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l'REFACE 

This book is a report on the efforts of 
hundreds of California peace officers in six 
large jurisdictions, who joined forces to 
mount an effective attack on burglary. The 
Crime Specific Burglary Program was a beginning. 
The statistics contained herein show about what 
we expected. The battle against burglary cannot 
be won overnight, but it is possible through 
concerted efforts by law enforcement and the 
public to win some real victories. We hope 
that you can use some of the techniques and 
data in this book to win those victories in 
your community. 

2 

':1·' " 

'[ 

I 
! 

J 

. ~ 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

I. 

II. 

I~RODUC'fION. • • • • • 

A. 

D. 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

BACKGROUND OF THE CRIME-SPECIPIC BURGLARY PROGRAM 

l. 

2. 

3. 

ceCJ Origin and Objectives 

Why Burglary Was Chosen 

a. The National Scene 

b. The California Scene 

Crime-Specific Proqram Organizati 
and Objectives on 

4. Burglary Abatement Techniques 

5 

C. ANALYSIS APPROACH •••••••• 11 

1. Oata Sources 

2. Analysis Procedures 

PLANNING A LOCAL CRIME-SPECIFIC BURGLARY PROGRAM 17 

A. INFORMATION NEEDS ...,. 17 

1. KnQW the Communi ty 

2. Know the Burglary Problem 

3. Know the Burglars and Receivers 

4. r.now the Resources and Constraints 

B. STAFFING AND TRAINING CONSIDERATIONS 22 

III. PUBLIC EDUCATION/AWARENESS/INVOLVEMENT 23 

IV. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

HYPOTHESIS • 

OBJECTIVES • 

PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUes 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Planning the Public Relations Campaign 

Conduct.1ng the Public Relations campaign 

a. Initial Press Conference 

b. Follow-up Publicity 

c. Public Presentations 

d. publicity Materials 

e. Special Events 

Encouraging Public Action 

25 

25 

26 

a. Promoting a !.ock-up and Light-up campaign 

D. 

b. Improv~d Security 

c. Promotion, Improved Citizen Reporting 

SUMMARY AND FINDINGS 

1. Summary 

2. Findings 

a. 

b. 

No-Force Entries 

Reporting of Burglaries 

SECURITY 

A. 

B. 

C. 

HYPOTHESIS 

OBJECTIVES • 

PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Analyze Security Information 

Conduct Security Inspections 

a. Establis!l Inspection Standards 
and Guidelines 

b. 

c. 

d. 

Select and Train Inspectors 

Obtain Community Support 

Schedule Inspection 

e. Conduct and Report Inspections 

f. Evaluate Results 

Security Displays and Centers 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Store-front S~Curity Centers 

Mobile Security Center 

other Security Displays 

•• 34 

39 

39 

39 

39 

3 

V. 

VI. 

D. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Promote Improved Street Lighting 

Promote Building Security Ordinances 

Promote Insurance Reductions 

SUMMARY AND FINDINGS • 

1. Security Summary 

2. 

3. 

Security Weakness Findings 

Program Findings 

IMPROVED PATROL ArID SURVEILLANCE 

A. HYPOTHESIS. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

OBJECTIVES • 

PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

1. Patrol 8& a Guard Force 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Target Area Saturation 

Dynamic Scheduling 

Patrol Visibility 

d. Patrol with Multiple Units 

e. Randomized Patterns for Patrol 

Patrol as a suspect Surveillance Force 

a. Suspect Information 

h. Group Surveillance Techniques 

c. "Bird-Dogging" Suspected Burglars 

d. Receiver Surveillance 

3. Patrol as an Interdiction Force 

SUMMARY AND FINOIU(fS • • • • • • • • • • • • 

1. Summary 

2. Findings 

INVESTIGATION 

A. HYPOTHESIS 

B. OBJECTIVES. 

C. PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

1. Increasing' Investigation Manpower 

a. Use of Patrol Officers 

b. Other Approaches for Increasing 
Investigation Manpower 

• •• 54 

65 

6~ 

65 

6S 

• •• 74 

77 

77 

71 

71 

2. Improving the Quality of Burglary Information 

D. 

a. The Burglary Report 

b. 

c. 

d. 

Suspect Descriptions 

Veh1cle Descriptions 

Physical EVidence 

e. Stolen Property/Pawn Filp':!l 

f. Undercover .Information Sources 

3. Improving Information Processing 

SUMMARY AND FINDINGS • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 87 

1. Summary 

2. Findings 

VII. DECREASING THE RECEIVER MARKET 93 

A. 

B. 

c. 

HYPOTHESIS • 

OBJECTIVES. 

PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

1. 

2. 

Analyzing the Stolen Property Market 

a. Market Areas 

b. Distribution Channels 

c. Receivers 

Reducing the Market for Stolen Property 

a. Public Education 

b. 

c. 

Property Identification ProgrAm 

Checking Serial Numbers 

93 

93 

93 



d. 

e. 

f. 

TABLE OF CONTENTS (continued) 

Undercover Operations 

Following }<nown Burglars 

Garage sale and swap Meet Check.s 

III-3 

••••• 105 

loIST OF TABLES (Continued) 

f Residential. BUrglaries Reported 
percentages 0 • • • • • • 
by Non-Victims •• <! .. • • • • • • 5" 

laries by point of EntrY 

37 

D. 
SUMMRY l\!ID F:1NDINGS 

.......... .......... IV-I 

1V-2 

IV-3 

percentages of Burg R quired to Enter 56 
eS of Burglaries by Fo}:ce ~ 

Fercentag aries by Visibility of Entry 

1. 

2. 

APPEIID1l( A. 

1IPp=1X B. 

APPENt'lX D. 

l\PPEND1X E. 

111-I 

VII-l 

1-1 

1-2 

1-3 

:1-4 

1-5 

11-1 

1U-l 

summary 

program Findings 
• •••••• 109 

Catal09 of Abatcrr.ent Techniques .. 

Data Definitions and FO':f!\ats Used in t~e ........ 115 
EValuation ........................ .. 

••••••••••••• 121 
Additional Findings .. 

. es •• , 165 
sample Forms, Materials, and ordl-nane .. 

• •••••••••••• 221 
Bibliography •••• 

1V-4 

IV-5 

IV-6 

IV-7 

IV-B 

IV-9 

IV-IO 

IV-ll 

percentages ";lB~~~Ol Activity ••••• • • •• 57 
point to Norm i by Nighttime Lighting 

58 Pe.rcentages of BUrglar es • • • • • 
conditions ••••••••••••• • • • • • 58 
Percentages of Burglaries by Alarm statuS 

of Residential Burglaries by • • • • • • 59 
;~~~:n::~red to Enter ••••• • • • 

• . dential Burglaries by "Force 60 
pef:centages of, ReS

b
1 community Types • • • • • • • • 

ReqUired to Enter y 
ercial/Industrial Burglaties 61 

percentages cf Cotnm Enter by community Types ••• 
by Force Required to ith unl ;tghted 
Nighttime Residential ~rglaries w •• :..... 62 
Entry points by commun1ty Type. • .. t 

Residential BUrglaries Entered a 
Percentages of cd vi 'bility •••••••••• 63 
points with obscur 51 

L:1ST OF FIGURES 

ercial/Industrial ~urglaries 
percentages of C~ 'th Obscured visib1lity • • • • • 63 
Entered at points :.11 

ercial/lndustrial Burglaries 63 
percentages of Comm • • • • • • • 

.......... 31 IV-12 
.......... Ao 

Burglary Lo9:o .. .. .. 
Detected by ,AlarmS • • • • • •.• • •• Entries by 

aries with MaJor Force 64 
Residential Burgl tion status ••••••• 96 ............ IV-13 

Redistribution of stolen property .. community Type and Inspec 
idential nurglaries where Entry 75 

percentages of Res t 1 • • • • • ... • • 

LIST OF TABLES 

1m 
Rc"""",rt"cd in the united States, 1911 

Felony Cr es ~.·v 

. Reported in California, 1971 .......... 
Felony crlJllCS 

Statistical cotmlunities .......................... .. 

8 

13 

14 

V-l 

V-2 

V-3 

V-4 

VI-I 

V:I-2 

V:I-3 

VI-4 

point is Visible to Pa ro ...... . 
ommercial/lndustrlal Burglar1eS 

percentages of. C is Visible to patrol ......... 
where Entry p01nt . cd b patrol 
Percentages of All Burglar1eS Detect Y 

tal Burglariec Cl~a.red by 
percentages of Tau 1 Arrest •••• • • • • 
On-the-Scene Pa 0 . . . . . . . . 

........ Typical MO BUrglary Profile • 

Monthly Percentages of ClearanCE':5 • 

Monthly percentages of Clearances by Arrest • 

Disposition of Adult Arrests ••••••••••• 

Disposition of Juvenile Arrests • • •••••• 

76 

76 

88 

91 

91 

91 

91 
Risk community cO'.npord tion ........................ .. 

Characteristics- of Risk communities .............. .. 
15 VI-S 

aries with Idcr/c.ifiable 8 
Percentages of Burgl • • • • • • ... • • • 10 

si9nific~nt Data Elements •••••• 
.............. 

Fercentages of Residential. Bltrgla:ries w:t~ ••••• 
No-Force Entries .......... . 

ercial/Industria1 BUrglaries 
Percentages of Comm • • • • • • • • • • 
with No .. 'Force Entries ••••• 

18 

35 

37 

V11-1 

VII-2 

vn-3 

property Loss •••••••• Cleared • • • • • • 
cumulative percentages of Cases 

. i or possession of stolen 
Arrests for Rece1V 09 • • • • • • • • 
property ••••••••••••• 

. ts 
. 1 a few anong the many pro~ec 

criIre-Specific proJects are ~ Y f crim:inal Justice p1annmg· 
flIDded b:{ the eallfornia Off~C~~ and to :iIrpro~ the system d 
Such proJects se~ to p::et~nPrates within the po1~ce, court ~_ 

f cr:i.minal justice as ~ OJ::'~ cal overnments. D=sc:~p 
~rrectional agencie~ of state an~;~y In the OCJP Bul~e~n: 
tions of current proJ ects apJ?6art · n to the Bulletin by wn ting . 

'1.-t"".;.... a free subscr~p ~a You may OJ.) c;u..l> 

OCJP Bulletin . . . f """"';,.,..;nal Justice Planrung 
Off~ce 0 \..0.1- ........... ; 

7171 BcM1ing Dr~ve 
Sacramento, CA 95823 

4 

108 

108 

; 

r'~ 
t ~ ~ 

i 

! 

\ 
1 
[ 

~ t 

CHAPTER I. INTRODUCTION 

A. PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

This handbook is published by the California Council on Criminal Justice as a 

source of information and guidance for law enforcement personnel who are inter

ested. in establishing comprehensive burglary abatement programs in their 

jurisdictions. 

The contents are based on the experiences of the six law enforcement agencies 

who collectively established the original Crime-Specific Burglary program. The 

analysis and findings that are included are based on data collected by the six 

agencies during the twelve months that various burglary abatement approaches 

and techniques were field tested. 

This chapter briefly discusses the background and objectives of the original 

Crime-Specific program and the analysis approach used in evaluating its results. 

Chapter II, "Planning a Local Crime-Specific Burglary Program," presents an 

overview of the planning, organization, staffing and training that are neces

sary pre-requisites for establishing a similar program • 

Chapters III through VII each present recommendations and findings related to 

one of the five major categories of burglary abatement approaches employed by 

the Crime-Specific agencies. Each chapter includes the hypothesis which under-

lies the approach, its specific objectives, procedures and techniques, and a 

summary and relevant findings. 

A short bibliography identifies related research reports and other sources of 

information 011 burglary abatement • The various appendices contain background 

information, sample materials, and additional findings from analysis 

activities. 

B. BACKGROUND OF THE CRIME-SPECIFIC BURGLARY PROGRAM 

1. CCCJ Origin and Objectives 

When the 1970 ame~dments to the Orrnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 

1968 were passed, the California Council on Criminal Justice (CCCJ)--the state 

agency responsible for criminal j~stice planning and coordinating throughout 
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California--began a research progr~~ to create a mechanism for effectively 

achieving the maximum "impact" intended by the Congress. 

The immediate mission of council staff was focused on strengthening CCCJ's role 

as a "catalyst in the reduction of crime. II under the direction of the 

California Attorney General, who is chairman of CCCJ, the staff formulated a 

concept for selectively applying its technical and,financial resources to the 

reduction of specific crimes. This approach became known as the "crime-

specific" concept for criminal justice programs. 

Under this concept, a program that qualifies for the crime-specific designation 

must have the following characteristics: 

(a) It will focus upon a crime deemed serious by the California populace. 

(b) It will have a high probability of visible, significant success. 

(c) It will be acceptable to the local implementing agencies. 

(d) It will involve more than one element of the system. 

(e) Ultimately, it will be transferable, as modified and proven, to 

similar jurisdictions anywhere. 

After considerable study and discussion, the council decided, in May of 1971, 

to allocate $1.5 million for the first program to attack a specific crime in 

such a manner as to produce significant impact. 

In July, 1971, after considering several possible crimes to attack, CCCJ 

decided to invite the heads of six of the largest law enforcement agencies in 

California to meet and help make the choice. 

On september 16, the Attorney General met with the chiefs and sheriffs of the 

following agencies: 

• Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department 

• Los Angeles police Department 

• Oakland police Department 

• Orange County Sheriff's Department 
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San D" ~ego Police Department 

ar ment San F,rancisco Police Dep t 

After reviewing the crime 

General were unanimous in 

attack. 

problems, the sheriffs and chiefs and the Att,orney 

their selection of b 1 urg ary as the initial crime to 

2. Why Burglary Was Chosen 

In considering possible crimes for the states' first Crime-

Specific program, a 

Criminal stat,istics 

as the target 

review of the reports by 

(BCS) 

the FBI and California's Bureau of 

revealed the magnitude of the b 1 urg ary problem. 

a. The National Scene 

According to inf " ormat~on provided by th F d 

(U 

"f e eeral Bureau of In t" " n~ orm Crime Report), 2,368,400 ves ~gat~on f or 40 percent of the 5,995,200 seven major 

were burglaries which resulted 

owners. Tabl I 1 

o fences reported in the Un"t d " " ~ e States ~n 1971 

~n a loss of $739 million t o property e - shows the number and 

percentage of burglaries 

the United States. 

in relation to the other major offense~ _ reported.in 

TABLE I-I. FELONY CRIMES REPORTRD IN THR -. ...... UNITED STATES, 1971 

-I 
Offense Number Rate per 1000 

Population 
Percent of Total 

Murder 17,630 0.09 0.3 

Robbery 385,910 1.9 6.4 

Assault 364,600 ~.8 6.1 

Rape 41,890 0.2 0.7 

Burglary 2,368,400 11.5 ' 39.5 
, 

Theft (over $50) 1,875,200 9.1 31.3 

Auto Theft 941,600 4.6 15.7 
,,-

, 
Th~rty-s~x percent of ·these burglaries were reported in cities of more than 

40 percent of index offenses and 250,000 population. Burglary comprised 

of property crimes. 46 percent 
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have increased 70 percent with an Nati'onwide, since 1966, report.ed burglaries . W tern states have 
f 0 6 percent in the rate per 1,000 populat~on. es 

increase 0 • , the Northeast (12/1,000). 
h~ghest rates (17/1,000) followed by states ~n 

the • rates than suburban or rural areas. 
Major cities, nationally, have much higher , 1971 and accounted for 
Daytime residential burglaries increased ~4 percent ~n 

over one-half of the residential offenses. Since 1966, there has been a sub-

, f 108 percent in daytime burglaries. t t 'al ~ncrease 0 

s an ~ 2 nt Eighty-
' d 1966-1971 increased 4 perce • 

Arrests for burglary for the per~o f persons less than 25 years 
lar arrests in 1971 were 0 

three percent of all burg y d ilty as charged, 
. '971 51 percent were foun gu 0 '=, adults prosecuted ~n 1 , . f d through 

old. .. d 31 percent were ree ' d of a lesser charge, an 
18 perce;:1.t were conv~cte. f 19 percent were reported 
acqu.ittal or dismissal. Nationally, clearance rates 0 

both in lS170 and 1971. 

b. The Ccdifornia Scene 

, , a1 statisby the Ca1ifcrnia Bureau of 'Cr~m~n 
According ttl information provided , offenses reported in 

' 391 157 or 55 percent of the 714,688 seven maJor 
t~cs, , d 1 ss of $45 million. California in 1971 were burglaries which cause a 0 , 

to the other of burglaries in relat~on Table I-2 shows the number and percentage 

major crimes reported in California. 

. 
I- ,. 

Offense 

. 
Homicide 
Robbery 
Assault 
Rape 
Burglary 
Theft (over $200) 
Auto Theft 

REPORTED IN CALIFORNIA, 1971 FELONY CRIMES 

-
Number Rate per 1000 Percent of Total 

1,636 0.08 0.2 
47,477 2.3 5.6 
48,098 2.4 6.7 

7,281 0.4 1.0 
391,157 19.3 54.7 

75,128. 3.7 10.5 
143,911 7.1 20.1 
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Thirty-three percent of the burglaries were reported in cities of more than 

250,000 POPuJ.ation. Burglary cODiprised 55 percent of index offenses and 64 per
cent of property crimes. 

