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Firearm Involvement in Delinquent Youth and Collateral Consequences in Young Adulthood: A Prospective
Longitudinal Study
2016-R2-CX-0039
Linda A. Teplin, Principal Investigator

I. Purpose of Project
Firearm violence is a substantial public health problem.1 Despite declines in homicide and other violent
crime,2,3 firearms were responsible for nearly 200,000 homicides from 2000 to 2015.1,4 Deaths from firearms—
including suicide and homicide—are most common among inner-city youth. The rate of death due to firearms is over
twice as high in African Americans compared with non-Hispanic whites;5 African American males suffer
disproportionately.1,5
Both perpetration and victimization of firearm violence are common among delinquent youth. For example,
delinquent youth have an extraordinarily high risk of early violent death, and they are four times more likely to die
before age 21 than youth in the general population.6 One study found that among delinquent males, the cause of death
is predominately homicide by firearm (86% of deaths).7 However, prior studies have not examined how exposure to
firearms during adolescence predicts subsequent perpetration and victimization of firearm violence.
This study is the first prospective longitudinal study to examine how exposure to firearms during adolescence
predicts the perpetration and victimization of firearm violence through young adulthood. The study has several
strengths: (1) a large and diverse random sample of juvenile detainees (N=1829) that includes youth processed as
juveniles and transferred to adult court; (2) a prospective longitudinal design: participants were first interviewed in the
late 1990s and tracked and reinterviewed up to 13 times during the 16 years after detention, up to a median age of 32
years; (3) detailed self-reported data and records on criminal activity, injury and mortality, and risk and protective
factors known to affect perpetration and victimization; (4) enough females (n = 665 sampled at baseline) to examine
differences by sex; and (5) sufficient racial/ethnic diversity (including ethnic diversity among Hispanics) to provide
needed empirical data on Hispanics, now the largest racial/ethnic minority in the U.S.8
The proposed study aimed to address this gap in the literature. We examined firearm involvement (access,
ownership, and use) during adolescence and young adulthood (up to a median age of 32), and how involvement
differed by sex and race/ethnicity. We examined how firearm involvement during adolescence predicts the
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perpetration of firearm violence in young adulthood. We examined patterns of firearm victimization (injury and
mortality) over time. Finally, we examined how firearm involvement during adolescence and young adulthood
predicts firearm victimization in adulthood.
II. Participants
We recruited a stratified random sample of 1829 youth at intake to the Cook County Juvenile Temporary
Detention Center (CCJTDC) in Chicago, Illinois, between November 20, 1995, and June 14, 1998. The CCJTDC is
used for pretrial detention and for offenders sentenced for fewer than 30 days. To ensure adequate representation of
key subgroups, we stratified our sample by sex, race/ethnicity (African American, non-Hispanic white, Hispanic,
other), age (10-13 years or 14-18 years), and legal status (processed in juvenile or adult court). The sample included
1172 males and 657 females; 1005 African Americans, 296 non-Hispanic whites, 524 Hispanics, and 4 other
race/ethnicity; mean age, 14.9 years. Face-to-face structured interviews were conducted at the detention center in a
private area, most within 2 days of intake.
III. Design and Methods
We conducted follow-up interviews at approximately 3, 5, 6, 8, 12, 14, 15, and 16 years after the baseline
interview (hereafter referred to as “after detention”) for the entire sample; subsamples were interviewed at 3.5, 4, 10,
11, and 13 years after the baseline interview. Participants were interviewed whether they lived in the community or in
correctional facilities; 81.6% of participants who were still alive had an interview at year 16. Interviews were
conducted through 2014.
Participants signed either an assent form (<18 years old) or a consent form (>18 years old). The institutional
review boards of Northwestern University and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention approved all study
procedures and waived parental consent for persons younger than 18 years, consistent with federal regulations
regarding research with minimal risk.9
At all follow-up interviews, we asked participants about firearm use (recent use, age of first use); access to
firearms (current ownership, firearm in household, ease of obtaining a firearm, membership in a gang that carries
firearms); perpetration of firearm violence (firing a firearm or showing a firearm in a threatening manner: age at first
perpetration, perpetration since last interview); and victimization (gunshot injury; threatened with a weapon). Persons
who were incarcerated for 30 days prior to an interview were not asked about certain behaviors (e.g., owning a
2
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firearm, easy access) since prisoners are not allowed to keep weapons. At the 16-year interview, we added
retrospective questions about gunshot injury during adolescence for a subsample of participants. Therefore,
subsamples used for analyses of specific risk factors vary. Information on firearm-related deaths (homicide, suicide,
or accident) were obtained or verified through official records from state medical examiners’ offices.
IV. Data Analysis
All analyses were conducted using commercial software (Stata 15; Stata-Corp) with its survey routines.10 To
generate prevalence estimates and inferential statistics that reflect CCJTDC’s population, each participant was
assigned a sampling weight augmented with a nonresponse adjustment to account for missing data.11 Taylor series
linearization was used to estimate standard errors.12,13
