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Crime 1n Georgia, as in the nation, is a problem that affects every citizen
either directly or indirectly. During the last five years Georglans have
witnessed an average increase of 18.7% a year in the number of serious
crimes committed. An effective crime reduction planning process requires

a careful analysis of specific types of crime environments, victims, tar-
gets and offenders. The adequacy of crime analysis is further dependent
upon the availability of a comprehensive crime statistics data base.

Several steps have been taken in Georgla to facilitate development of crime
reduction plans and programs. In 1973, the Georgia General Assembly enacted
legislation authorizing development of Georgia's Criminal Justice Information
System and requiring all criminal justice agencies in the State to submit
crime and activity statistics to the Statewide data base. In 1974, the State
Crime Commission created the Crime Statistics Data Center to serve as a focal
point for all crime statistics in the State. The Crime Statistics Data Center
is supported in total by discretionary funds made available through the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration's Comprehensive Data System Program.
The Crime Statistics Data Center is respomsible for providing Georgia with
objective, interpretative analyses of criminal justice data.

The enclosed report, Crime In Georgi., represents the Crime Statistics Data
Center's first attempt to satisfy Georgia's need for interpretative crime
analysis. Since Georgia's Criminal Justice: Information System is not com-
pleted, this report deals only with the incidence of reported crime and does
not include Courts, Corrections or Law Enforcement activity or processing
statistics. The Crime In Georgia report is based on 1973 Uniform Crime
Report data provided by the FBI and on 1973 sample data collected by the
Crime Statistics Data Center. Thils report is but a sample of more compre-
hensive, timely and frequent crime reports to follow implementation of
Georgia's Criminal’ Justice Information System.

This first annual Crime In Georgia is respectfully submitted in the interests
of more effective criminal justice for all citizens of Georgia.
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James McGovern Ted Hirsch

Chairman . Chairman, Advisory Committee
State Crime Commission Crime Statistics Data Center
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INTRODUCTION

Background

In 1972, Georgla developed a Criminal Justice Information System Master
Plan to guide development of a statewide information system and to coor-
dinate development of State and local component information systems to
ensure their compatability. Also, in 1972, the Law Enforcement Assis—
tance Administration (LEAA) initiated the Comprehensive Data System
Program for the purpose of providing financial assistance to eligible
States to implement priority statistical components of their criminal
justice information systems. An integral component of Georgia's Crimi-
nal Justice Information System and LEAA's Comprehensive Data System

Program is an interpretative analysis and reporting function,

Georgila's Crime Statistics Data Center was created és an independant

unit of the State Crime Commission and 1s supported entirely by LEAA

funds. The purpose of the brime Statistics Data Center is to provide
Georgia with a professional staff which will:

-Oversee and coordinate the State's criminal justice informa-—
tion and statistical systems;

~-Specify data requirements and insure quality control of data
collection;

-Coordinate technical assistance to agencies for statistical
systems development, either through direct personal services
or through contracts for specialized technical assistancc;

-Provide the State with objective, interpretative analyses of
criminal justice data to appropriate agencies; and

-Report criminal justice data accurately and in a uniform
fashion for national-level comparison,




Current Status
Since Georgia's Criminal Justice Information System is not fully imple-~

mented, the Crime Statistics Data Center's first Crime In Georgia report

is limited in gcopes; When fully implemented, in late 1975, the informa-
tion system is expected to provide statistical data on crimes, crimi-
nals, criminal justice resources and their utilization and basiec in-
formation about how the criminal justice system deals with offenders.
Until then the Crime Statistics Data Center's sta;istical reports will

continue to be limited,

This Crime In Georgia report gives a statewide view of crime based on

1973 police statistics voluntarily contributed by law enforcement agen-
cles to the Federal Bureau of Investigation and based on a sample of
1973 police records maintained by law enforcement agencies in five of

eighteen Area Planning and Development Commissions.

Future Directions

As data becomes available through the information system, the Crime
Statistics Data Center will perform monthly analyses and report signi-
ficant interpretations as necessary. Major statistical rgports on
crime and the criminal justice system wili be prepared and disseminated
to thé Governor, General Assembly, State and local planning and opera-~
tional agencies and the Public oﬁ at least an annual basis, Future
reports will contain courts and corrections data as well as offender
based transaction statistics{ management and administrative statistics,
and summary activity statistics for all components of Georgia's crimi-

rnal justice system.
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SOURCE OF DATA

Two sources of data were used in compiling Crime In Georgia statistics:

17 Uniform Crime Report Statistics - Obtained from the FBI

2. Crime Profile Statistics - Obtained from a Statewide sample.
Caution must be exercised in using statistics derived from both sets
of data since neither represent the occurrence of every criminal act,
reported or unreported. However, both sets of data are sufficiently

accurate to develop crime trends and profiles.

Uniform Crime Report Statistics

The Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program was initiated in 1930 by the
law enforcement community to better identify the crime problem. Seven
criminal acts were selected to be used in measuring crime in the United
States. These seven crimes are knoﬁn as the Crime Index offenses and
consist of murder, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, bur-
glary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. The remaining criminal
offenses are reported but plac;d in a separate category.

UCR statisticé, compiled by the FBI in their annual Crime In The United
States, are based on the voluntary reporting by law enforcement agencies

of those criminal acts which actually come to their attention either

through information received from citizens or through the observations

of law enforcement officers, Approximately 747 of Georgia's total pop-

ulation reside In jurisdictions that report the incidence of crimes to
the ¥BI. The FBI estimates the number of crimes occurring in jurisdic-
tions that do not report. For this reason, the number of crimes re-

ported by the ¥BI are not precisely the number of crimes reported to
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Georgia's law enforcement agencies. Recent studies in several cities,
including Atlanta, indicate that a substantial number of crimes occur
that are not reported to law enforcement agencies. Therefore, the
magnitude of Georgia's crime problem is even greater than that

reported by the FBI.

The definition of Crime Index was extended in 1973 to include all lar-
ceny thefts. Prior to 1973, the Crime Index included only larceny~

thefts in excess of $50.00, TFor this reason Crime }giGeorgia 1973 sta-

tistics will reflect both definitions. In developing trends, it is

best to consider 1973 larceny-thefts as adjusted to the 1972 defini-
tion, Otherwilse, it appears that Georgia witnessed a tremendous in-
crease in larceny~thefts when in fact a major portion of the increase

is attributable to the reporting of larcenies under $50.00.

For purposes of comparison UCR statistics are often grouped into se~
rious crimes and property crimes. Serious crimes include murder, forci-
ble rape, aggravated assault and robbery and are sometimes referred to
as person~to-person crimes, Property crimes include burglary, larceny-
theft and auto theft. UCR statistics are also frequently presented in
terms of rates. Crime rate is defined as the number of crimes per
100,000 population. However, caution must be used in comparing sta-
tigtical information of communities solely based on a similarity in
thelr population counts or crime rates. Population is only one of

many factors which must be considered in a comparative study of crime.

Other factors include:

AL S R B e o £ RS
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—-Socio-economic composition of population

~Demography

-Effectiveness and efficiency of criminal justice system
-Attitudes

~Mores

Crime Profile Statistics

Simply counting the numbers of crimes after the events have occurred
offers insight into the magnitude and distribution of Georgia's crime
problem but is not enough. Plans to prevent these crimes from occurring
must be promulgated. Places and times that criminal events occur must
be analyzed so that necessary protective measures can be taken. The
victims of crimes must be studied to determine weaknesses that criminals
prey upon, and criminals must be studied to determine what can be done
to prevent persons from committing criminal actions. Since Statewide
information relating to location, time of occurrence, victims and offen~
ders currently is not available, the Crime Statistics Data Center under—
took a program in April of 1974 to collect sample aata representative

of the entire State. The information collected by no means represents
all that is required to develop crime reduction programs but does'fepre—
sent an effort to inﬁorm Georgians of the basic elements of ériﬁe iﬁ Geor~
gla. This information also is a very limited sample of what can be de-
rived from‘Georgia's Criminal Justice Information System upon final im-

plementation.

Criminal Justice Planners in each of fivevArea Planning and Development

Commissions (APDC) collected 1973 incident, victim and offender informa-




tion from all law enforcement agencies in their regions. Forty-eight
of 159 counties and 19,3% of Georgia's population are included in the

boundaries of the five APDCs. The APDCs participating in the sample

were: -
1. Altamaha Southern
2., Coastal Plains
3. Georgla Mountains
4. Middle Georgia
5. Northeast Georgia

The sample wés representative of the State's rural and urban character-
istics and the large size of the sample added to the confidence level
of the results. Howe&er, caution must be exercised invusing this data
because a significantly large portion of the data elements were un-
known. This points out the deficiencies of record keeping systems in

many of Georgia's law enforcement agencies.

In the Crime Profile Section of this document, percentages are based
only on known information. For example, it may be stated that of the
known victims 70% were black males. There may have been 100 known vic-
tims but the race and sex of only 50 were known. Of these fifty, 35
(70%) were black males. The conclusion assumes that victims whose age
and sex were not known follow the same distribution of those that are
known. While this is not a totally valid assumption, it is the best
that can be done with existing data. However, profiles developed,
based on this sample, compare favorably with similar studies conducted

in Atlanta and in the nation.

UNIFORWVI
CRIVIE REPORT
STATISTICS
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Crime rates in Georgia, for 1973, compare favorably with national aver- ?
ages. As shown in the figures below, the violent crime’rate in Georgia
is slightly less than the national average and Georgia's property crime
rate is considerably‘less than the national average. This does not
mean, however, that Georgia does not have a serious crime problem. In
1973, Georgia's crime rates surpassed the national rates in four of

the seven index crimes: homicide, forcible rape, aggravated assault,
and burglary. In 1972, Georgia's crime rates exceeded national rates
in only two of the index crimes: homicide and aggravated assault.
Homicide and aggravated assault are two crimes of violence which are
more likely to occur among family, friends or acquaintances than

among strangers and therefore are less amenable to prevention %y

agents of the criminal justice system. Both the national and Georgia
rape rates are based on rapes per 100,000 population but only one seg-

ment, females, are victimized. Therefore, rape rates do not indicate

the magnitude of the problem in relation to other types of crimes.

¥ 3702

3,600 1 ~
1973 CRIME RATES :o;
GEORGIA VS U.S. 3.000 9
Fig. 1 m o™ ’
S s
0 Georgia Y oo 2,400 o
)
1,800 4 < ® 8
0N o ™
< o < &8 - |
~ o =8 . |
o X N~ 1,200 ﬁ :
m v
&
m o
@ ™ 600 oo
< ™M 0 o ﬁ
~ o NN
., Agg. Auto
Homicide Rape Robbery Assault TOTAL Burglary Larceny Theft TOTAL
VIOLENT CRIME PROPERTY CRIME

- 10 -

T.—wﬁ«.su«,\.w SRR e e

CRIME TRENDS BY TYPE 1969 ~ 1973

For purposes of comparison with previous years, 1973 larceny totals
have been adjusted to exclude larcenies under $50,00, Only those lar-
cenles in excess of $50.00 were counted as an index crime prior to 1973.
In the five year period from 1969 -~ 1973, Georgia's index crimes have
increased in number by 65%, from 82,450 in 1969 to 136,193 ia 1973. 1Im
the same period, violent crimes (homicide, forcible rape, robbery, aggra-
vated assault) increased in number by 89.97 while property crimes (bur-
glary, larceny and auto theft) increased by 62.87. The two crimes with
the greatest increase in numbers over the five year period are robbery
(161.3%) and burglary (86.5%). Robbery and bufglary accounted for more
than half of the State's total serious crime in 1973. Robbery is in-
creasing in numbers as well as in a percentage of violent crime. In
1969 robberies accounted for 25.87% of all reported violent crimes, and
in 1973 for 38.4%. The figure below graphically represents the five
vear trend. Refer to Appendix A, Tables 1 thru 5 for a listing of vio-

lent and property crime by year.

5

CRIME INCIDENCE BY TYPE

1969-1973
Fig. 2
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Between 1969 and 1973, the index crime rate (crimes per 100,000 popula-—
tion) increased in Georgia by 60%, from 1,783 to 2,845. During the
same period the rate of violent crime Increased 70.3% while the prop-
erty crime rate increased 57,9%., The violent crime rate has been in-
creasing at a near co;stant rate over the five year period. However,
it appeared that the property crime rate was leveling off between 1970
and 1972 but a significant increase of 167 was registered in 1973, ex-
cluding larcenies under $50.00. Due to the addition of larcenies under
$50.00 to the crime index rate, the larceny crime rate is now the high-
est of the seven index crimes in Georgia. The figure below graphically

represents the five year crime rate trend. Refer to Appendix A, Tables

6 thru 7 for a detailed listing of crime rates by year.