More than 72,000 burglary arrests were made: 36,522 adults and 35,842 juve

niles. Of adults arrested and processed for burglary by California Superior 

Courts in 1971
y 

4.8 percent were dismissed, 4.0 percent were acquitted, 

75.0 percent pled guilty, and 16.2 percent were convicted by trial. Of those 

convicted, 8.3 percent were sentenced to prison, 65.3 percent received proba

tion, 14.7 percent were sent to jail, and 11.7 percent received other kinds of 
sentencing. 

From 1968 to 1971, California's burglary rate increased 24 percent. By 1971 it 

was the highest in the nation. In the same period, the clearance percentage 
for burglary cases dropped from 19 percent to 17 pel;'cent. 

When he announced the beginning of the Crime-Specific Program, the California 
Attorney General said: 

"BurglaPy is a peculiarly ~?propriate subject for this intensive 

attack~ because burglaPy is ~ serious crime which keeps California 
very much in the running for the unhappy distinction of being 

America's crime capital. Law enforcement in California has done a 

good job~ and is striving to do a better job~ of making our streets 

relatively safe. Citizens here aPe much less in danger of being the 

victims of crimes qf violence than people in other PaPts of the 

country~ and the rate of crimes of violence has not risen nearly so 
fast here as in other aPeas. But the criminal Who has caused 

California to have a dramatically increasing rate of crime is the 

burglar. We can reasonably hope that very few of our citizens will 

be the victims of rape~ robbery~ or murder~ but the one crime that is 
very apt to strike any of us is burglaPY. II 

Crime-Specific Program Organization and Objectives 

Planning began in earnest for the Crime-Spec.ific Burglary Program with the 

formation of what became known as the 'Working Group, which was composed of 

representatives from each of the departments, the Attorney General's Office, 
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and the CCCJ. The Working Group, chaired by the Assistant Attorney General, 

held its first meeting in october of 1971. Until implementation of the pro

gram the following April, the Working Group met monthly to plan the details of 

the overall program and the six individual projects. 

The Working Group saw the program both as a vehicle for implementing an inten

sive and coordinated attack on burglary, and as a mechanism for field testing 

and evaluating a variety of burglary abatement approaches. Very early in the 

planning stage, the following program objective was established: 

1T ••• t,0 signifiaantly reduae the oaau:£>renae 01' lower the rate of inarease 

of the arime of burglary within a geographia area within the one-year 

time frame of the projeat~ through the seleative utilization of aom

munity and law enforaement resouraes~ and to provide an evaZuative 

desaription of the various teahniques for statewide appZiaation." 

Accomplishment of the objective was to be by means of six individual projects 

to be implemented in target areas, with a separate overall independent evalua

tion of program effectiveness. The working group agreed that the same basic 

burglary abatement approaches should be incorporated in all jurisdictions, but 

that each jurisdiction should tailor its approach to a particular target com

munity, the departmental capabilities and policies, and the local peculiarities 

of the burglary problem. 

The total allocation of $1.5 million was divided among the six agencies accord

ing to the requirements of the individual projects. An amount of $200,000 was 

reserved for data collection by the Bureau of Criminal statistics, evaluation 

by an independent' contractor, and for common project elements, such as pub

licity materials. The evaluation was designed to measure overall goal achieve

ment and the relative success of the various techniques being tried. It was 

also intended to result in this handbook. 

4. Burglary Abatement Techniques 

The Crime-Specific agencies each produced a formal Grant Request to CCCJ. 

Included in their requests were the specific burglary abatement techniques that 

were employed. 
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The initial task of th ' e evaluatl.on 
the abatement techniques 

Discussions with the C ' 

contractor was to catalog 

that were collectively planned 
the information on 

by the six agencies. 
, , rJ.me-Specific Working Grou 

vl.dual grant requests I d P, and an analysis 
e to the conclusion h of the indi-

niques c ld b t at the planned 
ou e classified into five 

(a) 

abatement tech
major types of efforts. 

These were: 
IncreaSing public ed ' 

ucatl.on, awareness, and 

Improving security of physJ..'cal 
involvement. (b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Improving patrol techn' l.ques. 

Improving investigation 

facilities. 

(e) RedUCing the market for 
and suspect handling. 

stolen property. 

The catalog of ~atement techniques 
ab th~t was prepared 

ove categories of efforts and' , was organized into the 
l.S l.ncluded in A d' 

gories (with shortened titles) ppen l.X A. These same cate-
1 became the structure for program 

eva uation, and for organizing reporting, 
the contents of this handb k 

, C. ANALYSIS APPROACH 
00 • 

The Crime-Specific Program was 
not deSigned as an 

mental controls, but rather as' experiment with rigid experi-

abatement procedures and tech ,a ser~es of field.tests for trying burglary 
nl.ques l.n various t 

Th ' y'pes of Communj ties 
e prl.mary objectives of the evaluation • 

and procedures used by th ' effort were to record the techniques 
e agencl.es, and t 

data in order to identify' , 0 examine all available performance 
l.ndl.cations of th 

burglary abatement e effectiveness of the various 
efforts. The p f 

er ormance of individual 
agencies was not to be evaluated. 

Each agency was f 
ree to select'a target 

not necessarily representative area within its jurisdiction that was 
of the total Community. 

defined as a specific set 
, of census tracts so that th 

communl.ty ch ' e evaluation aracterl.stics that 'h 

Each target area was 

could examine 
failure of th " ml.g t be associated with: (1) the 

e varl.OUS abatement tech ' SUccess or 

rates and profiles, 

their case dispositions. 

and (3) ch ", nl.ques, (2) burglary 
aracterl.stl.CS of. arrested 

offenders and 
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1. Data Sources 

For all census tracts in the target areas the evaluation contractor prepared a 

data base of community characteristics derived from 1970 u.s. Bureau of the 

Census data. The specific data items collected are identified in Appendix B. 

The burglary abatement techniques and procedures used by the agencies, and 

their experiences in trying them were reviewed through regular site visits to 

each agency by the evaluation staff. In addition, each agency prepared 

quarterly narrative reports of their activities and experiences. 

To support the evaluation of effectiveness, each agency submitted a copy of the 

agency's standard burglary report to the BCS, plus a special Crime-Specific 

supplemental report on each burglary in its target area. The census tract 

where each burglary occurred was identified. A report of each arrest made in 

connection with the program was also submitted to BCS. The reports were 

checked, and abstracts were key punched into a standard format and delivered to 

the evaluation contractor for processing and analysis. The items of informa

tion provided by BCS to the evaluation contractor are identified in Appendix B. 

Because the Crime-Specific program was not viewed as an experiment, the 

agencies were not required to provide comparable base-line data on burglaries 

and arrests in their target.areas prior to the start of the program. Similarly, 

there. was no requirement to provide the same data from non-participating (con

trol) areas. 

2. Analysis Procedures 

The analysis reported in this handbook is based on comparisons of data from the 

burglaries, case clearances, and associated arrests from four statistically 

defined communities; 

.The four communities are designated as Low Risk, Low-Medium Risk, High-Medium 

Risk, and High Risk. They were created by aggregating individual census tracts 

from the .six Crime-Specific target areas into four groups, based on a calcula

tion of the number of burglaries per 1,000 popula~ion that each tract experi

enced during the twelve month prog~am. 
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A total of 106 census tracts 

were included' , 
Their ann 1 b ~n Cr~me-Spec~f~c ua urglary rat • ~ target areas. 
high of 55 'th 1 es per 1,000 population 

, w~ 5 the ' ranged from a. low of 1 
med~an rate, and 17 th . to a 

e mean (avera ) Those tracts with b ge rate. 
urglary rates at or below the 

t~o groups. Those with a rate of 7 or 
w~th rates of 8 to 15 

median rate were diVided 
less were deSignated 

were d ' as Low Risk. 
es~gnated Low-Medium RiSk. 

into 

Those 

Tracts with burglary 
rates above the ' 

groups. Those with med~an value were also divided into two 
rates of 16 to 24 were de ' 

Those with a rate above s~gnated as Medium-Hi h ' 
25 were deSignated as g Risk. 

High Risk. 
The summary f th o ese assignments ' 

~s shown in Table I-3. 
In terms of agency 

repreSentation a 
communities resulted ' .' ggregating the census t t ' 

~n the f 11 rac s ~nto four r{sk 
o owing distribution: ~ 

The Low Risk community 
contains tracts from four of the 

pating agencies. six partici-

• 

The Low-Medium Risk 
community contains tracts from all 

participating agencies. six of the 

The High-Medium Ri k ' 
s commun~ty cont ' 

P t ' , a~ns tracts from all s~x ar ~c~pating agencies. ~ of the 

• 

The High Risk Community 
contains tracts from four 

pating agencies. of the six partici-

• 

TABLE 1-3 . STAT ISTICAL CO~ITIES 

Burglary Rate Per 
1000 Population Community Type 

Number of Tracts 
7 or less 

Low·Risk 22 
8 to 15 

Low-Medium Risk 34 (includes 6 tracts with 
16 to 24 the median rate) 

High-Medium Risk 28 
25 or more 

High Risk 
22 
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TABLE 1-4. 

AGENCY TARGET AREAS 

LOS ANGELES POLICE 

DEPARTMENT (LAPD) 

(IO Tracts) 

oAKLAND POLICE 

DEPARTMENT 

(23 TractS) 

ORANGE COUNTY 

SHERIFF'S DEPT. 

(21 Tract~) 

SAN DIEGO POLICE 

DEPARTMENT 

(25 TractS) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

POLICE DEPT. 

(19 Tracts) 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

SHERIFF'S DEPT. 

(9 ,Tracts) 

RISK COMMUNITY COMPOSITION 

14 

RISK coMMUNITIES 

LOW RISK COMMUNITY 

3 LAPD 
2 Oakland 
7 Orange Co. 

l2.. San Diego 

22 Tracts 

LOW-MEDIUM RISK 
COMMUNITY 

4 LAPD 
3 oakland 
6 orange Co. 

11 san Diego 
6 San FranciSCO 
4 LASD, 

34 Tracts 

HIGH-MEDIUM RISK 
COMMUNITY 

2 LAPD 
3 Oakland 
6 Orange Co. 
4 San Diego 
8 San Francisco 
S LASt) 

28 Tracts 

HIGH RISK COMMUNITY 

1 LAPD 
14 Oakland 

3 orange Co. 
S San Francisco 

23 Tracts 

;; , ' 
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Table 1-4 shows the number of census tracts in each agency's target area, and 

identifies the agencies represented in each of the risk communities. Seventy

seven percent of the tracts in the Low Risk community come from the target 

areas in orange County and San Diego. Eighty-six percent of the tracts in the 

High Risk community come from the Oakland and San Francisco target areas. 

Once the tracts were assigned to risk communities, the census-tract-level data 

that were available to describe the communities, their l2-month burglary 

history, their offender profiles, and the results of abatement efforts were 

also aggregated to the four risk communities. This approach was used in order 

to provide the basis for comparing the burglary situation in other communities 

with that of the four risk communities, so that the most nearly applicable 

experience can be studied for local application. As an aid in making community 

comparisons, Table 1-5 presents summary profiles of the socioeconomic and 

demographic characteristics of the four risk communities. Chapters III through 

VII of this handbook, which deal with burglary abatement techniques, discuss 

findings in terms of these four types of risk communities. 

TABLE I-5. CHARACTERISTICS OF RISK COMMUNITIES 

Burglary Rate ~ge Schooling 

Communi ty Type 
Total 

Per 1,000 NOll ,'rlhite 8 Years 12 Years Population popUlation 18 or Less Under 25 or Less or Less 

I • ! Rate H \ I • ! • I , ! \ 

Low Risk 107,098 22.6 55~ 5.1 31,740 29.6 44,231 41.3 6,761 6.3 4,575 7.3 30,613 48.5 

I1;)w-Medi um Risk 153,614 32.4 1B13 11.B 40,695 26.5 63.122 41.1 25,283 16.5 14,954 13.5 60,693 67.3 

High-Hedium Risk 135,431 2B.6 2656 19.6 39,559 29.2 58,474 43.2 34,759 25.7 17,447 22.7 S4,144 70.3 

High Risk 78,094 16.5 2743 35.1 27,967 35.8 31,767 4B.4 52,891 67.7 11,145 32.1 32,099 92.5 

All Communi ties 474,237 100.0 7763 16.5 139,961 29.5 203,594 4249 119,694 25.2 48,201 IB.1 177,549 67.1 

Ifousehold InCome Unemployment 

Community Type Under $ 5,000 Under $10,000 Males Females 

H • H \ H , H , 
Low Risk 5,058 14.2 13,415 37.6 989 3.9 691 5.1 

Low-Medium Risk 5,211 26.2 32,907 55.6 2,359 5.7 1,723 6.2 

h1yr.: .. Medium Risk 15,S56 31.9 31,480 63.4 2,435 6.7 1,423 6.1 

High Risk 9,41~ 35.5 lS',628 70.2 1,612 B.B 1,446 11,8 

All Communi tie s 35,540 20.9 96,430 56.7 7,395 6.1 5,283 6.8 

Housing Units 

Community Type 
Median Median 

Sin91e Family Apartment 
OWner 

Overcrowded Female 
Rent Home occupied Head Value Value 

H • H • H • i , H • $ $ 

Low Risk 25,435 66.4 '12,859 33.6 . 23,788 62.1 817 2.1 2,556 8.9 16B 37,634 

LoW-Medium. Risk 37,466 61.3 23,S88 38.6 28,795 47.2 4,447 7.3 5,430 13.5 139 24,848 

High-Medium Risk 26,525 49.9 26,632 50.1 18,711 35.3 6,155 11.6 5,040 .14.6 141 24,851 

High Risk 13,956 49.2 14,399 50.8 9,275 32.7 7,700 27.1 3,927 21.2 106 20,718 
, 

All Communities 103,382 57.2 77,478 42.8 80,629 44.6 19,119 10.6 16,593 13.9 - -
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CHAPTER II. PLANNING A LOCAL CRIME-SPECIFIC BURGLARY PROGRAM 

A. . INFORMATION NEEDS 

Before developing and implementing a burglary abatement program, law enforce

mentagencies should develop detailed knowledge about the local burglary situa

tion. Although much of the needed information is available within the agency 

(i.e., nurglary reports and arrest records), it is often not in a form that 

lends itself to easy or rapid analysis. Planning a program is a difficult and 

time consuming task, but unless the agency produces a well thought out and 

thorough plan, the program in all likelihood will not produce the desired 

results. The prerequisites for planning and operating an effective burglary 

abatement program are to: 

• Know the local community. 

• Know the local burglary problem. 

• Know the local offenders. 

• Know the local resources and constraints. 

Detailed knowledge from each of these areas should be applied in, the initial 

planning process, and knowledge of changes that occur during the operation of 

the abatement program should be used to constantly adjust the operation to meet 

the current situation. The kind of information needed, possible sources and 

planning application are presented in the remaining sections of this chapter. 

1. Know the Community 

Knowledge of the community should include a clear understanding of the physical, 

social, economic, and demographic environment. Burglary is a crime against 

property. Its targets are the homes, businesses, and other physical facilities 

that make up the community. To protect these targets, it is essential to learn 

what they are in terms of types, numbers, locations, security conditions, 

occupancy patterns, and visibility to patrol. It is also essential to know 

. something of the people who li'lre and work in the community I. so that the bur-

glary abatement program can be tailored to meet their needs and expectations 

and can maximize the. level of community support. Fortunately, much of the 
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't or 'lable from local c~ y , that is reguired is readily ava~ 't' ns and co~un~ty informat~on , 'c organ~za ~o , .. ~" • f Commerce, c~v~ county pl
anning departments, Chambers 0 d t the census tract 

Data should be gathere a ' U S Census Bureau reports. from . . , 

ermit small area analys1s. d 

level to p . t the socioeconomic an 
' , ata elements relat~ng 0 1 

' n~f~cant d 1 This tab e 
So

me of the more. s~g t d in Table 11- " 
' unity are presen e 

demographic conditions ~n a comm , burglary abatement 
' , f the data for plann~ng also suggests appl~cat~ons 0 

programs. 

2. Know the Burglary Problem 

Detailed is essential for planning and burglary picture knowledge of the local 

burglary abatement program. operating a computers are Whether pin-maps or 

d it is important use , to identify the total magnitude and the special patterns 

1-

TABLE II-I. SIGNIFICANT DATA ELEMENTS 

Data 

Total population of the target 
area 

Total population by sex and age 

Non-English speaking persons by 
native language 

Median education levels 

Median household incomes 

Housing units by types 

Median value of homes 

Median rental cost 

commercial 'facilities by type 
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Use 

1 Y rates per Calculating burg ar 
1,000 population 

Identifying areas with lardge 
f potential offen ers groups 0 

'ng public education Prepar~ . 
materials 

ing public Selecting and p~epar 
education mater~als 

Recommending security'improvements 

Calculating residential burglary 
1 000 targets by type rate per , 

Recommending security improvements 

Rec~mmending security improvements 

Calculating commercial burglary 
rates per 1,000 targets 
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of burglary that are occurring in the community. Of special interest are 

patterns that indicate areas with exceptionally high n_ers of burglaries, or 

those with consistent patterns in terms of time of day, method of entry, or 

type of property taken. A Co~rehensive burglary reporting system is necessary 

to gather the data, and a statistical processing capability is needed to sum
marize it for Planning purposes. 