We report the prevalence of firearm involvement in two ways: (1) prior to age 18; and (2) three years after
detention (median age 18.9), both by sex and race/ethnicity (self-identified: African American, Hispanic, nonHispanic white, other). We also report the prevalence of firearm victimization (by sex and race/ethnicity) at three
time points: 5, 12, and 16 years after detention. Firearm victimization is defined as having been injured or killed by a
firearm.
Firearm Involvement in Childhood and Perpetration and Ownership in Adulthood
We used generalized linear mixed models (GLMMs)14,15 to examine associations between types of firearm
involvement prior to age 18 and firearm use or ownership through young adulthood (up to median age 32). We used
all available interviews, an average of 6 interviews per person (range, 1-13 interviews). Ownership or use of firearms
at each follow-up interview in young adulthood was modeled as binomial with a logit link function. All GLMM
models included covariates for: sex, race/ethnicity, and age at detention (10-18 years). We modeled time since
detention using restricted cubic splines with 3 interior knots. Time at risk (days since the previous interview minus
days incarcerated) was included as an offset. Four participants who identified as “other” race/ethnicity were
excluded.
Firearm Involvement after Detention and Subsequent Firearm Victimization
We used logistic regression to examine the association between firearm involvement, assessed three years
after detention (median age 18.9) and subsequent firearm victimization through young adulthood (up to median age
32). We estimated a separate model for each type of firearm involvement. All models included covariates for sex,
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race/ethnicity, age at detention, legal status, and days incarcerated. We excluded from all models the 26 participants
who were incarcerated during the entire follow-up period (from three years after detention through sixteen years after
detention). Four participants who identified as “other” race/ethnicity were also excluded.
V. Findings
a. Firearm Involvement in Adolescence: Prevalence and Sex and Racial/Ethnic Differences. Eighty-four
percent (84%) of males and 63% of females were involved with firearms as adolescents (prior to age 18).
Significant results are summarized by type of involvement, below:
i. Access to firearms. Approximately three quarters of males and half of females reported “easy access” to
firearms prior to age 18 (respectively, 74.6%, 49.4%). Males had three times the odds of “easy access”
compared with females (95% CI 1.3-7.2).
ii. Firearm use. Nearly three quarters of males (73.1%) and approximately one quarter of females (28.9%)
reported “any use” of a firearm prior to age 18. Males were more likely to have used a firearm compared with
females (OR 6.7, 95% CI 5.1-8.9). Among youth who had ever used a firearm prior to age 18, males were
younger at first use than females: mean age 13.9 years versus mean age 14.5 years.
Firearm use prior to age 18 also differed by race/ethnicity. Among males, both Hispanics and African
Americans were more likely than non-Hispanic whites to have used firearms (respectively, OR 2.3, 95% CI
1.5-3.4; OR 1.6, 95% CI 1.1-2.4). Among females, Hispanics were more likely than non-Hispanic whites or
African Americans to have used firearms (respectively, OR 2.3, 95% CI 1.5-3.4; OR 1.6, 95% CI 1.1-2.4).
African American females who used a firearm were younger at first use compared with non-Hispanic white
females (mean age 13.3 years versus mean age 14.2 years).
iii. Firearm in the household. Approximately 15.6% of males and 9.6% of females reported that there was a
firearm in their household prior to age 18 (the sex difference was not statistically significant).
iv. Member of a gang that carried firearms. More than one quarter of males (28.5%) and one tenth of females
(13.3%) reported being in a gang that carried firearms prior to age 18 (OR 2.6, 95% CI 1.1-5.9). Racial/ethnic
differences were not statistically significant for males or females.
v. Firearm ownership. More than one quarter of males (28.5%) and 7.3% of females reported owning a
firearm prior to age 18 (OR 5.1, 95% CI 1.8-14.4). Nearly one third of African American males owned a
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firearm (31.5%); however, racial/ethnic differences were not statistically significant for males (16.2% nonHispanic whites; 17.7% Hispanics) or females (8.2% African Americans; 14.3% non-Hispanic whites; 0%
Hispanics).
vi. Threatened with a weapon. Victimization was common: approximately three quarters of males (76.0%)
and 61.3% of females reported that they had been “threatened with a weapon” prior to age 18. Males had
twice the odds of being threatened (OR 2.0, 95% CI 1.4 – 2.9). Among males, non-Hispanic whites were
more likely to have been threatened with a weapon compared with Hispanics (84.5% vs 67.9%; OR 2.6, 95%
CI 1.1 – 2.4); about three quarters of African American males had been threatened (77.2%).
vii. Gunshot injury. Nearly 1 in 10 males had a gunshot injury prior to age 18 (9.4%), compared with 3.3% of
females (OR 3.0, 1.3-7.3). One quarter of Hispanic males (25.6%) had been injured by a firearm prior to age
18, compared with 6.6% of African American males and 4.7% of non-Hispanic white males (respectively, OR
4.9, 95% CI 1.6-14.7; OR 7.0, 95% CI 1.5-32.2).
b. Firearm Involvement in Adolescence and its Relationship to Firearm Perpetration and Ownership in
Adulthood. We discuss findings separately for perpetration in adulthood and ownership in adulthood:
i. Firearm perpetration. In adulthood (by median age 32), 41.3% of males and 10.5% of females had
perpetrated firearm violence. Nearly every type of firearm involvement in adolescence was associated with
perpetration of firearm violence as an adult. Youth who owned firearms prior to age 18 had 9 times the odds
of perpetrating firearm violence in adulthood compared with those who did not (AOR 9.0, 95% CI 4.5 –
18.2). Youth who had easy access to or used a firearm prior to age 18 had more than 5 times the odds of
