unit of observation is the house­
hold. The individual interviewed pro-

vided information for the entire house­
hold. 

Geographic Coverage 
Rochester, New York; St. Louis, Mis­
souri; and Tampa-St. Petersburg, 
Florida SMSAs. There were actually 
24 cities and small towns located 
within these SMSAs. 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 273 
Cases: 12,019 

Reports and Publications 
Mastrofski, S. (1983). The police and 

noncrime services. In G.P. 
Whitaker and C. Phillips (eds.), 
Evaluating the Performance of 
Criminal Justice Agencies. Beverly 
Hills, CA: Sage. 

Smith, D.A., and Uchida C. (1988). 
The social organ.ization of self-help: 
A study of defensive weapons 
purchases. American Sociological 
Review, forthcoming. 

Interested users are encouraged to 
acquire the unpublished Methods Re­
ports (i.e., the MR series) produced 
as part of this project. Information re­
garding their availability may be ob­
tained from: 

Workshop in Political Theory and 
Policy Analysis 

Indiana Unjvers~y 
513 N. Park 
Bloomington, Indiana 47405 
(812) 335-0441 
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Implementation of 
Community Corrections 

in Oregon, Colorado, and 
Connecticut, [1981] 

Dennis J. Palumbo, Michael Musheno, 
and Steven Maynard-Moody 

School of Justice Studies, Arizona State 
University 

82-15-CU-K015 
(ICPSR 8407) 

Purpose of the Study 
The objectives of this study were: 
(1) to evaluate the community correc­
tions programs of three states noted 
for such community-level program­
ming (Oregon, Colorado,ar.d Con­
necticut); and, (2) to identify the 
conditions that underlie their success. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Interviews of correctional personnel 
were secured from state county and 
district officials. In addition, mailed 
questionnaires were employed. 

Sample: 
Purposive sample of community cor­
rections programs in three states: 
Oregon, Colorado, and Connecticut. 
These three states were selected be­
cause of their unique administrative 
structuring of community corrections 
programs. 

Dates of data collection: 
June 1982 through November 1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study evaluates community cor­
rection programs in three states that 
have different administrative or judi­
cial approaches to alternative sen­
tencing. For example, Oregon's 
community corrections program was 
designed as a sentencing alternative 
to prison incarceration and is adminis­
tered through the state department of 

corrections. Colorado's program was 
also a sentencing alternative pro­
gram but is administered through the 
judicial department by individual local 
districts. Connecticut's program is 
run by the state department of correc­
tions, but is a transitional one, provid­
ing facilities for offenders within a 
year of being released. 

Description of variables: 
The variables include information 
about the kind of people who imple­
ment and maintain community 
corrections programs, the level of 
commitment by judicial and prison of­
ficials to these programs, the per­
ceived extent of community support 
for such programs, the decision­
making process of program imple­
mentors, and the achievement of the 
goals of cost reduction, work training, 
and rehabilitation. 

Unit of observation: 
Correctional personnel 

Geographic Coverage 
Oregon. Connecticut, and Colorado 

File Stl'ucture 
Data files: 3; (1) Oregon 

(2) Colorado 
(3) Connecticut 

Variables: Oregon, 50 
Colorado, 65 
Connecticut, 51 

Cases: Oregon, 272 
Colorado, 317 
Connecticut, 474 

Reports and Publications 
Palumbo, D., Maynard-Moody, S., and 

Wright P. (1984). Measuring degrees 
of successful implementation: 
Achieving policy versus statutory 
goals. Evaluation Review, 8, 45-74. 
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Palumbo, D., Maynard-Moody, S., 
and Wright P. (1984). Final Report 
of the evaluation of implementation 
of community corrections in Ore­
gon, Colorado, and Connecticut. 
Unpublished report, Arizona State 
University, School of Public Affairs, 
Tempe, ft:Z.. 

Community Policing in 
Baltimore, 1986-1987 

Antony Michael Pate 
and Sampson O. Annan 
The Police Foundation 

86-JJ-CX-0003 
(JCPSR 9401) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study investigated the effects of 
foot patrol and ombudsman policing 
on perceptions of the incidence of 
crime and community policing prac­
tices in general. Data collected at 
Wave 1 measured perceptions of 
crime and community policing prac­
tices before two new policing pro­
grams were introduced. Follow-up 
data (Wave 2) were collected approxi­
mately one year later. Data at Wave 
2 measure the effects of the new po­
licing practices on perceptions of the 
incidence of crime and community po­
licing practices generally. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from question­
naires administered to residents of 
two communities within Baltimore. 

Sample: 
A multistage process was used to 
select neighborhoods, areas, and 
households for interview. First, two 
areas of Baltimm'e were selected to 
represent contrasting socioeconomic 
situations. One area was located in 
the southeast section of Baltimore. 
This section of the city comprised 

rowhouses and was inhabited by im­
migrants from Central Europe and 
Greece. Most residents had lived 
there several years, and few children 
were present. 

The second area selected was in the 
northwest part of the city. This 
section consisted of single-unit 
homes inhabited by middle-class 
African-Americans. Many young chil­
dren were present. Within each area, 
three neighborhoods (matched on 
the basis of size, number of units, 
and recorded crime) were selected. 
Each neighborhood (with 50HOO 
households spread over 16 sqlJare 
blocks) was randomly assigned to re­
ceive either foot patrol, ombudsman 
policing, or no new police program. 

After households in each neighbor­
hood were enumerated, households 
were randomly selected for interview. 
Within each household, one individ­
ual aged 18 or older was randomly 
selected and interviewed. Wave 1 of 
the survey was designed to yield 
200 interviews in each of the six 
neighborhoods. Due to refusals and 
vacancies, the initial sample was ac-
tually 921. During Wave 2, one year 
later, attempts were made to reinter­
view those same individuals. The fi-
nal analytical sample consisted of 
636 persons who were interviewed at 
both waves. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were collected in two waves. 
Wave 1 was conducted in the spring 
of 1986, prior to the introduction of 
foot patrol and ombudsman policing 
practices. Wave 2 was conducted 
just over one year later (July 1987). 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study evaluates a police interven­
tion program implemented in two differ­
ent, yet comparable, commun~ies. 

Description of variables: 
Data were collected from 18- and 20-
page questionnaires at Waves 1 and 
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2 respectively. A total of 118 ques­
tions were asked at Wave 1, and 133 
questions were asked at Wave 2. 
The following demographic data 
were gathered: age, employment . 
status, marital status, number of .chil­
dren under 18, race, sex, education, 
and household income. Other data 
collected concern perceptions of the 
incidence of various crimes, percep­
tions of police effectiveness and pres­
ence, types of cr!m~ I?re~enti~n 
behaviors, and victimization history. 

The Wave 2 instrument repeats ffi?st 
of the questions from W8:ve 1, yet it 
differs in two respects. First, 15 ques­
tions are lit;ked regarding the foot pa­
trol and ombudsman policing 
efforts. Second, questions in Wav~ 2 
are ordered differently from those In 
Wave 1. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverag!3 

The southeast and northwest sec­
tions of Baltimore 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files + 
machine-readable documentation 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Wave 1 
rectangular file structure 
921 cases 
229 variables 
250-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Wave 2 
rectangular file structure 
636 cases 
217 variables 
232-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 3 
Combination 
rectangular file structure 
636 cases 
446 variables 
250-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Pate A.M., and Annan, S.O. (1989). 
Th~ Baltimore community policing 
experiment: Summary report (Draft 
report submitted to the National In­
stitute of Justice). Washington, DC: 
Police Foundation. 

Reducing Fear of Crime: 
Program Evaluation Survey 

in Newark and Houston~ 
1983-1984 

Antony Pate and Sampson Annan 
The Police Foundation 

83-JJ-CX-0003 
(JCPSR 8496) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed to investi­
gate two issues: (1) the effects of . 
various crime-reduction programs In . 
two large U.S. cities through a combi­
nation of experimental and quasi­
experimental designs; and (?) the 
extent of victimization expenences, 
crime prevention activities, and atti­
tudes toward the police in these se­
lected neighborhoods. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from surveys 
administered within two large U.S. cit­
ies Newark, New Jersey, and Hous­
ton', Texas. Survey instrumen~s were 
administered to respondents In ran­
domly selected households and busi~ 
ness establishments in seven 
neighborhoods in the two cities. 
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Sample: 
A random sample was used to select 
the respondents from the residences 
and the commercial establishments 
in the seven neighborhoods. The c~­
ies of Houston and Newark were se­
lected as examples of two different 
types of American cities, but similar 
in that the police departments were 
able to design and manage complex 
experimental programs. Both were 
purposively selected; Houston be­
cause it is a new, growing city with 
low population density, Newark be­
cause it is a mature, high population 
density city with declining resources. 

Dates of data collection: 
During the summer months of 1983 
(pre-intervention) and 1984 (post­
intervention) 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study used a pre- and post­
intervention research design to meas­
ure the effectiveness of specialized 
police programs to reduce ttle fear of 
crime within communities. The spa­
c!fi~ police interventions were (1) a 
Victim recontact program (Houston 
only), (2) a citizen contact patrol pro­
gram (Houston only), (3) police­
community newsletter experiment 
(Newark and Houston), (4) a commu­
nity organizing response team (Hous­
ton only), (5) community police 
stations (Houston only), (6) commu­
nity clean-up programs (Newark 
only), and (7) a coordinated commu­
nity policing program (Newark only). 
The design is valuable in that the sur­
veys query respondents both before 
and after police inteiVention pro­
grams about victimization, attitudes 
toward the police, changes in life 
styles because of perceived crime or 
victimization, and personal involve­
ment in crime prevention activities. 

Description of variables: 
The variables provide measures of re­
called program exposure, perceived 
area social disorder problems, per-

ceived area physical deterioration 
problems, fear of personal victimiza­
tion in area, worry about property 
crime victimization in area, perceived 
area property crime problems, per­
sonal crimes problems, actual victimi­
zation, evaluation of police service 
and aggressiveness, defensive be­
haviors to avoid victimization, house­
hold crime prevention efforts, and 
satisfaction with area. 

Unit of observation: 
Survey respondents from either a 
residential or a commercial setting 

Geographic Coverage 
Houston, Texas, and Newark, 
New Jersey 

File Structure 
Extent of col/ection: 6 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Pre-intervention surveys of 
residential neighborhoOds 
rectangular file structure 
3,014 cases 
434 variables 
80-unit-Iong record 
7 record per case 
Part 2 
Post-intervention surveys of 
residential neighborhoOds 
rectangular file structure 
3,079 cases 
343 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 record per case 
Part 3 
Pre-Intervention surveys of 
norvesidentlal establisllments 
rectangular file structure 
293 cases 
205 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 record per case 
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Part 4 
Post-intervention surveys of 
norwesidential establistiments 
rectangular file structure 
299 cases 
195 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 record per case 

Part 5 .. 
Follow-up study of victimS from 
Houston, Texas 
rectangular file structure 
485 cases 
224 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
6 record per case 
PartS 
Questionnaire newsletter 
rectangular file structure 
819 cases 
633 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
11 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Pate, A.M., Wycoff, M., Skogan, W.G., 

and Sherman, L.W. (1986). Final re­
port of the effects of police fear re­
duction strategies: A summary of 
findings from Houston and Newark. 
Unpublished report, The Police 
Foundation, Washington, DC. 

Youths and Deterrence: 
Columbia, South Carolina, 

1979-1981 
Raymond Paternoster 

Institute of Criminal Justice and 
Criminology, University of Maryland 

81-IJ-CX-0023,83-IJ-CX-0045 
(ICPSR 8255) 

Purpose of the Study 
The research was designed to exam­
ine the reciprocal effect~ between. 
perceptions of t.he certainty of pUnish­
ment and involvement in self-reported 
delinquency. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected with confidential, 
self-administered questionnaires 
from nine Columbia, South Carolina, 
area high schools, beginning with stu­
dents in the tenth grade. Subsequent 
questionnai~:t$ were administered 
during the same students' 11th and 
'12th grades. 

Sample: 
All students currently attending nine 
Columbia high schools. The nine 
high schools were deliberately se­
lected to reflect social class and ra­
cial variation in the Columbia, South 
Carolina, area. 

Dates of data collection: 
Between October 1981 and October 
1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study is one of the few datasets 
with three-wave panel data, such that 
longitudinal control over causal.rela­
tions can be better secured. ThiS of­
fers greater temporal control than 
most delinquency studies which 
contain only cross-sectional data. 
Two-wave data were collected on ap­
proximately 1500 respondents while 
complete three-wave data were col­
lected on 1250. The wave panel de­
sign feature offers a chance to test 
the relative explanatory power of 
most contemporary theories of d~lin­
quency (such as deterrence, strain, 
social control, labeling, and differen­
tial association) at different time refer­
ence periods. Time between data 
collections was one year. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include demographic char­
acteristics of respondents, percep­
tions of the certainty and severity of 
punishment, measures of commit­
ment conventional involvements and 
com~itments, beliefs, perceptions of 
peers' involvement and attitudes to-
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ward common delinquent acts, and 
an extensive self-report inventory re­
questing both prevalence and inci­
dence information. 

Unit of observation: 
High school students 

Geographic Coverage 
Columbia, South Carolina 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: i data file 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
3,882 cases 
164 variables 
80-unit-Iong record 
19 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Patemoster, R., and lovanni, L. (1986). 

The deterrent effect of perceived 
severity: A reexamination. Social 
Forces, 64(3), 751-777. 

Paternoster, R. (1986). The use of 
composite scales in perceptual de­
terrence research: A cautionary 
note. Journal of Research in Crime 
and Delinquency, 23(2), 128-168. 

Intensive Supervision 
Program in New Jersey, 

1983-1986 
Frank S. Pearson 

Institute for Criminological Research, 
Department of Sociology, 

Rutgers University 
83-IJ-CX-K027 
(ICPSR 92!11) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study (1) evaluates the impact of 
the New Jersey Intensive Supervi­
sion Program (ISP) on recidivism 
rates, prison space availability, and 
cost effectiveness, and (2) assesses 

the opinions of criminal justice profes­
sionals toward ISP. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data in the offender file were 
drawn from two sources: {1} file fold­
ers from each of New Jerseyjs 21 
county probation departments or De­
partment of Corrections, and (2) the 
Computerized Criminal History file 
maintained by the New Jersey De­
partment of Systems and Communi­
cation (SAC data). The opinion data 
were collected during personal inter­
views with criminal justice professionals. 

Sample: 
There are two samples: the ISP 
evaluation sample and the opinion 
sur .... ey sample. The ISP evaluation 
sample is composed of two groups of 
sentenced felons: (1) the ISP experi­
mental group consisting of offenders 
admitted to the ISP program, and 
(2) a control group of offenders who 
served an ordinary term of imprison­
ment (OTI). The original control 
group design called for the random 
selection of 500 OTI cases as well as 
500 randomly selected cases for 
each of two other groups (offenders 
who served an ordinary term of pro­
bation, and those who served a split 
sentence of jail followed by proba­
tion). A considerable amount of attri­
tion in the latter two groups (35.4 
percent of probation cases and 22.9 
percent of split sentence cases) oc­
curred due to problems in matching 
computerized records with actual 
field case files. 

Of the total 1990 sampled felons, 
554 cases were included in the ISP 
experimental group and 1446 cases 
were included in the three control 
groups. The dates of sentencing of 
these groups differed (controls were 
sentenced earlier than experimen­
tals) in order to compare ISP offend­
ers with OTI offenders for the same 
time at risk (1983-1985). 
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The opinion survey of criminal justice 
professionals is a purposive sample 
of 60 respondents including judges, 
prosecutors, public defendants, and 
prison administrators across the 
21 New Jersey counties who had 
some knowledge of the ISP program. 

Dates of data collection: 
1984-1986 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study collected arrest, convic­
tion, sentencing, and other criminal 
justice system processing data on 
four types of sentenced felons before 
and after the ISP was enacted. This 
dataset allows the user to evaluate 
impacts of ISP on outcome meas­
ures across the four groups. Felon's 
earning and payment data such as 
annual income, federal tax, fines, 
and victim fund payments collected 
during their time of ISP or parole re­
lease are also available for ISP and 
sor:ne OTI cases. 

Description of variables: 
The first file contains the felon's per­
sonal information on family, educa­
tion, psychological condition, 
financial status, employment status 
at sentencing, substance use, prior 
and follow-up criminal records, sen­
tence and correctional histories" and 
eaming and payment records, as well 
as case characteristics including of­
fense, sentence, and other dispositions. 

The second file contains variables 
such as type of criminal justice pro­
fessionals interviewed, opinion scale 
scores on aspects of the ISP (includ­
ing its severity), and suggestions for 
ISP. 

Unit of observation: 
Convicted felons and criminal justice 
professionals 

Geographic Coverage 
New Jersey 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Felons 
rectangular file structure 
1,990 cases 
167 variables 
80-unit-long record 
6 records per case 
Part 2 
Survey 
rectangular file structure 
60 cases 
1'1 variables 
80-unit-iong record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Pearson, F.S. (1987). Research on 

New Jersey's intensive supervision 
program. Unpublished final report 
submitted to the National Institute 
of Justice, Washington, DC. 

Deterring Drug Use 
With Intensive Probation 
in New Jersey, 1989-1990 

Frank S. Pearson 
Institute for Criminological Research, 

Department of Sociology, 
Rutgers University 

88-JJ-CX-0048 
(JCPSR 9919) 

Purpose of the Study 
The Institute for Criminological Re­
search conducted this study with the 
aim of gauging the degree to which 
subjective deterrence and rational 
choice affect drug-use recidivism. 
Secondary goals were to determine if 
the drug rehabilitation program used 
in this study had any objective deter­
rent effect on drug use and to under­
stand the effect of other social and 
psychological factors upon drug-use 
recidivism. The Intensive Supervision 
Program (ISP) in New Jersey was 
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chosen because participants were 
aware that any new drug-use inci­
dents would most likely result in a re­
turn to prison. The main hypotheses 
of this study maintained that drug 
use in ISP was an inverse function of 
both the degree to which participants 
preferred ISP to prison and of the par­
ticipants' belief that drug use would 
result in a return to prison. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal interviews were conducted 
with 546 participants in the Intensive 
Supervision Program in New Jersey. 

Sample: 
Between January 1,1989, and April 
30, 1990, the Intensive Supervision 
Program notified the Institute of Crimi­
nological Research (ICR) when a 
new participant entered the program. 
The ICR would then send someone 
to conduct a baseline interview ap­
proximately two to three weeks later. 
The purpose was to obtain the partici­
pant's reaction to the program after 
several weeks there, but before 
drug-use recidivism had occurred. In­
terviews lasted approximately 30 min­
utes. After the initial interview, the 
ISP would notify ICR again when one 
of the participants had a positive 
urine screen. ICR would then con­
duct either a drug follow-up interview 
or an alcohol follow-up interview, de­
pending on which substance had 
been used. If the participant went for 
at least a year without any positive 
urine screens, ICR conducted a suc­
cess follow-up interview. 

Dates of data collection: 
1989-1990 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The Intensive Supervision Program 
(ISP) was chosen for this study be­
cause participants in ISP were gener­
ally aware that any new drug-use 
incidents would result in punishment, 

usually returning to prison. All partici­
pants who entered the program be­
tween January 1,1989, and April 30, 
1990, were interviewed. Interviews 
were conducted several weeks but 
not more than a month after the indi­
vidual's arrival in the program. The 
aim was to interview all participants 
once they had begun to settle into 
the program, but before any drug-use 
recidivism had occurred. Follow-up in­
terviews were conducted when the 
participant either relapsed or suc­
cessfully completed a year drug-free. 

Description of variables: 
Interviews covered participants' feel­
ings about the drug rehabilitation 
program, risk of and reasons for drug­
use recidivism, and history of crime 
and drug use. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
New Jersey 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Main data file 
rectangular file structure 
546 cases 
694 variables 
ao-unit-Iong record 
23 records per case 
Part 2 
User 9.uide 
aO-unit-long record 
Part 3 
SAS control cards 
aO-unit-long record 

Reports and Publications 
Pearson, Frank S. Deterring drug 

use with intensive supervision. New 
Brunswick, NJ: Institute for Crimino­
logical Research, 1991. 
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Comparison of Drug Control 
Strategies in San Diego, 1989 

Susan Pennell and Christine Curtis 
Criminal Justice Research Division, 

San Diego Association of Governments 
88-JJ-CX-0034 
(JCPSR 9990) 

Purpose of the Study 
In recent years, the emphasis of law 
enforcement drug control policies 
has shifted from investigating 
high-level drug dealers to smaller 
street-level dealers. Programs to in­
vestigate the smaller dealers and us­
ers have been implemented in many 
communities for the purpose of drug 
control, but the impact of such poli­
cies on the drug market, offenders, 
and the justice system is not widely 
known. 

This study investigates the conse­
quences of drug enforcement strate­
gies used by the San Diego Police 
Department on offenders arrested for 
drug charges. The drug enforcement 
strategies examined include the use 
of search warrants, body wires, po­
lice decoys, surveillance, officer buys 
and sells, wiretaps, and sweeps. 
Measures of the consequences of 
arrests include drug and property sei­
zures, convictions, and sentences. 
The interview portion of the study pro­
vides information about the charac­
teristics of drug users and dealers, 
offenders' opinions about drug use 
and sales, and the drug market. 

Specific research objectives and cor­
responding questions are as follows: 

Objective 1: Provide detailed informa­
tion on the techniques used to iden­
tify and arrest drug dealers and users. 

1. What kinds of activities are required 
to implement specific strategies? 

2. What types of information must be 
available to officers prior to initiating 
a particular strategy? 

3. On what bases are "targeting" deci­
sions made (e.g., citizen complaints, 
informants, other law enforcement 
agencies, political necessity)? 

Objective 2: Determine which strate­
gies are most effective with respect 
to consequences for drug dealers, 
particularfy crack cocaine dealers. 

1. What are the results of different 
strategies in terms of complaints 
filed, convictions, sentences, and 
dru.g and asset seizures? 

2. How do efforts of other agen­
cies/divisions impact the activities 
and results of implementation of 
strategies? 

3. What are offender opinions regard­
ing consequences? 

Objective 3: Profile the factors that 
characterize street and mid-level 
dealers and users and delineate by 
type of drug. 

1. What are the sociodemographic 
characteristics of individuals arrested 
for selling/using drugs? 

2. How do drug offenders compare 
by type of drug in which involved at 
arrest? 

3. In what other types of crime do 
drug offenders become involved? 

4. How do arrestees perceive their drug 
involvement, the drug market, and the 
response by the justice system? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from multiple 
sources. The arrest data were 
tracked from arrest through disposi­
tion using logs maintained by the ar­
resting division, arrest reports, and 
prosecutor, court, and state criminal 
history records. Data were also col­
lected from personal interviews with 
persons arrested for drug offenses. 

Sample: 
The data in File 1 were drawn from 
arrest records with at least one 
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drug charge made by specialized nar­
cotic and gang divisions at the San 
Diego Police Department from 1989 
(n = 1,432). Most offenders were 
white, Black, or Hispanic, ranging in 
age from 13 to 68, and were primarily 
men. The interview data in File 2 
were drawn using an availability sam­
pling method. Two to three days a 
week the logs of arrests were re­
viewed to develop a list of persons ar­
rested in the preceding 24 hours for 
at least one drug charge by one of 
the three police divisions. Interview­
ers contacted arrestees who were 
still in custody at the detention facility 
and conducted personal interviews 
(n = 123). Women were excluded 
from the interview sample.lnter­
viewed offenders were white, Black, 
and Hispanic and ranged from 18 to 
60 years of age. The sample of inter~ 
viewees in File 2 is a subsample of 
arrestees in File 1, and the files can 
be linked. 

Dates of data collection: 
The data were collected for arrests 
occurring from June 1989 to Novem­
ber 1989 through final case disposi­
tion, with a cutoff date of September 
1991 . The interviews were conducted 
from June 1989 to November 1989. 

Summary of Contents 

Special r;;haracteristics of the study: 
The first part of this study, contained 
in File 1, employed an observational 
design of data gathered from arrests 
made by three sections of the San Di­
ego Police Department. The second 
portion of this study, contained in File 
2, includes interviews with arrestees 
chosen by an availability sampling 
method. Data were collected on the 
drug enforcement activities of three 
sections of the San Diego Police De­
partment: (1) the Special Enforce~ 
ment Division (SED), which includes 
gang unit detectives, uniformed spe­
cial enforcement units, the SWAT 
special response team, and the tacti­
cal motorcycle squad; (2) the Narcot­
ics Section, which consists of 

undercover detectives; and (3) the 
Crack Abatement Team (CAT), 
which exists within the Narcotics 
Section but for this research is con­
sidered a separate division. For pur­
poses of the original research, CAT 
was considered a separate opera­
tional division to allow an evaluation 
of this Bureau of Justice Assistance~ 
funded project. 

Over a six-month period, all arrests 
made by the Narcotics Section, CAT 
division, and gang unit of the SED 
and 50 percent of all arrests frorr, the 
remainder of the SED were tracked 
and recorded. During that six~month 
period, data were also collected 
through interviews with arrestees. 
Two to three days a week the logs of 
arrests were reviewed to develop a 
list of persons arrested in the preced­
i~g 24 hours for at least one drug 
charge by one of the three police divi­
sions. Interviewers contacted arres­
tees who were still in custody at the 
San Diego Central Detention Facility 
and conducted interviews. 

Description of variables: 
File 1 : The arrest tracking file con­
tains demographic information about 
the offender including prior arrest his­
tory and gang membership. The file 
includes data concerning the individ­
ual arrests from initial arrest status to 
final dispOSition, charges, and sen­
tencing. The data can be analyzed 
based on individual arrests and re­
lated cases. All CAT and Narcotics 
Section arrests and felony arrests re­
lated to a single case were identified 
using the same case identification 
number. A case was defined as one 
or more arrests occurring on the 
same date, at the same location, and 
at the same time for a related inci­
dent. Misdemeanor arrests made by 
SED were not identified as part of a 
case because they were listed on a 
separate arrest log. Data about the 
case in which the arrest took place, 
such as the arresting division, loca­
tion of arrest, the drugs and property 
seized, and the strategies used by 
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the police for the arrest, are recorded 
for individuals who were considered 
the key arrest in each case. In most 
instances, the key arrest was the per­
son with the highest, most serious 
drug charge. Key cases that contain 
the case information are designated 
by an 'A' for the variable ID. 

File 2: These interview data include 
'demographic information about the 
offender, his criminal history, and cur­
rent arrest information. Data about 
drug use by the offender including 
age at first use and frequency of use 
for many types of drugs are also in­
cluded. In addition, the interview data 
include offenders opinions about po­
lice efforts, the effects of police strate­
gies, the risks of drug sales and use, 
and the best and worst things about 
drug sales and use. Also included 
are data about the offender's view of 
the drug market and his place in it. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation for File 1 is 
the individual arrest. The possibility 
exists that a single offender may ap­
pear in multiple cases. The unit of ob­
servation for File 2 is the individual 
arrestee. 

Geographic Coveragf> 
San Diego, California 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Arrest tracking data file 
rectangular file structure 
1,432 cases 
122 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 
Part 2 
Interview data file 
rectangular file structure 
123 cases 
393 variables 
80-unit-long record 
8 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Pennell, S., and C. Curtis. Crack 

abatement: Comparison of drug 
control strategies. San Diego, CA: 
San Diego Association of Govern­
ments Press, 1992. 

Guardian Angels: Citizen 
Response to Crime 

in Selected Cities of the 
United States, 1984 

Susan Pennell, Christine Curtis, 
and Joel Henderson 

Criminal Justice Research Unit, 
San Diego Association of Governments 

83-IJ-CX-0037 
(ICPSR 8935) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was designed to assess 
the effects of the Guardian Angels' 
activities on citizens' fear of crime 
and the incidence of crime, and to 
gauge police officers' perceptions of 
the Guardian Angels. 

Methodology 
The study contains four data files: 
(1) a transit riders file, (2) a police offi­
cers file, (3) a citizens file, and (4) a 
merchants file. The methodology var­
ies by file. 

Sources of information: 
Transit Riders: Questionnaires com­
pleted by transit riders in Boston, Chi­
cago, Cleveland, and New York City. 

Police Officers: Self-administered 
questionnaires completed by the 
patrol officers in six cities: Boston, 
Chicago, Dallas, New York, Sacra­
mento, and San Francisco. 

Residents: Personal interviews with 
residents in the San Diego downtown 
areas where the Angels patrolled. 
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Merchants: Personal interviews with 
merchants in the San Diego downtown 
areas where the Angels patrolled. 

Sample: 
Transit Riders: Convenience sam­
ple of users of public transportation. 

Police Officers: Convenience sam­
ple of patrol officers present for duty 
on date of survey. 

Residents: Random sample of hous­
ing units was selected from an enu­
meration of households compiled by 
the research team. Respondents 
within the selected housing units 
were also randomly selected. 

Merchants: Random selection ~rom 
a list of businesses that were open 
between 7 p.m. and 11 p.m. (Le., 
when the Angels patrolled). 

Dates of data collection: 
Transit Riders: October 1984-
Police Officers: October and 

November 1984 
Residents: August 1984 to 

February 1985 
Merchants: August 1984 to 

February 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The data provide information useful 
for evaluating the activities of the 
Guardian Angels from the perspec­
tives of transit riders, residents, mer­
chants, and police officers. The 
original investigators' reports (see 
below) include valuable qualitative 
information obtained from field obser­
vati:)ns and interviews with Angel 
leaders and members. police admin­
istrators, and city officials. 