A list of data elements taken from burglary reports has been developed and is 

presented below. In most communities this information is already being col
lected and should be Used in planning burglary abatement efforts. 

• Date of occurrence. Record the day, month, and year of the burglary 

When known. Record the beginning date when the exact date is 
unknown. 

• Qa~ of week. Record the exact day (Monday, tuesday, etc.) when 

known. Record week day, or weekend, When exact day is unknown. 

• 
Re<::ord "unknown" only when absolutely necessary. 

Time of occurrence. Record the eXact time When known. Record mer-n

ing, afternoon, or night, when a range of time is given. Record 
"unknown'"only when absolutely necessary. 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

Location of occurrence. Record beat, reporting district, census 
tract, and exact location. 

Category of gremise. Record residence, business, or other category • 

~ecific type of premise. Record the type of the premise, Such as 
single family, theater, apartment, etc. 

Occugancy status. Record whether or not anyone was on the premise . 

Point of entr~. Record Where entry was made into the faCility, Such 
as door or window. 

Instrument Used to gain ent~. Record the kind of instrument used, 
such as screwdriver, etc. 

How entrz was made. Record what was done to get inside the facility, 
such as Used passkey, smashed window, etc. 
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• 
Type o£ FroF

ert
1 taken. Record the type of items taken, such as 

money, sound equipment, etc. 

• 
Dollar amount taken. Record the total reported dollar loss £or all 

items taken. 

• 
street lights. For nighttime burglaries, record the existence or 

nonexistence of street lights. 

• 
point of entry li~hti~~. For nighttime burglaries, record the 

existence or nonexistenCe of entry lights. 

• 
~sibility at point of entrz. Record whether or not the point of 

entry is visible to patroling police units. 

• 
Alarm systems. Record the existence or nonexistenCe of an alarm 

system. 
• status of alarm. Record whether the alarm operated or not, and 

whether it was defeated. 

• HoW incident was detected. Record how the burglary was detected, 

such as by neighbor, police, alarm, victim, etC. 

• When detected. Record as' in progress, same day, next day, etc. 

• property identification. Record whether or not the items taken had 

identifying numbers or markings. 

Much of the above information was collected by the crime-specific agencies, 

and was analyzed tadescribe the burglary situation in the four risk communi-

ties. This analysis is contained in Appendix C. 

3. KnOW the Burglars and Receivers 

Information about lOCal. individuals and groupS that are known or suspected 

burglary offenders or receivers of stolen property should be collected and 

analyzed. This effort should pool the information available from various 

sources such as crime files, arrest reports, field interrogation reports, 

informer reports, and other intelligence sources. 
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suspect files should include the following types of information on ' ~ndividuals: 

• Names and nicknames 

• Residence address 

• Business, w k or , or school address 

Sex 

• Age 

• Race 

• Physical description 

• Prior arrest date, h c arge, and disposition 

• Current status - 1 paro e, probation, b ail, etc. 

• Names of associates and gangs 

• Vehicles used I' - ~cense and description 

• Summary of prior MO information 

of information was summarized f or persons A subset of the above types 

during th C ' e r~me-Specific program. The analysis is included 

arrested 

in Appendix C. 

4. Know the Resources and Constraints 

A burglary abatement ' Sp , campa~gn requires a commitment f ec~al skills, materials 0 men, resour . fin . ' and equipmeht are ces and time. 
anc~al and operational needed, and are alw constraints. Th " ays limited by 

department will dete ' e pol~c~es and priorit' . rm~ne the amount and ~es of the 
resour.ces th quality of man at can be assembled f . power and other 
resources or the burglary proar ' normally must be d . ? am, s~nce the needed 

rawn from e ' t' 
gence, Crime Analy , x~s ~ng Patrol, I s~s and C nvestigation, Intell;-

, ommunity Relations • 
The s' C staffs. 

~x rime-Specif;c • t·""ams va'C' d ' off' .~ ~e ~n composit' ~cers plus a clerk. ~on, but averaged 10 Other part-t' sworn 
community g ~me support was provided by the 

roups, and r€lSerVe forces. agencies I 
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B. STAFFING AND TRAINING CONSIDERATIONS 

A burglar abatement project of the scope and type employed by the Crime

Specific agencies requires strong leadership to successfully compete for the 

manpower, equipment, services, and public support that such a program requires. 

The project head must be able to operate effectively within his department, and 

with other public and private agencies, as well as with the general public. 

The project staff requires individuals with high motivation and with specialized 

skills in patrol, security, investigation, intelligence, public relations, and 

analysis. 

Traditionally there has not been much gl~aour attached to the burglary detail. 

The work is often considered dull and unproductive, wten compared to other 

areas of police work. The Crime-Specific program helped to overcome any motiva

tional problems by offering special recognition, additional overtime pay, and 

broader responsibilities to the project staffs. 

For the most part, training requirements for project staffs are limited to 

refresher courses on standard police techniques, combined with new instructions 

on security and on the special procedures for operating during the Crime

Specific program itself. 

Each of the Crime-Specific agencies conducted a training program formernbers of 

the Burglary Abatement team. 'fhe purposes for the training program \~ere to: 

(1) Familiarize team meulhers with the objectives and procedures of the 

program. 

(2) To unify and standardize team operations. 

(3) Prepare team members to perform residential and commercial security 

inspections. 

(4) Provide patrol and investigative personnel with current procedures 

and techniques. 
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The training programs 
consist of academic 

on th 'b sessions, tours and v;s;ts and - e-Jo training activities. •• , 

weeks, for the teams. Listed belO:r:::i::etim~ ranged from a few days to two 

• Program goals and objectives • 
maJor areas that were Covered: 

• Projec't organization and 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

administration. 

Overall plan and schedule for 
accomplishing objectives. 

Special reporting requirement. 

Target area demographic and 
burglary problem descriptions. 

Presentations by alarm and 
lock companies. 

Procedures'f 
or performing security inspections 

of residential areas. 
Procedures for performing 

security inspections f or business/ commercial areas. 

Fire regulations concerning 
lock and other security measures. 

Building department codes, 
and other city 0 

bilities pertaining t r county agencies responsi-
o security measures. 

Tours of the target area. 

Crime scene investigat;~Ye .,,' activities. 

Interview and interrogation procedures. 

Arrest and search procedures. 

Suspect investigation and handling. 

Collection and use of physical 
evidence and latent pr' t 

~n s. 
Undercover surveillance and 

investigation techniques. 
Systems available to 

support investigations and analysis. 
Known. suspects. 

Use of criminal records. 
Conun 't un~ Y relations aspect of the program. 
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t Parole and 
District Attorney, Cour s, 

Interactions with the • 
probatio::l. . ng a major 

.~ d by each agency plann~ 

A similar training program 

abatement effort:. 
burglary 

should be cons~4ere 
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CHAPTER II I . PUBLIC EDUCATION/;.-:;VARENES S/INVOL VEMENT 

A. HYPOTHESIS 

If the citizens of a particular jurisdiction are informed about the nature and 

extent of the burglary problems in their community, if they are made aware of a 

concerted law enforcement effort to reduce burglary, and if they can be con

vinced to lend their support and assistance to that effort, then the crime of 

burglary can be reduced in that community. 

B. OBJECTIVES 

The overall objective of the public affairs portion of a Crime-Specific/ 

Burglary Abatement Program, is to convey informatiqn regarding burglary and the 

activities and accomplishments of an anti-burglary program to the client com

munity of each participating agency, toward the end of securing the public's 

support in reducing burglaries. 

The specific objectives of public affairs efforts should be to: 

• Increase pubUc awareness and knowledge of the local bUY'glary 

problem. 

• 

• 

Elicit citizen interest~ concern~ involvement~ and commitment to 

support the BUY'glary Abatement Program. 

Provide the public with needed information about how they can help 

themselves and make the program successful. 

• Use the activities and aacompliskments of the program to "enhance the 

public image of law enforcement. 

Success in achieving the objectives will make people aware of the burglary prob

lem and xeceptive to guidance and instructions on burglary prevention. specific 

oojectives for public involvement activities are: 

• To motivate the public to make maximum use of existing residential 

and corrnnercial security capabiUties--basicaUy~ a "lock-up and 

Zight-up" campaign. 

• To encoUY'age the public to improve secUY'ity devices and practices~ 

thereby I~ardening" the targets of bUY'glary. 
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rk together an W~ 
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To 't to improve urgvary 

, 'thin the aommun~ y~ 
agena~es W~ ,:I hension of burg~ars. 
assist in the deteat~on ana appre 

PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES affairs and public 
effective public 

, f' experience, an , b t is 
on the Crime-specJ. J.C , g and coordinatJ.on, u 

Based t deal of plannJ.n 
t effort requires a grea d' and tele-

, volvemen d' (newspapers, ra J.O J.n ublic and the me J.a 
eadily supported by the p generating initial support, but rather 

r basic difficulty is not , f public interest 
vision), The "'t through a planned serJ.es 0 
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d 'nformation releases. 
events an J. , g and coordination, law enforce-
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h Id establis a ,t 1 investigatJ.on, 
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from department management, d 'th the respon-
sentatives should be charge WJ. 

, s The working group , campaign ' 
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throughout the lJ.fe 
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the public Relations campaign 

Planning prepare as much 
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The initial task of the 

possible in ea~h of 
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f the local ~urg 
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• 

• 
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, f the local burglary 
ComparJ.sons 0 
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• Usable copies and 

produced in other 

planning agencies 

regional criminal JUs J. 
programs (the state and , ) 

identifying these J.tems ' 
Sh~Uld be of assistance in 
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Using the assembled information for guidance, the working groups can plan and 

prepare a campaign that includes the following components: 

tal A special press conference to announce and describe the burglary 

abatement program should be held. The announcement should be made by 

the department chief, or jointly by the Mayor and the chief, Press 

release materials shQuld be distributed. 

(b) A series of follow-up news releases should be made to all media repre

sentatives. The releases should include: background information on 

burglary; abatement approaches and techniques; reports of individual 

burglaries, investigations and arrests; instructional materi~ls on 

improving security; statistical findings; and progress reports on the 

abatement program. Photos and TV film clips should be included. 

(c) A series of public presentations, ~nd TV and radio interviews should 

be given on the abatement program. A speakers bureau of departmental 

personnel should be formed to make the presentations. 

(d) 'The working group should p:.::epare 2,nd disseminate other publicity 

ID~terials, such as pamphlets, bumper and window stickers, displays, 

posters, placards, and billboards, It is desirable to use a standard 

logo or symbol on these materials to identify them to the public as 

part of the abatement program. Food markets can print the logo on 

their shopping bags as an additional-source of local publicity. 

(e) Special events, such as a "Burglary Prevention Week," and Home Secu

rity booths at the Fair or Home Show should be planned and tied in to 

other community events where possible. 

2. Conducting the Public Relations Campaign 

As a guide for planning and conducting a public relations campaign, this section 

provides an overview of the campaign used in the Crime-Specific program, ' 

An early decision of the working ,groups was that certain aspects of the public

ity program should be 'carried out at the state level by, the CeCJ, and others at 

the individual agencies. The media were to be cultivated and used to the 

greatest degree, possible. 
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a. Initial press/conference 

A joint press conference was planned to announce the beginning of the program 

and achieve maximum press coverage. consequently, no individual departmental 

releases were initiated prior to the kick-off press conference, which was held 

March 10, 1972, in the Governor' 5 Press conference RoOm of the state capitol in 

sacramento. participants were the california Attorney General, and the sheriffs 

and chiefs of the six involved agencies. 

All members of the capitol Press corps were invited, which provided coverage by 

national wire services, as well as major media coverage for the six areas. 

Press kits were sent to approximatelY 800 media outlets ~n California, includ

ing radio and television stations, daily and weekly newspapers, and wire ser

vices. They were also sent to selected national crime-oriented' p1Jblications. 
. 

The press conference resulted in extensive coverage throughout the state that 

night and the following days. It also set the stage for locally oriented 

stories and features, as each department began its particUlar project. 

b. Follo'ltl-UP publicity. 
One of the most successful local kick-offs of the program, in terms of public

ity generated, was that of the LoS Angeles county Sheriff's Department. On the 

day that program began, every major television station in Los Angeles was on 

the scene to cover the arrival, in the target community of Bellflower, of 

hundreds of uniformed sheriff's deputie., the deputies were arriving to begin 

residential security checks, an event which had been extensively explained and 

promoted prior to'this occasion. ~e local city council came out to greet them. 

The high school drill team served sandwiches and refreshments. citizens of 

Bellflower were in the streets and at their front doors to thank the deputies 

for coming to help. 
The resultant publicity and community support set the tone for the entire pro

gram in Bellflower. It was distinctly one of police-community cooperation. 

In addition to very satisfactory newspaper coverage at both state a1ld local 

levels, individual agencies worked in developing public affairS presentations, 

news feature shows, public service announcements, question and answer programs, 
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and talk shows. Th' ~s publicity 
• time. departments other than the;r was achieved at no cost to the 

At the state level, articles were ' with broad 
criminal justice circulation. wr~tten for national publications 

Through cultivation of the 
program were carried on the media, stories on the 

front page of the Christ4 an 
New York Times and • Science Monitor, ;n the 

, as a Sunday feature b· ' • , . y a nat~onal wire service. 

Th~rty-second and sixty , -second public service an nouncements were prepared for 

rad~o. Several publ' , " ~c affa~rs programs were planned for televis' ~on, usually 

~nvolv~ng the nearest participating agency. 

c. Public Presentations 

Presentations, seminars, and speeches about the 
groups anti, at th program were 

made to local 

e State level to org' , . 
Officers' Associatio' an~zat~ons such 

" n, and the National Conference 

as the California Peace 

of State Criminal Justice 

Evelle J Y Planning Adm~n~strators Att . orney General . ounger gave several major 

speeches 0 C' n r~e-Specific, for which resulted 
the program. 

in dd' , . a ~t~onal favorable publicity 

d. Publicity Materials 

_ The pamphlet, "R ' es~dential Burglary and What 
was developed b To Do About It " ( y the Working Group , see Appendix D) 
Span' h and wa.s published ;n both ~s. More than 100,000 • English and 

, copies, personalized to-each pr~nted for distribution' th - department, were 
~n e target areas 

depleted this initial . . Unanticipated demand quickly 
supply, and the booklet 

agencies several times. The bookl t was reprinted by individual 
cent f e eventually rea h d 

. 0 all target area ho h Ice approximately 80 pnr-
. use 0 ds. In addit' . , 

to California legislators co ~on, cop~es were sent by the CCCJ 
th ' ngressmen, and e e State, with an invitation t very sheriff and police chief in 
and' , . 0 use and reprint it f ' commun~t~es. Several major ne or the~r own constituants 
order to h . wspapers used it, in part or in whole ' 

reac as many people at as little'· ' ~n 
other st t cost as possible A 

a es and jurisdictions . .. number of were also allowed to. us.e the b . ooklet. 

Promotional' items,' all utilizing the 

posters, bumper t' ' . s r~ps, and deca~s. 

Crime-specific 1 ogo, consisted of butt 

S

ons, 

amples .~re d' I . ~sp ayed in Appendix D. 
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Again, these were pw:'chased centrally, in quantity, and personalized for use in 

each department. 

In a search for visual aids to use in the program, two new films on burglary 

prevention were located and purchased. All six agencies received prints of 

both films for use in their community awareness activities. The Attorney 

General's office and the CCCJ retained copies for use in state crime prevention 

programs, and to be loaned at no charge to other State law enforcement agencies 

and community organizations. Both films were cleared for public service tele

vision and received extensive e~~osure through this medium. 

"Rip Off" stars Henry Fonda, and deals with commercial'burglary. Ulnvitations 

to Burglary," which provides tips to help prevent residential burglary, stars 

Raymond Burr. Copies of both films were personalized with title credits for 

each of the six agencies. 

The Working Group designed a logo for the Crime-Specific progr~ (see Fig

ure III-I). The official logo .of the Crime-Specific program features num

ber "459", the section of the California Penal Cod~ designating burglary as a 

crime. It also has a cir.::le and bar, which is an international symbol signi

fying prohibition of a partict:lar act. The new logo was introduced, in the 

form of a promotional button, at the joint press conference. It was used 

thereafter in every aspect of the p:t0gram at all levels. 

e. Special Events 

As the Crime~Specific/B~~glary Abatement program got underway, more and more 

requests were received by the CCCJ for information on burglary prevention. 

