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DATA COLLECTI ON DESCRI PTI ON

Adel e V. Harrell, Shannon Cavanagh, and Sanj eev Sri dharan

EVALUATI ON OF THE CHI LDREN AT RI SK PROGRAM I N AUSTIN, TEXAS
BRI DGEPORT, CONNECTI CUT; MEMPHI'S, TENNESSEE; SAVANNAH, GEORG A; AND
SEATTLE, WASHI NGTON; 1993-1997 (| CPSR 2686)

SUMVARY: The Children at Risk (CAR) Program was a conprehensive,
nei ghbor hood- based strategy for preventing drug use, delinquency, and
other problem behaviors anobng high-risk youth Iliving in severely
di stressed nei ghborhoods. The goal of this research project was to
eval uate the long-terminpact of the CAR program using experinmental and
guasi - experinental group conparisons. Experinmental conparisons of the
treatment and control groups selected wthin target neighborhoods
examined the inpact of CAR services on individual youths and their
fam lies. These services included intensive case nanagenent, famly
services, nentoring, and incentives. Quasi-experinental conparisons were
needed in each city because control group youths in the CAR sites were
exposed to the effects of nei ghborhood interventions, such as enhanced
conmuni ty policing and enforcenent activities and sonme expanded court
services, and nmay have taken part in some of the recreational activities
after school. CAR prograns in five cities -- Austin, TX, Bridgeport, CT;
Menphis, TN, Seattle, WA and Savannah, GA -- took part in this
evaluation. In the CAR target areas, juveniles were identified by case
managers who contacted schools and the courts to identify youths known
to be at risk. Random assignment to the treatnment or control group was
nmade at the level of the famly so that siblings would be assigned to
the sane group. A quasi-experinmental group of juveniles who nmet the CAR
eligibility risk requirements, but lived in other severely distressed
nei ghbor hoods, was sel ected during the second year of the evaluation in
cities that continued intake of new CAR participants into the second
year. In these conparison nei ghborhoods, youths eligible for the quasi-
experimental sanple were identified either by CAR staff, cooperating
agencies, or the staff of the mddle schools they attended. Baseline
interviews with youths and caretakers were conducted between January
1993 and May 1994, during the nmonth followi ng recruitnment. The end-of-
programintervi ews were conducted approximately two years | ater, between
December 1994 and May 1996. The followup interviews with youths were
conduct ed one year after the program period ended, between Decenber 1995
and May 1997. Once each year, records were collected from the police,
courts, and schools. Part 1 provides denographic data on each youth,
i ncludi ng age at intake, gender, ethnicity, relationship of caretaker to
yout h, and youth's risk factors for poor school performance, poor schoo

behavior, famly problens, or personal problens. Additional variables
provide information on household size, including number and type of
children in the household, and nunber and type of adults in the
household. Part 2 provides data from all three youth interviews
(basel i ne, end-of-program and foll owup). Questions were asked about
t he yout h's attitudes t owar d school and amount of honmework;
participation in various activities (school activities, team sports,
clubs or groups, other organized activities, religious services, odd
j obs or househol d chores); curfews and bedti nes; who assisted the youth
with various tasks; attitudes about the future; seriousness of various



