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PREFACE

The study, Second National Incidence Study of Child abuse and Neglect,
1987 (NIS-2) has been given to the National Data Archive on Child Abuse
and Neglect for public distribution Westat, Inc. Funding for the project
was provided by The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect,
Children’s Bureau, Administration for Children, Youth and Families, Office
of Human Development Services, U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, under

Contract 105-85-1702.



ABSTRACT

The Second National Incidence Study of Child Abuse and Neglect (NI1S-2) was a
congressionally mandated effort of the National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect
(NCCAN). The NIS-2 was conducted between 1986 and 1987, and published in 1988.

The purpose of the NIS-2 was to assess the current national incidence of child abuse and
neglect, and to determine how the severity, frequency, and character of child
maltreatment changed since the first national incidence study (NIS-1). As a follow-up
to the first national incidence study, the second study followed essentially the same
design. The only change to the study design was that the NIS-2 used two sets of
definitional standards of abuse and neglect. One set corresponded identically to the
definitions used in the NIS-1 and essentially reflected the numbers of children who
experienced demonstrable harm as a result of maltreatment. The second set of
definitional standards used in the NIS-2 was broader, or more inclusive.

The NIS-2 findings are based on a nationally representative sample of CPS and non-CPS
professionals in 29 counties. The NIS-2 Public Use File contains 3276 observations and
268 variables. Information is provided on the type of abuse or neglect, severity of the
maltreatment, perpetrator characteristics, and whether the case was reported to CPS.
Both sample weights and replicate weights are included in the file.
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INTRODUCTION

This user’s guide is written for researchers who want to conduct secondary data
analyses with the Second National Incidence and Prevalence Study of Child Abuse and
Neglect, hereafter referred to as the NIS-2. Mandated by Congress in 1984, the NIS-2
was intended to assess the current national incidence and prevalence of child abuse and
neglect, and to determine how the severity, frequency, and character of child
maltreatment changed since 1980 when the first national incidence study (NIS-1) was
completed. It was also hoped that the NIS-2 would function as an accessible and usable
source of data for the public.

In June of 1990, the National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect convened a
group of researchers, all of whom had either worked with NIS-2 or conducted other
large-scale studies on child abuse and neglect. The purpose of the meeting was to
develop a set of strategies to facilitate the dissemination and utilization of the NIS-2.
Participants agreed that additional materials were necessary to help users work with
the NIS-2. The instruction manual, A User’s Guide for the Second National Incidence Study
written by Joseph C. Cappelleri, Ph.D., John Eckenrode, Ph.D., and Jane Powers, Ph.D.,
resulted from that meeting.

In the early 1990’s Westat Inc. released WesVarPC to the public. This user friendly
software package allowed users to work with the complex design structure of the NIS-2
without the hassles of programming in mainframe SAS. This second edition of the NIS-
2 user’s guide was adapted for use with the WesVarPC software by Rebecca Sawyer,
M.S. of the National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect.

Our hope is that this document will answer some pertinent questions and will guide
and enable individuals to work with this complex data set in a relatively
straightforward and understandable manner. We set out to take the user in a step by
step fashion through all the steps that they must take to work with NIS-2, from
accessing the data to conducting multivariate analyses using WesVarPC. Ultimately,
we hope that this manual will facilitate the utilization of NIS-2 and encourage a wider
group of researchers to work with this informative data set.



This user’s guide provides all of the information which is required to conduct basic
analyses of the NIS-2 data. Researchers will also be interested in obtaining a copy of the
NIS-2 Study Findings, which is available from the NCCAN National Clearinghouse on
Child Abuse and Neglect. Some researchers may be interested in the in-depth reports
such as the Report on Data Collection, and the Report on Data Processing and Analysis
which are also available from the Clearinghouse. The Clearinghouse can be contacted
as follows: PO Box 1182 Washington, DC 20013, Phone: 1-800-FY1-3366, Fax: (703)
385-3206, E-mail: nccanch@calib.com, WWW: http://www.calib.com/nccanch.

This user’s guide is specifically intended for those who want to appropriately analyze
the NIS-2 data by taking into account the complex structure of the survey design.
Analyses may include calculating national estimates, performing hypothesis tests and
confidence intervals on estimates, and determining the magnitude of potential risk
factors associated with abuse and neglect. The overriding emphasis of this user’s guide
Is on appropriate analysis of the NIS-2 dataset.


http://www.calib.com/nccanch
mailto:nccanch@calib.com

1. STUDY OVERVIEW

Background

The NIS-2 Public Use File provides the data from the second of three national studies on
the incidence of child abuse and neglect. The first National Incidence Study (the NIS-1)
was conducted in 1979-80. The NIS-1 provided first-time national estimates of the
incidence, severity, and demographic/geographic distribution of recognized child
abuse and neglect in the U.S. The NIS-1 collected data concerning cases of child
maltreatment which were recognized and reported to the study by “community
professionals” in a probability sample of 26 counties throughout the U.S. The
“community professionals” who participated in the study included the local Child
Protective Services (CPS) staff as well as key respondents in a variety of other non-CPS
agencies (such as schools, hospitals, police departments, juvenile probation authorities,
etc.). Cases reported to the study were assessed for their conformity to a set of
standardized definitional criteria, and only those cases which fit the standards were
considered “countable” and used as the basis of national estimates.

Purpose

To obtain updated information on the national incidence of child maltreatment,
Congress mandated a new study in the Child Abuse Amendments of 1984 (P.L. 98-457).
The purpose of this second National Incidence Study (NIS-2) was not only to assess the
current national incidence of child abuse and neglect, but also to determine how the
severity, frequency and character of child maltreatment changed since the NIS-1. Asa
follow-up to the first national incidence study, the second study followed essentially the
same design. The only change to the study design was that the NIS-2 used two sets of
definitional standards of abuse and neglect. One set corresponded identically to the
definitions used in the NIS-1 and essentially reflected the numbers of children who
experienced demonstrable harm as a result of maltreatment. The second set of
definitional standards used in the NIS-2 was broader, or more inclusive.



Study Design

Since the main purposes of the NIS-2 were identical to those of the NIS-1, the study
design was essentially the same. It used a multi-stage cluster probability sample in
which both CPS and non-CPS agencies were included. A total of 29 counties (reflecting
28 primary sampling units, or PSU’s) were selected for the study, using a method which
insured that the final sample would represent different regions of the country and
different degrees of county urbanicity.

In each county, participants included the county CPS agency and professional staff in a
number of non-CPS agencies who were likely to come into contact with maltreated
children. CPS provided information about all reported cases. In addition, community
professionals at a variety of non-CPS agencies served as “sentinels” by remaining on the
lookout for child maltreatment cases during the study data period. Non-CPS agencies
included hospitals, schools, day care centers, social services and municipal police
departments. Overall, 706 non-CPS agencies participated in the study, representing
88.5% of the 798 eligible agencies asked to participate.

Data collection methods differed for CPS and non-CPS agencies as well as across non-
CPS agencies. As a result, weighting strategies also differed. Within the sample of
PSUs, each non-CPS agency was sampled. Within each of the non-CPS agencies, further
sampling was undertaken to limit the number of agency staff involved as key
participants. One or more of the following strategies was used to reduce the number of
agency staff involved in the study as key participants: sampling of key participants
themselves, sampling of units/services, or focusing on units/services where the
greatest concentration of maltreatment cases was expected.

Guidelines were established to identify eligible cases for the study in each CPS agency.
After identification of the 28 PSUs, CPS agencies were categorized as having small,
medium, or large caseloads. The total number of eligible maltreatment cases reported
to CPS was obtained from all participating CPS agencies. Then their characteristics
were indicated either by collecting data on all cases investigated by the agency (in small
CPS agencies) or by collecting data on only a representative sample of investigated
cases (in medium and large CPS agencies). See the Report on Data Collection for more
details on the sampling strategy.



The study period began September 7, 1986, for all agencies other than schools and day
care centers, where it began September 28. The period continued through December 6,
1986, for all agencies. Data collection was prospective in nature. CPS agencies were
asked to submit data forms on cases which had been reported during the period and
which were accepted for investigation by the agency. Non-CPS participants were
trained in the study definitions of maltreatment and asked to submit a study data form
on each maltreated child they encountered during the study period. Two types of CPS
data forms were used: a long form, which obtained sufficient details on the case to
allow it to be assessed for countability according to study definitions, and a short form,
which was for the specific purpose of identifying duplicate reports concerning the same
child. CPS data forms were “family level” forms, which documented allegations
concerning all children in a report concerning a given household or family. A separate
non-CPS form was a “child level” form which recorded suspected maltreatment to an
individual child. Copies of these data forms are included in Appendices A-C.

The study received a final total of 7,185 data forms (1,624 long CPS data forms, 2,285
short CPS data forms, and 3,276 non-CPS data forms). Following unduplication and the
elimination of out-of-scope data forms, the database consisted of 5,317 child-level
records. There were 3276 records of maltreatment which were “countable” under the
NIS-2 standards. The Public Use File distributed by NDACAN provides only these
3,276 “countable” records. The full NIS-2 database containing 5,317 records may be
obtained from NDACAN by special request.

The NIS-2 Public Use File contains all non-identifying items from the CPS and non-CPS
data forms in addition to all evaluative assessments concerning the cases. That is, cases
which had been recorded on CPS long forms and on non-CPS forms were assessed as to
their “countability” in relation to the study definitions of child abuse and neglect. For
each child substantiated by CPS, or thought to meet the study requirements on either
type of data form, the NIS-2 project staff rated the degree to which the situation fit each
of the two sets of definitional standards -- the original NIS-1 definitions and revised
NIS-2 definitions, described in detail in the project reports. Each applicable form of
suspected or substantiated maltreatment was assessed as to its substance (who was
alleged to have done what to whom, when, with what effect, and with what quality of
evidence). Ratings were made of the degree to which the situation fit each individual
aspect of the original NIS-1 and revised NIS-2 standards. Following this, overall
assessments were made under each of the definitional standards. Maltreatment was



judged to be “countable” under a given set of standards if there was reasonable cause to
believe that the child had experienced maltreatment which met all of the requirements
of the definitional standards in question.

Frequently Asked Questions

1. What Types of Questions May be Asked of the NIS-2 Public Use Data?

The NIS-2 Public Use File may be used to answer numerous research questions
about the national incidence of child abuse and neglect. Examples include topic such as:

e The nature and severity of child maltreatment.

e The distribution (e.g. type) of child maltreatment by demographic factors such as
race, income and sex.

e The sources who recognize child maltreatment.

e The proportions of child maltreatment cases which were reported to child protective
services (CPS) agencies.

e The number of maltreated children in the U.S. and in various subgroups.

e How the rate of maltreatment has changed since the NIS-1 was conducted.

While the NIS-2 data file is useful for answering many types of questions about the
national incidence of child maltreatment, it has a major drawback that limits the
flexibility and capability of analyses: Epidemiological comparisons between victims
and nonvictims cannot be made because the data set does not include data on
nonvictims.

2. Do | Need To Weight The NIS-2 Data?

YES! The NIS-2 data in their raw form (i.e., the unweighted data) do not accurately
represent the characteristics of the population or subpopulations of interest.
Appropriate analyses of the NIS-3 require the use of both full sample weights and
replicate weights.



3. Can the NIS-2 data be used to generate county level (within PSU) estimates?

The NIS-2 study sample was designed to provide reliable estimates at the national level,
but was not designed explicitly to provide reliable estimates at lower geographic levels.
Thus, users are cautioned that estimates will generally not be valid for any level other
than national, with the following few exceptions:

Overall regional or county-level estimates-

Estimates at the regional or county-level which do not attempt to subdvide the data
within the county will generally be reliable. For example, it is possible to obtain
reliable estimates concerning the numbers of children reported to CPS within
specific counties. However, estimates concerning smaller units (such as numbers of
children aged 9-11 years in a given county who experience countable maltreatment)
will generally not be reliable, except as noted in the following paragraph.

Estimates for specific types of agencies within a county where all such agencies
participated in the study-

In some of the smaller counties, all agencies in a specific category (e.g., all schools,
all licensed daycare centers, all hospitals, all municipal police departments, etc.)
participated in the study, and there was no participant or case sampling. When this
was the case in a given agency category for a given county, the data file can be used
to characterize the cases alleged, recognized, or reported to CPS. The fact that all
the cases from the type of agency in question were fully enumerated during the
data period ensures the reliability of estimates concerning that sector. Note that for
specific instances, users will need to check with the contractor to be certain that no
participant or case sampling was involved.




I11. DESCRIPTION OF MACHINE-READABLE FILES

The Archive distributes the NIS-2 Public Use File as a SAS transport or SPSS portable
file. (Both of these file formats may be imported into WesVarPC.) Other file formats
can be prepared by special request. Please refer to the NDACAN order form or call us
for more information.

The Archive distributes one file for this study -- a brief description of the file is
provided below. For information regarding the organization of the data file and
information on individual variables, refer to Appendices D through F.

NIS2RPWT

This data file contains 3276 observations and 268 variables. Two sets of full sample and
replicate weights are included in the data file. One set is used for producing population
estimates and variance estimates of CPS and non-CPS cases combined. The second set
Is used for producing estimates and variance estimates of CPS-only cases. The file
contains information about the type of abuse or neglect experienced, the severity of the
maltreatment, perpetrator characteristics, and whether the case was reported to CPS.

Please contact the Archive directly if you have
guestions or encounter problems in using this dataset.
Do not contact the principal investigator. The Archive
has made an agreement with the investigator to field
all questions related to the study.



IV. WEIGHTING THE NIS-2 DATA

National estimates of child maltreatment can be obtained from the data in the NIS-2
Public Use File by applying the appropriate weights to each individual case record.
This chapter provides explicit instructions and important cautions concerning the use of
the data in the Public Use File to generate estimates of the incidence of child
maltreatment.

Weighting And The Public Use File

Appropriate analyses of the NIS-3 Public Use File require the use of both full sample
weights and replicate weights. Sample weights are required because the sampled
elements were selected by unequal probability sampling methods (i.e. nonrandom
selection). That is, sample weights correct for the selection bias arising from
overrepresentation of some cases that are more likely to be sampled and
underrepresentation of some other cases that are less likely to be sampled. Sample
weights are also needed in making adjustments for nonresponses.

Replicate weights are required because the data were collected in a multi-stage cluster
design. One consequence of multi-stage cluster sampling is that observations can not be
assumed to be independent as is commonly done for a simple survey. Observations
that are from the same cluster will likely be more similar to each other than to
observations from a different cluster. Replicate weights are used to take these factors
into consideration and to allow researchers to generate unbiased estimates of variance
and standard error. The reader may consult Cochran (1977) or Kish (1965) for a general
discussion of sampling designs. Lee, Forthofer, and Lorimor (1989) provide a
discussion of the use of weights with complex survey data.

The appropriate weighting scheme for the NIS-2 data recognizes the case weight and
arrives at weighted estimates via a full sample weight variable. Additionally, the
complex design structure is addressed via the corresponding 28 replicate weight
variables (one for each primary sampling unit or county) associated with each case.
These are necessary for producing estimates of variance. All analyses in this manual are
weighted; that is, both the weighted estimates and the design structure are considered,
the latter being reflected in the standard errors and variances of estimates.



The NIS-2 Public Use File Allows for two Weighting Alternatives

All analyses of the NIS-2 should make use of both full sample weights and replicate
weights. Researchers have the option to choose between a set of full sample and
replicate weights that were developed for conducting analyses of CPS and non-CPS
cases combined, and a set of full sample and replicate weights that were developed for
conducting analyses of CPS cases only. The Public Use File includes both sets of
weighting variables.

Non-CPS Case Analyses Require the Use of A Special Set of Weights

By special request, NDACAN provides a set of 28 replicate weights (CREPWT1-
CREPWT28), along with an overall TC_WGT, to help compute standard errors of
estimates for non-CPS cases. Although laden with some nonstandard assumptions, the
use of TC_WGT and CREPWT1-CREPWT28 is perhaps the best way to perform
significance tests on non-CPS estimates so that a fairly reliable comparison can be made
with results from CPS. Other than using a different set of weights, an analysis of non-
CPS cases is no different from an analysis of CPS cases or an analysis of all cases.
Therefore, without loss of generality, the general data analytic scheme for each
particular statistical procedure presented in this user’s guide can be also applied to a
restricted analysis on non-CPS cases.

Supplementary Weighting Information

The information provided in this section is not required for users who wish to obtain
annualized estimates of child maltreatment at the national level. Instead, it provides in-
depth information about how the weights in the NIS-2 file were constructed.

The full sample weighting variables TA_WGT and TB_WGT were constructed from
several weight variables that are included in the Public Use File. TA_WGT was
constructed from PSU_WGT, ANN_WGT, and A WGT. TB_WGT was constructed
from PSU_WGT, ANN_WGT, and B_WGT. Each of these weight variables is described
below.

10



Each selected primary sampling unit (PSU), and therefore its' associated case records,
was given a weight equal to the inverse of its' probability of selection in the sample.
This weight is termed PSU_WGT. An annualization factor (ANN_WGT) was also
assigned to each case so that the 3-month study period could be projected to a 12-month
period. The within-PSU weight (A_WGT or B_WGT), or the within county weight,
takes into account the sampling probabilities associated with the case for all levels
where sampling occurred -- namely, at the levels of PSU (county), agency, unit,
participant, and case. These weights also adjusted for selections that were found to be
"out-of-scope” for any selected source that refused to participate. However, they do not
adjust for annualization. Two additional issues were also taken into account in
formulating the within-PSU weights (A_ WGT and B_WGT): (1) the potential for
"hidden" duplication of records and (2) incomplete or poor participation by non-CPS
respondents. Duplication led to the assignment of two different within-PSU weights to
the cases. Specifically, the within-PSU weight, referred to a B_ WGT, is designed to be
used whenever estimates concerning the total number of maltreated children are of
interest -- whether such children were known to CPS or known only through non-CPS
professionals. In contrast, the within-PSU weight, designated as A_WGT, is to be used
only when estimates are limited to the CPS sector of the database -- to those children
who have been reported by CPS. Estimates limited to the sector of cases known only to
non-CPS professionals could be obtained by subtraction of CPS estimates from total
estimates.

Correction for poor and incomplete participation by non-CPS respondents are
incorporated in the B WGT and the A_ WGT. The correction factor EVALCORR
accounts for incomplete participation of some sampled participants, while the
correction factor WEEKS projects the actual number of weeks to the full 13 weeks of the
study (mainly for schools, whose study period was 10 weeks by design). Just like
ANN_WGT, the variables EVALCORR and WEEKS appear separately in the data.

Although it is helpful to be aware of the variables described above, TA WGT and

TB _WGT are the main full sample weight variables of interest that are needed to
obtain national estimates for NIS-2. These weights contain everything that the
within_PSU weights (A_WGT and B_WGT) include but, unlike the A_ WGT and
B_WGT, they also include the annualization factor (ANN_WGT). Therefore, these
weights are a composite of all the individual subweights (which includes the
annualization factor in addition to the within-PSU weight and the evaluation and week

11



corrections). Changing an assumption that goes into the calculation of a subweight
would, in turn, change the values of these main weights; therefore, national estimates
would also change. The TA_WGT is the total annualized weight variable to estimate
cases reported by CPS, whereas TB_WGT is the total annualized variable to estimate all
cases (CPS and non-CPS). Non-CPS estimates (but not variance estimates) may be
obtained by subtracting TA_WGT from TB_WGT. If interest lies in obtaining non-CPS
estimates and variance estimates, then an additional file of full sample (TC_WGT) and
replicate weights (CREPWT1-CREPWT28) must be obtained from NDACAN.

Special Software Is Required To Analyze NIS-2

Many advanced statistical packages (e.g. SPSS and SAS) have a WEIGHT statement that
enables the computation of unbiased population estimates. However, many of these
packages cannot calculate accurate variance and standard errors of population
estimates from studies based on complex survey designs such as the NIS-2. If the
variance or standard deviation of descriptive statistics is estimated using one of the
standard statistical packages (e.g. SPSS and SAS) then the resulting variances and
standard deviations are incorrect, since these packages assume simple random
sampling to calculate variance and standard errors.

Several specialized programs for complex survey data are available that compute
descriptive statistics and their associated sampling errors (Lee et al. 1989). Examples of
these programs include SUDAAN, PC CARP, and WesVarPC. Although any of these
programs, as well as other suitable programs not mentioned, can be used for analysis of
the NIS-2, this manual strongly encourages the use of the WesVarPC software.

WesVarPC is a software package that computes population estimates and variances for
data collected using complex sampling methodologies. A user-friendly software
package that runs in a windows environment, WesVarPC can be obtained free of charge
via the Internet or on diskette. Internet users can find WesVarPC on Westat's home
page on the World Wide Web (www.westat.com). Alternatively, users can contact
Westat by phone (301-251-4235) or U.S. mail to receive WesVarPC on diskette
(WesVarPC, c/o Maida Montes, Westat Inc. 1650 Research Boulevard, Rockville, MD
20850). The software comes with complete installation instructions.

The following chapters of this manual demonstrate how to conduct some analyses of
the NIS-2 using WesVarPC.
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V. USING WESVARPC TO COMPUTE ESTIMATES,
VARIANCE ESTIMATES AND RATES

This chapter of the NIS-2 user’s guide demonstrates how to set up the NIS-2 Public Use
File for analysis within the WesVarPC program; how to compute estimated population
totals, standard errors and confidence intervals; how to calculate estimated rates per
1,000 children, standard errors and confidence intervals; how to test the significance of
between-group differences in incidence rates; and how to conduct hypothesis tests of
descriptive statistics.

Importing NIS-2 Public Use File

Once WesVarPC has been installed, select the WesVarPC icon to run the program. The
SAS version of the NIS-2 Public Use File is ready to import into WesVarPC. The SPSS
version of the file, Nis2rpwt.por must first be opened in SPSS and saved as an SPSS
system file (to Nis2rpwt.sav). To import the NIS-2 Public Use File, select "Import Data
File" from the Prep menu and identify the SAS or SPSS version of this file. Once the file
has been imported, all of the variables contained in the NIS-2 Public Use File should
appear in the SOURCE VARIABLES box. Move each of the source variables into the
appropriate boxes as follows:

e Move the ID variable to the ID box.

e Move the TB_WGT variable to the FULL SAMPLE box.

e Move the replicate weight variables (BREPWT1 - 28) to the REPLICATES box.
e Move the remaining variables to the VARIABLES box.

e Select JK2 in the METHOD box.

The “Import SAS Data File” window is shown below.
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<< | |sEx BREPUT14 K1 Cancel |
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Once all of the variables have been moved and the model selected, click on the CREATE
button to create a WesVarPC version of the NIS-2 Public Use File. WesVarPC will ask
users to name the new data file and give the file a .var extension.

Example 5.1: Obtaining Estimates, Standard Errors And Confidence Intervals Of
Maltreatment

The following instructions demonstrate how to use the NIS-2 Public Use File to produce
an estimate of the total number of children who experienced countable maltreatment.
Total estimates are incidence estimates referring to the number of new cases (CPS and
Non-CPS) reported in 1986.

STEP 1. First the data must be recoded using the "Format" menu. The variable SEX
must be recoded to create a variable that includes all children who were coded as male
or female, in addition to those who were not categorized on the basis of sex. The new
variable will be REC_SEX and will have a value of 1, whether or not the sex of the child
was recorded. The instructions for this recoding are as follows:

Select "Format" from the main menu and then choose "Recodes". Choose the
appropriate WesVarPC data file and click on the OK button. At the RECODE window,
click on the NEW button and at the next RECODE window click on the SELECT button.
Click on the variable SEX then hit the >> key to move the variable into the SELECTED
box. Click the CLOSE button. The next window allows you to recode the SEX variable.
First click in the NEW VARIABLE NAME box and type in the variable name REC_SEX.
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Next, click on the value "missing" to highlight it. Do the same for the values 1 and 2.
Click in the NEW VALUE box and type 1. Hit the V to assign the new values of 1 to
each of the old values of the SEX variable, thus creating the REC_SEX variable.

Click the CLOSE button. When you see the PENDING RECODE LIST box with the
recoded variable for SEX, click CREATE. This will allow you to either replace your
original dataset, or to create a new dataset.

STEP 2. The next step is to specify the data that we would like to estimate. We would
like to get an estimate of all children with countable maltreatment. We will therefore
want an estimate of all children with a value of 1 for REC_SEX and a value of 1 for
C_TOTAL (countable maltreatment).