CRIME RATE BY TYPE

1969-1973
Fig. 3
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CRIME BY AREA OF OCCURRENCE

1969 ~ 1973

In 1949 the Federal Government issued standard definitions of metropoli-
tan statistical areas making it possible for agencles to utilize the
same boundaries when publishing statistical data useful for analyzing
metropolitan problems, There are seven Standard Metropolitan Statis-
tical Areas (SMSA) defined in Georgia. Six have core cities within
Georgla's boundaries. One, the Chattanooga SMSA, includes only two
Georgian Counties with the remaining area being a part of Tennessee.
Comparisons of SMSA statistics with other areas of the State include
the two counties in the Chattanooga SMSA but comparisons between SMSAs
include statistics only from the six totally within Georgian boundaries.
The six SMSAs with core cities in Georgia are:

Atlanta SMSA

Albany SMSA

Augusta SMSA

.. Columbus SMSA

Macon SMSA

Savannah SMSA 3
Over the fivé year period (1969 - 1973) crime in the SMSAs has accounted
for approximately the same percentage of the State's total index crimes.
In 1973, SMSA crime accounted for 71% of the State's total index crimes.
Reported crime increased in the SMSAs by 64.17% between 1969 and 1973.
Reported crime in other Georgian cities (not included in a SMSA) account-
ed for a smaller portion of the State's index crimes in 1973 (10.1%)
than in 1969 (13.7%). However, these cities experienced an increase
of 21.7% in numbers of reported crimes over the five yvear period. Crime

in rural areas, all unincorporated parts of counties outside of a SMSA,

accounted for a greater portion of the State's index crimes in 1973

- 13 -




(19.3%) than in 1969 (15.5%). Over the five year period, reported crime

in rural areas increased by 104.9%Z.

The following chart displays the five year trend for reported crimes
by SMSAs; other cities and rural areas. As noted earlier, 1973 figures
have been adjusted to exclude larcenies under $50.00. In comparing
SMSA statistics with other areas of the State, an additional adjustment
to 1973 figures was included. In 1973, several of Georgia's SMSAs
were redefined to include additional counties. In order to compare
1973 data with previous years data, the 1973 data was adjﬁsted to re-
flect the pre-1973 definition of Georgia's SMSAs. Refer to Appendix

A, Tables 8 and 9 for listings of detailed data compiled by Area of

Occurrence.
INCIDENCE OF CRIME BY AREA
19691973
Fig. 4
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The following chart displays the five year crime rate trend for Georgia
by SMSA, other cities and rural area. Detailed rutes for each of the

areas are included in Appendix A, Table 10. The crime rate (crime per
100,000 population) increased by 59.2% in SMSAs for the five year per-
iod. Other Georgian cities experienced a crime rate increase of 26.7%

over the five year period while the rural crime rate increased by

272.7%.
RATE OF CRIME BY AREA
19691973
Fig. 5
5,000
/ SMSA
4,000 * Adjusted

3,000
/ / Other Cities
[

2,000 / S = *Adjusted
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1,000 /
0
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*Adjusted values exclude larcenies under $50, and utilize the same SMSA boundaries as 1968--1972.

Percentage changes in crime rate over the five year period are highly
correlated with percentage changes in incidence so that changes in
rates cannot be attributed to shifts in population. While crime in
the rural areas is increasing at a greater rate than in other cities
and SMSAs, there 1s no evidence to indicate that crime is being dis-

placed from urban to rural areas. A special study conducted by the

- 15 -




Atlanta Regional Commission on interjurisdictional crime in the Metro-
politan Atlanta area generally concluded that there were no signifi-
cant increases in the percentag> of crimes being committed, within par-

ticular jurisdictions, by persons living outside those jurisdictions.

Counties contiguous to five of the six SMSAs having core cities in
Georgila and based on the pre~1973 definition of SMSAs, had greater
increases in crime rates and incidence between 1972 and 1973 that did
the adjoining SMSAs. However, many of the contiguous counties became
a part of adjoining SMSAs in 1973 and therefore are not tétally repre-

sentative of rural areas.

Thpee‘SMSAs; Atlanta, Macon and Columbus, had greater increasesAin,
crime rates and incidgnce between 1972-1973 than did the core city.‘.
A report recently published by the Metropolitan Atlanta Crime Commis-
sions, Inc., indicates this trend for the Atlanta SMSA is continuing,

- with Atlanta's crime for the first six months of 1974 up six percent
from the same period of 1973, while the five county Atlanta area had a

- 15.6% increase.

The following charts reflect percentage changes from 1972 to 1973 in
incidence and rate of crimes by Core City, SMSA and Contiguous County.
Caution should be exercised in drawing ~ny conclusions relative to
trends based solely on two years data. Refer to‘Tables 11 thru 19 for

detailed data on each of Georgia's SMSAs and contiguous counties,
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PERCENT CHANGE IN CRIME RATE
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Overview -~ This sectlon contains an analysis of Uniform Crime Report-

ing statistics for areas of special interest, These analyses are unre-

lated and some were performed by the Crime Statistics Data Center in
satisfying specific requests, Included in this section are analyses
of:

-Youthful Arrests - Under 18 years of age

-High Crime Areas

-Burglary in Lakefront Counties
~Ranking of Georgila's Counties by Index Crime

Youthful Arrests — Less than 10% of Georgia's law enforcement agencies,

with jurisdiction over approximately 307 of Georgia's population, re-
port arrest data to the FBI. Due to this incomplete reporting, cau-
tion must be exercised in forming conclusions based on arrest data.

It should also be noted that the percentage of youths arrested for a
particular crime does not indicate that the same percentage of that
particular crime is committed by youths. For example, 50.47 of persons
arrested in 1969 for burglary were under 18 years of age. However,
this is not to say that 50.4% of all burglaries were committed by
youths under 18 years of age. Youths may simply be more likely to be

arrested.

Although the number of persons under the age of 18 arrested for an in-
dex crime has. increased each year since 1969, there is a general de-
creasing trend in the percentage of all arrestees that are under 18,

In 1973, 66.3% of the reported arrests were 18 years old or older

while 33.7% were under the age of 18, A high percentage of persons
arrested for property crimes are under 18 years of age. In 1973, 43.3%

of reported persons arrested for burglary,36.77 of reported persons
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arrested for larceny and 47.9% of reported persons arrested for auto
theft, were under 18 years of age. Approximately 25 % of reported
persons arrested for the violent crime of robbery, in 1973, were under
the age of 18, Figures 8,9 and 10 provide five year comparisons of

data relative to youthful arrestees.

PERCENTAGE OF ALL INDEX ARRESTEES UNDER 18 YEARS OLD

1969 - 1973
FIGURE 8
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973

Homicide 4.5% 7.4% 11.3% 8.2% 7.6%
Rape 30,2 20,2 18,2 17.2 13.7
Robbery 25.4 %9.0 19.0 22.5 25.0
aggravated 9.9 8,8 11.2 11.3 10.5
Burglary 50.4 44,6 47.4 43,2 43.3»
Larceny 41.6 40,4 36.8 37.5 36,7
Auto Theft 54,0 48,0 41,3 39.6 47.9
TOTAL 39,4% 36.1% 34,3% 33.1% 33,7%
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Percent
of all
Property
Crime
Arrests

of Persons
Under 18

Burglary
Larceny
Auto Theft

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF ARRESTS FOR PERSONS
UNDER 18 FOR PROPERTY CRIMES

1969—-1973
Fig. 9
Larceny
50%
40% -
Burglary
30%
20% <. -
— -~ -
- - Auto Theft
10% ~
1 ] | 1
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
29.7% 26.9% 32.7% 31.3% 31.9%
50.5 56.2 52.9 55,2 52.4
19.8 16.9 14.4 13.5 15.7
100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Under 18
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Homicide
Rape
Robbery
Assault

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF ARRESTS FOR PERSONS
UNDER 18 FOR VIOLENT CRIMES

19691973
Fig. 10 -
Robbery
\ -
lo— - ~o Assault
Rape
't « .9 Homicide
1 ¥ 1] ]
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
2.6% 5.5% 7.0% 5.1% 4.4%
16.2 10.9 9.6 7.2 5.4
44.4 43.4 39.0 48.1 52.4
36.8 40.2 44.4 39.6 37.8
100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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High Crime Areas ~ The Law Enforcement Assistance Administration

(LEAA) has developed standardized definitions-of high crime areas, for
purposes of analysis. In Georgila, six areas satisfy LEAA's defini-~
tions: -

-Atlanta

-Cobb County

~Columbus

-DeKalb County

© =Macon

-Savannah
Of the six high crime areas, the three in the metropolitan Atlanta
area (Atlanta, Cobb County, DeKalb County) experienced increases in the
numbers and rates of index crimes between 1972 and 1973, while the re-
maining three high crime areas experienced decreases during the same
period of time. Although the numbers of index crimes increased state-
wide from 1972 -~ 1973 by 147, the numbers of index crimes in the six
high crime areas increased only by 9.17. 1In 1972 the six high crime
areas accounted for 52,87 of the State's total violent crime, 57.3%
of the State's total property crime and 56.7% of the State's total
index crime. 1In 1973 the si. high crime areas accounted for 55.6% of

the State's total violent crime, 54,1% of the State's total property

crime and 54.3% of the State's total index crime.

Between 1972 and 1973 index crime increased at a greater rate in areas
outside the high crime areas. However, it is not possible to define
this disproportionate rate of increase as a trend, based solely on
data reported over a one year period. 1If future analyses indicate

that such a trend has developed, causes must be determined.
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Figure 11 reflects the percentage change in,%ncidence of crime in high
crime areas between 1972 and 1973. Refer to Appendix B, Tables 20 and
21 for detalled crime data in the six high crime areas. Uniform Crime
Report statistics for the first six months of 1974 recently were made
available for four of the six high crime areas: Atlanta; Columbus; Macon;
and Savannah, The 1974 statistics, when compared with the first six
months of 1973 reflect that all of the four areas, except Macon, are

experiencing increases In index crimes. Refer to Table 22.

PERCENT CHANGE IN INCIDENCE OF CRIME VIOLENT CRIME

L~
IN HIGH CRIME AREAS, 1972-1973 é
0, - .
0% Fig. 11 [] PROPERTY CRIME
B . TOTAL CRIME
20% Tﬁ
10% 4
Z
[ Z o
0% .
ATLANTA coBB U I— DEKALB U l— l‘l
COUNTY COUNTY
COLUMBUS MACON
SAVANNAH
—-10%
~20%
1972 figures adjusted to include all larcenies.
-30% J
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Burglary in Lakefront Counties - The number of burglaries in lakefront

counties in Georgia increased in number by 104.3%, and in rate per
population by 98.3% between 1972 and 1973. This compares to a State~
wide increase in burglaries of 18,97 in number and 17.3%7 in rate. Just
as with any average some counties experienced increases while others
experienced decreases, Only those counties surrounding Lake Sinclair
experienced in total, a decrease in burglaries from 1972 - 1973, Refer
to Appendix B, Table 23 for numbers and rate changes in each of the
counties. The figures presented in Table 23 include reported burglar-

les only for the unincorporated areas of the contiguous counties.

The increasing incidence of burglaries in lakefront counties can par-
tially be attributed to the fact that many recreational homes are fre-
quently vacant, that lakefront property is usually in sparcely popu-
lated areas and that lakes generally cause influx of large numbers of
people. In short, the opportunity for successful commission of property
crimes exists in lakefront propertiles.

Ranking of Counties by Index Crime - Counties experiencing the ten high-

est Incidences and rates per 100,000 population for each of the index
crimes are displayed below. The significance of crime rates is some-
times questionable, however, since counties with a small population
base and a small number of crimes may have large crime rates and since
the incidence of crime may be estimated if the counties did not report
their crime to the FBI. Frequently rankings of counties by incidences
and rankings’by rates are glven equal weight and averaged to determine
a ranking of counties by the seriousness of their crime problems. Such

ranking schemes for each county have been developed by the Crime Statis-
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tics Data Center but only the ranking for total crime is included in

Q

Appendix B, Table 24.

TOTAL INDEX CRIME: Fulton County experienced the highest incidences of

index crimes in the State, accounting for 28.5% of the State's total.
Fulton County alsc experilenced the highest crime rate for index crimes
in the State. Citizens of Fulton County are twice as likely to be vic- b
timized, based on reported index crimes, than the average citizen of
Georgia. The top ten counties, in terms of incidences, accounted for
697 of the State's total index crimes. Rankings of counties by inci-

dence and rate follow:

RANKING BY INCIDENCE RANKING BY RATE

STATEWIDE TOTAL= 164,175 STATEWIDE RATE= 3,429.3

COUNTY NO. OF CRIMES COUNTY RATE

1. Fulton 46,720 1. Fulton '7,683.1

2. DeKalb 20,614 2. Chatham 5,369.8

3. Chatham 10,310 3. Bibb 5,033.4 ‘
4. Cobb 8,979 4., Clarke 4,761.0 |
5. Bibb 7,351 * 5, DeKalb 4,747.0 k
6. Muscogee 4,679 6. Cobb 4,209.5 |
7. Clayton 4,616 7. Clayton 4,158.6 j
8. Richmond 3,603 8. Butts 3,507.8 ‘
9. Clarke 3,289 9. Dougherty 3,378.2 ‘
10.Dougherty 3,270 10.Bryan & Lee 3,244.3

REPORTED HOMICIDES: Fulten County reported the most homicides in 1973
while Quitman County experienced a homicide rate 5 1/2 times greater
than the Statewide rate. However, Quitman County reported only two
homicides. Eleven counties, reporting the ten highest numbers of hqmi-
cide, accounted for 61% of the homicides reported in Georgia. TFulton
County alone accounted for 29.9% of reported homicides. County rank-

ings follow:
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RANKINGS BY INCIDENCE RANKINGS BY RATE ;

STATEWIDE TOTAL: 834 STATEWIDE RATE: 17.4

COUNTY NO. OF HOMICIDES COUNTY HOMICIDE RATE

1. Fulton 249 1. Quitman 98.1

2. DeKalb 53 2. Candler 64.4 .

3. Chatham 41 3. Randolph 46,7

4., Bibdb 35 4. Fulton 40.9

5. Mustogee 32 5. Evans 34.2 -

6. Cobb 22 6. Sumpter 32.1

7. Floyd 17 7. Worth 30.3

8. Richmond 16 8. Greene 28.9

9. Whitfield 15 Upson 28.9
Dougherty . 15 9. Newton 28.3

10.Clarke 14 10.Long 28.0

REPORTED RAPES:

ported rapes and the top ten counties accounted for 74.2% of Georgia's

reported rapes.

