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We dedicate this work to the victims of spouse 
assault who shared their experiences with us. 
We hope our efforts have justified their 
cooperation . 
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SECTION ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

" ... violence is a pervasive and 
common feature of American family 
relations. It may be more common to 
the institution of family than is love." 

Gelles & Straus, 1979 

" ... if the police initiate contact (in 
domestic assault cases), as they do, 
and if that contact is usually 
adjustment without arrest, as it is, 
then the responsibility for more 
effective handling of these ... offenses 
falls first upon the police." 

Parnas, 1967 

Viewers of Father Knows Best or The Adventures of Ozzie and Harriet never 

saw an episode in which the father of the household abused the mother. This 

innocent picture provided by television was not much out of step with the 

scholarly research on the family at that time. Although Schultz (1960) analyzed 

the wife assaulter and Snell et al. (1964) wrote a profile of battered wives, no 

articles whose titles contained the word "violence" appeared in the Journal of 

Marriage and the Family between its initial issue in 1939 and 1971 (O'Brien, 

1971). From this status of "selective inattention" prior to 1970, the study of 

various aspects of violence in the home has since experienced an explosion of 

research. 

Police attentiveness to the problem of violence within families has followed 

a similar pattern, ranging from almost studious non-involvement to an awakening 

of awareness. The Minneapolis Domestic Violence Experiment (Sherman and Berk, 

• 1984a, 1984b), coming as it did at a time of increased emphasis on the need to 
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administer sterner sanctions to spouse assaulters, has had a dramatic impact on 

the awareness of police administrators of the problem of domestic violence and on 

the recognition that arrest might be an effective response to it. This impact can be 

discerned by the fact that the Attorney General's Task Force on Family Violence 

concluded that "law enforcement officers should presume that arrest is the 

appropriate response .... " (1984: 13) and that many police departments have 

changed their policies to emphasize arrest (Sherman and Hamilton, 1984; Meeker 

and Binder, 1990). 

Recognizing the need for more generalizable results, the National Institute of 

Justice, which funded the original Minneapolis study, funded six additional 

domestic violence experiments, in Omaha, Atlanta, Charlotte, Colorado Springs, 

Milwaukee, and Dade County, Florida. This report presents a summary of the 

Dade County experiment. Section Two provides a description of the present state 

of knowledge concerning domestic violence and police responses to that problem. 

Section Three describes the planning process involved in creating the Dade County 

experiment. The implementation of the experiment is summarized in Section Four. 

Section Five provides a description of the victim interview procedures used in the 

study. Sections Six and Seven provide the results of the analyses of program 

outcomes, utilizing both official record and victim interview data. Section Eight 

provides a general discussion of the Dade County experiment and its implications. 
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SECTION TWO 

SPOUSE ASSAULT, THE POLICE RESPONSE, THE MINNEAPOLIS EXPERIMENT, 
AND THE NEED TO REPLICATE 

A fter years of relative neglect, research concerning family violence 

proliferated. Between 1972 and 1980, 1,170 journal articles appeared on the 

subject (Wolfgang and Weiner, 1981). In this section, we will summarize briefly 

what has been learned about spouse assault and how police have responded to the 

problem. 

The Extent of the Problem 

Although spouse assault has existed throughout history (Pleck, 1989; 

Dobash and Dobash, 1979; Goode, 1971), attempts to document and remedy 

such assault are relatively recent. Early estimates of spouse abuse were based on 

such indirect measures as the percentage of homicides that involved married 

couples, the number of domestic disturbance calls responded to by police, the 

number of charges filed by police, and the number of cases of battered women 

treated by hospital emergency rooms (Martin, 1976; Walker, 1979). Using such 

indirect methods, Pittman and Handy (1964) estimated that aggravated assaults 

between husbands and wives made up 11 percent of all aggravated assaults in St. 

Louis; Bourdouris (1971), on the other hand, found, in Detroit, that 52 percent of 

aggravated assaults involved spouses. Figures derived from such approaches are 

inevitably underestimates, given the fact that many women do not see an atta~k 

by a husband/lover as a case of legal assault, that they may be afraid or 

embarrassed to report such episodes, and that police do not always encourage 
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them to file assault charges. Walker (1979), for example, found that only one in 

ten battered women had called the police, and Steinmetz (1977: 65) estimated 

that local police recorded only one out of 270 spouse assaults in one Delaware 

County. 

Using a slightly different method of estimating incidents of domestic 

violence, both Levinger (1966) and O'Brien (1971) studied applicants for divorce. 

O'Brien found that 17 percent or his cases spontaneously mentioned overt violent 

behavior; Levinger found that 23 percent of the middle-class couples and 40 

percent of the working-class couple~ gave "physical abuse" as a major complaint. 

Again, these figures too i1.re undoubtedly underestimates, since an undetermined 

number of cases of abuse were not mentioned or were not listed as a primary 

cause of the divorce. 

Whitehurst (1971) examined over 100 marital violence court cases and 

found them frequently to involve husbands using force to "control" their spouse. 

Fields (1977), in a study of 500 female clients at a legal services agency in divorce 

actions, found that 57.4 percent admitted marital beatings. 

Gelles (1974), in a study based on informal in-depth interviews of 80 

families, found that 56 percent of the couples had used physical force on each 

other at some time. For 20 percent of these families, violence occurred six or 

more times per year. Gacquin (1977-1978), in an analysis of the 1976 National 

Crime Survey, found that one-fourth of all assaults against women who had ever 

been married were committed by their husbands or ex-husbands. In addition, wife 
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• abuse or former wife abuse constituted almost 28 percent of all assaults on 

divorced women and 55 percent of all assaults on separt.Jted women. Furthermore, 

attacks by spouses or ex-spouses were more likely to produce physical injuries or 

hospital stays than were other types of assaults. 

The most comprehensive study of domestic violence was based on self-

reports of a national representative sample of 2,143 couples who responded to the' 

Conflicts Tactics (CT) Scales measure of violence (Straus, 1979). The results 

revealed that 12.1 percent of the couples indicated at least one incident of 

violence by the male against the female within the past year; 2.8 percent indicated 

"wife beating," involving serious bodily injury or threat of it, had occurred (Straus, 

Gelles and Steinmetz, 1980) . 

• Among the couples in which a violent episode had occurred, it was typically . . 

not an isolated incident. The mean number of violent incidents against wives 

among these couples was 8.8 in the past year; the median for the past year was 

2.5. The results for the frequency of actual wife-beatings were almost as high: 

the mean was 8.0 and the median 2.4. Approximately 19 percent reported two 

beatings during the year, 16 percent reported three or four, and 32 percent 

reported five or more (Straus, 1980: 28-29). 

Asked whether a violent event had ever occurred during their present 

relationship, 28 percent of the couples said it had; 5.3 percent said they had 

experienced an actual beating of the wife (Straus, 1980: 29). These estimates are 

undoubtedly low, however, since certain people are likely to underreport domestic 
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violence because it is so normal that it is not perceived as dramatic enough to be 

recalled. Others may underreport because of the shame or guilt involved in 

admitting such violence. Finally, the study asked only about violence within the 

current relationship of those still living together; consequently, all violence in 

previous relationships or relationships in which both partners do not live together 

was omitted (Straus, 1880: 30). 

Given these considerations, the authors of the study, still the best available, 

estimate that the "true" incidence for violence in a marriage is probably 50 to 60 

percent of all couples (Straus, 1980: 31). More recent reviews of the literature 

(Weis, 1989; Frieze and Browne, 1989) have found wide variation in the estimates 

of the prevalence and incidence of spouse assault; both, however, stress the 

importance of the problem and the need for more sophisticated research. 

It should be noted that several studies (Straus, 1980; Gelles, 1974; 

Steinmetz, 1977; Straus, 1974) have indicated that husbands are often the 

recipients of beatings as well as the instigators of such attacks. Although this fact 

should not be overlooked, other evid'ence suggests that the major policy focus 

should be on the problem of females attacked by their male partners. Buicroft and 

Straus (1975)' for example, found that underreporting is greater for violence by 

husbands'than it is for that by wives, suggesting that the estimated rates of attack 

probably underestimate the relative level of attacks on women. Second, husbands 

have higher rates of the most dangerous and injurious forms of violence and, 

because of their greater physical strength, are more likely to inflict serious injuries 
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(Straus, 1980: 32-22). Third, husbands are more likely to repeat violent acts than 

are wives (Straus, 1980: 32). Fourth, Wolfgang, in his study of husband-wife 

homicides (1958), suggests that violent acts by wives are often responses to 

blows initiated by husbands. Fifth, a large number of attacks by husbands occur 

when the wife is pregnant (Gelles, 1976) thus amplifying the consequences of 

such violence. Finally, women, because of a variety of economic and social 

constraints, often feel limited in the extent to which they have the option to leave 

a relationship (Gelles, 1976; Martin, 1976; Straus, 1977). Thus," ... wives are 

victimized by violence in the family to a much greater extent than are husbands 

and should therefore be the focus of the most immediate remedial steps" (Straus, 

1980: 33) . 

The Police Response to Spouse Assault 

Police responses to spouse assault have generally followed the changes 

prevalent in research in the field, going from an absence of recognition of the 

problem, to attempting to resolve conflict, to an emphasizing the imposition of 

sanctions. This section examines the changing character of police responses prior 

to the Minneapolis experiment. 

Although some research has suggested that, among incidents classified as 

crimes, assaults among family members are typically the single most frequent call 

to American pO~lce departments (Police Foundation, 1977; Breslin, 1978; Scott, 

1981), reviews of the police response to domestic violence (Binder and Meeker, 

forthcoming; Elliott (1989) have revealed a number of frequently raised criticisms . 
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Binder and Meeker (forthcoming, 8-9), for example, point out the criticism that 

" ... marital disputes are typically handled by officers in as casual and rapid manner 

as possible." To support their point, they cite the conclusion by Black (1980: 117): 

Often the police intentionally dally in route to 'family trouble' calls, hoping 
that the conflict will be resolved--at least superficially--by the time they 
arrive. 

Elliott (1989: 428) highlights a similar criticism (citing Martin, 1976, 1978; Fields, 

1978; and Schulman, 1979) that "the police assign low priority to family violence 

calls and frequently do not respond at all." Parnas, (1971 :546) even argues that 

police dispatchers often screen out calls involving spouse abuse, concluding that 

they are not serious enough to warrant police intervention. 

The reviews by Elliott (1989) and Binder and Meeker (forthcoming) both 

identify the criticism that, even when they respond to domestic violence incidents, 

officers have traditionally attempted to diffuse the situations without filing formal 

reports, making an arrest, or invoking other criminal sanctions or remedies (Parnas, 

1967; Truninger, 1971; Field and Field, 1973; Roy, 1977; Vera Institute of 

Justice, 1977; Langley and Levy, 1978; DQbash and Dobash, 1979; Paterson, 

1979; Black, 1980; Loving, 1980; Go()lkasian, 1986). The International 

AssQciation of Chiefs of Police (1967), reflecting this orientation, contended in 

training materials that, in "dealing with family disputes, the power of arrest should 

be exercised as a last resort." 

Although Elliott, in his extensive review of the literature, finds little empirical 

evidence for these criticisms, the seriousness of the problem of spouse assault and 
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• the importance of improving the police response--and making that response as 

early in the "cycle of violence" as possible--to that problem are undeniable. 

An early indication of the critical nature of an early response was provided 

by a Police Foundation study of data from the Kansas City Police Department This 

research found that in 27 percent of the homicides and 37 percent of the 

aggravated assaults, at least one of the participants had been arrested for a 

disturbance or an assault within the previous two years. However, recognizing 

that disturbance calls often do not result in an arrest, the analysis was expanded to 

determine how often police had responded to disturbance calls at the addresses of 

homicide and assault participants during the previous two years. The results 

showed that the police had responded to at least one disturbance call at 

• approximately 89 percent of the addresses of homicides and 85 percent of the 

• 

addresses of aggravated assaults. Moreover, the police had responded five or 

more times at approximately 50 percent of the addresses during the two years 

prior to a homicide or aggravated assault (Wilt et aI., 1977: 22-23). 

Such findings, combined with a rising societal concern about spouse assault, 

prompted police departments to recognize the extent of the problem and to 

attempt to find ways to resolve the conflict underlying such assault. The new 

orientation is reflected in the recommendation, from the Standards Relating to the 

Urban Police Function of the American Bar Association (1973: 12), that the police 

should "engage in the resolution of conflict such as that which occurs so 

frequently between husband and vvife ... in the highly-populated sections of the 
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• large city, without reliance upon criminal assault or disorderly conduct statutes." 

-
One of the first attempts to adopt such an approach was to train police officers in 

family crisis intervention techniques. The premise of these programs was that 

police officers should be trained to intervene in domestic crises by counseling, 

arbitrating, mediating, and referring disputants to social agencies that can assist in 

resolving the underlying sources of conflict (Bard, 1970; 1977). According to 

Liebman and Schwartz (1973), no law enforcement agency had a training program 

of this type in 1966; by 1971, however, they could identify at least fourteen 

agencies that had conducted such training--and dozens more that were planning to 

do so. 

The most widely known test of this approach was the Family Crisis 

• Intervention Uni,t established by the New York City Police Department with funding 

from the Office of Law Enforcement Assistance. Under the supervision of Morton 

Bard, eighteen officers were selected to receive a month of training at the 

Psychological Center of City University. Divided into nine biracial teams, these 

officers were assigned to work in one particular precinct in West Harlem. Acting 

as "generalists-specialists," the officers remained on routine patrol except when 

responding to family disputes. In addition to intervening in the crises themselves, 

these officers referred the couples to several other social agencies (Bard, 1969, 

1970,1971). 

Several evaluations of the effectiveness of these crisis intervention programs 

were conducted (Bard, 1977; Dutton and Levens, 1977; Levens and Dutton, 
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1980; Pearce and Snortum, 1983; and Dutton, 1984). Elliott (1989:448) 

summarizes the results of these studies as indicating that: 

... training the police in mediation techniques reduced the incidence of 
violence directed toward the police by disputing persons, increased the 
police use of referrals to community agencies, and increase the dispatch rate 
to family violence calls. However, there was no evidence that arrest rates 
were affected or that use of mediation techniques (as compared to arrest) 
reduced the risk of subsequent violent incidents. 

Other "soft approaches," as Binder and Meeker (forthcoming) call them, 

were tried throughout the 1970s, including creating police-social worker teams and 

making specially trained volunteer citizens available to the police (Michaels and 

Treger, 1973; Treger, 1975; Burnett, Car~, Sinapi, and Taylor, 1976; and Carr, 

1979, 1982). No rigorous evaluations of these programs are available. 

By the late 1970s, with increased consciousness of the extent and 

seriousness of spouse assault, both the women's and victim's rights moV'ements 

advocated a more punitive approach to abusers. Reflecting this approach, several 

class action suits were filed against police agencies, charging negligence and 

violation of the victim's civil rights. In one of these, Bruno v. Codd, the New York 

City Police Department agreed to make arrests when there was reasonable cause 

to believe that husbands had committed felonious assault against their wives and, 

further, to send a police officer to respond to all cases in which a woman charged 

her husband had assaulted or threatened to assault her. In addition, the police 

agreed to advise the victim of her legal rights, to assist her in getting protection 

and medical help, and to help locate the assailant (Loving, 1980: 37). 
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In a similar case in Oakland (Scott v. Hart), a group of battered women 

charged that wife-beating calls received a low priority and that officers responded 

to them by avoiding arrest and failing to advise victims of their rights. The 

department agreed to treat all domestic violence as alleged criminal behavior and to 

make arrests when appropriate. In addition, the department agreed to develop 

new training materials, implementation orders, and a brochure for battered women 

(Loving, 1980: 37). 

In this new environment, the attractiveness of "soft approaches" began to 

fade. Langley and Levy (1977:218), Quoted by Binder and Meeker, succinctly 

summarize the prevailing mood by arguing that the police put "too much emphasis 

on the social work aspect [of wife abuse] and not enough on the criminal." In an 

apparent response to the same pressures, the International Association of Chiefs of 

Police published new training materials that encouraged the use of criminal 

sanctions in cases of domestic violence. These materials stated, for example: 

A policy of arrest, when the elements of the offense are present, promotes 
the well-being of the victim. Many battered wives who tolerate the situation 
undoubtedly do so because they feel they are alone in coping with the 
problem. The officer who starts legal action may give the wife the courage 
she needs to realistically face and correct her situation. (lACP, 1976:3) 

As with earlier, non-enforcement approaches, there was little evidence to 

document the effect of arrest or other sanctions. Some research (Jaffe et ai., 

1986; Langan and Innes, 1986a; Fagan et aI., 1984) suggested that arrest may 

lead to desirable outcomes Nevertheless, as Elliott (1989), concludes, the 
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nonexperimental nature and other weaknesses of those studies precluded any 

strong conclusion. 

The Minneapolis Domestic Violence Experiment and the Need to Replicate 

In response to the need for more rigorous research, the National Institute of 

Justice funded the Police Foundation to conduct an experiment in Minneapolis to 

test the relative effectiveness of various police responses to spouse assault. The 

Minneapolis Domestic Violence Experiment (Sherman and 8erk, 1984a, 1984b), 

conducted during 1981-82, was designed to randomly assign domestic violence 

cases to one of three conditions: arrest, separation, and an "advise" condition in 

which officers were given latitude to try to counselor mediate between the two 

parties. 

The design applied only to simple domestic assaults (misdemeanors) in cases 

in which both the victim and suspect were present at the scene when the police 

arrived. In accordance with Minnesota statutes, the experirnent could apply only 

to those instances in which the police had probable cause to believe that a spouse 

(or cohabitant) had been assaulted within the last four hours, although the officer 

need not have actually seen the assault. Certain other types of cases, such as 

those in which the suspect attempted to assault the officer, the victim demanded 

that an arrest be made, or both parties were injured, were excluded. The 

experiment was confined to the two precincts of the city identified as having the 

highest density of domestic violence crime H:!ports and arrests. 
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The design called for a six-month evaluation period during which interviews 

were to be conducted with the victims and subsequent official records of domestic 

violence were to be collected. Two measures of recidivism were utilized: a 

subsequent police report for domestic violence, and the report of an instance of 

repeat violence during a victim interview. 

Analyses of the official record data indicated that "the separation treatment 

produces the highest recidivism, arrest produces the lowest, with the impact of 

'advise' (from doing nothing to mediation) indistinguishable from the other two 

effects" (Sherman and Berk, 1984b:267). Examination of the interview data 

indicated somewhat different jesuits, "with arrest still producing the lowest 

recidivism rate ... but with advise producing the highest" (Sherman and Berk, 

1984b:267). 

The Minneapolis Domestic Violence Experiment, because of its application of 

a rigorous research design in an important area of public' policy, has received media 

attention and has contributed greatly to ~~ublic discussion of appropriate police 

responses to domestic violence. Based to a large extent on the results of this 

study, several police departments have reported changing to a preferred a.rrest 

policy (Sherman and Hamilton, 1984; Sherman, Cohn and Hamilton, 1986; Cohn 

and Sherman, 1987). One legal scholar has used the Minneapolis study as 

justification for a proposed model statute requiring police officers to make arrests 

in cases of misdemeanor domestic assault (Lerman, 1984). Furthermore, the 
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Attorney General's Task Force on Family Violence (1984: 1 04), based solely on the 

Minneapolis study, concluded that: 

Research now clearly shows that when a criminal assault has been 
committed, arresting the offender actually contributes to the reduction of 
violence. 

With this conclusion as a justification, the Task Force (1984: 17) went on to 

recommend that "the chief executive of every law enforcement agency should 

establish arrest as the preferred response in cases of family violence." Such 

recommendations were subsequently found in police training guides (Wright, 1985) 

The Minneapolis study has also be~n widely cited in the social science 

literature as providing evidence that arrest is the best deterrent against 

misdemeanor domestic assaults (Humphreys and Humphreys, 1988; Berk and 

Newton, 1985; Berk, 1986; Straus and Gelles, 1986; Wexler and Marx, 1986; 

Langan and Innes, 1986). 

Despite, and in some cases because of, its influence, the Minneapolis 

experiment has also generated a considerable amount of debate and criticism 

(Lempert, 1984; Binder and Meeker, 1988; Elliott, 1989; Binder and Meeker, 

forthcoming). In some cases, the concerns have been about the internal validity of 

the study. For example, because officers were aware of what the assigned 

treatment would be--before the determination of eligibility--the possibility of 

deliberate manipulation of the treatment assignment existed. In addition, selective 

attrition of the victims interviewed has also been identified as a threat to internal 

validity . 
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Possible threats to the external validity of the Minneapolis experiment have 

also been highlighted. It has been argued that Minneapolis, because of its 

demographic characteristics, cannot be taken as representative of the nation in 

general. The sample size for the study has been criticized as too small--and 

produced by a limited number of unrepresentative officers. Further, it has been 

argued that the experimental cases were themselves not representative of 

misdemeanor family violence cases in Minneapolis. The two precincts in which the 

study was conducted, because of their "high density" of such cases, may well be 

dissimilar from the rest of the city. Certain characteristics (e.g., their high level of 

unemployment, the high percentage of Native Americans, the large number of 

suspects who had been arrested previously, and the fact that only one-third were 

married to each other) of the victims and suspects involved in the study appear to 

make them unrepresentative of typical family disputants. 

Some have argued that the alternatives to arrest, separation and mediation, 

were relatively weak, administered by officers without training, and were "much 

less than state-of-the-art responses" (Binder and Meeker, forthcoming). Questions 

have also been raised about the statistical analysis techniques utilized in the 

Minneapolis experiment. 

For all of these reasons, it has been argued (Lempert, 1984; Binder and 

Meeker, 1988; Meeker and Binder, 1990; Binder and Meeker, forthcoming), that 

there are strong grounds for conducting further studies before making major policy 

changes based on the Minneapolis results. Accepting this logic, the National 
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Institute of Justice funded six "replications" of the Minneapolis Domestic Violence 

Experiment, including one by the Metro-Dade Police Department. In Section Three, 

we describe the planning for that experiment . 

2-15 



• SECTION THREE 

THE METRO-DADE SPOUSE ASSAULT EXPERIMENT: 
PLANNING 

Origins 

Immediately upon the announcement by the National Institute of Justice that 

it would entertain proposals to replicate and extend the Minneapolis Domestic 

Violence Experiment, th\3 Police Foundation contacted the Metro-Dade Police 

Department to explore possible research designs. The department had previously 

demonstrated its interest in domestic violence by creating a special Safe Streets 

Unit to address that problem. Both the Foundation and the department shared a 

common interest in developing a research design that would test the relative 

• effectiveness of one or more combinations of two types of treatment: arrest and 

-
follow-up attention by the Safe Streets Unit. It was agreed that a two-stage 

randomization procedure would be adopted that would permit such a test. In 

Mrlrch of 1986, the Police Foundation, in cooperation with the Metro-Dade Police 

Department, submitted a proposal to conduct such a study. After revising certain 

aspects of the proposal, the Police Foundation was awarded a grant to conduct 

one of six domestic violence experiments. The grant officially began on October 1, 

1986. 

Dade County 

Dade County, Florida encompasses 1,973 square miles, populated 

(according to 1984 estimates) by approximately 1.75 million persons, 41 percent 

• of whom were non-Hispanic whites, 35 percent of whom were Hispanics, 17 
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percent black, and 5 percent of other ethnic groups. Within the county are 129 

square miles incorporated into 27 municipalities. The unincorporated area consists 

of 1,844 square miles containing approximately 865,000 persons, 50 percent of 

whom were non-Hispanic whites, 26 percent Hispanics, 20 percent black, and 4 

percent of other ethnic groups. The land area of the county, even if the 

incorporated areas are excluded, is greater than that of ar1Y incorporated city in the 

United States; the population in the unincorporated areas alone is comparable to 

that found in some of the nation's ten largest cities. 

Dade County is a rapidly growing area of enormous cultural, social, and 

economic diversity, with a notably high rate of recorded assaults. The county is 

also remarkable in the extent to which its police departments, the State Attorney, 

and the Administrative Office of the Courts have been able to forge a strong 

working relationship. Perhaps the clearest indication of the enduring and 

comprehensive nature of this relationship is the fact that these agencies, in 

cooperation with the Probation and Parole Department, Pre-Trial Services and 

others created a Metro-Dade Criminal Justice Council designed to encourage 

cooperation and coordination among the many criminal justice agencies in the 

county. 

The Metro-Dade Police Department 

With the phenomenal growth of the county's population in the 1950s, a 

concomitant rise in crime, and the undeniable need for a coordinated response, the 

Metro-Dade Police Department was created in 1958 by the merger of the county 
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police, the sheriff's department, and the road patrol department. Unlike most 

county departments, it was given jurisdiction over both the incorporated and the 

unincorporated parts of Dade County. As the experiment began, the department 

had 2194 sworn employees, more than all but seven municipal police departments 

in the United States. 

From its creation, the department was faced with enormous challenges, 

ranging from the rapid transformation of the county to a multiethnic society to the 

increasingly complex problem of coordinating several jurisdictions. In response, 

Metro-Dade has become a virtual laboratory for testing law enforcement 

innovations, especially since 1979, when Bobby l. Jones was appointed Director. 

This leadership has continued since 1987, when Fred Taylor assumed that role. 

For example, the department has decentralized its deployment of operations into 

neighborhood districts in order to establish closer, more personal contacts between 

citizens and police. In each district, a Citizen's Advisory Committee was 

established to identify the concerns of the local citizens and communicate them to 

police in the district. To deal with financial restrictions, the department instituted a 

Public Service Aide Program, designed to train civilians to perform certain police 

tasks at a cost considerably less than required to pay a uniformed officer. Team 

policing units have been established, in some of the most volatile neighborhoods, 

to promote more responsiveness to local concerns. The Metro-Dade Police 

Department was among the first in the nation to institute an alternate response 

system to allow routine non-emergency calls to be handled by telephone. A Sexual 
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Battery Unit was created to maximize the cooperation of victims by minimizing the 

intrusiveness of investigatory techniques. The department also participated in a 

Police Foundation randomized experiment to test the effectiveness of certain types 

of training designed to prevent the unnecessary use of violence by its officers 

under a variety of conditions. 

The Department and Domestic Violence 

In 197', the Metro-Dade Police Department received a federal grant, under 

the auspices of the LEAA Safe Streets Program, to establish a special unit 

designed to deal with community problems which might, if left unchecked, become 

serious police problems. Named the Safe Streets Unit (SSU) to indicate the source 

of its funding, the program began in the Central District, a largely black, inner-city 

area characterized by a high crime rate and strained relations between the police 

and the community. The unit initially concentrated on providing three types of 

services: (1) maintaining continuous contact with juvenile offenders, (2) 

responding to situations in which citizens receive services or goods of substandard 

quality, and (3) attempting to resolve the underlying causes of domestic disputes 

and assaults in order to reduce future conflict which could escalate even further. 

In 1973, another Safe Streets Unit was begun in the South Division, a large area 

with a varied ethnic composition. In 1982, a third unit was created in the North 

Division. 

During the civil disturbances in Dade County in the late 1970s, the Safe 

Streets Units were called upon to determine the sources of discontent and to 
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• formulate ways to alleviate them. In recent years, the role of the officers assigned 

to these units has become more and more limited to providing intensive follow-up 

counseling to families displaying signs of discord and violence. 

The orientation of the units was best described by one of its commanders. 

"Domestic violence," he said, "is like a fire which, if left alone can spread. Normal 

police responses--even arrests--amount to little more than throwing some water on 

the flames. We want to take a,way the matches and the inflammable materials." 

In coordination with the State Attorney and the local court system, a 

Domestic Intervention Program has been created to address the problem of 

domestic violence on a broad, coordinated basis. Under the auspices of the Metro­

Dade Criminal Justice Council, the department has joined with the State Attorney 

• and the courts in creating a Community Conflict Resolution Service, a Victim 

Assistance Program, a Juvenile Alternative Services Project, and several other joint 

• 

undertakings. 

In January 1986, the Metro-Dade Police Department, recognizing the need 

for more precise, comprehensive information about cases involving domestic 

disputes, introduced a Domestic Violence Continuation Report, on which 

information was to be collected concerning the characteristics of QJl incidents 

involving some conflict between spouses, former spouses, cohabitants, family 

members, or boyfriends and girlfriends. This form is appended to every incident 

report prepared for cases involving such disputants. Copies of the incident and 
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Domestic Violence Continuation reports are provided to the Safe Streets Unit in the 

division in which the offense occurs. 

Program Planning 

The original proposal to the National Institute of Justice envisioned that the 

experiment would be limited to the South Patrol Division, an area encompassing 

1227 square miles, representing 66.5 percent of the unincorporated area of the 

county and 62.2 percent of the entire county. The geographical area of this 

division is larger than any major American city, and its population, estimated to be 

370,114 in 1984, was as large as a!1 but 40 cities. Demographically, this area 

was the most diverse in the county, with '63 percent of its population categorized 

as non-Hispanic whites, 22 percent as Hispanics, 11 percent as African Americans, 

and 4 percent categorized as "other." Based on analysis of data from the 

Domestic Violence Continuation Reports, it was further decided that the operation 

of the experiment would be limited to the hours from 2 p.m. to 2 a.m., the period 

during which the most domestic incidents are recorded. Because the Florida 

misdemeanor spouse battery law, permitting police to make arrests for incidents 

that did not occur in their presence, applied only to spouses or former spouses, the 

experiment would be limited to those persons; 

After several meetings involving Police Foundation and Metro-Dade 

representatives, it was decided that, given the complexity and scope of the 

experiment, it was crucial to draw upon the wide range of experience and skills 

available in the various units of the Department that would be involved. As a 
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result, a Domestic Violence Committee was created to assist in the design of 

effective experimental procedures, anticipate and resolve potential problems, 

provide coordination among entities, design the training curriculum, and serve as a 

source of information for personnel who would be directly affected by the 

experiment. 

The Domestic Violence Committee was composed of representatives of: 

Metro-Dade Police Department 
South Patrol District 

Uniform Patrol 
Management of Criminal Investigations (MCI) Unit 

Southeast Patrol District 
Uniform Patrol 
Management of Criminal Investigations (MCI) Unit 

South Operations Division Safe Streets Unit 
Communications Bureau 
Data Systems Bureau 
Management Analysis ~ureau 
Training Bureau 
Warrants Bureau 

State Attorney's Office 
Dade County Department of Human Resources 
Victims Advocate Program 
Domestic Intervention Program 
Police Foundation 

The committee met for the first time on March 13, 1987. Over the course 

of the next several meetings, committees were formed that accomplished the 

following tasks: 

• Developed case handling procedures, criteria for case eligibility, and a 
procedure for randomization of cases to arrest or non-arrest conditions 

• Drafted a new manual outlining standard operating procedures for 
handling domestic cases 
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• • Revised the Domestic Violence Continuation Report (included in 
Appendix 1) 

• Developed a training curriculum 

• Provided training 

Treatments 

Arrest 

At the time the experiment was being planned, arrests for misdemeanor 

spouse assault were relatively infrequent. There were, however, guidelines for 

making arrests in general, guidelines which our observations indicated were 

adhered to with few exceptions. What follows, then, is a description of the usual 

arrest process, and, therefore, the process which was expected to be used during 

• the actual experiment. 

Once probable cause has been determined to exist, the suspect is told that 

he/she is under arrest and read his/her Miranda rights. The arresting officer then 

searches the suspect for weapons and contraband and handcuffs the suspect 

behind the back. If the police vehicle at the scene is a "caged car," one with a 

partition between the front and back seats (as in almost all police vehicles), the 

suspect is transported in that vehicle. If the available vehicle is not properly 

configured, one of the officers at the scene calls for an appropriate vehicle to 

provide transportation. 

Treatment of the suspect during transportation in domestic violence cases 

varies considerably, depending upon the behavior of the suspect and the attitude 

• of the transporting officer (who, with few exceptions, is also the arresting officer). 
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If the transporting officer is sympathetic to the suspect, the officer may advise the 

suspect that the arrest would have been unnecessary if the suspect had been able 

to handle the situation at home better. On the other hand, if the suspect's 

behavior or demeanor is objectionable, the officer may deliver a "sermon" pointing 

out the seriousness of the offense and the reasons why such actions cannot be 

tolerated. 

Because the South Patrol Division, the experimental area, is over 900 square 

miles in size, transporting a suspect to the central booking facility in the county 

jail, located in the central part of the county, could not always be expected to be 

practical. If the arrest were to occur in the southern part of the experimental area, 

the suspect could be expected to be transported to either the South or the 

Southeast district station. If the arrest ~ere to take place in the northern part of 

the experimental area, the suspect might be taken directly to the county jail. 

Because the majority of the population in the experimental area lives in the 

southern section, most suspects could be expected to first be transported to a 

district station. 

If the suspect is taken to a district station, the arresting officer takes the 

suspect to the prisoner processing room, approximately eight feet wide by twenty 

feet in size. The first order of business is for the officer to complete any remaining 

sections of the offense or arrest reports which were not filled out at the scene of 

the arrest. By agreement with the county court, charges must be filed within four 

hours of arrest. The suspect is then searched for a second time. Valuables such 
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as cash and jewelry are taken from the suspect and listed on a small property 

receipt form. This inventory is given to the prisoner for review. If the prisoner 

accepts the accuracy of the inventory, he/she signs it and returns it to the 

arresting officer who signs the form, gives a copy of it to the prisoner, and seals 

the property in a plastic bag. (If the arresting officer is impounding prisoner 

property as evidence for a case, a more extensive form is used.) 

Following this procedure, the suspect is taken to a small room adjacent to 

the holding cells and is searched again, in the presence of the booking officer. The 

suspect's property is then turned over to the booking officer and the prisoner 

officially becomes the responsibility of that officer, who signs the arrest form and 

registers the prisoner in a booking log. 

At this point, the booking officer has a considerabJe amount of discretion 

concerning how to treat the prisoner. If the officer determines that the prisoner 

has no prior arrests and is a contributing member of society and not likely to cause 

serious harms to others, the prisoner can be released on a promise to appear (PTA) 

in court. On such releases, no bond is required. Evidence which might persuade 

the booking officer to make such a PTA release would include proof of property 

ownership (i.e., a homestead exception card or any document with a tax stamp 

affixed to it) or a voter registration card and $1 in cash. Persons released in this 

fashion are fingerprinted and photographed, their personal property is returned, and 

they are advised that they will be told when and where to appear for arraignment. 
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• If the booking officer decides not to grant the prisoner a PTA release, the 

prisoner has the following optional ways of paying the $500 bond required for 

misdemeanor spouse assault: 

1. Pay the bond, in cash, from available funds, 

2. Contact friends or relatives to obtain the necessary funds, or 

3. Arrange for bond to be posted by a bondsperson. 

If the prisoner cannot pay the bond from available funds, he/she is allowed 

to make several telephone calls to attempt to contact acquaintances or a 

bondsperson. If the prisoner is able, by one of these methods, to pay the bond, 

he/she is fingerprinted, photographed, and, after his/her personal property is 

returned, released, with the understanding that he/she will be notified concerning 

• the arraignment hearing. 

• 

If the prisoner is not able to pay bond, he/she is placed in a holding cell to 

await transport to the county jail. Each district station has three eight foot by 

eight foot celis, each with a small slab to be used for a bed or bench, a metallic 

sink, and a toilet, Unless the prisoner is demonstrating violent or dangerous 

behavior, the handcuffs will usually be removed while the suspect is in the cell 

awaiting transport. 

Transportation to the jail is provided every two hours. Because the facilities 

in the holding cells are cramped and no food is available, every attempt is made to 

transport prisoners as soon as possible. Therefore, if a prisoner is drunk, or 

obviously not able to post bond, he/she will usually be transported within two 
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hours of arrival at the district station. Under an agreement with the State 

Attorney's office, no prisoner who is unable to post bond is kept in a holding cell 

for more than four hours. However, if a prisoner appears to have a good chance of 

being able to pay the bond, he/she will be allowed additional time to make the 

necessary arrangements. 

Before being transported to the county jail, all suspects are again searched 

and handcuffed. The preCise mode of transportation depends upon the number, 

sex, and behavior of the prisoners being held. If there are three or fewer male 

adult prisoners, they will be transported in a "caged car." If, however, there are 

(a) four or more prisoners, (b) male and female prisoners, (c) adult and juvenile 

prisoners, or (d) prisoners who are openly antagonistic toward each other, 

transportation is provided in a police van. If females and juveniles are present, 

they are placed in screened portions of the van separated from the adult males. In 

cases in which prisoners are demonstrating hostility toward one another, they will 

also be placed in separate sections of the van. 

Upon arrival at the county jail, the transporting officer and the prisoner(s) are 

registered and admitted to a holding area. Depending upon the number of 

prisoners waiting to be processed, the prisoners are either admitted to the facility 

immediately or are required to wait until room is available. While waiting, the 

arresting officer may finish completing the offense or arrest report. Regardless of 

the cause for the delay, however, an informal arrangement with the county court 

requires that charges must be brought within four hours of arrest. Once admitted 
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• capable of providing assistance. In the most extreme cases, the referral would be 

active, that is, the detective would personally make appointments with or 

physically take one or more of the disputants to the most relevant agency. In most 

cases, however, the referral would be passive, that is, the detective would advise 

the disputants concerning the appropriate sources of support but would leave it to 

the discretion of the disputants to take advantage of that advice. 

Randomization 

Eligible cases were to be subjected to two stages of random assignment to 

experimental treatments. At the first stage, cases were to be randomly assigned 

by the department's CAD sy~tem either to the arrest or the non-arrest condition. 

When a case would be determined to be eligible for the experiment, the officers on 

• the scene were to notify the dispatcher that the case is a "32 Echo," indicating it 

• 

is a spouse battery case ready for random assignment. The dispatcher was then to 

enter "32E" on his/her console; based on the "tick" of the time at which the 

dispatcher enters the signal, the computer was to automatically recode the case as 

"32EA" (Echo Alpha) or "32EB" (Echo Bravo)--arrest or non-arrest, respectively. 

The computer algorithm to determine an "A" or "B" signal suffix is based on a 

simple concept. The algorithm uses the smallest increment of time on the system 

clock--known as ticks, to determine the signal suffix. Ticks change sixty (60) 

times every second. The algorithm samples the time when the program is 

executed and looks at the least significant bit in the time (the bit toggles from 0 to 

1 sixty times per second). If the bit is a one--the signal is assigned an "A" suffix, 
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otherwise, the signal is assigned a "8" suffix. This recode would occur 

instantaneously, and could not be anticipated or manipulated by either the 

dispatcher or the responding officers. 

For times when the CAD computer may not be operational, randomly 

determined assignments to arrest or non-arrest treatments were sealed in 

numbered envelopes and kept by the dispatch supervisor for use when needed. In 

order to verify that the randomization process was applied appropriately, a list of 

these assignments, and the envelopes in which they were placed, was kept by the 

Police Foundation. 

Second stage randomization was to be conducted by the On-Site 

Coordinator as soon as reports of eligible cases arrived at the Safe Streets Unit 

Office. Reports were to be received .every work day by the coordinator, located at 

the SSU office. All cases v\fer~ to be sorted by the date and time of occurrence 

and numbered sequentially. The cases were then to be randomly assigned to 

receive or not to receive follow-up from the Safe Streets Unit, based on a list of 

randomized assignments provided to the coordinators by the Police Foundation 

staff. The initial list was made by physically selecting slips of paper from a large 

bowl. 

Procedures for Handling Domestic Cases 

Figure 3 provides a schematic representation of the procedures adopted for 

handling domestic violence cases. In summary, the procedures adopted were the 

following: 
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• When a complainant would place a call to the police for 
assistance, the complaint officer would be trained to identify 
cases in which domestic incidents may be involved. 

• The Computer Assisted Dispatch System would be modified to 
add a "0" designator following the numerical signal for any 
police service request, of a domestic nature, dispatched within 
the South Operations Division, between 2 p.m. and 2 a.m. 

• The call would be dispatched with the "0" designator. 

• In the event calls were being "held," the appropriate supervisor 
would be notified of the "0" call holding. 

• Upon being informed that there are "0" calls holding, 
supervisors would attempt to give priority to those calls over 
others, with the intent of increasing the possibility of hi3ving the 
suspect on the scene at the time of arrival of responding police 
units. 

• The arriving patrol unit would determine eligibility of the call, 
based on the criteria established by the Domestic Violence 
Committee. Eligible cases would include those in which: 

• Probable cause for misdemeanor spouse battery exists, 

• The couple involved are spouses or former spouses, 

• The victim is a female 18 years of age or older, 

• No felony had occurred, 

• Victim and subject are both on the scene upon the 
officers arrival, 

• The victim is not in immediate danger, 

• The officer was not assaulted by subject or victim, and 

• There are no outstanding arrest warrants, injunctions, or 
criminal protective orders for victim or subject. 
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• The officer on the scene would notify the dispatcher that the 
call was a "32-E" (eligible), indicating it was a spouse battery 
call that fits all the eligibiliW criteria. If the officer determines 
the call is not eligible, the call would be handled routinely. 

• Eligible cases would be randomly assigned to either the arrest 
or non-arrest category by the Computer Assisted Dispatched 
System. The dispatcher would enter the "32-E" on the 
console. 

• If the call was assigned to the arrest condition, the suspect 
would be arrested for battery on a spouse. 

• If the call was assigned to the non-arrest condition, the officers 
on the scene would provide the victim with a brochure 
explaining her legal rights and remedies and leave the scene. 

• Cases would be randomly assigned to receive or not to receive 
follow-up investigation from a Safe Streets Unit detective. 

Data Collection 

The relative success or failure of the randomly-assigned treatments was to 

be determined on the basis of (1) the proportion of suspects who engage in 

aggressive behavior after the presenting incident (prevalence); (2) the number of 

times that subsequent aggressive events occur (incidence/frequency); and (3) the 

time that elapses between the presenting incident and the first subsequent 

aggressive event (time to failure). Three types of data were to be collected: 

• Self-report data, obtained from victims soon after, and six 
months after, the presenting incident, 

• Data recorded on Domestic Violenc(\2 Contihuation Report forms 
indicating subsequent assaults or domestic disputes, and 

• Data recorded on arrest reports, indicating a subsequent arrest. 
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Data Analysis 

Using the types of data discussed above, we sought to determine if 

differences among the experimental conditions existed, within six months of the 

presenting incident, with respect to: 

• Prevalence, the proportion of suspects who engage in repeat 
incidents, 

• Incidence, the frequency with which repeat incidents occur, and 

• The "time to failure" between the presenting incident and subsequent 
repeat incidents. 

We planned to analyze cases according to the treatment to which they were 

randomly assigned, not that to which they were actually exposed. Because it was 

deemed impractical to screen out repeat eligible cases, we agreed to treat such 

repeat instances as subsequent failures of the first presenting case, but not to 

attempt to conduct initial or six-months interviews based on the subsequent 

appearance. 

Management Plan 

The following division of responsibilities was agreed upon by the Police 

Foundation and the Metro-Dade Police Department: 

Police Foundation 

• The Project Director was to be responsible for overseeing the entire 
project, maintaining liaison with the department, and meeting all 
project goals. 

• The Survey Director was to be responsible for supervising all survey 
activities. 
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• The On-Site Coordinator was to be responsible for monitoring, 
observing, and documenting program activities and first-stage 
randomization procedures. In addition, the coordinator was to 
implement the second-stage randomization procedure and provide 
overall supervision for the survey activities. 

• Survey supervisors were to be responsible for supervising field 
interviewers. 

• Field interviewers were to be responsible for interviewing designated 
respondents at designated addresses. 

Metro-Dade Police Department 

• The Police Director was to be responsible for ensuring achievement of 
stated program objectives. 

• The Police Division Chief was to be responsible for overseeing 
program operations by monitoring reports from the South Division 
submitted from the regional colonel's office and the commander of the 
South Division Saf~ Streets Unit. 

• The Administrative Division Chief was to be responsible for developing 
appropriate training requirements, via the Training Bureau, consistent 
with established project objectives. 

• The South Regional Commander was to be responsible for all 
operational facets of the program at the regional level and for 
monitoring project operation by means of monthly reports from district 
commanders. 

\ 

• The District Commanders were to be responsible for planning overall 
project goals and operations; defining line supervisors' roles relative to 
this project; maintaining accountability to ensure project success; and 
keeping the regional commander informed of project status via 
monthly reports. 

• The Training Bureau Commander was to be responsible for developing 
a comprehensive training program addressing the needs of patrol 
officers assigned to work on this project. 

• The Uniform Sergeants were to be responsible for direct supervision 
of selecting patrol officers to be involved in this project; direct 
supervision of those officers; daily review of activity reports to ensure 
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Training 

proper adherence to project guidelines; maintenance of an 
environment supportive of the project; and compilation of monthly 
statistical reports for inclusion in the district's monthly report. 

Patrol officers were to be responsible for responding to designated 
calls;. determining the eligibility of calls for the experiment; applying 
the randomly designated treatment/ and completing and submitting 
required forms and reports. 

The South Division Safe Streets Unit commander was to be 
responsible for ensuring the achievement of all objectives of the 
domestic violence project requiring SSU involvement. 

Safe Streets Unit Sergeants were to be responsible for direct 
supervision of the detectives involved in the project; daily review of 
activity reports to ensure that experimental guidelines are adhered to; 
maintenance of a supportive environment for the project; and 
compilation of monthly statistical reports for inclusion. in the 
commander's monthly report. 

Detectives of the Safe Streets Unit were to provide folfow-up 
counseling to randomly selected victims. 

The Domestic Violence Committee decided it would be necessary to train 

patrol officers and supervisors, MCI officers, and Communications Bureau 

personnel. The committee devised an eight-hour curriculum tailored to address 

the needs of the experiment as well as what were perceived by committee 

members to be concerns of participating officers. 

The curriculum consisted of the following: 

1. An introduction to the study by the Police Director and the State 
Attorney. 

2. A discussion of the background and purpose of the project. 

3. Descriptions of case handling procedures, case eligibility criteria, and 
the randomization processes. 
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4. A review of several videotaped scenarios, followed by discussion 
concerning their eligibility. 

5. A discussion of the revised Domestic Violence Continuation Report 
and report writing procedures. 

6. A review of recent changes in Florida domestic battery statutes. 

7. A review of legal considerations and responsibilities, injunctions, 
restraining orders, and criminal protective orders. 

8. Refresher training in the area of officer survival on domestic 
violence calls. 

To provide this training, ten instructors were recruited from the ranks of 

Domestic Violence Committee members, each intimately familiar with a particular 

area of responsibility. 

Training was provided from July 13 through July 30, 1987, using a class 

room at the Dade County Community College. There were from 15-20 people in 

each class. Altogether, a total of 181 persons were trained, including 123 patrol 

officers. Also included were patrol supervisors, MCI staff, and Communications 

Bureau personnel. An evaluation form was given to each participant at the end of 

each session. 

As indicated by the demeanor of the participants, the questions raised during 

the sessions, and the results of the evaluation responses, the overall response to 

the training was generally positive, with certain notable exceptions. The most 

frequently raised objection was to the fact that the experiment would remove some 

of the discretion usually available to an officer when deciding whether or not to 

make an arrest. The most effective response to this objection was that, currently, 
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officers respond to ambiguous misdemeanor cases of domestic assault based 

largely on instinct and hunches. It was pointed out that the experiment was 

designed to provide information that would help officers make decisions based on 

objective information. Thus, the study was shown to be of practical value to the 

officers involved. 

Another common objection was that the arrest decision would be removed 

from the officers and given to a dispatcher. This issue was readily dealt with by 

pointing out that the randomization procedure would be performed by the 

department's computer, completely out of the control of the dispatcher or anyone 

else. 

Some officers questioned whether they might be held liable for subsequent 

injuries in cases in which, as a r~sult of the randomization process, no arrest was 

made. Such officers were given assurance that the department's legal advisor had 

reviewed the experimental procedures and had agreed that there were no legal 

liabilities. In addition, officers were reminded that, since few officers currently 

made arrests for misdemeanor spouse assault, the experiment would in all 

likelihood increase the number of arrests made. 

Other officers worried that they might be liable to charges of false arrest. 

To these officers, it was explained that, for cases eligible for the experiment, 

Florida statutes gave them the authority to make an arrest. Again, it was stressed 

that the department's legal advisor had reviewed and approved the study 

procedures. 
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Some objections were received concerning the necessity of making arrests in 

cases of misdemeanor spouse assault cases, indicating that such an offense was 

not "serious" enough to justify such punitive action, that such arrests would lead 

to jail crowding, or that an arrest could cause disruption in the home. To such 

arguments, it was responded that domestic assault is, indeed, a serious problem, 

one that should be dealt with early, before it escalates to higher levels of violence. 

It was also pointed out that, for most such arrests, the length of time under 

confinement was relatively brief. 

Much discussion arose concerning the exact distinction between eligible and 

ineligible cases. Most initial questions were largely dealt with by the videotaped 

role play exercises. Remaining questions were answered by the training 

instructors. 

Several officers complained that the experiment would require additional 

paperwork. In response, it was pointed out that (1) officers were already required 

to complete a Domestic Violence Continuation Report (DVCR) for cases such as 

those to be involved in the experiment and (2) that the revised DVCR did not 

require an extensive narrative, as did the old version, making the new version 

easier and quicker to complete than the old version . 
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• SECTION FOUR 

THE METRO-DADE SPOUSE ASSAULT EXPERIMENT: 
IMPLEMENTATION 

Pilot Test Period and Program Modifications 

Implementation of experimental operations began at 12:01 a.m. on August 

24, 1987. As with any complex field experiment, we expected that unanticipated 

difficulties in the experimental design, measurement instruments, and data retrieval 

techniques would be uncovered once implementation began. As a result, we 

decided to treat the first two months as the pilot test period, a time during which 

to discover and address as many problem areas as possible. 

During this period, difficulties were identified in several areas. Certain 

• problems were encountered with the dispatch phase of the experimental 

operations. In certain cases, for example, dispatchers did not inform officers that 

the calls assigned to them had been given "0" designators, indicating that they 

probably involved domestic disputes. In those cases, the officers were unaware of 

the need to remove that designation if it was found to be inappropriate. To 

address this problem, additional training was provided to dispatchers to stress the 

importance of notifying officers of "D" designations. 

In some cases, officers did not inform the dispatcher that the "D" 

designation should be removed from the call, if circumstances at the scene did not 

justify its application. This led to difficulties in reconciling data provided by the 

Communications Bureau and that produced by officers in the field. This problem 

• was addressed by roll cail training of officers involved in the experiment. 
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In other cases, dispatchers did not remove the "0" designation from the 

case, although instructed to do so by the patrol unit at the scene. This led to 

confusion later when attempting to account for the outcome of each "0" case. 

This problem was also addressed by additional training of dispatchers. 

Another problem was that domestic calls were occasionally not given priority 

over other calls of comparable urgency. To correct this problem, complaint 

officers, dispatchers, and supervisors were given additional training in the 

importance of assigning priority to such calls and the procedures for doing so. 

Computer printouts concerning dispatched calls also proved to have certain 

problems. For example, extraneous fields were included in printouts; arrival times 

were missing on certain calls; when a "0" designation was added at the scene, 

dispatch time and arrival times were indistinguishable. Changes in computer 

programming, combined with additional instruction to officers and dispatchers, 

addressed these problems. 

Despite the efforts made to explain the importance of the Domestic Violence 

Continuation Reports and the need to complete them for all cases involving 

domestic conflict, certain problems with those reports were discovered. In some 

cases, patrol officers neither completed continuation reports nor indicated why no 

such report was completed. During the first month of the experiment, officers 

were found not to have completed a continuation report for 39 percent of the 

cases in which such a form would have been expected. Supervisors were alerted 

to this problem and requested their officers to comply with operational procedures. 
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As a result, the non-report rate was reduced to 18 percent. Recognizing ttlat there 

are certain circumstances (e.g., the address is out of agency jurisdiction, the case 

is unfounded, or the complainant is absent upon an officer's arrival) under which it 

is appropriate that no report would be taken, the Communications Bureau made 

revisions in the computer-aided dispatch system to ensure that the reasons for 

such non-reports were documented. 

Even if a continuation report was completed, some officers neglected to 

provide information in certain fields or completed the report in a manner contrary to 

the rules established during the training sessions. To correct this problem, 

erroneously completed forms were returned to supervisors, who, in turn, instructed 

field officers to correct their mistakes. 

Finally, the Domestic Violence Continuation Report itself was found not to 

include certain important data elements, and required restructuring. A revised 

version of the form was created. 

Two problems were encountered in dealing with the Data Systems Bureau. 

Difficulties in "downloading" the Domestic Violence Continuation Report data from 

the mainframe database to ASCII diskettes occurred because of the difficulty in 

transforming the data from its original data entry format. This problem was solved 

as a result of the combined efforts of several staff members of the Data Systems 

Bureau and the Dade County Office of Computer Services and Information Systems 

(DCSIS). 
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Lapses in quality control in key entry of the Domestic Violence Continuation 

Report data pertaining to domestic violence cases were also discovered. Erroneous 

codes were found to have been entered, cases were omitted, and fields were 

found to have inappropriately missing data. To solve this problem, existing cases 

were corrected and resubmitted for data entry; in addition, a new quality control 

system was instituted for data entry of all new cases. 

Officers responding to domestic violence calls complained that they were 

unable readily to obtain information about injunctions for protection, making it 

difficult to determine if cases were eligible for the experiment. To deal with this, 

desk sergeants in the two South Division district stations were required to keep 

copies of such injunctions in order to be able to inform inquiring officers about their 

existence and provisions. In addition, an injunction verification system was 

developed by the Warrants Bureau. 

In some cases, it was found to take as long as two weeks for Safe Streets 

Unit detectives to contact victims. Since the Police Foundation sought to allow 

such contacts to occur before attempting to interview those victims, this caused 

delays in attempting to conduct those interviews. To correct this situation, the 

commander of the Safe Streets Unit directed his detectives to attempt to contact 

experimental victims within 72 hours after the presenting incident. 

The computar program by which the victim interviews were entered onto lap 

top computers proved to require several refinements. Certain skip patterns did not 

. " 
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work properly. Some logic and range checks needed to be improved. These 

problems were resolved by reprogramming the data entry system. 

Based on suggestions by the Project Review Team, the second stage 

randomization procedure was revised. On-Site Coordinators continued to assign 

eligible cases to receive or not to receive follow-up treatment from Safe Streets 

Unit detectives based upon a list provided by the Police Foundation. However, the 

method for providing this list was changed from a physical randomization 

procedure to one based on a computer-generated random number program, based 

upon a random seed produced by the computer clock. 

The most significant problem encountered during the pilot test period was 

the small number of cases found to be eligible for the experiment. Despite 

repeated appearances by Safe, Streets Unit and Police Foundation staff at roll calls 

to encourage the appropriate application of the eligibility criteria to increase case 

flow, the problem persisted. As a result, it was decided to extend the experiment 

to include all eligible cases in the South Division, regardless of the time of 

occurrence. This required that ad4iitional training be conducted for officers who 

had not already received it. Because shift rotation was to occur in early January, 

1988, the second wave of training could not occur until after that date. 

Second wave training was provided to 314 persons, including 241 patrol 

officers, at the Suburban Medical Center from January 11, 1988, through January 

28, 1988. The training curriculum and instructors remained the same as in the 
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first phase of training. On February 2, 1988, the experiment began collecting 

cases in the South Division on a 24-hour basis. 

Eventu~lIy, because case flow remained low, it was decided to expand the 

experiment to the North Division. Training for the officers of that division was 

provided and the Training Academy from September 12 through September 30, 

1988. A total of 393 persons were trained, including 290 patrol officers. The 

same training curriculum was used as had been used in the South Division, 

although the instructors were selected from among North Division officers. 

Furthermore, because of changes in Florida statutes, the criteria for eligibility were 

expanded to include domestic batteries involving boyfriends and girlfriends, 

regardless of their current or previous marital status. After the Communications 

Bureau made appropriate changes, data co!lection in the North Division began on 

October 3, 1988. A second On-Site Coordinator was hired by the Police 

Foundation, with funding provided by the Metro-Dade Police Department, to work 

in the North Division. 

The effect of expanding the eligibility criteria in the North Division to include 

boyfriends and girlfriends was closely monitored to determine if it created 

complications for officers handling experimental cases. Upon determining that no 

such complications had occurred, the criteria were expanded, on February 3, 

1989, in the South Division. 
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• Pipeline 

Figure 4-1 provides a graphic depiction of the pipeline of cases received by 

the Metro-Dade Police Department from August 24, 1987 through July 16, 1989, 

the experimental period. As that figure indicates, the department received a total 

of 762,803 calls during that period. Of those, 521,758 (68.4 percent) were 

"-
received in experimental areas during experimental shifts. Of the calls received in 

experimental areas and shifts, 495,616 (95 percent) resulted in patrol units being 

dispatched. Of the dispatched calls in the experimental areas and shifts, 26,183 

(5.3 percent) were dispatched with a "0" designator, indicating to the officer that 

the complaint officer thought that the call involved some form of domestic dispute. 

After the officers at the scene assessed the situation, a total of 5,935 cases were • found to involve spouses, f~rmer spouses, or, late in the experiment, boyfriends 

and girlfriends. Of those, a total of 3,490 cases were determined to involve 

probable cause for misdemeanor spouse battery. Among those cases, a total of 

916 cases were found to meet all the remaining eligibility criteria and were 

therefore subjected to first-stage randomization. Of the 916 cases, eight were 

found to involve cases that had previously been experimental cases and one was 

found to be ineligible. 

A more detailed analysis of the pipeline of cpses is shown in Figure 4-2, 

which presents a graphic display of the disposition of cases during the first ten 

months of the experiment. This analysis provides more insight into the exact 

reasons why cases were not subjected to randomization, including the fact that 
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FIGURE 4-1. 
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FIGURE 4-2 

DETAILED PIPELINE ANALYSIS 
METRO-DADE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE EXPERIMENT 

AUGUST 24, 1987 THROUGH JUNE 3D, 1988 
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officers had not been trained, victims or suspects were not present, the victim did 

not meet the sex or age criterion, and a number of other reasons. Unfortunately, 

this detailed type of analysis was possible only after the Domestic Violence 

Continuation Report data had been "downloaded" from the Metro-Dade mainframe 

computer for analysis on a Police Foundation microcomputer. Eventua"y, the 

database became too large for such analysis. 

Case Flpw 

Table 4-1 provides data concerning the case flow of randomized cases 

during the various stages of the experiment. Figure 4-3 provides a graphic 

representation of that case flow, by month and division. As the table indicates, 

during the first five months, when cases were restricted to those occurring 

between 2 p.m. and 2 a.m. in the South Division, there were an average of .59 

cases randomized per day. 

In February, 1988, a" South Division cases, regardless of the time of 

occurrence, were made eligible for the experiment. Table 4-1 indicates that during 

the eight months during which these criteria prevailed, an average of .86 cases per 

day were randomized. 

In October, 1988, cases occurring in the North Division, including those 

involving boyfriends and girlfriends, were made eligible for the experiment. As the 

table indicates, the number of cases randomized per day rose to 2.27 during the 

period when these criteria were in place. 

4-10 



• TABLE 4-1 

CASEFLOW OF RANDOMIZED CASES 

# Cases 
Month/Year South North Days Cases Per Day 

August 1987 8 8 1. 00 
September 1987 22 30 .73 
October 1987 20 31 .65 95/161 = 
November 1987 23 30 .77 .59 cases per day 
December 1987 16 31 .52 
January 1988 6 31 .19 

February 1988 26 28 .93 
March 1988 36 31 1.16 
April 1988 30 30 1. 00 
May 1988 19 31 .61 209/242 = 
June 1988 19 30 .63 .86 cases per day 
July 1988 34 31 1.10 
August 1988 18 31 .58 
September 1988 27 30 .90 

October 1988 21 43 31 2.06 
November 1988 33 46 31 2.63 

~ecember 1988 22 47 31 2.23 281/124 = 
January 1989 25 44 31 2.23 2.27 cases per day 

February 1989 24 32 28 2.00 
March 1989 33 38 31 2.29 
April 1989 32 27 30 1. 97 331/166 = 
May 1989 30 29 31 1. 90 1. 99 cases per day 
June 1989 32 30 30 2.07 
July 1989 8 16 16 1. 50 

Total 564 352 692 1. 32 

/ • 
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MONTH/YEAR CASE FLOW (N=916) 

NUMBER OF CASES 
50~, ------------------------------------------------------~ 

40 I- . 

30 1---

20 I- .• -----. -----.- l- I ~~ ~-- .... 

101- ~ . 

