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INTRODUCTION

The U.S. Supreme Court's decision in Furman v. Georgia required
states that permitted capital punishment to institute procedures that
would protect against the "wanton"” and "freakish" imposition of the death
penalty and would provide a "meaningful basis for distinguishing the few
cases in which it is imposed from the many cases in which it is not.” As
one way of meeting this requirement for a comparative "proportionality
review,"” intended t¢ assure that a death sentence is proportional to
similar cases in light of the nature of the offense and the
characteristics of the offender. At least four other states conduct some

form of proportionality review in at least some cases without an express
statutory mandate.

In 1982, the National Institute of Justice awarded a grant to the
National Center for State Courts to develop techniques and procedures
that would help states conduct such reviews in a manner that is thorough
fair, comprehensible, and technically defensible., Many of the issues
involved in developing an effective comparative proportionality review
process are common everywhere, The project collected the available
information on the proportionality procedures that have been established
around the country and the lessons that have been learned. It also
relied on the expertise of an advisory task force including experienced
attorneys who regularly handle capital cases, in addition to court
personnel and technical consultants. A prototype system was developed
that includes a questionnaire and narrative summary outline, manual and
automated procedures for selecting similar cases using fact-specific
criteria, and recommendations regarding access to the system. The
prototype system is intended as a starting point. Changes will be

necessary to tailor the forms and procedures to the laws, needs and
concerns of an individual state,

This manual provides an explanaticn of the basis for comparative
proportionality review and a detailed description of the prototype
developed by the project. It includes an overview of proportionality
review and the results and recommendations of the project [Tab A]; a copy
of the prototype questionnaire and narrative summary outline [Tab B]; a
step by step description of how to set up and use the manual and
automated similar case selection systems [Tabs C.a and C.b]; examples of
the screens and reports produced by the automated systems [Tabs D and El;
and descriptions of the hardware requirements and program organization,

as well as the actual programs for the automated system [Tabs F, G, H and
Ij.

Additional information about the prototype documents and procedures
and technical assistance in implementing a proportionality review system

based upon the prototype is available from the National Center for State
Courts.

vii
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COMPARATIVE PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW
IN DEATH SENTENCE CASES

PROJECT ISSUE PAPER

SECTION A
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COMPARATIVE PRQPORTIONALITY REVIEW IN DEATH SENTENCE CASES

What Is Comparative Proportionality Review?

The "precept of justice that punishment for crime should be graduated
and proportioned to the offense," has been recognized explicitly by the
U.S. Supreme Court since the early years of this century.] As

originally applied, this precept focused on the relationship between the

punishment and the crime. For example, in Coker v. Georgia the Court

examined whether the death penalty is disproportionate to the crime of

rape of an adu]t.2 The test applied is whether the severity of the

sanction serves one of the social purposes of capital punishment.

Unless the death penalty when applied to those in . . . [the
defendant's] position measurably contributes to one or both of these
goals [retribution or deterrence of capital crimes by prospective
offenders| it "is nothing more than the purposeless and needless
imposition of suffering,® and hence an unconstitutional punishment.3

A determination of proportionality in this sense is an informed value or moral
Jjudgment, based on historical development of the death penalty, legislative
policy, world opinion, and state and national sentencing practices.4

Although the relative number of persons sentenced to death in a state for

comparable types of offenses is an important factor, it is only one of several

to be considered.

In reviewing the death penalty statutes enacted after Furman, the Court

has identified a second type of proportionality review. This second form

is a comparison by a state supreme court of the case under review to similar
cases arising within its jurisdiction to determine whether the distinctions

made between those who are given a life sentence and those who are given a

death sentence are rational and consistent with state practice--i.e., whether
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there is a "meaningful basis for distinguishing the few cases in which it [the
death penalty] is imposed from the many cases in which it is not."5 The
comparison is between the case under review and those involving similar
offenses and offenders in the state rather than between the severity of the
penalty and the grav%ty of the offense. A de novo review of the aggﬁavating
and mitigating factors present in the case under review is not required in
order to conduct such a comparative review.6 Although judicial

value-sifting is still necessary in setting the line between what is

propoi vional and what is excessive, the analysis depends on the identification
of a group of simi]ar-cases. The purpose of the review is "to prevent caprice
in the decision to inflict the pena]ty,"7 and to assure fairness. It is

this comparative type of proportionality review that is the focus of this
article and the other materials developed by the project.

In Pulley v.‘Harris; the Supreme Court concluded that states were not

<l
constitutionally required to conduct comparative proporticnality reviews in e
every case if their procedures provide sufficient protection against

8 Such reviews were deemed, however, to be “an

arbitrariness in other ways.
additional safeguard against arbitrarily imposed death sentences."9 Thus,
each state is permitted to tailor its system to its own situation, and, as
noted previously, the overwhelming majority of the 37 states authorizing
capital punishment have adopted this "additional safeguard." The task of the

Propcrtionality Review Project was to assist in the tailoring process.

How Has Comparative Excessiveness Been Determined?

State supreme courts have taken a number of different approaches in

conducting comparative proportionality reviews. A recent article by Baldus,

10

Pulaski, and Woodworth identified three such routes. The first is to rely

L

on “"generalized notions of reasonableness," based on the court's “own values, =

1 Under this

experience, and general familiarity with prior cases.”
approach, the criteria for determining proportionality and the sentences in
other cases are usually not specified.

The second is the "precedent-seeking approach." Using this approach,
the court: (a) identifies the relevant aggravating and mitigating factors;
(b) makes a judgment regarding the proportionality or excessiveness of the
sentence based upon those factors; and (c) identifies one or more comparable
cases that support its decision.12

The third is the "frequency approach.” This method involves: (a)
specifying which features of the review case should be used to find comparable
cases; (b) identifying the other cases that share the selected
characteristics; (c) determining the percentage of defendants in the similar
cases who were sentenced to die; and (d) deciding whether death sentences were
imposed with sufficient frequency within this "class of similar cases [so] as
to . . . serve as an effective deterrent . . . or to constitute a justifiable
form of retribution in light of contemporary community standards."]3

Although under both the precedent-seeking and frequency approaches a
court evaluates a death sentence on the basis of the sentences in comparable
cases, Baldus et al. point out that:

A "precedent-seeking" court will be satisfied upon finding one or two

prior cases, the circumstances of which make them suitable benchmarks

for the death sentence on appeal. By contrast, the "freguency"
approach requires a survey of the sentencing results in all prior cases
deemed to be similar to the case on appeal because it is the frequency
with which 1ife sentences result in that entire class of cases that
determines whether the death sentence on appeal is excessive or
evenhanded. For this reason, while a "precedent-seeking" approach may
be a useful tool for deciding whether a given death sentence is

disproportionate in the . . . | Weems-Coker-Enmund] sense, only . . .

the "frequency approach" can adequately address the question of
comparative excessiveness.




On What Basis Should Similarity Be Defined?

State statutes generally require that in determining whether a sentence
is excessive, a court must consider "similar cases, considering both the crime

and the defendant."]5

This leaves open how cases should be compared and
similarity determined. One way is to compare cases using specific findings
and facts from the review case--e.g., the offense was committed during the
course of an armed robbery; there were two victims, one of whom was a police
officer; the victims were armed and had their weapons drawn; the offender was
age 20 at the time of the offense; and the offender had no prior record of
convictions for violent crimes. A second way is to compare cases on the basis
of the net leve] of aggravation.

For example, Baldus et al. cite a Georgia decision in which the Georgia
Supreme Court, in support of its finding of proportionality, Tisted fourteen
“similar" death cases. Eight of those cases "were factually quite different.
However, after weighing the aggravating factors . . . , especially the level
of pain inflicted, against the mitigating factors, one could reasonably
conclude that, despite their factual dissimilarity, they are roughly
comparable . . . in terms of overall cu]pabﬂity."]6

The fact-specific method is the simplest and most direct manner of
identifying similar cases. In practice, however, even in jurisdictions with
large numbers of death-eligible cases, matching cases on a strictly factual
basis rarely produces a sufficient number of similar cases to allow a
meaningful review. Thus, it is necessary in many instances for courts to draw
analogies among factually related but not identical cases. As discussed more
extensively later, it may be sppropriate for courts to identify similar cases

on the basis of both factual similarity and the net level of aggravation or

some other comparison method using reliable and understandable measures.

A-4
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What Féctors Should Be Used to Compare Cases?

Regardless of what methoa is used to define similarity, the first task
is to develop a set of criteria with which to compare cases. The nature of
the problems involved in developing such criteria is illustrated by examining
the two extremes--"pure intuition" versus "strict empiricism."

In the intuitive approach, a court applies criteria that seem obviously
important. In the case of a murder of a convenience store clerk, for example,
it is intuitively obvious that other cases ought to be examined in which the
homicide occurred in the course of a commercial robbery. However, even though
intuition may lead to reasonable judgments in many cases, it is inadequate as
the basis of a proportionality system, on four grounds. First, it is
difficult to maintain consistency. Intuitive judgments change over time and
across judges. Second, the intuitively obvious reasons are often not
sufficient. For example, although the statutory aggravating and mitigating
circumstances found by the sentencing judge or jury are instinctive bases for
matching cases, comparisons relying solely on the statutory circumstances do
not satisfactorily differentiate cases in which a death sentence was imposed
from 1ife sentence cases. A significant number of cases in which at least one

17 Most

aggravating factor has been found do not result in a death sentence.
statutes omit influential factors such as the number of v1'ct:*ims.]8 Third,

impressions may be wrong. In Moore v. Balkcom, the trial judge hypothesized

that juries would almost uniformly impose a death sentence for murders
committed during the course of a residential burglary. But, after a review of
state homicide cases, the U.S. District Court was unable "to locate a single
'residential murder' involving substantial mitigating and no [additionall]
aggravating factors . . . where the defendant received the death

19

sentence." Fourth, even if the process is valid, it is very difficult to



explain what has been done and to demonstrate that the method was systematic,
fair, and consistent.

A strictly empirical approach has jts own problems. It examines the
decisions of sentencing judges and juries, and to some extent prosecutors, and
attempts to discern the factors that influenced those sentencing

decisions.20

For example, is drug use prior to a murder important to a
sentencing jury and, if so, does it act as an aggravating or a mitigating
consideration; or, to what extent does the relationship between the offender
and the victim influence the sentencer in a capital case. While these
patterns and indices may accurately describe practice and may be internally
consistent, they do not necessarily result in comparison criteria based on
defensible principles. As an illustration, if all persons with red hair who
were convictéd of murder received the death penalty, one would have a
consistent but a patently unfair system.Z]

Thus, a set of criteria should be developed through a combination of
intditive and empirical approaches with each approach used to check and inform
the other. The critaria should incorporate readily identifiable legal
principles, and reflect the goals of capital punishment and the aggravating
and mitigating circumstances set forth in the state's death penalty statute.
They must also be based on the concerns, values, and experience of the state
supreme court. FoF example, if a primary concern is thai the death penalty be
applied evenhandedly and not in a discriminatory manner, the comparison points
should include the race, sex, age, and other socioeconomic factors concerning
the defendant and the victim. Finally, the criteria shqu]d be as objective

and unambiguous as possible and should be discussed in the published opinions

of the state supreme court.

<A
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What Cases Qught to Be Considered in Conducting Proportionality Reviews?

There are several considerations that must be weighed in determining
the pool of cases from which comparison cases will be drawn in the course of
conducting proportionality reviews. The most important is whether to include
death-eligible cases in which a life sentence was imposed, or only those cases
in which the defendant was actLa]]y sentenced to death. Twenty-two states
have defined by statute, decision, or judicial practice the "universe" of
cases to be considered. Fourteen of these states include at least those
first-degree murder convictions in‘which the death sentence was at issue,

whether or not the sentence was imposed.22 The eight remaining states limit

the pool of potentially similar cases to those in which the death penalty was

'imposed.23

Comparing a case under review solely to other cases in which a death
sentence has been imposed makes the size of the pool more manageable.
However, it fails to address the question framed by Justice White in
Furman--how can the few cases in which a death sentence is imposed be
"meaningfully distinguished" from the many apparently similar cases that

24

resulted in a life sentence. Although the case under review may be

similar to another death case, it may also be similar to thirty life cases.
Without examining the life cases, it is impossible to deye]op the rational
distinctions required. A similar problem may be encountered if the pool
includes only those cases that have been appealed, since many defendants
convicted of capital murder who receive a life sentence do not appea].z5

On the other hand, trying to include all cases in which}a capital
charge could have been brought creates other problems. Judgments about which

homicide defendants were death eligible are often highly subjective, and

frequently there is 1ittle information about the offense and the offender on
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which to base the decision. Apart from the question of whether it is

desirable to include all such cases, in many states it may be impractical.
The consensus that the project task force reached is that the pool of

cases for a proportionality review system should contain, as a minimum, all

cases jn which the indictment included a death-eligible charge, and a homicide

conviction was obtained. In most jurisdictions, this guideline will mean all

cases in which the defendant was charged with first-degree murder and
26

convicted of first- or second-degree murder or manslaughter. It is to
include convictions resulting from a plea of guilty as well as those following
a trial, and life sentences resulting from the absence of any aggravating
circumstances as well as those stemming from a jury's apparent determination
to exercise mercy after finding a defendant legally eligible for capital
punishment. In order to provide the information on this group of cases that
will be required by an appellate court to conduct proportionality reviews, the
project has developed a prototype questionnaire to be completed or certified

by the trial judge and reviewed by counsel for the state and the defendant.

A second guideline agreed upon by the task force is that cases in which

the conviction or sentence is reversed should be dropped from the pool,

regardiess of the grounds for reversal. Although it can be argued that when

the sentencing procedure itself is not directly tainted,’the sentence reflects
an expression of a community's attitude regarding the crime and the offender
and should, therefore, remain in the pool, it is difficult to discern what
effect an error during the trial may have had on the sentencing decision.
Therefore, the safer and wiser course is to remove a case from the pool of
potentially similar cases if either the conviction or the sentence is

overturned on appeal or pursuant to a habeas corpus petition or other

collateral attack, and to enter the sentence imposed if the defendant is

reconvicted for homicide.
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Other questions regarding the pool of cases, such as how far back in
time the co]]éction of case information should go, are ones that can only be
decided on the basis of individual state codes and recordkeeping practices.

In those states that have not begun to collect the information needed to
conduct proportionality revieﬁs, it may be necessary to set a date, subsequent
to the passage of their post-Furman death penalty statute, that is based on
the availability and quality of the information. Sentences imposed prior to
that date would not be included in the pool for proportionality review.
Although it would be ideal to include in the pool all of a state's post-Furman
cases, the distortion created by inaccurate and spotty information is Tikely
to be greater than that which may result from Timiting the pool to more recent
sentencing decisions. This is particularly true from the defendant's
perspective, since there is less likely to be complete information available
regarding cases in which 1ife sentences were imposed than there is for more
fully litigated death cases.

Some states may wish to adopt a pool of cases broader than that defined
above where there is concern that particular types of murder cases or those
involving a defendant or victim of a particular race are treated differently

from their inception.27

In such instances, it may be necessary to work out
the agreements necessary to gather information directly from police records
for all homicides reported or to delete from the pool certain classes of cases
which are likely to be tainted. When there is concern about the exercise of

prosecutorial discretion28

or where the distinction between capital and
noncapital murder is not clearcut, a pool of cases including all murder
indictments may be desirable. The task force guideline is recommended as the
minimum necessary for effective proportionality review and is not intended to

serve as a limit when a wider perspective is warranted.



How Can Comparative Excessiveness Be Determined?

After defining the pool of cases, determining how to select similar
cases, and ascertaining the percentage of death sentences among cases similar
to the one under review, a court must still decide where the line lies between
excessiveness and proportionality. From the initial work that has been done
in analyzing sentencing decisions in capital cases, it appears that appellate
courts may be faced with three classes of cases. The first is a small group
of "extreme" cases having certain characteristics in which the death penalty
is imposed as high as four out of every five times it is at issue.29 The
second is a large class of cases that are death eligible but in which judges
or juries almost never impose a death sentence (perhaps no more than once in
every forty or fifty cases). The decision regarding proportionality or
excessiveness of a death sentence falling into either of these classes of
cases is relatively simple, if the comparison cases are indeed similar to the
one under review. In the third class of cases, death sentences are imposed in
between one of every four or two of every five instances--not enough to be
"regular" but too frequent to be considered aberrant without a closer
examination.

One key element in determining whether a particular sentence is
proportional or excessive is the purpose that the state's capital punishment
statute is intended to achieve. As noted above, the U.S. Supreme Court has
offered at least two different views of the purpose of the death penalty. The
opinions of former Justice Stewart suggest that capital punishment is meant as

retribution.30 31

Those written by Justice White emphasize deterrence.
The view that is adopted has major implications for determining comparative
proportiocnality. If deterrence js the primary function, then the penalty must

be imposed sufficiently often, at least for certain classes of murders, for

A-10
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there to be some deterrent effect. If it is primarily for retributive
purpcses, regularity of imposition becomes far less important, and the line
between proportionality and excessiveness may be set so as to exclude all but
the extreme cases. However, because the overall rate of imposition of the
penalty may be less, greater attention must be paid to guarding against the
aberrant case.

The statutory aggravating and mitigating features may be used to
determine which purpose the death penalty is supposed to serve, and thereby
define the frequency of imposition required. For instance, the common
statutory factor making the killing of a police officer a capital offense
appears to be based on a deterrence principle. The statutory factor
permitting a death sentence for homicides that are particularly heinous,
cruel, or vile appears to be based on retribution. Although this is not a
complete answer to the question, it is a beginning for the crucial

jurisprudence that will have to be developed.

How Is a State with a New Death Penalty Statute to Decide the Proportionality

of the First Case?

Again, a number of alternatives are available. If the new statute uses
definitions that are close to those of the provision it has replaced and there
has not been a lengthy gap between the date on which the former statute ceased
to apply and the effective date of the new provjsion, then cases decided under
the old statute may still refiect community attitudes and sentencing

patterns. In Gregg v. Georgia, the plurality opinion noted that the use of

pre-Furman cases for comparative purposes "was necessary at the inception of

the new procedure . . . [and] is not unconstitutiona].“32
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A second option would be to use the capital sentencing decisions of
states with analogous statutes, procedures, and demographic characteristics as
the initial pool of comparison cases. Given the subtle differences in
procedures and attitudes among states, however, agreeing on a comparable
Jjurisdiction may be difficult, and assembling the requisite information from
several states in order to balance out differences may prove impractical.

The third and simplest option is to wait until there have been a number
of sentences imposed under the new statute before conducting a proportionality
review. In most states this will not delay an appellate decision in a death
sentence case, since by the time the proportionality review issue is reached
for the first time, there will already be several convictions on
death-eligible charges for which a Tife sentence was imposed. Consequently,
the appellate court will be able to compare the facts and circumstances of the
case resulting in the death sentence against the Tife sentence cases to
determine whether it can be meaningfully distinguished.

What Is the Prototype System?

The project has developed a prototype system for assisting appellate
courts in conducting comparative proportionality reviews. This system is
intended as a starting point. Changes will be necessary to tailor the forms
and procedures to the laws, needs, and concerns of an individual state. The
prototype system includes the following elements: a questionnaire and
narrative summary outline [see Tab B]; procedures for selecting similar cases
using fact-specific criteria [see Tab C]; and recommendations regarding access
to the system.

Every effort has been taken to make these prototypes and examples easy
and efficient to use, inexpensive to iﬁﬁlement, and as comprehensible to
persons both in and outside the justice system as possible. It must be

emphasized that the prototypes and examples do not relieve a state supreme
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court of_ the responsibility for and difficult task of determining whether a
particular death sentence is proportional or excessive. They can, however,
provide the information required to lessen the risk that a death sentence has
been imposed arbitrarily, as well as an overview of capital sentencing within
the state. Furthermore, they offer an approach to rationally, clearly, and
consistently distinguishing those few cases in which a death sentence is

33

imposed from the many death-eligible cases that end in a life sentence.

Questionnaire and Summary Outline: Conducting comparative

proportionality reviews requires specific information about each case in the
pool of cases defined by the court. When this pool involves a small number of
cases, brief narrative summaries of the facts of the cases may be sufficient.
As the number of cases in the pool increases, some more systematic means for
recording case and sentencing information is needed. Thus, the first element
of the prototype system is a questionnaire and narrative summary outline [see
Tab B]. These data collection forms are based on an examination of the
questionnaires being used in 12 states, an analysis of 37 state death penalty
statutes, plus detailed analyses of one state's death sentence decisions. The
questionnaire and summary outline of the case cover both the important aspects
of the case and information concerning the defendant and the victim.
Specifically, there are sections addressing the circumstances surrounding the
homicide; the defendant's role in the planning and perpetration of the
killing; the statutory aggravating and mitigating circumstances; the strength
of the evidence presented; the defendant's race, age, sex, employment status,
and prior record; similar background information on the victim; and the
relationship, if any, between the defendant and the victim. Finally, there is

an outline provided to prepare a brief narrative summary of the case.
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should be completed by the judge.

Care has been taken to limit the information sought in the prototype to
the minimum that appears necessary for conducting an effective proportionality
review, although questions can easily be added by states wishing to gather
more data. The questions have been phrased so as to draw clear distinctions
between objective and subjective responses, and the form is designed to
Facilitate transferring the responses to the formats used by the prototype
manual and automated case-selection systems.