Many of these requests were from law enforcement agencies in the State who had 

heard about Crime-Specific, did not have such a program, and sincerely wanted 

help; not necessarily in the form of money, but information. 

As a result, the CCCJ sponsored a series of eight 3-hour burglary semin(irs 

throughout California, specifically designed to provide local law enforcement 

personnel with information &?out se:curityand burglary prevention as aids to ,. 

crime. prevention and improved cOmIn\mity relations. More than 500 law enforce

ment perSOnnel representing 175 California law enforcement agencies attended 

the seminars. By working with pri,rate enterprise and local chiefs and sherrifs, 
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Figure III-I. 
Burglary Logo 

the CCCJ was able to 
present the seminars at . ' , cost to the pa'rt' , 

~c~pants. 

after their 
a m~n~mum cost to it . 

The seminars we' self and 'at 
. re en~husiast' 11 

regularity. 
completion, requests f ' , ~ca Y received and 

or add~t~onal seminars' ' 
arr~ved with -

In Conjunct' , 
~on w~th one of th 

crim' 1 e seminars and with th 
~na justice Planning re ' .. e cooperation f 

no 

b g~on, a three-day bu loa local 
rought together 52 rg ary confe . 

of the working 1 1 renee was held. It 
projects Th eve personnel in the s' , 

• e conference was' thr ~X Cr~me-Specific 
~'orking membe . ~n ee parts: (1) a tWO-d ' 

.rs,. (2) a seminar (described above) f ay meet~ng of the 
PUi.?1ic conf or 1 

. erence dl~ing which b aw enforcement; and (3) a 
tiO'lS We urglary program f' 

"' , . re presented, b th ' ~ndings, probl 
, y. e.Cr~me-Specif~c ems, and solu-

h ~ spokesmen. 
T e 52 conrerees met to 

hear preliminar .~ 
eXchange ideas, ~nt- , . y ~eports on evaluation' 

~ ormat~on ad· findings, and to 
' n problems with colI 

. eagues in other agencies. 
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Observers at the session Suggested that, in itself, this interagency 

communication and sharing of both successes and problems was a valuable 

achievement of the program. 

conunenting on these events, Attorney General Evelle J. Younger said, "These 

seminars and the burglary conference are yet more efforts on the part of CCCJ 

to stretch our limited financial resources through sharing of information 

obtained from the council-initiated and funded crime-specific program. We hope, 

so to speak, to be able to continue spending each of our anti-burglary dollars 

several times over by spreading knowledge acquired in earlier efforts." 

AS demonstrated by the activities described above, community interest and 

cooperation were brought about by a number of factors. The enthusiasm of the 

Working Group was a catalyst in promoting departmental pride in the program. 

Once the program had started, the favorable publicity, the responsiveness of 

the conununity, and the very fact that the program was ho»ing success heightened 

the interest at the departmental level. An obviOUS commitment to the program 

by each chief and sheriff carried considerable weight with the departmental 

staffs. 

3. Encouraging public Action 

A public relations campaign as described above is of little value in burglary 

abatement unless it leads to direct public action. 

As mentioned in the objectives, the specific public actions desired in a bur

glary abatement program are' (1) to make maximum use of existing security fea-

tures by locking-up and lighting-uP residences and businesses, (2) to imProve 

security features and practices, thus hardening the targets of burglary, and 

(3) to improve reporting of burglaries, and the detection and apprehension of 

burglars. 

a. Promoting a Lock.,.uP and Light-uP Campaign 

The message to lock-UP and light-uP should be conveyed through a variety of 

public information materials, in community meetings, and in person .by patrols 

making increased routine security checks in the target areas. 
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Open doors and 'd w~n ows, where no one i 
lock-up reminders* f s home or working, can be tagged w;th 

or ollowed up later b ~ 
to th.e address. All ' C' Y mailing a security , s~x r~me-Specific rem~nder notice 

no one ~s home Th doors are frequentl 1 agencies report d h Y eft open when' e t at garage 

and tools to potential b 1 . e practice often exposes bicycles 
'd urg ars as well as advert' , . res~ ents. ~s~ng the absence of the 

In the Crime-Specific Program, the San Diego Police Department tagged valuable 

items that were left unprotected with an adhesive sticker. An example of the 

wording on ~uch a sticker would be: 

THIS MIGHT HAVE BEEN STOLEN 
FOR BURGLARY PREVENTION 

INFORMATION CALL: 

(Phone Nurr.ber) 

be included with b;lls ~ mailed by t'l' 
doors of unlighted .'" u ~ ~ty companies, by 

fac~l~t~es, or mailed by the d· epart-

Light-up suggestions can 

reminders left on the 

ment to the address. 

• b. Improved Security 

Techniques f or encouraging the public ' 
tices are described in Chapter to ~mprove security features and prac-
, IV, Security. Th ~mproving the identification ose ~fforts addressed at 

of property are ' . 
ing the Receiver Market. ~nclt1ded in Chapter V 

II, Decreas-

c. Pro t' .mo ~on, Improved C' t' ~ ~zen Reporting 

The recognition, identificat' ~on, and reporting f b 
pects by citizens can be ; 0 urglaries and burgl ~mproved. The ' ary sus-
encourage 'hb pr~ary techniques r ne~g ors to watch ecommended are to 

h' each other's property d 
ve ~cle descriptions to law an to provide suspect and 

enforcement. A 
established with existing c;t' two-way communications link can be 

~ ~zens' orga' t' 
organizat' . n~za ~ons or th h ~ons formed ' ' roug t. hose commun;ty 

. spec~fically , t ~ o assist the program. 

The Los Angeles Poli , . ce Department organ' d ' , ~ssued' ~ze c~t~zens ;nt Bl commun~ty crime b 11 ' ~ 0 ock Groups and 
u et~ns through th G e roups. The Oakland Police 

* A sample form is included in Appendix D. 
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Department took the same approach using its previouslY established Home Alert 

Groups. All departments enlisted assistance from merchant and homeowner associ

ations, civic clubs, and schools. Citizens who were especially helpful were 

given official recognition by the department, usuallY in tbe form of a letter 

from the chief. 

D. SUMMARY AND FINDINGS 

1. summary 
A publiC relations campaign is an essential part of a burglary abatement pro

gram. Initial publicity and public support can be achieved with minimal effort' 

however, careful planning is required to sustain public interest and to achieve 

direct public action. 
The crime-specific agencies found it advantageouS to pool their resources and 

efforts for a joint publiC relations camPaign that attracted statewide and 

national publicity, while providing quality publicity materials for local. use 

by the individual agencies. 
Direct measures of public involvement in burglary abatement as a result of the 

publiC relations activity include indications of, 

• Improved use of existing security features. 
* 

• Installation and use of improved security features. 

• Improved citizen reporting of burglaries. 

2. Findings 
Reported data elements containing itemS of information that could be directlY 

affected by a vigoroUS publiC education/awareness program were reviewed, in 

order to look at the effect tbe publiC information effort had on the burglary 

problem. 
specificallY, reports which indicated that no force was used to gain entrance, 

and someone other than the victim reported the burglary to the police were 

received. 

* 
Improved security efforts are described in Chapter IV. 
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a. No-Force Entries* 

The percentage of no-f orce entrie 
assumption that s were looked at , as the citizens became more a on a monthly basis on the 

percentage of no-f ware of the bur th ' orce entries would decline b glary problem, the 

e s~mple precautions ' ecause more 't' of locking doors d ' c~ ~zens would take 

Tabl an w~ndows 
e 111-1 shows th . e percenta.ge of 

and the total numb residential b 1 er of b urg aries with no-fo 
wh'l urglaries by rce ent ' 

, e total numbers of program quarters T .nes, residenotial bur 1 ' . he data shows that 

percentage of no f g ar~es were decl' , . _ orce tr' ~n~ng ea h en ~es for 11 c quarter th 
first prog a cOllU1UlIli ties' ' e ram quarter (April M rose from 31 1 P , ay and June) . ercent in the 

quarter. Th to 34 3 e percentages of no f • percent in the second 

and fourth quarters. - orce entries then d l' Although the ec ~ned in both the th' d 

suggests that • re was no baseline U seasonal differences ma data for comparison data 

not residents locked th . Y have had more infl ' e~r doors and ' uence on whether or 

efforts of th C ' w~ndows, tha d' e r~me-Specific a' n ~d the lock-up 
fact th t genc~es • Anoth campaign 

a the heaviest publ' er possibility is of th ~c education ff suggest.ed by the 
; e program Th e orts took place in . erefore the ff the first quarter 

of short duration. Table 1'11-1 e ects of the lock-up campaign also shows may have been 
that.no-force entries . are less 