Description of variables: 
Transit Riders: Questions related to 
riders' demographic characteristics, 
knowledge and contacts of the An­
gels, attitude toward the group, feel­
ings of safety on public transit, and 
victimization experience. 

Police Officers: Respondents were 
asked about their knowledge of the 
Angels, attitudes toward the group, 
opinions regarding the benefits and ef­
fectiveness of the group, and informa­
tion on law enforcement experiences. 

ResidentslMerchants: Variables in­
clude demographic characteristics, 
general problems in the neighbor­
hood, opinions regarding crime prob­
lems, crime prevention activities, fear 
of crime, knowledge of the Angels, at­
titudes toward the group, and victimi­
zation experiences. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Transit Riders: Boston, Chicago, 

Cleveland, and New York City. 
Police OffICers: Boston, Chicago, 

Dallas, New York. Sacramento, 
and San Francisco 

ResidentslMerchants: San Diego 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 4 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Transit riders 
rectangular file structure 
286 cases 
22 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Police officers 
rectangular file structure 
444 cases 
26 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Residents 
rectangular file structure 
130 cases 
105 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
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Part 4 
Merchants 
rectangular file structure 
1.10 cases 
115 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Pennell, S., Curtis, C., and 

Henderson, J. (1985). Guardian 
Angels: An assessment of citizen 
response to crime: Volume 1 -
Executive Summary. San Diego: 
San Diego Association of 
Governments. 

Pennell, S., Curtis, C., and 
Henderson, J. (1985). Guardian 
Angels: An assessment of citizen 
response to crime: Volume 2-
Technical Report. San Diego: San 
Diego Association of Governments. 

Pennell, S., Curtis, C., ancl Henderson, 
J. (1985). Guardian Angels: An as­
sessment of citizen response to 
crime: Volume 3 - research meth­
odology and data collection instru­
ments. San Diego: San Diego 
Association of Governments. 

Illegal Immigration and 
Crime in San Diego and 

EI Paso Counties, 1985-1986 

Susan Pennell, Christine Curtis, 
and Jeff Tayman 

Criminal Justice Research Unit, 
San Diego Association of Governments 

86-IJ-CX-0038 
(ICPSR 9330) 

Purpose of the Study 
The major purpose of this study was 
to examine the relationship between 
a rising crime rate and the influl< of 
undocumented aliens in two border 
areas, EI Paso County, Texas, and 
San Diego County, California. Case 
tracking forms were used to gather in­
formation on 6,699 arrests in these 

two counties. The focus was on fel­
ony offenses, including the FBI Index 
crimes of homicide, rape, robbery, ag­
gravated assault, burglary, grand 
theft, and motor vehicle theft, as well 
as receiving stolen property and fel­
ony narcotics offenses. In San Diego 
County, disposition data were col­
lected for all San Diego arrestees 
identified as possible aliens and for a 
like number of randomly selected citi­
zen arrestees. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data for this study were collected 
from the following sources: law en­
forcement computer screens; arrest 
reports; sheriff's booking files and 
computer screens; prosecutor files 
and computer screens; court files; 
state criminal history rap sheets; and 
Immigration and Naturalization Serv­
ice (INS) records. 

Sample: 
Data were collected for 6,699 arrests 
in EI Paso and San Diego counties. 
The focus was on serious felony of­
fenses, including FBI Index crimes 
(homicide, rape, robbery, aggravated 
assault, burglary, grand theft, and 
motor vehicle theft), receiving stolen 
property, and felony narcotics of­
fenses. In EI Paso, ail arrests for the 
selected offenses were included in 
the sample. In San Diego, the arrest 
sample was selected from a com­
puter tape supplied by the State Bu­
reau of Criminal Statistics. Since the 
categories of homicide and rape 
were relatively small, all arrests for 
these offenses were included. A 
stratified random sample with equal 
probabilities was used to select 
40 percent of the arrests within each 
of the other offense categories. This 
proportion was used to ensure a 
sufficient number of undocumented 
aliens in the sample to permit com­
parisons between undocumented ali­
ens and citizens. Subsamples were 
generated for each offense category 
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to ensure 40 percent of each arrest 
type. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
1987-1988 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset consists of two physical 
files, one data file each for EI Paso 
and San Diego counties. Each origi­
nal file consisted of a maximum of 
five records per case (identified as 
records 1, 3, 4, 5, and 6), but be­
cause some records were not appro­
priate for some cases, not every 
case had five records. Data manage­
ment procedures were used to rec­
tangularize the files, so that there 
were five records per case for each 
of the two counties. Because of this, 
some records for some cases con­
tain only the record and lD numbers 
and no data for any other variables, 
as these records were simply in­
serted to rectangularize the file. In 
addition, there are a number of vari­
ables that were gathered only for sus­
pected undocumented aliens. For all 
others, responses to these selected 
variables appear in the frequencies 
as system-missing responses. 

Description of variables: 
Data were collected on a two-page 
case tracking form. The first page 
gathered the following data regarding 
sociodemographic characteristics, 
citizenship status, current arrest, 
case disposition, and prior criminal 
history: highest arrest charge and ad­
ditional charges; sex, ethnicity, and 
relationship to the victim; location of 
offense; initial custody status and pre­
trial custody time; INS hold; law en­
forcement disposition; prosecutor 
decision, reason complaint was re­
jected, and highest complaint charge; 
highest conviction charge; disposi­
tion; type of trial; type of sentence 
and sentence days; citizenship 
status; and prior arrests and convic­
tions. The second page of the collec­
tion form provided data to compute 

the costs involving undocumented 
aliens in San Diego. Variables in­
cluded type of court hearing the 
case; number of defendants; presen­
tence custody days; consolidation of 
cases; interpreters; reports prepared 
for the court; pOlice testimony; wit­
nesses; jury trials; and defense fees. 

Unit of observation: 
For Records 1, 3, 4, and 6, the unit of 
observation is the arrest. For Record 
5, the unit of observation is the indi­
vidual arrestee. 

Geographic Coverage 
San Diego County, California, and 
EI Paso County, Texas 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
San Diego county data 
rectangular file strucMa 
4,431 cases 
128 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 
Part 2 
EI Paso county data 
rectangular file structure 
2,268 cases 
128 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Pennell, S., Curtis, C., and Tayman, J. 

(1989). The impact of illegal immi­
gration on the criminal justice sys­
tem. San Diego, CA: San Diego 
Association of Governments. 

• 

-209-



Police Performance 
and Case Attrition 

in Los Angeles County, 
1980-1981 

Joan Petersilia, Allan Abrahamse, 
and James Q. Wilson 
RAND Corporation 

85 -fJ-CK-0072 
(fCPSR 9352) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of the study was to in­
vestigate the effects of city charac­
teristics on felony case attrition rates 
between 1980 and 1981 in 25 cities 
located in Los Angeles County, 
California. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Demographic data were obtained 
frolT! the 1983 County and City Data 
BooK. Arrest data were collected di­
rectly from the 1980 and 1981 Califor­
nia Offender Based Transaction 
Statistics (OBTS) data file main­
tained by the Califomia Bureau of 
Criminal Statistics. 

Sample: 
The s.ample consisted of 25 cities in 
Los Angeles County, California. All 
cities in Los Angeles County were eli­
gible if they met each of three crite­
ria: (1) the city's demographic data 
were published in the 1983 County 
and City Data Book; (2) the police de­
partment made more than 300 felony 
arrests per year; and (3) the police 
department agreed to participate in 
the study. 

Note: Fifteen arresting agencies in­
cluding the Los Angeles Police De­
partment and the Los Angeles 
County Sheriff's Office were ex­
cluded from the study because they 
failed to meet the selection criteria. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Circa 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset was designed to exam­
ine the effects of crime rates, city 
characteristics, and the police depart­
ment's financial resources on case 
attrition among the large police de­
partments in an urban area. 

Description of variables: I 
City demographic variables include 
total population, minority population, 
population aged 65 years or older, 
number of female-headed families, 
number of index crimes, number of 
families below the poverty level, city ex­
penditures, and police expenditures. 
City arrest data include information on 
number of arrests disposed, number 
of males and females, number of 
Blacks and whites, number of cases 
released by police, number of cases 
denied by prosecutors, number of 
cases acquitted, and number of con­
victed cases given prison terms. 

Unit of observation: 
Cities 

Geographic Coverage 
Los Angeles County, California 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 7 data files 

Card image data format 
~arts 1-7 
Data, sections 1-7 
rectangular file structure 
28 cases 
9 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Petersilia, J., Abrahamse, A" and 

Wilson, J.Q. (1987). Police perform­
ance and case attrition. Santa 
Monica, CA: RAND Corporation. 

, 
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Effects of Prison Versus 
Probation in California, 

1980-1982 
JoanPetersilia, Susan Turner, 

and Joyce Peterson 
RAND Corporation 

83-JJ-CX-0002 
(ICPSR 87(0) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was divided into two 
phases. The first assessed the ef­
fects. of different sanctions on sepa­
rate criminal populations, focusing on 
probation as a sentencing alternative 
for felons. Ths second phase used a 
quasi-experimental design to ad­
dress how imprisonment affects crimi­
nal behavior when criminals are 
released. Specific issues included 
(a) the effect of imprisonment (vs. 
probation) and length of time served 
on recidivism; (b) the amount of 
crime prevented by imprisoning of­
fenders raiher than placing them on 
probation; and (c) costs to the sys­
tem for achieving that reduction in 
crime. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Official records of the California 
Youth and Corrections Agency. 

Sample: 
The dataset for the first phase was 
built from two select populations. The 
first group includes all offenders sen­
tenced to prison in 1980 by the Cali­
fornia Superior COUIt. The second is 
a stratified random sample of adult 
males (approximately 6,000) who 
were sentenced to probation follow­
ing conviction for certain felonies. 
The resulting dataset (labeled "State­
wide" below) represents over 
12,000 adult males convicted in Su­
perior Court in the largest 17 coun­
ties in California of robbery, assault, 
burglary, larceny/theft, forgery, or 
drug sale/possession. These crimes 

were selected because, by law, of­
fenders convicted of these offenses 
may be sentenced to either prison or 
probation. The data for the first 
phase served as a sampling frame 
from which a matched sample was 
drawn of 1,022 probationers and pris­
oners (511 each, contained in sepa­
rate files labeled "Probationer" and 
"Prisoner" below) from Los Angeles 
and Alameda Counties sentenced in 
1980 and released prior to July 1, 
1982. These cases were matched on 
county of conviction, conviction of­
fense type, and a "risk of imprison­
ment" measure and represent the 
most serious offenders on probation 
and the least serious offenders seo­
tenced to prison from the two coun­
ties that sentence nearly half of all 
those convicted in the state. 

Dates of data collection: 
Summer 1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Although random assignment of offend­
ers to prison or probation was not 
employed, the quasi-experimental 
/matching design of the study repre­
sents a methodological advancement 
for assessing effects of alternative 
sanctions. Specific features are a fol­
low-up period of 24 months of post­
release behavior measured by official 
criminal records ("rap sheets") and 
selection of a target group of offend­
ers considered to be the most prob­
lematic to the system: prisoners and 
those probationers who are not such 
serious offenders that prison is the 
only appropriate sanction, but cannot 
be dismissed as minor offenders who 
present no threat of recidivism on 
probation. 

Description of variables: 
Information is available in all files on 
(a) personal characteristics SI;lch a~ 
age, sex, race, employment, Juvenile 
and adult criminal history, and drug 
and alcohol use; (b) aspects of the 
case including number of charges, 
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number of co-defendants, weapon 
used, injury inflicted, number of vic­
tims, relationship of offender to vic­
tim; and 
(c) final outcome (conviction charges, 
type and length of sentence). In the 
prisoner and probationer files, addi­
tional follow-up information (covering 
two years) was collected which in­
cludes the total number of nonfi/ed ar­
rests and, for filed charges, the date, 
charge type, final disposition (e.g., 
guilty, dismissed), and sentence im­
posed (length, type). Information on 
actual release dates from sub­
sequent incarcerations (i.e., offend­
ers who were arrested, convicted, 
and incarcerated for another crime 
after their release from the initial, 
case-defining, conviction) was nat 
available; however, a method for esti­
mating time-served! time-at-risk is 
prOVided. 

Unit of observation: 
Convicted offenders 

Geographic Coverage 
"Statewide" file covers convictions in 
the 17 largest counties in California; 
"Prisoner"!"Probatianer" files cover 
Los Angeles and Alameda Counties 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files + 
SAS control cards 

Card Image data format with SAS 
control cards 

Part 1 
Statewide database 
rectangular file structure 
12,324 cases 
56 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 2 
Probationer sample 
rectangular file structure 
511 cases 
120 variables 
aD-un it-long record 
5 records per case 

Part 3 
Prison sample 
rectangular file structure 
511 cases 
122 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
5 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Petersilia, J. (1985). Research in 

brief: Probation and felony 
offenders. Washington, DC: 
National Institute of Justice. 

Petersilia, J., Turner, S., and Kahan, 
J. (1985). Granting felom:; 
probation: Public risks and 
alternatives (R-3186-NIJ). Santa 
Monica: RAND Corporation. 

Petersilia, J., Turner, S., and Peter­
son, J. (1986). Prison versus proba­
tion in California: Implications for 
crime and offender recidivism 
(R-3323-NIJ). Santa Monica: 
RAND Corporation. 

Evaluation of a Repeat 
Offender Unit in Phoenix, 

Arizona, 1987-1989 

Joan Petersilia, Allan F. Abrahamse, 
Patricia A. Bbener, and 
Peter W. Greenwood 
RAND Corporation 

87 -Il-CX -{)()5 6 
(ICPSR 9793) 

Purpose of the Study 
Repeat Offender Programs (ROPs) 
are a type of police-initiated proce­
dure that involves police and prosecu­
tors working together to identify, 
convict, and incarcerate individuals 
who are judged to be like!)" to commit 
crimes-especially serious crimes­
at very high rates. The major pur­
pose of this study was to evaluate 
the impact of a Repeat Offender Pro­
gram in Phoenix in which police and 
prosecutors attempted to build as 
strong a case as possible after an in-
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dividual judged likely to be a repeat 
offender was arrested, in order to in~ 
crease the likelihood of conviction 
and incarceration. 

Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Potential candidates for the ROP 
were identified on the basis of data 
from a variety of sources, including 
uniformed officers on the street, un~ 
dercover officers, Phoenix Police De~ 
partment General Investigations 
Bureau, other law enforcement agen~ 
cies, informants, Maricopa County At~ 
tomeys, contacts in the Department 
of Corrections and the Maricopa 
County Probation Department, field 
interrogation cards, warrant lists, and 
information from pawnshops. Follow­
up data were collected from the Mari­
copa County Attorney's Office. 

Sample: 
The sample consisted of individuals 
identified by the ROP as likely to 
commit serious crimes at very high 
rates. 

Dates of data collection: 
The dates of assignment to either the 
ROP experimental group or to the 
control group were December 1987 
through December 1988. In June of 
1989, follow-up data were collected 
from the Maricopa County law en­
forcement infonnation sources 
about arrests and probation or parole 
revocation actions experienced by 
these individuals since the date of 
assignment. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables include assignment to the 
ROP experimental group or to the 
control group, number and types of 
counts against the individual, prior ar­
rest and conviction history, case out­
comes, and sentencing outcomes. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation is the "activ­
ity" or "case," which consists of an ar­
rest, a warrant issued, a conviction, a 
sentence, a probation or parole revo­
cation, or an admission to the Depart­
ment of Corrections. 

Geographic Coverage 
Phoenix, Arizona (Maricopa County) 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 102 
Cases: 1194 

Reports and Publications 
Abrahamse, A.F., Ebener, PA, and 

Greenwood, P.W. (1991). An 
experimental evaluation of the 
Phoenix repeat offender program. 
Final report for the National 
Institute of Justice. 

Abrahamse, A.F., Ebener, P A, 
Greenwood, P.W., Fitzgerald, N., 
and Kosin, T.E. (1991). An experi­
mental evaluation of the Phoenix re­
peat offender program. Justice 
Quarterly, 8, 140-168. 

ForensiC Evidence and the 
Police, 1976-1980 

Joseph L. Peterson, Steve Mihajlovic, 
and Michael Gilliland 

University oflllinois, Chicago 
82-JJ-CX-0064 
(ICPSR 8186) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was designed to deter­
mine the relationship between the 
utilization of forensic evidence in seri­
ous criminal investigations and the 
court dispositions of these cases. 
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Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Data were collected from official 
court, police, and laboratory reports. 

Sample: 
Court cases involving serious crimi­
nal investigations (homicides, rape, 
robbery, aggravated assaultlbattery, 
burglary, and arson) were selected 

. from four cities; Peoria and Chicago, 
Illinois; Kansas City, Missouri; and 
Oakland, California. Two types of 
cases were selected, those cases 
that involved physical evidence and 
those that did not. In each city a 
slightly different method of selecting 
cases was used but in general cases 
were selected by randomly selecting 
approximately 50 cases in each 
crime type from the records of the 
crime labs. The cases with no evi­
dence collected were drawn from rob­
bery, assault and battery, and 
burglary cases. In order to be eligible 
for selection, the crime had to have 
occurred between 1976 and 1980. A 
total of 2659 cases were selected. 

Dates of data collection: 
1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study examines the impact of fo­
rensic evidence on court disposi­
tions. Detailed court, police, and 
laboratory information was collected 
on cases that involved physical evi­
dence and on a comparison group of 
cases that did not. 

Description of variables: 
These data summarize the use of fo­
rensic evidence in serious criminal 
cases and the effect of such evi­
dence on court disposition. Variables 
include crime scene location, original 
condition of crime scene, time de­
voted to crime scene by technicians, 
type of evidence collected, and dispo­
sition of the case. 

Unit of observation: 
Court cases involving serious crimi­
nal investigation 

Geographic Coverage 
Peoria and Chicago, Illinois; Kansas 
City, MiSSOUri; and Oakland, California 

File Structure 
Data files: 8 
Variables: 120 per file 
Cases: 278 to 502 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Peterson, J., Mihajlovic, S., and 

Gilliland, M. (1982). The role 
of scientific evidence in the 
prosecution of criminal cases: A 
discussion of recent empirical 
findings. Paper presented at the 
Annual Meeting of the Law and 
Society Association, Toronto, 
Canada. 

Peterson, J., Mihajlovic, S., and 
Gilliland, M. (1983). Does the crime 
laboratory have the answers? Four 
cities compared. In Samuel Gerber 
(eel.), Chemistry and crime: From 
Sherlock Holmes to taday's 
courtroom. Washington, DC: The 
American Chemical Society. 

Peterson, J., Mihajlovic, S., and 
Gilliland, M. (1984). Forensic evi­
dence and the police: The effects of 
scientific evidence on criminal in­
vestigation. Washington, DC: Na­
tiona I Institute of Justice. 
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Survey of Jail and Prison 
Inmates, 1978: California, 

Michigan, and Texas 
Mark A. Peterson, Jan Chaiken, 

and Patricia Ebener 
RAND Corporation 

83 -JJ-CX -()()()6 
(ICPSR 8169) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was conducted as part of 
the RAND Corporation's research 
program on career criminals. This 
second inmate survey was under­
taken to provide detailed information 
about the criminal behavior of con­
victed offenders and their associated 
characteristics. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
A self-administered anonymous ques­
tionnaire was given to inmates at 
12 prisons and 14 county jails in Cali­
fornia, Michigan, and Texas. 

Sample: 
A purposive sample of 12 prisons 
and 14 county jails in California, 
Michigan, and Texas was selected. 
Inmates in those state prisons and 
county jails who volunteered to par­
ticipate in answering questionnaires 
were surveyed. 

Dates of data collection: 
Late 1978 to early 1979 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study investigates incarcerated 
offenders, using self-report informa­
tion on offending histories and offend­
ers' background. It is the second 
study of RAND's research on career 
criminals (see Mark A. Peterson et 
at, Survey of California Prison In­
matesJ 1976 [ICPSR n97]). 

Description of variables: 
Variables contain information con­
cerning prior criminal histories 
of inmates, demographic, social, 
and psychological characteristics, va­
rieties of criminal behavior, and differ­
ent types of prison treatment 
programs. 

Unit of observation: 
Inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
California, Michigan, and Texas 
Part 1 
Primary survey from modules A-E 
for all Inmates 

Part 2 
Restest survey from modules A-E 

Part 3 
Primary survey from module F 
Part 4 
Retest survey from module F 
PartS 
Official record data for Califomia 
prisoners 

Part 6 
Official record data for Michigan 
prisoners 

Part 7 
Official record dats for Texas 
prisoners 

PartS 
Primary survey from modules A-E 
for Texas prisoner replacements 

Part 9 
Primary survey from module F for 
Texas prisoner replacements 

Part 10 
Official records data for Texas 
prisoner replacements 

Part 11 
Survey from modules A-E for Texas 
jail respondents 
Part 12 

Primary survey from modules A-E 
for all romate!! 
Part 13 
Retest SUNer from modules A-E 
(frequencies . 
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Part 14 
Primary su!'Vey from module F 
(frequencies) 

Part 15 
Retest surver from module F 
{frequencies 

Part 16 
Official record data for California 
prisoners (frequencies) 

Part 17 
Official record data for Michigan 
prisoners (frequencies) 

Part 18 
Official record data for Texas 
prisoners (frequencies) 

Part 19 
Primary survey from modules A-E 
for Texas prisoner replocernents 
(frequencies) 

Part 20 
Primary survey from module F for 
Texas prisoner replacements 
(frequencies) 

Part 21 
Official records data for Texas 
prisoner replacements (frequencies) 

Part 22 
Survey from modules A-E for Texas 
jail respondents (frequencies) 

Part 23 
Codebook 

Part 24 
SAS control cards 

Parts 25-28 
Follow-up data, California 1-4 

Parts 29-32 
Follow-up data, Michigan 1-4 

Parts 33-36 
Follow-up data, Texas 1-4 
rectangular file structure 
68 to 6,883 cases per part 
8 to 455 variables per part 
43- to 133-unit-long record per part 
1 to 10 records per case per part 

Reports and Publications 
Petersilia, J., and Honig, P., with 

C. Hubay Jr. (1980). The prison 
experience of career criminals 
(Publication R-2511-DOJ). Santa 
Monica, CA: RAND Corporation. 

Peterson, MA, Chaiken, J., Ebener, P., 
and Honig, P. (1982). Swveyof 
prison and jail inmates: Background 
and method (Publication N-1635-
NIJ). Santa Monica, CA: RAND Cor­
poration. 

Survey of California Prison 
Inmates, 1976 

Mark A. Peterson, Suzanne Polich, 
and Jan Michael Chaiken 

RAND Corporation 
83-II-CX-0006 
(ICPSR 7797) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to col­
lect cffense, incarceration, and social 
data on two groups of inmates: (1) re­
cidivists - those who were repeat­
edly arrested and convicted; and 
(2) habituates - those reporting the 
greatest number of serious crimes. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Anonymous self-administered ques­
tionnaires were given to inmates in 
five California prisons. 

Sample: 
A purposive sample of five adult pe­
nal institutions in California was se­
lected. Inmates volunteered to 
participate in the study. 

Dates of data collection: 
Summer of 1976 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study investigates incarcerated 
criminals, using self-report informa­
tion on offending histories and back­
grounds. Variables were derived to 
examine the characteristics of repeat­
edly arrested or convicted offenders 
as well as offenders reporting the 
greatest number of serious crimes. 
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Description of variables: 
The variables include information 
about crimes committed leading to in­
carceration, rates of criminal activity, 
social-psychological scales for ana­
lyzing motivations to commit crimes, 
and offense histories and attitudi­
naVpsychological information about 
the inmates. 

Unit of observation: 
Inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
California 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 378 
Cases: 624 

Reports and Publications 
Peterson, M.A., Braiker, H.B., and 

Polich, S. (1980). Doing crime: A 
survey of Califomia prison inmates. 
Santa Monica, CA: RAND 
Corporation. 

Peterson, MA, Braiker, H.B., and 
Polich, S. (1981). Who commits 
crimes: A survey of prison inmates. 
Cambridge, MA: Oelgeschlager, 
Gunn and Hahn. 

Uniform Crime Reports: 
National Time Series 

Community-Level Database, 
1967-1980 

Glenn L. Pierce, William J. Bowers, 
James Baird, and Joseph Heck 

Center for Applied Social Research, .. 
Northeastern University 

79-NJ-AX-0009 
, (ICPSR 8214) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of the research was to 
create a time-series of community­
level crime information from police 

agencies that participated in the UCR 
Program in a frequent and consistent 
manner over a 14-year period. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data include detailed monthly 
breakdowns of offenses and clear­
ances taken from the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation's Uniform Crime Re­
ports "Return A" form. 

Sample: 
All U.S. law enforcement agencies 
submitting ten or more monthly re­
ports in every year from 1967 
through 1980 were selected. Data in­
clude crime and clearance counts re­
ported by 3,328 such agencies. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The data include monthly break­
downs of offenses and clearances 
taken from UCR Return A master 
tapes. They contain more detailed in­
formation than that published annu­
ally by the FBI in Crime in the United 
States. The dataset was constructed 
specifically for time-series and 
pooled cross-section analysis. The 
sample was designed so that only 
the most "complete" cases were in­
cluded (Le., only data from agencies 
that submitted UCRs frequently and 
consistently over time are included). 

Description of variables: 
Three general types of variables are 
included: the number of offenses 
known to police, the number of of-

f fenses cleared by arrests, and the 
. number of offenses cleared by ar-
, rests only for persons under age 18. 

Each of these categories contains de­
tailed items such as weapon-specific 
robbery and assault, types of rape, 
burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft in both monthly and annual ag­
gregations. Identifying variables in~ 
elude the FBI "ORI Cede, n a unique 
sequential case number (consistent 
across files), geographic region, 
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state, SMSA, county, population size 
and group, and frequency of reporting. 

Unit of observation: 
The actllal unit of observation is the 
police agency; however, the original 
investigators suggest that the crimes 
and clearances reported by a police 
agency to the UCR Program repre­
sent the experiences of "communi­
ties" where the boundaries of a 
police jurisdiction are considered 
the operational definition of the 
community. 

Geographical Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 
Data files: 14 
Variables: 1210 
Cases: 3328 

Deterrent Effects of Arrests 
and Imprisonment in the 
United States, 1960-1977 

'Thomas F. Pogue 
University onowa 

79-NJ-AX -0015 
(ICPSR 7973) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to exam­
ine the relationship between objec­
tive properties of punishment at the 
aggregate level (state and standard 
metropolitan statistical area) and 
offICial crime rates within those 
jurisdictions. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from several 
sources: (1) crimes and crimes 
cleared by arrest from the Uniform 
Crime Reports and unpublished FBI 
data (princip.a/ly on clearances); (2) 
prioon populations and sentences 
from National Prisoner Statistics of 

the Department of Justice, Bureau of 
Prisons, and Criminal Justice Infor­
mation and Statistics Services; (3) 
government expenditures data from 
Governmental Finances, Census of 
Governments (1962, 1967, 1972), 
and Expenditure and Employment for 
the Criminal Justice System (these 
data are produced by the Depart­
ment of Commerce, Bureau of Cen­
sus); and (4) socioeconomic and 
demographic data for publications of 
the Department of Commerce, De­
partment of Labor, and the Census 
Bureau. 

Sample: 
In one part of this data collection ef­
fort, data were gathered on all 50 
states, thus constituting a universe of 
U.S. states. In the second part, a 
panel of 77 SMSAs was selected for 
a city-level analysis. The central con­
cern of the sampling plan was to ob­
tain data for a set of states and 
SMSAs that were consistent both 
across states and SMSAs at each 
point in time and across time for 
each state and SMSA included in the 
sample. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 1 through May 31,1979 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study has constructed an 
18-year state-level panel dataset 
from 50 states and cityclevel panel 
data from n SMSAs. This informa­
tion was collected to test deterrence 
hypotheses about the effect of sanc­
tion levels on crime rates over the pe­
riod 1960-19n. The data also 
contain important information about 
crimes and sanctions, as well as eco­
nomic and pol~icaVlegal information 
on these jurisdictions. 

Description of variables: 
The state-level data consist of a 
panel of observations from each of 
the 50 states covering the years 
1960-1977. The 484 variables con-
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tain information on crime rates, clear­
ance rates, length of time served for 
incarcerated inmates, the probability 
of imprisonment, socioeconomic fac­
tors such as unemployment rates, 
population levels, and income, sen­
tencing statutes, prison population 
levels and estimated capacity, and 
state and local expenditures for po­
lice protection. The SMSA-Ievel data 
consist of a panel of 77 SMSAs cov­
ering the years 1960-1977. The 
232 variables contain information on 
crime and clearance rates, length of 
time served, and probability of impris­
onment, as well as socioeconomic 
factors such as unemployment rates, 
population levels, and income, taxa­
tion, and expenditure data. Only 
property crimes (burglary, larceny, 
robbery, and auto theft) were consid­
ered in tile SMSA database. 

Unit of observation: 
States and SMSAs in the United 
States 

Geographic Coverage 
50 U.S. states and 77 SMSAs 

File Structure 
Data files: 2; (1) States 

(2) SMSAs 
Variables: State file, 484 

SMSA file, 232 
Cases: State file, 50 

SMSA file, 77 

Reports and Publications 
Pogue, T.F. (1983). Crime prevention 

effects of arrest and imprisonment: 
Evidence from multiple cross-section 
analyses (Available from NCJRS). 
Unpublished report, University of 
Iowa, Iowa City. 