Select "Tables" from the main menu and then choose NEW. Choose the appropriate
data file and click on the OK button. Click on the SUBSET button and type REC_SEX=1
and C_TOTAL=1 in the center box. (Alternatively, the buttons in the lower portion of
the screen may be double-clicked.) The “Select Subset Criteria” window is shown
below.

[REC_SEX = 1] AND C_TOTAL = 1 |

Cloze |
Variables: | Values: | [:ancell
ETHNICY <] [1 (..J| AND| OR =
INCOHME = [>=
PHYA2 Help |
REC_SEX <=1 —
SEX |
SEXA2 ~

Once the subset is completed, click on the CLOSE button to return to the TABLE
REQUEST window. From this window click on the OUTPUT button to specify which
output variables WesVarPC should produce. An example of useful output
specifications could include the estimate, standard error, lower confidence interval and
upper confidence interval. Click on the boxes next to these options in the VARIABLE
NAMES box. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the TABLE REQUEST window.
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STEP 3. The OPTIONS for the request must be specified. To obtain a 95% confidence
interval, ALPHA would be set at 0.05 to specify the Type | error or the level of
significance.

The FACTOR statement in WesVarPC is needed to calculate unbiased estimates of
variance. An adjustment of 0.75 is needed for the NIS-2 data. To accomplish this,
change the value in the “Fpc” box to 0.75.

The degrees of freedom must be specified. For the NIS-2 data, the degrees of freedom
value equal the number of replicates minus the number of parameters estimated. In the
current example, DF=27, which has a tabled t value of 2.05, because there are 28
replicates and one estimated parameter in the form of the total number of maltreated
cases. If DF=integer is omitted, the normal distribution is used. Since the weighted
data in NIS-2 is based on county-level information, as reflected in the replicate weights,
it is more appropriate to use the t distribution rather than Z distribution, which is based
on an infinite or at least very large number of degrees of freedom, when performing an
univariate analysis. The “Table Request” window is shown below.

~Display Summary -
Listing: |[: CNARCHIUMAHIS2Y\HIS2USESMMWEST | Analysis...

j

Analysis | Compute... |

Tables...

—ARCHIV™1NHIS2NHIS2USENWESTATEST .—

Input...

Full Sample Weight: TE_WGT |

Replicate Weights: BREPWT1. _BREPUT28
Factor: not used

Method: JK2 Compute Statistics |
—Options
Alpha: —Quantiles:
Epc: ﬂ(: Gruuz : I
Df: Groupe
Complete [ | LorOUPS: [ ]

Save the table request by clicking on the SAVE button.
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STEP 4. Run the table request by clicking on the RUN button. Once WesVarPC has
finished calculating the estimate, click on the VIEW button to examine the output.
The values obtained for this request for the total number of children experiencing
countable maltreatment are shown in the section of the “Browse” window below.

UARIAHMCE ESTIMATION METHOD:

FINITE POPULATION CORRECTION FACTOR:
UALUE OF ALPHA {COHFIDENCE INTERUAL %):
DEGREES OF FREEDOM:

JK2

8.758008

A.650088 (95.00088 %)
27

t UALUE: 2.852
OPTION COMPLETE IS: 0N
FULL SAMPLE WEIGHT: TB_UGT

REPLICATE WEIGHTS:
AHALYSIS UARIABLES:
COMPUTE STATISTIC:
TABLE REQUESTS:

BREPUT1...BREPUTZ2S8
Hone Specified.
Hone Specified.
Hone Specified.

FACTOR(S): 1.88
HMUMBER OF REPLICATES: 28
HUMBER OF OBSERUATIONS READ: 3276

WEIGHTED HUMBER OF OBSERUATIONS READ:

STATISTIC
SUM_WTS

ESTIHATE
142442054

EST_TYPE
UALUE

1424420 537

STDERROR
170638 . 875

LOWER
16855832 .63

UPFPER
1703867 .44
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Example 5.2: Obtaining Incidence Rates Of Child Maltreatment

The following instructions demonstrate how to use the NIS-2 Public Use File to estimate
the number of children (under age 18) per 1000 children under age 18 in the U.S.
population who have been maltreated during the study period. To accomplish this, we
use the incidence rate per 1000 to refer to the number of new cases (children) reported
in 1986, where one case equals one maltreated child. (While the actual study period
was from September 7, 1986 through December 6, 1986, an annualization weight was
incorporated into each overall to project results from a 3-month to a 12-month study
period.)

STEP 1. To produce the estimated rate of maltreatment per 1,000 children, an overall
population variable needs to be created to reflect the total number of children in the
general population. This will be attached to the record of every child who was
countable as maltreated. To create this variable, select the "Format" window from the
main menu, and then "Recodes”. Choose the appropriate data file and then click on the
OK button. Select DISCRETE. Name the overall population variable ALLPOP by
typing "ALLPOP" in the "New Variable Name" box. Click on the SELECT button.
Move the C_TOTAL variable from the "Source Variable" box to the "Selected” box and
click on the CLOSE button. Highlight the C_TOTAL=1 row and then enter "62,969" in
the "New Value" box as the total number of children in thousands (1985 Census
estimate). The “Recode” window is shown below.
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New Yalue:
Selected Yariables Select...
C_TOTAL s
1 - ’W
Close

Cancel

0k

Help

|

Click on the V button to complete the recode. Click on the CLOSE button to exit this
window. Click on the CREATE button to create the ALLPOP variable.

STEP 2. Once the new ALLPOP variable has been created, you can request the
estimated rate of interest. To do this, select the "Tables" window from the main menu
and begin a new table request. You will again subset the data to “C_TOTAL=1 and
REC_SEX=1" in the "Subset" window. Next, specify the data items to be produced in
the "Output" window, and specify the OPTIONS in the main "Table Request” window
(Alpha=0.05, Fpc=0.75, Df=27).

To calculate the rate of countable maltreatment, click on the COMPUTE button. Name
the overall rate of sexual abuse RATE by typing "RATE" in the "Compute Statistic" box.
Enter ONE/MEAN(ALLPOP) on the other side of the "Compute Statistic" box. This
instruction multiplies each child's weight by ONE and divides that result by the average
of the ALLPOP value across the selected group (here, all children with C_TOTAL=1

and REC_SEX=1). Because ALLPORP is actually a constant, this essentially divides each
child's weight by ALLPOP and produces the sum or the group, which is equivalent to
summing the weights within the group and dividing the sum by ALLPOP.
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Move the entire equation to the "Selected" box by clicking on the >> button in the
middle of the screen. The “Compute Statistic” window is shown below.

| Clear |
[ Selected: |
Compute RATE=0HE/HEAN{ALLPOP)
Statizhic : ﬂl

Source Yariables:

+| ) “l 7 ,,I[ ] AGEYRMO “ Cloze I
ALLPOP —
LOG | LOGZ [LoG10 C_TOTAL T Cancel |
EXP |SORT| ONE ETHNICY —
MEAN|QUAN|MEDN PHYA2 B
REC_SEX - _ Help |

Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Table Request” menu.

STEP 3. SAVE the new table request with a new file name and RUN the request. The

output now includes the overall rate of countable maltreatment and is shown in the
portion of the “Browse” window below.
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UARIAHMCE ESTIMATION METHOD:

FIHNITE POPULATION CORRECTIOH FACTOR:
UALUE OF ALPHA {(CONFIDEHCE INTERUAL %):
DEGREES OF FREEDOM:

t UALUE:

OPTION COWPLETE IS:
FULL SAMPLE WEIGHT:
REPLICATE WEIGHTS:
AHALYSIS VARIABLES:
COMPUTE STATISTIC:
TABLE REQUESTS:

FACTOR(3):
HUMBER OF REPLICATES:

HUMBER OF OBSERUATIONS READ:
WEIGHTED HUMBER OF OBSERUATIONS READ:

L

STATISTIC EST_TYPE ESTIMATE
SUM_UWTS UALUE 14244208.54
RATE UALUE 22.62

JK2

8.75088

A8.850088 (95.008688 %)
27

2.852

OH

TB_WGT
BREPWT1 .. _BREPUT2E
Hone Specified.
RATE=0HEfMEAH{ALLFOP}
Hone Specified.

1.88
28

3276
1424470537

STDERROR LOWER
179638 .075 1855833 .63
2.853 16.77

UPPER
17930867 .44
28.47

Testing The Difference Between Sexual Abuse Rates And Totals For Two Subgroups

The following two examples demonstrate how to use the NIS-2 Public Use File to
determine whether there is statistical evidence that population totals and, more
importantly, population rates differ between two or more subgroups in the population.
Population rates tend to be more informative than population totals for such a

comparison because, unlike totals, they take into account the number of individuals in
each subgroup. After all, there is a risk that one subgroup total is higher than another
only because it contains more children, and not because of increased risk, making it
more likely to include a higher number of maltreated children. Nevertheless, subgroup
totals themselves have important policy implications and other implications. In
example 3.3 we will determine the rates and population totals of sexually abused boys
and sexually abused girls. In example 5.4 we will test for a difference in the number of
boys and girls who have been sexually abused, and then test for a difference in the rate
of boys (per 1000 boys under 18 in the U.S. population) and girls (per 1000 girls under
18 in the U.S. population) who have been sexually abused. While we provide an

illustration for the case of two subgroups (boys and girls under age 18), the strategy that
follows can be generalized to the case of three or more subgroups.
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Example 5.3: Obtaining Incidence Rates Of Sexual Abuse For Two Subgroups

STEP 1. To separately determine the rate of countable sexual abuse for girls and for
boys, a sex specific population variable needs to be created. For girls, this variable will
index the total number of girls in the general population; for boys, it will index the total
number of boys in the general population. From the main menu, select the "Format"
window and then "Recodes”. Choose the appropriate data file and then click on the OK
button. Select DISCRETE. Name the sex population variable SEXPOP by typing
"SEXPOP" in the "New Variable Name" box. Click on the SELECT button. Move the
SEX variable from the "Source Variable" box to the "Selected" box and click on the
CLOSE button. Highlight the row for SEX=1 and enter the corresponding population
total, "32,243” in the "New Value" box as the number of children in thousands. Click on
the "V" bar to enter the population value. Repeat this for SEX=2, population total
"30,748" (in thousands). Click on the CLOSE button to exit this window. Click on the
CREATE button to create the SEXPOP variable.

STEP 2. Once the SEXPOP variable has been created, open a new TABLE window and
begin a new table request. Again, subset the data to countable sexual abuse in the
"Subset" window by indicating “C_TOTAL=1 AND SEXA2=1". (SEXA2=1 when a child
was sexually abused under the NIS-2 standards) From the “Table Request” window,
specify the data items that will be produced in the "Output" window, and specify the
OPTIONS in the main "Table Request” window (Alpha=0.01, Fpc=0.75, Df=26).

STEP 3. Click on the COMPUTE button to calculate the rate of sexual abuse by sex.
Name the within-sex rate of sexual abuse by typing "SEXRATE" in the "Compute
Statistic" box. Enter ONE/MEAN(SEXPOP) on the other side of the "Compute Statistic"
box. Move the entire equation to the "Selected" box by clicking on the >> button in the
middle of the screen. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Table Request”
window. From this window, click on the TABLES button, and then NEW to specify the
subgroup. Move the SEX variable from the "Source Variable" box to the "Table" box and
then to the "Selected” box. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Tables” window
and click on the CLOSE button again to return to the "Table Request” window.

STEP 4. SAVE the new table request and RUN the request. The output includes both
the rates and totals of countable sexual abuse by sex which are presented below.
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RATES
Sex

TOTALS
Sex
1
2

Estimate
1.00
3.28

Estimate
32103
100942

Std Error
0.305
0.432

Std Error
9839
13288
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Example 5.4: Testing The Difference Between Rates From Two Or More Subgroups

STEP 1. The following instructions demonstrate how to use the NIS-2 Public Use File to
test the difference in sexual abuse rates between male and female children in the NIS-2
File. The first step is to complete STEPS 2 and 3 from EXAMPLE 5.3. Next, select
"Tables" from the main "Table Request” window. The "Cells" window allows users to
define the table cells, in this case the one-dimensional gender table. Choose the CELLS
button. With the cursor in the “Cells in Table” section click below the “Cells in Table”
section on the SEX=1 box. Next, replace the words “cell1” in the “Cell Label” box with
the label MALE. Click on the > button to label this cell. Complete the same for
FEMALE, where SEX=2 and click on the > button to label this cell. Both labels should
now appear in the "Selected” box. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Tables"
window.

STEP 2. The "Function" window allows users to compute the difference in estimates for
different cells of the table. Click on the FUNCTIONS button to enter this window from
the "Tables" window. Name the difference in the rate of sexual abuse between males
and females SEXDIF by typing "SEXDIF" in the "Function Statistics" box on the left-hand
side of the equation. On the right-hand side on the equation, type "FEMALE - MALE"
to complete the difference calculation. Move the equation to the "Selected" box by
clicking on the RIGHT ARROW button. On the bottom of this screen, move the
SEXRATE variable from the "Source Variable" box to the "Selected" box by highlighting
it and clicking on the RIGHT ARROW button. Move the SUM_WGTS variable from the
"Selected" box to the "Source Variables" box (if it is not already there) by highlighting it
and clicking on the LEFT ARROW button. The difference function will now be
calculated on both rates and totals. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Tables"
window. The two defined cells, MALE and FEMALE should appear in the "Cells" box,
and the difference function, FEMALE - MALE should appear in the "Functions” box.
Click on the CLOSE button to return to the main "Table Request" window.
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STEP 3. SAVE the new table request and RUN the request. The output now includes
the difference between males and females in the rate and total estimates of countable
sexual abuse, as shown below.

Statistic Label Estimate Error Cl
SEXDIF SEXRATE 2.29 0.484 (0.94, 3.63)
SEXDIF SUM_WGTS 68839 15104 (26879, 110808)

The output also contains the test statistic, 4.73, which with 26 degrees of freedom is
significant at the 0.01 level (p<0.001). We can therefore reject the null hypothesis and
conclude that there is a significant difference between the rate of sexual abuse for boys
and girls.
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Example 5.5: Obtaining Estimates Of The Incidence of Sexual Abuse For Six Age
Groups

The following instructions demonstrate how to use the NIS-2 Public Use File to produce
an estimate of the incidence of sexual abuse for each of six different age categories. In
what follows, we use "age" to mean age of child at the time the maltreatment was
discovered. The reason age is treated as a categorical as opposed to a continuous
variable will be explained below. Also note that a child, or equivalently a case, is the
unit of analysis.

STEP 1. In the present example, the variable 'age of child at maltreatment'
(AGEYRMO) is recoded to the variable REC_AGE by aggregating into the following six
categories: 0-2yearsold; 3-5yearsold; 6-8yearsold; 9-11yearsold; 12 - 14 years
old; and 15 - 17 years old. This recoding can be completed in a manner similar to the
recoding of the variable REC_SEX in example 3.1 above. In this case, however,
REC_AGE should be recoded to equal:

1 for AGEYRMO GE 0000 and AGEYRMO LE 0200

2 for AGEYRMO GE 0300 and AGEYRMO LE 0500

3 for AGEYRMO GE 0600 and AGEYRMO LE 0800

4 for AGEYRMO GE 0900 and AGEYRMO LE 1100

5 for AGEYRMO GE 1200 and AGEYRMO LE 1400

6 for AGEYRMO GE 1500 and AGEYRMO LE 1700

STEP 2. Next we must specify the data that we would like to estimate. We would like
to get an estimate of all sexually abused children with countable maltreatment in each
of 6 age categories. We will therefore want an estimate of all children with a value of 1
for SEXA2 and a value of 1 for C_TOTAL for each category of REC_AGE.

Select "Tables" from the main menu and then choose NEW. Choose the appropriate
data file and click on the OK button. Click on the SUBSET button and type SEXA2=1
and C_TOTAL=1 in the center box. Once the subset is completed, click on the CLOSE
button to return to the TABLE REQUEST window. Click on the ANALYSIS button and
double click on the SEXAZ2 variable to move it to the SELECTED box. Click close. Next
click on the COMPUTE button. Inthe COMPUTE STATISTIC box, type T_SEXAB.
Move the cursor to the next box to the right and then double click on the variable
SEXAZ2 in the lower left corner, thus moving the variable into the upper box. Next click
on the >> to move the whole equation to the upper right hand box. Click on CLOSE.
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Next click on the TABLES button. Click NEW. In the TABLE box, double-click on
REC_AGE. Click on the >> to move the variable REC_AGE to the selected box. Close
the window. A new tables window will appear. Close this window to return to the
main TABLES window. In the main TABLE window fill in the OPTIONS box: Adjust
the significance (Alpha) level to 0.05, the FACTOR statement (Fpc) to 0.75 and the
degrees of freedom (Df) to 27. Save the table request by clicking on the SAVE button.

STEP 3. Run the table request by clicking on the RUN button. Once WesVarPC has
finished calculating the estimate, click on the VIEW button to look at the output.

The values listed below represent the total estimates of sexual abuse for each age
category of the population. For example, the estimated number of children on a
national level (including CPS and non-CPS cases) that have been sexually abused
between 6 and 8 years old (where REC_AGE=3) is about 20,919. The standard error is
5335.

REC_AGE Estimate Standard Error
1 3839 976
2 25992 6308
3 20919 5335
4 23883 6267
5 27318 3829
6 31667 13604
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Obtaining Estimates And Variance Estimates For Non-CPS Cases

Example 5.5 demonstrated how to obtain estimates of the incidence of sexual abuse for
each of six different age categories. Now suppose we are interested in determining how
these estimates differ for CPS and non-CPS cases. Unfortunately, there is no way to
calculate non-CPS estimates and to compare them with CPS estimates directly from the
NIS-2 data set. However, by subtracting the CPS estimates (CPSROL=1) from the
corresponding total estimates we can obtain non-CPS estimates. Standard errors,
however, cannot be calculated in this manner. If your interest is in obtaining standard
errors and variance estimates of non-CPS estimates, then a special set of weights
(TC_WGT and CREPWT’s) must be used. The set of non-CPS weights is available from
NDACAN free of charge.

A Cautionary Note For Obtaining Non-CPS Estimates For AGEYRMO

When estimating basic frequency distributions or conducting contingency table
analyses a problem arises in generating non-CPS estimates, using the subtraction
method, if actual ages are used, as opposed to age groupings. Overestimates or
underestimates are particularly susceptible when a variable like AGEYRMO is used in
its' disaggregated form. Since estimates calculated within narrowly defined categories
are based on a very small number of actual cases they frequently lead to unreliable and
even illogical estimates (such as negative values) for non-CPS cases, when they are
obtained using the subtraction method.. Because broadly aggregated categories yield
more reliable results, we transformed AGEYRMO into a smaller number of categories..

Here's an example which clarifies this problem. Suppose we leave AGEYRMO in its
original metric, without aggregating it into broader categories. Table 5.1 presents the
population estimates for sexual abuse cases for each of the AGEYRMO values, for three
different categories: (1) CPS and Non-CPS cases, (2) CPS-only cases, and (3) Non-CPS
cases only (obtained by subtraction).

Although columns 2 and 3 do not warrant suspicion, column 4, which represents the
weighted non-CPS cases (obtained by subtraction), generates negative values for
estimates at ages 8, 10, 12, and 13, which of course do not make sense. Such absurd
values call into question not only the entire non-CPS column but also the column for all
cases and the column for CPS cases that generated the non-CPS column.
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Table 5.1. Weighted Frequency Table Of Sexually Abused Cases By Single-
Digit Ages --CPS And Non-CPS Cases, CPS Only Cases, And Non-CPS Only
Cases
COLUMN 1 COLUMN 2 COLUMN 3 COLUMN 4
AGE CPS and Non-CPS CPS FREQUENCY Non-CPS
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY

0 150.462 150
1 588.395 588
2 3100.15 2915.25 3100 - 2915 = 185
3 9561.75 6035.31 9562-6035 = 3527
4 11656.2 6711.11 11656 - 6711 = 4945
5 4774.14 4254.76 4774 - 4255 = 519
6 7497.45 7190.53 7497 - 7191 = 306
7 6549.78 4521.77 6550 - 4521 = 2029
8 6871.59 7053.75 6872 - 7054 = -182
9 11245.3 6539.14 11245 - 6539 = 4706
10 5438.9 5610.92 5439 - 5610 = - 171
11 7199.14 6602.53 7199 - 6602 = 597
12 4688.85 4847.87 4689 - 4848 = -159
13 11969.4 12698.2 11969 - 12698 = - 729
14 10659.8 7414.63 10660 - 7415 = 3245
15 13639.1 7435.44 13639 - 7435 = 6204
16 11341.3 7187.5 11341 - 7187 = 4154
17 6686.91 3469.32 6690 - 3470 = 3220

One possible solution is to assign an estimate of zero to the negative estimates of non-
CPS cases, but this inevitably throws off the row and column percentages, and may not
be an accurate reflection of the population. Another possible solution is to use the
special weight for non-CPS cases (TC_WGT) that can be obtained from Westat, although
this weight is laden with some nonstandard assumptions. A final possible solution is to
collapse categories, which makes negative estimates less likely to appear. Itis
recommended that continuous-type variables like age of maltreatment be combined
into categories so that each category contains at least 3 consecutive ages. This
procedure of broadening the categorical levels of a continuous-type variable, and hence
increasing the relative precision of the estimates, is the one is reccommended. Thisis a
suitable alternative that tends to offer the most reliable estimates which counter the
variability inherent in the weighting procedure, and it is the alternative least prone to
bias. Fortunately, an overwhelming majority of NIS-2 variables contain responses that
are discrete (as opposed to continuous) in nature.
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A continuous variable like age of child at maltreatment does not pose a problem,
however, when all of its values are taken collectively in a statistical analysis. For
example, if AGEYRMO were used as a predictor variable in a regression analysis or if
interest lies in comparing and testing the mean AGEYRMO between boys and girls,
then age of child at maltreatment can be treated as a continuous variable without cause
for concern.

Example 5.6: Testing The Difference Between Means From Two Or More Subgroups

Suppose we are interested in determining whether there is evidence of a difference in
the average age of maltreatment between boys and girls (at a significance level of .01),
where each sex is looked upon as coming from a distinct (i.e. mutually exclusive)
subgroup of the population or, in other words, contains either all boys or all girls. What
follows can be easily extended to the case of more than two subgroups.

STEP 1. A new age variable must be created from AGEYRMO. The new variable, AGE,
will have a distinct value for each age from 0 to 17. From the main menu, select the
"Format" window and then "Recodes". Choose the appropriate data file and then click
on the OK button. Select DISCRETE. Name the variable AGE by typing "AGE" in the
"New Variable Name" box. Click on the SELECT button. Move the AGEYRMO
variable from the "Source Variable" box to the "Selected" box and click on the CLOSE
button. Highlight each of the rows for AGEYRMO=1 through AGEYRMO=11. Enter
the new value of “0”. Click on the "V" bar to enter the population value. For all of the
other values of AGEYRMO, the recoded value for AGE will equal AGEYRMO/100. For
example, when AGEYRMO=0100, AGE=1 and for AGEYRMO = 1700, AGE=17. When
the recoding is complete, click on the CLOSE button to exit this window. Click on the
CREATE button to create the new AGE variable.

STEP 2. Once the AGE variable has been created, return to the "Tables" window and
begin a new table request. Subset the data to countable maltreatment in the "Subset”
window by indicating “C_TOTAL=1". From the “Table Request” window, specify the
data items that will be produced in the "Output” window, and specify the OPTIONS in
the main "Table Request" window (Alpha=0.01, Fpc=0.75, Df=26).
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STEP 3. Click on the ANALYSIS button and Click SEX into the “Selected” box. Close
the Window to return to the main “Table Request” window. Click on the COMPUTE
button to calculate the rate of mean age of maltreatment. Name the mean age of
maltreatment by typing "MEANAGE" in the "Compute Statistic" box. Enter
MEAN(AGE) on the other side of the "Compute Statistic" box. Move the entire
equation to the "Selected" box by clicking on the >> button in the middle of the screen.
Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Table Request” window. From this
window, click on the TABLES button, and then NEW to specify the subgroup. Move
the SEX variable from the “Source Variable” box to the “Table” box and then to the
“Selected” box. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the “Tables” window.