probl ems the youth mi ght have had over the past year and who he or she
turned to for help; nunber of tines the youth's househol d had noved; how
long the youth had lived with the caretaker; various crimnal activities
in the neighborhood and the youth's concerns about victimzation
opi ni ons on various statenents about the police; occasions of skipping
school and why; if the youth thought he or she would be pronoted to the
next grade, would graduate from high school, or would go to college;
know edge of children engaging in various problemactivities and if the
youth was pressured to join them and experiences wth and attitudes
toward consunmption of cigarettes, alcohol, and various drugs. Three
sections of the questionnaire were conpleted by the youths. Section A
asked questions about the youth's attitudes toward various statenents
about self, life, the home environnent, rules, and norms. Section B
asked questions about the nunber of times that various crinmes had been
conmitted agai nst the youth, his or her sexual activity, nunber of tines
the youth ran away from home, nunber of tines he or she had committed
various crinminal acts, and what weapons he or she had carried. Itens in
Section C covered the youth's al cohol and drug use, and participation in
drug sales. Part 3 provides data from both caretaker interviews
(basel i ne and end-of-program. Questions elicited the caretaker's
assessments of the presence of vari ous positive and negative
nei ghborhood characteristics; safety of the child in the nei ghborhood;
attitudes toward and interactions with the police; if the caretaker had
been arrested, had been on probation, or in jail; whether various crines
had been committed agai nst the caretaker or others in the household in
the past year; activities that the youth currently participated in,
curfews set by the caretaker; if the caretaker had visited the schoo
for various reasons; school performance or problens by the youth and the
yout h's siblings; anmobunt of the caretaker's involvenent with activities,
clubs, and groups; the caretaker's financial, nedical, and persona
probl ems and assi stance received in the past year; if he or she was not
able to obtain help, why not; and infornation on the caretaker's
education, enploynent, inconme |evel, incone sources, and where he or she
sought nedical treatnent for thenselves or for the youth. Two sections
of the data collection instruments were conpleted by the caretaker
Section A dealt wth the youth's personal problenms or problens wth
others, and the youth's friends. Additional questions focused on the
famly's interactions, rules, and norns. Section B itens asked about
the caretaker's al cohol and drug use, and any al cohol and drug use or
crimnal justice involvenment by others in the household ol der than the
yout h. Part 4 consists of data from schools, police, and courts. Schoo
data include the youth's grades, grade-point average (GPA), absentee
rate, reasons for absences, and whether the youth was pronoted each
school year. Data from police records include police contacts,
detentions, violent offenses, drug-related offenses, and arrests prior
to recruitnent in the CAR programand in Years 1-4 after recruitment,
court contacts and charges prior to recruitnent and in Years 1-4 after
recruitnment, and how the charges were disposed.

UNI VERSE: All CAR participants in the selected cities in the schoo
years 1992-1993 and 1993-1994.



SAMPLING Cities were selected to achieve regional and ethnic diversity
and to represent cities wth strong plans for inplementing the CAR
nodel . CAR target nei ghborhoods were those served by the CAR program in
that city. Quasi-experinmental conparison neighborhoods were sel ected
based on census tract information and then two adjacent hi ghl y
di stressed tracts (but not the tw npst distressed tracts) were
sel ected. Youths were selected based on CAR eligibility criteria.

NOTE: (1) Per the researchers' agreenent with each site, the data in
this collection do not identify the individual sites. (2) The user
gui de, codebooks, and data collection instruments are provided by |CPSR
as Portable Document Format (PDF) files. The PDF file format was
devel oped by Adobe Systems Incorporated and can be accessed using PDF
reader software, such as the Adobe Acrobat Reader. Information on how to
obtain a copy of the Acrobat Reader is provided on the | CPSR Wbsite.

EXTENT OF COLLECTION. 4 data files + nachine-readable docunentation
(PDF) + SAS data definition statenents + SPSS data definition statenents

EXTENT OF PRCCESSI NG VDATA. PR/ REFORM DATA/ REFORM DOC/ SCAN/
UNDOCCHK. | CPSR/  NMDATA. | CPSR/  CDBK. | CPSR/ DDEF. | CPSR

DATA FORMAT: Logical Record Length with SAS and SPSS data definition
statenents

Part 1: Denographic and Part 2: Baseline, End-of-
Househol d Dat a Program and Fol | ow Up
File Structure: rectangul ar Youth Interview Data
Cases: 874 File Structure: rectangul ar
Vari abl es: 25 Cases: 867
Record Length: 38 Variables: 1,491
Records Per Case: 1 Record Length: 1,947
Records Per Case: 1
Part 3: Baseline and Part 4: Oficial Records
End- of - Progr am Car et aker Dat a
Interview Data File Structure: rectangul ar
File Structure: rectangul ar Cases: 874
Cases: 865 Variabl es: 110
Vari abl es: 819 Record Length: 227
Record Length: 1,117 Records Per Case: 1

Records Per Case: 1
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*** | CPSR CODEBOCK NOTES ***

Per the researchers' agreenent with each site, the data in this
collection do not identify the individual sites.