Pogue, T.F. (1981). Economic 
analysis of the deterrent effects of 
arrest and imprisonment. 
Unpublished report, University of 
Iowa, Iowa City. 

Pogue, T. F. (1981). On controlling 
crime: Will increasing arrest and 
imprisonment rates help. 

Unpublished report, University of 
Iowa, Iowa City. 

Pogue, T. F. (1982). Offenderexpec­
tations and identification of crime 
supply functions. Unpublished re­
port, University of Iowa, Iowa City. 

Dangerous Sex Offenders: 
Classifying, Predicting, 

anci Evaluating Outcomes 
of Clinical Treatment in 

Bridgewater, Massachusetts, 
1982-1985 

Robert Prentky and Raymond Knight 
Boston University 

82·JJ-CX -()()58 
(JCPSR 8985) 

Purpose of the study 
The purpose of this study was to vali­
date two classification systems used 
at the Massachusetts Treatment Cen­
ter: one for rapists and one for child 
molesters. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were taken from offenders' 
criminal records, parole summaries, 
and probation reports as routinely col­
lected by caseworkers. Other 
sources included FBI records, and 
the Massachusetts Departments of 
Corrections and Public Safety. 

Sample: 
The subjects came 'from a" of the 
1500 sexual offender cases that 
were referred to the treatment center 
in Bridgewater, Massachusetts, for in­
tensive observation. From this set, 
500 were committed and became the 
treatment patients. Of these patients, 
270 were released after varying 
lengths of treatment and were se­
lected as the sample in the study. 
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The follow-up period covers the pe­
riod 1960-1985. 

Dates of data collection: 
1982 to 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Rapists and child abusers were sepa­
rated as two types of sex offenders. 
Each of these two types was then 
clinically classified into different sub­
types based on classification criteria 
developed for the two taxonomies 
tested. Additionally, offenders' post­
release offenses were categorized 
into traffic offenses, nontraffic of­
fenses, and sex offenses. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include type of traffic of­
fenses, criminal offenses, and sex of­
fenses charged. Also included are 
the subtypes of sexual offender, dis­
positions of the cases charged, pa­
role and discharge information, and 
a wide array of life history and institu­
tional variables. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Bridgewater, Massachusetts 

Fi,le Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Logical record length data format 

rectangular file structure 
270 cases 
332 variables 
2,197 -unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Prentky, A.A., Knight, A.A., and 

Rosenberg, A. (1988). Validation 
analyses on the MTC taxonomy for 
rapists: Disconfirmation and 
reconceptualization. In R.A. Prentky 
and V. Quinsey (eds.), Human 
sexual aggression: Current 

perspectives. New York: Annals of 
the New York Academy of 
Sciences, V. 528. 

Prentky, A.A., and Knight, A.A. 
(1986). Impulsivity in the lifestyle 
and criminal behavior of sexual 
offenders. Criminal Justice and 
Behavior, 13(2), 141-164. 

Knight, A.A., Rosenberg, A., and 
Schneider, B. (1985). Classification 
of sexual offenders: Perspectives, 
methods, and validation. In A. 
Burgess (ad.), Rape and sexual 
assault: A research handbook. New 
York: Garland. 

Rosenberg, A. Knight, R.A., 
Prentky, R.A., and Lee, A. (1988). 
Validating the components (, 
taxonomic system for rapists: A 
path analytic approach. Bulletin of 
the American Academy of 
Psychiatry and the Law, 16, 
169-185. 

Note: The above represent only a 
small portion of related publications. 
Users of this dataset are encouraged 
to contact the original investigators 
for a complete list of publications as 
well as updated information that may 
be useful in secondary analyses of 
the data. 

Contact; 

Robert Prentky, Ph.D. 
Director of Research 
Massachusetts Treatment Center 
Box 554 
Bridgewater, MA 02324 

-220-



Women in Prison, 
180D-1935:Tennessee, 

New York, and Ohio 

Nicole Hahn Rafter 
Northeastern University 

79-NI-AX-0039 
(ICPSR 8481) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was designed to provide 
historical descriptions of the women's 
correctional system over a 1S5-year 
period through an examination of 
three types of penal institutions. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from official 
state prison records. 

Sample: 
The sample consisted of all female in­
mates incarcerated in state prisons in 
Tennessee, New York, and Ohio 
from 1800 to 1935. Their records 
were gathered from prison registries. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study 
The study focuses on the ways in 
which female prisoners were treated 
across time in different types of penal 
institutions. In Tennessee, women 
were incarcerated in a predominantly 
male prison while Ohio and New 
York incarcerated females were 
housed in custodial and reformatory 
institutions. These differences in insti­
tutions allow comparability of types of 
prisons and prisoners. Studying 
women's prisons is of interest be­
cause there have been so few histori­
cal explorations about incarcerated 
women. In addition, studies on 
women's prisons are needed be­
cause they are unique from men's 
prisons in terms of ideology and 
structural differences. 

Description of variables: 
The data describe demographic infor­
mation, such as parents' place of 
birth, race, age, prisoner's occupa­
tion, and marital status, and offense 
information about conviction, sentenc­
ing, prior incarcerations, methods of 
release, and offense characteristics. 

Unit of observation: 
Female inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
Tennessee, Ohio, and New York 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
4,609 cases 
30 variables 
80-unit-long record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Rafter, N.H. (1985). Partial justice: 

Women in state prisons, 1800-1935. 
Boston: Northeastern University 
Press. 

Rafter, N.H. (1980). Female 
state prisoners in Tennessee: 
1831-1979. Tennessee Historical 
Quarterly, 39(4), 485-497. 

Rafter, N.H. (1983). Prisons for 
women, 1790-1980. In M. Tonry 
and N. Morris, (eels.). Crime and 
justice: An annual review of 
research, Vol. 5. Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press. 

Rafter, N.H. (1983). Chastising the 
unchaste: Social control functions 
of the women's refonnatory system. 
In A. Scull and S. Cohen (eels.), So­
cial control and the state: Compara­
tive and historical essays. Oxford: 
Martin Robertson and Co. 

-221-



Management of Death Row 
Inmates, 1986-1987: 

[United States] 
W. Hardy Rauch et al. and the American 

Correctional Association 
85-IJ-CX-0065 
(ICPSR 9917) 

Purpose of the Study 
The American Correctional Associa­
tion undertook this study to explore 
prison management practices insofar 
as they affect the death row popula­
tion. The increasing number of in­
mates awaiting execution nationwide 
and the increasing length of time 
those inmates spend on death row 
may affect management practices 
now and in the future. Areas of in­
quiry for this study included classifica­
tion of death lOW inmates as we" as 
their housing, secUlity, staffing, ancl 
freedom of movement. The survey 
gathered basic demographic data 
about the inmates and their use of 
time during incarceration, including 
policies for the access given death 
row inmates to medical services, 
counseling services, religious and 
recreational activities, food service, 
vocational and avocational training, 
work, education, legal visits, mail ancl 
telephone privileges, and grievance 
procedures. Other policy questions 
addressed by this study included de­
termining the necessity of confining 
all condemned inmates in one loca­
tion, the extent of contact between 
death row inmates and other in­
mates, the necessity of altering staff­
ing patterns and training staff to 
manage these inmates, and the liabil­
ity concems of death row supervision. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Survey data were obtained from 
questionnaires distributed to the di­
rectors of the Department of Correc­
tions in the 37 states with capital 
punishment statutes, to wardens and 

staff who worked with death row in­
mates, and to the death row inmates 
themselves. These data comprise 
the death row prisoner group 
component of the NIJ grant which 
was extended to a study entitled 
"Specialized Programs for Two Pris­
oner Groups, 1985-1987." 

Sample: 
The state Department of Corrections 
surveys identified 1,685 inmates who 
had been sentenced to death and 
who were housed in 50 different 
state institutions. Of those 50, three 
were eliminated, because they were 
specialized correctional mental 
health facilities housing only one 
death-sentenced inmate each. Four 
states having seven pertinent institu­
tions requested that these institutions 
be removed from the sample be~ 
cause of lawsuits or general contro­
versy over their death- sentenced 
populations. Thus, 40 institutions re­
mained in the survey field. The sur­
vey forms for the warden, staff 
members, and inmates were bundled 
for these 40 institutions. Directions 
accompanying the bundles re­
quested that the staff surveys be dis­
tributed to the staff (such as the unit 
supervisor, security personnel from 
each shift, and at least one nonsecu­
rity person) who worked most closely 
with death-sentenced inmates. A de­
cision was made to survey all female 
death~sentenced inmates. Male in­
mates were sampled as follows: 
Where the death-sentenced inmate 
population was less than 21, all were 
surveyed; where the population 
ranged from 20 to 50, 40 percent 
were randomly sampled; and where 
the population was above 50, 20 per­
cent were randomly sampled. 

Dates of data collection: 
1986-1987 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study was designed to help pro­
vide information on death-sentenced 
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inmates in terms of long-term correc­
tional assignments. The study design 
was developed to address three 
goals: (1) to collec..1 demographic 
data on death-senlenced inmates, 
(2) to compile state laws, departmen­
tal and institutional policies and pro­
cedures, and special reports relating 
to management of death-sentenced 
inmates, and (3) to obtain the 
thoughts and recommendations of 
those individuals most closely associ­
ated with the inmates. In order to 
achieve these goals, the survey de­
sign attempts to measure both the 
opinions and the demographic char­
acteristics of the subject. State De­
partment of Corrections directors, 
wardens, representative staff, and 
the inmates themselves were chosen 
as survey subjects. 

Description of variables: 
Survey topics about the death row 
population included inmate demo­
graphics, inmate work assignments, 
payments to inmates, housing op­
tions, litigation regarding conditions 
of confinement, opportunities for frat­
ernization with inmates in the general 
population, communication privi­
leges, custody classifications and 
precautions, assaults and other dis­
turbances, escapes, staff demograph­
ics, and warden and staff opinions on 
management techniques. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Department of corrections survey 
data 
rectangular file structure 
3S cases 
95 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 

Part 2 
Wardendaia 
rectangular file structure 
40 cases 
134 variables 
80-unit-long record 
6 records per case 
PartS 
Staff data 
rectangular file structure 
254 cases 
68 variables 
80-unit-long record 
3 records per case 
Part 4 
Inmate data 
rectangular file structure 
237 cases 
179 variables 
80-unit-long record 
6 records per case 
PartS 
Codebook for all parts 
79-unit-long record 
Parts 6-9 
SAS control cards 
48-unit-long record 
Part 10 
User guide 
79-umt-long record 

Reports and Publications 
American correctional association. 

Managing death-sentenced in­
mates: A survey of practices. Wash­
ington, DC: St. Mary's Press, 1989. 

Attitudes and Perceptions 
of Police Officers 

in Boston, Chicago, 
and Washington, DC, 1966 

Albert J. Reiss, Jr. 
Center for Research on Social 

Organization, University of Michigan 
OLEA-()()6 

(ICPSR 9087) 

Purpose of the Study 
This survey was clesigned to explore 
perceptions and attitudes of police 
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officers of three metropolitan areas 
toward their work and the organiza­
tio~s and publics with which they in­
teract. Issues of interest include 
(1) the nature of police careers, po­
lice work, and officer satisfaction with 
their jobs; (2) officer orientations to­
ward policing tasks and their relation­
ships with the public; and (3) officer 
perceptions of organizations and sys­
tems that influence or change police 
work. 

Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Personal interviews conducted by the 
field staff of the Survey Research 
Center, University of Michigan. 

Sample: 
Three sample cities (Chicago, Bos­
ton, and Washington, DC) were pur­
posively selected to represent 
differences in the size, location, de­
gree of control, and type of organiza­
tion in police departments. Within 
each city, two police precincts (four 
in Washington) with high crime rates 
were selected to represent areas 
with different race and class composi­
tions. The selected sites were: 
(1) Boston, MA (precincts - Dor­
chester and Roxbury); (2) Chicago, 
IL - (precincts - Fillmore and Town 
Hall); and (3) Washington, DC (pre­
cincts-#6,10,13, and 14). Simple 
random samples of approximately 
25 police officers in each of the eight 
precincts were drawn from depart­
ment rosters. The response rate was 
nearly 1 00 percent. 

Dates of data collection: 
June 1966 

Summary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset is part of the larger 
study entitled "Reid Surveys III: Stud­
ies in Crime and Law Enforcement in 
Major Metropolitan Areas" that was 
done for the President's Commission 
on Law Enforcement and the Admini-

stration of Justice. The dataset from 
this portion of the study is a compan­
ion to the data from the observational 
study of police behavior undertaken 
at the same time and place (see PatR 

terns of Behavior In Police and 
Citizen Transactions: Boston, Chi­
cago, and Washington, DC, 1966 
[ICPSR 9086]). 

Description of the variables: 
Variables contain information about 
police officer's reasons for choosing 
police work; their likes and dislikes 
about their jobs; career orientation 
and commitment; satisfaction with 
job and with assignments; percep­
tions of relations between the police 
and the general public; orientations 
toward public behavior and opinions; 
perceptions of relations with local 
government and its legal system; per­
ceptions of problems in law enforce­
ment; and police officers' relations 
with the justice system. 

Unit of observation: 
Police officers 

Geographic Coverage 
Selected areas in Boston, MA, 
Chicago, IL, and Washington, DC 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
OSIRIS dictionary 

Logical record length data format 

rectangular file structure 
203 cases 
507 variables 
672-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Reports and Publications 
Reiss, A.J., Jr. (1967). Career orien­

tations, job satisfaction, and the as­
sessment of law enforcemertt 
problems by police officers. In A.J. 
Reiss, Jr. (eel.), Studies in crime 
and law enforcement in major metro­
politan areas: U.S. President's com­
mission on law enforcement and the 
administration of justice field sUlvey 
1/1, Vol. II, Section II. Washington, DC: 
U.S. Government Printing Office. 

Patterns of Behavior 
in Police and Citizen 

Transactions: Boston, 
Chicago, and Washington, 

DC, 1966 

Albert J. Reiss, Jr. 
Center for Research on Social 

Organization, University of Michigan 
OLEA-006 

(ICPSR 9086) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to evalu­
ate transactions and encounters be­
tween the police and citizens through 
observation of their roles, behaviors, 
and decisions. These encounters 
were recorded by trained observers 
in the course of regular police shifts. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from two 
sources: (1) field observations by 
trained observers of mobile and foot 
patrols and (2) official records of po­
lice dispatch calls. 

Sample: 
Three sample cities (Chicago, Bos­
ton, and Washington, DC) were pur­
posively selected to represent 
differences in the size, location, de­
gree of control, and type of organiza­
tion in police departments. Within 

each city, two police precincts (four 
in Washington) with high crime rates 
were selected to represent areas 
with different race and class composi­
tions. The selected sites were: 
(1) Boston, MA (precincts - Dor­
chester and Roxbury); (2) Chicago, 
IL - (precincts - Fillmore and Town 
Hall); and, (3) Washington, DC (pre­
cincts-#6, 10,13, and 14). Strati~ 
fied probability samples of police 
tours of duty were drawn. Evening 
and weekend shifts were overrepre~ 
sented to maximize the number of en­
counters observed. All encounters 
within a sampled tour of duty were 
recorded. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
1966 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset is part of the larger 
study entitled "Field SUlVeys III: StUd­
ies in Crime and law Enforcement in 
Major Metropolitan Areas" that was 
done for the President's Commission 
on Law Enforcement and the Admini­
stration of Justice. The data from this 
portion of the study have been influ­
ential in the development of theories 
of police behavior. 

Description of the variables: 
Variables contain information about 
the nature and context of the encoun­
ter including characteristics, roles, 
and relationships between the citi­
zens involved in the encounter; citi­
zen's definition of the situation and 
police response; characteristics of 
the situation location; definition of the 
situation after arrival of police; spe­
cific police actions and manner of po­
lice behavior during encounter; 
informal characterizations by police 
of participants involved in encounter. 
In cases where offender suspects 
were involved, information was col­
lected on restraints employed, 
searches, interrogations, confes­
sions, advisement of rights, booking, 
and other arrest processes. 
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Unit of observation: 
File 1: observer's summary of en­
counters recorded, at the end of each 
shift 

File 2: police-initiated encounter 

File 3: citizen-initiated contact with 
police in field 

Rle 4: police dispatch record 

File 5: encounter initiated by call for 
service 

NOTE: A sixth file containing records 
of encounters with citizens who came 
in person to police stations to mobi­
lize police (Citizen Station Mobiliza­
tions) was not available for archiving. 
Citizen Station Mobilizations were 
said to have comprised 6 percent of 
all types of police-citizen transactions 
in the study (approximately 340 
cases). 

Geographic Coverage 
Selected police districts in Boston, MA, 
Chicago, Il, and Washington, DC 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 5 data files + 
OSIRIS dictionaries 

logical record length data format 

Part 1 
General data: Observers' 
summaries of recorded encounters 
rectangular file structure 
840 cases 
679 variables 
868-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Police-initiated encoumerl; 
rectangular file structure 
738 cases 
752 variables 
939-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 3 
Citizen-initiated contacts with police 
in field areas 
rectangular file struct'..:. e 
282 cases 
721 variables 
907-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 4 
Police dispatch records 
rectangular file structure 
6,172 cases 
25 variables 
43-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 5 
Service-called initiated encounter 
rectangular file structure 
4,371 cases 
719 variables 
906-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Black, D. (1980). The manners and 

customs of the police. New York: 
Academic Press. 

Black, D.J. (1968). Police encounters 
and social organization: An 
observation study. Unpublished 
doctoral dissertation, Department of 
Sociology, University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor. 

Black, D.J. (1970). Production of 
crime rates. American Sociological 
Review, 35(August}, 733-748. 

Black, D.J. (1971). The social 
organization of arrest. Stanford Law 
Review, 23(June), 1087-1111. 

Black, D.J., and Reiss, A.J., Jr. 
(1967). Patterns of behavior in 
police and citizen transactions. In 
Albert J. Reiss, Jr. (Ed.), Studies in 
crime and law enforcement in major 
metropolitan areas: U.S. President's 
commission on law enforcement 
and the administration of justice 
field survey JII, Vol. II, Section I. 
Washington, DC: U.S. Government 
Printing Office. 

Black, D.J., and Reiss, A.J., Jr. 
(1970). Police control of juveniles. 
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American Sociological Review, 
35(February), 63-77. 

Friedrich, R.J. (1977). The impact 
of organizational, individual, and 
situational factors on police 
behavior. Unpublished doctoral 
dissertation, Department of Political 
Science, University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor. 

Reiss, A.J., Jr. (1971 a). The police 
and the public. New Haven, CT: 
Yale University Press. 

Reiss, A.J., Jr. (1971 b). Systematic 
observation of natural social phe­
nomena.ln H. L. Costner (ed.), Soder 
logical Methodology, 1971 (pp. 3-33). 
San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Inc. 

-
Survey of Victimization 

and Attitudes Toward Crime 
and Law Enforcement 

in Boston and Chicago, 1966 

Albert J. Reiss, Jr. 
Center for Research on Social 

Organization, Univer.sity of Michigan 
OLEA-006 

(ICPSR 9085) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed to explore 
attitudes toward crime and the police, 
and to determine factors related to 
criminal victimization and the report­
ing of crime incidents to the police. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Detailed personal interviews were 
conducted by the Survey Research 
Center, University of Michigan. Re­
spondents were asked to recall the 
number and type of crime experi­
ences in the previous year (July 1, 
1965-June 30, 1966) on a "screener" 
interview. Those who answered posi­
tively to the screener questions were 
administered an "incident form" to 

gain more detailed information about 
each victimization experience. 

Sample: 
Precincts were purposively selected 
to represent high- and low-income 
populations living in high crime ar­
eas. The sites selected were: (1) Bos­
ton, MA (precincts - Dorchester and 
Roxbury); and (2) Chicago, IL (pre­
cincts - Fillmore and Town Hall). 
Within areas, probability samples 
were drawn. The universe consisted 
of the adult population (any house­
hold member 18 years or older) in 
each police precinct. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
July-October 1966 

Summary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset is part of the larger 
study entitled "Field Surveys III: Stud~ 
ies in Crime and Law Enforcement in 
Major Metropolitan Areas" that was 
done for the President's Commission 
on Law Enforcement and the Admini­
stration of Justice. This study along 
with other field surveys done at the 
same time were influential in the de­
velopment of the National Crime Sur­
vey. This particular study combines a 
victimization survey with citizen atti­
tudes'perceptions of crime and the 
police, and questions about their be­
havior in response to crime or the 
threat of crime. 

Description of the variables: 
Variables contain information about 
neighborhood characteristics, individ­
ual attributes (e.g., age, race, gen~ 
der, education, income, religion, 
marital status), perceptions of crime, 
SQOial env!ronment, and the criminal 
justice system, experiences with the 
police, criminal victimization experi~ 
enees, protective measures taken, 
victim--offender relationship, charac­
teristics of the crime incident, police 
response to crime reports, and victim 
perceptions of and satisfaction with 
police response. 
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Unit of observation: 
Household (as reported by a "house­
hold respondent") 

Geographic Coverage 
Boston, MA (Dorchester and Rox­
bury precincts) and Chicago, IL 
(Fillmore and Town Hall precincts) 

File Structure 
Extent oJ collection: 2 data files + 
OSIRIS dictionaries 

Logical record length data format 
Par't1 
Contact data 
rectangular file structure 
343 cases 
1 ,836 variables 
1,925-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Resident data 
rectangular file structure 
1,469 cases 
1,469 variables 
1 ,986-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Reiss, A.J., Jr. (1967). Measurement 

of the nature and amount of crime. 
~n AI~ert J. Reiss, Jr. (ed.), Studies 
In cnme and law enforcement in 
major metropolitan areas; U.S. 
President's commission on law 
enforcement and the administration 
of justice field survey III, Vol. I, 
Section I. Washington, DC: U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 

Reiss, A.J., Jr. (1967). Public percep­
tions and recollections about crime, 
law enforcement, and criminal jus­
tice. In Albert J. Reiss, Jr. (Ed.), 
Studies in crime and Jaw enforce­
ment in major metropolitan areas: 
U.S. President's commission on 
law enforcement and the admini­
stration of justice field survey III, 
Vol. I, Section II. Washington, DC: 
U.S. Govemment Printing Office. 

Trends in American 
Homicidet 1968-1978: 

Victim-Level Supplementary 
Homicide Reports 

Marc Riedel and Margaret Zahn 
Center for the Study of Crime, 
Delinquency, and Corrections, 

Southern Illinois University 
79-NI-AX-0092 
(ICPSR 8676) 

Purpose of the Study 
The aim of the study was to stand­
ardize the format of national homi­
cide data and analyze trends over 
the period 1968-1978. 

Methodology 

Sources "f information: 
Data were provided by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI) from 
their master tape files of Uniform 
Crime Reporting (UCR) Program 
Supplementary Homicide Report 
(SHR) data originally submitted by 
U.S. law enforcement agencies. 

Sample: 
As part of the Uniform Crime Report­
ing Program, participating U.S. law 
enforcement agencies are asked by 
the rBI to provide additional details 
about homicides that were reported 
in their jurisdictions. These data are 
collected on a UCR form entitled 
"Supplementary Homicide Report." 
The investigators obtained a copy of 
these data for the years 1968 
through 1978 and performed addi­
tional processing. The data that 
~ake up this sample may be biased 
either because (1) homicides were 
not brought to the attention of the lo­
cal police agency, or (2) the agency 
did not participate in the UCR pro­
gram, or (3) a participating agency 
failed to forward the SHR portion of 
the UCR to the FBI. Coding and en­
try into machine-readable form was 
performed by the FBI's UCR Section 
staff. Because the coding scheme un-
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derwent substantial revision twice 
during the study period (1973 and 
1976), the investigators reprocessed 
the data to obtain consistency and 
comparability of observations and 
variables over time. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
These data are distinguished by their 
unit of observation and accessibility. 
The foon in which the FBI distributes 
their master tape data is difficult to 
use because the data are stored in 
packed binary fields, the number of 
records per case varies, and the files 
include several different types of rec~ 
ords. This dataset is refoonatted so 
that the unit of observation (the homi~ 
cide victim) is constant across the 
study period, the storage mode is 
"character~numeric" (either alphad 

betic characters or numbers), and 
the data are rectangularly structured 
(i.e., all records are the same length 
and there is only one record per 
case). 

Description of variables: 
Variables include information pertain­
ing to the reporting agency, victim 
and offender characteristics, and the 
circumstances surrounding the inci­
dent. Agency-specific information in­
cludes total population. city and/or 
SMSA size, and county and state 
codes. The victim's and offender's 
age, race, and sex are present. as 
well as the number of victims and of­
fenders involved in the incident. Infor­
mation about the incident includes 
the type of weapon used, the relation­
ship of victim to offender. and circum­
stance (e.g., related to a felony, 
justifiable. etc.). It is important to note 
that major changes occurred in the 
FBI coding of SHRs at two points dur~ 
ing the time period. The result is rela­
tively consistent coding within the 
time periods 1968-1972.1973--1975, 
and 1976-1978, but not between 
them. The later time periods have 
more detailed information, particu-
larly regarding the circumstance and 

relationship variables. It is notewor­
thy that the FBI did not collect infor­
mation on the offender prior to 1976. 

Unit of observation: 
Homicide victims 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 11 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
1968 
rectangular file structure 
11,957 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
1969 
rectangular file structure 
12.918 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
1970 
rectangular file structure 
13,039 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 4 
1971 
rectangular file structure 
15,323 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
1972 
rectangular file structure 
15,832 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
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Part 6 
1973 
rectangular file structure 
17,124 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 7 
1974 

. rectangular file structure 
18,632 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 8 
1975 
rectangular file structure 
18,542 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 9 
1976 
rectangular file structure 
16,821 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 10 
19n 
rectangular file structure 
18,300 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 11 
1978 
rectangular file structure 
18,941 cases 
37 variables 
132-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Riedel, M., and Zahn, M. (1981). 

Nature and patterns of American 
homicide: Final report.. Unpublished 
report, Southern Illinois University, 
Carbondale,lL. 

Riedel, M., Zahn, M., and Mock, L.F. 
(1985). The nature and patterns of 
American homicide. Washington, 
DC: National Institute· of Justice. 

Evaluation of Intensive 
Probation in Milwaukee, 

1980--1981 
Joseph Romm 

System Sciences, Inc. 
J-LEAA-027-78 
(ICPSR 8276) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected to evaluate the 
impact of a two-year experiment in in­
novative probation practices. The pri­
mary objectives of the research were 
to (a) determine whether a new clas­
sification/diagnostic instrument called 
the Client Management Classification 
(CMC) system results in more effec­
tive outcomes for the probationer 
than the traditional instrument (the 
Needs Assessment Form); (b) deter­
mine for high-risk probationers 
whether probation was more effec­
tive if the initial six months of proba­
tion and support services were 
intensified; and, (c) determine for 
low-risk probationers whether limited 
services were as effective as serv­
ices that were normally provided. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data collection instruments were 
the State of Wisconsin's internal pro­
bation case tracking and manage­
ment forms which were filled out by 
Milwaukee County Probation agents. 

Sample: 
The sample included those defen­
dants in Milwaukee County, Wiscon­
sin, sentenced to probation between 
January 2, 1980, and June 30, 1981, 
who had reported to the probation de­
partment for intake. The sample was 
limited to adult residents of Milwau­
kee County who were not already on 
probation, not judged to be severely 
psychotic or severe sex deviate 
cases, and not assigned to jaiVwork 
release sentences of more than ten 
days followed by probation. Attrition 
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within the study was mainly due, to 
"no-shows," those who did not report 
to probation intake after sentencing 
and were immediate absconders. 
No-shows accounted for 394 of the 
2316 probationers. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 2,1980, through June 30, 
1981 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study uses an experimental de­
sign to assess the effectiveness of 
different levels of probation supervi­
sion. Individuals were given the Wis­
consin risk and needs assessment 
scales in order to assign them to one 
of three groups of risk/need. The 
risk/need classifications were low, 
medium, and high. All subjects were 
divided into two groups based on 
their case numbers, odd/even. Those 
with an even number were given the 
Client Management Classifir.ation 
(CMC) System interview. Low/me­
dium-risk clients with and without the 
CMC were then assigned to control 
service groups (normal service) or to 
experimental service groups inten­
sive service} based on their risk 
scores and/or CMC scores. High-risk 
probationers with and without the 
CMC interviews were randomly as­
signed to control and experimental 
service groups. After six months cli­
ents assigned to intensive service 
were transferred to normal service 
and support. 

DeSCription of variables: 
The dataset contains information on 
type of probation supervision, original 
probation classification level, and 
demographic and criminal history 
data. Variables in the dataset include 
demographic variables (gender, race, 
marital status, and education). employ­
ment status, referred agency. and vari­
ables describing the subjects' mental 
heatth (presence of criminal value sys­
tem, hyperactivity, destructive behav­
ior, and withdrawal). 

Unit of observation: 
Each case in the Reassessment 
and AdmissionsiTerminations files 
represents data on an individual pro­
bationer. Cases in the chronological 
file are records of probation agent 
contacts with probationers over the 
course of the study. 