TABLE XII-I. PERCENTAGES OF WITH NO FO RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES 
- RCE ENTRIES 

Quarterly Percentages 
Community Type I--

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

Low Risk 37.7 45.3 28.9 32.9 
Low-Medium Ri k 
H' s 
~gh-Medium Risk 

40.1 40.5 

H~gh Risk 0 

33.4 36.2 
0 37 . 1 32.5 
30.3 

22.4 26.0 
30.0 

19.3 19.7 
-

All Communities 31.1 34.3 28.2 27.3 

L 
Total Residential Burglaries 

I 
1416.0 1402.0 1366.0 1323.0 

~~~::~=-~~----------------------
The term " no-force" ' 
scre . ~s 

o en to open window ~ 
defined d as oor or window left etc. unlocked, or removed 
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frequent on a percentage basis in higher-risk communities, than in the 

lower-risk communities. These differences can probablY be attributed to a 

greater citizen awareness of the need to lock up in those areas which experi-

ence the highest burglary rates. 

Table 111-2 shows the percentages of no-force entries for the commercial and 

industrial torg
ets 

of burglary, and the total number of burglaries by program 

quarters. 
AS was the case with residential burglaries, the highest percentage of no-force 

entries occurred in the second quarter (July, August and september), when more 

doors and windOWS are likely to be opened for cooling" and ventilation. The 

quarterly percentages fail to indicate any downward trend in no-force entries 

that might be attributed to the lock ... uP campaign efforts. 

b. Reporting of Burglaries 

Increased publiC involvement in the efforts to reduce burglaries was expected 

to directly result in increases in the percentag "of burglaries reported by 

neighbors and passing citizens (non-victims). 

Table 111-3 showS that the quarterly percentage~ of residential burglaries 

reported by non-victims actually declined after the first quarter. The table 

also showS that a higher percentage of burglaries are reported by non-victims 

in the high-risk community than in the low-ris1t ~eas. 
Table 111-3, like 111-1 and 111-2 maY indicate that the pUblic response to law 

enforcement c_aigns is of short duration, and that a continuoUs series of 

publiC ed~cation efforts is needed to maintain public action in support of bur-

glary abatement. 
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TABLE 111-2. PERCENTAGES OF CO WITH NO-FORCE ENT~~CIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES 

Quarterly Percentages 
Conununi ty Type 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

Low Risk 29.3 15.6 28.6 5.3 
Low-Medium Risk 15.8 23.6 20.7 20.9 
High-Medium Risk 11.7 21.9 15.0 17.3 
High Risk 5.9 16.7 21.3 14.4 

All Conununities 11.0 19.8 18.8 16.9 

Total Conunercial/Industrial Burglaries 501.0 495.0 401.0 ,,'479.0 

TABLE III-3. PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAL 
REPORTED BY NON VIC BURGLARIES - TIMS 

Quarterly Percentages 
Conununi ty Type 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

Low Risk 11.9 6.2 6.0 4.4 
Low-Medium Ri k . s 11.3 
<H~gh-Medium Risk 

10.4 
10.8 9.4 

5.2 8.3 
7.4 , 7.3 

High Risk 13.3 12.6 10.7 10.3 

All Conununi ties 12.0 10.6 8.0 8.8 
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CHAPTER IV. SECURITY 

A. 'HYPOTHESIS 

Law enforcement agencies can reduce local burglaries by determining the security 

weaknesses of the targets of burglary, and encouraging property owners and 

users to make the necessary security improvements. 

B. OBJECTIVES 

The security efforts of a local law enforcement agency should be designed to 

achieve the following specific objectives: 

• Inarease the agenay's knowledge of the seaurity weaknesses of the 
aorrurrunity. 

• Inform the publia of the seaurity weaknesses whiah aontribute to 
their burglary losses. 

• Advise the pubZia on the speaifia seaurity improvements that should 

be made and how to make them. 

• Aahieve a reduation in the number of suaaessful burglaries aommitted 

where little or no forae is required to enter the building. 

• Inarease the peraeniage of burglaries that are deteated while in 

progress. 

• Aid in the overall reduation of burglary rates in the aorrurrunity. 

C. PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

Based on the experience gained in the Crime-Specific program, th.e following 

techniques are recommended for achieving the objectives identified above: 

• 

• 

Analyze the security information from local burglary reports and 

prior studies. 

Conduct security inspection programs. 

• Establish security displays and centers. 

• Promote improved street and facility lighting. 
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• Promote building security ordinances. 

• Promote reduced insurance rates for properly secured facilities. 

Each of the recommended techniques is described below. 

1. Analyze Security Information 

The foundation for all security activities must be a comprehensive understand

ing of building security in general, and of the local burglary experience in 

terms of existing building security. 

A number of burglary security studies have been completed by various agencies 

throughout the country. Several of these are cited in· the Bibliography. Other 

studies and reports can be identified anQ obtained through State and Regional 

Criminal Justice Planning agencies, and through the National Criminal Justice 

Reference Service.* In addition, the Crime-Specific findings presented in Sec

tion D of this chapter should aid in understanding the relationship between 

burglary rates and builuing security features. 

By analyzing prior local burglary'reports, a law enforcement agency should be 

able to determine the major security weaknesses that contribute most to bur

glaries in various areas of the agency's jurisdictiop and in various types of 

structures. The analysis should identify the data items that each agency wants 

to include in its local burglary profile studies, and the types of security 

check lists to be used in security inspections. The results of the analysis 

may indicate the need for collecting additional information through more com

prehensive burglary reporting. requirements and/or through building inspection 

programs. 

2. Conduct Security Inspections 

A security inspection program should be planned for two major reasons. First, 

as a means of gathering more detailed knowledge of local security weaknesses, 

and second, as a convenient me'thod for advising the public of the specific 

security improvements required and how to make them. 

* U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 20530; Telephone: (202) 963-5244. 
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a. 

The scope of an " 
~nspection 

ava'labl program can be adjusted 
~ e resources. At " to meet local need."'" . a mlon~um b ' f " and 

as a part of th' ' r~e security in 
. e on-s~te investigati spections can be included 

for secur' t ' on of reported b 
, ~ Y l.mprovements shOUld urglarie 

C be provided to th s. Recommendations 
r~me-Specific agencies f e burglary vict{m. 

ound that b 1 ~ The 
generally very' urg ary Victims and 

receptl.ve to Post-burglary their neighbors were 
The scope of th ' inspections. 

e l.nspect' l.on programs 
est burglary rates or can be limited to the areas 

expanded to includ " with the high-
and other facility in th e l.nSpection of every home ' 

e area. The costs ~ , ' bUsl.ness 
tration are exten' h ... n l.nspection ' 

s~ve, Owever a d man-hours and admlo' , 
diff' 1 ' n the scheduling nloS-l.CU t for most of h of inspections 

t e Crime-Specif' prOved to be l.C agencies. 
Regardless of the 
will be siZe of inspection program 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

required: selected, the following 

Establish inspection 
standards d an guidelines. 

Select and train . 
l.nspectors~ 

Obtain conununit 
Y support for inspection. 

Schedule inspect" l.ons. 

CondUct and report 
inspections. 

Evaluate reSults. 

Establish Inspection 

actiVities 

Standards and Guidelines 
Inspection standards are 
th needed to define th . 

at are deSirable f e secur~ty f t 
. . or each typ f ' ea ures and practices 

needed to def" . . e 0 bUl.lding or facilit ' . 
lone the procedUres that y, and gUlodelines are 

Inspection . security inspectors a 
, . - st~ndards should b re expected to fOllow. 
l.ng d ' e based on applicable 

or l.nances in the conun " security f 
un~ty , sa ety, and bUl.'ld-sh 1 -' Standards f ' , Ou d be based on th ' . or l.ndl.vidtial 

facility. Th 
e~r contribution 

eproper mi~ and use of 

security items 
as one link in the total 

security of the 
features prOvide the 

s'ecurity 
desired 
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psychological and physical deterrence to burglars by accomplishing the 

following objectives: 

• Deter entry attempts. 

• Detect entry attempts (and entries). 

• Defeat entry attempts. 

$ Delay burglary completion. 

security standards and guidelines should be developed to encourage the individ

ual owners and users of facilities in the target areas to make practical, cost

effective improvements in the security of existing arid planned facilities. 

There are several major limitations on the amount and type of secUkity desir

able for a given structure. Initial cost is probably the moste·ommonly recog

nized limitation, but the degree to which the security features restrict normal 

facility utilization is also a major consideration. Restriction of emergency 

and fire escape routes must be avoided. The reliability, installation'require

ments, operating and maintenance difficulties, and ev'en the aesthetic quality 

of the security devices themselves should also be considered. Support can be 

secured from building departments, fire departments, building contractors, 

insurance underwriters and investigators, and from the manufacturers of secu

rity devices in e~tablishing these standards and guidelines. Sample inspection 

check lists and reporting forms are included in Appendix D. 

b. Select and Train Inspectors 

A variety of resources can be used to man an inspection force capable of con

ducting the inspections desired. For example, the following approaches were 

used in the Crime-Specific program: 

• One of the target areas used approximately 800 law ·enforcement 

reserve personnel to perform almost 15,000 inspections in three days 

at the same time the inspections were being solicited on adoor-to

door basis. 

• Another target area hired and trained ten local residents as part

time security Aides to conduct residential security inspections. 
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c. 

• Other programs Used 
members of th . 

was composed of . e~r burglary abatement team wh; h 
sworn personnel from Pat 1 .c 

Community Relations. ro , Investigation, and 

One agency pa~d patrol off' 
, ~cers 

dur~ng their off h ours. 

• 
to conduct reSidential 

inspections 
Whatever t ff' s a ~ng technique is. Used, t 
prepare the inspectors for ' a raining program must be 
20 hu- the~r tasks. A developed to 

course, aVeraging about 

• 

• 

• 

urs, shOUld include th f ' training 
e ollow~ng topics: 

• 
• 

Instruction on 
program objectives 

and the local 
Interacting with th' burglary problem. 

e Publ~c: 
(1) 

SchedUling inspections and 

(2) C d on ucting inspect' 
~ons. 

call-backs. 

(3) Making secur't 
~ y recommendations 

and referrals. 
(4) Handling quest' 

- ~ons and corr~laints. 
Exterior securit y measures: 
(1) Improving visibil~t 

, • y, inclUding 
~- , removal of b 
~,~rov~ng lighting. 0 structions and 

(2) Exterior lOCks 1 . 
, a arms, 

Interior S~curity measures: 
and other deVices. 

(1) 
Propex'ty identification. 

(2) SpeCial protection for 
valUables. 

(3) Interior door and w' d 
~n ow inspection • 

On-the-job tr 
aining under th ' 

personnel. e gU~dance of 
department seourity 

~btain Community _ SUPPo!1 
A Variety of me • 

, thodscan·be Used 
mun~ty sU!p,1"Ir\rt f . by law enforcement . , 

.r:-.... or an ' agenc~es to bt " 
~nspection program 0 a~n com-

strong Public ' • The most ' 
~nformation pr ~mportant method ;s a ogram, such .... 

,as that discussed' h 
~n C apter III. 
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't th ayor and/or clo Y 
councilmen, e m 

strong support also is 
needed from city 

and county departments 
to make the program a succesS. 

by having their own 

action should then be 
er and other city manag , 'ty leaders participate 

It is important to have 
communlo . 

. pected. Thlos 
establishments lons 't through local news 

'dences and business reslo . . the communlo y 
of the citlozens lon 

brought to the attention 

media. 

To solicit 

used: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

from the general public 
techniques can be 

the following 

inspections 

door to door visits to 
conduct 

. up resi
explain the program and $logn 

for later inspections. 
dents 

announcing inspection 
with return mail 

at each home, 

Leave letters .' inspection. 
those deslorlong 

request forms for 
by using the address 

telephone 
ordered tele-

contact citizens by 

phone directory. .' business associations, 
assocloatloons, . home owner Give speeches 'co . lo'c and community groupS 
and other CloV ", 

d school groUPS, churches an 

d by inspection sign-ups. 
followe 

block group captains to 
Encourage 

contact their neighbors for 

neighbors for sign-ups. 
to contact their 

hO,me alert groupS Encourage home shows, and county 
h . shopping centers, 

'ty boot s lon 
Install securlo t inspections • 

. can reques • 
fairs where vislotors " can request 

centers where visitors 
'1 security use mobile tralo er 

inspection. , 'tors can request 
'ty centers where VloSlo 

front communlo 
• Establish store 

inspection. of each facility 
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d. Schedule Inspection 

The scheduling ,of inspections depends upon the manpower available to complete 

them, 'and the approach used in soliciting inspections. All of the Crime

Specific ag'encies relied heavily on community-wide publicity to generate public 

interest and support. The requests for inspections that resulted were scat

tered throughout the community, and if scheduled on a "first corne-first served" 

basis, were wasteful in terms of travel time. When possible, inspections 

should be scheduled on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood bas:i.s so that the avail

able inspection personnel can minimize travel time. Of the various forms of 

solicitation, direct door-to-door contacts produced both the highest rate of 

requested inspections, and the minimum number of scheduling problems. 

One agency mobilized its reserve personnel on one weekend and trained them for 

implementing, the inspection program. On the following weekend, all the 

reserves were again mobilized and swept the community, conducting inspections 

at the time of s,olicitation. The best time in the week to solicit and conduct 

door-to~door horne inspections is on weekends, preferably on Sunday. During the 

,week many of the residents are not at horne, and the wives who are at horne, 

frequently want to wait until their husbands are there before committing to an 

inspec::tion. On Sunday, more people are at horne and engaged in leisure activi

ties around the house. Even on Sundays, refusals and requests for later call

backs must be anticipated. One of the most common reasons for refusing or 

delaying Sunday inspections was that the inspections would interfere with watch

ing the 'football games. 

Letters c£fering a free security inspection can be left at each residence in 

the target area. Explorer Scouts, Boy Scouts, or other similar organizations 

can be used to deliver the letters; however, one of the target areas reported 

they received less than two percent response to this approach • 

Mass mailings and public announcements- can also be used to request that citi

zens telephone the law enforcement agency to schedule an inspection. Here 

again, one community reported little success with this approach (approximately 

15 percent responded). Techniques that rely primarily on pubiic responses to 

announcements of the inspection service are less effective than schedulings 

done by door-to-door solicitation'in the neighborhood. 
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e. Conduct and Report Inspections 

All techniques used by law enforcement agencies to conduct security inspections 

require face-to-face contact with local residents. This gives the agency the 

opportunity to strengthen existing community relations (in many instances, the 

security inspection was the first and only direct contact many citizens had had 

with police). The average time required to conduct an inspection is approxi

mately 30 to 35 minutes for each residential inspection and 40 to 45 minutes 

for each commercial inspection, excluding travel time. 

The typical residential door-to-door inspection should include the following 

activities: 

• positive identification of the inspector(s) • 

• Discussion of the Crime-Specific program and its objectives, and pre

sentation of the pamphlet "Residential Burglary and What to Do About 

It. II 

• Discussion of the community burglary problem, emphasizing the rates 

of no-force and minor~force entries, and the difficulty of identify

ing stolen property. 

• Room-by-room inspection of the interior in the company of the oWner/ 

resident, emphasizing the security of exterior doors and windows and 

showing improvements as suggested in the pamphlet. Recording of all 

findings and recommendations on the report form. 

• Exterior inspection of the premises, emphasizing patrol visibility, 

lighting, and garage security. Recording of all findings and 

recommendations. 

• Explain special protecti(jn for valuables and property identification 

procedures. 

• Give the owner/resident a copy of the .inspection report,. and explain 

the supply sources and installation procedures for recommended 

improvements. 
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Some of the more common reasons reported by residents as to why they did not 

comply with the security recommendations are: 

• Content with existing security. 

• Too costly to install recouunendations. 

• Not concerned, insurance will pay for losses. 

• Apartment dwellers expected owner to comply with recommendations. 

• "Haven't gotten around to it yet." 

Another evaluation technique that can be used to help determine if residents 

are following the security recommendations is to survey local locksmitbs and 

hardware stores. One agency conducted a survey of locksmiths and hardware 

stores in the target area and found that store owners indicated their sales of 

security equipment had increased 20 percent to 45 percent. Many of the store 

owners stated the custolners mentioned the security inspection as the reason for 

their purchase. 

3. Security Displays and Centers 

Displays consisting of security hardware and associated literature are desir

able. The purpose of collecting and displaying security hardware and devices 

is twofold. First, the displays themselves generate public interest and curi

osity and attract individuals who can be instructed about burglary prevention. 

Second, the displays enable the project teams to describe and demonstrate the 

advantages and disadvantages of the various devices and discuss their costs 

and methods of installation. 

The security displays consist of doors, windows, locks, alarms, lighting fix

tures, timers, and a variety of other hardware devices, most of which can be 

contributed or borrowed from local manufacturers and dealers. Approved sales 

literature can be displayed and disseminated by the security centers. All 

security hardware dealers and installers in the area should be alerted about 

the security program to ensure that sufficient stock levels are on hand to 

meet the expected increased local demand. 

At a minimum, the displays, combined with the handout literature andtheguid

ance of trained security personnel, should provide sufficient information for -
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b. Mobile Security Center 

Probably the most successful security display approach is to use a mobile home 

especially designed and equipped as a mobile security center, which is periodi

callymoved into selected areas throughout the community. 

The mobile security center should be located in major shopping centers which 

have a large hardware or department store willing to stock the recommended 

security items. The mobile center can be easily moved from shopping center to 

shopping center, in order to cover the entire target area and take advantage of 