The questionnaire is to be completed by the trial court. The questions
calling for background information like that commonly found in presentence
reports can be answered by probation staff. Those questions concerning the
evidence presented and the findings in court as well as the narrative summary
34 The data collection forms are to be
certified by the trial court judge after the prosecutor and defense counsel
have had an opportunity to review the information, suggest corrections and
attach comments. Following review and certification, the forms are to be
forwarded to the state supreme court. As indicated above, it is recommended
that a questionnaire and summary be completed in every case in which the
indictment includes a charge for which a death sentence could be imposed and
which resulted in a homicide conviction.

Similar Case-Selection System: The second set of prototypes consists

of an automated and a manual system for storing and sorting the information
contained in the gquestionnaire. The automated system is designed for a
microcomputer but can be adapted for use on larger equipment [see Tab C.b].
The manual system uses punch cards that permit rapid sorting [see Tab C.a].
Whether the manual or automated system is more appropriate depends on the size

of the state's pool of cases.35
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A specialized system for the information is needed because the
traditional methods of storing and locating legal information may not be
sufficient for proportionality review purposes in most jurisdictions. Relying
on the memory of appellate judges or on sorting narrative case summaries to
identify similar cases would be sufficient if there were only a limited number
of cases and if all the cases were appealed. But the pool of potentially
comparable cases will grow constantly and, as noted above, defendants who
receive a life sentence in a death-eligible case may not always file an
appeal. Depending solely on appellate counsel to point out similar cases is
also insufficient, particularly in those states in which the appellate duties
are handled by local prosecutors and defense attorneys. Most local prosecutor
and public defender offices and private defense attorneys are not able to
monitor and collect information on capital murder cases statewide. Where the
state attorney general handles capital appeals and a statewide public defender
system exists, each office would be able to collect the information in which
it is interested, but this information may not reflect the court's concerns
and there would only be limited means for checking iis accuracy and
completeness. Moreover, the statutory responsibility for conducting
proportionality review is placed directly on the courts, without regard to
whether the issue is addressed by counse].36 Furthermore, there is no
indexing or key number system available in the various case reporters that can
be used. Although a national indexing system is possible for reported cases,
it would not include detailed tria] court information, and, in all likelihood,
would not account for differences in state statutes and procedures.

The prototype case selection system developed by the project permits
members of the court or its staff to select fact-specific features of the case

under review which appear to them to be the most significant or which have
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been suggested by counsel in their appellate briefs. Using either a manual or
automated system, they can quickly sort through the pool of cases and identify
those that match. The process can be repeated using additional or different
features until a group or groups of similar cases has been identified.

The system can be understood most easily by a specific illustration.
Take, for example, a case involving an armed robbery in which two persons
including a police officer were killed. The killer was an intoxicated
twenty-year-old male with no prior record of convictions for violent crime.
The sentencing jury found that the statutory aggravating factors that the
murders occurred during the course of a felony and that one of the victims was
a police officer outweighed the statutory mitigating factor of the defendant's
youth. A user of the system could select up to six of these fact-specific
features (three aggravating and three mitigating) and sort through the prior
cases to identify those sharing one or more of these features. The automated
aggravator-mitigator search program provides users with a 1ist of the cases
that fit the criteria, the number of death and 1life sentences and the
percentage of death cases imposed in those cases, and how many of the selected
cases shared the other features of the case under review. The process can be
repeated using other combinations of factors until an appropriate group of
presumptively similar cases has been 1dentified.37

Once a set or sets of cases have been selected using the protntype
system and the techniques described in the next section, it is essential that
the user of the system examine the narrative summaries and, if necessary, the
case records of the selected cases to determine whether the case under review
is distinguishable in a meaningful way from those similar cases that resulted
in a sentence of 1ife imprisonment. The numbers generated by the computer or

on any of the suggested tables are not a sufficient basis for decision. Of
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necessity, they can be based on only a few fact-specific factors. These
figures simply define in a quick and thorough manner the range of cases to
which the traditional techniques of legal analysis and judgment must be
applied, and provide a context for understanding the effect of death
sentencing practices. Despite the nontraditional research techniques involved
in conducting comparative proportionality reviews, the question presented in
such reviews remains a legal, not a statistical, problem.

Additional Analysis Methods: As previously discussed, there may often

be only a handfui of cases that match the review case on more than three
fact-specific features. Thus additional means of classifying and comparing
cases have been used, at least implicitly, to clarify and validate
determinations based on factually matched cases. A number of such techniques
have been developed by consultants working with the project. These techniques
are presented as examples of the types of analyses beyond fact-specific
matching which courts may wish to undertake. Although these techniques are
largely extensioné of the analytic processes already used by many courts,
three caveats must be kept in mind. First, because these methods treat as
similar, cases that may be factually quite different, close examination of
case summaries and records will be required in determining comparative
proportionality. Second, because the techniques are empirically based--i.e.,
drawn from the practices of prosecutors, trial judges, and juries in
exercising the discretion vested in them in death-eligible cases--the results
reached through any of the described methods must be reviewed in light of the
legal principles governing sentencing practices. Third, because the factors
and rankings identified in the examples are based on data from a single state,
they cannot be applied in other jurisdictions without testing them against the

implementing state's law and experience.
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(a) Empirical Analysis. This analytic technique is based on the

reading of summaries of several hundred death-eligible cases in order to
ascertain how the cases resulting in a death sentence differed from the cases
that did not. This examination suggested that the differences among the cases
lay along three dimensions: the certainty that the defendant killed
deliberately; the status of the victim, including the relationship between the
victim and defendant; and the heinousness of the killing, including the degree
to which an element of self-defense was involved. A point scale was developed
and criteria prepared and tested for classifying cases.38 A court using
this technique would classify the case under review on each dimension. Cases
having the same pattern of scores on the three scales as the case under review
can then be used as a set of presumptively similar cases.

(b) Level of Aggravation Method. This method ranks cases sharing a

particular aggravating or mitigatine factor (e.g., a contemporaneous armed
robbery) into three categories (most aggravated, typical, and least
aggravated) according to sets of selection criteria. These criteria can be
based on an examination of case outcomes, on a priori considerations relating
to deterrence and retribution, or on both. A second set of narrower criteria
can then be used to rank cases within each category by the level of
aggravation. A court using this method would categorize and rank the case
under review and compare it to those cases at the same level of aggravation or
at adjoining levels within the appropriate category.

(c) Main-Determinants Method. Under this approach, factors that appear

to be influential in determining a sentence are identified. Statistical
techniques such as multivariate analysis are helpful in performing this task
but are not essentiai. The five or six factors that are most influential and

are considered to be legitimate and non-arbitrary bases for imposing sentences
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are then selected. A study in one state identified the following six "main
determinants:"
0  the number of people killed by the defendant
0 whether the case involved a serious contemporaneous offense
0 whether the case involved one or more of several aggravating
factors (e.g., tortdre, insurance motive, execution-style
killing)
0  whether the defendant had a felony conviction for prior violent
personal crimes
0 whether the case involved one or more of several mitigating
circumstances (e.g., defendant showed remorse, defendant was
drunk, victim provoked defendant)
0 whether the case involved one or more of several statistically
Tess influential aggravating circumstances (e.g., the killing
was racially motivated, victim was a hosi:age or was drowned,
defendant resisted arrest)
A table is then constructed showing the percentage of cases with each of the
possible combinations of these characteristics that resulted in a death

sentence. A review case can then be classified and compared to the cases with

the comparable set of characteristics.39

d) The Index Method. In jurisdictions in which there is an

insufficient number of cases in any single factual category to conduct a Level
of Aggravation Analysis, individual cases can be assessed by assigning weights
to aggravating and mitigating circumstances and balancing them against each
other. This method can be applied informally, such as in the example of a
culpability analysis presented earlier, or formally by selecting 'a set of case

features, determining the relative importance of each of these factors through
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collegial deliberation or statistical analysis of actual cases, and assigning
a plus or minus number (weight) to each feature reflecting its relative
importance. The higher the total number, the more likely a case with that
factor will result in a death sentence. Individual cases can be ordered
according to the sum of the applicable factors, and can then be compared to
cases with similar scores in order to assess proportiona]ity.4o

The procedures described above can be valuable tools for providing
appellate courts with a clear picture of the death sentencing practices in
their states, and for validating and refining determinations of similarity
based upon fact-specific comparisons. As noted previously, some means of
categorizing cases is required because of the limited group of matching cases
that is obtained when similarity is defined in terms of strict factual
comparability. Furthermore, comparing the results obtained through the use of
more than one analytic technique can strengthen confidence in the conclusion
when the results produced under each approach match, and can signal the need
for closer scrutiny when they do not. Despite the seeming complexity of some
of these methods, they can all be applied by courts without the use of a
computer, particularly when less than 100 cases are in the pool. Even when a
computer is used, its sole function is simply to sort the cases quickly along
the dimensions specified by the court. The user must still examine summaries
of the selected cases or the case records themselves to determine the
proportionality of the sentence under review.

Access to the System

In implementing the prototypes and other procedures required for
conducting comparative proportionality review, care should be taken to inform
appellate counsel of the selection criteria and analytic methods available to

the court under the system it has adopted. Furthermore, means should be
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provided for counsel to use the system in preparing their briefs and arguments

on proportionality. The project task force concluded that the proportionality

review process will work most effectively and fairly when counsel for both

parties are able to conduct analyses using the same pool of cases,

information, and techniques available to the appellate court.

How to provide this access will depend, inter alia, on the size of the
state, the size of the pool of cases, and whether an automated or manual
sorting system is adopted. For example, where file card systems are used,
copies of the case cards could be distributed, together with lists of the
selection criteria and a set of general instructions on their proper use, to
specified courthouses around the state. Where an automated system is

implemented, the diskettes or tapes could be made avaiiable for use on local

courthouse microcomputers, or, where equipment is not compatible, a member of

the staff of the state supreme court or state administrative office of the
courts could 'be designated to conduct the computer analyses at the réquest of
counsel. Given the relatively low number of capital cases and the speed of

the analysis, this additional duty should not be a time-consuming burden.4]
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1. Weems v. United States, 217 U.S. 349, 367 (1910); see also, 0'Neal v.

Vermont, 144 U.S. 323, 339-40 (1892) (Field, J. dissenting).

2. 433 U.S. 584 (1977); see also, Enmund v. Florida, 458 U.S. 782, 798
u.S. , 103 S. Ct. 3001, 3014 (1983).

(1982); Solem v. Helm,

3. Enmund v. Florida, 458 U.S. 782, 798 (1982); see Gregg v. Georgia, 428

U.s. 153, 183 (1976).

-~ e s 1 -

. Ct. 3001, 3014 (1983).

w

4, See Solem v. Helm, ¥.5. -, 103

5. Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238, 313 (1973) (White J. concurring);

Gregg v. Georgia, 428 U.S. 153 (1976).

6. A de novo review by the state supreme court may be required by other
provisions of a state's death penalty statute. See, e.g., Ala. Code tit. 13A,
§ 5-53(b) (Supp. 1981); Ohio Rev. Code Ann. § 2929.05 (Page 1982).

¢-d

7. However, "the isolated decision of a jury to afford mercy does not
render unconstitutional, death sentences imposed on defendants who were
sentenced under a system that does not create a substantial risk of

arbitrariness or caprice." [Gregg v. Georgia, 428 U.S. 153, 203 (1976).]

8. - _U.s. __, 104 5. Ct. 871 (1984) (No. 82-1095).
9. 1Id.; see also, Gregq v. Georgia, 428 U.S. 153, 204-7 (1976). Accord

Zant v. Stephens, u.S. __, 103 S. Ct. 2733, 2742 (1983).

10. Baldus, Pulaski, and Woodworth, "Comparative Review of Death
Sentences: An Empirical Study of the Georgia Experience," 74 Journal of

Criminal Law and Criminology 661 (1984).

11. Id., at 668.

12. 1Id.
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13. Id., at 669.
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14. 1d., at 669-70.

15. See, e.g., Md. Ann. Code art. 27, § 414(e)(4) (1982); Mo. Ann. Stat. §
565.014(3)(B) (West 1979); N.C. Gen. Stat. § 15A-2000(d)(2) (Cum. Supp. 1981);
Wash. Rev. Code Ann. § 10.95.130(2)(b) (West Cum. Supp. 1984-85).

16. Supra note 14, at 678; see also, State v. Mercer, 618 S.W.2d 1, 20-22

(1981) (Seiler, J. dissenting).

17. The 1mpiicit assumption in Gregq v. Georgia that death sentences would

be imposed in most death-eligible cases absent substantial mitigating factors
has not been borne out in practice. Thus, the statutory aggravating factors
defining death eligibility do not clearly distinguish death cases from those
receiving lesser sentences. Appellate courts are thus required to define
rational distinctions among death-eligible defendants with Tittle, if any,
statutory guidance.

18. The Supreme Court has concluded that nonstatutory factors may be
considered in determining which death-eligible defendants are sentenced to

die. See, Zant v. Stephens, U.S. __, 103 S. Ct. 2733 (1983); Barclay v.

Florida, __ U.S. __, 103 S. Ct. 2418 (1983).

19. 513 F. Supp. 772 (D. Ga. 1981).
20. It is appropriate for a court to consider the factors underlying a
death sentence decision inasmuch as such decisions must "be or appear to be

based on reason rather than capvice or emotion," Godfrey v. Georgia, 445 U.S.

420, 443 (1979).

21. A more typical situation was presented in Godfrey v. Georgia, 446 U.S.

420 (1980). In Godfrey, the U.S. Supreme Court suggested that even if a
factor such as the gruesomeness of the crime scene were determined to be an
important factor in explaining a jury's sentencing decision, it would be
"totally irrational"” to consider all murders resulting in a bloody crime scene

to be wanton and vile, and therefore punishable by death. Id. at 443, n. 16.
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1981); Kentucky: Gall v. Commonwealth, 607 S.W.2d 97 (Ky. 1980), cert.

Multiple victims, in contrast, would be an appropriate factor. Id. at n. 15.
denied, 450 U.S. 989 (1981); Mississippi: King v. State, 421 So.2d 1009

Lo

Indeed, as one member of the project task force has pointed out, "the entire \

concept of ‘passion and prejudice' in the American law governing juries ? ;‘ (Miss. 1982), cert. denied, U.S. __, 103 5. Ct. 1903 (1983); Oklahoma:

suggests a disjunction between factors that influence community response and Parks v. State, 651 P.2d 686 (Okla. Crim. App. 1982), cert. denied,

those that should have legal bearing." (Memorandum from Franklin E. Zimring, U.S. ___, 103 5. Ct. 800 (1983); South Carolina: State v. Copeland, 278

4/23/84). S.C. 572, 300 S.E.2d 63 (1982), cert. denied, U.S.___, 103 5. Ct. 3099
22. Delaware: State v. White, 395 A.2d 1082 (Del. 1978); Florida: State (1983).

v. Dixon, 283 So.2d 1 (Fla. 1971), cert. denied, 416 U.S. 943 (1974); 24. 408 U.S. 238, 313 (1973) (White, J. concurring).

Georgia: Horton v. State, 249 Ga. 871, 295 S.E.2d 281 (1982), cert. 25. However, in at least one state, the bias introduced by exciuding-

denied, U.S. 103 S. Ct. 837 (1983); Louisiana: State v. Sonnier, 379 nonappealed cases from the pool is not large. Baldus, Pulaski, and Woodworth,

So.2d 1336 (1974), cert. denied, U.S. ___ 103 S. Ct. 3071 (1983); supra note 10, at 725.

Maryland: State v. Tichnell, 297 Md. 1, 468 A.2d 1 (1983); Missouri: State 26. In states in which all convicted murderers may be death eligible under

v. McIlvoy, 629 S.W.2d 333 (Mo. 1982); Montana: State v. Coleman, 605‘;?;;— a broad definition of heinousness (e.g., Ga. Code Ann. § 2734.1(b)(7) (1975))

1000 (1979), cert. denied, 446 U.S. 970 (1980); Nebraska: State v. Moare, 210 o - the pool would include all persons charged with malice or felony murder. In

Neb. 457, 316 N.W.2d 33 (1982), cert. denied, 456 U.S. 984 (1982); Nevada: Il i states in which capital murder is Timited to certain types of murder (e.g.,

Deutscher v. 'State, 95 Nev. 699, 601 P.,2d 407 (1979); North Carolina: State La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 14:30 (West Cum. Supp. 1982)) the universe should be

v. Williams, 308 N.C. 47, 301 S.E.2d 335 (1983); Pennsylvania: Commonwealth . ~ limited accordingly.

v. Travaglia, 467 A.2d 288 (Pa. 1983); Tennessee Code Ann. § 39-2406(c) (Cum. - 27. See, e.g., Zimring, Eigen, and 0'Malley, "Punishing Homicide in

Supp. 1981); Virginia: 223 Va. 66, 286 S.E.2d 162 (1982), cert. denied, . Philadelphia: Perspectives on the Death Penalty," 43 University of Chicago

U.S. ___, 103 S. Ct. 181 (1982); Washington: Wash. Rev. Code Ann. § f4, Law Review 227 (1976); Bowers and Pierce, "Arbitrariness and Discrimination

10.95.130(2)(b) (Cum. Supp. 1983). ;  Under Post-Furman Capital Statutes," 26 Crime and Delinquency 563 (1980).

23. See Arizona: State v. Zaragoza, 135 Ariz. 312, 659 P.2d22 (1983j, ; 28. See, State v. Tichnell, 297 Md. 1, 468 A.2d 1 (1983) (Davidson, J.
cert. denied, u.s. , 103 S. Ct. 3097 (1983); Arkansas: Sumlin v. dissenting); Zeisel, "Race Bias in the Administration of the Death Penalty:
State, 273 Ark. 185, 617 S.K.2d 372 (1981); I1linois: People v. Free, 94 I11. | The Florida Experience,” 95 Harvard Law Review 456 (1981).
2d 378, 447 N.E.2d 218 (1983), cert. denied, U.S. ___, 104 S. Ct. 514 o 29. N.B. In states in which the death penalty is imposed less frequently
(1983); but see, People v. _Szabo 94 I11. 2d 327, 447 N.E.2d 193 (1983) than in the state on which these data are based (Georgia), the rate of
(co-defendant received 1life); Indiana: Judy v. State, 416 N.E.2d 95 (Ind. 5l %j  D imposition of death sentences even in the "extreme cases may be significantly

Tower.
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30. See, e.g., Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238, 309 (1972) (Stewart, d.

concurring).

31. See, e.g., id. at 312 (White, J. concurring); Gregg v. Georgia, 428

U.S. 158, 222 (1976) (White, J. concurring).
32. 428 U.S. 153, 205 n.56 (1976).

33. It should be noted that there was disagreement among members of the

project task force regarding the degree to which comparative proportionality

review will be able to correct the defects outlined in Furman v. Georgia, and

about the current administration of the death penalty around the country.

There was agreement, however, that if comparative proportionality review is to

proceed, it should be structured along the lines described below.

34, In cases in which a plea of guilty is entered, the judge would rely on
the factual basis presented by the prosecutor at the change of plea, in-court

admissions made by the defendant, and information presented at the sentencing

hearing.

35. A manual system for recording and sorting capital sentencing is

probably sufficient when the pool contains Tess than 100 cases. When the pool
of cases is larger, a computerized system. may be more effective and efficient.

36. See, e.g., Ga. Code Ann. § 27-2537(c)(3) (1983); Neb. Rev. Stat. Ann. §
29-2521.03 (1979); Pa. Cons. Stat. Ann. § 1311(h)(3)(iii) (Purdon Supp. 1980);

Wyo. Stat. § 6-2-103(d)(i1i) (1977).

37. A less structured general search program is available as well that
allows greater flexibility in arranging the features on which cases may be
compared.

38. A. Barnett, "First-Degree Murder and the Death Sentence in Georgia"
(Draft, 1984).

39. Baldus, Pulaski, and Woodworth, supra note 10, at 684-89.

40. Baldus, Pulaski, and Woodworth, supra note 10, at 690-92.
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41. Additionally, the narrative summaries of the cases in the pool of
comparison cases could be published periodically in a state's case reporter to

make at least this portion of the proportionality review data base.
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW QUESTIONNAIRE PROTOIYPE

SECTION B

G

State of

April, 1984

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW QUESTIONNAIRE PROTOTYPE

Case Number

Date of Sentence / /
Mo Day Yr

V.
(Last) (First) (M. I.)
in the
Court of County.

Report of dJudge

(First and Last Name)

Was this questionnaire submitted to defense counsel for review and

comment?

1
2
3
9

Yes, comments are attached
Yes, no comments submitted

Yes, counsel has not responded
No

Was this questionnaire sumbitted to the prosecuting attorney for

review and

WO W N =
]

comment?

Yes, comments are attached

Yes, no comments submitted

Yes, prosecutor has not responded
No

Was defendant being retried?