Fulton County reported 36.7% of Georgia's total re-

Citizens of Fulton County are nearly three times as

likely to be victims of rape that the average citizen of Georgia,

based on reported rapes.,

County rankings follow:

RANKINGS BY INCIDENCE RANKING BY RATE
STATEWIDE TOTAL: 1,236 STATEWIDE RATE: 25.8
COUNTY NO. OF RAPES COUNTY RAPE RATES
1. Fulton 454 1. Fulton 74.7
2. DeKaldb 136 2. Dade 68.3
3. Chatham 87 3. Chatham 45.3
4. Richmond 52 4, Taliofero 43.5
5. Cobb 40 5. Decatur 35.5
6. Bibb 39 6. Haralson 35.3
7. Clayton 30 7. Richmond 32.3
8. Muscogee 23 8. DeKalb 31.3
9. Clarke 21 9, Franklin - 30.7
10.Whitfield 15 10. Clarke 30.4
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REPORTED ROBBERIES: Fulton County accounted for 52% of the State's

reported robberies and experienced a rate of robbery four times greater

th
an the Statewide rate. The top ten counties accounted for 85.7% of

the State's reported robberies, County rankings follow:

RANKINGS BY INCIDENCE RANKINGS BY RATE
STATEWIDE TOTAL; 7,565 STATEWIDE RATE: 158.2
COUNTY NO. OF ROBBERIES COUNTY ROBBERY RATE
%. 52%:;: 3,943 1. Fulton 648.4
3. De 896 2. Chatham 231.8
3. Chatha 445 3. DeKalb 206.3
5. giggogee 283 4. Bibb 188‘3
6: e i;g g. Muscogee 166.9
+ Doughert
7. Richmond 141 7. Clafk:r Y igg.g
8. Dougherty 135 8. Glynn 103f8
36 giayion 93 9. Butts 90:9
.Clarke 90 10.Newton 88.6

REPORTED AGGRAVATED ASSAULT: Fulton County accounted for 26,37 of the

|
State's total reported aggravated assaults. McDuffie County citizens
are four and one-half times more likely to be a victim of aggravated

assault than the average Georgian citizen. The top ten counties

account 7
ed for 54.9% of the State's total aggravated assault. County

rankings follow:
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RANKING BY INCIDENCE RANKING BY RATE
STATEWIDE TOTAL: 10,103 STATEWIDE RATE: 210.9
NO. OF_ AGG. AGG. ASSAULT

COUNTY ASSAULTS COUNTY RATE
1. Fulton 2,661 1. McDuffie 974.9
2. DeKalb 689 2, Berrien 812.5
3. Chathanm 519 3. Decatur 635.0
4, Dougherty 328 4. Hancock 448.0
5. Richmond 273 5. Fulton 437.6
6. Floyd 259 6. Elbert 425.5
7. Cobb 254 7. Mitchell 425.1
8. Bibb 241 8. Quitman 392.5
9. Lowndes 171 9, Haralson 376.1
10.Muscogee 158 10.Irwin 354.7

REPORTED BURGLARY: Fulton County accounted for 27.2% of the State's

total reported burglaries.

burglars at a rate twice as high as the average Georgian citizen.

The top ten counties accounted for 69.2% of

County rankings follow:

Fulton County's citizens are victimized by

the State's burglaries.

BURGLARY BY INCIDENCE RANKING BY RATE

STATEWIDE TOTAL: 60,726 STATEWIDE RATE: 1,268.4

COUNTY NO. OF BURGLARIES COUNTY BURGLARY RATE

1. Fulton 16,573 1. Fulton 2725.4

2. DeKalb 8,545 2. Bibb 2076.1

3. Cobb 3,386 3. DeKalb 1967.7

4, Chatham 3,333 4, Rabun 1762.2

5. Bibb 2,959 5. Chatham 1735.9

6. Clayton 1,824 6. Clayton 1643.2

7. Muscogee 1,679 7. Clarke  1599.6

8. Richmond 1,506 8. Cobb 1587.4

9. Clarke 1,105 9. Twiggs 1366.6

10.Dougherty 1,087 10.Fayette 1364.8
Forsyth 1364.8
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REPORTED LARCENIES: Fulton County accounted for 26.7% of the

State's total reported larcenies and had a larceny rate twice as high

as the Statewide rate., The top ten counties accounted for 68.6% of

the State's total reported larcenies.

County rankings follow:

RANKINGS BY INCIDENCE RANKING BY RATE
STATEWIDE TOTAL: 66,558 STATEWIDE RATE: 1390.3
COUNTY NO. OF LARCENIES COUNTY LARCENY RATE
1. Fulton 17,743 1. Fulton = 2917.8
2. DeKalb 8,141 2. Chatham 2578.1
3. Chatham 4,950 3. Clarke 2287.1
4, Cobb ' 3,936 4, DeKalb 1874.7
5. Bibb 2,776 5. Cobb 1845.3
6. Clayton 2,029 6. Clayton 1827.9
7. Muscogee 1,729 7. Lowndes 1683.4
g. Ciarke 1,580 8. Tift 1633.4
. Dougherty 1,480 9. Dough .

: . ghert 1529.0

10.Richmond 1,278 10.Butts 7 1517.6

REPORTED AUTO THEFTS: Fulton County accounted for 29.77% of the

State's total reported auto thefts and had an auto theft rate over

twice as high as the Statewide rate.

for 73.9% of the State's total reported auto thefts.

follow:
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The top ten counties accounted

County rankings
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RANKINGS BY INCIDENCE RANKING BY RATE
BTATEWIDE TOTAL: 17,153 STATEWIDE RATE: 358.3
{ TOUNTY NO. OF AU'I'O THEFTS COUNTY AUTO THEFT RATE
3. Fulton 5,097 1. Fulton 838.2
2, DeKalb 2,154 2, Bibb 702.5
3. Cobb 1,161 3. Dade 614.6
4, Ribb 1,026 4, Clarke 553.0
5. Chatham 935 5. Cobb 544.3
6. Muscogee 775 6. Clayton 504.5
7. Clayton 550 7. DeKalb 496.0
8. Clarke 382 8. Chatham 487.0
9. Richmond 337 9, Whitfield 458.2
10.Whitfield 261 10.Muscogee 457.1°
- 32 -
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As can be seen from the analysis in the previous section, the amount
of crime in Georgia is not only extensive, but it is increasing in all
parts of our State. Since resources available to criminal justice
agencies for the ﬁievention and control of crime are unfortunately
limited, the role of law enforcement agencies is frequently being ex-
panded to include a planning function to insure the most effective

utilization of the agencies' resources.

One such planning effort is known as crime oriented plgnning. The
process involves the construction of profiles for each type of crime
of all the aspects concerning that crime, such as the environment in
which the crime occurred, the victim, the offender and the crime it-
self. These profiles are then analyzed to determine the characteris—
tics of the crimes. For example, a profile of the environment can

be analyzed to determine the usual location and setting of a particu-
lar type of crime. The profile for that crime can then be analyzed to
determine‘the_usual time of occurrence. These two profiles might indi-
cate that law enforcément agencies could combat a majority of the
crimes by concentrating their efforts during the peak hours of crimi-
nal activity in those areas most in need. On the other hand, the pro-
files might indicate that it is not feasible to reduce the amount of

a particular type of crime entirely through law enforcement efforfs.
The complete analysis of all these profiles can enablé an agency to
determine the specific types of crime that require special efforts =
efforts which can be directed to maximize the effective use of that

agency's resources.
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The purpose of this section is to report the results of a crime ori-
ented planning project. The project was conducted to demonstrate that
such planning methods are possible, and to assist Georgia officials in
their efforts to control crime in the State. The profiles were devel-
oped from information collected from law enforcement agencies in 48
counties in Georgia, and are presented here with a brief, interpreta-

tive analysis., The detailed results of this data collection effort

are presented in tabular form in Appendix C.

In order that the relative severity of each of the index crimes can
be judged, both the number of crimes and the crime rates are presented
with the profiles for each crime. This information is portrayed gra-
phically in this section, with the corresponding data presented in

Tables 1 and 6 in Appendix A.

The crime classifications used in this section are those as defined by
the Uniform Crime Report (UCﬁ) program of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation. These classifications are standardized and used by all law
enforcement agencies in Georgia, thereby permitting comparisons of the
number of crimes and the profiles of the crimes for all agencies. A
few comparisons, such as differences in place of occurrence for urban
and rural areas are included in this report. Detailed comparisons,

however, are left for criminal justice personnel in the agencies that

participated in this report.
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Since the figures presented herein represent Statewide data, and since
significant differences can occur in different localities, these pro- .
files should not be used to justify programs at a local level. Any

law enforcement agehéy interested in developing their own crime oriented

project can contact the Crime Statistics Data Center for assistance.
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HOMICIDE

Homicide is defined by the Uniform Crime Report program as the will-
ful killing of a person. Deaths caused by negligence, suicide, acci-
dent or justifiable homicldes are not included in this analysis. In
1973, there were 834 of these crimes recorded in the State, which was
a 47 decrease from the 871 homicides in 1972. Homicide was the only
major crime that experienced a decrease in number from 1972 to 1973

in Georgia, although the number has increased 51% since 1969.

In the last five years, the rate of homicide per unit of populatiomn
in the State has increased over 467. This crime currently affects

one in every 5,739 Georgians.

NUMBER OF HOMICIDES RATE PER 100,000 POPULATION
1,200 = 1!:)69—1973 24 = 1969-1973
Fig. 12 } Fig. 13
1,000 -
800 + 16 -
600 -
400 8 -
200 _
0 0
T T T 1 T | T 1
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
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Victims of homicide in Georgia are usually male; 49% are black males
and 31% are white males, Black females and white females account for
127 and 8% of the victims, respectively. Information on the age of
the victims indicates that 607 are 25 years old or older, 67 are under

the age of 17, and 347 are between the ages of 17 and 25,

The profile for persons charged with the offense of homicide is very
similar to the victim's profile. Black males account for 537 of the
offenders, white males for 317%, black females for 15% and white
females for 1%Z. The age of the offender was tabulated and the profile

indicates that 3% are less than 17, 417 are 17 to 25 and 56% are 25

years of age or older.

VICTIM/PERPETRATOR RELATIONSHIP

HOMICIDE
Fig. 14
Spouse 23%
Relative - 11%
Acquaintance — 50%

Stranger 16%
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Information concerning the crime of homicide indicates that it is
usually a crime of emotion or passion. For example, 23% of the homi-
cide victims were killed by a spouse, 11% by relatives, and 50% by
well-known acquaintances. Only 16% were committed by a person unknown

to the victim,

Although a comparison of homicide rates yields the unfortunate fact
that rates in Georgia are higher than the national average, and that
some areas of the State have extremely high rates, the results of
this study indicate that the homicide problem in Georgia is not
necessarily a problem that can be solved solely by police resources;
The most prevalent type of homicide, those that involve spouses,
relatives or acquaintances, would likely be unaffected by police
actions. Programs to reduce the amount of homicides that are com-
pletely law enforcement oriented would certainly be hampered by the
places of occurrence, since g%e crime usually takes place in a resi-
dential setting. Homiclde, then, appears to be a problem that

should be addressed not only by criminal justice agencies, but by all

concerned Georgilans.

Homicide is a crime that is concentrated in the time of occurrence,
due to the fact that half occur on either a Saturday or a Sunday, and
70% occur at night. The 6 hour period from 8 p.m. to 2 a.m. accounts
for 547 of the total. Only slight deviations exist from an even

distribution of incidents for the months of the year.
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PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

HOMICIDE
Fig. 15
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Homicide information further indicates that a handgun was the single
most used weapon in the commission of the crime, and that other fire-
arms accounted for only 20% of the weapons.' The Governor's Commission
on Criminal Justice Standards and Goals has recently recommended that
all persons owning or buying a handgun be required to register the
gun, and that a five-day "cooling off" period between the application
for a permit and the actual purchase of the weapon be imposed. Since

many homicides appear to be crimes of passion that may not have occur-
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red if a handgun were not readily accessible, it is hoped that these
recommendations will decrease the number of homicides resulting from

domestic quarrels.

WEAPON USED
HOMICIDE
Fig. 16

vl VI o=

shotgun (///////} 11%

Rifle 7 /A 9%

Knife 7////A 9%

other Y///] 6%

Bodily ﬁ 3%
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RAPE

Rape is defined by the Uniform Crime Report program as the carnal
knowledge of a female through the use of force or the threat of force.
Assaults to commit forcible rape are also included in this crime cate-
gory. According to the FBI, there were 1,236 of these crimes reported
in Georgia in 1973, which constituted a 267 increase from the number

reported in 1972, and a 56% increase from the number reported in 1969.

In 1973 in Georgia there was one reported rape for every 1,990 Georgia
females. The rate of victimization per 100,000 females in Georgia

has increased 51% in the last five years.

When referring to the number of rapes committed, it should be remem-—
bered that the figures included in this report represent only those
crimes that were reported to law enforcement agencies. It has always
been assumed that a substantial amount of crime is never reported to
the police, and studies recently published confirm this assumption.
The Atlanta Victimization Study indicated that the number of rapes

actually perpetrated against City of Atlanta residents may be more

than three times the amount that is reported to law enforcement agencies.