perpetrating firearm violence in adulthood (respectively, AOR 5.1, 95% CI 2.4 – 10.7; 5.1, 95% CI 3.6-7.3).
Having a firearm in the household, being threatened with a weapon, and having had a gunshot injury prior to
age 18 also predicted firearm perpetration in adulthood (respectively, AOR 3.6, 95% CI 1.5-8.5; AOR 3.1,
95% CI 2.0-4.9; AOR 2.4, 95% CI 1.2-4.9). Only being in a gang that carries firearms was not significantly
associated with perpetration of firearm violence in adulthood (AOR 1.7, 95% CI 0.9-3.2).
ii. Firearm ownership. Firearm ownership in adulthood was prevalent: 37.9% of males and 21.4% of females.
Owning a firearm prior to age 18 was most strongly associated with firearm ownership in adulthood (AOR
16.9, 95% CI 7.9-36.3). Youth who had used a firearm, had a firearm in their household, or had easy access
5
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to a firearm each had about 6 times the odds of owning a firearm in adulthood compared with youth who had
not (respectively, AOR 6.2, 95% CI 4.3-9.0; AOR 6.4, 95% CI 2.5-16.6; AOR 5.5, 95% 2.5-11.8). Being in a
gang that carried firearms and being threatened with a weapon also predicted firearm ownership in adulthood
(AOR 3.7, 95% CI 1.9-7.4; AOR 2.6, 95% CI 1.7-4.2). Only having a gunshot injury prior to age 18 was not
significantly associated with later ownership in adulthood (AOR 1.9, 95% CI 0.8-4.5).
By the time of our final report to NIJ, we will have completed our examination of risk and protective
factors of firearm perpetration and victimization. We will focus on identifying predictors of resilience to firearm
involvement. Despite being exposed to firearms during adolescence, some participants do not perpetrate firearm
violence during adulthood. Knowledge of modifiable protective factors can provide the empirical basis for
developing effective interventions.
c. Firearm Victimization.
i. Sex differences. Firearm victimization was common among males. During the first five years after detention
(median age 20.5 years), 18.2% of males were either injured or killed by a firearm. More than one quarter of
males (27.5%) had been either injured or killed by 12 years after detention (median age 28 years). By 16
years after detention (median age 32 years), nearly one third of males had been injured or killed by a firearm
(32.2%). Firearm victimization was less common among females: 2.2%, 3.0% and 4.0% of females had been
injured or killed by a firearm in the 5, 12 and 16 years after detention, respectively. Depending on the time
point, males had between 11 and 15 times the odds of being injured or killed by a firearm (respectively, OR
11.1, 95% CI 5.7-21.6; OR 15.33, 95% CI 8.6-27.4; OR 12.8, 95% CI 7.4-22.0).
ii. Racial/Ethnic differences. Both African American and Hispanic males were more likely to be victimized by
a firearm than non-Hispanic white males. By 5 years after detention, approximately one fifth of Hispanic
males (20.7%) and African American males (18.5%) had been injured or killed, compared with 6.9% of nonHispanic white males. By 12 years after detention, more than one quarter of African American males
(29.1%) and nearly one quarter of Hispanic males (24.8%) had been injured or killed, compared with one
tenth (10.9%) of non-Hispanic white males. In the 16 years after detention, more than one third of African
American males (33.4%) had been injured or killed, compared with about one quarter of Hispanic males
(27.8%), and one tenth of non-Hispanic white males (10.5%). Depending on the time point (5, year, 12 year
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and 16 year), African American males had between 3 and 5 times the odds of firearm victimization, compared
with non-Hispanic white males (respectively, OR 3.3, 95% CI 1.6-6.9; OR 4.0, 95% CI 2.2-7.4; OR 4.9, 95%
CI 2.6-9.2); Hispanic males had between 3 and 4 times the odds of firearm victimization compared with nonHispanic white males (respectively, OR 4.0, 95% CI 2.0-8.1; OR 3.1, 95% CI 1.6-5.7; OR 3.5, 95% CI 1.96.7). There were no significant racial/ethnic differences in firearm victimization among females.
d. Firearm Involvement and its relationship to Subsequent Firearm Victimization. We examined the
association between firearm involvement at median age 18.9 years * and subsequent firearm victimization between
3 and 16 years after detention (up to median age 32 years). There were no significant associations. Future
analyses will investigate whether firearm involvement predicts time-to-injury using survival analyses. For
example, we will examine: whether youth who have used a firearm are more likely to be injured or killed by a
firearm earlier in adulthood, compared with youth who have never used a firearm; whether youth who have been
threatened with a weapon are more likely to be injured or killed by a firearm earlier in adulthood, compared with
youth who have never been threatened with a weapon. Survival analyses will also allow us to control for time
spent in incarceration.
VI. Implications for Criminal Justice Policy and Practice in the United States
Between 2013 and 2017, firearms were the second leading cause of death among adolescents.16 Yet, only
recently have we begun to view firearm violence as a public health crisis.17-20 As the United States is home to an
estimated 300 million firearms,21 we must learn to live safely with them. We need an aggressive approach to
preventing firearm violence, as we would address any other public health crisis.
The criminal justice system is in a unique position to help prevent firearm violence. Firearm victimization
and perpetration are bidirectional: victims may become perpetrators, and perpetrators may become victims.7,22,23
Historically, the criminal justice system has primarily focused on offenders. However, focusing on offenders is
already too late to intervene and only addresses half the problem. Prior research has demonstrated that firearm
violence spreads through social networks, similar to how epidemics of disease spread.22,24 A public health approach to