Choose the CELLS button. In the “Cells in Table” section click SEX=1. Next type
MALE in the “Cell Label” box. Click on the > button to label this cell. Complete the
same for FEMALE, where SEX=2 and click on the > button to label this cell. Both labels
should now appear in the "Selected" box. Click on the CLOSE button to return to the
"Tables" window.

Click on the FUNCTIONS button to enter this window from the "Tables" window.
Name the difference in the mean age of maltreatment between males and females
AGEDIF by typing "AGEDIF" in the "Function Statistics" box on the left-hand side of the
equation. On the right-hand side on the equation, type "FEMALE - MALE" to complete
the difference calculation. Move the equation to the "Selected" box by clicking on the
RIGHT ARROW button. On the bottom of this screen, move the MEANAGE variable
from the "Source Variable" box to the "Selected" box by highlighting it and clicking on
the RIGHT ARROW button. Move the SUM_WGTS variable from the "Selected” box to
the "Source Variables" box by highlighting it and clicking on the LEFT ARROW button.
The difference function will now be calculated on the average age of maltreatment.
Click on the CLOSE button to return to the "Tables" window. The two defined cells,
MALE and FEMALE should appear in the "Cells" box, and the difference function,
FEMALE - MALE should appear in the "Functions" box. Click on the CLOSE button to
return to the main "Table Request" window.
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STEP 4. SAVE the new table request and RUN the request. A section of the output is
listed below and includes the difference between males and females in the mean age of
maltreatment.

Statistic Label Estimate Std Error 99% ClI
MEANAGE 1 (Male) 9.34 0.52 (7.9, 10.78)
MEANAGE 2 (Female)  10.16 0.588 (8.53, 11.8)
MEANAGE Total 9.79 0.516 (8.36, 11.23)
MEANAGE AGEDIF 0.82 0.43 (-0.37, 2.02)

Example 5.7: Contingency Table Analysis

WesVarPC can do contingency table analysis for a two-way table. Specifically, we can
test for the independence of two categorical variables that form a contingency table.
This is generally equivalent to saying that we can determine if there are significant
differences between proportions in any number of subgroups or populations.

The following example demonstrates how to use the NIS-2 File to determine if there is
evidence of a relationship between sex of maltreated child (SEX) and age at which the
child was maltreated (using the six age categories defined in Example 5.5, REC_AGE).

STEP 1. Select the “Tables” menu and begin a new table request. Click on the
ANALYSIS button and double click on the REC_AGE variable to move it to the
SELECTED box. Click CLOSE. Next, click on the COMPUTE button. In the COMPUTE
STATISTIC box, type T_SEXMAL. Move the cursor to the next box to the right and

then double click on the variable REC_AGE in the lower left corner to move the variable
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into the upper box. Next, click on the >> to move the whole equation to the upper right
hand box. click on CLOSE.

Click on the TABLES button, and then NEW. In the TABLE box, double-click on SEX
and then on REC_AGE. Next, click on the >> to move the equation to the equation to
the “Selected” box. Click CLOSE. Choose the options RS2 and RS3. Click CLOSE. In
the main TABLE REQUEST window under OPTIONS, designate Fpc = 0.75. SAVE the
new table request and RUN the request.

The analysis reveals the number of cases in each cell (e.g. for males (sex=1) there are an
estimated 64423.41 cases in the 0-2 age group with a standard error of 7556.282) as well
as the values for three chi-square tests. The results of the Chi-Square tests are shown
below.

Chi-Square  D.F. Value Prob
Pearson 5 40.96 0.000
RS2 5 7.88 0.163
RS3 3.57 5.52 0.19

The Pearson chi-square statistic is the standard chi-square statistic applied to the
weighted estimates, but it assumes a simple random sample (i.e., it does not take into
account the design effect when computing the standard error of the weighted
estimates). The other two chi-square statistics rely on a modification of the Pearson chi-
square statistic using an estimated "design effect”, which is used to access the loss or
gain in precision of sample estimates from a simple random sample with replacement.
(A design effect above 1 reduces the sample size for the statistical analysis, which is
typical of complex survey data; a design effect below 1 increases the sample size for the
statistical analysis, which is favorable as the statistical power of the test increases.) The
WesVarPC documentation discusses the benefits and costs of these modified chi-square
statistics. In general, the RS3 chi-square statistic is likely to give the most reliable result,
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so we mostly rely on the conclusions rendered by the RS3 chi-square statistic to test our
hypothesis of interest.

At the .05 level of significance, both modified chi-square statistics, (including RS3)
indicate that there is no strong global relationship between sex of maltreated child and
age at which maltreatment occurred. This is equivalent to saying that modified chi-
square statistics show no strong evidence that the proportions of males (or females)
who have been maltreated are different among the six age categories. That is, we
cannot unequivocally reject the null hypothesis that the proportion of males maltreated
from 0 to 2 = proportion of males maltreated 3 to 5 = proportion of males maltreated
from 6 to 8 = proportion of males maltreated from 9 to 11 = proportion of males
maltreated from 12 to 14 = proportion of males maltreated from 15 to 17.
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VI. CONDUCTING A LOGISTIC REGRESSION ANALYSIS

Over the last decade the logistic regression model has become the standard way to
describe the relationship between a binary or dichotomous response (dependent)
variable and one or more explanatory (independent) variables, which can be categorical
or continuous. This user’s guide does not provide a general introduction to logistic
regression. The reader who is unfamiliar with logistic regression can consult books by
Kleinbaum, Kupper, and Morgenstern (1982) and Hosmer and Lemeshow (1989) for a
detailed exposition on the subject. The WesVarPC manual (Westat, Inc.) also gives a
general introduction to logistic regression.

Logistic Regression Using WesVar PC

Standard methods for analyzing a logistic regression model, such as the method used in
the PROC LOGIST procedure in SAS (Harrell 1989), assume that the observations come
from a simple random sample. When data come from complex samples, however, a
modification of the usual methods must be employed to reflect the effects of clustering,
stratification, or other features of the sample design. CPLX (Fay 1985) and WesVarPC
(Westat, Inc.) are two computer programs that fit a logistic regression model to a binary
dependent variable for data taken from surveys employing complex sample designs.
Here we use the WesVarPC program because of our familiarity with it. Using
WesVarPC for NIS-2 also requires a full sample weight (TBWGT for all cases or
TAWGT for CPS-only cases) and the corresponding 28 replicate weights.

One major impetus for performing a logistic regression analysis is comparing those who
have experienced an event with those who have not. But since the NIS-2 data set does
not contain data on nonvictims, odds ratio comparisons between victims and
nonvictims cannot be made. This means that we cannot apply a logistic regression
model to distinguish victims from nonvictims on the basis of a set of possible risk
factors. What we can do, however, is to compare those who have experienced sexual
abuse with those who only experienced physical abuse; or compare those who have
experienced abuse with those who only experienced neglect.

Daro, Jones, and McCurdy (1990) point out that the need for weights in multivariate

analyses depends "on the question to be answered and the way the model is specified"
(p. 6). They are correct in stating that if the weighting variable is a function of the
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independent variables in the model and not a function of the dependent variable, then
using the unweighted slope estimates give consistent estimates of the true regression
slopes. ("Consistent” in the sense that the sample estimate approaches its' true
population parameter as the sample size approaches infinity.) However, weighting
(e.g., by using the TBWGT) is generally needed in NIS-2 to arrive at consistent slope
estimates in a regression model, because the weight variable is not solely a function of a
set of independent variables and depends not inconsiderably on other factors such as
the nonresponse and duplication adjustments, annualization factor, evaluation
corrections, and weeks correction.

In addition, given the complicated nature of the survey design, including all relevant
weight-related independent variables may make the model unwieldy enough to
warrant weighting the data. Furthermore, even if consistent slope estimates were
obtained from the unweighted data, a special software package like WesVarPC in
combination with the appropriate replicate weights file is still needed for a multivariate
analysis to provide accurate standard errors, so that hypothesis tests and confidence
intervals of the regression coefficients can be reliably obtained.
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Caveats About Logistic Regression And The NIS-2 File

A couple of general remarks are warranted before using logistic regression to analyze
the weighted NIS-2 data. First, the F statistic to test the overall fit of the model and the t
statistic to test the significance of an individual regression coefficient may not be
accurate for a "large" number of predictors. Some precautionary comments about the
susceptibility of the F and t statistics, along with a few remedial strategies, are
warranted before analyzing the weighted data. We know that a t statistic tests the
statistical significance of an individual parameter estimate, and the overall F statistic
tests the hypothesis that all parameters are simultaneously zero except for the intercept
parameter. The t statistic and the F statistic are asymptotic (large-sample)
approximations that depend on the degrees of freedom for estimating the sample
variances and covariances of the estimated logistic regression coefficients. The
maximum degrees of freedom for the t statistic and for the denominator of the F statistic
is equal to the number of replicates, which equals 28 in the NIS-2 data set. However,
the actual degrees of freedom for the t statistic is less and equals 21, the number of
stated replicates (28) minus 7. The number 7 was technically derived by Westat (Rust
1991) and must be used to adjust t-tests in WesVarPC. The actual degrees of freedom in
the denominator of the F statistic is also less, and equals the number of replicates
actually used (which is 21 for NIS-2) minus the number of predictors plus 1. (The actual
degrees of freedom in the numerator of the F statistic is equal to the number of
predictors.)

Consequently, the t and F tests computed by WesVarPC are approximately valid only if
the number of predictors is small. As more regressors are added to the model,
hypothesis tests for testing the significance of individual population regression
coefficients, as well as for testing the overall hypothesis that all population regression
coefficients are simultaneously zero, become more unreliable (Westat, Inc., 1990; Korn
and Grauband 1990). The actual type | error (i.e, the actual probability of rejecting a
true null hypothesis) can be far from the nominal (or stated) type | error, which is often
set at .05.

One way to address this concern is to follow a common-sense strategy of reducing the
number of independent variables before testing. Another strategy is to apply the
Bonferroni method (Miller 1981; Darlington 1990), which could be coupled with
reducing the number of independent variables before testing. The Bonferroni method
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has been shown to be an attractive alternative when the number of regression (beta)
coefficients approaches the actual degrees of freedom available for estimating the
variances and covariances of the regression coefficients, as is typically the case for
complex survey data (Korn and Grauband 1990). The Bonferroni procedure is
appropriate as long as the number of regression coefficients does not exceed the actual
degrees of freedom for variance and covariance estimation of the regression coefficients
(21 for NIIS-2). Users should not perform a logistic regression analysis, even with a
Bonferroni correction, when the number of regression coefficients exceeds the actual
degrees of freedom for variance and covariance estimation of the regression coefficients.

What follows is an example of logistic regression using WesVar PC:

Example 6.1: What are the odds of a child being sexually abused instead of
physically abused? (weighted analysis)

We may wish to quantify the odds of a child being sexually abused as opposed to being
physically abused as a function of several background characteristics by weighting the
data in accordance with its complex data structure. We let the binary dependent
variable (labeled SEXPHY) equal 1 if a child was sexually abused and 0 if a child was
physically abused but not sexually abused. If a child was both sexually abused and
physically abused, he or she is classified as sexually abused. Four explanatory variables
from the NIS-2 dataset thought to be relevant include age of child at maltreatment
(AGEYRMO), sex of child (SEX), ethnicity (ETHNICY), and income (INCOME). Each
will need to be recoded to one (or more) dichotomous variable.

In this example, age of child at maltreatment, which takes discrete values in years, is
broken into a preteen category (AGEMAL=0 for ages 0 through 12 years old) and a
teenage category (AGEMAL=1 for ages 13 through 17 years old); sex is of course male
(SEXMAL = 0) and female (SEXMAL = 1); ethnicity as we use it distinguishes between
white children and non-white children by collapsing black and other into one category
(RACE: 1=white, O=black or other). Finally, income (coded as INCOME: 1=less than
$15000, 2=$15000 - $29999, 3= $30000 or more) is used to create two new varibles.
(INCH=1 when INCOME=3. INCH=0 when INCOME=1 or INCOME=2.) (INCM=1
when INCOME=2. INCM=0 when INCOME=1 or INCOME=3).
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We should also explore the possibility of interactions in the multiple logistic regression
model. Substantive knowledge tends to play a role here. Non-white low-income
children may experience more of one type of abuse (sexual or physical) than non-white
middle-income children or non-white high-income children, or white low-income
children may experience more of one type of abuse than white middle-income children
or white high-income children. In other words, there may be an interaction between
race and income, due to their possible joint effect on type of abuse. We will include two
race by income interaction terms in the model.

In this regression analysis, our attention concentrates on all (both CPS and non-CPS)
cases that have been sexually abused or physically abused. These children may or may
not have been neglected. The binary outcome variable SEXPHY is regressed on
AGEMAL, SEXMAL, RACE, INCM, INCH, RACINCM, and RACINCH. The following
steps demonstrate the coding of the new variables as well as the analysis of the logistic
regression using WesVar PC.

STEP 1: Select “Format” from the main menu and then choose “Recodes”. Choose the
appropriate data file and click on the OK button. At the CREATE RECODES window,
click on the DISCRETE button and at the next RECODE window click on the SELECT
button. Click on the variable to be recoded and then hit the >> key to move the variable
into the SELECTED box. (For example start with the AGEYRMO variable) Click the
CLOSE button. The next window allows you to recode the AGEYRMO variable. First
click in the NEW VARIABLE NAME box and type in the variable name AGEMAL.
Next, click on each of the age values less than or equal to 12. Click in the NEW VALUE
box and type “0”. Hit the V to assign the new values. Next click on each of the age
values from 13 to 17. Click in the NEW VALUE box and type “1”. Hit the V to assign
the new values. Click the CLOSE button. Repeat the above procedure to recode each of
the other required variables (SEXMAL, RACE, INCH and INCM).

STEP 2: Select “Regression” from the main menu and then choose “New”. Choose the
appropriate data file and click on the OK button. At the CREATE REGRESSION
REQUEST window specify the model type as LOGISTIC. Hit the NEW button. Double-
click on the variable SEXPHY to move it into the TERM box. See that the circle which
indicates the dependent variable box is higlighted. Click on the >> to move the variable
into the DEPENDENT VARIABLE box. Next, highlight the circle which indicates the
INDEPENDENT VARIABLE box. Move each of the independent variables (AGEMAL
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SEXMAL RACE INCOMEM and INCOMEH) as above. To include interaction terms
(RACE * INCM AND RACE * INCH), double click a term into the TERM box, hit the X
button and then the click on the next term. Finally, hit the >> to move each of the
interactions (one at a time) into the independent variable box.
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STEP 3: In the options box, adjust the Df to “21” (There are only 21 degrees of freedom
actually available for variance/covariance estimation in the NIS-2 data (Rust, 1991)).
Normally the FACTOR statement would be adjusted to 0.75, however the current
version of WesVar PC does not allow for this. As a result, all standard errors, F and t
statistics must be adjusted as described in the next section. Hit CLOSE. RUN and
then VIEW the request.

Adjustments To The WesVar PC Analysis

Note that the jackknife procedure JK2 has been specified for analyses of the NIS-2 data.
This procedure, though, in and of itself is not entirely appropriate and sufficient for use
with the NIS-2 data (Rust 1991). When obtaining population estimates in the previous
examples, this was addressed and corrected by including the FACTOR (Fpc=0.75)
statement. However, the current version of WesVarPC does not provide the FACTOR
option in logistic regression. WesVarPC still produces appropriate estimates of model
parameters, but the values of standard errors and test statistics must be modified. In
this instructional manual this is accomplished by having the user multiply all standard
errors appearing on the output by a factor of\/% =.8660. Correspondingly, all
outputted t and F test statistic values must be multiplied by a factor of (1/.75 = 1.1547.
Failure to make this adjustment will generally understate the statistical significance of
all findings. Table 6.1 shows some of the output that is given by WesVar PC and the
adjustments that were made to obtain the correct standard errors, test statistics and p-
values.
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Table 6.1 Estimated Full-Sample Regression Coefficients

A B C D E F G
Parameter Parameter WesVar PC Adjusted Wes Var PC Adjusted T- | p-Value
Estimate Standard Standard T-Statistic Statistic from the
Error Error (ColumnE* | Adjusted T
(Column C * 1.1547) (using 21 Df)
0.866)
Intercept -2.16 1.031 0.893 -2.09 -2.41 0.0252
AGEMAL |-0.10 0.432 0.374 -0.22 -0.25 0.8050
SEXMAL 1.03 0.648 0.561 1.59 1.836 0.0806
RACE 1.11 0.615 0.533 1.81 2.09 0.0489
INCH 0.06 1.438 1.245 0.04 0.046 0.964
INCM 0.04 0.753 0.652 0.05 0.058 0.954
RACINCH | -0.08 1.373 1.189 -0.06 -0.069 0.946
RACINCM | -0.64 0.626 0.542 -1.02 -1.178 0.252
Hypothesis Testing Results Obtained From WesVar PC:
Test F Value Num Df Denom Df Prob F
Overall Fit 1.48 7 15 0.247

Hypothesis Testing Results Adjusted (Multiplied F VValue by 1.155)

Overall Fit

1.71

7

15

0.181
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Interpretation

Consider the overall (global) null hypothesis which states that all regression coefficients
are simultaneously zero. The WesVar PC procedure tests this hypothesis using the F
statistic with the numerator degrees of freedom equal to the number of predictors (7)
and the denominator degrees of freedom equal to the number of replicates (21) minus
the number of predictors plus 1. The p-value for the F-test is 0. Therefore we cannot
reject the null hypothesis that all of the regression coefficients are simultaneously zero.

T-tests may also be conducted to test each of the individual null hypotheses that the
parameter estimates equal zero. If more than one T-test is to be conducted then the
Bonferroni procedure should be used to adjust the individual significance levels.

A meaningful interpretation needs to be given to the individual parameter estimates of
the other predictors. Consider the variable SEXMAL. The estimated coefficient of 1.03
for SEXMAL indicates that the log-odds ratio of sexual abuse over physical abuse is 1.03
times greater for females than males.
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APPENDIX A

PROTECTIVE SERVICES DATA FORM
(CPS Long Form)



PROTECTIVE SERVICES (PS) DATA FORM p—
NATIONAL STUDY OF CHILD MALTREATMENT Frowtss Dremorr 1986

Conducted by:

Data form No,:

Canducted for:

National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect, DHHS Westat, Inc., 1650 Research 8lvd., Rockville, Marylamd 0B850
M 2. / / 3. 4. / /
PS {PROTECTIVE SERYVICES) CASE NO. DATE OF REPORT 10 PS NAME OF INVESTICATING PS5 WORKER DATE FORM COMPLETED
ALLECED ROLE COOE: THPLOYMENT CO0E:
$. PARENT(S}/SUBSTITUTE(S) [N HOME AGE SEx ALLECED | EMPLOYMENT | EIRNIC )
N ™ ROLE GROUP 1 - Maltrested the child 1 ~ Employed full-time
YEARS | ar F) @ @ @ Z - "Permitted” maltreat- 2 - Employed pert-time
ment by olhers 3 « Unemployed, looking
5 - Not involved for work

&, Mother/Substitute:

1 - Present 2 « hbsent 9 - Ststus unknown 3 ¥ =l 4 - Nod yn lavor force

9 - Unknown

b. father/Subatitute: i
1 = Present 2 - Abment % - Status unknown @ ETHNIC GROUP COOE:

Amecrican Indisn/Alasken Netive

6. OTHER INVOLYED ADULTS, IF ANY, Spec:fy relstionship ‘e.g., mother's poyfriend, babysitter) 1

3 2 - Agian/Pacific [slender
. ) ~ Black, not of Hispanic origin
4 - Hispanig
b. 5 « white, not of Hispanic origin
6 - Dther {Specify)
9 ~ Uoknown
7. MNMBLR OF OHILODREN UMDER 18 IN HOUSEHOLD: (List below, beginning with alleged victiss}
#
RLLATIOMSAIP T0:] CHILD ROLE g‘;::ﬁ:" e © oo roe aone:
CHILD'S FIRST NAME AND INITIAL LETTER BIRTHOATE ) T ' Yictis
OF LAST MAME A sEx C) C) =t
1 - Nastural child 2 - Not @ victis
! "‘ I [ th ek joney IOI- 5 - Step enile 9 - Unknown
FIRST NAME JINITIAL|YEARS] MO | DA | YR lor F)] S8 SUB ALLEGEDICATED P
s B S 3 - Foster child
.. | 4 - Adopted child
% - Grandchild
b. | & - Othar (SPECIFY)
c. I
o i 9 « Unknown
. |
i
f.
]
8. LOCATION OF HOUSEHOLD: <City/Town: Countyt State:
9, E£STIMATED ANNUAL FAMELY INCOME : 10, FAMILY RECEIVING AFDC? 1. STATUS OF COURT ORDERED CWILD SUPPORY PAYMENTS T0 FAMILY:
1 = Less than 2+ 315,000 - 3} - $30,000 1 - Yes 9 - tUnknown 1 - Up=-to-date 3 = Not mpplicable
$15,000 $29,999 or more 2 - N 2 « Delinquent ¢ - Uningwn
12. SOURCE OF THIS REPORT 10 PS:
t « Other unit of this OSS5/welfare Dept. & « School 1 - Sociel/Temily service agency
2 - D55/%elfure Dept. Ln other state/county 7 - Day care progrem 12 - Self, femily member, relative
3 = Police/Sherif? 8 - Hoapital 13 - Imdividual unrelstsd to femsily
4 - Probation/Corrections Dept. 9 - Medical clinic/affice not in hosp., 184 = Anctymous
5 « Coroner/Medical Exmmirer 10 - Mentsl health facility/mgency 15 - Other (SPECIFY)

12a. TYPE OF REPORT SOURCE:
1 - Public mgency 2 - Private fecillty or professionai 3 - Individual

13. PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TD PS ASSESSHMENT ({nter code number in spsces indicated; snawer a. and b, for both Parents/Substitutes)

5. Mother/Substituts 1 - Cooperstive b, Mother/Substituts 1 - Acinowledged allsgation
2 - Uncoopatative 2 - Denied sllsgation
father/Substitute 3 - Not contected Father/Substitute 3 - Mot contactsd/not appliceble

18, STATUS OF PS ASSESSMENT:
1 - founded 2« Indicated 3 - Unfounded

15, LI¥VE A BRIEF [XPLANATION OF BASIS FOR ASSESSMENT AND, IF UNFOUNDED, SUMMARIZE ALLEGATION.

IF FOUNDED OR INDICATED, CONTIMGE ON REVERSE SIDE, OTHERWISE, DO NOT COMPLETE REST OF FORM.


http:Cond-.ct

SUMMARY OF SUSPECTED MALTREATMENT (Use snswer codes from bottow of pege.)

Y6, FORH{S] OF WALTRCATMENT C‘)

A7, ADULTLS) RESPONSIBLE FOR ABOYE

18, DATE OF {(MOST RECENT) DCCURAENCE

19, INVOLVED CMILDIREN) (From 1tem 75 circle sll thst
wiply) lhtdaFabcduf.ncn.r.hcﬂ.’

0, SEVERITT @

11, MATURED @

I3, BRICFLY DESCRIBE THE SUSPECTED HARM CAUSING OR DNDASCERING ACTS/OMIBSIONS.  Include pertinent nformalion soout frequency, duralion, precipiteting
events, if spplicasle. Indicate suspecied involvement of perent estitules of cther sdults, Uss itew 24 1f more sosce resced.

). EVIDENCE OF HARM. Demcribe sy physicel injuries, illneases, sywptoss of esctionsl injury of traums, or health, school, or behavier procless which
you suspect Lo have been caused or worsened by the acte/owissions described sbove. Anewer separately for sach involves child. Use item 74 if more
ScacE nesced.

Child's First Nems Effects of Suspected Maltrestment

W, ACOLTIONAL COMMENTS DR EXPLAMATIONS:

ANSWER COOES
¥

@ FORM(S} OF WALTREATHLNT

Sewval Exploitwtion

1 - Intrusion (acts irvolving penils peretration -
oral, snal or genitel; w.g., rape, incest)

2 - Moleststion with genitel contact

3 - Dthar or unknown sexusl sxploitstien

Other Abuysive Tremtment

4.
5 = Close confinemant {tying, locking in closat, ste.)
6 - Yorps]l of sections] assault (threstening, belittling, ste.}
7 - Other or wiknown sbuse

Inattention to Resedis] Heslth Care Needs

8 - Asfusal to allow or provige nesded carw for dlegnosed
condition or impeirsent

% = Unwarrantad oslay or failure to ssek ramded cire for
wrious injucy, [llness, or impeirsent

Inattention te sice] Nasds

10 - Refusal of custody [sbendorment, axpulaisn, tefussl to ascept
cuslody of tunwwey, stc.)