Information concerning the victims of rape indicates that over 73% are

white; approximately 47% are between the ages of 17 and 25, but 34%
are less than 17. Of those charged with the crime of rape, 70% are

black. Profiles of the offenders also indicate that 8% are less than
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17 years old, 65% are between 17 and 25, and 27% are over the age of

25,
NUMBER OF REPORTED RAPES RATE PER 100,000 FEMALE POPULATION
1969-1973 1969-1973
Fig. 17 Fig. 18

1,600 ~ 60

1,000 - 40

500 4 20
0
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1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1969 1970 1971 1972 19173

Of the reported rapes in 1973, more than 357 were perpetrated by per-
sons known or related to the victim. Although one might assume that
the police would have great success arresting the offender in those
cases where he could be identified by the victim, the Atlanta Impact
Program Master Plan Update indicated that 22% of the rapes involving |
acquaintances or relatives did not yield an arrest. This fact,

coupled with the knowledge that the number of rapes that actually occur

may be as many as thr=g times the number reported, indicates that a

severe lack of communication exists between law enforcement personnel
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and the victims of rape. Efforts by citizen groups and law enforcement
agencies to improve communications between rape victims and the investi-
gating officers could result in more rape cases reported and more offen-

ders identified and apprehended.

VICTIM/PERPETRATOR RELATIONSHIP
RAPE
Fig. 19

Acquaintance 33%

Relative h 2%

As are the other violent crimes of homicide, robbery and aggravated
assault vape is a night crime. More than 70% of these crimes occur
at night, with the hours between midnight and 4 a.m. accounting for
nearly 35% of the total. Although more rapes are recorded on Saturday
than any other day, the number recorded during the weekend is only

slightly more than the number expected if an equal distribution of
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crimes during all days of the wzek was assumed. The two mid-summer
months of June and July account for over a fourth of all the inci-
dents, and the six months of the year between June and November record

over two-thirds of the year's total,

PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

RAPE
Fig. 20
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 An analysis of the places of occurrenct of crimes indicates that rape

is the only index crime in which rural areas experience as much or

"more incidents than urban areas., Although residences and open space

areas each account for approximately 417 of all reported rapes, sub-

stantial differences exist for these two places of occurrence for
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urban and rural areas. These profiles indicate that speclalized pro-
grams in improving residential security and in educating women in de-
fensive and preventive measures could contribute to the reduction of

rape cases. Effo££s by law enforcement agencies to identify areas in
their jurisdictions that experience large numbers of open space rapes

could allow increased patrol activity to assist in preventing this

crime or in apprehending the offenders. This could prove to be espe-

cially effective during the peak times of occurrence, such as Saturdays

and nights.

Unlike the crimes of homicide or robbery, the perpetrators of rape do

not rely heavily on the use of a pistol as a weapon. Knives, the most

frequently used weapon, account for 367 of the cases, and are followed

by bodily force at 34%.

WEAPON USED
RAPE
Fig. 21

Knife 36%

Bodily 34%
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ROBBERY

Robbery is defined by the Uniform Crime Report program as an act that
occurs in the presence of a victim to obtain property or a thing of
value by the use of force or the threat of force. Assaults to commit

robbery and attempts are included in this classification,

There were 7,565 robberies recorded in Georgila in 1973, which was a
19% increase from the number recorded in 1972, and a 161% increase
from the number recorded in 1969. The crime of robbery has increased
more in the last five years than any other major crime, and it is now
recorded once for every 633 Georgians. This rate of robbery per unit

of population has increased 154% in the last five years.

NUMBER OF ROBBERIES RATE PER 100,000
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Fig. 22 - 1969-1973
5,000 4 . Fig. 23-
180 +
8,000
7,000
6,000
120 4
5,000
4,000
3,000
60
2,000 -
1,000 -
l | | { { ! | |
1968 1970 1971 1972 1973 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973

- 47 -




{
i
?,
5
¥

§A
:
.
¢
4
4

G P R R

Information on victims of personal robbery indicates that the majority E

are male; 527% are white males, 327 are black males, and males of other

races account for approximately 17%. White females are the victims in
9% of the incidents, and black females account for 6% of the victims.
The victim profiles further indicate that 117 are under the age of 17,

21% are between the ages of 17 and 25, and 687 are over the age of 25.

The profile of the robbery offender differs markedly from that of the
victim; Although the majority of the offenders are also wmale, 68%
are black males and 24% are white males. Black and white females
account for only 8% of the total. The robbery offender is usually
much younger than the victim, since only 257 of the offenders were
over the age of 25. Offenders under the age of 17 account fof 7% of
the total, with two~thirds of the offenders being between the ages of

17 and 25.

The Atlanta Impact Program Master Plan Update has documented that, like
burglary offendérs, these robberf offenders lead an active criminal
life, since an average of 2.9 robbery charges are placed against each
individual. This same study reported that for those robbery offenders
for which employment data could be determined, 667 were unemployed

at the time of arrest.

As to be expected, the crime of robbery is predominately perpetrated

by persons unknown to the victim, with non-stranger-to-stranger

- 48 - *

crimes accounting for only 6% of the total. - The fact that robbery is a
stranger-to-stranger crime, coupled with the often large economic loss
as a result of the crime, the use or threat of force by the offender,
and the rapid rate of increase in the amount of the crime, can explain
the fear of robbery that most Georgians share. Efforts to combat these
crimes, however, are often hampered by the time of the occurrences.
Although one-third of the crimes are committed in the four hours prior
t> midnight, the number of robberies occurring in the day and night
hours are evenly distributed. Similarly, more of the crimes occur on
either Friday or Saturday than any other two day period, but these two
days account for only 377 of the total. The only discernable trend in
the month of occurrence is a slightly less than average number of inci-

dents reported in the months of April, May and June.

Information concerning the place of occurrence of robberies indicates
that commercizl establishments are the most severely affected by the
crime,since they account for 61% of the incidents. A detailed analysis
to determine the types of businesses robbed such as drug stores, chain
stores or restaurants, could indicate which businesses should take
extra precautions. For example, the Atlanta Victimization Study indi-

cated that 147 of the businesses accounted for 76% of the total com~

mercial victimizations in one year for that City.
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PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
ROBBERY
Fig. 24
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Although a robbery need not be accomplished with the use of a weapon
to be classified as such, 72% of the robbers in Georgia did rely on the
use of a non-bodily weapon to deprive their victims of thelr property.

In 58% of all robberies in Georgia, the weapon used was a handgun.

- 50 -
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The weapons used in these robberies often prove fatal to the victim.
The Atlanta Impact Program Master Plan Update indicated that 10% of

the homicide victims in that City were killed during the commission

of a robbery.

g s

Information of the value of the property stolen in robberies indicates
that the economic loss to Georgla as a result of this crime is sub-

stantial. In more than 897 of the robberies attempted, some property

i ¢
4

was stolen from the victim, and as can be seen from the following

i chart, the stolen property was often of considerable value. The losses

due to property stolen innrobberies in Georgia in 1973 amounted to

approximately $2,718,000.

WEAPON USED
ROBBERY
Fig. 26

Pistol 58%

: ‘ Knife .6%

Other Gun 4%

Other 4%
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Aggravated assault is defined by the Uniform Crime Report program as

an unlawful attack by one person upon another for the purpose of in-~

flicting severe bodily harm. Attempts are included in this classifi-

cation since it is not necessary that an injury result when a gun,
knife or other weapon is used which could result in serious personal

injury if the crime were successfully completed. The 10,103 aggravated

assaults reported in Georgia in 1973 reflected a 5% increase in the

number reported in 1972, and a 447 increase in the number reported in

1969. A person's chances of being a victim of an aggravated assault

have also increased greatly. In 1973, an aggravated assault was re-

corded for every 474 Georgians, an increase of 407 from 1969.

NUMBER OF AGGRAVATED RATE PER 100,000 POPULATION'
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Aggravated assault in Georgl

that make the crime difficult for 1aw enforcement personnel to prevent

or control. TFor example, 29% of those arrested for the crime were

married or otherwise related to their victims, and 53% were acquainted.

Only 18% of the victims were assaulted by persons unknown to them.

VICTIM/PERPETRATOR RELATIONSHIP
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT
Fig. 29
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Law enforcement agencies are also hampered in their efforts to prevent

and control aggravated assaults due toO the locations of the crime.

assaults occur in an open space area

Although 217% of the aggravated

al establishment, 49% occur in a residen-—

and 30% occur in a commerci

ot under the supervision of the police.

tial setting — an area n
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RAVATED ASSAULT
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Nonetheless, 1
, in reviewing the 447 increase in the number of
aggravated

assaults in the 1
ast five years
, one must conclude th
at aggravated

assault is indeed a
problem that should b
e addressed Chara
. cteristics

and the exact 1
ocations of those crimes that occur in open s
pace and

with detailed inf
ormation about the cri
me, Assaults that occ
ur in

i

the primar
v responsibility of law enforcement personmnel is the enf
orce-
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ment of our laws, and since residential aggravated assaults are likely
to be crimes of emotdion that occur between friends or relatives in
one's home, efforts to reduce the number of these crimes could perhaps
not be totally 1;w enforcement oriented. Police and sheriff department
personnel could be instructed in basic counseling techniques to be
uged during or after the occurrence of an argument or disturbance,

but the task of preventing these arguments from becoming aggravated
assaults must belong to the individuals themselves and to institutions

such as churches and social organizations that have the qualified per-~

sonnel to help.

Unfortunately, the time of occurrence of most aggravated assaults pre-—

vents non~law enforcement agencies from intervening. Over 647 of the

crimes occur at night, with 36% occuring between the hours of 8 p.m.
Aggravated assault is also a weekend crime, with 42%

and midnight.

occuring on a Saturday or Sunday. The number of assaults recorded

follows a fairly even distribution for the months of the year,

Of the Georgla aggravated assault victims, 457 are black males, 29%
are white males, 197 are black females, and 7% are white females.
Approximately 597% of the victims are 25 years old or older, although

32% are between the ages of 17 and 25, and 9% are under the age of 17,

The profile of the persons charged with aggravated assault is very simi~

lar to that of the victim; 487 are black males, 347 are white males,

147 are black females and 4% are white females. The aggravated

assault offender is usually older; 56% are older than 25, while 41%
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BURGLARY

Burglary is defined by the Uniform Crime Report program as the unlawful

en! vy of a structure to commit a felony or theft. The use of force to

gain entry to the structure is not required to classify the act as a

burglary. Georgians reported 60,726 burglaries in 1973, making the

crime the second most prevalent of the seven major crimes. The number

of burglaries in 1973 increased almost 19% since 1972, and over 867
since 1969, The rate of burglary per unit of population, which indi~
cates the chances nf a person being victimized, has increased 817 in

the last five years and is now such that one burglary is recorded for

every 79 Georgians. Of the seven major crimes, only robbery is increas-

ing at a faster rate.

NUMBER OF BURGLARIES RATE PER 100,000

1969-~1973 POPULATION
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PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
- BURGLARY
Fig. 34
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perty crimes of larceny and auto

Burglary is gimilar to the other pro

theft in that incidents occur in equal amounts on all days of the week

and all months of the year. Due to the nature of the crime, the exact

hour of occurrence is rarely known, however, 61% of the burglaries for

which a time of occurrence could be determined were kpown to have

occurred at night.

The profile of the burglary offender indicates that the typical burglar

is male and is either white or black; 467 are white males, 44% are

black males, 6% are black females and 4% are white females. The age

groups of under 17 and 17 to 25 each account for approximately 42% of

the offenders, with the group of offenders over the age of 25 repre~

senting only 15% of the total.

The young age of the average burglary offender may indicate to some

that these are not the proficient, professional burglars. In the City

of Atlanta, however, the Atlanta Impact Program Master Plan Update

documented that 77% of the arrested burglary of fenders were 24 years

old or younger, and an average of 4.1 burglary charges were placed

1f this pattern 1is typical of the State,

against each person arrested.

then it is evident that burglars begin their trade early in 1ife, and

that they practice it on a regular basis.

-~ 60 ~

AGE OF BURGLARY OFFENDERS
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’ BURGLARY
Fig. 36
—_—
Under 17
EEE———————— 43%
None 16%

17-26
42%

N

8K XX IO
000202026 %%%%
0 Q

qg&&ﬁgg&ﬁfg 17%

$ 1—- 49

R XX e
LRI LK XX

$100-249 .':‘A’A’:0202

KR AR AR AN o
$250-999 0’0’0‘0:0:0:0:0:0:05:;:0:«
S0 0i%a%% 0% %!

LXK odele!

$1000 plus @ 7%

A

These burglary offenderé cosf Georgians a considerable amount of tim
. ' ' ®
:oneyland effort. Although 167 of the repbrted Burglaries_were class;-
ied as attempts and did not result in a loss of property, the most
frequent loss to the victim of a completed burglary was between $250
and $999. On a Statewide basis, this amounted to approximately
$21,997,000 in 1973 in lost property. Not reflected in this sum is

the additi
tional cost of damages as a result of the break-i
~in.
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for 72 citiz
ens. Larceny is the most prevalent of the major cri
crimes in

{form Crime Report program as the unlawful our State
, and has increased 107 in number and 87 in rate i
° per unit of

Larceny 1is defined by the Un

perty or articles without the use of force,

population from 1972 to 1973

taking or stealing of pro
D + .
ue to a change in reporting procedures
b

% violence or fraud. Tt includes crimes such as shoplifting, pocket- ?é data for 1969 to 1971 is available onl

; picking, purse—snatching, thefts from autos, thefts of auto parts and ié stolen property valued at und iy for fareenias fhat fvotved

; accessories, bicycle thefts, etc. This crime category does not include é% reflect only these larcenie: ::rsiZéZO; Therefore, Figures 37 and 38 .

g embezzlement, "eon" games, forgery. or worthless checks. Auto theft ?E given for both 1672 and 1973 o 1971. The two data points -;
) P represent total larceny and larcenies e

i under $50.00.

is excluded since it is a separate offense. : ’

RATE PER 100,000
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Information regarding the victims of larceny was not included in this

-

study since these crimes usually occur without the victim's knowledge,
and the characteristics of the victims therefore likely do not affect

his or her chances of being victimized. Also, since larcenies often

are committed against a commercial establishment, victim information

would be non-existent.