the available parking spaces and the high concentration of visitors. 

One Crime-Specific agency successfully experimented with a "proxy" inspection 

program in its mobile security center. The agency used special local mailing 

lists obtained from the local gas company, and an extensive and concentrated 

promotion effect to invite local neighborhood residents in for security 

counseling. 

Procedures that can be used to perform proxy security inspections from a mobile 

~ecurity center are as follows: " . 

• Greet resident at reception desk (preferably by a uniformed officer) . 

• Request resident to describe their residence or business in terms of 

e~isting security features. 

• Complete a security recommendations checklist. 

• Provide homeowner with a completed copy of recommendations, and a 

copy of the booklet "Residential Burglary and What to Do About It." 

• Direct homeowner to next officer who demonstrates recommended doors, 

door locks, hinges, and other door security hardware. 

• DirecthomeOWlter to third officer who: (1) demonstrates methods and 

devices for securing windows, locks, gaxages, gates, sliding glass 

doors; (2) provides cost estimates for modifications; and (3) demon

strates techniques for identifying personal property. 

• Direct homeowner to table near exit which contains additional pr.ogram 

literature. 
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This approach to security inspections takes one quarter of the time (7 to 10 

minutes) as compared to 30 to 40 minutes used in going door to door, and the 

residents gain a better understanding of the security recommendations by actu

ally seeing and operating the recommended hardware. The brief 'proxy' inspec

tion program performed in the mobile center, rather than in the inq~vidual's 

home, also permits a more equal distribution of inspections throughout the 

week. 

The security center should be sufficiently manned to provide three to four 

trained security personnel during the peak business hours of the shopping cen

ter. During slack hours, the personnel manning the security center can engage 

in preparing for security briefings, and other related aa~inistrative functions. 

c. Other Security Displaxs 

In addition to the large security center displays, small portable displays can 

be used effectively in security presentations to various groups. Board-type 

displays can be assembled and put on view in public buildings such as libraries, 

city halls, and police stations. The display can also be put to good use at 

home shows, county fairs, appliance shows, shopping malls, and community con

courses. The display boards. should include a supply of the pamphlet "Residen

tial Burglary and What to Do About It," as well as phone numbers to contact, or 

mail-in postcards to request further information or security inspections. 

4. Promote Improved Street Lighting 

Police agencies can help deter nighttime burglaries and increase the visibility 

of their patrol units by promoting improved street and alley lighting. 

Frequently the costs of improved lighting is born directly by the affected 

property owners through special tax assessments. In this situat.ion, a police 

department can assist in promoting a lighting program by providing the property 

owners with information on the local rates of crimes in poorly lighted areas as 

compared with crime rates in better lighted areas of the comm~mity. Lighting 

for public areas can be promoted directly with the City Administration. 

All agencies in the Crime-Specific program indicated they had actively promoted 

improved street lighting programs, and one of the agencies developed a program 

52 

through the City De ar 
p . tment of Water and 

can have 'snap on' I' Power, whereby cit~~ens a ' 
~ghts placed -~ nd bu 

month, on existing power poles s~nesses 
for only $4.00 per 

5. Pr'C)mote B 'l 
u~ ding Security Ordinances 

Appendix D provides ' 
cop~es of 1 

ment ' srunp e ordinances. Eac 
proJects spent conSiderable ti ' ,. h of the burglary abate-

bUilding , me ~n d~scUssing th ' 
l.nspection departm t e ~ssues involved with 

of the local en s, fire departments d 
COmmunity. Because of th ' an other repreSentatives 

program" all the pro]' e t. e Poor compliance rates 
c s agreed on th of the inspection 

requiring improved S' e need for new building 
ecurJ.ty. Altho h ' regUlations 

~pgrading security f " ug estJ.mates of th 
o ex~st~ng re 'd e average costs .. £or 

ran s~ ences varied ge of five to ten t' considerabl th 
~mes the estimated ' y, ey were in the 

at the time or ' , . cost of ~nstall' - ~n~t~al construct~ , ~ng the same f 
6. 

.... on _ eatures 

Promote Insurance ·R d . 
e.uct~ons 

Homeowners' and 
renters' insurance 

that ~n· I d· policies are normal I 
> - CUe coveraNe f' Y s ld 

;t or a varl.ety of, 0 as "packages" 
Separate "f1 t r~sks l.n addit' 

oa er" polic;es are l' - ~on to theft d b ' ~ so wr. an urgla~y. 
valUables. Th ' ~tten to ~nsure sp 'f' 

e Cr~me-Specific b ecl. ~cally identified 
vid 11 urglary abate 

ua Y approached the ~ns ment staff collective1 
~ urance communit ' Y and indi-

ments from i Y, l.n an attemnt 
nsurance underwr;t ~ to secure COmm;t-

ibl - ers to red .... 
es for property own uce premium costs and/or loss deduct-

ers Who improved th 
Although there were num e phYSical security of th ' 
reduct' erous expressions of inte el.r premises. 

~ons were made or offered H rest, no speCific new rate 
currently offer th ' • owever, commercial and industr;al 

e~~ customers rates th t, - insurers 
Considel'.ations, most cOm.ritonly th . a are ~n part deterntined b 

e ex~stence of alarm systems. y security 
In general, the ' 

~nsurance communit 
rate or deductible reduct' ,y responded to the suggestions 

~ons w~th the following arguments.-
(a) Th . 

e ~nsurance premium 

for premium 

rate structure was actua ' 
an area basis, and rates Id r~allY,determined on 

wou go down if losses declined in the area. 

53 



(b) The cost for insurers to check on security features and prepare 

security ratings would probably exceed any savings, due to reduced 

losses at sec,~e facilities. 

(c) Current actuarial practices do not normally separate losses, due to 

burglary from those due to the~t or mysterious disappearance. Sepa

rate rate calculations based on these distinctions would have to be 

prepared before the actual changes in loss experience could be 

measured. 

(d) Community-wide security ordinances are perhaps the best way to achieve 

lower burglary losses and the resulting decreases in premium rates 

from insurance companies. 

Although the insurance industry is in a position to require security measures 

as prerequisite for burglary coverage, promotional efforts in this area have 

not yet been successful. Apparently there is insufficient evidence to convince 

insurance _companies that such a program would be economica,lly sound for them'~'" 

Local law enforcement agencies should continue to encourage insurance companies 

to offer rate reductions, and should assist in collecting data to ~emonstrate 

that such a program can be made cost-effective,. 

D. SUMMARY AND FINDINGS 

1. Security Summary 

The results of the security portion of the total burglary aba~ement program 

indicate the need for stlbstantial improvement in the'security features of both 

residential and commercial buildings in the areas of: (1) point of entry visi-

bilitYi (2) security hardware; (3) street and entry lightingi and (4) alarms in 

commercial establishments. Each of the participating agencies used a variety 

of approaches for encouraging the public to increase the physical and psycho-

logical barriers between potential burglars and their perceived needs. 

highlights of the security effort are as follows: 

The 

• 29,657 residential and 11,772 commercial security inspections were 

performed and contributed to a better knowledge of security weak-

nesses for both the community and the law enforcement agencies. 
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TABLE IV-l. 
PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES 
BY POINT OF ENTRY 

. 

commercial/ 
other 

Facilities * 
point of Entry 

Residential Industrial 

57.7 
50.9 

59.6 .30.0 
40.9 

Door 36.6 207 
4.2 

window 3.1 1.6 
4.2 Not specified/Unkno~ 0.2 0.0 

f (existing open1ng) 0.0 
0..4 0.0 Roo , ) 0.6 Roof (makes open1ng, 

Wall (existing o~en1ng) 
0.1 3.0 

0.0 
0.0 0.1 

Wall (makes open1ng) 0.1 
d.l 2.4 
1.3 

Floor 0.2 
other 1,876 

381 
5,506 

Total Burglaries 
facilities. 

* 
and pttblic churches, 

other facilities include schools, 

. REQUIRED TO ENTER . RCE 

TABLE IV-2. 
PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES BY FO 

, d* Force Requ1re 
Residential 

24.2 
36.9 
30.3 

commercial/ 
Industrial 

38.9 
34.9 
16.6 

2.9 

oth~r 

Facilities 

33.6 
36.5 
20.7 

4.7 
4.5 

Major Force 
Minor Force 
No Force 
Unknown/Not Reported 
Aborted Attempt 

3.8 6.7 
4.8 

1,876 
381 

5,506 
Total Bur~laries 

d 'n reporting were: 
*The Force Required descriptorS use 1 'nts of entry. saws, bores, 

B ks forces, smashes at p01 t at point of entry. 
, r force' rea , ts lock, e c., ,. 

MaJO • burns cuts glass, cu tunnels in prem1ses. 
, , to gain entry, 

uses explos1 ves 'th celluoid , etc. 
, k or slip lock W1 or 

Used pass key, P1C, 'dow screen; cuts screen, 
Minor force: , . J';romys door, W1n , pr1es or .... 

No force: 

Aborted: 

_. 

removes louvers. or removed screen to open 
, d w left unlocked, Door or W1n 0 

window, etc. 
No entry, attempts onlY· 
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TABLE IV-3. PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES BY VISIBILITY OF ENTRY 
POINT TO NORMAL PATROL ACTIVITY 

Visibility of Residential Commercial/ Other 
Entry Point* Industrial Facilities 

Visible 24.9 45.1 19.1 
Obscured 5.7 4.2 4.2 
Not Visible 66.7 46.8 72.4 
Other/Not Reported 2.7 3.9 4.2 

Total Burglaries 5,506 1,876 381 

* Visibility Descriptors used were: '; .-. 

Visible: Visible to normal patrol activity. 

Obscured: Normally visible, but obscured by shrubbery or other 
easily removable obstructions. 

Not Visible: Not visible to normal patrol. 

Although it is undoubtedly correct to assume that apartments are less visible 

to patrol surveillance than are single family homes, the rate of burglaries is 

actually lower for apartments than for homes. The Crime-Specific findings show 

that apartment burglaries c,onstitute 36.6 percent of all residential burglaries, 

although apartments constitute 42.8 percent of all dwelling units in the target 

areas. In terms of the rate of burglaries per one thousand dwelling units, 

the figures are 25.2 per 1,000 apartment units, and 34.3 per 1,000 single 

family homes. A likely explanation is simply that burglars are more concerned 

with the·possibility of being observed by neighbors in adjoining apartments, 

than they are of being observed by a passing patrol unit. 

An.analysis of the lighting present during the nighttime burglaries reported 

during the Crime-Specific Program is shown in Table IV-4. 

Although comparative data on lighting conditions for all targets that were not 

burglarized was not available for comparison of the deterrent effects of· .~ight

ing" the above percentages indicate that the ideal combination of both street 

and entry point lighting was present in only 27.8 percent of all burglaries. 
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TABLE IV-4. 
PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES BY 
NIGHTTIME LIGHTING CONDITIONS 

Residential 
commercial/ 
Industrial 

other 

Lighting condition percent Number percent 

No Lighting * 
street Lights Only 
Entry Lights only 
street* and Entry Lights 

Total Burglaries 

Number percent Number 

507 
691 
116 
404 

29.5 
40.2 

6.7 
23.5 

1,718 

190 
420 

66 
370 

18.1 
40.1 

6.3 
35.3 

1,046. 

t within 100 feet. 
* . were reported if presen 
street lights 

39 
56 
14 
35 

144 

27.0 
38.8 
9.7 

24.3 

to detect entries and entry 
systems are designed primarily 1 0 provide a deterrent 

Burglar alarm , 'ble alarm systems maya s 
attempts. The presence of V1S1 reported burglaries that occurred 

h analysis of Table IV-5 shoWS t e effect. 

larms were present. where a alarms failed 
t examined; however, 

f 1 rm systems was no t 
The deterrent value 0 a a they were presen 

of the cases where 
, th 50 percent d 1 rm 

to function 1n more an t f the reporte. a a 
) Only 18.9 p2rcen 0 

(268 failures out ~f 528 Sys:::~·defeating actions by the burglar. 
f~ilures were attributed to 

TABLE IV-5. 
S BY ALARM STATUS 

PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIE 

Alarm status 

percentage with Alarms 
Functioned percentage where Alarms 

Total Burglaries 

Residential 
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1.0 

0.4 

5,506 

co~ercial/ 
Industrial 

21.9 

10.7 

1,876 

other 

16.5 

9.7 

381 

3. Program Findings 

The Crime-Specific efforts to improve the security of residences, businesses, 

and other facilities that are the targets of burglary, were evaluated on the 

basis of the data available from the 7,763 burglaries reported during the 

12 months of the program. Comparative baseline data for previous years, or 

from matched control areas, was not available for analysis. 

The Crime-Specific security efforts were planned to increase the amount of 

force required for a burglar to enter his chosen target. Table IV-6 shows that 

the number of total burglaries declined each quarter, and quarterly percentages 

of residential burglaries requiring major force to enter did increase Crverall, 

while the percentages of burglaries requiring only minor or no-force decreased. 

Aborts (unsuccessful entry attempts) which were expected to increase as a result 

of improved security, failed to do so. However, reporting of unsuccessful entry 

attempts is generally considered less reliable than is reporting of successful 

entries. 

When the same data, as presented in Table IV-6, was analyzed in terms of com
; 

munity types (Table IV-7), it indicated that all communities showed an overall 

percentage increase in major force entries and a percentage decrease in 

no-force entries. However, the percentages of minor force entries indicate the 

two higher risk communities out-performed the two lower risk communities in 

decreasing the percentages of minor force entries. The high risk communities, 

which have the lowest levels of income and education, also consistently main

tained a lower percentage of no force entries, probably reflecting a great:er 

awareness of security needs in. these communities. 

TABLE IV-6. PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY FORCE REQUIRED TO ENTER 

Quarterly Percentages 
Force Required to Enter 

1st: 2nd 3rd 4th 

Major Force 21.0 19.3 27.7 28.8 
Minor Force 38.9 37.9 34.6 36.1 
No-Force 31.1 34.3 28.2 27.3 
Aborts (unsuccessful entry attempts) 5.7 4.0 4.6 4.6 

.. . 
Total Burglaries 1416 1402 1366 1323 

\: 
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TABLE IV-7. PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY FORCE 
REQUIRED TO ENTER BY COMMUNITY TYPE 

Quarterly Percentages 
Force and Community 

1st 2nd 3rd 

Major Force 

Low Risk 10.4 13.4 21.7 
Low-Medium Risk 14.1 17.6 15.1 
High-Medium Risk 17.9 14.8 25.1 
High Risk 30.2 26.1 ·38.5 

All Communities 21.0 19.3 27.7 

Minor Force 

Low Risk 34.8 38.1 31.3 
Low-Medium Risk 40.1 33.8 39.7 
High-Medium Risk 39.1 38.1 35.2 
High Risk 39.3 40.7 29.6 

All Communities 38.9 37.9 34.6 

No-Force 

Low Risk 37.7 45.3 28.9 
;Low-Medium Risk 40 .. 1 40.5 37.1 
High-Medium Ri'sk 33.4 36.2 30.3 
High Risk 22.4 26.0 19.3 

All Communities 31.1 34.3 28.2 

4th 

26.4 
18.4 
27.9 
38.3 

28.8 

37.3 
42.3 
32.9 
34.7 

36.1 

32.9 
32.5 
30.0 
19.7 

27 •. 3 

Commercial/Industrial burglaries, in terms of the force required to enter, are 

shown in Table IV-8. These burglaries seem to be largely unaffected by the 

Crime-specific security efforts. Percentages fluctuated throughout the program. 

There was an increase (11.0 percent to 16.9 percent) in total no-force entries, 

and a decline (39.9 to 37.9) in total major force entries, both the opposite of 

what was expected. One explanation is that less emphasis was placed on 

commercial and industrial security by the Crime-Specific agendies than on resi

dential security. 

The Crime-Specific efforts to improve lighting conditions failed to show any 

decrease in the number of nigh~time burglaries or in their percentage of all 
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TABLE IV-8. 
PERCENTAGES OF COMME 
BY FORCE TO ENTER RCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLAR! 

BY COMMUNITY TYPE ES 

Force and Community Quarterly Percentages 

1st 2nd 3rd 
Major Force 4th 

Low Risk 
LOW-Medium Risk 36.6 40.6 
High-Medium Risk 42.1 32.6 21.4 52.6 
High Risk 36.0 35.0 

28.7 33.1 
43.4 41.1 

41.9 36.2 
All Communities 

42.6 42.4 
39.9 37.3 

Minor Force 38.6 
,.. 
37.9 

Low Risk 
LOW-Medium Ri k 29.3 31.3 < S 

50.0 H~gh-Medium Ri k 32.9 37.1 42.1 , s 
43.7 H~gh. Risk 33.0 31.1 37.1 

40.0 33.9 
35.3 31.1 

All Communities 
26.5 36.0 

35.5 33.3 
!io-Force 34.7 34.5 _. 

Low Risk 
L~w-Medium Risk 29.3 15.6 
H~gh-Medium Risk 15.8 23.6 

28.6 5.3 
H~gh Risk 11.7 21.9 

20.7 20.9 
5.9 16.7 

15.0 17.3 
21.3 All Communities 14.4 

11.0 19.8 18.8 16.9 
bur 1 g ar~es by quarter. 

Nighttime bur 1 < 

quarter, or 37 percent g ar~es stayed at ap,nr < 

of all b 1 < J:' oX~mately 
urg ar~es reported. 700 per 

A separate analysis was made 
mun<t' 

~ ~es Where the Points of 
of nighttime burgla.ries 

for each of the risk 

!i 
f .~ 

11 

Risk COmmunity h entry were unlighted 
sows a ste d d < 

unl' a Y ecl~ne in the rate 
l.ghtedentry Bc;>ints, 

(Table IV-9). 
com

Only the High 
of < h 

n~g ttime burglaries with 

f ... ~ 

/ 

. ... t -J 
i 

II 
1'1 I .~ 

! 
., 
f 

I 

res.POn < Which may indicate 
S~ve to the light 

up campaigns. 
that the High Ri k 

s area was most 
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TABLE IV-9. NIGHTTIME. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES WITH UNLIGHTED 
ENTRY POINTS BY COMMUNITY TYPE 

QUarterly Rate per 1000 Residential Units 

community Type 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

Low Risk 
0.7 0.5 0.3 0.7 

Low-Medium Risk 
1.2 1.0 1.1 1.4 

High-Medium Risk 
1.5 1.8 2.0 2.0 

4.5 4.4 4.3 3.1 

High Risk 

1.7 1.7 1.6 1.7 

All communities 

The results of the efforts made by each of the participating agencies to improve 

visibility of residences to normal patrol activity is presented in Table IV-10. 

It shoWS that overall there was a slight decrease (1 percent) in the percentage 

of burglaries committed against targets with obscured visibility to patrol units. 

WOen looked at by type of community, the High-Medium and High Risk communities 

shoW the greatest percentage of decrease. These communities have the greatest 

percentage of low income families and also the lowest average home values, yet 

seem to have made the most improvements in residential visibility. 

Table IV-ll shoWS that the percentage of reported commercial and industrial bur

glaries against targets with obscured visibility to patrol units fluctuated 

throughout the 12 months of the program. 

1t was anticipated that the percentage of commercial and industrial burglaries 

detected by alarms would increase during the security improvement program. 

Table IV-12 shoWS that this did not occur. When looking at each risk community, 

the low risk communities are the only ones showing an, increase in detections. 

This is probably because the businesses in the wealthier low risk communities 

can more readily afford the costs of new or improved alarm systems. 

AS a measure of the improvements in security attributable to the residential 

inspection program, a comparison was made of the percentages of burglar,ies of 
.. ~! ~ 'i 

inspected and non-inspected facilities requiring major force to enter. 

Table IV-13 shows these comparisons by community type. Notice that the per

centages of major force entries are much higher in the high risk communities, 
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TABLE IV-lO. PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTI 
POINTS WITH OBSCURED V AL BURGLARIES ENTERED AT ISIBILITY* 

Quarterly Percentages 
Community 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

-
Low Risk 5.2 6.2 8.4 5.5 
Low-Medium Risk 5.8 7.2 3.8 7.1 
High-Medium Risk 5.9 6.6 5.6 4.4 
High Risk 6.9 4.5 4.9 4.5 

All Communities 6.2 6.0 5.1 5.2 

Normally visible or ot er removable , but concealed by shrubbery h 
obstruction. 

TABLE IV-II. PERCENTAGES OF C 