Geographic Coverage 
Milwaukee County, Wisconsin 

File Structure 
Data files: 3; (1) Reassessment, 

(2) Admissionslterminations 
(3) Chronological 

Variables: Reassessment, 218 
Admissionsiterminations, 
210 
Chronological,17 

Cases: Reassessment. 1343 
Admissionsiterminations, 
1922 
Chronological,47,169 

Reports and Publications 
Romm, J. (1982). Review draft final 

report on the national evaluation 
program-Phase /I intensive 
evaluation of probation. 
Unpublished report, System 
Sciences, Bethesda, Maryland. 

Bennett, L.A. (1986). A reassess­
ment of an experimental study of 
intensive probation supervision. Pa­
per presented at the Annual Meet~ 
ing of the Academy of Criminal 
Justice Scientists, Ortando, FL. 
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Crime Stoppers: 
A National Evaluation 

of Program Operations 
and Effects, 1984 

Dennis P. Rosenbaum, Arthur J. Lurigio, 
and Paul J. Lavrakru\ 

Center for Urban Affairs and Policy 
Research, Northwestern University 

83-JJ-CX-K050 
(JCPSR 9349) 

Purpose of this Study 
This study's goal was to answer 
three basic questions about the 
Crime Stoppers (CS) programs. First, 
how does Crime Stoppers work in 
both theory and practice? Second, 
what are the opinions and attitudes 
of program participants toward the 
Crime Stoppers programs? Third, 
how do components of the program 
such as rewards, anonymity, use of 
informants, and media participation 
affect criminal justice outcome meas­
ures such as citizen calls and arrests? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Questionnaires were mailed to police 
coordinators and chairpersons of the 
Board of Directors of CS programs. 

Sample: 
A national telephone survey identi­
fied 443 operational Crime Stoppers 
programs from a list provided by 
Crime Stoppers International. Ques­
tionnaires were then mailed to police 
coordinators and Board of Directors 
chairpersons. Completed question­
naires were r9'~eived from 203 or 
46 percent of the police coordinators 
and 164 or 37 percent of the board 
chairs. 

Dates of data collection: 
The national telephone screening 
interviews were conducted in Febru­
ary and March of 1984. The police co­
ordinators and board chairpersons 

were mailed questionnaires in May of 
1984. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This is the first attempt to examine 
the operational procedures and effec­
tiveness of Crime Stoppers programs 
in the United States. Police coordina­
tors and board chairs described per­
ceptions and attitudes toward the CS 
program. Data were also collected on 
citizen calls received by the program, 
the program's arrests and clear­
ances, property recovered, the pro­
gram's prosecutions and convictions, 
and the program's effects on investi­
gation procedure. 

Description of variables: 
The police coordinator's question­
naire includes variables such as the 
police coordinator's background and 
experience; program development 
and support; everyday operations 
and procedures; outcome statistics 
on citizen calls, suspects arrested, 
property recovered, and suspects 
prosecuted; reward setting and distri­
bution; and program relations with 
media, law enforcement, and the 
board of directors. The merged file in­
cludes both survey data from police 
coordinators and board members. 
Variables include city population, per­
cent of households living in poverty 
and percent of white population; num­
ber of UCR part I crimes; member­
ship and performance of the board; 
fund-raising methods; and ratings of 
the program. 

Unit of observation: 
Crime Stoppers programs 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

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

Card image data format 
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Part 1 
Police coordinator file 
rectangular file structure 
194 cases 
296 variables 
80-unit-long record 
6 records per case 
Part 2 
Merged file 
rectangular file structure 
203 cases 
596 variables 
80-unit-long record 
27 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Rosenbaum, D.P., Lurigio, A.J., and 

Lavrakas, P.J. (1986). Crime 
stoppers - A national evaluation: 
Research in brief, September 1986. 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

Rosenbaum, D.P., Lurigio, A.J., and 
Lavrakas, P.J. (1986). Crime stop­
pers: A national evaluation of pro­
gram operations and effects 
(Executive Summary). Evanston, 
IL: Center for Urban Affairs and 
Policy Research, Northwestern 
University. 

Impact of the Court Process 
on Sexually Abused 

Children in North Carolina, 
1983-1986 

Desmond K. Runyan, 
Mark D. Everson, Wanda M. Hunter, 

and Nancy M.P. King 
Department of Social Medicine, 
University of North carolina, 

School of Medicine 
85-IJ-CX-0066 
(ICPSR 9985) 

Purpose of the Study 
Concerned about the possible detri­
mental impact of investigative proc­
esses and cou(( proceedings on child 
victims of sexual abuse, many child 

advocates have proposed extensive 
changes in court procedures in cases 
involving intrafamilial child sexual 
abuse. However, little is known about 
the psychological impact of court pro­
ceedings on child victims of sexual 
abuse. Thus, the investigators con­
ducted a longitudinal study of child 
sexual abuse victims to assess the 
impact of the judicial process on 
these victirr.,6,. 

The study's goal is to disentangle 
the relative contributions of sexual 
abuse and the subsequent judicial 
processes on the mental health func­
tioning of the child victims. Specifi­
cally, it attempts to assess whether 
there is additional harm to victims 
from out-of-home placement, criminal 
prosecution of the offending family 
member, and testimony in juvenile or 
criminal court. It also attempts to as­
sess whether family support and pro­
fessional support (e.g., mental health 
therapy) mitigate distress in the sexu­
ally abused child. The children were 
enrolled in the study at the time that 
social services personnel substanti­
ated the claim of sexual abuse, and 
they were followed for a period of 18 
months. Assessments of the mental 
health functioning of the children 
were made at the time of the initial in­
vestigation,5 months later, and 18 
months later, using a combination of 
self-reports, parent and teacher re­
ports, and psychological tests. 

The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) What percentage of familial 
child sexual abuse victims are re­
moved from their homes? (2) What 
percentage of familial child sexual 
abuse victims testify in court? (3) Do 
the victims show improved mental 
health functioning by the time of the 
5-month and 18-month follow up? 
(4) What is the impact of testifying in 
court on the mental health function­
ing of the victims? (5) What is the im­
pact of delaying the judicial process 
(i.e, due to continuances) on the men­
tal health functioning of the victims? 
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Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The investigators used the following 
sources of information in performing 
their evaluation: interviews with the 
child victims, interviews with the par­
ents, questionnaires administered to 
the children, questionnaires adminis­
tered to parents and teachers, psy­
chological tests administered to the 
children, reports from social service 
agencies, and court records. 

Sample: 
Eleven county social service agen­
cies in North Carolina referred 100 6-
to 17-year-old victims of intrafamilial 
sexual abuse to the investigators for 
study. The children were enrolled in 
the study at the time that social serv­
ices personnel substantiated the 
claim of sexual abuse, and they were 
followed for a period of 18 months. 

The initial evaluation was completed 
on 100 children. Five-month follow­
up data were obtained on 76 chil­
dren, and complete 18-month data 
were obtained on 62 children. An ad­
ditional 21 subjects were unable to re­
turn for the is-month psychological 
evaluation but were able to provide 
some limited outcome data by tele­
phone interview. The initial sample 
had a mean age of 11.4 years and 
was 87 percent female and 61 per­
cent white. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were collected between Decem­
ber 1983 and June 1985. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables include demographic infor­
mation on the child, the type of sex­
ual abuse the child experienced, 
judicial processes or interventions 
the child experienced, the child's re­
sponsive vocabulary, the child's feel­
ings about school, friends, and 
family, the child's perceptions of so­
cial support, parent and teacher per-

ceptions of the child's behavior, and 
the child's level of depression, anxi­
ety, and social adjustment. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual children 

Geographic Coverage 
Eleven cooperating social service 
agencies in North Carolina partici­
pated in the study. These agencies 
were located in the following coun­
ties: Alamance, Catawba, Chatham, 
Cumberland, Durham, Guilford, Lee, 
Orange, Person, Vance, and Wake. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + ma­
chine-readable documentation (text) 
+ data collection instrument 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
100 cases 
1 ,033 variables 
80-unit-long record 
23 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Coulter M., Hunter W.M., Runyan, D., 

and Everson, M.D. (In press). 
Factors influencing placement 
decision making by CPS workers 
for sexually abused children. Child 
Abuse and Neglect. 

Everson, M.D, Hunter, W.M., Runyan, D., 
Edelsohn, G., and Coulter, M. (In 
press). Maternal support following 
disclosure of incest. American 
Journal of Orthopsychiatry. 

King, N.M.P., Hunter W.M., and 
Runyan, D. (1988). Going to court: 
The experience of child victims of 
intrafamilial sexual abuse. Journal 
of Health Politics, Policy, and Law, 
49,705-721. 
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Runyan, D., Edelsohn, G., 
Hunter, W.M., and Coulter, M. 
(1988). Impact of legal intervention 
on sexually abused children. Jour­
nalofPediauics, 113,647-653. 

Effects of Local Sanctions 
on Serious Crimina~ 

Offending in Cities With 
Populations Over 100,000, 
1978-1983: [United States] 

Robert J. Sampson 
Department of Sociology, 

Un:,versity of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign 

86-II-CX-0060 
(ICPSR 9590) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project examined local policies 
for dealing with crime and the effects 
such policies had on the arrest rates 
for serious crimes. Local policies 
were measured by indicators such as 
arrest rates for public order offenses, 
county jail populations, and numbers 
of new prison admissions. The seri­
ous crimes examined included homi­
cide, rape, robbery, aggravated 
assault, larceny, and arson. All cities 
in the United States with populations 
over 100,000 in 1980 were selected 
for the study. Aggregate demo­
graphic information such as age, 
race, and sex of offenders was col­
lected, as well as information on fam­
ily structure, daily jail populations, 
offense rates for various types of 
crimes, and numbers of police offi­
cers and arrest rates. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
This research used official govern­
ment records for 171 cities in the 
United States with 1980 populations 
greater than 100,000. Included were 
Bureau of Justice Statistics records 

from the Juvenile Detention and Cor­
rectional Facility Census, 1979, the 
Juvenile Detention and Correctional 
Facility Census, 1982, the National 
Jail CenslJs, 1978, the National Jail 
Census, 1983, and the Census of 
Population and Housing, 1980, 
(U.S.), Summary Tape Files 1 and 3. 
Unpublished FBI records from 1980 
to 1982 on crime rates were also 
used. 

Sample: 
Data were collected from seven indi­
vidual data sources on charac­
teristics of the 171 largest cities in 
the United States having populations 
over 100,000. Variables from the Ju­
venile Detention and Correctional Fa­
cility Census and the National Jail 
Census were aggregated by the in­
vestigator to the county level. Each 
city was assigned county-level data 
corresponding to the county in which 
it was located. Data from only one 
county were assigned to each city. 
In some cases two or more cities 
were assigned the same county 
data. There is one exception to this 
method, which is New York City. The 
county measures for the five counties 
that comprise New York City were ag­
gregated to one "county" measure. 

Because researchers were con­
cerned about possible annual vari­
ations in the reporting and recording 
of offense data gathered from FBI 
records, variables were constructed 
from accounts for 1980 to 1982. 
Three-year average arrest rates per 
100,000 were computed from these 
data. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
The data were collected from Janu­
ary 6, 1987, to July 6, 1988, from rec­
ords covering the period from 1978 
to 1983. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Data were collected from seven 
sources for each case. File 1 in-
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cludes county-level data on numbers 
of persons by race, age, age by race; 
numbers of persons in households; 
and types of household withi n each 
county. File 3, measured at the city 
level, includes data on total popula­
tion, race, age, marital status by sex, 
persons in household, numbers of 
households, housing, children and 
families above and below the poverty 
level by race, employment by race, 
and income by race within each city. 

The FBI 1980 data include variables 
on total offenses and offense rates 
per 100,000 persons for homicides, 
rapes, robbery, aggravated assault, 
burglary, larceny, motor vehicle of­
fenses, and arson. The FBI 1980-
1982 data, averaged, per 100,000, 
provided variables for the above of­
fenses by sex, age, and race, and Uni­
form Crime Report arrest rates for 
index (serious) crimes within each city. 

The National Jail Census for 1978 
and 1973, aggregated to the county 
level, provided variables on jail ca­
pacity; numbers of inmates being 
held by sex, race, and status of in­
mate's case (awaiting trial, awaiting 
sentence, serving sentence, and 
technical violations); average daily 
jail populations; numbers of staff by 
full time and part time; numbers of 
volunteers; and numbers of correc­
tional officers. 

The Juvenile Detention and Correc­
tional Facility Census for 1979 and 
1982, aggregated to the county level, 
provided data on numbers of adults 
and juveniles held in juvenile institu­
tions by sex and race; average 
length of stay by sex; numbers being 
held by type of crime and sex; age of 
juvenile offenders by sex; average 
daily prison population; and payroll 
and other expenditures for the 
institutions. 

Unit of obseNation: 
Cities with 1980 populations greater 
than 100,000 people 

Geographic Coverage 
Data were collected on all of the 
171 largest cities in the United States 
in 1980. The data themselves pertain 
to various years ranging from 1978 to 
1983. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
171 cases 
931 variables 
80-unit-long record 
63 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Sampson, R. (1986). Crime in cities: 

The effects of formal and informal 
social control. In A.J. Reiss, Jr. and 
M. Tonry (eds.), Communities and 
crime, speCial refereed issue of 
Crime and Justice, 8, (pp. 
271-311). Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press. 

Sampson, R. (198"1). Urban black 
violence: The effect of male 
joblessness and family disruption. 
American Joumal of Sociology, 93, 
348-382. 

Sampson, R., and Cohen, J. (1988). 
Deterrent effects of the police on 
crime: A replication and theoretical 
extension. Law and Society Re­
view, 22, 163-189. 
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Predicting Recidivism 
in North Carolina, 

1978 and 1980 
Peter Schmidt and Ann D. Witte 

Michigan State University 
84~IJ-CX -()()21 
(ICPSR 8987) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examines individual char~ 
acteristics and recidivism (measured 
as length of time until a released pris­
oner returns to prison) for two co­
horts of North Carolina prison 
releasees. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The North Carolina Department of 
Corrections provi.ded dat~ tapes 
which contained Information on all in­
dividuals released from North Caro­
lina prisons during the periods July 1, 
1977, through June 30, 1978, and 
July 1,1979, through June 30,1980. 

Sample: 
1978: After deletions for obvious data 
defects, there were 9327 individual 
records on the tape. Of these, 
4709 were missing information on 
one or more variables and these 00-
~ervations constitute a "missing data" 
file. The other 4618 observations 
~hich contained complete informa­
tion, were randomly split into an "esti~ 
mation sample" of 1540 observations 
and a "validation sample" of 3078. 

1980: After deletions for obvious 
data defects, there were 9549 individ­
ual records on the tape. Of these, 
3810 were missing information on 
one or more variables and these 00-
~ervations constitute a "missing data" 
file. The other 5739 observations 
which contained complete informa­
tion, were randomly split into an 
"estimation sample" of 1435 observa­
tions and a "validation sample" of 
4304 observations. 

Dates of data collection: 
April 1984 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset is particularly useful for 
the application of survival models be­
cause it contains infolmation on the 
length of time until recidivism occurs. 

Description of variables: 
Variable~ include the sex, race, age, 
and marital status of the inmate in­
volvement in drugs or alcohol level 
of schooling, the nature of the crime 
which resulted in the "sample convic­
tion," (e.g., felon vs. misdemeanor 
aga!n~t p~rsC?n vs. against property), 
participation In work release, number 
of rules broken during the "sample 
sentence," amount of time served in 
"sample sentence," number of prior 
incarcerations, the nature of the in­
mate's release (e.g., supervised) re­
cidivism following release from the 
"sample incarceration," the length of 
~ime from release from the "sample 
Incarceration" until return to prison in 
North Carolina, and the amount of 
time in the follow-up period (from re­
lease until North Carolina Depart­
ment of Correction records were 
searched). A variable called FILE in­
d!cates to which data sample the indi­
Vidual record belongs-analysis 
~ample, validation sample, or miss-
109 data sample. 

Unit of observation: 
Released inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
North Carolina 

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

Card image data format 
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Part 1 
1978 da~~ 
rectangular file structure 
9,327 cases 
19 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 2 
1980 data 
9,549 cases 
19 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Schmi~,. P., an? ."'Iitte, ~.D. (1988). 

Predictmg recidiVism USing survival 
models. New York: Springe;r-Verlag. 

-
Implementation of 

Quantitative Decision Aids 
in the Okiahoma Probation 

and Parole System, 
1989-1990 

AnneL. Schneider, Zoann Snyder-Joy, 
and Laurie R. Ervin 

89-JJ-CX-0012 
(JCPSR 9963) 

struments, (4) whether the instru­
ments are manipulated by officers 
and (5) job satisfaction. In addition 
some demographic and backgroun'd 
information was collected on the re­
~ondents, including age, sex, educa­
tion, ~ears of probation and parole 
experience, caseload, and experi­
ence with previous risk/needs assess­
ment instruments. The research 
should be useful in identifying the atti­
tudes and concerns of probation and 
parole professionals who use quanti­
tative decision aids and in determin­
ing the perceived utility of these aids. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Self-administered questionnaires 
were mailed to the 296 probation and 
parole offteers in the state of Oklahoma. 

Sample: 
QU!3stionnaires were. mailed to all pro­
bation and parole officers in the state 
of Oklahoma. The data contain the re­
sp~mses from all of the question­
naires returned. 

Dates of data collection: 
1989-1990 

Summary of Contents 
Purpose of the Study 
Formal decision models have been Description of\,ariables: 
u~ed in criminal justice to guide deci- The survey instrument was designed 
sions regarding diversion, sentenc- to address a number of specific top-
ing, ba!I,.parole, intensity of probation ics, including (1) whether probation 
superviSion, and treatment modality. and parole officers believe the instru-
~he aut~c:'rs e~plore how a quantita- ments are appropriate and useful in 
tlve deciSIOn aId has been imple- making d.ecisions about ~he intensity 
mented and used in Oklahoma. The of probation; (2) what officers believe 
researchers studied how the Wiseon- the instruments are useful for, such 
sin risks/needs instruments were as doing a better job, increasing eon-
implemented by the Oklahoma Proba- trol of supervisors within the hierarchi-
tion and Parole Department, how cal structure, legitimizing decisions 
they were actually used, and the to the public, and protecting officers 
~ttitudes towards them held by proba- !rom bl(,hme; (3) why officers use the 
tlon and parole officers. The re- Instrum\~nts, such as for professional 
searchers ~ddressed a number of reasons, trust in expertise or research 
issues including (1) the usefulness requirements within a hierarchical ' 
of the risk/needs assessment instru- structure, or positive or negative in-
ments, (2) what the instruments are ~entives; (4) the extent to which the 
useful for, (3) why officers use the in- Instruments are manipulated by the 
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officers, and how much influence is 
exerted by the media or by external 
political agendas; and (5) the relation­
ship between attitudes towards the in­
struments and job satisfaction. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
Oklahoma 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Main data file 
rectangular file structure 
180 cases 
167 variables 
326-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
SPSS export file 
80-unit-long record 
Part 3 
SAS control cards 
66-unit-long record 
Part 4 
User~uide 
79-unlt-long record 

Juvenile Delinquency 
and Adult Crime, 1948-1977 

[Racine, Wisconsin]: 
Three Birth Cohorts 

Lyle W. Shannon 
Iowa Community Research Center, 

University onowa 
84-JJ-CX-0013 
(JCPSR 8163) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were originally collected with 
support from the National Institute for 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention. This research evaluates 
the effectiveness of judicial interven­
tion and varying degrees of sanction 
severity on subsequent delinquency. 
The primary research hypothesis 

was whether the number or type of ju­
dicial intervention had any effect on 
the seriousness of offenders' future 
criminal behavior or the decision to 
desist from such behavior. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were coded from police and ju­
venile court records. In addition, re­
spondents in the 1942 and 1949 birth 
cohorts were interviewed. 

Sample: 
The research was based upon a lon­
gitudinal study of three birth cohorts 
{1942, 1949, and 1955} in Racine, 
Wisconsin. The three birth cohorts in­
cluded 6,127 persons (both males 
and females) of which 4,079 had con­
tinuous residence in Racine. Of 
these 4,079 persons only 2,061 had 
at least one contact with the police. 
These 2,601 males and females com­
prised the bulk of the study. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The data come from a longitudinal de­
sign study consisting of three birth co­
horts. Extensive information about 
contact with the justice system was 
collected as well as rich information 
from individual respondents through 
interviews. Only the 1942 and 1949 
birth cohorts were included in the in­
terviewing phase of data collection. 

Description of variables: 
Each individual in the dataset is iden­
tified by a variable called UIO which 
as a unique identification number. 
The police contact data set contains 
dat~ on the number of police con­
tacts, the seriousness and severity 
of the contact, and its temporal 
occurrence in the career of the re­
spondent. Other variables include 
characteristics of the person who had 
the police contact such as age, co­
hort, and decade in w..tJich the contact 
occurred. The interview information 
includes self-reports of police con-
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tacts, attitudes toward the police, and 
other attitudinal and demographic 
variables. 

Unit of observation: 
Police contacts 

Geographic Coverage 
Racine, Wisconsin 

File Structure 
Data files: 2; (1) Police/intelView 

(2) Police 
Variables: Police/intelView, 158 

Police,94 
Cases: 15,245 

Reports and Publications 
Shannon, L.W. (1985). A more pre-

cise evaluation of the effects of 
sanctions. Unpublished report, Uni­
versity of Iowa, Iowa Urban Com­
munity Research Center, Iowa City. 

Patterns of Drug Use 
and Their Relation to 

Improving Prediction of 
Patterns of Delinquency and 
Crime in Racine, Wisconsin, 

1961-1988 
Lyle W. Shannon 

Iowa Urban Community Research 
Center, University ofIowa 

87-IJ-CX-0045 
(ICPSR 9684) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was conducted as part 
of an ongoing, longitudinal study of 
three birth cohorts in Racine, Wiscon­
sin. The three cohorts include those 
born in 1942, 1949, and 1955. The in­
vestigators have been interested in 
evaluating some of the factors which 
might be related to patterns of delin­
quency and crime in an urban set­
ting. The analysis reported here 
looked at how drug and alcohol use 

relate to contacts with police and, in 
particular, to criminal"careers." Since 
the 1955 cohort was considered the 
first to have at least the potential for 
substantial contact with drugs, only 
that cohort was chosen for this analy­
sis. Individuals selected for inclusion 
in the analysis met one or both of two 
different definitions of continuous resi­
dence in Racine. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The information on police contacts, 
including age at time of contact, 
came from juvenile and adult rec­
ords. These records were maintained 
by the Juvenile Bureau and the Rec­
ords Division, both in the Racine Po­
lice Department. Demographic 
information was gathered on all co­
hort members, whether a member 
had a police contact or not. This infor­
mation came from a biography con­
structed for each cohort member. 
School records, official records such 
as birth, death, and marriage certifi­
cates, telephone directories, records 
of organizations such as churches 
and clubs, and informal intelViews 
with subjects, families, and friends 
provided the information not con­
tained in the police records. 

Sample: 
The sample includes all individuals 
born in 1955 and attending school 
(i.e., appearing in the Racine school 
census records) in 1966. 

Dates of data collection: 
The data were recorded for all Rac­
ine juvenile authority and adult police 
contacts of cohort members from the 
ages of 6 to 33 (the years 1961 to 
1988). Data collection began in 1974 
and has been ongoing since then. 
Records pertaining to the period 

I 1961 to 1974 were examined begin­
ning in 1974, with additional data col­
lected as the funds became available. 
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Summary of Contents 

Spet)la/ characteristics of the study: 
This IS a longitudinal cohort of an ur­
ban population: Racine, Wisconsin. 
Both a retrospective and prospective 
record search were used to gather in­
formation on the birth cohort of 1955. 
Records were sought spanning the 
ages of 6 to 33. The analyses done 
for this study looked at those mem­
bers of the cohort who maintained 
continuous residence in Racine from 
the age of 6 to 1988 and the larger 
group with continuous residence 
from the age of 13 to 1988. The birth 
cohort includes those born in Racine 
and those who had migrated there by 
the age of 6. 

Description of variables: 
Most of the variables in the dataset 
are related to information gathered 
about the police contacts of the co­
hort members. These include drug 
use variables. data on delinquency 
and crime, and the police contact 
data. Demographic information on 
the cohort members includes age at 
time of police contact, race, sex, and 
neighborhO'Jd of socialization. Fi­
nally, there are some variables con­
structed from both the information 
about the police contacts and the 
demographic information, including 
the information defining the cohort 
member as a continuous or noncon­
tinuous resident of Racine. 

Unit of observation: 
For those with no police contacts, the 
unit of observation is the person, and 
for those with police contacts, the per­
son/police contact. There is one rec­
ord for each individual in the file with 
no police contacts; there are multiple 
records (one per contact) for those in­
dividuals with police contacts. 

Geographic Coverage 
The individuals represented in these 
data were born in 1955 and ap­
peared in the 1966 Racine school 
census data. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + data 
collection instrument 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
9,960 cases 
19 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Shannon, Lyle W. (1990). Pattems of 

drug use and their relation to 
improving prediction of patterns of 
delinquency and crime (Final report 
to the National Institute of Justice). 
Iowa City, IA: University of Iowa, 
iowa Urban Community Research 
Center. 

Appendix A to the User's Guide for 
this dataset contains a list of all re­
ports and publications based on the 
Racine cohort data. 

Repeat Complaint Address 
Policing: Two Field 

Experiments in Minneapolis, 
1985-1987 

Lawrence W. Shennan, PatrickR Gartin, 
and Michael E. Buerger 
Crime Control Institute 

86-IJ-CX-0037 
(ICPSR 9788) 

Purpose of the Study 
A leading sociological theory of crime 
is the "routine activities" approach 
(Cohen and Felson, 1979). The prem­
ise of this theory is that the rate of oc­
currence of crime is affected by the 
convergence in time and space of 
three elements: motivated offenders, 
suitable targets, and the absence of 
guardianship against crime. The pur­
pose of this study was to provide 
empirical evidence for the routine ac­
tivities theory by investigating crimi­
nal data on places. 
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Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data for this study were collected 
from the taped telephone call records 
of the Minneapolis Police Depart­
ment computer-aided dispatching 
(CAD) system. 

Sample: 
A total of 323,979 call records were 
selected from all the calls made to 
the Minneapolis Police Department 
dispatching system in the period De­
cember 15, 1985, to December 15, 
1986. From the 2,000 addresses with 
the most calls, lists of residential and 
commercial addresses were rank­
ordered and the top 250 addresses 
in each category were chosen as 
targets. Half the number of each list 
was randomly selected to serve as 
the control group of the experiment 
while the remaining half was as­
signed to Repeat Complaint Address 
Policing (RECAP) experimentation, 
resulting to a 125 matched pairs of 
experimental and control addresses. 

Dates of data collection: 
Telephone calls to the Minneapolis 
Police Department during the period 
December 15, 1985, to December 
16, 1986, were used. The RECAP ex­
perimentation, or phase two of this 
study, took place between 1986 to 
1987 .. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables apply to both of the data 
files, and contain data on the fre­
quency of calls generated by both 
the control and experimental ad­
dresses in 1986 (at the beginning of 
RECAP) and in 1987 (after the imple­
mentation of RECAP) and the differ­
ences (in actual numbers and 
percentages) between these dates. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation for the first 
phase of the study is the recorded 
telephone call to the Minneapolis Po-

lice Department for police service 
and assistance. The unit of analysis 
for the second phase is the matched 
pair of control and experimental ad­
dresses for both the commercial and 
residential address samples of the 
RECAP experiments. 

Geographic Coverage 
The collected data for the first phase 
of the study pertain to telephone calls 
made to the Minneapolis Police De- . 
partment. Data for the second phase 
pertain to selected commercial and 
residential addresses in Minneapolis. 

File Structure 
Data files: 2; (1) Commercial 

experiment, 
(2) Residential experiment 

Variables: 9 
Cases: 125 

Reports and Publication!} 
Sherman, L.A. (1987). Repeatcal/s 

to police in Minneapolis (Crime 
Control Report #4). Washington 
D.C.: Crime Control Institute. 

Sherman, L.A., Gartin, P.R., and 
Buerger, M.E. (1989) Hot spots of 
predatory crime: routine activities 
and the criminology of place. Crimi­
nology,27(1),27-55. 

7 

Perceptual Deterrence 
and Desistance From Crime: 

A Study of Repetitive 
Serious Property Offenders 

In Tennessee, 1987-1988 

Neal Shover 
University of Tennessee 

86-IJ-CX -0068 
(ICPSR 9971) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study of adult males imprisoned 
two or more times for property crimes 
such as burglary and armed robbery 
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examined the utility of deterrence the­
ory variables as predictors of differen­
tial desistance from serious property 
crimes. A secondary purpose was to 
examine subjects' criminal calculus, 
i.e., expectations of the likely gains 
and losses of further criminal behav­
ior and the conditions under which 
each likely would commit further 
crimes. Specifically, the study ex­
plored whether decisions to commit 
crime are based on assessment of 
potential returns from altemate 
courses of action and the risk of legal 
sanctions. A sample of 60 adult 
males imprisoned two or more times 
for property crimes such as burglary 
and armed robbery were interviewed 
and completed the survey approxi­
mately one month prior to their re­
lease from prison. All data are from 
the survey. 