11 » Insdequate superviticn

12 - Dther physical reglect {inedequats rutrition/clothing,
unhygienic/dengerous living conditicns, stc,)

Insttantion te Educetionn] Neods

13 - :::o:mqu perwillsd chronic trusncy (S days per santh on an

erege
14 - Qihar (failed Lo enroll, repeatsedly kept child tome, stc.)

velopeentsl/Emotione] Needs

5 - Insdequste aurturence/sffection (v.g., feilure=to-inrive)
16 = Knowtngly permitied malsduptive behavior {déelinguency, setious
drug/elconal souse, stc.)

Instleation to

2

her
17 - Oimer

|

ADULT(S) RESPONSIBLE FOR MAL TREATMEMT ACTS/EVERTS (Use =1l thet wpply)

« Hother/substitute melireated child

- Mother/sbstitute nowingly permiltted ssltrestsent by others
= Fathar/mbstitute seitrested child

~ Father/mbstitute owingly poreitted saltrestsent by others
= Othet sdult msltrested the child

l € - Othar then shove

[E T RV T

SEVERITY OF ML TREATMENT=CAUSED HARW/EHDANGERMENT (Use lowsst code
et that spplics)

1 - Fatulr ssltreatmsnt suspected &8 & 8407 cONRTibulory ceuss of
death

Serious Injury/Condition: professional trestmant/resediation needed
to alleviste scuts present suffering of to prevent significent lorg-
Term Lepairwent

HMocersie Injury/Condition: behevior problem or physical/mental/enc-
tional condition »ith cbservable sympioma lesting ot [vest 83 houze
Praostsle lspairsent: no obvious injuries orf provisss but, in view
of the sxirese or Lraumetic neturs of the saliresteent, it is prot-
wole that the child's mental or seotional heelth or capabilities
P been significently impaired

a
1

3 - Drdangered:  child's heslth or safely ws or 8 sariously endaene
tod, bul child aopears not to Nave Desn harsed
¢ « Other/unkngwn

—— — m— — p— —

RATLRE OF HARM

0 - ot soplicsole (Uss only u@z 5 or &)

1~ Physacel injury

- Othor health condition or physical impa!rment

- Impairsd sducational oeve lopment (includes chronic truancy)

- Mental/esotlonel injuwry or wepeireent or behevior procles {excest
ehranie trumncy)

= Unknown

@ e
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APPENDIX B

NATIONAL INCIDENCE STUDY DATA FORM
(Non-CPS Form)



Data form No.: NATIONAL INCIDENCE STUDY DATA FORM U bo.: 03800179

Expires: December 1986
Westar, Inc., 1€50 Research Blvd., Fockville, Haryland 20850

DEFINITIONS OF KEY TERMS ARE GIVEN ON PAGE 4. SEE RESPONCENT'S GUIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INSTRUCTIONS AND GUIDELINES. FOR
ASEISTANCE OR ADCITIONAL FORMS, CALL TOLL-FREE (£C0) 222-7129, O a.m. TO 5 p.m. (PREVAILING EASTERN TIME) MONDAY-FRIDAY

IMPORTANT: Information provided on this form is confidential and will be used for research purposes only. Return of this

form does not constitute an offlcal report of suspected child abuse or neglect as may be required of you under State law, 4
and the study guidelines are not intended to indicate circumstances vhere an offiral report would - or would not - be :
required L

PART A. THE CHILD

1. CHILD'S FIRST NAME AND INITIAL LETTER OF LAST NAME:

il |

"

irst Name Inizial

4. CHILD'S SEX:

L - Male
2 - Fenale

3. CHILD'S AGE: Years {CR) Honths

4, CHILD'S BIRTHDATE: / !
Month Cay Year

5, CHILD'S ETHNIC GROUP: {Circle one)

- American Indian or Alaskan Native
Asian er Pacifile Islander

Black, not of Hispanic origin
Hispanic

- White, not of Hispanic crigin

- Other (specify)

PART B. THE CHILD'S HOME
6. LOCATION OF HOUSEEOLD:

U B L R e
'

City or Tewn:

County:

Stata:

7. ESTIMATED ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME: (Circle one: If no basis for estimate write "Unknowm")

I = Less than $15,000
Z - 315,000 - $79.999
3 - $30,000 or mors

. DOES THE HOUSEHOLD RECEIVE AID TC FAMILIES WITH DEPENTENT CHILDREN (AFDC)? {Circle one)
L - Yes
- ko

9 - Unknown

9, TOTAL NUMBER OF CEILDREN UNDER 1§ LIVING IN THIS HOUSEROLD AT TIME OF MALTREATMENT EVENTS (ineluding child
described on this form):

No. children in household

10, TOTAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN THIS EQUSEHCLD FOR WHOM YOU ARE SURMITTING STUDY DATA FORMS: (See instructions
in Respondents’ Gulde)

No. maltreated children


http:Al.ult.an

PART C. SIGNIFICANT ADULTS

Describe in a-d the Pavenc{s}/Substitute(s) whs live (a the child's home, snd any other adiil who was invelved in the
suspecred malfreatment.  See page & for deffiniticn of pacent/substitute.

H KUTHERS H FATHER! £ OTHER INVOLVED ADULT,
! SUBSTLIVIE : SUBSTITUTE [ IF ANY
i 1] 3 i
; ; ' ;
RELATIONSHIP TG CHILD: (Circle one. If there is i} o~ Setural mether ;| - Natural father § {SPECTFY RELATIoNSHUE)
ne mother/substityte er nc Fathec/substituee living | 2 - Stepmather 12 - Stepfmther k
ir che ¢hild's homs, cizcle code 3 ia the sporepris | % - Mer ilving in I3 - et Liviag in H
ate coluwm and loave rest of column blank, ] ! child's home 3 cndidts hona 1
i i@ o~ Other (SPECIFY) 1 & - Other {SPECIFY) !
| = a
: :
5E8M: (Clrcle one) ‘:' # I = Male
i o 4 I - Femaie
[ 4 i
i H i
AGE: (Estimate £f unceriain: T no hasiz for ! ! '
eatimats, anter "Unkrown') : J H
E f !
) i 1
EMPLOYMENT STATUS: (Circle onel H ] i
i ! i
I - Dopleyed full-tioe (10 fours or morefweek) . . © 1 ! 1 ' 1
i = Emploved part-time (less than I0 hours/veer) | ¢ 2 ! i H 2
3 - Uneaployed, lecking for work . + . . . . . . ! 3 ! 3 3 3
4 = Ocher (SPECTFY, ®.g., "ousswife, disabled) , , ! 4 ! & T 4
¥ ) £l
; ; H
t H 3
% - Unkmewn : % ! ¥ 7 %
1 [} A

PART D. THE SUSPECTED MALTREATMENT

FORHLS) OF SUSFECTED MALTREATMENT: {Circle all thac apply fe this child during the study pecied. Give details in item 13}

Lewual Expleivatien Inattontion to Phusiea L3
I = Intrugion lacts invalviog penile penetratisn - 1% =~ Refusal of custody (abandorment, expulsirn, =mfuysal,
aral, snpl or genital! e.g., rapu. incest) te Fccept custody of runawev, €%, )
7 = Holestatlen with gonital convarr 11 - lnadeguate supesvision
3 - Other or unknown sexual exsleitation 12 - Other physical neglect {e.g., inadequate nutrition/
clothing. whyglenic/dangerous living condivions)
Qther Abusive Treafment Inartention to Educaticnal Needs
4 - Physical asssalt 13 = Enewingly permitted chronis truancy
9 - Ciese conflnement (Tying, locrseg in ciceet, eic,) {5+ davs per month on an averagel
fi - Versel or emotional ssssvlt {threatening, belistling, ers.) i - Qther {failed toc encoll, repesvedly
7 = Gther or wnknpwn abuse kept ¢hild howe. etz )
Inattention to Femedifal Health Ture Nesds Insetention to Dwy icnal Weeds
B - Refumal te allew or provide needed tere for diagnosed i5 + Inzdequate nuriturance/affesztien
condition or impsirment (e.g., failure-ro-thrive)
§ - Urwarranted delay ox failure tc seck nesded cate fer i% - ¥oowingly permitted malsdsptive behsvicor
serions injury, tiliness, ar dimgsirsent ldelinguency, serlous drugfalbeohel zkuse, sre.)

SUSFELTED MALTREATMENT EVEMTS: Cescribe the suspicted maltresiment sets or emissions of the child’s parenr{s)/subatirueals)
of other adult knewn te the child. Include mny svailabie (nformation abour tha procipitating events and abawt the wztert
of the orobiem (e.g., frequency, duration, prior fscidente). Hefer to individuals by relatienship ta child (a.g., nother,
grandfather), nct by name.
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14. INDICATIONS OF INJUNYSIMPATAMENT: Desccibe any injuries, healtn comditaons, physical impair;ents, erctional problams, gr
sehesl ar beravier crobiems veu SUSTECT %o nave been ciused ot worsened by maltreatment. Be specific {e.g., child cften
cruant during last & menths - minscd 1§ of last 30 seheosl days ). Indicate approsimate dates of wey evence. IEF wvou are moe
aware of any partlcular sympiems or problems, so indicaie.

15, BASIS FOR SUSPICION: fiescribe how this situation camd te your attention: indiecgre the (nformaticn pr reasuning which leacs
you te suspect that Lke abeve-described behavier of the suspected adultis) has actually occurred and (if appiicavle) caused
or contributed te child's injuries or problems.

16. Tedicate in ltem 18a the forzis} of maltresTment you suspect the child to have
experienced during the study period and then answer bre {(for each form, if mere
than one applies}. If you suspect nere than one form of asit-eatment, begin in
the left-most colum with the cna you jodge wost injuricus to the child.

HAJOR FORM
oF

MALTREATHMENT

1F AFPLICABLE

ind FORM ira FORM

a. FORM{5) OF SUSPECTED MALTREATHENT: {Enter code from item 32, sbove)

%, SEVERITY OF INJURY CR IMPAIRMENT: (Circle one)

1 - Fatal; malbreatment suspacted as & major contributery cause of death......
I - Serious Injury/Conditicm: professional treatzent/remediation needed to
alleviate acute preseat suffecing or te prevent significant long-term
;mpa;wt........, ............................... banmd basrsisansns i nanre .
3 - Moderate Injury/Condition: bebavier prables on physical/mental/emotional
condition with obsarvabie symptons lasting at Jeast LB hOUTS.. ... issisqcses
4 = Probable Impairment: no obvicus injuries or sroblems, but in view of tha
extreme ¢f traumatic nsfure of Lhe maltreatment, it is probable that the
child e mental or pmotionsl health or capabilities hawe been significantly
iopairedisisrrrrionsr T T T e A R R
Endangeredy child'e health or safety vaf or is serigusly endangered, but
child appears not to have been Darwed....o...o.. i hasiirrrsEEELLARE bR AR

L
e e T e g

i
'

c. TYPE OF INJURY OR IMPAIRMENT DESCRIBED IN ITEM ifk: (Circle one)

e o e e 8 505 R 7 kT T e o

- Mot applitable {(Use oniy if jfresm ibh = S)i....iuss

o Phesical IRfOT¥oia. casvars i avies e e
~ Ofper heaith sondition &r physizal impairment
- In?“ggd educationai devejopment {inciuvdes chrenig tr-uncy) ----------- e 1
+ Mpmtalfematienal injury or icpairment ¢r behavior prodlem (excepr truancyl.

R 1 {1 P . dldesrasieTaeae e seeaa b

R
[ N
AP E T X P O
e R

4. (APPROXIMATE) SATE OF INCIDENT: (Enter Wonth/Tay/Yesr)

Ho. Tay Fr.

e, ADULT{S) BELITVED LISPONSTIRLE FOR ASOVE: (Cirele all that sppiy)

-~ Matherfeubstitute maltrmated cRdldo. oo oo el e
- Hother/substitute knowingly permizted -ua;t»tar_...enr. oy sthers.
Father/substitute meitrezeed child, R AR A
= Father/substituce knowlegly pe.m;t-tsﬂ saltrestaent h\' BERBE R b o b iin i i 1
= Qther sdult zaitrested the chiddoo oo ioiieiaiiians T T T

L
i

0 be nad b

LR el

T A Sy SRS RIS S P R

o s s L e P
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THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME 70 CCMPLETE THIS FORM

e L 8 e e o e ]

DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS

Srudy fertod: September 7, 1986 to December 6, 1986. The study is limited to harm-causing or endangering scts/events thac
goour during this period.

Parent{s}{Substitute({s): the parents, stepparents, foster psrents or other legal guiardians with vhom the child was living, or
if pot livimg with such persons, the adult(s) with primscy responsibility for the child's care. If cne parent/subatitute
does not have a4 spouse nermally liwing inm the household {e.g., sepirated, divorced, never married), the other ls considered
missing.

Other Invelved Adult: Any adult 18 or older who was known to the child {l.e., not 4 strangec), wvazs at least five yedrs older
than the child,and 18 suspected to have maltiveated the child,

Permitied: Knovingly alloved witheut stiempting to intervene - wes present during the maktreatment or maladaptive behaviar
and 2id not attempt to stop it, or hed resson to know about the probles or danger (e.g., having been informed of previous
incidents) but did not attempt to protect the child or prevent racurrenses,
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APPENDIX C

TRANSMITTAL FORMS
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Exhibit 1-3. CpS Transmitial Sheel

€23 TRANSHITIAL [OR4 Coders |}
PAE-EYALLATFOW bateh ¥o, IL.I._.LJ Eviluative
Coding
Form D1 Chitdts tettert  Child's Name: Last Inft:  Sex:  Wirthdate e eded;
. HH e . Y
S O O A O O Y O {8 OO U R N N O O PO A O O | N Y O N B I_.I [—
EYALUATION
hgy  deldence  Bapand/lnatitu,

CHECKLITYY I3 It | |

HALTALATHENT:,
. 111 tors Ied form
Retporcdentts Coder H—'Ml Respondentts Coder | |__ Respondentts Coder ]
Thecked Code) % | thacked Codai _I__| I Chacked Codet I....I....
favarkty Katwra Caverlty Nature tovar bty aturs
of harmg || of harms | | of harmi | of harmi | _ | of barmt ||

K e vy
Bote of Ineldente | ) V{11

1 1 } B
Adgltre) devponay J_ 11V 0 b 1)
) Wy e (9
[ N I [ O O

CIRCHITANCE EVALUATIONEL

A, lse tvalr |_|
B, Gaverkty Svels |}

KIE-f IVALUALTONESL

k. Parpatrstor Reqs ||
Loxarmieq |}

€ Parpetrator Responalbliitys |_|
b Mgy Contablidtyr § |

AR BD ¥Y
Poonts of dnakdente Q| ] Bulld

12,3

Adulvls) Repornan | 41 1) §
(ETRN )} ﬂ’ LLT L]
[ T O I O I O

A time Tvats | R
b fearity twky f_f

Ao Parpatrator Reqn |

b o Marmhegr ||

€ Perpeteator Buaponadbititys ||
Do NiS-1 Countabliinyr |__f

€. Overall Nig-§ Countabiilty of Canas |_§

KIS:2 EYRLUATIONEY

Parpetrator Reqs |}

Merm Ragy ||
- Perpetrator Raepond IB1ETEYL |_.|
Kis2 Countabbiltyt ||

oo o

A, Perpelratar Reqt |_ |
N Herm Kegr

L. Parpatrator Respordlbill trei

0. M85-2 Countsbilityt § |
. E. Overabl WIS-2 Contablbity of Caver ||

of harm | _}

L] Ty
tats of tncidents | [ 1§ l_i [

P 3

Adutecey meeponss § 100 1o 1
3o (8
0 U S I O

A, Tims Evalt §_ )
LI TV R ST TR T

A, Purpatrator Asqr §_ )

b surm deq ||

C. Perpetrator Raspodwibititys |
b, ®ised Contabitivys |_J

A. Parpatrater Reqi |

B, Marmteqs |

C. Perpatrator Reaporalbilitys ||
B, WIS 2 Coumabiifays ||
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Exhibit L-4. Mon-CPS Transmittal Sheek (Cont.]

KOM-CPS THANW AL _j0eH . Coders | __}
PRE-EVALUALLON Batch wo. §_) | _|
form 10: Chlid's Musey Last nlts  Sexs  #irthdates
) KK DD oYY
ekl B Bubdchabaluibldal £ R S R OO OO [ OO O B O PO i
1, Mether/Substltute: Father/Substitutes Othar Iivolvad adutty
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CONTENTS AND ORGANIZATION OF THE NIS-2 PUBLIC USE FILE

The NIS-2 public use file is a child level data base which includes 3276 observations.
The file was created by merging the unduplicated data from the CPS Long Forms and
the Non-CPS Forms, creating a standard record format for each child.

The following index provides a list of all the variables in alphabetical order by variable
name. Included in the index are the variable name used in the code manual, the record
number, the column numbers on the record (record number and column number are
not relevant for non-mainframe data sources), and the source of the variable, i.e.,
whether it came from the CPS Long Form or from the Non-CPS Form, or was derived
from coded variables. Variables with no source given were created for sampling or
receipt control purposes.
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NIS-2 CODE MANUAL

The NIS-2 Code Manual is contained in the following pages. The manual is organized
by record and, within record, by column number. The basic coded variables from the
forms are contained in Record 01 through Record 06 and the evaluative variables are
contained in record 07. The weights used in computing the national estimates are
located in Record 08. (The weights are further described in the Report on Data
Processing and Analysis.)

The Code Manual contains for each variable its name, record and column location, short
descriptive label, item number or question on the form or a reference to the Technical
Report, and the range or codes for categorical variables. For derived variables, the
algorithm or the actual program code used in the computation is provided.

Also note that the variable FORMTYPE differentiates the CPS Long Form (FORMTYPE
= 0) from the Non-CPS Form (FORMTYPE = 2). The reference to CPS in the source
descriptions applies to the CPS Long Form only since the CPS Short Form was not used
in the analysis. Variables that are on both form types have the same set of codes.
Finally, the reference to EVAL on Record 07 refers to the transmittal forms on which
were coded the evaluations from the narrative.



NIS-2 CODE MANUAL

The NIS-2 Code Manual is contained in the following pages. The manual is organized
by record and, within record, by column number. The basic coded variables from the
forms are contained in Record 01 through Record 06 and the evaluative variables are
contained in record 07. The weights used in computing the national estimates are
located in Record 08. (The weights are further described in the Report on Data
Processing and Analysis.)

The Code Manual contains for each variable its name, record and column location, short
descriptive label, item number or question on the form or a reference to the Technical
Report, and the range or codes for categorical variables. For derived variables, the

algorithm or the actual program code used in the computation is provided.

Also note that the variable FORMTYPE differentiates the CPS Long Form (FORMTYPE
= () from the Non-CPS Form (FORMTYPE = 2). The reference to CPS in the source
descriptions applies to the CPS Long Form only since the CPS Short Form was not used
in the analysis. Variables that are on both form types have the same set of codes.
Finally, the reference to EVAL on Record 07 refers to the transmittal forms on which

were coded the evaluations from the narrative.






3. CONTENTS AND ORGANIZATION OF THE DATA FILE

3.1 Qverview and Index

The technical specifications for the public use tape are as follows:

0 9 track;
o 1600 BPIL
0 IBM standard label;

o EBCDIC recording mode.

The data base is a physical sequential file with a fixed record length of 115 and a fixed block
size o‘t‘ 11,500. The file is a child level data base with 42,536 records, eight per child. Of the
5,317 children on the file, 2,348 are for children listed on the CPS Long Forms and 2,969 are
for children identified on the Non-CPS forms.

The analysis file was created by merging the unduplicated data from the CPS Long
Forms and the Non-CPS Forms, creating a standard record format for each child. Variables
that were not on the type of form where the child was located were given a value of "X.* Each
set of eight records is identified by the PSU, FACTYPE, and SEQNO which are at the
beginning of each record and, as a unit, are unique to each child. The record layout for the

public use file is given in the code manuai.

The following index provides a <ist of all the variables in alphabetical order by
variable name. Inciuded in the index are the variable name used in the code manual, the record
number, the column numbers on the record, and the source of the variable, i.e., whether it
came from the CPS Long Form or from the Non-CPS5 Form, or was de;ived from coded

variables. Variables with no source given were created for sampling or receipt control purposes.



INDEX OF VARIABLES

Variable Name Column Numbers Record Number Source

A
Al 044 ) Record 08 Derived
A2 052 Record 08 Derived
ADRSP1F1 026 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP1F2 027 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP1F3 028 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP1F4 029 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSPLFS 030 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSPLF6 031 Record 07 " Both Forms
ADRSP1F7 ‘ 032 Recoxrd 07 Both Forms
ADRSP1F8 033 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSPLF9 034 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F1 050 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F2 051 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F3 052 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F4 053 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2FS 054 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F6 055 " Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F7 056 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F8 057 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP2F9 058 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3Fl 074 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F2 075 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F3 076 Recoxrd 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F4 077 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F5 078 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F6 079 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F7 080 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3FS 081 Record 07 Both Forms
ADRSP3F9 082 Record 07 Both Forms
AFDC 071 Record 05 Both Forms
AGE 012-013 Record 05 Both Forms
AGECK 010 Record 07 Both Forms
AGEF 011-012 Record 02 Both Forms
AGEM 026-027 Record 01 Both Forms
AGEMCALC 014-015 Record 08 Derived
AGEMO 014-015 . Record 05 Non-GPS Form Only
AGEOTH] 028-029 Record 03 Both Forms
AGEOTH?2 028-029 Record 04 Both Forms
AGESRCE 020 Record 08 Derived
AGEYCALC 012-013 Record 08 Derived
AGEYRMO 0l6-019 Record 08 Dexrived
ANN_WGT 076-079 Record 08 - Weight
A WGT 080-088 Record 08 Weight
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Variable Name

B_WGT

C

C-NISLE
C-NIS2E
CARDNO
CARDNO
CARDNO
CARDNO
CARDNO
CARDNO
CARDNO
CARDNO
CASE’
CKCDELF
CKCDE2F
CKCDE3F
COOPF
COOPK
CPSROL
CUSTDYCK
C_NIS1E
C_NIS2E
C_TOTAL

DENYF
DENYM
DUPGRP

EDN1
EDN2
EMOAL
EMOAZ2
EMON1
EMON2

Column Numbers

089-097

0038-009
008-009
008-009
008-009
008-009
G08-00%
008-009
008-009
011
015-017
039-041
063-065
030
029
065
012
060
061
059

032
031
021-024

046
054
043
051
047
055

Record Number

Record

Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record

Record-

Record
Record
Record
Record

Record
Record
Record

Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record

08

08
08
0l
02
03
04
05
06
o7
08
01
07
07
07
06
06
08
07
08
08
08

06
06
08

08
08
08
o8
08
08

Source

Weight

Both Forms
Both Forms

Both Forms
Both Forms
Both Forms
CPS Form Only
CPS Form Only
Derived

Both Forms
Derived
Derived
Derived

CPS Form Only
CPS Form Only
Derived

Derived
Derived
Derived
Derived
Derived
Derived



Variable Name

EMPF
EMPFOTH
EMPM
EMPMOTH
EMPOTHL
EMPOTH2
ETHNIC
ETHNICY
ETHOTH
EVALCORR

F

FACIYPE
FACTYPE
FACTYYE
FACTYPE
FACTYPE
FACTYPE
FACTYPE
FACTYPE
FORMTYPE
FREL
FSETHNIC
FSETOTH
FSEXIST
FSPR
FSROLE
FSUB
FSUBDERV
FSUBOTH

I

In
in
ID
ib
ID
ID
Ib
In

Column Numbers

014
048-062
029
063077
032
032
017
062
018-033
025-031

003
003
003
003
003
003
003
003
012
051
015
016-031
010
052-067
013
032
011
033-047

(001-007)
(001-007)
(001-007)
(601-007)
(001-007)
(001-007)
(001-007)
(001-007)

Record Number

Record 02
Record 02
Record 01
Record 0L
Record 03
Recard 04
Record 05
Record 08
Record 05
Record 08

Record 01
Record 02
Record 03
Record 04
Record 05
Record 06
Record 07
Record 08
Record 01
Record 03
Recoxd 02
Record 02
Record 02
Record 05
Record 02
Record 02
Record 08
Record 02