1 -
2 -

Yes, motion for new trial granted on (date)
Yes, prior appeal granted
Give cite:

Yes, post-conviction relief granted
Give cite:

No, first conviction
Unclear

Not stated
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f¥> SECTION I - PROCEDURAL SUMMARY OF THE CASE

1. Defendant
1:
2:
3:

2. Defendant

3. Defendant

: 9
@? : 10

was
1 -

w ™

was

was

convicted of:
Murder 1st
Murder 2nd
Other (specify)

sentenced to:

Death

Life imprisonment
years

Other (specify)

convicted by:

Jury trial

Bench trial

Guilty plea entered

Nolo contendere plea entered

4. Sentence was imposed by:

11:
12:

1 -
2 =

Jury
Judge

5. Is defendant indigent?

13:

1 -
2 -
9 -

Yes
No
Not stated

6. Defendant's representation was:

14:
15:
16:

Preceding page biank

1 -
2 =
3 -
g -

Assigned counsel
Public defender
Privately retained
Not stated
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SECTION II ~ OFFENSE DATA L ?
General |
. .. .
7. Where did homicide occur? .
17: 1 - Defendant's/co-perpetrator's residence or yard
18: 2 - Victim's residence or yard |
19: 3 - Victim's place of business (e.g., convenience store)
4 - Other places (specify)
9 - Not stated
8. Defendant's method of entry was:
20: 1 - Invited (public place)
21: 2 - Uninvited (open door, window)
22; 3 - Forced entry
4 - No entry
9 - Not stated ~
Degree of Planning
9. Did the evidence establish that the homicide was:
23: 1 - Planned for more %than Five minutes
24: 2 - Planned for less than five minutes ‘
25: 3 - Not planned
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated

B-4
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- Not planned

3

4 - No contemporaneous offense
8 - Unclear

9 Not stated

———————

Précipitating Events

11. Did the evidence establish that any of the following events
Precipitated the homicide? (Check al7 that apply,)

29: 1 -« Verbad altercation between defendant and victim
initiated by defendant

30: 2 - Verbal altercation between defendant and victim
initiated by victinm

31: 3 - Physical assault on defendant or another by victim
: 32: 4 - Physical assault on victipg Oor another by defendant
< ¢ 33: 5 - No evidence of precipitating event
“s 8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated
Victim's Capacity to Resist
12. Did the evidence establish that Prior to the murder the victim:
2 34: 1 - Resisted
35: 2 -~ Was made helpless to resist (e.g., bound, unconscious)
36: 3 - Was helpless to resist (e.gq., age, physical size
T or strength)
37: — 4 -~ Did not resist
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated
b
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13. Did the
his/hgr

38:

Defendant's

evidence establish that the victim was killed with
own weapon?

1 - Yes

2 - No
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated

Participation

14, Did the

offense the

39:
: 40:
: 41:
42:
43:
44:

1

W 00 o O P W N

evidence establish that in planning any contemporaneous

defentant was:

Instigator of the plan

Prime mover in carrying out the plan
Co-equal with others

Aware of a plan to commit

Not aware of a plan

There was no clear plan

No contemporaneous offense

Not stated

15. Did the evidence establish that in planning the murder the

defendant was:

Instigator of the plan

Prime mover in carrying out tie plan
Co-equal with others

Aware of a plan to commit

Not aware of a plan

There was no clear plan

Not stated

Did the evidence establish that in any contemporaneous offense

45: 1
46: _ 2
47: 3
48: 4
49: 5
50: 6

9

16.
the defendant

51: 1
52: 2
53: 3

8

9

was:
Present at the scene
Not present at the scene but nearby

Neither present nor nearby
No contemporaneous offense
Not stated
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17. Did the evidence establish that in the murder the defendant was:

54: 1 - Present at the scene
55: 2 - Not present at the scene but nearby
56: 3 - Neither present nor nearby

9 - Not stated

Co-perpetrator's Participation

18. Was there a co-perpetrator(s) in the homicide or contemporaneous

offense?
57: 7 1 - Yes
58: 2 - No

8 - Unclear
If there are no co-perpetrators, go to question 21.

19. Co-perpetrator(s) was convicted by: (If there is more than one
co-perpetrator, check a response for each one.)

Co-perp 1 Co-perp 2 Co-perp 3

> 59: 1 - Jury trial
= 60: 2 - Bench trial
61: 3 - Guilty plea entered
62: 8 - Not adjudicated
9 - Not stated

20. Co-perpetrator(s) was sentenced to: (If there is more than one
co-perpetrator, check a response for each one. If the response is
variable 3 or 4, enter the information in the appropriate column(s).

Co-perp 1 Co-perp 2 Co-perp 3

63: 1 - Death
64: - 2 - Life imprisonment
65: 3 - Term of years (specify)
66: o 4 - Other (specify)
67: 8 - No conviction
9 - Not stated

B-7



SECTION III - TRIAL DATA

T AR S

Aggravating Circumstances

21. Which of the following statutory aggravating circumstances were
instructed and which were found? (Check all that apply.)
Instructed Found
68: 77: 1 - Defendant was an escapee
69: _ 78: 2 - Created a great risk to many
70: 79: 3 - Murder was for monetary gain
71: 80: 4 ~ Murder was wantonly vile
72: 81: 5 = Murder of former or present
judicial or elected officiunl
73: 82: 6 - Murder was to gain escape from
custody for self or another
74: 83: 7 - Murder of police or corrections
officer, or fire fighter
75: 84: 8 - Contemporaneous major felony
76: 85: 9 - Hired or was hired to commit murder
10 - Other (specify)
99 - Not stated -
22. Check any additional statutory aggravating circumstances which in
your view as trial judge were established by the evidence but were
not submitted to or found by the jury. (Check all that apply.)
Established
86: 1 Defendant was an escapee
87: 2 Created a great risk to many
88: 3 Murder was for monetary gain
89: 4 Murder was wantonly vile
a0: 5 Murder of former or present judicial or elected
official
91: 6 Murder was to gain escape from custody for self
or another
92: 7 Murder of police or corrections officer, or fire
fighter
93: 8 Contemporaneous major felony
94: 9 Hired or was hired to commit murder
10 Other (specify) -
99 - Not applicable <

o
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23. If there were contemporaneous offenses use the 1ist below to check
those which, in your judgment, were established that the defendant
committed, those that were charged, and those that the defendant were
convicted of.

Committed Charged Convicted
95: :104: :113: 1 - Murder 1st
96: :105: 1114 2 - Murder 2nd
97: :106: :115: 3 - Manslaughter
98: :107: :116: 4 -~ Rape

: 99: :108: 2117 5 - Burglary

:100: :109: :118: 6 - Armed robbery

:101: :110: :119: 7 - Kidnapping

:102: :111: :120: 8 - Arson lst

:103: :112: $121: 9 - Aggravated assault

10 - Other (specify)
88 - No contemporaneous offense
99 - Not stated

Non-Statutory Aggravating Circumstances

Were there any non-statutory aggravating circumstances of the murder
(Check all that apply.)

24.
established?
1122: 1 -
:123: 2 -
:124: 3 -
:125: 4 -
1126 5 -
$127: 6 -
:128: 7 -
$129: 8 -
:130: 9 -
$131: 10 -
11 -
88 -
g9 -

Victim held hostage

Victim pleaded for life

Sexual perversion or abuse other than rape

Physical or mental torture

Mutilation of body (other than to conceal the crime)
Multiple gunshot or stab wounds

Execution style murder (e.g., single shot to head
of subdued person)

Bodily harm to person(s) other than victim

Murder to silence witness (to this crime or prior)
Murder to collect insurance

Other (specify)

No special aggravating circumstances
Not stated
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Mitigating Circumstances

25. Which of the following statutory mitigating circumstances were

instructed and which were found?

1132

:133:
:134:

:135:
:136:
1137
:138:

Instructed

Found

:139:

+140:
:141:

1142:
1143:
:144:
:145:

T

(Check all that apply.)

1 - Defendant committed murder while
mentally or emotionally disturbed

2 - No prior criminal record

3 - Victim participated in or consented to
the act

4 - Defendant was only an accomplice

5 - Defendant was coerced by another

6 - Defendant's age

7 - Defendant acted under duress or
domination of another

8 - Other (specify)

9 - Not stated

e

iti itigati i hich in youd,
. k any additional statutory mitigating circumstances w
2 S?gﬁ as {rial judge were established by the evidence but were not

:146:

$147:
:148:
$149:
:150:
:151:
:152:

Established

submitted to or found by the jury.

N o B W
]

[e o)
]

(Check all that apply.)

Defendant committed murder while mentally or
emotionally disturbed

No record of prior criminal convictions

Victim pa;ticipated in or consented to the act
Defendant was only an accomplice

Defendant was coerced by another

Defendant's age

Defendant acted under duress or domination of
another

Other (specify)

Not applicable

Non-Statutory Mitigating Circumstances

27.
established?
:1153: 1 -
1154: 2 -
:155: 3 -
:156: 4 -
$157: 5 -
:158: & -
:159:; 7 -
$160: 8 -
:161: 9 -
:162: 10 -
:163: 11 -
12 -
88 -
99 -

28. Did defendant cooperate with the
co-perpetrator(s)?

:164:

Strength of Evidence

Were there any non-statutory

1

2
3
9

mitigating circumstances of defendant
apply.)

an abused, neglected or abandoned child
history of mental/emotional illness

history of physical illness

history of alcohol/drug abuse

mental impairment or mentally retarded

Used alcohol/drugs immediately prior to the crime
Had moral justification for committing murder

gidtgot kill victim deliberately, although he/she caused
ea

Surrendered after the murder

Acted to aid victim after attack
Showed remorse

Other (specify)

No special mitigating circumstances
Not stated

(Check all that
Was
Has
Has
Has
Has

prosecution and/or testify against

Yes

No

No co-perpetrator(s)
Not stated

(If the defendant was convicted by a guilty plea or

plea of nolo contendere, go to question 33 on page 11.)

29.

evidence?

:165:

——————
———————rrrate

O O N

In the trial

was the prosecutor's case based solely on circumstantial

Yes

No

Unclear
Not stated



SECTION IV - VICTIM DATA

30. Did the evidence establish that the defendant was identified by at !
least one eyewitness as the person: - ;

P
b !
B £

$166: 1 - Committing the homicide ; }‘ 33. {Eetnumgﬁr of gersin killed and/or injured by the defendant were:
. . . s i : nter e number killed and/or injured on the lines bel )
1167: 2 - Being near the scene of the homicide before or after the i : defendant did not kill or physi 1L 1 elow. If
, : ysicall articipat i114
act ; o the victim, enter 0.) P P pate in the killing of
8 - Unclear ‘ :187: Number of persons killed by defendant
9 - Not stated ‘ :188: Number of person injured but not killed by defendant

8 - Number of persons killed by defendant unclear

31. Did the evidence establish that the primary witness who incriminated 9 - Not stated

the defendant was:

:168: 1 - Well-acquainted with the defendant (friend or relative) : 34. The numbe . Killed b :
. ' ; . er or persons Killed by the co-perpetrator(s) were: (Enter
$169: 2 - Co-perpetrator 3 the number killed on the line below. If co-perpetrator(s) did not
$170: 3 - A casual acquaintance - kill or physically participate in the killing, enter 0.)
1171 4 - Co-worker or work associate | v 189: ___ Number of persons kill by co-perpetrator(s)
1172 5 - A stranger eye-witness v . — . 1 - No co-perpetrator(s)
1173 6 - A police officer = — 8 - Number of persons killed by co-perpetrator(s) unclear

7 - Other (specify) , ; e 9 - Not stated

8 - Unclear ; B

9 - Not stated ‘ }‘ S ) 35. The number of persons killed jointly by defendant and co-perpetrator(s)

- s é%\ were: (Enter the number killed on the line below. If defendant or
i 3 3 ‘ co-perpetrator(s) were not together involved actively in the killing,
32. Did the evidence establish that the defendant: (Check all that apply.) ? = encer 0.)
:174: 1 - Admitted deliberate homicide, no defense asserted § - #190: ______ Number of persons killed by defendant and co-perpetrator(s)
:175: 2 - Admitted deliberate homicide with defense clearly asserted . —n 1 - No co-perpetrator(s)
:176: 3 - Admitted deliberate homicide with no clear defense assertec b ——_ 8 - Number of persons killed jointly by defendant and
. . . .. o _ co-perpetrator(s) unclear
177 4 - Admitted unintentional homicide L -
. .. . . .. : ——" 9 - Not stated

1178: 5 - Admitted participation in homicide :
:179: 6 - Admitted participation in contemporaneous offense | =
:180: 7 - Made other inculpatory statement(s) : :
:1181: 8 - Denied deliberate homicide N
:182: 9 - Denied unintentional homicide f’
:183: 10 - Denied participation in homicide ;
:184: 11 - Denied participation in contemporaneous offense :
:185: 12 - Made conflicting statements ;
:186: 13 - Made no statement ?

88 ~ Unclear
99 - Not stated

B-12 i B-13
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Personal Information on Victim(s) Killed by Defendant (If there were mor.,

than one victim, check a response 1n questions 36 through 40 for each
victim.)

36. Victim's sex:
Victim 1 Victim 2 Victim 3
$191: 1 - Male
1192: 2 - Female
9 - Not stated

37. Victim's ethnicity: (If the response is variable 6, enter the
information in the appropriate column(s).) z
Victim 1 Victim 2 Victim 3
$193: 1 - White
:194: 2 - Black
:195: 3 - Hispanic surname
:196: 4 - American Indian
1197 5 - Asian
6 - Other (specify) siie
9 - Not stated =
38. ¥jcti?'s age: (Enter actual or approximate age on appropriate age
ine.
Victim 1 Victim 2 Victim 3
:198: 1 - Victim is less than 18 years
:199: 2 - Victim is 18-20
:200: 3 - Victim is 21-25 years
:201: 4 - Victim is 26-35 years
:202: 5 ~ Victim is 36-59 years
:203: 6 - Victim is 60 years or over
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated
i;
B-14 |
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39, Victim's type of work at time of offense: (If the response is
variable 7, enter the information in the appropriate column(s).)
Victim 1 Victim 2 Victim 3

:204: 1 - Professional/managerial
(doctors, proprietors)

:205: 2 - White-collar (police officer,
sales, clerical, office workers)

:206: 3 - Blue-collar skilled (transport
equipment operators, craft
workers)

:207: 4 - Blue~collar semi-skilled and
unskilled (non-farm and farm
laborers)

:208: 5 - Farmer or farm manager

1209: 6 - Not employed at time of offense

7 - Other (specify)
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated
40. Victim's relationship to defendant: (If the response is variable 8,
enter the information in the appropriate column(s). Check all that
apply.)
Victim 1 Victim 2 Victim 3

:210: 1 - Relative (blood or marriage)

:211: 2 - Paramour

:212: 3 - Friend, neighbor

:213: 4 - Employer

1214 5 - Employee

1215 6 - Co-worker

:216: 7 - Stranger

1217 8 - Other relationship (specify)

88 - Unclear
99 - Not stated
B-15



SECTION V - DEFENDANT DATA

Personal Information

41. Defendant's sex:
1 - Male

:218:
:219:

2 - Female

42. Defendant's ethnicity:
:220:
:221:
1222
:223:
1224:

43.

1226

Defendant's age at time of offense:

1

O O AW N

White

Black

Hispanic surname
American Indian

Asian

Other (specify)

Not stated

on appropriate age line.)
1225:

—————
et ———————

1227
1228:
1229:
:230:

1

2
3
4
5
6
8
9

Defendant is less than 18 years
Defendant is 18-20 years
Defendant is 21-25 years
Defendant is 26-35 years
Defendant is 36-59 years
Defendant is 60 years or over
Unclear

Not stated

-

L
&, #

(Enter actual or approximate ag??

-

e S A

TP

':f,.?( e e

g) 44, Defendant's type of work at time of offense:

$231: _ 1 - Professional/managerial (doctors, proprietors)

:232: 2 - White-collar (police officer, sales, clerical,
office workersg

:233: 3 - Blue-collar skilled (transport equipment operators,
craft workers)

:234: - 4 - Blue-collar semi-skilled and unskilled (non-farm

and farm laborers)

:235: 5 - Farmer or farm manager

:236: _____ 6 - Not employed at time of offense
7 - Other (specify)
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated

Mental Health

45, Did the evidence establish that defendant's action was affected by an

emotional or psychological problem even though he/she was found to be
legally responsible?

??, 1237 1 - Yes
2 - No
8 - Unclear
9 - Not stated

46. Did the evidence establish that the defendant received mental health
treatment any time in the past?

:238: Yes, in-patient or out-patient
- No

Unclear

Not stated

W 00 N =
[]
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Prior Criminal Record L

a7.

< g

Was there information available to the sentencing.authority on the
defendant's prior convictions and status at the time of the offense?

$239:

-~ Yes

- No

Unclear
Not stated

W 00 N =
]

48. Does defendant have one or more prior convictions for a violent

49,

felony?
:240:

1 - Yes

8 - Unclear as to number of, but suggested by record
9 - Not stated

Defendant at the time of the present offense was:

1 - On probation v

2 - Paroled -

3 - 0n release pending trial, sentencing or appeal .

4 - Incarcerated

5 - An escapee

. 8 - Unclear

9 - Not applicable (not under sentence or supervision)
If the defendant has a criminal record and this information was
available to the sentencing authority, complete the Defendant's
Sentencing History on page B-23,

B-18
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NARRATIVE SUMMARY
OUTLINE

Alternative 1

On the next page, summarize the facts of the case in 100-200 words

according to the evidence presented at trial.

The outline below is

provided for your use as a checklist to prepare the case summary,

Description of Offense

A.
B.

Events leading to the murder

Person(s) killed and injured during offense

1. Method of killing

Co-perpetrator(s)

l. Role in planning and committing the murder

2. Cooperation with Prosecution and/or trial testimony given
against defendant

Description of Defendant

A.

Personal and background information (e.g., education, employment

history, military record, mental and physical health history)
Motive in committing the offense

Defense theory at guilt phase trial

Description of Presentation of Evidence at Trial Phase

A.
B.

Testimony given by primary witnesses

Other forms of evidence used (e.qg., scientific evidence,
confessions)

Degree to which defendant's guilt was clearly established

Description of Presentation of Evidence at Sentencing Phase
A. Agreed/disagreed with sentence jury recommended/imposed

B-19
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NARRATIVE SUMMARY Alternative 2
QUTLINE

Use this page and the next, if necessary, to summarize the facts of
the case according to the evidence presented at trial. The outline below

is provided for your use to prepare the case summary.

I. Description
II. Description
IIT. Description
IvV. Description

Preceding page blank

of Offense

of Defendant

of Presentation of Evidence at Trial Phase

of Presentation of Evidence at Sentencing Phase




i Name of Defendant M
Case Number
Date of Sentencing

e

oty

Signature

Name of Defendant

Case Number

Defendant's Sentencing History

' If defendant has a criminal record and this information was available
3" . to the sentencing authority, list the prior offenses and the sentences

; using the offense code.

Begin with the most recent offense. Indicate
whether the sentence was served concurrently or consecutively.

¥
%; I Most ! Total !
L ! Year of ! Serious ! Number ! Maximum Sentence Imposed
i ! Sentencing ! Offense ! of Counts ! Fine ! Probation ! Jail ! Prison
; 5 1., ! ! ! ! ! ! !
§ L 2. | ! ! ! ! ! !
o 3. ! ! ! ! ! ! !
S 4. | ! ! ! ! ! !
5. ! ! ! ! ! ! !
; - 6. ! ! ! ! ! ! !
o 7. ! ! ! ! ! ! !
8. | ! ! ! ' ! !
: 9, ! ! ! ! ! ! !
a; 10. ! ! ! ! ! ! I
| ; 0ffense Code:
E iﬂ? 1 - Murder 1st Arson 1st
£ 2 - Murder 2nd Aggravated Assault
: 3 - Manslaughter 10 Other Violent Felonies
5 4 - Rape 11 Sale of Controlled Substance
P § - Burglary 12 - Other Non-Violent Felonies
i ’ 6 - Armed Robbery 13 Violent Misdemeanors
o ﬁ 7 - Kidnapping 14 - Other Misdemeanors
Vo

B-23



-

TR Ll

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW

THE USER'S..GUIDE TO RUN THE SYSTEM

SECTION C

RS

e
s
4
[
]
§

S e

P e

SR s o i -

MANUAL CASE SELECTION SYSTEM




GRETEIEI S

S48 s

N

Manual Similar Case Selection System for Proportionality Review of

Death Sentence Cases

The Proportionality Review Project developed both an automated and a
manual similar case selection system for use in conducting comparative
proportionality resviews in death sentence cases, Both the manual and the
automated system rely on the information contained in the prototype
questionnaire completed by the trial judge (see Tab B). The
determination of whether to use a manual sorting system or a computerized
system erends on the number of cases a state has in the pool of
comparison cases and on how quickly that pool is likely to grow. This
section describes the prototype manual similar case selection system.

The remaining sections describe in detail the automated system.

Coding of Case Selection Cards

The card that is used to record the responses to the questionnaire is
termed a "punch card.” The punch card is available in various sizes to
fit specific information requirements and comes with a series of holes
around each of the four sides. (See example 1l.) The total number of
features that are included in the questionnaire will determine the size

of the punch card required.
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A

One method of coding the punch card is to number the holes around the
four sides sequentially in accordance with the number of each selection
feature listed in the questionnaire. For example, if the prototype
questionnaire is used, a total of 246 holes will have to be marked to
correspond to the 246 features. The size of the punch card allows for
abbreviated phrasing of the 246 features to be typed next to the punch
card holes. The other side of the punch card should contain essential
information, such as the information that is requested at the top of the
cover page of the prototype questionnaire, and, if possible, the
narrative summary. (See example 2.)

To code the punch card, first review the completed questionnaire.
Then, on a question—by—~question basis, mark the holes on the punch card
that correspond to the variables that have been checked for each question
on the questionnaire. Using equipment that is available to facilitate
code punching, such as a keysort hand punch, open the holes that are not
marked on the card.