The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) What crimes did the offend­
ers commit as juveniles, young 
adults, and adults? (2) What were 
the reasons offered for committing 
crimes? (3) What lifestyle problems 
were the offenders experiencing 
when they committed criminal acts? 
(4) What specific property crimes 
were the offenders willing to commit 
as juveniles, young adults, and 
adults? (5) What were their reasons 
for being willing or unwilling to com­
mit specific property crimes? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Official correctional records were 
used to identify inmates who met the 
sample selection criteria. The in­
mates were the source of data. 

Sample: 
All members of the sample were 
nearing completion of a prison sen­
tence and were selected for their 
demonstrated preference for property 
crimes. Of 75 inmates asked to par­
ticipate in the study, 60 (80 percent) 
agreed to answer questionnaires. 
Fifty-eight of the subjects had served 

at least one prison sentence. The 
other two had served one or more jail 
sentences. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Data were collected between Janu­
ary 1987 and December 1988. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study was conducted as part of 
a larger study of crime desistance. 
From the population of all men incar­
cerated in Tennessee, a sample of 
recidivists with a demonstrated pref­
erence for property crimes was se­
lected. Subjects were interviewed 
and completed the questionnaire ap­
proximately one month prior to their 
release from prison. They were paid 
$100 for their participation. All inter­
views were tape recorded and tran­
scribed for subsequent analysis. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include age, education, 
age at first arrest, juvenile criminal ac­
tivity, reasons for juvenile criminal ac­
tivity, how juvenile crimes were 
planned, alcohol and drug use in ju­
venile activity, and the offenders' con­
cerns while committing juvenile 
crimes. Also included are the same 
descriptors of criminal activity as a 
young adult, and as a mature adult. 
The last several variables ask the of­
fender to predict future criminal activ­
ity and what might influence it. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual offenders 

Geographic Coverage 
The sample was selected in Tennessee. 

File Structure 
rectangular file structure 
60 cases 
229 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 
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Reports and Publications 
Honaker, D.W. (1990). Aging, peers, 

and the propensity for crime: A 
contextual analysis of criminal 
decision making. Unpublished 
master's thesis, University of 
Tennessee, Knoxville, TN. 

Shover, N., and Honaker, D. (in 
press). The socially bounded 
decision making of persistent 
property offenders. Howard Joumal 
of Criminal Justic.e. 

Tunnel, K.D. (1990). Choosing crime: 
Close your eyes and take your 
chances. Justice Quarterly, 7, 
673-690. 

Tunnel, K.D. (1988). Doing crime: 
An analysis of repetitive properly 
offenders' decision-making. Unpub­
lished doctoral dissertation, Univer­
sity of Tennessee, Knoxville, TN. 

Deterrent Effects of the 
New York Juvenile Offender 

Law, 1974-1984 

Simon I. Singer 
Research Foundation of the State 
University of New York, Albany 

85-IJ-CX-0026 
(ICPSR 9324) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected to estimate the 
deterrent effects of New York's Juve­
nile Offender Law of 1978 on violent 
juvenile arrest rates in New York City 
and in upstate New York. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data file contains monthly arrest 
data for violent offenses committed 
by juveniles aged 13 to 15 years old 
in New York City, upstate New York, 
and Philadelphia (a control jurisdic­
tion). These time-series data were 
collected by individual police jurisdic-

tions that reported monthly arrests to 
the Uniform Crime Reporting Division 
of the FBI. 

Sample: 
The data include monthly juvenile ar­
rests reported by police between 
January 1974 and December 1984 in 
the three areas. The monthly data for 
Philadelphia were collected to serve 
as a control series for comparison 
with the New York series. 

Dates of data collection: 
Circa 1986 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The data permit use of an interrupted 
time-series model to assess the inter­
vention effect of the New York Juve­
nile Offender Law on juveniles' rates 
of violent crime. The law was en­
acted in September 1978 and its im­
pact can be assessed on five types 
of violent offenses over a post-inter­
vention period of 75 months. Two 
comparison time series are available 
to control for temporal and geographi­
cal characteristics. One is the juve­
nile arrests of 16- to 19-year-olds in 
New York City; the other is the ar­
rests of juveniles aged 13 to 15 years 
in Philadelphia. 

Description of variables: 
The file includes monthly rates of vio­
lent juvenile arrests for homicide, 
rape, assault, arson, and robbery in 
two juvenile cohorts (age 13-15 and 
age 16-19) in the three areas. 

Unit of observation: 
Months 

Geographic Coverage 
State of New York and Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 
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rectangular file structure 
132 cases 
26 variables 
80-unit-long record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Singer, S.I., and McDowall, D. 

(1988). Criminalizing delinquency: 
The deterrent effects of the New 
York juvenile offender law. Law and 
Society Review, 22, 521-535. 

Analyzing Trial Time 
in California, Colorado, 
and New Jersey, 1986 

Dale Anne Sipes and 
Mary Elsner Oram 

National Center for State Courts 
85-IJ-CX-0044 
(ICPSR 9223) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study in nine courts attempted 
to identify procedural factors that can 
be used to reduce length of criminal 
and civil trials without impairing 
faimess. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were gathered from two 
sources: (1) data recording forms on 
ongoing trial cases completed by 
courtroom clerks or trial judges, and 
(2) mailed questionnaires completed 
by judges, civil attorneys, and crimi­
nal attorneys. 

Sample: 
There are two samples. In the trial 
case sample, cases were obtained 
from a convenience sample of ongo­
ing trials heard during March 1986 to 
January 1987. For the survey, mail­
ing lists of judges, civil plaintiff's attor­
neys, private criminal defense 
attorneys, criminal prosecutors, and 
public defenders were obtained from 

the court administrator's office at 
each site. Completed surveys were 
received from 57 judges (50 percent 
response rate), 197 criminal attor­
neys (47 percent), and 131 civil attor­
neys (38 percent). 

Dates of data collection: 
1986-1987 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset is valuable because it 
provides (1) direct information on the 
actual amount of time consumed by 
various triai segments, and (2) sur­
vey estimates of the perceived length 
of trial segments from judges and at­
torneys. In addition, it provides data 
on legal community attitudes towards 
existing trial length, reasons for it. 
and judicial control over it. 

Description of variables: 
The trial case file contains informa­
tion on types of cases and trials, esti­
mated trial length, type of disposition, 
type of defense attomey. number of 
claims, cross-claims. and counter­
claims, number of exhibits intro­
duced, number of expert and lay 
witnesses called by the defense, 
number of peremptory challenges. 
and day and time the trial ended. The 
questionnaire data contain informa­
tion on professional experiences. 
number of cases tried per month. 
opinions on time consumed by each 
segment of the trial, their estimated 
time used in each segment, and atti­
tudes toward judicial control over the 
trial length. 

Unit of observation: 
Observations are (1) civil and crimi­
nal trial cases, and (2) trial judges, 
civil attorneys, and criminal attorneys. 

Geographic Coverage 
Alameda, Marin, and Monterey Coun­
ties (California); Denver, EI Paso. 
and Jefferson Counties (Colorado); 
and Hudson, Passaic, and Union 
Counties (New Jersey) 
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File Structure 
Extent of collection: 5 data files + 
SPSS control cards 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
Civil trial file 
rectangular file structure 
827 cases 
172 variables 
80-unit-long record 
7 records per case 
Part 2 
Criminal trial file 
rectangular file structure 
624 cases 
172 variables 
80-unit-lona record 
7 records Per case 
Part 3 
Judge survey file 
rectangular file structure 
57 cases 
150 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
Part 4 
Criminal attorney survey file 
rectangular file structure 
197 cases 
78 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
PartS 
Civil attorney survey file 
rectangular file structure 
131 cases 
78 variables 
80-unlt-long record 
3 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Sipes, D.A., and Dram, M.E. (1988). 

On trial: The length of civil and 
criminal trials. Williamsburg, VA: 
National Center for State Courts 

rn 

Disorder and Community 
Decline in Forty 

Neighborhoods of the United 
States, 1977-1983 

Wesley G. Skogan 
Center for Urban Mfairs and Policy 
Research, Northwestern University 

85-IJ-CX-0074 
(ICPSR 8944) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data from five previously collected 
datasets were aggregated and 
merged to produce neighborhood­
level data I)n disorder, crime, fear, 
residential satisfaction, and other key 
factors. The purpoS& of the study 
was to evaluate the effects of disor­
derly conditions on the charac­
teristics of community decline and 
residents' reactions to crime. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Personal or telephone interviews with 
13,000 residents of 40 neighbor­
hoods in six cnies were aggregated 
to produce neighborhood-level data. 
The original studies were: Lewis and 
Skogan's Reactions to Crime Pro­
ject, 19n [Chicago, Philadelphia, 
and San Francisco: Survey on 
Fear of Crime and CHizen Behav­
ior (ICPSR 8162); Greenberg's 
Characteristics of High- and Low­
Crime Neighborhoods in Atlanta, 
1980 (ICPSR 7951); Taub and Tay­
lor's Crime Factors and Neighbor­
hood Decline in Chicago, 1979 
(ICPSR 7952); Pate and Annan's Re­
ducing Fearo. Crime: Program 
Evaluation Surveys in Newark and 
Houston, 1983-1984 (ICPSR 8496); 
and a survey of citizen participation 
of crime prevention in six Chicago 
neighborhoods conducted by Rosen­
baum, Lewis, and Grant (data not yet 
available; see Skogan, 1987a, for fur­
ther information). 



~-----~---

Sam pre: . 
The 40 neighborhoods are a conven~ 
ience sample based on the availabil­
~y of surveys with similar measures 
of the variables of interest. Each 
study used different procedures for 
selecting respondents and different 
definitions of c?mmunity. 

See detailed descriptions in Lewis 
and Skogan, Greenberg, Taub and 
Taylor, Pate and Annan, and 
Skogan's (1987a) final report to the 
National Institute of Justice. 

Dates of data collection: 
The datasets merged were con­
ducted between 1977 and 1983. See 
detailed descriptions in each of the 
five studies. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The unique feature of this study is 
the use of the neighborhood as the 
unit of analysis. 

Description of variables: 
The file contains 68 variables for 
each of the 40 neighborhoods. Vari­
ables include information on demo-' 
graphic characteristics such as race, 
age, and unemployment rate; disor­
der characteristics such as loitering, 
drugs, vandalism, noise, and gang 
activity; neighborhood crime prob­
lems such as burglary, robbery, 
assault, and rape; and others such 
as crime avoidance behaviors, 
aggregated scale of fear of crime, 
aggregated scale of neighborhood 
satisfaction, cohesion, and social 
interaction. 

Unit of observation: 
Neighborhoods 

Geographic Coverage 
Atlanta, Chicago, Houston, Newark, 
Philadelphia, and San Francisco 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: f data file + 
SPSS control cards 

Card image data format with SPSS 
control cards 
rectangular file structure 
40 cases 
68 variables 
BO-unit-Iong record 
12 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Skogan, W. (1987a). Disorder and 

community decline: Final report to 
the National Institute of Justice. 
Evanston: Center for Urban Affairs 
and Policy Research, Northwestern 
University. 

Skogan, W. (1987b). Disorder and 
community decline: Draft executive 
summary for the National Institute 
of Justice. Evanston: Center for Ur­
ban Affairs and Policy Research, 
Northwestem University. 

• 
Victims' Needs and Victim 

Services, 1988-1989: 
Evanston, Rochester, Pima 
County, and Fayette County 

Westey G. Skogan 
Center for Urban Affairs and Policy 
Research, Northwestern University 

Robert C. Davis 
New York City Victim Services Agency 

Arthur 1. Lurigio 
Loyola University of Chicago and 

Northwestern University 
88-IJ-CX -0047 
(ICPSR 9399) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project examined the needs of 
victims and the responses of local vic­
tim assistance programs in four met­
ropolitan areas: Evanston, Illinois; 
Rochester, New York; Pima County, 
Arizona (Tucson and its suburbs); 
and Fayette County, Kentucky (Lex-
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ington and its suburbs). It looked in 
detail at four questions: What are the 
needs of victims? Where do they 
seek help? What kinds of help do 
they get? Which of their problems do 
and do not get solved? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Answers to these questions were 
based on interviews with crime vic­
tims in four metropolitan areas: Evan­
ston, Illinois; Rochester, New York; 
Pima County, Arizona (Tucson and 
its suburbs); and Fayette County, 
Kentucky (Lexington and its sub­
urbs). In these cities, investigators 
had the cooperation of the principal 
local victim assistant programs. Pro­
gram administrators opened their 
files and allowed investigators to 
sample and interview clients, and 
they assisted investigators in sam­
pling victims from police files when 
necessary. To examine victim se:v-
ices from the perspective of victims, 
it was necessary to devise a sam­
pling plan that would include victims 
who received assistance from other 
agencies and organizations, victims 
who received assistance from their 
family or friends, and victims who re­
ceived no assistance at all. 

Sample: 
At each site, investigators aimed to 
complete 60 interviews with victims 
served by the local victim assistance 
program and 60 interviews with vic­
tims not served by the local victim as­
sistance program. Each planned 
sample of 60 was stratified into 
30 robbery victims, 20 assault vic­
tims, and 10 burglary victims, these 
numbers reflecting the expected pro­
portions among these three types of 
victims. However, these estimates 
turned out to be inaccurate, with as­
saults rather than robberies being 
most prevalent. Therefore, robberies 
are overrepresented in the sample, 
and inferences cannot be made from 
the samples to the populations of vic­
tims being served by each of the pro-

grams. The User's Guide includes de­
tailed information about specific pro­
cedures at each site. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
In the early summer of 1989, tele­
phone interviews were conducted 
with people who had either been vic­
tims or who had participated in victim 
assistance programs from as early 
as October 1988 to as late as June 
1989. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables include demographic infor­
mation, such as city of reSidence, 
length of residence, birth date, mari­
tal status, race, work status, educa­
tion, and income; information on the 
crime itself, such as type of crime, 
when the crime happened, and de­
tails of the attack and attacker; and 
consequences of the crime, such as 
problems encountered as a result of 
the crime, emotional responses to 
the crime, and behavioral reactions 
to the crime. Information gathered on 
victims' needs includes what kinds of 
needs the victims had, whether the 
victim assistance program met those 
needs, whether friends and family 
helped meet those needs, whether 
any other groups or agencies met 
those needs, and whether or not the 
needs were taken care of. 

Unit of observation: 
Individual victims of burglary, rob­
bery, or assault 

Geographic Coverage 
Four metropolitan areas: Evansto!"!, Il­
linois; Rochester, New York; Pima 
County, Arizona (Tucson and its sub­
urbs); and Fayette County, Kentucky 
(Lexington and its suburbs) 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 

Card image data format 
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rectangular file structure 
470 cases 
222 variables 
80-unit-long record 
7 records per case 

Drinking and Driving: A 
Survey of Licensed Drivers 
in the United States, 1983 

John R. Snortum 
Claremont Graduate School 

82-IJ-CX -()()59 
(ICPSR 8356) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examines the drinking and 
driving habits of a national probability 
sample of adult Americans (those 
aged 16 and over). It is a component 
of a six-part analysis comparing drink­
ing and driving attitudes, legal knowl­
edge, and violations in Scandinavia 
and the United States. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data for this study come from tele­
phone interviews (approximately 
51 questions) with licensed drivers 
16 years of age or older. 

Sample: 
A national probability sample of 
1,000 respondents from 48 states 
was initially generated. This sample 
was drawn from a universe of all li­
censed drivers 16 years old or older 
in 1983. The telephone numbers 
used were generated by random digit 
dialing. The final 400 cases were se­
lected by oversampling in 
20 key states. Conditions were im­
posed to yield approximately 50 per­
cent males and 50 percent females 
resulting in 1401 cases in all. 

Dates of data collection: 
April 4-6. 1983 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study includes a national survey 
of licensed drivers with a focus on 
(1) drinking and driving habits, (2) atti­
tudes toward these activities, and 
(3) attitudes toward legal regulation 
of these activities. 

Description of variables: 
The dataset includes information on 
the drinking and driving practices of 
adult Americans. Questions in the in­
terview were directed toward socio­
economic status and demographic 
information (sex, age, and educa­
tional attainment), frequency of alco­
holic beverage consumption, location 
of drinking activities and mode of 
transportation to and from this loca­
tion, and past experiences of drinking 
and driving. 

Unit of observation: 
Licensed drivers 16 years of age or 
older 

Geographic Coverage 
Continental United States 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 52 
Cases: 1401 

Reports and Publications 
Berger, D.E., and Snortum, J.R. 

(1986). A structural model of 
drinking and driving: Alcohol 
consumption, social norms, and 
moral commitments. Criminology, 
24(1),139-153. 

Snortum, J.R. (n.d.). Drunken driving: 
The broader dimensions of deter­
rence. Unpublished report, Clare­
mont McKenna College 
Department of Psychology, Clare­
mont, California. 
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Police Documentation 
of Drunk Driving Arrests, 
1984-1987: Los Angeles, 

Denver, and Boston 
Jobn R. Snortum, Paul R. Riva, 

DaleE. Bexger, and Thomas W. Mangione 
Department ofPsycho}ogy, 

Claremont McKenna College 
86-IJ-CX -0056 
(ICPSR 94(0) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study examines records and rele­
vant police reports for 617 drunk driv­
ing cases drawn from the greater 
metropolitan areas of Boston, Den­
ver, and Los Angeles. Cases were 
selected to include roughly equal 
proportions of guilty pleas, guilty ver­
dicts, and not-guilty verdicts. Investi­
gators sought to understand the 
effects of blood alcohol content 
(BAC) coupled with officer reports at 
the time of arrest on OWl (driving 
while intoxicated) case outcomes. 
Data comprise the coded police re­
ports at the time of arrest. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data for this study were collected 
from case narratives produced by po­
lice officers at the time of arrest. The 
narratives varied in length from one 
to several pages. Data were also col­
lected from court records. 

Sample: 
Police reports of 617 drunk driving 
cases were examined. Cases were 
taken from three metropolitan areas: 
Los Angeles, Denver, and Boston. 
These areas were chosen for investi­
gation because of their contrasting 
per se laws as well as the availability 
of court records. Per se laws sp~ify 
a particular blood alcohol level as 
conclusive evidence for alcohol­
impaired driving. Precincts within each 
city were chosen on the basis of con­
venience and level of cooperation. 

The total analytical sample of 
617 cases comprised three strata: 
203 cases with not-guilty verdicts, 
203 cases with gumy verdicts, 
and 211 cases with guilty pleas. The 
sampling was designed to produce 
strata of equal size; the slight inequal­
ity in the size of sampies was due to 
the loss of some cases with incom­
plete files. In selecting th~ sa~ple of 
guilty cases, a case was ConSidered 
"guilty" if the driver was convicted on 
any charge, regardless of other out­
comes for related charges. The sam­
ple of "not-guilty" cases included 
22 cases that were dismissed or that 
resulted in a hung jury. 

Dates of data collection: 
Cases from Los Angeles, Denver, 
and Boston were collected in three 
different time periods: Los Angeles, 
1984-1985; Denver, 1985-1986; and 
Boston, 1986-1987. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Coding was done from police narra­
tives of what happened at the time of 
arrest. Coders were to search for 
(a) any mention of 20 standard visual 
detection cues before the stop, 
(b) 13 attributes of general appear­
ance and behavior after the stop, and 
(c) the results of as many as seven 
field sobriety tests. 

Unlike most of the previous studies 
which included a substantial propor­
tion of sober drivers in the target sam­
ple, the present study attempted tt) 
discriminate degrees of intoxication 
among drivers who showed sufficient 
signs of impairment to merit arrest 
and prosecution. 

Description of variables: 
Data on seven field sobriety tests are 
included. The tests are: gaze nystag­
mus, walk-and-tum, one-leg, the 
sway test, finger-to-nose, finger 
count, and the alphabet test. The 
scaling of performance on the field 
sobriety tests generally followed the 
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format used in previous research. 
However, in this study, some modifi­
cations were made to accommodate 
the fact that the scales were not be­
ing used to score ongoing behavior 
but to reconstruct past behavior from 
written records. Data on various vis­
ual detection clues and general be­
havior after stopping are also 
included. Turning with wide radius, 
appearing to be drunk, weaving, 
swerving, drifting, braking erratically, 
and turning abruptly or illegally are 
among the 20 visual detection clues 
in the data. Difficulty with standing, 
slurred speech, flushed face, blood­
shot eyes, and alcohol on breath are 
among the 13 behavioral cues in the 
data. The following demographic vari­
ables were obtained: age, sex, and 
ethnicity. Other variables include the 
verdict, OWl history, whether the 
stop resulted from an accident, 
whether the attorney was public or 
private, and sanctions that followed 
the verdict. 

Unit of observation: 
The unit of observation is the police 
report of an individual OWl arrest. 

Geographic Coverage 
Cases were selected from courts in 
three metropolitan areas: the Greater 
Los Angeles Basin, 246 cases (Los 
Angeles County, Los Angeles, 153; 
Los Angeles County, Pomona, 46; 
San Bemardino County, Ontario, 47); 
the Denver Metropolitan Area. 157 
cases (Denver County, Denver, 117; 
Jefferson County, Golden, 40); and 
the Greater Boston Metropolitan 
Area, 214 cases (all cases were from 
Middlesex County, Cambridge). 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 
(text) + SPSS control cards + data 
collection instrument 

Card image data format with SPSS 
control cards 

rectangular file structure 
617 cases 
112 variables 
77-unit-long record 
2 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Snortum, J.R., Riva, P.R., Berger, 

D.E., and Mangione, T.W. (in 
press). Polk~e documentation of 
drunk driving arrests: Jury verdicts 
and guilty pleas as a function of 
quantity and quality of evidence. 
Journal of Criminal Justice, 18. 

Massachusetts Statewide 
Criminal Justice Guidelines 

Evaluation, 1979: 
Sentencing Data 

Richard F. Sparks 
Rutgers University 

78-NI-AX-0147 
(ICPSR 7909) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purposes of this project was 
(1) to study the implementation and 
use of statewide sentencing guide~ 
lines in Massachusetts; and (2) to 
report on the perceptions of criminal 
justice personnel and inmates on 
those guidelines. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The respondents were selected from 
the official files of convicted Massa­
chusetts offenders sentenced in the 
Massachusetts Superior Court. The 
data for each defendant were col­
lected from their records and 
files located in the county district at­
torney's office, the clerk of the 
court office, and the superior court 
prcbation office. 

Sample: 
A random sample of 1,440 convicted 
criminals was selected. These defen-
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dants were sentenced in the Massa­
chusetts Superior Court between No­
vember 1977 and October 1978. The 
sample represents approximately 
one-third of the actual number of de­
fendants sentenced in the Massachu­
setts Superior Court during a one-year 
period. Cases that were dropped from 
the original sample due to missing or 
lack of updated information were re­
placed with additional sampling. 

Dates of data collection: 
February through June of 1979 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset summarizes the back­
ground and case characteristics of 
convicted offenders in the Massachu­
setts Superior Court during 1977-1978. 

Description of variables: 
The dataset includes information 
about each defendant's social and 
economic background, juvenile and 
adult criminal history, characteristics 
of the current offense, and the ele­
ments of the disposition of the cur­
rent offense. 

Unit of observation: 
Convicted offenders 

Geographic Coverage 
Massachusetts Superior Court 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 128 
Cases: 1440 

Reports and Publications 
Sparks, R.F. (1982). Massachusetts 

statewide criminal justice guidelines 
evaluation, 1979: Sentencing data. 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

New Jersey StatewlJde 
Criminal Justice Guidelines 

Evaluation, 1979 

(ICPSR 7910) 

New Jersey Statewide 
Criminal Justice Guidelines 

Evaluation, 1980: Inmate 
Survey Data 

(ICPSR 7911) 

Richard F. Sparks 
Rutgers University 

78-NI-AX-0147 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this project was (1) to 
study the implementation and use of 
statewide sentencing guidelines in 
New Jersey; and (2) to report on the 
perceptions of criminal justice person­
nel and inmates on those guidelines. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from interviews 
with incarcerated inmates at the New 
Jersey State Prison, Rahway, NJ, 
and from the inmates' prison records. 

Sample: 
For the 1979 inmate survey, a ran­
dom sample of 226 inmates at 
the New Jersey State Prison was 
drawn from the total inmate popula­
tion as of June 1979. The Rahway 
prison classifies inmates as maxi­
mum, medium, or minimum security. 
For the sample, inmates were 
divided into either minimum or maxi­
mum/medium categories. Back­
ground information from inmates' 
records and files were collected. 
However, not a/l of the selected in­
mates agreed to be interviewed, so 
the survey sample consists of 146 in­
mates. Forthe 1980 inmate survey, 
no background material was col-
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lected. The 1980 survey consists of 
many of the same sections as the 
1979 inmate survey, except for a 
new section about sentencing com­
parisons and preferences. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
October through June of 1981 

Summary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
These data deal with attitudes of in­
mates concerning the implementa­
tion of sentencing guidelines. The 
inmates were interviewed about their 
feelings toward the relative serious­
ness of offenses, severity of punish­
ments, appropriate penalties for 
various kinds of crimes, and their per­
ceptions of sentencing guidelines as 
a to?I. to structure judicial sentencing 
decisions. The research design al­
lows for oversampling of minimum se­
curity inmates since this status was the 
least represented in the institution. 

Description of variables: 
The data contain information about in­
mate attitudes towards crime, punish­
ment, and various sentencing 
strategies. Demographic and socio­
economic characteristics, residential, 
and current and prior criminal history 
information are also available for 
each inmate interviewed. 

Unit of observation: 
Inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
Rahway, New Jersey 

File Structure 
1979: 

Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
Inmate background data 
rectangular file structure 
226 cases 
25 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Part 2 
Inmate survey data 
146 cases 
209 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 

1980: 

Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 
157 cases 
191 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Sparks, R.F. (1982). New Jersey 

statewide criminal justice guidelines 
evaluation, 1980: Inmate survey 
data. Washington, DC: National 
Institute of Justice. 

Stecher, BA, and Sparks, RF. 
(1982). Removing the effects of 
discrimination in sentencing guide­
I!nes. In M. L. Forst (ed.), Sentenc­
mg reform: Experiments in reducing 
disparity (pp. 113-129}. Beverly 
Hills, CA: Sage Publications, Inc. 

Reactions to Crime 
in Atlanta and Chicago, 

1979-1980 

William Spelman 
Harvard University 
82-IJ-CX~P254 
(ICPSR 8215) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to con­
~uct a. reanalysis of ~xisting data to 
investigate what SOCial and physical 
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or environmental conditions may 
facilitate citizen crime prevention in 
different types of neighborhoods. The 
original datasets merged in the reana­
lysis were Greenberg's study of 
523 residents in six neighborhoods 
in Atlanta and Taub's survey data of 
3310 residents of eight Chicago 
neighborhoods. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
This study involved a reanalysis of 
two existing datasets: Stephanie 
Greenberg's study entitled Charac­
teristics of High- and Low-Crime 
Neighborhoods in Atlanta, 1980 
(ICPSR 7951) and Richard Taub's 
study, Crime Factors and Neighbor­
hood Decline in Chicago, 1979 
(ICPSR 7952). 

Sample: 
See the descriptions for Greenberg, 
Stephanie, and Taub, Richard. 

Dates of data collection: 
See the descriptions for Greenberg, 
Stephanie, and Taub, Richard. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
In addition to studying the relation­
ship between community charac­
teristics and crime, this study 
examines what role the government 
can play in ~tforts to mobilize commu­
nity participation in crime prevention 
efforts. 

DeSCription of variables: 
The complete dataset includes individ­
ual demographic and socioeconomic 
status characteristics; person, prop­
erty, and neighborhood crime rates; 
and neighborhood characteristics. 

Unit of observation: 
Neighborhoods 

Geographic Coverage 
Atlanta, Georgia, and Chicago, Illinois 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 156 
Cases: 3833 

Reports and Publications 
Spelman, W. (1983). Fina/ report of 

the reactions to crime in Atlanta 
and Chicago: A policy oriented re­
ana/ysis. Unpublished report, Har­
vard University, Cambridge, MA. 

Calling the Police: 
Citizen Reporting 

of Serious Crime, 1979 

William Spelman and Dale K. Brown 
Police Executive Research Forum 

78-NI-AX-Ol07 
(ICPSR 8185) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to rep­
licate the citizen reporting component 
of the Kansas City Response Time 
Analysis Project (see page 149). It ex~ 
amines the relationship between police 
response time and citizen reports of 
satisfaction w~h police services. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were collected from the dis­
patch records of the police depart­
ments in four U.S. c~ies (Peoria, 
Illinois; Jacksonville, Florida; Roches­
ter, New York; and San Diego, Cali­
fornia) and interviews with citizens 
who had requested police services. 

Sample: 
This study selected 3300 reported 
criminal incidents of aggravated as­
sault, auto theft, burglary, larceny, 
rape, and robbery that occurred be­
tween April and December of 1979 in 
four U.S. cities (incidents of rape 
were not collected for San Diego). A 
sample of each of these crimes was 
drawn in each Qf the cities. Within 
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each of these samples a distinction 
was made between involvement (the 
incidence was reported by the victim 
or a witness to the crime) and discov~ 
ery (the crime was discovered after it 
had been committed). A further dis~ 
tinction was made between cases in 
which an arrest was made on the 
scene and cases in which no arrest 
took place. Cases were randomly se­
lected within each of these catego­
ries. Involvement crimes and crimes 
resulting in on-scene arrests were 
oversampled to ensure enough 
cases. Between April and December 
of 1979, data from 3300 reported in­
stances of serious crimes were col­
lected from police dispatch records 
.and interviews were done with citi~ 
zens who had requested police 
assistance. 