The profile of the larceny offender indicates that 407% are white
males, 34% are black males, 16% are white females, and 10% are black

females. Pezsons under the age of 17 account for 27% of the offenders,

while 447% are between the ages of 17 and 25, and 297 are over 25.

Larceny is not only a crime that occurs in equal amounts during day and

night hours, it also occurs in equal amounts during all days of the

week and all months of the year. As can be seen from Figure 39, major
differences are not evident in the number of larcenles occurring in
commercial establishments, residences, or open space areas.

Larceny is considered by some to be a crime of insignificant losses,

but data collected in this study indicates otherwise. Although the

value of the property stolen in a larceny was usually valued between

$1 and $49, the total loss in Georgia in 1973 amounted to approximately

$15,291,000.
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The crime
of larceny can also be detrimental to the citizen's faith
in their a
criminal justice system, since the offenders are rarel
y

these cri
crimes are reported to the police, thereby making the reco
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of the
-he property or the apprehension of the criminal virtually i
» y impossi-
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) Auto theft is defined by the Uniform Crime Report program as the unlaw-
that nothing could be done.

ful taking or stealing of a motor vehicle. This classification includes

attempts, although the taking for temporary use of vehicles by persons

having lawful access to them are excluded. A total of 17,153 of these 15

. crimes occurred in the State in 1973, an increase of 197 from 1972 and
o

" 35%Z from 1969, One auto theft was recorded for every 279 Georgians in

P 1973, and this rate per unit of population has increased 317% in the

oot

et e

;
P last five years.
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NUMBER OF AUTO THEFTS S RATE PER 100,000
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Since auto theft is a crime where confrontation between the victim and
the offender dees not usually occur, the characteristics of the victims
likely are not détermining factors in the victimizations and they were
therefore not collected. Information concerning persons arrested for
auto theft was collected and tabulated, and the data indicates that the
majority of the offenders are male; 627 are white males and éZZ are
black males. More than 387 are under the age of 17, with the age

~group of 17 to 25 accounting for 447 and the age group of over 25

accounting for the remaining 187 of the offenderé.’

PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
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Fig. 43
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TABLE 1

-

INCIDENCE OF CRIME IN GEORGIA

1969 - 1973

1969 1970 1971 1977 1973

Homicide 551 702 745 871 834

Forcible Rape 794 760 | 1,004 984 1,236

Robbery 2,895 | 4,395 4,858 | 6,340 7,565

Aggravated 6,995 8,139 9,291 9,628 | 10,103
Asszult

Burglary 32,555 | 41,301 | 49,003 | 51,056 | 60,726

Larceny Over 26,288. 31,838 | 32,102 | 33,177 | 38,576
$50

All Larceny —— — —— —— 66,558

Auto Theft 12,672 14,164 | 14,078 | 14,477 | 17,153

© TOTALS 32,750 101,279 | 111,081 | 115,533 | 164,175%

*

crimes and include all larcenies.

- 71 -
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TABLE 2 : } TABLE 3
INCIDENCE OF CRIME IN GEORGIA PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX CRIMES
BY TYPE OF CRIME | IN GEORGIA
) 1969 - 1973
1969 - 1973
1969 1970 _ 1991
Homlelde 0.7% 0.7% B T
L] -] L] o . %
Rape '
YEAR Total Violent Property P 1.0 0.7 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9
| E Robber
1969 82,450 | 10,935 1 71,515 I y 3.5 4.4 4.4 5.4 4.6 5.6
( . ) % . L ]
o ‘ 5 Aggravat ‘
! 1977 101,279 13,976 87,303 % Aggauli ed 8.4 8.0 8.4 8.3 6.2 -
111,081 15,898 95,183 k
o o ’ " . |Burslary | 39.3 | 40.8 44.0 43.8 37.0 44
, ' ‘ . . .6
: 1972 | 116,533 17,823 ", 98,710 ~i' Larceny 31.8 2.4
- : : Over $50 - 28.9 28.6 - 28.3
L 1973% A 164,175 19,738 144,437
2 All La —
z B 136,193 19,738 116,455 reeny - _— - 40.5 N
Auto Theft 15.3 14.0 12.7 12.4 10.4 12.6
: TOTAL , '
i 100.0% | 100.0%| 100.0%
: : ) Ul s Vb 100.0% 100 Oc o
. 82,75 0% 100.0%
(52,750 |(101,279) |(111,081) [(116,533) |(164,173) [(136,16%)
A , * Figures in colum
2 n A reflect the change in the F
: , 1 2Ziex1crimes and include all larcenies. Figures 1ie£i;i;i°g of
i % TFigures in row A reilect the change in the definition of g onlculgted gsing the FBI definitions of 1969 - 1972 whicg 1na§ed
i index crimes and include all larcenies. Figures in row B . : y larcenies involving losses in excess of $50. ’ cLuae
i are based on the definitions used in 1969 - 1972 and in-
i clude only larcenie: involving losses.in excess of $50.
o
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TABLE 5 t.
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF
TABLE 4 PROPERTY 'CRIME
i PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF
VIOLENT CRIME 1969 - 1973
1969 - 1973 ]
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 .
h o
0 A 4.,9% 4.2% e 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
Homicide 4.8% 5.0% 4.7% , |
5 Burglary 45,5% 47.3% 51.5% 51.7% 42.1%
3 o
Rape 7.1 5.3 6.3 5.3 6 g
: Larceny 36.8 36.5 33.7 33.6 46.0
38.4
Robbery 25.8 31.5 30.6 35.6
Auto Theft 17.7 16.2 14.8 14,7 11.9
51.1
Assault 62.3 58.2 58.4 54.0
TOTAL . ° 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
g 9 007
TOTAL 100% 100% 1007 100% !
-
EQ} ' ~ 74 - . Cm ~ 75 -
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TABLE 6

CRIME RATE IN GEORGIA

1969 - 1973

Reported Crimes per 100

000 Population

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
Homicide 11.9 15.3 16.0 18.5 17.4
Forcible 17.1 16.1 21.5 20.8 25.8
Rape
Robbery 62.4 95,8 104.2 134.3 158.2
Aggravated, 150.7 177.3 199.2 204.0 210.9
Assault
Burglary | 701.5 899.9 | 1,050.7 | 1,081.7 | 1,268.4
Tarceny 566.4 693.7 688.3 702.9 805.9
Over $50 '
All Larceny ~- — —— - 1,390.3
Auto Theft| 273.0 308.6 301.8 306.7 358.3
TOTALS 3,783.0 2,206.7 | 2,381.7 | 2,468.9 | 3,429.4%

crimes and include all larcenies.

% Tigures in 1973 reflect the change in the FBI definition of index

g
g

B

R 58 Ao A i B

TABLE 7

CRIME RATES BY TYPE

1969 - 1973

YEAg TOTAL VIOLENT PROPERTY
1969 v1,783.0 2421 1,540.9
1970 2,206,7 304,5 1,902,2
1971 2,381,7 340.9 2,040.8
1972 2,468,7 | 377.4 2,091.3
1973% A | 3,430,1 412.4 3,017,7

B | 2,845.6 412,4 2,433,2

* Figures in row A reflect ‘
the change in the defi ’
index crimes and include all larcenies, Figure:i;io:§3f8
are based on the definitions used in 1969 - 1972 and in~
clude only larcenies involving losses in excess of $5On
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TABLE 3

INCIDENCE OF CRIME IN GEORGIA BY

AREA OF OCCURRENCE

1969 - 1973
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 %
- T )
A T
SMSA 58,584 73,158 81,047 82,912 | 124,490 : 96,122
' !
o [
Other Cities | 11,350 12,746 13,596 14,742 17,519 : 13,814
(
, ]
Rural 12,816 15,375 16,438 18,879 22,166 : 26,257
T
!
TOTAL 82,750 101,279 111,081 116,533 | 164,175 : 136,193

* PFigures in Column A reflect the changes in the FBI definition of
index crime and in the countles of the SMSAs.
B are calculated on the same basis as the 1969 - 1972 figures.

Figures in column

TABLE 9
ANNUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN CRIME IN

GEORGIA BY AREA OF OCCURRENCE

1969 - 1973
1969 1 1970 | 1971 | 1973 - 1973%
| A | s

SMSA 16.8 | 24,9 | 10.8 2.3 s1.1 | 159

'l .

Other Cities | 10.3 | 12.3 6.7 8.4 | 18.8 ; -6.3

I’ \
Rural 15.0 | 20.0 6.9 | 14.8 . 17.4 : 39.1

,'
TOTAL 15.6 | 22.4 { 9.7 | 4.9 40.9 | : 16.9

|

* Figures in Column A reflect the changes in the FBT definition of
index crime and in the counties of the SMSAs. Figures in colﬁmn
B are calculated on the same basis as the 1969-1972 flgures
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TABLE 10

CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION

BY ARFA OF OCCURRENCE

1969 - 1973
1969 | 1970 1971 1972 1%73#,
: A | B

SMSA 2562.7 | 3208.4 | 3442.9 | 3546.3 | 4607.3 : 4079.9
T

. P

Other Cities 1552.7 | 1897.6 | 1987.7 | 2103.0 | 2634.4 : 1967.8
— I
1

RURAL 789.2 | 938.8 | 1010.9 | 1123.1 | 1562.1 : 1519.5
N ' - l
| |

STATE :
TOTAL 1783.0 | 2206.7 | 2381.7 | 2468.9 | 3429.4 : 2845.6

* Figures in Column A reflect the changes in the FBI definition of
index crime and in the counties of the SMSAs. Figures in col-
umn B are calculated on the same basis as the 1969-1972 figures.
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TABLE 11

COUNTIES IN GEORGIA SMSAs

(UP TO MID-1973)

Atlanta Albany Augusta
Clayton Dougherty Richmond
Cobb '

DeKalb

Fulton

Gwinnett

Columbus Savannah Chattanooga
'Mhsaogée ‘ Chatham ' Walker |
Chattahoochee '

_—.———-.———_—.——_-.—_...._———2——.

2 Atlanta Albany "~ Augusta
y Cherokee Lee Columbia
Douglas '
Fayette -
Forsythe
Henry ‘
Newton .
Paulding Columbus Savannah
Rockdale i
Walton ——————— Effingham
Butts Bryan

Macon

Bibb
Houston

Additional Counties in Georgia SMSAs (added mid—l973)

Macon

Jones
Twiggs

Chattanooga

Catoosa
Dade
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Atlanta

Fayette
Henry
Rockdale
Walton
Barrow
Hall
Forsythe
Cherokee
Paulding
Douglas
Coweta
Carroll
Bartow
Spaldiang

Macon

Dooly
Pulaski

" Bleckley
Twiggss
Jones
Monroe
Crawford
Peach
Macon

. TABLE 12

COUNTIES CONTIGUOUS TO GEORGIA SMSAs

PRIOR TO 1973

Albany Augusta

Calhoun Burke
Raker . Jefferson

Mitchell McDuffie
Worth Columbia

Lee
Terrell

Columbds ‘Savannah Chattanooga

Harris Effingham Dade

Talbot Bryan Chatteoga
Marion Gordon

Stewart Whitfield
. Catoosa

- 82 -
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Atlanta

violent
property
total

Albany

violent
property
total

Augusta

violent
property
total

Macon
violent
property
total

Columbus
violent
property

" total

Savannah
violent
property
total

TOTAL
violent

property
total

INCIDENCE OF CRIME BY SMSA

1972

7986
64402
72388

292
1091
1383

645
2912
3557

662
7517
8179

481
4329
4810

1519
9702
11221

11585
89953
101538

1972 figures adjusted to

TABLE 13

1972-1973

1973

9920
73435
83355

501
2769
3270

482
3121
3603

765
8314
9079

527
4644
5171

1092
9218
10310

13287
101501
114788

include all larcenies

% Change

71.6
153.8
136.4

=~
W W

~ ~ 0
-
U W

~28.1
-5.0
-8.1

i
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Atlanta

violent
property
total

Albany

violent
property
total

Augusta

violent
property
total

Macon
violent
property
total

Columbus
violent
property
total

Savannah

violent
property
total
TOTAL
violent

property
total

TABLE 14

INCIDENCE OF CRIME IN SMSA CORE CITIES

1972

5728
36631
42359

235
995
1230

373
972
1345

535
6303
6838

478
4314
4792

1215
6891
8106

8564
56106
64670

1972 - 1973

1973

7521
37537
45058

454
2662
3116

240
1262
1502

539
6128
6667

496
4183
4679

886 -

6668
7554

10136
58440
68576

% Change

(=300 S
L]
&~ w

93.2
167.5
153.3

~-6.8

1972 figures adjusted to include all larcenies
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Atlanta

violent
property
total

Albanz

vioclent
property
total

Augusta

violent

property

totsl
Macon

violént

pProperty -

total
Columbus
violent
property
total
Savannah
vioclent

property
total

1972 figures adjusted to include all larcenies

TABLE 15

CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION

1972

1151.0
7360.4
8511.4

310.4
1314.1
1624.5

646,3
1684.3
2330.6

449.8
5298.8
5748.6

284.8
2570.4
2855.2

1029.9
5841.4
6871.3

IN SMSA CORE CITIES

1972-1973

1973

1506.8
7521.4
9028.2

582.8
3417.2
4000.0

406.8
2139.0
2545.8

441.8
5023.0
5464.8

292.5
2467.2
2759.7

745.2
5608.0
6353.2

- 85 ~

Percent Change

30.
2.
6.