OL- - - - - - - -~~ - - - -~ 
~~~"1 ___ .a_ 

8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1987 1988 1989 

~ SOUTH DIVISION _ NORTH DIVISION 

1.3 Cases per day 

• 



• 

• 

• 

Finally, from February 3, 1989 through the end of the experiment, July 15, 

1989, offenses involving boyfriends and girlfriends became eligible in the South 

Division. During that period, an average of 1.99 cases were randomized per day. 

Distribution of Cases by Officers 

Table 4-2 provides information concerning the number of eligible cases 

handled per officer. As that table indicates, the 907 eligible cases were produced 

by 396 patrol officers. Because of attrition (due to transfers, injuries, illness, and 

retirement) it is not possible to determine precisely how many officers had the 

opportunity to handle an eligible case. Furthermore, although only one officer 

signed the Domestic Violence Continuation Report, most calls were handled by 

more than one officer. Thus, it is impossible to determine how many officers were 

involved in the experimental cases. Nevertheless, since a total of 654 patrol 

officers were provided with training for the experiment, at least 60.6 percent of 

the officers trained handled at least one eligible case. 

Table 4-2 also indicates that 168 officers (42.4 percent of the participating 

officers) handled only one case, 94 officers (23.7 percent of those participating) 

handled two cases, 65 officers (16.4 percent of participating officers) handled 

three cases accounting for 18.5 percent of the eligible cases, and 69 officers (17.4 

percent of participants) contributed more than three cases. 

Misassignments of Treatment 

In both the Minneapolis and Omaha domestic violence experiments, the 

researchers found that certain cases were randomly assigned to receive one 
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• TABLE 4-2 

NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE CASES BY OFFICERS 

Number of Percent of Percent 
Number of Contributing Contributing Total of 

Cases Officers Officers Cases Cases 

1 168 42.4 168 18.5 
2 94 23.7 188 20.7 
3 65 16.4 195 21.5 
4 33 8.3 132 14.6 
5 17 4.3 85 9.4 
6 9 2.3 54 6.0 
7 4 1.0 28 3.1 
8 4 1.0 32 3.5 

11 1 0.3 11 1.2 
14 __ 1 0.3 -li 1.5 

Total 396 100.0 907 100.0 

• 
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treatment but actually received another. Such "misassignments of treatment" are 

to be expected in any field experiment in which randomization is to be applied in an 

operational setting. Table 4-3 provides information about such misassignments 

during the first stage randomization. As that table indicates, a total of 824 (90.0 

percent) of the 916 cases subjected to first stage randomization received the 

treatment to which they were randomly assigned. On the other hand, 92 (10 

percent) of the 916 cases randomized at the first stage were misassigned to 

treatment. Of the 92 misassigned Crises, 88 (95.7 percent) were randomly 

assigned to the non-arrest condition but actually received an arrest. 

Table 4-4 provides a summary of the reasons provided on the Domestic 

Violence Continuation Report by the presenting officer concerning why the random 

assignment of treatment was violated. As that table indicates, 95.5 percent of 

those officers who made an arrest after a non-arrest had been randomized 

indicated that an arrest became necessary because the victim was in imminent 

danger--after the randomization had occurred. In 20.5 percent of the cases 

misassigned to arrest, the presenting officer indicated that the subject had 

committed aggravated battery against the victim after the randomization occurred .. 

One case was both misassigned and ineligible. That case was one in which 

the original case report indicated that a husband had committed spouse battery 

against his wife. Further investigation revealed that the husband had threatened 

his wife but had committed the battery against his father-in-law. That case was 

eliminated from further analysi~_ 
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TABLE 4-3 

MISASSIGNMENTS AND MISAPPLICATIONS OF TREATMENT 

T D 
R E 
E L ARREST 
A I 
T V 
M E NON-ARREST 
E R 
N E 
T D 

COLUMN TOTALS 

• 
Misassigument 

Rate 

Misapplication 
Rate 

Randomization 
Rate 

FIRST STAGE RANDOMIZATION 

TREATMENT RANDOMIZED 

ARREST NON-ARREST 

462 88 (*1) 

4 362 

466 450 

X2 = 601.08 P = <.001 

# of Cases Where Assigned 
Does Not Egual Delivered 
# of Randomized Cases 

# of Randomized Cases Not 
Meeting All Eligibility Criteria 
# of Randomized Cases 

# of Randomized Cases Not 
Misassigned or Misapplied 
# of Randomized Cases 

* One case misapplied 

Source: DADEM1.00l 
Variables: DACT(210)AACT(211) 

• 
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ROW 
TOTALS 

550 

366 

916 
GRAND 
TOTAL 

= .-n 
916 

= -.!. 
916 

= 824 
916 

= 10.0% 

= 0.1% 

= 90.0% 
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TABLE 4-4 

Misassignments of Treatment 
First stage Randomization 

Reasons Why Actual Police Action Was Different 
Than Treatment as Randomized 

Reason 

victim in Imminent 
Danger 

Subject Assaulted 
victim 

Subject Assaulted 
Police Officer 

Othe:r: Reason 

(N = 91) 

Randomized as Non­
Arrest But Actual 

Arrest 
(N = 88) 

N % 

84 (95.5) 

18 (20.7) 

1 (1.1) 

o (0.0) 
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Randomized as Arrest 
But Actual 
Non-Arrest 

(N = 4) 

N % 

o (0.0) 

1 (25.0) 

o (0.0) 

3 (75.0) 
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Eight cases were subjected to the first stage randomization but were later 

found to have been repeat experimental cases. As discussed in Section 3, the 

reoccurrence of a case was treated as an instance of recidivism of the original case 

but the second case was not treated as eligible and was not assigned an additional 

victim interview. 

Table 4-5 provides information about misassignments and misapplications of 

treatment at the second stage of randomization. Strictly speaking, there were no 

misassignments at this stage; every case randomly designated to be assigned to 

Safe Streets Unit follow-up was assigned to that condition and no case randomly 

designated not to receive such follow-up actually received it. There were certain 

cases, however, in which Safe Streets detectives were unable to contact the 

. victim or the victim refused any contact. Those cases have been treated here as 

"misassignments" because the content of the treatment delivered differed 

substantially from that intended. 

Using this definition of misassignment, 49 (5.4 percent) of the 916 

randomized cases did not receive the second stage treatment as randomly 

assigned. All of these were cases in which, as explained above, the victim refused 

contact or could not be found. 

The single ineligible case was randomly assigned, and received, Safe Streets 

Unit follow-up. As explained above, that case, and the eight repeat experimental 

cases, were not included in subsequent analysis. 
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TABLE 4-5 

MISASSIGNMENTS AND MISAPPLICATIONS OF TREATMENT 

T D 
R E 
E L COUNSELING 
A I 
T V NO* 
M E COUNSELING 
E R 
N E 
T D 

COLUMN TO'l'ALS 

SECOND STAGE RANDOMIZATION 

TREATMENT RANDOMIZED 

COUNSELING 

397 ( **1) 

61 

458 

NO 
COUNSELING 

a 

449 

449 

Xl = 692.16 df = 1 p = .000*** 

Misassignment 
Rate 

Misapplication 
Rate 

Randomization 
Rate 

# of Cases Where Assigned 
Does Not Egual Delivered 
# of Randomized Cases 

# of Randomized Cases Not 
Meeting All Eligibility criteria 
# of Randomized Cases 

# of Randomized Cases Not 
Misassigned or Misapplied 
# of Randomized Cases 

*Includes refusals and unable to contact 
** One case misapplied. 
*** p ~ .01 
Source: DADEM1.00l 
variables: DACT(210)AACT(211) 
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= 

= 

= 

ROW 
TOTALS 

397 

510 

907 
GRAND 
TOTAL 

~ 
907 

__ 1 
907 

846 
907 

= 6.7% 

= 0.1% 

= 93.3% 



• 

• 

• 

Equivalence of Experimental Groups 

A major advantage of randomized experimentation is its ability to reduce 

systematic bias among the cases in the different treatment groups; if 

randomization is properly applied, differences among groups should be attributable 

to chance. Table 4-6 provides a comparison of the demographic characteristics (as 

recorded on the Domestic Violence Continuation Report) of eligible cases across 

the four experimental conditions as randomized. As the table indicates, none of 

the comparisons approached the .05 level of statistical significance, suggesting 

that the randomization procedures were generally successful in producing 

equivalent groups. 

Treatments as Implemented 

To provide descriptions of the experimental treatments as delivered, polic\3 

officers were requested to record their characterization on the Domestic Violence 

Continuation Report. In addition, Safe Streets Unit detectives were requested to 

record the nature of their follow-up activities with the experimental victims. 

Victims were asked to describe the circumstances of the presenting incident during 

an interview conducted soon after that incident had occurred. 

Interpreting these descriptions is complicated by the fact that, as described 

above, some cases did not actually receive the type of treatment to which they 

were randomly assigned. Following the approach that will be adopted in the 

analysis of treatment effects, we will analyze the descriptive data by treatments as 

randomly assigned. 
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TABLE 4-6 

Demographic Characteristics of Eligible Cases 
by Treatment as Directed 

(N=907) 

Arrest wjS8 Arrest wjo S8 No Arrest wjSS No Arrest wjo 8S 
Variable Follow-uQ Follow-uQ Follow-uQ Follow-uQ Total 

N R% C% N R% C% N R% C% N R% C% 

1- Race of Victim 
a. White 87 24.7 37.7 91 25.9 38.9 86 24.4 37.9 88 25.0 40.9 352 
b. Black 9"" J 25.8 40.3 90 24.9 38.5 90 24.9 39.6 88 24.4 40.9 361 
c. Hispanic 51 26.3 22.1 53 27.3 22.6 51 26.3 22.5 39 20.1 18.1 194 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

X2 = 1.97 P = .921 

2. Race of Suspect 
a. White 86 26.2 37.2 82 25.0 35.0 82 25.0 36.1 78 23.8 36.2 328 
b. Black 95 25.1 41.1 97 25.7 41.5 93 24.6 41.0 93 24.6 43.3 378 
c. Hispanic 50 24.9 21.6 55 27.4 23.5 52 25.9 22.9 44 21.9 20.5 201 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

'" 
.,) X2 = .884 P = .989 
~ 

3. Age of Victim 
a. 18-25 years 62 26.4 26.8 59 25.1 25.2 54 23.0 23.8 60 25.5 27.9 235 
b. 26-35 years 101 23.3 43.7 114 26.3 48.7 109 25.2 48.0 109 25.2 50.7 433 
c. 36-50 years 57 28.4 24.7 53 26.4 22.6 51 25.4 22.5 40 19.9 18.6 201 
d. Above 50 years 11 28.9 4.8 8 21.1 3.4 13 34.2 5.7 6 15.8 2.8 38 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

X2 = 6.78 P = .659 

4. Age of Suspect 
a. 18-25 years 31 22.8 13.4 31 22.8 13.2 39 28.7 17.2 35 25.7 16.3 136 
b. 26-35 years 94 23.7 40.7 109 27.5 46.6 90 22.7 39.6 104 26.2 48.4 397 
c. 36-50 years 90 28.9 39.0 81 26.0 34.6 78 25.1 34.4 62 19.9 28.8 311 
d. Above 50 years 16 25.4 6.9 13 20.6 5.6 20 31. 7 8.8 14 22.2 6.5 63 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (l00.0) 

X2 = 9.84 P = .362 

.. 
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TABLE 4-6 continued 

Demographic Characteristics of Eligible Cases 
by Treatment as Directed 

(N=907) 

Arrest w/SS Arrest w/o SS No Arrest w/ss No Arrest w/o ss 
Variable Follow-uI2 Follow-uI2 Follow-uI2 Follow-uI2 Total 

N R% C% N R% C% N R% C% N R% C% 

5. Employment status 
of Victim 

a. Employed 109 25.8 47.2 104 24.6 44.4 107 25.4 47.1 102 24.2 47.4 422 
b. Unemployed 122 25.2 52.8 130 26.8 55.6 l:J 24.7 52.9 113 23.3 52.6 485 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

Xl = .554 P = .906 

6. Employment status 
of Suspect 

a. Employed 168 26.3 72.7 174 26.7 73.1 152 23.8 67.0 149 23.3 69.3 640 
b. Unemployed 63 27.3 27.3 63 23.6 26.9 75 28.1 33.0 66 24.7 30.7 267 
Total 231 25.0 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) ;:::, 

I 
'V X2 = 2.81 P = .420 'V 

7. Relationship of 
Victim & suspect 

a. Married 193 27.0 83.5 180 25.2 77.3 177 24.8 78.0 164 23.0 76.3 714 
b. Separated 6 23.1 2.6 6 23.1 2.6 10 38.5 4.4 4 15.4 1.9 26 
c. Divorced 5 27.8 2.2 5 27.8 2.1 4 22.2 1.8 4 22.2 1.9 18 
d. Boyfriend/ 27 18.2 11. 7 42 28.4 18.0 36 24.3 15.9 43 29.1 20.0 148 

Girlfriend 
Total 231 25.5 233* 25.7 227 25.1 215 23.7 906 (100.0) 

~ = 9.08 P = .429 

8. Living Arrangement 
a. Living Together 216 25.9 93.5 219 26.2 93.6 201 24.1 88.5 199 23.8 92.6 835 
b. Living Apart 15 20.8 6.5 15 20.8 6.4 26 36.1 11.5 16 22.2 7.4 72 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

X2 = 5.31 ,P .149 

* One Missing Observation 
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TABLE 4-6 continued 

Demographic Characteristics of Eligible Cases 
by Treatment as Directed 

Arrest w/ss Arrest w/o SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest w/o ss 
Variable Follow-U2 Follow-u2 Follow-u2 Follow-U2 Total 

N R% C% N R% C% N R% C% N R% C% 

9. Drug/Alcohol Use 
by Victim 

a. No 208 26.1 90.0 205 25.7 87.6 202 25.3 89.0 183 22.9 85.1 798 
b. Yes 23 21.1 10.0 29 26.6 12.4 25 22.9 11.0 32 29.4 14.9 109 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

X2 = 2.84 P = .416 

10. Drug/Alcohol Use 
by Suspect 

a. No 159 25.2 68.8 165 26.2 70.5 167 26.5 73.6 139 22.1 64.7 630 
b. Yes 72 26.0 31.2 69 24.9 29.5 60 21.7 26.4 76 27.4 35.3 277 
Total 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 

Xl = 4.31 P = .229 

Total Number of 
Randomized Cases 231 25.5 234 25.8 227 25.0 215 23.7 907 (100.0) 
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Interpretation of these descriptions can also be expected to be complicated 

by the fact that it is quite possible that the perceptions of the officer at the scene 

may differ from those of the victim. The typical tendency for different observers 

of the same event to perceive it differently can be expected to be complicated by 

the fact that an event that might be exceedingly traumatic for the victim may be a 

matter of professional routine for the officer. In addition, the definitions used by 

the victim and the officer cannot be assumed to be identical. For example, a 

victim may define "arrest" in a much less precise way than a police officer, trained 

to know its legal ramifications. Finally, police officers provided their descriptions 

of a presenting event at the scene of that event, fully aware that those 

descriptions would be part of the public record. Victims, on the other hand, 

provided their descriptions in a confidential interview conducted some days after 

the presenting event. 

With these caveats in mind, Table 4-7 provides a summary analysis, by 

treatment conditions as randomly assigned, of the descriptions of the presenting 

incidents as provided by officers on the Domestic Violence Continuation Report. 

As the table reveals, officers indicated that they had provided a copy of the 

"Domestic Violence Notice of Legal Rights and Remedies" to almost 90 percent of 

the experimental victims, and explained those rights to over 70 percent. The table 

also indicates that on 6 of the 13 comparisons there were differences across the 

experimental treatment groups that reached the .05 level of statistical significance. 

Specifically, officers indicated that, in situations where no arrest was randomly 
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TABLE 4-7 

Description of Police Action By Assigned Treatment 
Sourcel Domestic Violence Continuation Form 

Treatment Assigned 

Arrest w/SS Arrest w/o SS No Arrest w/ss No Arrest w/o SS 
Police Action Follow-up Follow-uP Follow-uP Follow-up ~ P 

(N - 231) (N - 234) (N - 227) (N - 215) 

Calmed thinga down Yes 105 (45.5) 113 {48.3) 173 (16.2) 163 (15.8) 
No 126 (54.5) 121 (51.7) 54 (23.8) 52 (24.2) 81.32 .000 

Provided advice on how Yea 65 (28.1) 62 (26.5) 112 (49.3) 106 (49.3) 
to get alon9 Ho 166 (11.9) 172 (13.5) 115 (50.7) 109 (50.7) 46.70 .000 

Recommended/referred to Yes 66 (28.6) 63 (26.9) 91 (40.1) 78 (36.3) 
family counseling No 165 (11.4) 171 (73.1) 136 (59.9) 137 (63.7) 12.17 .006 

Provided "Domestic Yea 205 (88.7) 209 (89.3) 204 (89.9) 195 (90.7) 
Violence Notice of No 26 (11.3) 25 (10.7) 23 (10.1) 20 (9.3) 0.49 .919 
Legal Right. and 
Remediea" 

Explained "Domestic Yes 155 (67.1) 177 (75.6) 168 (74.0) 148 (68.8) 
-~ 

Violence Notice of No 76 (32.9) 57 (24.4) 59 (26.0) 67 (31.2) 5.60 .132 
I Legal Right. and 

rv Remedies" Ul 

Recommended private Yes 35 (15.2) 30 (12.8) 46 (20.3) 31 (14.4) 
legal aasi.tance No 196 (84.8) 204 (87.2) 181 (19.7) 184 (85.6) 5.36 .146 

Referred to I.egal Yes 22 (9.5) 26 (11.1) 41 (18.1) 40 (18.6) 
Services No 209 (90.5) 208 (88.9) 186 (81.9) 175 (81.4) 12.16 .006 

Helped victim contact Yes I, (1. 7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
ahelter/support group No 221 (98.3) 234(100.0) 227(100.0) 215(100.0) 11.75 .008 

Transported victim to Yes 2 (0.9) 1 (0.4) 2 (0.9) 1 (0.5) 
ahelter/hospital No 229 (99.1) 233 (99.6) 225 (99.1) 214 (99.5) 0.63 .888 
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TABLE 4-7 continued 

Description of Police Action By Assigned Treatment 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Form 

Treatment Assigned 

Arrest w/ss Arrest wlo ss No Arrest w/ss No Arrest wlo SS 
PoliCi) lIction JOllOW-~IL_ f'ollow-uQ f'Qllow-u~ f:ollow-yp ___ -L p 

(N - 231) (N .. 234) (N • 227) IN '" 215) 

Referred to Health Yes 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (0.5) 
Rehabilitative Sez:vic8s No 231(100.0) 234(100.0) 227(100.0) 214 (99.5) 3.22 .358 

Referred Victim to Yes 19 (8.2) 23 (9.8) 27 (11.9) 34 (15.8) 
Dome.tic Intervention No 212 (91.8) 211 (90.2) 200 (88.1) 181 (84.2) 7.10 .068 
Program 

Referred Victim to Yes 1 (0.4) 4 (1. 7) 6 (2.6) 4 (1. 9) 
Advocates for Victim. No 230 (99.6) 230 (98.3) 221 (97.4) 211 (98.1) 3.54 .315 
Safe street 

Arrested Suspect Yea 229 (99.1) 233 (99.6) 42 (18.5) 43 (20.0) 
No 

.~ 
2 (0.9) 1 (0.4) 185 (81.5) 172 (80.0) 607.85 .0000 

I 
r0 
Q 
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assigned, as contrasted to those in which arrest was assigned, they were more 

likely to: 

• Calm things down, 

• Provide advice on how to get along, 

• Recommend or refer to family counseling, and 

• Refer to Legal Services. 

Officers indicated that, in situations in which an arrest was randomly 

assigned, they were more likely to have effected an arrest. Finally, the only cases 

in which the officers indicated that they had helped the victim contact a shelter or 

a support group were in the arrest/follow-up condition. 

Table 4-8 provides a summary analysis, by treatment conditions as randomly 

assigned, of the descriptions of the presenting incidents as provided by victims in 

interviews conducted soon after that incident. As the table indicates, the most 

frequently mentioned police actions were talking to the victim alone, talking to the 

suspect alone, talking about legal rights, and talking to the couple together. There 

were four differences across the experimental treatment groups that reached the 

.05 level of statistical significance. Victims assigned to the no arrest condition 

were more likely to say that the officer talked about legal rights, provided advice 

on how to get along, and tried to find a solution to the problem that caused the 

incident. Victims assigned to the arrest condition were more likely to say that the 

suspect had been arrested . 
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TABLE 4-8 

Description of Police Action by Assigned Treatment 
Source: Victim Interviews 

Treatment Assigned 

Arrest w/SS Ar.rest w/o SS No Arrest w/ss No Arrest w/o ss 
Police J\ctiQn ~ fQUow-u l2 fQllow-ul2 f o How-ul2 ~ p 

(N ,. 154) (N • 148) (N • 159) (N - 131) 

Talked to couple Yes 67 (43.5) 61 (41.2) 59 (37.1) 55 (42.0) 
together No 87 (56.5) 87 (58.8) 100 (62.9) 78 (58.0) 1.39 .707 

Talked to victim Yes 134 (87.0) 125 (84.5) 142 (89.3) 115 (87.8) 
alone No 20 (13.0) 23 (15.5) 17 (10.7) 16 (12.2) 1.67 .644 

Talked to suspect Yes 122 (79.2) 117 (79.1) 132 (B3.0) 107 (81.7) 
alone No 32 (20.8) 30 (20.3) 26 (16.4) 24 (18.3) 

Don't Know 0 (0.0) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4.21 .648 

Calmed things down Yes 107 (69.5) 100 (67.6) 114 (71.7) 90 (68.7) 
No 46 (29.9) 47 (31.8) 45 (28.3) 41 (31.3) 
Don't Know 1 (0.7) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2.49 .870 

Provided advice on how Yes 55 (35.7) 37 (25.0) 75 (47.2) 61 (46.6) 
to get along No 99 (64.3) 110 (74.3) 84 (52.8) 70 (53.4) 

Don't Know 0 (0.0) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 23.13 .0008 

Talked about legal Yes 75 (48.7) ·73 (49.3) 100 (62.9) 79 (60.3) 
rights No 77 (50.0) 75 (50.7) 59 (37.1) 52 (39.7) 

Don't Know 2 (1. 3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 15.07 .020 

Recommended attorney Yes 39 (25.3) 27 (18.2) 35 (22.0) 27 (20.6) 
for legal assistance No 115 (74.7) 121 (81..8) 123 (77.4) 104 (79.4) 

Don't Know 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (0.6) 0 (0.0) 5.08 .534 

Talked about shelters/ Yes 46 (29.9) 38 (25.7) 51 (32.1) 46 (35.1) 
support groups No 108 (70.1) 109 (73.7) 105 (66.0) 85 (64.9) 

Don't Know 0 (0.0) 1 (0.7) 3 (1.9) 0 (0.0) 8.58 .199 

Recommended/Contacted Yes 35 (22.7) 29 (19.6) 44 (27.7) 27 (20.6) 
Shelter/Support Group No 118 (76.6) 118 (79.7) 114 (71.7) 104 (79.4) 

Don't Know 1 (0.7) 1 (0.7) 1 (0.6) 0 (0.0) 4.27 .640 
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Table 4-8 continued 

Description of Police Action by Assigned Treatment 
Source: Victim Interviews 

Treatment Assigned 

Arrest w/ss Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo ss 
Police.1.ctian Follow-yp Follow-up Follow-yp Follow-yp ~ p 

(N - 154) (N .. 148) (N a 159) (N - 131) 

Recommended/Referred to Yes 42 (27.3) 35 (23.7) 53 (33.3) 25 (19.1) 
Family Counaeling No III (72.1) 109 (73.7) 106 (66.7) 106 (80.9) 

Don't Know 1 (0.7) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 9.93 .128 

Tranaported to Yes 8 (5.2) 6 (4.1) 12 (7.6} 3 (2.3) 
hospital/ahelter No 146 (94.8) 141 (95.3) 147 (92.5) 128 (97.7) 4.54 .209 

Referred to legal Yes 32 (20.8) 19 (12.8) 25 (15.7) 29 (22.1) 
!;srvicea No 121 (78.6) 129 (87.2) 134 (84.3) 102 (77.9) 

Don't Know 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 8.51 .203 

Referred to Witness/ Yes 16 (10.4) 15 (10.1) 19 (12.0) 14 (10.7) 
~ Advocacy Program No 137 (89.0) 132 (89.2) 140 (88.1) 117 (89.3) 
I Don't Know 1 (0.7) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2.22 .899 N 

'" Explained legal rights Yes 71 (46.1) 58 (39.2) 69 (43.4) 63 (48.1) 
No 81 (52.6) 90 (60.8) 90 (56.6) 68 (51.9) 
Don't Know 2 (1. 3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 8.45 .207 

Gave victim Yes 89 (57.8) 67 (45.3) 83 (52.2) 73 (55.7) 
information sheet No 65 (42.2) 79 (53.4) 75 (47.2) 58 (44.3) 
about legal rights Don't Know 0 (0.0) 2 (1. 4) 1 (0.6) 0 (0.0) 8.36 .213 

Referred to Domeatic Yea 40 (26.0) 26 (17.8) 38 (23.9) 28 (21.4) 
Intervention No 114 (74.0) 121 (81.8) 120 (75.5) 103 (78.6) 
Program Don't Know 0 (0.0) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 6.33 .387 

Referred to Health Yea 7 (4.6) 6 (4.1) 5 (3.1) 10 (7.6) 
Rehabilitative No 145 (94.2) 141 (55.3) 154 (96.9) 121 (92.4) 
Service a Don't Know 0 (0.0) 1 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 6.46 .374 
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• Table 4-8 continued 

Description of Police Action by Assigned Treatment 
Source: Victim Interviews 

Treatment Assigned 

Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS 
FQllQ~ follow-uQ follc::;w-uQ 

(N a 154) (N ., 148) (N .. 159) 

36 (23.4) 34 (23.0) 69 (43.3) 
118 (16.6) 114 (77.0) 90 (56.6) 

145 (94.2) 143 (96.6) 36 (22.6) 
9 (5.B) 5 (3.4 ) 123 (17.4) 

• 
No Arrest wlo S5 

follo\!i-:I.!Q ~ p 

(N ., 131) 

59 (45.0) 
72 (55.0) 29.29 .0000 

25 (19.1) 
106 (80.9) 338.33 .0000 
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Table 4-9 provides information about the time under arrest, by experimental 

condition, of 192 cases for which complete information was available. As the 

table indicates, the average arrested suspect spent 14.6 hours under arrest. Figure 

4-4 provides a graphic representation of the frequency distribution of the hours 

spent under arrest. The figure shows there was wide variation in the time spent 

under arrest, with a sizable number of suspects spending over two days in 

custody. 

Safe Streets detectives were requested to complete an activity sheet 

indicating what actions they took when they conferred with experimental victims. 

A summary description of the activities indica.ted on those sheets is provided in 

Table 4-10. The results show that the most frequent actions were to refer the 

victim were to the Domestic Intervention Program or the State Attorney's Office or 

to advise the victim on how to obtain an injunction for protection. 

Victims were also ask.ed, during the initial interview, to describe the actions 

taken by Safe Streets detectives. Table 4-11 presents a summary of the recalled 

actions as provided in those interviews. The results indicate that 9.6 percent of 

the victims who were not assigned to receive Safe Streets Unit follow-up recall a 

detective came by to talk to them. Since there is no record that such contacts 

were actually made, it is conceivable that these recollections are erroneous. 

Among those who say that they met with a Safe Streets detective, a majority 
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TABLE 4-9 

Duration of Arrest by Assigned Treatment 

Assigned Treatment 

Arrest (N = 162) 

Non Arrest (N = 30) 

No Follow-up (N = 100) 

Follow-up (N = 92) 

Duration of Arrest (Hours) 

Mean 

TOTAL SAMPLE (N = 192) 

14.6 

14.5 

14.4 

14.8 

14.6 

4-32 

Median 

14.5 

14.5 

14.0 

15.0 

14.5 

Mode 

24.0 

24.0 

24.0 

25.0 

24.0 
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TIME UNDER ARREST (N=192) 
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1- Victim Referred 
to State Attorney's 
Office 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

2. Victim Referred 
to Domestic Inter­
vention ProQram 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

3. Victim Referred to 
Health & Rehabilita­
tive Services 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not AS6igned Follow-up 
Total 

* P ::: .01 

• 
TABLE 4-10 

Safe Streets Unit Detective Actions 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Safe Streets Detective Activity Sheet 

Arrest wjss Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up Follow-up 

98 (42.4) 0 (0.0) 
102 (44.2) 0 (0.0) 

31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 

231 234 

X2 = 910.16 df 9 

Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up Follow-up 

~ ~ 

149 (64.5) 0 (0.0) 
51 (22.1) 0 (0.0) 
31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 
231 234 

X2 = 915.46 df = 9 

Arrest w/SS 
Follow-up 

1 (0.4) 
199 (86.1) 

31 (13.4) 
0 (0.0) 

231 

Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up 

0 (0.0) 
a (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 

234 (100.0) 
234 

X! = 909.06 df = 9 

Follow-up Follow-up 

109 (48.0) a (0.0) 
88 (38.8) a (0.0) 
30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 
a (0.0) 215 (l00.0) 

227 215 

P = .000* 

No Arrest w/ss No Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up Follow-up 

128 (56.4) 0 (0.0) 
69 (30.4) a (0.0) 
30 (13.2) a (0.0) 

a (0.0) 215 (100.0) 
227 215 

P = .000* 

No Arrest w/SS No Arrest w/o ss 
Follow-up""- Follow-up 

3 (1- 3) 0 (0.0) 
194 (85.5) 0 (0.0) 

30 (13.2) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) 215 (100.0) 

227 215 

P .000* 

Total 

207 (22.8) 
190 (20.9) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.S) 
907 (100.0) 

Total 

277 (30.5) 
120 (13.2) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 

Total 

4 (0.4) 
393 (43.3) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 

• 
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4. Victim Referred to 
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TABLE 4-10 - continued 

Safe streets Unit Detective Actions 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Safe streets Detective Activity Sheet 

Advocates for Victims Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up 

No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 
Program Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

Yes 7 (3.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (3.1) 0 (0.0) 
No 193 (83.5) 0 (0.0) 190 (83.7) 0 (0.0) 
Refused 31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 

Not Assigned'Follow-up 0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 
Total 231 234 227 215 

X2 = 907.00 df = 9 P .000* 

5. Victim Referred to 
Injunction for Arrest w/ss Arrest wlo ss N'o Arrest w/SS No Arrest w!o SS 
Protection Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up Follow~·up 

Yes 73 (31.6) 0 (0.0) 85 (37.4) 0 (0.0) 
No 127 (55.0) 0 (0.0) 112 (49.3) 0 (0.0) 
Refused 31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 

Not Assigned Follow-up 0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 
Total 231 234 227 215 

X2 = 910.63 df 9 P .000* 

6. Victim Referred Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/~S No Arrest wlo SS 
to SAFESPACE Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

Yes 44 (19.0) 0 (0.0) 32 (14.1) 0 (0.0) 
No 156 (67.5) 0 (0.0) 165 (72.7) 0 (0.0) 
Refused 31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 

Not Assigned Follow-up 0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 
Total 231 234 227 215 

X" = 911.21 df = 9 P .000* 

* p S .01 

• 

Total 

14 (1. 5) 
383 (42.2) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 

Total 

158 (17.4) 
239 (26.4) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 

Total 

76 (8.4) 
321 (35.4) 

61 (6.7} 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 
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7. Victim Referred 
to center for Family 
& Child Development 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

8. Victim Referred 
to Human Resources 
Program 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

9. Victim Referred 
to Leqal Services 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

" P ~ .01 

• 
TABLE 4-10 - continued 

Safe Streets Unit Detective Actions 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Safe Streets Detective Activity Sheet 

Arrest w/SS 
Follow-up 

5 (2.2) 
195 (84.4) 

31 (13.4) 
0 (0.0) 

231 

Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up 

0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 

234 (100.0) 
234 

Xl = 907.00 df = 9 

Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-uQ Follow-uQ 

4 (1. 7) 0 (0.0) 
196 (84.8) 0 (0.0) 

31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 

231 234 

X2 = 910.52 df = 9 

Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up __ Follow-up 

16 (6.9) 0 (0.0) 
184 (79.7) 0 (0.0) 

31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 

231 234 

X~ = 909.28 df 9 

No Arrest w/Ss No Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up Follow-up 

5 (2.2) 0 (0.0) 
192 (84.6) 0 (0.0) 

30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 

227 215 

P .000* 

No Arrest.w/SS No Arrest w/o SS 
Follow-uQ Follow-uQ 

1 (0.4) 0 (0.0) 
196 (86.3) 0 (0.0) 

30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 

227 215 

P .000* 

No Arrest w/SS No Arrest w/o SS 
Follow-up Follow-up 

22 (9.7) 0 (0.0) 
175 (77 .1) 0 (0.0) 

30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 

227 215 

P .000* 

• 

Total 

10 (Ll) 
387 (42.7) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 

Total 

5 (0.6) 
392 (43.2) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 {100.0) 

Total 

38 (4.2) 
359 (39.6) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 
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10. Victim Referred 
to Alcohol/Drug 
Treatment Program 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

11. Victim Referred 
Back to Safe Streets 
Detective 

Yes 
No 
Refused 

Not Assigned Follow-up 
Total 

* P S .01 

• 
TABLE 4-10 - continued 

Safe Streets Unit Detective Actions 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Safe streets Detective Activity Sheet 

Arrest w/SS 
Follow-up 

Arrest w/o SS 
Follow-up 

No Arrest w/SS No Arrest w/o SS 

3 (1. 3) 0 (0.0) 
197 (85.3) 0 (0.0) 

31 (13.4) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 234 (100.0) 

231 234 

X2 = 908.08 df = 9 

Arrest w/SS 
Follow-up 

102 (44.2) 
98 (42.4) 
31 (13.4) 

0 (0.0) 
231" 

Arrest w/o ss 
Follow-up 

0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 

234 (l00.0) 
234 

X2 = 914.84 df = 9 

Follow-up Follow-up 

5 (2.2) 0 (0.0) 
192 (84.6) 0 (0.0) 

30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 215 (100.0) 

227 215 

p .000* 

No Arrest w/SS No Arrest w/o SS 
Follow-up Follow-up 

120 (52.9) 0 (0.0) 
77 (33.9) 0 (0.0) 
30 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 215 (l00.0) 
227 215 

P .000* 

• 

Iotal 

8 (0.9) 
389 (42.9) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (100.0) 

Total 

222 (24.5) 
175 (19.3) 

61 (6.7) 
449 (49.5) 
907 (l00.0) 



• • • TABLE 4-11 

Recalled Safe streets Unit Detective Actions by Assigned Treatment 
Source: Victim Interviews 

Treatment Assigned 

Arreet w/SS Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 

police actioD FQllow-up Follow-yp Follow-up _yo llow-lIP ~ p 

Did a detective from the Yes 137 (89.0) 10 (6.8) 144 (90.6) 14 (9.9) 395.28 .000 

Safe Street Unit come Yes, Refused 2 (1. 3) 1 (0.6) 1 (0.7) 2 (1. 5) 

by to talk to victim? No ~ (9.7) III (92.6) J! (8.B) .ll§. (88.5) 

154 148 159 132 

OF TBOSB RESPONDING -YES- (N • 137) (N !IE 10} (N ., 144) (H z 16) 

Did detective personally Yes 8 (5.8) 0 (0.0) 7 (4.9) 1 (7.1) .80 .851 

make an appointment for No 129 (94.2) 10 (100.0) 137 (95.1) 13 (92.9) 

victim to go to state 
Atto:c~ey' s office? 

Did detective inquire Yes 57 '(41.6) 1 (10.0) 62 (43.1) 8 (57.1) 5.60 .133 

about victims' ability No 80 (58.4) 9 (90.0) 82 (56.9) 6 (42.9) 

to follow through with 
recommendations? 

." 

J 
Did detective offer any Yes 12 (8.8) 1 (10.0) 16 (11.1) 2 (14.3) .70 .874 

J assistance to enable No 125 (91.2) 9 (90.0) 128 (88.9) 12 (85.7) 

victim to contact any 
agencies? 

Did victim contact any Yes 38 (27.7) 1 (10.0) 84 (58.3) 2 (14.3) 35.95 .000 

of the agencies No 99 (72.3) 9 (90.0) 60 (41. 7) 12 (85.7) 

recommended? 

Did detsctive present a Yes 95 (69.3) 2 (20.0) 105 (72.9) 9 (64.3) 12.45 .006 

business card with name No 41 (30.7) 8 (80.0) 39, (27.1) 5 (35.7) 

and telephone number? 

How helpful was 
detective'. assistant? 

Very helpful 74 (54.0) 5 (50.0) 71 (49.3) 8 (57.1) 3.64 .933 

Somewhat helpful 36 (26.3) 3 (30.0) 43 (29.9) 4 (28.6) 

Not.very helpful 11 (8.0) 2 (20.0) 15 (10.4) 1 (7.1) 

Not at all helpful 15 (11.0) '0 (0.0) 14 (9.7) 1 (7.1) 
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TABLE 4-11 continued 

Recalled Safe Street Unit Detective Actions By Assigned Treatment 
Source: Victim Interviews 

Treatment Assigned 

Arrest w/ss Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/ss No Arrest wlo ss 
po l1c~LAQtiQIl Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up ~llQ\ol __ !Ip~ ___ ~ P 

(N - 137) (N '" 10) (N = 144) (N ., 14) 
As a result of visit by 

d~~~ctive, did victim 
feel able to cope with 
problem? 

Better able 97 (70.8) 6 (60.0) 100 (69.4) 10 (71.4) 6.03 .737 
Less able 5 (3.7) 0 (0.0) 3 (2.1) 0 (0.0) 
No change 24 (17.5) 4 (40.0) 31 (21.5) 2 (14.3) 
Don't Know 11 (8.0) 0 (0.0) 10 (6.9) 2 (14.3) 

How interested was 
detective in the problem 
victim was having? 

.~ Very interested 93 (67.9) 6 (60.0) 88 (61.1) 10 (71.4) 11.84 .458 
Somewhat interested 29 (21.2) 3 (30.0) 35 (24.3) 1 (7.1) 

tv Somewhat uninterosted 4 (2.9) 1 (10.0) 8 (5.6) 0 (0.0) I;) 

Not at all interested 8 (5.8) 0 (0.0) 8 (5.6) 1 (7.1) 
Don't Know 3 (2.2) 0 (0.0) 5 (3.5) 2 (14.3) 

Would victim recommend Safe 
Streets Unit for 
assistance? 

Yes 124 (90.5) 8 (80.0) 121 (84.0) 12 (85.7) 11.91 .064 
No 13 (9.5) 2 (20.0) 13 (9.0) 1 (7.1 ) 
Don't Know 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 (6.9) 1 (7.1) 
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found the assistance helpful, most felt the contact made them feel better able to 

cope with the problem surrounding the presenting incident, and most would 

recommend the unit to others . 
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SECTION FIVE 

THE VICTIM INTERVIEWS 

Questionnaire Development 

The Program Review Team for the National Institute of Justice provided a 

set of core data items to be used by each project in the Spouse Assault Replication 

Program. The core data items were designed to capture information about the 

victim, the suspect, the relationship, the incident generating the experimental 

treatment, the police action, the extent of violence over the past six months, and 

the nature of the suspect's activity between the experimental incident and the 

initial interview. 

The Police Foundation integrated the eore items with other spouse abuse 

issues that were of interest and produced the initial interview instrument, a 

comprehensive questionnaire consisting of 225 questions and more than 300 

variables (A copy of the initial questionnaires is provided in Appendix 2). The initial 

questionnaire was designed to collect detailed background information on the 

victim and the suspect, along with the following: 

• The history of the victim's relationship with the suspect; 

• The nature of the presenting incident, including physical violence, 
property damage, and threats; 

• Causes of the presenting incident, including the use of alcohol and 
drugs by both the victim and the offender; 

• Actions; taken by the police when they arrived on the scene; 

• Victim's evaluation of the services rendered by the police on the 
scene; 
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• The nature of the follow-up contact by a detective from the Safe 
Street Unit and an evaluation of the services provided; 

• The victim's history of abuse by the offender; and 

• The nature of subsequent abuse since the presenting incident 

The questionnaire for the six month follow-up interview was a short version 

of the initial interview, focusing primarily on the relationship between the victim 

and the offender and any recidivistic behavior by the offender since the initial 

interview. (A copy is included in Appendix 3.) The questionnaire also sought to 

determine if actions taken by the police and the detective from the Safe Streets 

Unit had any impact on the relationship. 

Questionnaire Pretest 

The draft questionnaire was pretested to establish if the potential 

respondents could understand and answer all the relevant items. The pretest was 

also used to help determine methods to improve response rates. 

Working with detectives from the South Safe Streets Unit, we selected 

seven victims, including two with Spanish surnames, for the pretest. The Survey 

Director hired and trained two female interviewers to conduct the pretest. Unlike 

the main study, no financial incentive was offered to the pretest sample. Four of 

the seven victims were successfully interviewed for the pretest. Of the remaining 

three, one refused to be interviewed, one could not speak English, and the third 

victim could not be located, having moved without leaving a forwarding address. 

Even though the pretest was limited in scope, the results provided important 

input for revising the questionnaire. A debriefing with the interviewers revealed a 
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need for rewording and reformatting the questionnaire, including correcting the 

skip instructions. It also confirmed the need for a Spanish version of the 

questionnaire. 

Interviewer Recruitment 

Prior to the beginning of the experiment, we reviewed the Police Incident 

Reports for misdemeanor domestic assault cases in the South Division and 

determined that there were an average of twelve such cases involving spouses per 

week. This suggested that we only needed three interviewers to complete the 

interviews in any given week. Anticipating turnover, howev,er, we decided to hire 

and train four interviewers to begin the data collection. 

The Police Foundation looked for a number of specific characteristics in 

interviewers for this project. First, because of the sensitive nature of the subject, 

we recruited only female interviewers. The interviewers were also expected to 

have good interpersonal skills, able to put the victims at ease. Preference was 

given to those with prior interviewing experience. 

Our analysis of domestic assault cases indicated that the victims represented 

a broad range of ethnic and racial groups. In order to improve the chances for 

cooperation, we sought to hire interviewers generally representative of the same 

broad range. Because a large number of the domestic assault cases were in parts 

of the county considered to be dangerous, we tried to recruit interviewers who 

were experienced, savvy, and street-wise. We also looked for interviewers who 

exhibited a serious concern for domestic assault, and yet were able to present 
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themselves as professionals whom the victims could trust enough to discuss their 

personal problems. Finally, because we planned to use laptop computers to 

conduct some of the interviews, we sought to hire certain interviewers who were 

comfortable with such equipment. 

We began the recruitment through networking (i.e., contacting individuals 

known by project staff or other interviewers to have the necessary qualifications), 

as well as by placing advertisements in the local newspaper and at educational 

institutions. We eventually recruited a total of twenty-three trainees in the South 

Division during the course of the study, from all walks of life, including professional 

interviewers, social workers, school teachers, housewives, and other professions. 

Later, when the study area was expanded, twelve more trainees were recruited in 

the North Division. 

Interviewer Training 

The first of several two-day training sessions was conducted on August 28 

and 29, 1987. The training team consisted of the Project Director and the Survey 

Director, and was assisted by the On-Site Coordinator. The training agenda 

included introductory remarks (including a background of the study and 

definitions); a complete review of the questionnaire (with special attention to 

several of the more difficult sections); a practice interview; role-play; and a 

discussion of tracking procedures. Separate role-play sections were conducted for 

the Spanish-speaking interviewers. 
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The practice interview session involved having pairs of trainees interview 

each other. The trainee playing the role of a respondent gave the answers that 

were provided in the role-play guide. The Survey Director and the On-Site 

Coordinator observed each pair of trainees for short periods of time, taking notes 

for use during the general discussion period afterwards. After each trainee had 

completed an interview with her partner, all trainees met together with the Survey 

Director and the On-Site Coordinator to discuss any difficulties encountered. 

A total of 28 trainees who successfully completed a two-day course were 

hired as interviewers for the study. Each interviewer was asked to sign a Field 

Worker Agreement and a statement of confidentiality (See Exhibit 1) stating that 

she would not discuss any details of a given interview with anyone other than the 

research staff, and acknowledging that a violation of this would be grounds for 

termination. 

At the end of the second day of training the interviewers who were hired left 

were given their assignments and materials (i.e., questionnaires, respondent 

information, non-interview forms, respondent fees, reporting forms, etc.) to begin 

work immediately. 

Computer-Aided Interviews 

To expedite the interviewing process, we decided to utilize a computer-aided 

interview (CAl) technique for some of the victim interviews in this study. We 

programmed the questionnaire so that the interviews could be conducted on one of 

three laptop computers purchased for this purpose. The program allowed the 
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interviewer to ask each question as it appeared on the computer screen and to 

record the answer directly into a data base file, ready for analysis. The program 

included range and logic checks for each question as well as skip instructions so 

that only relevant questions appeared on the scmen. 

The On-Site Coordinators and three interviewer's were provided special 

training on how to use the computer-aided data entry program. The training 

focused on how to set up the laptop computer for each interview and procedures 

for updating each record. The need to charge the battery at the end of each day 

was also emphasized. The training also included a discussion of security measures 

for the computer. 

The Interviewing Process 

At the beginning of each work day, the On-SiteCoordinatqr reviewed all 

eligible cases from the previous day and, prior to assigning. each case to an 

interviewer, would send a letter to the victim to explain the study and encourage 

the victim's cooperation. We felt it was very important that no contact with the 

victim by tho research team put her in any additional physical or emotional danger. 

We, therefore, took special care that the letter did not mention spouse abuse and 

that it was delivered during the week to minimize the chances of the spouse 

intercepting it and becoming aware of the study. 

The victim was told that an interviewer would contact her to arrange for the 

interview and that she would receive $20 for her participation in the survey. As 

discussed later, the respondent payment was increased to $25 during the second 
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month of the interviewing process to help increase the response rate. The letter 

encouraged victims who were concerned about an interviewer coming to their 

residence, for fear of the offender being home, to call the On-Site Coordinator at 

the Safe Streets Unit office and arrange for the interview to be conducted outside 

the home, including at the office itself. In cases where the victim had a problem 

arranging for a baby sitter, the interviewer could arrange for the interview to be 

conducted in a coffee shop where children could enjoy a snack while the mother 

was being interviewed. Arrangements were also made to provide transportation 

for victims who needed it. In cases where the victim's home telephone number 

was provided, the interviewer was encouraged to contact the victim by telephone 

and arrange for an in-person interview. Because of the sensitive nature of spouse 

abuse, interviewers were discouraged from contacting the victim at h~r place of. 

employment. They could do so only as the last resort, and even then care was 

taken not to discuss any specifics of the study on the phone. In such cases, the 

interviewer was to arrange to meet the victim away from the work place for the 

interview. 

Tracking Techniques 

Special problems were presented by victims who had no phones and those 

who had moved from the address of the presenting incident. There were also 

difficulties with cases in which the presenting incident occurred outside the 

residence and no home address was recorded on the Incident Report Form. Extra 

efforts expended on locating these victims included: 
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• • Contacting the Post Office for change of address, 
• Contacting neighbors, 
• Contacting place of employment, 
• Contacting relatives and friends, and 
• Consulting regular and crisscross telephone directories. 

The procedures used in each of these techniques are described in more detail 

below. 

Contacting the Post Office. As stated earlier, advance letters were mailed to 

the respondent prior to any contact by the research staff. Some of the letters 

were returned by the Post Office as undeliverable for reasons such as "No Such 

Address," "Addressee Unknown," "Addressee Moved," etc. The On-Site 

Coordinator reviewed each returned letter and mailed some of them back with a 

• request for address correction. The Post Office was quite helpful, particularly in 

those cases in which the respondent had filed a change of address. 

After the change of address information was received, the On-Site 

Coordinator mailed another advance letter to the victim's new address. An 

interviewer was then assigned to contact the victim for an interview. We found 

that most of the time the new address was a temporary one. If the new address 

was outside the Metro-Dade area, we attempted to interview the victim by 

telephone. 

Contacting Neighbors. For cases that were returned with "Moved, No 

Forwarding Address," interviewers were instructed to contact neighbors for 

address change information. As it turned out, many of the neighbors were a great 

source of help; they either provided a forwarding address or the address of a family 
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• member or friend whom the interviewer could contact. In a few cases, however, 

the neighbors were suspicious and uncooperative. In a few cases, the offender 

still lived at the address of the presenting incident, and was helpful in locating the 

victim. 

Contacting Place of Emoloyment. In most cases, the police Incident Report 

included the address and telephone number of the victim's place of employment. 

As mentioned earlier, interviewers were instructed to contact the victim's place of 

employment only as the last resort, and even then, interviewers were instructed to 

attempt to interview the victim outside the place of work. There were a small 

number of cases in which the victim was upset about being contacted on the job 

and refused to be interviewed for the study. There were, however, several cases 

• in which the victim was cooperative and even insisted that the interviewer come to 

the place of work to conduct the interview. In such cases, the interviewer was 

instructed to make arrangements to conduct the interview during the victim's lunch 

hour or immediately after work, but preferably away from their work place. 

Contacting Relatives and Friends. The Offense Report often. contained 

information about the victim's relatives and friends. Ever:! when such information 

was not available, interviewers could frequently obtain it from neighbors. Since 

contacting relatives and/or friends about the whereabouts of a recent victim of 

spouse abuse had to be done tactfully, interviewers were instructed to refer all 

information obtained to the On-Site Coordinator. The On-Site Coordinator made all 

initial contacts with the victim's relatives or friends and explained, in some great 
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• detail, the purpose of the study, emphasizing how the information would help 

develop programs to prevent subsequent spouse abuse. The tracking information 

obtained from the relatives or friends was then turned over to the interviewer. 

Consulting Telephone Directories. Consulting telephone directories proved 

to be of limited usefulness since most of the address change information was too 

recent to have been included in the telephone directories. In a number of cases, 

the On-Site Coordinator resorted to calling Directory Assistance service for 

information. 

Interviewer and Respondent Payment 

Unlike most household surveys, the research design included a plan to pay 

the victims for their participation in the survey. We initially set the respondent 

• payment at twenty dollars ($20) for each interview. About six weeks into the 

interviewing process, we increased the respondent payment to $25 in an effort to 

increase the completion rate. After this increase, the completion rate increased by 

about 15 percent. 

• 

Payment for interviewers was initially set at $25 per completed interview. 

This payment plan, which included transportation and other expenses, was based 

on the assumption that interviewers would spend no more that 2.5 hours per 

completed interview, including scheduling, travel and editing time. Shortly after 

the interviewing began, it became clear that interviewers were spending more than 

one hour for round-trip travel per attempt on several cases. Most of the first 

attempts, furthermore, did not result in a completed interview. This meant that 
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the interviewer had to make additional attempts, sometimes three or four times 

more before completing an interview. As a result, many interviewers became 

discouraged and resigned. To address this problem, we increased the interviewer 

reimbursement to $35 per completed interview. At that point, interviewers were 

also permitted to conduct interviews by telephone. Telephone interviews were 

reimbursed at a lower rate, $30 per completion. 

Validation Procedures 

One of the most important tasks of the On-Site Coordinators was the 

validation of completed interviews. The process involved calling back 25 percent 

of the respondents and asking a few questions about the interview and the 

interviewer, thus providing information on the quality and reliability of the data. 

The 25 percent were randomly selected from completed interviews turned in by 

each interviewer. (Appendix 4 contains copies of the Validation Forms.) Most of 

the validations were done by telephone. In the few cases where the respondent 

either did not have .a telephone or refused to give their telephone number, 

validations were attempted in person. 

Interviewer Attrition 

As mentioned earlier, we trained and hired more interviewers than we 

actually needed for each training section to allow for the natural process of 

attrition without serious consequences to the project. It was no surprise, 

therefore, that two of the four initial interviewers who found the interviewing 

process difficult and frustrating quit after the first week. 
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During the course of the study, a total of thirty-five (35) interviewers were 

trained, 23 in the South Division and 12 in the North Division. For most of the 

interview period, however, no more than eight (8) interviewers worked at any 

given time. As discussed earlier, every effort was made to recruit and train as 

many blacks and Hispanics as caucasians so that we could match the interviewers 

with the victims by ethnicity. For reasons not clear to us, we had more trouble 

recruiting and retaining Hispanic interviewers than any other group for the study. 

Survey Results 

As explained earlier, the experiment resulted in a total of 916 randomized 

cases. Nine of these cases were not assigned for interview since they were repeat 

or ineligible cases. Of the 907 cases that were assigned for the initial interview, 

592 were completed, producing a 65 percent completion rate .. As shown in Table 

5-1, there was little difference in the completion rate across experimental 

conditions. The major problem encountered in the field was not outright refusals 

but rather being unable to locate victims who had moved or left the relationship 

after the presenting incident with no forwarding address. Another problem was 

cases in which the presenting incident occurred outside the home and the only 

address provided on the Offense Report was the location of the incident. As 

discussed earlier, several procedures were used to try to locate such individuals. 

Approximately nine percent of the victims refused to be interviewed. All 

victims who refused an interview on an initial contact were reassigned to another 

interviewer for a later attempt. About 20 percent of the initial refusals were 
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TABLE 5-1 

Status of Initial Interviews by Assigned Treatment 

Arrest wlss Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/ss No Arrest wlo ss 
Follow-up Follow-up follow-up follow-up I.Qlll Xl I! 

Number of Randomized 
Cases 231 236 232 217 916 

Number of Eligible 
Cases 231 234 227 215 907 

Cases with Completed 
Initial Interview 154 148 159 131 592 

Interview Rate 66.7 62.7 68.5 60.4 64.6 4.06 .254 

completion Rate 66.7 63.2 70.0 61.0 65.3 4.68 .195 



• 

• 

• 

converted to completed interviews. Those who refused seem to give two major 

reasons. The first was that they have worked things out with their spouses and 

did not want to go any further with the case. Most of these individuals were older 

victims who have apparently been married for some time. Interviewers also felt 

that some of these individuals were fearful of retaliation by the offender if he found 

out about the interview. The second reason given by those who refused was that 

they did not think anything good could come out of the interview because of their 

previous experiences. 

The six-month interviews were attempted only with the 592 victims who 

completed an initial interview. Of those, 384 were reinterviewed, a completion 

rate of approximately 65 percent. As with the initial interview, refusals were not 

the major cause of not completing a six-month interview. Th.e major reason for not 

completing a six-month interview was an inability to locate the victim. A large 

• proportion of the victims who could not be located for the six-month interview had 

a boyfriend/girlfriend relationship and had broken up the relationship since the first 

interview. Interviewers found that former (and abusive) partners were not good 

sources of information, and the women very often did not leave a change-of­

address form with the post office. Tracking such victims, therefore, was 

particularly difficult. While the completion rate of the six-month follow-up 

interviews was lower than desired, Table 5-2 shows that there were no significant 

differences among the four experimental groups . 
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Arrest wlSS 
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Cases Assigned six 
Month Interviews 154 

Cases with Completed 
Six Month Interviews 107 

Completion Rate 69.5 

• • 
TABLE 5-2 

status of Six Month Interviews by Assigned Treatment 

Arrest wlo SS No Arrest wlSS No Arrest wlo SS 
follow-u~ ~llow-up Follow-u~ ___ l'.Qlll X2 ~ 

148 159 131 592 

92 102 83 385 

62.2 64.2 63.4 65.0 2.07 .555 
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I 
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• 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

.. p = ~ .05 

.... p = ~ .01 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
Is.e.) 

t 

-.1616 
(.3445) 
.6390 

2.98 
(.5529) 

• 
TABLE 6-2D 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Initial Interview 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
Is.e.) 

t 

-.4806 
(.3486) 
.1680 

3.47 
(.5758) 

Damaged Any Property 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.1808 
(.3453) 
-.6005 

-.4878 
(.3490) 
.1622 

3.75 
(.7956) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

1.5784 
(1.1757) 
.1804 

1.1983 
(1.1221 ) 
.2856 

-1.11 
(.7133) 
.1178 

1.1220 
(1.7874) 

• 



• 

• 

• 

nor the follow-up treatment produced a significant effect. There was no significant 

interaction effect. 

In Table 6-2E are summarized the results of the analyses of victim reports of 

any subsequent offense by the original suspect. The table indicates that the arrest 

treatment was associated with a significantly lower prevalence of victim-reported 

incidents, regardless of whether it was entered alone or with follow-up as an 

independent variable. No significant effect for the follow-up treatment was found. 

Analysis of Incidence. The results of the negative binomial regression analyses are 

presented in Tables 6-3A through 6-3E. Table 6-3A presents the results of the 

negative binomial regression analyses of the incidence of the victim being hit, 

slapped or hurt by the same suspect. The results indicate that the arrest treatment 

was associated with a significantly lower prevalence of victim-reported incidents, 

regardless of whether it was entered alone or with follow-up as an independent 

variable. No significant effect for the follow-up treatment was found. 

In Table 6-38 are the results of the analyses of the incidence of victim­

reported hitting, slapping, or hurting of other family members. The results reveal 

no significant effect for either the arrest or the follow-up treatment. 

Table 6-3C summarizes the results of the negative binomial regression 

analyses of the incidence of subsequent threats to damage property or harm the 

victim or other family members. The table indicates that neither the arrest nor the 

follow-up treatment had a significant effect. 
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• • • 
TABLE 6-3A 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Initial Interview 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Victim 

Models 

Modell Model II Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variable Independent Variable 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.638 -.636 -.854 
Treatment (.298) (.296) (.451) 

(J) 
.032+ .031 * .061 I 

N 
N 

SSU Follow-up -.102 -.089 -.273 
Treatment (.290) (.281) (.426) 

.725 .750 .521 

Interaction of .416 
Arrest, and SSU (.579) 
Follow-up .472 

Constant -1.06 -1.28 -.101 -.923 
(.233) (.232) (.285) (.366) 

a 5.38 5.78 5.36 5.32 
Log-Likelihood -351.90 -354.94 -351.84 -351.51 

+ p ~ .05 



• • • 
TABLE 6-3B 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Initial Interview 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Other Family Member 

Models 

Modell Model II Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variable Independent Variable 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.1 

t t t t 

Arrest -.446 -.448 -.458 
0'1 Treatment (.649) (.654) (.9071 
I .492 .493 .613 N 

w 

SSU Follow-up -.034 -.051 -.060 
Treatment (.6591 (.669) (.903) 

.957 .938 .946 

Interaction of .020 
Arrest, and SSU (1.331 
Follow-up .987 

Constant -2.96 -3.14 -2.93 -2.92 
(.4681 (.4501 (.571) (.671 ) 

a 28.53 29.42 . 28.51 28.51 
Log-Likelihood -89.96 -90.24 -89.96 -89.96 
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Arrest 
Treatment 
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Treatment 

Interaction of 
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Follow-up 

Constant 

a 
Log-Likelihood 

• 
TABLE 6-3C 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Initial Interview 

Threatened to Damage Property or Harm Victim or Other Family Member 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.306 
(.333) 
.357 

-.997 
(.305) 

6.90 
-388.94 

Modell! 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.295 
(.327) 
.366 

-.996 
(.299) 

6.91 
-388.99 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.290 
(.333) 
.383 

-.278 
(.325) 
.390 

-.867 
(.363) 

6.81 
-388.37 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.576 
(.507) 
.256 

-.552 
(.498) 
.267 

.561 
(.652) 
.389 

-.732 
(.454) 

6.72 
-387.79 

• 
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TABLE 6-30 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Initial Interview 

Damaged any Property 

Models 

Modell Model II Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variable Independent Variable 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.300 -.245 -.632 

CJ) 
Treatment (.455) (.445) (.675) 

I .509 .581 .348 
N 
U1 

SSU Follow-up -.712 -.693 -1.11 
Treatment (.461) (.458) (.699) 

.122 .130 .112 

Interaction of .847 
Arrest, and SSU (.960) 
Follow-up .377 

Constant -2.11 -1.94 -1.83 -1.65 
(.341) (.353) . (.410) (.552) 

a 14.72 13.81 13.62 13.25 
Log-Likelihood -178.81 -177.55 -177.37 -176.82 



• • • 
TABLE 6-3E 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Initial Interview 

Any Subsequent Incident 

Models 

Modell Modell! Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variable Independent Variable 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (~.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.452 -.444 -.677 

(J) Treatment (.281) (.280) (.427) 
I .108 .113 .113 N 

(J) 

SSU Follow-up -.196 -.175 -.392 
Treatment (.270) (.259) (.429) 

.467 .499 .361 

Interaction of -.448 
Arrest, and SSU (.543) 
Follow-up .409 

Constant -.267 -.373 -.182 .071 
(.236) (.215) (.277) (.366) 

a 5.69 5.82 5.66 5.62 
Log-Likelihood -564.51 -566.17 ·-564.20 -563.70 



• The results in Table 6-30 present the results of the analyses of the incidence 

of damage to property by the original suspect. Again, the results indicate no 

significant treatment effect. 

Table 6-3E contains the results of the negative binomial regression analyses 

of the incidence of any offense by the same suspect between the presenting 

incident and the initial interview. The results indicate no significant effects due 

either to the arrest or the follow-up treatment. 

Analysis of Time to Failure. Because ttfe time at risk from the p~esenting incident 

to the initial interview was limited, no survival analyses were conducted using data 

from the initial victim interview. 

Victim Self-Reports: Six-Month Interviews . 

• Tables 6-4A through 6-4E present the prevalence and incidence of victim-
. . 

reported subsequent offenses by the presenting suspect during the six months 

after the presenting incident. The results in Table 6-4A indicate that, overall, 20.5 

percent of the victims reported being hit, slapped, or hurt during that time period, 

ranging from 14.0 percent in the arrest/follow-up condition to 30.5 percent in the 

no arrest/no follow-up condition. IncidE!nce levels ranged from .242 in the 

arrest/follow-up condition to .536 in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. Across 

main experimental treatments, the prevalence rate in the arrest condition was 14.6 

percent, compared to 26.9 percent in the no arrest condition; incidence levels were 

.281 and .527, respectively. In the follow-up condition, the prevalence rate was 

18.8 percent, compared to 22.4 percent in the no follow-up condition. The 
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• 
TABLE 6-4A 

Prevalence and Incidence of Victim-Reported Subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Victim 

Arrest wjSS Arrest wjo SS No Arrest wjss No Arrest wlo ss 
Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

92 78 76 57 
8 6 8 12 
3 0 4 7 
4 8 12 6 

15 14 24 25 

107 92 100 82 

14.0 15.2 24.0 30.5 
.242 .326 .520 .536 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

170 133 303 168 135 
14 20 34 16 18 

3 11 14 7 7 
12 18 30 16 14 

29 49 78 39 39 

199 182 381 207 174 

14.6 26.9 20.5 18.8 22.4 
.281 .527 .398 .376 .425 

• 

Total 

303 
34 
14 
30 

78 

381 

20.5 
.398 

Total 

303 
34 
14 
30 

78 

381 

20.5 
.398 
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• 
TABLE 6-4B 

Prevalence and Incidence of Victim-Reported Subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Hlt, Slapped or Hurt Other Family Member 

Arrest wjsS Arrest wjo SS No Arrest wjSS No Arrest wjo SS 
Follow-up _ follow-\Jp Fa 11 Q",,-UP _Follow~IJP 

103 91 96 79 
2 0 3 1 
1 0 0 0 
1 1 1 2 

4 1 4 3 

107 92 100 82 

3.7 1.1 4.0 3.7 
.065 .032 .060 .085 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

194 175 369 199 170 
2 4 6 5 1 
1 0 1 1 0 
2 3 5 2 3 

5 7 12 8 4 

199 182 381 207 174 

2.5 3.8 3.1 3.9 2.3 
.050 .071 .060 .062 .057 

• 

Total 

369 
6 
1 
5 

12 

381 

3.1 
.060 

Total 

369 
6 
1 
5 

12 

381 

3.1 
.060 
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• 
TABLE 6-4C 

Prevalence and Incidence of Victim-Reported Subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Threatened to Damage Property or Harm Victim or Other Family Member 

. Arrest w/ss Arrest wlo SS No Arrest wlSS No Arrest wlo ss 
Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

90 74 78 59 
3 9 7 5 
7 0 7 4 
7 9 8 14 

17 18 22 23 

107 92 100 82 

15.9 19.6 22.0 28.0 
.355 .391 .450 .670 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

164 137 301 168 133 
12 12 24 10 14 

7 11 18 14 4 
16 22 38 15 23 

35 45 80 39 41 

199 182 381 207 174 

17.6 24.7 21.0 18.8 23.6 
.371 .549 .456 .400 .522 

• 

Total 

301 
24 
18 
38 

80 

381 

21.0 
.456 

Total 

301 
24 
18 
38 

80 

381 

21.0 
.456 
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TABLE 6-4D 

Prevalence and Incidence of Victim-Reported Subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Damaged any Property 

Arrest w/ss Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

100 88 97 74 
5 2 1 4 
2 2 0 2 
0 0 2 2 

7 4 3 8 

107 92 100 82 

6.5 4.3 3.0 9.8 
.084 .065 .070 .170 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

188 171 359 197 162 
7 5 12 6 6 
4 2 6 2 4 
0 4 4 2 2 

11 11 22 10 12 

199 182 381 207 174 

5.5 6.0 5.8 4.8 6.9 
.075 .115 .094 .077 .114 

• 

Total 

359 
12 

6 
4 

22 

381 

5.8 
.094 

Total 

359 
12 

6 
4 

22 

381 

5.8 
.094 
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TABLE 6-4E 

Prevalence and Incidence of Victim-Reported Subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Any Subseguent Incident 

Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

81 68 64 47 
5 9 11 5 
8 1 8 8 

13 14 17 22 

26 24 36 35 

107 92 100 82 

24.3 26.1 36.0 42.7 
.560 .576 .780 1.'06 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-uQ Follow-uQ 

149 111 260 145 115 
14 16 30 16 14 

9 16 25 16 9 
27 39 66 30 36 

50 71 121 62 59 

199 182 381 207 174 

25.1 39.0 31.8 30.0 33.9 
.567 .906 .729 .666 .804 

• 

Total 

260 
30 
25 
66 

121 

381 

31.8 
.729 

Total 

260 
30 
25 
66 

121 

381 

31.8 
.729 



• incidence level in the follow-up condition was .376; in the no follow-up condition, 

the incidence level was .425. 

Table 6-48 presents the results of the analyses of the prevalence and 

incidenc~ of subsequent hitting, slapping, or hurting of another family member. 

The table indicates that the overall prevalence rate within six months of the 

presenting incident was 3.1 percent, ranging from 1.1 percent in the arrest/no 

follow-up condition to 4.0 percent in the no arrest/follow-up condition. Incidence 

levels ranged from .032 in the arrest/no follow-up condition to .085 in the no 

arrest/no follow-up condition. Comparing main effects, prevalence was 2.5 

percent in the arrest condition, compared to 3.8 percent in the no arrest condition. 

Incidence levels in the arrest and no arrest conditions were .050 and .071, 

• respectively. In the follow-up condition, prevalence was 3.9 percent, compared to 

2.3 percent in the no follow-up condition. Incidence levels were .062 in the 

follow-up condition, .057 in the no follow-up condition. 

• 

In Table 6-4C are provided the results of the analyses of the prevalence and 

incidence of threats by the original suspect to damage property or harm the original 

victim or other family members. The table indicates that, among all experimental 

cases, an average of 21.0 percent indicated a subsequent threat, ranging from 

15.9 percent in the arrest/follow-up condition to 28.0 percent in the no arrest/no 

follow-up condition. Incidence levels ranged from .355 in the arrest/follow-up 

condition to .670 in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. The prevalence rate in 

the arrest condition was 17.6 percent, compared to 24.7 percent in the no arrest 
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• condition. Incidence levels were .371 in the arrest condition, .549 in the no arrest 

condition. In the follow-up condition, the prevalence rate was 18.8 percent; in the 

no follow-up condition, the prevalence rate was 23.6 percent. The incidence level 

in the follow-up condition was .400, compared to .522 in the no follow-up 

condition. 

As shown in Table 6-4D, the overall prevalence rate of property damage by 

the original suspect was 5.8 percent, ranging from 3.0 percent in the no 

arrest/follow-up condition to 9.8 percent in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. 

Incidence levels ranged from .065 in the arrest/no follow-up condition to .170 in 

the no arrest/no follow-up condition. Across main experimental treatments, the 

prevalence rates in the arrest and non-arrest conditions were 5.5 and 6.0 percent, 

• respectively. The incidenc~ level in the arrest condition was .075; in the no arrest 

• 

condition, the incideDce level was .115. Prevalence rates in the follow-up and no 

follow-up conditions were 4.8 and 6.9 percent, respectively. Incidence levels were 

.077 in the follow-up condition, compared to .114 in the no follow-up condition. 

Table 6-4E provides the results of the analyses of prevalence and incidence 

of any victim-reported subsequent offense within six months of the presenting 

incident. The data indicate that, overall, 31.8 percent of the victims interviewed 

indicated a subsequent offense, ranging from 24.3 percent in the arrest/follow-up 

condition to 42.7 percent in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. Incidence levels 

ranged from .560 in the arrest/follow-up condition to 1.06 in the no arrest/no 

follow-up condition. Comparing main experimental treatments, the prevalence rate 
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• in the arrest condition was 25.1 percent, considerably lower than the 39.0 percent 

in the no arrest condition. The incidence levels in the arrest and no arrest 

conditions were .567 and .906, respectively. The prevalence rate in the follow-up 

condition was 30.0 percent; in the no follow-up condition, the prevalence rate was 

33.9 percent. Incidence levels were .666 in the follow-up condition and .804 in 

the no follow-up condition. 

Analysis of Prevalence. Tables 6-5A through 6-5E present the results of the 

logistic regressions treating the six month victim-reported measures as dependent 

variables. Table 6-5A provides the results of the analyses of subsequent hitting, 

slapping, or hurting of the original victim by the original suspect. The data indicate 

that the arrest treatment was associated with a significantly lower prevalence of 

• victim-reported incidents, regar~less of wh.ether it was entered alone or with 

follow-up as an independent variable. No significant effect for the follow-up 

• 

treatment was found. 

The results presented in Table 6-58 present the results concerning the 

prevalence of the suspect hitting, slapping, or hurting another family member. The 

results indicate no significant effect for either the arrest or the follow-up treatment. 

In Table 6-5C are shown the results of the analyses of threats, by the 

original suspect, to damage property or harm the original victim or other family 

members. The ·table indicates that there we're no significant effects associated 

with either the arrest or the follow-up treatment. 
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(J) 

I 
w 
(J) 

• 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

,. p = ~ .05 
"'p = ~ .01 

Modell Model II 
Arrest as Follow-up as 
Independent Independent 
Variable Variable 

B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t 

-.769 
(.2613) 
.0032*.* 

-.218 
(.2542) 
.3898 

2.53 1.67 
(.4351) (.3993) 

• 
TABLE 6-5A 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interview 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Victim 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.774 
(.2617) 
.0031** 

-.233 
(.2574) 
.3649 

2.88 
(.5872) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.427 
(.8192) 
.6016 

.136 
(.8714) 
.8752 

-.232 
(.5235) 
.6567 

2.33 
(1.3615) 

• 



en 

w 
'-J 

• 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.439 
(.5947) 
.4602 

4.09 
(.9843) 

• 
TABLE 6-5B 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interview 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Other Family Member 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.535 
(.6211 ) 
.3890 

2.67 
(.8808) 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
Is.e.) 

t 

-.434 
(.5952) 
.. 4659 

.530 
(.6215) 
.3932 

3.34 
(1.2937) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

1.09 
(1.854) 
.5533 

2.43 
(2.385) 
.3079 

-1.16 
(1.370) 
.3933 

.887 
(3.09) 

• 



(J) 

I 
W 
OJ 

'e 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.431 
(.2534) 
.0888 

1.97 
(.4101 ) 

• 
TABLE 6-5C 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interview 

Threatened to Damage Property or Harm Victim or Other Family Member 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.283 
(.2520) 
.2604 

1.74 
(.3978) 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.436 
(.2539) 
.0859 

.291 
(.2531) 
.2502 

2.41 
(.5648) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.1 

t 

-.329 
(.8014) 
.6807 

-.181 
(.8214) 
.8249 

-.070 
(.5076) 
.8889 

2.24 
(1.299) 

• ., 
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TABLE 6-50 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interview 

Damaged any Property 

Models 

Modell Model II Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variable Independent Variable 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.094 -.099 2.49 
(J) 

Treatment (.4393) (.4398) (1.544) w 
.8292 .8211 .1056 1D 

SSU Follow-up -.377 -.379 2.11 
Treatment (.4411) (.4412) (1.462) 

.3916 .3901 .1482 

Interaction of -1.68 
Arrest, and SSU (.9468) 
Follow-up .0754 

Constant 2.93 3.35 3.50 -.272 
(.6940) (.7140) (.9776) (2.237) 



CJ) 

I 
~ 
0 

• 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

* p = ~ .05 
**p = ~ .01 

Modell Model II 
Arrest as Follow-up as 
Independent Independent 
Variable Variable 

B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t 

-.645 
(.22321 
.0038** 

-.182 
(.2206) 
.4089 

1.73 1.03 
(.36051 (.34311 

• ' 
TABlE6-5E 

logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interview 

Anv Subsequent Incident 

Models 

Model III 
~rrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.648 
1.2235) 
.0037** 

-.194 
(.22321 
.3843 

2.02 
(.4940) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.1 

t 

-.375 
(.6950) 
.5892 

.090 
(.7225) 
.9000 

-.185 
(.4477) 
.6783 

1.60 
(1.123) 

• 



Table 6-5D provides the results of the analyses of the prevalence of victim-

reported instances in which the original suspect actually damaged property within 

six months of the presenting incident. The results indicate no significant effect 

due either to the arrest or the follow-up treatment. 

The results of the analyses of the composite measure, the prevalence of ill1.Y 

victim-reported non-property offense within six months of the presenting incident, 

are provided in Table 6-5E. The results show that the arrest treatment was 

associated with a significantly lower prevalence of victim-reported incidents, 

regardless of whether it was entered alone or with follow-up as an independent 

variable. No significant effect for the follow-up treatment was found. 

Analysis of Incidence. Tables 6-6A through 6-6E provide summaries of the results 

• of the negative binomial regression analyses of the frequency of victim-reported 

offenses within six months of the presenting incident. Table 6-6A presents the 

results of the analyses of subsequent hitting, slapping, or hurting of the victim by 

the original suspect. The results indicate that the lower prevalence level 

associated with the arrest treatment came within one decimal point of reaching the 

.05 level of significance, regardless of whether it was entered alone or with follow­

up as an independent variable. The effect for the follow-up treatment did not 

approach statistical significance. 

The results of the analysis of the frequency of hitting, slapping, or hurting 

other family members are provided in Table 6-68. The table indicates no 

significant effect due either to the arrest or the follow-up treatment. 
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TABLE 6-6A 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Victim 

Models 

Modell Model If Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variables Independent Variables 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.628 -.635 -.498 
Treatment (.333) (.334) (.487) 

.059 .057 .306 m 
I 

.1'> 
SSU Follow-up -.121 -.152 -.031 N 

Treatment (.310) (.299) (.467) 
.696 .610 .946 

Interaction of -.262 
Arrest, and SSU (.604) 
Follow-up .664 

Constant -.639 -.854 -.555 -.622 
(.280) (.262) (.343) (.414) 

a 3.82 4.11 3.80 3.79 
Log-Likelihood -299.40 -302.13 -299.23 -299.11 



• e l • 
TABLE 6-6B 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Other Family Member 

Models 

Model.! Model II Model iii Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variables Independent Variables 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.351 -.375 -.962 
Treatment (.886) (.925) (1.26) 

0'1 .691 .685 .447 
I 

-P> 
W 

SSU Follow-up .088 .148 -.352 
Treatment (.920) (:~45) (1.27) 

.923 .875 .782 

Interaction of - 1004 
Arrest, and SSU (1.76) 
Follow-up .552 

Constant -2.63 -2.85 -2.71 -2.46 
(.725) (.591) (.730) (.972) 

a 35.35 35.89 35.29 34.09 
Log-Likelihood -69.77 -69.87 -69.75 -69.50 



0"1 
I 

-I':> 
.p. 

• 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

a 
Log-Likelihood 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.390 
(.346) 
.260 

-.598 
1.328) 

4.47 
-321.78 

.\ 
TABLE 6-6C 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Threatened to Damage Property or Harm Victim or Other Family Member 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.265 
1.332) 
.424 

-.648 
(.311 ) 

4.54 
-322.35 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.380 
(.3461 
.271 

-.251 
(,327) 
.442 

-.475 
(,388) 

4.41 
-321.33 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.538 
(.521 ) 
.301 

-.399 
(.506) 
.430 

.302 
(.658) 
.646 

-.399 
(.469) 

4.39 
-321.17 

'e, 
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TABLE 6-60 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Damaged any Property 

Models 

Modell Model II Model "' Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variables Independent Variables 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) 

t t t t 

Arrest -.425 -.376 -.962 

m Treatment (.590) (.596) (.884) 
I .471 .527 .276 -I'> 

U1 

SSU Follow-up -.396 "':.343 -.891 
Treatment (.583) (.602) (.893) 

.496 .568 .318 

Interaction of 1.14 
Arrest, and SSU (1.31) 
Follow-up .384 

Constant -2_15 -2.16 -2.01 -1.76 
(.395) (.464) (.505) (.696) 

a 13.86 13.91 13.52 12.83 
Log-Likelihood -108.64 -10B.68 -10B.42 -107.79 
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TABLE 6-6E 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Any Subsequent Incident 

Models 

Modell Model II Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variables Independent Variables 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e., (s.e.) (s.e.1 

t t t t 

Arrest -.467 -.462 -.610 
Treatment (.277) (.2761 (.415) m 

.091 .094 .141 I 
4'> 
0'> 

SSU Follow-up -.188 -.173 -.307 
Treatment (.252) (.243) (.3921 

.456 ,477 .433 

Interaction of -.280 
Arrest, and SSU (.501) 
Follow-up .575 

Constant -.098 -.217 -.010 .059 
(.280) (.255) (.322) (.390) 

a 2.38 2.49 2.36 2.35 
Log-Likelihood -435.09 -437.36 -434.71 -434.47 



Table 6-6C summarizes the results of the negative binomial regression 

analyses of the incidence of threats to damage property or harm the original victim 

or other family members. The results show no significant treatment effects. 

The results of the negative binomial regression analyses of the incidence of 

property damage by the original suspect are summarized in Table 6-60. As that 

table indicates, no significant treatment effects were demonstrated. 

In Table 6-6E are presented the results of the analyses of the incidence of 

.QllY. victim-reported offense by the original victim within six months of the 

presenting incident. The analyses reveal that the treatment effect due to making 

an arrest, although significant at the .09 level, failed to reach the .05 level of 

significance. The effect due to follow-up did not approach statistical significance . 

• ' Analysis of Time to Failure. Tables 6-7 A through 6-70 provide a summary of the 

results of the survival analyses of the various victim-reported measures of offenses 

by the original suspect within six months of the presenting incident. (Appendices 

7-A through 7-0 provide the complete results.) Table 6-7 A provides a summary of 

the analyses of the time required before a subsequent report of the suspect hitting, 

slapping, or hurting the original victim occurred. The results indicate that cases 

randomly assigned to the arrest condition took a significantly longer time to "fail" 

• 

. than did those assigned to the non-arrest condition. This effect was largely 

attributable to the difference in the effect of arrest among those cases assigned to 

receive the follow-up treatment. No effect due to the follow-up treatment itself 

was found . 
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.1 TABLE 6-7 A 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Victim 

Overall Comparison 

Lee-Oesu = 7.36 df = 3 P = .061 

Planned Comparisons 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Oesu = 6.17 df = 1 P = .012* 
Log-Rank = 6.31 df = 1 P = .011 * 
Wilcoxon = 6.18 df = 1 P = .012* 

• 
SSU Follow-up Versus No SSU Follow-up Treatment 

Lee-Oesu = .355 df = 1 p = .551 
Log-Rank = .298 df = 1 P = .584 
Wilcoxon = .355 df = 1 P = .550 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Oesu = 1.71 df = 1 P = .190 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Oesu = 6.71 df = 1 p = .009* 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Oesu = .922 df = 1 p = .337 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Oesu = .027 df = 1 p = .870 

* p ~ .01 

• 6-48 
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TABLE 6-7B 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Hit, Slapped or Hurt Other Family Member 

Lee-Desu = 3.32 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Desu = .258 
Log-Rank = .254 
Wilcoxon = .258 

Overall Comparison 

df = 3 

Planned Comparisons 

df = 1 
df = 1 
df = 1 

SSU Follow-up versus No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .190 
Log-Rank = .187 
Wilcoxon = .190 

df = 1 
df = 1 
df = 1 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 1.72 df = 1 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 1.87 df = 1 

p = .344 

p = .611 
p = .613 
p = .611 

p = .662 
P = .664 
P = .662 

p = .188 

p = .170 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 1.12 df = 1 p = .289 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 1 .22 df = 1 p = .269 
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TABLE 6-7C 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Threatened to Damage Property or Hurt Victim or Other Family Member 

Overall Comparison 

Lee-Desu = .604 df = 3 p = .895 

Planned Comparisons 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Desu = .41 8 df = 1 p = .517 
Log-Rank = .398 df = 1 p = .527 
Wilcoxon = .418 df = 1 p = .517 

SSU Follow-up versus No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .005 df = 1 p = .943 
Log-Rank = .002 df = 1 P = .964 
Wilcoxon = .005 df = 1 P = .943 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. Arrest with SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .101 df = 1 p = .750 

No Arrest, SSU Folio w-up v. Arrest with SSU Folio w-up 

Lee-Desu = .034 df = 1 p = .853 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .563 df = 1 p = .453 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .078 df = 1 p = .780 
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TABLE 6-70 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Six-Month Interviews 

Lee-Desu = 1.21 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Desu = .921 
Log-Rank = .969 
Wilcoxon = .920 

Damaged any Property 

Overall Comparison 

dt = 3 

Planned Comparisons 

dt = 1 
df = 1 
dt = 1 

SSU Follow-up versus No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .281 
Log-Rank = .280 
Wilcoxon = .281 

dt = 1 
dt ;"" 1 
dt = 1 

p -.. 749 

p == .337 
p = ~324 
P = .337 

p = .596 
p = .596 
p = .596 

Arrest, No SSU Folio w-up v. Arrest with SSU Folio w-up 

Lee-Desu = .096 dt = 1 p = .756 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. Arrest with SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .585 dt = 1 p = .444 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest~ No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .328 dt = 1 p = .567 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .1 68 df = 1 p = .681 
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Table 6-78 contains a summary of the results of the analyses of the time 

elapsed between the presenting incident and a subsequent report of the suspect 

hitting, slapping, or hurting another member of the family. The table shows that 

no significant differences in time to failure across experimental conditions were 

revealed. 

In Table 6-7C can be found a summary of the results of the analyses of the 

time required before the filing of a subsequent report of threats to damage property 

or harm the original victim or other family members. As that table indicates, no 

significant time to failure effects were found. 

A summary of the results of the analyses of the time elapsed before 

subsequent property damage is provided in Table 6-70. The results show that no 

significant treatment effects were found. 

Domestic Violence Continuation Report Forms. 

Tables 6-SA through 6-SC provide summaries of the analyses of prevalence 

. and incidence of subsequent offenses as recorded on Domestic Violence 

Continuation Reports. Table 6-BA contains the results of the analyses of 

subsequent aggravated battery by the original suspect against the original victim. 

The table indicates that, overall, 9.B percent of the cases were found to have a 

subsequent aggravated battery report filed within six months of the presenting 

incident, with the average incidence equal to .122. Across experimental 

conditions, the prevalence ranged from 7.7 percent in the arrest/no follow-up 

condition to 13 percent in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. Incidence figures 
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Number of 
Subseguent Incidents 

o 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 or more 

Total Number 
of Failures 

~ Total Number 
Ul of Cases 
w 

Prevalence 
Incidence 

Number of Subsequent 
Incidents 

o 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 or more 

Total Number 
of Failures 

Total Number 
of Cases 

Prevalence 
Incidence' 

• ' 
TABLE 6-SA 

Prevalence and Incidence of subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Within six Months After the Presenting Incident 
Source: Domestic Violence continuation Reports 

Subseguent Aggravated Battery By Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Arrest w/SS Arrest wlo S5 No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 
Fol1ow-up __ F9llow-yp FolloV/-up _ Follow-up 

207 216 208 lS7 
17 16 14 24 

5 2 5 2 
2 0 0 2 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

24 18 19 28 

231 234 227 215 

10.4 7.7 8.4 13.0 
.142 .085 .105 .158 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

423 395 818 415 403 
33 38 71 31 40 

7 7 14 10 4 
2 2 4 2 2 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

42 47 89 43 46 

465 442 907 458 449 

9.0 10.6 9.S 9.4 10.2 
.114 .131 .122 .124 .120 

• 

Total 

SlS 
71 
14 

4 
0 
0 

89 

907 

9.8 
.122 

Total 

818 
71 
14 

4 
0 
0 

89 

907 

9.S 
.122 
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TABLE 6-8B 

Prevalence and Incidence of subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Within Six Months After the Presenting Incident 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Non-Aggravated Domestic Offense by Same Suspect Against Same victim 

m 
I 

Number of 
Subsequent Incidents 

o 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 or more 

Total Number 
of Failures 

~ Total Number 
of Cases 

Prevalence 
Incidence 

Number of Subsequent 
Incidents 

o 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 or more 

Total Number 
of Failures 

Total Number 
of Cases 

Prevalence 
Incidence 

Arrest wlSS Arrest wlo SS No Arrest w/SS No Arrest wlo SS 
Follow-up_ Follow-up Follow-up Follow-up 

203 197 199 183 
20 30 20 20 

6 7 7 5 
2 0 0 4 
0 0 0 1 
0 0 1 2 

28 37 28 32 

231 234 227 215 

12.1 15.8 12.3 14.9 
.164 .188 .172 .260 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

400 383 783 402 380 
50 40 90 40 50 
13 12 25· 13 12 

2 4 6 2 4 
0 1 1 0 1 
0 3 3 1 2 

65 60 125 56 69 

465 442 907 458 449 

14.0 13.6 13.8 12.2 15.4 
.176 .215 .195 .168 .223 

• 

Total 

783 
90 
25 

6 
1 
3 

125 

907 

13.8 
.195 

Total 

783 
90 
25 

6 
1 
3 

125 

907 

13.8 
.262 
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Number of 
Subseguent Incidents 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 or more 

Total Number 
Q") of Failures 
I 

tn 
tn Total Number 

of Cases 

Prevalence 
Incidence 

Number of Subsequent 
Incidents 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 or more 

Total Number 
of Failures 

Total Number 
of Cases 

Prevalence 
Incidence 

• 
TABLE 6-8C 

Prevalence and Incidence of Subsequent Offenses 
by Assigned Treatment 

Six Months After the Presenting Incident 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

An'LSub~~Q\Jent Q~fens~ by Same Suspect Aqainst Same Victim 

Arrest wjSS Arrest wjo SS No Arrest wjSS No Arrest wjo SS 
Follow-U12 Follow-U12 'Follow-u12 Follow-up 

187 189 187 164 
25 30 27 31 
12 13 8 8 

6 0 2 8 
1 2 2 2 
0 0 1 2 

44 45 40 51 

231 234 227 215 

19.0 19.2 17.6 23.7 
.307 .273 .273 .414 

SSU No SSU 
Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-uQ Follow-uQ 

376 351 727 374 353 
55 58 113 52 61 
25 16 41 20 21 

6 10 16 8 8 
3 4 7 3 4 
0 3 3 1 2 

89 91 180 84 96 

465 442 907 458 449 

19.1 20.6 19.8 18.3 21.4 
.290 .342 .315 .290 .341 

• 
i 

,-I 
I 

Total 

727 
113 

41 
16 

7 
3 

180 

907 

19.8 
.315 

Total 

727 
113 

41 
16 

7 
3 

180 

907 

19.8 
.315 



• followed the same pattern. Comparing main experimental treatments, 9 percent of 

cases assigned to the arrest treatment were found to have subsequent battery 

reports, compared to 10.6 percent in the non-arrest treatment. In the follow-up 

treatment, 9.4 percent had subsequent offense reports, compared to 10.2 in the 

no follow-up condition. Differences in incidence figures were slight. 

Table 6-88 presents the results of the analyses of the prevalence and 

incidence of subsequent non-aggravated domestic offenses by the same suspect 

against the same victim. As the table shows, 13.8 percent of the experimental 

cases were found to have a subsequent report of an offense of this type, ranging 

from 12.1 percent in the arrest/follow-up condition to 15.8 percent in the arrest/no 

follow-up condition. The lowest incidence figure was .164 in the arrest/follow-up 

• condition; the highest was .260, in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. 

• 

Comparing main experimental treatments, 14 percent of cases assigned to the 

arrest treatment had a subsequent offense report, compared to 13.6 percent in the 

non-arrest treatment. The incidence level, however, was slightly higher in the no 

arrest condition. Of those cases assigned to the follow-up condition, 12.2 percent 

had a subsequent offense report, compared to 15.4 percent of those in the no 

follow = up condition. The incidence level was similarly higher in the no follow-up 

condition. 

In Table 6-8C are presented the results of the analyses of prevalence and 

incidence of mJ.Y. subsequent reported domestic offense by the original suspect 

against the same victim. As the results show, '19.8 percent of experimental cases 

6-56 



• 

• 

• 

were found to have had a subsequent offense recorded within six months of the 

presenting incident, ranging from 17.6 percent in the no arrest/follow-up condition 

to 23.7 percent in the no arrest/no follow-up condition. Incidence levels generally 

followed the same pattern. Across main experimental treatments, 19.1 percent of 

cases assigned to the arrest condition were found to have a subsequent offense 

report, compared to 20.6 percent of those assigned to the no arrest condition. In 

the follow-up condition, 18.3 percent of the cases were found to have a 

subsequent offense recorded, compared to 21.4 percent of those in the no follow­

up condition. 

Analysis of Prevalence. Tables 6-9A through 6-9C present the results of the 

logistic regression analyses of the three types of outcome measures based upon 

Domestic Violence Continuation Report forms. Table 6-9A provides the results of 

the analyses involving subsequent aggravated batteries. The results show no 

significant treatment effects. The interaction of the two treatments approached 

the .05 level of significance, reflecting the pattern, shown in Table 6-8A, in which 

the effect of one treatment varied by the condition of the other. 

The results of the analyses of subsequent non-aggravated domestic offenses 

are provided in Table 6-98. As the results indicate, no significant effects were 

found. 

Table 6-9C contains the results of the logistic regression analyses of .Q.QY 

subsequent offense by the original suspect against the original victim. There were 

no significant effects. 
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(Jl 

co 
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Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.180 
1.223) 
.418 

2.49 
(.358) 

• 
TABLE 6-9A 

Logistic Regression Analyses 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Aggravated Battery by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Modell! 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.096 
(.223) 
.664 

2.36 
(.356) 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.182 
(.223) 
.414 

-.099 
(.223) 
.654 

2.64 
(.497) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

1.06 
(.719) 
.139 

1.15 
(.724) 

.111 

-.824 
(.453) 
.068 

.761 
(1.12) 

• 
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Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

• 
TABLE 6-9B 

Logistic Regression Anal'fses 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Non-Aggravated Domestic Offense by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.034 
(.192) 
.860 

1.78 
(.301) 

Modell! 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

8 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.265 
(.193) 
.170 

2.23 
(.313) 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

.029 
(:193) 
.878 

-.264 
(.193) 
.171 

2.19 
(.427) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
Is.e.) 

t 

-.111 
(.628) 
.859 

-.400 
(.607) 
.509 

.091 
(.387) 
.813 

2.40 
(.989) 
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(J) 

Cl 
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Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.091 
(.1665) 
,.585 

-1.53 
(.2635) 

• 
TABLE 6-9C 

Logistic Regression Analyses 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Any Subsequent Offense by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.191 
(.1668) 
.252 

-1.68 
(.2675) 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.094 
(.1667) 
.571 

.192 
(.1669) 
.248 

-1.82 
(.3695) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.457 
(.5356) 
.393 

-.350 
(.5276) 
.507 

.362 
i.2783) 
.278 

-1.00 
(.8404) 

• 



• 

• 

Analysis of Incidence. Tables 6-10A through 6-10C provide summaries of the 

results of the negative binomial regression analyses of the various types of 

subsequent reported offenses. Table 6-10A contains the results of the analyses of 

subsequent aggravated batteries. The table indicates that no significant main 

effects attributable to either the arrest or the follow-up treatment were found. 

There was, however, a significant interaction effect between the two treatments, 

reflecting the fact that the impact of one randomly assigned treatment varied 

considerably, depending upon the nature of the other randomly assigned treatment. 

The results of the analyses of subsequent non-aggravated domestic offenses 

are provided in Table 6-10B. As the table reveals, no significant effects were 

found . 

Table 6-1 OC provides a sumr)1ary of the results of the negative binomial 

regression analyses of fillY sl,lbsequent recorded offense by the original suspect 

against the original suspect. No significant effects were found. 

Analysis of Time to Failure. Tables 6-11 A and 6-11 B provide a summary of the 

results of the survival analyses of the various measures of offenses recorded on 

Domestic Violence Continuation Reports within six months of the presenting 

incident. (Appendices 7-0 and 7-E contain the complete results.) Table 6-11 A 

provides a summary of the analyses of the time required before a subsequent 

aggravated battery by the original suspect against the original victim. The results 

indicate no significant effects. 

The results of the survival analyses of subsequent non-aggravated domestic 

• offenses are provided in Table 6-11 B. No significant effects are revealed. 
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0"1 
I 

0"1 
N 

• 

Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

a 
Log-Likelihood 

*p = .5. .05 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.140 
(.227) 
.535 

-2.03 
(.162) 

3.13 
-346.35 

• 
TABLE 6-10A 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Aggravated Battery by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Modell! 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.034 
(.229) 
.881 

-2.11 
(.169) 

3.14 
-346.54 

Models 

Model II! 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.142 
(.236) 
.545 

.040 
(.239) 
.864 

-2.05 
(.190) 

3.13 
-346.33 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.615 
(.344) 
.074 

-.402 
(.321) 
.210 

.916 
(.462) 
.047* 

-1.84 
(.221 ) 

2.95 
-344.26 

• 
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Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

a 
Log-likelihood 

• 
TABLE 6-10B 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Non-Aggravated Domestic Offense by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.259 
(.223) 
.245 

-1.47 
(.124) 

3.99 
-475.34 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.206 
(.193) 
.286 

-1.50 
(.142) 

4.02 
-475.65 

Models 

Model'" 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.259 
(.222) 
.243 

-.206 
(.199) 
.300 

-1.37 
(.160) 

3.95 
-474.81 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variables 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.325 
(.318) 
.305 

-.273 
(.240) 
.256 

.139 
(.403) 
.256 

-1.34 
(.180) 

3.95 
-474.74 
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TABLE 6-10C 

Negative Binomiai Regression Analysis 
Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Anv Subseauent Offense by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Models 

Modell Model II Model III Model IV 
Arrest as Follow-up as Arrest and Follow-up Arrest, Follow-up and 
Independent Independent as Independent Interaction as 
Variable Variable Variables Independent Variables 

Variable B B B B 
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.' 

t t t t 

Arrest -.214 -.210 -.425 
Treatment (.175) (.174) (.254) 

.220 .229 .095 

m 
I SSU Follow-up -.115 -.107 -.320 m 

.j:::. Treatment (.168) (.170) (.224) 
.493 .530 .153 

Interaction of .436 
Arrest, and SSU (.343) 
Follow-up .203 

Constant -1.02 -1.07 -.971 -.870 
(.107) (.125) (.141) 1.169) 

a 3.22 3.24 3.21 3.18 
Log-Likelihood -646.72 -647.31 -646.52 -645.66 
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• 

• 

TABLE 6-11 A 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Aggravated Battery by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Overall Comparison 

Lee-Desu = 3.41 df = 3 p = .331 

Planned Comparisons 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Desu = .606 df = 1 P = .436 
Log-Rank = .537 df = 1 P = .463 
Wilcoxon = .588 df = 1 P = .442 

SSU Follow-up Versus No SSU Follow-up Treatment 