Dates of data collection: 
April 21 through December 7,1979 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This project extended the Kansas 
City Response Time Analysis Project 
to four other cities; Peoria, Illinois; 
Jacksonville, Florida; Rochester, 
New York; and San Diego, California. 

Description of variables: 
Variables from the dispatch records 
include dispatch time, call priority, po­
lice travel time, demographics of the 
caller, number of suspects, and area 
of the reported incident. Variables 
taken from citizen interviews include 
respondent's role in the incident (vic­
tim, calier, victim-caller, witness­
caller), location, relationship of caller 
to victim, number of victims, identifi­
cation of suspect, and interaction 
with police. 

Unit of observation: 
Reported criminal incidents 

Geographic Coverage 
Peoria, Illinois; Jacksonville, Florida; 
Rochester, New York; and San Diego, 
California 

File Structure 
Data files: 4 
Variables: 250 per file 
Cases: 710 to 1303 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Spelman, W., and Brown, D. (1984). 

Calling the police: Citizen reporting 
of serious crime. Washington, DC: 
National Institute of Justice. 

Mental Disorder and Violent 
Crime: A 20-Year Cohort 
Study in New York State, 

1968-1988 

Henry J. Steadman, Pamela Clark Robbins, 
and Cannen Cirincione 

Policy Research Associates, Inc. 
88-JJ-CX-0039 
(ICPSR 9978) 

Purpose of the Study 
Therf;l is a lack of research demon­
strating whether mental disorder is a 
less important factor in arrest for vio­
lent crimes than are other criminologi­
cal factors, and research findings 
within diagnostic groups of patients 
have produced inconsistent results. 
The purpose of this study was to 
compare directly the long-term pat­
terns of violent crime for mentally dis­
ordered patients and for prison 
inmates. It was hypothesized that 
prisoner groups and patients with 
prior arrests would have higher ar~ 
rests than mental patients with no 
prior histories. A secondary purpose 
was to assess the predictive value of 
a diagnosis of schizophrenia in pa~ 
tients, controlling for arrest history, 

Four groups were examined over 
time: inmates with no history of hospi­
talization; inmates with hospitaliza­
tion records; patients with prior arrest 
records; and patients with no prior ar­
rest records. Two cohorts were used, 
one from 1968 and one from 1978. 
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The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) Which group was most 
prone to subsequent arrests? 
(2) Which group was least prone to 
subsequent arrests? (3) What were 
the differences within groups be­
tween two cohorts? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Arrest information on both prisoner 
and patient groups came from a sys­
tem maintained by the New York 
State Division of Criminal Justice 
Services. This system includes every 
fingerprint check made by local law 
enforcement authorities and all FBI 
fingerprint checks on arrests outside 
of New York. 

Hospitalization histories were 
collected from the New York State 
Office of Mental Health, which gener­
ates printouts of all hospitalizations 
occurring in New York State Psychiat­
ric Centers. 

Incarceration histories were obtained 
from the New York State Department 
Correctional Services. Recent incar­
cerations were listed on computer 
printouts. Less recent incarcerations 
were located by manual computer 
searctit~S at the central office of 
DOCS,and by checking for each sub­
ject at off-site record storage facilities. 

Sample: 
The sample included four cohorts of 
subjects: a prisoner cohort and a 
mental patient cohort for the time pe­
riods of 1968 and 1978. Sample se­
lection was restricted to males and 
was accomplished by selecting every 
nth name on the admission lists to 
create the desired sample size of 
400 for each cohort. 

Data were collected on 397 inmates 
admitted to New York State prisons 
in 1968, and 398 inmates admitted in 
1978. Likewise, data were collected 
on 398 patients admitted to New 
York State psychiatric centers in 

1968, and 400 patients admitted in 
1978. 

The mental patient sample included 
all adult males patients under the 
age of 65. Admission status included 
voluntary patients, irlvoluntary civil 
commitments, evaluations for compe­
tency to stand trial, defendants found 
incompetent to stand trial, transfers 
from prisons and jails, and persons 
found not guilty by reason of insanity. 
Persons defined as ineligible were 
patients who were transferred from 
other state mental hospitals, admit­
ted to special facilities for the men­
tally retarded or for alcoholics, 
admitted into the Department of 
Corrections-operated mental health 
facility, or admitted to special secure 
facilities. 

The inmate sample included all adult 
male offenders admitted to New York 
State prisons under the age of 65. In­
mates convicted of new offenses or 
returned to prison for parole viola­
tions were eligible. Ineligible inmates 
were those transferred from another 
state prison within the state, or re­
tumed to prison from a mental hospi­
tal, and those who were placed in 
city or county jails. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were gathered as part of the 
1979-1982 LEAAlNIJ-sponsored re­
search project codirected by Henry J. 
Steadman and John Monahan. The 
data refer to cohorts from 1968 and 
1978. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
The variables describe each sub­
ject's study 10 number, sample de­
scriptors, race, date of birth, date of 
death, legal status, and diagnosis, as 
well as the following areas: 

1. Hospitalization variables -
date of target admission, legal 
status at target admission, 
date of target release, number of 
hospitalizations prior to target 
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hospitalization, number of hospi­
talizations following target hospi­
t~lization, diagnosis at target 
admission, dates of ail hospitali­
zations following target hospitali­
zation, legal status for all 
hospitalizations, number of days 
hospitalized for each admission, 
diagnosis for all hospitalizations 

2. Incarceration histories -
date of target incarcera.tion, type 
of target admission, date of tar­
get release, number of incarcere,­
tions prior to target incarceration, 
number of incarcerations follow­
ing target incarceration, type of 
incarceration for all incarcera­
tions, dates of admission and re­
lease for all incarcerations 

3. Arrest histories -
type of arrest for all arrests, 
dates of all arrests, charges for 
all arrests 

Unit of observation: 
Individual subjects 

Geographic Coverage 
Samples were drawn from New York 
State. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 
(text) + data collection instrument 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
1,593 cases 
1 ,066 variables 
80-unit-long record 
29 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Cirincione, C., Steadman, H.J., 

Robbins, P.C., and Monahan, J. (in 
press). Mental illness as a factor in 
criminality: A study of mental 
patients and prisoners. Criminal 
Behavior and Mental Health. 

Cirincione, C., Steadman, H.J., 
Robbins, P.C., and Monahan, J. 
(in press). Schizophrenia as a con­
tingent risk factor for criminal vio­
lence. Internation Journal of Law 
and Psychiatry. 

Concerns of Police 
Survivors, 1986: 
[United States] 

Frances A. Stillman 
Division of Medical Psychology, 

Johns Hopkins Hospital 
85-lJ-CX-0012 
(ICPSR 9327) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study assessed the impact of 
line-of-duty deaths of law enforce­
ment officers on the psychological, 
emotional, and financial conditions of 
their family members. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected by personal inter­
views and mailed questionnaires. Re­
spondents were surviving adult 
family members of police officers 
killed in the line of duty ("police 
survivors"). 

Sample: 
Police survivors were identified and 
selected from the U.S. Department of 
Justice Public Safety Officer Benefits 
Office database. Most of the respon­
dents surveyed were surviving 
spouses of police officers killed be­
tween November 1982 and February 
1986. 

Dates of data collection: 
1986 (circa) 



Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This is one of a few datasets avail­
able for evaluating the impact 
of police officers' deaths on their 
surviving family members. A variety 
of clinical and psychiatric measures 
of psychological disorder were used 
for impact assessment of the trau­
matic event. 

Description of variables: 
The da'a are stored in two files. The 
first file )ncludes information on the 
respond~mt's personal charac­
teristics, tie deceased officer's demo­
graphic ch<.!racteristics, date and time 
of the incident (and officer's death if 
different), experiences and emotional 
reactions to the death of the officer, 
and clinical symptoms of psychologi­
cal distress. The second file contains 
variables on the respondent's rela­
tionship with friends and relatives be­
fore and after the traumatic event, 
behavioral changes of survivors' chil­
dren following the death, financial im­
pacts on survivors, and satisfaction 
with treatment by and response re­
ceived fr~m police departments. 

Note: Data were also collected on 
the reactions of police department of­
ficials, but this file was not made 
available for archiving by the original 
investigation. For further information, 
please contact Dr. Stillman directly. 

Unit of observation: 
Adult family members of officers who 
died in line of duty 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Logical record length data format 

Part 1 
Survivor demographic information 
rectangular file structure 
174 cases 
182 variables 
244-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Survivor relationship information 
rectangular file structure 
174 cases 
78 variables 
92-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Stillman F. (1986). Psychological 

responses of suni'iving spouses of 
public safety officers killed 
accidentally or feloniously in the 
line of duty. Unpublished doctoral 
dissertation, John Hopkins 
University, Baltimore. 

Stillman F. (1987). Line-of-duty 
deaths: Survivor and departmental 
responses: Research in brief, Janu­
ary 1987. Washington, DC: Na­
tional Institute of Justice. 

Crime Factors and 
Neighborhood Decline 

in Chicago, 1979 

Richard Taub and D. Garth Taylor 
National Opinion Research Center 

79-NI-AX-0079 
(ICPSR 7952) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study explored the relationship 
between neighborhood deterioration 
and crime in eight neighborhoods in 
Chicago. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data are based on telephone in­
terviews with heads of households in 
selected Chicago neighborhoods. 
Physical appearance ratings of neigh-
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borhoods came from windshield sur­
veys taken by trained personnel of 
the National Opinion Research Cen­
ter. Criminal victimization data came 
from Chicago Police Department. 

Sample: 
Respondents for the telephone sur­
vey were selected by random digit 
dialing techniques. Heads of house­
holds were selected from particular 
Chicago neighborhoods. These 
neighborhoods were purposely se­
lected on the basis of slowly or rap­
idly appreciating real estate values, 
stable or changing racial composi­
tion, and high or low community 
crime rates. 

Dates of data collection: 
1979 through 1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study provides rich detail about 
neighborhood deterioration and its re­
lationship to crime. A total of 3,310 
interviews were conducted with de· 
tailed information on respondents' vic­
timization experiences, fear and 
perceptions of crime, protective 
measures taken against crime, atti· 
tudes toward neighborhood quality 
and resources, attitudes toward the 
neighborhood as an investment, and 
degree of community involvement. 
Other information included physical 
appearance ratings for the block of 
the respondent's residence, and ag­
gregate figures on personal and prop­
erty victimization for that city block. 

Description of variables: 
The variables include information de­
scribing respondents' attitudes to­
ward crime and victimization. The 
dataset also includes aggregate data 
on neighborhood characteristics and 
crime rates. 

Unit of observation: 
Neighborhoods 

Geographic Coverage 
Chicago, Illinois 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 411 
Cases: 3310 

Reports and Publications 
Taub, R.P., Taylor, D.G., and 

Dunham, J.D. (1981). Final report 
on crime, fear of crime, and 
the deterioration of urban 
neighborhoods. Chicago, IL: 
National Opinion Research Center. 

Taub, RP., Taylor, D.G., and Dunham, 
J.D. (1981). NeighborOOods and 
safety. In DA Lewis (ed.), Reactions 
to crime. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage 
Publications. 

Taub, R.P., Taylor, D.G., and 
Dunham, J.D. (1982). Crime, fear 
of crime, and the deterioration of 
neighborhoods: Executive 
summary (Unpublished report). 
Washington, DC: Government 
Printing Office. 

Taub, RP., Taylor, D.G., and Dun­
ham, J.D. (1984). Paths of neigh~ 
borhood change. Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press. 

Keeping the Peace: 
Police Discretion and the 

Mentally Disordered 
in Chicago, 1980-1981 

Linda A. Teplin 
Northwestern University Medical School 

81-IJ-CX4079 
(ICPSR 8438) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data on police-citizen 'Flncounters 
were collected to explore the peace­
keeping functions of the police and 
their handling of encounters with 
mentally-ill persons. The data sum-
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marize the characteristics of encoun­
ters, the nature of those actions, and 
the at1~udes and behavior of partici­
pants in those actions. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were gathered using obser­
vations made by researchers riding 
in police cars in two Chicago police 
districts during a 14-month period in 
1980-1981. 

Sample: 
A total of 270 police shifts were ob­
served, resutting in 1382 police-c~izen 
encounters involving 2555 c~izens. 

Dates of data collection: 
A 14-month period in 1980-1981 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study investigates police re­
sponse to mentally ill persons. Dur­
ing the first phase, data were 
gathered on the police officers during 
their shifts of duty. For the second 
phase, information was collected on 
the police-citizen encounters. A 
unique and consistent shift identifica­
tion number is attached to each en­
counter so that information about 
police officer characteristics from the 
first part of the data (shift-level) may 
be matche'!i with the second level (en­
counter-level). A unique and consis­
tent shift identification number is 
att~ched to each police-citizen en­
counter so that information about po­
lice officer traits from the first file can 
be matched with the second. 

Description of variables: 
Variables include information col­
lected about activity during police 
shifts, the attitudes displayed by the 
police officers observed, and their 
personal characteristics, work his­
tory, and working relationships. De­
tailed information was also collected 
on each police-citizen encounter in­
cluding its nature, location, police ac-

tions ancVor responses, citizens in­
volved, and their characteristics and 
behavior. 

Unit of observation: 
There are two units of analysis: po­
lice shifts and police-citizen encoun­
ters. 

Geographic Coverage 
Chicago, Illinois 

File Structure 
Data files: 2; (1) Police shifts 

(2) Police-citizen 
encounters 

Variables: 884 
Cases: Police shift, 270 

Police-citizen encounters, 
1382 

Reports and Publications 
Teplin, L.A. (1984). Managing 

disorder: Police handling of the 
mentally ill. In L. A. Teplin (ed.), 
Mental health and criminal justice 
(pp. 157-175). Beverly Hills, CA: 
Sage Publications. 

Teplin, LA (1984). Criminalizing 
mental disorder: The comparative 
arrest rate of the mentally ill. 
American Psychologist, 39, 
794--803. 

Teplin, L.A. (1985). The criminality of 
the mentally ill: A dangerous mis­
conception. American Journal of 
Psychiatry, 142, 593-599. 
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Relationships Between 
Employment and Crime: 

A Survey of Brooklyn 
Residents, 1979-1980 

James W. Thompson 
Vera Institute of Justice 

81-IJ-CX-0024 
(ICPSR 8649) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study was designed to explore 
the relationship between labor mar­
ket participation and involvement 
with the criminal justice system. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were collected from three 
sources: (1) survey of 902 respon­
dents at the central booking facility in 
Brooklyn; (2) official arrest histories 
for the sample of 902 respondents; 
and (3) follow-up survey one year 
later. 

Sample: 
The sample consists of 902 males ar­
rested predominantly for felony ot­
fenses in Brooklyn, New York, during 
July and August 1979. A subsample 
of 152 respondents was reinter­
viewed in 1980. 

Dates of data collection: 
July and August 1979; follow-up 
interviews were conducted one year 
later. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study examines the empirical re­
lationship between crime and employ­
ment at various points in time: (1) at 
two years prior to arrest; (2) at the 
time of c::lfest; and (3) at a year fol­
lowing arrest. 

Description of variables: 
The data include information on labor 
market participation, arrests, periods 

of incarceration, and respondents' 
demographic characteristics. The la­
bor market information, which was 
obtained in an intervie~v at the time of 
the respondent's arrest, spans a two­
year period prior to that arrest. Prior 
arrest history and other criminal jus­
tice data cover the two years prior to 
arrest and one year following the ar­
rest. Additional variables include em­
ployment and occupational data, 
social and neighborhood charac­
teristics. and information on percep~ 
lions of the risk of doing selected 
crimes. 

Unit of observation: 
Defendants 

.Geographic Coverage 
Brooklyn, NY 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 

rectangular file structure 
902 cases 
541 variables 
80-unit-long record 
19 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Sullivan, M., and Thompson, J.W. 

(1984). Youth crime and 
employment patterns in three 
Brooklyn neighborhoods. NY: Vera 
Institute of Justice. 

Sviridoff, M., and McElroy, J. (1984). 
Employment and crime: A summary 
report. NY: Vera Institute of Justice. 

Thompson, J,W" Cataldo, J., and 
Loewenstein, G. (1984). 
Employment and crime: A survey of 
Brooklyn arrested persons. NY: 
Vera Institute of Justice. 
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Votey, H. (1987). The relationship be­
tween employment and crime: A re­
examination. Paper presented at 
the Annual Meeting of the Ameri­
can Society of Criminology, Mont­
real, Canada. 

'Pretrial Release Practices 
in the United States, 

1976-1978 
Mary A. Toborg 
Lazar Institute 
79-NI-AX-0038 
(ICPSR 7972) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research included both a de­
scriptive study of pretrial release 
practices and an evaluation of the 
Impact of pretrial release programs 
on selected state and local trial court 
release practices, focusing on four 
topics: (1) release; (2) court appear­
ance; (3) pretrial criminality; and 
(4) impact of pretrial release programs. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from on-site in­
terviews with pretrial program staff, 
judges, prosecutors, law enforce­
ment officials, and defense attorneys, 
as well as from state or FBI rap 
sheets, court indices, and police, 
booking, present~nce, or probation 
reports. For the first phase of the 
study, the d~ta were g~thered from 
Baltimore City and Baltimore County, 
MD; Washington, DC; Dade County 
[Miami], FL; Jefferson County [LoUIS­
ville], KY; Pima County [Tucson], I\Z; 
Santa Cruz County, CA; and Santa 
Clara County [San Jose], CA. For the 
second phase, the data collection 
sites were Pima County [Tucson], 
AZ; Baltimore City, MD; Lincoln, NB; 
Jefferson County [Beaumont-Port Ar­
thur]. TX. 

Sample: 
The eight sample sites were selected 
based on: (1) gevgraphic diversity; 
(2) a wide range of release types; 
(3) accurate and accessible records; 
and (4) a willingness of criminal jus­
tice personnel to cooperate with the 
study. The sample included all ~rimi­
nal justice personnel involved with 
pretrial release programs. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study investigates pretrial re­
lease practices. Part 1 analyz~ re­
lease practices and outcomes In 
eight jurisdictions, looking at both ~he 
individuals involved and the organiza­
tions. Additionally, a sample of defen­
dants from each site was studied 
from point of arrest to final case dis­
position. Part 2 examined the impact 
of the existence of pretrial release 
programs on release, court appear­
ance, and pretrial releas~ outcomes. 
For this phase, an experimental de­
sign was used to compare a group of 
defendants who participated in a pre­
trial release program with a control 
group who did not. (In Tuc.son and 
Baltimore, separate expenments 
were conducted for felony and misde­
meanor cases). 

Description of variables: 
Variables include detailed informa­
tion on pretrial release program in­
volvement, defendants' offense 
history, court information, release . 
decision-making, defendant behaVior 
during release, and defendants' char­
acteristics, such as race, age, gen­
der, occupational experience, and 
employment status. 

Unit of observation: 
Pretrial releases 

Geographic Coverage 
Baltimore City and Baltimore County, 
MD· Washington, DC; Dade County 
[Miami], FL; Jefferson County [LouiS­
ville], KY; Pima County [Tucson], I\Z; 
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Santa Cruz County, CA; Santa Clara 
County [San Jose}, CA; Uncoln;NB; 
and Jefferson County [Beaumont­
Port Arthur], TX 

File Structure 
Data files: 2; (1) Phase I and 

(2) Phase II 
Variables: Phase I file, 223 

Phase II file, 274 
Cases: Phase I file, 3488 

Phase Ii file, 1598 

Reports and Publications 
Toborg, M.A. (1981). Pretrial release: 

A national evaluation of practices 
and outcomes. Washington, DC: 
National Institute of Justice. 

Lazar Institute. (1981). Pretrial 
release: A national evaluation of 
practices and outcomes, 
introduction. Rockville, MD: NCJRS. 

Lazar Institute. (1981). Pretrial 
release: A national evaluation of 
practices and outcomes: Volt. 
Release practices and outcomes -
An analysis of eight sites. Rockville, 
MD:NCJRS. 

Lazar Institute. (1981). Pretrial 
release: A national evaluation of 
practices and outcomes: Vol. 2. 
The impact of pretrial release 
programs: A study of four 
jurisdictions. Rockville, MD: NCJRS. 

Lazar Institute. (1981). Pretrial re­
lease: a national evaluation of prac­
tices and outcomes: Vol. 3. Pretrial 
release without formal programs. 
Rockville, MD: NCJRS. 

Evaluation of Adult Urine 
Testing/Drug Use 

Surveillance Project in 
Washington, DC, 1984-1986 

Mary Toborg, Anthony Yezer, 
and John Bellassai 

Toborg Associates, Inc. 
83-IJ-CX-K049 
(ICPSR 9947) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected for two pur­
poses: (i) to assess whether drug us­
ers are greater risks than nonusers 
for rearrest or failure to appear (FT A) 
for scheduled court appeamnces 
while on pretrial release; and (2) to 
test the relative effectiveness of peri­
odic surveillance through urinalysis, 
traditional narcotic treatment, or nei­
ther in reducing rearrest and FT A dur~ 
ing the pretrial period. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Primary data are from inter.;iews with 
arrested offenders by D.C. Pretrial 
Services Agency (PSA) supple­
mented by some criminal justice proc· 
essing information on the instant 
arrest maintained by PSA. 

Sample: 
All adults arrested between June 1 , 
1984, and January 31, 1985, that 
were brought to the attention of PSA. 
The data exclude unfounded arrests 
and other arrests which were immedi­
ately disposed (usually "no pa­
pered"). The data include information 
on 12,662 arrests of 10,190 unique 
individuals. Persons arrested more 
than once during the sampling period 
have multiple data records. 

Dates of data collection: 
June 1984 through January 1985. 
The subsequent arrests of the sam­
ple through December 1986 are also 
included. . 
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Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The PSA of Washington, DC, tests 
arrestees for drug use at the time of 
arrest. The data include urine test re­
sults for five drugs: heroin, cocaine, 
PCP, methadone, and ampheta­
mines. An important feature of this 
study is that persons who (1) tested 
positive for drugs and (2) who were 
released on recognizance were ran­
domly assigned to one of three 
groups: periodic urine testing (usually 
weekly), referral to drug treatment, or 
a control condition. The data file also 
includes arrestees who were nega­
tive for drugs and for whom an ROR 
release was not obtained. 

. Description of variables: 
PSA col/ects information relevant for 
pretrial release recommendations in­
cluding offender's background, family 
and employment status, probation 
and parole status, pending charges, 
and prior convictions. The data also 
contain PSA's summary assessment 
of likely offender flight or safety prob­
lems and the reasons for that assess­
ment. The official record information 
includes date of arrest, charge, initial 
release decision, date of disposition, 
type of final disposition, number of 
subsequent arrests before trial, date 
of first rearrest, FT A information, and 
bench warrants issued. Results of 
urine tests at arrest are available for 
about 65 percent of the total sample. 
For those in the experimental surveil­
lance group, summary urine test re­
sults from the periodic testing 
program are available; no measure 
of treatment is available for drug 
treatment or control groups. 

Unit of observation: 
Arrests of individual adult offenders 

Geographic Coverage 
Washington, DC 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 834 
Cases: 12,662 

Reports and Publications 
Toborg, M. (1987). Background and 

description of the urine-testing 
program (Monograph No.1). 
Unpublished report, National 
Institute of Justice, Washington, DC. 

Toborg, M., and Yezer, A. (1987). 
Analysis of drug use among 
arrestees (Monograph No.4). 
Unpublished report, National 
Institute of Justice, Washington, DC. 

Vezer, A., and Toborg, M. (1988). 
Periodic urine-testing as a signaling 
device for pretrial release risk 
(Monograph No.5). Unpublished 
report, National Institute of Justice, 
Washington, DC. 

Toborg, M., and Vezer, A. (1988). 
The efficacy of using urine-test re­
sults in risk classification of arres­
tees (Monograph No.6). 
Unpublished report, Nationallnsti­
tute of Justice, Washington, DC. 

Disturbed Violent Offenders 
in New York, 1985 

Hans Toch and Kenneth Adams 
State University of New York, Albany 

85-IJ-CX-0033 
(ICPSR 9325) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was (1) to 
investigate the relationship between 
mental illness and violent involve­
ment across an offender's criminal 
career and (2) to develop a typology 
of violent offenders that takes into ac­
count mental health history and sub­
stance use history. 



Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Personal characteristics of offenders 
and descriptive information about 
their offenses were collected from 
the New York State Department of 
Correctional Services. Data for men­
tal health history and drug treatment 
history of violent offenders were ob­
tained from computerized client rec­
ords maintained by the New York 
State Office of Mental Health. 

Sample: 
The sample consists of all 8379 vio­
lent offenders who were sentenced 
to terms of incarceration during the 
period January 1985 through Decem­
ber 1985. These offenders were con­
victed of statutorily-defined ''violent 
offenses." 

Dates of data collection: 
Circa 1986 

Summary of Contents 
Special characteristics of the study: 
Data for the violent offender cohort 
can be matched with records of men­
tal health history, substance abuse 
history, and criminal career history. 
The merging of these data files can 
allow examination of the chronology 
of mental health and violent behav­
iors over a long period of an of­
fender's criminal career. 

Description of the variables: 
Variables in the offender file include 
conviction offenses, intoxication 
status, victim-offender relationship, 
injury result and amount stolen, ec­
centric behaviors, type of violence, 
employment and marital status, gen­
der, and race. The criminal history 
file contains variables on dates of ar­
rest (or juvenile contacts) and types 
of offense records. Variables in the 
mental history file include dates of en­
try and types of mental health events 
received. 

Unit of observation: 
Offenders 

Geographic Coverage 
State of New York 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 3 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Offender data 
rectangular file structure 
1,308 cases 
37 variables 
66-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Criminal record data 
rectangular file structure 
9,697 cases 
6 variables 
20-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 3 
Mental health data 
rectangular file structure 
3,365 cases 
6 variables 
20-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Toch, H., and Adams, K. {1988}. The 

disturbed violent offender. Unpub­
lished final report, National Institute 
of Justice, Washington, DC. 

Violence Against Police: 
Baltimore County, Maryland, 

1984-1986 
Craig D. Uchida and Laure W. Brooks 

University of Maryland 
86-IJ-CX -()()22 
(ICPSR 9347) 

Purpose of 1he Study 
The study was designed to examine 
individual and situational charac-
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teristics of nonfatal assaults of police 
officers. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from records of 
police assaults, personnel records, 
and calls for service data in the Balti­
more County Police Department. 

Sample: 
There are two samples. The first is 
the universe of nonfatal assaults 
(1,550) of Baltimore County police of­
ficers between January 1, 1984, and 
December31,1986. The second, an 
activity sample, was based on calls 
for police services that were received 
between ,January 1, 1987, and March 
31,1987. From this 90-day period, 
14 days of calls were randomly se­
lected, resulting in 12,270 complete 
cases, i.e., calls for service (there are 
a total of 15,196 cases in the file). 

Dates of data collection: 
1987 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This is one of the largest and most 
detailed datasets on nonfatal as­
saults of police officers. Each case 
of assault includes data on of­
fender(s), the officer, the situation, 
and the event itself. The calls for 
service data were collected to pro­
vide an indication of the frequency of 
various types of calls. 

Description of variables: 
In the assault data, variables include 
(1) information on the officer, such as 
age, race, gender, height. weight, 
education, rank, assignment, years 
of experience, weapon, and injury 
sustained; (2) information on the 
offender(s), such as age, race, gen­
der, height, weight, weapon, injury 
sustained, and arrest status; and 
(3) information on the situation and 
incident itself I such as type of call an­
ticipated, type of call encountered, 

type of location, numbers of persons 
(by role, e.g., assaulter, nonassaul­
ter, complainant, etc.) present, type 
of initial officer action, actions of sus­
pect before assault, sobriety/drug 
use by suspects, and final disposi­
tion. In the calls for service data, vari­
ables include time of call, initial call 
category, disposition code, and sheet 10. 

Units of observation: 
Assaults on police offic~rs and calls 
for service 

Geographic Coverage 
Baltimore County, Maryland 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 2 data files 

Logical record length data format 
Part 1 
Assaults data 
rectangular file structure 
1,550 cases 
11 0 variables 
468-un!t-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Calls for service data 
rectangular file structure 
15,916 cases 
4 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publicatio~s 
Uchida, C.D., and Brooks, L.W. 

(1988). Violence against the police: 
Assaults on Baltimore County 
police officers, 1984-1986. 
Unpublished final report submitted 
to the National Institute of Justice, 
University of Maryland, College 
Park, MD. 

Uchida, C.D., Brooks, L.W., and 
Koper, C.S. (1990, forthcoming). 
Danger to police during domestic 
encounters: Assaults on Baltimore 
County police, 1984-1986. Criminal 
Justice Policy Review. 
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Uchida, C.D., Brooks, L.W., and 
Wilson, M. (1990, forthcoming). 
The neighborhood context of vio­
lence against police. American Jour­
nal of Criminal Justice. 

Effects of "United States 
vs. Leon" on Police Search 

Warrant Practices, 
1984-1985 

Craig D. Uchida and Timothy S. Bynum 
Police Executive Research Forum 

85-IJ-CX~OO15 
(ICPSR 9348) 

Purpose of the ~udy 
This examined the effect of the Su­
preme Court decision in "United States 
vs. Leon" on police search warrant ap­
plications in seven jurisdictions. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from search war­
rants applications in S.9ven cities dur­
ing a three-month period (January to 
March of 1984) before the Leon deci­
sion and three months after it (Janu­
ary through March of 1985). 