*

The independent variables for the analyses of subsequent firearm victimization used variables on firearm involvement which were
added at the first follow-up interview; participants were then aged 18.9 years. Note that the independent variables used in the analysis
of subsequent firearm ownership and perpetration (pages 4-7 of this report) used data only from participants who were younger than
18 years. Prevalence estimates of firearm involvement were largely similar in the two analyses, with some modest differences.
Details will be provided in the final report to NIJ.
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firearm violence recognizes that firearm violence goes beyond the individual who pulls the trigger and emphasizes
that importance of addressing victims and strengthening communities. By collaborating with public health
organizations, the criminal justice system can help to shift the focus from offenders to a public health approach.
For example, the criminal justice system often utilizes practices such as “hot spot” policing, in which police
increase their presence in high crime areas.25 However, this practice by itself can increase the tension between the
community and police.26 One encouraging approach is to implement community outreach programs in similar ways
as hot spot policing. Community outreach is predicated on collaboration with local law enforcement.17 Law
enforcement agencies provide expertise in selecting target areas, refer high-risk individuals that require assistance to
services, and implement community outreach training within the department.17 Programs that have adopted such
approaches, such as Cure Violence, have been shown to reduce shootings,27-32 firearm injuries,27 and firearm
deaths.28,31

References
1.

Leshner AI, Altevogt BM, Lee AF, Mccoy MA, Kelley PW. Priorities for research to reduce the threat of
firearm-related violence. National Academies Press; 2013.