Lee-Desu = .078 df = 1 p = .779 
Log-Rank = .087 df = 1 P = .767 
Wilcoxon = .072 df = 1 P = .788 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .967 df = 1 P = .325 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .373 df = 1 p = .541 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 2.90 df = 1 p = .088 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

* P.5.. .01 
** p.s. .05 

Lee-Desu = 1.76 df = 1 p = .184 
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TABLE 6-11 B 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Domestic Violence Continuation Reports 

Subsequent Non-Aggravated Domestic Offense 
by Same Suspect Against Same Victim 

Overall Comparison 

Lee-Desu = 1.44 df = 3 p = .696 

Planned Comparisons 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Desu = .'109 df = 1 P = .740 
Log-Rank = .131 df = 1 P = .716 
Wilcoxon = .118 df = 1 P = .730 

SSU Follow-up versus No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 1.15 df = 1 P = .282 
Log-Rank = 1.26 df = 1 P = .260 
Wilcoxon = 1.12 df = 1 P = .288 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. Arrest with SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 1.10 df = 1 p = .293 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. Arrest with SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .008 df = 1 p = .926 

I',rrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Oesu = .258 df = 1 p = .611 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .198 df = 1 p = .656 
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• Arrest Reports. 

It was originally intended to analyze the prevalence, incidence, and time to 

failure of subsequent arrests of the original suspect for aggravated and non­

aggravated battery separately. It was found, however, that only two subsequent 

cases of aggravated battery were recorded. As a result, analyses were only 

conducted for subsequent arrests of the original victim against the original victim 

for either aggravated or non-aggravated battery. The results of the analyses of 

prevalence and incidence are presented in Table 6-12. As the table indicates, only 

2.4 percent of the experimental suspects were arrested for an offense against the 

or.iginal victim within six months of the presenting incident, ranging from .9 

percent in the arrest/no follow-up condition to 4.0 percent in the no arrest/follow-

• up condition. Incidence levels, although quite low, varied similarly. Across main 

• 

experimental treatments, the mean prevalence rate in the arrest condition was 1.1 

percent, compared to 3.8 percent in the no arrest condition; incidence levels were 

.022 and .077, respectively. In the follow-up condition, the prevalence rate was 

2.6 percent; in the no follow-up condition, it was 2.2 percent. 

Analysis of Prevalence. Table 6-13 presents the results of the logistic regression 

analyses of subsequent arrests of the original suspect for offenses against the 

original victim. The results indicate that the arrest treatment was associated with, 

a significantly lower prevalence of subsequent arrests, regardless of whether it 

was entered alone or with follow-up as an independent variable. No significant 

effect for the follow-up treatment was found . 
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TABLE 6-12 

Prevalence and Incidence of Subsequent Arrests 
By Assigned Treatment 

Within Six Months After the Presenting Incident 
Source: Arrest Records 

Any Subsequent Arrest of Same Suspect for Offense Against Same Victim 

Number of Arrest wjSS Arrest wjo SS No Arrest wjSS No Arrest wjo SS 
Subsequent Arrests . Follow-up_ Follow-up Folloltl-UP Follow-up 

0 228 232 218 207 
1 0 0 0 1 
2 3 2 9 6 
3 0 0 0 1 

Total Number 
of Failures 3 2 9 8 

Total Number 
of Cases 231 234 227 215 

Prevalence+ 1.3 0.9 4.0 3.7 
Incidence++ .026 .017 .079 .074 

Number of Subsequent SSU No SSU 
Incidents Arrest No Arrest Total Follow-up Follow-up 

0 460 425 885 446 439 
1 0 1 1 0 1 
2 5 15 20 12 8 
3 0 1 1 0 1 

Total Number 
of Failures 5 17 22 12 10 

Total Number 
of Cases 465 442 907 458 449 

Prevalence 1.1 3.8 2.4 2.6 2.2 
Incidence .022 .077 .048 .052 .045 

• 

Total 

885 
1 

20 
1 

22 

907 

2.4 
.048 

Total 

885 
1 

20 
1 

22 

907 

2.4 
.048 
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Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

.. p = ~ .05 
**p = ~ .01 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-1.30 
(.513) 
.011·· 

5.82 
(.933) 

• 
TABLE 6-13 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
Source: Arrest Records 

Any Subsequent Arrest of Same Suspect for Offense Against Same Victim 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.166 
(.433) 
.701 

3.44 
(.666) 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 
' t 

-1.30 
(.513) 
.011** 

.148 
(.435) 
.734 

5.60 
(1.13) 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-.787 
(1.56) 

.615 

.778 
(1.90) 
.682 

-.356 
(1.04) 
.733 

4.69 
(2.83) 

• 
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• 

• 

Analysis of Incidence. The results of the negative binomial regression analyses of 

subsequent arrests of the original suspect for offenses against the original victim 

are summarized in Table 6-14. No significant effect was revealed. 

Analysis of Time to Failure. Tables 6-15 contains summaries of the results of the 

survival analyses of subsequent arrests of any subsequent arrest of the original 

suspect for an offense against the original victim. (The complete results are 

provided in Appendix 7-1). The results indicate that cases randomly assigned to 

the arrest condition took a significantly longer time to "fail" than did those 

assigned to the non-arrest condition. This effect was relatively constant across 

categories of the follow-up condition. No effect due to the follow-up treatment 

was revealed. 
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Variable 

Arrest 
Treatment 

SSU Follow-up 
Treatment 

Interaction of 
Arrest, and SSU 
Follow-up 

Constant 

a 
Log-Likelihood 

Modell 
Arrest as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
Is.e.) 

t 

-1.27 
(1.70) 
.454 

-2.56 
(1.60) 

41.04 
-135.61 

• 
TABLE 6-14 

Negative Binomial Regression Analysis 
Source: Arrest Reports 

Any Subsequent Arrest of Same Suspect for Offense Against Same Victim 

Model II 
Follow-up as 
Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

.162 
(.829) 
.844 

-3.11 
(.950) 

49.36 
-138.08 

Models 

Model III 
Arrest and Follow-up 
as Independent 
Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-1.28 
(1.62) 
.431 

.201 
(.726) 

.781 

-2.66 
(1.39) 

40.91 
-135.54 

Model IV 
Arrest, Follow-up and 
Interaction as 
Independent Variable 

B 
(s.e.) 

t 

-1.47 
(1.81 ) 
.416 

.063 
(1.05) 
.952 

.354 
(1.31) 
.787 

-2.59 
(1.53) 

40.77 
-135.49 

• 
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TABLE 6-15 

Time to Failure Analysis 
Comparison by Assigned Treatment 

Source: Arrest Records 

Any Subsequent Arrest of Same Suspect for Offense Against Same Victim 

Overall Comparison 

Lee-Desu = 6.83 df = 3 p = .077 

Planned Comparisons 

Arrest v. Non-Arrest 

Lee-Desu = 6.47 df = 1 P = .010 ...... 
Log-Rank = 6.48 df = 1 P = .010 ...... 
Wilcoxon = 6.47 df = 1 P = .010 ...... 

SSU Follow-up Versus No SSU Follow-up Treatment 

Lee-Desu = .396 df, = 1 P = .529 
Log-Rank = .386 df = 1 P = .533 
Wilcoxon = .394 df = 1 P = .529 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = .219 df = 1 p = .640 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v.Arrest, SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 3.15 df = 1 p = .075 

Arrest, No SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

Lee-Desu = 3.29 df = 1 p = .069 

No Arrest, SSU Follow-up v. No Arrest, No SSU Follow-up 

* P.5.. .05 
* ... p .5.. .01 

Lee-Desu =: .167 df = 1 p = .682 
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• SECTION SEVEN 

DISCUSSION 

The Metro-Dade Spouse Abuse Replication Project was funded, along with 

five other similar projects, by the National Institute of Justice. All of those projects 

had the primary purpose of providing a further test of the conclusion of the 

Minneapolis domestic violence experiment that arrest was a more effective 

deterrent to subsequent spouse abuse than were other police tactics. In this case, 

the effect of making an arrest was compared to that of providing follow-up 

counseling by a unit specializing in dealing with domestic violence cases. 

Although all of the results of the replications are not yet complete, there is an 

initial indication that, in at least some of those studies, the original effect attributed 

• to arrest in Minneapolis may not be found elsewhere (Dunford, Huizinga, and 

Elliott, 1990; Hirschel, Hutchison, Dean, Kelley, and Pesackis, 1990). 

• 

The Metro-Dade study, similar to those in the other sites, was conducted as 

a field experiment. In this study, 907 eligible cases were randomized, at two 

stages, to one of the two treatment conditions from August 24, 1987 through July 

15, 1989. As with all of the other replications, several eligibility criteria had to be 

satisfied. Among other things, only cases involving female victims, misdemeanor 

cases, and cases at which both victim and suspect were present were included. 

The effects of the two types of treatment were examined with respect to 

subsequent offenses by the original suspect against the original victim or others. 

Outcome measures were generated from interviews with the victim soon after the 
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presenting incident, interviews with the victim at least six months after the 

presenting incident, reports recorded by the p01ice department concerning 

subsequent offenses involving domestic violence, and subsequent arrest reports. 

No effect attributable to follow-up by the special domestic violence unit was 

found in any type of analysis. On the other hand, significant effects were found, 

based on the initial victim interview, attributable to the arrest treatment with 

respect to both the prevalence and incidence of physical assaults against the 

original victim. Based on the results of the second-wave victim interview, 

significant effects were found attributable to arrest with respect to both prevalence 

and time to failure of attacks against the original victim; significance level of the 

effect on incidence was one decimal point short of the standard .05 level, 

Although no significant arrest treatment effects were found with respect to 

subsequent offense reports, cases randomly assigned to the arrest condition had 

significantly lower prevalence rates and times to failure than those assigned to the 

no arrest condition. 

Whether these results can be explained with respect to the nature of the 

arrest treatment, the demographic characteristics of the victims and suspects, or 

other variables must await the cross-site analyses provided by the Project Review 

Team. Any implications concerning policy must await those analyses . 
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INITIAL QUESTIONNAIRES 
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• 

• 

ID # ________ __ 
(1-5) 

Interview Schedule 

DADE SPOUSE ASSAULT STUDY 

First Interview 

Hi, I'm (Interviewer Name) and I'm with a national research 
organization in Washington, D.C. We are doing a study concerning 
people's attitudes and experience about family problems. The 
information you give us will help develop programs to address 
family problems. We will pay you $20.00 for the completion of 
the interview. Anything you tell me during the interview will be 
kept totally confidential, that is, no one except me and our 
research staff in Washington, D.C. will ever see your answers. 
Your name won't ever be on the questionnaire nor will it ever be 
used or referred to in connection to what you say. 

Before we begin the interview, I would like to explain the 
research and the guarantees we make concerning the things we do 
to protect you and the information you give to us. I have a form 
I would like you to read and sign which simply states that you 
agree to be interviewed. You may refuse to answer any questions 
or to withdraw from participation any time . 

(READ THE FOLLOWING) 

The questions I will be asking you were developed especially for 
persons who have been involved in serious arguments or fights 
with their spouses or ex-spouses. Many persons have indicated it 
was helpful to talk about some of these issues. But, in order 
for the study to be of any value to others, you need to answer 
these questions thoughtfully and honestly. Remember, your 
answers will be kept confidential . 



TIME INTERVIEW BEGAN A 0 11. 
(6 9)- Po. 

Q1.· Let's begin with some questions about the incident for which th8 
police came here on (Date). What is your 
relationship to the person you were having problems with on that 
date? 

SPOUSE 
EX-SPOUSE ..... . 
SEPARATED. . . . . 
LOVER/BOYFRIEND. . . . . . 
EX-LOVER/BOYFRIEND 

1 
• • •• 2 
• • • • • • 3 
• • III III • • 4 
· .. . 5 

Q2. How long have you had this relationship? 

__________ 1 MONTHS 
__________ 2 YEARS 

Q3. Are you living with him now? 

YES 
NO 

• • 0 1 
• • • 2 

Q4. Were you living with him at the time of the inciden't? 

YES . . . . . • 
NO . . . 
REFUSED. . . . . 

1 
2 [SKIP TO Q6] 
9 [SKIP TO Q6] 

(10) 

(11-13) 

(14) 

(lS) 

• 
QS. How long had you been living together before the incident? 

(16-18) 
_____ 1 MONTHS [SKIP TO Q13] 
_________ 2 YEARS [SKIP TO Q13] 

Q6. Have you lived with him at any other times before the incident? 

YES . . . 
NO ... 
REFUSED. 

. .1 . . . . 
. . . . . . 1 

• • • • 2 
. . .• 9 

Q7. Has he lived with you all the time since the incident? 

YES • • • . • • • • • • • . 
NO • • . • . • Q 

REFUSED. . . . , . . . . . . . . . 

1 
. 2 [SKIP TO Q9] 

. . 9 [SKIP TO Q9] 

(19) 

(20) 

Q8. About how long did he live with you before he left? (RECORD 
ANSWER IN DAYS OR WEEKS. IF ANSWER IS GIVEN IN MONTHS, CONVERT 
TO WEEKS. 

_________ 1 DAYS [SKIP TO Ql3] 
_________ 2 WEEKS [SKIP TO Ql3] 

1 

(21-23) 

• 



• 

• 

• 

Q9. Has he lived with you any of the time since the incident? 

YES 
NO ... 
REFUSED. 

1 
2 [SKIP TO Q13] 
9 [SKIP TO Q13] 

(24) 

QlO. When did he first leave? (PROBE FOR DATE) 
(25-30) 

DATE 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Qll. When was the last time he lived with you? (PROBE FOR DATE) 

DATE (31-36) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q12. Have you and your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) had any kind of 
contact at all since the incident? 

Q13. 

YES . •. ••• · . . . 1 (37) 
NO ......." • • 2 
REFUSED. . . . . • . • • • • 9 

NOW, I would like to ask you a few questions about what happened 
that day; that is on (DATE) -- the incident to which 
the police responded. These questions are important. Please 
think back to that day and answer these questions as honestly as 
you can. 

What time of the day did the incident happen? 
(38-41) 

MILITARY TIME 

Q14. Who called the police? Did ... (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. You call the police? . · · · · · · · · · · 1 (42) 
b. Your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) call? . . . . 2 (43) 
c. A family member call? · · · · · · .• · 3 (44 ) 
d. Someone else call? . · · · · · · · · · 4 (45) 
e. DON'T KNOW . . . . . . · · · · · · · • · · 8 

Q15. Did you have an argument before you were hurt or injured? 

YES 
NO 
REFUSED. 

" . . 
(46) 

· 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q17] 
· 9 [SKIP TO Q17] 

Q16. About how long did the argument last before you were hurt or 
injured? 

__________ .1 MINUTES 
__________ 2 HOURS 

2 

(47-49) 



---------~._r--------------

Q17. Had your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) been drinking before the. 
incident began? 

(SO) 
YES . . 1 
NO ...... . • • • 2 
DON'T KNOW ... . • • • • 8 

• • • 9 REFUSED. . . . . 

Q18. Had you been drinking before the incident began? 

YES . . . 
NO . . . 
REFUSED .. 

. . . . . . . . . . 1 
• • • • • • • • • • 2 

• • • • • • • • • • • • 9 

(Sl ) 

Q19. Had your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) been using drugs before 
the incident began? 

YES 
NO 
DON'T KNOW 
REFUSED. . . . 

· 1 
· 2 

• • 8 
• • • • 9 

Q20. Had you been using drugs before the incident began? 

YES . . . . . • . · . 1 
NO . • . . . • • • . • • 2 
REFUSED. . . . . . . . . . • • 9 

(S2) 

(53) 

• Q2l. Which of the following factors were responsible for causing this 
particular incident? (READ EACH CATEGORY) Did it involve 
arguments or discussions over ... 

Yes No Ref. 
a. Money . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . 1 2 9 (S4) 
b. In-laws? · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (SS) 
c. Pregnancy? · · · 0 · · 1 2 9 (S6) 
d. Alcohol Use? · · · · · · · · · 1 2- 9 (S7) 
e. Drug Use? · · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (S8) 
f. Housekeeping or cooking? · · · · · 1 2 9 (59) 
g. The children? · · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (60) 
h. Sex? . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (61) 
i. Friends? · · · · · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (62) 
j . Work? . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (63) 
k. Child support/alimony payment? 1 2 9 (64) 
1. Spouse "running around"? · · · · · · · 1 2 9 (6S) 
m. Spouse's • ? 1 2 9 (66) naggJ.ng .. · · · · · · · · · · 

Q22. IF MORE THAN ONE REASON MENTIONED Ask: "Which of the reasons 
mentioned would you say was the main cause of the fight? 
(RECORD THE CATEGORY ABOVE FOR THE REASON) (67) 

• 
L. ___ 3 __ ~~ 



• Q23. Did you have any aches, pains, scratches or any other injury as 
a result of the incident? 

YES . . . 
NO 
REFUSED 

. . . . . .. . 1 
. ..... 2 [SKIP TO Q29] 

. . . . 9 [SKIP TO Q29] 

Q24. What kind of pain or injury did you have? Did you have ... 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? ... 1 
b. Internal injuries? . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
c. Gunshot wound? . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 
d. Knife wound? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 
e. Eye or teeth injury? . . . . .. .. 5 
f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? .... 6 
g. Concussion/bump on head? ........ 7 
h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns? .. 8 
i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? . . . . . 9 
j. Aches and pains? . • . . . • . .10 

Q25. Were you given medical treatment on the scene? 

YES 
NO 
REFUSED .. 

. . . . . . . . . . . 
. .. . 

· . 1 [SKIP TO Q27] 
• • 2 

9 

(68) 

(69) 
(70) 
(71 ) 
(72 ) 
(73 ) 
(74 ) 
(75) 
(76) 
(77) 
(78) 

(79) 

• Q26. Were you offered treatment on the scene but refused? 

• 

YES 
.NO 

. . . . . . 
· . . . · . 1 

• • 2 

Q27. Were you taken to the hospital for treatment and/or for 
admission? 

(80) 

YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED. 
YES, ADMITTED. . . . . .. 

· . 1 [ SKI P TO Q 29 ] ( 81 ) 
• • • t9 • • 2 

NO • . • • • . • • • • . . · . . . · . 3 [SKIP TO Q29] 

Q28. How many days did you spend in the hospital? 

DAYS (82-83) 

Q29. During that incident did he hit, slap, or try to hurt ... 
(IF "NO" TO ALL FOUR, PRESS ENTER/RETURN TO SKIP TO NEXT 
QUESTION. ) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

Your child or his child? . . 
Your parent or his parent? . 
Your friend or his friend? . 
Another family member? . . . 

.., 

· . 1 [SKIP TO Q31J 
· . 2 [SKIP TO Q31] 
· . 3 [SKIP TO Q31] 
• • 4 

IF NO TO ALL ITEMS IN Q29, SKIP TO Q3l 

4 

(84) 
(85 ) 
(86) 
(87) 



Q30. IF HE HIT, SLAPPED, OR TRIED TO HURT ANOTHER FAMILY 
What is the relationship of that person to you? 

a. Grandparent . . · · · · 1 
b. Brother/Sister. . · · · 2 
c. Uncle/Aunt · · · 3 
d. Nephew/Niece · · · · · · . 4 
e. Cousin . . . . . . . · · · · · 5 
f. Brother-in-law/Sister-in-law. · . 6 

MEMBER, ASK: • (88) 

Q31. How about property damage? Did he break or destroy something 
around the house during the fight? 

YES 
NO . . . 

· 1 
· 2 

(89) 

REFUSED. . · 9 

Q32. How about threats? During the fight, did he threaten to ... 

a. Physically harm you? . ......... 01 
b. Physically harm your child or his child? . . 02 
c. Physically harm your parent or his parent? . 03 
d. Physically harm your friend or his friend? . 04 
e. Damage property around the house? .. . 05 
f. Take one or more of the children away? . 06 
g. Injure or kill the household pet? ••... 07 
h. Embarrass or humiliate you? .. . ... os 
i. Kill himseif?. . ........... 09 
j . Kill you? . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 

Q33. When the police came did they arrest your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend) and take him away to the station? 

(90-91) 
(92-93) 
(94-95) 
(96-97) 
(9S-99) 
(100-101) 
(102-103) 
(104-105_ 
(106-10" 
(10S-109) 

YES. . 
NO . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . " . . . . . " . . 
(110) 

. 1 (GO TO Q34, SEC. 1) 

. 2 (GO TO QSO, SEC. 2) 

(THE NEXT TWO SECTIONS CORRESPOND TO THE TWO DISPOSITIONS SPECIFIED 
ABOVE. ASK ONLY THE QUESTIONS IN THE SECTION CORRESPONDING TO THE 
DISPOSITION RECEIVED.) 
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SECTION 1 

OK,. now I'd like to ask you a few more questions about what happened 
and how you felt about the way the police handled the case that 
(day/night) . 

ARREST: "Police Arrested Spouse" 

Q34. How many officers came into the (house/apartment)? 

One . . . . . . 1 
Two • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Three . . . . . . . . . . . 3 
Four. . . " . . . . . . . . 4 

( Ill) 

Q34a. Did they speak to you in English or Spanish? 

Q35. 

English • • . . . 
Spanish . • . . • . 

. . . . 
• e • • • 

. . . 1 
• • • 2 

(112) 

Now, I am going to read a list of some of the things that the 
police sometimes do when they respond to calls for service. For 
each one please tell me whether the police did' that when they 
arrived on (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL INCIDENT) and whether they gave 
you any written materials. Did they 

a. Talk to both of you together? • . . .. . 1 
b. Talk to you by yourself? • . . • • . . . • . 1 
c. Talk to your spouse alone without you? ... 1 
d. Calm things down? • . • • . . . .. ... 1 
e. Provide advice on how to get along? . . . . . 1 
f. Talk to you about your legal rights •.... 1 
g. Recommend that you go to a private attorney 

for legal assistance? • ..•. ... 1 
h. Tell you about shelters and support 

groups? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ 1 
i. Recommend contacting or help you contact 

any shelter or support group? . • . .. . 1 
j. Recommend or refer you to family 

counseling? . . • . • . • • . . . . • .. 1 
k. Transport you to a hospital or shelter? . 1 
1. Refer you to legal services? ..•..... 1 
m. Refer you to a witness/advocacy program? .. 1 
n. Explain your legal rights and remedies. . .. 1 
o. Give you an information sheet about 

your legal rights and what you could 
do or who you could contact to get 
help for the problems you were having? .. 1 

p. Refer you to Domestic Intervention Program? . 1 
q. Refer you to Health and Rehabilitation Service~ 

(H.R.S.) with regard to child or elder 
abuse? . . . . . . . . . . . . . e • • • • • 1 

6 

2. 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 

2. 

2 

2 
2 
2 

·2 
2 

2 
2 

2 

(113) 
(114) 
(115) 
(116) 
(117) 
(118) 

(119) 

(120 ) 

( 121) 

(122) 
(123) 
(124 ) 
(125) 
(126 ) 

(127) 
(128) 

(129) 
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Q36. Did the police refer you to a specific support service or 
shelter? 

YES 
NO 

• 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q38J 

Q37. Which one did they refer you to? (DON'T READ LIST) 

A. SAFES PACE . . . . .. ....... 1 
B. DOMESTIC ABUSE SHELTERS, INC ..... 2 
C. WOMEN IN DISTRESS. . .. . .... 3 
D. YWCA DOMESTIC ASSAULT SHELTER. . . . . 4 
E. DON'T REMEMBER . . . . . . . . • . .. 8 

(130) 

( 131) 

Q38. Did the police try to get you to work out a solution to your 
problem? 

YES 
NO 

Q39. Did you reach a solution to your problem? 

YES 
NO 

1 
2 [SKIP TO Q40] 

· 1 
• 2 

(132) 

(133) 

Q40. While the police were here did you leave the (house/apartment)? 

YES 
NO 

· 1 
• 2 

Q4,l. Did your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) leave the 
(house/apartment) while the police were here? 

YES 
NO· 

· 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q43] 

(134) 

(135) 

Q42. Why did he leave the (house/apartment)? Did he leave because ... 
(CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. Police ordered him? · · · · . · 1 
b. He needed medical care? . · · 2 .. 

c. He had a place to go? . . · · 3 
d. He just wanted to? · · · · 4 
e. Other reasons? · · · · · · 5 
f. DON'T KNOW. . . · .. · · . . · · 8 

Q43. Did you see the police put handcuffs on your (spouse/ex­
spouse)? 

YES 
NO 

7 

· .. . 1 
• • • • • • • • 2 

( 136) 
(137) 
(138) 
(139) 
( 140) 

( 141) 

~ 



• 

• 

• 

Q44. Did you want the police to arrest your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend)? 

YES 
NO 

. . . . . . . . 1 
· . . . . . . . . 2 [SKIP TO Q46] 

Q45. Did you ask the police to arrest him? 

YES 
NO 

e e • • 1 
• • • • 2 

Q46. About how long did the police spend here? 

(142) 

(143) 

MINUTES (144-145) 

Q47. How carefully did the officer(s) listen to your side of what 
happened? Would you say they listened .•. 

Very carefully,. • . . . • • . . . • • 4, ( 146) 
Somewhat carefully,. • 3 
Not very carefully, or • . ..•. 2 
Not at all carefully? . • •. .. 1 

Q48. How about your (spouse's/ex-spouse's) side of what happened? 
Would you say the officer(s) listened •.. 

Very carefully, ..•.•. 
Somewhat carefully, ..• 
Not very carefully, or •. 
Not at all carefully? •. 

· 4 
3 
2 

· 1 

(J.47) 

Q49. How seriously did the officer(s) take your particular situation? 
Would you say they took it ... 

Very seriously, .•.•.... 
Somewhat seriously, ....•. 
Not very seriously, or ..•• 
Not at all seriously? · . . 

4 (148) 
• 3 
· 2 
· 1 

Q50. In your opinion, did the officer(s) seem like they really wanted 
to help? 

YES • • • • • • • • • · 1 
NO ••••••••• • 2 
DON'T KNOW . . • • • 8 

Q51. In general, how satisfied were you with the way the police 
handled the situation? Would you say you were 

Very satisfied, . . 0 · · · · 4 
Somewhat satisfied, · . . · · · · 3 
Somewhat dissatisfied, or · · · · 2 
Very dissatisfied? . · · · · · 1 

8 

(149) 

(150 ) 
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Q52. What, if anything, would you have liked the police to do 
differently in handling your case? PROBE: "What else would ycu 
have liked them to do?" (DON'T READ LIST, CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

A. TALK TO VICTIM AT GREATER LENGTH · · · 1 (151) 
B. TALK TO YOUR SUSPECT AT GREATER LENGTH 2 (152) 
C. MAKE SUSPECT LEAVE (KICK HIM OUT) UNTIL 

HE STRAIGHTENED OUT. · · · · · · · · · 3 (153) 
D. MAKE HIM LEAVE FOR GOOD. · · · · · · · 4 (154) 
E. BE MORE OBJECTIVE AND NOT TREAT MY (155) 

PROBLEM SO LIGHTLY · · · · · · · 5 
F. ' ADVISE HIM TO SEEK HELP. · · · · · 6 (156 ) 
G. SOMETHING ELSE · · · · · · · · · · · · 7 (157) 
H. NOTHING. . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · 8 (158) 

Q53. Did your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) threaten you in any way as 
he was being arrested? I 

YES 
NO 

• • · . • . . . . 1 (159) 
• • • • • • • 2 

Q54. After the police left with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend), 
how safe did you feel you would be from him physically hurting 
you? Would you say ... 

Very safe, . · · · · · · · · · 4 (160) 
Somewhat safe, · · · · · · · · · · · · 3 
Somewhat unsafe, or · · · · · 2 
Very unsafe? · · " · · · · · · · · 1 
NOT SURE (DON'T KNOW) · · · · · · · · 8 

Q55. What did you do after the police left? (DON'T READ LIST. PROBE: 
"What else did you do?" CIRCLE ALL MENTIONED) 

A. WENT TO FRIENDS, RELATIVES, HOTEL · 1 ( 161) 
B. WENT TO SHELTER FOR BATTERED WOMEN. 2 (162) 
C. WENT TO BAIL SPOUSE OUT · · · · 3 (163) 
D. WENT TO EMERGENCY ROOM. e · · · 4 (164) 
D. CALLED RELATIVE, FRIEND · · · · · · 5 [SKIP TO Q58] (165) 
E. CRIED A LOT · · · · · · · · · · 6 [SKIP TO Q58] (166 ) 
F. DID NOTHING (STAYED AT HOME). · 7 [SKIP TO Q58] (167) 
G. DID SOMETHING ELSE. · · · · · · 8 [SKIP TO Q58] (168) 

Q56. How soon after the police left did you leave home?' (RECORD IN 
MINUTES)" (IF RESPONDENT DID NOT LEAVE HOME ENTER/CIRCLE 00 11 .) 

Q57. 

MINUTES 
DID NOT LEAVE HOME 00 [SKIP TO Q58] 

(169-170) 

How long did you stay away from your home? (RECORD ANSWER IN 
DAYS) 

__________ HOURS 1 
DAYS 2 

9 

(171-173) 
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Q58. Was your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) able to make bailor did 
he go to jail? 

Made bail . . . . 
Went to jail . . . . . . . 
DON I T KNOW . . . . . . . . 

· . . . 1 
2 [SKIP TO Q60] 

· . . . .. 8 [SKIP TO Q60] 

(174) 

Q59. Was he able to make bail on his own or did you post (get) the 
bond for him? 

Made Own Bail .•.. 
Victim Posted Bond . 
DON'T KNOW •..•. 

· 1 [SKIP TO Q61] (175) 
· . . 2 [SKIP TO Q61] 

· 8 [SKIP TO Q61] 

Q60. How long did he spend in jail? Days (176-177) 

Q61. How long was it before your (spouse/former spouse) returned 
after the police arrested him? (RECORD ANSWER IN HOURS OR DAYS 
IF HE HAS NOT RETURNED, RECORD "0" AND SKIP TO Q63) 

-.-",.-__ ---=1 HOURS 
____ =-2 DAYS 
______ =3 NOT RETURNED [SKIP TO Q63] 

(178) 
(179) 
(180) 

Q62. What happened when he returned home? Did he ... (CIRCLE ALL 
THAT APPLY) 

a. start the argument again? · · · · · · 1 ( 181) 
b .. Hit you, slap you or try to 

hurt you in any way? · · · · · · 2 (182) 
c. Hit, slap or try to hurt any 

other family member? · · · · · · · · 3 (183) 
d. Damage any property? . · · · · · · · · 4 (184) 
e. Threaten to hurt you or to 

damage any property if the cops 
were ever called again? · · · · · · 5 (185) 

f. Make up, or try to make up? · · · · · 6 ( 186) 

Q63. Now, we would like to know if the action the police took the 
other (day/night) had any effect on your relationship with your 
(spouse/former spouse) [HAND OUT RESPONSE SET AJ. Look at the 
responses and choose the number for each set of words that you 
think best describes how the action the police took made you 
feel about your relationship. For example, if what they did 
made you feel somewhat BOLD you would select number 3. If it 
made you feel VERY BOLD you would select number 1. 

EXAMPLE: BOLD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 SCARED 

10 
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From the sets of words on Response Set A please select the numbers 
that best represent how the action the police took made you' feel about 
your position in your relationship with your (spouse, former spouse). 
[PROBE: IIDid it make you feel more powerful or more helpless?"] 

a. POWERFUL 1· 2 3 4 5 6 7 HELPLESS (187) 
b. IN CONTROL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 OUT OF CONTROL (188) 
c. BRAVE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 AFRAID (189) 
d. STRONG 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 WEAK (190) 
e. ENCOURAGED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 DISCOURAGED ( 191) 
f. DETERMINED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 HESITANT (192) 

Q64. After the police officer's report, did a detective from the Safe 
Street Unit contact you either in person or by telephone to talk 
about the problem you had with your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend)? 

YES. .•..... • 1 (193) 
YES, BUT REFUSED . • . . . . > • · 2 [SKIP TO Q122] 
NO • • • · 3 [SKIP TO Q122] 

Q65. About how many days after the police came to your house did the 
detective first contact you? 

DAYS 

Q65a. Did the detective speak to you in English or Spanish? 

English. . . . • . . 
Spanish. . . . . . 

. . . . . 1 
• • • 2 

(194-195) 

( 196) 

Q66. Did the detective from the Safe Street unit first contact you 
in-person or by telephone? 

IN-PERSON . . .. ..... . 3 
TELEPHONE ONLY . . . • . . . . . .'. . 2 
TELEPHONE FOLLOWED BY IN-PERSON . 1 

Q67. What information and assi.stance did the detective from 
Street unit give you to help you deal with the problem 
having? Did (he/she) give you information about ... 

a. State attorney's office? ...•... 1 
b. Safespace? . . . . . . . . . • . . . 2 
c. Health rehabilitation se~rices? ... 3 
d. Domestic intervention program? .'. . . 4 
e. Advocates for victims program. . . . . 5 
f. Injunction for protection? ...... 6 
g. Homestead family support center. . . . 7 
h. Other . 8 

(SPECIFY) 

11 
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(197) 

the Safe 
you were 

(198) 
(199) 
( 200) 
( 201) 
(202) 
(203) 
(204) 
(205) 
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Q68. Did the detective personally make an appointment for you to go 
to the state Attorney's Office or any of the other agencies that 
were recommended to you for help? 

YES 
NO 

· 1 
· 2 

(206 ) 

Q69. Did the detective inquire as to your ability to follow through 
with the recommendations (he/she) discussed with you? 

YES 
NO 

· . 1 
• • 2 

(207 ) 

Q70. Did the detective offer any assistance such as transportation or 
child care to enable you to contact any of the agencies (he/she) 
recommend to you? 

YES 
NO . . · . . · 1 (208 ) 

· 2 

Q71. Did you contact any of the agencies that were recommended to you 
by the detective? 

YES 
NO . . . . . . · . . . . . . 1 (209) 

· ....•. 2 [SKIP TO Q73] 

Q72. Which 'of the agencies did you contact for help? (DON'T READ 
LIST, PRo;.:)E: "Which other agency did you contact?" CIRCLE ALL 
THAT A,PPLY) 

A. STATE ATTORNEY'S OFFICE? · · · · · · · 1 (210 ) 
B. SAFES PACE? . . . . · · · · · · · · · · 2 ( 211) 
C. HEALTH AND REHABILATATIVE SERVICF!S? · 3 (212 ) 
D. DOMESTIC INTERVENTION PROGRAM? · · 4 [SKIP TO Q74] (213 ) 
E. ADVOCATES FOR VICTIMS PROGRAM? · · · · 5 (214 ) 
F. HUMAN RESOURCES SERVICES? · · · · . 6 ( 215) 
G. HOMESTEAD FAMILY SUPPORT CENTER. · · · 7 ( 216) 
H. DON'T REMEMBER . . · · · · · · · · 8 

Q73. Why didn't you contact any of the agencies for help? (DON'T 
READ LIST. PROBE: "Why else didn't you contact them?" CIRCLE 
ALL MENTION) • 

A. LACK OF TRANSPORTATION · · · · · · 1 ( 217) 
B. LACK OF CHILD CARE · · · · · · 2 (218 ) 
C. AGENCIES TOO FAR AWAY. · · · · 3 (219 ) 
D. NO MONEY FOR EXPENSES. · · 4 (220) 
E. PROCESS TAKES TOO MUCH TIME. · · · · · 5 ( 221) 
F. AGENCIES NOT TOO HELPFUL · · · · · · · 6 (222) 
G. WE WORKED THINGS OUT · · · · · · · · · 7 (223 ) 
S. OTHER · 8 (224) 

'" 
(SPECIFY) 
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Q74. Did the detective give you a business card with (his/h~r) name 
and telephone number on it? 

YES 
NO 

• • • • • Iiio • • • • 

(225) 
. . . 1 
• • • 2 

Q75. About how long did (he/she) spend in talking to you about the 
problems you had with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend)? 

MINUTES (226-227) 

Q76. How helpful was the information and assistance (he/she) gave you 
in helping you deal with the problem? Would you say ... 

Very helpful, .. 
Somewhat helpful, 
Not very helpful, or .. 
Not at all helpful? •• 

• • • • • • 4 
• • • • • • 3 

• • • • • 2 
· . . . . 1 

(228 ) 

Q77. As a result of the visit by the detective from Safe Street do 
you feel better able or less able to cope with the problems you 
have had with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend)? 

BETTER ABLE • 
LESS ABLE .• 
NO CHANGE •. 
DON'T KNOW •. 

• • 3 
• • • • • • • 2 

· . . . 1 
• $ •• 8 

(229 ) 

Q78. In your op1n10n, how interested was the detective in the 
problems you had with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend)? Would 
you say (he/she) was •.. 

Very interested,. . . • . •. .• 4 
Somewhat interested,. . . . •. • 3 
Somewhat not interested, or . . . . . 2 
Not at all interested? ...•..• 1 

(23 0) 

Q79. If someone you know was having similar problems like you have 
had with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend), would you recommend 
that she contact the Safe Street unit for assistance? 

( 231) 
YES . . . . . . · · · · · · · · · · · 1 [SKIP TO Q122] 
NO . . . . · · · · · · · · · · · 2 [SKIP TO Q122] 
DON'T KNOW. . . · · · · · · · · · · · 8 [SKIP TO Q122] 

13 
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SECTION 2 

OK, now I'd like to ask you a few more questions about what happened 
and how you felt about the way the police handled the case that 
(day/night) . 

"LEAVE": Police Talked to Both victim and Spouse and" Left 

Q80. How many officers came into the (house/apartment)? 

ONE .• .•••••. . . 1 
TWO • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • 2 
THREE ...... . .. 3 
FOUR. ........• . 4 

Q80a. Did they speak to you in English or Spanish? 

English • 
Spanish • 
Both 

· ... ..... . 
• • • • • • • e ••• · . . . . . . . . . . . . 

· I 
• 2 
• 3 

(232) 

(233) 

Q81. Now, I am going to read a list of some of the things that the 
police sometimes do when they respond to calls for service. For 
each one please tell me whether the police did that when they 
arrived on (DATE OF EXPERIM!mTAL INCIDENT) and whether they gave 
you any written materials. Did they... " 

a. Talk to both of you together? . . . . . . . . "I 
b. Talk to you by yourself? • . • . • .. . "I 
c. Talk to your spouse alone without you? ... 1 
d. Calm things down? . . • . . . • . . .. . 1 
e. Provide advice on how to get along? . . . . . I" 
f. Talk to you about your legal rights ..... 1 
g. Recommend that you go to a private attorney 

for legal assistance? • . •.• " .•... 1 
h. Tell you about shelters and support 

groups? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
i. Recommend contacting or help you contact 

any shelter or support group? . . . . . • . . 1 
j. Recommend or refer you to family 

counseling? . . • . . . • . . . • . . .. 1 
k. Transport you to a hospital or shelter? . . . 1 
1. Refer you to legal services? ........ 1 
m. Refer you to a witness/advocacy program? 1 
n. Explain your legal rights and remedies.. I 
o. Give you an information sheet about 

your legal rights and what you could 
do or who you could contact to get 
help for the problems you were having? .. 1 

p. Refer you to Domestic Intervention Program? . 1 
q. Refer you to Health and Rehabilitation Services 

(H.R.S.) with regard to child or elder 
abuse? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

14 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 

2 

(234 ) 
(235 ) 
(236) 
(237) 
(238) 
(239 ) 

(240) 

(241) 

(242 ) 

(243) 
(244) 
(245) 
(246) 
(247) 

(248) 
(249) 

(250 ) 
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Q82. When the police first carne here did they refer you to a specifiG 
support. service or shelter? 

YES 
NO 

Q83. Which one did they refer you to? 

· 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q84] 

a. SAFES PACE . . . . . . .. . .. 1 
b. DOMESTIC ABUSE SHELTERS, INC ..... 2 
c. WOMEN IN DISTRESS. . . . . .. .. 3 
d. YWCA DOMESTIC ASSAULT SHELTER. .. 4 

(251) 

(252 ) 

Q84. Did the police try to get you to work out a solution to your 
difficulties? 

YES 
NO 

. . . 1 . . . . . 2 [SKIP TO Q86] 

Q85. Did you reach a solution to your immediate problem? 

YES 
NO 

1 
2 

Q86. Did you want the police to arrest him? 

YES 
NO 

· . . 1 
• •• 2 [SKIP TO Q88] 

Q87. Did you ask the police to arrest your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend)? 

YES 
NO . . . " . . . . 1 

• • • 2 

(253) 

(254 ) 

(255) 

(256) 

Q88. Did the police put handcuffs on anyone at anytime during the 
incident? 

YES 
NO 

· . . 1 
• • • 2 [SKIP TO Q90j 

Q89. Who did the police put handcuffs on? (RECORD FOR EACH 
MENTIONED) 

vict.im . . 
Suspect. . 
Other 

(SPECIFY) 

• • a 1 
2 

• 3 

(257) 

(258 ) 
(259) 
(260 ) 

Q90. While the police were here did you leave the (house/apartment)? 

YES 
NO 

15 
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Q91. Did your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) leave the 
(house/apartment) while the police were there? 

YES 
NO 

· . 1 
· . 2 [SKIP TO Q93] 

(262 ) 

Q92. Why did he leave the (house/apart'ment)? Did he leave because ... 
(CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. The police ordered him? . · 1 (263 ) 
b. He needed medical care? 2 (264 ) 
c. He had a place to go? · · · · · 3 (265 ) 
d. He just wanted to? · · . . · · · · 4 (266 ) 
e. Other rep,sons? . . · · · · · · 5 (267 ) 
f. DON'T KNOW. . . · . · · · · 8 

Q93. About how long did the police spend here? 
MINUTES (268-269) 

Q94. How carefully did the officer(s) listen to your side of the 
story? Would you say (he/she) listened ..• 

Very carefully, ...•. 
Somewhat carefully, .. 
Not very carefully, or .•.. 
Not at all carefully? •••. 

· 4 
• 3 
· 2 
· 1 

(270 ) 

Q95. How about your (spouse's/ex-spouse's) side of the story? Would 
you say the officer(s) listened ... 

Very carefully, •.•. 
Somewhat carefully, •• 

• • • • 4 

Not very carefully, or •..•• 
Not at all carefully? •.. 

• • 3 
· 2 
· 1 

( 271) 

Q96. How seriously did the officer(s) take your particular situation? 
Would you say (he/she) took it •.. 

Very seriously, •...••.• 
Somewhat seriously, .•.•.. 
Not very seriously, or .•.. 
Not at all seriously? .... 

4 
• • 3 

• • • • 2 
· . . . 1 

(272) 

Q97. In your opinion, did the officer(s) seem like they really wanted 
to help? 

YES 
NO 

· 1 
• 2 

Q98. In general, how satisfied were you with the way the police 
handled the situation? Would you say you were ... 

Very satisfied, .. . 
Somewhat satisfied, .. . 
Somewhat dissatisfied, or 
Very dissatisfied? . . . . . . 

16 

eo. • 4 
• • • • 3 
• • " • 2 
· . . . 1 

(273) 

(274 ) 
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Q99. have liked the police to do What, if anything, would you 
differently in handling your 
THAT ARE MENTIONED.) PROBE: 
them to do?) 

case? (DON'T READ LIST, CHECK ALL 
"What else would you have lik.ed 

a. TALK TO VICTIM AT GREATER LENGTH . . . 1 
b. TALK TO SUSPECT AT GREATER LENGTH. . . 2 
c . MAKE HIM LEAVE (KI CK HII1 OUT) 

UNTIL HE STRAIGHTENED OUT. . .. . 3 
d. MAKE SUSPECT LEAVE FOR GOOD. .. . 4 
e. BE MORE OBJECTIVE AND NOT TREAT 

MY PROBLEM SO LIGHTLY.. . ... 5 
f. ARREST THE SUSPECT .......... 6 
g. ADVISE HIM TO SEEK HELP. . . . . . . . 7 
h. SOMETHING ELSE . . . . .. .... 8 
i. NOTHING. . . . . . . . .. . ... 9 

QIOO. What happened after the police left? Did your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend) •.. 

a. Become more angry than before? . . 1 
b. Threaten to hurt you or to damage 

any property if the cops were 
ever called again? .• .•.•• 2 

c. Damage any property? .. •.... 3 
d. Hit, ~lap or try to hurt any other 

family member? . . . .. ..•. 4 
e. Seem sorry? . • . . . .. . .•. 5 
f. Make up'or try to make up? .... 6 
g. Leave the house/apartment? .••. 7 
h. Do something else? • . . . 8 
i. Don't Know • . . • • . .. .... 9 

(275) 
(276) 

(277) 
(278) 

(279 ) 
(280) 
( 281) 
(282) 
(283) 

(284) 

(285) 
(286) 

(287) 
(288) 
(289 ) 
(290) 
( 291) 

QIOI. After the police left, how safe did you feel you would be frcln 
your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) physically hurting you? Would 
you say you felt ..• 

Very safe, . . . . . . 
Somewhat safe,. ••. 
Somewhat unsafe, or . . . 
Very unsafe? . • . . . . . . . 
NOT SURE (DON'T KNOW) 

· 4 
• • 3 

~ . . . . ~ 
· 1 
• 8 

QI02. ~hat did you do after the police left? (DON'T READ LIST. 
PROBE: "What else did you do?" CIRCLE ALL MENTIONED) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 

WENT TO FRIENDS, RELATIVES, HOTEL, .. 1 
WENT TO SHELTER FOR BATTERED WOMEN, •. 2 
WENT TO STATION TO BAIL HIM ou'r.. 3 
WENT TO THE EMERGENCY ROOM . . • • . . 4 
CALLED RELATIVE, FRIEND ........ 5[SKIP TO Q105J 
CRIED A LOT .•.....•...... 6[SKIP TO Q105J 
DID NOTHING (STAYED AT HOME) ..... 7[SKIP TO QI05J 
DID SOMETHING ELSE .......... 8[SKIP TO QI05J 
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(292) 

(293) 
(294) 
(295) 
(296) 
(297 ) 
(298 ) 
(299 ) 
(300 ) 



• 

• 

• 

QI03. How soon after the police left did you leave home? (RECORD 
ANSWER IN HOURS) 

__________ HOURS 
DID NOT LEAVE HOME • 00 [SKIP TO QI05] 

(301-302) 

QI04. How long did you stay away from your home? (RECORD ANSWER IN 
HOURS OR DAYS) 

___ -=1 HOURS 
___ -=2 DAYS 

(303-305) 

QI05. Now, we would like to know if the action the police took the 
other (day/night) had any effect on your relationship with your 
(spcuse/former spouse) [HAND OUT RESPONSE SET A]. Look at the 
responses and choose the number for each set of words that you 
think best describes how the action the police took made you 
feel about your relationship. For example, if what they did 
made you feel somewhat BOLD you would select number 3. If it 
made you feel VERY BOLD you would select number 1. 

EXAMPLE: BOLD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 SCARED 

From the sets of words on Response Set A please select the 
numbers that best represent how the action the police took made 
you feel about your position in your relationship with your 
(spouse/former spouse). [PROBE: "Did it make you feel more 
powerful or more helpless?"] 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 

POWERFUL 
IN CONTROL 
BRAVE 
STRONG 
ENCOURAGED 
DETERMINED 

1 .2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2· 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 

6 7 
6 7 
6 7 
6 7 
6 7 
6 7 

HELPLESS 
OUT OF CONTROL 
AFRAID 
WEAK 
DISCOURAGED 
HESITANT 

(306 ) 
(307 ) 
(308 ) 
(309 ) 
( 310) 
( 311) 

QI06. After the' police officer's report, did a detective from the Safe 
Street unit contact you either in person or by telephone to talk 
about the problem you had with your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend)? 

YES. ... .... 
YES, BUT REFUSED • • . .. 
NO • • . . • • . • 

• '1 
2 [SKIP TO Q122] 

. 3 [SKIP TO Q122J 

(312 ) 

QI07. About how many days after the police came to your house did the 
detective first contact you? 

# of Days (313-314) 
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• 

• 

QI07a. Did the detective speak to you in English or Spanish? 

English . . . . . . . . 
Spanish. . . . .. .... 
Both . . . . . . . . 

· 1 
· 2 
• 3 

(315 ) 

QI08. Did the detective from the Safe Street unit first contact you 
in-person or by telephone? 

IN-PERSON . . .. ........ 3 
TELEPHONE ONLY . • . . . . . . . . . . 2. 
TELEPHONE FOLLOWED BY IN-PERSON • 1 

QI09. What information and assistance did the detective from 
street unit give you to help you deal with the problem 
having? Did (he/she) give you information about ... 

a. state attorney's office? ..•..•• 1 
b. Safespace? . . • . • . • • . • . . . 2 
c. Health and rehabilatative services? . 3 
d. Domestic intervention program? • . 4 
e. Advocates for victims program? • • 5 
f. Injunction for protection? ....•. 6 
g. Human resources services? ...... 7 
h. Homestead family support center? . 8 
i. Other . • 9 

(SPECIFY) 

(316 ) 

the Safe 
you were 

(317 ) 
(318) 
(319) 
(320) 
( 321) 
(322) 
(323) 
(324) 

QII0. Did the detective personally make an appointment for you to go 
to the state Attorney's Office or any of the other agencies that 
were recommended to you for help? 

(325 ) 
YES. . . . .. . . . . . . 1 
NO .. • • . • . • • • • • • • 2 

Qlll. Did the detective inquire as to your ability to follow through 
with the recommendations (he/she) discussed with you? 

YES. . 
NO . 

. • 1 

• 2 

(326) 

Ql12. Did the detective offer any assistance such as transportation or 
child care to enable you to contact any of the agencies (he/she) 
recommended to you? 

YES. 
NO . 

. . 1 
• • • • 2 

(327) 

Ql13. Did you conta.ct any of the agencies that were recommended to you 
by the detective? 

YES. . 
NO . 
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(328 ) 
· 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Ql15] 



• 

• 

• 

Q114. Which of the agencies did you contact for help? (DON'T READ 
LIST. PROBE: "Which other agency did you contact?" CIRCLE ALL 
THAT APPLY) 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
g. 

STATE ATTORNEY'S OFFICE? ..... . · 1 (329) 
SAFESPACE? . . . . . . . . . . . . • 
HEALTH AND REHABILATATIVE SERVICES? 
DOMESTIC INTERVENTION PROGRAM? . . . 
ADVOCATES FOR VICTIMS PROGRAM? . • . 
HUMAN RESOURCES SERVICES? ... 
HOMESTEAD FAMILY SUPPORT CENTER? • . 

• 2 (330) 
· 3 (331) 
· 4 [SKIP TO Ql16] (332) 
· 5 (333) 
• 6 (334) 
• 7 (335) 

DON'T KNOW . . • . • . . . . . . · 8 

Ql15. Why didn't you contact any of the agencies for help? (DON'T 
READ LIST. PROBE "Why didn't you contact them?" CIRCLE ALL 
THAT APPLY) 

a. LACK OF TRANSPORTATION . • . • . • • • 1 
b. LACK OF CHILD CARE . • • • . • . . . . 2 
c. AGENCIES TOO FAR AWAY. • . . .. • 3 
d. NO MONEY FOR EXPENSES. • . • •. . 4 
e. PROCESS TAKES TOO MUCH TIME. • . . 5 
f. DON'T BELIEVE AGENCIES CAN HELP. • 6 
g. WE WORKED THINGS OUT • . • . .. . 7 
h. OTHER . . • 8 

(SPECIFY) 

(336) 
(337) 
(338 ) 
(339 ) 
(340) 
(341) 
(342) 
(343) 

Ql16. Did the detective give you a business card with (his/her) name 
and telephone number on it? 

YES .•.• 
NO . • . . 

• • • • • iii _ • 0 

. . . . . . . . . · . . 1 
• • • 2 

(344) 

Q117. About how long did (he/she) spend in talking to you about the 
problems you had with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend)? 

MINUTES (345-346) 

Ql18. How helpful was the information and assistahce (he/she) gave you 
in helping you deal with the problem? Would you say .•• 

• Very helpful, •.••••... . 4 
Somewhat helpful, ........•. 3 
Not very helpful, or . . • . . 2 
Not at all helpful? ......... 1 

(34 7 ~ 

Ql19. As a result of the visit by the detective from Safe Street do 
you feel better or less able to cope with the problems you have 
had with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend)? 

Better able .• 
Less able. 
No change. . 
DON'T KNOW 
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• • • 3 
• • • • 2 

· 1 
• 8 

(348) 



• 

• 

• 

Q120. In your opinion, how interested was the detective in the 
problems you had with your (spousejex-spousejboyfriend)? Would 
you say (hejshe) was ... 

(349 ) 
Very interested, . . . . · 4 
Somewhat interested, . . . . . . . 
Somewhat not interested, or. 

• • 3 

· 2 
Not at all interested? ... · . . 1 
DON'T KNOW . . • . . . . • • • 8 

Q121. If someone you know was having similar problems like you have 
had with your (spousejex-spousejboyfriend), would you recommend 
that she contact the Safe Street unit for assistance? 

(350 ) 
YES • • • • • • • • • • • · 1 
NO •••.•••.•. 0 • • 2 
DON'T KNOW . . •. • • • 8 

Q122. Now, I would like to ask you a few questions about the time 
since the police came here on (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL INCIDENT) . 
I am going to ask about any other times when your (spousejex­
spousejboyfriend) hit, slapped, or tried to hurt you in any way, 
or damaged any of your property. Since (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL 
INCIDENT), has your (spousejex-spousejboyfriend) hit you, 
slapped you, or tried to hurt you in any way? 

( 351) 
YES. . . . • . 1 
NO • . • • • • • · . 2 [SKIP TO Q124] 

Q123. About how many times has he hit, slapped, or tried to hurt you 
in any way? 

# of Times (352-353) 

Q124. Since that time, has he hit, slapped, or tried to hurt any other 
member of your family? 

YES 
NO 

Q125. How many times has he done that? 

(354 ) 
• 0 • 1 
· •. 2 [SKIP TO Q126] 

# of Times (355-356) 

Q126. What about threats? Since that time, has he threatened to 
damage any property or to hurt you or any member of the family? 

YES 
NO • e _ • • • • • • 

Q127. How many times has he done that? 

21 

. . .. 1 (357) 

. . •. 2 [SKIP TO Q128] 

# of Times (358-359) 



• 

• 

• 

Q128. since that time, has your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) damaged 
any property? 

(360 ) 
. . . . 1 YES 

NO . . 2 [SKIP TO BOX A] 

Q129. How many times has he done that? 

# of Times 

INTERVIEWER BOX A 

CHECK QUESTIONS 122, 124, 126, 128 and ANSWER. 

Did the respondent answer "Yes" to more than one of 
the questions? 

YES. . . • . .•... 1 [ASK Q130] 
NO • • • • • . . . 2 [SKIP TO BOX B] 

(361-362) 

(363 ) 

Q130. Did these things we just talked about happen all at the same 
time or at different times? 

(364 ) 
Same time. . • . . 
Different times .. 

. •... ,1 "[SKIP TO BOX B] 
• • • • • • 2. 

Q131. How many different or separate incidents we're there? 

# of Times 

INTERVIEWER BOX B 

CHECK QUESTION 122 and ANSWER. 

Did the respondent say her spouse or ex-spouse had 
hit, slapped or tried to hurt her in any way? 

YES. . 
NO . 

. 1 [ASK Q132] 
. . . 2 [SKIP TO BOX C] 

(365-366) 

(367) 

Q132. You mentioned that your (spousejex-spouse/boyfriend) hit, 
slapped or tried to hurt you in some way. When was the first 
time he did that? 

_________________________ DATE (368-373) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 
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• 
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Q133. Did you have any aches, pains, scratches or any other injury as 
a result of the incident? 

(374 ) 
YES · . . 1 
NO 
REFUSED 

· . . 2 [SKIP TO BOX C] 
. . 9 [SKIP TO BOX C] 

Q134. What kind of pain or injury did you have? Did you have ... 
(CIRCL'Z ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? · · · 1 
b. Internal injuries? · · · · · · · · · · · 2 
c. Gunshot wound? . · · · · · · · · · · · · 3 
d. Knife wound? . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 4 
e. Eye or teeth injury? · · · · · · · · 5 
f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? · · 6 
g. Concussion/bump on head? · · · · · · 7 
h. Serious cuts, bruses or burns? · · · 8 
i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? · · · 9 
j . Aches and pains? · · · · · · · · · .10 

Q135. Now, I would like to know if you received any medical 
treatment for the pain or injuries you received during the 
incident. Were you given medical treatment on the scene? 

(375 ) 
(376 ) 
(377) 
(378) 
(379 ) 
(380) 
(381) 
(382) 
(383) 
(384) 

YES 
NO 

(384) 
· .. 1 [SKIP TO Q137] 

• • • • • 2 

Q136. Were you offered treatment on the scene but refused it? 

YES 
NO 

. . . . . . 1 
• 2 

(385 ) 

Q137. Were you taken to the hospital for treatment and/or an overnight 
stay? 

(386) 
YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED .•..•• 
YES, ADMITTED .......•• 

· . . 1 [SKIP TO BOX C] . 
• • 2 [AS K Q 13 8 ] 

NO • • • • • • • • •• ••• • .• 3 [SKIP. TO BOX C] 

Q138. How many days did you spend in the hospital? 

# of Days 

INTERVIEWER BOX C 

CHECK QUESTION 124 and ANSWER. 

Did the respondent say that the spouse or ex-spouse 
had hit, slapped or tried to hurt any other member 
of the family? 

YES. . 
NO . . 
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1 [ASK Q139] 
2 [SKIP TO BOX DJ 

(387-388) 

(389 ) 



• 

• 

• 

Q139. You said that since the time the police came here your 
(spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) hit, slapped, or tried to hurt a 

member of your family. When was the first time he did that? 

DATE (390-391) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q140. Who did he hit, slap or try to hurt? Was it ... 

a. Your child or his child? · . · . . · 1 [SKIP TO Q142] (392) 
b. Your parent or his parent? . · . . · 2 [SKIP TO Q142] (393 ) 
c. Your friend or his friend? · 3 [SKIP TO Q142] (394 ) 
d. Another family member? 4 ( 395) 

(SPECIFY) 

Q141. IF ANOTHER FAMILY MEMBER: "What is the relationship of that 
person to you? 

(396) 
a. Grandparent............ 1 
b. Brother/Sister........... 2 
c. Uncle/Aunt . • . . •• . . 3 
d. Nephew/Niece • • • . . .. • • 4 
.e. Cousin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 
f. Brother-in-law/Sister-in-law •••• 6 

.Q142. NOW, tell me, did any of the family members complain of pains, 
aches or any injury as a result of the incident? 

(397 ) 
YES · . 1 
NO ... 
REFUSED. 

. 2 [SKIP TO BOX D] 
• . 9 [SKIP TO BOX D] 

Q143. What kind of pain or injury did the family member receive? As a 
result of the incident? Did they have... (CIRCLE ALL THAT 
APPLY) 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? 
b. Internal injuries? · · · · · · c. Gunshot wound? . · · · · · · · · d. Knife wound? . . · · · · · · · · e. Eye or teeth injury? · · · · · · f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? 
g. concussion/bump on head? · · · · h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns? 
i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? 
j . Aches and pains? · · · · · · · · 

e 

· · · 
~ 

· · · · · 
· · · 

· 1 

· 2 

· 3 

· 4 

· 5 

· 6 

· 7 

· 8 

· 9 
.10 

(398) 
(399) 
(400 ) 
( 401) 
(402 ) 
(403) 
(404 ) 
( 405) 
( 406) 
(407 ) 

Q144. Was (any family member) given medical treatment at the scene? 

YES . .. .•. 
NO ••..•••••. 
DON'T KNOW ..... 
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· .. .. 1 
• • • • • • • 2 

• • • • • 8 

(408 ) 
[SKIP TO Q146] 



• 

• 

• 

Q145. Was the family member offered treatment on the scene but refused 
it? 

YES 
NO . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(409) 
· 1 
· 2 

Qi46. Was (he/she) taken to the hospital for treatment and/or an 
overnight stay? 

YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED ..... 
YES, ADMITTED .....•. 
NO • • • . . . . . . . 
DON'T KNOW . . . . .... 

(410 ) 
1 [SKIP TO BOX D] 

· ... 2 [ASK Q147] 
· . . . 3 [SKIP TO BOX D] 
· . . . 8 [SKIP TO BOX DJ 

Q147. How many days did (he/she) spend in the hospital? 

# of Days (411-412) 

INTERVIEWER BOX D 

CHECK QUESTION 126 and ANSWER. 

Did the respondent say that the spouse or ex-spouse 
had threatened to damage any property or hurt her 
or any member of the family? 

YES. . . • . 
NO • • • • • 

..•. 1 [ASK Q148] 

. . . • 2 [SKIP TO BOX EJ 

(413) 

Q148. You said that your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) threat~ned to 
damage your property or hurt you or a member of the family. 
When was the first time he threatened you? 

DATE (414-419) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q149. Now, tell me, did he threaten to ... 

a. Physically harm you? · · · · · · · · · · · · 01 (420-421) 
b. Physically harm your child or his child? · · 02 (422-423) 
c. Physically harm your parent or his parent? · 03 (424-425) 
d. Physically harm your friend or h"is friend? · 04 (426-427) 
e. Damage property around the house? · · · 05 (428-429) 
f. Take one or more of the children away? · · · 06 (430-431) 
g. Injure or kill the household pet? · · · 07 (432-433) 
h. Embarrass or humiliate you? · · · · 08 (434-435) 
i. Kill himself? . . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 09 (436-437) 
j • Kill you? . . . . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 10 (438-439) 
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INTERVIEWER BOX E 

CHECK QUESTION 128 and ANSWER. 

Did the respondent say that the spouse or ex-spouse 
had threatened to damage any property? 

YES ............ 1 [ASK Q150] 
NO . . . . . . . . 2 [SKIP TO BOX F] 

(440) 

Q150. NOW, you mentioned that your (spousejex-spousejboyfriend) 
damaged some property around the house since the last time the 
police were here. When was the first time he did that? 

DATE (441-446) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q151. During the incident that happened on 
were the police called? 

YES. . . • • . · . . . . 1 

(Date) , 

NO • • • • • • • · . . • . 2 [SKIP TO BOX F] 
DON'T KNOW . · . • . • 8 [SKIP TO BOX F] 

Q152. Who called the police? Did ... 

You call the police? • • . • . . • • 1 
Your (spousejex-spousejboyfriend) call the 

police? .•.•.••...•.• 2 
A family member call the police? . . 3 
Someone else call the police? ••. 4 
DON'T KNOW·. . • . . . . . . . . . . 8 

INTERVIEWER BOX F 

CHECK QUESTION 123 and ANSWER. 

How many times did the respondent say that spouse 
or ex-spouse hit, slapped, or tried to hurt her? 

NONE • • • . . . . 
ONE TIME . • . 
TWO TIMES . . . . . • . 
THREE OR MORE TIMES • . 

o [SKIP TO BOX G] 
1 [SKIP TO BOX G] 
2 [ASK Q153] 
3 [ASK Q153] 

(447) 

(448 ) 

(449 ) 
( 450) 
( 451) 

(452) 

Q153. You said that your (spousejex-spousejboyfriend) has hit, slapped 
or tried to hurt you (number) times since the time the 
police were here. We already talked about the first time that 
happened. NOW, when was the next time he hit, slapped or tried 
to hurt you in any way? 

DATE (453-4'58) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 
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• Q154. Did you have any aches, pains, scratches or any other 
injury as a result of the incident? 

YES . . .. . . . 1 
(459 ) 

NO 
·REFUSED 

· . . . . 2 [SKIP TO BOX G] 
. . . . . . . . . 9 [SKIP TO BOX G] 

Q155. What kind of pain or injury did you have? Did you have ... 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? · 1 (460 ) 
b. Internal injuries? · · · · · · · · · · · 2 (461) 
c. Gunshot wound? . · · · · · · · · 0 · 3 (462 ) 
d. Knife wound? . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 4 (463) 
e. Eye or teeth injury? · · · · · · · · 5 (464) 
f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? · · 6 (465 ) 
g. Concussion/bump on head? · · · · · · · · 7 (466 ) 
h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns · · · 8 (467) 
i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? · · · · · 9 (468) 
j . Aches and pains? · · · · · · · · · · · .10 (469) 

Q156. Now, I would like to know if you received any medical treatment 
for the pain or injuries you received during the incident. Were 
you given medical treatment on the scene? 

YES 
NO 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
(470 ) 

• • . . . 1 [SKIP TO Q158J 
• • • • • • • 2 

• Q131. Were you offered treatment on the scene but refused it? 

• 

YES 
NO 

. . . . . . . . . . . 1 
• 2 

(471) 

Q158. Were you taken to the hospital for treatment and/or an overnight 
stay? 

Yes, but not admitted. . · . . . . 1 
(472) 

[SKIP TO BOX GJ 
[ASK Q 159J Yes, admitted.. ... • • 2 

No • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 [SKIP TO BOX G] 

Q159. How many days did you spend in the hospital? 

# of Days (473-474) 

INTERVIEWER BOX G 

CHECK QUESTION 125 and ANSWER. 

How many times did the respondent say that the spouse 
ex-spouse hit, slapped, or tried to hurt a member of 
the family? 

NONE • • • • • • • • • • • 0 
ONE TIME 
TWO TIMES 
THREE OR MORE 

• • • • • • • • a 1 
• • • • • •• 2 
TIMES . . . . . . 3 
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• 

• 
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Q160. You said that your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) has hit, 
slapped, or tried to hurt someone in your family 
(number) times since the time the police were here. We already 
talked about the first time he did that. NOw, tell me about the 
next time. When was that? 

DATE (476-481) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q161. Who did he hit, slap or try to hurt? Was it ... 

a. Your child or his child? . . •. 1 [SKIP TO Q163] 
b. Your parent or his parent? . 2 [SKIP TO Q163] 
c. Your friend or his friend? . •. 3 [SKIP TO Q163] 
d. Another family member __________ ~--_4 

(SPECIFY) 

(482 ) 
(483) 
(484 ) 
(485 ) 

Q162. IF ANOTHER FAMILY MEMBER: ilWhat is the relationship of that 
person to you? 

a. Grandparent · · · · · · · · · 1 
b. Brother/Sister · 0 · · · · · · · · · 2 
c. Uncle/Aunt · . · · · · · · · · · 3 
d. Nephew/Niece · · · · · · · · 4 
e. Cousin . . · . · · · · · · · 5 
f. Brother-in-Iaw/Sister-in-Iaw · · · · 6 

Q163. Now, tell me, did any of the family members complain of 
pains, aches or any injury as a result of the incident? 

YES .•. · . . . . . . . . 1 

(486) 

(487) 

NO ... . . . • 2 [SKIP TO BOX H] 
REFUSED. . . • • • • • •• • 9 

Ql64. What kind of pain or injury did the family member receive? 
As a result of the incident, did they have •.• 
(CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? . · b. Internal injuries? · · · · · · c. Gunshot wound? · · · · · · · · · · d. Knife wound? • · · · · · · · · · · · e. Eye or teeth injury? · · · · · · · f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? · . · g. Concussion/bump on head? · · · · h.. Serious cuts, bruises or burns? · i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? · j . Aches and pains? · · · · · $ · · · 

· 1 

· 2 

· 3 

· 4 

· 5 

· 6 
7 

· 8 
9 

.10 

Q1.65. Was (any family member) given medical treatment at the 
scene? 

(488 ) 
(489) 
( 490) 
( 491) 
(492 ) 
(493) 
(494) 
(495) 
(496) 
(497 ) 

YES • • • • • • · . . . . . . . . 1 
(498 ) 

[SKIP TO Q167] 
NO ... 2 
DON'T KNOW . . . . . . • • • • • • • • 8 
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Q166. Was the family member offered treatment on the scene but refused 
it? 

YES . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 (499 ) 
NO .... • • • •• 2 
DON'T KNOW. • • • • • '$ • • • • • • • 8 

Q167. Was (he/she) taken to the hospital for treatment and/or an 
overnight stay? 

YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED. . 
YES, ADMITTED ... 
NO • • • • • • . c • • • • 

DON'T KNOW . . . . • . 

( 500) 
· 1 [SKIP TO BOX H) 
· 2 [ASK Q168] 
· 3 [SKIP TO BOX H) 

8 [SKIP TO BOX H) 

Q168. How many days did (he/she) spend in the hospital? 

# of Days (501-502) 

INTERVIEWER BOX H 

CHECK QUESTION 127 and ANSWER. 

How many times did the respondent say that the spouse 
or ex-spouse had threatened to damage property or to 
hurt her or some member of the family? 

NONE 
ONE TIME 
TWO TIMES 
THREE OR MORE TIMES . 

. 0 
. . . . . 1 

2 
'" • • • • 3 

[SKIP TO BOX I] 
[SKIP TO BOX I] 
[ASK Q169] 
[ASK Q169] 

(503) 

Q169. You said that your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) threatened 
to damage your property or hurt you or a member of the 
family ____ times since the incident that happened on 

(DATE). When was the next time he threatened you 
or a family member? 

DATE (504-509) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q170. Now, tell me, did he threaten to .. o 

a. Physically harm you? · · · · · · · · · · · · 01 (510-511) 
b. Physically harm your child or his child? · · 02 (512-513) 
c. Physically harm your parent or his parent? · 03 (514-515) 
d. Physically harm your friend or his friend? · 04 (516-517) 
e. Damage property around the house? · · · 05 (518-519) 
f. Take one or more of the children away? · · · 06 (520-521) 
g. Injure or kill the household pet? · 07 (522-523) 
h. Embarrass or humiliate you? · · · · 08 (524-525) 
i. Kill himself? . . . · · · · · · · · · · 09 (526-527) 
j . Kill you? . . . . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 10 (528-529) 
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INTERVIEWER BOX I 

CHECK QUESTION 129 and ANSWER. ' 

How many times did the respondent say that the spouse 
or ex-spouse damaged property? 

NONE . . . . 
ONE TIME 
TWO TIMES •. 
THREE OR MORE TIMES 

o 
. 1 
• 2 

• • • 3 

[SKIP TO BOX J] 
[SKIP TO BOX J] 
[ASK Q171] 
[ASK Q171] 

(530) 

Q171. Now, you mentioned that your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) 
damaged some property around the house since the last time the 
police were here. When was the next time he did that? 

DATE (531-536) 
MONTH DAY YEAR 

INTERVIEWER BOX J 

CHECK RESPONSES TO QUESTION~ 12'3 I 125, 127, 129 
AND ANSWER: 

Did the respondent say that any" of those things 
happen more than once? 

YES. . • . •. . 1 [ASK Q172] 
NO . • . . • . • ...•.• 2 [ASK Q174] 

(537) 

Q172. (During (any of/the) incidents that happened on that day, were 
the police called? 

YES •.•. • $ • ". • · 1 
NO • • • • " . . . . · 2 [SKIP TO Q174] 
DON'T KNOW • · 8 [SKIP TO Q174] 

Q173. Who called the police? Did ... 

You call the police? . . . . . . . . 1 
Your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) call the 

police? . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
A family member call the police? . • 3 
Someone else call the police? •.. 4 
DON'T KNOW . . . . . . . . • . . . . 8 
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Q174. Now, I would like to ask you about some things that might have 
happened between you and your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) 
during the six months before (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL CASE). Let's 
think for a minute -- six months before that date ~vas (NAME 
ACTUAL MONTH AND CLOSEST MAJOR HOLIDAY: CHRIST~ffiS, EASTER, 
MEMORIAL DAY, JULY 4TH, LABOR DAY, THANKSGIVING). 
Were you living with your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) for all 
of the six months prior to (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL CA.SE)? 

YES" 
NO . 

1 [SKIP TO Q176] 
• 2 

(543) 

Q175. How much of those six months did you spend living together? 
(544) 

LESS THAN ONE MONTH. .... 
ONE TO 2 MONTHS •..•...•. 
3 TO 4 MONTHS. • •• . •• 
5 MONTHS • • • . • • . • . . . 

· . 1 
• • 2 

• 3 
· 4 

Q176. Now, at any time during that six month period, were there 
incidents in which your hit, slapped, or tried to 
hurt you in any way? 

YES, 
NO . 

(545 ) 
Ii • • 1 
• •• 2 [SKIP TO Q1S4] 

Q177. About how many different times did he hit, slap or try to hurt 
you in any way? # of Times (546-547) 

Q17S. Did you have any aches, pains, scratches or any other 
injury as a result of the incident? 

YES 
NO •..• 
REFUSED 

1 
2 [SKIP TO Q1S4] 
9 [SKIP TO Q1S4] 

Q179. What kind of pain or injury did you have? Did you have ... 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? · 1 
b. Internal injuries? · · · · 2 
c. Gunshot wound? . · · · · · · · 3 
d. Knife wound? . . · · · · · · · · · 4 
e. Eye or teeth ' • - ? 5 J.n] ury .. · · · · · f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? · · 6 
g. Concussion/bump on head? · · · · · 7 
h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns. · · S 
i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? . . . . . 9 
j . Aches and pains? . . . . ',' . . . . . . .10 

(54S) 

(549) 
( 550) 
( 551) 
(552 ) 
(553) 
(554 ) 
(55.5 ) 
( 556) 
(557) 
(558) 

Q1S0. NOW, I would like to know if you received any medical treatment 
for the pain or injuries you received during (any of) the 
incident(s). Were you given medical treatment on the scene? 

YES 
NO 

(559 ) 
· ......•. 1 [SKIP TO Q1S2] 

• 2 
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Q181. Were you offered treatment on the scene but refused it? 
(560) 

YES · . . . . . · . . · · · . 1 
NO · . . . . . . . . . · . . · · · . 2 

Q182. Were you taken to the hospita~ for treatment and/or an overnight 
stay? 

YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED ....• 
YES, ADMITTED.. . .... 
NO • • • • • . • • . • . • • • 
REFUSED. . . . . . . . . . . . 

· •.. 1 [SKIP TO Q184] 
· •.. 2 [ASK Q183] 

· • 3 [SKIP TO Q184] 
• • • • 9 

Q183. How many days did you spend in the hospital? 

( 561) 

# of Days (562-563) 

Ql84. During that time, did he hit, slap, or try to hurt any other 
member of your family? 

(564) 
YES ... . . . . .. ... . 1 
NO .••.••...•..•.••. 2 [SKIP TO Ql90] 
DON'T KNOW • ....•...••• 8 

Q185. How many different times did he do that? 

# of Times (565-566) 

Q186. You said that during the past six months your (spouse/ex­
spouse/boyfriend) has hit, slapped, or tried to hurt a member of 
your family. Who did he hit, slap or try to hurt? Was it ... 

a. Your child or his child? . 
b. Your parent or his parent? 
c. Your friend or his friend? . 
d. Another family member? 

· 1 [SKIP TO Q188] 
· •• 2 [SKIP TO Q188] 

• • 3 [SKIP TO Q188] 
• • • 4 

(567) 
(568) 
(569) 
( 570) 

Q187. IF ANOTHER FAMILY MEMBER: "What is the relationship of that 
person to you? 

a. Grandparent · · · · · · b. Brother/Sister · · · · c. Uncle/Aunt · · · · · · · · d. Nephew/Niece · · · · · · · e. Cousin . . · · · · · · · · f. Brother-in-law/Sister-in-law 

· · 
· · · · · · 

. . 

• 1 
· 2 
• 3 

• • 4 
· • 5 
• • 6 

Q188. Now, tell me f did the family member(s) complain of pains, 
aches or any injury as a result of the incident? 

YES 
NO 

· ... . . . . 
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Q189. What kind of pain or lnJury did the family member(s) receive as 
a result of the incident? Did they have ... (CIRCLE ALL THAT 
APPLY) 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)? · · · 1 (573) 
b. Internal injuries? · · · · · · · · · · · 2 (574) 
c. Gunshot wound? . · · · · · · · · · · 3 (576) 
d. Knife v,round? . . · · · · · · · · · · 4 (577) 
e. Eye or teeth injury? · · · · · · · · · · 5 (578) 
f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? · · 6 (579) 
g. Concussion/bump on head? · · · · · · 7 (580) 
h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns · · · · · 8 ( 581) 
i. Minor cuts, scratches/bruises? · · · · · 9 (582) 
j . Aches and pains? · · · · · · · · · .10 (583) 

Q190. What about threats? During that six month period, did he 
threaten to damage any property or to hurt you or any member of 
the family? 

YES 
NO 

· 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q193] 

(584) 

Q191. How many different times did he threaten to do that? 

# of Times (585-586) 

Q192. Now, tell me, what did he threaten to do? Did he threaten to ... 

a. Physically harm you? · · · · · · · · · · 01 (587-588) 
b. Physically harm your child or his child? · · 02 (589-590) 
c. Physically harm your parent or his parent? · 03 (591-592) 
d. Physically harm your friend or his friend? · 04 (593-594) 
e. Damage property around the house? · · · 05 (595-596) 
f. Take one or more of the children away? · 06 (597-598) 
g. Injure or kill the household pet? · · . · · 07 (599-600) 
h. Embarrass or humiliate you? · · · · · · 08 (601-602) 
i. Kili himself? . . . · · · · · · · · 09 (603-604) 
j . Kill ~) 10 (605-606) you .. . . . . . · · · · · · · · · . · · 

Q193. During that time, did your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) damage 
any property? 

YES 
NO 

. . . (607) 
1 
2 [SKIP TO Q195] 

Q194. How many different times has he done that? 

# of Times (608-609) 

Q195. Were the police called during any of the incidents that happened 
during the past six months? 

YES. • • • • • . . • • 
NO • . . • . . . •• ••. 
NO INCIDENTS . ... . 
DON'T KNOW .. ... . 
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Q196. Who called the police? Did ... 

You call the police? . . . . . . . . 1 
Your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend) call the 

police? ............. 2 
A family member call t~'le police? . . 3 
Someone else call the police? ... 4 
DON'T KNOW . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 

(611) 

(612) 
(613) 
(614) 

Finally I would like to ask a few questions about you and your family. 

Q197. (ASK THIS QUESTION ONLY IF YOU CANNOT VISUALLY DETERMINE) Which 
one of these groups best describes you? (READ ALL CATEGORIES) 

(615 ) 
White or Anglo . . 
Black . . . . . . . . . . . 
Hispanic, Chicano . . . . . 
American Indian . . . 
Asian/Pacific Islander 
Other (SPECIFY) 

Q198. What is your date of birth? 

· . 1 
· 2 

• • • 3 
• • 4 

5 
6 

(616-621) 
MONTH-DAY-YEAR 

Q199. Are there other persons currently living here with you? 

YES. 
NO • · . . . . . . . . . . . 

(622) 
· 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q201] 

Q200. starting with the oldest person, please give me the first name, 
sex, and their relationship to you. Also, tell me whether they 
are married and whether they are employed. 

Name Sex Age Relationshi12 to R Married? Em12loyed 
Yes No Yes No" 

a". 1 2 1 2 
(623-634) (635) (636-637) (638) (639) ( 640) 

b. 1 2 1 2 
(641-652) (653) (654-655) (656) (657) (658) 

c. 1 2 1 2 
(659-670) (671) (672-673) (674) (675) (676) 

d. 1 2 1 2 
(677-688) (689) (690-691) (692) (693) (694) 

e. 1 2 1 2 
(695-706) (707) (708-709) (710) (711) (712 ) 

Q201. Do you have any children not living with you? 
(713 ) 

YES · . . . . . . · · 1 
NO · . . . . . . . . · · 2 [SKIP TO Q203] 
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Q202 . What are their ages? 

#1 YEARS (714-715) 
#2 YEARS (716-717) 
#3 YEARS (718-719) 
#4 YEARS (720-721) 

Q203. Are you presently employed? 
(722) . . . . . . . . . . 1 YES 

NO . . . . . . . . . 2 [SKIP TO Q207] 

Q204. About how many hours a week do you usually work? 

___ HOURS 

Q205. How often do you get paid? 

WEEKLY • • • • • . • • . • 
EVERY TWO WEEKS . . • 
SEMI-MONTHLY . .•.. 
ONCE A MONTH • . . • . 
OTHER 
DON'T KNOW . 

· . 1 
2 

• II • • • • 3 
• • • • • • 4 

5 
• • • • • • 8 

(723) 

(724) 

Q206. How much do you make each pay period before deductions for taxes 
and insurance? Is it ... 

Less than $300, 
$ 300 to $ 599, 
$ 600 to $ 899, 
$ 900 to $1499, 
$1500 to $1999, 
$2000 and over? 
REFUSED. . . • . 

· . . . .. . 1 
• • •• ••• 2 
• & • • • 3 

• • • • • • • • • • • 4 
or . . . .. ... 5 

• • • • • • • • • 6 
• • • • • • • • • 9 

[SKIP TO Q209] 

Q207. How long have you been unemployed? 

MONTHS 

(725 ) 

(726-727) 

====--=-:-= NEVER WORKED ...•........ 00 [SKIP TO Q209] 

Q208. When you were working, about how much did you make each month 
before deductions for taxes and insurance. Was it . . . 

(728 ) 
Less than $400, · · · · · · · 1 

.' $ 400 to $ 699, · · · · · · · · · · · 2 
$ 700 to $ 999, · · · · · · · · · 3 
$1000 to $1399, · · · · · 4 
$1400 to $1699, or · · · · · · · · 5 
$1700 and over? · · · · · · · · · 6 
REFUSED. . . . . · · · · · · · · · · · 9 
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Q209. Are you receiving money from any other sources? 
(729 ) 

• • • 0 • l YES 
NO ..... 2 [SKIP TO Q212] 

Q210. What are these sources? Do you receive money from (ASK 
EACH ONE SEPARATELY) 

A. Social Security? · · · · · · · · .01 (730) 
B. Pension Retirement? · · · · · .02 (731) 
c. Veterans Payment? · · · · · · .03 (732) 
D. Personal Savings? · · · · · · .04 (733) 
E. stocks and Bonds? · · · · · · · · .05 (734) 
F. Unemployment Compensation? · · · · · .06 (735) 
G. Child support? · · · · · · · · · · · .07 (736) 
H. Welfare or Public Assistance? · · .08 (737) 
I. Alimony . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · .09 (738) 
J. Spouse/Parent/Family Members. · · .10 (739) 

Q211. How much do you receive from these other sources each month? 
(740) 

Less than $200. · · · · 1 
$200 - $499 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 2 
$500 - $799 · · · · · · · · · · 3 
$800 - $1299. · · · · · · · · · · · · · 4 
$1300 - $1499 · · · · · · · · · 5 
$1500 and over. · · · · · · 6 
DON'T KNOW. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 8 
REFUSED . . · · · · · · · · 9 

Q212. What is the highest grade in school you've completed (CIRCLE 
ONE) 

0-4 YEARS. . . . • • • . . . • 
5-8 YEARS. . . • . . • . . . . 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL . . • • . 
TECHNICAL SCHOOL INSTEAD OF 

. . 02 
• • • . 06 
. • . . 10 

HIGH SCHOOL. • • • • • . . . . • • • 11 
COMPLETED HIGH SCHOOL (12 YEARS) • 12 
POST HIGH SCHOOL, BUSINESS OR 

TRADE SCHOOL • . • . • .. ••• 13 
1-3 YEARS OF COLLEGE • •. 14 
COMPLETED COLLEGE. . . • • • . . . . . 16 
ADVANCED DEGREE. • • . . . . . . .•. 19 
DON'T KNOW . . . .. ... . • 98 

Q213. How old is your (spouse/ex-spouse/boyfriend)? 

YEARS 
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Q214. What is his ethnic background or race? 

White or Anglo . .. .... · . . . 1 
Black . . . . . . . . · . . . 2 

• • • 3 Hispanic, Chicano . . . 
American Indian . . 
Asian/pacific Islander 
Other (SPECIFY) 

• • • • • 4 

Q215. Is he currently employed? 

YES. . . . 
liO ... 
DOli'T KlrOW . 

· • . . 5 
6 

· . . 1 
· 2 [SKIP TO Q219J 

8 [SKIP TO Q220J 

Q216. About how many hours a week does he usually work? 

(745) 

(746 ) 

HOURS (747-748) 

Q217. How often does he get paid? 

WEEKLY . . . . .. ... 
EVERY TWO WEEKS . . . . 
SEMI-MOliTHLY . 
OliCE A MOliTH . 
OTHER 
DOli' T KlrOW . . . . 
REFUSED 

· 1 
· 2 

• • • • 3 
• • • 4 

5 

• .8 
• • • • 9 

Q218. How much does he make each pay period before deductions for 
taxes and insurance? Is it ... 

Less than $300, ............ 1 
$ 300 to $ 599, ............ 2 
$ 600 to $ 899,. . . . . . . . 3 
$ 900 to $1499,. . . .. . .... 4 [SKIP TO 221J 
$1500 to $1999, or ... . 5 
$2000 and over,. . . . . . 6 
DON'T KNOW . . . . . . . . • • . . . • 8 
REFUSED • • . . . . . . . . . 9 

Q219. How long has he been unemployed? 

(749) 

(750) 

MONTHS (751-752) 
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Q220. About how much did he make each m9nth when he was working befor~ 
deductions for taxes and insurance. Was it ... 

Less than $400,. ... . . 1 
$ 400 to $ 699,.. . ....... 2 
$ 700 to $ 999,.. . ....... 3 
$1000 to $1399,. . . . . .•. 4 
$1400 to $1699, or . . . . . .. . 5 
$1700 and over? • . . . . . . 6 
DON'T KNOW . . . . . . . . . . 8 
REFUSED . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 

Q221. Is he receiving money from any other sources? 

YES • • • • • • • 
NO •.• 
DON" T KNOW • . • . .. . . . . 

. . 1 

. • 2 [SKIP TO Q224] 
• 8 [SKIP TO Q224] 

Q222. What are the sources? Does he receive money from? .. 

(753) 

(754) 

(755-762) 
A. Social Security? · · · ,. · · · · .01 
B. Pension Retirement? · · · · · · · · · .02 
C. Veterans Payment? · · · · · · · · · · .03 
D. Personal Savings? · · · · · · .04 
E. Stocks and Bonds? · · · · · · .05 
F. Unemployment Compensation? · · · .06 
G. Welfare or Public Assistance? · · ~07 H. Alimony Payments. · · · .. · · · · · · .08 
I. Spouse/Parent/Family Member · .09 
J. DON'T KNOW. . . . · · · · · · · · .98 

Q223. How ntuch does he receive a month from all these sources? 

Less than $200 •• 
$200 - $499 • • • • 

'. . · . . 1 
• • • • 2 

$500 - $799 • • • • • • • . · •• • 3 
$800 - $1299 •••• 
$1300 - $1499 • 
$1500 and over. . . 
DON'T KNOW ..• 

., . 4 
.* • • • • • 5 
• • • • • • • • 6 

• • • • • • • • • • 8 
REFUSED . . . • . . • . . . • • • • 9 

(763 ) 

Q224. What is the highest grade in school he completed? (CIRCLE ONE) 

0-4 YEARS. . . . . . ... . . . 02 
5-8 YEARS. • • • • . • . . . . . • . . 06 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL . . . . . . . . . . . 10 
TECHNICAL SCHOOL INSTEAD OF 

HIGH SCHOOL. . . • • • . 11 
COMPLETED HIGH SCHOOL (12 YEARS) . . . 12 
POST HIGH SCHOOL, BUSINESS OR 

TRADE SCHOOL . . . . . . . . •. 13 
1-3 YEARS OF COLLEGE . . . . . . . . . 14 
COMPLETED COLLEGE. . . . . . . . . . . 16 
ADVANCED DEGREE. . . . . . . .. . 19 
DON'T KNOW . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98 
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Q225. When you think of your financial circumstances, separate from 
that of your (spouse/former spouse), how dependent are you upon 
him for your needs? Are you. . . 

Totally Dependent, . . . . . . 1 
Very Depend8nt, ... .. . . 2 
Moderately Dependent, ... . 
Somewhat Dependent, or . . . . 
Not Dependent at All? .... 

• • 3 
• • • • 4 
• • 0 • 5 

(766) 

** THANK THEM VERY MUCH FOR GOING OVER/RELIVING ALL THIS WITH YOU. 
ASSURE THEM OF THE CONFIDENTIALITY. GO INTO THE DEBRIEFING. 

TIME INTERVIEW ENDED 
A.M. 
P.M. 

INTERVIEWER: 

Signed: 

I certify that I followed the procedures and rules in 
conducting this interview. 

Interviewer # 
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RESPONDENT RECEIPT FORM 

I have received $20 in payment for my completion of the Metro-Dade 
Study. with the exception of your signature, PLEASE PRINT the 
following information. 

Respondent Name Social Security Number 

Respondent signature Date 

Address Phone Number 

City, state, Zip 

Name, address and telephone number of YOUR PARENTS, A RELATIVE not 
living with you) and a CLOSE FRIEND. 

FATHER OR STEPFATHER 

Last Name: First Name: 

Address: 
(If same as above, write "SAME") 

city, State and Zip Code: 

Phone Number: 

MOTHER OR STEPMOTHER 

Last Name: First Name: 

Address: 
(If same as above, write "SAME") 

city, State and Zip Code: 

Phone Number: 

M.I . 

M.I. 
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RELATIVE 

Last Name: First.Name: M. I. 

Address: 
(If same as above, write "SAMEli) 

City, state and Zip Code: 

Phone Number: 

CLOSE FRIEND 

Last Name: First Name: M. I. 

Address: 
(If same as above, write "SAME") 

City, State and Zip Code: 

Phone Number: 

Thank the respondent and remind them that we would like to talk to 
them in 6 months • 

Signed copies of this form will be kept in locked 
files by the 

Police Foundation Staff 



• 

• 

• 

'TNTERVIEWER OBSERVATIONS 

PLEASE FILL OUT THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS FROM YOUR OWN OBSERVATIONS AFTER 
THE INTERVIEW. (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.) 

1. Where was the interview conducted? 

In home/apartment ... . 
On telephone. . .. .. . 
In restaurant . . . . . . . . 
In public park. . . . . . . . 
In public library ... 
At victim's work place .. 
At Safe Streets . • • . . . . 
In a car. . . . . . 
Other ______________________ __ 

(SPECIFY) 

.. . . . 1 
• • 2 

• • • • 3 
• • 4 

· 5 
• • 6 

• • • • 7 
• • • • 8 

· 9 

2. How anxious did the respondent seem to be about the study before the 
interview? 

Very anxious •..• 
Somewhat anxious ... 
Not at all anxious. . 
Not very anxious .. . . . . 

· 4 
• 3 
• 2 
· 1 

3. Did his/her anxiety levels change over the course of the interview: 

Yes No IF YES: Explain 

4. Was the respondent at all hostile either before or during the 
interview? 

Yes __ _ No IF YES: Explain ____________________ ___ 

5. How great was the respondent's interest in the interview? 

Very Low Moderately Low Average Moderately High Very High 
1 2 345 



• 

• 

6. Did you encounter any problems or circumstances that might have 
affected the interview? (CHECK ALL APPROPRIATE CATEGORIES.) 

____ (1) Difficulty with the English language 
____ (2) Lots of difficulty understanding questions 
___ (3) Many interruptions 
____ (4) Temporary break-off 
____ (5) Break-off 
____ (6) Other ________________________________________________ __ 

(SPECIFY) 

7. How did the respondent seem at the end of the interview? 

9 • 

Very relaxed. . . . . . . . 
Somewhat relaxed. . . . . • 
Somewhat tense. ..•• 
Very tense .•...... 

IF TENSE, EXPLAIN 

• • 4 
3 

• • 2 
· . 1 

Djd you feel the need, as a result of the interview, to advise the 
respondent of people she/he could contact for help? 

__ (1) Yes __ (2) No 

IF YES, EXPLAIN ____________________________________________ ___ 

Interviewer comments: 

43 
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ENTREVISTA 

ESTUDIO DEL ASALTO DOMESTICO EN EL CONDADO DE DADE 

Primera Entrevista 

Police Foundation 
Washington, DC 

26 de junio 1989 



• 

• 

• 

ID# 

Entrevista 
ESTUDIO DE ASALTO DOMESTICO EN EL CONDADO DE DADE 

Primera Entrevista 

Hola, mi nombre es Nombre del entrevistador - y estoy 
con una organizacion nacional de investigaciones en Washington, 
D.C. Estamos haciendo un estudio acerca de las actitudes y 
experiencias de las personas en referencia a problemas 
familiares. La informacion que nos de, servira para desarrollar 
programas que trabajen con problemas familiares. Le pagaremos 
$25.00 por participar en esta entrevista. Todo 10 que me diga en 
el curso de dicha entrevista sera confidencial, 0 sea, solamente 
yo ye el personal en Washington, D.C. trendran acceso a sus 
respuestas. 

Antes de comenzar la entrevista, me gustaria explicarle el 
estudio y las garantias que Ie damos acerca de su proteccion y de 
la informacion que nos dara. Tengo una planilla que me gustaria 
que usted leyera y firmara, en la cual dice que usted esta de 
acuerdo en ser entrevistada. Usted se puede rehusar a contestar 
las preguntas, y puede terminar la entrevista en cualquier 
momento. 

(LEA LO SIGUIENTE) 

Las preguntas que Ie voy a hacer fueron desarrolladas 
especificamente para personas que han esta.do envueltas en 
discusiones 0 peleas con su conyuge 0 ex-conyuge. Muchas 
personas; nos han indicado que les ayudo el pode,r hablar de alguna 
de estas situaciones. Para que este estudio sea valido, necesito 
que conteste las preguntas 10 mas honestamente posible. 
Acuerdese que sus respuestas seran confidencial. 



• PI. 

>1"" 

Vamos a comenzar con alguna5 pregunta. acerca d~l incidente per el cual 
usted llamo a 1a policia wI dia _______ (F.cha). Cual es la relacion 
entre usted y la persona con la cUAl tuvo el incidRnt. ~n esa fecha7 

ESPOSO •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••• 1 
EX-ESPOSO •.••••••••••••••• ··2 
SEPARADOS .••••••••••• ~ •••. ··3 
AMANTES/NOVIOS .•.••.••••••.• 4 
EX-AMANTES/NOVIOS ••••••••••• S 
REHUSO •••••••••••••••••••••• 8 

peg POT cu~nto tieMpo ha t.nido •• t. Tel~cion? 

_____ ••• 1 rtESES 
____ ~ ••• e ANOS 

P3. "Estan viviendo junto. ahora? 

• 
S I • • • • • • 
NO • • • • 

•••• 1 (PASE A PS) 
• • ••• 2 

P4. Estaba viviendo con el cuando ocurrio el incidente? 

S I • • • • • • •••• 1 
NO ••••••••• 2 (PASE A P6J 
NO CONTESTO ••••• 9 (PASE A P6J 

P5. Cuanto tiempo Cilevan/ilevaban) viviendo juntos antes del incidente? 

_____ ••• 1 MESES 
_____ ••• 2 ANOS 

(PASE A P13l 
(PASE A P13l 

P6. Habia vivido con el en otro mom.nto ant •• de que ocurrier. el incidente? 

S I • • • • ••••• 1 
NO • • • • ID •••••• 2 
REHUSO. • • ••••• '3 

• 
1 



P7. Ha V1Vldo el con u~t.d todo .1 tl~mpo desde que ocurrlO e1 inCl~ente? 

S I • 
NO • 
REHUSO .• 

•••••• 1 
. ..... 2 [PASE A P9J 
• ••••• 9 [PASE A P9J 

P8. Alrededor d. cuanto tiempo vivio .1 con uat.d ant~s de irse? (RESPUESTA 
EN DIAS 0 SEMANAS. S1 RESPONDE EN MESES, CON~IERTALO A SEMANASl. 

-----------
-----------

DIAS 
SEMANAS 

(PASE A P13) 

P9. Ha vivido @1 con usted en .1gun momento desd. que ocurrio e1 incldente? 

P 10. 

Pl1. 

P12. 

P13. 

5I • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

•••••• 1 
• ••••• 2 [PASE A P13J 
• .• ~ .• 9 (PASE A P13J 

Cuando s~ fue e1 por primera vez? (iRATE DE CONSEGUIR LA FECHA EXAC7A) 

FECHA ----------------------
MES OIA ANO 

Cu.ndo fua 1A ultimA vez qua al vivie COn usted? 
LA FECHA EXACTA) 

FECHA 
--~----------------------MES DIA ANO 

(TRATE DE CONSEGU1R 

Han tenido usted y su (conyugelex-conyuge) algun contacto desde que 
ocurrio vI incidents? 

51 • ._ 
NO • 
REHUSO •• 

• ••••• 1 
• • 0 ••• 2 
• ••••• 9 

Ahora me gustaria hacerle un.~ preguntas acerca de 10 que ocurrlO Ese 
dia, 0 sea, (FECHA) __________ -- e1 dia del incidente a1 cual 
respondio !. polici.. Estas preguntas son importantes. Por favor, 
piense en Ese di. y conteste estas preguntas 10 mas honestamente 
pc-sible. 

A que hora del dia ocurrio el irlcide~nte7 (HORA) 
Hora Militar 

2 

• 

• 

• 



P14. 

• 
P1S. 

P16. 

P1S. 

P19. 

• 

Quien ll.amo a 1. policiA? Full ••• (HAGA UN CIRCULO A TODAS LAS 
RESPUESTAS CORRESPONDIENTE) 

a. Usted quien llamo a la policia? ••••••••••••• 1 
b. Su (conyugelex-conyue) quien llamo a la policia? •••• 2 
c. Un familiar quien llamo a 1a policia? •••••••••• 3 
d. Otra persona quien llamo a 1a policia? ••••••• 4 
e. NO SABE QUIEN LLAMO A LA POLICIA • • • • •••• 8 

S I • • • • • 
NO • • • • • 

• •••• 1 

REHUSO.. • • • 
• •••• 2 (PASE A P17J 

..•• 9 (PASE A P17J 

A1reded~r de cuanto tiempo duro 1a discusion antes de que usted sufrio 
heridsas? 

______ ••• 1 MINUTOS 
______ ••• 2 HORAS 

Habia estado su (conyug./ex-conyuge) tomando antes d. que el incidente 
comerizara? 

S I • • • • • • • • ••• 1 
NO • • • • • • • • • • • • ••• 2 
NO SA BE • • • • ••• 8 
REHUSO •••••••••••••• 9 

Habia usted tomando antes de qua el incidente comenzara? 

S1 • • · . . • • ••••• 1 
NO • • • • II • · . . •••• 2 
REHUSO ••• . . · . . • • • ••• 9 

Habia est ado SU (conyug./e~-conyuge) usando drogas antes de que e1 
incidente comenzara? 

S1 
NO 

. . . . . . . . . . . 
NO SABE . . . . . . 
REHUSO.. • • . . . . 

• •••• 1 
• •••• 2 
• •••• 8 
• •••• 9 

3 



P20. 

P21a. 

P2l b. 

P21c. 

P21d. 

De1e. 

SI • 
NO • 
NO SABE 
SE REHUSA A CONTE STAR 

incid.nt. comenzara? 

• •• .., 1 
• ••• 2 
• .... 8 
• ••• 9 

Cuales d. los siguientes factore~ fueron responsables de causar este 
incidente en particular? (LEA TODAS LAS CATEGORIAS) Envolvio 
discusion acerc~ dQ dinero? 

5I • 
NO • 
REHUSO •• 

51 • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

51 • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

Envolvio el usc de alcohol? 

SI • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

SI • 
NO • 
REHUSO • 

• • 

• ••• 1 
• ••• 2 
• ••• 9 

• ••• 1 · ... .:: 
• ••• 9 

• ••• 1 
• ••• 2-
• ••• 9 

• ••• 1 

• ••• 1 
• ... a 
• ••• 9 

4 

• 

• 

• 



P21 f. 

• 
P21g. 

P21h. 

P21j. 

P21k. 

• 

Envolvio discusion sobre el m~nejo domestico, cocina? 

51 
NO • 
REHUSO •• 

,. ••• 1 
• ••• 2 
• ••• 9 

Envolvio acerCA de 105 nino$? 

51 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

• ••• 1 
• ••• 2 
• ••• 9 

Envolv10 discusion ~e.reA del sexo? 

S1 • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

S1 • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• 

• 

• 

. . 

• ••• 1 
• • ••• 2 

• ••• '3 

• ••• 1 
• ••• 2 
• ••• 9 

Envolvio diseusion AcereA del trabAjo? 

S1 • • • 
NO • 
REHUSO •• 

II • 
• 
• 

• • • ••• 1 
• • ••• 2 
• • ••• 9 

Envolvio discus ion aeerea de la mantencion de los ninos/asisteneia de 
divorcio? 

S1 • 
NO • 
REHU50 •• • ••• '3 

5 



1='211. 

P21m. 

P22. 

P23. 

P24. 

51 • 
NO • 
REHU50.. • • 

• • ••• 1 
• ••• 2 
• ••• 9 

Envolvio di.cusion .obr& da ra~.no5 dEl conyuB&? 

51 • 
NO • 

• ••• 1 
':l · ... ~ 

REHUSO.. • .................. 9 

S1 MENCIONA MAS DE UNA RAZON, Pre~unte: Cual diri. usted fue la 
causa prrncipa1 de 1. pelea? (APUNTE LA RAZON DE ACUERDO A LA 
CAT~GCRIA ANT~RICR) _____________ _ 

•••••• DINERO •• b ••• 5UEGROS •• c ••• E~BARAZO 
•• d ••• ALCOHOL •• e ••• DROGAS •• f ••• MA~EJO DOMESTICO, COCINA 
•• g ••• NINOS .~h ••• SEXO •• i ••• AM1STADES 
•. j .•• TRABAJO •• k ••• NINOS/ASISTENCIA DE DIVORCIO 
•• l ••• 1NFIDELIDAD ••• m ••• REGRNCS 

Sufrio usted 6ch.que., dolore~, ra&~unos 0 alguna ortra clase de 
herida como res~1tado de este incidente? 

Oue 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
L 

51 • • • • 
NO • • • 
REHUSO •• 

. . . . 
• • ••.• 1 
• .••. 2 (PASE A P29J 

• ••• 9 (PASE A P29J 

cl~se d& dolor 0 Merida sufrio usted? Sufrio usted ••• 

Perdid. del conocimiento? •••••••••••••• 1 
Herid._ intern._? • • • • • • •• • • • ••• 2 
Herida de pi.tol./arm. de fuego? •••••••• 3 
Dano. 10. oJo. 0 dientes? • • • • ••••••• 5 
HUESOS rotos/coyuntur. dislocada? •••••••••• 6 
Concu5ion/chichon en 1. cabez.? • • • • • • ••• 7 
Herida. _eri._, mor.do. 0 quemaduras? •• • ••• 8 
Heridas .uperficiales, ras~unos/morado_? •••••• 9 
Herida de cuchillo 0 navaja? • • • • • • • ••• 4 

6 

- -- ---------- -----

• 

• 

• 



P25. Recibio tratami~nto medico en l~ e~cen~ del incidente? 

• !? I . . . . . 
NO • • • • • 
REHUSO.. • • 

. . . . . . . .. . .. 

• •••• 1 . . .. . . .. •••• 2' 
• • • • • • • ••• 9 

P2'b. - --ee- Ofl''i!eiel'o''-tr~'tA.n~nto -.l!d:i:c-o- ltn 1.." otrcel"l.il. t1el-1neident~-y 1.~ 
l'ehuso? 

S I • • • • • • • • • • • • •••• 1 
NO • • • .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. ..... 2 

pa7. La llevaron al hospit.l para tratamiento y/o admision? 

SI, ~ERO NO FUE ADMITIDA 
SI, FUE ADMITIDA • • • • • 
NO • .. • .. • • .. .. .. .." .. 

. . . • .. ...... 1 
.. . .. .. .. . .. ...... 2 . . .. . .. .. .. ........ 3 

(PASE A paSJ 

(PASE A paSJ 

pa8. Cuantos dias estuvo en el hospital? 

• Dias 

pa9. Durante este incident., e1 1e pego, abofet~o, trato de ha~erle dane 
a .... (SI "NO" A TO DAS CUATRO, EMPUJE "ENTER/RETURN" PARA BRINCAR 
SlGUI£NTE PR~GWNTA) 
a. Su hijo/a 0 al de el? • a • • • ••• 1 (PASE A P31J 
b. Sus padres 0 10. de el? • • ••••• 2 tPASE A P31J 
~. Sus amist.des 0 1 •• de el? ••••••• 3 (PASE A P31J 
d. Otro miambro de 1. famili •••••••• 4 

P30. SI EL LE PEGO, ABOFETEO 0 TRATO DE HACERLE DANO A OTRO MIEMBRO DE LA 
FAMILIA, PREGUNTE: Cual es au rela~ion con asa persona? 

• •• Abue10/. · • · • • · • • ...... 1 
b. Herr,ltilno/ • • · · · • · • • .. ...... 2 
~. Tio/. . · · · · · · · .. ...... 3 
d. Sobrino/. · · · • · • · · .. ...... 4 
a. Primo/a · • · · · · · · · ........ 5 
f. Cunado/. • · · · a • • • · ........ e, 

P31. Que me diGe de d.n05 a 1. propiedad? Rompio 0 destruyo algo en 1a casa 
dur~nte la pelea? 

• 81 • • .. .. .. .. 
NO • • • • · . • ...... 1 

.. ..... 2 
REHUSO • • ........ 9 

7 



P32. 

p33. 

Que me dice d. ~m~n£z~.7 Dur~nt. 1. p&1 •• , l~ ~menazo con ... 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
1,;1. 

h. 
1. 

j. 

. ... 01 
Hacerle dano fisico7 • 
Hacer1e dane fisico a su hijo/a 0 al de el? .••. 02 
Hacerl~ dane fisico ~ su~ padres 0 ~ 10. d~ ~17 ••••. 03 
Hac~rl~ d~no fi.ico ~ .1.1. ~mistades 0 l~s d~ ~l? •••. 04 
Hacerie dane a l~ propi~d~d ~lr~d~dor de l~ c~.~? ••• 05 
Ll~v~r.Q ~ uno 0 ma~ de los ninos? • • ••• 05 

• ••• 07 Herir or m~t~r ~ l~ mascot~? • 
Humillarl& 0 &v.r~on~~rl~? • 
Suicidar.a? 

M.t~rl~7 • 

• ••• 08 
•••• 0'3 
• ••• 10 

Cuando lle~o 1~ polici., ~rr&~t.ron • 51.1 (conyu~e/ex-conyuge)? 
10 ilevaron a la estacion dQ policia? 

S1 • 
NO G 

•••• 1 CPASE A P34J 
• ••• 2 CPASE A PBOJ 

Y se 

(LAS OTRAS DOS SECCIONES CORRESPONDEN A LAS DOS DISPOSICIONES ESPECIFr=M:MS 
ARRIBA. PREGUNTE SOLO LAS PREGUNTAS EN LA SECCION QUE CORRESPC~~E A LA 

DISPOSICICN RECEBIDA.) 

Bueno, ahora me gustari. h.c.rl. unas cu~ntas pregunt~. ~c~rca dQ 10 qUQ 
s~cedio y como usted .a sintio acerca de 1~ forma en qUQ 1. pol~c~a ~a~~J~ 
el caso ese (diD/noche). 

P34. 

P34a. 

ARRESTO: " La policia Arresto al Conyuge" 

Cuanto. oficiales da policia viniaron a su Cca.a/apartamQnto)? 

Urlo • • •• 1 
Do .. . • •• 2 
Tre .. . • •• -3 

Cuat roo • •• -4 

Hablaron en ingles 0 espanol? 

ingle1io • 
espanol 

• • 1 
• • a. 

8 

• 

• 

• 



P35a. 

• 
P35b. 

P35c. 

P35d. 

• 
P35e. 

P35f. 

P35g. 

P.35h. • 

Ahora Ie voy ~ 1Q.r una li5t. d •• lguna5 d~ la_ co ___ qUQ hace 1a 
polici. cuando rQspondQn a Quta5 llam.d.~. Por cada un. qUQ lQ Ie, 
por favor di~am~ &i la policia hi~o e~o cu~ndo respondieron a su 
llamad~ iiI di. CFECHA DEL INCIDENTE) Y 5i l~ dieron al~un material 
escrito. Ellosa ••• 

S1 • 
NO • 

• ••• 1 
e, ••• 2: 

Hablaron con usatQd saola? 

sr • 
NO • 

• •••• 1 
• •• tj Z 

Habl.ron con .u conyug •• in usted est_r prQsente? 

51 
NO 

. . 
• • 

· ~ . 
• .. 0 

• ••• 1 
• ~ •• 2 

Apaciguaron 1 •• itu_cion? 

51 • 
NO • 

· . . • •••• 1 · . . . • ••• 2 

Le dieron consejo de como 11ev_rse mejor? 

51 • 
NO • 

· . . • ••• 1 
• • • •••• 2 

Habl_ron _ usted ac&rc_ de .us derecho. legale.? 

51 • · . . . • • • ••• 1 
NO • .... 

• • • ••• '-i. · . . . 
Recomendaron Gue Vler_ u.ted _ un abo~_do privado p~ra asi.tenc::ia 

legal? 

51 • • • • • • ••• 1 
NO • • • • • • ••• .2 

Le Dijeron _ usted acerc. d. 10. albQrgu •• de mujerQ. y grupos 
de apoyo en la comunidad? 

S1 • 
NO • 

• •••• 1 
• • III _ 2 

9 



P35q. 

• 
P36. 

1='37. 

P33. 

• P';:)'3. 

P40. 

P41. 

• 

La rafiri~ron ~l Pro~r~m~ d. S~lud y R~h~bilit~cion (HaR.S.) ~cerc~ 

del ~buso inf~ntil 0 d~ ~nci~no7 

SI • 
NO • 

• •••• 1 
• ••• 2: 

L~ rafirio l~ polici~ ~ ~l~un ~lb~rgu~ 0 .arvicio comunit~rio ~n 
especifico? 

:.. 
b. 

SI • 
NO 

• ••• 1 
':) . . . . ...... CPASE A P38J 

(NO LEA LA LISTA) 

SAFESPACE • • • • • • • • • • 
ALEERGUE DE ABUSO DOMESTICO, 

. . . . •••• 1 
I'NC •• . . • •••• 2 

(KEY -":EST) 
c. MUJERE5 EN ANGUSTIA ••••••••••••••• 3 
d. ALBERGUE DE ASALTO DOMESTICO DE LA YWCA •••• ~4 
a. NO SE ACUERDA •••••••••••••••••• 0 

S1 • 
NO • 

51 
NO • 

• • • ••• 1 . . " • ••• 2 tPA5E A P40J 

. . . • • • ••• 1 
':) 

• • • • • • . ..... 

~ientras estab~ la polici~ presenta, 5~ fu~ usted de l~ 
c~sa/ap~rt~Mento? 

S1 • 
NO • 

• • • • ••• 1 
• •••• 2 

Su (conyuQe/~x-conyug~) .a fua da la casa/ap~rt~Manto mi~ntr~_ est~b~ 
~resent~ l~ policia? 

S I • • • • • • •••• 1 
NO •••••••••• 2 [PASE A P43J 

11 



P4'3. 

• 
1='50. 

::'51. 

• 

• 

Con cu~nt~ ~~riBd~d tom~ron loa ofici~l~~ ~u ~itu~cion ~n 
p~rticul~r7 Diri~ u~tad qUIii 1. tom~ron---

Muy iiin ~liiirio • 
Un poco liin ~liiirio • 
No muy iiin "liiirio 
No 1. tOffi~ron liin ~liiirio • 
NO SABE 

• 
• 

• ••• 4 
• ••• 3 
• ••• 2 
• ••• 1 
• ••• 8 

En ~u opinion, 1. p.racio qua lo~ ofici~1~~ dii polici~ qUliiiri~n 
.yud~r? 

SI • 
NO • 
NO SABE 

• •• II 1 
• • "; _ 2 
• .•. a 

En ~~n~r.l, cu.n ~~ti~f&ch. ii~tuvo u~tiid con 1. forffi~ an qUIii 1. po1ici~ 
ffianejo 1. ~itu~cion? Diri. u~ted qUIiii e~tuvo ••• 

Muy· ... c.ti~fiiCh .. · • • • • • ••• 4 
Un poco ~ .. ti~fec:h .. • · • • • • • ••• :3 
Un poco di~~ti~fliiich .. · • • • • ••• &2 
Muy di~~ti~fiic:h. · • • • • ••• 1 
NO ZAEE • • • • • • • • • • • • ••• B 

QUii Iii hubie~e gU5t .. do .. u~tiid que 1 .. ~ol~c:i~ hubier. h~c:h~ diferentlii 
liin IiiI [,l.rlejo diil .u c .. ~o? tlONDE:. "QUii Ulii. lii hubie.1iii IiiUatiido • u~ted 

GIJii &110. hiciiir.n?" (NO LEA ~A LISTA, HAGA UN CIRCULO A LAS 
RCSP~ESiAS INDICADAS) 

•• HABLAR MAS TIEMPO CON LA VICiIMA • • • • • • • ••• 1 
b. HABLAR MAS TIEMPO CON SU (CONYWGC/EX-CONyUGE) •••• Z 
c. HACER QUE EL SE FUERA (DOTARLO DE LA CASA) 

HASTA QUE SE ENDERECE • • • • • • • • • • ••• .3 
d. HAC:;:R ~We: 

,... ... 
~!;. F"UERA PARA S:EMPRE • • • • • • • ••• 4 

ii. ~ER MAS 03.JECTIVOS Y NO TRATAR MI PROBLEMA TAN 
LE'..,'EMEN7E e-

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • · ... .., 
f. QUE ARRE5TARAN A SU (CCNYUGE/EX-CONYUGE) • • • ••• 6 
g. "ccr~sc.r ARL.~ A t:L C't.-w~ ~W:;C':;RA ;:".'U~A. • • • • • ••• 7 
h. ~, ,....1"""\ 

Z';F~RENTE • ••• 0 ,",""'\.IW • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
i. ... ';~A • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • '3 

L. ~Miin.~o ~u Cconyu;liii/ex-c:onyu~&) iin cu.1qui~r ~~nci~ ffii~ntr~. 10 
.,"rcii>t .. ~ .. r.? 

51 • 
NO • • • • 

•••• 1 
• ••• 2 

13 



peo. 

• P£.l. 

pe,.:3. 

• 

.-.,.. -...J rQ...,u • 

• 

Di._ 

Cu~nto ti~mpo p._o d~_pu~_ ~~l .rrii_to p.r~ qu~ volvi~r~ _u (conyug~/ 

~x-conyu~~) ~ l~ c._.7 CAPUNTE RC5PUESTA EN HORA5 0 DIA5, 51 NO HA 
RCGRESA:)O, APUNTE "0" Y PA3E A P03.) 

1 HORAS 
Z DIAS 
.:3 NO HA RE~RESADO ~PASE A P63J 

OLIt' slIc{;'dic' CLl~nd::, l""egl-e.--SCI a l~ c~=;;;? 

RE5PUESTAS APROPIAD~SI 

(HA5A Ut.J CIF,ClILO A TO;:I;~S L?;S 

a. 
b. 

c. 

d • 
e'. 

f. 

Empe:o l~ diECllSi0~ Dtr~ ve:7 
Le pEgO~ ab0fEte~ ~ tr~to de hErlrl~ 
d e CI t 1- CI IT, a n e: 1- a :-

•••• 1 

• ••• 2 
Le Re90~ abofetEo 0 t~at0 de herir a otro 
m i e (il ~ j- CI del ~ ,. eo mil i ~ ? • • • • 3 
Le hi::cl d~n'::l a la pn,!=ieJ.;.d? •••• 4 
L~ aMEn~:o C0n he~irli. h~rcerle d~n0 a la 
pr0~lEj~d si Listed 11am~b~ s la pollcia ot~a ve:? •• S 
Tretc, de al-l~e9]"'"'I- l~s cc'~.as e·ntl-e \..\;st.edes? •••• t 

Ahor~ no_ Qu~t~ri~ ~~~ar'COffiO influyo 1~ ~ccion tOffi~d. per l_ polici. 
~l 'di .. , 1~ noch~) d~l,'incid~nt~ ~n ~u r~l .. cion con ~u (cony~~e/~x­
COI'\1w!i~) '~E:"Z EL CRU~O .DE ,,::~;:'UC~rjA A). Kit-" l __ .- .... joJ ....... t ... y "ii~Oj .. 
al n~ffi~ro p .. r~ c~d~ ~rupo, d~ p~lQbr~ii q~~ u~t~d opin~ d~~crib~ ffi~j~r 

como u~tiid .iii ~irltio ~c~rc·~ dii ~u riil~cion diiiiPU~~ dii 1 .... ccion tom .. d. 
por l~ polici... Per ~j.mplo, .1 10 qw~ ~llo~ hici~ron 1 .. _yudo .. 
~iintiriiii un poco AT~CVIDA u~t~d ffiar~~ri~ ~l ~UMiiro 3. Si la hizo 
.ii~tir MUY ATR~VIDA y~t~d M .. rc .. ri~ ~l ~UMiiro 1. 

CJ=MPLO; AT~EV:DA •• 1 •• ~~.3 •• 4 •• : •• 6 •• 7 ASUSTADA 
t~iilo~ gr ... po~ ~~ ~ .. l~br .. ~ an ~r~~o R~~p~~~t .. A, ~or f_v~r _~l~ccl~nii 

qw~ M~jor r~pra~~nt~n como l~ ~ccion da 1 .. polici .. l~ hizo .~ntir 

La hi;o ~entir'ma~ podero~~ 0 m .. ~ d~~v .. lid~? 
;:-·~~'::\C=A • • ! .. ~ .. 3 .• 4 •• ~ • • 'c. •• 7 ~::~\,JA:"'~~A 

L .. hi~o ~~ntir m .. ~ .. n cQ~tro1 0 M~~ fu~r~ dii co~tro17 

EN C=NTRCL.l •• Z •• .:3 •• 4 •• 5 •• 6 •• 7 r-WERA DE: CONTROL 

VALICNTE •• 1 •• ~ •• ~ •• 4 •• 5 •• G •• 7 TEME:RO:)A 

..... 

.. 1.4:0 

15 



--------------------------------------------

• 
~C/J. 

~70. 

P71. 

.... --. 
~ t ... 

• 

~·74. 

• 

L~ hi~o ~1 ~~t~cti~~ p~r~~n~lM .. nt~ 1~ cit~ c~n 1~ fi~c~li~ 0 con ~l~Yn~ 
d .. l~ .. otr~_ ~w~Y'.ci~ .. qu .. ::.~ f ... ~l"~n riiico •• j .. r_ .. ::l~d~ .. p~r~ ~'yud~r::'~7 

3I 
:~o • 

• ••• 1 
":> 

• ••• t-

Lii P,"iiW ... r_.t ~ iiil Ciit.ct i Viii .. i ii .. t ~!J~ .... tiid C~?~c: i t _C~ p~r~ 1 l_.v~l" ~ c:~bo 

l~ .. l"iirc:OI •• iiY' .. j~c:i~r_.iii .. q"'iii (iii::'/iii11.) di .. cutio con u.tiiid7 

81 
NO • 

Le ofr.cio iiil c.t.c:tiViii 
c. nin~ .. p~r. q"ii u.tiid 
~iwnc:i~ .. q .... (.1/1.) liii 

• 

•••• 1 
• ••• 2 

.. si.tiiiraci. c:c:.n 
puc i ar. pc:.r.iir.iii 
r.c:oi.1iiil·,c.,"Or.7 

•••• 1 
~ 

31 
NO • • • • •••• ,1_ 

:;. pYiiO u .. t.d tin cont.cto con .1wun dfi 1 .... w~r.ci ... ~Yii 1ii f~.,·on .·.I-....... _r.d_~_ .. p.:.r ( .. Ill.) c!.tiiicti-,,'.7 

• • • • • • • • •••• 1 
NO • • • • • • • • • ••• ~ ~PA~E A P7=J 

ti. 

~. 

c. 

FI~CMLIA7 • • • 
,--,...~,...,... ..... ,..,... ... .., 
till"' .. ...;r" ... ~a _. 

IiE~A~7~M~~~TO :JE 

• • • • • • • • • • • • . ~ . . . . . . • • • 
SALUD Y R~HAD1LITACICN? 

d .. 
w. 
f. 

~:\CG~~::-:A ~E 4i.-;-~i\"'~;.C10r~ ~C~.E:~T Ie,;(. 
~~~~~AMA ~E ~~CY~~~R~a ~E V;CT;~~~. 