(See example 3.) In this way, the holes on the

punch card that remain profile the features of a particular case,

Sorting of Case Selection Cards

The manual case selection system allows a user to choose the features
of the case under review that appear to be the most significant or which
have been suggested by counsel, and then quickly sort through the pool of

cases and identify those that match om these features.

,.,cf"ih
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Once the selection features have been chosen, the cards are sorted
with the use of a long needle—~like instrument. The cards should be
aligned upright on a flat surface with the front of the cards facing the
user. The user inserts the needle through the hole that corresponds to
the first selection feature and pushes it through the stack of cards.

The user then pulls the punch cards that have been secured on the needle
from the stack of punch cards. The process is repeated for the second
selection feature using the set of cards already pulled from the stack.
This sorting process continues using additional features until a group of
similar cases has been identified, It is unlikely that any similar cases

will be identified if more than three aggravating and three mitigating

features are used, unless the pool of cases is quite large.

After completing the search, reviewing the narrative summaries and
recording any necessary information concerning the selected cases, the
punch cards that were pulled should be returned to the front or back of
the stack, The order in which they are placed does not matter so long as
the cards are facing the same direction and have the notched corner in

the same position as the others in the stack.

c-3
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CASE NO: 559-042 DEFENDANT :QUITMAN, LINDEN W.  SENTENCE :DEATH
SENTENCE DATE:04/11/80 COURT:CIRCULT COUNTY:DOUGLAS JUDGE :DODGE

Prior to offense, defendant got drunk with victim's nephew. Nephew informed
.defendant' that victim had a large amount of money in his house. Defendant,
while intoxicated, entered the house, intent on robbing the victim. Defendant
claims that victim came out from bedroom and fired a shotgun at defendant.
Defendant returned fire-with a pistol -and killed the victim. Defendant fled
with money he had found. When defendant was questioned by police, he made a -
full confession,.gave them the money, and led them to where he had hidden.

the victim's shotgun. No witnesses or other evidence is mentioned. Defendant
pled guilty to armed robbery and murder and waived his right to a jury trial.
Aggravating circumstance was that the homicide occurred while in the commission
of another capital crime. On appeal, death sentence was upheld. -
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A. Running the Pro%xitype System

Follow the 1ist of instructions shown below to start and finish the
demonstration of the prototype.

Starting the demonstration:

1. Put the diskette* marked "#1" in Drive A:
(This is the top drive.)

2. Put the diskette marked "#2" in Drive B:
(This is the bottom drive.)

3. Turn on the Wang PC Computer by pushing upward on the "red"

switch located at the rear and right side of the diskette
drive,

4, Advance the paper in the printer so that the perforation
line is just above the print head, about 1/4 inch.

5. Turn on the printer by pushing to the right the switch
located on the front and right side of the printer.
(Note: this applies to the Wang 20 CPS serial printer.
Check operating manual if another model is used.)

6. Refer to the operating manual as to how to load the 9 1/2 x
11 paper.

7. - Continue with the first screen instructions shown below.

Finishing the demonstration:

1, Remove the diskettes from the diskette drive and put them
in the appropriate jackets.

2. Turn off the diskette drive by pushing downward on the red
switch located at the rear and right side of the diskette
drive.

3. Turn off the printer by pushing to the left the switch
located at the front and right side of the printer.

4, The demonstration is completed.

* Note: When handling the diskettes, do not touch the inner disk at
the oval slot in the diskette housing. Always handle the diskettes at
the edges and never press too hard.

Remember to return the diskettes to their jackets (the paper diskette
holder) when they are not in the diskette drive. Keep the diskettes away
from DUST, MAGNETS, and SMOKE.

C-7
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The first screen the user will see is the Wang's System Screen which
asks the user for the date (MO/DAY/YR) and the time (HR:MN:SC 24 hour |
clock). Enter the date and press the [RETURN] key. Then enter the time:
and press the [EXEC] (EXECUTE) key. Use the [BACK SPACE] key to backup
to correct any information.

The next screen is the Wang System Menu. There are four options.
Select the option you want by pressing the space bar to advance to the
next option or pressing the [BACK SPACE] key to backup to the previous
option. The option, next to which the cursor (the flashing horizontal
bar) is positioned is highlighted. After positioning the cursor on the
option you want, press the [EXEC] key to perform that function.

Option #1 - "Proportionality Review". After pressing the [EXEC] key,
the user will see the following request for a command:
"File Spec: ". Enter "DBASE MENU" and press the [EXEC]
key or the [RETURN] key. You are now in the introduction screen of the
"Proportionality Review - Case Selection System." Operating instructions
for the programs are presented later in this document (See page 3).

Option #2 - "PC Word Processing". Remove the diskette in Drive B:
and replace it with the word processing diskette marked "#3". Then press
the [EXEC] key. The next screen is the "Wang PC Word Processing" System
Menu. This menu is the same as the Wang System Menu as far as selecting
an option is concerned. Select the "Edit 01d Document" option and press
the [EXEC] key. The user will be asked for the name of the document.
Enter "QUSTNAIR" and press the [EXEC] key. You are now in the .
questionnaire source document. Please refer to Wang's Word Processing 7
Training Guide as to how to add to or change the document. To exit the=-
edit mode, press the [CANCEL] key. The computer will respond with "End
of Edit?". Press the [EXEC] key to return to the "Wang PC Word
Processing" System Menu. To printout the questionnaire, select the
"Print Document" option and press the [EXEC] key. The user will select
from several print options. Select the options desired and press the
[RETURN] key. When all the options are selected, press the [EXEC] key.
The document will be printed and the program will return to the "Wang PC
Word Processing" System Menu. Please refer to the "Word Processing
Training Guide" if you need help with the print options. To exit Word
Processing, press the [CANCEL] key.

Option #3 - "PC System Utilities". After pressing the [EXEC] key,
the user will see the "PC System Utilities Menu". Please refer to the
"Introduction Guide"” for Wang PC Hardware as to how to use these
utilities. The purpose of this menu is to show the user some of the
utilities available on a Wang system. To exit this menu, press the
[CANCEL] key.

PN
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Option #4 - "DOS COMMAND PROCESSOR". After pressing the [EXEC] key,
the screen will clear and the MS-DQS Program will be activated. From DOS
you can return to DBASE II by typing "DBASE" and pressing the [RETURN]
key. The "DOS" option is for programmers to perform system support
functions for this demonstration package. To return to the Wang System
Menu, type "EXIT" and press the [RETURN] key. :

After selecting the "Proportionality Review" options (Option #1) and
entering "DBASE MENU", the screen will clear and display a short
acknowledgement of the woir'k that has been done by the National Center for
State Courts. To continue, press the [RETURN] key. The screen will
clear and then display the "MAIN MENU" for the "Proportionality Review -
Case Selection System."

B. Basic Information About the Proportionality Review - Case Selection

System

This section covers some of the system's features, limitations, and
operating guidelines. When the cursor (the flashing horizontal bar) is
positiocned between a set of colons ":_:", the computer is waiting for
information to be entered. If the information entered fills the entire
blank, the [RETURN] key does not need to be pressed to enter that
information. If, however, the blank is four spaces long and only three
characters are entered, then the [RETURN] key must be pressed to continue
(for example :103_:). Furthermore, when the computer displays "WAITING"
on the screen, it is asking the user to enter information or a command.

For features that are added or inserted into the Questionnaire Master
File, the feature's wording must not start with a space~-i.e. "DEATH
SENTENCE" is correct, but ™ DEATH SENTENCE" is incorrect. The
questionnaire can hold a maximum of 249 selection features. These
features are divided into 9 categories (Aspects of the Trial; Statutory
Aggravating Circumstances; Contemporaneous Offenses: Non-Statutory
Aggravating Circumstances; Statutory Mitigating Circumstances;
Non-Statutory Mitigating Circumstances; Defendant's Prior Criminal
Record; Characteristics of the Defendant; Characteristics of the Victim),
and labeled as to whether they are background ("8"), aggravating ("A") or
mitigating ("M") features.

The Main Menu has the following 5 options:

1 - CASE DATA INQUIRE AND FILE MAINTENANCE See page 5
2 - AGGRAVATOR --- MITIGATOR SEARCH See page 8
3 - GENERAL SEARCH See page 12
4 - QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY AND FILE MAINTENANCE See page 16
Q - QUIT PROGRAM

The "Q" option exits DBASE II and returns to the Wang System Menu.
Options #1 and #4 are Maintenance Menus. The instructions to operate
these menus includes all programs that are executed from them.

C-9
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In addition to the options above, the user may also press "I" to 3
index the master files (see page 22; this is the same as option #6 from, ,
the Questionnaire Maintenance Menu) or press "R" to reset the master .
files.

Option "R" from the "MAIN MENU" will reset the Master Files to their
original state. This should be done before each new demonstration
(though not after every run through the process during the
demonstration). This function allows the user to update the master files
or the WP documents with any information that he/she wishes to add,
change, delete, insert, etc. without worrying about the status of the
data before giving a demonstration.

The Reset Program will clear the screen and display the following
message:

"PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #5 IN DRIVE A: AND . . ."

"PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #2 IN DRIVE B: THEN PRESS
[RETURN] WHEN READY :_:*

Diskette #2 should be in Drive B: but if it is not, open the door of
the bottom diskette drive and remove the diskette (if there is one).
Then put diskette "#2" in Drive B: (bottom diskette drive) and close the
door of Drive B:.

Open the door of the top diskette drive and remove diskette "#1".
Next put diskette "#5" in Drive A: (top diskette drive) and close the N
door of Drive A:. Press the [RETURN] key to continue with the program.™

R

If the user inserts the wrong diskettes in Drive A: and/or Drive B:,
an error message will be displayed and the user is presented with the
same message as displayed above.

If the correct diskettes are in Drives A: and B:, then the program
will display:

"Resetting Demo « o . Please Wait"
"COPYING DEMO MASTER FILES."
“INDEXING MASTER FILES."

When the program is completed, it will display:
“The demo master files have been reset and are ready for the next demo."

"PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE "#1" IN DRIVE "A": AND PRESS
[RETURN] WHEN READY :_:"

If the user inserts the wrong diskette in Drive A:, then an error
message will be displayed and the user is prompted with the same message
as described above. When the correct diskette is inserted, the user is
then returned to the "MAIN MENU".

IR

c-10

Page 5

1. Case Data Inquire and File Maintenance

If the first option is selected from the "MAIN MENU" the "CASE DATA
MAINTENANCE MENU" will be displayed. The eight options of this menu are:

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE/INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - PRINTOUT ONLY

LIST OF CASES (BY DATE OF SENTENCE) - PRINTOUT ONLY
LIST OF CASES (ALPHABETICAL ORDER) - PRINTOUT ONLY
LIST OF ALL CASES AND THEIR FEATURES - PRINTOUT QNLY
RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

E~NOoOUIA_WN
| I P DY 2N D R R |

After this menu is displayed, the user is asked to make a selection.

a. Add Cases to the Master File

Option #1, from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU", will allow the user
to add a case to the master file. The user is asked for a case number.
This number can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers. If the wuser
enters a number that already exists in the master file, then an error
message will be displayed and the user has the option to:

1 - TRY AGAIN or,
2 - RETURN TO THE "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU".

If a user enters a number that is not in the master file, then the screen
will clear and display the first INPUT screen. The user is asked to
enter the "DATE OF SENTENCE", defendant's "LAST NAME", "MIDDLE INITIAL",
"TYPE OF COURT", "COUNTY OR CITY NAME" of the court, and the "NAME OF THE
JUDGE". This information can be reviewed again to make corrections. For
a fast exit to "INPUT SCREEN #2", press the [SHIFT] and [CANCEL] keys.

Next the user has one of the following four options:

CHANGE THIS INFORMATION

CONTINUE TO SCREEN #2

SELECT ANOTHER CASE

RETURN TO THE CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

N
| I B B |

The first option allows the user to return and correct any
information. Option #2 clears the screen, displays the second INPUT
screen, and asks the user for the feature numbers. The instructions for
INPUT SCREEN #2 are described later. Option #3 from the above selection
allows the user to cancel all information entered and select another case
number to be added to the master file. Option #4 cancels all information
entered and returns the user to the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU".
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"INPUT SCREEN #2" allows the user to type in the number of codes for
the answers checked off on the questionnaire. Enter the question numbe
into the "YES" column if the question is checked. Enter the question --
number in the "NO" column to correct an answer (all questions start with
a no answer)., Enter the question number in the "CURRENT COLUMN" to see
the status of an answer. Input a "0" into any column to go to the next
column. Input a "999" in any column to exit this input routine. The

“user must press [RETURN] after all information has been entered. Valid

question numbers range from 1 and the "LAST QUESTION NUMBER" on the
questionnaire source document (249 Maximum Features).

The "LAST QUESTION NUMBER" is stored in the system parameter file
(PARMFILE.DBF). To see the current value of the "LAST QUESTION NUMBER
USED", see Option #5 in the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU".

NOTE: Some features in the questionnaire may have a blank Tine where
the person responsible for filling out the questionnaire is to put a
number (EX: number of persons killed). If the number is a zero, then
enter the feature number in the "NO" column. If the number is one, enter
the feature number for one victim in the "YES" column. If the number is
greater than one, enter the feature number for "MORE THAN ONE PERSON
KILLED" in the "YES" column. In the present questionnaire, questions 36
through 40 have three columns for each feature.. If a blank in any of
these three fields is filled in, then that feature number should be
entered in the "YES" column. Also, there may be some features in the
questionnaire that may have a blank line for a description of some sort
(EX: OTHER ). If the blank has information in it and a
feature number has been assigned, enter the feature number in the "YES“7~
column. If particular blanks without feature numbers are being filled tn
reqularly, a number should be assigned. (See p. 16)

After entering "999" to exit "INPUT SCREEN #2", the screen clears and
displays the three options below:

1 - MAKE CORRECTIONS
2 - SAVE THE DATA AND ADD ANOTHER CASE
3 - RETURN WITHOUT SAVING DATA

Option #1 allows the user to correct any information that is
displayed in screens #1 and #2. Option #2 adds the record to the master
file. The screen will display a message that the questionnaire master
file is being updated. Then the screen will clear and ask the user for
another case number. To exit back to the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU",
input all nines ("99999999999"). (You can do this by holding down the
9" key). Option #3 from the above selection cancels the input routine
and any data entered for this case number will be lost. This option
retuirns the user to the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU".

c-12
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b. Change/Inquire Case Information

. Qgtion #2 from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU®™ aliows the user to
inquire_or change information to case records that are in the master
f1]g. The screens and instructions for this routine are the same for
add1ng a record as described earlier. If the user enters a case number
that is not in the master file, then an error message will be displayed
and the user has the option to: ‘

1 - TRY AGAIN
2 - RETURN TO THE CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

C. Delete Case Record

Option #3 from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU" allows the user to
delete a case from the master file. The user is asked for a case

number. The screen will then display the case number, defendant's name,
sentence, sentence date, court name, county name, and the name of the

Judge. _Users are asked to confirm that they want to delete the case.
The options are:

1 - DELETE THIS CASE
2 - DO NOT DELETE THIS CASE

Next the user is asked "WOULD YOU LIKE TO DELETE ANOTHER CASE?" The
options are:

1 - YES
2 - NO

If option #1 is chosen, the user reviews the delete routine again.
Otherwise, the user is returned to the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU",

d. Profile of A1l Cases

Option #4 from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU" prints a profile of
a]] cases in the master file. The user is asked to set the paper in the
printer at the top of the form and is asked to press [RETURN] when he/she
1s ready. The screen will clear and display "PRINTING PROFILE OF ALL
CASES ON FILE". The report consists of a total of nine reports. When
each report is printed, the category is displayed on the screen. The

user is returned to the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU" when the reports are
completed.

e. List of Cases (By Date of Sentence)

Option #5 from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU" prints a T1ist of all
the cases by date of sentence. The user is asked to set the paper in the
printer at the top of the form and is asked to press the [RETURN] key
when he/she is ready. The screen will clear and display "PRINTING LIST
OF CASES BY DATE OF SENTENCE". The user will return to the "CASE DATA
MAINTENANCE MENU" when the report is completed.

Cc-13
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f. List of Cases (Alphabetical Order)

{
i i f aly-
pti 6 from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU" prints a list o

caseg gzoglihabetical order. The user is asked to set the E%ﬁ§§]12ethe
printer at the top of the form and is asked to press the ERR ML y
when he/she is ready. The screen will c!ear and display ﬁCASE NG
ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CASES". The user will return to the
MAINTENANCE MENU" when the report is completed.

g. List of A1l Cases and Their Features

" ints a list of all
ption #7 from the "CASE DATA MA{NTENANCE MENU" prin .
caseg E;d tﬁeir features. The user is asked to set the paper 13 tEe
printer at the top of the form and j?1a§g§g]§3 E;§§3T§ng EEEIU&EATUS%S"
when he/she is ready. The screen Wi jsplay "PRINTING ?E““u'ér Wit .
11 start printing at the top of a new page. e us
EZ%Sr;aig :%; "CASE DKTA MAINTENANCE MENY" when the report is completed.

h. Return to Main Menu

Option "M" from the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU" returns the user
back” to the "MAIN MENU".

2. Aggravator - Mitigator Search

When you select the Aggravator - Mitigator Search, the screen will .
clear and display: Iy
WELCOME TO THE CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

This selection will allow you to conduct the
AGGRAVATOR --- MITIGATOR SEARCH.
Before starting, you have the choice of:

1 - Continuing with this program
M - Returning to the Main Menu

Please select your option by PRESSING either 1" or "M"

3 ]
r chooses option "M", he/she will return to the "MAIN .
MENUﬁf t?? z;: user choosgs option #1, the screen will clear and display:

1 - READ THE SEARCH INSTRUCTIONS
2 - SKIP THE INTRODUCTIONS

C-14
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If option #1 is chosen, the screen will clear and proceed to display the
instructions for containing the search process. To continue from one
screen to another, press the [RETURN] key after the computer displays

"WAITING". After all of the instructions have been displayed, the user
has the option of:

1 - BEGINNING THE SEARCH PROCESS
2 - RE-RUNNING THE INTRODUCTION
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Options "2" and "M" are self-explanatory. Option #1 will display the

same screen as option #2 (SKIP THE INTRODUCTIONS) in the previous
selection.

If the user chooses option #2 (SKIP THE INTRODUCTIONS), the screen
will clear and display a brief description of the selection process. The
user is asked to make one of the following choices:

1 - START WITH A PRINTOUT OF THE REVIEW CASE FEATURES
2 - SKIP PRINTOUT AND START FEATURE SELECTION
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Option "M" is self-explanatory. Qptions #1 or #2 clear the screen and
display the case selection screen. The user is asked for a case number,
Entering "9999999999999" will return the user to the "MAIN MENU".

If the case number is not found in the master file, an error message is
displayed and the user has the option to:

1 - SELECT ANOTHER CASE NUMBER
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

If the case number was found, the case number, defendant's name,
sentence, sentence date, court name, county name, and the name of the
judge is displayed on the screen.

The user is asked if this is the case that he/she wants to review. The
options are:

1 - CONTINUE WITH THE CASE SELECTION PROGRAM
2 - RE-SELECT A CASE
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

-Qr-
[This is displayed if you chose the printout option listed on page 8.]

1 - PRINTOUT FEATURES AND CONTINUE WITH THE CASE SEARCH
2 - RE-SELECT A CASE
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

If option #1 is chosen and the printout option was chosen earlier, the
screen will display "PRINTING CASE FEATURES . . . PLEASE WAIT". The
printer will print the report and the program will proceed to the feature
selection introduction.. If the printout option was not chosen earlier,
the program will skip to the feature selection introduction after the
user acknowledges that this is the case he/she wants.
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After the user has selected the case to be reviewed, the screen will
clear and display some brief instructions on how to enter the feature ‘ g '
codes. The user is asked to press [RETURN] to continue. Next, the
screen will clear and display a screen and instructions for the feature
selection routine. The user has a choice of entering up to 3 aggravating
and 3 mitigating features. Feature code numbers range from 1 to the
“LAST QUESTION NUMBER" on the questionnaire source document. The user
has the option of entering a feature code and pressing [RETURN], pressing
[RETURN] to leave a selection unchanged (this is for correcting entries),
or entering "0" and then pressing [RETURN] to erase a feature selection.

After entering all of the features, the user is asked "ARE YOQU
FINISHED MAKING SELECTIONS?" The options are:

1 - START THE CASE SEARCH
2 - ENTER MORE SELECTIONS OR MAKE CORRECTIONS
3 - STOP THE SELECTION PROCESS AND RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Option #3 is self-explanatory. 0Option #2 allows the user to review
the feature selection routine again., Option #1 starts the search process
by asking the user if he/she would like to exclude the review case from
the search. Normally, the user will exclude the review case. The ?
options are:

1 - EXCLUDE THE REVIEW CASE
2 - INCLUDE THE REVIEW CASE

-
Ead

After choosing option #1 or #2, the search process begins. A counter o~
the screen is dispiayed as the search continues.

e Stk st o <t S e N AR 0 R S

Next, the user is asked to ready the printer and press [RETURN]. The
screen will display "PRINTING RESULTS OF THE AGGRAVATOR --- MITIGATOR
SEARCH". Next, the user is asked if he/she wants another report. The
options are:

1 - PRINT ANOTHER REPORT
2 - CONTINUE WITH THE PROGRAM

b At Kt b T e AT v

Option #1 provides the user another copy of the report.