Record 01
Record 02
Record 03
Record 04
Record 05
Record 06
Recoxd 07
Record 08

Source

Both Forms
Non-CPS Form Only
Both Forms
Non-CPS Form Only
Both Forms

Both Forms
Non-GPS Form Only
Derived

Non-CFS Form Only

PS5 Form Only

CPS Form Only

CPS Form Omnly

CPS Form Only

CPS Form Only

CPS Form Only
Non-CPS Form Only
Derived

Non-CRS Form Only
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Variable Name Column Numbers Record Number Source

INCOME 070’ Record 05 Both Forms
INDAYLF 022-023 Record 07 Both Forms
INDAYZF 046-047 Record 07 Both Forms
INDAY3F 070-071 Record 07 Both Forms
INMONLF 020-021 Record 07 Both Forms
INMON2F 044 -045 Record 07 Both Forms
INMON3F 068-069 Record 07 Both Forms
INYR1F 024-025 Record 07 Both Forms
INYR2F 048-049 Record 07 Both Forms
INYR3F 072-073 Record 07 Both Forms
L
LOADSIZE 039 Record 08 Derived
. M
& MREL 034 Record 05 CPS Form Omnly
' MSETHNIC 030 Record 01 CPS Form Only
- . A MSETOTH 031-046 Record 01 CPS Form Omnly
i ' MSEXIST 025 Record 01 CPS Foxrm Only
MSPR 035-050 Record 05 CPS Form Only
MSROLE 028 Record 01 CPS Form Only
a MSUB 047 Record 01 Non-CPS Form Only
MSUBDERV 010 Record 08 Derived
a MSUBOTH 048-062 Record 01 Non-CPS Form Only
N
g N1l ’ 048 Record 08 Derived
N2 056 Record 08 Deriwved
- NATURELF 019 Record 07 Both Forms
E NATURE2F 043 Record 07 Both Forms
NATURE3F 067 Record 07 Both Forms
NCHILD 010-011 Record 05 Both Forms
NIS1lAlF 085 Record 07 Both Forms
‘ NIS1AZF 089 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1A3F 093 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1ELF 086 Record 07 Both Forms
m NIS1B2F 090 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1B3F 094 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1ClFy . 087 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1C2F 091 Record 07 Both Forms
“ NIS1CAF 085 Record 07 Both Forms
m
3-5
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Variable Name Column Numbers Record Number  Source
NISIDLF 088 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1D2F 092 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS1D3F 096 Record 07 Both Forms
NI1S1E 097 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2AlF 098 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2A2F 102 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2A3F 106 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2B1F 099 Record 07 Both Forms
RIS2B2F 103 Recoxd 07 Both Forms
NIS2B3F 107 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2CLF : 100 Record 07 Both Forums
NIS2G2F 104 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2C3F 108 Record Q7 Both Forms
NIS2DLF 4 101 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2D2F 105 Recoxd 07 Both Forms
NIS2D3F 109 Record 07 Both Forms
NIS2E 110 Record 07 Both Forms
NVICT 073-074 Record 05 Non-CPS Form Only
(0]
OEMPOTH1 065-079 Record 03 Non-CPS Form Only
OFMPOTH2 065-079 Recoxrd 04 Non-CPS Form Only
OETHNIC1 033 Record 03 CPS Form Only
QETHNIC2 033 Record 04 CPS Form Only
OETHOTHI 034-049 Record 03 CPS Form Only
QETHOTH2 034-049 Record 04 CPS Form Only
OROLE1 031 Record 03 CPS Form Only
OROLE2 031 Record 04 CPS Form Only
OTHADSPL 050-064 Record @3 Nou-CP3 Form Only
OTHADSP2 050-064 Record 04 Non-CPS Form Only
OTHRELL 010-011 Record 03 Both Forms
OTHREL2 010-011 Record 04 Boeth Forms
OTHSRC 012-027 Record 06 CPS Form Only
P
PHYAL 041 Record 08 Derived
PHYA2 C49 Record 08 Derived
PHYNL 045 Record 08 Dexrived
PHYN2 053 Record 08 Derived
PSASS 033 Record 06 CPS Form Only
PSDAY 015-016 Receord 01 CPS Form Only
PSMON 013-014 Record 01 CPS Form Only
PSSQURCE 010-011 Record 06 CPS Form Only

.
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Variable Name Column Numbers Record Number Source

PSU 001-002 Record 01

PsSU 001-002 Record 02

PsSy 001-002 Record 03

PSU 001-002 Record 04

Psu 00G1-002 Record 05

PSU 001-002 Record 06

PSU 001-002 Record 07

PSU 001-002 Record 08

PSU_WGT 068-075 Record 08 Weight

PSYR 017-018 Record 01 CPS Form Only
R

RELSP1 012-027 Record 03 CPS Form Only

RELSP2 012-027 Record 04 CPS Form Ouly

REMPSP 036-051 Record 06 Non-CPS Form Only

REPSOURC 066-067 Record 08 Derived

REPTDA 021-022 Record 01 Both Forms

REPTMO 019-020 Record 01 . - Both Forms

REPTYR 023-024 Record 0L. -~ Both Foxms

RESIDCK 011 Record 07 Both Forms

RESPCD1F 013-014 | Recoxrd 07 Both Forms

RESPCD2F 037-038 Record 07 Both Forms

RESPCD3F 061-062 Record 07 Both Forms

ROCC . 052-053 Record 06 Non-CPS Form Only

ROCCSP 054-069 Record 06 Non-CPS Form Only

ROIA 068 Record 05 CPS Form Only

ROLI 069 Record 05 CPS Form Only

ROLSA 075 Record 05 CPS Form Only
S

SEQNO 004-007 Record 01

SEQNO 004-007 Record 02

SEQNC 004-007 Record 03

SEQNO 004-007 - Record 04

SEQNO ’ 004-007 Record 05

SEQNO 004-007 Record 06

SEQNOD 004-007 Record 07

SEQNO 004-007 Record 08

SEVER1 057 Record 08 Derived

SEVER2 058 Record 08 Derived

SEVEVLF 036 Recoxd 07 Both Forms

SEVEV2F 060 Record 07 Both Forms

SEVEV3F 084 Record Q7 Both Forms




Variable Name

SEVTY1F
SEVIY2F
SEVIY3F
SEX
SEXal
SEXA2
SEXOTH1
SEXOTH2
SOURC1
SOURCE
STATUS
SUPPORT

TA_WGT
TB_WGT

TEENCNT
TIMEVLF
TIMEV2F
TIMEV3F
TYPSRC

WKSCORR

Column Numbers

cl8
042
066
016
042
050
030
030
034-035
063-064
010
072

098-106
107-115
040
035
059
083
028

032-038

Record Number

Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record

Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record

Record

07
07
07
05
08
08
Q3
04
06
08
0l
05

08
08
08
Q7
07
07
06

08

Source

Both Forms

Both Forms

Both Forms

Both Forms
Derived

Derived

Both Forms

Both Forms
Non-CPS Form Only
Derived

CPS Form Only

Weight

Weight
Derived

Both Forms
Both Forms
Both Forms
CPS Form Only

e rerd
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3.2 Analysis File Code Manual

The analysis file code manual is contained in the following pages. The manual is
organized by record and, within record, by column number, The basic coded variables from the
forms are contained in Record 01 through Record 06, the evaluative variables in Record 07, and
the derived vartables and weights in Record 08. The code manual contzins for each variable its
name, record and column location, short descriptive label, item number or question on the form
or a reference to the Technical Report, and the range or codes for categorical variables. For

derived variables, the algorithm or the actual program code used in the computation is provided.

The variable FORMTYPE differentiates the CPS Long Form (FORMTYPE = 0)
from the Non-CPS Form (FORMTYPE = 2). The reference to CPS in the source descriptions
applies to the CPS Long Form only since the CPS Short Form was not used in the analysis.
Variables that are on both form types have the same set of codes. The reference to EVAL on
Record 07 refers to the transmittal forms on which were coded the evaluations from the

»

narrative,

The weights used in computing the national estimates are located on Record 08 in
i

columns 068-115. They are described in the Report on Data Processing and Analysis.



Record Ol

ANALYSTS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLEGT

Variable Column

Name Bumbex(s)

in (001-007) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

Psy 001-002 COUNTY PSU NUMBER
SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

01-28 - County number

é

FACTYPE 003

Child Protective Service
State/County Police or Sheriff
Hospital

School

Day care center

Social Services

Municipal Police Dept
Juvenile Probation Dept

Public Health Dept

P 1 81ttt

WM D e

SEQNO 004-G07  SEQUENTTAL NUMBER
00601-9999 =~ Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDHO  008-009  RECORD NUMBER
01 - Record 01

-

3-10
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Variable Column

Nape Number(s)
STATUS 010

CASE . 011
FORMTYPE 012

PSMON 013-014

S G ST

-1 = No sampling
8 = Any sampling

No
'

CASE SAMPLING PERIQD

= No case sampling
Case sampling period
= Fatality .
Case period 9
= Case period 10
=~ Case period 11l
= Case period 12
= Case period 13

'
e
1

FOoOOmp oo
]

Y = CPS Long Form
1 = CPS Short Form
2 = Non-CPS5 Form

(6] OF REPORT TQ PS

CPS: 1ITEM 2. DATE OF REPORT TO PS
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

Blank = Blank on the form

09-12 =~ Month of report

97 -> 12

98 T =<9

99 = Don’'t know (dk, unk, etc.)
X = Not on form/Not from CPS

duplicate case

Record 01



Variable Column

Name

PSDAY

PSYR

REPTIMO

Number({s)

015-016

017-018

019-020

Record Q1

DAY OF REPORT TO _PS

CPS: 1ITEM 2. DATE OF REPORT TO PS5
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

Blank = Blank on the form

01-31 = Day of report

97 = Greater than 31 or anomalous
99 = Don't know {dk, unk, etc.)
X = Not on form/Not from CPS

duplicate case

OF REPORT TO

CPS: 1ITEM 2. DATE OF REPORT TO PS
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

86 = Year of report

98 = Out of scope (before Sept. 7, after
Dec. 6, 1986)

99 = Don’'t know {dk, unk, etc.)

X = Not on form/Not from CPS

duplicate case

0 0 coM

CPS: 1ITEM 4. DATE FORM COMPLETED
NON-CPS: ITEM 20. DATE FORM COMPLETED: MONTH

Blank - Blank on the form
09 = September

10 - QOctober

11 = November

12 =~ December

01 - January

02 - February

03 = March

04 - April

rmw
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prery
rrem
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Variable Column

Name Number(s)

REPTDA  021-022

REPTYR 023-024

CPS: ITEM 4. DATE FORM COMPLETED
NON-CPS:; TTEM 20.
Blank ~ Blank on the form
01-31 = Day
7 ~ Greater than 31
99 ~ Don't know (dk, unk, ete.)
() COMP
CP5: ITEM 4. DATE FORM COMPLETED
NON-CPS: ITEM 20.
Blank "= Blank on the form
85 =~ 1985
- B& - 1986
87 ‘w 1987

MSEXIST 025

DAY FORM COMPLETED

MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE TN HOME

CPS: TITEM 5A.

PARENT(S)/SUB IN HOME

MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

NON-CPS:

Blank

b O B

= Blank on the form

NOT ON FORM

Present

Absent

Status unknown
Hot on form

3-13

DATE FORM COMPLETED:

DATE FORM COMPLETED: YEAR

Record 01



Variable Column

Name

AGEM

MSROLE

EMPM

Number(s)

026-027

028

029

Record 01

AGE: MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: 1ITEM 5A. AGE IN YEARS
NON-CP5: ITEM 11C. AGE

Blank = Blank on the form
12-70 = Actual

71 - 71 or higher

97 = Less than 12

99 = Unknown

ALTLEGED ROLE OF MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: ITEM 5A. ALLEGED ROLE
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

1 = Maltreated the child

2 = "Permitted” maltreatment by others

3 - Not involved

4 = No allegation of adult respousibility
9 - Unknowm

X - Not on form

EMPLOYMENT STATUS: MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: 1ITEM 5A. EMPLOYMENT
NON-CPS: ITEM 11D. EMPLOYMENT STATUS

lank = Blank on the form

Employed full time

-~ Employed part time
Unemployed, looking for work
Not in labor force

Other (specify)

Not ascertained

= Unknown

WeWHWN D
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Variable Column
Name Number(s)

O 8

MSETHNIC 030

MSETOTH 031-046

MSUB 047

IR NN IR

.
2
i

ETHNIC GROUP: MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: ITEM 5A. ETHNIC GROUP

NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank « Blank on the form

1 « American Indian/Alaskan Native

2 = Asjan/Pacific Islander

3 = Black, not of Hispanic origin

& - Hispanic

5 = White, neot of Hispanie origin

6 = Other (specify) - make card

9 = Unknown

X =~ Not on form

0 ; OTHER /SUBSTITUTE

CPS5: ITEM SA. ETHNIC GROUP OTHER (SPECIFY)

NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

X = Not on form

MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

CrS: NOT ON FORM -

NON-CPS: ITEM 11A. MOTHER/SUBSTLTUIE:
RELATIONSHIP TO CHILD

Blank = Blank on form

1 = Natural mother

2 =~ $tepmother

3 = Not living in child’s home

4 = Other (specify)

X = Not on form

Record Q1



Variable Column

Name Number(s)

MSUBOTH 048-062

EMPMOTH 063-077

Record 01

MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE: OTHER

CPS5: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 1lA. MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE:
RELATIONSHIP TO CHILD (OTHER)

b 4 =~ Not on form

OTHER: MO SUBSTITUTE

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 11D. EMPLOYMENT STATUS (OTHER)

X =~ Not on form

3-16
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ANALYSIS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ID (001-007) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

PSU 001-002 COUNTY PSU NUMBER
SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

01-28

County number

FACTYPE 003 FACILITY TYPE

Child Protective Service
State/County Police or Sheriff
Hospital

School

Day care center

Social Services

Municipal Police Dept

- Juvenile Probation Dept

= Public Health Dept

O o~ bW

SEQNO 004-007  SEQUENTIAL NUMBER
0001-9999 = Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDNO 008-009 RECORD NUMBER
02 = Record 02

Record 02



Variable Column

Name

Number(s)

FSEXIST 010

AGEF

FSROLE

0l1-012

013

Record 02

FATHER/SUBSTITUTE IN HOME

CPS: ITEM 5B. PARENT(S) SUB IN HOME-FATHER
SUBSTITUTE
NON-CPS: NOT ON FOZM

Blank =~ Blank on the form
1 = Present

2 = Absent

g = Status unknown

X = Not on form

AGE: FATHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: ITEM 5B. AGE IN YEARS
NON-CPS: ITEM 11C. AGE

Blank = Blank on the form
12-70 - Actual

71 = 71 or higher

97 = Less than 12

99 = Unknown

ALY EGED ROLE OF FATHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: ITEM 5B. ALLEGED ROLE
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

1 - Maltreated the child

2 ~ "Permitted” maltreatment by others

3 = Not involved

4 ~ No allegation of adult responsibility
9 -~ Unknown

X - Not on form

v S——



Variable Column

Name . Number(s)

EMPF 014

FSETHNIC 015

FSETOTH 016-031

EMPLOYMENT STATUS: FATHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: 1ITEM 5B. EMPLOYMENT
NON-CPS: TITEM 11D. EMPLOYMENT STATUS

= Blank on the form

Employed full time

= Employed part time

=~ Unemployed, looking for work
Not in labor force

= Other (specify)

= Not ascertained

= Unknown

2

wewmPwhRER
i

C_GROUP: SUBST E

CPS: ITEM 5B. ETHNIC GROUP
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

= American Indian/Alaskan Native
Asian/Pacific Islander

= Black, not of Hispanic origin
Hispanic

White, not of Hispanie origin
Other (specify) - make card
Unknown

= Not on form

MOOWL MW
I

5o FA suU

CPS: ITEM S5A. ETHNIC GROUF OTHER (SPECIFY) .

NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

X = Not on form

Record 02



Variable Column

Name Number{s)

FsUB 032

FSUBOTH 033-047

FMPFOTH 048-062

FATHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 11A. FATHER/SUBSTITUTE:
RELATIONSHIP TO CHILD

Blank on form

Ratural father

Stepfather

Not living in child’s home
Other (specify)

Not on form

[»]
B
e
~
1

1 i

MEwn
1

FATHER/SUBSTITUTE; OTHER

CPS: NOT ON FORM
KON-CPS: ITEM 11A. FATHER/SUBSTITUTE:
RELATIONSHIP TO CHILD (OTHER)

X = Not on form

EMPLOYMENT OTHER; FATHER/SUBSTITUTE

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 11D. EMPLOYMENT STATUS (OTHER)

X - = Not on form

Record 02



Record 03

ANALYSIS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAI. INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

Name Number(s}

iD {001-007) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

PS50 001-002  COUNTY PSU NUMBER

SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

1

01-28 County number

FACTYPE 003 FACILITY TYPE

Child Protective Service
State/County Police or Sheriff
= Hespital

School

Day care center

Social Services

Municipal Police Dept
Juvenile Probation Dept

Public Health Dept’

R
11

oS E W
l

SEQRO 004-007  SEQUENTIAL WUMBER
0001-9999 = Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDNO  008-009  RECQRD NUMBER
03 = Record 03

BE B D MN DN EED LS




Variable Column

B ame

NHumber(s?

OTHRELL 010-011

RELSPL

012-027

Record 03

RST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT' TION O _CHILD
~.CODED

CPS: ITEM 6A, FIRST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT, IF ANY
NON-CPS: ITEM 11A. FIRST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT:
RELATIONSHIP TQ GHILD

Blank = Blank on the form

01 -~ Outt of home natural parent

02 =~ Other separated/divorced spouse
03 = Paramour of in home parent

04 - Adult relative in home-

(uncle,aunt,etc.)

05 - Adult relative not in home

06 = Qther adult caretaker

08 = Qther/known but not clear caretaker

09 ~ Other/stranger

10 =~ Other/unclear stranger

11 = Other/known noncaretaker adult < 5
yrs older

12 w Other/known noncaretaker adult
" unknown age

13 w Other/known nonadult

14 = Qther/unknown adult status

13 = Other/monadult stranger

98 = Unknown

a9 - Not ascertained

FIRST OTH INVO 'S RETATIONSHIP TO CHITD

= SPECIFIED

CPS: ITEM 6A. SPECIFY RELATIONSHIP (E.G.,
MOTHER'S BOYFRIEND, BABYSITTER)
HON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

X - Not on form

T oma W R W S OB OBET o




Record 03

Variable Column
Name Number(s)
AGEOTH1 028-029 AGE; FIRST OTHER OLVED ADUL

CPS: ITEM 6A. AGE IN YEARS
NON-CPS: ITEM 11C. AGE

Blank = Blank on the form
12-70 = Actual

71 = 71 or higher

97 = Less than 12

99 =~ Unknown

SEXOTH1L Q30 SEX. TRST OTHER OLVED AD

CPS: ITEM 6A. SEX
NON-CPS: ITEM 11B. SEX

Blank = Blank on the form
1 , = Male

2 = Female

8 = Not ascertained

9 = Unknown (dk)

OROLELl Q31 - LEGED ROLE OF FIRST OTHER TNVOLVED ADUTL

CPS: 1ITEM 6A. ALLEGED ROLE
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

1 = Maltreated the child

2 - = "Permitted” maltreatment by others

3 = Not involved -

4 . = No allegation of adult responsibility
9 = Unknown -

X = Not on form

NEADEENEEAREEEESLEDE

¥




Record 03

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

EMPOTH1 032 EMPIOYMENT STATUS: FIRST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT

CPS: 1ITEM 6A. EMPLOYMENT STATUS
NON-CPS: 1ITEM 11D. EMPLOYMENT STATUS

lank = Blank on the form

: Employed full time

Employed part time

= Unemployed, looking for work
Not in labor force

Other (specify)

Not ascertained

Unknown

™

VoOUMPWN SR
1 !

OETHNIC1 033 IC GROUP; RST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. ETHNIC GROUP
NON-CP5: KOT ON FORM

lank = Blank on the form

= American Indian/Alaskan Native
= Asian/Pacific Islander

= Black, not of Hispanic origin
Hispanic

=~ White, not of Hispanic origin
= Other (specify) - make card

= Unknown

= Not 'on form

MOOOWL P WO T
1

E
B
Et

OETHOTH1 034-049 9) E C GROUP: IRST O NVOLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. OTHER ETHNIC GROUP (SPECIFY)
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

privey
LIS

X = Not on form

s B

-

7



Record 03

Variable Column

Name ~  Number(s)

OTHADSPL 050-064 FIRST CTHER INVOLVED ADULT'S REIATJONSHIP TO CHILD
- SPECTIFY '

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 1l1a. FIRST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT:
REIATIONSHIF TO CHILD (OTHER-

SPECIFY)
X = Not on form
QEMPOTH1 065-079 0 PLOYMENT: FIRST OTHER INVOLVED AD

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 11D. FIRST OTHER INVOLVED ADULT:
EMPLOYMENT STATUS (OTHER-SPECIFY)

X = Not on form




Record 04

ANAIYSIS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ib (001-007) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

PSU 001-002  COUNTY PSU NUMBER
SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

01-28 = County number

FACTYPE 003 FACILITY TYPE

= Child Protective Service

= State/County Police or Sheriff
= Hospital

= School

Day care center

= Social Services

= Municipal Pdlice Dept

= Juvenile Probation Dept

= Public Health Dept

WosJonn b=
i

SEQNO 004-007 SEQUENTTAL NUMBER

0001-9999 = Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDNC ~ 008-009  RECORD NUMBER

04 - Record 04

79
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Variable Column

Name

Number{s)

OTHREL2? 010-011

RELSP2

012-027

Record Q4

SECOND OTHER INVOIVED ADULT'S RELATTONSHIP TO CHTID
- CODED

CPS: ITEM 6A. SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT, IF ANY
NON-CPS: ITEM 11A. SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT:
RELATIONSHIP TO CHILD

Blank = Blank on the form

01 = Qut of home natural parent

02 = Other separated/divorced spouse

03 « Paramour of in home parent

04 = Adult relative in home

: (uncle,aunt,etc.)