To be eligible for CAR, youth had to be ages 11 to 13, attend

the sixth or seventh grade, live in the target nei ghborhood, and
meet school, famly, or personal risk criteria. The risk
requirenents were any of the following: (a) at |east three schoo
risk indicators (special education, grade retention, poor academc
perfornmance, truancy, tardiness, out-of-school suspension, or

di sruptive behavior in school), one of which had to refer to

behavi oral problems; (b) at |east one famly risk indicator, such
as history of famly violence or disintegration, crimnal conviction
of a family nenber within the prior five years, or famly

i nvol venent in gangs, drug use or drug dealing; or (c) at |east

one personal risk indicator, such as known or suspected invol verment
in drug use or sales, under juvenile court supervision, delinquency,
nental illness, menber of a gang or delinquent peer group, victim
of abuse or neglect, and pregnancy or parenthood.

Part 2 contains data fromthe baseline, end-of-program and

foll owup questionnaires conpleted by youth (one record per youth).
Vari abl e nanes of questions asked on the baseline questionnaire
begin with the letter 'Q"' variable names of questions asked on

t he end- of - program questionnaire begin with the letter 'Y,' and
vari abl e nanes of questions asked on the foll owup questionnaire
begin with the letter 'K

Part 3 contains data fromthe baseline and end- of - program

guesti onnaires conpl eted by caregivers (one record per caregiver).
Vari abl e nanes of questions asked on the baseline questionnaire
begin with the letter 'C and variable names of the questions

asked on the end-of -program questionnaire begin with the letter 'P.'

Part 1 provides values for GROUP and WAVE for all cases. Wth

the principal investigator's consent, |ICPSR nmerged these two
variables into the data for Part 2 and Part 3. ICPSR al so created
dunmy variables in both Part 2 and Part 3 to indicate which cases
conpl eted each questionnaire. For Part 2, a sunmary vari abl e was
al so created that identifies for each case which questionnaires
wer e conpl et ed.

Vari abl es corresponding to the Short Blessed Scale in the
car et aker questionnaire contai ned no responses and were dropped,
with the principal investigator's consent, fromthe Part 3 data.
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Codebook Notes (cont.)

(7)

(8)

For Part 4, Grade Point Average (GPA): Oficial GPA records were
collected for the school year before the start of the program

the two school years during which youth were eligible for the
program and the school year follow ng the service period. The
GPA's fromeach city were recoded based on distribution and ranged
from1l (lowest) to 10 (highest). See the G ossary in "Conprehensive
Final Report 11" for nore information.

Year values are provided in two-digit variables. User interested
in using these variables for analysis will want to convert the year
values to a four-digit code. Users can use one of the follow ng
exanpl es with the SPSS or SAS syntax files provided with this
collection to performthe conversion and create a date vari abl e.

A display format is given but users can elect to use a format of
their choice.

Exanple to convert |INTYEAR (Year of Interview) to four-digits and
conbine with I NTMON (Month of Interview) to create the new date
variabl e | NTDATE with a MWYYY format using SPSS:

After the data list statenent add the foll ow ng conmands.

conput e newyr =i nt year +1900
conput e i nt dat e=dat e. moyr (i nt mon, newyr).
format intdate (noyr9).