After choosing option #2, the user is asked "WHAT WOULD YOU LIKE TO ! ;
DO?" The options are: ‘

1 - RECEIVE A PRINTOUT AND COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF SELECTED CASES
2 - CHOOSE OTHER SELECTION FEATURES AND CONDUCT ANOTHER SEARCH
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Option "M" is self-explanatory. OQOption #2 returns the user to the
feature selection screen and asks the user to select a new set of
features. The selection process is the same as that described above.

o

[
(
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Option #1 asks the user to "PLEASE SELECT THE SET OF CASES YOU WISH
TO SEE FROM THE FOLLOWING LIST":

AGG1
AGG1
MIT1

AGG2

AGG2 + AGG3

MIT2

MIT1 MIT2 + MIT3

AGG1 AGG2 + AGG3 + MIT1 + MIT2 + MIT3

SELECT OTHER FEATURES AND CONDUCT ANOTHER SEARCH
SELECT ANOTHER CASE

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

NI WN -
[ DU S D N S S N |
+ 4 + + +

Option "M" is self-explanatory. Options #1 through #5 print an analysis
report. The report provides the number of cases sharing the features
selected, a list of the cases sharing the features selected, and a
comparison of the cases sharing the features selected. The screen
displays the name of the different reports as they are being printed.
After printing the reports, the program asks the user "IF YOU WOULD LIKE
TO SEE ANOTHER SET OF CASES, PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION". The same
options are redisplayed (Numbers 1-7 and "M"),

Option #6 clears the screen and displays the input feature selection
screen. The user is asked to enter a new set of features. The selection
process is the same as that described earlier.

Option #7 clears the screen and asks the user to:
1 - START WITH A PRINTOUT OF THE REVIEW CASE FEATURES
2 - SKXIP THE PRINTOUT AND START FEATURE SELECTION
M -~ RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

This is the same screen that is given at the top of page 8. The
selection procedure is also the same.
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3. General Case Search

Qption #3 from the "MAIN MENU" allows the user to conduct a General -~
Case Search. The screen will clear and display:

“WELCOME TO THE CASE SELECTION SYSTEM"
This section will allow you to conduct the
"GENERAL SEARCH".
Before starting, you have the choice of:

1 - Continuing with this program or
M - Returning to the Main Menu

Please make your choice by pressing either "1" QR "M",

If option "M" is chosen, the user will return to the "MAIN MENU",
Otherwise, by choosing option #1, the screen will clear and the user is
given the option to:

1 - READ THE INTRODUCTION
2 - SKIP THE INTRODUCTION

If option #1 is chosen, the screen
introduction tc the General Search
to another, press the [RETURN] key
"WAITING". After the instructions
of:

will clear and proceed to display th/:
process. To continue from one screen-
after the computer displays

are displayed, the user has the optioii

1 - BEGINNING THE CASE SEARCH PROCESS \
2 - RE-RUNNING THE INTRODUCTION
M -~ RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

If the user chooses option #2 (SKIP THE INTRODUCTIONS), then the
screen will clear and display a brief description of the selection
process. The user is asked to make one of the following choices:

1 ~ START WITH A PRINTOUT OF THE REVIEW CASE FEATURES
2 - SKIP PRINTOUT AND START FEATURE SELECTION
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Options #1 and "M" are self-explanatory. The selection of options #1 or

#2 clears the screen and displays the case selection screen. The user is
asked to enter a case number., Entering “9999999999" will return the user
to the "MAIN MENU",.

- C-18
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If the case number is not found in the master file, an error message is
displayed and the user has the option to:

1 - SELECT ANOTHER CASE NUMBER
M - RETURN 70 THE MAIN MENU

Options "1" and "M® are self-explanatory. If the case number was
found, the case number, defendant's name, sentence, sentence date, court
name, county name, and the name of the judge is disgplayed on the screen.
The user is asked if this is the case he/she wants to review. The
options are to:

1 - CONTINUE WITH THE CASE SELECTION PROGRAM
2 - RE-SELECT A CASE
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

-0r=-
(This is displayed if you chose the printout option earlier.)

1 - PRINTCUT FEATURES AND CONTINUE WITH THE CASE SEARCH
2 - RE-SELECT A CASE
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

If option #2 is chosen and the printout option was se]ectedlear1ier,
the screen will clear and display "WOULD YOU LIKE TO EXCLUDE REVIEW CASE
FROM THE SEARCH?" "NORMALLY YOU WILL WISH TO EXCLUDE THE REVIEW CASE".

The options are:

1l « EXCLUDE THE REVIEW CASE
2 - INCLUDE THE REVIEW CASE

After selecting an option, the screen will clear and display
"PRINTING CASE CHARACTERISTICS". The printer will print the first part
of the report. Next, the screen will display "SELECTING CASE'S FEATURES
« « .+ PLEASE WAIT." The printer will finish printing the report and the
program will proceed te the feature selection introduction. If the
printout option was not chosen earlier, the program will skip to the
feature selection introduction after the user acknowledges this is the
case he/she wants.

After the user chooses the case to be reviewed, the screen will clear
and display some brief instructions as to how to enter the feature
codes. The user is asked to press [RETURN] to continue. Next, the
screen will display the same "EXCLUDE/INCLUDE REVIEW CASE" message and
prompts described above. The procedure for selecting among these options
are the same. Next, the screen will clear and display the following
feature selection screen.

ENTER A CODE NUMBER AND PRESS [RETURN]

ENTER "0" AND PRESS [RETURN] TO ERASE A FEATURE or
PRESS [RETURN] TO BYPASS A FEATURE LEAVING IT UNCHANGED

C-19
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The procedure is similar to the feature selection input screen in the
Aggravating - Mitigating Search Process. As each feature code is -
entered, the totals for cases sharing these features are displayed. “
These totals include: number of cases, number of life terms, number of
death sentences, and percentage of death cases. An "*" is displayed
beside each feature code entered if the case being reviewad also has this
feature.

After entering all of the features, the user is asked to:

1 - START THE CASE SEARCH
2 - CORRECT THE FEATURES SELECTED
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Option "M" is seif-explanatory. Option #2 allows the user to review the
feature selection routine again. (QOption #1 starts the search process by
displaying " . . . PLEASE WAIT" "THE SEARCH TAKES ABOUT 3 MINUTES".

As the search process continues the selected features (i.e., A through B,
A through C, . A through F) are displayed on the screen, along with
the number of cases, number of life terms, number of death sentences, and
percentage of death cases for each category.

Next, the user is asked to select one of the following:

1 - GET A PRINTOUT OF THE SCREEN AND CONTINUE THE PROGRAM
2 - RE-SELECT OTHER FEATURES
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU M

Option #2 allows the user to review
Option #1 asks the user to ready

Option "M" is self-explanatory.
the feature selection routine again.
the printer and press [RETURN]. The screen will display "PRINTING
RESULTS OF THE GENERAL SEARCH". After the report is printed, the user is
asked if he/she would like another copy of the report. The options are
"Y" for yes or "N" for no. If the response is "Y", the report is printed
again. If the reply is "N", then the program continues.

Next the screen will ask the user to select one of the following:
1 - GET A PRINTOUT OF THE CASE/COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS

2 - RE-SELECT A NEW SET OF FEATURES
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU
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Option "M" is self-explanatory. Option #2 allows the user to review
the feature selection routine again. Option #1 displays "PLEASE SELECT
THE SET OF CASE YOU WISH TO SEE FROM THE FOLLOWING LIST"

“(1) A-B, (2) A-C, (3) A-D, (4) A-E, (5) A-F, (6) RE-SELECT, (M) MAIN MENU
"PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION _" ’

The selection of any of options #1 through #5 will produce a printout
of each analysis report. The reports are similar to the search analysis
reports described previously in the Aggravating - Mitigating Search
Process. As each report is being printed, the report title is displayed
on the screen. When the printer is finished, the user is asked to select
from the same options list presented above.

Option #6 displays "PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION"
1 - RE-SELECT A NEW SET OF FEATURES

2 - RE-SELECT ANOTHER REVIEW CASE
M - RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Option "M" is self-explanatory. Option #2 returns the user to the
beginning of the General Search Process (see the top of page 12). (Option
#1 allows the user to review the feature selection routine again.

c-21



e W
:

o

Page 16

4, Questionnaire Inquiry and File Maintenance

When choosing this option, the screen will clear and then display the
"GUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU". The nine options of the menu are:

- QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY AND FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES AND STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES., TYPE CODE, AND CATEGORY
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX,DBF AND CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT AND RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
M
Q

a. uestionnaire Master File Maintenance

Option #1 from the Questionnaire Maintenance Menu clears the screen and
displays the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu. The menu has
the following six options:

ADD A QUESTION

INQUIRE/CHANGE A QUESTION

DELETE A QUESTION

INSERT A QUESTION

EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS

RETURN TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

\
XA WN -
[ A |

Option #1 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu allows ~
the user to add new features to the master file. These features are
added after the last features in the master file. If there are already
249 features in the master file, an error message will be displayed
stating that no more features may be added to the master file and the
user ig asked to press [RETURN] to return to the menu.

If the user can add a feature, then the program proceeds by clearing
the screen and displaying the data entry screen. The record number and
string position (used in the case data master file) are automatically
calculated and displayed on the screen. The user is asked to enter "THE
QUESTION TYPE (B, A, or M)". ™"B" is for a background feature, "A" is for
an aggravating circumstance feature, and "M" is for a mitigating
circumstance feature. Next, the user is asked to enter the "PROFILE
CATEGORY". These codes are:

ASPECTS OF THE TRIAL

STATUTORY AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES
CONTEMPORANEOUS OFFENSES

NON-STATUTORY AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES
STATUTORY MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES
NON-STATUTORY MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES
DEFENDANT'S PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEFENDANT
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VICTIM

WOONNUL WN =
[ O I U B RN NN I R |
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These codes are listed on the first page of the "PROFILE OF ALL
CASES" report (option #4 on the "CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU"). Next, the
user is)asked to enter the feature's wording (up to 60 characters are
allowed).

Then, the screen will display:

"1 - ADD RECORD, 2 - CORRECT INFORMATION, M - MENU"
“"PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION _"

The user is asked for a response. 0Option #1 will add the feature to
the Questionnaire Master File, re-calculate the next record number and
string position, and display the data entry screen again. The user can
enter another feature using the procedure described above or press
[RETURN] for each field until the screen displays:

"1 - ADD RECORD, 2 - CORRECT IMFORMATION, M - MENU"
"PLEASE SELECT YQUR OPTION _"

Then the user can press "M" to return to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE
MAINTENANCE" menu.

NOTE: The death sentence's feature number, the 1ife sentence's
feature number and the last question (or feature) number used, located in
the questionnaire system parameter master file (PARMFILE.PBF), are all
automatically updated as the user adds, changes, deletes, inserts, or
exchanges features in the questionnaire master file.

Option #2 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu
clears the screen and asks the user to enter a valid feature number. A
valid feature number ranges from 1 and to "LAST QUESTION NUMBER" on the
WP Source Document. To see what that last feature number is, choose
option #5 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU". The user can also
enter "999" to exit the change routine and return to the "QUESTIONNAIRE
MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu.

After entering a valid feature number, the program clears the screen
and displays the record number, feature number, string position, feature

type (B, A, or M), profile category (1-9) and the feature. The user is
asked to:

UPDATE THE RECORD AFTER CHANGES HAVE BEEN MADE

CORRECT THE DISPLAYED INFORMATION

RE-SELECT ANOTHER QUESTION

RETURN TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE MENU

W N =
[ S I |
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Option #1 updates the questionnaire master file and allows the user
to review the change routine again by asking him/her for aqother featur,
number. Option #2 allows the user to correct any information that is --
displayed on the screen.

Note: Type over the old information to make a correction. Use the
space bar to blank out any unwanted characters. The user can also hold
down the [CONTROL] key and press the "D" or "S" key to tab right or
left. Hold down the [CONTROL] key and the "V" key to enter the insert
mode. Then type the information to be inserted. Press the [CONTROL] key
and the "V" key again to exit the insert mode. Pressing the [RETURN] key
will also exit the insert mode. Holding down. the [CONTROL] key qnq
pressing the "G" key will delete the character at the cursor position and
the remaining information on that line is moved to the left by one
position. Be careful not to hold any keys (except the shift, control, or
lock keys) down too long. For example, if you hold down the [CONTROL]
and the "G" keys, the character at the cursor position will be deleted.
Then the computer will pause and then continue to process the [CONTROL]
and "G" keys again until the user releases the two keys. The program
will continue deleting and shifting characters until the keys are
released, thereby deleting the characters remaining on the Tine. Note
that if the user enters changes and does not select option #1 to update
the master file, then those changes are lost and the file remains
unchanged.

The third option (RE-SELECT ANOTHER QUESTION) clears the screen and
asks the user for another question number. Option "M" returns the user
to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU". ,

Option #3 of the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu clears
the screen and displays a warning message that the file will not
correspond to the WP source document. The user is asked "ARE YOU SURE
YOU WANT TO DELETE A QUESTION (Y OR N) _". Answering anything but a "Y"
will return the user to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU".

After pressing "Y", the screen will clear and the user is asked to
enter the feature number he/she wishes to delete. The following
information is displayed: record number, question number, string
position, question type (B, A, or M), profile category (1-9), and the
feature. The user is asked to:

1 - DELETE THE RECORD

2 - RE-SELECT ANOTHER QUESTION
M - RETURN TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE MENU

C-24
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Option "M" is self-explanatory. Option #2 clears the screen and
allows the user to review the deletion routine again by clearing the
screen and asking the user for another feature number.

Option #1 asks the user "ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE THIS RECORD
(Y OR' N) ™ This prompt requires a "Y" or UN" reply. An "N" response
displays "*** RECORD NOT DELETED ***" and returns the user to the
previous "three option" selection described above (1, 2, or M).

A "Y" response displays "DELETING QUESTION . . . PLEASE WAIT". Then
the program displays "RE-NUMBERING QUESTIONS IN CASE NUMBER: 1". The
record counter is displayed as the string is re-shuffled. Next, the
program displays "RE-ORGANIZING QUESTIONNAIRE FILE". This does a
compress function on the master file to physically remove the data
record. Then the program displays "INDEXING QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE".
After this, the program displays "QUESTION WAS DELETED". Then the
program clears the screen and asks the user for another feature number.

Entering "999" will return the user to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE
MAINTENANCE" menu.

Note: When deleting features from the file, remember that the
questionnaire master file is re-numbered after each deletion. If the
user wishes to delete record 10, 11, and 20 in that order, he/she would

enter question number 10, then 10 again, and then 18 because of the
re-numbering process.

Option #4 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE"™ menu
clears the screen and displays a warning message that this routine will
re-sequence the feature numbers and that the file will not correspond to
the WP source document. The user is asked "ARE YOU SURE YOQU WANT TO
INSERT A QUESTION (Y OR N) _" Answering anything but a "Y" will return
the user to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu.

After entering "Y", the screen will clear and ask the user for the
feature number where the feature is to be inserted. The user will have
the option of inserting the new question before or after the question
number entered at this prompt. Next, the screen will clear and the
following information will be displayed: record number, feature number,
string position, feature type (B, A, or M), profile category (1-9), and
the feature. The user is then asked to choose one of the following
options:

INSERT NEW QUESTION BEFORE THE ONE DISPLAYED

INSERT NEW QUESTION AFTER THE ONE DISPLAYED

RE-SELECT ANOTHER QUESTION

RETURN TO THE "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" MENU

TwMh=
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Options "M" and "3" are self-explanatory. If options #1 or #2 are
chosen, the new feature's record number and string position are :
calculated and then displayed after the screen has been cleared. The
user is asked to enter the "QUESTION TYPE (B, A, or M)", the PROFILE
CATEGORY (1-9), and the feature.

Next the user is asked to choose one of the following options:

INSERT THE RECORD INTO THE MASTER FILE

CORRECT THE DATA JUST ENTERED

GO BACK TO THE PREVIOQUS INSERT SELECTION ROUTINE
RE-SELECT A NEW QUESTION FOR THE INSERT PROCESS

W N =

Options #2 and #3 are self-explanatory. The selection of option #4

reinstates the insert routine by asking the user to insert a feature
number,

Option #1 displays "INSERTING QUESTION . . . PLEASE WAIT". The
program then displays "RE-ORGANIZING QUESTIONNAIRE FILE". Next, the
program displays "RE-NUMBERING QUESTIONS IN CASE: 1". Afterwards, the
program displays "INDEXING QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE". Finally,
"QUESTION WAS INSERTED" is displayed. The screen clears and then asks
the user to enter another feature number. The user can enter "999" to
exit the insert routine.

Note: If there are 249 features in the master file, the last feature
is removed from the file.

o

>

Option #5 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu =
displays a warning message that this routine will re-sequence to the WP
source document. The user is asked "ARE YQU SURE YOU WANT TO EXCHANGE
THESE QUESTIONS (Y OR N)™. Answering anything but a "Y" will return the
user to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu.

If the selection is "Y", the screen will clear and ask the user for
the first feature number to be exchanged. The the user is then asked for
the second feature number in the exchange. If the first feature number
is not less than the second feature number, an error message is displayed
and the user is asked to press [RETURN] to re-enter the feature numbers.
Entering "999" in either of the feature number spaces will return the
user to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu.

After both feature numbers are entered, the screen will clear and
display the following information for both features: record number,
question number, string position, feature type (B, A, or M), profile
category (1-9), and the feature. The user is asked to choose one of the
following options:

1 - EXCHANGE THESE TWO QUESTIONS 4
2 - RE-SELECT ANOTHER SET OF QUESTIONS "
M - RETURN TO THE "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" MENU :

C-26
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Options "#2" and "M" are self-explanatory. Option #1 displays
"UPDATING THE QUESTIONNAIRE FILE". The record counter is displayed as
the string (field name = "C") is re-shuffled. The program then displays
"QUESTIONS WERE EXCHANGED". The screen clears and the user is asked to
enter another set of features that he/she wishes to exchange. Entering
"999" will exit the exchange routine and return the user to the
"QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu.

Option "M" from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE" menu
first checks to see if the user updated the master file by performing an
add, change, delete, or insert function. If a function has been
performed, the feature accumulator fields are zeroed out and the case
counts are accumulated again. This is the same program as that used in
option #7 in the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU". The program then
returns to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU" which takes about an hour
to complete.

b. Printout Questionnaire Features and Statistics

Option #2 from the ¥QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU"™ asks the user to
ready the printer and then press [RETURN]. The program will display
"PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES AND STATISTICS . .-." and proceed to
print the report. The program will return to the "QUESTIONNAIRE
MAINTENANCE MENU" when the report is finished.

c. Printout Questionnaire Master File Contents

Option #3 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU" asks the user to
ready the printer and then press [RETURN]. The program will display
"PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE CONTENTS . . . PLEASE WAIT" and proceed to print
the report. The program will return to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE
MENU" when the report is finished.

d. Printout Questionnaire Features, Type Code, and Category

Option #4 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU" asks the user to
ready the printer and then press [RETURN]. The program will display
“PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE, AND CATEGORY" and proceed to
print the report. The program will return to the "QUESTIONNAIRE
MAINTENANCE MENU" when the report is finished.

e. Questionnaire Parameter File Maintenance

Option #5 form the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU" clears the screen
and displays the following information from the questionnaire system
parameter file:

THE QUESTION NUMBER FOR THE DEATH SENTENCE FEATURE
THE QUESTION NUMBER FOR THE LIFE SENTENCE FEATURE
THE LAST QUESTION NUMBER USED IN THE MASTER FILE
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The user is asked to select one of the following:

UPDATE THE RECORD WITH THE CHANGES MADE
CHANGE THE DISPLAYED INFORMATION :
RETURN TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU
WITHOUT CHANGING ANY INFORMATION

W N -
1 11

Option #1 updates the parameter file with the changes made and
returns the user to the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU".

Option #2 allows the user to change any of the information
displayed. Press [RETURN] to leave the information in a field unchanged
and to advance to the next field. If the informaiton is to be changed,
input the new information and press [RETURN] (press RETURN only if the
field was not filled up).

Option "M" is se]f;explanantory.
f. Index A1l Master Files

Option #6 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU" clears the screen
and proceeds to index the master files as follows:

INDEX B:QXX.DBF TO B:QXXNO.NDX ON FQXX:NO
IRDEX B:QXX.DBF TO B:FCASENO.NDX ON FCASE:NO
INDEX B:CASE.DBF TO B:CASENO.NDX ON FCASE:NO

The above information is displayed on the screen when the program iiTn
executing. When the indexing is completed, the user is returned to the*~
"QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU". This program can also be executed from
the "MAIN MENU" by pressing "I" for selection.

g. Zero OQut and Re-calculate Case Accumulators

Option #7 from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU" zeros out the
feature accumulators and re-calculates them while reading through the
case data master file. This program is executed automatically before
returning from the "QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE"™ menu if any
changes have been made to the questionnaire master file.

h. Edit WP Questionnaire Source Document

Option #8 clears the screen and asks the user to remove the diskette
in Drive B: and put in Drive B:, the "WORD PROCESSING" diskette labeled
#3. The user is then asked to press "1" for "WORD PROCESSING" or "M" to
return to the QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU. If the user chooses option
#1, the screen will clear and the user is returned to the Wang System
menu. Then the user must press the space bar, advancing the high light
and cursor to the "PC WORD PROCESSING" optivn. Then he/she must press
the [EXECI key to enter word processing.