• 
• • 

;:- ':;'1" q ... ii 
; .. 0 L~A 

• • • • • • • 

• ••••• 1) · ..... ~} 
• ••••• .3) 

(NO , ... .. .,;. 

• •••••• 4)~~"SC A P74J 
· .... . s) 
• •••• • QI 

•• 't .... _,., 

•• • w_~ 

•• 
b. 
c: 
d. 

~. 

h. 

FALTA ~t: T~ANS~OnTACICN •••• 
FALTA ~~ CUI=N CUIDA~A LOS NINOS 

• 

• • 
• 

• • 

• • 
• • 
• • 

• 
• 
• 

• • •••• 
~ · ..... .., · ... .., 

• • • • · ...... 

OTRA 
• • • • • • • 

.,. · ....... 
• • • ••• 7 

----------------~---------.~.;..~'i:_--------... a 
E .. ~-c:if.i.q ... -

dio til dfitiictivfi un. t.rjfit~ con ~u n.:;.wbr& y nUW&ro d. t~l~fQnQ 
iii:ll.ll ... ) 7 

• • ••• 1 
":) • . ....... 

17 



.... 01-rou ........ 

• 

POl c. 

• 

~31h. 

pal i. 

• 

~hor~ I~ voy & l~~r un~ li~ta d~ ~lQuna~ d~ l~~ co~~~ q~~ n~c~ l~ 
p01ici~ c~~~do r~~pondQn ~ ~~t~~ 11~~~d~~. Por c~d~ un~ q~~ l~ 1~~, 

~vl" f .. ,,'vl" d.i.w_ltlii .. i 1 .. pvl.i.ci~ hi.o .... 0 cU.,j-,do l-iir_pvr.di~I-.:.n • _~ 

II"M .. d. iiI diM (r~~HA DEL INCIDENTE) Y ~i I~ di~ron ~l~un ffi~L~ri~l 

~~crito. 

81 •••• 1 
.... ,.., ~ 
... \.1 • • ••• '-

. . . 1 !J1 
NO •••• 2 

~1 • • ••• 1 
":l · ... ~ 

, -.... 
• • • • ••• 1 
•• • 

.... · ..... 

• • • 
NO • • • • 

51 • 
NO • • 

,...~ 

~.. . . . 

• 

• ••• 1 
• ••• 2 

• •••• 1 
..... · . . ...... 

• • • ••• AI -. " .... .. ~ . . • 0 •••• '-

L& di&ron inform~cion ~c&rc~ ds lo~ ~lb~rguii~ cis ffiuJ~r~~ y ~rupo~ 
dQ ~~oyo ~n l~ cowunid .. d'i' 

I"'? • 
"'"'''' • • • • • e _ ..... . . ,.... 
'IfW • • 

..... · . . ...... 
Lii rfircOmend~I"Or, qUe Iiioli' pUiioiwl-" _I", cont .. ct-v, 0 Q .... i': Iii. ~yur,d~'I' iiar, .. 
poniirliioii &n cont~cto, con 101iio .. lb~r~uiiliio d& mujiir~ .. 0 lo~ Qrupo~ d~ 
a.poyo'i' 

NO 
~ 

•••• 4 

~ . . . . . ~ 

19 



• P05. 

• 
1=''30 .. 

;:''31. 

• 

Tr_t0 l~ ~ol~~i~ d~ qu~ u~t~J~~ l~ bu~c_r~~ un~ ~Qlucion ~ ~u~ 

dificull..Jw»7 

,.~ .,.u • 

S:i 
NO • 

51 .. ...., • 

. 

''111-...J • • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• .. 

• ., •• 1 

• ••• 1 

~, . ... ~ 

• ••• 1 .... · ...... 

• • •••• 1 81 .. 
NO • • .. • • • • • ••• 2 t~AS~ A P'30J 

A LA VICTIMA • • • • 
AL AGR~SOR.. • .. 
A OTRA ~~RSCNA •• ~. 

• ••• 1 .... · ... ~ 
-­· ... -.) 

j:1~_I·.t;j· __ .at.b .. 1 .. .:;.;.lici .. .:;rii_tirr.;ir, _Iii f", ..... tiid ~ii 1 .. 
'c.~_/_p_rt_~~~t.;.)? 

• • 
NO • • • • 

• • ••• 1 
· .•. a 

QU \~OYI'yuYii/_I(-C;;O,-.yuyti) _iii fu~ Qii 1. <~ ••• I.t-i.rt_IIJ.nt,;,1 , .. .i.,.l.,., •••• t.o .. 
~r ••• nL~ 1 .. polici.? 

51 
NCl 

.. • 
• 

.. .. • ..... 1 
• • •••• 2 ~~A5~ A PS3J 

CHAGA UN C~RCULC A TCLA3 

~. 

b. 
c. 
d. 
ti. 
f. 

L. ,",olici. ltii orOtot(.o qu. •• fuwr.7 _. 
..... c .... i t .. b .. ";.r",c;; i.;:;..·. i.~._c.: ~ t.: iii ';' I:;,..t. • .... t.ni. .. OOy.OWl .i.r ... ? I:;,..t. • • 

3W1 qui.o .i.r? • • • 
Ctr .. r~:zo"'l? • ,", . 
;~Q •• u~7 • 

21 

s~ fuWI porqu~ ••• 

• • ••• 1 
.-, 

• • · ...... -.. · ... .,:, 

• ••• 4 
("'" 

• · ... .." 

• ••• 8 



P99. 

• 

• 

Due Ie hubie.e gu~t.de • u.t.d que l~ pelici. hubier~ heche diferente 
en el •• neje d •• u Col.o? PREGUNTE. "Qu •••• Ie hubie.e gu.tade ~ utlted 
que ~llos hici.r.n?" (NO LEA LA LIBTA, HAG A UN CIRCULO A LAS 
RESPUESTAS INDICADAS) 

•• HABLAR f'tAS TIEMPO CON LA VICTlf'tA · · · · · · · • • 1 
b. HABLAR MAS TIEf'tPO CON SU (CONYUGE/EX-CONYUGE). • II 2 
c. HACER aUE EL SE FUERA (BOTARLO DE LA CASA) 

HASTA aUE SE ENDERECE · · · · · · · .. · · · · • • 3 
d. HACER aUE SE FUERA PARA SIEMPRE · · · · ~ · • ••• 4 

•• SER MAS OBJECTIVOS Y NO TRATAR MI PROBLEMA TAN 
LEVEMENTE . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ... ~ f. QUE ARRESTARAN A SU (CONYUGE/EX-CONYUGE) · · • ••• 6 

g. ACONSEJARLE A EL aUE BUSCARA AYUDA. . . .. . . ••• 7 

h. ALGO DIFERENTE · · · · · · · · · · · · · • •• '" 8 
i. HADA . . . .. • · • · · · · · · • .. • • ••• '=' 

A. Se .nfurecio .~. que .ntes? •••••••••••••••••• 1 
b. L~ .Men~zo con he~ir1a 0 h.cer1e d.no ~ 1. propi.d~d 

.i 11.M~ba • 1a po1iei. ot~a v.z? ................ 2 
c. Le hizo d~no·. l~ p~opiedad? II ................... 3 
d. Le pego, abofeteo, 0 tr.to de h.eerle d~no • ot~o 

.iembro de 1a faMilia? • • • ................. 4 
e. Se vei •• ~repentido? ...................... 5 
f. Tr.to de arreglar 0 .rreglo las co ••• ? .............. 6 
g. Se fue de 1a (ea.A/.p.~taMento)? ................ 7 
h. Hila algo diferent.? ....................... 8 
i. No .abe .......... ~ ..................... 9 

Pl01. D •• pu •• de ir •• 1a po1ieia, euan protegida pen.o u.ted ib~ • e.t~r 
d. que .u (eonyuge/ex-eonyuge) Ie hicier. dane fi.ico? Diri. 
usted •• • enti •••• 

Pl02. 

• 

"uy p~otegidA ................. ~ 
Un poeo p~otegid~ ••••••••••••• 3 
Un poco en peligro ...... ~ •••••• 2 
En Mucho p.lig~o • • • • • • • •••• 1 
HO ESTA SFGURA (NO SABE) .......... 8 

Que 
QUE 

hizo u.ted de.pue. d. i~.e la polieia? (HO LEA LA LISTA, PREGUNTEI 
"AS USTED HIZO? HAGA UN CIRCULO EN LAS RESPUESTAS f'tENCIONADAS) 

•• FUE A CASA DE AMIGOS, PARIENTES, HOTEL • .. • • ••• 1 
b. FUE A UN ALBERGUE PARA f'tUJERES f'tALTRATADAS · •••• 2 
e. FUE A PONERLE LA FIANZA AL CONYUGE • • • · · • ••• 3 
d. FUE A LA SALA DE EMERGEHCIA · · Ii • · • · .. · ..... 
e. LLAMO A UN PARIENTE, Af'tIGO . · · • · · · · · • ••• 5 [PASE A Pl05J 
f. LLORO f'tUCHO . . . • . .. . . . . • .. . • . • ••••• 6 [PASE A Pl05J 
g. NO HIZa NADA (8E QUEDO EN LA CASA) · • · • · • ••• 7 [PASE A Pl05J 
h. HIZO OTRA CAS A .. • . . . . · • . · • · · · · •• 8 [PASE A Pl05J 

23 



P107 • 

• P10B. 

P10Ba. 

P 10'3. 

• 
P110. 

_______ DIAS 

L~ prim~r~ v~z qu~ vI J~t~~tiv~ .w comunico con u~t~d, 10 hi~o ~Qr 
t. __ :i.wrono u .n ~ __ r·_url.7 

i::N ;:'i::"3G;~A 

Ti::Li::FG~O SOLA~£NT~ 

;:'RIM~RO POR TELEFO~O, Y DESPUES EN PERSONA • 

Q ••• .:; 

-. .... ~ 
• ••• 1 

Si, el detectiv. comunic~r Con ust.d en ~ngles 0 en espanol? 

Ingles • 
espanol • 

• • 1 
•• 2 

(;c .... ::: .... 1.»11:' 0 ... itlrvr'III.~.ivr, v •• .i..L",,~.i. 1 .. br .i.rtuu .1 d.~w~t.ivw c.it::: 5.1 ... 
5i.r'ww\':., p.r. _yuw.f-l. con 10. pr'oblwmi"'t qutr= e!itt.wet. tio'YI.i~ndu'? Ltr= diu 
\wl/tr=ll.&> informet.c..:iotl .cer~·. dliL' ••• 

•• 
lI. 
c. 
d. 
w. 

f. 
Q. 
h. 
i. 

Let. G-fit.:ir'i:A ciwl Fi.c.l E.1..1..17. • 
S.fe.~dc..:w7 • • • •• 
Dbrplllr'i..Hlwr,\'u dt&' S.luo y Reh.b.i1i\'~t.:.i.un 

El ProgrAm. ali::: Irlttr=rvII:!Ylciu" Dom~D1.,ic.? 
El Prugr'~md dw A~uy.c.iurw. plllr'. Vi .... \, iAI •• 
(AWVUc..:III\'R. f(Jr VlC\. i",~ Prowr' •• u) 7 •• 

• 

• 
• • 
• • 

• 
• • Or'UII:'fl 0 ... RWD\'r'icI...ivrI "'';IF;::) • 

6erv i c i u Cio' fo\io't.:ur-.o~ Hum • ."ollt 
Homti'I: .. t.R~d-E1 CRn1.rCJ de Ayud~ 

~H. f\. S. ;. • • • • 
p~r~ 1. f.mili •• 

• • 1 · . .:. 
, · .... 
r-

• • .J 

• • G ... 
• • I 

• . a Ot.r. ______________________________________ .c ••••• s 
ES;:'C:CIF.lGluc:. 

Le hizo &1 d4i'tec1.ivR pR~.onalment& 1. cit. con la filltc~li~ 0 con 
.lyutl. Ue 1Wl~ ot-r ••• ~"'JI .... illl. que Ie fU.If'on r(tC.:CJm .. ndlllc~1It pilra itU lIIyud.? 

5I • 
NO • • 

• • •••• 1 
• ••• 2 

111. Lc pr*~unto el detective ~i •• i.aba Ulltt.1.i c.pacit.d. p.ra llev.r • cabo 
lab r&lcomtr=r'u .. c.Lorlt .... qu~ (tltl/~ll.) dilltcut.io con u.t",Ut 

P112. 

P113. 

• 

61 • 
NO • 

• 
• 

•• 1 
•• a 

Le ofr.cio _I det.ctivw 
de nino~ p~ra que u.ted 
agin.ci ... quw < ... 11 ... 11.) 

.,",illtt*rlci~ cor. 1. tran.port.cior, (.I .1 
pudi&ra ponerllte &n cont.cto con i •• 

lit ... ·w(;.:CJmer.u.r(.lr.7 

51 • 
NO • • 

• • ••• 1 
.... . . ... .;. 

6e pu.o u.t&d &n cont~cto con algun de la •• ~Rnci.1It que Ie fueron 
rlircomerld .. o __ por <~1/1.) d6i\'tltc1.,iv~? 

61 
NO 

•••• 1 
•••• c (PAci:: A Pl15J 

25 



P 12'3. 

• P 133. 

P134. 

• 

_______ * d~ V~c~~ 
E.tds cos.& d. l_& que .c.b.mo. dv h.bl.r, &uc~diwron tvd.& .1 mi.lOo 
tiempo 0 en diferentw. oc •• ion •• 7 

Al mi&mo ti~mpo • 
Dif~r~nt~s oc.sion~& 

• • •• 1 CPASE A LA CAJA BJ 
••• 2 

Cu.nto~ incid~nt~s dif~r~nt~., 0 ~~p.r.dos hubi~ron7 

_____ * dv V~cli'v. 

CA~A a DEL ENTREVISTADOR 

REVISE LA ~REGUNTA 122 y CONTESTE. 