AT POINTS WITH OBOMMSCERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL URED VIS BURGLARIES ENTERED 

IBILITY 

Quarterly Percentages 
Community . 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th" 

Low Risk 0.0 6.3 7.1 0.0 
~w-Medium Risk 
Hl.gh-Medium Ri k 

9.2 3.4 

" s 3.9 
1.1 

Hl.gh Risk 
4.7 

2.4 

4.4 5.2 
3.8 8.6 
3.7 3.6 

All Communities 4.6 4.8 3.0 4.2 

TABLE IV-12. PERCENTAGES OF C 
BURGLARIES DETEC~~RCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BY ALARMS 

I Quarterly Percentages 
Community 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

Low Risk 2.4 9.4 14.3 10.5 
~w-MediuIn Risk 
Hl.gh-Medium R" k 

5.3 10.1 

H" l.S 8.1 
8.0 

l.gh Risk 
12.0 

4.8 

20.1 14.1 
5.4 7.7 

11.8 12.2 

All Communities 12.1 12.3 10.9 8.4 
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TABLE IV-13. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARI.ES WITH MAJOR FORCE ENTRIES BY 
COMMUNITY TYPE AND INSPECTION STATUS 

Inspected Non-Inspected Totals 

Community Type Percent Percent Percent 
Number Major Number Major Number Major 

Force Force Force 

Low Risk 44 25.0 362 16.0 406 17.0 
Low-Medium Risk 151 13.9 1193 16.7 1344 16.4 
High-Medium Risk 225 20.0 1575 21.7 1800 21.6 
High Risk 46 34.7 1910 33.3 1956 33.4 

All Communities 466 19.9 5040 24.5 5506 24.2 

whether or not the residences had been inspected. This tends to c~nfirm the 

earlier implications that residents in high burglary areas both need and use 

more security than those in areas experiencing fewer burglaries. 

Table IV-13 also shows that inspected residences experienced a higher percent

age of majo): force e'utries, than did non-inspected residences only in the Low 

Risk community. This may indicate that more of the inspection recommendations 

were implemented in the Low Risk community than in the poorer High Risk area. 

The overall rate of residential burglaries per 1000 residential units was 1.6 

for residences given a security inspection, as compared to 2.8 for those 

that were not inspected. The r<;l.tes could not be computed by risk community 

because inspections were not reported by census tract. A total of 29,657 

residen.ces· were inspected constituting 16.4 percent of all residential units 

in the target areas. 
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CHAPTER V. 
IMPROVED PATROL AND 

SURVEILLANCE 

A. !iXPOTHESIS 

Improved preventiv . 
e patrol tactics and the 

suspects by patrol will d increased 
ecrease th b 

increase the arrest e urglary rate 
surveillance of b urglary 

through d t 

B. 
rate for burglary 

offenders. e errence and will 
QBJECTIVES 

The objective of burgl 
in ary patrol is t 

Such a manner that-_ 0 deploy trained 1 
aw enforcement officers 

• Pat1'o Z p1' esenae and aativ . t • . • 
max' . " "es "n the f· Zd umun PsyahoZogiaaZ det "e wiZZ P1'ovide the 

e1'1'enae to pot t' 
• Pat1'oZZing patt en "at bupgZaPies. 

e1'ns and P1'oaedupes w'Z • 
of deteating bU1'gZaP" " Z "na1'ease the likeZ'h d 

"es "n P1'og1'ess nd " 00 
on 01' neaP the saene of the~~ ~ a app1'ehending bU1'gZaPS 

VoL- a1'ime. 
.!:ROCEDURES AND TECHNIQtJE~ 

The heart of the police 
on foot . effort against cr' . 

~n an aSSigned area ,~e ~s patrol; m . 
answ Ov~ng by vehicle or bUildings to ' er~ng calls for 

, ' survey Possible service, stoPpi 
s~ 1 incidents, to' ng to check 

p y to converse with ' quest~on suspici 
res~dents Who m ous persons, or 

rences in a neighborhood. ay prOvide intell' 
~gence as to occur-

The following patrol 

IlIent Program: 
techniques were among 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Targt e Area Saturation 

Dynamic Patrol SchedUling 

Tandem or Team Patrol 

Bicycle Patrol 

Helicopter Patrol 

"B' ~rd-Dog" Surveillance 
of SUSpects 

UnderCover Activity 

65 

those tried in th 
e Burglary Abate-
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• 
• 

Receiver stake-OUts 

Truancy Checks 

• 
d Interrogat:io-ps 

Increased Fiel 
to accommodate the 

total set of patrol 

Total calls - for-" were chosen 
11 cases, the techn1ques "Ur iary abatement. 

and In a " st those associated w1th b g ublic relations, 
functions, not JU he taking of crime reports, P t 

ff" management, t for burglary abatemen 
service, tra 1C available solely 

" 1 ft few man-hours 
other funct10ns e 

operations. 
lanners have three 

basic options and their 

available for burglary 
The Burglary 

Abatement patrol P " 
use whenever patrol time 1S 

various combinations to 

abatement operations: t the residences, 
to protec 

1. 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

" as a ~ard forc~ ets of burglary. 
patrol act1ng "l"t"es that are targ 

d other fac1 1 1 
businesses, an the actions of to monitor 

" as patrol act1ng 
a surveillanco force 

known or suspected 
burglars and receivers. 

the successful 
to prevent 

patrol acting as an 
interdiction force 

" of burglaries complet10n 
ted in progress. repor 

Patrol as a Guard Force II the patrol planner 
"ty IIguard force, 

1 to serve as a commun1 "imum target 
For preventive patro " techniques that perm1t max 

t" g and schedu11ng "s greatest. 
must develop rou 1n threat of burglary 1 

times when the 
coverage at those 

t Area saturatio~ limited levelS of 
a. Targe possible with the 

l ly is not " and 
saturation usua consider shift1ng 

Total target area each agency should "them with 
" g available; however, d supplement1ng 

patrol mann1n atrol forces, an ""fie 
its available normal p patrol saturation 1n spec1 

concentrating h" temporary y 
ff s in ord'er to ac 1eve " enables the agenc 

J"ect sta f ea saturat10n 
added pro This form 0 ar entrate on the 

". f the target areas. and to conc 
port10ns 0 " 1 patrol manpower, 

. f the ava11ab e 
timize the use 0 rates are the highest. 

to op 1 burglary 
local hot-spots where loca 
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b. Dynamic Scheduling 

Dynamic scheduling is done on the basis of local analyses of day-to-day burglary 

experiences in the target areas. Thus, each agency can maintain current pin

maps, other forms of displays, and computer based systems to show tlle numbers, 

types, and times of burglaries by location within this area. Distinct patterns 

are frequently discernible and useful in scheduling patrol deployment. For 

example, one of the target areas was able to identify a nighttime commercial 

burglary pattern clearly associated with freeway access points. Another identi

fied daytime residential burglary patterns associated with the afternoon hours 

immediately after school and along the major walking routes to and from the ,. 
junior and senior high schools. All agencies detected local neighborhood 

patterns that tended to center on the residence location of known or suspected 

offenders, particularly juveniles engaged 'in residential burglary. 

Dynamic patrol scheduling imposes an additional personnel management burden on 

the agency, by altering normal shift schedules and patrol area assignments. 

For the most part, the necessary adjustments can be limited to those personnel 

,specifically assigned to the burglary abatement staffs, and those other patrol 

personnel paid on an overtime basis for additional shifts in the selected areas. 

Under the team-pol,icing approach, all members of the regularly assigned team 

should agree in advance to shifting schedules and assignments within the team's 

total area of responsibility. 

One of the target areas' burglary abatement staffs felt that the special aug

mentation approach worked so well, that they have recommended that the depart

ment set up a permanent burglary suppression team within patrol that can be 

shifted and reassigned as needed. 

Grime-Specific burglary data confirmed that the vast majority of burglaries 

are committed when there is no one at the target premises, i.e., residential 

burglaries are committed largely in the daylight hours, while business and 

commercial burglaries are committed largely in the hours of darkness. Patrol 

scheduling to better accomml:>date this situation is needed to improve target 

coverage" 

The data also show that single family homes are the preferred targets of resi

dential burglars, regardless of community types in terms of economic level or 
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the mix between apartments and houses., Therefore, the relative amounts of 

available daytime patrol time devoted to single family areas should exceed that 

for apartment areas with the same number of residential units. 

Similarly, office and businesses in small complexes, and particularly those 

bordering residential areas, show higher burglary rates than did those in major 

business areas. 

c. Patrol Visibility 

Patrol force visibility is a psychological deterrence factor to consider in 

planning a guard-force type of preventive patrol. Two possible tecfu~iques are: 

(I) t~ promote high visibility through the expanded display of marked pa~rol 

vehicles and uniformed officers; and (2) to publicize and use unmarked 

vehicles and plain-clothes patrol, creating the ~pression that patrol is 

continuous although essentially invisiblee The intent of both approaches is to 

increase the potential burglar's fear of detection and apprehension. Most of 

the burglary abatement projects tried both methods. 

Unmarked vehicles of several types can be employed in patrol operations. These 

include standard unmarked police vehicles; rental cars and camper~~ans, motor 

scooters and bicycles. The rental vehicles, which can be exchanged on a 

monthly basis, provide the most secure undercover patrol vehicles, but as is 

the case with bicycles and motor scooters, communications are limited by the 

necessity to rely on hand-held transceivers. The two-wheeled vehicles provided 

better target visibility, and the bicycles also improved the ability to hear 

unusual noises made by offenders in attempting to gain entry. However, both. 

are fairly easy to identify, because of the need to barry a hand radio or to 

frequently check in with a radio-equipped car. 

d. Patrol with Multiple Units 

Various patrol approaches are used to increase actual and apparent patrol 

visibility. Tandem patrol, which utilizes two marked one-man vehicles~ one of 

which follows the other at intervals of one-half to several blocks, can be 

used o Also, two one-man vehicles patrolling in a parallel fashion, with one 

on the street and the other in the alley, should be considered. To sUPPOJ;'t 

the parallel approach, and as an aid for responding to calls for service, the 
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local Boy Scout troop 
or youth organizations can b 

numbers on the alley e Used to pa' t 
entrances. Both th ~n street 

usefu£ in providing better c e tandem and parallel 
Overage for b 1 approaches are 
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business. 
d 

. l numbe~s on the lease 
d' 1 t ~eoO~ se~'l-a 

The ~eoeiVing oompany 'l-a no h' es of ne~ly eve~y 

ag~eements fo~oing 
la7J] enfo~oement to oheok mao 'l-n 

" ~ental oustome~. 1 must be random 'b d above, patro 
l'ke those descr1 e 

der to avoid situations 1 h'ft (or watch) changes 
In, or lars patrol S1 

d 'ctable to potential burg • Coffee and meal 
and unpre 1 . overlap coverage. 

. red and provide for some trol patterns 
should be stagge , e and place. Habitual pa .' 

1 be varied as to t1m . 1 'ts may be more 
breaks should a so s'ngle man patro un1 

form and easy to detect. 1 , '. e to the extra boredom 
al:e easy to 

habitual patterns than are 
prone to 

Patrol when alone. 
of preventatiye 

two-man un1ts, au 
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Some police departments have used mathematical devices to help randomize patrol 

patterns. These include elaborate computer generated routings, random number 

tables-, and even dice! These approaches all seek to accomplish the same objec

tive as does the more normally used manual approach. The objective is to 

achieve an unpredictable patrol pattern which results in the patrol unit 

spending time in various areas of its assigned beat in proportion to the area's 

crime experience. 

2. Patrol as a Suspect Surveillance Force 

Preventive patrol often involves aggressive action on the part of the police 

in stopping and talking with persons using the streets, sidewalks and'~lleys 

in high-crime areas. The purpose is not only to field interview those 

individuals who are suspected of having committed crimes, but more broadly to 

collect potential criminal intelligence and to create an atmosphere of police 

presence and concern that will reassure honest citizens and discourage dis

honest ones. 

• 
The principal advantage to patrol as a suspect surveillance force is that 

there are far less burglary suspects than there are burglary targets. There-

fore, the manpower requirements for suspect surveillance are less than for 

target surveillance. However, the approach presents other difficulties • 

Suspects are highly mobile, and the set of "suspects" is variable, while 

. targets change little and are fixed. 

a. Suspect Information 

To keep current on known and suspected burglars, patrol forces must be provided 

with information on the suspects, who they are, and where they are likely to 

be found. 

Suspect information must be developed by a careful analysis of 

burglary reports, prior arrests, and other offender data. The information 

must be compiled into a format readily usable by patrol units and maintained 

in a timely manner. An effective technique is to provide each patrol unit 

with a set of photos, descriptions, and MO's of persons with recent entries 

of a burglary on their rap sheets. Thus, the patrol unit has constantly avail

able the information necessary to make a positive identification and/or conduct 

71 

., i 

\1~ 
t 
j 

! 
J 
1 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I; 

I 
I 

" 1 
! 

! 
~o 

I 
{ ~ , 
f , 
I' , 



~'l 5 were more usable 
found that suspect ~1 e , 

field interview. It was 

d t 10 to 15 of 
they were limite 0 

an effective 

by patrol if 

scheduled for surveillance. 
area 

, spects 1n the the mostact1ve su 

b. 
hn 'qUes 

surveillance Tec 1 Group for example, watching 
a general basis; 

'llance can be done on , show patterns suspect surve1 , e most communit1es 
, ay to and flcom school, S1nc receding, 

teenagers on the1r w , school routes for the hours P 
of residential burglaries along maJor the burglary aba~ement program, 50 per-

d 'ng and after school sessions. On 18 Therefore, it is recommended 
ur1 , nder age • 

cent of the offenders arrested were u 'liaison with students and school 
agencies increase the1r opportunity of daytime 

that law enforcement d thus decrease the 
Y rates, an 

officials to curb truanc 

residential burglaries. st effective 
found that plain-clothes officers were no , • _ 

The crime-specific agencies By stopping at juven1le nang 
d informers. 

, !th youthful suspects an d the juvenile'S 
in dea11ng w~ trol officers increase ~ 
outs and spending time with them, the pa readily available, the 

1 w enforcement. By being , 'f 
interest and respect for a . , ngsters and obta1n 1n or-

b me acquainted w1th the you In this 
officers were able to eco " 'the neighborhood. 

atterns and other act1v1ty 1n the tempo 
mation about burglary P " alloW the j~qeniles to set 

ust be w1ll1n9 to 'll~ng and 
'tuation the officer m t 'uveniles are W1 • S1 '11 find that mos J 

of discussion, but W1 
't is protected. 

iong as their ident1 Y 
and the areas 

reliable informers as 

c. 
"Bird-Dogging" suspected BUrglars 

, r "bird-is constant track1ng 0 
of suspect surveillance , is 

The extreme level undercover, bird-dogg1ng 
d When done 

'f' known offen ers. b larv or dogging" spec1 1C ,t of committing a urg J. . 

d the suspect 1n the ac d t dis-
rimarily to apprehen bird-dogging is intende 0 

p When done openly, , f 
t 1 property. the most habitua~ 0 receiving s 0 en • 1 For all but 

from attempting burg ary. , h w 
courage the suspect h basis is too expensive to mainta1n; 0-
burglars, bird-dogging on a 24- our , f' ld interrogations is generally 

f observat10ns and 1e 
ever, an increased level 0 , in the crime-specific Program. 

reported to be effect1ve 
possible, and was 
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d. Receiver Surveillance " 
The emphasis of burglary-preventive patrol can also be placed on surveillance 

of known and suspected receivers of stolen property. In theory, at least, 

there are fewer receivers (fences) than there are burglars or burglary targets. 

Traditionally, law enforcement has devoted special manpower details to the 

surveillance of pawn shops, and has relied primarily upon burglary investiga

tors to disclose other types of recei'.rers. The experience of the burglary 

abatement projects indicates tjlat there is a broad-based receiver market, and 

that pawn shops play a relatively minor role in the disposal of stolen prop

erty. For these rea.sons, burglary abatement efforts addressed at the receiver 

market were viewed as a team effort and are discussed separately in Chapter VII. 

Those efforts include contribution by patrol forces, as well as investigators 

and intelligence. 

3. Patrol as an Interdiction Force 

For a patrol to function effectively as an interdiction force, it is necessary 

.that: (lj burglaries be detected and reported to the patrol while the burglary , 
is still in progress, and (2) the patrol response time be less than that 

required to complete the burglary. 

As a practical matter, no more than 19 percent of the 7,763 burglaries reported 

in the burglary abatement program could have been reported while in progress. 

This figure includes detections made by properly functioning alarm systems 

(3 percent), by patrol observation (2 percent), by passing citi~ens (5 percent), 

and by victims who were on the premise at the time of the burglary or returned 

while it was in progress (9 percent). 

The Se9urity section of the burglary abatement,program includes a~phasis on 

alarm systems to detect burglaries, and hardware improvements to delay the 

successful completion of burglaries. The Public Education section program 

includes attempts to improve reporting by victims and non-victims. 

Patrol itself must attempt to improve its own effectiveness primarily by shif't

ing patrol emphasis to those areas experiencing the heaviest burglary rates, 

thus increasing the likelihood of detecting burglaries in progress and reducing 

their response time to calls for service in the high burglary areas. 
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~MMARY AND FINDINGS 

The preventive patrol techniques for a Burglary Abatement program should be 

designed to help deter burglaries in general, but more specificallY, they 

should be planned to decrease the percentage of burglaries occurring where 

entrY is made at a point observable to patrol. Changes in patrol techniques 

should also be expected to increase the detections ofburgleries by patrol 

personnel, and to increase the percentages of on_the-scene apprehensions. 

summary 

patrol planners need to aeploy the available manpower in proportion to the 

changing patternS and times of the burglary experience in the area. The 

information needed for planning must come from a continuous analysis of the 

communities burglary experience, while the necessary flexibility in scheduling 

can be achieved through, (1) creation and use of unassigned tactical patrol 

teams, (2) use of overtime, (3) a change to team policing, or (4) overlap 

scheduling of patrol sh~fts or watches. 

Preventative patrol tactics should emp""size improved susp~ot surveillance 

rather than building surveillance. ,his approach requires that patrol units 

be supplied with current descriptions of the groupS and individuals who are 

most likely to commit burglaries, their known habits, and techniques. 

preventative patrol routes should be random in order to make pre-planning as 

difficUlt as possible for potential burglars. For the same reason, a mix of 

marked and unmarked cars, bicycles,motor scooters and foot patrols should be 

employed by patrol at irregular intervals. 

In order to determine the effectiveness of preventative patrOl techniques 

tried in the crime-specific program, the following el_
nts 

of information 

were selected for analysis from the 7,763 burgiatY reports received, 

2. Findings 

• Entry points visible to patrol units. 

• Burglary detections by patrol units. 

• offender apprehensions by patrol units. 
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Table V-I presents th e percentages f ' 
. point was v~sl.'ble t 0 resl.dential b 1 • 0 pat 1 urg aries where th 