£y
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i, Return to Main Menu

Option "M" 1is se]f-éxplanatory.

This is the end of Questionnaire Maintenance instructions.
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WANG PC EDITOR COMMANDS

&

C. SYSTEM NOTES

1 PF3 CENTER Allows editing only in the center of the editors window
“ " th roqram name you want’ , . |
to run ?%aze iégi;;mnggz ?gtggtigggﬁg' agg: %DEASE MENU®. The only f : INSERT Iqsert mode - text to the right of the cursor is move
;go;ggms youpshou1d execute like this are: MENU, FILENDX, CMNTMENU, g o right
AGGMIT, GAGGMIT, QMNTMENU, and QMNTUPT. The other programs require : v |
1nformétion that is exchanged from program to program. DELETE Deletes a single character
from DOS, enter "EXIT". ’ SHIFT
To return o the fang systen nEHH ' DELETE Deletes the whole 1ine and moves text up one line
II, enter "DO" and the program name. , |
Ei.enggtg.aEzﬂggra¥th2R:EB;:EHS that the program "MENU.PRG" is on ~ ERASE Deletes text to end of line
e b | | EXEC Enters the line of text and moves cursor down one line
3 1] i f
Forextt Bause 13, smter A0 i RETURN Enters the line of text and moves cursor to the
i
i

To display the system directory from DOS enter "DIR A:" or "DIR B:". beginning of that line

nen the stap-display function.
Press the [CONTROL] and "S" keys to use P P PREYV Displays previous 21 lines of text
dit a program, the Wang Editor @ommand's name was G
I: yogdw?’?‘zmtngEDIT.E?(E"gto WEDIT.EXE". To edit a program and print SHIFT _ ,
: ??gtin to the printer, enter "EDIT A:MENU.PRG". Then press the « PREV Displays the last 21 lines of text
%DOWN AR%OW]'key once. Next, press the [SHIFT] and [NEXT] keys. The i SHIFT
documentation file will be printed by pressing the [EXEC] key. Press : NEXT Displ the last 21 11 ¢ text
the [SHIFT] and [CANCEL] key to exit the editor. ) isplays ihe 1las ines or tex
- © HELP Shows editor commands
[ : :
= e SHIFT
- CANCEL Ends edit session-then press [EXEC] to save text.
| g" PF4 DEC TAB Sets tabs - use space bar to desired position then
: press the [TAB] key. Hold the space bar down (till
- end of line) to erase previous tabs. When tabs are
- set, press the [EXEC] key.
;» CANCEL To abort any command
o Moves cursor up the screen moving lines of text once
i it reaches the top of the screen.
N
¢ Moves cursor down the screen moving lines of text once
kd it reaches the bottom of the screen.
% Moves cursor to the right
?3 Moves cursor to the left
' PF8 STOP Deletes a range of lines. Press [EXEC] to delete
lines or cancel to exit this function.

C-31
C-30

B



agarits PRI -TOEE

=

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
SCREEN IMAGES OF THE PROGRAMS

SECTION D
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

MAIN MENU

1l ~ CASE DATA INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

2 ~ AGGRAVATOR {ommmm— > MITIGATOR SEARCH

3 - GENERAL SEARCH

4 - QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
Q =~ QUIT PROGRAM

Please select your option :I:
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

INDEXING MASTER FILES

'g%HDEX B:QXX.DBF TO B:QXXNO.NDX ON FQXX:NO

00100 RECORDS INDEXED
00200 RECORDS INDEXED
00250 RECORDS INDEXED

Preceding page blank

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

D-3

I

PLEASE WAIT

i e, B T &,

s e 2

Sy i

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
INDEXING MASTER FILES e . PLEASE WAIT

<
=, DEX B:CASE.DBF TO B:CASENO.NDX ON FCASE:NO
00100 RECORDS INDEXED

INDEX COMPLETED !

D-5




PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW

INDEXING MASTER FILES

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PLEASE WAIT

INDEX B:QXX.DBF TO B:FCASENO.NDX ON FCASE:NO

00100 RECORDS INDEXED
00200 RECORDS INDEXED
00250 RECORDS INDEXED
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

MAIN MENDU

1l - CASE DATA INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

2 = AGGRAVATOR {=—=== > MITIGATOR SEARCH

'3 - GENERAL SEARCH

4 - QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

Q - QUIT PROGRAM

Please select your option :Rr:

Preceding page blank D-7

e

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

c:_,‘t:\
i
PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #5 IN DRIVE A:
PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #2 IN DRIVE B:
by

Preceding page blank

RESET THE PROTOTYPE MASTER FILES

AND

THEN PRESS RETURN WHEN READY
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;2 ¢
; PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
Iy .
i i o
- SE SELECTION SYSTEM [ 5? RESET THE PROTOTYPE MASTER FILES
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW ca . : ; ’
) -
RESET THE PROTOTYPE MASTER FILES ae
_ ! PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #5 IN DRIVE A: anp ., . .
SKETTE IS NOT IN DRIVE A: : :
THE CORRECT DI i PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #2 IN DRIVE B:  THEN PRESS RETURN WHEN READY -
; Resetting Demo .. Please Wait.
A AND . . . :
PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #5 IN DRIVE ] ;
; COPYING DEMO MASTER FILES.
. RETURN WHEN READY : : | .
. SKETTE #2 IN DRIVE B: THEN PRESS - :
PLEASE INSERT DI ; 1 INDEXING MASTER FILES,
] T"j‘;
5 i o
a
i i
T
~ gy
5?5 D-11
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f PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
K RESET THE PROTOTYPE MASTER FILES ;i
PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #5 IN DRIVE A: AND o e .
PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE #2 IN DRIVE B: THEN PRESS RETURN WHEN READY I
The demo master files have been reset and are ready for the next demo.
PLEASE INSERT DISKETTE "#1" IN DRIVE "A:" AND PRESS RETURN WHEN READY s
Ty
7y
' D-12
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CaAsE SELECTION SYSTEM
MAIN MENU
— 1 - CASE para INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
2 -~ AGGRAVATOR Cmmmmm > MITIGATOR SEARCH
3 - GENERAL SEARCH

4 ~ QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
Q - QUIT PROGRAM

Please select your option :Q:

PN
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
& . MAIN MENU
Gw i' <§
i i 1 - CASE DATA INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
2 - AGGRAVATOR C=—m—= > MITIGATOR SEARCH
3 = GENERAL SEARCH
4 = QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
Q - QUIT PROGRAM
Please select your option :1:
S \
Y y
S i
T i
E {
that's all folks }
;
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-
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only

LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

NOY OIS WA
LI T I S D A |

=
1

RETURN TO MAIN MENU

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :1:

Preceding page hlank D-17

R R RGN R e e e

I e
et

ADD A

Please give the case number (can be
Input "99999999g9

you wish to add.

<

One moment please .

™

e

Prefceding page blank

CLSE NUMBER: £9999999999

4 combinati
" to exit ¢
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A DD A CASE T O T HE MASTER FILE
Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)

you wish to add. Input "9999999999" to exit this input routine.

CASE NUMBER: :285-222 :

Sorry, but that case already exits.
What would you like to do ?

l - Try again
2 =~ Return to the CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

[

Please select your option

e

D-20
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ADD A CASE TO

Please give the case number

you wish to add. Input "9999999999"

5
ISE NUMBER: :285-002 :

o

! e
5

69

T HE MASTER FILE

(can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)

to exit this input routine.
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW < CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

ADD A CASE TO THE MASTER FILE
INPUT SCREEN # 1

Case Number :285-002 :

Date of Sentence :04/06/84: L
State of TEST STATE v. :Walker : :Ben ¢  :A:
(Last) (First) (M.I.)
in the Court of :Circuit : County :Rand :
Report of Judge :Williams :
What would you like to do ?
1 - Change this information
2 - Continue to Screen #
3 - Select another case
4 - Return to the CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU
Please select your option :4: One Moment Please . . .
{??

D-22

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

ADD A CASE TO THE MASTER FILE
INPUT SCREEN # 1

< Case Number :285-002 :

e Date of Sentence :04/06/84;:

State of TEST STATE V. :Walker 3 :Ben : A
(Last) (First) (ﬁ.i.)

in the Court of :Circuit : County :Rand :

Report of Judge :Williams :

What would you like to do ?
1l - Change this information
2 - Continue to Screen # 2
3 - Select another case

4 -, Return to the CASE DATA MAINT
Please select your option :2: ENANCE MENU

T
)

g

+ 3
fo=rg

D-23
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

ADD A CASE TO THE MASTER FILE
INPUT SCREEN # 2

*%%* TNSTRUCTIONS FOR INPUTTING QUESTIONNAIRE ANSWERS:

- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  ==——= > 1Into
~ INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  ——==—= > Into "NO"

- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  ==—=-= > 1Into the

- Input a "0" into any column to SWITCE columns

- Input a "999" into any column to CANCEL this input routine

- Press <RETURN> after all inputs

YES NO CURRENT ANSWER

QUESTION NUMBER :300_:

"YES" column if question is checked
column to correct answer

(all questions start with a "NO" answer)
"CIURRENT ANSWER" column

to SEE the current answer

s R T AR S S

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

ADD A CASE TO THE MASTER FILE
INPUT SCREEN # 2

*** INSTRUCTIONS FOR INPUTTING QUESTIONNAIRE ANSWERS:

- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER = - ==—=-= > Into "YES" column if question is checked
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  —===- > Into "NO" column to correct answer

(all questions start with a "NO" answer)
= INPUT QUESTION NUMBER = - ==—== > Into the "CURRENT ANSWER" column

to SEE the current answer
- Input' a "0" into any column to SWITCH columns

-~ Input a "999" into any column to CANCEL this input routine
Press <RETURN> after all inputs

YES NO CURRENT ANSWER

QUESTION NUMBER

QUESTION NUMBER IS OUT OF RANGE

D-25
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW = CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

ADD A CASE TO THE MASTER FILE

INPUT SCREEN # 2 What would you like to do 2
*%%* TINSTRUCTIONS FOR INPUTTING QUESTIONNAIRE ANSWERS: O fi

1l - Make Corrections

- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =—=-=—- > Into "YES" column if question is checked L :33 = SAVE the data and add another case
-~ INPUT QUESTION NUMBER ==~=-— > Into "NO" column to correct answer -~ RETURN W i thout Saving data
(all questions start with a "NO" answer)
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER = - —===- > Into the "CURRENT ANSWER" column ]
fo SEE the current answer Please select your option :2:
- Input a "0" into any column to SWITCH columns i
- Input a "999" into any column to CANCEL this input routine §
- Press <RETURN> after all inputs j
' E UP
YES NO CURRENT ANSWER | DATING THE CASE DATA MASTER FILE . . « PLEASE WAIT.
QUESTION NUMBER s 10: : Os : 0:
10 YES
o )
L -
J
i
4
]
i
M ()
LN
;
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UPDATING. -

N it e R

Updating Question Number:

10

** WARNING: . . . DO NOT INTERRUPT THIS ROUTINE *%

Questionnaire file

in Case Number:

D-28
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

1 - ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

2 - CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

3 - DELETE CASE RECORD

4 - PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only

5 - LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
6 - LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
7 - LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only
M - RETURN TO MAIN MENU

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :2:

D-29
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CASE CORRECTION AND

- ettt

INQUIRY

Please give the case number (can be a

combination of 10 letters and numbers)
you wish to correct or look at.

Input "9999999999" to exit this routine.

CASE NUMBER: :9999999999;

One moment please .

Preceding page blank

3

N
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| CASE CORRECTION a
CASE CORRECTION AND INOQUTIRY % b ¥ INQUIRY
f o Please give the case number (can be a combinati
Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers) f - You wish to correct or look at. Input "9999938398E ig iigzeiiiznd n:mbers)
you wish to correct or look at. Input "9999999999" to exit this routine. ‘ : Toutine.
o | EY
{4 et
s r CASE NUMBER: :285-002 :
CASE NUMBER: :285-222 : ;
H}
Sorzy, but that case was not found.
What would you like to do:
1l - Try again i &
2 - Return to the CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU :
Please select your option :1: |
i
~ 0
[
;:,., o
a
qy 1
. D-33
D-32 5
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11  PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SEARCH SYSTEM
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SEARCH SYSTEM 5

CASE CORRECTION and INQUIRY

CASE CORRECTION and INQUIRY INPUT SCREEN # 1

INPUT SCREEN # 1

o e AT

- 3 <P Case Number 285-002
Case Number 285-002 4y a7 Date of Sentence 04/06/78
Date of Sentence 04/06/78 o :
- a State of TEST STATE v. Walker Ben A
State of TEST STATE v. Walker Ben ) ‘ (Last) (First) (M.I.)
: (Last) (First) (M.I.) 5
in the Court of Circuit County Rand
in the Court of Circuit County Rand
' Report of Judge Williams °
Report of Judge Williams P et e e e e e e e e e e e e
----------------------------------------------------------------- What would you like to do ?
What would you like to do ? - 1 Change this information
1 Change this information 2 - Continue to Screen # 2
2 - Continue to Screen # _ 3 - Select another case
3 - Select another case 3 4 - Return to the CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU
4 - Return to the CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU : " Please select your option :2:
Please select your option :4: One Moment Please . . . Z _

L

R
AV
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

CASE CORRECTION and INQUIRY
INPUT SCREEN # 2

*¥%*%* TINSTRUCTIONS FOR INPUTTING QUESTIONNAIRE ANSWERS: f}
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  ====—= > Into "YES" column if question is checked
-~ INPUT QUESTION NUMBER | ~===- > Into "NO" column to correct answer

(all questions start with a "NO" answer)
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  ==—== > Into the "CURRENT ANSWER" column

t0o SEE the current answer

- Input a "0" into any column to SWITCH columns

- Input a "999" into any column to CANCEL this input routine
- Press <RETURN> after all inputs

YES NO CURRENT ANSWER
QUESTION NUMBER :300_:

-

&
e

e

!5'

Pow
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

CASE CORRECTION and INQUIRY

INPUT SCREEN

# 2

%% INSTRUCTIONS FOR INPUTTING QUESTIONNAIRE ANSWERS:

g

= INPUT QUESTION NUMBER «  ===-= > Into

« INPUT QUESTION NUMBER = - ==—=-—- > Into
(all

- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER ====- > Into

"YES" column if question is checked
"NO" column to correct answer
questions start with a "NO" answer)
the "CURRENT ANSWER" column

t+to SEE the current answer

- Input a "O0" into any column to SWITCH columns
- Input a "999" into any column to CANCEL this input routine

- Press <RETURN> after all inputs

YES

QUESTION NUMBER

NO CURRENT ANSWER

QUESTION NUMBER IS OUT OF RANGE

B, o

e S

g
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SEARCH SYSTEM

CASE CORRECTION and INQUIRY
INPUT SCREEN # 2

**% INSTRUCTIONS FOR INPUTTING QUESTIONNAIRE ANSWERS: I
. i
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER =  —==—-—-— > Into "YES" column if question is checked
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER = - =~==-—-— > Into "NO" column to correct answer
(all questions start with a "NO" answer)
- INPUT QUESTION NUMBER = - =====— > Into the "CURRENT ANSWER" column

to SEE the current answer

- Input a "O" into any column to SWITCH columns
- Input a "999" into any column to CANCEL this input routine
- Press <RETURN> after all inputs

YES NO CURRENT ANSWER
QUESTION NUMBER : 0: : 0: : 10:
10 YES
;*&
D-38
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What would you like to do ?

:} 1l - Make Corrections
2 - SAVE the data and select another case
3 -RETURN Wi+thout Saving data

Please select your option :2:

UPDATING TEE CASE DATA MASTER FILE . . . PLEASE WAIT.

-
L

-
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Preceding page blank

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION
DELETE CASE RECQRD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) -
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) -
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES -

RETURN TO MAIN MENU

Printout only
Printout only
Printout only

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :3:

D-41
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DELETE A

Please give the case numb
of the case you wish to d

<>

Y

~4ASE NUMBER:

One moment please . .

Preceding page blank

$9999999999:

CASE

er (can be a combination of 10 let
elete. Input "9999959999"

D-43

ter and numbers)

to exit this routine.



{
DELETE A | o/
| ‘;é CASE s/ DELETE A CASE
; I Please give the case number {can be a combination of 10 letter and numbers) ¢ P%eaSe give the case number (
. i of the case you wish to delete. Input "9999999999" to exit this routine. b of the case you wish t can be a combination of 1
) - o delete. Input "999993999gn 0 letter and numbers)
A - L : , to exit this routin
o 9 sE N : s
CASE NUMBER: :285-222  : g Fo UMBER: :285-002
There is NO case with this case number in the file. L
What would you like to do: yf
1 - Try again >
2 -~ Return to INPUT MENU
L Please select your option :1:
AR ! ° .
N '
5
L
i
-
£
Lo D-45




| b DELETE A
DELETE A CASE ; h CASE

e s

, Please give the case number (can be a combinati
Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letter and numbers) f /.~ of the case you wish to delete. Input "9999998398% ig éi;gezhigdr23$§225)

of the case you wish to delete. Input "9999999999" to exit this routine.

i : q§
Ty ; ~YASE NUMBER: :285-002

CASE NUMBER: :285-002 : DR T T T e e e e e
| .. Case number: 285-002
Case number: 285-002 | i Defendant: Walker , Ben A.
Defendant: Walker , Ben A. *
| : Sentence:.DEA?H Sentence date: 04/06/78
Sentence: DEATH Sentence date: 04/06/78 | b Court: Circuit County: Rand
Court: Circuit County: Rand ‘ i : Judge: Williams
Judge: Williams |
|
Are you sure you wa..t to delete this case? _ | *kkk CASE IS BEING DELETETD *%xx
1 - DELETE this case & Please wait . . .
2 - DO NOT DELETE this case ; '
Please select your option :1:
'e‘.‘ =
i ”, “inds
|
€ ;-
- | D-47
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Would you like to DELETE another case
1 - ¥ES
2 - NO

Please select your option :2:

D-48
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only

LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

= SNOOLR W

- RETURN TO MAIN MENU

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :4:

i
+ § d
Y
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Preceding page blank
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Report
Report
Repozrt
Report
Report

Report’

Report
Report
Report

WoOo-Jauwul b whH

*%* P RI NTING ***

PROFILE OF ALL CASES ON FILE

ASPECTS OF THE TRIAL

STATUTORY AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES
CONTEMPORANEOUS OFFENSES

NON-STATUTORY AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES
STATUTORY MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES
NON-STATUTORY MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES
DEFENDANT'S PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEFENDANT
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VICTIM

D-52

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW =~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

- ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

- CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only

LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

- RETURN TO MAIN MENU

= NOYo R Wi
| I T B |

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :5:

P:‘P}
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Set Printer to the TOP of the paper

‘§

Please press <RETURN> when ready

)

Preceding page blank
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INDEXING CASE

* %k %

LIST OF CASES BY DATE OF SENTENCE

MASTER FILE

PRINTTING ***

PLEASE WAIT.

D-55
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only

LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

RETURN TO MAIN MENU

= NOOIHWMN -
LI R D I |

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :6:
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Set Printer to the TOP of the paper
'@,

Please press <RETURN> when ready

Preceding page blank

D-59
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*%% PRI NTTING ***

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CASES

INDEXING CASE MASTER FILE

PLEASE WAIT.
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only '
LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

- RETURN TO MAIN MENU

= NOOIE W -

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION 17

D-61
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

= NOOTRWMN -

CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION
DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) -
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) -
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES -

RETURN TO MAIN MENU

Printout only
Printout only
Printout only

Please set the paper in the printer to the TOP of the form

and press <RETURN> when ready : :

Preceding page biank D-63

T sy

el

X
v



PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

TR e

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout only

LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

= N W N s

- RETURN TO MAIN MENU

FHRFEEXEE Printing Case Features *kssks

D-64
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

= NO I WM

CASE DATA MAINTENANCE MENU

ADD CASES TO THE MASTER FILE

CHANGE / INQUIRE CASE INFORMATION

DELETE CASE RECORD

PROFILE OF ALL CASES - Printout oniy

LIST OF CASES (By date of sentence) - Printout only
LIST OF CASES (Alphabetical order) - Printout only
LIST OF ALL CASES and THEIR FEATURES - Printout only

RETURN TO MAIN MENU

PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION HUH

D-65
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

: CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
%a ) MAIN MENTU

}\

pot

CASE DATA INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

§

i

%‘ 2 - AGGRAVATOR ummmn— > MITIGATOR SEARCH
?

!

!

3 - GENERAL SEARCH
QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

Q =~ QUIT PROGRAM

Please select your option :2:

i
3 -,
i * H (x
A . 7
oy, &
i -

| |
| :
! L
! :
& L m
-
L Preceding page blank D-67
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WELCOME TO THE CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

%@pis section will allow you to conduct the -~

AGGRAVATOR £ === > MITIGATOR SEARCH

Before starting you have the choice of:

1 =~ Continuing with this program or
M ~ Returning to the Main Menu

Please select your option by PRESSING either "1" or "M"

N

Preceding page hlank D-69
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Before proceeding you have one more choice to make

The next few screens introduce the program and describe
how it works. You may wish to SKIP this section and go ”
directly to the section which allows you to select features.

Worth remembering .
What would you like to do ?

b
!
!
i
EY

1l - READ the Introduction
2 -

g. Whenever the computer does not seem to be responding to
3
SKIP the Introduction

your prompt it is probably because you forgot to press
the <RETURN> key.