05 = Adult relative not in home

06 = Other adult caretaker

08 = Other/known but not clear caretaker

09 = Other/stranger

10 = Other/unclear stranger

11 = Other/known noncaretaker adult < 5
yrs older

12 = Other/known noncaretaker adult
unknown age

13 : m Other/known nonadult

14 = Qther/unknown adult status

15 = Other/nonadult stranger

98 = Unknown

99 = Not ascertained

.SECOND OTHER INVOQLVED ADULT'S RELATIONSHIP TO CHILD

- CIFIED

CPS: ITEM 6A. SPECIFY RELATIONSHIP (E.G.,
MOTHER'S BOYFRIEND, BABYSITTER)
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

X = Not on form



Variable Column

Name

Number(s)

AGEOTH2 028-029

SEXOTH2 030

OROLE2

031

Record 04

AGE; SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT

CPS: TITEM 6A. AGE IN YEARS
NON-CPS: 1ITEM 11C. AGE

Blank = Blank on the form
12-70 = Actual
71 = 71 or higher

Less than 12
Unknown

97
99

SEX: 'SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. SEX
NON-CPS: ITEM 11B. SEX

Blank = Blank on the form
1 = Male

2 = Female

8 = Not ascertained

9 = Unknown (dk)

ALLEGED ROLE OF SECOND OTHER TNVOLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. ALLEGED ROLE
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

1 = Maltreated the child

2 = "Permitted” maltreatment by others

3 = Not inveolved

4 = No allegation of adult responsibility
9 = Unknown

X = Not on form

b
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Variable Column

Name Number(s)

EMPOTH2 032

OETHNICZ 033

OETHOTH2 034-049

Record 04

ENT STATUS; _SECOND OTH INVOLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. EMPLOYMENT
NON-CPS: ITEM 11D. EMPLOYMENT STATUS

Blank on the form

= Employed full time

= Employed part time
Unemployed, looking for work
= Not in labor force

= Other (specify)

= Not ascertained

- Unknown

2

LRV R N P U -
I

ETHNIC GROUP: _SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. ETHNIC GROUP
NON-CPS: HNOT ON FORM

Blank = Blank on the form

= American Indian/Alaskan Native
Asian/Pacific Islander

Black, not of Hispanic origin
Hispanic

White, not of Hispanic origin
Other (Specify) - make card
Unknown

= Not on form

1111

MOoowu P we ke

OTHER ETHNIC GROUP; SECOND OTHER INVQLVED ADULT

CPS: ITEM 6A. OTHER ETHNIC GROUP (SPECIFY)
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

- X = Not on form



Variable Column

Name  Rumber(s)

OTHADSP2 050-064

OEMPOTH2 065-079

Record 04

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: TTEM 1]JA., SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT:

RELATIONSHIP TG CHILD (OTHER-

SPECIFY)
X =~ Not on form
9] ) ND O \S T

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 11D. SECOND OTHER INVOLVED ADULT:

EMPLOYMENT STATUS (QTHER~SPECIFY)

X =~ Not on form

3-30
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Record 05

ANALYSIS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

Name Number (s)

ID (001-007) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

W M W o

PsSU 001-002 €O SU _NUMBER
SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

01-28 = County number

FACTYPE 003 FACTLI TYPE

Child Protective Service
State/County Police or Sheriff
Hospital

School

Day care center

Social Services

Municipal Police Dept
Juvenile Probation Dept

= Public Health Dept

=l M

&, .
R
[ I A B

D03~ O B R

SEQNO 004-007  SEQUENTTAL NUMBER
0001-9999 = Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDNO  008-009 RECQRD NUM

05 = Record 05

IR HEEP

o
Y
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Record 05
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

NCHILD  010-011  TQTAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 18 IN HOUSEHOLD

CPS: ITEM 7. NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 18 IN
HOUSEHOLD:
NON-CPS: ITEM 9. TOTAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER
18 LIVING IN THIS HOUSEHOLD AT
TIME OF MALTREATMENT EVENES

Blank =~ Blank on the form
01-30 w Number of children in household
97 - Nonsensiecal .
99 = Unknown
AGE 012-013 CHIID'S AGE: YEARS

CPS: ITEM 7. AGE IN YEARS
NON-CPS: 1ITEM 3. CHILD'S AGE: TYEARS

Blank = Blank on the form

01.22 =~ Actual age in years, as of report
date or Dec 06, 1986

99 ~ Unkmown ’

"AGEMO 014-015 CHIID’S AGE; MO S

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 3. CHILD'S AGE: MONTHS

Blank = Blank on the form

00.11 w» Actual age in months, integer (if
less than 1 month - 00)

Not born at time of maltreatment.
Not on form

97
X



Variable Column

Name

SEX

ETHNIC

ETHOTH

Number(s)

0l6

017

018-033

Record 05

CHIID'S SEX

CP3: ITEM 7. SEX
NON-CPS: ITEM 2. CHILD'S SEX

Blank = Blank on the form
1 = Male
2 = Female

9 Den’ ¢t know

CHILD*‘S ETHNIC GROUP

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: 1ITEM 5. CHILD'S ETHNIC GROUP

Blank on the form

American Indian or Alaskan Native
Asian or Pacific Islander

Black, not of Hispanie origin
Hispanic

White, not of Hispanic origin

= Other {specify)

= Unknown

= Not on form

>
1

b O v BN o

CHILD'S C GROUP: OTH

CPS: NOT ON FORM

NON-CPS: ITEM 5. CHILD'S ETHNIC GROUP: OTHER
(SPECIFY)

X = Not on form



Record 0%
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

MREL 034 RELATIONSHIP TO MOTHE TITUTE

CPS: 1ITEM 7D. RELATIONSHIP TO: MOTHER/SUB
HON-CP5: HNOT ON FORM

Blank on the form

Natural child

Step child

Foster child

Adopred child

Grandchild

Other (specify) - make card
Not ascertained

Unknown

Not on form

=
&
e

by

MO won s bW
P11 £ 11y i

MSPR 035-050  RELATIONSHIP TO MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE (SPECIEY)

CPS: 1ITEM 7. RELATIONSHIP TI0: MOTHER/SUB
OTHER (SPECIFY) .
NOR-CPS: NQT ON FORM

X - Not on form

FREL 031 R ION (0] Su.

CPS: ITEM 7. RELATIONSHIP T0: FATHER/SUB
NON-CPS: HNOT ON FORM '

=~ Blank on the form

Natural child

Step c¢child

Foster child

Adopted child

Grandchild

Other (specify) - make card
Not ascertained

Unknown

Not on form

=
1y
&

PRt =R N V. O X
A I

2 T N O |

3-34
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Variable Column

Name

FSPR

ROLA

ROLI

Number({s)

052-067

068

069

Record 05

RETATIONSHIP TO FATHER/SUBSTITUTE (SPECIFY)

CPS: ITEM 7. RELATIONSHIP TO: FATHER/SUB OTHER
(SPECIFY)
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM

X = Not on form

CHIID ROLE, ALLEGED

CPS: ITEM 7. CHILD ROLE ALLEGED
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

Blank =~ Blank on the form

1 - Victinm

2 = Not & victim

9 - Unknown

) S = Not on form/Not from CPS

duplicate case

CHI ROLE, TINDICAT

CPS: TITEM 7. CHILD ROLE INDICATED
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VAILUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE .

Blank = Blank con the form

1 - Victim

2 = Not a victim

9 = Unknown

X = Not on form/Not from CPS

duplicate case



Variable Column
Name Number(s)

INCOME 070

AFDGC 071

SUPPORT 072

Record 05

STT ED_ANNUAL FAMILY INCO

CPS: ITEM 9. ESTIMATED ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME
NON-CPS: ITEM 7. ESTIMATED ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME

Blank ~ Blank on form

~ less than 515,000
$15,000 - $29,999
$30,000 or more
Unknown (DK)

O Wk
i

DQES E HOUSEHOLD RECEIVE AFDC

CPS: ITEM 10. FAMILY RECEIVING AFDC?
NON-CPS: ITEM 8. DOES THE HOUSEHOLD RECEIVE AID TO
FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN (AFDC)?

Blank = Blank on form
1 - Yes'

2 = No

9 = Unknown

STATUS _OF COURT ORDERED CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS TQ
FAMILY

CPS: ITEM 1l1. STATUS OF COURT ORDERED CHILD
SUPPORT PAYMENTS TO FAMILY
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

Blank « Blank on form

1 = Up to date

2 = Delinquent

3 . ~ Not applicable

9 = Unknown

X = Not on form/Not from CPS
duplicate case

o,

L S50



Record 05
Variable Coluun

Name Number{s)

NVICT 073-074  TOTAI, NUMBER OF CHIIDREN TN HQUSEHOLD FOR WHOM YOU

SUBMITTING S Y_DATA FORMS

CP5: NOT ON FORM

NON-CPS: TITEM 10. TOTAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN
THIS HQUSEHOLD FOR WHOM YOU ARE SUBMITTING
STUDY DATA FORMS

Blank = Blank on form

01-15 = Actual

97 = Nonsensical

99 = Unknown

X = Not on form
ROLSA 075 ALLEGED VICTIM?

CPS: NOT ON LONG FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE
FROM CPS DUPLICATE CASE (SHORT FORM)
SHORT FORM ONLY: ITEM 6. CHECK IF
ALLEGED VICTIM

NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM

CPS DUPLICATE CASE (SHORT FORBM)

Blank = Blank on form
1 = Victim (checked)
9 = Unlnown (written in)




Record 06

ANALYSIS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ID (001-007) UE _ID CATION

PSU 001-002 COUNTY PSU NUMBER
SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

01-.28 = County number

FACTYFE 003 FACTLITY

Child Protective Service
State/County Police or Sheriff
Hospital .

School

Day- care center

Social Services

Municipal Police Dept
Juvenile Probation Depr

Public Health Dept

(- RN, T - P ]
11 ¥ 5 EE Y 11

SEQNO  004-007 SEQUENTIAL NUMBER

0001-9999 =~ Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDNO  008-009  RECDRD NUMBER
06 = Racord 06




CPS: 1ITEM 12. SOURCE OF THIS REPORT TO PS: OTHER
{SPECIFY)
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

X = Not on form/Not from CPS
duplicate case

Record 06
Variable Column
a Name Number(s)
[;E PSSOURCE 010-011  SOURGE OF THIS REPORT TO PS
CPS: 1ITEM 12. SOURCE OF THIS REPORT TO PS
. NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
a CPS DUPLICATE CASE .
. Blank = Blank on form
a 01 = Other unit of this DSS/Welfare Dept.
02 = D$5/Welfare Dept. in other
state/county
03 = Police/Sheriff
a 04 = Probation/Corrections Dept.
: 05 = Coroner/Medical Examiner
06 = School
a 07 = Day care program
08 = Hospital
09 = Medical clinic/office not in hosp.
10 = Mental health facility/agency .
m 11 =~ Social/family service agency
. 12 = Self, family member, relative
\ 13 = Individual unrelated to family
%j 14 = Anonymous
15 = Other (specify) - make card
16 = Court
j 17 = Other law enforcement
- 18 = Public Health Department
19 ~ Other mandated agency
30 = Multiples that contain any:
g 03-04,06-11,18
31 = Multiples that do not contain any:
03-04,06-11,18
b 99 - Unknown/refused
H X - Not on form/Not from CPS
duplicate case
OTHSRC 012-027 O OURCE OF S_REPORT_TO_PS
L.



Record 06
Variable Column

Name  Number(s)

TYPSRC 028 IYPE OF REPORT SQURCE

GPS: TITEM 12a. TYPE OF REPORT SOURCE
NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

lank = Blank on form
= Public agency
= Private facility or professional
Individual
~ Unknown
- Not on form/Not from CPS
duplicate case

B
1
2
3
9
X

COOPM 029 PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TO PS - MOTHER
coGP

— CPS: 1ITEM .13a. PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TO PS

0y ' ASSESSMENT MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

NON-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE

Blank = Blank on form

1 = Cooperative

2 = Uncooperative

3 = Not contacted

9 = Unknown

X Not on form/Not frem CPS
duplicate case

COOPF 030 PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TO PS - FATHER (COOP)

CPS: ITEM 13a. PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TO PS
. ASSESSMENT FATHER/SUBSTITUTIE
NOM-CPS: NOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE '

Blank = Blank on form
1 =~ Cooperative
2 - Uncooperative
3 = Not contacted
9 = Unknown
3 X - Not on form/Not from CPS
N duplicate case

———— g
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Variable Coiumn

Name

DENYM

DENYF

P5ASS

Number(s)

031

032

033

SURS

CP3: ITEM 13b.

Record 06

RES SE TO PS .~ MOTHER (D

PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TO PS

ASSESSMENT MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE

NON-CPS: NOT

Crs
Blank -
1 -
2 -
3 -
9 -
e -
P SUBSTT

CPS: 1ITEM 13b.

ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
DUPLICATE CASE

Blank on form

Acknowledged allegation
Denied allegation

Not contacred/not applicable
Unkniown

Not on form/Not frem CPS
duplicate case ‘

E _RESPONSE TO PS - FATHFR (DENY

PARENT/SUBSTITUTE RESPONSE TO PS

ASSESSMENT FATHER/SUBSTITUTE

NOR-CPS: NOT

ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM

CPS DUPLICATE CASE
Blank = Blank on form
1 - Acknowledged allegation
2 = Denied allegation
3 - Not contacted/not applicable
9 w Unknown’
X = Not on form/Not from CPS
duplicate case
STATUS OF PS ASSESSHMENT
CP5: ITEM l4. STATUS OF PS5 ASSESSMENT
NON-CPS: HNOT ON FORM BUT MAY HAVE VALUE FROM
CPS DUPLICATE CASE
Blank ~ Blank on form
1 w= Founded
2 = Indicated
3 « Unfounded
L = Not on form/Not from CPS

duplicate case



sl b btk

Variable Column

Name

SOURC1

REMPSP

ROCC

Number(s)

034-035

036-051

052-053

Record 06

PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT OF DATA PROVIDER

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 18. YOUR PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT

Blank = Blank on form

0l = School

02 = Day care

03 = Hospital

04 ' = Police/Sheriff Department
05 = Probation Department

06 = Public Health Department
07 = Social services agency
08 = Other (specify)

X ~ Not on form

OTHER PLACE OF EMPILOYMENT OF DATA PROVIDER
(SPECIFY) --

CPS: NOT ON FORM -
NON-CPS: ITEM 18. YOUR PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT:
OTHER (SPECIFY)

X = Not on form

OCCUPATION OF DATA PROVIDER

CPS: NOT ON FORM
NON-CPS: ITEM 19. OCCUPATION OF PERSON PROVIDING
INFORMATION ON THIS DATA FORM

Blank - Blank on form
01 - Social worker
02 = Nurse
03 = Physician
04 = Psychologist
035 = Teacher
06 ~ Sheriff/police officer
07 - Probation officer
08 = Other (specify)
X - Not on form
3-42
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Variable Column

Name Number{s}

Record 06

ROCCSP 054-069 OTHER OCCUPATION OF DATA PROVIDER

CPS: NOT ON FORM

NON-CPS:

ITEM 19. OCCUPATION OF PERSON PROVIDING
INFCRMATION ON THIS DATA FORM: OTHER
(SPECIFY)

-~ Not on form

-



ANALYSIS FILE CODE

MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE

Record 07

NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

ame Number(s)

ID (001-007) LUNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMEBER

PSU 001-002 COUNTY PSU NUMBER
SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS
01-.28 = County number
FACTYPE 003 FACILITY TYPE
1 = Child Protective Service
2 = State/County Police or Sheriff
3 = Hospital
4 = School
5 = Day care center
6 = Social Services
7 = Municipal Police Dept
8 ~ Juvenile Probation Dept
9 = Public Health Dept
SEQNO 004-007 SEQUENTIAL NUMBER
0001-9999 = Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE
CARDNO 008-009 RECORD NUMBER
07 = Record 07




%ﬂ.ﬂgﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ'ﬁ“ﬁ"ﬂ'ﬂ'ﬂ' A M = OR OB L

Recoxrd C7
Variable Column
Name Number({s)
AGECK 010 AGE; OUT OF SCOPE_CHECK
CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED CHECKLIST: AGE
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 ) = Birth thru 17
2 = Unspecified - no indication of
problem
3 = Indication(s) of possible age problem
8 - Qut of scope: events before/during
delivery
9 - Out of scope: events on/after 1l8ch
birthday
RESIDCK 011 COUNTY OF RESIDENCE CHECK
CPS/HON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED CHECKLIST: RESIDENCE
Blank = Blank on form/Case mnot evaluated
1 = Clearly in a study county
2 « Unspecified, but no indication of a
problem
3 ~ Multiple residences duriung September
7, 1986 through December 6, 1986
4 = Other indicactions of possible
residence problem
9 = Qut of scope: mnot a study county

resident at any time during study



Variable Column

Name Number{s)

CUSTDYCK 012

RESPCD1F 013-014

RESPCD2F 037-038

Record 07

CUSTODY STATUS (DEPEND/INSTITU.)

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED CHECKLIST: DEPEND/INSTITU.

Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated

1 = No indication of problem

2 = Some indication of possible
dependency/institutional problem

8 = Qut of scope: <¢hild in institutional
custody at time of events

9 = Out of scope: <child 15-17 and not

living with parents/substitutes at
time of events

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C

EVAL: TITEM LABELED RESPONDENT'S CODE

RESPO 'S CODE: 1 0

RESPONDENT’S CODE: 2ND FORM, IF APPLICABLE -

=
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Record 07
Variable Column

Nane Bumber(s)
RESPCD3F 061-062 ‘S _CODE: Fo A CAB

Blank ~ Blank on form/Case not evaluated

0l ~ Intrusion - acts involving penile
penetration

02 = Molestation with genital contact

03 = Other or unknown sexual exploitation

04 ~ Physical assault

05 ~ Glose confinement

06 - Verbal or emotional assault

07 - Other or unknown abuse

08 ~ Refusal to allow or provide needed
care

09 = Unwarranted delay or failure to seek
needed care for injury, illness,
impairment

10 = Refusal of custody

11 ~ Inadequate supervision

12 = Other physical neglect

13 = Knowingly permitted chronie truancy

14 = Other (failed to enroll, repeatedly
kept child home, etc.)

15 = Inadequate nurturance/affection

16 = Knowingly permitted maladaptive
behavior

17 = Other CP§S (Long Form)

CHECKED CODE_FOR SUSPECTED MALTREATHMENT

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED CHECKED CODE

CKCDE1lF 015-017 CHECKED CODE; FORM

CKCDE2F 039-041 CHECKED CODE: 2ND FORM, TF APPLICABLE

HEHETNREMSE SN
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Variable Column

Name Number{s)

CKCDE3F 063-065

CHECKED CODE;

Blank .-
011 -
012 -
021 -

" with genital contact
022 -
031 -
032 -
041 -
042 -

051 -
052 -

053 -
054 -

06l -
062 -

071 -
072 -

080 -

090 -

Record 07

3RD FO 1F APPLICABLE

Blank on form/Case not evaluated
Sexual exploitation: intrusion
Sexual expleitation: Iintrusion
permitting by adult caretaker
Sexual exploitation: molestation

Sexual exploitation: molestation

with genital contact - permitting by

adult caretaker

Sexual exploitation: other or

unknown

Sexual exploitation: other or

unknown - permitting by adult

caretaker

Physical assault

Physical assault - permitting by

adult caretaker

Close confinement: tying/binding

Close confinement: tying/binding -

permicting by adult caretaker

Close confinement: other

Close confinement: other -

permitting by adult caretaker

Verbal or emotional assault

Verbal or emotional assault -

permitting by adult caretaker

Other or unknown abuse

Other or unknown abuse - permitting

by adult caretaker

Inactention to remedial health care
A R B T, O

neaded cale Lol Gldgiteca coweaooo..
or impairment '

Inattention to remedial health care
needs: wunwarranted delay or failure
to seek needed care
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Record 07
Variable Column
Name Number(s)
101 = Inattention to physical needs:
refusal of custody/abandonment
102 = Inattention to physical needs: other
refusal of custody
103 ~ Inattention to physical needs: other
custody related maltreatment
111 =~ Inattention to physical needs:
inadequate supervision
112 « Inattention to physical needs:
Inadequate supervision - can be
perpetrated by an adult caretaker
121 = Inattention to physical needs: other
physical neglect
122 = Inattention to physical needs: other

physical neglect - must be
perpetrated by an adult caretaker

130 ~ = Inattention to educational needs:
knowingly permitted chromic truancy

141 « Inattention to educational needs:
other truancy/failure to register or
enroll

142 ;= Inactention to educational needs:

other refusal to allow or provide
needed attention to diagnosed
educational heed

151 = Inattention to
developmental /emotional needs:
inadequate nurturance/affection

152 - Inattention to
developmental/emotional needs:
chronic/extreme spouse abuse

161 « Inattention to
developmental /emotional needs:
knowingly permitting drug/alcohol
abuse

162 = Inattention to
developmental/emotional needs:
knowingly permitting other
maladaptive behavior

OB NN R D MR M MW W w @
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Variable Column

Name = Number(s)

SEVTY1F 018

SEVTY2F 042

Record Q7

171 ~ Inattention to
developmental/emotional needs:
refusal to allow or provide needed
care for diagnosed emotional or
behavioral impairment/problem

172 = Inattention to
developmental /emotional needs:
failure to seek needed care for
emotional or behavioral

impairment/problem
173. = Inattention to

developmental /emotional needs; other
180 = Involuntary neglect
190 =~ General or unspecified neglect
201 = Other or unspecified maltreatment
202 = Chemically dependent newborns
203 = Nonmaltreatment cases

SPOND 'S S ITY OF

CPS/RON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROGESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: TITEM LABELED SEVERITY OF HARM

RESPONDENT 'S SEVERITY OF HaRM: 1ST FORM

RESPONDENT'S SEVERITY OF HARM- 2ND FORM, IF
APPLICABLE

™ T T OT™MT OTX O™ N W W O™
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Variable Column

Nape Numberx(s)

SEVIY3F 066

NATURELF 019

NATUREZF 043

RESPONDENT'S SEVERITY OF HARM: 3RD FORM, IF

AP CAB

Blank on form/Case not evaluated
Fatal

Serious

Moderate

Probable impairment

Endangered

Other/unknown CPS (Long Form)
Bot ascertained

Unkniown

i
he
5
i
f

VN I TP R
1134

RESPONDENT 'S NATURE OF HARM

CPS/NON-CPS :
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED NATURE OF HARM

RESPONDENT'S NATURE OF HARM - 1ST FORM
DENT'S N, oF - Q IF
APPLICABLE
3-51,

Record 07



Variable Column

Name Number(s)

NATURE3F 067

INMON1IF 020-021

INMON2F 044-045

INMON3F 068-0589

. Record 07
RESPONDENT'S NATURE OF HARM - 3RD FORM, IF
APPLICABLE
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
o = Not applicable
1 = Physical injury
2 = Other health condition or physical
impairment
3 = Impaired educational development
4 = Mental/emotional (injury, impairment,
or behavior problem)

5 = Unknown
MONTH OF INCIDENT
CPS/NON-CFS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C
EVAL: 1ITEM LABELED DATE OF INCIDENT: MONTH
MONTH OF INCIDENT: 1ST FORM
MO OF INCIDENT: 2ND FORM, IF APPLICARL
MONTH OF INCIDENT; 270 ™72% 77 ARDITICART™
Blank « Blank on form/Case not evaluated
01-12 = Month of incident
96 = Partial information
97 = Nonspecific answer
98 = Not ascertained
99 = Unknown

3-52
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Variable Column

Name

Number(s)

INDAYLF 022-023

INDAY2F 046-047

INDAY3IF 070-071

INYRLF

INYRZF

-

024-025

048-049

DAY OF TINCIDENT

CPS /NON-CPS :
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX €
EVAL: ITEM LABELED DATE OF INCIDENT: DAY

DAY OF INCIDENT: 1ST FORM

C : F A
0 : RD FD IF APPLIC
Blank - Blank on form/Case not evaluated
01-31 '~ = Day of incident
ce = Unknown
YEAR OF INCIDENT

CPS/NON-CPS : _
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING aND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C ‘
EVAL: ITEM LABELED DATE OF INCIDENT: YEAR

OF INC : 9]

YEAR OF INCIDENT: 2ND FORM. IF APPLICABLE

3-53

Record 07



Variable Column

Name Number(s)

INYR3F  072-073

ADRSP1F1 026

ADRSP2F1 050

ADRSP3Fl 074

Record 07
OF INCID - 3RD I PLICABLE
Blank w Blank on form/Case not evaluated
72-87 = Year of Incident
99 - Unknown

ADULT(S) RESPONSE{S) - FIRST

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX ©
EVAL: ITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (1)

M SUBS LTREATED; ST FORM

5 EATED: 2ND FORM, IF
ALPLICABLE

MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE MALTREATED: 3RD FORM, TF
PPLICABL.