= po w0

87.8
160.0
146.2

-37.1
27.0
9.2

-1.8
-5.2
—409
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e

TABLE 16 iy
5 CRIME RATES PER 100,000
INCIDENCE OF CRIME BY COUNTIES CONTIGUQUS BY COUNTIES CONTIGUOUS TO
TO SMSAs e SMSA's
1972-1973 |
Atlanta 1972 1973 % Change property 1346.4 2027.3 50.6
— a— violent 228.2 206.5 -9.,5
violent 961 904 ~5.9 total 1574.6 2233.8 41.9
property 5669 8874 56.5
total 6630 9778 47.5 Albany
property 1190.0 1468.3 23.4
Albany violent 463.5 338.6 -26.9
total 1653.5 1806.9 9.3
violent 305 217 ~28.9 ;
property 783 941 20,2 Augusta
Total = 1088 1158 6.4 property 861.7 1538.3 78.5
violent 299.0 364.4 21.9
Augusta total 1160.7 1902.7 63.9
!
violent 220 267 21.4 Macon
property 634 1127 77.8 property 1345.9 1484.4 10.4
total 854 1394 63.2 violent 248.5 255.9 3.0
‘ total 1594 .4 1741.4 9.2
Macen k
4 Columbus
violent 247 268 8.5 ! property 968.4 1244 .8 28.5
property 1338 1556 16.3 violent 173.2 169.3 ~2.3
total 1585 1824 15.1 total 1141.6 1414.1 23.9
Columbus Savannah
—_— property 474.3 1549.,1 226.6
violent 54 54 — violent 150.3 273.1 81.7
property 302 397 31.5 total 624.6 1822.2 191.7
total 356 451 26.7 §
4 Chattanooga
Savannah property 1819.7 2230.9 22.6
—_— violent 213.0 223.5 4.9
violent 32 61 90.6 total. 2032.7 2454 .4 20.7
property 101 346 242.6
total 133 : 407 206.0 ‘
; TOTAL SMSA
g Contiguous Counties
TOTAL ﬁ
E property 1342.5 1862.4 38.7
violent 1819 1771 ~2.6 i violent 248.6 2441 ~1.8
property 8827 13241 50.0 ‘1 total 1591.1 2106.5 32.4
total 10646 15012 21.0 i
Based on pre~1973 definition of SMSA ¥ Based on pre-1973 definitions of SMSA
1972 figures adjusted Lo include all larcenies : 1972 figures adjusted to include all larcenies
£
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Atldnta

violent
property
total

Albany

violent
property
total

Augusté

violent
property
total

Macon
violent
property
total

Columbus
violent
property
total

Savannah
violent

property
total

Based on original SMSA definitions.
1972 figures adjusted to include a

TABLE 18
ANNUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN INCIDENCE OF

CRIME BY LOCATION

1972 - 1973
Core City SMSA Contiguous Counties to SMSA
31.3 24,2 -5.9
2.5 14.0 56.5
6.4 15.2 47.5
93.2 71.6 -28.9
167.5 153.8 20.2
153.3 136.4 6.4
-35.6 -25.3 21.4
29.8 7.2 77.8
11.7 1.3 63.2
0.7 15.6 8.5
-2.8 10.6 16.3
“"'2.5 1100 15.1
3.8 9.6 -
-3.0 7.3 31.5
-2.4 7.5 26.7
-27.1 -28.1 90.6
-3.2 -5.0 242.6
~-6.8 -8.1 206.0

11 larcenies

- 88 -

et

e S

Atlanta

property
violent
total

Albany

property
violent
total

Augusta
property
violent
total

Macon

property
violent
total

Columbus

property
violent
total

Savannah

property
violent
total

TABLE 19

ANNUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE

IN RATE OF CRIME BY LOCATION

Based on original SMSA definition

»l?72_figures adjusted to include all

1972 -~ 1973
City SMSA
2.2 13.2
30.9 23.3
6.1 14.3
160.0 145.0
87.8 65.7
146,2 128.3
27.0 9.3
-37.1 -23.8
9.2 3.3
-5.2 7.9
-1.8 12.7
"'4.9 803
"4.0 8-8
2.7 11.1
-3.3 9.0
—400 - 7104
-27.6 -29.9
-7.5 ~-10.5
larcenies

- 89 -

Contiguous Counties
to SMSA

226.6
81.7
191.7
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é;lanta
violent

property
total

Cobb County

violent
property
total

Columbus
violent
property
total

DeKalb County

violent
property
total

Macon
violent
property
total
Savannah
vioclent

property
total

e e b et e ot ettt et T T 30 200 L et ] Lo S I

TABLE 20

N

INCIDENCE OF CRIME IN HIGH CRIME AREAS

1972 1973 Z change
5,728 7,521 31.3
36,631 37,537 2,5
42,359 45,058 ' 6.4
567 496 -12.5
6,941 8,483 22,2
7,508 8,979 19.6
478 496 3.8
4,314 4,183 -3,0
4,792 4,679 =2.4
1,444 1,774 22,9
14,789 18,840 27.4
16,233 20,614 27.0
535 539 0.7
6,303 6,128 -2.8
6,838 6,667 -2,5
1,215 886 -27.1
6,891 6,668 -3.2
8,106 7,554 -6.8

TOTAL HIGH CRIME AREAS*

violent
property
total

9,406 10,974 16,7
72,279 78,161 8.1
81,685 89,135 9,1

*Total adjusted to exclude double counting of that portion of Atlanta
located in DeKalb County

1972 figures adjusted to include all larcenies.
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TABLE 21
CRIME RATES PER 100,000 TARLE 22
i BY HIGH CRIME AREAS
5 PERCENT CHANGE I
1972 1973 % change : N INCIDENCE OF CRIME
. IN 4 OF
High Crime Areas : 6 HIGH CRIME AREAS
Atlanta 1973 - 1974%
property 7360.4 7521.4 2.2 ;
violent 1151.0 1506.8 30.9 :
total 8511.4 9028.2 6.1 i
Columbus :
; property 2570.4 2467.2 ~4,0 ;
? violent 284,8 292.5 : 2,7
& 2 <2 . -3.
total 855 2759.7 3.3 ‘ Atianta TS - —
o Macon - -
| Jachh & violent +15.5% -02 o
- property 5298,8 5023.0 ~5.2 e 3% +11.5% +09,8%
violent 449,8 441.8 ~1.8 E
total 5748.6 5464.8 -4.,9 : property +04.,0% +06.5% -01.3% +20.1%
Savannah
- TOTAL +05.87% +03,57 .
property 5841.4 5608.0 -4.0 »o% ~00.3% +18.9%
violent 1029.9 745.2 -27.6
: Cobb i
property 33746 3977.0 17.9 |
] violent 275.7 232.5 ~15.7 :
4 total 3650.3 4209,5 15.3 ;
) DeKalb i
| property 3400.7 4338.5 27.6
| violent 332.0 408.5 23.0
35 total . 3732.7 4747.0 27.2
|
i ; *Based on first six months of
| TOTAL HIGH CRINE AREAS* jﬁ of 1973. s of 1974 as compared to first six months
i ’
E property 4827.2 5182.5 7.1 |
total 5466.7 5910.1 8.1 ;
f' 1972 figures adjusted to include all larcenies. é
}' *Total adjusted to exclude double counting of thqt portion of Atlanta ﬁ
located in DeKalb County : f
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TABLE 23
TABLE :
INCIDENCE AND RATE OF BURGLARY IN LAKEFRONT COUNTIES LE 24
Lake County Burglaries Rate : COUNTIES RANKED BY TOTAL INDEX CRIME PROBLEM
- 1972 1973 % chamge 1972 1973 % change | 1973 UCR
Allatoona Bartow 112 155 4538,1 610.5 g
Cherokee 137 420 459.2 1362.0 : Equal Weight Given to Numbe
Total 249 575  130.9% 458.7 1022,7 123.0% S ts of Crime and Rate of Crime
Lanier Forsythe 84 267 457.3 1364.8
Hall 239 572 533.5 1197.3 : County . ,
i Dawson 17 _42 467.9 1084.8 | | index Rate
- Total 340 881 159,1% 509.0 1237.2 143.1% 1.  Fulton 46.720 7683.1
H .
Hartwell Hart 52 67 465.5 604.9 : 2. Chatham 10
Frauklin 50 47 381.1 360.4 | » 310 5369.8
Total 102 114 11.8% 416.2 472.7 13.6% | 3.  DeKalb 20,614 4747 .0
s 4 .
% Clark Hill Lincoln 27 37 ' 461.2 605.3 " 4.  Bibb
I Columbia 106 294 460.6 1254.5 ? 75351 5033.4
iy . co . . . ao 5 hd C
g Total 133 331 148.9% 460.8 1120.2 143.1% | obb 8,979 42095
1 Sinclair Baldwin 106 36 459,1 155.3 | 6. Clarke
: “Hancock. 42 29 462,4 309.4 ' 3,289 4761.0
Putnam 20 27 458.4 612.9 . : g ~ 7. Clayton
Total 168 97 -45.2% . 459,8 348.9 -45,9% | ) 4,616 4158.6
i 4 : : ‘ . : - ‘8. Dougherty
| Burton  Rabun 39 158 - 454,6 1762.2 | - - 3,270 3378.2
i 39 158 82.6 194,8 361.6 85.6% , 9. Muscogee ‘ 4,679 - 25797
W.F. Stewart 12 28 194,9 473.8 E 10. Hall ’
. : 1,92
George  Quitman 8 11 396.4  539.7 : - 922 3037.6
Clay 3 3 82,6 81.8 ' 11. Whitfield
Total 73 42 82.6% 194.8 261.6  85.6% S | 1,768 3103.5
i 12, Lowndes
i Seminole  Seminole 20 27 455.4 614.6 g 1,807 3005.9
i : Decatur 12 27 110.0 239.5 : 13. Gwinnett 2
: Total 32 54 68.8% 200.1 344.7 64.8% ! 426 2801.1
| Blue Fannin 63 123 455.7 868.5 : »893 3130.0
| Ridge 63 123 95.2% 455.7 868.5 90.6% ? 15. Walker 1,583 3005.1
’ Nottely  Union 33 45 454.,1 605.0 ; 16. Rockdale 671 ;
Total 33 45 36.4% 454.1 605.0 33.2% 4 3228.1
‘ 17. Floyd 1.99
Total 1182 2415 104.3% 441.4 875.3  98.3% 928 2570.7
: ' .18. Forsythe
1972 population 267,774 ;. 632 3230.6
1973 population 275,903 i 19. Richmond ‘ P
percent change 3.0% . : 3,503 2239.5
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1973 UCR

20.
21.
22,
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28,
29.
30.
31.
32.

33.

35.
36.
37.
38,

39.

40,

41.
42,
43,
bh,

Countz

Houston
Cherokee
Catoosa )
Spalding
Glynn
Newton
Chattahoochee
Bartow
Butts
Fayette
Decatur
McDuffie
Thomas
Columbia
Toombs
Troup
Henry
Coffee
Twiges
Bryan
Lee
Crisp
Wayne
Polk

Carroll

Index
1,728
1,015

895
1,081
1,227

759

492

826

356

421

564

460

720

515

471

841

517

493

261

238

238
402
398
550

786

- 96 ~-

Rate

2589.2
29042
29575
2581.4
2315.8
2689.2
3219.1
2309,6
3507.8
3228.0
2504,7

3009.7

2057.1

2197.6
2299.8
1915.1
2046.0
2041.6
3242.6
3244.3
3244.3
2191.9
2100,0
1741.3

1587.3

O i i GG T SO
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1973 UCR

45,

46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.

63.

: 64.

- 65.

66.
67.
68.

69,

Countz

Emanuel
Coweta
Peach
Elbert
Gordon
Burke
Washington
Bleckley
Ben Hill
Walton
Habersham
Mitchell
Rabun
Macon
Haralson
Cook
Putnam
Wilkes
Worth
Tattnall
Bacon
Pulaski
Berrien
Fannin

Telfair

Index

- 97 -

405
569
362
336
425
342
328
234
267
410
362
336
197
266
305
233
182
216
283
281
180
167
230
240

226

a

Rate
1997 .4
1614,0
1879.8
1906.2
1623,0
1896.3
1904.8
2126.5
2126.2
1578.0
1652.4
1763.4
2197.2
1905.6
1792.4
1921.6
2101.4
2000.0
1714.5
1756.6
2054.1
2101.2
1850.2
1694.6

1848.4
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1973 UCR

Countz
70. Jackson

71, Bulloch
72. Morgan
73. Seminole
74, Douglas
75. Sumter
76. Liberty
77. Colquitt
78. Grady
79. Ware

80. Brooks
8l. Baldwin
82. Madison
83. Stephens
84. Chattooga
85. Dooly
86. Murray
87. Laurens
88. Meriwether
89. Jénkins
90. Turner
91. Upson

92. Crawford

93, Miller

94, Pilerce

Index

344
506
191
154
488
423
350
468
283
472
223
471
229
322
321
172
221
418
287
132
132
296

95

95

151

Rate

1563.0
1528.0
1856,0
2015.2
1425.4
1509.6
1827.1
1408.9
1560.3
1342.7
1563.3
1343.8
1560.8

1512.1

1507.4

1563.1
1560.4
1235.7
1415,5
1560.8
1560.8
1220.6
1580.2
1580.2

1559.9

3

¥

e w,;ﬂ%;zp"&%,

1973

95.