Please select your option

Press <RETURN> to continue

e

D-71
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CASE SEARCH SYSTEM -~ INTRODUCTION

The following program helps you to identify homicide cases that share
' features in common with the death case that you are currently reviewing.
e B i It relieves much of the tedious sorting of cases and enables you to more
ALSO . -« - - " { e easily and accurately identify the cases that should be compared to the
v review case.
0.
Make sure the printer is ON % Press <RETURN> to continue
?
!
| i‘
: !
| ?
3 i % v
Press <RETURN> to continue | %
§
|
’L
S 3 m;
Ya e { e
i
!
!
l
!
| |
i .
: :
i
3,
i 3
j i
L
f }
H i
e [ i
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CASE SEARCH SYSTEM - INTRODUCTION

CASE SEARCH SYSTEM -~ INTRODUCTION
First, you enter the case number of the case being reviewed.

The computer will respond with a listing of the aggravating, mitigating.

and pertinent background features of the case. From this listing you w! 1

select and enter the aggravating and then the mitigating circumstances

Finally, once the search is completed you will be given the choice
which seem the most important in describing the case being reviewed.

of whether to RE-RUN the program or RETURN to the Main Menu.

Throughout the program you will be given the choice of returning to the
; Main Menu.
5 ;
Up to three aggravating and three mitigating circumstances can be
selected.

After giving you a chance to revise the features selected, the program
will find all those cases which share some or all of these features.

It
will tell you how many cases are found, how many life sentences and death ; 1 -~ YES, begin the case search process
sentences the cases sharing each feature have, and (if you desire) print a 15

2 = NO, re-run the Introduction
M -~ NO, return to the Main Menu
The search takes about three minutes.

Are you ready to start ?

listing of the cases selected.

Please select your option
Press <RETURN> to continue

s
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CASE SELECTION SYSTEM - - Aggravator {===> Search

The selection system starts with a printout of the aggravating and
mitigating features of the Reveiw Case

. You may now choose whether to
receive this printout or go on to the case search process.

-
What would you like to do ? 7
1 - Start with a printout of the Review Case Features 3

2 - Skip printout and start features selection
M - Return to the Main Menu

Please select your option

"oy, i
P

=

=Y
'(‘43‘:}

D-76

SELECTING

Please give the case number (can be a combinati

A

CASE

on of 10 letters and numbers)

of the case being reviewed. Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.

4/noE NUMBER: :285-222

There is NO case with this case number in the file.

What would you like to do:

- Select another Case Number

1
M - Return to MAIN MENU

Please select your option

¢.d

D-77
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SELECTING A CASE

of the case being reviewed. Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.

AT e

: CASE NUMBER: :285-002 H

D-78

Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)

-

o
i
B

&

5

|

———

s R
H

&

SELECTING A CASE

Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)
of the case being reviewed. Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.

“*CASE NUMBER: 285-002

T S T S ) Ty A D = G S Y oy — A Sy €Y . - s G . S ——— P G WS S S S — — G R T S = S G S T T EHa e A D S A W Y T G SRS G TS S S 4N Ame R Y A . e w—

Case number: 285-002

Defendant: Walker

r Ben , A.
Sentence: DEATH Sentence date: 04/06/78
Court: Circuit County: Rand :

Judge: Williams

Is this the case you want ?

1l - YES, CONTINUE with Case Seletion Program
2 ~- NO, re-select a case

M - NO; return to the MAIN MENU
Please select your option

s,

=

-

o
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SELECTING A CASE
Please give the case number

(can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)
of the case being reviewed.

Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.

i
CASE NUMBER: 285-002

Case number: 285-=002

Defendant: Walker ; Ben

Sentence: DEATH Sentence date: 04/06/78

Court: Circuit County: Rand

Judge: Williams

Is this the case you want ?

1l - YES, printout features and continue with the case search progra:
2 - NO, re-select a case
M - NO, return to the MAIN MENU

Please select your option

D-80
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SELECTING A

Please give the case number (can be a combinati
©f the case being reviewed. gan Of 10 letters

and numbers)
Input "9999999999n g exit this selection.

‘XASE NUMBER: 285-002

———————————m—-—_————————-——-—q-—.—————..-—-—-————-———-———————-———-——
- s o ——— - = o ———

Case number: 285-002

Defendant: wWalker r Ben ’
Sentence: DEATH Sentence date: 04/06/78
Court: Circuit County: Rand

Judge: Williams

PRINTING CASE FEATURES

PLEASE WAIT.

D-81
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| : REVIEW CASE: WALKER ID: 285-002

: é‘ . CODE # Aggravating Features
i PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM ; e .

Mitigating Features

It is now time to enter the important aggravating and
mitigating features of the case under review. A feature
is entered by entering the code number of each feature.
The code numbers are given on the printed list of Review

Case features - or - on the Master Features List
available in the USER'S GUIDE.

The cursor is now positioned at the top of the screen
opposite the feature you are selecting.

You may do one of the following:

e A SRS
v B SR T g N T B

. + . INPUT a feature CODE ‘and press <RETURN>
. « . PRESS <RETURN> to leave a selection unchanged
« « « Press '0' AND <RETURN> to ERASE feature selection

press <RETURN> to continue

o m ai

-

N ] ] e

g o A

)
%%3
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REVIEW CASE: WALKER ID: 285-002

CODE # Aggravating Features

AGG1 118 ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

AGG2 83 VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)

AGG3 240 DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY
Mitigating Features .

MIT1 31 PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDAMT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM

m%¥§ 168 PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

-—--—-_-—----—-—---—---——---m-———------u-—----------—-—-——--—————-——-—--—_

Are you finished making selections ?

l - Yes, start case SEARCH
2 - No. more selections
3 -

Yes, STOP selection process and return to Main Menu

Please select your option :1:

P 2o

(€0

D-84
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REVIEW CASE: WALKER ID: 285-002

CODE # Aggravating Features

AGG1 118 ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

AGG2 83 VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)

AGG3 240 DEFENDANT HAD ¥®{0R CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY
Mitigating Features

MIT1 31 PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM

MIT2 165 PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

MIT3 0

- - -
N S 0N M S MR RS MM DGR G AR WS A SR b G m D oW G M ED T NN SR e WE D GW D ED M a AN W AE SR T S MD UN M M S N SR N W GD D MR WD AN e B GR ST AR WS e et e e e e - -

One more thing . . .

Would you Tike to exclude review case from the search ?
Normally you will wish to exclude the review case.

1 - YES, EXCLUDE Review Case
2 - NO, INCLUDE Review Case

Please select your option :1:
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REVIEW CASE:

WALKER ID:

285-002

- 0% MR e R M Ge L Gy W e ED G wm en e N W SR GD G W e OE AR Gm Gy D G5 S Gy an T G SR G G T WD M G R M ws S WS WD M e M G e W TGS op e T M WS G SN N SU ML G AR ED W e D W e

CODE
AGG1 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MIT1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

# Aggravating Features

ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)
DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR & VIOQLENT FELONY

Mitigating Features

PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

please wait

the search takes about 3 minutes

D-86

countdown

——==> 10

by
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A e .

9
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e

REVIEW CASE: NALKER ID: 285-002 Exclude Review Case

CODE # Aggravat1ng Features o ooTTTmmmmTee
AGGl1 : 118 ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
AGG2 : 83 VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS QOFFICER (FOUND)

AGG3 ': 240 DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY
Mitigating Features

MIT1 : 31 PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
MIT2 : 165 PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

please wait
the search takes about 3 minutes

d one - wait one more moment
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REVIEW CASE: WALKER

ID:

285-002

Exclude Review Case

CODE # Aggravating Features
AGGl : 118 ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
AGG2 : 83 YICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OQFFICER (FOUND)

AGG3 : 240 DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY
Mitigating Features

MIT1 : 31 PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM

B

MIT2 : 165 PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

Please make sure the printer is on and the paper is set properly.

Press <RETURN> when ready

D-88

S s

PUTI——

N AN

R

e

REVIEW CASE: WALKER ID: 285-002 Exclude Review Case

CODE # Aggravating Features
AGGl1 : 118 ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

AGG2 : 83 VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)

AGG3 : 240 DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIQOLENT FELONY
Mitigating Features

MIT1 : 31 PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
: PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

e e W s e T N RS M R ey S5 En M W MG M MR S M D En GD Gw ep U G T e e SR M G G G M G G G WD M mE WD Mk N Gm v D A G M T NN W GG E N G G UD G WS M D R OR WP M W e e W

*#xx PR INTING *%*
RESULTS OF AGGRAVATOR  <----- > MITIGATOR SEARCH
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. . lude Review Case § REVIEW CASE: WALKER ID: 285-002 Exclude Review Case
REVIEW CASE: WALKER ID: 285-002 exclude Review Case e TIPTTTEBxelude Review Case
_-------------------—Ej;--E;;;;;;; """"""""""""" j P CODE # Aggravating Features
.CODE # Agg&ggaRaBgERY (CONVICTED) : L AGG1 : 118 ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
AGG1 : 118 AR E/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND) Coob AGG2 : 83 VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)
AGG2 : 83 VICTIM WASHszggléR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIGLENT FELONY - = | 5 AGE3 : 240 DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY
ABGS 240 M?E?Sggég; Features ‘ ' S Cd il MIT1 31 M;E;g?éAEgA§226E¥eSN DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
MITl ¢+ 31 PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM | MIT2 : 165  PROSECUTION'S CASE BASLD npbLs ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE
MIT2 : 165 PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE : MIT3 0 -
e e
% Would you like to:
i 1 - Receive a printout and comparative analysis of selected cases
4 2 - Choose other selection features and conduct another search
M - Return to the Main Menu
' Please select your o tion :1:
Would you 1ike another printout of the search results ? | y p

PRESS <1> for YES or <2> for NO 12

N

o

)

oY
Lf

¢
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REVIEW CASE:

CODE #
AGGl : 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MIT1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

Please select

NOOTO W
[ I U NS N N B B

Please select

Aggravating Features
ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)
DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY O
Mitigating Features N
PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

the set of cases you wish to see from the following 1list

AGG1+AGG2

AGGI+AGG2+AGG3

MIT1+MIT2

MITI+MIT2+MIT3

AGGl1+AGG2+AGG3+MITI1+MIT2+MIT3

SELECT OTHER FEATURES AND CONDUCT ANOTHER SEARCH
SELECT ANOTHER CASE

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

your option :2:

D-92
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REVIEW CASE:

CODE
AGG1 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MIT1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

# Aggravating Features

Mitigating Features

WALKER ID:

C§g$?MRSBBERY (CONVICTED)
AS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOU
, ND
DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR g VIOL%NT FELONY

PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR AN
: OTHER BY VICTIM
PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

* %k %

PRINTTING hwx
Cover Page
D-93 -
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REVIEW CASE:

CODE
AGG1 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MITI1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

# Aggravating Features

ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)

DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY

Mitigating Features

PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM

PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

*kk PRINTINSG bkl

Summary of similar cases

D-94
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REVIEW CASE:

CODE
AGG1 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MIT1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

WALKER

ID: 285-002

Exclude Review Case

# Aggravating Features
ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)

DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY
Mitigating Features

PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

SR SE M SR S Gh SR On b S G S N R N T M S A S AR N MM R D G M WD RD AN TE ND GU ED ND G SD e e A G M R R R G A S e G G G N S S AR BN e G M D G G Gm WD B W e G G A e

* %%

PRINTINSAG

List of similar cases

D-95
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REVIEW CASE:

CODE
AGG1 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MIT1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

WALKER ID: 285-002

# Aggravating Features
ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOUND)
DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY -~
Mitigating Features et
PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

*k %k PRINTTINSG *kk

Comparison of similar cases
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REVIEW CASE:

B Em S wm e OB G e mn ew WD e MG e e S MM G M WP NN MR G WM S A SD N mm M W M S e SR G WD AN WA WY Gl GD R e G G G SR ER TR MR D G U MR Mp G WD e WD e e DB OW W G M mm M TR e W e w

WALKER

ID:

CODE # Aggravating Features
: ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
VICTIM WAS POLICE/CORRECTIONS OFFICER (FOQUND)

DEFENDANT HAD PRIOR CONVICTION(S) FOR A VIOLENT FELONY

AGG1 118
AGG2 83
AGG3 240
MIT1 31
MIT2 165
MIT3 0

o e v m e T AR WD e WD TS G mw G W S GD En Gl W G 5 M G e ] D G G Gy VR T en TR M G e Em G G TR D e SE ER AR AN S LN G ) ED W e B T G SR W SR TE e W en WU M w e wm e

Mitigating Features

285-002

PHYSICAL ASSAULT ON DEFENDANT OR ANOTHER BY VICTIM
PROSECUTION'S CASE BASED SOLELY ON CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

If you would like to see another set of cases, please select your option

NI WM
(N T T R IO I A |

Please select

AGG1+AGG2

AGG1+AGG2+AGG3

MIT1+MIT2

MITI+MIT2+MIT3
AGG1+AGG2+AGG3+MIT1I+MIT2+MIT3
SELECT OTHER FEATURES AND CONDUCT ANOTHER SEARCH
SELECT ANOTHER CASE

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

your option

s M:

D-97

S

LI

A%

ety ey

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

MAIN MENU

1 =~ CASE DATA INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
2 = AGGRAVATOR {om—om > MITIGATOR SEARCH
-3 =~ GENERAL SEARCH
4 - QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

g - QUIT PROGRAM

Please select your option :3:

Preceding page blank D-99
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WELCOME TO THE CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

Fhis section will allow you to conduct the -

Wi

GENERAL SEARCH

Before we start, you now have the choice of:

1l - Continuing with this program or
M - Returning to the Main Menu

Please make your choice by PRESSING either "1" or "M" s1l:

Preceding page blank D-101
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Good, but before proceeding you have one more choice to make . . . Ef
The next few screens introduce the program and describe . - | %f T
how it works. You may wish to SKIP this section and go $ Ly e
directly to the section which allows you to select features. o i
- Worth remembering . . .
What would you like to do ? ;
]
1l - READ the Introduction
2 = SKIP the Introduction Whenever the computer does not seem to be responding to
. : i your prompt it is probably becau
Please select you option :1l: JE +he <RETU§N> key‘p ¥ be se you forgot to press
Press <RETURN> to continue
WAITING
- 3
= <
& T
D-102 D-103
L
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CASE SEARCH SYSTEM ~

%, INTRODUCTION

% The following program helps you to identify homicide cases being

¥ reviewed. Features in common with the death case that you are currently
. reviewing. It relieves much of the tedious sorting of tases and enables

3 NS you to more easily and accurately pull out the cases that should be

ALSO. .. B i ab : _
_ Qs . compared to the review case.
Make sure the printer is ON ‘

Prass <RETURN> to contiizue
WAITING

Press <RETURN> to continue

WAITING

bk

s

D-105
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CASE SEARCH SYSTEM - INTRODUCTION

First you will enter the case number of the case being reviewed.
The computer will respond with a listing of the aggravating, mitagating,
and pertinent background features of the case. From this listing, you

describing the case being reviewed.
Any six circumstances can be selected.

After giving you a chance to revise the features selected, the
program will find all those cases which share some or all of these
features. It will tell you how many cases are found, what the
life/death ratio of each feature is and, if you desire, print a listing
and analysis of the case selected.

The search takes about three minutes.

Press <RETURN> to continue

WAITING

<

-

D-106
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will select and enter the circumstances which seem most important in -

e e e et s s o e v et

. of
5

to
Are you

CASE SEARCH SYSTEM - INTRODUCTION

Finally, once the search is conmpleted you will be given the choice
whether to RE-RUN the program or RETURN to the Main Menu.

Throughout the program you will be given the choice of returning
the Main Menu.

ready to start ?

1 -~ YES, begin the case search process
2 = NO, re-run the Introduction
M =~ NO, return to the Main Menu

Please select your option :1l:

P

D-107
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CASE SELECTION SYSTEM - - General Search

Normally the selection system starts with a printout of
the aggravating and mitigating features of the Review Case.
You may now choose whether to receive this printout or go on
to the case search process.

What would you like to do ?
1 ~ Start with a printout of the Review Case Features
2 - Skip printout and start features selection
M - Return to the Main Menu

Please select your option :1:

D-108
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CASE SELECTION SYSTEM - - General Search

Normally the selection system starts with a printout of
the aggravating and mitigating features of the Review Case.
You may now choose whether to receive this printout or go on
?E . to the case search process.

What would you like to do ?

1 - Stgrt w%th a printout of the Review Case Features
2 -~ Skip printout and start features selection
M - Return to the Main Menu

Please select your option :2:

D-109
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SELECTING A CASE é' SELECTING A ¢ ASE

Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)

s)

3
CASE NUMBER: :9999999999: jiSE NUMBER: = :285-222

There is NO case with this case number in the file.

One moment please . . .
What would you like to do:

‘ 1l - sSelect another Case Number
A M - Return to MAIN MENU

Please select your option :1:

z

o
B i
Ecs

’Pﬂ—a%ﬂ)\‘ﬁ.ﬂ.&v'wmWQW_QMJIWN'«M-“WM4‘Q‘#~IA 5
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SELECTING A C k

? b SELECTING A
A SE '
Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)
of the case being reviewed.

Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.

CASE

et

A A AR

Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)
of the case being reviewed.

Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.
CASE NUMBER: :285-002 .

§£SE NUMBER:

| :285-002 =
3 H ~ase number: 285-002
| B Defendant: Walker + Ben A.
Sentence: DEATH Sentence date: 04/06/78
» Court: Circuit County: Rand
s Judge: Williams
' Is this the case you want ?
1 - YES, printout features and continue with the case search progran
2 = NO, re—-select a case
M -~ NO, return to the MAIN MENU
Please select your option :1l:
i Y
¥
i ( Sid el
@ i . 524
D-112 , %;




Exclude Review Case

4
R
Would you like to exclude review case from the search ?
Normally you will wish to exclude the review case.
1 - YES, EXCLUDE Review Case
2 = ©NO, INCLUDE Review Case
Please select your option :1:

D-114
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Printing Case Characteristics

SELECTING CASE'S FEATURES

égﬁ

&9

PLEASE WAIT.

D-115
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INDEXING

***%x%** Printing Case Characteristics

TEMPORARY WORK FILE

PLEASE WAIT.

D-116
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Printing Case Characteristics
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SELECTING A CASE

Please give the case number (can be a combination of 10 letters and numbers)
of the case being reviewed. Input "9999999999" to exit this selection.

CASE NUMBER: :285-002

s S 3 2 @] ST S D VR A - W N T A S A3 WD WD e G D R T T W S G G S A G S D e S S N Y e S P e G G G e e S D S o e S S W e R G G P S e D o

Case number: 285-002

Defendant: Walker » Ben > A.
Sentence: DEATH Sentence date: 04/06/78
Court: Circuit County: Rand

Judge: Wiljiams

Is this the case you want ?
1 - YES, CONTINUE with Case Selection Program

2 - NO, re-select a case

M - NO, return to the MAIN MENU
Please select your option :1:

D-118
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It is now time to enter
mitigating features of the
is entered by entering the
The code numbers are given
Case features

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW ~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

the important aggravating and
case under review. A feature
code number of each feature.

on the printed list of Review

on the Master Features List

available in the USER'S GUIDE. ‘

Press <RETURN>

A:.“x
iy

A

{ 3

to continue
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REVIEW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002

PR e

DEATH Exclude Review Case
ID CODE # TYPE FEATURE
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM A :_ 0:
B
c

%%

E!