Dijo 1. person_ entrevi.t.d •• i su conyuge 
Q li'x-conyugli' Ie pego, abofet~o 0 tr.to de 
hac~rle otr. clase de d.no? 

51. 
NO. 

• 
• 

• • • 
• • • • 

• • 
• • 

• ••• 1 
• ••• a 

CPREGuNTE P132J 
CPASE A ~A CAJA CJ 

Usted menciono que su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) Ie pego, abofeteo 0 trato 
U~ h .. caOrl. d .. rlo d. vtr'. F\"'r"ilioi. C"'tiLr'IUu FUow 1. ~r~~II'I.r'" vwZ qUo ... 1 
h.4~o w.o? 

5ufrio usted .chaques, dolores, rasQuno. 0 otr. cl.se d. hwrida ~VI"O 
rli'sultado dw est. incidente? 

51 • • • • 
NO • • • • • 
REHUSiJ. • • 

Que el.se de dolor 

• • • 
• • • • 

• . • • • 
0 herid., 

• 
• 

•••• 1 
• ••• a [PASE A LA CHJH CJ 
•••• 9 C~ASE A LA CAJA CJ 

.ufrio u.ted? Sufrio usted ••• (CIRCULE TODAS LAS QUE APL I QUEt.f> 
til. Perdid. del eonoeiMiento (de,untllyo) ? • • ••• 1 • b. He'ridtll. inte'rn.as? • • • • • ••• 2 c. Heridtll de piatoltil/tIlrM. de fuego? • • ••• 3 · d. D.ano til los ojo. 0 dienteB? • . • • ••• 4 · e. Hue.o. roto.leoyuntur. di.loe.ad.a? . • ••• 5 f. Coneu.ion/ehiehon en 1. eabeI4'-? . . · ..... b 
iii· Herid.a. Be'ri •• , lIo'r.ados 0 que .. adur .... ? . . • ••• 7 h. He'rid .... .uperfieiAles, r •• gunoB/Mor.ado.? • ••• 8 i. He'rid \.. de euehillo 0 nA"'Aj.? • • ••• 9 • • 

Ahc.r. HI~ YUo.t.lI"itil •• ilwr _.i. u.~~d rwc.i.u.i.o ~r·.L.III.i.wrlt.o m~d.i.~o pvr Iv. 
duJ. ... /r'tI. y h..,riu .. ~ "!uv .uFrio dur.nte e1 incidwnilli. nwc.i.u.i.o 
tr.t.mi~nto mwdicq 9n 1. li'scen. del incid~ntli'7 

SI • 
NO a 

• 
• • 

••• 1 
• •• 2 

28 



P142. 

• 
P143. 

P144. 

P145. 

• 

Ahor. diY.fnil, .1guno J. loi. mi .. rnlJrOil diP 1 .. f.amill" 1"~ qU~jO de 
Uuj.ur' ... liit, .c.:hoilqu .... 0 dcHIU. fi ... icoa como rw~ull..do diPl incident~? 

51 • 
NO • 
Rt::HU50 • 

.. ••• 1 
• ••• 2 (PA5E A LA CAJA DJ 
• ••• 9 (PASt:: A LA CAJA DJ 

Qu .. cl.ilw d. dolor ,0 herid.a ilufrio wl mi .. mbro de 1 .. f.amili.? 
Cumo re.ultado dill incidiPnt .. ? 5ufrio ••• · . • • tI • 1 a. Pilrdid. dill conocimiiPnto? • 
b. H .. rid.s. intern.so? • • • • • ••••• 2 
c. MiPrid.a da pi.tol.a/.rm.a d. fuego? •••• 3 
d. Dano. loa ojoa 0 dientea7. • ~ •••••• 5 
w. Hue.o. rotoso/coyuntura dis.locada? • ... • ••••• 6 
f. Concusion/chichon wn 1a cabwza? • • • • • ••• 7 
g. Hwrid.alit ~eri.H~, mor .. dos 0 qU~rH .. c.iuraSt? • • ••• 8 
h. Heridaa .uperficidles, r.asgunos/morado.7 •••• 9 
i. Herid.a d. cuchillo 0 navaj.? • • • • • • •• 4 

Lw fuw ~ado trat.miwnto medico. au familiar wn 1a ws.cena del 
incidt;mtw? 

51. •• ~ • • •••• 1 CPASE A P146J 
NO • • oJJ • • • • • • •••• a 
NO 5ABE IREHUSO. ~ ••••• 8 

Le fue ofriPcido tratdmianto m~dico • s.u f.miliar en 1. escena del 
incidentw que wl rwhuso? 

81 • 
NO • 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
• • • ••• 1 

• ••• 2 
'"' • • ••• Q 

P146. Llevaron. 5U familiar al ho.pital para recibir tratamiento y/o par. 
ser admitido7 

51, 
51, 
NO 
NO 

• 

PERO NO HUBO ADMISION · . • • • •• 1 CPA5E A LA 
LO A4)MITIERuN · • · · • . · • •• 2 CPio;EGUNTC: . • . 

SABE • 
- tPASC: . . . . · · • • · . . . · · ... .., . . • . · · · · • · • •• 8 CPASE 

CAJA D DeL ~NTneVIS1HuuR 

REVISE ~A PRC:GuNTA 126 y CONTC:STC:. 

A LA 
A LA 

Dijo la persona entrevistdda .i .u conyu~w 0 

.~-conyuga la habia amen.azado con hacwrla dane 
• 1a propiedad, a w11a 0 a otro miembro de la 
famili.7 

51 
NO 

. . . • • ••• 1 
•••• 2. 
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• CAJA F DEL ENTREVISTADOR 

REVISE LA PREGUNTA 123 Y CONTESTE. 

Cuanta~ v~ces dice la persona entrevistada que 
w1 conyuge/.x-conyuge la ha abof~t~ado, p~gado 
o Ie h. tr.tado de hacer dano? 

NUNCA .••••••••••••••• O[PASE A LA CAJA GJ 
UNA VEZ ••••••••••••• 1[PASE A LA CAJA GJ 
DOS VECES •••••••••••• 2[PREGUNTE P153J 

TRES VECES 0 MAS ••••• 3[PREGUNTE P153J 

P153. Usted dijo que .u(conyuge/.x-conyuge) Ie ha pegado, abofeteado 0 

P154. 

• P155. 

P156. 

P157. 

• 

tr.t.do de h.cerle dane ______ (numero) veces de.de que 1. policia 
estuvo aqui. V. habl.mos de la primer. vez que e50 sucedlo. Anora 
me gustaria saber cuando fuw 1. proxima vez .1 Ie pego, .bofeteo 0 
tr.to de h.cwrle a.no? 

------------_._---------------- FECHA 
MES DIA ANO 

Sufrio usted .chaques, dolores, ra.gunos 0 otr. cl ••• de herida como 
resultado de .ste incidente? 

51 • • • • • ., • • • • • • ••• 1 
NO ••••••••••••••• 2 [PASE A CAJA G) 
REHUSO. • • • • • ••••• 9 [PASE A CAJA G) 

Que c~as. d. dolor 0 herida sufrio u.t.d? Sufrio usted ••• 

a. Perdida del conocimiento7 . . . . . • • ••• 1 
b. H.ridas internas? •••••••••••••••• 2 
c. Herid. de pistol.l.rma de fuego? •••••••• 3 
d. Herida de cuchillo 0 navaja? • • • • •••• 4 
e. Dano. los ojos 0 dientea •••••••••••• 5 
f. Huesos rotos/coyuntura dislocad.? •••••••• 6 
g. Concusion/chichon en I. cabeza? ••••••••• 7 
h. Heridas serias, morados 0 quem.duras? •••••• 8 
i. Heridas superficiales, rasgunos/morados? •••• 9 

Recibio tratami.nto med;co en 1. esc~na d l' . • - ~ lnCldeni.e? 

S1 • • . . . . . . . • •••• 1 
• ••• 2' NO • • • • • • . . . 

REHUSO • • • • • • ••• 9 

(PASE A P158) 

Le oTrecieron tr.t.miento medico renuso? en 1_ .scen_ del incidente y 10 

S I • • • • • • • • • · . . 
NO • • • • • • . . . . 41!1 ••• 1 

•••• a 
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P164. 

• 
P165. 

P166. 

P167. 

• 
P168. 

• 

Que 
del 

•• 
b. 
c. 
u. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

clils~ d~ dolor 0 h&ridil ~ufrio ~l filmiliilr7 
incid6o:!nte, tu vo .... 
Perdida del conocimiwnto (desmilyo)7 • 
Heridila interna~7 •• 
Herid. d~ pistolil/arma diP fuego? ••• 
DilrJU oil 1 o~ oj U'a U d i ",rd, w~ 7 
Hueso~ rotos/coyuntur. di.locad.? • 
Concusion/chichon &n 1. c.bez.? ••• 
Heridil» 5eriil5, mor.doa 0 qu~m.duras7 
Heridas aupwrficiillwa, r_5~unos/mor.dos7 
Herid_ dw cuchillo 0 n.vAjA? ••• 

Como r~sultiloo 

• • 1 
• .2 
• • .:> 

r:::" 

• • <oJ 

o .6 
..7 
• .8 
• • 9 
• .4 

Le fue dAdo t~AtAMiento Medico A cUAlqui.r fAmili~~ en 1. e~cenil del 
incicle~te7 

SI • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
HO •••••••••• 2 
HO SABE/REHUSO ••••• e8 

La fUR ofrecido triltamiento medico. au filmiliilr en 1. escenil del 
ineidente pero 10 rehuao? 

51 • • • • CI • • • • • •• 1 
~() . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ~ 
NO SADE/ REHUSO • II •• •• • 8 

Llevaron a (el/ella> ill ho_pitill pilra reeibir tr.t.miento 0 paril aer 
admitido? 

51, PERO NO HUEO ADMI5ION • • . . . . 
51, LO ADMITIERON • • • • • • • • . . 
NO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

•• 1 
•• 2 
•• 3 

NO SABE • • • • • • • •• •••• • • • • II a 

Cuant05 di.s a. quedo au filmiliilr .n 81 hoapit.l? 

_________________ * de Di.a 

CAJA H DEL EN,REVIS,ADCR 

REVISE LA ~nEGU~TA 127 y CWNTESTE. 

tPASE A LA CAJA HJ 
CPREGUNTE P 168J 
tPASE A LA CAJA HJ 
tPA5E A LA CAJA HJ 

Cu.nto. vecea dice 1. per.onil entrevist.d. 
que 1. eoyuge/ex-conyuge 1. h •• menilzildo 
con hileerle dilno il 1. propiedad, a elle 0 
il otro miembro de la filmiliil7 

NUNCA ••••••••••••••••• uCPASE A LA CAJA IJ 
UNA VEZ ••••••••••••••• ICPASE A LA CA~H IJ 

DOS VECES ••••••••••••• 2CPkEGuNrE P163J 
TRES VECES 0 MAS •••••• 3LPREGUNTE P153J 
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P173. 

P174. 

• P175. 

P176. 

P177. 

P178. 

• 

Dur.nte 10. incid.nt •• qU8 ocurri.ron 8.& di., al~uivn ll.mo _ 1. 
polici.7 

5 I • • • • • • • 
NO • • • • • • • • • • • 
NO SABE • • • • • • • • 

• • •• 1 
..2 (PASE A P174) 

• ••• 3 (PASE A P174) 

QuiQn ll.mo _ 1. polici.7 Fue ••• (HAGA UN CIRCULO A TODAS 
LA RESPUESTAS CORRESPONDIENTE) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

Usted quien llama • 1. polici.? •••••••••••• 1 
Su (conyuge/ex-conyug&) qui&n llama a la policia? ••• 2 
Un familiar quien ll.mo _ la policia? ••••••••• 3 
Otr. persona quien llama a la policia? • ..4 
NO SABE QUIEN LLAMO A LA POL1C1A ••••••••••• 8 

Ahora me gustaria prQguntarle algunas cos •• que podrian haber pasado 
entre su (conyugQ/ex-conyuge) durante los ultimos .eis meses, antes 
de (FECHA EN QUE EMPEZO EL EXPERIMENTO). Vamos a VQr-- .eis mesQ» 
Ante. de e.a fechA fue (MENCIONE EL MES Y EL DIA FERlADD MAS CERCANOJ 
NAVlDAD. SEMANA SANTA, EL 4 DE JULIO, DIA DEL TRABAJO ACCION DE 
GRACIAS) Q 

E»taban usted viviendo juntos usted y su conyuge/ex-conyuge 
los sei. mQses ante. de (FECHA EN QUE EMPEZO EL EXPERZMENTO)? 

SI • • • • • 
NO • • • • • 

. . • • •• 1 . . . ..2 
(PASE A P176) 

Cuanto tiempo durante e.os sei. meses vivieron junto»? 

MENOS DE UN MES · · • • · · • • • • 1 
DE UN MES A DOS MESES • • · · • · • · • •• 2 
.3 A 4 MESES • . · · · · · · · • • • · · ... · . ~ 
5 MESES . • • • • • · • • '! · · · • • .4 

Durante ese periodo de seis meses, hubieron incidentes en los.cuales 
.u __________ 1e pego, abofQteo 0 trato de hac~rl_ dane de algun. 
maneril7 

51 . . . . . . . . . . •• 1 
NO • . . . . . . . . . . • •• a\PASE A P184) 

Alrededor dQ cuantas v-c~- 1 b f 
~ -- • pego, a 0 Qteo 0 trato . h en cualquier manera? ce acerle dane 

---------------__________ * dQ V.ces 

Sufrio ust.d aehaques, dolores, 
It rasgunos 0 otra eliisR d. hQrica como resu ado d. este incidentQ7 

51 . . · · · · · · • • J. · · . · NO . 0 · · · · · · • • 2 CPASE A P184) · · .. · REHUSO · · · · · · · · . · • .9 CPASE A P184J 
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P187. 

.' 
Ple8. 

P189. 

P19i. 

P1S2. 

. -

SI EL LE PEGO, ABOFETEO D TRATD DE HACERLE DAND A DTRO MIEMBRO DE LA 
FAMILIA, PREGUNTE: Cu.l ~Q .u rwl.cion con W5. p~rsona? 

A. Abuillo/. · . . . • • 1 
b. Hermanol. • .2 
c. Tiol. · · • • 3 
d. Sobrino/A • • 4 
E. Primo/. · · · · .5 
f. Cun.do/;i · · · • .6 
g. Otra. perstOnA · • .7 

Ahor. digame, alguno de los miembro~ de su f.milia sw queJo oe 
dolores, ach.quw» 0 d.nos fi.ico. como result.do del incidente? 

S I a _ • • • • 

NO • • • • • 
REHUSO • • • 

•• 1 
..2 CPASE A P190J 
..9 CPASE A P190J 

Que clase dw dolor 0 herida sufrio e1 f.mili.r como result.do del 
incidwnta? Sufrieron ••• (CIRCLE TODAS LAS QUE APLIQUEN) 
a. Perdida del conocimiento (dwsmayo). ••• • •• 1 
b. Harid.s intwrnas? ••••••• o. ••• ..2 
c. Harida de pistola/arma de fuego? •••••••• 3 
d. Da.no A los ojos 0 dientes? •• •• • •• 5 
e. Huesos rotos/coyuntura dislocad.? ••••••• 6 
f. Concusion/chichon en la cabeza? •••••••• 7 
g. HRridaa sarias, morados 0 quemadura_? ••••••• 8 
h. Heridas superficiales, rasgunos/moracos7 ••••• 9 
i. Hiifrid.a d" cuchillo 0 navajat • •• • •• 4 

Que ffi~ dice AcerCA dll las amenaza&? Durante ese pe~iodo d" seis 
meses~. amenazo con hacerle dano a la propiedad 0 nacerle dano a 
usted 0 otro miembro de la familia? 

5I .. 
NO • 

. . . . . . . 
• • • • • • • 

• • •• 1 . . • ..2 CP/=lSE A P 193J 

Cuanta& Vllell& amenazo III con MAcer IIs07 

.. de Vecl~s -----------------------
Que me dice Qfl amenazas7 E1 amenazo com ••• 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 
j . 

Hacerle dano Fisico? • • • • • • •••••••• 01 
Hacerle dane fisico a su hijola 0 al de e17. • ••• 02 
Hacerle dane fi.ico a sus p.dres 0 a los de e17 ..... 03 
Hacerle dano fisico a sus aml~tades 0 IdS de elf ••• 04 
Hacerle dano a 1a propiedad alrededor d. 1a cas.? •• 05 

1 . ? OS Llevar5e a uno 0 m.s de o~ nlnos .• • • •••••. 
Herir 0 mat.r a la mascot.? •• • ••••• ~.07 
Humil1&rla 0 avergonzarIa7 • • • • •••• 08 
Suicidars~? • • • ••• • • ••• 09 
M.tarla? •• ......... • •• • •••• 10 
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P200a. • 
P200a. 

P200a. 

P200a. 

• P200ii. 

P200 •• 

P200b. 

P200b. 

P200b. 

E1 .exo da 1. per.on. d~ ma. edad, que e»t~r vivi~ndo con usted7 

HOMBRE • 
MUCi-iACHA • 

• • 1 
• • 2 

Cuanto5 ano. tiene 1. p~rsona7 
MENDS DE UN AND APUNTE "01") 

ANOS 

(HPUNTE LA RESPUESTA EN ANUS. SI 

Por favor digame el primer nombre de la per.on. de m •• edad, vivie~do 
con usted. 

___________________ (PRIM~R NOMBRE) 

NINGUN • • 
NlNO/A • • • • 

. . . . . • .0 . . . . . . • •• 1 
~HDRES.... • •• • •••••• 2 
HERMANO/A. • •• • •••••• 3 
CUNADO/A •••••••••••• 4 
ABUELO/A •••••••••••• s 
SOBRINO/A •••••••••••• 6 
TIO/A • • • • • •••••• 7 
PRIMO/A •••••••••••• 8 
REHUZA • • • • • •••• 9 . 

Estii Ciisado (el/ell.)7 

S I • • • • • • 
NO • • • • • • 
NO SABE • • 

••• 1 
• • •• 2 
• ••• 3 

S!.. • 
NO •• 
NO SABE 

. . . . . . • • •• .1 . . . . . . • • • • ..2 
• • • •• a 

Por fiivor, digam~ 81 primer nombre de Iii segund. persona de mas edad? 

_________________ (Primer Nombre) 

El sexo de 1. segund. per.on. de ma. edad, que esta vivlenco con 
usted7 

HOMBRE •••••••••••••••• 1 
MUCHACHA •••••••••••••• 2 

-----ANOS 
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P200d • • 
P200d. 

P200d. 

P200d. 

P200d • • 
P200&1. 

P200e. 

P200a. 

P200 •• 

• 

~ _________ -------(Primar Nombra} 

E1 ~exo dit I. cuart. per.on. dit ma5 ed.d, qua e.t. viviendo con 
u!iited? 

HOMBRE •••••••••••••• ··1 
MUCHACHA •••••••••••• ··2 

-----ANOS 

NINGUN ••••••••••• ···O 
NINOLA •••••••••••• ··1 
PADRES •••••••••••• ··2 
HERMANO/A ••••• a ••••• 3 
CUNADO/A •••••••••••• 4 
ABUELO/A •••••••••••• 5 
SOBRINO/A ••••• ' •••••• 6 
TIO/A •••• 8 •••••••• ~.7 
PRIMO/A •••••••••••• ·8 

E.t. c ••• Oo (it1/it11.>7 

SI ••••• a •••••••• 1 
NO ••••••••••••• • 2 
NO SABE ••••••••• S 

Por f.vor, digame .1 primer nombr. dit 1. quint. parson. dit m.s ~dad? 

-----------------(Primar Nombre) 

Est. empIe.do (el/ell.)? 

5I •••••••••• II a •••• 1 
NO(lt ••••••••••••••• 2 
NO 5ABE ••••••••••• 8 

E1 »Q~O de 1. quint. PQrsona de ma!ii itd.d, qUit Qst. viv~ando con 
ustad? 

HOMBRE •••••••••••••••• 1 
MUCHACHA •••••••••••••• 2 

Cu.ntos .nos tiene Q.t. pitrson.? 

-----ANOS 
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P205. 

• 
P207. 

P208. 

P209. 

• P210. 

P211. 

• 

Mli?no. d!iiP $300, • ••• 1 } 
$300 .. $599, · . · • ••• 2} 
$obOO .. $899, · .. · . . . .. .. • ••• 3} 

S900 ... $1499, .. · .. . . . .. • ••• 4} (PASE A P209] 
"1500 ... "199g, 0 . .. . • ••• 5} 

$2000. Y mOl"? · . · • ••• 5} 
SE REHUSA A CONTESTAR .. . . • ••• 9} 

MESES ----------------------
NUNCA TRABAJO •••••••• (00) [PASE A P209J 

Cu_ndo .st.b ... tr_b ... j ... ndo, .lrededor de cu ... nto g ... n ... b. u.ted por mes 
_ntes de 1.s deduccione& de impue.to. y de .eQuros? 

Meno§ de $400, .... .. ••••• 1 
$400 • $599, • • • • • • • • • ..2 

- $700 • $999, • • • • • • • • • • • ..3 
$1000 • $1399, •••••••••••• 4 
.. 1400 • $1699, ° . . . . . . . ..5 
$1700 Y m .... ? •• ft •••••••••• G 
SE REHUSA A CONTE STAR • • • • •• 9 

Est. recibiendo u.ted dinero de A1gun. otr. p.rte? 

5 r. •••••• 
NO • • • • • • • • 

. . . . . . • • 1 . . •• 2 [PASE A P21aJ 

De donde recibe usted dinero? Recib. u.ted dinero de ••• (PREGUNTE 
CADA CATEGORIA SEPARADA) 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 

. . . . . . Seguro soci ... l? •• 
Pension/Retir~? a ..... 

P.go de Veter.no.? 
. . . . . 

Cuent. de Ahorro. Per.on.l? 

• • • 1 
• .2 
• • 3 

• • .4 
E. Acciones? ••••••••••••••• s 
F. Compens ... cion de DesempIeo? ••••••• 6 
G. Mantencion de 10. nino.? •••••••• 7 
H. Asi.tenciil Publ iCil'? • • • • • • •• 8 
I. A1imonio......... • ••••• 9 

Manos d. $200, ••••••••••• 
$200 • $499,. • • • • • • 
$500 • $799,. • • • • ... 
$800 .• $la9S, ••••••••• 
$1300 • $1499, ......... . 

• .. 1 
• .2 
• .3 
• .4 
..5 

$1500 Y mils • • • • • • • • • • • •• 6 
NO SABE • • • • • • • • • 8 
SE REHUSA A CONTE STAR • • .9 
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P219 • • 
P220. 

P221. 

P222. 

• 
P223. 

• 

_____________ MeSR& 

Alrededor d. cuanto ganaba wI por me& .nt_. de 1~_ deducciones d~ 
impuestos y d_ &~guros? 

Manos d. $400, • • • • •• 1 
$400 a $699, ••••••••••••• 2 
$700 a $999, ~ •••••••••••• 3 
$1000 a $1399, ••••••••••• ~4 
$1400 a $1699, 0 • • • • • .. • • • •• 5 
$1700 Y mas? • • • •••••••• 6 
NO SABE. • • • • • • • • • •• 8 
SE REHUSA CONTESTAR ........... 9 

5 I -. . . . . . . . . . . '. .. 1 
NO • a •••••••••••• 2 [PASE A P224J 
NO SABE ••••••••••• 3 [PASE A P224J 

De donde recibe El dinero? Recibe el dinero de ••• (PREGUNTE 
CADA CATEGORIA SEPARADA) 

A. Seguro Social? • · .. • · • • · • · • • ~ 1 
B. Pension/Retiro? • · • • · · · • • • • .2 
C. Pago de Vateranos? · · .. · · · · · · • • 3 
D. Cuenta d. AhorroSi Personal? · • · · •• 4 
E. Acciones? .. • · · • • · • · · • · • • .5 
F. Compensacion de DESiempleo? • • • • · • • 6 
G. Asistancia Publica · · · • · • · · • • • 7 
H. Alimonio • • . · · · · · · • · • · · •. a 

Cuanto reciba el de todaSi .Sitas fuent. d. ingresos por mes? 

MenoSi d. $200, ............. 1 
$200 a $499, ............... 2 
$500 a $799, ••••••••••••• 3 
$800 a $1299, ••••••••••••• 4 
$1300 A $1499, •••••••••••• 5 
$1500 Y maSi. • • • •••••••• 6 
NO SABE ••••••••••••••• 8 
SE REHUSA A CONTESTAR ••••••••• 9 

o-~ GRADO ~ ••••• ~ •••••••••••••• 02 
5-8 GRADO. • • • • • • • •• • ......... 06 
PARTE DE LA ESCUELA SUPERIOR ......... ".10 
ESCUELA TECHHICA EN VES DE ESCUELA SUPERIOR •••• 11 
COMPLETO LA ESCUELA SUPERIOR, ••••••••••• 12 
DESPUES DE ESCUELA SUPERIOR, ESCUELA DE 

COMERCIO/NEGOCIO ..... u ............ 13 
1-3 AHOS DE UHIVERSIDAD ............... 1~ 
SE GRADUO DE UHIVERSIDAD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 16 
GRADUO DE ESTUDIOS AVAHZADOS •••••••••••••••••••••• 19 
HO SABE •••••• a •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 
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• 

• 

• 

lliT.sPVr1==HER .Q..!3SERVATIONS. 

FLE.:"SE FILL OUT THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS FRON YOUR OH1'1 OBSERVATIONS AFTER 
THE INTERVIEW. (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.) 

1. Where was the interview conducted? 

In home/apartment 
On telephone ... 
In restaurant . . . 
In public park. . 
In public library 
At victim's work place. 
At Safe streets . . . 
In a car. . . ~ . . 
Other 

(SPECIFY) 

·1 
· 2 
• 3 
· 4 

5 

· 6 
7 

· 8 
• • 9 

2. How anxious did the respondent seem to be about the study before the 
interview? 

Very anxious. 
Somewhat anxious .. 
Not at all anxious .. 
Not very anxious ... 

• • <4 
• • 3 
• • 2 

. . " . 1 

3. Did his/her anxiety levels change over the course of the interview: 

Yes No IF YES: Expiain .. __________ _ 

4. Was the respondent at all hostile either before or during the 
interview? 

Yes No IF YE~: Explain ~ __________________ __ 

5. How great was the respondent's interest in the interview? 

Very Low Moderately Low Average 
I 2 3 

Moderately High 
4 

Very High 
5 



• 
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RESPONDENT RECEIPT FORM 

I have received $25 in payment for my completion of the Metro-Dade 
study. with the exception of your signature, PLEASE PRINT the 
following information. 

Respondent Name social Security Number 

Respondent signature Date 

Address Phone Number 

city, state, Zip 

Name, address and telephone number of YOUR PARENTS, A RELATIVE not 
living with you) and a CLOSE FRIEND. 

FATHER OR STEPFATHER 

Last Name: First Name: 11. 1. 

Address: 
(I f same as above, wr i te "SAME") 

City, state and Zip Code: 

Phone Number: 

MOTHER OR STEPMOTHER 

Last Name: First Name: M.1. 

Address: 
(If same as above, write "SAME") 

City, State and Zip Code: 

Phone Number: 
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METRO-DADE SPOUSE ASSAULT STUDY 
SIX-MONTH FOLLOW UP INTERVIEW 

Police Foundation 
Washington, DC 

February 24, 1988 
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ID # __________ _ 
(1-5) 

Interview Schedule 

DADE SPOUSE ASSAULT STUDY 

Second Interview 

Hi, my name is (Interviewer Name) and I'm a member of the 
research organization which interviewed you about six months ago 
(or I interviewed you about six months ago) as part of a study we 
are doing on family problems in this area. (We/I have returned 
for a second interview to find out if your feelings, opinions, 
and activities in general have changed since the last time (we/I) 
spoke with you. This time we will pay you $25 for your time in 
completing the interview. Your participation in the interview is 
voluntary but your cooperation will be very helpful. As before, 
anything you tell me during the interview will be kept completely 
confidential. No one, except me and our research staff in 
Washington, D.C. will ever see your answers . 
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TIME INTERVIEW BEGAN 
(6-9) 

A. f.1. 
P.M. 

Ql. Let's begin with some questions about the incident for which the 
police came here on (Date). As you might recall 
(I/we) talked to you about that incident about six months ago. 
Do you remember that interview? 

YES. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO . •••• " • " • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • . •• 2 

(10) 

[IF NO: MAKE SURE yOU HAVE THE RIGHT PERSON. CONTINUE ONLY 
WHEN YOU ARE SURE YOU HAVE THE RIGHT PERSON.] 

Q2. What is your relationship now with the person you were having 
problems with on that date? 

SPOUSE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
EX-SPOUSE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
SEPARATED ........................ 0 • • •• 3 
LOVER/BOYFRIEND. • . . • • . • • . . • . . • • . . • . • •. 4 
EX-LOVER/BOYFRIEND. . . • . . • • • • . • . • • • . • .. 5 

Q3. Are you living with him now? 

Q4. 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •• 2 [SKIPTOQ6] 

Has he lived with you all the time since the incident? 

yES .••••••..•••..••..•..••.•.•.••••.•. 1 [SKIP TO Q10] 
NO .••••.•...• 0 •••••• 0 •••• CI • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
REFUSED. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 9 

( 11) 

(12) 

(13) 

Q5. About how long has he been living with you since the incident 
that happened on ? 

(DATE) 

_____ 1 WEEKS [SKIP TO Q10] 
_______ 2 MONTHS [SKIP TO QlO] 

(14-16 ) 

Q6. Have you lived with him at any other times since the incident? 
(17) 

YES ................................ II •• 1 
NO ..................................... 2 [SKIP TO Q8] 
REFUSED. . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • .. 9 [SKIP TO Q8] 

Q7. About how long did you live with him before (you/he left)? 
(RECORD ANSWER IN DAYS, WEEKS, OR MONTHS) . 

_____ 1 DAYS· 
___ 2 WEEKS 

______ 3 MONTHS 

1 

(18-20) 
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Q8 . Have you and your (spouse/ex-spouse) had any kind of contact at 
all since he left? 

(21 ) 
YES. • • • • • . • . • • • . • • • . . • • . . • • . • • • • . . • • .. 1 
NO •••••••••••••••••••••• " ••••.• 0& •••••• 2 [SKIP TO QIO] 
REFUSED .•............................. 9 [SKIP TO QIO] 

Q9. What kind of contact have you had since that time? (DON'T READ 
LIST. CIRCLE AS MANY AS MENTIONED) . 

TALKED ON THE TELEPHONE •......•....... 1 
HE CAME BY TO VISIT .........•......... 2 
I WENT BY TO VISIT .................... 3 
HE CAME BY FOR HIS BELONGINGS ......... 4 
I WENT BY FOR MY BELONGINGS ..••....... 5 
WE MET OUTSIDE THE HOME ....•.••...•... 6 
OTHER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 7 
REFUSED. . • • • • • • • • . . . . • • . . . • • • • • • • . • • .. 9 

(22-29) 

QIO. NOW, I would like to ask you some questions about what has 
happened since we talked with you about six months ago. First 
tell me, would you say your relationship with your (spouse/ex­
spouse) has been under a lot of stress, moderate stress, 
relatively little stress, or no stress at all since the 
interview about six months ago? 

Qll. 

A LOT OF STRESS,...................... 4 
MODERATE STRESS,...................... 3 
LITTLE STRESS, OR..................... 2 
NO STRESS AT ALL? . . . • . . . . • . • . . . . . . . .. 1 
REFUSED. • • • • • • •.• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 9 

(30) 

Did the action the police took about six months ago make any 
difference in your willingness to call the police? That is, are 
you now more willing or less willing to call the police in the 
event of a fight with your (spouse/ex-spouse)? 

MORE WILLING.......................... 3 
NO DIFFERENCE......................... 2 
LESS WILLING.......................... 1 
REFUSED. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 9 

(31 ) 

Q12. Do you think the action the police took about six months ago has 
led your (spouse/ex-spouse) to realize that his violent behavior 
towards you is wrong? 

YES. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
DON'T Kl{OW ........ ,..................... 8 

2 

(32) 
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Q13. Would you say that since that time your (spouse/ex-spouse) has 
been more violent or less violent towards you? 

MORE VIOLENT.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . .. 3 
NO CHANGE............................... 2 
LESS VIOLENT.......................... 1 
NO CONTACT WITH HIM ................... 7 
REFUSED ........ 0 • • .. • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • ... 9 

( 33) 

Q14. Now, I would like to ask you a few questions about the time 
since the interview about six months ago. (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL 
INCIDENT). Since that time has your (spouse/ex-spouse) actually 
hit you, slapped you, or tried to hurt you in any way? 

(34) 
YES ••.. e .. • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO ........................................ 2 [SKIP TO Q39] 

Q15. About how many different times has he actually hit, slapped, or 
tried to hurt you in any way in the past six months? 

(35-36) 
# OF TIMES 

Q16. When was (that/the first time) he did that during the past six 
months? 

{17-42) 
DATE 

MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q.l.7. What time of day did the incident happen? 
(43-46) 

MILITARY TIME 

Q18. Did you have an argument before he hit, slapped or tried to hurt 
you? 

(47) 
YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO .......•... 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • •• • • •• 2 [SKIP TO Q20] 
REFUSED. • • • . . • • • . • • . • . • • . . . • • . . • • . . • .. 9 [SKIP TO Q2 0 ] 

Q19. About how long did the argument last before he hit or slapped 
you, or tried to hurt you? • 

_________ 1 MINUTES 
__________ 2 HOURS 

(48-50) 

Q20. Had your (spouse/ex-spouse) been drinking before the incident 
began? 

( 51) 
YES. . 0 .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • •• 1 
NO. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 
DON'T Kl'TOW ............................................... GO .. .... 8 
REFUSED ...................... ~ .... e .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 9 

3 

III.' ___________________________________ _ 
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Q21. Had you been drinking before the incident began? 
(52 ) 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
REFUSED. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. 9 

Q22. Had your (spouse/ex-spouse) been using drugs before the incident 
began? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. 2 
DON'T Kl'rOW •..• e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 
REFUSED. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 9 

Q23. Had you been using drugs before the incident began? 

YES ••••••••.•••.••••••••••• CI 0 • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO .••••.•• II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • •• 2 
REFUSED. . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . .. . . . . • .. 9 

(53) 

(54) 

Q24. Which of the following factors were responsible for causing this 
particular incident? (READ EACH CATEGORY) Did it involve 
arguments or discussions over ... 

a. 
b. 
c . 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 
j . 
k. 
1. 
m. 
n. 

YES NO 
Money. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . .. 1 2 
In-laws? .............. 01 • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 2 
Pregnancy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 2 
Alcohol Use? ....... ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 2 
Drug Use? ............................ 1 2 
Housekeeping or cooking? ............. 1 2 
The children?........................ 1 2 
Sex? ..... tI • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • •• 1 2 
Fr i ends? .. 8 ••••• e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 2 
Work? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 2 
Child support/alimony payment? ....... 1 2 
Spouse "running around"? ............. 1 2 
Spouse's nagging? .....•.............. 1 2 
Your divorce/separation? .•...•....•.. 1 2 

REF. 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 

(55 ) 
(56) 
(57) 
(58) 
(59) 
(60) 
(61) 
(62) 
(63) 
(64) 
(65) 
(66) 
(67) 
(68) 

Q25. IF MORE THAN ONE REASON MENTIONED Ask: "Which of the reasons 
mentioned would you say was the main cause of the fight? 
(RECORD THE LETTER FOR THE MAIN REASON) (69) 

Q26. Did you have any aches, pains, scratches or any other injury as 
a result of the incident? 

(70 ) 
YES .•..•....•.•..•. _ .••••.. __ .•.• OJ _ • •• 1 
NO .•. _ •...••......•..•......... _ ...... 2 [SKIP TO Q32] 
REFUSED. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 9 [SKIP TO Q32] 

4 



-----------------------

• 

• 

• 

Q27 . What kind of pain or injury did you have? Did you have ... 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blackout)?.Ol 
b. Internal injuries? .....•.......... 02 
c. Gunshot wound?. ~ .................. 03 
d. Knife wound? ..... ., .................. 04 
e. Eye or teeth injury? •............. 05 
f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? ... 06 
g. Concussion/bump em head? .......... 07 
h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns? ... 08 
i. Superficial/Minor cuts, scratches/ 

bruises? ...... Cl ••••••••••••••••• • 09 
j. Aches and pains? .....••........... 10 

(71--72) 
(73-74) 
(75-76) 
(77-78) 
(79-80) 
(81-82) 
(83-84) 
(85-86) 

(87-88) 
(89-90) 

Q28. Were you given medical treatment on the scene? 

yES .........................•......... 1 [SKIP TO Q30] 
NO $ ••••• 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
REFUSED ••••• ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .• 9 

Q29. Were you offered treatment on the scene but refused? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ••.••••.••..•••.••••••••••••.• ., . • • .. 2 
REFUSED. . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . .. 9 

Q30. Were you taken to the hospital for treatment and/or for 
admission? 

YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED ..•.•.••••.•.•.•. 1 [SKIP TO Q32] 
YES, ADMITTED .•••••••.•••••••••••••••. 2 [ASK Q31] 
NO ..................................... 3 [SKIPTOQ32] 

Q31. How many days did you spend in the hospital? 

( 91) 

(92) 

(93) 

(94-95) 
DAYS 

Q32. During that incident did he hit, slap, or try to hurt ..• 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

Your child or his child? ••••••••.•..• 1 [SKIP TO Q34] 
Your par(3nt or his parent? •.•.•.•••.. 2 [SKIP TO Q34] 
Your friend or his friend? ••.•••.•••. 3 [SKIP TO Q34] 
Another family member? ••...••....•... 4 

Q33. What is the relationship of that person to you? 

a. Grandparent. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. 1 
b. Brother/Sister ........................ 2 
c. Uncle/Aunt ............................ 3 
d. Nephew/Niece .......................... 4 
e . Cous in. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 5 
f. Brother-in-law/Sister-in-law .......... 6 

5 

(96) 
(97 ) 
(98) 
(99) 

(100) 



• 

• 

• 

Q3~. How about property damage? Did he break or destroy something 
around the house during the fight? 

(101) 
YES ............... fI .... 41 ...... eo .. " .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 1 
NO ...................... 'f! .... If '* .................. It ........ G .. .. .. .... 2 
REFUS ED .... It ...... " .... " .............. " .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 9 

Q35. How about threats? During the fight, did he threaten to ... 

a. Physically ha:rm you? .•..................... 01 
b. Physically harm your child or his child? ... 02 
c. Physically 1;.arm your parent or his parent?. 03 
d. Physically ha,rm your friend or his friend?. 04 
e. Damage property around the house? .......... 05 
f. Take one or more of the children away? ..... 06 
g. Injure or kill the household pet? .......... 07 
h. Embarrass or humiliate you? ................ 08 
i. Kill himself? .............................. 09 
j. Kill yOu? .. ,u ••• o ••••••••••••••••••••••••• CI. 10 
k. Do something els~e?.................................................... 11 

Q36. Were the police call1ad during that incident? 

YES ........................ II .................... (IIi .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .... 1 

(102-103) 
(104-105) 
(106-107) 
(108-109) 
(110-111) 
(112 -113) 
(114-115) 
(116-117) 
(118-119) 
(120-121) 
(122-123) 

(124) 

NO ........................ It .. .. .. .. .. .. It .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 [ SKI P TO Q 3 9 ] 
DON'T KNOW ............................ 8 [SKIP TO Q39] 

Q37. Who called the police? Did ... (READ LIST AND CIRCLE ALL THAT 
APPLY) . 

a. You call the police? ......•.......... 1 
b. Your (spouse/ex-spouse) call? ........ 2 
c. A family mellnber call?................ 3 
d. Someone else call? ................... 4 
e .. DON'T KNOW .................................. ".................. 8 

(125) 
(126) 
(127) 
(128) 

Q38. When the polic€!1 came did they arrest your (spouse/ex-spouse) 
and take him a\iiray to the station? 

(129) 
YES .............. jI .... e .. .. .. .. .. .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO .••••••• II • CI •••••••••••••••••• " • • • • •• 2 

Q39. (Other than the incident we just talked about), during the past 
six months, has he actually hit, slapped. or tried to hurt any 
other member of your family? 

(130) 
YES .••... tl •••••••••••••••••• e ••• II • • • •• 1 
NO .••••• Ol j' ••••••••••••••• II •••••••••••• 2 [SK'IP TO Q53] 

Q40. How many times has he done that? 
(131-132) 

# OF TIMES 

6 
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Q41. When was (that/the first tim8) he did that during the past six 
months? 

(133-138) 
DATE 

MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q42. What time of day did that incident happen? 
(139-142) 

MILITARY TIME 

Q43. Who did he hit, slap or try to hurt? Was it ... 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

Your child or his child? ............. 1 
Your parent or his parent? ........... 2 
Your friend or his friend? ........... 3 
Another family member? 4 

(SPECIFY) 

[SKIP TO ,Q45] (143) 
[SKIP TO Q45] (144) 
[SKIP TO Q45] (145) 

(146) 

Q44. "What is the relationship of that person to you? 
(147) 

a. Grandparent. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
b. Brother/Sister ....... ~ ................ 2 
c. Uncle/Aunt ..... " ....... e * ••••••••••••• 3 
d. Neph7w/Niece ............ a ••••••••••••• 4 
e. Ceus 1.11 •••••• a .'. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 5 
f. Brother-in-law/Sister-in-law .......... 6 

Q45. Now, tell me, did the family member(s) he hit or slapped 
complain of pains, aches or any injury as a result of the 
incident? 

(148) 
YES .... e * ••••••••••••••••••• '" • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO •••..•....•....••.••.•.•..•...••••. 8 2 ~SKIP TO 51J 
REFUSED. . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 9 [SKIP TO 51] 

Q46. What kind of pain or injury did the family member receive? As a 
result of the incident? Did they have... (CIRCLE ALL THAT 
APPLY) 

a. Loss of consciousness (Blmckout)? 01 
b. Internal injuries? ..•............ 02 
c. Gunshot wound? ................... 03 
d 1'1 Knife wound?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 04 
e. Eye or teeth injury? ............. 05 
f. Broken bones/dislocated joints? .. 06 
g. concussion/bump on head? ......... 07 
h. Serious cuts, bruises or burns? .. 08 
i. Superficial/Minor cuts, scratches/ 

bruises? ............... : . ~ . . . .. 09 
j. Aches and pains? ................. 10 

7 

(149-150) 
(151-152) 
(153-154) 
(155-156) 
(157-158) 
(159-160) 
(161-162) 
(163-164) 

(165-166 ) 
(167-168) 
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Q47. Was (any family member) given medical treatment at the scene? 
(169) 

yES ................................... 1 [SKIP TO Q49] 
NO. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
DON'T KNOW ...•..•....•......... to • • • • •• 8 

Q48~ Was the family member offered treatment on the scene but refused 
it? 

Q49. 

YES ..•... 0 •••• ., • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO •••••• '. . . • . • • . • . . . . • . • • . . . . . . . . . . • •. 2 

Was (he/she) taken to the hospital for treatment and/or an 
overnight stay? 

YES, BUT NOT ADMITTED ................. 1 [SKIP TO 51J 
YES, ADMITTED ......................... 2 [ASK Q50] 
NO .................•.................. 3 [SKIP TO 51J 
DON'T KNOW ....•••..................... 8 [SKIP TO 51J 

(170) 

( 171) 

Q50. How many days did (he/she) spend in the hospital? 
(172-173) 

# of Days 

Q51. Were the police called during that incident? 
(174) 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ••••••••• " •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 [SKIP TO Q53] 
DON'T KNOW ............................ 8 [SKIP TO Q53J 

Q52. Who called the police? Did ... (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. You call the police? ................. 1 
b. Your (spouse/ex-spouse) call? ........ 2 
c. A family member call? ............•.•. 3 
d. Someone else call? ................... 4 
e. DON'T KNOW .•.•..•••••••••••••••••. "... 8 

, (175) 
(176) 
(177) 
(178) 

Q53. What about threats? During the past six months, has he 
threatened to damage any property or to hurt you or any member 
of the family? 

(179) 
YES .... III ••••••••••••••••••••• ., • • • • • • •• 1 
NO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 [SKIP TO Q60] 

Q54. How many times has he done that? 
(180-181) 

# of Times 

Q55. When was (that/the first time he threatened to hurt you or a 
member of the family or to damage property)? 

(182-187) 
DATE 

MONTH DAY YEAR 

8 



• Q56. What time of day did the incident happen? 

MILITARY TIME 

Q57. What did he threaten to do? Did he threaten to ... 

a. Physically harm you? ....................... 01 
b. Physically harm your child or his child? ... 02 
c. Physically harm your parent or his parent?. 03 
d. Physically harm your friend or his friend?. 04 
e. Damage property around the house? ...... ~ ... 05 
f. Take one or more of the children away? ..... 06 
g. Injure or kill the household pet? .......... 07 
h. Embarrass or humiliate you? ................ 08 
i. Kill himself? ... ~ ...... ., ....... 0 • • • • • • • • • •• 09 
j . Kill you? .. II •••••••••••••••••••• (II • • • • • • • • •• 10 
k. Do something else? ......................... 11 

(188-191) 

(192-193) 
(194-195) 
(196-197) 
(198-199) 
(200-201) 
(202-203) 
(204-205) 
(206-207) 
(208-209) 
(210-211) 
(212-213) 

BLANKS (214-215) 

Q58. During that incident were the police called? 

YES. . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO .•....•...•..•......•...•........... 2 [SKIP TO Q60] 
DON'T KNOW ..................•......... 8 [SKIP TO Q60] 

(216 ) 

• Q59. Who called the police? Did ... (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

• 

a. You calt the police?................. 1 
b. Your (spouse/ex-spouse) call? ........ 2 
c. A family member call? •............... 3 
d. Someone else call? ................... 4 
e . DON'T I<l'iOW •••••••••••• II • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 

(217 ) 
(218 ) 
(219 ) 
(220) 

Q60. (other than the incidents we just talked about) during the past 
six months, has your (spouse/ex-spouse) actually damaged any 
property? 

(221) 
YES. . . . . • . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . . . . . . • . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 [SKIP TO BOX A] 

Q61. How many times has he done that? 
(222-223) 

# OF TIMES 

Q62. When was (that/the first time he did that during the past six 
months)? 

(224-229) 
DATE 

MONTH DAY· YEAR 

Q63. What time of day did the incident happen? 
(230-233) 

MILITARY TIME 

9 
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Q64. During that incident, were the police called? 
(234 ) 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO .................................... 2 [SKIP TO BOX A] 
DON'T KNOW ............................ 8 ~SKIP TO BOX A] 

Q65. Who called the police? Did ... 

a. You call the police? .............•... 1 
b. Your (spouse/ex-spouse) call? ........ 2 
c. A family member call? ........... 0 •••• 3 
d. Someone else call? .•..........••..••. 4 
e. DON'T ~OW............................ 8 

INTERVIEWER BOX A 

CHECK QUESTIONS, 36, 51, 59 AND 64 AND ANSWER: 

(235) 
(236) 
(237) 
(238 ) 

Did the ,police come to the respondents' 'home because 
of domestic incident during the past six months? (239 ) 

yES .••...•.•••.•• 1 [ASK Q66] 
NO •.•.•..••.•...• 2 [SKIP TO Q112] 

BLANKS (240-241) 

Q66. Now le't' s talk about the most recent time the police came 
because you and your (spouse/ex-spouse) were having a fight. 
When was that? 

(242-247) 
DATE 

MONTH DAY YEAR 

Q67. How many officers came into the (house/apartment)? 
(248) 

One. It ••••••••••••••• It • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
Two ••••.••••.•.•.•••••••••••.••••• Q • •• 2 
Three ........ eo. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 3 
Four. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 4 

Q68. Did they speak to you in English or Spanish? 
(249 ) 

English .............. CI •••••••••••••••• l 
Spanish ......................... CI • • • •• 2 
Both II ••••••• e • u •• 0 •••••••••• 0 • It • • • • • •• 3 

10 



• 

• 

• 

Q69. Now, I am going to read a list of some of the things that the 
police sometimes do when they respond to calls for service. For 
each one please tell me whether the police did that when they 
arrived on (DATE OF EXPERIMENTAL INCIDENT) and whether they gave 
you any written materials. Did they ... 

a. Talk to both of you together? ............... I 
b. Talk to you by yourself? .................... I 
c. Talk to your spouse alone without you? ...... I 
d CI Calm things down? ....................... 0 • •• 1 
e. Provide advice on how to get along? ......... 1 
f. Talk to you about your legal rights .......... I 
g. Recommend ~hat you go to a private attorney 

for legal assistance? ...............•..... I 
h. Tell you about shelters and support groups?. 1 
i. Recommend contacting or help you contact 

shelter or support group? ................. 1 
j. Recommend or refer you to family counseling? 1 
k. Transport you to a hospital or shelter? ..... 1 
1. Refer you to legal services? ................ 1 
m. Refer you to a witness/advocacy program? .... 1 
n. Explain your legal rights and remedies? ..... I 
o. Give you an information sheet about your 

legal rights and what you could do or who 
you could contact to get help for the 
problems you were having? ............. ~ .. 1 

p. Refer you to Domestic Intervention Program? 1 
q. Refer you to Health and Rehabilitation 

Services (H.R.S.) with regard to child or 
elder abuse?.............................. 1 

2 (250) 
2 (251) 
2 (252) 
2 (253) 
2 (254) 
2 (255) 

2 (256) 
2 (257) 

2 (258) 
2 (259) 
2 (260) 
2 (261) 
2 (262) 
2 (263) 

2 (264) 
2 (265) 

2 (266) 

Q70. Did the police refer you to a specific support service or 
shelter? 

(267 ) 
YES ................. a 0 ••••••••••• 41 • •• 1 
NO ...•.........................•..... 2 [SKIP TO Q72] 

Q71. Which one did they refer you to? (DON'T READ LIST) 
(268 ) 

A. SAFES PACE ••••••••••••••• ' ••••••••••• 0 •• 1 
B. DOMESTIC ABUSE SHELTERS, INC ......... e. 2 
C. WOMEN IN DISTRESS ..................... 3 
D. YWCA DOMESTIC ASSAULT SHELTER ........• 4 
E. OTHER ..... 5 

(SPECIFY) 
F. DON'T REMEMBER ........................ 8 

Q72. Did the police try to get you to work out a solution to your 
problem? 

(269 ) 
YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO .......... Qa •••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 [SKIP TO Q74] 
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Q73. Did you reach a solution to your problem? 
(270) 

YE S. . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 1 
NO ....... II ... • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 

Q74. Did you want the police to arrest your (spouse/ex-spouse)? 
(271 ) 

YES .................... ., . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ............... e ... • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 ( SKI P TO Q 76 ] 

Q75. Did you ask the police to arrest him? 
(272) 

YES ................................ 1;1 • • •• 1 
NO •...•..••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••• CI • • • •• 2 

Q76. Did the police arrest your (spouse/ex-spouse) and take him away? 
(273) 

YES .••••.••••••• , •..•••••••••••.• II • • .... 1 
NO ...................•................ 2 [SKIP TO Q84] 

Q77. Did you see the police put handcuffs on your (spouse/ex­
spouse)? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . . . . . . . . . • . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 

(274) 

Q78. Did your (spouse/ex-spouse) threaten you in any way as he was 
being arrested? . 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . • . . . . . . . . • . . . • • . . • • • • . • • . • • . . • . • .. 2 

(275 ) 

Q79. Was your (spouse/ex-spouse) able to make bailor did he go to 
jail? 

(276) 
Made bail........................... .. 1 
went to jail .••..•..••••..•...•.•..... 2 [SKIP TO Q81] 
DON'T KNOW............................ 8 [SKIP TO Q81] 

Q80. Was he able to make bail on his own or did you post (get) the 
bond for him? 

(277) 
Made Own Bail .•..•.......•............ 1 [SKIP TO Q82] 
victim Posted Bond ..•..••............. 2 [SKIP TO Q82] 
DON'T KNOW ...........••.....•......... 8 [SKIP TO Q82] 

Q81. How long did he spend in jail? Days (278-279) 

Q82. How long was it before your (spouse/former spouse) returned 
after the police arrested him? (RECORD ANSWER IN HOURS OR DAYS. 
IF HE HAS NOT RETURNED, RECORD "0" AND SKIP TO Q84.) 

____ =1 HOURS 
____ =2 DAYS 
_____ ~3 NOT RETURNED [SKIP TO Q84] 
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Q83. ~vhat happened when he returned home? Did he 
CATEGORY AND CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

a. start the argument again? ............ 1 
b. Hit you, slap you or try to hurt you 

in any way?....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
c. Hit, slap or try to hurt any other 

family member? ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3 
d. Damage any property? ................. 4 
e. Threaten to hurt you or to damage any 

property if the cops were ever 
called again? ...................... 5 

f. Make up, or try to make up? .......... 6 
g. Try to do something else? ............ 7 

Q84. About how long did the police spend here? 

MINUTES 

(READ EACH 

(283 ) 

(284) 

(285 ) 
(286 ) 

(287) 
(288 ) 
(289) 

(290-292) 

Q85. How carefully did the officer(s) listen to your side of what 
happened? Would you say they listened ... 

Very carefully, .. 0 •••••••• 8 • • • • • • • • • •• 4 
Somewhat carefully,................... 3 
Not very carefully, or .......•........ 2 
Not at all carefully? ................ 1 

(293 ) 

Q86. How about your (spouse's/ex-spouse's) side of what happened? 
Would you say the officer(s) listened ... 

( 294') 
Very carefully, .... « ••••••••••••• e • • •• 4 
Somewhat carefully, ......... o.......... 3 
Not very carefully, or ............•... 2 
Not at all carefully? ................ 1 

Q87. How seriously did the officer(s) take your particular situation? 
Would you say they took it .•. 

Very seriously,....................... 4 
Somewhat seriously,................... 3 
Not very seriously, or ....•........... 2 
Not at all seriously? ................ 1 

(29';;) 

Q88. In your opinion, did the officer(s) seem like they really wanted 
to help? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ••..•....••.••.••....•..••..•. II • • • •• 2 
DON'T KNOW ...•.•••..•.••••.••••.•.. e •• 8 
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Q89. In general, how satisfied were you with the way the police 
handled the situation? Would you say you were 

Very satisfied, ....................... 4 
Somewhat satisfied,................... 3 
Somewhat dissatisfied, or ............. 2 
Very dissatisfied? ....•.............. 1 

(297) 

Q90. What, if anything, would you have liked the police to do 
differently in handling your case? PROBE: "What else would you 
have liked them to do?" (DON'T READ LIST, CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY) 

A. TALK TO VICTIM AT GREATER LENGTH ...... 1 
B. TALK TO YOUR SUSPECT A'r GREATER LENGTH 2 
C. MAKE SUSPECT LEAVE (KICK HIM OUT) 

UNTIL HE STRAIGHTENED OUT ......•.•.. 3 
D. MAKE HIM LEAVE FOR GOOD ..•.•...•.....• 4 
E. BE MORE OBJECTIVE AND NOT TREAT MY 

PROBLEM SO LIGHTLy .••.•..•.•.••..•.• 5 
F. ADVISE HIM TO SEEK HELP ••.•...•••.•.•• 6 
G. SOMETHING ELSE........................ 7 
H. NOTHING ••••••• ct • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 

(298 ) 
(299) 

(300 ) 
(301) 

(302 ) 
(303 ) 
(304 ) 
(305 ) 

Q91. After the police left, how safe did you feel you would be from 
him physically hurting you? Would you say you felt .... 

Q92. 

j 
Very sa fe, . . . . . . . . .. 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 4 
Somewhat safe,........................ 3 
Somewhat unsafe, or ••.••..•.•...••..•. 2 
Very unsafe?.......................... 1 
NOT SURE (DON'T KNOW) . • • • • . . . . • • . • • . •. 8 

What did you do after the police left? (DON'T READ LIST. 
"What else did you do?" CIRCLE ALL MENTIONED) 

A. WENT TO FRIENDS, RELATIVES, HOTEL .• 1 
B. WENT TO SHELTER FOR BATTERED WOMEN. 2 
C. WENT TO BAIL SPOUSE OUT ••..•..•.••• 3 
D. WENT TO EMERGENCY ROOM •.•...••.•••. 4 
D. CALLED RELATIVE, FRIEND .••...•.••.. 5 [SKIP TO Q95] 
E. CRIED A LOT .................•...... 6 [SKIP TO Q95] 
F. DID NOTHING (STAYED AT HOME) ...••.. 7 [SKIP TO Q95] 
G. DID SOMETHING ELSE ....•.•...•...... 8 [SKIP TO Q95] 

(306 ) 

PROBE: 

(307) 
(308 ) 
(309 ) 
(310 ) 
( 311) 
(312) 
(313 ) 
(314 ) 

Q93. How soon after the police left did you leave home? (RECORD IN 
MINUTES) (IF RESPONDENT DID NOT LEAVE HOME ENTER "00") 

(315-316) 
MINUTES 

DID NOT LEAVE HOME .........•.... 00 [SKIP TO Q95] 

Q94. How long did you stay away from your home? 

HOURS 1 
DAYS 2 

__________ WEEKS 3 
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Q95. After the police officer's report, did a detective from the Safe 
street unit contact you either in person or by telephone to talk 
about the problem you had with your (spouse/ex-spouse)? 

(320) 
YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
YES, BUT REFUSED ...................... 2 [SKIP TO Ql12] 
NO .................................... 3 [SKIP TO Ql12] 

Q96. About how many days after the police came to your house did the 
detective first contact yeu? 

(321-322) 
DAYS 

Q97. Did the detective speak to you in English or spanish? 
(323) 

Engl ish. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
spani sh ..................... e • ea. • • • •• 2 
Both. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3 

Q98. Did the detective from the Safe Street unit first contact you 
in-person or by telephone? 

IN-PERSON. ...• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3 
TELEPHONE ONLy .•..••.•••.•..•.••...••. 2 
TELEPHONE FOLLOWED BY IN-PERSON ••..... 1 

Q99. What information and assistance did the detective from 
Street unit give you to help you deal with the problem 
havi~g? Did (he/she) give you information about ..• 

A. STATE ATTORNEY'S OFFICE? ..•..••..•... 1 
B. SAFES PACE? • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
C. HEALTH REHABILITATION SERVICES? ••.••. 3 
D. DOMESTIC INTERVENTION PROGRAM? •..•..• 4 
E. ADVOCATES FOR VICTIMS PROGRAM? .••.••• 5 
F. INJUNCTION FOR PROTECTION? ..•••..•.•. 6 
G. HOMESTEAD FAMILY· SUPPORT CENTER ..•..•• 7 
H. OTHER ...•. 8 

(SPECIFY) 

(324) 

the Safe 
you were 

(325 ) 
(326) 
(327) 
(328) 
(329) 
(330) 
( 331) 
(332 ) 

QIOO. Did the detective personally make an appointment for you to go 
to the State Attorney's Office or any of the other agencies that 
were recommended to you for help? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . .. 2 

(333 ) 

QIOI. Did the detective inquire as to your ability to follow through 
with the recommendations (he/she) discussed with you? 

(334 ) 
YES ............. -. . . . . . . • • . . . . . . • . . . . .• 1 
NO •............ 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
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QI02. Did the detective offer any assistance such as transportation or 
child care to enable you to contact any of the agencies (he/she) 
recommend to you? 

(335 ) 
YES ...... c ••••••• e. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 

QI03. Did you contact any of the agencies that were recommended to you 
by the detective? 

(336) 
YES .............................. f;t • • • •• 1 
NO ..................................... 2 [SKIP TO QI05] 

QI04. Which of the agencies did you contact for help? (DON'T READ 
LIST, PROBE: "Hhich other agency did you contact?" CIRCLE ALL 
THAT APPLY) 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 

STATE ATTORNEY'S OFFICE? ..••.••. , •..• 1 
SAFES PACE? • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
HEALTH REHABILITATION SERVICES? ...... 3 
DOMESTIC INTERVENTION PROGRAM? ....... 4 
ADVOCATES FOR VICTIMS PROGRAM? ...•... 5 
INJUNCTION FOR PROTECTION? ••...•..... 6 
HOMESTEAD FAMILY SUPPORT CENTER .•...•. 7 
OTHER •.•.• 8 

(SPECIFY) 
I • DON'T REMEMBER ..•..••.•...........•.. 9 

(337 ) 
(338 ) 
(339 ) 
(340 ) 

SKIP TO QI06 (341) 
(342) 
(343 ) 
(344 ) 

QI05. Why didn't you contact any of the agencies for help? (DON'T 
READ LIST. PROBE: "Why else didn't you contact them?" CIRCLE 
ALL MENTIONED.) 

A. LACK OF TRANSPORTATION •....•••.••..•.. 1 (345 ) 
B. LACK OF CHILD CARE. c •••••••••••••••••• 2 (346) 
C. AGENCIES TOO FAR AWAY •.....•••••...•.. 3 (347 ) 
D. NO MONEY FOR EXPENSES •..•..••.•••..... 4 (348 ) 
E. PROCESS TAKES TOO MUCH TIME ....•.•.... 5 (349) 
F. AGENCIES NOT TOO HELPFUL •••••••••••••. 6 (350 ) 
G. WE WORKED THINGS OUT \) •••••.•••••..•••• 7 (351) 
H. OTHER . .... 8 (352) 

(SPECIFY) 

QI06. Did the detective give you a business 'card with (his/her) name 
and telephone number on it? 

(353 ) 
YES .... 0 ••• iii • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO •••.••. 't .................. 0 • • • • • • • • •• 2 

QI07. About how long did (he/she) spend in talking to you about the 
problems you had with your (spouse/ex-spouse)? 

(354-356) 
MINUTES 
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QI08. How helpful was the information and assistance (he/she) gave you 
in helping you deal with the problem? Would you say ... 

(357 ) 
Very helpful, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 4 
Somewhat helpful,..................... 3 
Not very helpful, or .................. 2 
Not at all helpful? .................. I 

QI09. As a result of the visit by the detective from Safe Street do 
you feel better able or less able to cope with the problems you 
~ave had with your (spouse/ex-spouse)? 

Better able ..... 0 •••• eo •• 0 • • • • • • • • • • •• 3 
Le s s ab 1 e. . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
No change ........ 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
DON' T ~OW............................. 8 

(358) 

Q110. In your op~n~on, how interested was the detective in the 
problems you had with your (spouse/ex-spouse)? Would you say 
(he/she) was ... 

Q111 . 

Very interested, ..••..•.....••.••..... 4 
Somewhat interested,.................. 3 
Somewhat not interested, or •.•••.•••. 2 
Not at all interested? •.•....••.••.•• I 

(359) 

If someone you know was having similar problems like you have 
had with your (spouse/ex-spouse), would you recommend that she 
contact the Safe Street unit for assistance? 

YES ................•....•............ 1 
NO • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
DON'T ~OW............................. 8 

(360 ) 

Finally I would like to ask a few questions about you and your family. 

Ql12. (ASK THIS QUESTION ONLY-IF YOU CANNOT VISUALLY DETERMINE) Which 
one of these groups best describes you? (READ ALL CATEGORIES) 

White or Anglo ......... "............... 1 (361) 
B1 ack ...... " ................ -. . . . . . .. 2 
Hispanic, Chicano ...•............... 3 
American Indian .......... co • • • • • • • • •• 4 
Asian/Pacific Islander ............... 5 
Other (SPECIFY) 6 

Q113. What is your date of birth? (362-367) 
MONTH-DAY-YEAR 

Ql14. Are there other persons currently living here with you? 
(368 ) 

YES ... ")1. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO .... If 0 •••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• It. 2 
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Qll!? Do you have any children not living with you? 

YES • •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••• 1 
NO · ............................... 2 [SKIP 

Ql16. What are their ages? 

#1 YEARS 
#2 YEARS 
#3 YEARS 
#4 YEARS 

Ql17. Are you presently employed? 

YES • ••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••• 1 
NO · ............................... 2 [SKIP 

Ql18. About how many hours a week do you usually work? 

___ HOURS 

Ql19. How often do you get paid? 

WEEKLY ••••..•.•••.••..••... 0 • • • • • • • •• 1 
EVERY TWO WEEKS •.•...•......••.••... 
SEMI-MONTHLy ..•.•..•.••••.•.......... 
ONCE A MONTH .•..•..•...••...........• 
OTHER 

(SPECIFY) 

2 
3 
4 
5 

DON'T KNOW .•.•••••••..••••.•...•.•••. 8 

(369 ) 

TO Ql17] 

(370-371) 
(372-373) 
(374-375) 
(376-377) 

(378 ) 

TO Q121] 

(379-380) 

(381 ) 

.Q120. How much do you make each pay period before deductions for taxes 
and insurance? Is it ••. 

Less than $300, 
$ 300 to $ 599, 
$ 600 to $ 899, 
$ 900 to $1499, 
$1500 to $1999, 
$2000 and over? 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 

or .................. . 

REFUSED •.........•.................... 

Q121. How long have you been unemployed? 

MONTHS 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
9 

(382) 

[SKIP TO Q123] 

(383-384) 

NEVER WORKED .•....................... 00 [SKIP TO Q123] 
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Q122. When you were working, about how much did you make each month 
before deductions for taxes and insurance. Was it 

Less than $400, 
$ 400'to $ 699, 
$ 700 to $ 999, 
$1000 to $1399, 
$1400 to $1699, 
$1700 and over? 

......................... '\) •• "II' 1 

or ..................... .. 

REFUSED ........................................ . 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
9 

Q123. Are you receiving money from any o~her sources? 

1 

(385 ) 

(386) 
YES 
NO 2 [SKIP TO Q126] 

Q124. What are these sources? Do you receive money from 
(ASK EACH ONE SEPARATELY) 

A. Social security? .•..•.........•••...• 01 
B. Pension Retirement? ••••.....•.....•.. 02 
C. veterans Payment? ...•.....•.......... 03 
D. Personal Savings? •.•..••.•....••....• 04 
E. Stocks and Bonds? •••••..•.••••..••... 05 
F. Unemployment compensation? .......•..• 06 
G. Child support? .••. .' ......•.•...•....• 07 
H. Welfare or Public Assistance? •....•.. 08 
I.. Alimony.... . .. . . . . .. . . .. . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . .. . .. .. 09 
J. Spouse/parent/Family Members ....•..... 10 

(387-388) 
(389-390) 
(391-392) 
(393-394) 
(395-396) 
'(397-398) 

, (399-400) 
(401-402) 
(403-404) 
,(405-406) 

Q125. How much do you receive from these other sources each month? 
(407 ) 

Less than $200 ............ 0 ......................... 1 
$200 - $499 ••.•••••• e ........ o •••••••• 2 
$500 - $799 ................................... s .. .. .. .. ... 3 
$800 - $1299 .................................................. 4 
$1300 - $1499 ••........•..•...•..•... 5 
$1500 and over........................ 6' 
DON'T KN"OW ................................................... .. 
REFUSED .............................................. 

8 
9 

Q126. What is the highest grade in school you've completed (CIRCLE 
ONE) 

0-4 YEARS... II • .. • .. • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 02 
5 -8 yEARS.................................. 06 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL ..............•...... 10 
TECHNICAL SCHOOL INSTEAD OF HIGH 

SCHOOL ....... fI ........... :- • .. • • • • • .. • • • •• 11 
COMPLETED HIGH SCHOOL (12 yEARS) ...... 12 
POST HIGH SCHOOL, BUSINESS OR TRADE 

SCHOOL ... e ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 13 
1-3 YEARS OF COLLEGE ................. 14 
COMPLETED COLLEGE ..................... 16 
ADVANCED DEGREE....................... 19 
DON'T KN"OW ........................... 98 
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Q127. How old is your (spouse/ex-spouse)? 

YEARS 

Q128. What is his ethnic background or race? 

White or Anglo ...................... . 
Black .............................. . 
Hispanic, Chicano .........•......... 
Arnericcin Indian .................... . 
Asian/Pacific Islander ..........•.... 
Other (SPECIFY) 

Q129. Is he currently employed? 

YE Sill. • e .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • t" • • • • • • • • • • 

NO •.••••••••••••••. ill III ••••••••••••••••• 

DON 1 T KNOW .•••••••.••••••••••.•••••••• 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

1 
2 
8 

(410-411) 

(412 ) 

(413) 

[SKIP TO Q133] 
[SKIP TO Q133] 

Q130. About how many hours a week does he usually work? 
(414-415) 

HOURS 

Q131. How often does he get paid? 
(416 ) 

WEEKLY ••••.••••.••.••••••••..••••.••. 1 
EVERY TWO WEEKS ....................... 2 
SEMI-MONTHLY ••....•..•..•••..•...•••.. 3 
ONCE A MONTH .•.••....•.••. 0 • • • • • • • • • •• 4 
OTHER 5 
DON'T KNOW •••••• III • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 
REFUSED •••.•••••••••••• 8 ••••••• e ... " • III. 9 

Q132. How much does he make each pay period before deductions for 
tax,es and insurance? Is it ••. 

I 
Less than $300, ..•.•.••••.••....••..•. 1 
$ 300 to $ 599, ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . .. 2 
$ 600 to $ 899, ................ I: • • • • •• 3 
$ 900 to $1499, ••..•.• ·•••.••...•..•... 4 
$1500 to $1999, or ....••.••..••.•..•• 5 
$ 2000 and over,....................... 6 
DON'T KNOW ••.•• III • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 
REFUSED ..........•......... 0 •••• ~ • • • •• 9 

Q133. How long has he been unemployed? 

MONTHS 

20 
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Q134. About how much did he make each month when he was working before 
deductions for taxes and insurance. Was it ... 

Less than $400, ....................... 1 
$ 400 to $ 699, ....................... 2 
$ 700 to $ 999,....................... 3 
$1000 to $1399,........................ 4 
$1400 to $1699, or ................... 5 
$1700 and over?...................... 6 
DON'T !<NOW.......................................... 8 
REFUSED ................. II • .. • • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 9 

Q135. Is he receiving money from any other sources? 

YES.. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 1 

(420 ) 

(421) 

NO ..................................................................... 2 [SKIP TO Q138] 
DON'T KNOW .••••....•.••.....••........ 8 [SKIP TO Q138] 

Q136. What are the sources? Does he receive money from? .. 

A. Social Security? •..•.•••••.••...•..•. 01 
B. Pension Retirement? ••••.••••...•••.•. 02 
C. veterans Payment? .••.•.....••..•..... 03 
D. Personal Savings? ..•••••••.•....•.••• 04 
E. Stocks and Bonds? ....•••••.....•.•... 05 
F. Unemployment compensation?, .•..•.....• 06 
G. Welfare or Public Assistance? •...•... 07 
H. Alimony Payments .••..••.........••.... 08 
I. Spouse/Parent/Family Member .....•.... 09 
J .. DON'T KNOW...................................................... 98 

(422-423) 
(424-425) 
(426-427) 
(428-429) 
(430-431) 
(432-433) 
(434-435) 
(436-437) 
(438-439) 
(440-441) 

Q137. How much does he receive a month from all these sources? 

Less 
$200 
$500 
$800 

than $ 2 00.. .. .. .. • .. .. .... 0 .. .. e .. " .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 1 
- $499 ................. ., ................ ' ............. .. 
- $799 ................ 0 ................................ .. 

- $1299 ................................................. .. 
$1300 - $1499 ............................................ .. 
$1500 and over .••..•••••.•••.••.•...•. 
DON'T KNOW ...................................................... .. 
REFUSED 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
8 
9 

(442) 

Q138. What is the highest grade in school he completed? (CIRCLE ONE) 
(443-444) 

0-4 yEARS.............................. 02 
5 - 8 yEARS............................. 0 6 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL ..•.••.........•..... 10 
TECHNICAL SCHOOL INSTEAD OF 

HIGH SCHOOL......................... 11 
COMPLETED HIGH S'CHOOL (12 yEARS)...... 12 
POST HIGH SCHOOL, BUSINESS OR 

TRADE SCHOOL ....................... 13 
1-3 YEARS OF COLLEGE ................. 14 
COMPLETED COLLEGE..................... 16 
ADVANCED DEGREE....................... 19 
DON I T KNOW ............................. 98 
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Q139. When you think of your financial circumstances, separate from 
that of your (spouse/former spouse), how dependent are you upon 
him for your needs? Are you .... 

(445) 
Totally Dependent, .................... 1 
Very Dependent,....................... 2 
Moderately Dependent, .•............... 3 
Somewhat Dependent, or ................ 4 
Not Dependent at All? ................ 5 

** THANK THEM VERY MUCH FOR GOING OVER/RELIVING ALL THIS WITH YOU. 
ASSURE THEM OF THE CONFIDENTIALITY. GO INTO THE DEBRIEFING. 