96.

97.

98.

99,

100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.
107.
108.
109.
110.
111.
112.
lle
114,
115.
116.

117.

118.

119.

UCR

County
Oglethorpe

Pike
Pickens
Wilcox
Calhoun
Jasper
Lincoln
Paulding
Lumpkin
Warren
Atkinson
Oconee
Union
Johnson
Charlton
Talbot
Screven
Taylor
White
Towns
Hart
Harris
Marion
Dade -

Camden

Index

- 99 —

121
121
154
107
96
96
96
252
143
113
90
130
116
122
97
97
177

125

125

77
115
163

88
149

160

Rate
1562,5
1562.5
1558.2
1567.3
1570.4
1570.4
1570.4
1281.5
1559.4
1562.1
1577.3
1556.0
1559.6
1554.9
1560.7
1560.7
1400.9
1553.0
1553.0
1574.3

1275.2

1403,2

1570.3
1453.7
1377.4
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1973

120.
121.
122,
123.
124,
125.
126.
127.
128.
129.
130.
131.
132,
133.
134.
135.
136.
137.
138.
139.
140.
141.
142,
143.

144,

UCR

Countz

Monroe
Long
Webster
Barrow
Effingham
Appling
Terrell
Banks
Montgomery
Treutlen
Wilkinson
Baker
Randolph
Glascock
Dawson
Schley
McIntosh
Echols
Jones
Lamar
Hancock
Jeff Davis
Early
Cuitman

Candler

Index
167
56
40
188
169
156
148
96
90
90
116
57
99
38
57
42
95
31
100
95
93
90
92
28

66

- 100 -

Rate

1321.7
1570.4
1570.5
1013,8
1126,7
1159.9
1296.9
1427.5
1549.6
1549.6
1150.0
1554.0
1156.7
1554.2
1472.1
1526.7
1137.0
1521.1

672.2

826.1

992.1

892,2

681.5
1373.9

1061.9

G

TR s

1973

145.
146.
147.
148,
149.
150.
151.

152.

153.
154.

155.

UCR

County

Stewart
Greene
Clinch
Evans
Franklin
Jefferson
Irwin
Gilmer
Taliaferro
Dodge

Heard

156. Brantley

157.
158.

159.

Lanier
Clay

Wheeler

Index

- 101 -

63
78
64
71
80
77
57
58
24
53
29

11

Rate

3,

750,5
1013.1
810.2
613.4
466.5
674.0
612.1
1043.5
321.1
508.2
169.2
132.1
136.3

No Data

1066,0
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The profiles of the seven index crimes pregented in this report were
determined from data collected in 87 law enforcement agencies in 48
Georgia countles. The data was compiled for each agency, for all
agencies in a county, for all agencies in an Area Planning and Develop-
ment Commission (APDC) jurisdiction, and finally for all the agencles
surveyed, The results of this final compilation are presented in this
Appendix in tabular form. Each agency was giyen the report of its own
data, and each APDC received the compilations for all agencies in each

county and for all the counties in its jurisdictionm.

It should be noted that in many instances, information was recorded

as unknown. This is due primarily to two reasons. First, many law
enforcement agenciles do not record all the data that is necessary for
a complete profile of the crime. Second, much of the information can
not be determined due to its nature. For example, many burglaries
occur while a store is closed or while a family is away from home, thus
preventing a specific time of occurrence from being determined. For
the purposes of this report, all information recorded as unknown was

deleted from the analysis.

Information concerning offenders in this report relates to the persons
charged with committing an offense. In those cases where one person
was arrested and charged with the commission of multiple offenses, the
characteristics of that person, such as age, sex and race, were tabu-—
lated for each charge. This method of tabulation, therefore, yields

a profile of the cffenders and not of the persons arrested.

- 103 -~




EO T
: 5

Although it will be possible for each individual agency to determine
clearance rates for each crime from their own profiles, it was not
possible to make this determination for the total survey due to incon-
sistenciles inh the recording of the data. Information concerning the
number of crimes cleared by arrest and by exception was therefore

deleted from this publication.

Since the purpose of this project was to determine profiles of the
index crimes, and since the sample was of sufficient size to accurately
portray the profile of crime in Georgia, no effort was made to project
the actual numbers obtained in this sample to determine data for Geor-
gla. Instead, the percentages calculated fron the sample were simply

applied to the State.

The total value of property stolen in robberies, burglaries and larce-
nies stated in the profiles was calculated in the following manner.
From the sample, the total dollar amount of the stolen property was
divided by the number of incidents in which something of value was sto-
len and for which the value could be determined. This yielded an aver-
age loss for each incident where something was stolen. ’This average
was then multiplied by the portion of the incidents in tﬁe State that
actually resulted in something of value being stolen. For example, of
the 656 robberies in the sample, 907 (590) resulted in a loss to the
victim. Of these losses, an exact value could be determined in only
451 incidents, but these added to a total of $179,907.00, or an average

of $398.91 per completed robbery. Since 90% of the sample robberies

- 104 -
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resulted in a loss, it was assumed that 90% of the robberies in theb

State, or 6,814, resulted in a loss. The average of $398.91 was then

multiplied by 6,814 to yield the value $2,718,151.44 in property stolen

in robberies.
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% ; PROFILES FOR THE CRIME OF HOMICIDE .
E : PROFILE _OE OFFENDERS BASED Qﬁ ARREST DATA
! | Number of Crimes Studied: 158 |
E ‘ Number of Offenders: 123
E | PROFILE OF VICTIMS Total by Age, Sex and Race
ff’
Number of Victims: 158 AGE SEX RACE.
Total by Age, Sex and Race Under 17 2 Male 102 White
17 to 25 29 Female 19 Black
Over 25 40 Unknown 2 Other
AGE SEX RACE Unknown 52 Unknown
Under 17 6 Male 107 White 45
17 to 25 36 Ferale 30 Black 67 Detailed Profile of Offenders
Over 25 64 Unknown 21 Other 0
« Unknown 52 Unknown 46
MALES
Detailled _Profile of Victims WHITE BLACK OTHER
Under 17 0] 1 0
MALES 17 to 25 9 12 0
‘ : Over 25 13 21 0
WHITE " BLACK OTHER Unknown 7 “15 0
Under 17 1’ 4 0
17 to 25 9 18 0 EEMALES
Over 25 22 29 0
Unknown 3 3 0 WHITE BLACK OTHER
Under 17 0 0 0
FEMALES 17 to 25 0 6 0
. “Over 25 0 5 0
WHITE BLACK OTHER Unknown 1 3 0
Under 17 0 1 0
17 to 25 4 5 0 Insufficient Information: 30
Over 25 5 6 0
Unknown 0 1 0
Insufficient Information: 47
- 106 - - 107 -

30
63

30




PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTIM

Jurisdiction 105
SMSA 0
Georgia 17
Qut of State - 1
Unknown 35
Total 158

DAY OF OCCURRENCE

* Monday 17
Tuesday 8
Wednesday 13
Thursday 7
Friday 17
Saturday 1
Sunday 22
Weekday 1
Weekend 1
Unknown 31
Total 158

MONTH OF OCCURRENCE

January ‘ 15
February 5
March 15
April 18
May ‘ 13
June . 13
July 12
August 13
September 12
October 12
November 12
December 11
Unknown _17
Total 58
RELATIONSHIP

Stranger 15
Spouse 22
Relative 10
Acquaintance 47
Unknown _64
Total 158

TIME OF OCCURRENCE

12~-1 A.M. 15
2-3 AM. 13
4-5 A.M. 1
6-7  A.M. 1
8-9 A.M. 1
10-11A.M. 5
12-1 P.M. 3
2-3 P.M. 8
4-5 P.M. 9
6-7 P.M, 6
8-9 P.M, 21
10-11P.M, 20
Daytime 2
Nighttime 6
Unknown 47
Total 158

PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

Residence 66
Commercial 26
Open Space 25
Unknown 41
Total _— 158
Urban Area 77
" Rural Area 50
Unknown 31
Total 158

Residence Urban 41
Commercial Urban 19
Open Space Urban 16
Residence Rural 24
Commercial Rural 7
Open Space Rural 9

WEAPON USED

Bodily 4
Pistol 77
Shotgun 14
Rifle 11
Knife 11
Other 8
Unknown _33
Total 158

- 108 -
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PROPERTY TAKEN

Money
Drugs
Guns
Other
None
Unknown

LW OO

138

[

VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN

$0 1
$1-49

$50-99

$100-249

$250-999

$1000-plus

Unknown 14

NOOODOOO,
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PROFILES FOR THE CRIME OF RAPE

Number of Crimes Studied: 139

- PROFILE OF VICTIMS

Number of Victims: 139

Total by Age, Sex and Race

AGE SEX
Under 17 32 Male 1
17 to 25 JAA Female 125
Over 25 18 Unknown 13
Unknown 45

Detailed Profile of Victims

MALES
WHITE BLACK
Under 17 0 0
17 to 25 1 0
Over 25 0 0
Unknown 0 0
FEMALES
WHITE BLACK
Under 17 : 14 13
17 to 25 35 7
Over 25 15 3
Unknown 0 2
Insufficient Informatioen: 49
- 110 -

RACE

White 69
Black : 25
Other 0
Unknown 45

OTHER

OO OO

OTHER

OO OO

PROFILE OF OFFENDERS BASFD ON ARREST DATA

Number of Offenders: 87

Total by Age, Sex and Race

AGE SEX
Under 17 4 Male 86
17 to 25 33 Female 0
Over 25 14 Unknown 1
Unknown 36
Detailed Profile of Offenders
MALES

WEITE BLACK
Under 17 0 4
17 to 25 6 25
Over 25 8 6
Unknown 7 13

- FEMALES

WHITE BLACK
Under 17 0 0
17 to 25 0 0
Over 25 0 0

0 0

Unknown

Insufficient Information: 18
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RACE

White
Black
Other
Unknown

OTHER

OTHER

[oNeRe Nl

OO OO

21
48

18




PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTIM TIME OF OCCURRENCE

; PROPERTY TAKEN VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN
Jurisdiction 95 12-1 A.M. 17 -
SMSA 1 2-3 AM. 16 Money 3 50 25
Georgia 17 4-5 AM. 8 Drugs 0 $1-49 1
Out of State 2 6-7 A.M, 1 Guns 0 $50-99 0
Unknown 24 8-9 A.M. 1 Other 6 $100-249 0
Total 139 10-11A.M. 4 None 25 $250-999 0
12-1 P.M. 3 Unknown 105 $1000-plus 0
. : ,2=3 P.M. 7 Unknown 113
DAY OF OCCURRENCE 4-5 P.M. 5
6-7 P.M, 7
Monday 20 8-9 .M, 12
Tuesday 10 10-11P.M. 13
Wednesday 19 Daytime 4 IYPE OF RAPE
Thursday S 11 Nighttime 7 7 }
Friday 22 Unknown , 34 orcible 61
Saturday 29 Total 139 As;ault and Attempt 41
Sunday 15 Unknown 37
Weekday 2
gﬁiﬁigﬁ 18 PLACE OF OCCURRENCE PLACE VICTIM WAS PICKED UP
Total 139 Residence 47 .
Comereia) i Sortdence, 2
Open Space 46 Open Space 19
MONTH OF OCCURRENCE Unknown 27 Unknown 38
Total 139
January 4
February 5 Urban Area 54
‘March 13 Rural Area 73 AREA VICTIM PICKED UP IN
April 10 Unknown 12
May 6 Total 139 Srban .
June 13 Unknown 35
July 7 Residence Urban 33
August 14 Commercial Urban 13
September 12 Open Space Urban 8
October 17 Residence Rural 14
November 13 Commercial Rural 6
December 7 Open Space Rural 37
Unknown 2 ;
Total 139 !
WEAPON USED R
RELATIONSHIP
_ Bodily 20
Stranger 62 Pistol 12
Spouse 0 Shotgun 1
Relative 2 Rifle 0
Acquaintance 32 Knife 21
Unknown 43 Other 4
Total 139 ~ Unknown 81
Total 139
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PROFILES FOR THE CRIME OF ROBBERY

PROFILE OF OFFENDERS BASED ON ARREST DATA

Number of Crimes Studied: 656

B Lo

Number of Offenders: 323

) PROFILE OF VICTIMS

Total by Age, Sex and Race

Number of Victims: 656

i AGE SEX RACE
| atos
: : | :
. Total by Age, Sex and Race Under 17 15 Male 283 White 70
! 17 to 25 141 Female 24 Black 197
Over 25 53 Unknown 16 Other 0
AGE SEX - RACE ‘ Unknown 114 Unknown 56
Under 17 14 Male 248 White 138
17 to 25 28 Female 80 Black 72 Detailed Profile of Offenders
Over 25 89 Unknown 328 Other 1
Unknown 525 Unknown 445
MALES
Petailed Profile of Victims WHITE BLACK OTHER
Under 17 0 9 0
MALES 17 to 25 29 103 0
‘ Over 25 18 26 0
WHITE BLACK OTHER Unknown 18 42 0
Under 17 11 2 8
17 to 25 16 5 0 FEMALES
Over 25 40 30 0
. Unknown 30 22 1 , WHITE BLACK OTHER
s Under 17 0 4 0
FEMALES 17 to 25 1 5 0
Over 25 3 3 0
WHITE BLACK OTHER Unknown 1 5 0
Under 17 1 0 0
17 to 25 5 1 0 Insufficient Information: 56
Over 25 11 6 0
Unknown 0 4 0