Sample: 
All search warrant applications made 
during the study period were exam­
ined. The seven cities used in the 
study (not identified by name) were 
located throughout the United States. 
These cities had been the subject of 
an earlier National Center for State 
Courts study conducted for the Na­
tiona/Institute of Jl::,;~ice on the 
search warrant process. 

Dates of data collection: 
Circa 1985 

Summary of Contents 

Spacial characteristics of the study: 
This is one of the few datasets cur~ 
rently available for the study of 
warrant activities. Each warrant 
application can be trached through 
the criminal justice system to its 
disposition. 

Description of variables: 
The file contains information on the 
warrant's contents (e.g., rank of appli­
cant, specific area of search, offense 
type, materia! sought, basis of evi­
dence, status of informants, refer­
ence to good faith) and results of the 
warrant application (e.g., materials 
seized, arrest made, cases charged 
by prosecutor, type of attorney, mo­
tion to suppress warrant filed, evi­
dence of Leon in motion to suppress, 
outcomes of motions, appeal status, 
number of arrestees). 

Unit of observation: 
Search warrants 

Geographic Coverage 
Seven cities in the United States 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 7 data files 

Card image data format 
Part 1 
Jurisdiction of river 
rectangular file structure 
237 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
Part 2 
Jurisdiction of mountain 
rectangular file structure 
87 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
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Part 3 
Jurisdiction of plains 
rectangular file structure 
302 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Part 4 
Jurisdiction of border 
rectangular file structure 
312 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
Part 5 
Jurisdiction of hill 
rectangular file structure 
258 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
Part 6 
Jurisdiction of forest 
rectangular file structure 
209 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 
Part 7 
Jurisdiction of harbor 
rectangular file structure 
735 cases 
235 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Uchida, C.D., Bynum, T., Rogan, D., 

and Murasky, D. (1988). Acting in 
good faith: The effects of United 
States v. Leon on the police and 
courts. Arizona Law Review, 30(3), 
467-495. 

Uchida, C.D., Bynum, T., Rogan, D., 
and Murasky, D.M. (19S7). The ef­
fects of U.S. v. Leon on police 
search warrant practices. (Re­
search in Action, NCJ 106630). 
Washington, DC: National Institute 
of Justice. 

Search Warrant Procedures 
in Seven Cities, 1984: 

[United States] 

Richard Van Duizend, L. Paul Sutton, 
and Charlotte A. Carter 

National Center for State Courts 
80-JJ-CX-0089 
(ICPSR 8254) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected to evaluate the 
search warrant review process as it 
operated in urban areas. The study 
examined the information used as a 
base for obtaining search warrants, 
sources of warrant applications, 
types of offenses involved and mate­
rial sought, the administration and ju­
dicial review procedures, and the 
case dispositions involving evidence 
obtained with a search warrant. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Three data collection methods were 
employed: (1) direct observation 
of warrant review proceedi ngs; 
(2) analysis of archived records; 
and, (3) interviews with officials who 
directly participated in the warrant 
proceedings. The seven cities se­
lected for the study are not identified. 

Sample: 
Using jurisdictions issuing at least 
150 search warrants annually, over 
900 warrant-base:J cases were se­
lected from seven rI1~tropolitan ar­
eas, varying in terms of warrant 
procedures employed, and regional 
and geographical characteristics. 
One of the sites was selected as the 
primary site, where more intensive 
and detailed investigations were fo­
cused. 

Dates of data collection: 
January 1, 1980, through June 30, 
1981 
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Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This study contains both an analysis 
of official data and direct observation 
of warrant proceedings. 

Description of variables: 
Data include information about the 
reasons warrants were sought, the 
types of cases they were used in, 
and the result of warrant-based in­
formation on the ultimate disposi­
tion of the case. 

Unit of observation: 
Search warrant cases 

Geographic Coverage 
Seven cities in the United States. 
These sites are not identified in order 
to preserve anonymity. 

Filtl Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables: 904 
Cases: 227 

Repcnts and Publications 
Van Duizend, R., Sutton, loP., and 

Carter, C.A. (1984). Executive sum­
mary of the search warrant proc­
ess: Preconceptions, perceptions, 
and practice,s. Washington, DC: Na­
tional Institute of Justice 

Participation in Illegitimate 
Activities: Ehrlich Revisited, 

1960 

Walter Vandaele 
Department of Economics, University of 

California, Los A1geles 
J-LEAA-006-'16 
(ICPSR 8677) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research reanalyzes Ehrlich's 
1960 cross-section data, providing 
alternative model specifications and 
estimations. The research was com-

missioned as part of the Natioral 
Academy of Sciences' "Panel tin Re­
search on Deterrent and Incapacita­
tive Effects." The stud\f examined the 
deterrent effects of punishment on 
seven FBI index crimes: four prop­
erty crimes - robbery, burglary, lar­
ceny, and theft; and three violent 
crimes - murder, rape, and assault 
in 47 states. 

Methodo:ogy 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected frorl1: (i) U.S. 
Census; (2) FBI Unifolrrl Grime Re­
ports; and (3) National P(ison Statis­
tics bulletins. 

.san~'JJe; 
njl:i\ t\;ampJe consists of d.~:.:.a gath­
eroo ttod~ 47 states, exciucting New 
Jersey. A!as%.::l; and Hawaii, for 1960. 

Sumr,,,,ary fJf Conten!s 
Special characttJristies of the study: 
These data perm'~ i(I. leanatysis of 
Isaac Ehrlich's r6~:.eaich on the em­
pirical relationship between aggre­
gate levels of punistlment and r..~rtme 
rates. 

Description of variables: 
Socioeconomic variables include fam­
ily income, percentage of familit1~~ 
earning below half of the median in­
come, unemployment rate for urban 
males in the age groups 14-24 and 
35-39, labor force participation rate, 
educationallev'Bl, percentage of 
young ma.les and nonwhites in the 
population, percentage of population 
in the SMSA, sex ratio, and place of 
occurrence. Two sanction variables 
are also included: (1) the probability 
of imprisonment, and (2) the average 
time served in prison when sen­
tenced (severity of punishment). Also 
included are per capita police expen­
diture for 1959 and 1960, and the 
crime rates for murder, rape, assaUlt, 
larceny, robbery, burglary, and auto 
theft 
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Unit of observation: 
States 

Geographic Coverage 
47 U.S. states (New Jersey, Alaska, 
and Hawaii were not included) 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Logical record length data format 

rectangular file structure 
47 cases 
66 variables 
501-unit-Iong record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Ehrlich, I. (1973). Participation in 

illegitimate activities: A theoretical 
and empirical investigation. Joumal 
of Political Economy, May/June, 
521-565. 

Ehrlich, I. (1974). Participation in 
illegitimate activities: An economic 
analysis. In G.S. Becker and 
W.M. Landes (eds.), Essays in 
the economics of crime and 
punishment (Pr>. 69-13~}. New 
York: National Bureau of Economic 
Research (distributed by Cok~mbia 
University Press). 

Vandaele, W. (1978). Participation in 
illegitimate activities: Ehrlich revis­
ited. In A. Blumstein, J. Cohen, and 
D. Nagin (eds.), Deterr(!r;ce and in­
capacitation: Estimating the effects 
of criminal sanctions on crime rates 
(pp. 270-335). Washington, DC: 
National ~cademy of Scien~es. 

Registry of Randomized 
Criminal Justice 

Experiments in Sanctions, 
1951-1983 

David Weisburd, Lawrence Shennan, 
and Anthony Petrosino 

Rutgers University and Crime Control 
Institute 

88-/J-CX-0007 
(ICPSR 9668) 

Purpose of the Study 
In this study, the investigators col­
lected information on 76 randomized 
experiments that involved criminal 
justice sanc~ions. The investigators 
classified th;1 experiments into three 
categories: {i} experiments that com­
pare a sanction with no sanction or a 
more severe sanction 'With a less se­
vere sanction; (2) experiments that 
measure the effects of alternative 
sanctions that are difficult to arrange 
in terms of severity; and (3) experi­
ments that examine the effects of co­
ercive treatments that supplement 
traditional sanctions. These studies 
were drawn from a ranGe of publica­
tions, took place in se" ,,:ral states 
and countries, and USfJ(i a variety of 
experimental methods. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Studies to include in the registry 
were chosen from a range of publica­
tions, including academic journals 
and books, government publications, 

I unpublished manuscripts, and nongov­
ernment research evaluation reports. 
Data were coilected from the written re­
ports of the experiments found in the 
publications and manuscripts. 

Sample: 
From the sources the investigators 
consulted, a total of 76 experiments 
were found to meet these criteria. 
These experimems are the universe 
of studies meetiny the investigators' 
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.;.;rit\;'ria. Thus no sampling was 
involved. 

Dates of data collection: 
The experiments included in the reg­
istry were conducted between 1951 
and 1983. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
The data file contains 99 variables. 
The data include background informa­
tion on the studies, such as the year 
the experiment began, its geographic 
location and scope, and the location 
of the data used for the registry. 
Each study was classified into one of 
three categories (as described 
above) according to the type of sanc­
tions used. A number of variables de­
scribe the sample, the experimental 
design, and the procedure. These in­
clude variables that indicate restric­
tions to subjects' eligibility for 
participation in each study as well as 
the results of pre-experimental group 
comparisons. Other information in­
cludes the mean or median age of 
subjects in each experiment, the na­
ture of the offense or the type of 
offender sanctioned in the experi­
ment, the percentage of male sub­
jects, the percentage of white 
subjects, the rate of attrition or differ­
ential attrition, and whether informed 
consent had been obtained. 

The investigators recorded up to four 
different sanctioning conditions for 
each experiment, based on the harsh­
ness of that sanction (the least harsh 
sanction was the control condition). 
For each sanction, the exposure pe­
riod was given in days, and the total 
number of subjects in the final analy­
sis of the recidivism variables was 
given. In addition, the nature of ran­
domization, its success, and whether 
exceptions to randomization were 
permitted are also included. The re­
mainder of the data is concerned 
with the experimental findings: the 
outcomes, the attrition rates, the fol-

low-up periods, and the investigators' 
statistical reanalyses of the results. 

Unit of observation: 
The sanction experiment 

Geographic Coverage 
The studies reported were conducted 
in Denmark, England, Canada, and 
the United States. In the United 
States, experiments took place in 
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Maryland, Ohio, Michigan, Illinois, 
Minnesota, Idaho, Georgia, Okla­
homa, North Carolina, Kentucky, Ten­
nessee, Washington, California, 
Colorado, Utah, and Florida. Two of 
the studies were national in scope. 
The remaining 74 studies focused 
either on a state (17 studies), county 
(17), city (21), or a particular institu­
tion (19). 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format and SPSS 
export file 
Part 1 
Data file 
rectangular file structure 
76 cases 
99 variables 
80-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Part 2 
SPSS export file 
80-unit-long record 

Reports and Publications 
Weisburd D., Sherman, L., Petrosino, 

A.J. (1990). Registry of randomized 
criminal justice experiments in 
sanctions. 
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Effects of Prior Record 
in Sentencing Research in a 

Large Northeastern City, 
1968-1979: [United States] 

Susan Welch and Cassia Spohn 
University of Nebraska 

84-IJ-CX -0035 
(ICPSR 8929) 

Purpose of the Study 
Data were collected to: (1) examine 
the impact of several measures of 
prior record on the sentences im­
posed on male and female defen­
dants and defendants of violent and 
nonviolent crimes; (2) identify the 
measure or measures of prior record 
that are most influential to the sen­
tencing judge; and (3) emphasize 
how the choice of a measure of prior 
record can affect conclusions in sen­
tencing research, particularly re­
search concerning disparities in the 
sentencing process with respect to 
male and female defendants. 

Methodology 
Sources of information: 
Court records 

Sample: 
The data for this project are a ran­
dom sample (n = 5562) of convicted 
defendants selected from a larger 
sample used in a previous study 
(Gruhl, Spohn, and Welch, 1981). 

The original sample (n = approxi­
mately 50,000) consisted of felony 
cases heard between 1968 and 1979 
in a large northeastern city. The sam­
ple was stratified by the gender of 
the judge with sampling fractions of 
.2 for male judges and 1.0 for female 
judges. Only cases where the maxi­
mum charge was one of the 14 most 
common offenses are included. 
These common offenses are murder, 
manslaughter, rape, robbery, assault, 
minor assault, burglary, auto theft, 
embezzlement, receiving stolen prop-

erty, forgery, sex offenses other than 
rape, drug possession, and driving 
while intoxicated. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset is unusual because of 
the large number of female judges 
and the amount of information about 
the prior criminal record of defendants. 

Description of variables: 
Nineteen variables characterize the 
defendant, the.judge, and the charac­
telistics of the current case. 

Defendant variables include number 
of arrests, number of misdemeanor 
arrests, number of felony arrests, any 
prior convictions, number of times 
sentenced to a prison term, number 
of times sentenced to a term of more 
than one year, a six-point summary 
scale of prior record, age, sex, and 
race. (The summary scale gives one 
point for any prior convictions, any 
prior arrests, any prior arrests on a 
felony charge, any prior term of incar­
ceration, any prior term of incarcera­
tion for more than one year, and any 
misdemeanor arrests.) 

Presiding judge variables cover 
length of time on the bench, race, 
and sex. 

Case variables include maximum 
charge, sentence for the maximum 
charge, plea, year of the case, type 
of attorney (public or private), and 
whether current charge resulted in a 
prison sentence 

Unit of observation: 
Felony cases 

Geographic Coverage 
A large northeastern city 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Card image data format 
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rectangular file structure 
5,562 cases 
19 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Gruhl, J., Spohn, C., and Welch, S. 

(1981). Women as policy makers: 
The case of trial judges. American 
Journal of Political Sci,~nce, 25(2), 
308-322. 

Spohn, C., and Welch, S. (1987). 
The effect of prior record in sentenc­
ing research: An ·'ramination of the 
assumption thai ~ iy measure is 
adequate. Justice Quarterly, 4(2), 
287-302. 

Nature and Sanctioning 
of White Collar Crime, 

1976-1978: 
Federal Judicial Districts 

Stanton Wheeler, David Weisburd, 
and Nancy Bode 
Yale Law School 
78-NI-AX-0017 
(ICPSR 8989) 

Purpose of the Study 
The study sought to explore differ­
ences in the nature of the offense 
and the offender with regard to con­
victed white collar criminals. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Information about the offense, socio­
economic indicators, arid offenders' 
views about the offense were ex­
tracted from presentence investiga­
tion reports (PSis) for fiscal years 
1976,1977, and 1978. These data 
were obtained from the Administra­
tive Office of the U.S. Courts. 

Sample: 
A random sample of federal crime of­
fenders convicted of one of ten statu­
tory offenses (securities fraud, 
antitrust violations, bribery, bank em­
bezzlement, mail and wire fraud, tax 
fraud, false claims and statements, 
credit and lending institution fraud, 
postal theft, and postal forgery) was 
drawn from seven judicial districts. 
All offenders of securities fraud and 
antitrust cases in all of the federal dis­
tricts during the three fiscal years 
were examined, thus yielding a sam­
ple containing more of these offend­
ers than others. 

Dates of data collection: 
1979-1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This is a richly detailed dataset and 
one of only a few available on federal 
white collar crime. The investigators 
obtained a Congressional waiver in 
order to extract study data from pre­
sentence investigation reports. The 
data are limited to crimes committed 
solely by convicted individuals and 
do not include defendants that are or­
ganizations or groups. 

Description of variables: 
Data contain descriptive information 
about defendant's age, sex, marital 
status. source of conviction, offense 
category for which convicted (based 
on U.S. Code), and bail/bond 
amount. Also included are details 
about the nature of the offense (e.g., 
number of counts in the indictment, 
title/section of first, second, and third 
offenses, and maximum prison '~rm 
and maxi~um fine associate ;'fith of­
fenses) and the official version of the 
offense (description of the actual and 
charged offense, its duration and geo­
graphic spread, number of partici­
pants and number of persons arrested, 
and number of corporations/busi­
nesses indicted). Other items provide 
information on classification of the vic­
tim{s) involved, nature and amount of 
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gain from the offense, and discovery 
and/or coverup. Data are also pre­
sented on the defendant's past crimi­
nal history, family history, marital 
history, home and neighborhood envi­
ronment, education, group/social 
memberships, and employment his­
tory.lnformation on spouse's employ­
ment and details on defendant's 
sentencing are also included. Socio­
economic status is measured using 
the Duncan index. 

Unit of observation: 
Convicted white-collar criminals 

Geographic Coverage 
Federal judicial districts representing 
metropolitan centers, specifically, 
Central California (Los Angeles); 
Northern Georgia (Atlanta); Northern 
Illinois (Chicago); Maryland (Balti­
more); Southern New York (Manhat­
tan and the Bronx); Northern Texas 
(Dallas); and Western Washington 
(Seattle) 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + SAS 
control cards 

Logical record length data format 

rectangular file structure 
1,910 cases 
296 variables 
483-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Weisburd, D., Wheeler, S., Bode, N., 

and Waring, E. (forthcoming). The 
nature and sanctioning of white 
collar crime. 

Wheeler, S., and Rothmann, M.L. 
(1982). The organization as 
weapon in white collar crime. 
Michigan Law Review, BO(June), 
1403-1426. 

Wheeler, S., Weisburd, D., and 
Bode, N. (1982). Sentencing the 
white collar offender: Rhetoric and 
reality. American Sociological 
Review, 47(October), 641--659. 

Wheeler, S., Weisburd, D., Waring, E., 
and Bode, N. (1988). White collar 
crime and criminals. American 
Criminal Law Review, 25, 331-356. 

Child Abuse, Neglect, and 
Violent Criminal Behavior in 
a Midwest Metropolitan Area 

of the United States, 
1967-1988 

Cathy spatz Widom 
Department of Criminal Justice and 

Psychology, Indiana University 
86-IJ-CX-0033 
(ICPSR 9480) 

Purpose of the Study 
This project examined the relation­
ship between childhood abuse and/or 
neglect, and later criminal and violent 
criminal behavior. Using a prospec­
tive cohorts design, cases of physical 
and sexual abuse and neglect involv­
ing children under 12 years of age 
during the years 1967 through 1971 
were sampled from a metropolitan 
area in the Midwest. Adult and juve­
nile criminal histories of sampled 
cases were compared to those of a 
matched control group with no official 
record of abuse or neglect. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Files 1 through 3: The investigators 
used existing official records on indi­
vidual cases from a metropolitan 
area in the Midwest. Descriptions of 
abuse and neglect were obtained 
from county juvenile court and juve­
nile probation department records. A 
control group was selected using 
county birth records or school rec­
ords. Juvenile probation department 
records were also used to check for 
the presence of abuse and neglect 
within the control group, and for rec-

-274-



ords of delinquent activities within all 
groups. 

Files 4 and 5: The investigators 
used existing official records of 
charges as a result of arrest inci­
dents for individuals from both co­
horts. Juvenile p.'Obation department 
records were used to check for delin­
quent activities within both groups. 
Adult criminal histories for all cases 
were searched at three levels: local, 
state, and federal. Additionally, Bu­
reau of Motor Vehicle records were 
searched to locate subjects and find 
social security numbers for tracing. 
Marriage license bureau records 
were used to find married names for 
thfJ females. 

Sample: 
Files 1 through 3: This study em­
ployed a prospective cohorts re­
search design in which a cohort of 
cases of childhood abuse andlor ne­
glect was matched with a control 
group cohort on the basis of sex, 
race, age, and approximate family so­
cioeconomic status during the time 
period of the abuse and neglect inci­
dents (1967-1971). The cohorts 
were chosen so as to differ from 
each other only in terms of the vari­
able of interest: abuse andlor negiect 
from ages 0 through 11. To insure 
that cases were chosen in which pos­
sible delinquency did not precede 
child abuse andlor neglect, cases 
were restricted to those in which chil­
dren were 11 years of age or less at 
t.he time of the incident. The 
abuse/neglect incident was substanti­
ated by investigation and the inter­
vention of agencies on behalf of the 
child at that time. The control group 
of individuals with no official record of 
abuse or neglect was matched in one 
of two ways. For victims of abuse/ ne­
glect who were known to be under 
school age at the time of the abuse 
or neglect, controls were selected us­
ing county birth records and match­
ing on the basis of sex, race, date of 
birth (plus or minus one week), and 
hospital of bi rth. For the 318 cases, a 

total of 229 matched controls were 
found in this way. For the 89 remain­
ing cases, no matched controls were 
found. For abuse/neglect cases who 
were known to be of school age, con­
trols were selected matching on the 
basis of sex, race, date of birth (plus 
or minus 6 months), and the same 
class in the elementary school sys­
tem. A total of 438 matched controls 
were found in this way. There were 
149 remaining cases without 
matched controls. 

Files 4 and 5: Data were collected 
from arrest records at the local, state, 
and federal levels. Specifically, the 
unit of analysis is defined as charges 
resulting from adult arrest incidents 
for File 4 and charges resulting from 
juvenile arrest incidents for File 5. In­
formation on charges was collected 
for individuals from both cohorts. A 
given individual from either cohort 
could have no arrests on record, in 
which case that individual would not 
be present in File 4 or 5. In contrast, 
a given individual may have one or 
more than one arrest and each arrest 
could involve one or more than one 
charge. Therefore an individual could 
be present in either file two or more 
times. 

Dates of data col/ection: 
Files 1 through 3: The data wore 
collected from 1986 through 1989 
from records covering the period 
from 1967 to 1971. 

Files 4 and 5: The data were col­
lected from August 1, 1986, through 
December 31, 1988, from records 
covering the period from 1967 to 
1988. 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The 1967-1971 time period was cho­
sen for sampling to balance two con­
flicting demands. One, a period 
sufficiently far in the past was 
needed to maximize the likelihood 
that the cases of abuse and neglect 
were closed and to allow for the ma-
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turing of the individuals; and two, a 
period not too far in the past was 
needed to avoid problems associated 
with older files. 

Description of variables: 
Files 1 through 3: The variables for 
File 1 include dsmographic informa­
tion such as group (abuse/neglect or 
control), age (at the time of petition to 
the court for cases of abuse and ne­
glect), race, sex, date of birth, and 
match type (school or hospital of 
birth). Variables for File 2 include infor­
mation on the abuse/neglect incident. 
Variables for File 3 include informa­
tion on the family and information on 
the perpetrator of the incident. No in­
formation on members of the control 
cohort is included in this file. 

Files 4 and 5: Variables for File 4 in­
clude information on the charges 
filed within adult arrest incidents. Vari­
ables for File 5 include information 
on the charges filed within juvenile ar­
rest incidents. Juvenile arrests re­
ferred to arrests before the individual 
was 18 years old. 

Unit of observation: 
For Files 1 through 3, the unit of ob­
servation is the individual at age 11 
or younger. For File 4, the unit of ob­
servation is the charge within the 
adult arrest incident. For File 5, the 
unit of observation is the charge 
within the juvenile arrest incident. 

Geographic Coverage 
A metropolitan area in the Midwest. 
No information on the area or its 
characteristics is provided in order to 
protect the confidentiality of the indi­
vidual cases. 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 5 data files 

Card image data format 

Part 1 
Demographic 
1,575 cases 
6 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
Part 2 
Abuse/neglect 
rectangular tHe structure 
908 cases 
28 variable~ 
80-unit-long record 
3 records per case 
PartS 
Family and perpetrator 
rectangular file structure 
908 cases 
30 variables 
80-unit-long record 
2 records per case 
Part 4 
Adult criminality 
rectangular file structure 
2,578 cases 
8 variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 
PartS 
Juvenile criminality 
rectangular file structure 
1,101 cases 
S variables 
80-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Ames, A., and Widom, C.S. (1988). 

Childhood sexual abuse and later 
delinquency and criminal behavior. 
Paper presented at the annual 
meeting of the American Society of 
Criminology. Chicago, IL. 

Rivera, B., and Widom, C.S. (1990). 
Childhood victimization and violent 
offending. Violence and Victims, 5, 
19-35. 

Widom, C.S. (1989). Early child 
abuse, neglect, and violent criminal 
behavior. In DA Brizer and M. 
Crowner (eds.), Current 
approaches to the prediction of 
violence. Washington, D. C.: 
American Psychiatric Press. 
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Widom, C.S. (1989).lntergenerational 
transmission of violence. In N.A. 
Weiner and M.E. Wolfgang (eds.) 
Pathways to criminal violence (pp: 
137-201). Newbury Park, CA: 
Sage. 

Widom, C.S, (1989). Child abuse, 
neglect, and adult behavior: 
Design and findings on criminality, 
violence, and child abuse. American 
Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 59, 
355-367. 

Widom, C.S. (1989). Child abuse, 
neglect, and violent criminal 
behavior. Criminology, 27, 251-271. 

Widom, C.S. (1989). Does violence 
beget violence? A critical 
examination of the literature. 
Psychological Bulletin, 106, 3-28. 

Widom, C.S. {1989}. The cycle of 
violence. Science, 244, 160-166. 

Widom, C.S. (in press). Childhood 
victimization: Risk factor for 
delinquency. In M.E. Colten and J. 
Gore (eds.). Adolescent stress: 
Causes and consequences. New 
York: Aldine de Gruyter. 

Widom, C.S. (in press). Avoidance of 
criminality in abused and neglected 
children. Psychiatry. 

Widom, C.S. (1990). The role of 
placement experiences in mediating 
the criminal consequences of 
childhood victimization. Manuscript 
submitted for publication. 

Widom. C.S., and Ross, B. (1988). 
Pathways to delinquencv and adult 
criminality. Paper presented at the 
meeting of the Society for Re­
search in Psychopathology. Cam­
bridge, MA. 

Criminal Careers of 
Juveniles in NE9W York City, 

1977-1983 
Laura A. Winterfield 

Vera Institute of Justice 
83-IJ-CX-0004 
(ICPSR 9986) 

Purpose of the Study 
This longitudinal study of juvenile of· 
fenders traces the criminal histories 
of a sample of "dropouts" Ouvenile of-
fenders who did not go on to become 
adult criminal offenders) and "persist­
ers" Ouveniles who did become ca-
reer criminal offenders). Much of the 
research attempting to examine the 
links bet,ween chronic adult offenders 
and the frequency and severity of ju­
~eni!e criminality has been retrospec­
tive In nature. In such studies 
criminal history and other bac'k­
ground factors about subjects who 
have already committed crimes are 
examined. Predictive factors are as­
sessed by looking backwards. How­
ever, this type of research provides 
no information on those juvenile of­
fenders who did not go on to be se­
vere, repeat adult offenders. To 
predict future criminality correctly, 
both types of offenders ("dropouts" 
as well as ''persisters'') must be part 
of the analysis. To address this con­
cern, the investigators conducted a 
prospective study, providing longitudi­
nal arrest data on a sample of juve­
nile offenders. 

The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) Are serious juvenile offend­
ers more likely than nonserious 
juvenile offenders to become adult of­
fenders? (2) Are offenders who begin 
at a younger age more likely to have 
more serious criminal careers than 
those who begin when they are 
older? (3) As a criminal career pro­
gresses, will the offender become 
more skilled at one type of offense 
and commit that type of crime more 
frequently, while decreasing the fre-
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quoncy of other types of crimes? 
(4) As a criminal career progresses, 
will the offender commit progres­
sively more serious offenses? 
(5) How well can it be predicted who 
will become a high-rate offender? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The majority of the data were ob­
tained by the Family Court Disposi­
tion Study (FCDS). The FCDS was 
conducted by the Vera Institute of 
Justice in 1977. The FCDS data 
were collecied from a variety of 
sources. Data regarding prior juve­
nile arrests were obtained from the 
Probation Intake logbooks in the 
Family Court. Data about the families 
of the sampled juveniles were ob­
tained from the Probation Depart­
ment files, and court and arrest 
information was obtained from the 
Family Court case records and the ar­
rest reports of the Police Depart­
ment's Youth Records Unit. In 
addition to the FCDS data, other 
sources were used. The probation file 
and the Police Department arrest file 
for each of the 14- and 15-year-olds 
were checked to identify the individu­
als in the sample who were sub­
sequently arrested and brought back 
to the Family Court after the FCDS 
data were collected. Subsequent 
adult criminal justice data were col­
lected from three agencies: the New 
York City Criminal Justice Agency 
(CJA), the New York State Division 
of Criminal Justice Services (DCJS), 
and the Office of Court Administra­
tion (OCA). 

Sample: 
The sample was originally drawn by 
the Family Court Disposition Study 
(FCDS). The FCDS randomly sam­
pled one of ten juvenile delinquency 
cases appearing at Probation Intake 
in the New York City Family Court 
during a one-year period, and one in 
six of all status offense ca~~s. The 
present study selected a subsample 
from the FCDS study based on two 

selection criteria. First, only those of­
fenders brought to Probation Intake 
for delinquency offenses were in­
cluded, and not those referred to 
court for status offenses. Second, in 
order to maximize the length of time 
that the offenders could be followed 
as adults, only the oldest juveniles 
were selected from the FCDS. The 
final sample for the present study in­
cludes juveniles at ages 14 and 
15 who had been brought to Proba­
tion Intake in the New York City Fam­
ily Court from April 1, 1977, to March 
31,1978. The FCDS subsample also 
constituted the sample for which up 
to ten prior delinquency arrests and 
all subsequent juvenile and adult ar­
rests and incarcerations up to 1983 
were collected. Arrest and incarcera­
tion records for 1,261 of the 1,890 ju­
venile offenders in the FCDS 
subsample were obtained. 