TIME INTERVIEW ENDED 
A.M. 
P.M. (446-449) 

INTERVIEWER: 

signed: 

I certify that I followed the procedures and rules in 
conducting this interview. 

( 450-451) 

Interviewer # 
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INTERVIEWER OBSERVATIONS 

PLEASE FILL OUT THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS FROM YOUR OWN OBSERVATIONS AFTER 
THE INTERVIEW. (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.) 

1. Where was the interview conducted? 

In horne/apartment ............... 1 
On telephone .•................. 2 
In restaurant ...•.............. 3 
In public park .................. 4 
In public library ........•..... 5 
At victim's work place .....•.... 6 
At Safe streets ..•...........•. 7 
In a car .... ~ . II II • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • •• 8 
Other 9 

(SPECIFY) 

(452 ) 

2. How anxious did the respondent seem to be about the study before the 
interview? 

Very anxious. II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 4 
Somewhat a,nxious................ 3 
Not at all anxious ..•••...•••... 2 
Not very anxious................ 1 

(453 ) 

3. Did'his/her anxiety levels change over the course of the interview: 

Yes ___ (1)) No ____ (2) IF YES: Explain 

4. Was the respondent at all hostile either before or during the 
interview? 

Yes ___ (1) No ____ (2) IF YES: Explain 

5. How great was the respondent's interest in the interview? 

Very Low Moderately Low Average Moderately High 
1 2 3 4 

23 
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(454 ) 

(455-456) 

(457) 

(458-459) 

(460 ) 
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6. Did you encounter any problems or circumstances that might have 
affected the interview? (CHECK ALL APPROPRIATE CATEGORIES.) 

__ (1) Difficul"ty with the English language 
_. __ (2) Lots of difficulty understanding questions 
__ (3) Many interruptions 
__ (4) Temporary break-off 
__ (5) Break-off 
____ (6) Other ________________ ~-------------------------------

(SPECIFY) 

(461 ) 

7. How did the respondent seem at the end of the interview? 

8 . 

9. 

(462 ) 
Very relaxed.................... 4 
Somewhat relaxed ................ 3 
Somewhat tense .................. 2 
Very tense...................... 1 

IF TENSE, EXPLAIN 

Did you feel the need, as a result of the interview, to advise the 
respondent of people she/he could contact for help? 

(463) 
__ (1) Yes __ (2) No 

IF YES, EXPLAIN ___________________________________________ ___ 

Interviewer comments: 
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RESPONDENT RECEIPT FORM 

I have received $25 in payment fur my completion of the Metro-Dade Study. 
with the exception of your signature, PLEASE PRINT the following 
information. 

Respondent Name social Security Number 

Respondent signature Date 

Address Phone Number 

city, State, Zip 

Signed copies of this form will be kept in locked 
files by the 

Police Foundation Staff 



• 
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ESTUDIO DEL ASALTO DOMESTICO EN EL CONDADO DE DADE 

Segunda Entrevista 

Police Foundation 
Washington, DC 

26 de junio 1989 



• 

• 
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ID # ____ ~. ______ _ 
(1-5) 

Procedimiento de Entrevista 

ESTUDIO DEL ASALTO DOMESTICO 

Segunda Entrevista 

Hola, mi nombre es (Nombre de Entrevistador) y soy miembro 
de la organizacion de investigaciones que la entrevisto hace como 
seis meses como parte de un estudio que estamos haciendo acerca 
de problemas familiares en esta area. (Nosotros hemos/yo he) 
regresado por una segunda entrevista para averiguar si sus 
sentimientos, opiniones, y actividades en general han cambiado 
desde la ultima vez que (hablamos/hable) con usted. Esta vez 
nosotros Ie pagaremos $25 por su tiempo en completar esta 
entrevista. Su participacion en la entrevista es voluntaria pero 
su cooperacion sera muy provechosa. Como antes, todo 10 que 
(me/no~) diga durante la entrevista 10 trataremos como 
confidencial. Nadie, aparte de (nosotros/mi) y los otros 
investigadores en Washington, vera sus respuestas . 



• 

• 
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P7. Como por cuanto tiempo vivio usted con e1 antes que 
(usted/e1) se fuera? 
(ANOTE LA RESPUESTA EN D1AS, SEM..ANAS, 0 MESES.) 

I D1AS 
2 SEMANAS 
3 MESES 

P8. Han tenido usted y su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) a1gun contacto 
desde que ocurrio el incidente? 

S1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. I 
NO . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 ( PA.S E A P 1 0= 
REhuSO CONTESTAR ................. 3 [PASE A ?lOJ 

P9. Que clase de contacto han tenido ustedes desde ese tie~po? 
[NO LEA LA LISTA. CIRCULE TODAS LAS MENC10NADAS.j 

HABLARON POR TELEFONO ........•... 1 
EL VINO A VISITARLA .............. 2 
YO FUr A VISITARLO. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3 
EL VINO A BUSCAR SUS EFECTOS ..... 4 
YO FUI A BUSC&~ MIS EFECTOS ...... 5 
NOS ENCONTRAMOS FUERA DEL HOGAR .. 6 
OTRA RESPUESTA ..........•........ 7 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ................. 8 

PIa. Ahora (me/nos) gustaria hacerle algunas preguntas sobre 10 
que ha pasado desde que (hable/hablamos) con usted hace seis 
meses. Primero digame, diria usted que su relacion con su 
(conyuge/ex-conyuge) ha estado bajo mucha tension, tension 
moderada, relativamente poca tension, 0 ninguna tension 
desde la entrevista de hace seis meses? 

MUCHA TENSION................ . . .. 4 
TENSION MODERADA ................. 3 
POCA TENSION .....•......•..•.•... 2 
NINGUNA TENSION .................. 1 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .•.•.•..•..•..•.. 9 

PII. La accion que tomo la policia hace seis meses tuvo algun 
efecto en su disposicion de llamar a la policia? 0 sea, 
usted esta ahora mas dispuesta 0 menos dispuesta a llamar a 
la policia si tiene una pelea con su (conyuge/ex-conyuge)? 

MAS DISPUESTA.................... 3 
NINGUNA DIFERENCIA ............... 2 
MENOS DISPUESTA .................. I 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ................. 9 

2 



Hora que comenzo la entrevista ____ a.m. 
p.m. 

Pl. Como guizas usted recuerde, (yo hable/nosotros hablamos) con 
usted hace seis meses acerca de aquel incidente en que 
intervino la policia. Se acuerda usted de esa entrevista? 

S I. . • . . • • . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . . • •. 1 
NO .•......•...... a • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 

[SI NO RECUERDA: ASEGURESE QUE ESTA HABLANDO CON LA PERSONA 
CORRECTA. CONTINUE SOLAMENTE CUANDO ESTE SEGURA QUE TIENE 
LA PERSONA CORRECTA.] 

P2. Cual es su relacion ahora con la persona con quien usted 
tenia problemas en aquella fecha? 

ESPOSO ........•.•.•....••.......•. 1 
EX-ESPOSO. • . . . • . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . • •. 2 
SEPARADOS •••••••••••••••• 0 • • • • • • •• 3 
AMANTES/NOVIOS .•.•..........•....• 4 
EX-AMANTES/EX-NOVIOS .......•••••.• 5 

P3. Vive ahora con el? 

S I • • • • • • • • • • . • . • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO ••••• ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • III • • • • • • • • • •• 2 [ PAS E A P 6 ] 

P4. Ha vivido con usted en algun mOInento desde e1 incidente? 

S I • • • • • • ••••••••• II • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • •• 1 [ PAS E A P 10 ] 
NO ••..•••••..•• GI • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ..••..••.... 0 • • • •• 9 

P5. Como cuanto tiempo ha estado el viviendo con usted desde el 
incidente que paso en ? 

1 
2 

(fecha) 

SEMANAS 
MESES 

[PASE A PIO] 
(PASE A PIO] 

P6. Ha vivido usted con el en cua1~lier otro tiempo desde el 
incidente? 

S I. • • • • . . . . . . • • • • • • . • . • • . • • . . • • •• 1 
NO .••••••••..••.. IJ • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 [PASE A paJ 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ..........••..•.. 3 (PASE A P8] 

1 

• 

• 

• 
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P12" Cree que la accion que tome la policia hace tres meses ha 
llevado a su (conyugejex-conyuge) a darse cuenta que su 
conducta violenta hacia usted es erronea? 

S1 ............ C/ •••••••••••••••••• 1 
NO ................................ III .. .. .. .. .... 2 
NO SABE .................................... '" .. .. .. .. .. .... 8 

P13. Diria usted que desde ese tiempo su (conyugejex-conyuge) ha 
sido mas violento 0 menos violento hacia usted? 

¥..AS VIOLENTO..................... 3 
NINGUN CAMBIO.................... 2 
MENOS VIOLENTO ...............•... 1 
NINGUN CONTACTO CON EL .•..•...... 7 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ................. 9 

P14. Ahora me gustaria hacerle unas cuantas preguntas acerca del 
plazo de tiempo transcurrido desde la entrevista de hace 
~eis meses. (FECHA DEL INCIDENTE EXPERIMENTAL) Desde ese 
tiempo su (conyugejex-conyuge) Ie ha actualmente pegado, 
abofeteado, 0 tratado de hacerle dano en cualquier manera? 

S I.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .... 1 
NO. • . •.. . • • . . . . . . . . • • . • . • • • • . . • . •• 2 (PASE A P39] 

P15. Como cuantas veces d~ferentes el Ie ha pegado, abofeteado, 0 
tratado de hacerle' dano en cualquier manera durante los seis 
meses pasados? . 

# DE VECES 

P16. Cuando fue (la v€zjla 'primera vez) que el Ie hizo eso 
durante los seis meses pas ados? 

FECHA 
MES DIA ANO 

P17. A que hora ,del dia ocurrio el incidente? 

HORA MILITAR 

P18. Ustedes tuvieron una disputa verbal antes que el Ie pego, 
abofeteo, 0 trato de hacerle dano? 

SI ....................... !' .................................... 1 
NO ........................... " •••• 2 [PASE A P20] 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .....••.......... 9 (PASE A P20] 

3 



P19. Como cuanto tiempo habia durado la disputa verbal cua~do e: 
Ie pego, abofeteo, 0 trato de hacerle dano? 

I MINUTOS 

2 HORAS 

P20. Su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) habia estado tomando bebida 
alcoholica antes del inicio del incidente? 

SI. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. I 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
NO SAEE .......................... · 3 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .. ................ 9 

P21. Usted habia estado tomando bebida alcoholica antes del 
inicio del incidente? 

SI ...............••.......•... "j •• ~ 1 
NO. . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . .. . .. . . .. 2 
REHUSO CONTESTAR . ................. 9 

P22. Su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) habia estado usando drogas antes del 
inicio del incidente? 

SI .......... 0 .................................................. 1 
NO.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 
NO SABE ...................... .:.............................. 3 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ...... ............ 9 

P23 .. Usted habia estado usando drogas antes del inicio del 
incidente? 

SI .......... o ••••••• "' ••••••••••••• l 
NO.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .................. 9 

4 
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P24. Cuales de los siguientes factores fueron responsables en 
causar este incidente en particular? [LEA CADA CATEGORIA] 
Incluyo disputas 0 discusiones sobres los siguientes temas? 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 
j . 
k. 

1. 
m. 
n. 

SI NO 
Dinero ........................ ., .. 1 2 
Suegros ................... " . . . . . . 1 2 
Embarazo/Prenez. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 2 
Uso de alcohol ................... 1 2 
Uso de drogas .................... 1 2 
Manejo domestico/Cocina .......... 1 2 
Los n"inos........................ 1 2 
Sexo ............ o •••••••••••••••• 1 2 
Amistades.tI ....................... l 2 
Traba j 0" • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 2 
Apoyo economico de ninos 

o ex-esposa ................. 1 2 
Infidelidad ......•.......•.•...•• 1 2 
Reganos seguidos................. 1 2 
Divorcio/Separacion ....•........• 1 2 

REH. 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 

9 
9 
9 
9 

P25. SI MENCIONA MAS DE UN FACTOR, PREGUNTE: "De las categorias 
mencionadas, cual diria us ted que fue la causa principal de 
la pelea? [APUNTE LA LETRA QUE CORRESPONDA A LA CAUSA 
MENCIONADA. POR EJEMPLO, APUNTE "A" SI LA RAZON DADA ES 
"DINERO"] 

P26. Sufrio usted achaques, dolores, rasgunos, 0 alguna otra 
clase de her ida como resultado de este incidente? 

SI ......... ~ ........................ 1 
NO •••••••••••••••••••.••• o •••••••• 2: [PASEA P32] 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ................•. 9 [PASE A P32] 

P27. Que clase de dolor 0 averia sufrio? Padecio de ... 

a. Perdida de conocimiento ....•..•.•.........•. Ol 
b. Heridas internas ........•............•.•.... 02 
c. Herida causada por arma de fuego .•.......•.. 03 
d. Herida de cuchillo/navaja ................... 04 
e. Herida a los ojos 0 dientes ................. 05 
f. Fractura de huesos/coyunturas dislocadas .... 06 
g. Concusion/cnicon en la cabeza ...•........... 07 
h. Cortadas, magulladuras, 0 quemaduras serias.08 
i. Cortadas, razgunos, 0 magulladuras 

superficiales/menores .........•.........•. 09 
j. Dolores y achaques .......................... 10 

5 



P~8. Recibio tratamiento medico en e1 sitio donde ocurrio e1 
incidente? 

S I . . . . . . • . . . • • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
REHUSO CONTEST&~ .................. 9 

P29. Le fue ofrecido tratamiento medico en el sitio donde ocurr~o 
el incidente pero usted rehuso? 

S I " ..••.•..• " • " ...• " •...• " .. " " " • "" 1 
NO" . " " •• <I " •• " • 'I ~ • " ••••• " " ••• " " • • •• 2 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .................. 9 

P30. La llevaron al hospital para tratamiento y/o admision? 

SI, PERO NO FUE ADMITIDA .......... 1 [PASE A P32] 
SI, FUE ADMITIDA .................. 2 [PREGUNTE P31} 
NO" . " •••• " " • " " " • " •••••.•. " .• " .. " .• 3 [ PAS E A P 32 ] 

P31. Cuantos dias paso en el hospital? 

DIAS 

P32. Durante ese incidente, el Ie pego, abofeteo, 0 trato de 
hacerle dane a ... 

a. Su hijo 0 al hijo de el? .......... 1 [PASE A P34] 
b. Sus padres 0 los padres de el? .... 2 [PASE A P34] 
c. Una amistad suya 0 de e1? " . " ... " " CI 3 [PASE A P34] 
d. otro miembro de la familia? ...... 4 

P33. 8I EL LE PEGO, ABOFETEO, 0 TRATO DE HACERLE DANO A OTRO 
MIEMBRO DE LA FAMILIA, PREGUNTE: Como esta relacionada esa 
persona a usted? 

a. Abuelo/a ......... o •••••••••••••••• 1 
b. Hermano/a. "" .. ,," """ "". " .. " "" " " " """" 2 
c. Tio/a ............... 5 ••••••••• "' ••• 3 
d. Sabrina/a .........•..•...... ., ..... 4 
e. Primo/a ... "."".""""""."""""""""""" 5 
f. Cunado/a.""."" .. """"""""""""""",,.,," 6 

P34. Que (me/nos) dice de danos a la propiedad? Rompio 0 
destruyo algo en la casa durante esa pelea? 

S I " " " " " " " " • " " " " " " " " • " " " " " " " " " " " " "" 1 
NO" ft' " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " "" 2 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .................. 9 
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P35. Recibio amenazas? Durante la disputa ella amenazo con ... 

a. 
b. 
c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 
j . 
k. 

P36. Fue 

Hacerle dane fisico ....................... 01 
Hacerle dane fisico al hijo suyo 0 de el .. 02 
Hacerle dana fisico a los padres suyos 0 

a los de el ............................. 03 
Hacerle dane fisico a un amigo suyo 0 de 

el ............................. o ••••••••• 04 
Hacerle dane a la propiedad alrededor de la 

casa .................................... 05 
Llevarse a uno 0 mas de uno de los ninos .. 06 
Herir 0 matar a la mascota de la casa ..... 07 
Humillarla 0 avergonzarla ................. OB 
Suicidarse .............................. II .09 
Matarla a usted ......•...........••....... 10 
Hacer otra cosa ......•.........•..•....... ll 

llamada la policia durante ese incidente? 

SI ................. 0 ............... 1 
NO ....•....•.•.•••••..•......••.• 2 [PASE A P39] 
NO SABE .•.....••.......••......•• 8 [PASE A P39] 

P37. Quien llamo a la policia? [LEA LA LISTA Y CIRCULE TODAS LAS 
RESPUESTAS PERTINENTES.] 

a. Us ted llamo? ........................... 1 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

Su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) llamo? ••.•.. 2 
Un miembro de la familia llamo? ..•••.. 3 
Otra persona llamo? ..•••..•• ~ ••.••...• 4 
NO SABE .••••• 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 

P38. Cuando la policia vino, arrestaron a su (conyuge/ex­
conyuge) y se 10 llevaron a la estacion? 

SI ....................... III •••••••• 1 
NO ••••••••••• III • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 

P39. (Aparte del incidente del cual acabamos de hablar), durante 
los ultimos seis meses, el ha golpeado, abofeteado, 0 
tratado de danar a culquier otro -miembro de su familia? 

S I ••••••••••••••••••••••• '" • • • • • •• 1 
NO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 [ PAS E A P 53 ] 

P40. Cuantas veces ha hecho eso? 

# DE VECES 
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P4:j.. Cuando fue (la vez/la primera vez) que el hizo eso dura:-;::e • 
los ultimos seis meses? 

FECI-iA 
MES DIA ANO 

P42. A que hora del dia ocurrio el incidente? 

HORA MILITAR 

P43. A quien trato de pegar, abofetear, 0 hacerle dano? Fue a ... 

a. Su hijo 0 al hijo de e1? 0 ••••••••• " •••• 1 [PAS::: A ,-.. .. - -
.t''''::' . 

b. Sus padres 0 los padres de el? ........ 2 [PAS::: A P' - . 
~ "r.:J _ 

,c. Una amistad suya 0 de e1? .............. 3 [PASE A Pt,S: 
d. Otro miembro de la familia? 4 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 

P44. Como esta relacionada esa persona a usted? 

a. Abuelo/a .. " ..... Q ••• " ••••••••••••• 1 
b. Hermano/a., ....... 0·." •••••••••••••• 2 
c. Tio/a ...... " ...... fl ••••••••••••••• 3 
d. Sabrina/a ......................... 4 
e. Primo/a ...................... " .... 5 
f. Cunado/a ... ., ...................... 6 

P45. Ahora, digame, el miembro de la familia a quien Ie pego 0 • 
abofeteo se quejo de dolores, achaques, 0 cualquier averia 
como resultado del incidente? 

S I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO ..............••................ 2 [PASE A PSI] 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .............•.... 9 [PASE A P5I] 

P46. Que clase de dolor 0 herida sufrio usted? Sufrio usted ... 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

Perdida de conocimiento .........•........... Ol 
Heridas internas .••........•................ 02 
Herida· causada por arrna de fuego ..•......... 03 
Herida de cuchillo/navaja ................... 04 
Herida a los ojos 0 dientes ................. 05 
Fractura de huesos/coyunturas dislocadas .... 06 
Concusion/chicon en la cabeza ............... 07 
Cortadas, magulladuras, 0 quemaduras serias.08 
Cortadas, razgunos, 0 magulladuras 

superficiales/menores ..................... 09 
j . Dolores y achaques .... " ..................... 10 

... 
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P47. Le fue dado tratamiento medico a su familiar en la escena 
del incidente? 

SI ................................ 1 [PASE A P49] 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
NO SABE ..•........ e • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 

P48. Le fue ofrecido tretamiento medico a su familiar en la 
escena del incidente ~le el rechazo? 

SI .... Q •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . • . ... :2 

P49. Llevaron a su familia al hospital para recibir tratamiento 0 

para ser admitido? 

SI, NO FUE ADMITIDO ...•......•..• 1 [PASE A 51] 
SI, FUE ADMITIDO .•.•..•.•.•••...• 2 [PREGUNTE LA P5G] 
NO ...•...••••••..••...•••..•.•••• 3 [PASE A P51] 
NO SABE ....•.•.•.•.•••••••••••.•• 4 [PASE A 51] 

P5G. Cuantos dias se quedo su familiar en el hospital? 

___ # DE DIAS 

P51. La policia fue llamada durante ese incidente? 

S I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO .••••• , •••.•.•.•.•..•..•..•...•. 2 [PASE A P53] 
NO SABE .•..•...••..••....•...•••• 3 [PASE A P53] 

P52. Quien llamo a la policia? [LEA LA LISTA Y CIRCULE TODAS LAS 
RESPUESTAS PERTINENTES.] 

a. Usted llama? ........................... 1 
b. Su (conyugejex-conyuge) ·llamo? ••.••• 2 
c. Un miembro de la familia llamo? ••••••• 3 
d. Otra persona llamo? ••.••••.••••••.•••• 4 
e. NO SABE................................. 8 

P53. Y amenazas? Durante los ultimos seis meses, ha amenzado con 
causarle dano a cualquier propiedad, a usted, 0 a algun 
miembro de la familia? 

SI ...... ,1 •• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
NO •• ~ ••••••••• '!I ••••••••••••••••• tII 2 [PASE A P60] 
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P54. Cuantas veces ha hecho eso? 

# DE VECES 

CUdndo fue (la vez/1a primera vez) 
los ultimos seis meses? 

que e1 hizo eso du~a~~e 

FECHA 
MES DIA ANO 

P56. A que hora del dia ocurrio el incidente? 

HORA MILITAR 

P57. Que amenazo hacer? El amenazo ... 

~. Hacerle dana fisico ....................... 01 
b. Hacer1e dano fisico a1 hijo suyo 0 de el .. 02 
c. Hacer1e dano fisico a los padres suyos 0 

a los de el .... II ••••••••• It •••••••••••••• 03 
d. Hacer1e dana fisico a un amigo suyo 0 de 

el ................. o •••••••••••••••••••• 04 
e. Hacer1e dana a 1a propiedad a1rededor de 1a 

f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

casa .............. " ...................... 05 
L1evarse a uno 0 mas de uno de los ninos .. 06 
Herir 0 matar a 1a mascota de 1a casa ..... 07 
Humil1ar1a 0 avergonzar1a ................. 08 
Suicidarse ................... " ............ 09 

j. Matar1a a usted ........................... 10 
k. Hacer otra cosa .......•................... ll 

P58. Durante ese inciden~e fue 11amada la po1icia? 

SI.o ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~. 
NO •.•••••• 41 ••••••••••••••••••••• Co 

NO SABE,. .....•.••.•.............• 

1 
2 [PASE A P39] 
8 [PASE A P39 ] 

P59. Quien llama a 1a po1icia? [LEA LA LISTA Y CIRCULE TODAS LAS 
RESPUESTAS PERTINENTES.] 

a. Usted llama? ..... ".................... 1 
b. Su (canyuge/ex-conyuge) llamo? ...... 2 
c. Un miembra de 1a familia llama? ........ 3 
d. Otra persona 11amo? ................... 4 
e. NO SABE................................ 8 
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P60. (Aparte de los incidentes de cuales acabamos de hablar) 
durante los ultimos seis meses, su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) ha 
danado alguna propiedad? 

S I. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ............................... 2 [PASE A P122] 

P61. Cuantas veces ha hecho eso? 

# DE VECES 

P62. Cuando fue (la vez/la primera vez) que el hizo eso durante 
los ultimos seis meses? 

FECHA 
MES DIA ANO 

P63. A que hora del dia ocurrio el incidente? 

HORA MILITAR 

P64. Durante ese incidente fue llamada la policia? 

S I •••••••••• " • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO .•..•••...••.••••••.•...•....•. 2 [PASE A P39] 
NO SABE ..•.••.••••....•..•.•••••. 8 [PASE A P39] 

P65. Quien llamo a la policia? [LEA LA LISTA Y CIRCULE TODAS LAS 
RESPUESTAS PERTINENTES.] 

a. Usted llamo?.......................... 1 
b. Su (conyuge/ex-conyuge) llamo? .•..•• 2 
c. Un miembro de la familia llamo? ..••••• 3 
d. Otra persona llamo? •.•••••.....•••.••• 4 
e . NO SABE ••••••.••••••••••••••• II • • • • • • • •• 8 

INTERVIEWER BOX A 

CHECK QUESTIONS, 36, 51, 59 AND 64 AND ANSWER: 

Did the police corne to the respondents' horne because 
of domestic incident during the past six months? 

yES ....••..•....• 1 [ASK Q66] 
NO ...•..•..•••..• 2 [SKIP TO Ql12] 
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P66. Ahora hablemos acerca de la vez mas reciente que la polic~a 
vino porque us ted y su (conyugejex-conyuge) estaban 
peleando. Cuando fue eso? 

FECHA 
MES D1A ANO 

P67. Cuantos oficiales vinieron a su (casajapartamento)? 

Uno. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
Dos Oil ••••••••••••••• of • • • • • •• 2 
Tres. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3 
Cuatro. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 4 

P68. Le hablaron en ingles 0 espanol? 

Ingles. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
Espanol. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
Ambos idiomas.............. 3 

P69. Ahora Ie voy a leer una lista de algunas de las cosas que 
hace la policia cuando responde a llamadas pidiendo ayuda. 
Para cada categoria, por favor digame si la policia hizo 
esto cuando ellos llegaron el dia (FECHA DEL 1NC1DENTE) Y si 
Ie entregaron a usted algo por escrito. Ellos ... 

S1 NO 
a. Hablaron con ustedes dos juntos? ............. 1 2 
b. Hablaron con usted sola? .............. ~ ...... 1 2 
c. Hablaron con su conyuge solo, sin usted estar 

presente? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 2 
d. Calmaron la situacion? .•......•.............. 1 2 
e. Le dieron consejos sobre como conllevarse? ... 1 2 
f. Le hablaron acerca de- sus derechos legales? .. 1 2 
g. Le recomendaron que fuera a un abogado privado 

para obtener asistencia legal? .....•......... 1 2 
h. Le dieron informacion acerca de los albergues 

de mujeres 0 los grupos de apoyo?........... 1 2 
j. Le recomendaron que se comunicara 0 Ie ayudaron 

a comunicarse con un albergue 0 grupo de apoyo? 1 2 
k. Le recomendaron 0 la refirieron a terapia 

familiar? .............................. ;I • • • • • 1 2 
1. La refirieron a servicios legales? ........... 1 2 
m. La refirieron a un programa de testigosjdefensa 1 2 
n. Le explicaron sus derechos y recursos legales. 1 2 
o. Le dieron una hoja informativa acer~a de sus 

derechos legales y 10 que usted podia hacer 0 

con quien podia comunicarse para obtener ayuda 
con los problemas que tenia? ................. 1 2 

p. La refirieron al Programa de 1ntervencion 
Domestica? .................... e ••• •••• • • • •• • • 1 2 

q. La refirieron a Servicios de Salud y Rehabili­
tacion (H.R.S.) acerca del abuso infantil 0 

de ancianos?................................. 1 2 
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P70. La polieia la refirio a un albergue 0 grupo de apollo 
espeeifieo? 

S I • • • • .. .. .. • .. . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • . . . ... 1 
NO ............................... 2 [PASE A P72] 

P71. A eual la refirieron? (NO LEA LA LISTA) 

a. SAFES PACE • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ... 1 
b. ALBERGUE DE ABUSO DOMESTICO, INC ....... 2 
e. MUJERES EN APUROS .•....•..•............ 3 
d. ALBERGUE DE ASALTO DOMESTICO DE LA YWCA 4 
e. OTRO ..... 5 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 
f. NO SE ACUERDA.......................... 8 

P72. La polieia trato de que ustedes busearan una solueion a su 
problema? 

SI •••••.••••• & •••••••• ~ •••••••••• 1 
NO ..••••••••...••.••.•••••••••••. 2 [PASE A P74] 

P73. Eneontraron una solueion a su problema? 

SI. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ••••••••..•...•.••.••••.••••.•• 2 [PASE A P74] 

P74. Usted queria que la policia arrestara a su (eonyugejex­
conyuge)? 

S I. • . . • • • . • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • •• 1 
NO .••••..••..•••••..•••••••.••••• 2 [PASE A P76] 

P75. Usted Ie pidio a la policia que 10 arrestaran? 

S I. • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO ................... Q • • • .. • • • • • • •• 2 

P76. La policia arresto a su (conyugejex-conyuge) y se 10 
llevaron? 

S I. • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •. 1 
NO ••.•.••..••...•••.•••••...••••. 2 [PASE A P84] 

P77. Usted vio a la polieia esposar a su (conyugejex-eonyuge)? 

S I. . . . • • • . . . • • • • • . • . • • • . . • . . • • • •• 1 
NO. . • • . . . . .. . . . . . . • • • . . • • • . . • . . . .. 2 

P78. Su (eonyugejex-conyuge) la amenazo de cualquier modo cuando 
10 estaban arrestando? 

SI ................................ II .......................... 1 
NO.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 
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P7~. su (conyugejex-conyuge) pudo salir bajo fianza 0 tuvo qt:e ir • 
a la carcel? 

SAL10 BAJO F1ANZA ................ 1 
FUE A LA CP~CEL .................. 2 [PASE A P81] 
NO SASE .......................... 8 [PASE A PB1] 

P80. El pudo obtener la fianza por si mismo 0 usted la obt~vo 
para el? 

OBTUVO SU PROP1A F1ANZA .......... 1 [PASE A P82~ 
LA V1CT1MA OBTuvO LA F1ANZA ...... 2 [PASE A P82] 
NO SABE .......................... 8 [PASE A P82J 

PSi. Cuanto tiempo paso en la careel? 

D1AS 

P82. Cuanto tiempo paso despues del arresto hasta que volvio su 
(conyugejex-conyuge) a la cas a? [APUNTE LA RESPGESTA EN 
HORAS Y D1AS. S1 NO HA REGRESADO, APUNTE "0" Y PASE A P8".~ 

__________ =1 HORAS 
____ --=-2 D1AS 
_______ -=3 NO HA VUELTO [PASE A P84] 

P83. Que paso cuando volvio a casa? El ... [LEA CADA CATEGOR1A Y 
C1RCULE TODAS LAS PERT1NENTES.] 

a. Comenzo la disputa de nuevo? ....................... . 
b. Le pego, abofeteo, 0 trato de hacerle dano de alguna 

manera? ............................................. . 
c. Le pego, abofeteo, 0 trato de hacerle dana a algun 

otro miembro de la familia? ........................ . 
d. Dano a alguna propiedad? ........................... . 
e. Amenazo hacerle dana a usted 0 a alguna propiedad si 

la policia fuese llamada en otra ocasion? .......... . 
f. Hizo la paz, 0 intento hacer la paz? ............... . 
g. Trato de hacer otra cosa? .......................... . 

P84. Cuanto tiempo paso la policia en su cas a? 

M1NUTOS 

P85. Con cuanto cuidado (escuchojescucharon) (el oficialjlos 
oficiales) a su version de 10 que habia ocurrido? Usted 
diria que escucharon ... 

Con mucho cuidado ................. 4 
Con algun cuidado ................. 3 
Sin mucho cuidado................. 2 
o con ningun cuidado .............. 1 
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P86. Y a la version de su (conyuge/ex-conyuge)? Usted diria que 4It (el oficial/los oficiales) (escucho/escucharon) ... 

4It 

4It 

Con mucho cuidado ................. 4 
Con algun cuidado ................. 3 
Sin mucho cuidado ................. 2 
o con ningun cuidado .............. 1 

P87. Con cuanta seriedad (tomo/tomaron) (el oficial/los 
oficiales) la situacion en que ustedes se encontraban? 
Usted diria que la tornaron ... 

Con mucha seriedad................ 4 
Con alguna seriedad ............... 3 
Sin mucha ser i edad. . . . • . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
o con ninguna seriedad ............ 1 

P88. En su opinion, (el oficial/los oficiales) (parecia/parecian) 
verdaderamente (interesado/interesados) en ayudar? 

SI ............................... 1 
NO ..•..••• II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 
NO SABE .••......•.•••.••••..•... II 8 

P89. En general, que satisfecha estuvo con la manera en que la 
policia manejo a la situacion? Usted diria que us ted 
esta •.• 

Muy satisfecha ...••.•....•.•..... 4 
Algo satisfecha ..••..•.•••.....•• 3 
Algo descontenta ••.•.••..••.... ~. 2 
Muy descontenta.................. 1 

P90. Que Ie hubiese gustado que la policia hubiera hecho 
diferente en el manejo de su caso? INDAGUE: "Que mas Ie 
hubiese gustado que hayan hechCJ?" [NO LEA LA LISTA. 
CI~CULE TODAS LAS RESPUESTAS PERTINENTES.] 

A. 
B. 
C. 

D. 
E. 

F. 
G. 
H. 

RABLAR MAS TIEMPO CON LA VICTIMA ••••••••.•.. 1 
RABLAR MAS TIEMPO CON SU Conyuge/EX-CONYUGE 2 
RACER QUE EL SE FUERA (BOTARLO DE LA CASAl 
RASTA QUE SE ENDERECIERA .•.••..••••••.•••..• 3 
RACER QUE SE FUERA PARA SIEMPRE ....•....•... 4 
SER MAS OBJECTIVOS Y NO TRATAR SU PROBLEMA 
TAN LEVEMENTE •••..•••••••••••••••• 0 • • • • • • • •• 5 
DECIRLE A EL QUE BUSCARA AYUDA .............. 6 
OTRA COSA..................................... 7 
NADA. • • . . . . . • . • . . . • • • . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • .. 8 
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P91. Despues de irse la pol ieia con su (eonyuge/ ex-·eonyuge) q'.le • 
protegida'penso usted que iba a estar de que el Ie hieie~a 
dano fisieo? Diria usted que se sintio ... 

Muy protegida ................... ······ .. : . .. 4 
Un poco protegida. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3 
Un poco en pel igro. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 
o en mucho peligro .......................... 1 
NO ESTA SEGURA (NO SABE) .................... 8 

P92. Que hizo despues que la policia se fue? [NO LEA LA LlS7A. 
INDAGUE: "Que mas hizo?" CIRCULE TODAS LAS RESPC'ESr;,.S 
MENCIONADAS. ] 

A. FUE A CASA DE AMIGOS, FAMILIARES, UN HOTEL .. 1 

B. FUE A UN ALBERGUE PARA MUJERES MALTRATADAS .. 2 

C. FUE A SACARLE LA FIANZA AL Conyuge ......... 3 
D. FUE A LA SALA DE EMERGENCIAS ......•......... 4 

E.. LLAMO A UN PARIENTE, AMIGO ..............•... 5 [PASE 

F. LLORO MUCHISIMO .........••....•............. 6 [PASE 

G. NO HIZO NADA (SE QUEDO EN CASA) •••......•••. 7 [PASE 

H. HIZO OTRA COSA ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••· 8 [PASE 

A 
.-:0.. 

A 
A 

P93. A cuanto tiempo de haberse ido la policia usted se fue de su 
casa? 
[APUNTE LA RESPUESTA EN MINUTOS. SI NO SE FUE DE LA CASA, 
PONGA "00"] 

MINUTOS 
NO SE FUE DE LA CASA .......... 00 [PASE A P95] 

P94. Cuanto tiempo estuvo fuera de su casa? 

HOP-AS 1 
DIAS 2 
SEMANAS 3 

P95. Despues que los oficiales de la policia hicieron su informe, 
un detective de la Unidad de Calle Segura (Safe Street Unit) 
se comunico con usted en persona 0 por telefono para hablar 
con usted acerca del problema. que usted tuvo con su 
(conyugejex-conyuge)? 

SI ........ II •••••••••••••••••• • 1 
51, PERO REHUSO HABLARLE ...... 2 [PASE A Pl12] 
NO ............................ 3 [PASE A P112] 

P9 
. 

P9 
P9 -pc.:::-
_ .... ..J .. 

P96. Despues de cuantos dias de haber venido la policia a su casa 
se comunico con usted el detective? 

DIAS 
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P97. El detective Ie hablo en ingles 0 espanol? 

Ingles. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
Espano~. : •••••••• 0 • " • • • • • •• 2 
Ambos 1d10mas .............. 3 

P98. La primeha vez que se comunico con usted el detective de la 
Unidad de Calle Segura (Safe Street Unit), fue en persona 0 
por telefono? 

EN PERS ON A .....•.................. e •••••••••• G. 3 
POR TELEFONO SOLAMENTE ......................... 2 
POR TELEFONO, SEGUIDO POR VISITA EN PERSONA .... 1 

P99. Que informacion y asistencia Ie diQ el detective de la 
Unidad de Calle Segura (Safe Street Unit) para agudarla con 
el problema que tenia? (El/ella) l€\ dio informacion acerca 
de ... 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 

LA OFICINA DEL FISCAL ESTATAL? ........••...•. 1 
SAFESPACE? . • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • .. 2 
SERVICIOS DE SALUD Y REHABILITACION? •..•..•.. 3 
EL PROGRAMA DE INTERVENCION DOMESTICA? ..•.... 4 
PROGRAMA DE DEFENSA DE VICTIMAS? •...•..••.... 5 
ORDEN DE RESTRICCION PARA PROTECCION? .....••• 6 
CENTRO DE APOYO A FAMILIAS DE HOMESTEAD .••..•. 7 
OTRO . . . • . . • •. 8 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 

PIOC. El detective personalmente hizo alguna cita para que usted 
fuera a la Oficina del Fiscal Estatal 0 a alguna otra 
agencia que Ie recomendo? 

SI ............. 0 ••••••••••••••••• 1 
NO ••.••••••••••••••••••••••• II • • •• 2 

PI01. El de,tective Ie hizo preguntas acerca de su habilidad de 
seguir las recomedaciones de las cuales hablo con usted? 

SI ...... II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO ••••••••••••••••• fa • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2 

• 
PI02. El detective Ie ofrecio asistencia, como transporte 0 

cuidado de los ninos, para hacerle posible que usted se 
comunicara con algunas de las agencias que Ie habia 
recomendado? 

S I • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO () ••••••.•.•..••••••••• ,. •• 0 • • • • •• 2 

.. 
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PIO]. Usted se puso en contacto con algunas de las ager.cias q~e 1e ~ 
fueron recomendadas por el detective? 

Sl .. " ..................... ··.,· .. ··l 
NO ................................ 2 [PASE A PI0S] 

PI04. Con cuales de las agencias se comunico usted (NO LEA L~ 
LISTA. INDAGUE: "Con que otra agencia se cotnunico? II 
CIRCULE 'rODAS LAS PERTINENTES") 

A. LA OFICINA DEL FISCAL ESTATAL? ............... 1 
B. SAFESPACE? ........................ 0 ....... 0:1 •••• 2 
C. SERVICIOS DE SALDD Y REHABILITACION? ......... 3 
D. EL PROGRAMA DE INTERVENCION DOMESTICA? ....... 4 
E. PROGRAMA DE DEFENSA DE VICTIMAS? ............. S 
F. ORDEN DE RESTRICCION PARA PROTECCION? ........ 6 
G. CENTRO DE APOYO A FAMILIAS DE HOMESTEAD ....... 7 
H. OTP-.A . . . . . . .. 8 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 

PI0S. Por que no se comunico con ninguna de las agencias? (NO LE~ 
LA LISTA. INDAGUE: "Por que no se comunico con ninguna?" 
CIRCULE TODAS LAS .RAZONES MENCIONADAS.) 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 

FALTA DE TRANS PORTE . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
FALTA DE ALGUIEN QUE CUIDE A LOS NINOS .......... 2 
LAS AGENCIAS QUEDAN MUY LEJOS ................... 3 
NO TENIA DINERO PARA LOS GASTOS ................. 4 
EL PROCESO TOMA DEMASIADO TIEMPO ................ S 
'LAS AGENCIAS NO AYUDAN.......................... 6 
NOSOTROS MISMOS ARREGLAMOS EL ASUNTO ...•........ 7 
OTRA • . .. . . • .. . • . •. 8 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 

PI06. El detective le dio su tarjeta profesional con su nombre y 
numero de telefono? 

S I ...................... " • • -. .. • • .. • • • • .. .. • • • .. .... 1 
NO. 0 .. • • • .. .. .. .. .. • • .. • .. • .. .. • • .. .. .. • .. • .. .. .. .... 2 

PI07. Como cuanto tiempo paso (el/la) detective hablando con usted 
acerca de los problemas que ~staba teniendo con su 
(conyuge/ex-conyuge)? 

MlNUTOS 

.. 
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PIOB. Cuanto le ayudo la informacion y asistencia que le dio e1 
detective para ayudarla a lidiar con su problema? Diria 
usted que fue de ... 

Mucha ayuda ..... II •• II II II II II II II II • II II • II •• II 4 
Un poco de ayuda................... 3 
No mucha ayuda..................... 2 
Ninguna ayuda .......•.............. 1 

PI09. Como resultado de la visita del detective de Calle Segura 
(Safe Street), se siente mas capacitada 0 menos capacitada 
para manejar los problemas que ha tenido con su (conyuge/ex­
conyuge)? 

Mas capaz .... II •••••••••••••••• 0 • • •• 3 
Menos capaz .......•.........•• 8 • • •• 2 
No experimento cambio ......••.....• 1 
NO SABE............................ 8 

PI10. En su opinion, que interesado estaba el detective en los 
problemas que usted estaba teniendo con su (conyuge/ex­
conyuge)? Diria usted que (el/ella) estaba ... 

Muy interesado/a •.•...••..•.••••...• 4 
Un poco interesado/a ••.•...•.•••..•• 3 
Le faltaba un poco el interes .••.••• 2 
No tenia ningun interes •.•.•.•••••.• 1 
NO SABE............................. 8 

PIll. si otra persona conocida tuviera problemas similares a los 
que usted tuvo con su (conyuge/ex-conyuge), usted 
recomendaria que ell.a se comunicara con la Unidad de Calle 
Segura (Safe Street Unit) para recibir asistencia? 

SI .............. eo ••••••••• 1 
NO. 0 ••••••••••• 0 ••• II ••••• II II 2 
NO SABE •• II ••••• II II II II II •• II •• II. 8 

Finalmente, me gustaria hacerle algunas preguntas acerca de 
us ted y su familia. 

Pl12. (RAGA ESTA PREGUNTA SOLAMENTE SI NO LO PUEDE DETERMINAR 
VISUALMENTE.) Cual de estas categorias la describe mejor a 
usted? (LEA TODAS LAS CATEGORIAS.) 

Blanca no Hi-spana, Anglo..................... 1 
Negra ... II II • II •• II • II • II ••• II II ••••••• II II ••••••••••••• II 2 
Hispana, Chicana .. II •• II II II II II •• ell •• II II •• II II • II • II •• II • II 3 
India Americana. II II II ••• 0 •••• II II • II II • II • II •• II •• II ... II • II 4 
Asiatica/Islena del Pacifico •......••.••••••... 5 
Otra: ESPECIFIQUE 6 
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Pl13. Cual es su fecha de nacimiento? 

MES DIA ANO 

P114. Hay otras personas viviendo aqui con us ted? 

S I. . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ...... ., " .......... e .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 

Pl15. Hay Algunos de sus hijos que no estan viviendo con uste~? 

S I .................. " .... " .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 1 
NO.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 

Pl16. Cuales son sus edades? 

# ANOS 
#. ANOS 
# ANOS 
# ANOS 

Pl17. Usted esta empleada? 

SI ..................... ····:···.,.·l 
NO. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 [ PAS E A P 12 1 ] 

Pl18. Como cuantas horas a la semana trabaja usted? 

HORAS 

Pl19. Con que frecuencia le pagan e1 sueldo? 

SEMANALMENTE. . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
CADA DOS SEMANAS .............. . 
SEMIMENSUALMENTE .............. . 
UNA VEZ AL MES ................ . 
OTRA ________________________ _ 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 

2 
3 
4 
5 

NO SABE................................................ 8 

P120. Cuanto gana en cada periodo de paga antes de las deducciones 
para impuestos y seguro? Gana ... 

Menos de $ 3 00 ................................... 1 [PASE A P123] 
$ 300 a $ 599 .................................. .,. 2 " 
$ 600 a $ 899 ........ ft .......................... 3 " 
$ 900 a $1499 .. 0 ••••••••••••••• 4 " 
$1500 a $1999 .................................... 5 " 
$2000 0 mas ........................................ 6 " 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ............... 9 " 
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P121. Cuanto tiempo ha estado sin empleo? 

MESES 
NUNCA TRABAJO ..................... 00 [PASE A P123] 

P122. Cuando usted trabajaba, cuanto ganaba cada mes antes de las 
deducciones para impuestos y seguro. Ganaba ... 

Menos de $400 .................. 1 
$ 400 a $ 699 .................. 2 
$ 700 a $ 999.................. 3 
$1000 a $1399.................. 4 
$1400 a $1699 .........•........ 5 
$1700. 0 mas ..................... 6 
REHUSO CONTESTAR .......••..•... 9 

, P123. Esta recibiendo usted dinero de alguna otra parte? 

51 . It ••• ' •••••••••••• III • • • • • • • •• 1 
NO. • • • • • • . • • . . • • • • • • . • • • • • • •• :2 [PASE A P12 6 ] 

P124. De donde recibe usted dinero? Recibe dinero de ... (PREGUNTE 
CADA CATEGORIA SEPARADO.) 

1 .... 
13. 
C. 
10. 
'E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 
I. 
J. 

Seguro So~ial (Social Security)? •••.••.• 01 
Pension de Retiro? ••••.••.••..••.••••••• 02 
Pago de Veteranos? •••••••..••..••••••••• 03 
Ahorros Personales? •••• ',' . . • • • • • • . • • • • •• 04 
Acciones y Bonos? ••..•••..•.•••• ~ ••••••• 05 
Compensacion de Desempleo? ••.•••...•••.. 06 
Mantencion de los Ninos? ••••....•.•.•.•• 07 
Asistencia Publica (0 Welfare)? •••••••.. 08 
Asistencia de Divorc:i.o?................. 09 
conyuge/Padres/Miernbros de la Familia?. 10 

P125. Cuanto recibe usted de cada fuente de ingresos por mes? 

Menos de $200 ••••.•.••••.••.•••••..••• 1 
$200 a $499 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
$500 a $799........................... 3 
$800 a $1299 ..•.•••••.••.••••••••••••• 4 
$1300 a $1499 ••••. T ••••••••••••••••••• 5 
$1500 0 mas ..••.•.•.•••.••. .a ... Co ••••••• 6 
NO SABE .. tf • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 8 
REHUSA CONTESTAR...................... 9 
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P126. Cual es el grado mas alto que usted completo en la esc~ela? 
(CIrtCULE UNO) 

o - 4 GRADO PRlMARIO ......................... ···········. C 2 
5 - 8 GRADO PRIMARIO ....................... ·············· C 6 
PARTE DE ESCUELA SECUNDARIA .............................. le 
ESCUELA TECNICA EN VEZ DE ESCUELA SECUNDARIA ..... c ••••••• 11 
COMPLETO LA ESCUELA SECUNDARIA ........................... 12 
CURSOS POSTERIORES A ESCUELA SECUNDARIA, ESCUELA DE 

COMERCIO/NEGOCIOS ................................... , 13 
1 - 3 ANOS DE UNIVERSIDAD............ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1'; 
COMPLETO DIPLOMA DE LA UNIVERSIDAD ....................... :6 
DIPLO~~ DE POST-GRADUADO UNIVERSIT&~IO ................... ~-

NO SABE .................................... · ....... ····.. So :; 

P127. Cual es la edad de su (conyuge/ex-conyuge)? 

ANOS 

P128. De que raza/origen etnico es su (conyuge/ex-conyuge)? 

Blanco no Hispano, Anglo ...................... 1 
Negro .................. , ................... 0 • •• 2 
Hispano, Chicano............................... 3 
Inttio Americano.................. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 4 
Asiatico/Isleno del Pacifico ................... 5 
Otro: ESPECIFIQUE 6 

P129. Esta el empleado en estos momentos? 

S I . . • • • . • • . • • • • • • • • . • • • . • • • . • • • •. 1 
NO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 [PASEA P133] 
NO SABE .................... 0 ..... 8 [PASE A P133] 

P130. Alrededor de cuantas horas a la semana trabaja? 

HORAS 

P13I. Cuan a menudo Ie pegan? 

SEMANALMENTE ......... 0 • • • • • • • •• 1 
CADA DOS SEMANAS ............... 2 
SEMIMENSUALMENTE .............. ~ 3 
UNA VEZ AL MES ................. 4 
OTRA 5 

(ESPECIFIQUE) 
NO SABE......................... 8 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ............... 9 

22 

• 

• 

• 



---------------------------------------------------

P132. Cuanto gana el cada periodo de paga antes de las deducciones tit para impuestos y seguro? Gana ... 

Menos de $300 .................. 1 [PASE A P135 
$ 300 a $ 599 .................. 2 

. $ 600 a $ 899.................. 3 
$ 900 a $1499 .................. 4 
$1500 a $1999.................. :., 
$2000 0 mas ..••......•.•....... 6 
NO SABE........................ 8 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ....•.......... 9 " 

P133. Cuanto tiempo hace que desempleado? 

MESES 

P134. Alrededor de cuanto ganaba el por mes antes de las 
deducciones de impuestos y de seguros? Ganaba .•. 

Menos 
$ 400 
$ 700 

de $400 .................. 1 
a $ 699 ................. . 
a $ 999 ................. . 

$1000 a $1399 ..•.••..•.....•••. 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
8 
9 

$1400 a 
$1700 0 

$1699 ................. . 
mas .............•...... 

NO SABE ...•...•...............• 
REHUSO CONTESTAR ..••••••••••••• 

4It P135. Esta recibiendo el dinero de alguna otra parte? 

SI. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO. • . • . • . . • . . • . • . . • . • . . • • • • •• 2 [PASE A P138] 
NO SABE .•....••••.•...••••••• 8 [PASE A P138] 

P136. De donde recibe el dinero? Recibe el dinero de ... 
(RAGA CADA PREGUNTA POR SEPARADO.) 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 
I. 
J. 

Seguro Social (social security)? .•••.•.• 01 
Pension de Retiro? •••••••••••.••••••••.• 02 
Pago de veteranos? ••.•....•.•.•..•••••.• 03 
Ahorros Personales? •.••••••....•....... ~ 04 
Acciones y Bonos? ..•.•••.••••.....•..... 05 
Compensacion de Desempleo? ••..•......... 06 
Asistencia Publica (0 Welfare)? ......... 07 
Asistencia de Divorcio? •.........••..... 08 
Conyuge/Padres/Miembros de la Familia?. 09 
NO SABE .•••.•••••••• II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 98 
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P137. Cuanto recibe de cada fuente de ingresos por roes? 

Menos de $200......................... 1 
$200 a $499 ........................... 2 
$500 a $799........................... 3 
$800 a $1299 .......................... 4 
$1300 a $1499 ......................... 5 
$1500 0 mas................... . . . . . . .. 6 
NO SABE ......... ·,..................... 8 
REHUSA CONTESTAR ...................... 9 

P138. Cual es el grado mas alto que el completo en la escuela? 
(CIRCULE UNO) 

o - 4 GRADO PRlMARIO ........... It ••••••••••••••••••• " ••••• C·2 
5 - 8 GRADO PRIl1ARIO..................................... 0:: 
PARTE DE ESCUELA SECUNDARIA................ . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 10 
ESCUELA TECNICA EN VEZ DE ESCUELA SECUNDARIA ............. 11 
COMPLETO LA ESCUELA SECUNDARIA ........................... 12 
CURSOS POSTERIORES A ESCUELA SECUNDARIA , ESCUELA DE 

COMERer 0 /NEGOCI as • . • . . • . • .. .. . . . . . . . • • • . . . . . • . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1:; 
1 - 3 ANOS DE UNIVERSIDAD..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1~ 

COMPLETO DIPLOMA DE LA UNIVERSIDAD ....................... 16 
DIPLOMA DEPOST-GRADUADO UNIVERSITARIO ................... 19 
NO SABE.................................................. 98 

P139. Cuando usted piensa en su situacion economica, 'separada de 

• 

la de su (conyuge/ex-cony~ge) I cuan dependiente de el esta • 
para sus neeesidades? Esta usted ... 

Completamente dependiente ....................... 1 
Muy dependiente -» .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 2 
Moderadamente dependiente ....................... 3 
Algo dependiente ........................ .e..................................... 4-
Completamente independiente ..................... 5 

********************~* 

DELE LAS GRACIAS POR SU PARTICIPACION Y POR HABER TENIDO QUE 
RECORDAR TODO ESTO. ASEGURELE QUE SUS RESPUESTAS PERMANECERAN EN 
CONFIANZA. 

HORA EN QUE TERMINO LA ENTREVISTA ______________ __ 

ENTREVISTADOR: certifieo que segui los proeedimientos y las 
reglas al condueir esta entrevista. 

Firma: Entrevistador # 
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RECIED DEL RESFDNDIENTE 

He recibido $25 como pago par cornpletar el Estudio de Metro-Dade. 

Con exceJ:X!ion de su finna, FDR FAVOR FSCRIEA _(X)N I.ETRAS DE BLO;;.UE la 
informa.cion siguiente. 

Nombre del Respon::liente Nurnero de Segura Social 

Finna del Respon::liente Fecha 

Direccion Nurnero de Telefono 

Ciudad, Estado, Zip 

... 
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APPENDIX 5 

CODING FORM 



• 

• 

1. 

2. 

3 . 

4 . 

5. 

6. 

METRO DADE SPOUSE ASSAULT 
SUSPECT CRIMINAL HISTORY 

What is the victim ID number? ............. . 

What is the suspect ID number? ............ . 

What is the experimental number? .......... . 

Date of Presenting Incident ................ . 

Date of Initial Search ..................... . 

Date of Last Search ........................ . 

PRESENTING INCIDENT 

_____ (1-5) 

_____ (6-10) 

____ (11-15) 

_1_1_ (16-21) 
Y M D 

_1_1_ (22-27) 
Y M D 

__ 1 __ 1 __ (28-33) 
Y M D 

7. Was the suspect arrested for the presenting incident? 

YES ........ 1 (34) 
NO ......... O [SKIP TO Q10] 

8. What was the disposition of the arrest for the presenting 
incident? 

CODE 
(35-37) 

9. What was the date of this disposition? 

DATE .......... __ 1_1 __ (38-43) 
Y M D 



·~----------------------~ 

• 

ANY SUBSEQUENT ARREST 

10. Has the suspect been arrested for any non-traffic offense 
since the presenting incident? 

YES ••••••••••••••••••• 1 
NO .................... O [Skip TO END] 

11. How many times has the suspect been arrested for a 
non-traffic offense since the presenting incident? 

Number of Times ------

12. When was the suspect first arrested for a non-traffic 
offense since the presenting incident? 

DATE ......... __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M 0 

(44) 

(45-46) 

(47-52) 

13. What was the disposition of the first arrest since the 
presenting incident? 

14. What was the date of this disposition? 

DATE ...•..... __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

2 

CODE 
(53-55) 

(56-61) 



• 

• 

SUBSEQUENT ARREST FOR CRIME AGAINST SAME VICTIM 

15. Has the suspect been arrested for any crime against the 
victim of the presenting incident since that incident? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO.~ ............... 0 [SKIP TO END] 
DON'T KNOW ......... 9 [SKIP TO END] 

16. How many times has the suspect been arrested for 
any crime against the victim of the presenting 
incident since that incident? 

Number of Times 

17. When was the suspect first arrested for a subsequent 
crime against the victim? 

DATE ......... __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

18. What was the disposition of the first offense against 
the victim since the presenting incident? 

CODE 

19. What was the date of this disposition? 

DATE ........ __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

3 

(62) 

(63-64) 

(65-70) 

(71-73) 

(74-79) 



• 

SUBSEQUENT ARREST FOR AGGRAVATED ASSAULT/BATTERY 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 

20. Has the suspect been arrested for aggravated assault 
battery on the victim of the presenting incident 
since that incident? 

YES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 
NO ................... 0 [SKIP TO Q25] 
DON'T KNOW ........... 9 [SKIP TO Q25] 

21. How many times has the suspect been arrested for 
subsequent assault or battery on the victim? 

Number of Times 

22. When was the first time the suspect was arrested 
for subsequent assault or battery on the victim? 

DATE .......... __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

23. What was the disposition of the first subsequent 
arrest for assault or battery on the victim? 

CODE 

(80) 

(81-82) 

(83-88) 

(89-91) 

24. What was date of this disposition? 

DATE ......•••. __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

4 

(92-97) 
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SUBSEQUENT ARREST FOR NON-AGGRAVATED ASSAULT/BATTERY 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 

25. Has the suspect been arrested for non-aggravated 
assault or battery against the victim of the 
presenting incident.since that incident? 

YES ........................ 1 
(98) 

NO ......................... 0 [SKIP TO END] 
DON'T KNOW ................. 9 [SKIP TO END] 

26. How many times has the suspect been arrested 
for non-aggravated assault or battery against 
the victim of the presenting incident since 
that incident? 

.Number of Times 

27. When was the suspect first arrested for 
non-aggravated assault against the victim 
since the presenting incident? 

DATE •.•..•..• __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

28. What was the disposition of the first 
subsequent non-aggravated assault or battery 
against the victim? 

29. What was the date of that disposition? 

DATE .•....•••. __ 1 __ 1 __ 
Y M D 

5 

(99-100) 

(101-106) 

CODE 
(107-109) 

(110-115) 
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CALL # DATE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Household ID Number: 

VALIDATION INTERVIEW FORM 
CALL RECORD 

TIME OF 
CALL VALIDA TOR 

Telephone No.: 

STATUS OF Cl:l.LL 

Name of Respondent: Interviewer Name: 

Hello, may I please speak to (NAME OF RESPONDENT)? This is 
calling from I would like to thank you for taking 
part in the recent survey. I'd like to get your impressions of our study. 

1. First, was the in'terviewer polite and courteous? 

2. About how long did the interview take? 

Questionnaire Answer: Validation Answer: 

3. Were you living with him at the time of the incident? 

Q4 Answer: Validation Answer: 

4. What time of the day did the incident happen? 

Q13 Answer: Validation Answer: 

5. Did you have any aches, pains, scratches, or any other injury as a result of the 
incident? 

Q23 Answer: Validation Answer: 

6. (IF YES TO Q5 ABOVE) What kind of pain or injury did you have? 

Q24 Answer: valid~tion Answer: 

7. Did he break or destroy something around the house during the fight? 

Q31 Answer: Validation Answer: 

1 
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8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

When the police came, did they arrest your ( 
to the station? 

___________ and take him away top 

Q33 Answer: Validation Answer: 

Did the police officers give you an information sheet about your legal rights and 
what you could do or who you could contact to get help for the problems you were 
having? 

Q35 Answer: Validation Answer: 

About how long did the police spend there? 

Q46 Answer: Validation Answer: 

In your opinion, did the officers seem like they really wanted to help? 

Q50 Answer: Validation Answer: 

After the police officer's report, did a detective from the Safe Street Unit 
contact you either in person or by telephone to talk about the problem you have 
with your ? 

Q64 Answer: Validation Answer: 

13. Were you employed at the time our interviewer talked with you? 

Q203 Answer: Validation Answer: 

14. What is the highest grade of school you've completed? 

Q22 Answer: Validation Answer: 

THAT IS ALL THE QUESTIONS I HAVE. THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR COOPERATION. 

2 
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APPENDIX 6 

TESTS OF THE MEAN-VARIANCE EQUALITY ASSUMPTION 
OF THE POISSON REGRESSION MODEL 
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APPENDIX 6 

Tests of the Mean-Variance Equality Assumption 
of the Poisson Regression Model 

Although the Poisson regression model is a useful application for count data, 

it may be inappropriate in some cases because of its restrictive assumption of 

mean-variance equality. This assumption may fail to account for overdispersion-

the variance exceeds the mean-which may produce small estimated standard 

errors of the regression coefficients, therefore invalidating hypothesis tests 

(Gourieroux, Monfort and Trognon, 1984; Cameron and Trivedi, 1986; Cameron 

and Trivedi, 1990). 

To test the mean-variance equality assumption of the Poisson model, we 

performed an ordinary least squares analysis using the number of subsequent 

events as the dependent variable. Following the approach suggested by Cameron 

-
and Trivedi (1986), we obtained the least square residuals (/1 = y - XB) and 

performed a residual analysis of the OLS estimates. The results of the tests 

included in this appendix suggest that the variance was a mUltiple of the mean-a 

violation of the Poisson assumption but consistent with the negative binomial 

model. 

In addition, a comparison of the Poisson point estimates to those of the 

negative binomial model revealed that the estimated variances under the 

assumption of the Poisson were generally smaller, a consequence of imposing on 

the data the equality of conditional mean and variance. This is further confirmation 

1 
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that the major impact of the distributional assumption is on estimated variances 

rather than point estimates of the parameters (Cameron and Trivedi, 1986) . 

2 
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APPENDIX 6-1 

APPENDIX 6-2 

APPENDIX 6-3 

APPENDIX 6-4 

APPENDIX 6-5 

APPENDIX 6-6 

• APPENDIX 6-7 

APPENDIX 6-8 

APPENDIX 6-9 

APPENDIX 6-10 

APPENDIX 6-11 

APPENDIX 6-12 

• 

APPENDIX 6 

SOURCE: INITIAL INTERVIEW 
HIT, SLAPPED OR HURT VICTIM 

SOURCE: INITIAL INTERVIEW 
HIT, SLAPPED OR HURT OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 

SOURCE: INITIAL INTERVIEW 
THREATENED TO DAMAGE PROPERTY OR HARM VICTIM 
OR OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 

SOURCE: INITIAL INTERVIEW 
DAMAGED ANY PROPERTY 

SOURCE: INITIAL INTERVIEW 
ANY SUBSEQUENT INCIDENT 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 
HIT, SLAPPED OR HURT VICTIM 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 
HIT, SLAPPED OR HURT OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 
THREATENED TO DAMAGE PROPERTY OR HARM VICTIM 
OR OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 
, DAMAGED ANY PROPERTY 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 
ANY SUBSEQUENT INCIDENT 

SOURCE: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CONTINUATION REPORTS 
SUBSEQUENT AGGRAVATED BATTERY BY SAME 
SUSPECT AGAINST SAME VICTIM 

SOURCE: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CONTINUATION REPORTS 
SUBSEQUENT NON-AGGRAVATED DOMESTIC OFFENSE 
BY SAME SUSPECT AGAINST SAME VICTIM 
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APPENDIX 6 - continued 

SOURCE: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CONTINUATION REPORTS 
ANY SUBSEQUENT OFFENSE BY SAME SUSPECT 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 

SOURCE: ARREST REPORTS 
ANY SUBSEQUENT ARREST OF SAME SUSPECT FOR 
OFFENSE AGAINST SAME VICTIM 
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::: Callei',)O ~est ioin! ide (ols) 
« Ordinary least Squ~res Regression J) 

L~~endent Variable RES2 Number of Observations 
Mean of Dep. Vay. .510981 Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. 
Std, Error of Regr. 1.558576 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
R - squared .010438 Adjusted R - Squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.827132 Estd. AlJtocorrelation 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 591) 
log-likel ihood 
Chi-squared( 1] 

1450.776228 Regression Variation 
6.2339 Prob. Value for F 

-1102.224557 
6.158502 

Const. log-l (for a=O) 
Prob Value : 

5'32 
1. 566774 

1435.633000 
.010438 
.086434 

15.143227 
.01234 

-1105.303808 
.013078 

~-----------------------------------------------------.-----------------------­-----.------------.------------.-----------------------------.------------.--.-
Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Kean of X Std.D.of X 

lHti r I,'mn .2:33642 8.35'3 .00000 .26182 

::: caleron test inittl tile (015) 

« Ordinary 
Dependent Variable RES3 
Hean of Dep. Var. ;517418 
Std. Error of Regr. 1.5'394'36 
R - squared -.000176 
DlJrbln Watson Stat. 1.849933 
Total Variation 1511.741060 

Least Squares Regression }> 
NIJ.ber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. ResidlJals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 

.814%E-I)1 

5"'·' 
1.599355 

1512.00652~ 

-.000176 
.07503:3 

-.265465 
-----------------_.-----------------------------------.---------------.--------
--------------------------------------------~---------------------------------~ 
Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob:tlrx Mean of X Std.D.of X 

I~AT2 1. 97198 .250753 7.864 .00000 .26132 .13381E -(: 

6-1 
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::: caeeron als test 
« 

Dependent Yariable 
Mean of Dep. VaT. 
Std. Error of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Tota 1 Variation 
F( 0, 591) 
Log-likelihood 

intt2 
Ordinary 

RES2 
• 080970 
.686034 
.000053 

2.028107 
278.164424 

.0315 
-616.428728 

least Squares Regression }) 
NUlber of Observ~tions 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var • 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. Log-l (tor a=O) 

592 
.686052 

278.149578 
.000053 

-.014053 
.014846 
.83641 

-616.417886 
::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx KeaR of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT I. 91180 

=== caleron ols test 
« 

Dependent Variable 
Mean of Dep. Var. 
Std. Error of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 591). _ 
log -like lihood 

.664471 

10H2 
Ordinary 

RES3 
.080996 
.686007 
.000055 

2.026629 
278.142789 

.0323 
-616 •• 05331 

2.977 .00426 • 42230E-Ol 

least Squares RegreSSion » 
HUlber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 

.41566E-02 

Const. Log-l (for a:O) 

592 
.686025 

278.127593 
.000055 

-.013314 
.015196 
.83512 

-616.394862 
===::===::====:=:===::=====::::::=:=::::::::=::::=:======:=::::=:=:====:=:::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Mean 01 X Std.D.of X 

I. 92121 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

.7380IE-03 
YHAT2 .661549 2.878 .00425 .42230E-OI 

6-2 
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--- caleron ols test intt2 ---
« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 

Dependent Variable RES2 NUlber of ObserYations 592 
Mean of Dep. Var. .080970 Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. .686052 
Std. Error of RegT. .686034 SUI ot Sqrd. Residuals 278.149578 
R - squared .000053 Adjusted R - Squared .000053 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.028107 Estd. Autocorrelation -.014053 
Tota I Variation 278.164424 Regression Variation .014846 
F( 0, 591) .0315 Prob. Value for F .83641 
Log-likelihood -616.428728 Canst. Log-L (for a=O) -616.417886 
=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Kean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT l. 91180 

=== caleron o;s test 
« 

Dependent Variable 
Hean of Dep. Var. 
Std. Error of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 591) 
log-likel ihood 

.664471 

intt2 
Ordinary 

RES3 
.080986 
.686007 
.000055 

2.026629 
278.142789 

.0323 
-616.405331 

2.877 .00426 .42230E-Ol 

least Squares Regression » 
HUlber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. Log-l (for a=O) 

.41566E-02 

592 
.686025 

278.127593 
.000055 

-.013314 
.015196 
.83512 

-616.394862 
:::::::::::==::===::::::::::::======::::::=::::=:=:=:=:::=:=:==:=:=:=::=~=:=::: 

Variable Coefficient std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Hean of X Std.D.of X 

------------.-----------------------------------------------------------------
YHAT2 I. 92121 .661549 2.878 .00425 .42230E-OI .7380IE-03 

6-2 
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::: caleron Qls intt3 
« 

Dependent Variable 
Mean of Dep. Var. 
Std. Error of Regr. 
R - squared. 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 591) 
log-Likelihood 
Chi-squared[ II 

Ordinary 
RES2 
.684554 

1.793395 
.002097 

1.924807 
1904.807963 

1. 2418 
-1185.304745 

1.189339 

least Squares Regression }> 
NUlber of Observ.tions 
Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. log-l (for a:O) 
Prob Value: 

5'32 
1.795279 

1900.813929 
.002097 
.037596 

3.994034 
.26476 

-1185. 89941 5 
.275463 

:::::::::::::::=====::::::=::::::;::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::=:: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob:t:rx Mean of X Std.O.of X 

YHAT 2.13488 .228233 

::: caleron ols intt3 
« Ordinary 

Dependent Variable RES3 
Mean of Dep. Var. .684705 
Std. Error of Regr. 1.786688 
R - squared .003638 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.930339 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 59!) 
l 09 -Li k e Ii hood 
Ch i-squared [ II 

1893.510662 
2.1578 

-1183.086513 
2.104233 

9.354 .00000 .31926 

Least Squares RegreSSion >} 
NUlber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 

, SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. Log-L (for a=O) 
Prob Value = 

.48752E-OI 

592 
1.789947 

1886.622420 
.003638 
.034830 

6.888242 
.13814 

-1184. 138630 
.146892 

::::;:;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;:::::::::::::::::::=:=:::::= 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob:t:rx Kean of X Std.D.of X 
-----------------------------------------------------------.------------------

YHAT2 2.14786 .227545 9.439 .00000 .31926 .47170E-Ol 

6-3 
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-- - caleron ols intt4 ---

« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Variable RES2 HUlber of Observations 592 
Mean of Dep. Var. . 215138 Std. Dev, of Dep. Var • I. 135209 
Std. Error of Regr. 1.134476 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 760.638802 
R - squared .001290 Adjusted R - Squared .001290 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.949197 Estd. Autocorrelation .025401 
Total Vniation 761.620988 Regression Variation .982186 
F( 0, 591) .7631 Prob. Value for F .38679 
Log-Likel ihood -'314.204606 Const. Log-L (for a:O) -914.559934 
Chi-squared[ 1] .710656 Prob Value = .399226 
::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob:t:rx "ean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT 2.06779 .440327 4.696 .00001 .10473 .15653E-01 

• --- caleron ols intt4 ---« Ordlnary Least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Variable RES3 NUlber of Observations 592 
Hean of Dep. Var. .214052 Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. 1.123874 
Std. Error of Regr. 1.120365 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 741. 834014 
R - squared .006234 Adjusted R - Squared .006234 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.943787 Estd. Autocorrelation .028107 
Total Variation 746.487683 Regression Variation 4.653669 
F( 0, 591) 3.7075 Prob. Value for F .05168 
Log-likelihood -906.794811 Const. Log-L (for a=O) -908.619237 
Chi-sQuared[ IJ 3.648851 Prob Value = .056108 
=:::::::=:::==:::=::::::::::::::==:::=====:::::=:=::::===::::======:::=====:::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Kean of X Std.D.of X 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

YHAT2 '2,08913 .415204 5.032 .00000 .10473 .36511 E -0 I 
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::= caleron ols intt5 
« Ordinary 

Dependent Variable RES2 
Hean of Oep. Var. 2.002537 
Std. Error of Regr. 6.354797 
R - squared .001018 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.894440 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 591) 
Log-li ke I ihood 
Chi-squared( Il 

23890.941511 
.6024 

-1934.243496 
.549795 . 

least Squares Regression » 
HUlber of Observations 
Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjysted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. log-l (tor a=O) 
Prob Value = 

592 
6.358035 

23866.616011 
.001018 
.052780 

24.325499 
.44399 

-1934.518394 
.458401 

===::::::::::::::::::::::===:=:====::::::::=::::::=:::=====:::=:=:=:::::::::::: 

Variable CoefficIent Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Hean of X Std.D.of X 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

YHAT 3.15136 .408926 

=:: caleron ols inttS 
« Ordinary 

Dependent Variable RES3 
Hean of Dep. Var. 2.018207 
Std. Error of Regr. 6.341592 
R - squa r ed .001252 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.895205 
Total Variation 23797.320036 
F( 0, 59!) .7408 
log-LIkelihood -1933.012036 
Chi-squared( I) .688287 

7.706 .00000 .62331 

least Squares Regression » 
NUlber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Oep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value tor F 
Const. Log-l (for i=O) 
Prob Value = 

.13947 

592 
6.345565 

23767.529066 
.001252 
.052398 

29.790970 
.39412 

-1933.356180 
.406748 

::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltirx Hean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT2 3.24221 .416147 7.791 .00000 .62331 .61289E-Ol 
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--- "a~eron cds file six 

D8oon~~nt variable 
Mean of Dep. Var. 
std. Frror of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Total variatlon 
F( 0, 380) 
Log-LIKelihood 
Chi-squared[ 1) 

:< Ordinary 
RES2 
• 770614 

1.765111 
.010029 

1.'335147 
1195.927649 

3.84% 
-756.604208 

3.806010 

Least Squares Regression » 
Nu~ber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var . 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
AdJusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Vaille for F 
Const. Log-L (for a=O) 
Prob Value : 

381 
1.77402~ 

1183. '33380'3 
.010029 
.032426 

11.993839 
.05049 

-758.507214 
.05106'3 

::::::::==::::::=:::::=:::=::::::::::::::::::=:=:::::::::::::::::=::::::::::=:= 

Variable CoeffiCient Std. Error T-ratio Problt:rx Mean of I Std,D.of X 

YHAT 

::: caleron Dis tile 511 

<,:' Ordinary 
Dependent Varlable RES3 
Mean of Dep. Var. 
Std. Error of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat, 
Total Yariatlon 

.785138 
I. 807804 
-.000091 
1. '344544 

1241. 786741 

8.745 .00000 ,3'38'35 

Least Squares Regression » 
NUlber of Observatlons 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 

• t2307 

381 
I. 807722 

1241.89'3183 
-.000091 
.027128 

-.112442 
~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::= :::::::::::::::::::::=::: 

,<: _oble CoeffiCIent Std. Error T-ratio Prob:t:rx Mean of X Std.O.(,f 'f. 