Insufficient Information: 471
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PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTIM TIME OF, OCCURRENCE |
' i PROPERTY TAKEN VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN
Jurisdiction 251 12-1 AM. 36 |
SMsA 0 2-3 AM, 29 | Money 409 50 58
Georgia 36 -5 AM. 14 Drugs 0 $1-49 131
Out of State - 9 6-7 A.M. 10 Guns 15 $50-99 106
Unknown 360 8-9 A.M. 17 i Other 101 $100-249 119
Total 656 10-11A.M. 30 i None 58 $250-999 77
12-1 P.M. 49 Unknown 73 $1000 plus _ 18
2-3 P.M. 46 Unknown - 147
DAY OF OCCURRENCE _ 4~5 P.M. 48 ‘
; 6-7 P.M. 51
Monday 91 8-9 P.M. 84 . ’
Tussiny. % 1011D M. o1 TYPE OF ROBBERY Total Value of Property Taken $179,907
Wednesday 74 Daytime 12
Thursday 79 Nighttime ' 14 ggaagralpon igz
ida 0 nkno ’ '
I;Zturdyay ﬁO gotalwn égg ; Attempt with Weapon 33
1 Sunday 59 Attempt without Weapon 14
i Weekday 2 Unknown 111
' Weekend 0 PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
Unknown 61
Total 656 Residence 69
Commercial 365
Open Space 158
MONTH OF OCCURRENCE Unknown 64
Total 656
January 71
February 52 Urtan Area 481
March 50 Rural Area 140 X
April 40 Unknown 35
May 27 Total 656
June ' 34
July 63 Residence Urban 48
August 57 Commercial Urban 297
September 82 Open Space Urban 134
October : 56 Residence Rural 19
Noverber 44 Commerqial Rural 67
December 65 Open Space Rural 24
Unknown 15
Total 656
1 WEAPON USED
N RELATIONSHIP
i Bodily 145
Stranger 426 Pistol 306
Spouse 2 Shotgun 15
Relative 1 Rifle 5
Acquaintance 25 Knife ] 33
Unknown 202 Other 22
Total 656 Unknown 130
Total 656
- 116 -
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PROFILES FOR THE CRIME OF AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Number of Crimes Studied: 1,317

Number of Victims:

PROFILE OF VICTIMS

1,317

Total by Age, Sex and Race

AGE

Under 17
17 to 25
Qver 25
Unknown

41
145
272
859

Male 663
Female 281
Unknown 373

Detailed Profile of Victims

WHITE
Under 17 12
17 to 25 39
Over 25 73
Unknown 38

WHITE
Under 17 7
17 to 25 10
Over 25 21
Unknown 0

Insufficient

MALES

BLACK

10
68
117
55

FEMALES
BLACR.
27

46
30

Information: 757
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White
Black
Other
Unknown

OTHER

OO OO

O OO

220
360

736

PROFILE OF OFFENDERS BASED ON ARREST DATA

Number of Offenders: .

875

Total by Age, Sex and Race

AGE
Under 17 13
17 to 25 157
Over 25 214
Unknown 491

SEX
Male 694
Female 135
Unknown L6

Detailed Profile of Offenders

WHITE
Undexr 17 5
17 to 25 46
QOver 25 88
Unknown 46

WHITE
Under 17 0
17 to 25 2
Cver 25 13
Unknown 7

MALES

BLACK

98

78

80
FEMALES

BLACK

10
30
32

Insufficient Information: 335
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RACE

White
Black
Other
Unknown

OTHER

OTHER

OO OQO

O OO0

207
334

334



PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTIM

Jurisdiction 726
SMSA 1
Georgia 117
Qut of State - 8
Unknown 465
Total 1317

DAY OF OCCURRENCE

Monday 154
Tuesday 97
Wednesday 91
Thursday 113
Friday 135
Saturday 263
Sunday 163
Weekday ) 0
- Weekend 3
. Unknown o 293
Total 1317

MONTH OF OCCURRENCE

January 101
February 78
March 103
April 120
May 104
June : 114
July 89
Angust 107
September 119
October -~ 113
November " 88
December ‘ 84
Unknown 97
Total 1317
RELATIONSHIP

Stranger 114
Spouse 137
Relative - 44
Acquaintance 341
Unknown 681
Total , 1317

~ TIME "OF OCCURRENCE

12-1 AM. 97
2-3  AM. 59
4-5 A.M. 21
6-7 A.M, 5
8-9 AM. 7
10-11A.M. 26
12-1 P.M. 42
2-3 P.M. 43
4-5 P.M. 65
6~7 P.M. 78
8-9 P.M. 114
10-11P.M. 140
Daytime o 12
Nighttime 40
Unknown 568
Total 1,317
PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
Residense 392
Commercial 244
Open Space 170
Unknown 511
Total 1317
Urban Area 574
Rural Area © 543
Unknown 200
Total 1317
Residence Urban 229
Commercial Urban 188
Open Space Urban 110
Residence Rural 158
Commercial Rural 54
Open Space Rural 58
WEAPON USED

Bodily 60
Pistol 297
Shotgun 70
Rifle 26
Knife 250
Other 163
Unknown 451
Total- 1317

- 120 -

PROPERTY TAKEN

Money
Drugs
Guns
Other
None
Unknown

TYPE OF ASSAULT

Aggravated
Attempted
Unknowm

12
231
1073

1130
127
60

VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN

$0 231
$1-49 1
$50-99 0
$100-249 1
$250-999 3
$1000 plus 0
Unknown 1081
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PROFILES FOR THE CRIME OF BURGLARY

PROFILE OF OFFENDERS BASED ON ARREST DATA

Number of Crimes Studied: 9,568

Number of Offenders:

Total by Age, Sex and Race

AGE

Under 17
17 to 25
Over 25
Unknown

3,799

Detailed Profile of Offenders

Under 17
17 to 25
Over 25
Unknown

Under 17
17 to 25
Over 25
Unknown

Insufficient

SEX
406 Male 1389
402 Female 136
147 Unknown 2273
2844
MALES
WHITE BLACK
139 160
222 136
66 52
121 164
FEMALES
WHITE BLACK
9 50
17 9
19 6
5 6
Information: 2617
-'122 -

RACE

White 598
Black 583
Other 2
Unknown 2616

OTHER

[eNelay ol

OTHER

OO OO

e b et e b e ereinis S e

PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTTM

Jurisdiction
SMSA
Georgia

Cut of State
Unknown
Total

DAY OF OCCURRENCE

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Priday
Saturday
Sunday
Weekday
Weekend
Unknown
Total

MONTH OF OCCURRENCE

January
February
March

.'April

May

June
July
August
September
October
November
December

~ Unknown

Total

RELATIONSHIP

Stranger
Spouse
Relative
Acquaintance
Unknown
Total

1480
0
272
6
7800
9568

1114
958
1074
1082
1134
845
781
191
254
2135
9568

752
706
859
669
682
701
855
712
773
871
906
866
216
9568

N/A

TIME OF OCCURRENCE

12-1 A.M. 86
2-3 A.M. 93
4-5 A.M. 67
6-7 AM. 45
8-9 A.M. 91
10-11A.M. 84
12-1 P.M 90
2-3 P.M 85
4-5 P.M.. 83
6-7 P.M. 91
8-9 P.M. 96
10-11P.H. 109
Daytime 608
Nighttime 1253
Unknown 6687
Total 9568
PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

Residence 4931
Commercial 3785
Open Space 488
Unknown 365
Total 9569
Urban Area 6425
Rural Area 2877
Unknown _ 267
Total , 9569

Residence Urbgn 3114
Commercial Urban 2832

Open Space Urbam

458

Residence Rural 1786

Commercial Rural 929
Open Space Rural 29
VEAPON USED

Bodily 0
Pistol 1
Shotgun 0
Rifle 0
Knife 0
Other 3
Unknown 9564
Total 9568
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PROPERTY TAKEN

Money
Drugs
Guns
Other
None
Unknown

TYPE OF ENTRY

Force

No Force
Attempt

Unknown

729

-~ 86

1064
5633
1109

948

6125
822
364

2257

VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN

$0 1109
$1-49 1216
$50-99 933
$100-249 1567
$250-999 1728
$1000 plus 442
Unknown 2574

Total Value of Property Taken:

- 124 -

$2,450,991

PROFILES FOR THE CRIME OF LARCENY

PROFILE OF OFFENDERS BASED ON ARREST DATA

Number of Crimes Studied: 8,757
Number of Offenders: 2749

Total by Age, Sex and Race

AGE SEX
Under 17 297 Male 1320
17 to 25 486 Female 397
Over 25 323 Uaknown 1032
Unknown 1643

Detailed Profile of Offenders

MALES
WHITE BLACK
Under 17 80 115
17 to 25 219 129
Over 25 137 76
Unknown 92 130
" FEMALES
WHITE BLACK
Under 17 38 25
17 to 25 67 ' ' 54
“Over 25 81 25
Unknown 21 32

Insufficient Information: 1428
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RACE

White
Black
Other
Unknown

OTHER

OTHER

735
588

1426

OO OO

OO OC



PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTIM TIME OF OCCURRENCE

PROPERTY TAKEN VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN
g;;isdiction 150? ;2—1 AM, 100 : Money 778 $0 109
-3 A.M. 57
a . Drugs 10 $1-49 2177
eorgia 161 4-5 A.M. 25 e 421 $50-99 1580
Out of State 10 6-7 A.M. 41 s
h Other 6932 $100-249 1642
nknown 7077 8-9 A.M, 131
T None 109 $250-999 907
otal 8757 10-11A.M. 177 Unk 506 199
. nown $1000 plus
12-1 P.M. 194 Toknown 2143
2-3 P.M. 248
DAY OF OCCURRENCE 4-5 P.M. 291
Monday 1016 g_; i:ﬁ: gii Total Value of Property Taken: $1,509,729
Tuesday 879 10-11P .M. 165
Wednesday 915 Daytime 680
Thursday 937 Nighttime - 1250
Friday 961 Unknown 4975
Saturday 909 Total 8757
Sunday ) 624
Weekday 228
Weekend 225 PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
Unknown 2063
Total 8757 Residence 2687
Commer.ial 3095
Open 3Space 2181
MONTH OF OCCURRENCE Unknown 794
Total 8757
January 583
February 563 Urban Area 5551
March 677 Rural Area 2803
April 689 Unknown 403 '
May 664 Total 8757
June 711
July 751 Residence Urban 1754
August 759 Commercial Urban 2140
September 739 Open Space Urban 1515
October 857 Residence Rural 916
November 778 Commercial Rural 939
December 758 Open Space Rural 651
Unknown 228
Total 8757
‘ WEAPON USED
RELATIONSHIP
Bodily 0
Stranger Pistol 3
Spouse Shotgun 0
Relative Rifle 3
Acquaintance Knife 0
Unknown N/A Other 1
Total ‘ Unknown 8750
: Total 8757
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PROFILES FOR THE_ CRIME _O_I_"_ AUTO THEFT
PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF VICTIM TIME OF OCCURRENCE
PROFILE OF OFFENDERS BASED ON ARREST DATA
— = = Jurisdiction 288 12-1 AM. 41
SMSA 1 2-3 A M. 22
Number of Crimes Studied: 2094
Number of Offenders: 318 Georgia 91 4-5 A.M. 10
Out of State 7 6-7 A.M. 12 .
Unknown 1707 8-9 AM. 24
5 d Ra
Total by Age, Sex an ce Total 2004 10-11A M. 4o
‘ 12-1 P.M. 50
. ‘ 2-3 P.M. 59
EX RACE
AGE SEX === DAY OF OCCURRENCE 4=5 P.M, 61
Under 17 61 Male 259 White 124 j 6-7 P.M. 50
17 to 25 71 Female 20 . Black 64 Monday 216 8-9 P.M. 68
Over 25 30 Unknown 39 Other 0 guzsdaz gig %0‘%1P-M- 132
‘ ' Unknown 130 ednesaay aytime
Unknown 156 . Thursday 229 Nighttime 708
Friday 293 Unkndwn 678
Detailed Profile of Offenders Saturday 239 Total 2094
Sunday 223
. ‘ Weekday 28
Weekend 51 PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
E —L
MALES Unknown 374
WHITE BLACK OTHER Total 2094 Residence 690
280D Commercial 622
Open Space 564
&4 0 P P
I]}_‘;diz g 23 :2L4 0 MONTH OF OCCURRENCE Unknown 218
January 151
15 0
Unknown 18 February 156 VUrban Area 1393
March 168 Rural Area 549
April 199 ’ Unknown 152
FEMALES
- May 179 Total 2094
I BLACK OTHER June 164
WHITE _— July 167 Residence Urban 498
3 1 ) August 199 Commercial Urban 481
g?dig %; 0 2 0 September 153 Open Space Urban 396
Over 25 2 0 0 October 162 Residence Rural 187
Unknown 3 1 0 November 180 Commercial Rural 135
December 173 Open Space Rural 164
Unknown 43
: 131 Total 2094
| Insufficient Information WEAPON USED
RELATIONSHIP
i Bodily 0
. Stranger 31 Pistol 0
Spouse 0 Shotgun 0
: Relative 1 Rifle 0
i Acquaintance 9 Knife 0
Unknown 2053 Other 0
! Total 2094 Unknowm 2094
4 Total 2094
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AUTO THEFT

Vehicles Recovered
Vehicles Not Recovered
Unknown -

1,285
701
108
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