Exanple to convert | NTYEAR (Year of Interview) to four-digits and
conbine with I NTMON (Month of Interview) to create the new date
vari abl e | NTDATE usi ng the MDY function in SAS

After the input statenent add the foll owi ng commands. Because the
MDY function requires a nonth, day and year argument, users nust
hardcode a value for the day. In this exanple the day value in the
MDY function is hardcoded as 15.

newyr =i nt year +1900;
i nt dat e=ndy(i nt non, 15, newyr);
format intdate mMmyys9.;
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CODEBOOK FOR | CPSR 2686
EVALUATI ON OF THE CHI LDREN AT RI SK PROGRAM I N
AUSTI N, TEXAS, BRI DGEPORT, CONNECTI CUT, MEMPHI S, TENNESSEE
SAVANNAH, GEORG A, AND SEATTLE, WASHI NGTON, 1993-1997
(PART 1: DEMOGRAPHI C AND HOUSEHOLD DATA)

PLEASE NOTE: The "M' between the code and the code | abel indicates
t he code has been designated as a m ssing val ue.

BEG END
NANVE VARI ABLE LABEL COL COL FMT
QD QUESTI ONNAI RE | D 1 4 F4
GROUP GROUP 5 5 F1
1 Tr eat nent
2 Contro
3 Quas
WAVE 1=FI RST & 2=SECOND GROUP RECRUI TED 6 6 F1
1 1st group
2 2nd group
DOB MONTH AND YEAR YOQUTH WAS BORN 7 10 F4
8888 Bl anked
AGE YOUTHS AGE AT | NTAKE 11 12 F2
YGENDER  GENDER OF YOUTH 13 13 F1
1 Femal e
2 Mal e
9 M Not ascertai ned
ETHNICIT ETHNICI TY OF YOUTH 14 16 A3
100 White
200 Asi an
300 Hi spani c
400 African American
500 M sc ot her
900 M Not ascertai ned
CRELATI O RELATI ONSH P OF CAREA VER TO YOQUTH 17 18 F2
1 Aunt
2 Cousi n
3 Fat her
4 Fost er npt her
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BEG END
NANVE VARI ABLE LABEL COL COL FMT
NWCRELAT (cont.)
5 Godnot her
6 Godnmot her / aunt
7 G andf at her
8 Gr andnot her
9 Guar di an
10 Legal guardi an
11 Mot her
12 Si ster
13 St epf at her
14 St epnot her
15 Uncl e
99 M Not ascertai ned
CREL RELATI ON. OF CAREA VER TO YOUTH- RECODED 19 19 F1
1 Fat her
2 Mot her
3 O her
SCHACAD Rl SK FACTOR- POOR SCHOOL PERFORMANCE 20 20 F1
0 Ri sk not i ndicated
1 Ri sk i ndi cated
SCHBEHAVY RI SK FACTOR- POOR SCHOOL BEHAVI OR 21 21 F1
0 Ri sk not i ndicated
1 Ri sk i ndi cated
FAM Rl SK FACTOR- FAM LY PROBLEMS 22 22 F1
0 Ri sk not i ndicated
1 Ri sk i ndi cated
PERSONAL RI SK FACTOR- PERSONAL PROBLEM 23 23 F1
0 Ri sk not i ndicated
1 Ri sk i ndi cated
HHSI ZE HOUSEHCOLD Sl ZE 24 24 F1
HKI DS NUMBER OF Kl DS 25 25 F1

HADULTS  NUMBER OF ADULTS 26 26 F1
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BEG END

NAME VARI ABLE LABEL COL Ca FMT

DADPRES FATHER PRESENT 27 27 F1
0 No
1 Yes

MOMPRES MOTHER PRESENT 28 28 F1
0 No
1 Yes

GRAND GRANDPARENT PRESENT 29 29 F1
0 No
1 Yes

OTHADULT OTHER ADULT PRESENT 30 30 F1
0 No
1 Yes

YNG_BOY YOUNGER BROTHER I N FAM LY 31 31 F1
0 None

YNG G RL YOUNGER SI STER I N FAM LY 32 32 F1
0 None

OLD_BOY OLDER BROTHER IN FAM LY 33 33 F1
0 None

OLD G RL OLDER SISTER I N FAM LY 34 34 F1
0 None

HRATI O RATI O OF KIDS TO ADULTS 35 38 F4.2
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