U e
S T e Y
g e R s ST

1 ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH''ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH
! A : A
B : A->B
One more thing . . . P g f i:;g
i ? o
. ] the search ? : E : A->E
Would vou like to exclude review case from : ; .
Normal{y you will wish to exclude the review case. | - F : A-SF
1 - YES, EXCLUDE Review Case ;
2 - NO, INCLUDE Review Case g :
| i enter CODE # <RETURN> , "0" <RETURN> to blank , <RETURN> to pass
option :1l: i : )
Please select your op * Review case has this feature
Eo3 0N
Ak
‘ D-121
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REVIEW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002 DEATH

TYPE FEATURE ‘
X :Cogi * A CONTEMPORANEOUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)

# LIFE # DEATH

CASES # LIFE # DEATH ¥ DEATH ID # CASES
iD ? 59 19 40 68% : A 59
B : A->B
C : A=>C
D : A->D
E
F

N S S N S N N T T N N T I S N e e R e

enter CODE # <RETURN> , "0" <RETURN> to blank ,

* Review case has this feature

D-122 -

19

40

<RETURN> to pass

Exclude Review Case

% DEATH

68%

£y

e SRS

5 o b

REVIEW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002 DEATH

e e e e e T T r P

ID CODE # TYPE FEATURE
: 84:

ExcTude Review Case

e e S - T

A A CONTEMPORANEQUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)

B : 25: M HOMICIDE WAS UNPLANNED

Copr 118: A ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

Loae 37 A VICTIM DID NOT RESIST

E : 14: B ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

F: 228: B DEFENDANT AGE 26-35

ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH ID # CASES  # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH
A 59 19 40 68% : A 59 19 40 68%
B 32 - 18 14 44% : A->B 17 6 11 65%
c 35 13 22 63% : A->C 12 5 7 58%
D 44 24 20 45% : A->D 5 2 3 60%
E 36 17 19 53% A->E 4 1 3 75%
F 0 0 0 0% A->F 0 0 0 0%

—_—_—___.._.____..-.__—_-——_—_...—__——--—_——..—.————-.—
—_.—_._—-.___—__—_.._-__._—.—-.———_.——..-..._—_—_-—

Please select your option :1:
1 - SEARCH, 2 - CORRECT FEATURE SELECTION,

* Review case has this feature

D-123
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REVIEW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002 DEATH

it - At S e ]

ID CODE # TYPE FEATURE

A 84: A CONTEMPORANEQUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)
B : 25: M HOMICIDE WAS UNPLANNED

C : 118: A ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

D ¢ 37: A VICTIM DID NOT RESIST

E ¢ 14: B ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

F @ 228: B DEFENDANT AGE 26-35

ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH ID +# CASES # LIFE # DEATH
A 59 19 40 68% : A 59 19 40
B 32 18 14 44% : A->B 17 6 11
C 35 13 22 63% : A->C 12 5 7
D 44 24 20 45% : A->D 5 2 3
E 36 17 19 53% : A->E 4 1 3
F 0 0 0 0% : A->F 0 0 0

T s T T T e S I T S T I T o I o o o o T o e o T Tt I e 0 I e 2 e o o 2 e i e e S e e i e

Please select your option :1:

1 - PRINTOUT OF SCREEN, 2 - RE-SELECT FEATURES, OR M - MAIN MENU

* Review case has this.feature

% DEATH
68%
65%
58%
60%

O

o b AT ST

REVIEW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002 DEATH Exclude Review Case
ID CODE # TYPE FEATURE

A : 84: A CONTEMPORANEOUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)

B : 25: M HOMICIDE WAS UNPLANNED

Crs 118: A ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

Lisn 37: A VICTIM DID NOT RESIST

E 14: B ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

F 228: B DEFENDANT AGE 26-35

ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH ID # CASES # LJFE # DEATH % DEATH
A 59 19 40 68% : A 59 19 40 68%
B 32 18 14 44% : A->B 17 6 11 65%
C 35 13 22 63% : A->C 12 5 7 58%
D 44 24 20 45% : A->D 5 2 3 60%
E 36 17 19 53% A->E 4 1 3 75%
F 0 0 0 0% A->F 0 0 0 0%

- -+ 35 3T F ¥ ¥ T3 - T o T o o o T o T o Tt 0 o 0 o T I it o e S S S it e o et S e e e i e =0 S e e

#% PRINTING **

RESULTS OF GENERAL SEARCH
* Review case has this feature
-
X
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ID CODE # TYPE FEATURE

A 84: A CONTEMPORANEOUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)

B 25: M HOMICIDE WAS UNPLANNED

C 118: A ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

D 37: A VICTIM DID NOT RESIST

E 14: B ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

F 228: B DEFENDANT AGE 26-35

ID # CASES +# LIFE # DEATH % DEATH ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH
A 55 19 40 68% : A 59 19 40 68%
B 32 18 14 44% 5 A->B 17 6 11 65%
c 35 13 22 63% : A->C 12 5 7 58%
D 44 24 20 45% : A->D 5 2 3 60%
E 36 17 19 53% : A->E 4 1 3 75%
F 0 0 0 0% : A->F 0 0 0 0%

o A et o S S i e e A e S o LTy Y i S S At ot Ty T T A g S ey e S S i T e S ey S Sy e S S et S e et e Y S S S ot S T A St S i S S Sy S Ay o S S P S T e S A S e S e A
B2t -t 1 Pttt Pt P L A -

Please select your option :1:

1 - PRINTOUT CASES/COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS, 2 - RE-SELECT FTATURES, M - MAIN MENU

T

£
Er

R s i

EEY{EW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002 DEATH

gD CODE # TYPE FEATURE

Exclude Review Case

84 A CONTEMPORANEQOUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)
B : 25: M HOMICIDE WAS UNPLANNED
C%b: 118 A ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)
Liv: 37 A VICTIM DID NOT RESIST
E oo 14 B ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION
f : 228: B DEFENDANT AGE 26-35
ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH
A 52 19 40 68% : A 59 19 40 68%
B 32 18 14 44% : A->B 17 6 11 65%
C 35 13 22 63% : A->C 12 5 7 58%
D 44 24 20 45% : A->D 5 2 3 60%
E 36 17 19 §3% : A->E 4 1 3 75%
F 0 0 0 0% : A->F 0 0 0 0%

e e s -+ 1 -t

(1) A-B, (2) A-C, (3) A-D, (4) A-E, (5) A-F -
Please select your option :25 ) (5) A-F, (6) RE-SELECT, (M) MAIN MENU

<t

)
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REVIEW CASE: Walker ID: 285-002 DEATH
ID CODE # TYPE FEATURE

A 84: A CONTEMPORANEQOUS MAJOR FELONY (FOUND)

B : 25: M HOMICIDE WAS UNPLANNED

¢ : 118: A ARMED ROBBERY (CONVICTED)

D : 37: A VICTIM DID NOT RESIST

E 14: B ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

F 228: B DEFENDANT AGE 26-35

ID # CASES # LIFE # DEATH % DEATH ID +# CASES # LIFE # DEATH
A 59 19 40 68% : A 59 19 40
B 32 18 14 44% : A->B 7 6 11
C 35 13 22 63% : A->C 12 5 7
D 44 24 20 45% : A->D 5 2 3
E 36 17 19 53% : A->E 4 1 3
F 0 0 0 0% : A->F 0 0 0

Please select your option :M:

1 - RE-SELECT FEATURES, 2 - SELECT ANOTHER CASE, OR M. MAIN MENU

D-128

Exclude Review Case

3t i 2

% DEATH

68%
65%
58%
60%
75%
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{
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

MAIN MENTU

1 - CASE DATA INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE

2 -~ AGGRAVATOR {====- > MITIGATOR SEARCH
3 = GENERAL SEARCH

4 - QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE
Q - QUIT PROGRAM

Please select your option :4:
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

- QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

ROOONOUTR WN =

Please select your option :1:

A

D-131
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%; PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE
e i 1. - ADD A QUESTION
i 2. = 1INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION
: 3. - DELETE A QUESTION
4., -~ INSERT A QUESTION
. 5. = EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS
1 M. - RETURN TO THE MAINTENANCE MENU
1
: Please select your option :_:
!
i
|
- l?
. N
-
|
<
. L e
fE 9 con A
W f; -
-] . D-133
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
CASE SELECpIoN SYSTEM

» ADD A QUESTION TO THE MASTER FILE
QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE e
q S %%orry, but you can't add any more gquestions to the questionnaire master file.
e T The questionnaire already has 249 questions in it.
1. - ADD A QUESTION ?Q:
2. - 1INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION %v'
3. = DELETE A QUESTION ?
4. = INSERT A QUESTION : %
5. = EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS : 2
M. = RETURN TO THE MAINTENANCE MENU ‘ g .
§
Please select your option :1l: %
L
L Please press <RETURN> to return :_:
.
. i
‘/\{\ il h
!
v ;
§mﬁ ,é Sl
 € D-135
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

ADD A QUESTION TO THE MASTER FILE

RECORD NUMBER - 14
STRING POSITION - 14
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - 2

oy
ot

<

e S T L T AT T M LRI T e

e g nmn s

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

ADD A QUESTION TO THE MASTER FILE

f§ECORD NUMBER =~ 14
STRING POSITION - 14

QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :B:
PROFILE CATEGORY - :

A

(C¥ g
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM | QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE
ADD A QUESTION TO THE MASTER FILE ‘ :
| B .
- {0y l. - ADD A QUESTION
STRING DonCER T s b » 2. - INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) -  :B: ’ 3. - DELETE A QUESTION
TnOFILE CATEGORY - 21: g' - éiggggsg gggsgéggTIONs
FEATURE - :ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION : | M. - RETURN TO THE MAINTSNANCE MENG
Please select your option :2:
1l - adad record, 2 - correct information, M - menu
PLEASE SELECT YOUR OPTION :1:
***%*  RECORD WAS ADDED  ####
( -
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b PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
!&* CHANGE A CUESTION IN THE MASTER FILE
iy
PLEASE ENTER QUESTION NUMBER CR "ggg" TQ RETURN :312:
Sorry, but question number is out of range.
Press <RETURN> to try again :_:
q
s
'y
S
l D—].L]-l
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| PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
- EM
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW CASE SELECTION SYST CHANGE A QUESTION IN THE MASTER FILE
CHANGE A QUESTION IN THE MASTER FILE
. £ { JECORD NUMBER - 14
i f "QUESTION NUMBER - 14
STRING POSITION - 14
b QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - B
“ DPROFILE CATEGORY - 1
: 1 - update recbrd, 2 = correct information, 3 - re-select, M - menu
 7 Please select your option :_:
L
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE

l. -~ ADD A QUESTION

2. - INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION

3. - DELETE A QUESTION

4. - INSERT A QUESTION

5. = EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS

M. -~ RETURN TO THE MAINTENANCE MENU

Please select your option :3:

Preceding page blank D-145
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

This delete routine wiil re-sequence the question numbers
so that the question following the question you want to
delete, will replace the question being deleted. This
re-shuffling continues until the last question is found.
This is done for all of the cases and the numbers will not
correspond to the OLD WP questionnaire document.

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE A QUESTION (Y or N) e

Preceding page blank D-147
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

PLEASE ENTER QUESTION NUMBER OR "999" TO RETURN :312:
Sorry, but question number is out of range.

Press <RETURN> to try again :_:

D-148
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

.
35

PLEASE ENTER QUESTION NUMBER OR "999"

*C%g i;‘

= CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

TO RETURN

D-149
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

D e e

ST

. RECORD NUMBER - 14
QUESTION NUMBER - 14
STRING POSITION - 14
QUESTION TYPE (B,3, or M) - B
PROFILE CATEGORY - 1

- FEATURE -

ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

1 - delete record, 2 - re-select, M ~ menu

Please select your option :l:
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

TJECORD NUMBER -

“QUESTION NUMBER - ii
STRING POSITION - 14
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - B
PROFILE CATEGORY - 1
FEATURE - .

ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE THIS QUESTION (Y or N)
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

RECORD NUMBER - li
QUESTION NUMBER - 1
STRING POSITION - 14
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - ?
Y -
ggggéig SATEGOR ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE THIS QUESTION (Y or N) :N:

*kkx record NOT deleted *kkk
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

-t

<4ECORD NUMBER - 14

QUESTION NUMBER - 14

STRING POSITION - 14

QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - B

PROFILE CATEGORY - 1

FEATURE - . ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATTON

ARE YOU SURE You WANT TO DELETE THIS QUESTION (Y or N) :Y:

*** DELETING QUESTION . . . PLEASE WAIT.
RE~NUMBERING QUESTIONS IN CASE NUMBER: 1

—
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW

RECORD NUMBER -
QUESTION NUMBER -

STRING POSITION -
QUESTION TYPE (B,A,
PROFILE CATEGORY -
FEATURE -

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

or M)

B
1

14
14
14

ASSIGNED CQUNSEL REPRESENTATION

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE THIS QUESTION (Y or N) :Y:

*** DELETING QUESTION . .

RE-NUMBERING QUESTIONNAIRE - #:

15

D-1

PLEASE WAIT.

P

=

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

-

I
2¢2CORD NUMBER -
QUESTION NUMBER -
STRING POSITION -

QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) =

PROFILE CATEGORY -
FEATURE -

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

14
14
14
B
1

ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE THIS QUESTION (Y or N) :Y:

*** DELETING QUESTION . . . PLEASE WAIT.
RE-ORGANIZING QUESTIONNAIRE FILE.

he
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

DELETE A QUESTION FROM THE MASTER FILE

RECORD NUMBER = 14 A
QUESTION NUMBER - 14

STRING POSITION - 14

QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - B

PROFILE CATEGORY - 1

FEATURE - ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO DELETE THIS QUESTION (Y or N) :Y

xxx QUESTION WAS DELETED ol

D-156
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE

ADD A QUESTION

INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION
DELETE A QUESTION

INSERT A QUESTION

EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS

RETURN TO THE MAINTENANCE MENU

Please select your option :4:
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE
F
Nk

This insert routine will re-~sequence the question numbers
in the questionnaire master file, as well as in the case
data master file. The numbers will no longer correspond
to the OLD WP gquestionnaire document.

~ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO INSERT A QUESTION (Y or N) : :

i
k%

Preceding page blank D-159
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM 3 INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

0

PLEASE ENTER QUESTION NUMBER OR "999" TO RETURN :312:

This insert routine will re-sequence the question numbers
in the gquestionnaire master file, as well as in the case
data master file. The numbers will no longer correspond i Press <RETURN> to try again : :
to the OLD WP questionnaire document. -

Sorry, but question number is out of range.

Buy inserting a question, you will truncate the last gquestion
from the questionnaire.

Do you wish to continue (Y or N) :_:

o

P ; - e
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE
INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

Gt
: «4ECORD NUMBER - 14
L QUESTION NUMBER - 14
STRING POSITION - 14
: QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - B
PROFILE CATEGORY - 1
n n - - .
PLEASE ENTER QUESTION NUMBER OR "999" TO RETURN : 14: ‘ FEATURE - ASSIGNED COUNSEL REPRESENTATION

1 - insert before, 2 - insert after, 3 - re-select, M - menu

Please select your option :1:

/."»“‘ ’ b e
3 ;
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM .
s . JECORD NUMBER - 13 (insert before # 14)
INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE i . “STRING POSITION - 13
; ’ QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :B:
U : PROFILE CATEGORY - :_:
RECORD NUMBER -~ 13 (insert before # i, g :
STRING POSITION - 13 : ‘
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - t_: i é
|
?
i
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW -

RECORD NUMBER -
STRING POSITION -

QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) -

PROFILE CATEGORY -
FEATURE -

CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

13 :
13 (insert before

:B:
H]

D-166
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

" INSERT A QUESTION INTGC THE MASTER FILE

<

<®%ECORD NUMBER =~ 13 (insert before % 14)
STRING POSITION - 13
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) -  :B:
PROFILE CATEGORY - :1:

FEATURE - :SENTENCED BY JURY

1l - insert record, 2 - correct data, 3 - insert selection, 4 - re~select

elect your option :_:

n’f

‘\\w;\
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: | PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

§‘ INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM !
g
INSERT A QUESYION INTO THE MASTER FILE - “$Ecorp NUMBER - 13 (insert before # 14)
3 STRING POSITION - 13
oo QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :B:
RECORD NUMBER - 13 (insert before # 1Iu) : PROFILE CATEGORY - el
STRING POSITION - 13 P FEATURE - :SENTENCED BY JURY :
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :B:
PROFILE CATEGORY - t1l: N
FEATURE - , :SENTENCED BY JURY :

gy

1l - insert record, 2 - correct data, 3 - insert selection, 4 - re-selesct

. elect your option :1:
1 ~ insert recerd, 2 - correc: data, 3 - insort selection, 4 -~ re~select .

. **% INSERTING QUESTION o« . . PLEASE WAIT.
»elect your option :4: RE~ORGANIZING QUESTIONNAIRE FILE

*EAK record was NOT inserted * %%k
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

RECORD NUMBER - 13
STRING POSITION -~ 13
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :B:
PROFILE CATEGORY - sl:
FEATURE -

:SENTENCED BY JURY

1l - insert recorq, 2 - correct data, 3 - insert selection, 4 -

elect your option :1:

*** INSERTING QUESTION . e .

PLEASE WAIT.
RE-NUMBERING QUESTIONS IN CASE NUMBER: 1

D-170
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(insert before # I )

re-select

oy

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW ~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

%?WCORD NUMBER - 13 (insert before # 14)
il >
STRING POSITION - 13
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :?:
PROFILE CATEGORY - sl: ]
FEATURE -~ :SENTENCED BY JURY :

1l - insert record, 2 - correct data, 3 - insert selection, 4 - re-select

elect your option :1:

*** INSERTING QUESTION e« . PLEASE WAIT.

RE-NUMBERING QUESTIONNAIRE - #: 16
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

INSERT A QUESTION INTO-THE MASTER FILE

RECORD NUMBER = 13 (insert before # 1. ,
STRING POSITION - 13

QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) -  :B:

PROFILE CATEGORY - :1:

FEATURE - : SENTENCED BY JURY :

1l - insert record, 2 = correct data, 3 - insert selection, 4 -

elect your option :1:

*%* INSERTING QUESTION o o . PLEASE WAIT.
INDEXING QUESTIONARE MASTER FILE.

D-172

re-select

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

INSERT A QUESTION INTO THE MASTER FILE

faore

<h»ECORD NUMBER - i

STRING POSITION - ig {insert before 4
QUESTION TYPE (B,A, or M) - :B:

PROFILE CATEGORY - :1l:

FEATURE - :SENTENCED BY JURY :

1l -~ insert record, 2 - correct data, 3 - insert selection,

elect your option :1:

* ok kk QUESTION WAS INSERTED kA k

D-173
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW = CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW
QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE

CABE SELECTION SYSTEM

1 v 2 A
1 wm&wwwwﬂwa&\yfwumwﬂ = ““i;
i i A S . . 3

EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS IN THE MASTER FILE
5y
s;j:l
1. - ADD A QUESTION
2. = 1INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION
i. - ?ggggﬁ i 8322%%83 This exchange routine will change the contents of the
5: - EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS
M. - RETURN TO THE MAINTENANCE MENU

questionnaire master file, as well as in the case

data master file. The numbers will no longer correspond

to the OLD WP questionnaire document.
Please select your option :5:

ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO EXCHANGE THESE QUESTIONS (Y OR N)

D-175
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE MAINTENANCE

ADD A QUESTION

INQUIRE / CHANGE A QUESTION
DELETE A QUESTION

INSERT A QUESTION

EXCHANGE TWO QUESTIONS

RETURN TO THE MAINTENANCE MENU

ZUswN e
] L ] L]
| D I I I I

Please select your option :M:

One Moment Please o o e

Preceding page Blank | D-179
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATéRS
EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT
RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

TOONOAOTR WM =

Please select your option :2:
Set Printer to the TOP of the paper
Please press <RETURN> when ready

D-181
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Please select your option :2:

¥

PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES AND STATISTICS . . .

TR R S S ity ¢ Sema -

LR R

e
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTE

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and g¥ﬁ¥?§T§8éX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU '

Please select your optien :3:

Set Printer to the TOP of the paper

Please press <RETURN> when ready
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERQO QUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Please select your option :3:

PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE CONTENTS

PLEASE WAIT
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MA:ZYENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU '

Please select your option :4:

Please Set Printer to the TOP of the Paper and Press <RETURN> When Ready
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTQUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT -

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

T OONOOTEWMNF

Please select your option :4:

**** PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE'S FEATURES, TYPE CODE, and CATEGORY *w#*
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW ~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PIINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Please select your option :5:

Set Printer to the TOP of the paper

Please press <RETURN> when ready
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW =~ CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIOMNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE {PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERD OUT and RE~CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SQURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

RWONOGIS WN
[ D N A N DR B N B |

Please select your option :5:

PRINTING QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

RETURN TO THE MAIN MENU

Please select your option :6:
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE

¢

DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (DEATH) 4
DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (LIFE) 5
LAST RESPONSE NUMBER USED -~ 246

1 - update record, 2 - change information, M - return to menu

Please select your option _

2

Preceding page blank D-191
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE
PLEASE ENTER THE QUESTION'S RESPONSE NUMBER FROM THE QUESTIONNAIRE DOCUMENTQi:

DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (DEATH) 4
DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (LIFE) 5
246

LAST RESPONSE NUMBER USED -

1 - update record, 2 - change information, M =- return to menu

Please select your option :2:

D-~192
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE

“§"LEASE ENTER THE QUESTION'S RESPONSE NUMBER FROM THE QUESTIONNAIRE DOCUMENT
A

DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (DEATH) : 5;
DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TQO - (LIFE) ¢ 5

LAST RESPONSE NUMBER USED - :246:

DEATH and LIFE question response numbers must not be the same.

Please press <RETURN> to try again or <M> to return to the menu it

D-193
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE

DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (DEATH) 4
DEFENDANT WAS SENTENCED TO - (LIFE) 5
LAST RESPONSE NUMBER USED - 246
CREATING A:PARMFILE.DBF . . . PLEASE WAIT

D-19¢4
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
QUESTIONNAIRE MAINTENANCE MENU

- QUESTIONNAIRE INQUIRY and FILE MAINTENANCE (QXX.DBF)
- PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and STATISTICS

- PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE MASTER FILE CONTENTS

PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES, TYPE CODE and CATEGORY
PRINTOUT QUESTIONNAIRE FEATURES and CASE NUMBER XREF
QUESTIONNAIRE PARAMETER FILE MAINTENANCE (PARMFILE.DBF)
INDEX ALL MASTER FILES (QXX.DBF and CASE.DBF)

ZERO OUT and RE-CALCULATE CASE ACCUMULATORS

EDIT WP QUESTIONNAIRE SOURCE DOCUMENT

#-TURN TO THE MAIN MENU

TOVONOOUTAW N
]

Please select your option :7:
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PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM

INDEXING MASTER FILES e . PLEASE WAIT

@WNDEX B:QXX.DBF TO B:QXXNO.NDX ON FQXX:NO
00100 RECORDS INDEXED

00200 RECORDS INDEXED
00250 RECORDS INDEXED

Preceding page blank D-197
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? \ PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM
PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW - CASE SELECTION SYSTEM i
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