Blank - Blauk on form/Case not evaluared
1 = Involved

2 = May be involved

9 = Invelvement unknown

A-54
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Record 07
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ADULT(SY RESPONSE(S) - SECOND

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (2)

ADRSP1F2 027 FATHER/SUBSTITUTE MALTREATED: 1ST FORM

ADRSP2F2 051 THER/SUBS MALTREATED: ND _FO IF
APPLICABL

ADRSP3F2 075 FATHER/SUBSTITUTE MALTREATED:; 3RD FORM, IF
APPLICABLE

Blank Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Involved

2 = May be involved

9 Involvement unknown

ADOLT(S SPONSE(S) -~ THIRD

CPS/NON-CPS :

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C

EVAL: ITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (3)

»

ADRSP1F3 028 SUBS ED: 1ST FO
ADRSP2F3 052 MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE PERMITTED: 2ND FORM, IF
APPLICABLE
3-55
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Record 07

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ADRSP3F3 076 MOTHER/SUBSTITUTE PERMITTED: 3RD FORM, IF
APPLICABLE
3
Blank ~ Blank on form/Case not evaluated E
1 ~ Involved
2 ~ May be involved
9 ~ Involvement unknowrn

L S =

ADULT(S) RESPONSE(S) - FOURTH

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (&)

i
I

E

ADRSP1F4 029 " FATHER/SUBST PERMITTED: FO

ADRSP2F4 053 FATHER/SUBSTITUTE PERMITTED: 2NWD FORM, IF E
APPLICABLE

ADRSP3IF4L 077 FATHER/SUBRSTITUTE PERMITTED: 3RD FORM, TF E
APPLICABLE :
Blank - Blank on form/Case mnot evaluated E
1 -~ Involved
2 - May be involved ,
9 = Involvement unknown E

il
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Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ADRSP1F5 030

ADRSP2FS 054

ADRSP3IFS 078

ADRSP1F6 031

ADULT(S) RESPONSE(S) - FIFTH

Record 07

CPS/NON-CPS: _
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX € i

EVAL: ITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (5)

OTHER MALTREATED (OTHER INVOLVED ADULTY: 1ST FORM

OTH

TREATED (OTHER INVOLVED ADULT): 2ND FORM
IF APPLICABLE

OTHER MALTREATED {OTHER INVOLVED AD
I PPLICABL

Blank
1
2
g9

: 3RD FORM

Blank on form/Case not evaluated

Involved
May be involved
Involvement unknown

ADULT(S) RESPONSE(S) - SIXTH

CPS/NON-CPS:

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C

EVAL:

ER

ITEM LABELED ADULT({S) RESPONS:

RM

ED: 1ST FCRM

(6}



Record 07

g

Variable Column

Name Bumber(s)

ADRSP2F6 055 OTHER PERMITTED; 2ND FORM, IF APPLICABLE

ADRSP3IF6 079

Blank ~ Blank ¢on form/Case not evaluated
1 - Invelwved '
2 = May be involved

9 = Involvement unknown

W T m

ADULT(S) RESPONSE{(S) - SEVENTH

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX G
EVAL: ITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (7) *

ADRSP1F7 032 OTHER MALTREATING ADULTS: 15T FORM

ADRSP2F7 036 OTHER MALTREATING ADULTS:; 2ZND FORM, IF APPLICABLE
ADRSPIF7 080 ) IR NG F8: . 3RD FO PLICABL
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Involved
2 = May be involved E
9 ’ = Involvement unknown

it Ry bt | ey
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Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ADRSPIF8 033

ADRSP2F8 057

ADRSP3F8 081

ADRSP1F9 034

ADRSP2FY 058

ADULT(S) RESPONSE(S) - EIGHTH

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM ILABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (8)

NOT ASCERTAINED:; 1ST FORM

NOT ASCERTAINED: ND FORM, IF APPLICABLE

NOT ASCERTAINED; 3RD FORM, IF APPLICABLE

Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Involved )

2 ‘= May be involved

9 = Involvement unknown

ADULT(S) RESPONSE(S) - NINTH

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: TITEM LABELED ADULT(S) RESPONS: (9)

UNIKNOWN: _1ST FORM

UNKNOWN: 28D FORM, IF APPLICABLE

Record 07



Record 07
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

ADRSP3F9 082 UNKNOWN: 3RD FORM, IF APPLICABLE

Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Involved

2 = May be inveolved

g = Involvement unknown

TIME - ELYIGIBILITY

CPS/NON-CPS:

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C

EVal: TITEM LABELED A. TIME EVAL

TIMEVLF . 035 TIME EVALUATION - TST FORM
TIMEVZF 059 TIM ALUATION - 2 FORM, IF APPLICABL
TIMEV3F 083 TIME EVALUATION - 3RD FORM, TF APPLICABLE
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Events occurred during study period
2 = Unspecified - no indication of
problem
3 -~ Unclear - indication of possible
problen
4 = Unclear - probably occurred outside
| period
3 - Out of scope: occurred before study
period
9 - Out of scope: occurred after study
period
-
[
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Variable Columm
Name Number(s)

SEVEV1F 036

SEVEV2F 060

SEVEV3F 084

NIS1AlF 085

SEVERITY EVALUATION

CP5/NON-CFS:

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C

EVAL: ITEM LABELED B. SEVERITY EVAL

SEVERITY EVALUATION - 1ST FORM

SEVERITY EVAIUATION - 2ND FORM, TF APPLICARLE

SEVERITY EVALUATION - 3RD FORM, TF APPLICABLE

Blank . = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Fatal

2 { = Serious

3 = Moderate

&4 = Harm not required

5 = Probable impairment

6 = Endangered

7 =~ Insufficient information

9 =~ Qut of scope

NIS - 1 EVALUATIONS - FIRST

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EvalL: TITEM LABELED A. PERPETRATOR REQ.

NIS - 1 PERP OR REQUIREME - 18 ORM

3-61

Record 07



Variable Column
Name  Number(s)

NIS1A2F 089

N1S1Aa3F 093

NISIB1F 086

NIS1B2F 090

ol P e ———
NIS - 1 PERPETRATOR REQUIREMENT - 2ND FORM, TIF
APPLICABLE

NIS - 1 PERPETRATOR REQUIREMENT - 3RD FORM, IF

APPLICABLE

Blank
1

A

3

4

Blank on form/Case not evaluated
Clearly fulfills perpetrator
requirement

Probably fulfills perpetrator
requirement

Possible perpetrator eligibility
problem

Perpetrator clearly cut of scope

NIS - 1 EVALUATIONS - SECOND

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C
ITEM LABELED B, HARM REQ.

EVAL:

NIS - 1 HARM REQUIREMENT - 15T FORM

Record 07

NIS - 1 HARM REQUTREMENT - ?ND FORM, TF APPLICABLE
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Record 07
Variable Column
Name Number{s)
NIS1B3F 094 NIS - 1 HARM REQUIREMENT - 3RD FORM, IF APPLICARLE
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Clearly fulfills harm requirement

2 = Out of scope: 1lesser harm

3 = Qut of scope: insufficient evidence
of harm

4 = Qut of scope: no harm alleged

NIS - 1 EVALUATIONS - THIRD

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED C. PERPETRATOR RESPONSIBILITY

NIS1CLF 087 - 1 PER OR_RESPONSIBI - FORM

NIS1C2F 091 NIS - 1 PERPETRATOR RESPONSTBILITY - 2ND FORM, TF
APPLICABLE

NISIC3F 095 NIS - 1 PERPETRATOR RESPONSIBILITY - 3RD FORM, TF
AP CABL
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evalusted
1 = Reliable evidence of in-scope
- perpetrator responsibilicty
2 = Information incomplete, but in-scope
responsibility likely
3 = Responsibility doubtful
4 = put of scope
3-63



Record 07

Variable Column

Name Number{s)

RIS - 1 EVALUATIONS - FOURTH

CPS/NON-CPS :
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX €
EVAL: ITEM LABELED D. NIS.1 COUNTABILITY

NISILDLF 0338 NIS - 1 COUNTABILITY - 1ST FORM
NIS1D2F 092 NIS - 1 COUNTABILITY - 2ND FORM, TIF APPLICABLE
NISID3F 096 NIS - 1 COUNTABILITY - 3RD FORM, IF APPLICABLE
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Very probable
2 = Probable .
3 = Insufficient information
4 = Doubtful/unlikely
7 = Probable except for time
8 = Situation out of scope
9 - Child our of scope
i 3-64
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o

by Record 07
= Variable Ceolumn
Name ~ Number(s)
NIS « 1 EVALUATYI -_F
CPS/RON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -
APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED E. OVERALIL NIS-1 COUNTABILITY
OF CASE
NIS1E 097 OVE 15 - co I OF CASE
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated
1 = Very probable
2 - Probable
3 = Insufficient information
4 = Doubtful/unlikely
7 = Probable except for time
8 = Situation out of scope
9 = Child out of scope

NIS 2 _EVALUATIONS - FIRST

CPS/NON-CPS: ‘
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ARALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED A. PERPETRATOR REQ.

NISZALF (98 - (8] UIR - 18T ¥FO

NIS2A2F 102 z 1] . I

BOE M OE N ME N NS w
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Variable Column

Nape Number(s)

NIS2A3F 106

NIS2B1lF 099

NIS2B2F 103

NIS283F 107

Record 07

- PE' OR_REQUT - 3RD RM, I

A CABL

Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated

1 = Clearly fulfills perpetrator
requirement

2 = Probably fulfills perpetrator
requirement

3 - Possible perpetrator eligibility
problem

4 = Perpetrator clearly out of scope

NIS - 2 EVALUATIONS - SECOND

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED B. HARM REQ.

NIs - 2 REQUIREMENT - 1ST FO

NIS - HARM REOQUTIREM - 2ND FORM, TF APPLICABLE

NIS - 2 HARM REQUIREMENT - 3RD FORM, TF APPLICABLE

Blank = Blarnk on form/Case not evaluated

1 = Clearly fulfills harm requirement

2 = Qut of scope: lesser harm

3 = Qut of scope: insufficient evidence
of harm

4 ~ Out of scope: no harm alleged

|
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Record 07
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

NIS - 2 EVALUATIONS - THIRD

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED C. PERPETRATOR RESPONSIBILITY

NIS2C1lF 100 NIS - 2 PERPETRATOR RESPONSIBILITY - 1ST FORM

NiS2C2F 104 NIS - 2 PERPETRATOR RESPONSTBILITY - 2ND FORM, IF
APPLICABLE

NIS2C3F 103 NIS - 2 PERPETRATOR RESPONSIBILITY - 3RD FORM, IF
APPLICABLE

Blank . = Blank on form/Case not evaluated

1 - Reliable evidence of in-scope
perpetrator responsibility

2 =~ Information incomplete, but in-scope
responsibility likely

3 ~ Responsibility doubtful

4 = Qut of scope

NIS - 2 EVALUATIONS - FOURTH

CPS/NON-CPS ;
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C
EVAL: ITEM LABELED D. NIS-2 COUNTABILITY

NIS2DiF 101 NIS - 2 COUNTABILITY - 1ST FORM

NISZ2D2F 105 NIS - 2 COUNTABILITY - 2ND FORM, IF APPLICABRLE




Record 07

Variable Column

Name  Number(s)

NIS2D3F 109 S5 - COUNTABTILITY - 3RD FO IF APPLICABLE E
Blank = Blank on form/Case not evaluated E
1 = Very probable ‘
2 = Probable
3 = Insufficient information
4 = Doubtful /unlikely E
7 = Probable except for time
8 = Situation out of scope
9 = Child out of scope F

RIS -~ 2 EVALUATIONS - FIFTH

CPS/NON-CPS:
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS -

APPENDIX C .
EVAL: ITEM LABELED E. OVERALL NIS-2 COUNTABILITY

OF CASE

NIS2E 110 OVERALL NJS - 2 COUNTABILTI OF CASE F

=~ Blank on form/Case not evaluated
=~ Very probable

= Probable

~ Insufficient information

=~ Doubtful /unlikely

~ Probable except for time

=~ Situartion out of scope

~ Child out of scope
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] Record 08
ANALYSIS FILE CODE MANUAL FOR STUDY OF THE
NATIONAL INCIDENCE AND PREVALENCE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

IDd (001-007) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

PSU 001-002 COUNTY PSU NUMBER

SEE TECHNICAL REPORTS

01-28 = County number

FACTYPE 003 FACILITY TYPE

= Child Protective Service

= State/County Police or Sheriff
= Hospital

= School

Day care center

= Social Services

= Municipal Police Dept

= Juvenile Probation Dept

= Public Health Dept

FEEEEREE]

ol R T R P N
]
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Y

SEQNO 004-007 SEQUENTIAL NUMBER

0001-9999 =~ Sequence within PSU and FACTYPE

CARDNO  008-009  RECCRD NUMBER

08 = Record 08

B E R ARENE




Variable Column

Name Number(s)

MSUBDERV 010

MSUB DERIVED FROM MSEXIST AND MRET,

Record 08

}
) IF FORMTYPE = ‘0’ THEN DO;
| IF MSEXIST = ‘1’ THEN DO;

| IF MREL = ‘1’ THEN MSUBDERV = '1’;

[ ELSE IF MREL = ‘2’ THEN MSUBDERV = '2°;
1 ELSE MSUBDERV = *4';

| END;

| ELSE IF MSEXIST ~ '2’ THEN MSUBDERV = '3’;
| ELSE IF MSEXIST ~ '9' OR MSEXIST = ' °

|  THEN MSUBDERV = ’4';

[END; /* TO FORMTYPE = O */

JELSE DO;

{ IF MSEXIST = ’'X’ THEN MSUBDERV = ‘X’;

[END; /# TO FORMTYPE 1 OR 2 */

Natural mother present in home
= Step mother in home
Mother/sub not living in home
Other

= MSEXIST not on form

MEWN M
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Variable Column

Name Number (<)

FSUBDERV 011

FSUB_DERIVED_FROM FSEXIST AND FREL

Record 03

|
|IF FORMTYPE =~ ‘0 THEN DO;

| IF FSEXIST = '1* THEN DO;

t IF FREL = ‘1’ THEN FSUBDERV = ’'1°;

i ELSE IF FREJI, -~ '2* THEN FSUBDERV = '2°;
| ELSE FSUBDERV = *4*;

| END;

| ELSE IF FSEXIST = ‘2' THEN FSUBDERV - ‘3';
| ELSE IF FSEXIST = ’9* OR FSEXIST - ’ *

| THEN FSUBDERV =~ ‘4’;

[END; /* TO FORMTYPE = O */

{ELSE DO;

| IF FSEXIST = 'X’ THEN FSUBDERV = ‘X';

|{END; /* TO FORMIYPE 1 OR 2 */

Natural facher present in home
Step father in home
Father/sub net living in home
Other

FSEXIST not on form

P W
| I B B |

3-71
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Variable Column

Name Nunmber(s)

AGEYCALC 012-013

Record 08

CALCUTATED AGE_AT EATMENT TN _YEARS

Ml EEE e e it M — ———— Sy bl it Al P St S — —— — G—— — — T (— — — — — — — —— ——

Age at maltreatment in years calculated
-by the formula

Age = maltreatment date - birth date + 1 day
‘Where

Age =

Integer value of

{number of days + 1)/365.25
Birth date = .

Birth date with nonmissing
month and year (BMON,BDAY,BYR from form).
Missing day set to 15.
Maltreatment date =
Maltreatment date with
nonmissing month and year
(INMONL1F, INDAY1F, INYR1F or
INMON2F, INDAY2F, INYRZF or
INMON3F, INDAY3F, INYR3F).
Missing day set to 15.

Date selected according to the
following priority:

1.

Earliest date where NISIDIF or NISID2F
NIS1ID3F or NISZ2D1F or NISZD2ZF or
NIS2D3F = 1 or 2

Elsa
Earliest date where TIMEVIF or TIMEVZF
or TIMEV3F « 1 or 2

Else
Latest date

— e — T — —— — L — — — T — — T T— T — R — — o — — T " Do - i — R —

<
[=]

01-98
99

= less than 1 year

— Age In years

= Could not be calculated (no birth date
or no maltreatment date)

]

i



. Record 08
Variable Column
Name Number(s)
AGEMCALC 014-015 CALCULATED AGE AT MALTREATMENT IN MONTHS
" [ [
] Same calculation as AGEYCALC except |
| ]
| Age = Integer value of |
I (number of days + 1)/30.4 |
! WVhere ]
| {(NUMBER OF DAYS + 1)/365.25 ]
i is less than 1 year |
| |
00 = Less than 1 month or AGEYCALC -> 1
01l-11 = Age in months
99 = Could not be calculated (no blrth date

or no maltreatment date)

AGEYRMO 016-019 AGE OF CHILD AT MALTREATMENT

Age of the child at maltreatment used in the
analysis:

AGEYCALC followed by AGEMCALC
if calculated age not = 9999 and calculated

age consistent with narrative on form
Else
AGE followed by AGEMO
reformatted for consistency with
AGEYCALC and AGEMCALC

— — — ——— — S — —— e o it —
V— e B — ——— S — — — —— —

0000 = Less than 1 month

0001-0011 = Age in months (under-1l year)

0100-9800 = Age in years (oné year or more)
(last 2 digits always 00)

9999 ’ = No age available

B o R R MR WO NE G N
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Variable Column

Name Number(s)

AGESRCE 020

DUPGRP  021-024

EVALCORR 025-031

WKSCORR 032-038

Record 08

SOURCE OF AGEYRMO

1 = Calculated

2 = Coded (from form)

3 = Missing age or no discrepancy between
calculated and coded

DUPLICATE GROUP IDENTIFIER

An jdentifying number was assigned to a
group of children reported on 1 or more CPS
or Non-CPS forms that were determined to be
duplicates ‘of the same child.

Group assignments were made by inspection

of the children’s similarities on a number of
variables, as described in detail in

Chapter 5 of the Report on Data Processing
and Analysis.

™ ww T Y M B R

A ——— —— i W ———— — Sy
* -

™ ™ ™

Blank = No duplicate’
0001-9999 = Duplicate group assignment

EVALUATION CORRECTION

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, SECTION
6.3, PARAGRAPH "EXIT EVALUATION ADJUSTMENT."

0.00000 - 9,99999 =~ Actual evaluation
correction

™ ™*

WEEKS CORRECTION

1

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, SECTION
6.3, PARAGRAPH "CORRECTION FOR INCOMPLETE OR
PARTIAL PARTICIPATION."

™

0.00000 - 9.99999 = Actual weeks correction

pIow B

.
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Variable Column

Name =  Bumbep(s)

LOADSIZE 039

TEENCNT 040

SIZE OF CPS AGENCIES

SEE REPORT ON DATA COLLECTION, TABLE 4-1

1 = Small CP5 agencies
2 = Medium CPS agencies
3 = Large CPS agencies

TEEN COUNTABILITY IN SEX ABUSE CASES

Record 08§

cases (Criterion 1) that were not

Screening involved all cases
Where
1. CKCDELIF =

AND
8. AGEOTH1 = 99 OR BLANK OR > 12

T ST T i e LA B . T e s S S ot S S S oty S — > o — . — — e — — p—— —

The data form narratives were screened for
all teen perpetrated cases of sex abuse to
determine whether the alleged perpetrator could
or could not be regarded as a "caretaker.”
Screened cases were limited to sex abuse

already countable under interim NIS-2
countability rules used during evaluative
coding (Criterion 2), that had not been
countable under interim rules because of the
perpetrator criterion (Criteria 3-5), and that
had perpetrators who were kmown to the child
(Criteria 6-7) and whose age had been unknown
or who were clearly teenagers (Criterion 8),

0l1l OR 012 OR 021 OR 022 OR 031 OR 032

AND

2. NIS2D1F = 3 OR 8
AND :

3. NIS2AL1F NOT = 1 AND NIS2A1F NOT - 2
AND

4. NIS2B1F - 1
AND

5. NIS2CF = 1 OR 2
AND

6. ADRSP1F5 OR ADRSP1F6 = 1
AND

7. OTHRELl = 04 OR 05 OR 06 OR 13 OR 14



Variable Column

Name Numbevr{s}

Record 08

| OR i
} |
| 1. CKCDEZF - J
| 011 OR 012 OR 021 OR 022 OR 031 OR 032 }
| AND }
| 2. NISZD2F = 3 QR 8 i
| AND : {
| 3. NISZ2A2F NOT =~ 1 AND HIS2AZF NOT ~ 2 |
| AND |
| 4. NIS2B2F - 1 |
| AND }
] 5, NIS2C2F = 1 OR 2 |
| AND !
| 6. ADRSP2F5 OR ADRSP2F§ =~ 1 [
[ AND [
| 7. OTHRELL = 04 QR 03 OR 06 OR 13 OR 14 i
| AND !
] 8. AGEQTHl = 99 OR BLANK OR > 12 1
} }
| OR }
| !
| 1. CKCDE3IF = }
} 011 OR 012 OR 021 OR 022 OR 031 OR 032 |
| AND !
| 2. NIS2D3F - 3 OR 8 l
| AND ]
] 3. NISZA3F NOT = 1 AND NIS2A3F NOT = 2 ]
] AND )
| 4. NIS2B3F ~ 1 |
| AND !
| 5. NIS2C3F - 1 OR 2 [
{ AND |
| 6. ADRSP3FS OR ADRSP3FS = 1 |
! AND ]
] 7. OTHRELl - 04 OR 05 OR 06 OR 13 OR 14 |
] AND ]
| 8. AGEOTHl =~ 99 OR BLANK OR > 12 ]
| |
Blank - Case did not meet criteria for

W N

screening

Clearly a caretaker
Probably a caretaker
Probably not a caretaker
Definitely not a caretaker

[ S I

E
E
E
£
E
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Record 08
Variable Column

Name Number{s)

SUMMARY CTASSIFICATIONS - TYPE OF MALTREATMENT

COUNTABLE BY NIS-1 CRITERTA

The following series of variables (PHYAl
to N1) represent summmary c¢lassificavions
of different types of maltreatment. Their
purpose is to summarize wnether or not that
genteral type of maltreatment was countable
by NIS-1 criteria. The following is an
example of the algorithm used to create
these wvariables.

Computation of PHYAL:

IF (CKCDELF = Q41 AND ((NISLDLF - 1 OR
NISIDIF =~ 2} OR (NIS1D1F - 7 AND
FORMTYPE = (03))

OR
{CKCDE2F = 041 ARD ((NIS1D2F ~ 1 OR
NIS1D2F = 2) OR (NIS1D2F = 7 AND
FORMTYPE = 0}))

OR
{CKCDE3F = 041 AND ((NIS1D3F = 1 OR
NISID3F = 2) OR (NIS1D3F = 7 AND
FORMTYFE = 0)))

THEN PHYAl - 1

For comvenience this and the following
statements will be abbreviated to:
IF CKCDE_F =~ 041 AND ((NIS1D F = 1 OR 2) OR
(N1S1D_F = 7 AND FORMIYPE = 0))
THEN PHYAL = 1

T L S M MM SN e e S S ek e WS ik Mk A v T Wy — A St — it S i — g Tty
T TS T S A, S e e e e AL el e e i S e T —prr — it —— — — g i P Ao




Variable Column

Name

PHYAL

SEXAL

Number{s)

041

042

Record 08

SUMMARY CLASSIFICATION: FPHYSICAL ABUSE

ORIGINAL DEFINTITIONS

IF CKCDE F = 041 AND ((NIS1D F = 1 OR 2)
OR (NISID_F = 7 AND FORMTIYPE = 0))
THEN PHYAl - 1

1 = Physical abuse countable by NIS-1
criteria

0 = Physical abuse not countable by NIS-1
criteria or not alleged

S C s CATTOW: _SEXUA us

ORIGINAIL DEFINITIONS

IF (CKCDE_F = Ol1 OR CKCDE_F = 021 OR
CKCDE_F = 031) AND ((NIS1D_F = 1 OR 2)
OR (NISID F = 7 AND FORMTYPE = 0))

THEN SEXAl = 1

— v e rna .

i = Sexual abuse countable by NIS-1
criteria
0 = Sexual abuse not countable by NIS-1

criteria or not alleged

3-78
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Record Q8

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

EMOAL 043 SUMMARY CILASSIFICATION: EMOTIONAL ABUSE/
ORIGINAL DEFINITIONS
i I
| IF (CKCDE_F - 051 OR CKCDE F - 053 OR I
[ CKCDE_F = 061 OR CKCDE_F = 071) [
{ AND ((NIS1D_F - 1 OR 2) |
{ OR (NIS1D_F =~ 7. AND FORMIYPE = 0)) I
{ THEN EMOAL = 1 [
| |
1 - Emotionzl abuse countable by NIS-1

criteria

0 -~ Emotional abuse not countable by

NIS-1 criteria or not alleged

Al 044 SUMMARY CTASSTIFICATION: ABUSE/

ORIGINAL DEFINTTIONS

IF PHYAL = 1 OR SEXAl -~ 1 OR EMOAl - 1
THEN Al =~ 1

= Abuse countable by NIS-1 criteria
= Abuse not countable by NIS-1 criteria
or not alleged

o -

PHYN1 045 SUMMARY QLASSIFICATION PHYSICAL NEGLECT/ORIGINAL
DEFINITIONS

IF (CKCDE_F =~ 080 OR CKCDE_F - 090 OR
CKCDE_F = 101 OR CKCDE_F = 102 OR
CKCDE_F = 103 OR CKCDE_F = 111 OR
CKCDE_F - 121) AND ((NIS1D_F = 1 OR 2)
OR (NISID_F = 7 AND FORMTYPE = 0))

THEN PHYNL = 1

e Gt g ey s —— —
— e v— Gy —— —

1 =~ Physical neglect countable by NIS-1
- criceria

0 ~ Physical neglect not countable by
criteria or not alleged
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Record 03
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

EDN1 046 CLASSTFICATION: EDUCATION G
ORIGINAL DEFINITIONS

IF (CKCDE_F = 130 OR CRCDE_F = 141 OR
CKCDE_F = 142) AND ((NISID_F = 1 OR 2
OR (NISLD_F ~ 7 AND FORMTYPE = 0))

THEN EDNL = 1

—— — — —— —

1 = Educational neglect countable by
NIS-1 eriteria ’

0 - Educational neglect not countable by
NIS-1 criteria or not alleged

EMON], 047 SUMMARY CLASSIFICATION: FEMOTIONAL NEGLECT/

ORT EFINITION

I |

| IF (CKCDE_F =~ 151 OR CKCDE F = 152 OR |

| CKCDE_F = 161 OR CKCDE F = 162 OR |

| CKGDE_F = 171 OR CKCDE_F = 172 OR |

| CKCDE_F =~ 173) AND ((NISID_F = 1 OR 2) {

| OR (NISID_F = 7 AND FORMTYPE = 0)) i

| THEN EMON1 =~ 1 I

| I

1 = Emotional neglect countable by NIS-1
criteria

0 - Emotional neglect not countable by

N1S-1 criteria or not alleged

1-80



Record 08
Variable Column

ame Number({s)

N1l 048 SUMMARY CIASSIFICATION: NEGLECT/
ORIGINAL DEFINTTIONS

}
IF PHYNL = 1 OR EDN1 = 1 OR EMONI - 1 |
THEN N1 = 1 [

i

= Neglect countable by NIS-1 criteria
= Neglect not countable by NIS-1
criteria or not alleged

o+

SUMMARY CIASSIFICATYONS - TYPE OF HWALTREATMENT
COUNTABLE BY REVISED NIS-2 CRITERTA

The following series of variables (PHYAZ
to N2) represent summmary classifications
of different types of maltreatment. Their
purpose is to summarize whether or not -that
general type of maltreatment was countable
by the revised NIS-2 criteria. The following
is an example of the algorithm used to create
these variables.