.----~------------------------------------------------ --------------.---------

'iHATl . ?31727 B.475 ,00000 ,39895 ,24 P'3E -o! 
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--- ,- ,,aero)o 51:<2 I)ls ---

«( Ordinary least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Vari3ble RES2 NUlber of Observations 381 
Hean of Dep. Var. • 140601 Std. Dey. of Dep. Var • 1.004742 
std. Error of Regr. 1. 004466 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 383.401806 
R - squared .000550 Adjusted R - Squared .000550 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.035780 Estd. Autocorrelation -.017890 
Total Variation 383.612699 Regression Variation .210893 
F( 0, 380) .2090 Prob. Value for F .64780 
log-likelihood -541. 812721 Const. log-l (for a=O) -541. 900334 
Chi -squared( I J .175224 Prob Value: .675510 
::::::::::::::===:=:::::::::::::::====:::=:::::::=:=:::::::====::::::::::::::=: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Hean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT . 2.32603 .839659 2.770 .00588 .60367E-01 .10S92E -01 

• 
--- Caler')n si:<2 ols -_. 

« Ordinary least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Variable RES3 NUlber of Observations 381 
Nean of Dep. Var. • 140706 Std. Dey. of Dep. Var • 1.006497 
Std. Error of Regr. 1. 006611 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 385. 0412'33 
R - squared -.000227 Adjusted R - Squared -.000227 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.()37812 Estd. Autocorrelation -.018'306 
Total Variation 384.953925 Regression Variation -.087368 

II 
I 

::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob:tlrx Nean of X Std.D.of I 

YHAT2 2.31504 .85J447 2.713 .00698 .60367E-Ol . 25588E-(l2 
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• 
-- - cameron ols six3 ---

\( Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Variable RES2 NUiber of Observations .381 
Mean of Dep. Var. .933169 Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. 1. 878410 
Std. Error of Regr. I. 872307 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 1332.103175 
R - ;quared .006487 Adjusted R - Squared .006487 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.178%1 Estd. Autocorrelation -.OS'H81 
Total Variation 1340.801546 Regression Variation 8.698371 F ( 0, :380) 2.4813 Prob. Va I ue for F .11604 
Log-Likel ihood -779.067282 Const. Log-L (for a=O) -780.290021 
Chi -sqIJared( 11 2.445477 Prob Value: .117864 
===:::===:=:=:=::==:::::==::::===:===::====:=========:::==:::::====:=:====:::=: 
Variable Coefficient Std. Error r-ratio Prob:t:rx Hean of X Std,D.of X 
-----~------.--.-.----- -------------------------------------------------------

YHAT 2.031',5 .206181 9.855 ,00000 ,45669 ,88824H)1 

• 
-- - caleron ols slx3 ---

« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 
Depen'dent Variable RES3 Nu~ber of Observations 381 
Hean of Dep. Var, , '337343 Std. Dev. of Oep. Var. 1.87',536 
Std. Error of Regr. 1. 874454 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 1335.159189 
R • squared .005401 Adjusted R - Squared .005401 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.181886 Estd. Autocorrelation -.090943 
iotal VariaHon 1342.40'3512 Regression Variation 7.250323 
F( 0, 380) 2.0635 Prob. Value for F .15168 
ll)g-Likelihol)d -77'3.503813 CI)nst. Log-L (for <1=0) -780.518342 
Chi-squared[ IJ 2.029059 Prob Value = .154316 
::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefflnent Std. Error T-ratIo Prob:t:rx ~an of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT2 2.05643 .208437 9.866 .00000 .45669 .60862E-(l1 
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• 
--- caleron 015 slx4 ---

« Ordinary least Squares Regression » 
Oependent Variable RES2 NUlber of ObserYations 381 
Mean of Oep. Var. .179649 Std. ,Dev. of Dep. Var. .963804 
Std. Error of Regr. .961642 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 351. 407049 
R - squared .004481 Adjusted R - Squared .004481 
Ourbin Watson Stat. 2,022315 Estd. Autocorrelation -.Olt 157 
Total Variation 352.988660 Regression Variation 1.581611 
F( 0, 380) 1.7103 Prob. Value for F .19174 
Log-likel ihood -525.212874 Const. log-L (for a=O) -526.051207 
Chi -squared( 1 J 1.676665 Prob Value = .195368 
:~=:=:==:=::=:=::::==::::==::==::====:=====:===:==:=:: ==========:::::::::::=:=: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Kean of X Std.O.of X 
--------- ________ ' ________ k ___________________________________________________ _ 

YHAT l.'37615 .510119 3.874 .00013 .94488E-01 .20010E-OI 

• -- - caleron ols slx4 ---
« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 

Dependent Variable RES3 NUlber of Observations 381 
Mean of Dep. VaT. . 179697 Std. Dev. of Oep. Var • .970764 
Std. Error of Regr. .970172 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 357.668653 
R - squared .001220 Adjusted R - Squared .001220 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.020192 Estd. Autocorrelation -,010096 
Total Variation 358.1053% Regression Variation .436743 
'F( 0 r 380) .4640 Prob. Value for F .49617 
Log-Likel ihood -528,577442 Canst. Log-L (for a=O) -528.792771 
Chi -squared[ 1] .430659 Prob Value = .511666 
:::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltirx "ean of X Std.D,of ~ 

YHAT2 I. 89823 .515964 3.679 .00027 • 94488E-Ol .18778E-0! 
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• 

--- caleron cis 5ix5 ---
« Ordinar)' Least Squares Regression » 

Oependent Variable RES2 NUlber of Observations 381 
Hean of Dep. Var. 1.339229 Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 1.748789 
Std, Error of Regr. I. 74098'3 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 1151. 796285 
R - squared .008901 Adjusted R - Squared .008901 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.059446 Estd. Autocorrelation -.029723 
Total Variation 1162.140494 Regression Variation 10.344209 
F ( 0, 380) 3.4128 Prob. Value tor F .06547 
log-Likelihood -751. 361664 Const. Log-L (for a=O) -753.047750 
Chi-sqlJaredC 11 3.372173 Prob Value = .066306 
:::::::::::==:====::::::::::::==========::=:=:=::=:=:=::====::=:===::::=::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratto Probltlrx Hean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT 1.80145 

::: ca.eron 015 slx5 
« 

Dependent Variable 
Hean of Dep. Var. 
Std. Error of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 380) 
Log-llkelihood 
Chi -squared( 11 

,119080 

Ordinary 
RES3 
I. 363140' 
1. 745235 
.005310 

2.037646 
1163.599997 

2.0287 
-752.289661 

1.994365 

15.128 .00000. .72966 

least Squares Regression » 
Nl,llber of Observations 
Std. Dev. ot Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. log-l (for a:O) 
Prob Value" 

.16943 

381 
l. 749887 

1157.420811 
.005310 

-.018823 
6.179187 

.15517 
-7S3.286844 

.157885 
::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::! 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx Mean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT2 1.86806 .121999 15.312 .00000 .72966 .6B797E-01 
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• 
--- ca.eron ols dvcf ---

« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Variable RES2 Nu.ber of Observations 907 
Hean of Dep. Var. .164662 Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. .716979 
Std. Error of Regr. .716943 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 465.691196 
R - squared .000098 Adjusted R - Squared .000098 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.964803 Estd. Autocorrelation .017599 
Total Variation 465.736726 Regression Variation .045530 
F( 0, 906) .0886 Prob. Value for F .75942 
log -U kel ihood -984.665228 Const. Jog-l (for i=O) -984. 668749 
Chi-squared( IJ .007042 Prob Value : .933124 
====:=:==:::=:======::::=:=::::::===:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::: 

Variable Coefficient std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx "ean of X Std.D.of X 

YHA T 1.34340 .1'34040 6.923 .00000 .12238 .86236E-02 

• 
--- ca.eron ols dvcf ---

« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 
Oependent Variable RES3 Nu.ber of Observations 907 
Hean of Oep. Var. . 163926 Std. Dev. of Oep. Var • .709059 
Std. Error of Regr. .707561 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 453.581875 
R - squared .004221 Adjusted R - Squared .004221 
Durbin Watson Stat. t. 961109 Estd. Autocorrelation .019446 
Total Variation 455.504344 Regression Variation 1.922469 
F( 0, 906) 3.8400 Prob. Value for F .04757 
Log-Likel ihood -972.716886 Const. Log-l (for a=O) -974.~94131 

Chi -squared( 1J 3.754489 Prob Vaiue : .052666 
:==::::=:===::::::::::::::::::::===:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variible Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx ~ean of X Std.D.of X 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

YHAT2 1. 355 11 .186983 7. '247 .00000 .12238 .'28483E-Ol 
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• 

• 

:== caleron (lIs dycf dotestic 
« Ordinary 

Dependent Variable RES2 
Mean of Dep. Var. .433804 
Std. Error of Regr. 4.092578 
R - squared .001256 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.011037 
Total Variation 
F( 0, 306) 
Log-likelihood 
Chi-squared[ 1] 

15193.858406 
1.1395 

-2564.5'38848 
1. 058442 

Least Squares Regression » 
Nu.ber of Observations 
Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. 
SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. Log-L (fOT .1:0) 
Prob Value = 

907 
4.095151 

15174.772167 
.001256 

-.005513 
1 '3.086238 

.28606 
-2565.128070 

.303571 
::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probltlrx "ean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT Z.24839 .667364 3.366 .00095 .20176 • 26097E-01 

::: caleron ols dv,f dOlestic 
« Ordinary Least Squares Regression )> 

Dependent Variable RES3 NUlber of Observations 907 
"ean of Dep. Var. .434054 Std. Dev. of Dep. Var. 4.127920 
Std. Error of Regr. 4.128563 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 15442.797912 
R - squared -.000311 Adjusted R - Squared -.000311 
Durbin Watson Stat. 2.010138 Estd. Autocorrelation -.005069 
Total Variation 15437.991800 Regression Variation -4.806112 

:~:;~:~~:::~::;~~:~:~~::~:~~:~;;:;::;:;:;~:::;;:~~;;;::::~::~::;:;:=~:~~~~:;:;: 

YHAT2 2.10970 .675877 3.121 .00204 .20176 .20758E-01 
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• 

({ Ordinary 
Jepenaent Variable RES2 
Mean of Dep. Var. .707398 
std. Error of Regr. 4.904590 
R - squared .001318 
DurbIn Watson stat. 2.011970 
Total Variation 21822.596146 
F ( (I, 906i 1.1957 
It:'g-Likelihood -2728.762564 
Chi-squared[ 1] 1.114587 

Least Squares Regression » 
Number of Ubservations 
Std. Dev. of Oep. Vay. 
Sum of Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 
Prob. Value for F 
Const. Log-L (for a:O) 
Prob Value : 

907 
4. '307825 

21793.833900 
.001318 

-.005985 
28.762246 

.27402 
-2729.31'3858 

.291087 
;~:::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable CDefficlent std. Error T-ratio Prob:t:rx Hean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT 2.23765 

Dependent Variable 
Hean of Dep. Var. 
S td. Error of Regr. 
R - squared 
Durbin Watson Stat. 
Total Variation 

.499558 

,'( Od:nary 
~ES3 

. 708253 
4. '34'3803 
-.000278 
2.009887 

22191. 321079 

4,4i3 ,00002 .32415 

Least Squares Regresslon .> 
NUlber of Observations 
Std. Dey, of Dep. Var . 
SIJI oi Sqrd. Residuals 
Adjusted R - Squared 
Estd. Autocorrelation 
Regression Variation 

.34711E-01 

'307 
4.949114 

22197.4'34562 
-.000278 
-,004944 

-6.173483 
:::::::::::::::::==:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob:t:rx Hean of X Std.D,Df X 

------------------------------------~----------------- ------------------------

YHAT2 2.16653 .506205 4.280 .00004 .32415 .18663E-Ol 
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• 
--- arrest ols ---

« Ordinary Least Squares Regression » 
Dependent Variable RES2 NUlber of ObserYations 'i07 
Mean of Dep. Var. .096108 Std. Dey. of Dep. Var. .61 B994 
Std. Error of Regr. .616549 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 344.39'3764 
R - squared .0078B5 Adjusted R - Squared .0078B5 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.970751 Estd. Autocorrelation .014624 
Total VaT iation 347.136968 Regression Variation 2.737204 
F( 0, 906) 7.2007 Prob. Value for F .00734 
Log-likel ihood -847.835364 Const. log-l (for a=O) -851.384607 
Chi -squared[ 1] 7.098486 Prob Value: .007715 
====:=================:::=:=:::::=:=:::===:::::=::::::~:::::::::=:=::::=:=::::= 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Probitirx Mean of X Std.D.of X 

YHAT 1.98164 .366472 5.407 .00000 .48512E-01 .277l5E-OI 

• 
--- arrest ols ---« Ordlnary least Squares Regresslon )' . ) 
Dependent Variable RES3 NUlber of ObserYations 907 
Mean of Dep. Var. .096859 Std. Dey. of Dep. VaT. .628825 
Std. Error of Regr. .628809 SUI of Sqrd. Residuals 358.232721 

. R - squared .000053 Adjusted R - Squared .000053 
Durbin Watson Stat. 1.966060 Estd. Autocorrelation .016970 
Total Variation 358.251653 Regression Variation .018932 
F( 0, 906) .0479 Prob. Value for F .81050 
Log-likelihood -865.694079 Const. Log-l (for a=O) -865.677230 
:::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;::::::;::::::::::::::::: 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error T-ratio Prob: t:rx ~ean of X Std.D.of X 
--~. ___ ~~~_~_~ ____ NN __________________________________ _______________________ _ 

YHAT2 1.99232 .428993 4.644 .00001 .48512£-01 .39311E-02 
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APPENDIX 7-A 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 

HIT, SLAPPED OR HURT VICTIM 



• 

: ~1 

MUIIBER NtmBER MUIIBER "imBER CutlUL !IE OF !IE OF 
INTVL ENTRNG ~~RAWN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUIIUL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERI'tNL TERI'tI- SURYI- SURV BILITY HAZARD SURV- ABILTY HAZaO 
TII'tE INTVL INTVL RIS~ EVENTS HATING YIN6 AT END DENSTY RATE IVING DENS RATE 

.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 • MOO 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .MO .000 
10.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .OM 
20.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .MO .000 
30.0 199.0 .0 199.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .9950 .0005 .0005 .005 .001 .001 

• 40.0 198.0 .0 19B.O 2.0 .0101 .9899 .9849 .0010 .0010 .009 .001 .001 
50.0 196.0 .0 196.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9849 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
60.0 196.0 .0 196.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9849 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
70.0 196.0 .0 196.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9849 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
80.0 196.0 .0 196.0 1.0 .0051 .9949 .9799 .0005 .0005 .010 • Ml .001 
90.0 195.0 .0 195.0 1.0 .0051 .9949 .9749 .0005 .0005 .011 .001 .001 

100.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
120.0 194.0 .0 194.0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .9698 .0005 .0005 .012 .001 .001 
130.0 193.0 .0 193.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9698 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
140.0 193.0 .0 193.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9698 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
150.0 193.0 .0 193.0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .9648 .0005 .0005 .013 .001 .001 
160.0 192.0 .0 192.0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .9598 .0005 .0005 .014 .001 .001 
170.0 191. 0 .0 191. 0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .9548 ..0005 .0005 .015 .001 .001 
180.0+ 190.0 190.0 95.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9548 Ii If .015 If H 
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• 

= 2 NMA~~~1 

NtmBER HUl1BER HUI1BER HUI1BEi ClUIUl SEOf SE OF • IMTVL EIHRMS NDRAIIN EXPOSD OF PROfitt PROP" PROP. PROiA- CU~l PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERI1Nl TER"I - SURVI- SURV BillTY HAZARA SURV- ABIl TV HAZID 
TII'£ INTvt INTYl RISk EVENTS NAT 1116 VIM6 AT EMt DENSTY RATE IVIM6 DENS RATE • ----. -----

.0 IB2.0 .0 IB2.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 - .000 
10.0 IB2.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

t. 20.0 182.' .0 IB2.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 IB2.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 182.0 .0 182.0 1.0 .0055 .9945 .9945 .0005 .0006 .005 .001 .001 

t 50.0 181.0 .0 lBI.O 2.0 .0110 .9890 .9B35 .0011 .00ll .O~ .001 .001 • 60.0 179.0 .0 179.0 1.0 .0056 .9944 .97BO .0005 .0006 .011 .001 .001 
70.0 178.0 .0 17B.O 1.0 .0056 .9944 .9725 .0005 .0006 .012 .001 .001 
BO.O 177.0 .0 177.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9725 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
90.0 177.0 .0 177.0 1.0 .0056 .9944 .9670 .0005 .0006 .013 .001 .001 

100.0 176.0 .0 176.0 2.0 .0114 .9886 .9560 .0011 . .0011 .015 .001 .001 
110.0 114.0 .0 114.0 1.0 .0057 .9943 .9505 .0005 .0006 .016 .001 .001 
120.0 173.0 .0 173.0 2.0 .011' .9884 .9396 .0011 .0012 .018 .001 .001 
130.0 171. 0 .0 171. 0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9396 .0000 .0000 .01B .000 .000 • 140.0 171.0 .0 171. 0 2.0 .0117 .9883 .9286 .0011 .0012 .019 .001 .001 
ISO.O 169.0 .0 169.0 1.0 .0059 .9941 .9231 .0005 .0006 .020 .001 .001 
\60.0 168.0 .0 168.0 4.0 .0238 .9762 .9011 .0022 .0024 .022 .001 .001 
170.0 164.0 .0 164.0 3.0 .0193 .9811 .8~' .0016 .0018 .024 .001 .001 
IBO.O+ 161.0 161.0 SO.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .8846 H It .024 It H 
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• 

= 1 ~~ 

IIIJI'IBER IIIJI'IBER IW~BER NU~BER ClJI1Ul SE OF SE OF 
INTVl EHTRNS WDRAWN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUllUl PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERI1Nl TERIII - SURVl- SURY IlllTY HAZARD S~Y- ASIl TY HAZRO 
TillE INTYL INTYl RISK EVENTS HATIIiS YIMS AT END DENSTV RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• ~.O 207.0 .0 207.0 1.0 .0048 .9952 .9952 .0005 • 0~u~ .005 .000 .000 
70.0 206.0 .0 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9952 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
80.0 206.0 .0 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9952 .0000 .0000 .OOS .000 .000 
90.0 206.0 .0 206.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9903 .0065 .0005 .007 .000 .000 

100.0 205.0 .0 205.0 2.0 .0098 .9902 .9B07 .0010 .0010 .010 .001 .001 
110.0 203.0 .0 203.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9758 .0005 .0005 .011 .000 .000 
120.0 202.0 .0 202.0 3.0 .0149 .9851 .9614 .0014 .0015 .013 .001 .001 
130.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9614 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
140.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9614 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
150.0 199.0 .0 199.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .• 9565 .0005 .0005 .014 .000 .001 
160.0 198.0 .0 198.0 3.0 .0152 .9848 .9420 .0014 .0015 .016 .001 .001 
170.0 195.0 .0 195.0 3.0 .0154 .9846 • '127S .0014 .0016 .018 .001 .001 
180.0+ 192.0 192.0 96.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9275 If It .018 . If If 
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-r 
:: 2 NO FOtLINJ 

NUI'IBER NUI1BER NUI'IBER NU/'IBER CUmJl SE OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRNS WDRAWit EXPOSD OF PROP. PROPIt PROPIt PROBA- CUIlUl PROi- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TER~l TERI'II- SURYI- SURV Bil ITY HAZARD SURV- ABILTY HAZRD 
TIll INTYl INTYl RISK EVENTS NATIN6 YlMi AT END DEMSTV RATE IVINS OEMS RATE 

.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 174.0 .0 174.0 1.0 .0057 .9943 .~43 .00Oi .000. .006 .001 .001 

• 40.0 173.0 .~ 173.0 3.0 .0173 .9S27 .9770 .0017 .0017 .011 .001 .001 
SO.O 170.0 .0 170.0 2.0 .0118 .9882 .9655 .0011 .0012 .014 .001 .001 
GO.O 168.0 .0 168.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9655 .0000 .0000 .014 .000 .000 
70.0 168.0 .0 168.0 1.0 .0060 .mo .9598 .0006 .0006 .015 .001 .001 
80.0 167.0 .0 167.0 1.0 .OOGO .9940 .9540 .0006 .0006 .016 .001 .001 
90.0 16&.0 .0 1&6.0 1.0 .0064 .9'3<40 .9493 .oo~ .0006 .017 .001 .001 

100.0 165.0 .0 165.0 .0 .0000 1.0000. .9483 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
110.0 165.0 .0 165.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9483 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
120.0 165.0 .0 165.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9493 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
130.0 165;0 .0 165.0 •• .0000 1.0000 .9493 .0000 .O~ .017 .000 .000 
140.0 165.0 .0 165.0 2.0 .0121 .9979 .9368 .0011 .0012 .018 .001 .001 
150.0 163.0 .0 163.0 1.0 .0061 .993' .9310 .0006 .OOOG .019 .001 .001 
160.0 162.0 .0 162.0 2.0 .0123 .9977 .9195 .0011 .0012 .021 .001 .001 
170.0 160.0 .0 160.0 1.0 .0063 .9938 .9138 .000i .000' .021 .001 .001 
IBO.O+ 159.0 159.0 79.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9138 H H .021 it It 

r 
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------------------------

• 

= 1 ARREST ICC FOLL 

WJI'IBER tUlBER USER IIUI'IBER CI»IUl Sf OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRMS IIDRMIN EXPOSO DF PROPN PROPN PROPM PROS"- CUmll PROB- SE OF 
STAIIT THIS DUSlINS TO TERl'IHl TERl'Il- SURYI- SURY Bll ITY HAZARD SURY- MIll TV HAZRO 
TIllE IMTYL INTVl RIS~ EVENTS NATINS VING AT END DEMSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .'0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 30.0 92.0 .0 92.0 1.0 .0109 .9891 .9891 .0011 .0011 .011 .001 .001 
40.0 91.0 .0 91.0 2.0 .0220 .9780 .9674 .0022 ·9022 .019 .002 .002 
50.0 89.0 .0 .. 89.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
60.0 89.0 .0 ~.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
70.0 89.0 .0 89.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9614 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
80.0 89.0 .0 89.0 1.0 .0112 .9888 .9565 .0011 .0011 .021 .001 .001 
90.0 88.0 .0 88.0 1.0 .0114 .9886 .'457 .0011 .0011 .024 .001 .001 

100.0 87.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .90457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
110.0 87.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
120.0 87.0 .0 97.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 MOO .024 .000 .000 
130.0 87.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
140.0 87.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
150.0 87.0 .0 87.0 1.0 .0115 .9885 .9348 .0011 .0012 .026 .001 .001 
160.0 jO.O .0 86.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .93-48 .• 0000 .0000 .026 .000 .000 
170.0 86.0 .0 96.0 .0 .~~OO 1.0000 .9348 .0000 .0000 .026 .000 .000 
180.0+ 86.0 96.0 43.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 .9348 If It .026 H tt 
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• 

= 2 NO ARREST FOll 

MBEI NillIBER HWlBER NUI18U CUltUl SE Of SiOf. 
INTVl ENTRN6 IiDRAWM EXPOSI Of PRO,. PRO". PROP" PROIA- CUItUl PROB- SE Of 
STAaT THIS DURIN6 TO TERKMl TERIU - SURVI - SURV alllTY HAZARD SUAV- ABIl TV HAl RD 
TIlE INTVl INTYl RISK EVENTS NATIIIG VIN& AT END DEMSTY RATE IYIM6 DENS RATE 

.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 100.0 .0 1~.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 • 30.0 100.0 ,0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 100.0 .Q 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
&O.~ 100.0 .0 100.0 1.0 .0100 .9900 .9900 .0010 .0010 .010 .001 .001 
70.0 99.0 .0 99.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9900 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
SO.O 99.0 .0 99.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 .9900 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
SO.O 99.0 .0 99.0 1.0 .0101 .9899 .9800 .0010 .0010 .014 .001 .001 

100.0 98.0 .0 98.0 2.0 .020.. .9796 .9600 .0020 .0021 .020 .001 .001 
!l0.0 96.0 .0 96.0 1.0 .0104 .96~ .9500 .0010 .0010 .022 .001 .001 
120.0 95.0 .0 95.0 2.0 .0211 .9789 .9300 .0020 .0021 .026 .001 .002 
130.0 93.0 .0 93.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9300 .0000 .0000 .026 .000 .OOG 
140.0 93.0 .0 93.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .93~ .0000 .0000 .02' .000 .000 
\SO.O 93.0 . 0 93.0 1.0 . .oloa .'m2 .9200 .0010 .0011 .027 .001 .001 
160.0 92.0 .0 92.0 2.0 .0217 .9783 .9000 .0020 .0022 .030 .001 .002 
170.0 SO.O .0 SO.O 2.0 .0222 .9771 .saoo .0020 .0022 .032 .001 .002 
180.0+ 88.0 98.0 44.0 .0 .00vv 1.000t .9800 It It .032 If ... 
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• 

= 3 ARREST FOll 

IUIBER MlmBER NU"BER *-,"BER CUIWl SE OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRNG IIDRAIIN EXPOSD OF PRDPW PROPN PROPN PROBA- etmUL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TER"Nl TER"I- SURYI- SllRY IILITY HAZARD SUIIY- MIL TV HAZRO 
TI~ INTVL INTYl .ISK EVDiTS MATINS YINS AT END DENSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 ~.OOOO 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .. 000 • 40.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 -.0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 107.0 .0 107.0 1.0 .0093 .9907 .9907 .0009 .0009 .009 .001 .001 
130.0 106.0 .0 106.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
140.0 106.0 .0 ' 106.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
t5O.0 106.0 .0 106.Q .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
1&0.0 106.0 .0 106.0 1.0 .0094 .9906 .9B13 .0009 .0009 .013 .001 .001 
,170.0 105.0 .0 IOS.0 1.0 .0095 .9905 .9720 .0009 .0010 .016 .001 .001 
lS0.0+ 104.0 104.0 52.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'720 H It .016 H _,It 

• 7-A-7 



• 

: 4 NO ARREST NO FOl 

NUMBER NUflBU NUI'IBU NlUIBER CUIWl St OF Sf OF 

INTVl ENTRi'l6 WDRAIll EXPOSD Of PROPM PROP. PROPIt PROBA- CUl1tJl PROB- SEDf 

START THIS DURING TO TERlUtl TEru.l- SUQVI - SUIN BllITY HAZARD SURY- ABll TY HA ZAO 

TIKE IIiTYL IMTVl RISl EVEIiTi MATINS YIN6 AT END DWTY RATE IYUG OEMS RATE 

.~ 82.0 .0 B2.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000- .000 .000· .000 

10.0 B2.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

20.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

30.0 92.0 .0 B2.0 .0 .oooe 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 B2.0 .0 82.0 1.0 .0122 .9878 .9878 .0012 .0012 .012 .001 .001 

~.O Bl.0 .0 B1.0 2.0 .0247 .9753 .9634 .0024 .0025 .021 .002 .002 

~.O 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 

70.0 79.0 .0 79.0 1.0 .0121 .9873 .9512 .0012 .0013 .024 .001 .001 

80.0 7B.O .0 78.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9512 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 

90.0 78.0 .0 7B.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9512 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 

100.0 79.Q· .0 78.0 .0 .0000 1.00ot .9512 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 

110.0 78.0 .0 78~0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9512 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 

120.0 78.0 .0 78.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9512 .0000 ,0000 .024 .000 .000 

130.0 78.0 .0 7B.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9512 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 

140.0 78.0 .0 7B.O 2.0 .0256 .9744 .9268 .0024 .0026 .0l9 .002 .002 

150.0 76.0 .0 76.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9268 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 

160.0 76.0 .~ 76.0 2.0 .0263 .9737 .9024 .0024 .0027 .033 .002 .002 

170,0 74.0 .0 74.0 1.0 .0135 .9865 .B902 .0012 .0014 .035 .001 .001 

lBO.O+ 73.0 73.0 36.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .B90l II. II .035 It It 

, 
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• 
APPENDIX 7-B 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 

HIT, SLAPPED OR HURT OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 

• 



• 

= 1 ~u.n1 

USER MUMBER USER timBER CUlWl SE OF SE OF 

DlTVl ENTRMS WAAWM EXPOSD OF PROPN PaOPN PRO PM PR08A- CUlWl PIIGB- SE OF 

STUT TWIS DURING TO TERtlNL TERtiI - SURYI- SURY aIL lTV HAZARD SURY- Ai Il TV HAl RD 

TIItE UITVL UlTYl RISK EVHIlS MATING YIIIS . AT BID IENSTY RATE lVIKS DENS lATE 

-.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

10.0 1~.0 .0 l~.O ,0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

20.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

30.0 199.0 .Q 199.0 1.0 .ooso .ggSO .9'350 .0005 .0005 .005 .001 .001 

• 40.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .!SSO .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 

50.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9'350 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 

'0.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9950 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 

70.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9'350 .0000 .0000 .oos .000 .000 

10.0 198.0 .0 198.0 1.0 .0051 .9'349 .98~ ,0005 .0005 .007 .001 .001 

~.O 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .989<] .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

100.0 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .toOO 1.0000 .9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

110.0 197.0 ... 0 n7.0 .0 .0000 1.COCO .9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

120.0 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .~oo 1.0000 .9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

130.0 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 ,9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .tOO .000 

14(1.0 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .ge99 .0000 .0000 • .01 .000 .000 

150.0 1'7.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .fJ899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 •• 00 

160.0 157.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

170.0 197.0 .0 197,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

180.0+ 197.0 197.0 •• 5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9899 H II .007 .. H 
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• 

= 2 N~ ~~R.eJ.T 

NUMBER NU118E1 NUMBER HI-'"BEJ ClJ.ltUl SE Of !it OF 
INTVl ENTR., WDRANN EXPOS» Of PROPIt PROPN PROPIt PROBA- CUltlll PROB- SE OF 
STAAT THIS OUR INS TO TERllfl TERftI- SURYI ~ SURV BllITY HAZARI SURY- A81l TV HAZRO 
TIIit INTYl INTYl RISK EVENTS NATIII6 VIN& AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 ,0000 1. 0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 IB2.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
50.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .O~ .000 .000 .000 
70.0 IB2.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 ,000 .000 
SO.O 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 182.0 .0 IB2.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
130.0 IB2.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
140.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000· .000 .000 
150.0 182.u .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
160.0 182.0 .0 182.0 1.0 .0055 .9945 .9945 .0005 .0001i .005 .001 .001 
170.0 181.0 .0 181.0 .0 .0000 I.O~ .9945 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
180.0+ 181.0 IB1.0 90.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9945 It It .005 It H 
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• 

: 1 Fclu.DW 

MU:1BER IWI1BER NUI'!BER UBER CUltUl SE OF ~ OF 
INTYL ENTRNG WRAIiIi EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPII PROPII mBA- CL'I'!UL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURIMS TO TERmiL TERKI- SURY 1- iURY IIlITY HAZARD SURY- ABll TY HAZRD 
TIKE INTYL INTVL RIS&: EVENTS MATHIS VIN6 AT END DENSTV RATE rnMS DENS RATE 

.0 207.0 .• 0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 207.0 ,.0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
~.O 207.0 .0 207.0 1.0 .0048 .~52 .9952 .0005 .0005 .005 .000 .000 
40.0 206.0 .0 ~.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9952 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 • 50.0 206.0 .~O 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9952 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
60.0 206.0 .0 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9952 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
70.0 206.0 .0 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~52 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
80.0 206.0 .0 206.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9903 .0005 .0005 .007 .000 .000 
90.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

100.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
110.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
120.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
130.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
140.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
150.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
1~.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
170.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
180.0+ 205.0 205. ° 102.5 .0 ~ooo 1.0000 .99D3 H H .007 If If 
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• 

= 2 NO FCucW 

NtmBER MUI1BER IMIBER NUI1BEI CUIIUl Sf OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRN6 WDRAIiN EXPnSI OF PROP ... PROP. PROPIt PROJA~ CUI1UL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS OURIIIS TO TERl1Hl TERtlI- SURVI- SURV BIlITY HAZAR. SURV- ABIL TV HAIRG 
TI~ IMTYl INTYL RISX EYENTS MATING YIMi AT END DENSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .QooO .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000. .000 
SO.O 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .00iIQ .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 174.0 .0 174.~ .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .OO~ .000 .000 .000 
70.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 174.0 .0 174. 0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .OGO 

100.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
130.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
140.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .oot .000 
lSO.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
160.0 174.0 .0 174.0 1.0 .0057 .9943 .9943 .000' .0006 .O~ ,·001 .001 
170.0 173.0 .0 173.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9943 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
180.Of 173.0 173.0 ~.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9943 II' It .OOi It H. 
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• 

= 1 ARREST NO FOll 

UBER IUIBER IlJ"BER MU"BER CImUl SE OF 5.E OF 
INTYl ENTRNG IIDRAIIN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN ~OBA- CUKUL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERl'IHl TER"I- SURYI - SURV IIUTY KAZARD SURY- ABllTY KAZRD 
Tl"E UITYl INTYL RISK EVENTS MATINS YING AT END DENSTY RATE lYING DENS RATE 

.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 ~.OOOO .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
50.0 '2.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .400 
~.O 92.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 92.0 -.0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 92.0 .0 92..0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
130.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
140.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
150.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
160.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
170.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
liO.O+ 92.0 92.0 46.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 ·1.0000 II II .000 II II 
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• 

a- - 2 NO ARREST FOLl 

HU"BER NUI'IBER NU"BEI NU"BEA CUIIUl SEOf SE OF 
INTYl ENTRM6 NDRAIII EXPOSD OF PRO"" PROPIt PROPti PRDBA- CUmlL PROI- SE Of 
START THIS DURING TO TER"*- TER"I- SURYI - SUAV 8IlITY HAZARD SUAV- ABIL TY HAZRD 
TI"E IIITVl INTVl RISK EVENTS NATIE VI'" AT END DEIISTY RATE IVIM6 DENS RATE 

.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 50.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1. 0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1. 0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
130.0 ·100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
140.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
150.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
160.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
170.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
IBO.O+ 100.0 100.0 SO.O .0 .0000 1. 0000 1.0000 II II .000 it tt 
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• 

= 3 ARREST roLL 

IUIBE~ Ru!'!BER IIUl'!BI:R MU"BER C~UL SE OF SEOF 
IMTYL ENTRIIS NDRAWN EXPOSD OF ~OI'N PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUmlL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TER"NL TER"I- SURYI- SURY BILITY HAZARD SURY- A8ILTY HAZRD 
Tl"E IMTYL INTYL RISK EVENTS MATINS YINS AT END DENSTY -lATE IYIMG lENS RATE 

.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 107.0 .0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 107.0 .0 107.0 1.0 .0093 .9907 .9907 .0009 .0009 .009 .001 .001 

• 40.0 106.0 .0 106.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
SO.O 106.0 .0 106.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .~ .000 .000 
60.0 106.0 .0 106.0 1\ .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 ,II 

70.0 106.0 .0 106.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
80.0 106.0 .0 106.0 1.0 .0094 .9906 .9813 .0009 .0009 .013 .001 .001 
90.~ 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 

100.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .~ .0000 .013 .000 .000 
110.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000' 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
120.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
130.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .OCOO 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
140.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
150.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
160.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
170.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
180.0+ 105.0 105.0 52.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 If Ii .013 H +I 

I 

• 7-8-7 

'11 ___________________________________ _ 



• 

= 4 NO ARREST NO FOl 

NUKBER NUK8Ea NUI1BER NtiI1BEI CUIWl SE Of !leaf 
INTYl ENTRNi NDRAIitl EXPtlSD OF PROP .. PROPtt PROPN PROBA- CUMUL fllu3- 51 fIFo, 
STAAT THIS DURING TO TERlICl TERKI- SURYI - SURV BILITY HAZARD SURY- ASIL TV HAZRD 
TlKE INTYl INTYl RISK EVENTS NATINS VIN& AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 • Or» .000 
20.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1. 0000 .0000 .OOO~ .000 .000 .000 

• 50.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 82.0 .0 82.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .~ .000 
130.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
140.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
150.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
160.0 82.0 .0 82.0 1.0 .0122 .9878 .9878 .0012 .0012 .012 .001 .001 
170.0 81.0 .0 81. 0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9878 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
180.0+ 81.0 81.0 40.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9878 It tt .Oli tf it 

• 7-8-8 



• 
APPENDIX 7-C 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERViEWS 

THREATENED TO DAMAGE PROPERTY 
OR HARM VICTIM OR OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 

• 

• 



• 

~ +·~"1 

OBER NUI1BER IIU"BER IIU"BER ClJtjUL SEOf SE OF 
INTYL ENTRNS ~DR~WN EXPOSD OF ~ROPN PROPN PROPH PROBA- ctJt!UL PROB- SE OF 
STMT THIS DURING TO TERI'IHL TE~I- SURYI - SURY ilLITY HAZARD SURY- ABILTY HAZRD 
TIKE IMTVL INTVl RISK EVENTS MAT IllS YING AT END DENSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 199.0 .0 199.0 2.0 .0101 .9899 .9899 .0010 .0010 .007 .001 .001 
10.0 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9899 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
20.0 197.0 .0 197.0 2.0 .0102 .989B .9799 .0010 .0010 .010 .001 .001 
30.0 195.0 .0 195.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9799 .0000 .0000 .• 010 .000 .000 
40.0 195.0 .0 195.0 1.0 .0051 .9949 .9749 .0005 .~~05 .011 .001 .001 
SO.O 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 • 00.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .~OO .011 .000 .000 
70.0 194.0 .0 194.0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .9698 .0005 .0005 .012 .001 .001 
80.0 193.0 .0 193.0 2.0 .0104 .9896 .9598 .0010 .0010 .014 .001 .001 
90.0 191.0 .0 191.0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .9S4S .0005 .0005 .015 .001 .001 

JOO.O 190.0 .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9548 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
110.0 190.0 .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9548 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
120.0 190.0 .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9548 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
130.0 190.0 .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9548 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
140.0 190.0 .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9~8 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
150.0 190.0 .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9548 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
160.0 190.0 .0 190.0 2.0 .0105 .9895 .9447 .0010 .0011 .016 .001 .001 
170.0 188.0 .0 188.0 3.0 .0160 .~40 .!296 .0015 .0016 .018 .001 .001 
180.0+ 185.0 185.0 92.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .!296 If II .018 II II 

• 7-C-1 



• 

: 2 NDH '~"1 

NUMBER "'-'"BE A NUI1BER ~8ER CUM SE OF SE Of 
INTYl ENTRN& WDRAWM EXPOSI OF PROPN PRO". PROP. PROBA- CUlftll PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERMNl TER"I- SURYI- SURV BIlITV HAZARD SUllY - ABIlTV HAZRO 
TIKE INTYl INTVl RIS~ EVENTS NATIMS VIN6 AT END DENSTY RATE IYIl6 DENS RATE 

.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.00~ 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 20.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 182.0 .0 182.0 1.0 .0055 .9945 .'3945 .0005 .0006 .005 .001 .001 
40.0 181.0 .0 181.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9945 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
50.0 181.0 .0 181.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 .~4:5 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
60.0 181.0 .0 181.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9945 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
70.0 191.0 .0 181.0 1.0 .0055 .~45 .9890 .0005 .0006 .ooa .001 .001 
80.0 180.0 .0 180.0 1.0 .005& .99« .9835 .0005 .0OOi .009 .001 .001 
90.0 179.0 .0 179.0 1.0 .005& .9944 .9780 .0005 .0006 .011 .001 .001 

100.0 17~.0 .0 17B.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9780 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 178.0 .0 178.0 1.0 .OO~ .g944 .9725 .0005 .0006 .012 .001 .001 
120.0 177.0 .0 177.0 2.0 .0113 .9887 .9615 .0011 .0011 .014 .001 .001 
130.0 175.0 .0 175.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .%15 .0000 .0000 .014 .000 .000 
140.0 17S.~ .0 175.0 I.Q .0057 .9943 .9560 .0005 .OOOS .015 .001 .001 
150.0 1.74.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9560 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
160.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9560 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
170.0 174.0 .0 174.0 2.0 .0115 .9885 .9451 .0011 .0012 .017 .001 .001 
180.0+ 172.0 172.0 86.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9451 II II .017 It II 

• 7-C-2 



• 

= 1 FituaV 

DSER NUttDER WilBER MUtlBER CUI'IUL SE OF SE OF 
'l ENTRNG MDRAIIN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPII PROPII PRODA- CUIIUL PROB- SE OF 
:1 THIS DURING TO TERIIHL TERIII - SURYI- SUiY 8ILITY HAZARD SURt,'- ABIl TV HAZRO 

INTYl INTVl RISK EVENTS MATINS YING AT END DENSTY RATE lYING DENS RATE 

.0 207.0 .0 207.0 1.0 .0048 .9952 .9952 .0005 .0005 .005 .000 .000 

.0 206.0 .0 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9952 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 

.0 206.0 .0 206.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9903 .0005 .0005 .007 .000 .000 

• .0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .OOOQ 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9903 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
.0 205.0 .0 205.0 2.0 .0098 .9902 .9807 .0010 .0010 .010 .001 .001 
.0 203.0 .0 203.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9758 .0005 .0005 .011 .000 .000 
..0 202.0 .0 202.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .975B .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
.0 202.0 .0 202.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .9110 .0005 .0005 .012 .000 .000 

•• 201.0 .0 201.0 2.0 .0100 .9900 .9614 .0010 .0010 .013 .001 .001 
.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9614 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
.0 199.0 .0 U9,0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .9565 .0005 .0005 .014 .000 .001 
.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9565 .0000 .0000 .014 .000 .000 
... 198.0 .0 198.0 1.0 .00SI .9949 .9517 .0005 .0005 .015 .000 .001 

•• li7.0 .0 197.0 3.0 .0152 .9848 .9372 .0014 .0015 .017 .001 .001 .... 194.0 194.0 97.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9372 It It .017 tt H 

• 7-C-3 



• 

= 2 U 0 F-CUCw 

NUI18EA NU"BEA NU"BEA NUI'IBU CUI1IJl SE OF SE Of 
I1HVl ElHRMS WDRAWM EXPOSD OF PROPM PROPM PROPM PROiA- CUlfill PR08- SE !}f 

ST~RT THIS DURING TO TER ... TERIU - SURYI - WAY BIlITY HAZARD SURY- A8ILTY HAZRO 
TI"E INTVl INTVl RISK EVENTS NATIMS VING AT ENII DENSTY RAH IVINS DENS RATE 

.;.-----
.0 174.0 .0 114.0 1.0 .0057 .9943 .9943 .000' .0006 .006 .001 .001 

10.0 173.0 .0 173.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9943 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
20.,0 173.0 .0 173.0 1.0 ,0058 .9942 .98B5 .000& .0006 .008 .001 .001 
30.0 172.0 .0 172. 0 1.0 .0058 .9942 .9821 .0006 .0006 .010 .001 .001 
40.() 171.0 .0 171.0 1.0 .0058 .9942 .9710 .0006 .0006 .011 ,001 .001 
50.0 170.0 .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9710 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
60.0 170.0 .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

• 70.0 170.0 .0 170.0 2.0 ,0118 .9882 .%55 .COB .0012 .014 .001 .001 
80.0 168.0 .0 168.0 1.0 .0060 .9940 .9598 .0006 .OOOG .015 .001 .001 
90.0 167.0 .0 167.0 1.0 .0060 .9940 .9540 .0006 .0006 .016 .001 .001 

100.0 166.0 .0 166.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9540 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
110.0 166.0 .0 166.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9540 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
120.0 166.0 .0 166.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9540 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
130.0 166.0 .0 166.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9540 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
140.0 166.0 .0 160.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9540 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
150.0 166.0 .0 166.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9540 • ()OOO' .0000 ,1)16 .000 .000 
160.0 166.0 .0 166.0 1.0 .0060 .9940 .9483 .000' .0006 .017 .001 .001 
170.0 165.0 .0 165.0 2.0 .0121 .9879 .nGa .0011 .0012 .018 .001 .001 
180.0+ 163.0 163.0 81.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9368 It II ,018 II It 

It THESE CALCUL~TIONS FDa THE LAST INTERY~l ARE "EANIMGLESS. 

THE KEDIAN SURVIVAL TI~ FDA THESE DATA IS 180.00+ 

• 7-C-4 



• 

= 1 ARREST NO FOll 

IMIBER IIU"BER MUKBER NlR!BER CUI1Ul SE OF Sf OF 
INTVL ENTRMG WDRAWN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUKUl PROB- SE OF 
ST~T THIS DURING TO TER~l tERKI - SURVI - SURY 81LlTY HAZARD SURY- MIL TV HAZRO 
TIKE INTVl INTVl RISk EVENTS MATINS YING AT E)jD DUSTY RATE IVINS DENS lATE 

.0 92.0 .0 92.0 1.0 .0109 .9891 • ga91 .0011 .0011 .011 .001 .001 
10.0 91.0 '.0 91.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9(191 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
20.0 91.0 .0 91.0 1.0 .0110 .9890 .9783 .0011 .0011 .01S .001 .001 
30.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9783 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
40.0 90.0 .0 90.0 1.0 .0111 .98B9 .9674 .0011 .0011 .019 .001 .001 
50.0 89.0 .0 ·89.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 

• 60.0 89.0 .0 89.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
70.0 89.0 .0 89.0 l.0 .0112 .9888 .956S .0011 .0011 .021 .001 .001 
80.0 88.0 .0 88.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9565 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
90.0 88.0 .0 88.0 1.0 .0114 .9886 .94S7 .0011 .0011 .024 .001 .001 

100.0 87.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
HO.O 87.0 .0 B7.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
120.0 B7.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
130.0 87.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 ,,0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
140.0 17.0 .0 117.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
150.0 417.0 .0 87.0 .0 .0000. 1.0000 .9457 .0000 .0000 .024 .000 .000 
160.0 87.0 .0 87.0 1.0 .0115 .98B5 .9348 .0011 .0012 .026 .001 .001 
170.0 86.0 .0 86..0 1.0 .0116 .9884 .9239 .0011 .0012 .028 .001 .001 
180.0+ 85.0 85.0 42.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9239 It It .028 H H 

It THESE CALCULATIONS FOR THE LAST INTERYAl ARE KEANINSLESS. 

THE J£DIAN SURVIVAL TlKE FOR THESE DATA IS 180.00+ 
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• 

= 2 NO ARREST FOLL 

HUKBER NUKBER NUKBER NUKBER CUKUl SE OF SE OF 
INTVl ENTRH6 WDRAWM EXPOSD OF PROPM PROPN PROP. PROBA- CUKUl PROI- SE OF 
STAAT THIS DURIN6 TO TERIIIl TE~[ - . SURYI- SURV BILITY HAZARD SURV- ABll TV HAZRO 
TIIi INTYl INTVl RISl EValTS NATIII6 VIII AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 ,0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 IO~.O .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.00ot 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1,0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 • 50.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 t .0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
BO.O 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000. 
90.0 100.0 .0 100.0 1.0 .0100 .'3900 .9900 .0010 .0010 .010 .001 .001 

100.0 99.0 .0 ~.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9900 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
110.0 99.0 .0 ~.O 1.0 .0101 .9m .9800 .0010 .0010 .014 .001 .001 
120·.0 98.0 .0 98.0 2.0 .0204 .9796 .9600 .0020 .0021 .020 .001 .001 
130.0 %.0 .0 96.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9600 .0000 .0000 .020 .000 .000 
140.0 96.0 .0 96.0 1.0 .010. .989i .9500 .0010 .0010 .022 .001 .001 
150.0 '35.0 .0 95.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9500 .0000 .0000 .022 .000 .000 
160.0 95.0 .0 95.0 .0 • 0000 1.0000 .9500 .0000 .0000 .022 .000 .000 . 
170.0 .95.0 .0 95.0 1.0 .0105 .9895 .9400 .0010 .00lt .024 .001 .001 
180.0+ 94.0 94.0 47.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9400 II It .024 It It 

• 7-C-6 



• 

TREAT"ENT AS DI REeTED = 3 ARREST FOLl 

~BER NUI'IBER tlltIBER MUt1BER CImUL SE OF SE OF 
lVL ENTRNG IIDRAIUi EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN PRODA- tulWL PROB- SE OF 
~T THIS DURING TO TERItHL TER"I - SURYI- SURY BILITY HAZARD SURV- 'BILTY HAzao 
~ INTYL INTYL RISK EVENTS MATlIIG VING AT END DEMSTY RATE IYIMS DENS RATE 

.0 107.0 .0 107.0 1.0 .0093 .9907 .9907 wOO09 .0009 .009 .001 .001 
0.0 106.0 .• 0 106.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
:0.0 106.0 .0 106.0 1.0 .0094 .99o, .9913 .0009 .0009 .013 .001 .001 

• ~.O 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
·0.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
'.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
'.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
0.0 105.0 .0 105.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9813 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
'.0 105.0 .0 105.0 2.0 .0190 .9810 .9626 .0019 .0019 .018 .001 .001 
'.0 103.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .• 0000 .018 .000 .000 
0.0 103.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
0.0 103.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
0.0 103.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .0000 .01B .000 .000 
).0 103.0 .0 103.0 ~O .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
3.0 103.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
).0 103.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9626 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
).0 103.0 .0 103.0 1.0 .0097 .9903 .9533 .0009 .0010 .020 .001 .001 
).0 102.0 .0 102.0 2.0 .0196 .~4 .9346 .0019 .0020 .024 .001 .001 
),,0+ 100.0 100.0 SO.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9346 It It .024 It It 

• 7-C-7 



• 

4 NO ARREST NO FOL 

HU/'lBEA HUIIBER NWlBER HUIIBEt ClJltUl SE OF Sf OF 
INTVl EHTRNG WDRAWN EXPOS» OF PROPM PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUllll PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERIINl TERI'II - SURYI- SURY BIUTY HAZARD SURV- ABIL TV HAZO 
TIllE INTVl INTVl RISK EVENTS WATIMS VIN6 AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1,0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 82.~ .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 82.0 .0 82.0 1.0 .0122 .9878 • '3878 .0012 .0012 .012 .001 .001 
40.0 81.0 .0 81.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .987B· .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
SO.O 81.0 .0 81.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9878 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 

• 60.0 81.0 , fj a1.0 .• 0 .0000 1.0000 .9878 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
70.0 81.0 .0 81.0 1.0 .0123 .9877 .975i .0012 .0012 .017 .001 .001 
80.0 80.0 .0 80.0 1.0 .012S .9875 .9634 .0012 .0013 .021 .001 .001 
90.0 7~.O .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 • '1634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 

100.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000. .000 
110.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 

.120.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
130.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
140.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
150.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .%34 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
160.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
170.0 79.0 .0 79.0 1.0 .0127 .'3873 .9512 .0012 .0013 .024 .001 .001 
180.0+ 7B.O 79.0 ~.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9512 If If .024 ~ H 

• 7-C-8 
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• 

• 

APPENDIX 7-0 

SOURCE: SIX-MONTH INTERVIEWS 

DAMAGED ANY PROPERTY 



• 

: t .1ItJUS.T 

UBER UBER MmBER QBER CtliUl SEDF ~Of 

ltITVl BIlANS ~~1Itj EXPDS» OF PIIOPN PROPN PROPN PIIOBA- CUftUL PROB- ~ OF 
START THIS ItnIING TO TER~l TEA"I - SURVI- SUllY III lTV t4AZAIlD SURY- ABIl TV HAZRO 
TIME INTYl UHYl .ISk EVENTS NATINS YINS AT END DENSTY RATE IYI.s lENS RATE 

.:-----
.0 199.0 .0 199.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

10.0 199.0 .0 199.0 2.0 .0101 .9899 .ge99 .0010 .0010 .007 .001 .001 
20.0 197.0 .0 197.0 1.0 .0051 .9949 .9649 .0005 .0005 .009 .001 .001 
30.0 J~.O .0 190.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .ge49 .0000 .0000 .-009 .000 .000 

• 4Q.0 196.0 .0 1~.0 1.0 .0051 .9949 .9799 .0005 .0005 .010 .001 .001 
50.0 195.0 .0 195.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9799 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
60.0 195.0 .0 195.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9799 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
70.0. 195.0 .0 195.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9799 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
80.0 195.0 .0 195.0 1.0 .0051 .9949 .9749 .OOOS ..0005 .011 .001 .001 
.0.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 :9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

100.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000. .0000 .011 .000 .000 
120.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
130.0 194.0 .0 194.Q .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
140.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 ,9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
150.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
160.0 194.0 .0 194.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9/~9 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
170.0 194.0 .0 194,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 .0000 ..0000 .011 .000 .000 
ltO.~ 194.0 -t94.0 97.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 .9749 H II .011 II H 
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• 

: 2 NfIN~"l'" 

UBER UBER NlmBER USER CUIlIl 8£ OF Sf OF 
INTYl ENTRNG WDRAWN EXPOSD Of PiOPN PROPN ·NOPN NOBA- .. CUtlJl PROB- SE OF 
START nus IUfiING TO TER"Nl fER"I- IWRYJ - ilUIY 1I11TY HAZARD SURY- MIL TV HAZRO 
TUE UITYl INTYl RIS~ EVENTS MATINS . VHI6 AT END IEMSTY RATE IVING DENS ~TE 

.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 182.0 .0 182.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 -182.0 ..• 0 182.0 1.0 .0055 .99.5 .9~5 .0005 .0006 .005 .001 .001 

• 50.0 181.0 .0 181.0 1.0 .0055 .9945 .98'30 .0005 .OOOG .000 .001 ~t 

60.0 180.0 .0 180.0 1.0 .0056 .~ .9835 ...0005 .0006 .009 .001 .001 
70.0 17~.0 .0 179.0 .0 .0000 l.~ .98lS ... 0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
80.0 179.0 .0 179.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9S35 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
90.0 179.0 .0 17~.0 1.0 .00S6 .9944 .'780 .0005 .0006 .011 .001 .001 

WO.O 178.0. • 0 178.0 . .0 .0000 1.0000 .97BO .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 17a.O .0 178.0 1.0 .005& .m4 .9725 .0005 .0006 .012 .001 .~t 

,120.0 177.0 .0 177.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9725 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
t30.0 177.0 .0 177.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9725 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
140.0 177.0 .0 177.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9725 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
150.0 177.0 .0 177.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~725 .4~0 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
1.0.0 177.0 .0 177.0 2.0 .0113 .9887 .9615 .0011 .0011 .014 .001 .001 
170.0 175.0 .0 175.0 1.0 .0057 .9943 .9560 .0005 .0006 .015 .001 .001 
ISO. 0+ 174.0 174.0 87.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9500 H .It .015 H H 
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• 

1 Fru.b\JJ 

UIER lINER IIlI'IBER tulBER CUltUl SEOF SE OF 
INTYL BITING OWN ElI'DSD OF PROPN I'iOPN "OPN PI08A- CUlIlL PROB- SEOF 
START nus ItJiIN6 TO TERIliL JERIU - stJaVI- SURY IIlITY HAZARD stJRV- AlIl TV HAZRO 
lIIfE INTVL INTYL IISl EYENTS MATIE VBIG AT END DUSTY RATE IYINS leNS RATE 

.0 207.0 .0 207.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 207.0 .0 207.0 2.0 .0097 • CJ903 ,9903 .0010 .0010 .007 .001 .001 
20.0 205.0 .0 205.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9855 .0005 .0005 .008 .000 .000 
30.0 204.0 .0 204.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~55 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
40.0 ~4.0 .0 204.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9855 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 • 50.0 2004.0 .0 2004.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9855 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
-'0.0 204.0 .0 204.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .9807 .0005 ~5 .010 .000 .000 
70.0 203.0 .0 103.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9807 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
10.0 203.0 .0 203.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9907 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
to.O 203.0 .. 0 203.0 1.0 .0049 .ml .9158 .0005 .0005 .011 .000 .000 

JOO.O 202.0 .0 202.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9758 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 202.0 

. 
~O2.0 1.0 .0050 .mo ,9710 .0005 .000'5 .012 .000 .000 .Ii 

120.0 201.0 .0 201.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9710 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
130.0 ~I.O .0 201.0 .0 .OQOO 1.0000 .'710 .0000 .0000 .t12 .000 .000 
140.0 201.0 .0 201.0 .0 .~ 1.0000 .9710 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
150.0 201.0 .0 201.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9710 .0000 .0000 ..t12 .000 • tOO 
&iO.a 201.0 .0 201.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .9662 .ooos .0005 .013 .000 .000 
170.0 200.0 .0 200.0 , .0 .1050 .9950 ."14 .0005 .0005 .013 .000 .001 
llO.tt- &99.0 199.0 99.5 .6 .0000 1.0000 .9614 H If .013 H H 
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• 

= .··2 NO F«I..tAA) 

.IUtBE~ USER tMt8ER MU"8ER CtJItUl SEOf Sf OF 
. nlTYL ENTRNS NORAMN EXPOSD Of PROPII paOPt! paOPN nOSA- CUtwl PROB- SEOF 

START ·THIS lORING TO TElWIl TEMI- SURVI- SURV BlllTY HAZARD IUV- -Allil TV ItA Z RD 

TIll UITVL INTVL lIs.: EVENTS MATINS YING AT END DENSTY «ATE IYINS DENS !lATE 

.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

10.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

20.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 174.0 .0 174.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

40.0 174.0 .0 174.0 2.0 .0115 .9885 .9885 .0011 .0012 .008 .001 .001 

SO.O 172.0 .0 172.0 i.0 .0058 .i942 .9829 .G006 .0006 .010 .001 .001 

• ~.O 171.0 .0 171.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .982S .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 

70.0 m.o .0 171.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9828 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
80.0 171.0 .0 171. 0 1.0 .0058 .9942 .9770 .0006 .0006 .011 .001 .001 

90.0 170.0 .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

100.0 170.0 .• 0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

1l0.0 170.0 .. 0 HO.O .0 .0000 ~ .0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
120.0 HO.O .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1 •. 0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

I~.O 170.0 .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.wvO .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
140.0 170.0 .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
lSO.O 170.0 .0 170.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9770 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

1&0.0 170.0 .0 170.0 1.0 .0059 .9941 .9713 .0006 .0006 .013 .001 .001 

170.0 169.0 .0 169.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9713 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
180.0+ 169.0 169.0 IM.S .0 .0000 1.0000 .9713 . II " .013 H H 
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• 

• 1 AlIREST MO FOll 

IMtSER USER IMtBtR USER CtJIUl SE Of st OF 
INTVL BlTRNS WRAIiN EXPOSD OF IRDPN PROPM PROPN PROBA- IlJtMJl I'IUIB - SEOF 
&TART THIS DORING TO TERflNl TER"I- SURYI - StJRY IILITY HAZARD SURY- AI Il TV HA ZRD 
TIItE INTVL UlTVl RISK EVENTS MATINS VIlIS AT END IENSTY RATE IYI.a DENS lATE 

.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 n.o .0 en.o .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .~ .livO .000 .000 
20.0 92.0 .0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 92.0 .0 en.o .t .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 • 40.0 -'2.0 .0 92.0 1.0 .0109 .9891 .9891 .0011 .0011 .011 .001 .001 
SO.O 91.0 .0 '1.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9891 .0000, .0000 .011 .000 .000 
~.O 91.0 .0 91.0 .0 -.0000 1.0000 .9891 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
70.0 91.0 .0 '1.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~I .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
80.0 91.0 .0 91.0 1.0 .8110 .9890 .9783 .0011 .001l .015 .001 .001 
90.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'783 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 

100.0 go,O .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9783 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
110.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'783 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 • too 
120.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .8000 1.0000 .9783 .0000 .toOO .015 .000 .000 
130.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9783 .tOOO .0000 .015 .000 .000 
140.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9783 .0000 . ...0000 .015 .000 .000 
150.0 go.O .0 90.0 .~ .0000 1.0000 .'783 .0000 .0000 ..015 .000 .toO 
160.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .t .0000 1.0$00 .9783 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .• 000 
170.0 90.0 .0 90.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'783 .0000 .0000 .015 .000 .000 
180.0+ 90.0 90.0 45.0 .D .0000 1.0000 .9783 It It .01S It It 
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• 

: 2 Me ARREST FOLL 

UBER USER IlJI1BER MiJl'!BER CUl1UL SE OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRNS liDAAliN EXPOSD OF PAOPN PROPN PROPN P~BA- ClJI1UL PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERl'INl TER"I- SURYI - SURY IILITY HAZARD StJRY- MllTY HAZRO 
TIllE IMTYl INTYl RISK EVENTS MATINS VINS AT END DEIISTY RATE lYING DtNS RATE 

.0 100.0 .• 0 100,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 :000 .000 
30.0 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
~.O 100.0 .0 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 • 54.0 100.0 .4 100.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
bO.O 100.0 .0 100.0 1.0 .0100 .9900 .9900 .0010 .0010 .010 .001 .001 
70.0 ~.O .0 99.0 .0 .0000 t .0000 .9iOO .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
80.0 99.0 .0 99.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 .9900 .~oo .0000 .010 .000 .000 
90.0 99.0 .0 99.0 1.0 .0101 .9899 .9800 .0010 .0010 .014 .001 .001 

100.0 98.0 .0 98.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9800 .0000 .0000 .014 .000 .000 
HO.O 98.0 .0 93.0 1.0 .0102 .9898. .9700 .0010 .0010 .017 .001 .001 
120.0 97.0 .0 97.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9700 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
130.0 97.0 .0 97.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9700 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
144.0 97.0 .0 97.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9700 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
150.0 97.0 .0 97.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9700 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
160.0 97.0 .0 W.O 1.0 .0103 .9897 .9600 .0010 .0010 .020 .001 .00t 
t70.0 96.0 .0 %.0 LO .4104 .98% .!500 .0010 .0010 .022 .OQI .001 
lBO.O+ 95.0 95.0 47.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9500 H If .022 If H 
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., 3 .. REST FDa 

U8ER ~BER /OlDER MJ"BER CutlUl SE OF SE OF 
INTVl BHRNG IRlRAWN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN NOPN PR08A- aJtlJl PROS- &E OF 
UART THIS DURING TO TERKHl rE~I- SURVI - SURV tIlIlY J&AlARD SUR\'- MIL TY HAZRO 
TIllE INTYl INTVl R!SK EVENTS IMTIN6 VINS AT END DENSTY RATE IVING ~NS _ATE 

"!'-----
.0 107.0 ,0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

1(1.0 107.0 .0 ~7.0 2.0 .0197 .9813 ."'13 .~19 .0019 .013 .001 .001 
213.0 105.0 .0 105.0 1.0 .0095 .9905 .9720 .0009 .0010 .016 .001 .001 

• 30.0 1~.0 .0 1004.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
~o.o 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
SiO.O 104.0 ,0 1~.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
4iO.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 ,016 .000 .000 
~,o.o 104.0 .0 1004.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
80.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .0Hi .000 .000 
~.O 104.0 .0 I~.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .• 0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 

100.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 • ()Ooo .0000 .016 .000 .000 
HO.O 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .00()0 1.0000 .'H20 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
120 •• 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .972{) .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
130.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
140.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
lSO.O 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 
160.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .. 016 .000 .000 
170.0 104.0 .0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9720 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 

·180.0+ 104.0 1~.0 52.0 .0 .~ 1.0000 .9720 H t;f .. 01' H H 
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z: 4 III ARRES T III FOL 

U8ER IlUKBER UBER IlUI1BER CUltUl S£ OF SE Of 
lNTVL ENTRNG ItDRAIIN EXPOSD OF PROPN PRnPN PROPN "081\- cutrul PROS- Sf OF 
iTART THIS IURUI6 TO TEMNL TE~I- SUIIVI- SURV IIUlY KA1ARD StJaV- ABILTY HAZRD 
TltE INTYl . INTYl RISK EVENTS MATING YING AT END IENSTY RATE lYING DENS RATE 

.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 ...000 .400 
20.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 • 30.0 82.0 .0 82.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 82.0 .0 82.0 1.0 .0122 .9878 .9878 .0012 .0012 .012 .001 .001 
SO.O 81.0 .0 il.O 1.0 .0123 .9877 .9756 .0012 .0012 .017 .001 .001 
60.0 BO.O .0 80.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
70.0 80.0 .0 80.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
80.0 80.0 .0 80.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .• 0000 .017 .000 .000 
10.0 80.0 ~O BO.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 MO 

tOO.O 80.0 .0 110.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 ..400 
lIO.O 80.0 .Q 80.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
120.0 80.0 .0 SO.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
130.0 80.0 .0 80.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 ;000 .000 
140.0 BO.O .0 80.0 .0 .eooo 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
lSO.0 to.O .0 80.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9756 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .O()O 

160.0 80.0 .0 80.0 1.0 .0125 .ge7S .96~ .0012 .0013 .021 .001 .001 
170.0 79.0 .0 79.0 .0 .~ 1.0000 .9634 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
180.0+ 79.0 79.0 39.S .0 .0000 1.0000 .96~ Ii u .021 . II H 
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APPENDIX 7-E 

SOURCE: DOMESTIC VIOLENC~ CONTINUATION REPORTS 

SUBSEQUENT AGGRAVATED BATTERY BY SAME SUSPECT 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 



• 

.: 1 1«e;,1 

USER ~BER timBER W1tBEa .. cutlUl SE Of SE::Gf 
INTVL fNTRMS 6IDRAWN EXPOS» DF PROPN PROPN NOPN PROSA- IlmUL PROD- stOF 
START THIS DORING TO TERmll TEa"I- SUAVI- stJRY '!lITY MAIARD &URY- MllTY HAZRO 
TI"E INTVl INTVl RISK EVENTS MATIlIS YING AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 465.0 .0 465.0 ".0 .0086 .9914 .9914 • OWl .0009 .004 .000 .000 
10.0 461.0 .0 461.0 2.0 .0043 .9957 .9871 .0004 .0004 .005 .000 .000 
2<1.0 459.0 .0 459.0 6.0 ..t131 .9869 .9742 .0013 .0013 .007 .001 .001 
30.0 453.0 .0 453.Q 3.0 .0066 .9934 .9677 .0006 .0007 .006 .000 • too 
40.0 450.0 .0 450.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .%56 .0002 .0002 .008 .000 .000 
SO.O 449.0 .0 449.0 2.0 .0045 .9955 .9613 .0004 .0004 .OOS .000 .000 • ~.O 447.0 .0 447.0 2.0 .0045 .9955 .9570 .0004 .0004 .009 • COO .000 
70.0 445.0 .0 445.0 5.0 .0112 .9888 .~2 .0011 .0011 .010 .000 .001 
80.0 440.0 .0 440.0 6.0 .0136 .9664 >.9333 .0013 .0014 .012 .001 .001 
~.O 434.0 .0 434.0 2.0 .0040 .9954 .mo .0004 .0005 .012 .000 .000 

100.0 432.0 .0 432.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .rno .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
1tO.0 432.0 - >~ "Cl2.1I . 1.0 ;om .~ .~ . ;oem .0002 -.'012 .~ -;000 

120.0 431.0 .0 431.0 1.0 .0070 .9930 .9204 .0006 .0007 .013 .000 .~ 

130.0 428.0 .0 428.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9183 .0002 .0002 .013 .000 .000 
140.0 427.0 .0 427.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9183 ~OOQO .0000 .013 .000 .000 
ISO.O 427.0 .0 427.0 1.0 .0023 .~77 ."61 .0002 .0002 .013 .000 .000 
160.0 426.0 .0 426.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9140 .0002 .. 0002 .013 .000 .000 
170.0 425.0 .0 425.0 2.0 .00<47 .9953 .9097 .0004 .0005 .013 .000 .000 
180.0+ 423.0 423.0 211.5 .0 .0000 1 • .000 .. 9097 H H .013 H H 

• 7-E-1 



• 

= 2 ttlOI'J At. f €!17 

*IMBER IilmBER limBER *IMBER ctmUl s.E OF SEOF 
HHYL ENTRNG Ifi)R~ EXPOSD OF PII0PH PlOP" NOPN PROBA- CUttUL PROB- SE OF 
STAaT THIS DURING TO TERl'INl TEIHII - SORVI - SURY BIlITY HAZARD SURY- ABIl TV HAZR» 
TIKE INTYL INTYL RISK EYENTS MATING YIMS AT END DEI/STY RATE IYIIS DENS lATE 

.0 441.0 .0 0441. 0 7.0 .0159 .9641 .9841 .0016 .0016 .000 .001 .001 
10.0 434.0 .0 .34.0 4.0 .0092 .9'908 .9751 .0009 .0009 .007 .000 .000 
20.0 430.0 .0 430.0 4.0 .0093 .9907 .9660 .0009 .0009 .009 .000 "«)0 
30.0 426.0 .0 426.0 7.0 .0164 .9836 .9501 .0016 .0017 .010 .001 .001 
40.0 Wi.O .0 419.0 5.0 .0119 .9881 .9388 .0011 .0012 .011 .001 .001 • SO.O 414.0 .0 41~.O 3.0 .0072 .1j928 .9320 .0007 .0007 .012 .000 .000 
~.O 411.0 .0 411.0 2.0 .0049 .9951 .9274 .0005 .0005 .012 .000 .000 
70.0 409.0 .0 409.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9274 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
eo.O 409.0 .0 409.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9274 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
90.0 ~.O .0 409.0 3.0 .0073 .9927 .9206 .0007 .0007 .013 .000 .000 

100.0 4%.0 .0 406.0 3.0 .0074 ;9926 .9138 .0007 .0007 .013 .000 .000 
-110.0 -~.O- - .~ --'403.0 1-.0 -.~ --."75 --;1116 "';\lOO2 - .0002 -:014 .• 000 -:000 
12O.Q 402.0 ,0 402.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .9093 .0002 .0002 .014 .000 .000 
130.0 401.0 .0 .ol.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9093 .0000 .0000 .014 .000 .000 Q 

140.0 401.0 .0 401.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .9070 .0002 .0002 .014 .000 .000 
lSO.0 400.0 .0 400.0 2.0 .0050 .9950 .~2S .0005 .0005 .014 .000 .iJvv 
160.0 398.0 .0 398.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .9002 .0002 .0003 .014 .000 .000 
170.0 397.0 .0 ~7.0 2.0 .OOSO .9950 .9957 .0005 .0005 .015 .000 .000 
180.0+ 395.0 395.0 197.5 .0 .0900 1.0000 .8957 It it .015 H H 

• 7-E-2 

-



• 

: 1~ 

OBER OBER .".BER UBER etmUl Sf OF Sf OF 
UITVl BCTRMS ImRMIN EXPOSD Of PROPti NOPM rROI'N PROSA- CUI«.Il PROB- SE Of 
START THIS DURING TO TEllttNl fER"I- SUflYI- ~ IlllTY HAZARD SURY- Mil TV HAZRD 
T1"f. INTVl INTYl RiSK EVENTS MATlIIS YING AT END tENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 458.0 .0 458.0 '.0 .0131 .9869 .S869 .0013 .0013 .005 .001 .001 
10.0 452.0 .0 452.0 4.0 .0088 .9912 .9792 .0009 .~ .007 .000 .000 
20.0 «B. 0 .0 448.0 S.O .0112 .9889 .9672 .0011 .0011 .009 .000 .001 
30.0 443.0 .0 ~3.0 4.0 .00'10 .rHO .CJS8S .0009 .0009 .009 .000 .000 
40.0 439.0 .0 439.0 3.0 .0068 .9932 .9520 .0007 .0007 .010 .000 .000 

• 50.0 436.0 .0 436.0 3.0 .0069 .!93t .9454 .0007 .0007 .ou .000 .000 
&0.0 433.0 .0 - 433.0 2.0 .0046 ."54 .9410 .0004 .ooos .011 .000 .000 
70.0 431.0 .0 431.0 2.0 .~6 .m4 .9367 .~ .0005 .011 .000 .000 
80.0 429.0 .0 429.0 S.O .0117 -.M3 .9258 .0011 .0012 .012 .000 .001 
90.0 424.0 .0 424.0 1.0 .0024 .9970 .9236 .0002 .0002 .012 ,0Cv .vvO 