Dates of data collection: 
April 1977-8eptember 1983 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Part 1 of this study contains data on 
a subsample of 14- and 15-year-olds 
who were brought to Probation In­
take for delinquency offenses. In­
cluded on this file are variables such 
as arrest charge, categorized into 
type and severity, date of arrest for 
the sample case, disposition and san­
tence of the sample case, sex and 
race of the offender, highest school 
grade completed, persons with whom 
the offender was residing, employ­
ment status of the household mem­
bers, and the welfare status of the 
household. Included in Part 2 is infor­
mation on age at first arrest, total 
number of prior delinquency arrests, 
and detailed information on up to ten 
prior delinquencies, such as arrest 
charge and severity, date of offense, 
disposition, and sentence. Part 2 
also contains subsequent arrest and 
incarceration records of the offender. 
Included for each subsequent arrest 
is the status of the arrestee Ouvenile 
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or adult), the charge, categorized by 
type and sever~, the date of the ar­
rest, the convictIOn charge(s) by type 
and severity, the disposition of the ar­
rest, sentence, and the date of the 
sentence. Included for each incar­
ceration is the status of the offender 
(juvenile or adult), the date of admis­
sion to a facility, and the length of 
time incarcerated. 

Unit of observation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
New York City, New York 

File Structure 
Part 1 
Juvenile case file 
rectangular file structure 
1,890 cases 
292 variables 
80-unit-long record 
5 records per case 
Part 2 
Arrest and incarceration event file 
hierarchical file structure 

Factors ~nfluencing the 
Quality and Utility of 

Government-Spansored 
Criminal Justice Research 

in the United States, 
1975-1986 

Lois Recascino Wise 
School of Public and&1vironmental Affairs, 

Indiana University 
88-NIJ-84/0JP-86-M-275 

(ICPSR 9089) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examines the effects of or­
ganizational environment, funding 
level, and utility of criminal justice re­
search projects sponsored by the Na­
tional Institute of Justice. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were taken from descrip­
tions of research projects drawn from 
the automated project management 
system maintained by the National In­
stitute of Justice. 

Sample: 
The sample consisted of 75 ran­
domly selected research grants spon­
sored by the National Institute of 
Justice. 

Dates of data collection: 
1985-1986 

Summary of Contelllts 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset is a unique source of in­
formation on factors that influence 
the quality and utility of criminal jus­
tice research. 

Description of variables: 
Variables describing the research 
grants include NIJ Office (e.g., 
courts, police, corrections, etc.); or­
ganization type (e.g., academic or 
non-university); type of data (e.g., col­
lected originally, existing, merged); 
and priority area (e.g., crime, victims, 
parole, police). The studies are also 
classified by: (1) sampling method 
employed, (2) presentation style, (3) 
statistical analysis employed, (4) type 
of research design, (5) number of ob­
servation points, and (6) unit of analy­
sis. In addition, measures of whether 
there was a copy of the study report 
in the National Criminal Justice Ar­
chive, whether the study contains rec­
ommendations for policy or practice, 
and the extent to which projects were 
completed on time or were overdue 
are included. The dataset provides 
two indice~ne which represents 
quality and one which represents util­
ity. Each is an additive combination 
of variables in the dataset. 

Unit of observation: 
Research grants sponsored by NIJ 
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Geographic Coverage 
United States 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file 

Logical record length data format 

rectangular file structure 
75 cases 
52 variables 
93-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Wise, L.R. (1988). Academics and 

entrepreneurs: Factors affecting the 
quality and utility of govemment­
sponsored research. Know/edge: 
Creation, Diffusion, and Utilization, 
1 :1, forthcoming. 

-
Drug Use As a Predictor of 

Rearresf: or Failure to Appear 
in Court in New York City, 

1984 

EricD. Wish 
Center for Substance Abuse Research 

83 -JJ-JJ-CX-K048 
(JCPSR 9979) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study was used to estimate the 
prevalence of drug use and drug use 
trends among booked arrestees in 
New York City. Studies addressing 
the prevalence of drug use do not 
typically include the population of 
offenders. It is important to include 
this population because research has 
shown that criminals are among the 
most serious drug abusers, and thus 
studies that exclude them from analy­
sis may seriously underestimate the 
level of drug use. 

Also, this study was used to assess 
the relationship between drug use 
and crima. Investigated are the preva­
lence of crime types before and at 

the index arrest, and during the crimi­
nal justice process itself (i.e, rearrest 
and failure to appear). Findings from 
this study may have implications for 
the allocation of criminal justice funds 
to drug abuse treatment and preven­
tion programs. It is important to note 
that this study was conducted before 
the use of cocaine processed for 
smoking-"crack"-became preva­
lent in New York City. Therefore, this' 
study may be used in conjunction 
with more recent studies to assess 
the impact of the use of crack on spe­
cific crime rates. 

Finally, this study ultimately served 
as a preliminary study for the Drug 
Use Forecasting (DUF) study. The 
Drug Use Forecasting program, con­
ducted by the National Institute of 
Justice, has interviewed and adminis­
tered drug tests to thousands of 
booked arrestees in various cities 
across the United States annually 
since 1987. 

The data address the following ques­
tions: (1) What is the relationship be­
tween drug use and rearrest or 
failure to appear in court? (2) What is 
the relationship between drug use 
and criminal histol)'? (3) What types 
of drugs did male arrestees use in 
New York City in 1984? (4) Among 
arrestees reporting drug use, what is 
the level of dependency on drugs? 
(self-report data) (5) How consis­
tently does self-reported drug use 
match urinalysis findings? 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were obtained through volun­
tal)' interviews about prior and 
current drug use, voluntary urine 
samples and urinalysis results, police 
and court records of prior criminal be­
havior and experience with the crimi­
nal justice system, and records of the 
arrestee's current case, including 
court warrants, rearrests, failures to 
appear, and court dispositions. 
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Sample: 
Data from interviews, urine speci­
mens, and court and police records 
were collected nonrandomly from 
6,406 male arrestees who were 
booked at Manhattan Central Book­
ing from April to October 1984. In re­
questing participation in the study, 
priority was given to persons ("harged 
with nondrug felony offenses. Twenty 
percent of the arrestees in the inter­
viewed sample were charged with a 
drug offense, and 76 percent were 
charged with a felony offense. With 
regard to drug use, the data show 
that 56 percent among those in the 

,.. sample who provided a specimen 
tested positive for opiates, cocaine. 
PCP, or methadone. 

Dates of data collection: 
The data were collected from April to 
October 1984. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Included in the data file are demo­
graphic variables, including age, edu­
cation, vocational training, marital 
status, residence, and employment; 
items relating to prior and current 
drug use and drug dependency, uri­
nalysis results for tests for opiates, 
cocaine, PCP, and methadone; ar­
rest charge for index crimes and sub­
sequent court records pertaining to 
those arrests (i.e, number of court 
warrants issued, number of pretrial 
rearrests, type of rearrests, failure to 
appear in court, court dispositions); 
and prior criminal records (i.e., num­
ber of times arrested for and con­
victed of "x" crime type, past court 
dispositions). 

Unit of observation: 
Individual arrestees 

Geographic Coverage 
New York City, New York 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
machine-readable documentation 
(text) + data collection instrument 

Logica! record length data format 

FHe Structure 
rectangular file structure 
6,40\3 cases 
520 v,ariables 
i i 7 -~mit-Iong record 
14 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Wish, Eric D. (1987). Drug Use in Ar­

restees in Manhattan: The Dra­
matic Increase in Cocaine From 
1984 to 1986. New York: Narcotic 
and Drug Research. 

Armed Criminals in America: 
A Survey of Incarcerated 

Felons, 1983 

James D. Wright and Peter H. Rossi 
University of Massachusetts 

82-IJ-CX-OOOl 
(ICPSR 8357) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research examined motivations 
behind owning guns and the meth­
ods of obtaining firearms. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
This study is based on salf-administered 
questionnaires completed by 1874 
convicted felons in medium and maxi­
mum security prisons in ten states 
(two prisons in Minnesota and one 
prison in Michigan, Missouri, Okla­
homa, Nevada, Arizona, Georgia, Flor­
ida, Maryland, and Massachusetts). 

Sample: 
This sample consists of males who 
were incarcerated on a felony convic­
tion on or after January 1, 1979, in~ 

-281-



eluding both armed and unarmed of­
fenses. The sample was obtained 
from volunteers in the prison popula­
tions of ten states. 

Dates of data co;iection: 
August 198~:through January 1983 

SUmmary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset captures self-reports of 
gun prevalence. offender motivation. 
and Incident characteristics among in­
carcerated felons. 

Description of variables: 
The variables include information on 
handgun ownership. use of hand­
guns and other weapons in the com­
mission of crimes. and how the 
weapon was used and why. as well 
as information concerning those of­
fenders who did not carry guns. 

Unit of observation: 
Incarcerated male felons 

Geographic Coverage 
Arizona. Florida, Georgia. Maryland. 
Massachusetts. Michigan. Minnesota. 
Missouri. Nevada. and Oklahoma 

File Structure 
Data files: 1 
Variables:" 593 
Cases: 1874 

Reports and Publications 
Wright. J.D .• and Rossi, P,H. (1984). 

Final report of the armed criminal in 
America. Unpublished report. 
University of Massachusetts. Social 
and Demographic Research 
Institute. Amherst. 

Wright. J.D .• and Rossi. P,H. (1986). 
Armed and considered dangerous: 
A survey of felons and their 
fireanns. New York: Aldine de 
Gruyter. 

Wright. J.D .• and ROSsi. P,H. (n.d.). 
The armed criminal in America: A 
survey of incarcerated felons. Wash­
ington. DC: National Institute of Jus­
tice, 

Improving Correctional 
Classification, New York, 

I 

1981-1983 
Kevin Wright 

State University of New York, 
Binghamton 

83-IJ-CX-OOll 
(ICPSR 8437) 

Purpose of the Study 
This research was designed to im­
prove methods of classifying inmates. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data come from inmate records of 
the New York State Department of 
Correctional Services and three sur­
vey instruments administered to in­
mates. Inmate records included their 
results on the Prison Adjustment 
Questionnaire, Prison Environment 
Inventory, Toch's Prison Preference 
Inventory, Risk Analysis method, and 
Megargee's MMPI Typology. 

Sample: 
The sample consisted of 942 inmates 
from ten New York state correctional 
institutions, five maximum and five 
minimum security, over a 20-month 
period. The final sample size was 
6 percent of the population of large 
New York correctional facilities and 
11 percent of the smaller institutions' 
population. 

Dates of data collection: 
1983 through 1984 
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Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
Pre-incarceration information on 
demographic and.social traits were 
obtained from inmate records. Using 
information from these background 
characteristics and environmental 
characteristics of the institutions, a 
classification system designed to re­
duce behavioral problems within the 
institution and improve inmate adap­
tation to confinement was developed. 
One-half of the sample was designed 
to develop and test the classification 
system while the other half was de­
signed to validate it. In additjon, three 
questionnaires probed inmates' pref­
erences on a variety of subjects and 
explored measures of adjustment to 
incarceration. 

Description of variables: 
The dataset contains demographic 
and social information on inmates, 
as well as psychological charac­
teristics and mode of adaptation to 
prison life. Variables used to indicate 
adjustment to prison life include the 
number of disciplinary reports for ag­
gressive or assaultive behavior, the 
frequency of sick call visits, the ex­
tent to which inmates feel stress or 
anxiety (which was measured by the 
Prison Adjustment Questionnaire). 
and information about the type of 
institution. 

Unit of obseNation: 
Individual inmates 

Geographic Coverage 
New York State 

File Structure 
Data files: 5 
Variables: 5 to 172 per file 
Cases: 529 to 12,502 per file 

Reports and Publications 
Wright, K.N. (1985). Improving cor­

rectional classification through a 
study of the placement of inmates 
in environmental settings: Execu­
tive summary. Unpublished report, 
State University of New York, Cen­
ter for Social Analysis, Binghamton. 

Exploring the House 
Burglar's Perspective: 

Observing and Interviewing 
Offenders in St. Louis, 

1989-1991 

Richard Wright and Scott H. Decker 
Department of Criminology and 

Criminal Justice, 
University of Missouri-St. Louis 

89-JJ-CX-0046 
(JCPSR 6148) 

Purpose of the Study 
The goal of this project was to learn 
more about the behaviors and atti­
tudes of active residential burglars 
not presently incarcerated. Five inter­
view procedures were employed: 
(1) personal interviews were held 
with each of 105 subjects; (2) 70 of 
the offenders were taken to the resi­
dence of the most recent offense and 
asked to reconstruct the crime in con­
siderable detail; (3) a risk assess­
ment scale was administered to 48 of 
the offenders to assess their beliefs 
about certainty of arrest and severity 
of punishment as deterrents; (4) pho­
tographs of potential burglary targets 
Vlere experimentally manipulated and 
shown to 40 of the offenders to exam­
ine the positive and negative charac­
teristics of potential targets; and 
(5) follow-up interviews were con­
ducted with 31 of the participants to 
track any changes. This dataset is a 
machine-readable text file containing 
verbatim answers to interviewers' 
questions. 
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Methodology 

Sources of information: 
The data were obtained through per­
sonal interviews with actively offend­
ing burgla.rs. 

Sample: 
The study employed a "snowball" 
sampling technique, whereby offend­
ers known to the investigators \Mere 
asked to refer other active offenders 
who, in turn, were asked to refer still 
more active offenders until a suitable 
sample size was attained. 

Dates of data collection: 
1989-1991 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This field-based study was designed 
to explore the perspective of active 
residential burglars, those not currently 
incarcerated. To keep the sample from 
containing a disproportionately high 
number of offenders who had been 
previously apprehended, no referrals 
from law enforcement. or other crimi­
nal justice personnel were used. 

Description of variables: 
Information is included on demo­
graphic characteristics of offenders, 
such as age, race, sex, marital 
status, and employment status. Each 
respondent's drug and criminal his­
tory record is also provided. Other 
questions relate to the opinions and 
feelings of the subjects, e.g., how a 
likely burglary target is defined; what 
characteristics each looks for in such 
a target; what motivation the respon­
dent feels before committing a crime; 
what, if any, deterrents exist; and 
how deterrents affect the respon­
dent's criminal actions. Additional 
items cover how crimes are actually 
carried out by the offender, including 
what types of items are first on the 
list of valuables to steal, how long the 
offender spends inside the residence, 
and whether the respondent "cases" 
the residence before the burglary. 

Unit of obserlation: 
Individuals 

Geographic Coverage 
St. Louis, Missouri 

File Structure 

Part 1 
Interview data 
105 cases 
79-unit-long record 
Part 2 
User9.uide 
79-umt-long record 

Reports and Publications 
Decker, Scott, Richard Wright, and 

Robert Logie. Perceptual 
deterrence and real criminals: A 
new approach to an old problem. 
National Institute of Justice 
Archives, 1992. 

Decker, Scott H., Richard Wright, 
and Robert Logie. Perceptual 
deterrence among active residential 
burglars: A research note. 
Criminology 31:4 (1993),135-147. 

Decker, Scott H., Richard Wright, 
Allison Redfern, and Dietrich L. 
Smith. A woman's place is in the 
home: Females and residential 
burglary. Justice Quarterly 10:1 
(1992), 143-162. 

Logie, Robert, Richard Wright, and 
Scott Decker. Recognition memory 
performance and residential 
burglary. Applied Cognitive 
Psychology 6 (1992), 109-123. 

Wright, Richard, Scott H. Decker, 
Allison D. Redfern, and Dietrich L. 
Smith. A snowball's chance in hell: 
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Nature and Patterns 
of Homicide in Eight 

American Cities, 1978 

Margaret A. Zahn and Marc Riedel 
Center for the Study of Crime, 
Delinquency, and Corrections, 

Southern Illinois University 
79-NI-AX-0092 
(ICPSR 8936) 

Purpose of the Study 
This dataset is part of a larger project 
undertaken to examine patterns of 
homicide in the United States. This 
component focuses on various types 
of homicides in eight selected cities. 
The other part of the project contains 
data on nationwide trends in homi­
cide over an 11-year period (see 
Riedel, Marc, and Margaret Zahn, 
Trends in American Homicide, 
1968-1978: Victim-level Supple­
mentary Homicide Reports 
[ICPSR 8676]). 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Official records of the medical exam­
iner and pofice department in each 
city 

Sample: 
The cities were selected based on 
geographic region, population size, 
and whether their 11-year homicide 
trend line followed or diverged from 
respective regional trend lines. The fi­
nal sample of cities ranged in size 
from 329,000 to over three Million 
and included Philadelphia and New­
ark (Northeast); Chicago and St. 
louis (North Central); Memphis and 
Dallas (South); and Oakland and 
"Ashton" (a pseudonym) (West). 
Other than the northeastern cities, 
the first city listed typified the re­
gional trend and the second one di­
verged from it. In the northeast 
region, no city diverged from the 
trend line; both Philadelphia and 
Newark were typical of the regional 

trend pattern. Efforts were made to 
use the same coders in all of the cit­
ies, although in three cities, addi­
tional coders were needed and hired. 
In all cities, the same crJding instruc­
tions were used to train coders. The 
sample reflects a universe of 1978 
cases defined by each city's police 
department and medical examiner as 
"homicide." The exception to this was 
Chicago which had over 
800 homicides in 1978. A 50 percent 
systematic random sample of cases 
(n = 425) was collected in Chicago. 

Dates of data collection: 
1979-1980 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
The dataset provides an opportunity 
to compare characteristics of homi­
cides in large urban areas. The vari­
ables collected are not normally 
available through official reporting 
systems (e.g., UCR) and most prior 
independent studies of homicide 
have focused on only one or two cit­
ies. Thus the scope and depth of this 
study make the data particularly 
valuable. 

Description of variables: 
Detailed characteristics for each 
homicide victim include time and 
date of occurrence, age, gender, 
race, place of birth, marital status, liv­
ing arrangement, occupation, SES, 
employment status, method of as­
sault, location where injury occurred, 
relationship of victim to offender, cir­
cumstances surrounding death, pre­
cipitation or resistance of victim, 
physical evidence collected, drug his­
tory, victim's prior criminal record, 
and number of offenders identified. 
Data on up to two offenders and 
three witnesses are also available 
including the criminal history, justice 
system disposition, and age, sex, 
and race of each offender. Age, sex, 
and race of each witness were also 
collected as were data on witness 
type (police informant, child, eyewit-
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ness, etc.}. Finally, information from 
the medical examiner's records in­
cludes results of narcotics and blood 
alcohol tests of the victim. 

Unit of observation: 
Homicide victims 

Geographic Coverage 
Eight large U.S. cities: Philadelphia, 
Newark, Chicago, St. Louis, Mem­
phis, Dallas, Oakland, and "Ashton" 
(a large western city) 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + 
SPSS control cards 

Logical record length data format 
with SPSS control cards 
rectangular file structure 
1,748 cases 
214 variables 
82-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Riedel, M., and Zahn, M. (1981). 

Nature and patterns of American 
homicide: Final report. Unpublished 
report, Southern Illinois University, 
Carbondale,lL. 

Riedel, M., Zahn, M., and Mock, L.F. 
(1985). The nature and pattems of 
American Homicide. Washington, 
DC: National Institute of Justice. 

Public and Private 
Resources in Public Safety 

[United States]: 
Metropolitan Area Panel 

Oats, 1977 and 1982 
Edwin W. Zedlewski 

National Institute of Justice 
NIl in-house project (no number 

assigned) 
(ICPSR 8988) 

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to ex­
pand existing public safety models in 
order to account for private sector 
supplied safety goods and services. 
In so doing, the study examines de­
terminants of the total demand for 
safety, factors that explain the rela­
tive private and public sector shares 
of safety expenditure, how these re­
sources interact, and their effect on 
observed levels of crime. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from archival ma­
terial consisting mainly of published 
and unpublished U.S. Government­
collected data. 

Sample: 
All Standard Metropolitan Statistical 
Areas (SMSAs) in the United States, 
as defined by the Office of Manage­
ment and Budget for the years 
1977 and 1982. 

Dates of data collection: 
1983, 1985-1986 

Summary of Contents 

Special characteristics of the study: 
This dataset contains many variables 
describing the characteristics of 
SMSAs at two points in time (1977 
and 1982). 
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Description of variables: 
The study measures a host of vari­
ables at two time periods for all 
SMSAs in the Un~ed States. These 
variables include municipal elTl;:>loy­
ment (i.e., number of municipal em­
ployees, number of police employees, 
police payroll, municipal employees 
per 10,000 inhabitants, etc.); municipal 
revenue (i.e., total debt, property 
taxes, utility revenues, income taxes, 
etc.); nonmunicipal employment (i.e., 
retail services, mining services, con­
struction services, finance services, 
etc.); crime rates (i.e., murder, robbery, 
auto theft, rape, etc.); labor force and 
unemployment (labor force size and 
unemployment rate); property value 
and uses (i.e., assessed value, per­
cent residential, percent acreage, per­
cent commercial, etc.); and other 
miscellaneous topics (i.e., net migra­
tion, land area; total bank deposits, 
private security employees, etc). 

Unit of observation: 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas 

Geographic Coverage 
United States 

file Structure 
Extent of collection: 1 data file + SAS 
control cards 

Logical record length data format 

rectangular file structure 
366 cases 
343 variables 
2,621-unit-long record 
1 record per case 

Reports and Publications 
Zedlewski, E.W. (1982). Public and 

private resources for public safety: 
A model of demand, production, 
and effect. Unpublished doctoral 
dissertation, Department of 
Economics, George Washington 
University, Washington, DC. 

Zedlewski, E.W. (1983). Deterrence 
findings and data sources: A 
comparison of the uniform crime 

reports and the national crime 
surveys. Journal of Research in 
Crime and Delinquency, 20(July), 
262-276. 

Zedlewski, E.W. (1985). Youth, crime, 
and deterrence: What matters? Un­
published National Institute of Justice 
Discussion Paper No. 1-85. 

= 
Robberies in Chicago, 

1982-1983 
Franklin E. Zimring and James Zuehl 

Earl Warren Legal Institute 
83-JJ-CX-0012 
(JCPSR 8951) 

Purpose of the Study 
This study examined the charac­
teristics of robberies that lead to vic­
tim injury or death. Data were 
collected from homicide records of 
the Chicago police department and 
offense reports submitted to the De­
tective Division of the Chicago Police 
Department. Data were gathered for 
(1) killings classified as robbery­
related, (2) killings for which no mo­
tive was assigned, (3) robberies that 
resulted in victim injury, and (4) non­
lethal robberies. 

Methodology 

Sources of information: 
Data were collected from homicide 
records of the Chicago police depart­
ment and offense records submitted 
to the Detective Division of the Chi­
cago Police Department. Chicago 
was chosen because of its large vol­
ume and high rate of robbery, rob­
bery resulting in victim injury I and 
robbery resulting in homicide. 

Sample: 
The sample comprises four kinds of 
incidents reported to the Chicago po­
lice during a one-year period: (1) kill­
ings classified by the police as 
robbery-related (n = 95); (2) killings 
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for which the police assigned no mo­
tive (n = 99); (3) selected robberies 
that resulted in victim injury (n :: 346); 
and (4) nonlethal robberies of all 
kinds recorded by the Chicago police 
(n = 360). For the fourth Idnd - non­
fatal robberies of all kinds - the sam­
ple consisted of the first 30 robbery 
offense reports reaching the Detec­
tive Division each month without any 
mention of victim injury. 

Data were collected prospectively 
rather than as an historical record of 
past events. Each month, the fatali­
ties and sample of nonfatal cases 
were referred to the investigators 
within a short period after the police 
report. 

The sample of robberies involving vic­
tim injury was constructed from the 
first 3.n reports of robbery to the De­
tective Division where ~ notation of 
hospital assistance was made. Only 
reports that included a check in a box 
indicating the victim was taken to a 
hospital were included in the sample. 

Initially, the number of robbery cases 
that involved injury (defined by hospi­
tal admission, ambulance call, or 
other indicators of serious injury) 
was low and skewed toward nonlife­
threatening injuries. As a result, the 
investigators collected a supplemen­
tary sample of robberies that led the 
victim to seek hospital care or other­
wise showed signs of seriousness. 
The first 30 such cases in a month 
were selected by the Detective Divi­
sion of the Chicago Police Depart­
ment for inclusion in the sample. 

Dates of data collection: 
Data were collected from October 1, 
1982, through September 30,1983. 

Summary of Contents 

Description of variables: 
Variables include the location of the 
robbery incident, the numbers of 
offenders and victims involved in the in­
cident, victims' and offenders' prior ar­
rest and conviction histories, the extent 

of injury, whether or not drugs were 
involved in any way, type of weapon 
used, victim'offender relationship, 
and the extent of victim resistance. 
The following demographic variables 
for both offenders and victims are 
also contained in the data: age, sex, 
race, marital status, and employment. 

Unit of observation: 
Robbery incidents 

Geographic Coverage 
Chicago, Illinois 

File Structure 
Extent of collection: 4 data files + 
machine-readable documentation + 
SPSS control cards 

Logical record length and card image 
data formats with SPSS control cards 
Part 1 
Robberies with homicides 
rectangular file structure 
95 cases 
2 variables 
ao-unit-Iong record 
Part 2 
Homicides with no apparent motive 
rectangular file structure 
142 cases 
2 variables 
80-unit-long record 
Part 3 
Robberies with injury 
rectangular file structure 
346 cases 
2 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
Part 4 
Nonfaial robberies of all kinds 
rectangular file structure 
900 cases 
231 variables 
aO-unit-long record 
4 records per case 

Reports and Publications 
Zimring, F.E., and Zuehl, J. (1986). 

Victim injury and death in urban rob­
bery: A Chicago study. The Journal 
of Legal Studies, XV(1): 1-40. 
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Forthcoming ... 

The following studies, not currently listed in this catalog, will become available 
from the Data Resources Program within the next year. 

Optimization of Legal Supervision 
of Narcotic Offenders in Southern 
california, 1978-1981 

M. Douglas Anglin and 
Elizabeth P. Deschenes 
86-JJ-CX-0069 
(JCPSR 9974) 

Criminal HistorUes and Criminal 
Justice Processing of Drug Use 
Forecasting (DUF) Sample 
Members in Washington, DC. 
1989-1990 

Jay Carver, Eric Wish, Douglas A. Smith, 
and Christina Polsenberg 
90-JJ-CX-0045 
(ICPSR 6122) 

Prejudice and Violence in the 
Workplace: Survey of an Eastern 
Corporation, 1991 

Howard J. Ehrlich and 
Barbara E.K. Larcom 
90-JJ-CX-0056 
(lCPSR 6135) 

Measuring Crime Rates of 
Prisoners in Colorado, 1988-1989 

Kim English and Mary Mande 
87-JJ-CX-0048 
(ICPSR 9989) 

Gangs In Correctional Facilities: A 
National Assessment, 1992 

James A. Gondles, Jr., John J. Green, 
Gwyn S. Ingley, Dennis G. Baugh, 
and Robert B. Levinson 
91·JJ-CX-0026 
(lCPSR 6147) 

Maricopa County Demand 
Reduction Program: An 
Evaluation 

John R. Hepburn, C. Wayne Johnson, 
and Scott Rogers 
89-DD-CX-0055 
(ICPSR 9977) 

Improving the Investigation of 
Homicide and the Apprehension 
Rate of Murderers In Washington 
State, 1981-1986 

Robert D. Keppel and Joseph G. Weis 
87-JJ-CX-0026 
(JCPSR 6134) 

case Flow Management and Delay 
Reduction In 18 Urban Trial 
Courts In the United States, 
1979-1985 

Barry Mahoney 
84-/J-CX-0077 
(ICPSR 9918) 



A longitudinal Study of Violent 
Criminal Behavior 

Edwin I. Megargee and Joyce L Carbonell 
88-IJ-CX-0006 
(ICPSR 6103) 

An Evaluation of the New Yom 
City Police cadet Corps, 
1986-1989 

Antony Pate 
86-IJ-CX-0025 
(ICPSR 9980) 

Metro-Dade Spouse Abuse 
Replication Project 

Antony Pate, Edwin E. Hamilton, 
and Sampson E. Annan 
87-IJ-CX-K0003) 
(ICPSR 6008) 

Classification of Rapists: 
Implementation and Validation, 
1988-1989 

Robert Prentky 
88-/J-CX-0021 
(ICPSR 9976) 

Developmental Factors 
Associated With Sexual 
Dangenousne&s,1985-1987 

Robert Prentky 
85-IJ-CX-0072 
(ICPSR 9975) 

Milwaukee Domestic Violence 
Experiment, 1987-1989 

Lawrence W. ~n, Janne/I D. Sctmicl, 
Dennis P. Rogan, Patrick R. Gartin, 
Dean J. Collins, Anthony Bacich, 
and Ellen G. Cohn 
86·IJ-CX-K043 
(ICPSR 9966) 

Modern Policing and the Control 
of Illegal Drugs: Testing New 
Strategies In Two American Cities, 
Oakland and Binningham 

Craig Uchida, Brian Forst, 
and Sampson Annan 
87-IJ-CX-0015 and 87-/J-CX-0058 
(ICPSR 9962) 

Criminal Careers, Criminal 
Violence, and Substance Abuse in 
california, 1964-1985 

ErnstWenk 
90-IJ-CX-0061 
(ICPSR 9964) 
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