Computation of FHYA2:

IF (CKCDE1lF = 041 AND ((NIS2DIF = 1 OR
NIS2D1F = 2) OR (NIS2D1F = 7 AND
FORMTYPE = 0)))

OR
{CKCDE2F = 041 AND ((NIS2D2F = 1 OR
NIS2D2F = 2) OR (NIS2D2F = 7 AND
FORMIYPE = 0))) )

OR
{CKCDE3F - Q041 AND ((NIS2D3F = 1 OR
NIS2D3F = 2} OR (NIS2D3F = 7 AND
FORMTYPE = 0)))

THEN PHYA2 = 1 T

For convenjence this and the following
statements will be abbreviated to:
IF CKCDE_F = 041 AND ((NIS2D_F = 1 OR 2) OR
(RIS2D_F = 7 AND FORMIYPE - 0))
THEN PHYA2 = 1

R e e at W i S —— e W T — Pt ot it it ottt WY oo i Pncy
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Record 08
Variable Column
Name Numbex (s}
PHYAZ 049 ) CLASSIFICATION: P I ARUS
REVISED DEFINITIONS
} I
! IF CKCDE_F ~ D41 AND ((NIS2D F = 1 OR 2) ]
{ OR (NIS2D F = 7 AND FORMIYPE = 0)) i
| THEN PHYA2 = 1 |
| ]
3 g - Physical abuse countable by the
revised NIS-2 eriteria )
0 = Physical abuse not countable by the

revised NIS-2 criteria or not alleged

SEXA2 050 SUMMARY CIASSTFICATION: SEXUAL ARUSE/
R ED DEFINITIONS

! ,
{ IF (CRCDE_F = 011 OR CKCDE F ~ 012 OR

| CRCDE_F = 021 OR CKCDE F = 022 OR

|  CRGDE_F ~.031 OR CKCDE_F = 032)

| AND ((NIS2D_F = 1 OR 2) OR (TEENCNT - 1 OR 2)
| OR (NIS2D_F = 7 AND FORMIYPE = 0))

| THEN SEXA2 = 1

|

— i i — it S} —

1 = Sexual abuse countable by the revised
NIS-2 criteria
0 = Sexual abuse not countable by the

revised NIS-2 criteria or not alleged

™ ®H T

RE



Record 08
Variable Column
Name Number(s)
EMDAZ2 051 SUMMARY CLASSIFICATION: EMOTTIONAL ABUSE/
REVISE FINITIONS
t |
{ IF (CKCDE_F =~ 051 OR CKCDE_F = 053 OR |
i CKCDE_F = 061 OR CKCDE_F = 071) [
| AND ((NIS2D F = 1 OR 2) {
{ OR (NIS2D_F = 7 AND FORMIYPE = 0)) |
| THEN EMOAZ = 1 {
| |
1 w Emotional abuse countable by the
revised NIS-2 criterijia
0 = Emotional abuse not countable by the

revised NIS~2 criteria or not alleged

A2 052 SUMMARY CTIASSTFICATION: ABUSE/
REVISED OEFINTTIONS

IF PHYA2 = 1 OR SEXA2 = 1 OR EMOAZ -~ 1

— p——— s,

THEN A2 = 1
1 = Abuse countable by the revised NIS-2
eriteria
0 ~ Abuse not countable by the revised

NIS-2 criteria or not alleged

PHYN2 053  SUMMARY CIASSTFICATION: PHYSTCAL NEGLECT/
REVISED DEFINITIONS

IF (CKCDE_F = 080 OR CKCDE_F = 090 OR
CKCDE_F = 101 OR CKCDE F - 102 OR
CKCDE_F « 103 OR CKCDE F -~ 111 OR
CKCDE_F = 112 OR CKCDE_F - 121 OR
CKCDE_F = 122) AND ((NIS2D F = 1 OR 2)
OR (NIS2D _F = 7 AND FORMIYPE =~ Q))

THEN PHYN2 - 1

— — S Y S — —
— e — T——— oy —

1 - Physical neglect countable by the
revised NIS-2 criteria
0 - Physical neglect not countable by the

revised NIS-2 criteria or not alleged

A8 B R R BB N M N MW W b o &5
A L/ ”}
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Record 08

Variable Column

Name Number(s)

EDN2 054 SUMMARY CILASSIFICATION: EDUCATTONAT NEGLECT/

REVISED DEFINITIONS

IF (CKCDE F -~ 130 OR CKCDE F - 141 OR
CKCDE_F = 142) AND ((NIS2D_F = 1 OR 2)
OR (NIS2D_F = 7 AND FORMTYPE = 0))

THEN EDN2 = 1

1 ~ Educational neglect countable by the
. revised NIS-2 criteria -
-0 = Educational neglect not countable by
the revised NIS-2 criteria or not
alleged

EMON2 055 8 SSIFICATION; OTIONAL NEGLECT

REVISED DEFINITIONS

IF (CKCDE_F = 151 OR CKCDE_F = 152 OR
CKCDE_F = 161 OR CKCDE_F = 162 OR
CKCDE_F = 171 OR CKCDE_F = 172 OR
CKGDE_F = 173) AND ((NIS2D_F =~ 1 OR 2)
OR (NISZD_F = 7 AND FORMTYPE - 0))

THEN EMON2 = 1

— E—— — — —— ——

1 = Emotional neglect countable by the
revised NIS-2 criteria

0 -~ Emotional neglect not countable by
the revised NIS-2 criteriz .- .ut
alleged
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Record 08
Variable Column

ame Number(s)

N2 056 b4 8 CATION: EGLEGT
REVIS INLTIONS

IF (CKCDE_F = 190 AND ((NIS2D F = 1 OR 2)
OR (NIS2D_F = 7 AND FORMTYPE - 0))
OR PHYN2 - 1 OR EDN2 = 1 OR EMON2 - 1

THEN N2 = 1
1 ~ Neglect countable by the revised
NIS-2 criteria
G = Neglect not countable by the revised

NIS-2 criteria or not alleged

SEVER1 057 HIGHEST DEGREE OF SEVER FOR ALL TREATMENT
COUNTABLE NIS-1_CRITER

" SEVER] represents summmary classificacions
for the most severe Iinjury/{impairment
resulting from maltreatment countable under
NI$-1 eriteria.

Each form of maltreatment which was countable
under NIS-1 standards was identified, and the
severity codes were compared. The most severe
level of injury/impairment was used to
represent the SEVER1 value for the child.

That is, NIS1IDLF, NIS1D2F, AND NISID3F were
examined, and for those with values of 1 or 2
(or 7 if FORMTYPE ~ Q), the

corresponding severity evaluations

(i.e., SEVEV1F, SEVEV2F, and/or SEVEV3F) were
compared. The SEVEV_F value with the lowest
number (i.e.., most severe Injury/impalrment)
was selected to represent the case.

A ) B A T U T T i S e Swm—y S—— i —a — AL— — T—— —
——— e A G ) S — T — — A S i . — —

Blank = Not countable
1 = Fatal

2 = Serious

3 - Moderate

4 » Probable

A MENERNERAE SN NN NN N




Variable Column

Number{a)

Qame

SEVERZ

058

Record 08

HIGHEST DEGREE OF SEVERITY FOR ALY TREATMENT
COUNTARLE BY REVISED NIS-2 CRITERIA

— — S— — — —— . bt — A — — — — t— — —_ Sa— — — —— ——u. —

SEVER2? represents summmary classifications
for the most severe Injury/impalrment
resulting from maltreatment countable under
revised NIS-2 criteria.

An algorithm corresponding to SEVERL was
created based on NIS2DLF, NISZD2F, and NISZD3F. |
Only those NIS2D_F's which were equal to 1 or 2|
(or 7 if FORMIYPE = 0) |
were considered if their corresponding CKCDE F |
values were included in the revised NIS-2 |
summary classification values. That is, only |
CKCDE_F’s specified in the definitions of !
PHYA2, SEXA2, EMOA2, PHYN2, EDN2, and EMON2 i
were eligible. For all eligible CKCDE F’'s ]
with the required NISZD_F values, the i
corresponding SEVEV_F wvalues were compared, ]
and the lowest numerical value was used to |
represent the case. The representative (
SEVEV_F value was translated into the ]
following SEVER2 codes. ]

[

B
1
2
3
4
5

lank = Not countable

- Fatal
Sericus

= Moderate
Probable
Endangered
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Variable Ceolumn

Name Number(s)

C_TOTAL 059

C_NISIE 060

Record 08

REVISED NYS -2 COUNTABITITY

l
] IF A2 = 1 OR N2 = 1 OR ((CKCDE_F ~ 201 AND

{
!
| (NIS2D_F = 1 OR 2) OR (NIS2D_F = 7 AND |
| FORMIYPE = 0))) !
| THEN C_TOTAL = 1 I
! I

1 =~ Countable according to the revised
© NIS-2 criteria
0 =~ Not countable according to the

revised NIS-2 criteria

NIS1E ASSIGNED FROM CPS FORM FOLLOWING UNDUPLICATION

J
| If a Non-CPS record is selected as a

| representative of a duplicate grouping and if
] CPSROL for this grouping is generated by a

| CPS record, then C _NIS1E on the selected

| record is equal to NIS1E on the CPS record.

| Otherwise, C NISLE is blank.

|

A Sl e T T — — s

Non-CPS record selected and CPSROL
from CPS record

Very probable

Probable

Insufficient information

Doubtful funlikely

Probable except for time
Situation out of scope

Child out of scope

Blank

O 00~ PR e



Record 08
Variable Column

Name Number(s)

C_NISZE 061 NIS2E ASSIGNED FROM CPS_FORM FOLLOWING UNDUPLICATION

|

[ If a Non-CPS record is selected as a

| representative of a duplicate grouping and if
| CPSROL for this grouping is generated by a

| CPS record, then C_NIS2E on the selected

{ record is equal to NISZE on the CPS recorxd.

| Otherwise, C_NIS2E is blank.

T — ——— w——— — irn;  —

Non-CPS record selected and CPSROL
from GCPS record

= Very probable

= Probable

Insufficient information

Doubtful /unlikely

Probable except for time

Situation out of scope

Child out of scope

=]

B

R
'

I N P X
L}

1

ETHNICY 062 CHILD'S ETHNICITY

}

\IF FORMTYPE -~ ‘0’ THEN DO;

] IF MREL = ‘1’ AND NOT(MSETHNIC = ' ‘' OR

1 MSETHNIC -~ ’9') THEN

| ETHNIC = MSETHNIC;

| ELSE IF FREL = "1’ AND NOT(FSETHNIC = * ' OR
I FSETHNIC = ’9') THEN

) ETHNIC = FSETHNIC;

| END; :
|

{IF ETHNIC - '4' OR ETHNIC = 'S’ THEN

| ETHNICY - ‘1°;

[ELSE IF ETHNIC = '3’ THEN ETHNICY = *2';
|ELSE IF ETHNIC = 'l’ OR ETHNIC - ‘2' OR
| ETHNIC = 6’ THEN ETHNICY = ’3‘;
|ELSE ETHNICY ~ '9';

|

e e ey s A e e ——— v e — ——

- White
- Black
Ocher
Unknown
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Record 08
Variable Column

Name Number{s)

SOURCE 063-064  PRIORITY CODE FOR CREDITING DUPLICATE RECORDS TO A
STUDRY SOURCE

| |
| The FACTYPEs of records in a duplicate grouping|
[were examined. Each duplicate grouping was {
|eredited to the highest priority agency category]
}(i.e., lowest SOURCE code) represented within |
jthe grouping , using the following priority

E R R P EE R

!
1system: {
[
| FACTYPE SOURCE |
| 1 CPS agency record, and 1
| CPSROL = 1 for the grouping 1 |
{ 8 Probation 2 i
i 2 Sheriff 2 |
| 2 State Police 3 |
i 7 Municipal Police & 1
| 9 Public Health Department 3 1
i 3 Hospltal & |
} 4 Elementary school 7 ]
] 4 Secondary school 8 1
{ 5 Day care/preschool 9 l
| 6 Mental Health Agency 10 {
{ & Other social services agency 11 ]
) |
01 - CPS agency record, and CPSROL = 1 for
- the grouping
02 = Probarion or Sheriff
03 w State Police
04 - Municipal Police
05 = Public Health Department
06 ~ Hospital
07 = Elementary school
08 = Secondary school
09 = Day care/preschool
10 = Mencal Health Agency
11 = Other social services agency

3=39
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Record 08
Variable Column

ﬂame ﬂum!ge;g s}

CPSROL 065 CPS _AWARENESS OF CASE

The following coding for CPS awareness of case
applied to all forms in a duplicate grouping
prior to unduplication.

!
!
I
|
IF FORMTYPE =~ 0 THEKR DO; )
IF ROLA - 1 OR ROLI = 1 OR NISLE - 1 OR j
NIS1E = 2 OR NIS2E = 1 OR NIS2E - 2 OR {
NIS1E = 7 OR NI$2E = 7 THEN CPSROL ~ 1; |

ELSE IF ROLA =~ 2 OR ROLI = 2 THEN CPSROL = 2;|
ELSE IF ROLA = 9 OR ROLI = 9 THEN CPSROL = 9;|
ELSE IF ROLA = * * OR ROLI = ‘ ' THEN |
CPSROL, =~ 8; }

|

]

I

i

|

|

|

!

I

8

ELSE IF FORMTYPE - 1 THEN DO;
IF ROLSA = 1 THEN CPSROL = 1;
ELSE IF ROLSA = 9 THEN CPSROL = §;
ELSE IF ROLSA = * ' THEN CPSROL = 8;
END;
ELSE CPSROL =~ ' ’;

W S TR G el Ay S S G — — — At {fiet rere Sammre S Amn reas e ——

- No CPS form for the child

- CPS aware of child’s victimization

= CPS believed child was not a vicetim

« CPS did not indicate child’s role as
victim

tﬁim_M’WFMM:TﬂFCﬁITH's role as victim unknown to CPS )
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i
Record 08
Variable Column
@ Name Number(s)
% REPSOURC 066-067 REPORTING SOURCE
m When CPSROL = 1 REPSOURC is derived from
: PSSOURCE:
% PSSOURCE REPSOURCE
v ol 12
N 02 12
a 03 03
¥ 04 02
] 05 13
5 06 a7
j%al 07 09
08 06
09 & 05
3 {TYPSRC =~ 1)
: 09 & 13
; {other TYPSRC)
10 10
;I! 11 11
‘ 12 14
" 13 14
5 14 ' 14
v Blank , 14
missing)
Blank DUPGRP was checked for
{and nonmissing FACTYPEs of duplicate cases,
DUPGRP) and REPSOURC assigned

according to the appropriate
SOURCE code for the agency

) in question.

15 and higher Cases were listed and data
forms were checked for
written comments concerning
reporting sources,.

REPSOURC is derived from SOURCE for
CPSROL not equal te 1:

SCOURCE REPSQURCE

02 (and 02

{FACTYPE - §)

02 (and 03

(FACTYPE = 2)

02 (other Cases were listed and were
FACTYPE) assigned to REPSOURC as 02

e S — — — — — D o — — T f———— T T f— — A ————— . —— —drrert w——r W—t T — ——a ——
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} (and DUPGRP
I
|
1
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
{
I
|
|
|
|
{

or 03 according to the




Variable Column

Name

Number(s)

PSU_WGT 068-075

ANN WGT 076-079

A_WGT

080-088

Record 08

| appropriate SQURCE code for |
| the agency in question. |
| 04 03 |
| O8 07 |
| 03, 05, 06, REPSOURCE = SQURCE |
] 07, 09, 10, 11 . |
| : |
02 = Courts and Juvenile Probation

03 = Law enforcement

05 = Public health

06 = Hospital

07 = School

09" = Day care

10 = Mental health

11 = Social services

12 : =~ D85S/ Welfare Dept.

13 = Other professional agency

14 = All other sources

SU _WEIGHT

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, CHAFTER
VI.

000.0000 - 999,9%99 = Actual value

ANNUALTZATION WEIGHT

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, CHAPTER
VI.

0.00-9.99 = Actual value

W PSu G 0 _ESTIMATE_CASES REPORTED BY CPS
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, CHAPTER

VI.

0000.0000 - 9999.9999 — Actual value

3-92
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http:0.00-9.99

! ‘ Record 08

t
Variable Column

Vi,

0000.0000 - 9999.9999 = Actual value

Name Number{s)
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, CHAPTER

TA WGT 098-106 TOTAL ANNUALIZED WEIGHT TO ESTIMATE CASES REPORTED
BY CPS

| | |
SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, CHAPTER

:

vI.

ﬁ B_WGT 089-097 WITHIN PSU WEIGHT TO ESTIMATE OVERALL CASES
i
0000.0000 - 9999.9999 ~ Actual value

ﬁ IB_WGT 107-115 TOTAL ANNUALIZED WEIGHT TO ESTIMATE OVERALL CASES
]

SEE REPORT ON DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS, CHAPTER
VI.

0000.0000 - 9999.9999 = Actual value

et ]

L gl el e
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APPENDIX F

NI1S-2 CODE MANUAL SUPPLEMENT: ADDITIONAL DERIVED VARIABLES



AGEGROUP Age of Child: Categorical with six levels

0-2 years
3-5 years
6-8 years
9-11 years
12-14 years
15-17 years
Unknown

O© o0k, WwN -

* DEFINE AN AGE VARIABLE WITH 6 LEVELS;

IF AGE LE 2 THEN AGEGROUP=1,

ELSE IF AGE GE 3 AND AGE LE 5 THEN AGEGROUP=2;
ELSE IF AGE GE 6 AND AGE LE 8 THEN AGEGROUP=3;
ELSE IF AGE GE 9 AND AGE LE 11 THEN AGEGROUP=4;
ELSE IF AGE GE 12 AND AGE LE 14 THEN AGEGROUP=5;
ELSE IF AGE GE 15 AND AGE LE 17 THEN AGEGROUP=6;
ELSE IF AGE=99 THEN AGEGROUP=9;

ELSE AGEGROUP=,

ETHNICIT Race/Ethnicity with Blacks, Whites and Hispanics

White, not of Hispanic origin
Black, not of Hispanic origin
Hispanic

Other

Unknown

g~ wN -

* DEFINE ETHNICIT;
CETHNIC=ETHNIC,
IF FORMTYPE=0 THEN DO;
IF MREL=1 AND NOT(MSETHNIC=. OR MSETHNIC=9) THEN
CETHNIC=MSETHNIC;
ELSE IF FREL=1 AND NOT(FSETHNIC=. OR FSETHNIC=9) THEN
CETHNIC=FSETHNIC;
END;
IF CETHNIC=5 THEN ETHNICIT=1;
ELSE IF CETHNIC=3 THEN ETHNICIT=2;
ELSE IF CETHNIC=4 THEN ETHNICIT=3;
ELSE IF CETHNIC=1 OR CETHNIC=2 OR CETHNIC=6 THEN ETHNICIT=4;
ELSE IF CETHNIC=9 THEN ETHNICIT=5;



FM_STRUC Family Structure/Presence of Parents

Both parents present
Mother only

Father

Both Absent

Other

g~ wND

* DEFINE FM_STRUC,;

IF FORMTYPE=0 OR FORMTYPE=1 THEN DO;
MEXIST=MSEXIST;

FEXIST=FSEXIST,;

END;

ELSE DO;

IF MSUB=1 OR MSUB=2 OR MSUB=4 THEN MEXIST=1,;
ELSE IF MSUB=3 THEN MEXIST=2;
ELSE MEXIST=9;

IF FSUB=1 OR FSUB=2 OR FSUB=4 THEN FEXIST=1,
ELSE IF FSUB=3 THEN FEXIST=2;
ELSE FEXIST=9;

END;

IF MEXIST=1 AND FEXIST=1 THEN FM_STRUC-=1,
ELSE IF MEXIST=1 AND FEXIST=2 THEN FM_STRUC=2;
ELSE IF MEXIST=2 AND FEXIST=1 THEN FM_STRUC=3;
ELSE IF MEXIST=2 AND FEXIST=2 THEN FM_STRUC=4;
ELSE FM_STRUC=5;

METRO County Metropolitan Status

1  Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) of
1,000,000 or more in population

2  Other MSA

3 Non-MSA

* Define a County metroplitan status variable;

IF PSU=1 OR PSU=3 OR PSU=7 OR PSU=12 OR PSU=13 OR PSU=17
OR PSU=22 OR PSU=24 OR PSU=25 THEN METRO=1;

ELSE IF PSU=2 OR PSU=4 OR PSU=5 OR PSU=6 OR PSU=8 OR PSU=11
OR PSU=15 OR PSU=16 OR PSU=19 OR PSU=20 OR PSU=27

OR PSU=28 THEN METRO=2;

ELSE IF PSU=9 OR PSU=10 OR PSU=14 OR PSU=18 OR PSU=21

OR PSU=23 OR PSU=26 THEN METRO=3;



MTYPE Five Mutually-Exclusive Categories of Maltreatment

1  Physical abuse, with or without educational neglect

Sexual abuse, with or without educational neglect

3 Physical neglect or emotional maltreatment, with
or without educational neglect

4 Educational neglect only

5 Multiple maltreatment (combinations of 1, 2, or 3)

N

* DEFINE MTYPE;
MTFLAG=PUT(PHYAL,1) | | PUT(SEXAL,1.)
| | PUT(EMOALL) | | PUT(PHYNZ1,1)
| | PUT(EDN1,1) | | PUT(EMONL,1.);
IF MTFLAG='100000' OR MTFLAG='100010' THEN MTYPE=1;
ELSE IF MTFLAG='010000' OR MTFLAG='010010' THEN MTYPE=2;
ELSE IF MTFLAG='001000' OR MTFLAG='000100' OR MTFLAG="000001' OR
MTFLAG='001100' OR MTFLAG='001001' OR MTFLAG='000101' OR
MTFLAG='001101' OR
MTFLAG='001010' OR MTFLAG='000110' OR MTFLAG='000011' OR
MTFLAG='001110' OR MTFLAG='001011' OR MTFLAG='000111' OR
MTFLAG='001111' THEN MTYPE=3;
ELSE IF MTFLAG='000010' THEN MTYPE=4;
ELSE MTYPE=5;

NUMCHILD Number of Children: Categorical with three levels

One child

Two or three children
Four or more children\
Out of range

Unknown

©O© 00 wWwWwN -

* Define a number of children variable with 3 levels;

IF NCHILD=1 THEN NUMCHILD=1;

ELSE IF NCHILD=2 OR NCHILD=3 THEN NUMCHILD=2;

ELSE IF NCHILD GE 4 AND NCHILD LE 50 THEN NUMCHILD=3;
ELSE IF NCHILD=97 THEN NUMCHILD=S8;

ELSE IF NCHILD=99 THEN NUMCHILD=9;

ELSE NUMCHILD=;;
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