2.

U.S. Department of Justice Federal Bureau of Investigation. Violent crime. Crime in the United States 2013;
https://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2013/crime-in-the-u.s.-2013/violent-crime/violent-crimetopic-page/violentcrimemain_final. Accessed April 1, 2016.

3.

The White House. Now is the time to do something about gun violence.
https://www.whitehouse.gov/issues/preventing-gun-violence. Accessed April 1, 2016.

4.

Fatal injury reports, national and regional, 1999-2015. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; 2015.
https://webappa.cdc.gov/sasweb/ncipc/mortrate10_us.html. Accessed March 15, 2018.

5.

Kalesan B, Vasan S, Mobily ME, et al. State-specific, racial and ethnic heterogeneity in trends of firearmrelated
fatality rates in the USA from 2000 to 2010. BMJ Open. 2014;4:1-10.

6.

Teplin LA, Mcclelland GM, Abram KM, Mileusnic D. Early violent death among delinquent youth: A
prospective longitudinal study. Pediatrics. 2005;115(6):1586-1593.
8
This resource was prepared by the author(s) using Federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of Justice. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not
necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.

7.

Teplin LA, Jakubowski JA, Abram KM, Olson ND, Stokes ML, Welty LJ. Firearm homicide and other causes of
death in delinquents: A 16-year prospective study. Pediatrics. 2014;134(1):63-73.

8.

U.S. Census Bureau. Millennials outnumber baby boomers and are far more diverse, census bureau reports. 2015;
http://www.census.gov/newsroom/press-releases/2015/cb15-113.html. Accessed October 15, 2015.

9.

Society for Research in Child Development. Ethical standards in research, updated by the srcd governing council,
march 2007. 1991; http://srcd.org/about-us/ethical-standards-research.

10.

Stata statistical software: Release 15 [computer program]. College Station, TX: StataCorp LP; 2017.

11.

Korn E, Graubard B. Analysis of health surveys. New York: John Wiley & Sons; 1999.

12.

Cochran WG. Sampling techniques. 3rd ed. New York, NY: John Wiley & Sons; 1977.

13.

Levy PS, Lemeshow S. Sampling of populations: Methods and applications. 3rd ed. New York, NY: John Wiley
& Sons; 1999.

14.

Fitzmaurice G, Laird N, Ware J. Applied longitudinal analysis. Vol 998. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons; 2012.

15.

Laird NM, Ware JH. Random effects models for longitudinal data. Biometrics. 1982;38:963-974.

16.

Centers for disease control and prevention, national center for health statistics. Underlying Cause of Death 19992017 on CDC WONDER Online Database; 2018. http://wonder.cdc.gov/ucd-icd10.html.

17.

Butts JA, Roman CG, Bostwick L, Porter JR. Cure violence: A public health model to reduce gun violence.
Annual Review of Public Health. 2015;36(1):39-53.

18.

Butkus R, Doherty R, Daniel H. Reducing firearm-related injuries and deaths in the united states: Executive
summary of a policy position paper from the american college of physicians. Annals of Internal Medicine.
2014;160(12):858-860.

19.

Frattaroli S, Webster DW, Wintemute GJ. Implementing a public health approach to gun violence prevention: The
importance of physician engagement. Annals of Internal Medicine. 2013;158(9):697-698.

20.

Laine C, Taichman DB, Mulrow C, Berkwits M, Cotton D, Williams SV. A resolution for physicians: Time to
focus on the public health threat of gun violence. Annals of Internal Medicine. 2013;158(6):493-494.

21.

Karp A. Estimating global civilian held firearms numbers. Geneva, Switzerland: Small Arms Survey 2018.

22.

Green B, Horel T, Papachristos AV. Modeling contagion through social networks to explain and predict gunshot
violence in chicago, 2006 to 2014contagion through social networks to explain and predict gunshot
9
This resource was prepared by the author(s) using Federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of Justice. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not
necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.

violencecontagion through social networks to explain and predict gunshot violence. JAMA Internal Medicine.
2017;177(3):326-333.
23.

Wallace LN. Armed kids, armed adults? Weapon carrying from adolescence to adulthood. Youth Violence Juv
Justice. 2017;15(1):84-98.

24.

Papachristos AV, Wildeman C, Roberto E. Tragic, but not random: The social contagion of nonfatal gunshot
injuries. Social Science and Medicine. 2015;125:139-150.