100.0 423.0 .0 423.0 1.0 .0024 .9976 .9214 .0002 .0002 .013 .000 .000 
UO.O -422.0 -.0 -422.0 '-0 ;0047 ~ -~'170 .t004 ."0005 .013 .. 000 -.000 
1-20.0 tt20.0 .0 420.0 2.0 .0048 .9952 .9127 .0004 .0005 .013 .000 .000 
130.0 411l.0 .0 418.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9127 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 ,000 
140.0 418.0 .0 418.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9127 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
150.0 418.0 .0 418.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9127 .0000 .0000 .013 .000 .000 
1&0.0 418.0 .0 416.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9127 .0000 ..0000 .013 .000 .000 
170.0 419.0 .0 418.0 3.0 .0072 .!928 .9061 .0007 .0007 .014 .000 .000 
180.0+ 415.0 415.0 207.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9061 It H .014 It It 
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• 

= 2 "0 Fo l.J..tIM} 

UeER 8lUIBER NUI'lBER MlU1BER CUlWL Sf OF Sf OF 
INTYL ENTRNG MllRAIIN EXPOS» DF PRQ$lN PROflti PROPM PRtlB~- CUttUl P.ROB- Sf OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERl'INl TER/II - SURVI- SURY JILITY HAZARD SURV- ADl L TV HAZaD 
lIKE IMTVL IMTVL RISK EV9iTS NAm,S VINS AT END DEMSTY RATE lVIlS DENS RATE 

.0 44B.O .0 44B.O 5.0 .0112 .9888 .9iBe .0011 .0011 .005 .000 .001 
10.0 .... 3.0 .0 .... 3.0 2.0 .00 .. 5 .9955 .9844 .000" .0005 .006 .000 .000 
20.0 441.0 .0 .... 1.0 5.0 .0113 .9887 .9732 .~11 .001 I .008 .000 .001 
30.0 "36.0 .0 "36.0 6.0 .0138 .9862 .9598 .0013 .00104 .009 .001 .~I 

40.0 430.0 .0 430.0 3.0 .0010 .9930 .9531 .0007 .0007 .010 .000 .000 

• 50.0 427.0 .0 "27.0 2.0 .0047 .9953 .9487 .00004 .0005 .010 .000 .000 
60.0 425.0 .0 "25.0 2.1l .0047 .9953 .9-442 .0004 .0005 .011 .000 .000 
70.0 423.0 .0 "23.0 3.0 .0071 .9929 .9375 .0007 .0007 .011 .000 .000 
10.0 ~20.0 .0 420.0 1.0 .0024 .9976 .'353 .0002 .0002 .012 .000 • COO 
90.0 "19.0 .0 419.0 4.0 .0015 .ms .1)263 .0009 .0010 .012 .000 • .00 

-100.0 415.0 .0 415.0 2.0 .0048 .9952 .9219 .000.4 .0005 .013 .000 .000 
--m.o '13.0 - - -.0 '13.0 .0 -;0000 -1-;'0000- ."121' . -iOOOO :0000 - ;013- ~-ooo - ;000 

120.0 413.iJ .0 413.0 2.0 .0046 .9952 .9174 .0004 .0005 .013 .000 .000 
llO.O -411.0 .0 .. 11.0 1.0 .0024 .9976 .9152 .0002 .0002 .013 .QOO .000 
140.0 410.0 .0 "10.0 1.0 .0024 .9976 .9129 .0002 .0002 .013 .000 .000 
150.0 409.0 .0 409.0 3.0 .0073 .9927 .9062 .0007 .0007 .014 .000 .000 
100.0 406.0 .0 406.0 2.0 .0049 .9951 .9018 .0004 .0005 .014 .000 .000 
170.0 404.0 .0 "04.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .8996 .0002 .0002 .Ot4 .000 .000 
180.0+ 403.0 403.0 201.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .8996 .1 H .014 II H 

" .. 
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INTVl 
STAiT 
TillE 

IIHt8ER MUKBER 
ENTRMS WRANN 
nus lURING 
INTVl INTYl 

~BER 

ElPOSD 
TO 

RISK 

.0 ~.O 

10.0 232.0 
20.0 232.0 
30.0 128.0 
40.0 226.0 
~. ' .... v 
60.0 
70.0 
80.0 
90.0 

100.0 
110.0 
120.0 
130.0 
140.0 
lSO.O 
160.0 
170.0 
lSO.t+ 

as.O 
225.0 
225.0 
222.0 
·221.0 
220.0 

-m.0 . 
220.0 
21~.0 

218.0 
218.0 
217,0 
w;.o 
216.0 

.0 234.0 

.0 232.0 

.0 232.0 

.0 229.0 

.0 226.0 

.0 225.0-

.0 225.0 

.0 225.0 
.0 222.0 
.0 221.0 
.0 220.0 
.0 -220.0 
.0 220.0 
.0 21~.0 

.0 2IB.O 

.0 218.0 

.0 217.0 

.0 2Hi.C" 
216.0 108.0 

UliER 
OF 

TERflHl 
EVENTS 

PROPN fIWtj 

TEtitU - $URY I -
MATINS VING 

2.0 .0085 .~15 

.0 .-4000 1. 0000 
4.0 .0172 .9828 
2.0 .0088 .'r)12 
1.0 .0044 .9956 
.0 ,0000 1.0000 
.0 .0000 1.0000 

3.0 .Ol33 .9867 
1.0 .0045 .9955 
1.0 .0045 .9955 
.0 .0000 1.0000 
.0 .oeoo 1.'1000 

1.0 .0045 L9955 
t.O .0046 .9954 

.0 .0000 l .. OOOO 
1.0 .f0.46 • ~54 
1.0 .0046 .9954 
•• .0000 1.-0000 
.0 .0000 l.eooo 
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CUfIUl 
NOPN 
suav 
AT END 

... 9915 
.9915 
.9744 
.9658 
."15 
.~15 

.9615 

.~7 

·~9«4 

.9402 

.M02 
-;~ 

~9359 

.~16 

.9316 

.9274 

.9231 

.9231 

.ml 

: I ARREST ItO roll 

'ansA-
IIUTY ttAIARD 
IENSTY lATE 

.0009 .0009 

.~ .0000 

.0017 .to17 

.0009 .~ 

.0004 .. 0004 

.0000 .0000 

.0000 .0000 

.0013 .eot3 

.0004 .0005 

.0004 .0005 

.0000 .0000 
:MOO -;0000 
• ()004 .0005 
.0004 .0005 
.0000 .0000 
.0004 .0005 
.0004 .0005 
.toGO .0000 
If If 

SE OF 
tullll 
SURV­
IVINS 

.006 

.006 

.010 
.012 
.013 
.013 
..013 
.014 
.015 
.016 
.0Hi 
.~16 

.0.\6 

.016 

.016 

.017 

.017 

.017 

.017 

SE OF 
'ROB- SE OF 
MllTY HAZRD 
DENS RATE 

.001 

.000 

.001 

.001 

.000 

.000 

.000 

.001 

.000 

.000 

.000 

.'000 

.000 

.000 
MO 
,000 
.000 
.000 
If 

.001 

.000 

.001 

.001 

.000 

.000 

.000 

.001 

.000 

.000 

.000 
--;.000 
.000 
.oeo 
.000 
.000 
.000 
.000 
If 



• 

;: 2 MO ARREST FOll 

USER USER !OISER USER wtUl SE Of SE OF 
UITVl ENTRH6 IIDRMlN EXPOSD ·OF NOPN ffimI paopN ·PRCSA- CUftll PROB- SE DF 
START THIS DURING TO TERttNl TER"I- stlRYI- WRY IlllTY HAZARD SURV- MllTY HAZRD 
TIME INTVl INTYl .ISK EVENTS MAHlIG VIlIS AT EN» DENSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 227.0 .0 227.0 4.0 .0176 .9824 .9Q24 .0018 .0018 .009 .001 .001 
10.0 223.0 .0 223.0 2.0 .0090 .9910 .'726 .~9 .0009 .Olt .001 .001 
20.0 221.0 .0 221.0 3.0 .0136 .9864 .96C4 .0013 .0014 .013 .001 .001 
30.0 218.0 .0 218.0 3.0 .0138 •• 2 .~71 .0013 .0014 .015 .001 .001 
40.0 215.0 .0 215.0 3.0 .0140 .9860 .9339 .0013 .0014 .016 .001 .001 
~.O 212.0 .0 212.0 1.0 .00047 .9953 .92<35 .0004 .0005 .017 .000 .000 • GO.O 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9295 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
70.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9295 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 
10.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9295 • 0000 .0000 .vii .000 .... 
90.0 211.0 .0 211 .0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9295 .0000 .0000 .017 .000 .000 

100.0 211.0 .0 211.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .925~ .0004 .0005 .017 .000 .000 

110.0" 210.0- ·~O tl0.0 - t.O -;0048 -;m2 ;1207 ."0004 ~ -.tiS - .000 ~ 
120.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .92\)7 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
130.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9207 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
140.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9207 .0000 • 0000 .018 . .000 .000 

150.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9207 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
160.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9207 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 

170.0 209.0 .0 m.o 1.0 .0048 .9952 .9163 .0004 .0005 .018 .000 • coo 
180.0+ 208.0 208.0 10.4.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9163 It If .01S H H 
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= 3 ARREST FOll 

QBER timBER UBER IUfBER CtMUl Sf OF SE OF 
INTVL ENTRNS WDRAWN HPOSD OF rlOPN mJPN PIOPN PROBA- CUIfUL PROB- Sf OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERKHl TEII"I- SUtlVI- SURY 8IlITY HAZARD SURV- ABIl'fY HAIRD 
TI"E INTVl INTVl RISK EVENTS MATING VINS AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS RATE 

.0 231.0 .0 231.0 2.0 .0087 .9913 .9913 -.0009 .0009 .006 .001 .001 
10.0 229.0 .0 229.0 2.0 .ooB7 .9913 .9B27 .~ .0009 .009 .001 .001 
20.0 227.0 .0 227.0 2.0 .0088 .9912 .974{) .0009 .0009 .010 .001 .001 
30.0 225.0 .0 225.0 1.0 .~4 .9956 .9697 .0004 .O~ .011 .000 .000 
40.0 224.0 .0 224.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9697 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 

• SO.O 224.0 .0 27,4.0 2.0 .00S9 .9911 .9610 .~ .~ .013 .001 .001 
~.O 222.0 .0 222.0 1.0 .0090 .9910 .9524 .0009 .0009 .014 .001 .001 
70.0 220.0 .0 220.0 2.0 .0091 .9909 .'437 .0009 .. 0009 .015 .001 .001 
80.0 218.0 .0 21B.O 5.0 .0229 .9771 .9221 .0022 .0023 .018 .001 .001 
90.0 213.0 .0 213.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .'177 .0004 .0005 .01B .000 .000 

100.0 212.0 .0 212.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .91n .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
"1l0.0 -"112";1 .0 L12.0 - 1.0 .0047 .-,em -. !13~ ~ -.1)()!:)5 -.01' ;000 ;000 

120.0 211.0 .0 211.0 2.0 .0095 .9905 .9048 .0009 .()O10 .019 .001 .001 
130.0 2tl9.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9048 .0000 .OOOQ .019 .000 .000 
140.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9048 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
lSO.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~48 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
160.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9048 .0000 .0000 .019 .000 .000 
170.0 209.0 .0 209.0 2.0 .00% .9904 .8961 .0009 .0010 .020 .GOI .001 
laO. 0+ 207.0 207.0 103.5 .0 .MOO 1.0000 .8%1 It H .020 It H 
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: 4 MO ARREST *l FOt 

108ER USER tlII18EA QBER CUIlJl SE OF SE Of 
INTYl ENTRN6 tlDQAMN EXPOSD OF I'IUlf'N PRO PIC PIOfItI ~8A- cuttUl PROB- Sf OF 
&TART fHIS 8UaING TO TERIIIl TER"I - SURVI- suav III lTV HAZARD StJRY- MllTY HAlAD 
liKE IICTYl INTVl 11Sk: EYBITS MATlNS VINS AT E~ DENSTY RATE IVINS DENS lATE 

.0 214.0 ~O 214.0 3.0 .0140 .9860 .9660 .0014 .0014 .OOS .001 .001 
10.0 211.0 .0 211.0 2.0 .0095 .9905 .9766 .0009 .0010 .010 .• 001 .001 
20.0 209.0 .0 209.0 1.0 .0048 .9952 .i720 .0005 .0005 .011 .000 .000 
30.0 208.0 .0 206.0 4.0 .Oln .9800 .9533 .0019 .0019 .014 .001 .001 
4<l.0 204.0 .0 204.0 2.0 .009"a .9902 .9439 .0009 .0010 .016 .001 •. 001 
50.0 202.0 .0 202.0 2.0 .0099 .9901 .9346 .0009 .0010 .017 .001 ~l • 60.0 200.0 .0 200.0 2.0 .0100 .9900 .~52 .0009 .0010 .018 .tol .001 
70.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m2 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
80.0 198.0 .0 198.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9252 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 
90.0 198.0 .0 198.0 3.0 .0152 .~48 .9112 .0014 .0015 .019 .001 .001 

100.0 195.0 .0 195.0 2.0 .0103 .9697 .9019 .0009 .0010 .020 .001 .001 
tlo.O . t~.O .. 0 -t!:J.0 - ."t • • 1000- t~ - ;10" . ;0000 .0000 '.02(1 -~ooo ~'OOO -_ . 
120.0 193.0 .0 193.0 1.0 .0052 .9948 .8972 .0005 .0005 .021 .000 .001 
130.0 192.0 .0 192.0 .~ • .0000 1.0000 .n72 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
140.0 192.0 .0 192.0 ......... 1.0 .0052 .9948 .8925 .0005 .tt05 .021 .000 .001 
150.0 191.0 .0 191.0 2.0 .0105 .9695 .8832 .0009 .0011 .022 .001 .001 
a.o.O 189.0 .0 199.0 1.0 .0053 .9947 .8785 .0005 .0005 .022 .000 .001 
17Q.O 186.0 .0 .188.0 1.0 .0053 .9947 .8738 .0005 .0005 .023 .000 .001 
1&0.0+ 187.0 187.0 93.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .8738 H H .023 H H 
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APPENDIX 7-F 

SOURCE: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CONTINUATION REPORTS 

SUBSEQUENT NON-AGGRAVATED DOMESTIC OFFENSE BY SAME SUSPECT 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 



• 

: 1 ftU$t)1 

UBER U8ER M»IBER MNER MJl SE OF SCOF 
UlTYl BlTRNS WR~H EXPOSD OF 'iOPN PROPU PROPN PROIA- CUIUll PROB- S£Of 
START THIS !)uRIMS TO TERl'UIl TER"I- SURYi- SURY '!tHV ttAlARD SURY- MIlTY HAZRD 
1l~ INTYl INTYl KIS;: EYENTS MATING YIIIS ~l ENII DEItSTY RATE IYIII6 lENS RATE 

.0 465.0 .0 465.0 7.0 .om .9849 .9849 .0015 .0015 .006 .001 .001 
10.0 458.0 .0 458.0 7.0 .0153 .9847 .9699 .0015 .0015 .ooa .001 .001 
20.0 451.0 .0 451.0 4.0 .Q089 .9911 .9613 ~09 .0009 .009 .000 .000 
30.0 447.0 .0 447.0 7.0 .0157 .9643 .9462 .~15 .0016 .010 .001 .001 
40.0 440.0 .0 440.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9441 .0002 .0002 .011 .000 .000 • 50.0 4~.0 .0 439.0 4.0 .0091 .m9 .m5 .0009 .0009 .011 .000 .000 
~.o 435.0 .0 435.0 D.O .0138 .9862 .9226 .0013 .0014 .012 .001 .001 
70.0 429.0 .0 429.0 3.0 .0070 .9930 .1161 .0006 .0007 .013 .~ .000 
80,0 426.0 .0 426.0 2.0 .0047 .9953 .911S .0004 • 00 os .013 .000 .000 
90.0 424.0 .v 424.0 5.0 .0118 .9882 .9011 .0011 .0012 .014 .000 .001 

100.0 419.0 .0 419.0 2.0 .0048 .9952 .8968 .~ .ooos .014 .000 .000 
-HO.O 411.0 .0 417.0 6.0 .OU4 - .18S6 .183'3 -.'.0013 ;0014 .~15 - ;001 ·-.001 
120.0 411.0 .U 411. 0 2.0 .~9 .9951 .B7% .0004 .0005 .015 .000 .000 
130.0 409.0 .0 409.0 3.0 .0073 .9927 .8731 .0006 .0007 .015 .000 .000 
140.0 406.0 .0 406.0 3.0 .0074 .9926 .1667 .0006 .0007 .016 .tOo .000 
150.0 <403.0 .0 403.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .~45 .0002 .0002 .016 .000 .000 
460.0 ~2.0 .0 402.0 1.0 .0025 .!975 .8624 .0002 .0002 .016 .000 .000 
170.0 401.0 .0 ·*01.0 1.0 ~25 .9975 .8602 .0002 .~2 .016 .000 .000 
liO.OV 400.0 400.0 200.0 .0 .~ 1.00OV .8602 II II .016 II II 
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2 NlW AUlS1 

utaER QBER UiER UliER ctMUL iE OF SE OF 
INlVL anKHS MOWN EIPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROHI PIOBA- CUltUL PROD- SE OF 
START THIS lORING TO TE-'L TER"I- QlRVI- SUllY .fUTY HAZARD stJRV- ABIL TV HAZRO 
TlKE IIHYl IMTYl IIS( ~BlTS MATIIIG YUiS -AT 9D IENSTY RATE lYING lENS RATE 

.0 «1.0 .0 «1.0 11.0 ' .0249 .9751 .9751 .0025 .~25 .007 .001 .001 
10.0 430.0 .0 430.0 6.0 .0140 .9860 .9615 .0614 .0014 .009 .001 .001 
20.0 424.0 .0 424.0 5.0 .0118 .9682 .9501 .0011 .0012 .010 .001 .001 
30.0 419.0 .0 419.0 •• 0 .0143 , .9857 .~ .0014 .OOH .012 .001 .001 
40.0 413.0 .0 413.0 2.0 .0048 .9952 .9320 .. 0005 .0005 .012 .000 .000 • 50.0 411.0 .0 411.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9320 .*0 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
.0.0 411.0 .0 411.0 1.0 .0024 .9976 .9297 .0002 .0002 .012 .000 .000 
70.0 410.0 .0 410.0 3.0 .0073 .9927 .~29 .0007 .0007 .013 .;~ .000 
10.0 407.0 .0 407.0 3.0 .0074 .9926 .9161 .0007 .0007 .013 .000 .000 
90.0 404.0 .0 404.0 3.0 .0074 .9926 .9m .0001 .too7 .014 .000 .000 

100.0 4'1.0 .0 401.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9093 .0000 .0000 .014 .000 .000 
110.0 -m.o ,,- ~o '101.0 -1.0 -.0050 .mo .'1048 ~0005 -."0005 ~4 ~ -.000 ' 

120.0 :m.0 .0 399.0 4.0 .0100 .9900 • it957 .0009 .0010 .015 .ooe .~V! 

130.0 m.o .0 m.o 4.0 .0101 • i89'J .8866 .0009 .0010 .015 .000 .001 
140.0 :m.o .0 391.0 2.0 .toSi .9949 .l1li21 .0005 .0005 .015 .000 .000 
lSO.0 ~.O .0 3M.0 1.0 .0026 .9'J74 .8198 .0002 .0003 .015 .000 .000 
160.0 388.0 .0 388.0 1.0 .0026 .9974 •• 776 .0002 .0003 .016 .000 .000 
170.0 381.0 .0 387.0 4.0 .0103 .9897 .8685 M09 .0010 .016 .000 .001 
llO.O+ 3&3.0 JJ3.0 191.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .1biS H H .016 If H 
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• 

= 1 Ft;l.LlJW 

UBER USER ~SER limBER CUItUl SE Of SC OF 
INTYL EIITRHS WIAIII HPOSD OF ~OPN PaOPN PROPN NOaA- CUltUL PROB- SEOf 
STMT THIS lORING TO TERfliL TE~I- SURYI- SUllY II1ITY MAlARD stJaV- MIL TV HAZRD 
TItlE JIITVL - INTVL IUS( EVENTS lATUS YING AT 00 lUSTY lATE IVIMB DENS lATE 

.0 458.0 .0 ~58.0 12.0 .1262 .9738 .9738 • .026 .0027 .007 .001 .001 
10.0 «6.0 ,0 446.0 7.0 .0157 .9843 .9585 .0015 .0016 .00C3 .001 .001 
20.0 439.0 .0 439.0 2.0 .0046 .9954 .9541 .0004 .0005 .010 .000 .000 
30.0 437.0 .0 437.0 '.0 .0137 .9863 .9410 .0013 .0014 .011 .001 .001 
40.0 431.0 .0 431.0 1.0 • to 23 .9977 .!389 .0002 .0002 .011 .000 .000 
SO.O 430.0 .0 430.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9367 .0002 .0002 .411 .000 .000 

• ~.O 429.0 .0 429.0 3.0 .0070 .9930 .9301 .0007 .0007 .012 .000 .000 
70.0 oiL6.0 .0 426.0 3.0 .0070 .9930 .'236 .0007 .0007 .012 .000 .000 
80.0 423.0 .0 423.0 4.0 .0095 .9905 .9148 .0009 .0010 .013 .000 .000 
to.O 419.0 .0 419.0 3.0 .0072 .9928 .~3 .0007 .0007 .013 .000 .000 

100.0 416.0 .0 416.0 1.0 .0024 .997' .910'1 .0002 .0002 .014 .000 .000 
UO.O "'5.0 .0 -~15.0 2.0 ;:t048 .1952 .'1017 -~OOO4 .0005 .114 .~ .000 
120~ 413.0 .0 413.0 3.0 .0073 .9927 .8952 .0007 .0007 .014 .000 .000 
130.0 410.0 .0 410.0 2.0 .0049 .ml .8908 .0004 .0005 .015 .000 .000 
140.0 408.0 .0 408.0 3.0 .0074 .9926 .8843 .0007 .0007 .015 .000 .000 
150.0 405.0 .0 <405.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .8821 .0002 .0002 .015 .000 .000 
160.0 ~.O .0 404.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .8799 .0002 .0002 .015 .000 .000 

-170.0 403.0 .0 403.0 1.0 .0025 ."75 .an7 .0002 .0002 .015 -.000 .000 
-180.0+ 402.0 402.0 201.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .1777 ff If .015 If H 
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• 

: 2 Ht> ~0LaW 

aliER USER OSER UIIER ru.Ul iEOf SEOf 

UlTVl BlTRN6 WDIAIIN ElPOSD Of PROPN I'ROPN PROPN l'IOiA- WMUl PiOB- 5£ Of 

STftRT THIS DURING TO TEMHl TE,,"I- SURVI- SOllY tlllTY MAZARe iURY- MllTY HAZRO 
TUI ltITYl 'MTYl RISK EVENTS IAT1II6 YIN6 AT END IEMSTY MTE IVINS lENS RATE 

.0 448.0 .0 4<48.0 '.0 .0134 .9806 .~ .0013 .0013 .005 .001 .001 

10.0 442.0 .0 ~~2.0 6.0 .0136 .9864 .9732 .0013 .0014 .008 .001 .001 

20.0 436.0 .0 436.0 7.0 .0161 .9839 .9576 .00" .0016 .010 .001 .001 

30.0 ~29.0 .0 4~.O 7.U .0163 .9837 .9420 .0016 .0016 .011 .001 .001 

40.0 <422.0 .0 422.0 2.0 .0047 .9953 .9375 .0004 .0005 .011 .000 .000 

50.0 420.0 .0 420.0 3.0 .0071 .9929 .~ .0007 .0007 .012 .OGO .000 

• ~.O 417.0 .0 417.0 4.0 .0096 .9904 .9219 .0009 ,,0010 .013 .000 .000 

70.0 413.0 .0 413.0 3.0 .0073 .9917 .'152 .0007 .eoo7 ,113 .000 .000 

10.0 410.0 .0 4tO.0 I •• .0024 .997' .9129 .0002 .0002 .013 .000 .000 

90.0 ~.O .0 409.0 5.0 .0122 .9878 .9018 .0011 .OC)l2 .014 .000 .001 

, 100.0 4t4.0 .0 404.0 1.0 .0025 .9975 .8996 .0002 .0002 .014 .000 .000 

"lte.o - '403.0 ,- - .-0 - ~03.0- . 6.0 .1149 -.~ .. 8862 ' ."'0013 ' .001~ - -."015" - .~l -.. 1Ol 

120.0 397.0 .0 :m.o 3.0 .0076 .9924 .B195 .0007 .0008 .115 .000 .000 

130.0 394.0 .0 3114.0 5.0 .e127 .9873 .9683 .0011 ~13 .016 .000 .001 

140.0 389.0 .0 389.0 2.0 .0051 .9949 .1638 .0004 **5 .016 .000 .000 

150.0 307.0 .0 387.0 t.O .0026 .9974 .&616 .0002 .0003 .Ot6 .000 .000 

160.0 386.0 .0 386.0 1.0 .0026 .9974 .8594 .0002 .0003 .016 • GOO .000 

170.0 385.0 .. 0 385.0 4.1) .0104 .~ .8S004 .0009 .00tO .017 .000 .001 

180.&+ 381.0 381.0 19(1.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .1504 H If .017 ,H H 

• 7-F-4 



• 

:: 1 AaREST III FQll 

olER UiEQ lINER UBER WtUl SEOf Sf OF 
mVL OORN6 ImWIN EXPOSe If NOPN PtIOPM ptOpti PIO)A- CUtlUl PROB- !iff 
SiMT THIS DING TO TERflHL TUIU - MYl- iWlV IIlITY MAlAAO SUIIY- MIL TV HAUD 
mil: -.MTVL ItflVl RIS«: EV9TS MATING VI" AT EO II£MSTY lATE IVIII6 lENS RATE 

.0 234.0 .0 234.0 2.0 .0085 .9915 .!Il15 .1009 ~toOg .006 .001 .001 
10.0 232.0 .0 232.0 3.0 .0129 .9871 .9796 .0013 .0013 .oog .001 .001 
20.0 229.0 .0 229.0 3.0 .0131 .!i8~9 ."58 MI3 -. to 13 .012 .001 .001 
30.0 226.0 .0 226.0 3.0 .0133 .9867 • 't53O .0013 • .013 •• 14 .001 .001 
40.0 223.0 .0 mo .1.0 .0045 .~ 4~87 .0004 .0004 .ou • ceo .000 
5v.O 222.0 ,0 222.0 3.0 .0135 .9865 .mCJ .0013 .0014 .016 .001 .001 

• 60.0 219.0 .0 219.0 4.0 .0183 .9817 .9188 .0017 .00111 .018 .001 .001 
70.0 215.0 .Q 215.0 2.0 .0093 .9907 .9103 .~ .0009 .on .00t .001 
-10.0 . 213.0 .0 213.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .~60 .0004 .0005 .Wl .. 000 .000 
90.0 212.0 .0 212.0 4.0 .0189 .~II .88~ .0017 .0019 .021 .001 .001 

100.0 208.0 .0 208.0 l.O .0048 .9952 .8846 .0004 .0005 .e21 .000 .000 
110.0 - 201.0 : - .0 ""207.t ~,O . ;1t!3 - .1107 - -.1675 ~tol'· - .1Im .022 .. 1 ;001 

120.0 203.0 .0 203.0 1.0 .00..9 .ml .8632 -.t0004 .0005 - .022 ~ .000 
130.0 202.0 .0 202.0 2.0 .0099 .9901 .8547 .0009 .0010 .023 .QOI .001 
WO.O ;100.0 .0 200.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .150~ .0004 .0005 .023 .000 .001 
150.0 '''.0 .0 t99.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .850<4 .0000 .0000 .023 .000 .000 
160.0 199.0 .0 1".0 1.0 .OOSO .9950 .8462 .0004 .eoo5 .024 .000 .001 
170 •• '91.0 •• ' •• 0 t.O .0051 .. "-49 .1419 .~ .0005 .024 .000 .001 
•• 0+ 197.0 197.0 te.S .0 • MOO 1.0000 .1419 " If .024 If If 
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• 

c 2 III ARREST FOll 

QlBER USER UlaER UBER CtIIJL .8£ Of liE OF 
lITVL ENTRMl MDR~ EXPOSD OF I'R{lPN PROf'N N~ rtlOIA- QJKJl Pi08- SE OF 
START THIS DORING TO TEIIMl TERtII - aJRVI- SURY IILITY HAZARD IIORY- M(LTY HAZRO 
TIKE UITVl UtTVl aIst EYBiTS MAHlIG YUI6 AT W IENSTY lATE IVI.s J£NS AIITE 

.0 227.0 .0 217.0 7.0 .0308 .9692 .9692 .0031 .0031 .011 .001 .001 
10.0 120.0 .0 220.0 3.0 .0136 .9QG.4 .-.s5' .0013 .0014 .014 .001 .001 
-20.0 217.0 .0 217.0 1.0 .0046 .995-4 .9515 .t004 .000S .014 .000 .00( 

30.0 216.0 .0 216.0 2.0 .0093 .m7 .9427 .~ .0009 •• 1S .001 .001 
40.0 214.0 .0 214.0 LO .0047 .99S3 .9383 .t004 .• 000S .'1' .000 .000 

• SO.O 213.0 .0 213.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .t383 .toOO .0000 .016 .000 .000 
60.0 213.0 .0 213.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9339 .0004 .1005 .016 .000 .000 
70.0 212.0 .0 212.0 2.0 .~ .!906 .9151 .0009 .~ .017 .001 .001 
10.0 210.0 .0 210.0 3.0 .0143 • .s7 .911.g .0013 .0014 .019 .001 .001 
90.0 207.0 .0 207.0 2.0 .0097 .9903 .~31 .0009 .0010 .020 .001 .001 

100.0 205.0 .0 205.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9031 .0000 .0000 .020 .000 .000 
1U.O --"205.0 . ~ -m.O . -.t --;0000 - t~OOOO ~-.~ -;1000 - -.020- -.;000 - .'tOO 
120.0 2OS.0 .0 205.0 2.0 .0098 .9902 .t9-43 .0009 .0010 .020 .001 .001 
130.0 203.0 .0 203.0 1.0 .0049 .ml .~9 .0004 .000S .021 .000 .000 
140.0 202.0 .0 202.0 1.0 .0050 -.9950 .8855 .0004 .0005 .021 .000 .000 
150.0 201.0 .0 201.0 .0 .eooo 1.0000 .8855 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
liC •• 201.0 - .0 201.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .8811 .0004 .OOOS .021 .000 .000 
170.0 200.0 .0 200.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .8767 .~4 .0005 .022 .000 .001 

·180." 19'9.0 199.0 99.5 .0 -.0000 'MOO .&767 H If .022 if If 
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• 

'" 3 ARREST FOll 

_BER uaER P8ER MllftBER MJl &£ OF st OF 
IMTYl 00. MlRA*j ElPOSD If ·,ftOPti !'lOP. NOf'N I'tOIA- . aJltUl fIaOi- Itt OF 
START THIS lORING TO TEMNl TERI'II- iOIWI- 1tmV IfUTY HAZARD SOrY- AlIl TV MAZRD 
lUIE INTYl UHYl RISK EVENU MATIE YIM& AT END I9STY RATE lYI.s DENS RATE 

.0 231.0 .0 231.0 5.0 .G216 .9784 .9784 .0022 .0022 .010 .001 .001 
10.0 22£.0 .0 226.0 4.0 .0177 .9823 .9610 .0017 .0018 .013 .001 .001 
20.0 222.0 .0 222.0 1.0 .0045 .9955 .9567 .0004 .0005 .~13 .000 .000 
30.0 221.0 .0 221. 0 4.0 .0181 .9811j .9394 .0017 .0018 .016 .001 .001 
.w.O -217.0 .0 217.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9394 .0000 .0000 .016 .000 .000 

• SO.O --217.0 .0 217.0 1.0 .00.46 .99~ .ml .0004 .0005 .016 .000 .000 
~.O 216.0 .0 216.0 2.0 .. 9093 .9907 -.9264 .0009 .0009 .017 .001 .001 
70.0 214.0 .0 214.0 1.0 .00<47 .ml -.t221 .0004 .0005 .G18 .000 .000 
80.0 213.0 .0 213.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9177 .ot04 .to05 .018 .000 .000 
~.O 212.0 .0 212.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9134 .0004 .0005 .019 .~ • too 

100.0 211.0 .0 211.0 1.0 • .047 .9953 .9091 .0004 .0005 .G19 .000 .000 
110.~ 110.0 .0 110.0 t.O .~ .~ ·.1004 .1009 .1OtO -;m ~t - :001· 
120.v 208.0 .0 208.0 1.0 .0048 .9952 .8961 .8004 .0005 .G20 .000 .000 
'130.0 207.0 .0 207.0 LO .0048 .9952 .~18 .OOO~ .0005 .020 .000 .000 
14C.0 206.0 .0 m.o 2.0 .0097 .9903 .8831 .0009 .00tO .021 .001 .001 
lSO.O ~4.0 .0 204.0 1.0 .0049 .9951 .8788 .0004 .0005 .~21 ,000 .000 
160.0 203.0 .0 203.0 .0 .Otoo 1.0000 .8788 ..0000 .0000 .021 .000 ,,000 
HO.O 203.0 .0 203.0 .0 .~ 1.0000 .i788 .0000 .0000 .021 .000 .000 
laG. 0+ 203.0 203.0 101.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .i788 H H .021 H H 
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• 

: 4 ., ARREST III FOl 

U8EII Q8E1I UBER UBER CtlftUl SE Of SE OF 

IMTVl O£TRNS WOiAWH EXPOSD OF "'O~N PRO PM PIOPM PROBA- CUMUl 1'aOB- SE Of 

START THIS ~1N6 TO TE~l TERt!I- SURVI- SURV IlllTY MAIARD iUR\I- A81l TV HAZRO 

TlItE IIITVL IMTYL RISK £ValTS MATINS YIMS AT ElD DEMSTY RATE IYIIS DENS RATE 

.0 214.0 .0 214.0 4.0 .0187 .9813 .9613 .0019 .0019 .009 .001 .001 

10.0 210.0 .0 210.0 3.0 .0143 .9857 .9673 .0014 .0014 .012 .001 .001 

20.0 207.0 .0 207.0 4.0 .0193 .9807 .9486 .0019 .0020 .015 .001 .001 

30.0 203.0 .0 203.0 4.0 .0197 .9803 .9m .0019 .0020 .017 .001 • .001 

40.0 199.0 .0 199.0 1.0 .0050 .9950 .9252 .0005 .0005 .018 .000 .001 

• SO.O 198.0 .0 19i.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'252 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 

60.0 198.0 .0 196.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9252 .0000 .0000 .018 .000 .000 

70.0 198.0 .0 198.0 1.0 .0051 .C)949 .9206 .0005 .0005 .018 .000 .001 

10.0 197.0 .0 197.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9206 .0000 .0000 .01B .000 .000 

~.O (97.0 .0 197.0 1.0 .0051 .m9 .9159 .0005 .0005 .019 .000 .001 

100.0 196.0 .0 196.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9159 .0000 ..0000 .019 .000 .000 
'l1~~O ---n6;1l - - -.0 --nG.O '--1;0- -.vm' ~ -;1065-' ~ '-;0010 - ;02(1 -;001 - :001 

1~.0 194.0 .0 194.0 2.0 .0103 .9897 .8972 .0009 .0010 .021 .001 .001 

130.0 192.0 .0 192.0 3.0 .0156 .9844 .8832 .0014 .0016 .022 .001 .001 

140.0 189.0 .0 189.0 1.0 .A 0053 .C)947 .8785 .0005 .0005 .022 .000 .001 

150.0 188.0 .0 188.0 1.0 .0053 .C)947 .8738 .0005 .0005 .023 .000 .001 

lGO.O 187.0 .0 187.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .8738 .0000 .0000 .023 .000 .000 

170.0 187.0 .0 187.0 3.0 .01GO .9840 .am .0014 .0016 .024 .001 .001 

180.0+ 184.0 184.0 92.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .8598 II H .024 II H 
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APPENDIX 7-G 

SOURCE: ARREST RECORDS 

SUBSEQUENT AGGRAVATED BATTERY BY SAME SUSPECT 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 



• 

= 1 /flf.a5-r 

I«mBER UBER IflIftBER IIIJ"BER ctMUL SE OF SE OF 
IMTVl BlTRNS "DRA,," EXPOSD OF PROPN "OPN PROPN PROBA- CIJ"Ul PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DORINS TO TERKfil TER"I - SUllY I - SURY I[lITY HAZARD SURY- ABIL TV HAZRO 
TIKE IITYl IMTVl RISK EVENTS NATlMS YIM6 AT END DEMSTY RATE IYINS OEMS _ATE 

.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 t .0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 465.0 .0 465.0 1.0 .0022 • 9978 .9978 .0002 . .0002 .002 .000 .000 
110.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
120.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~7B .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
130.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
140.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
lSO.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
160.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
170.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
180.0+ 464.0 464.0 232.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 If It .002 It It 

• 7-G-1 
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• 

: 2 ~ ~tt:e$T 

UBER UBER NUI'IBER IlUI'IBER w.Jl Sf OF SE OF 
IMTYl ENTRNS !lDRAMN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN ffilPN PROBA- CUtftll PROB- SEOF 
START THIS DURING TO TEHltNl TERtII - SURVI· SUR\' 8ILITY HAZARD SURV- ABIl TV HAZRO 
TII'IE INTYl INTYl RISK EVENTS MATINS YIN6 AT END DEMSTY RATE IYIIIS IEMS RATE 

.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 ,000 
30.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 442.0 .0 442,0 1.0 .0023 .~77 .~77 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 

100.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~77 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
110.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 ,'0000 1,0000 .0/377 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
120.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9977 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
130.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9977 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
140.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .0/377 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
150.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~77 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
160.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9977 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
170.0 441.0 .0 441.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~77 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
180.0+ 441.0 441.0 220.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9977 It ff .002 II II 

• 7-G-2 



• 

: 1 FI;U.f)vJ 

USER USER UBER USER ctltUl SE OF SE OF 
IIiTYl ENTRIIS WRAWN EXPOSD OF PROPN PM PROPti ftOBA- aJKUl mB- SE OF 
START nns DURING TO TERl9Il TERtlI- StJRYI- SURY .11ITY HAZARD SUR\'- ABIl TY HA ZRD 
TIllE INTYl IIITYl RISK EVENTS MATINS YIIIS AT END DEMSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .GOOO .000 .000 .000 
10.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
~.O 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 . 1.0000 1.0000 .GOOO .0000 .000 .000 .000 • 40.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
so. 0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 • GOO .000 .000 
60.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 458.0 .0 458.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 458.0 .0 458.0 1.0 .0022 .9IJ78 .9978 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 
110.0 457.0 .0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
120.0 457.0 .0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
130.0 457.0 ,0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
140.0 457.0 .0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
lSO.0 457.0 .0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
160.0 457.0 .0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .OO~ .000 
170.0 457.0 .0 457.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
180.0+ 457.0 457.0 ne.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 It H .002 H H 

• 7-G-3 



• 

: 2 NO Foi..uIJ 

IQBER USER (tIfIBER USER CtIlIl SE OF SE OF 
Ilffi'l ENTRN6 IIDRAIfN EXPOSD OF PROPti PROPN PROPti PROSA- ctJtIJl HOB- SEOF 
START THIS CURING TO TERmil TEIlln - SURYI- SURY alLITY HAZARD SUllY- MIL TV HA ZlD 
TIItE UlTYl INTYL RISK EVENTS MATINS YINIi AT OlD IEMSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .• 0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• SO.O 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 449.0 .~ 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 449.0 .0 449.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 449.0 .0 449.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9978 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 

100.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .997B .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
tlo.O 44B.O .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
120.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
130.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.~ .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
140.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
150.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
160.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
170.0 44B.O .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
180.0+ 44a.O 448.0 224.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .!978 H II .002 If H 

• 7-G-4 



• 

= 1 ARREST til FOll 

U8ER 1U18ER UlBER UBER ruM. SE OF !IE OF 
IMTVL BfTRM6 IIDRMtM EXPOSD Of PROPN PlGP1I PRO,.. PRaBA- ct.MUL PlG8- SE OF 
START THIS DURIM& TO TERlIIl TEA"! - ~RYI- SURY IILITY HAZARD SURY- Alll TY HAZRO 
TIllE IIffi'L UITVL RISK MItTS MATIE VI 116 AT END IEtlSTY RATE lYlE DENS ~TE 

,0 234,0 ,0 234,0 ,0 ,0000 1,0000 1,0000 ,0000 ,0000 ,000 .000 .000 
10,0 234,0 ,0 234,0 ,0 ,0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 ,0000 ,000 ,000 ,000 
20,0 234,0 ,0 234,0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1,0000 .0000 ,0000 .000 .000 ,000 
30.0 234,0 ,0 234.0 ,0 ,0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 ,0000 .000 ,000 .000 

• 40,0 234.0 .0 234.0 .0 .0000 1,0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
50.0 234.0 .0 234,0 ,0 ,0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 .0000 ,000 ,000 ,000 
60,0 234.0 ,0 234.0 ,0 ,0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70,0 234.0 .0 234.0 ,0 ,0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 ,000 ,000 .000 
80,0 234.0 ,0 234,0 .0 .0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 .0000 .000 .000 ,000 
90,0 234.0 .0 234.0 ,0 .0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 .0000 ,000 .000 ,000 

100,0 234,0 . .0 234.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 234.0 .0 234.0 ,0 ,0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 ,000 .000 
120,0 234.0 ,0 234.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 ,0000 .0000 ,000 .000 .000 
130,0 234.0 .0 2:14.0 .0 .0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 ,0000 .000 .000 .000 
140,0 234,0 .0 234.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1,0000 .0000 ,0000 .000 .000 ,000 
150,0 234,'0 .0 234.0 .0 ,0000 1,0000 1,0000 ,0000 .0000 .000 ,000 ,000 
160.0 234,0 ,0 234.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1,0000 .0000 ,0000 .000 ,000 .000 
170,0 234,0 .0 234.0 .0 ,0000 1,0000 1.0000 ,0000 ,0000 .000 ,000 ,000 
180.0+ 234,0 234,0 117,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1,0000 If If ,000 If If 
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• 

c 2 10 ARREST FOll 

1OI8ER UBER I«JI1BER IUtBER CtJftJl SE OF S£ OF 
IMTVL BITRNG IAlRAIIN EXPOSD OF PROfIN PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUttJL PROB- SE OF 
START nIlS DURINS TO TERttMt. TERtlI- SURYI- SURY IILlTY HAZARD SUIY- Alll TY HAZRD 
TII'IE INTYl INTVl RISK EVEWTS MAnNS VINS AT EM» DEIISTY MTE IVIIIS I£NS lATE 

.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 ~oooo .000 .000 .000 
20.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .. 000 .000 .000 
30.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.@ 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• SO.O 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
110.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
120.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
130.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
1~.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
150.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
160.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
170.0 227.0 .0 227.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .. 0000 .000 .000 .000 
180.0+ 227.0 227.0 113.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 If If .000 tt H 
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" 3 ARREST FOLL 

UBER UBER IMIBER IMBER rutUl SE OF SE OF 
INTYl EMTRM6 WRAItH EXPOSD Of PflOfIN noPN PROPti PROBA- aMlL mJB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TER""L TERttI - SURVI- StJRY 81lITY HAZARD SURY- MIL TY HAZRO 
TIltE IMTYL INTYl RISK EVENTS MATING YIN6 AT BID DEIISTY RATE IVllt6 DENS RATE 

.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10,0 231.0 .0 231.0 ,0 ,0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 30.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 ,0000 1.0000 1,0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
SO.O 231,0 ,0 231,0 .0 .0000 1,0000 1,0000 .0000 .0000 .000 ,000 .000 

60.0 231,0 .0 231.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
70,0 231.0 .0 231,0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1,0000 .0000 .0000 .000 ,000 .000 

80.0 231,0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0060 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
<JO.O 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

100.0 t.H.O .0 231.0 1.0 .0~43 .9957 .9957 .0004 .0004 .004 .000 .000 
110.0 230,0 .0 230,0 ,0 .0000 1,0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 ,000 .000 
120,0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

130.0 230,0 .0 230,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
140.0 230.0 .0 230,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
lSO,O 230.0 .0 230,0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 .!957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

160.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

170.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
180.0+ 230,0 230.0 115.0 .0 .0000 1,0000 .9957 If If .004 If ft 
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:: 4 Ml ~RJ!EST If(} FOL 

USER limBER I«mBER NUMBER CUtlUL SE OF SE OF 
INTVl ENTRN6 MDRAVtI EXPOSD OF PIIOI'tl PIIOPN PROPM PROBA- ctmtJL PROB- SE OF 
ST~RT THIS DURING TO TERI!HL TEklt1l- SURVI - SURV BILITY HAZARD SURY- MllTY HAZRO 
TI"E IICTYL IMT\ll RISK EVENTS MATI 116 YI" AT END DEIISTY R~TE IYIM6 DENS RATE 

.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .00()() 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
211.0 215.0 .0 215.0 ,0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .0000, 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
40.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 50.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
60.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .0000 !.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 ,000 .000 
70.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .OOQO 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
80.0 215.0 .0 215.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
90.0 215.0 .0 215.0 1.0 .0047 .~53 .m3 .0005 .0005 .005 .000 .000 

100.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
110.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m3 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
120.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
130.0 214.0 .0 214,0 .0 .0000 1.0000 • C}9S3 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
140.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
150.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
160.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
170.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
180.0+ 214.0 214.0 107.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 H II .005 II II 
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APPENDIX 7-H 

SOURCE: ARREST RECORDS 

SUBSEQUENT NON-AGGRAVATED DOMESTIC OFFENSE BY SAME SUSPECT 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 



• 

= 1 ~trb7 

Il»IBER limBER IlJI1BER UBER ctMUl SE OF SEOf 
IMTYl ENTRN6 WDRMIN EXPOSD OF 'ROPI! PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUllll PROB- SE OF 
START THIS OORIN6 TO TERfDll TERI11 - SORYI - SORY !IUTY HAZARD SURY- MIL TY HAZRO 
TInE INTVl INTVl RISK EVENTS MATINS YIIIS AT END IEMSTY RATE [YIIIS DENS RATE 

.0 465.0 .0 ~5.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
10.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 t .0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
30.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 40.0 465.0 .0 465.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
50.0 465.0 .0 465.0 1.0 .0022 .~78 .9978 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 
60.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 

70.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
80.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
90.0 464.0 .0 ~4.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000' .0000 .002 .000 .000 

100.0 464.0 .0 464.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9957 .0002 .0002 .003 .000 .000 
110.0 463.0 .0 463.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9935 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
120.0 462.0 .0 462.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9935 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
130.0 462.0 .0 462.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9935 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
140.0 462.0 .0 462.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9935 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

lSO.O 462.0 .0 462.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9935 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
160.0 462.0 .0 462.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9914 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
170.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .~oo 

180.0+ 461.0 461.0 230.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 If If .004 If H 
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2N~~7 

UlBER UBER 1lI"8ER IUIBER ctMUl SE OF SE Of 
IMTYl BURNS ORAWN EXPOSlI OF PROPN PROPM PROPN !'R08A- CUl'lUl PROS- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERI1Ml TEIMI - SURYI- SUR\' tlUlY HAZARD SUR\'- ABIl TV HAZRD 
Tl~ INTVl INTVl RISK EVENTS MATlIIG YUIi AT 00 DEMSTY RATE IYIWS DENS RATE 

.0 442.0 .0 442.0 4.0 .0090 .9910 .9910 .0009 .~ .005 .000 .000 
10.0 438.0 .0 438.0 1.0 .0023 .~77 .9887 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
20.0 437.0 .0 437.0 1.0 .0023 .~77 .9864 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
30.0 436.0 .0 436.0 1.0 .0023 .~77 .9842 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 

• 40.0 435.0 .0 435.0 1.0 .0023 .~77 .9819 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
SO.O 434.0 .0 434.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9796 .0002 .0002 .007 .000 .000 
60.0 433.0 .0 433.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9796 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
70.0 433.0 .0 433.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9796 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
80.0 433.0 .0 433.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9796 .0000 .0000 .007 ,000 ,000 
90.0 433.0 .0 433.0 1.0 ,0023 .9977 ,9774 ,0002 .0002 .007 ,000 .000 

100,0 432.0 .0 432.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9751 .0002 .0002 .007 .000 .000 
110.0 431.0 .0 431.0 2.0 .0046 .m4 .9706 .0005 .0005 .ooa .000 .000 
120.0 429.0 .0 429.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9706 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
130.0 429.0 .0 429.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9706 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
140.0 429.0 .0 429.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9706 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
lSO.0 429.0 .0 429.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9706 .0000 ,0000 .ooa .000 .000 
160.0 429.0 .0 429.0 2.0 .0047 .9953 .9661 .ooos .0005 .009 .000 .000 
170.0 427.0 40 427.0 1.0 .0023 ."77 .9638 .0002 .0002 .009 .000 .• 000 
180.0+ 426.0 426.0 213.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9638 H H .009 If If 
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• 1 Ftu.ot.J 

IUIBER IUtBER IItmBER UBER ctIIUt SEOF Sf OF 
IMTYL ENmt6 IIDRANN EXPOSD Of PROPN 1'10 PM PROPN NOBA- CtJIll PROD- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERIOIL TE,,"I- SURYI· SURY 81L1rY HAZARD SUR\'- MllTY HAZRO 
TIKE IICTVL INTYL RISK EVENTS MATIE VIlli AT END t£IISTY RATE IYIII6 DENS RATE 

.0 458.0 .0 458.0 3.0 .0066 .9934 .,,~ .0007 .0007 .004 .000 .000 
10.0 455.0 .0 455.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9913 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
20.0 454.0 .0 454.0 1.0 .0022· .9978 .~91 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
30.0 453.0 .0 453.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9Q<j1 .0000 .0000 .OOS .000 .000 

• 40.0 453.0 .0 453.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9891 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
SO.O 453.0 .0 453.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 •• 9 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
60.0 452.0 .0 452.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9869 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
70.0 452.0 .0 452.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 •• 9 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
80.0 452.0 .0 452.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9869 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
90.0 452.0 .0 452.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9847 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 

100.0 451.0 .0 451.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9825 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
110.0 4SO.0 .0 450.0 2.0 .0044 .9956 .9782 .0004 .0004 .007 .000 .000 
120.0 448.0 .0 44B.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9782 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
130.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9782 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
140.0 44B.O .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9782 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
lSO.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9782 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
160.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9782 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
170.0 448.0 .0 448.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9760 .0002 .0002 .007 .000 .000 
180.0+ 447.0 447.0 223.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9760 If If .007 If If 
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2 NF FDU.LJW 

UBER UBER UBER UBER CtIftIl SEOF SEOf 
INTYl £MTRN6 WRAIIM EXPOSD Of PROPIt PROPIt PRDPN PfIOBA- CUttUL 'ROB- SE Of 
START THIS DURING TO TERIIR TER"(- SURVI - SURY BllITY HAZARD SURY- AS II TV ItA liD 
TIltE IIn'Yl INTYl RISK EVENTS MATINS YIM6 AT EMD DEMSTY lATE lYlE lENS RATE 

.0 449.0 .0 449.0 1.0 .0022 .9!17S .9978 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 
10.0 448.0 .0 448.0 .0 .0000 1.OC~ .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
20.0 448.0 .0 44B.O .0 .0000 1.001Xl .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
30.0 448.0 .0 448.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9955 .0002 .0002 .003 .000 .000 

• 40.0 447.0 .0 447.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9933 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
50.0 446.0 ,0 446.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9911 .00Q2 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
60.0 445.0 .0 445.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9911 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
70.0 445.0 .0 445.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9911 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
80.0 445.0 .0 445.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9911 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
90.0 445.0 .0 445.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9911 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

100.0 445.0 .0 445.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9889 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
110.0 444.0 .0 444.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9866 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
120.0 443.0 .0 443.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9866 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
130.0 443.0 .0 443.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9866 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
140.0 443.0 .0 443.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9866 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
150.0 443.0 .0 443.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9866 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
160.0 443.0 .0 443.0 3.0 .0068 .9932 .9800 .0007 .0007 .007 .000 .000 
170.0 440.0 .0 440.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .1800 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
180.0+ 440.0 440.0 220.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9800 II II .007 II II 
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IlCTVl 
START 
TUtE 

.0 
10.0 
20.0 
30.0 
40.0 
~.O 

60.0 
70.0 
80.0 
90.0 

100.0 
110.0 
120.0 
130.0 
140.0 
1~.0 
160.0 
170.0 
180.0+ 

UBER 
OORMS 

THIS 
INTYL 

234.0 
234.0 
23.4.0 
234.0 
234.0 
234.0 
234.0 
234.0 
234.0 
234.0 
234.,0 
233.0 
233.0 
233.0 
233.0 
233.0 
233.0 
232.0 
232.0 

UBER IlIftBER lIMBER 
!fDRA,," EXPOSD OF 
DURUIS TO TElOOIl 

INTYL RISK EYBITS 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 .0 

.0 234.0 1.0 

.0 233.0 .0 

.0 233.0 .0 

.0 233.0 .0 

.0 233.0 .0 

.0 233.0 .0 

.0 233.0 1.0 
.0 232.0 .0 

232.0 116.0 .0 

1 ARREST MIl FOLl 

CtJlJl SE OF SE OF 
PROPH noPH ~PtI PROBA- aJltUl I'ROB- SE Of 
TERI1I- SURYI- SURY IlllTY HAZARD SURY- MIL TY HAZRD 
MATUIS VIlIS AT END DTY lATE IVIIIG DENS RATE 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 • COO 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

.0043 .9957 .9951 .0004 .0004 .004 .000 .000 
,0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
.0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
.0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
.0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
.0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
.0043 .9957 .9915 .0004 .0004 .006 .000 .000 
.0000 1.0000 .9915 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
.0000 1.0000 .9915 It II .006 II H 
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c 2 NO ARREST FOll 

UOER 1IJI18ER U8ER USER CtlftJl SE OF SE OF 
IIfTYL ENTRN6 WRA* EXPOSD OF f'IIOf'N PROPN PRDPN fIaOBA- MIL "DB- SEOF 
START THIS DURING TO TERltll TERril - stmYI - SURY IlLlTY HAZARD SURY- ABll TV HAIRD 
TIllE INTYl INTVL RISK EVENTS MATIE YINS AT END IENSTY RATE IYIII6 lENS RATE , '''----

.0 227.0 .0 227.0 3.0 .0132 .9868 .9868 .0013 .0013 .008 .001 .001 
10.0 224.0 .0 224.0 1.0 .0045 .ms .~4 .0004 .0004 .009 .000 .000 
20.0 223.0 .0 223.0 1.0 .0045 .9955 .9780 .0004 .0004 .010 .000 .000 
30.0 ' 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 

• 40.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
50.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
60.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
70.0 122.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
10.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
90.0 222.0 .0 222.0 1.0 .oo.i5 .ms .9736 .0004 .0005 .011 .000 .000 

100.0 221.0 .0 221.0 1.0 .0045 .9955 .96'2 .0004 ,'0005 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 220.0 .0 220.0 1.0 .0045 .9955 .9648 .0004 .0005 .012 .000 .000 
120.0 21'.,0 .0 21'.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
130.0 219.0 .0 219.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
140.0 219.0 .0 21'.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0900 .012 .000 .000 
150.0 219.0 .0 219.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
160.0 219.0 .0 219.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
170.0 219.0 .0 219.0 1.0 .0046 .9954 .9604 .0004 .0005 .013 .000 .000 
180.0+ 218.0 21B.O 109.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .~ H H .013 H H 
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3 ARREST FOll 

.... BER UBER UBER .... SER etmUL SE OF SE OF 
INTYL ENTRM6 WOIWIN EXPOSD OF ffilPM PROPN PROPN PROBA- CUtIlll PROB- SE Of 
START THIS DURIN6 TO TERtliL TERtII· SURYI- SURY IlllTY HAlARD SURY- MILTY HAZRO 
TI"E INTYl INTYl RISK EVENTS MATIMa YIN6 AT END DOOTY RATE IYIMS DENS RATE 

.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 I.OOCO .0000 .0000 .1)00 .000 .000 
10.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .OOQO 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
20.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 ;000 .000 .000 
30.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .OOQO .000 ,000 .000 

• 40.0 231.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 
. SO.O 231.0 .0 231.0 1.0 .0043 .m7 .'~7 .0004 .0004 .004 .000 .000 
SO.O 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 • GOO 
70.0 230.0 .0 no.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000/ 
80.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .00001 .004 .000 .0010 
90.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0001~ .004 .000 .ooe 

100.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .00(10 .004 .000 .000 
110.0 230.0 .0 230.0 1.0 .0043 . .m7 .9913 .OOf)4 .0004 .006 .000 .000 
120.0 229.0 .0 m.o .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .0<'100 .O'~OO .006 .000 .000 
130.0 2~.0 .0 229.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .0000 .(1000 .006 .000 .000 
140.0 229.0 .0 229.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .'0000 .0000 .006 .000 .rJOO 
lSO.0 229.0 .0 229.0 .0 .0000 1. OOf.lO .9913 ,,0000 .0000 .006 .000 ,,000 
160.0 229.0 .0 229.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
170.0 219.0 .0 21'.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 A 0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
180.0+ 229.0 229.0 114.5 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 If H .006 If If 
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= 4 Ie ARREST NO FOl 

tut8ER Wi18ER *'fiBER U8ER ClIfUl SE OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRNS WRMIN EXPOSD OF PROPN PftOPN PROPN PR08A- CUtlll PR08- ~OF 

START THIS DURING TO TERltIl TE,,"I- SURYI- SURY Bll lTV HAZARD stJRY- Mil TV HAZRO 
, TUtE INTYl INTYl RISK EvalTS MATtE YIN6 AT END DEMSTY RATE IYIWS OEMS RATE 

.0 215.0 .0 215.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9953 .0005 .0005 .005 .000 .000 

10.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
20.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 ·1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 

30.0 214.0 .0 214.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9907 .000s .OOOS 00' .. .000 .000 • 40.0 213.0 .0 213.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .!a60 .0005 .OOOS .008 .000 .000 
50.0 212.0 .0 212.0 1.0 .0047 .9'953 • «)814 .0005 .0005 .009 .000 .000 
60.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9814 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
70.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 • «)814 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
80.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .«)814 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
90.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1..0000 .9814 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 

100.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9814 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 

1l0.0 211.0 .0 211.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9767 .0005 .0005 .010 .000 .000 
120.0 210.0 .0 210.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9767 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
J,30.0 210.0 .0 210.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9767 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 

140.0 210.0 .0 210.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9767 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
lSO.0 210.0 .0 210.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9767 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
160.0 210.0 .0 210.0 2.0 .0095 .9905 .9674 .0009 .0010 .012 .001 .001 
170.0 208.0 .0 206.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 

180.0+ 209.0 208.0 1~.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 H H .012 H H 
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APPENDIX 7-1 

SOURCE: ARREST RECORDS 

ANY SUBSEQUENT ARREST OF SAME SUSPECT FOR OFFENSE 
AGAINST SAME VICTIM 



• 

= J 1l1tt..ef,'1 

NutlBER IM'IBER NU/'IBER NUMBER CutlUl SE OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRNS WRAIIN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN PROBA- ctmUl PROD- -5E OF 
START THIS DURING TO TER~l TERII 1- SURYI - SUR'.' 81lITY HAZARD SURY- ABIlTY HAZRO 
TI/'IE INTVL INTYL RISK EVENTS MATIIIG YIN6 AT END DENSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 ~5.0 .0 465.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9978 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 
10.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
20.0 464.0 .0 464.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
30.0 464.0 .0 464.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .m7 .0002 .0002 .003 .000 .000 
40.0 463.0 .0 463.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .003 .000 .000 
SO.O 403.0 .0 463.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9935 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
60.0 462.0 .0 462.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9935 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 • 70.0 462.0 .0 462.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9935 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
80.0 462.0 .0 462.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9914 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
90.0 461.0 .0 461. 0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

100.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
110.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
120.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
130.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
140.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
150.0 461.0 .0 461.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9914 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
160.0 461.0 .0 461.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9892 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
170.0 460.0 •. 0 460.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9892 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
180.0+ 460.0 460.0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9692 H H .005 H H 
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• 

: 2 1Jew A~~"" 

MU"BER NU"BER IIU"BER N~BER CU"Ul SE OF SE OF 
INTYl ENTRNS WDRAWN EXPOSD Of PROPN PROPN PROPN PROBA- CU"Ul PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TER"HL TER"I- SURYI - SURY BIllTY HAZARD SURV- ABIl TV KAZRO 
TIKE INTYl INTYL RISK EVENTS NATINS YINS AT END DENSTY RATE IYINS DENS RATE 

.0 442.0 .0 442.0 3.0 .006B .c)s32 .9932 .0007 .0007 .004 .000 .000 
10.0 439.0 .0 439.0 2.0 .0046 .9954 .9887 .0005 .0005 .005 .000 .000 
20.0 437.0 .0 437.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9864 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
30.0 436.0 .0 436.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9842 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 

• 40.0 435.0 .0 435.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9B19 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
SO.O 434.0 .0 434.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .97% .0002 .0002 .007 .000 .000 
60.0 433.0 .0 433.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9796 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
70.0 433.0 .0 433.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .97% .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
BO.O 433.0 .0 433.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9796 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
90.0 433.0 .0 433.0 2.0 .0046 .9954 .9751 .0005, .0005 .007 .000 .000 

100.0 431.0 .0 431.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9729 .0002 .0002 .OOB .000 .000 
110.0 430.0 .0 430.0 2.0 .0047 .9953 .9683 .0005 .0005 .008 .000 .000 
120.0 428.0 .0 428.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 .%83 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
130.0 428.0 .0 428.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9683 .0000 .0000 .OOS .000 .000 
140.0 428.0 .0 42B.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9683 .0000 .0000 .008 .000 .000 
150.0 428.0 .0 428.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9683 .0000 .0000 .OOS .000 .000 
160.0 42B.0 .0 428.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9661 .0002 .0002 .009 .000 .000 
170.0 427.0 .0 427.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9638 .0002 .0002 .O~ .000 .000 
180.0+ 426.0 426.0 213.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .%38 If tt .009 If It 
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• 

1 NI.LtJW 

UBER .amBER UBER IlJ11BER MUl SE OF SE OF 
INTVL ENTRNG IIORAIIN EXPOSD OF PRO PM PROPN PROPN mBA- CUIlIL mB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERIUIL TERtiI - SURYI - SURY alllTY HAZARD SUR\'- ABILTY HAZRD 
Tl~ INTVL INTYl RIS~ EVENTS MATINS VIN6 AT END DENSTY RATE IVINS lENS lATE 

.0 458.0 .0 458.0 3.0 .0066 .9934 .9934 .0007 .0007 .004 .000 .000 
10.0 455.0 .0 455.0 2.0 .~4 .~56 .ml .0004 .0004 .005 .000 .000 
20.0 453.0 .0 453.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9869 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 • 30.0 452.0 .0 452.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9869 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
40.0 452.0 .0 452.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9869 .0000 .0000 .oos .000 .000 
SO.O 452.0 .0 452.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9647 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
60.0 451.0 .0 451.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9847 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
70.0 451.0 .0 451.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9647 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
80.0 451.0 .0 451.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9825 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
90.0 450.0 .0 450.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9903 .0002 .0002 .,006 .000 .000 

100.0 449.0 .0 449.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9782 .0002 .0002 .007 .000 .000 
110.0 448.0 .0 448.0 1.0 ,0022 .9978 .9760 .0002 .0002 .007 ,000 .000 
120.0 447.0 .0 447.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9760 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
130.0 447.0 .0 447.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9760 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
140.0 447.0 .0 447.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9760 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
lSO.0 447.0 .0 447.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9760 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
160.0 447.0 .0 447.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9760 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
170.0 447 10 .0 447.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .9738 .0002 .0002 .007 .000 .000 
180.0+ 446.0 446.0 223.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9738 It It .007 It It 
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2 No H;4.DW 

-. i,NtRtBER NUMBER NUI1BE~ IlltlBER CUI1Ul SE OF SE OF 
TYL ENTRNS WDRA* EXPOSn OF PROPN PROPN PROPN PRODA- CUIlll ~B- SE OF 
ART THIS DURING TO TERI1Nl TERI1I- SURYI- SURV BILITY HAZARD SURY- ABILTY HAZRO 
lIE INTYl INTYL RISK EVENTS MATIMa VIN6 AT END BEIETY RATI IVIII6 lENS RATI 

.0 449.0 .0 449.0 1.0 .0022 .~78 .9978 .0002 .0002 .002 .000 .000 
10.0 44B.O .0 44B.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 
20.0 4~8.0 .0 44B.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9978 .0000 .0000 .002 .000 .000 

• 10.0 44B.O .0 44B.O 2.0 ,0045 .g<J55 .9933 .0004 .0004 .004 .000 .000 
.0.0 446.0 .0 446.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .~11 .0002 .0002 .004 .000 .000 
iO.O 445.0 .0 445.0 1.0 .0022 .9978 .~ .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
iO.O 444.0 .0 444.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9889 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
'0.0 444.0 .0 444.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9889 .00M .0000 .005 .000 .000 
~.O 444.0 .0 444.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9889 .0000 .0000 .-005 .000 .000 
0.0 444.0 .0 444.0 1.0 .0023 .~77 .9866 .0002 .0002 .005 .000 .000 
~.O 443.0 .0 443.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9866 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
0.0 443.0 .0 443.0 1.0 .0023 .9977 .9844 .0002 .0002 .006 .000 .000 
0.0 442.0 .0 ~42.0 .0 .0000 1. 0000 .9844 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
).0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9844 .0000 ,0000 .006 .000 .000 
G.O 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9844 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
).0 442.0 .0 442.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9844 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
).0 442.0 .0 442.0 2.0 .0045 .9955 .9800 .0004 .0005 .007 .000 .000 
).0 440.0 .0 440.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9800 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
).0+ ~O.O 440.0 220.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9800 It II .007 ft H 
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• 

1 ARREST 110 fOLL 

DeER U8ER UBER 08ER CtKJl SE OF se OF 
Imt. ENTRN6 IIORANN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN I'ROPN I'IIOBA- CUIlIl PROB- SE Of 

START ntIS DURING TO TERlIIl TER"I- SURVI· SURY .lLITY HAZARD SURV- ASIl TV HAZRO 
lIKE INTYl IMTYl RISK EYEMTS IlATlMS YlN6 AT END DEMSTY RATE IYINS lENS RATE 

.0 234.0 .0 234.0 .0 .OOO() 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

10.0 234.0 .0 234.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .(100 .000 .000 

20.0 234.0 .0 234.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 1.0000 .0000 .0000 .000 .000 .000 

• 30.0 234.0 .0 234.0 1.0 .0043 .9957 .9957 .0004 .0004 .004 .000 .000 

40.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

SO.O 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

60.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 ' .0000 .004 .000 .000 

70.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

80.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

90.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

100.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

110.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

120.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

130.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

140.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

150.0 233.0 .0 233.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .m7 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

1&0.0 233.0 .0 233.0 1.0 .0043 .9957 .9915 .0004 .0004 .006 .000 .000 

170.0 232.0 .0 231.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9915 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 

180.0+ 232.0 232.0 116.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 ."15 If It .006 If If 
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• 

z: 2 ID ARREST FOLl 

lIMBER IUtBER IUfBER !MIBER CIMUL 8E OF ~ OF 
IMTVl BlTRNS WDR~ EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPN PROPN ~iA- CUlIIl PROB- SE Of 
START THIS DOllINS TO TERtlNL TE~I - SURVI- SURV BIlITY HAZARD SURV- ABIL TV HAZRO 
lIKE UITVl IMTVl RISK EVENTS MATINS YIM6 AT END . DEMSTY lATE lYIII6 DENS lATE 

.0 227.0 .0 227.0 2.0 .0088 .9912 .9912 .0009 .OO~ .006 .001 .001 
10.0 225.0 .0 225.0 2.0 .008g .9911 .9824 .OOM .~ .009 .001 .001 
20.0 223.0 .0 223.0 1.0 .0045 .9955 .9780 .0004 .0004 .010 .000 .000 • 30.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
40.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
50.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
60.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
70.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
80.0 222.0 .0 222.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .'780 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
go.O 222.0 .0 222.0 1.0 .~5 .9955 .'736 .0004 .0005 .011 .000 .000 

100.0 221.0 .0 221.0 1.0 .0045 .9955 .9692 .0004 .0005 .011 .000 .000 
110.0 220.0 .0 220.0 LO .0045 .9955 .9648 .0004 .0005 .012 .000 .000 
120.0 219.0 .0 219.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
130,0 219.0 .0 21'.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
140.0 219.0 .0 21'.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
lSO.0 21'.0 .0 219.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 • C)648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
160.0 219.0 .0 219.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9648 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
170.0 21'.0 .0 21g.0 1.0 .• 0046 .m4 .9604 .0004 .0005 .0~3 .000 .000 
180.0+ 211.0 21B.O 109.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9604 II H .013 .. .. 

I .• 
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• 

= 3 ARREST FOLL 

IUISER UBER !\lR!BER IUIBER ClItUL S€ OF SE OF 
INTVl DTRMS IAlRAWN EXPOSD OF PROPN PROPM PROPN PROSA- CU~L PROB- SE OF 
START THIS DURING TO TERI'NL TER"I- SURYI- SURY BILITY HAZARD SURY- ABILTY HAZRO 
TIllE IMTYL INTYL RISK EVEJITS MATING YING AT END DEMSTY RATE IYI.s DENS .ATE 

.0 231.0 .0 231.0 1.0 .0043 .9957 .9957 .0004 .0004 .004 .000 .000 
10.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
20.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 

• 30.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
40.0 230.0 .0 230.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9957 .0000 .0000 .004 .000 .000 
50.0 230.0 .0 230.0 1.0 .0043 .m7 .'9'313 .0004 .0004 .006 .000 .000 
60.0 229.0 .0 229.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .0000 .0000 .006 .000 .000 
70.0 229.0 .0 229.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9913 .0000 .0000 .00b .000 .000 
80.0 229.0 .0 229.0 1.0 .0044 .9956 .9870 .0004 .0004 .007 .000 .000 
90.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 

100.0 228.0 .0 22B.O .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
110.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
120.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9970 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
130.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
140.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
150.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
160.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 .000 
170.0 228.0 .0 228.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 .0000 .0000 .007 .000 A 000 
180.0+ 228.0 22B.O 114.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9870 If It .007 If If 
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f 
4 10 ARREST NO fOl : 

imBER IIUI1BER IWI1BER IIUI1BER ClJt!Ul SE Of SE Of 
YL ENTRNS MDRAItH EXPOSD OF PROPN ffilPN PROPN PROBA- CtJ"Ul PROB- SE Of 
IT THIS DURING TO TERl1Hl TER"l- SURYI- SURY 8IUTY HAZARD SURY- ASIl TY HAZRO 
E IIITYL IMTYL RISK EVENTS NATIII6 YING AT END DEMSTY RATE IYIII6 DENS RATE 

.0 215.0 .0 215.0 1.0 .0~7 .9953 .9953 • 00 OS .0005 .005 .000 .000 
'-

0.0 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
t.O 214.0 .0 214.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9953 .0000 .0000 .005 .000 .000 
10.0 214.0 .0 214.0 1.0 .00.47 .9953 .9907 .0005 .0005 .007 .000 .000 
10.0 213.0 .0 213.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9860 .0005 .0005 .OOB .000 .000 • ;0.0 212.0 .0 212.0 1.0 .oo.i7 .9953 .9814 .0005 .0005 .~ .000 .000 
iO.O 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9814 .0000 .0000 .009 .000 .000 
10.0 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9814 .0000 .0000 .O~ .000 .000 

,~ JO.O 211.0 .0 211.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9814 .0000 .0000 .~ .000 .000 
~.O 211.0 .0 211.0 1.0 .0047 .9953 .9767 .0005 .0005 .010 .000 .000 
)G.O 210.0 .0 210.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9767 .0000 .0000 .010 .000 .000 
10.0 210.0 .0 210.0 1.0 .004B .m2 .9721 .0005 .0005 .011 .000 .000 
20.0 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9721 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
30.0 209.0 .0 2~.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9721 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
~.O 209.0 .0 209.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9721 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
50.0 209.0 .0 2~.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9721 .0000 .0000 .011 .000 .000 
60.0 209.0 .0 209.0 1.0 .0048 .9952 .9674 .0005 .0005 .012 .000 .000 
70.0 208.0 .0 208.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 .0000 .0000 .012 .000 .000 
80.0+ 2OB.O 208.0 104.0 .0 .0000 1.0000 .9674 If If .012 If H 
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