25.

Braga AA, Papachristos AV, Hureau DM. The effects of hot spots policing on crime: An updated systematic
review and meta-analysis. Justice Quarterly. 2014;31(4):633-663.

26.

Rosenbaum DP. Critic the limits of hot spots policing. In: Braga AA, Weisburd D, eds. Police innovation:
Contrasting perspectives. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press; 2006:245-264.

27.

Delgado SA, Alsabahi L, Wolff K, Alexander N, Cobar P, Butts JA. The effects of cure violence in the south
bronx and east new york, brooklyn. Denormalizing Violence: A Series of Reports From the John Jay College
Evaluation of Cure Violence Programs in New York City. New York: Research and Evaluation Center, John Jay
College of Criminal Justice;2017.

28.

Webster DW, Whitehill JM, Vernick JS, Parker EM. Evaluation of baltimore's safe street program: Effects on
attitudes, participants' experiences, and gun violence. Baltimore, MD: John Hopkins Bloomberg School of
Public Health;2012.

29.

Skogan WG, Hartnett SM, Bump N, Dubois J. Evaluation of ceasefire-chicago. U.S. Department of Justice;2008.

30.

Gorman-Smith D, Cosey-Gay F. Residents and clients’ perceptions of safety and ceasefire impact on
neighborhood crime and violence. Chicago: The University of Chicago;2014.

31.

Henry DB, Knoblauch S, Sigurvinsdottir R. The effect of intensive ceasefire intervention on crime in four chicago
police beats: Quantitative assessment. 2014.

32.

Picard-Fritsche S, Cerniglia L. Testing a public health approach to gun violence: An evaluation of crown heights
save our streets, a replication of the cure violence model. New York: Center for Court Innovation;2013.

10
This resource was prepared by the author(s) using Federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of Justice. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not
necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.

From: deposit@icpsr.umich.edu <deposit@icpsr.umich.edu>
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2019 4:41 PM
To: Karen M Abram <k-abram@northwestern.edu>
Cc: Karen M Abram <k-abram@northwestern.edu>; nacjd-deposits@icpsr.umich.edu; ICPSR-Acq@umich.edu;
jessica.highland@usdoj.gov
Subject: ICPSR Acknowledgement and Inventory of Files Submitted (NACJD_NIJ-110228)

Deposit Update
Dear Karen Abram,
Thank you for submitting this project to ICPSR.
Project Title: Firearm Involvement in Delinquent Youth and Collateral Consequences in Young
Adulthood: A Prospective Longitudinal Study
Project ID: NACJD_NIJ-110228
Signed: 2019-06-21 by Karen Abram
Funding Sources: United States Department of Justice. Office of Justice Programs. National Institute
of Justice (2016-R2-CX-0039)
Please review the file manifest carefully to be sure that it corresponds to what you intended to submit
to ICPSR. If you would like to make any changes, you will need to recall the project.

DOWNLOAD MANIFEST GO TO WORKSPACE
ICPSR staff will review your submission and will contact you should any adjustments be necessary. If
you have questions or would like to further discuss the status of this project, please send a message
to a member of the ICPSR Collection Development Team through the Project Communication Log,
which can be accessed at the bottom of the NACJD_NIJ-110228 workspace.
Sincerely,
ICPSR Acquisitions
deposit@icpsr.umich.edu

This resource was prepared by the author(s) using Federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of Justice. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not
necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.

NACJD_NIJ-110228_manifest
Deposit file manifest for "Firearm Involvement in Delinquent Youth and Collateral Consequences in Young
Adulthood: A Prospective Longitudinal Study" (NACJD_NIJ-110228)
File Name

Size(bytes)

Type

ArcGIS-Data.zip

580492

application/zip

Data-Archiving-Plan.pdf

95369

application/pdf

Human-Subjects-Section-for-NIJ-Firearm.pdf

1679585

application/pdf

nacjd-data-submission-checklist.pdf

3281707

application/pdf

NIJ1-Final-Summary-Overview.2016-R2-CX-0039--Teplin-.pdf

222811

application/pdf

NJP-User-s-Guide-NIJ-Firearm.-Final.pdf

305303

application/pdf

NJP_codebooks.zip

30337

application/zip

NJP_data.zip

174881

application/zip

NJP_variables.zip

2759

application/zip

Stat Info
/ contains 9 files

This resource was prepared by the author(s) using Federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of Justice. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not
necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.