ro. The f' e e t 
activities may h' 19ures indicate th t n ry ave l.nfluenced th a preventative patrol 

but the High Ri.sk area, e choice of entry p , 
alth Ol.nts by burglars l.'n all 

r ' ough the percentages 
emal.ned unchanged. for all communities 

combined 

Table V-2 pres t en s the sam . A ' e l.nformation f 
s ml.ght be expected, Commercial or Commercial and Industrial 

patrol visibil

4

t and Industrial f '1' Burglaries .. 
• y, so the perce t aCJ. ·~ties generally h 

Table V-I' n ages sho t ave better for r d wn end to be h~gher es~ ential burglaries • than those in 

patrol activitl.'es b • The quarterly p pro ably h d ' ercentages ' d' 
may have been partially a a d1rect effect in the Low Risk C 1n1cate that 

effective in all ' , ommunity, and 
Bur 1 . commun1t1es' 

g arl.es Detected b· • Y Patrol are 
detections was small (15 presented in Table V-3 f . 9 cases out of 7,763 • The total number of 

a~l to indicate any' reports), and ~provement during the percentages 
T the project. 

able V-4 shows the percentages of b 1 ' 
by patrol units. urg arl.es cleared • • There were only 131 by on-the-scene arrests 

Iar~es reported. The on-the-scene arrests 

ar 

percentages fail in the 7,763 burg-

rests mad to indicate e on-the-scene an increase in by patrol units. burglary 

TABLE V-I. PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES WHERE 
ENTRY POINT IS VISIBLE TO PATROL 

Quarterly Percentages 
Community 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 

Low Risk 19,,3 21.6 22.9 16.5 

LOW-Medium Risk 21.4 20.8 20.6 19.3 

High-Medium. Risk 23.3 27.6 20.2 21.7 

High Risk 28.0 30.5 27.9 32.6 

All Communities 24.3 26.8 23.0 24.3 
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· , 
OF COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES 

TABLE V-2. PERCENTAGES INT IS VISIBLE TO PATROL WHERE ENTRY PO 

Quarterly Percentages 

I 
3rd 

Community 
1st 2nd 

Low Risk 48.8 43.8 21.4 
55.1 43.4 43.8 
42.5 

Low-Medium Ri~k 
45.3 46.4 High-Medium R~sk 

High Risk 44.9 50.5 52.2 

47.7 45.1 47.4 1 All Communities 
1 , 

TABLE V-3. PERCENTAGES OF ALL BURGLARIES 

Community 

Low Risk 
Low-Medium Risk 
High-Medium Risk 
High Risk 

All Communities 

TABLE V-4. 

Community 

Low Risk 
Low-Medium Risk 
High~Medium Risk 
High Risk 

All Communities 

ECTED BY PATROL DET 

Quarterly Percentages 

1st 2nd 3rd 

2.1 2.1 0.0 
1-;6 1.7 6.4 
1.6 1.0 1.9 
2.2 1.9 1.1 

1.9 1.5 2.6 

AL BURGLARIES CLEARED PERCENTAGES OF TOT ARREST 
BY ON-THE-SCENE PATROL 

Quarterly Percentages 

1st 2nd 3rd 

1.0 0.6 0.8 
1.6 1.7 2.3 
1.4 2.6 1.2 
1.9 1,.5 .1~1, 

1.7 1.9 1.4 
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4th 

26.3 
41.9 
41.8 
41.0 

41.0 

4th 

1.0 
3.7 
1.0 
2.3 

2.0 

4th 

1.4 
0.4 
0.4 
1.8 
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CHAPTER VI. INVESTIGATION 

A. HYPOTHESIS 

Improved investigation techniques and procedures will decrease burglaries by 

removing more offenders from the community, and by deterring POtential hnrglars 
through increasing their risk of being arrested. 

B. OBJECTIVES 

Changes in the investigation efforts of a local law enforcement agency should 
be designed to achieve the following specific objectives: 

• Improove the cZeaPance and aPpest pates fop burogZaPies. 

• IncPease the oompZaint filing rote of "bookea" buPgZaz.y 8Uspeots. 

• Inaroease the conviction pate fop buPgZaPies. 

The first twa objectives are largely attainable by law enforcement agencies 

themselves. The third goal, which pertains to increaSed conviction rates," is 

dependent to same degree on the judicial system. However, law enforcement 

agencies are able to increase conVictions by performing more thorough burglary 

investigations, thus bUilding stronger cases against arrested offenders. 
C. £,ROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

Most law enforcement agencies can improve their burglary investigation efforts 
by one or more of the following approaches: 

• Increasing the effective manpower available for inVestigations. 

• Improving the quality (completeness and accuracy) of burgla~y 
information. 

• Improving the processing of burglary information. 

1. Increasing Investigation Manpower 

Short of assigning additional SWOrn personnel to the burglary section of the 

detective hnreau, there are other approaches that should be conSidered. 
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a. 
Use of patrol Officers 

patrol officers can be assigned some of the investigative functions normally 

assigned to detectives and crime lab technicians, particularly those associated 

with the initial on-site investigation. 
(1) a full scale team 

The nature of the teaming arrangement can vary from: 

policing approach, (2) 
a special burglary enforcement unit, or 

(3) simply 

adding investigation duties to the long list of functions performed by patrol 

officers. 
All three teaming approaches were tried in the crime-specific program, and all 

were reported to be effective ways for making additional manpower available for 
In all three, patrol officers were expected to con-

duct the initial on-site investigation consisting of interViewing the victim 

and any witnesses, identifying and protecting physical evidence, identifying 

burglary investigations. 

the itemS stolen, determining the time, place and method of entry; type of tools 

used~ and collecting descriptions of any suspects. 

In some agencies, the 

patrol officers were expected to take latent fingerprints and collect other 

physical evidence, although crime lab specialists were on call if the patrol 

officer felt they were needed. 
One agency estimated that the additional investigative functions required beat 

patrol officers to spend an -average of 20 to 30 minutes per burglary call, as 

compared with the 10 'to lS minutes formerly used in taking a report. 

patrol officers who are expected to perform burglary investigative functions 
The LOS Angeles police Department spent approxi-

mately three days in investigation training for their patrolmen who were part 
require additional training. 

of a team policing effort. 

other agencies, which assigned investigative duties 

to regular patrol officers, devoted ~ average of six hourS to training in 

interviewing, recognizing aad protecting physical evidence, latent £;ng
er

-

prints, and crime scene reporting. 

b. other A 
roaches for Increasin 

Another approach to increase the effective size of ' the investigative staffs is 

to use non-sWOrn "investigative aides· to bandle much of the routine file 

searches and paper work, thus permitting the sworn investigatorS more time 
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for direct investigat' ~ons. An inve t' 
or assistant can b s ~gator who has e expected to handle a access to a competent aide 

thorou<.:l'h job with his larger caseload, current caseload. or to do a more 

The net effect of add it , . , ~onal staffin 

ava~lable for each g , reported burglary 

~nvestigation lead' • ~ng to improvements 

is to increase the investigat' 
Th d ~on time 

e esired result ' , ' ~s a more thorough 

~n clea~ance arrests and complaint-

filing rates~ 

Another way to h' ac ~eve th e same effect is t 
require the attent;on O:l:~ • 0 reduce the number of _ • ~nvestigators cases that 

cases which have littl h • By carefully screening , e c ance for 1 out those 
the~r efforts on th ' , so ution, investigators can "" e rema:uung cases. concentrate 
cold and those without For example, burglary " id ' suspect descriptions, reports that are 
ent~fication of 't physical evidence ~ ems taken may nO,t d ' or specific 

that done ' ,eserve add it ' ~n comp~ling the initial ~onal investigation beyond 
on a caref 1 report. Screening 't ' u analysis of th 1 cr~ er~a should b b e e ements of ' f eased 
previous successful ' ~n orma, tion that are assoc~ated w~th 
"nvestigations • • ~n a co h ' compared w~th th • mpre ensive initial b at information urglary report. contained 

\ 
2. Improving the Quality of Burglary Information 

a. The Burglary Report 

Burglary , , ~nvest~gation begins with the pr ' 
person taking th t ' , , eparat~on of the init' a ~n~t~al report, by what h ~al report. The 

he records, ,can, greatly , e asks and obs ~nfluence the ch ~rves, and by what 

Crime scene training ances of clearing b is obviously important a urglary case. 

that is always ' but the single 
present during the initial 

form of guidance 

investigations is the burglary 

report form. 

Burglary reports s' vary significantly among ~ple forms with a fe\" law .enforcement a ' • general h~adings and genc~es. Many are 
officer to k blank space for th ma e whatever notes or ,e reporting 
may work 11 comments he feels appr ' we enough in small h' opr~ate. Such forms 

interaction between'" " '.. ~ghly trained department detectives and patrol s where there is close 

ments can benefit from personnel. However a more t ' most depart-
that d's ructured burglary report format 

o cr~e patt.ern D ing is essent~al. and modus operandi analysis • epartments • find that structured report-
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as easy as possible to 
'. important to make it 11 

f the report form 15 form that identifies a 
The layout 0 emphasis should be on a , 
complete and process, but the ,to theinvestigat1on •. 

, that may con-tr1bute 
the items of informat10n are suggested as minimal: 

t descriptors 

h f ollowing T e set of burglary repor 

(1) Unique Report Number 

(2) Report date 

(3) Reporting Officer 

(4) 

(5) 

_ Name and badge number 

Location 

address, and beat or _ street 

Time of occurrence 

reporting district 

, or unknown 
Daylight, nightt~e, 

, and end times 
Exact time, or beg1n 

of a range estimate 

(6) 

(7 ) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

Date and time 

How detected 

l' e of first report to po 1C 

witness, patrol, or other 
_ Alarm, victim, 

ry1uoe of facility 
-~. t other residential, 

'1 house, apartmen , _ Single fam1 Y 
. ~ndustrial, or other 

commercial, ... 
_ •. ___ J:! 

t at tl.IDe U.L Occupancy sta us . 

occupied, unoccupied, 

of Entry and Location 
point 

entry 

or unknown 

~ wall, roof, _ Door, ''1indow ~ 
floor (location: 

front, rear, side) 

(11) Method of Entry 
lass pries, cuts, 

b dy force, breaks g , 
open/unlocked, 0 and other 

concealment, unknown, 
smashes, attack lock, 
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(12) Property taken 

- Article type, identification, description, and estimated 

value of eac:h item. Total value of loss. 

(13) Physical evidence 

- Fingerprints, footprints, tool marks, tire marks, other. 

(14) suspect information 

- Names, descriptions, and sources of information. 

(15) Suspect vehicle information 

(16) 

(17) 

(18) 

- Licenses, description, and source of information. 

Victim information 

- Name, address, phone number, and hours for contact. 

Witness information 

- Names, addresses, phone numbers (if any). 

Other modus operandi information 

- Alarm disabled, drapes or shades drawn, .repeat of 

prior burglary. 

Additional items that might be considered include: 

(19) Type of tools used. 

(20) Visibility of entry point from street. 

(21) Lighting of entry point for nighttime burglaries. 

(22) Victim insured or not. 

b. Suspect Descriptions 

In burglary investigation, suspect descriptions are not generally available 

from the victim since the majority of burglaries occur when there is no one 

on the premises. For this reason, increased efforts should be made to locate 

other potential witnesses, principally neighbors for residential burglaries 

and persons considered-likely to have been in the area for commercial 
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burglaries. Delivery men knoW their territory and fre<!,ently notice visitors 

and different vehicles. 
Individual physical descriptions provided by witnesses, Field Investigation 

Reports, prior boo~ngs, wanted persons lists, and other sources all attempt 

to make possible the recognition of an individual as a possible suspect. In 

addition, the physical descriptions of suspects from various cases can be com

pared to help link one case to others (this same situatj.on holds true for 

vehicle descriptions). 
The value of witness reports and other types of suspect descriptions depends 

on. (1) the accuracy of the description, and (2) the investigator's ability 

to record, retrieve and compare descriptors. The descriptions of suspects by 

witnesses are known to be of questionable accuracy, while those prepared by 

Field Interrogation, or bY police personnel during bookings are assumed to be 

more reliable. 
Based on discussions with investigative personnel, it appears that the folloW

ing list may represent the appropriate order of the reliability and availability 

for reported suspect descriptions (more study should be done to determine the 

actual order of reliability): 

(1) sex 
(2) Race (White/black/Mexican-American/oriental/other) 

(3) Build (rather than specific height and weight ranges) 

(4) Dress (color and type of clothing) 

(5) Unusual features or markS (facial hair, scars, tattoos) 

(6) Color of hair and style 

(7) Color of eyes 

(8) Height 

(9) Weight 

(lO) Age 
Although "build" is considered more reliable than "height" and ·weight," few 

rep"~t forms provide space or instructions for recording "build," while all 
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ask for estimates of height and w'eight. It 
accuracy and use f may be possible to • o suspect descriptions improve the 

build descriptions and t if efforts were made t , 0 use them . 0 standardize 

mates. Such a l.n preference to h . h program might take the f el.g t and weight esti~ 
could b of typical build profile cards t'hat orm of developing a set 

t~ e shown to witnesses 
e most appropriate for their . o one. The build 1 0 0 ' selection of 

l.n separate descr' t' cassl.fl.cation could l.p l.on reports Th' then be compared 

and might be more rell.'abl .• l.S type of comparison h e thal~ com's ould be easier 

error allowances . parl.ng specl.fic heights and ' are requl.'red b wel.ght s· ut are difficult to ' l.nce 
V h

O 

determine. 

c. e l.cle Descriptions 

Vehicle descriptions are generally rep t 
following order.. or ed as a'Tai).able and 

reliable 

(1) Color 

(2) Basic type (i.e., truck, motorcycle, 

Plymouth, F d 

sedan, convertible) 

(3 ) 

(4 ) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

Make (i.e~, or , Datsun) 

Age (within 2-3 years of model year) 

Cond't' l. l.on and marks ( unusual features) 

Model (i .e., Fury, Vega) 

Year (exact model year) 

State of license 

Partial license 

Complete license 

in the 

Because most b . urglars find vehicles 
suspect: vehicle descrl.' pt ' a necessity, the collection l.ons should ' and use of 
should be ru' recel.ve special attenti ' n routl.nely on v h' 1 on. Ll.cense checks 
vehicle I' t e l.C es matching descriptions on the 

l.S. In addition h' suspect 
light h ' ve icles parked ours, and incommerci 1 l.n residential alleys during day-

checked A a areas during non-bus' 
o • surprisingly high percenta .ness hours should be 

Crllne-sJ;:tecific agen' , ge of such checks made by 
SUspects 0 0 c.es, Ldentified individuals with pri 0 one of the 

, l.n Fl.eld Interrogation files, or poll.ce contact as 
and/or with previou,s police records. 
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Such checks are particularly helpful in associating individuals who are 

sharing the use of vehicles, and therefore may be teamed in criminal activity. 

d. Physical Evidence 

The collection of latent fingerprints and other physical evidence can be 

improved through emphasis and training. This was done in the Crime-Specific 

Program; however, the actual use of latent prints from burglaries remained 

generally u~changed, i.e., the prints are classified and filed, and matches 

are attempted on burglary suspects. Print files quickl~ become too l~ge to 

attempt all possible matches, and therefore become largely inactive. The time 

and specialized skill required to classify and match prints are the primary 

limiting factors in their use for the large numbers of burglary cases. More 

work is needed on automated systems for classifying, retrieving and matching 

fingerprints. 

e. Stolen Property/Pawn Files 

Stolen property and pawn files should be. routinely maintained and compared by 

agencies with pawn shops in their jurisdiction. The use of these files was 

not significantly changed during the Crime-Specific Program, but some addi

tional effort was made to identify frequent pawners, and those who pawned 

more than one item of the same type. 

A computer-based system which includes information from pawn transactions 

should contain the following elements: 

(1) Pawn ticket-number. 

(2) Code number assigned to the store. 

(3) Indicate whether the transaction is i! pawn or buy. 

(4) Date of the transaction. 

(5) Description of the person making the transaction. This 

information should include: 

• Sex 

Cit' Descent 

• Color hair 
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• Color eyes 

• Build 

• Height 

• Weight 

• Date of birth 

• First, last and middle name 

(6) Description of th 
o e property. This information 
~n the burglary report d shOUld parallel that 

an includes: 

• Article 

• Brand 

• Serial number 

• Model number 

• MUkings or inscription 

• Color 

Pawn files can be searched f 
re t or property matching the 

por ed stolen in a b I description of that 
urg ary report a d th 

for property matching th t ' n e burglary file can be searched 
a pawned by a SUspect. 

f. Undercover Informat~on .... Sources 

UnderCover investigation 
info efforts include the Use of p 'd 

rmers susp t a~ and non-paid 
, ' ec SUl."Veillance, and "buys" 

Pol~ce intelligence ' and "sales" of stolen . 
un~ ts may support 0 , property. 

thOse to identify Spec~al ~nvestigation ff 
known narcotics push ,. e orts , such as 

ers as rece~vers fo 
Undercover investigat' . r stolen property. 

~on efforts applo d 
suspect fil ~e to bu.ilding and 
, es on burglars and receiver maintaining improved 

the highest diVidends ~n improving th b s probably pay 
. e urglary clearance and 

3. 
~proving Information ProcesSing 

Most I 

arrest rate. 

aw enforcement agenc~es 
.... have a wealth f ' 

and Suspected offenders,' " 0 ~nformation concernin k 
~nd~v~dual burglaries and f' g nown 

, enc~ng operations. 
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little value'to the average 
this information is of , 

Unfortunately, much of locating individual 1tems 
of the difficulties of , 

investigator, mainly because t form meaningful conclus1ons. 
- , ' them together 0 

of information and l1nk1ng n sources including: 
, f several commo 

These difficu~ties ar1se rom t 
functions and files into separa e 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The separation of departmental 

operational units. 
~tem definitions among various 

t formats and ... 
The lack of consisten 

reports and files. 
system support for the 

. 1 and/or computer 
The lack of cler1ca 

investigator. required for thorough 
the expenditure of time 

Caseloads that prohibit 

investigations. 
interaction between patrol 

found that a closer d 
The crime-specific agencies particularly those associate 

d duce these problems, , 
and ~nvestigation helpe re 1 patrol and invest1ga-

... 'I' For examp e, , orting and f1 1ng. 't re 
'th consistency 1n rep ~nformation to make 1 mo 

W1 " kage" suspect ... 
1 joined forces to pac s'usp"ect kit containing 

tion per sonne It was a current 

read~ly usable for both. The resu ts crime reports, 
... 'ncluding arrest repor , 

'ety of sources 1 . , " and 
. formation from a var1 undercover act1v1t1es, 
1n ,d informant reports, , w1tness an field interv1ews, 

juvenile reports. 

contain three sections: 
kit should A typical suspect 

• suspect name(s), description, 

associates, MO description. 

, record, known address, prev10US 

• 

• 

and names of suspects known to 
, t' n and license, 

Vehicle (s) descr1}? 10 

have used ~I::he vehicle. 
tly Xerox reproduc~ 

and associates--frequen 
h of suspects f m Photograp s The photos can be ro 

1 Pects per page. 
t~ons with severa sus d ver ... are taken during un erco 

or those that previous tlOokings, 

operations. , d One agency pro-
, of the list 

Ideally, several COp1es 
should be mainta1ne • , .. 

: 'd only one or two COp1es 
1 't others 

duced them fo~ each patro un1. 
ma1nta1ne 

, d by various users. 
which were snare 
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One method for manually organizing suspect information is by sorting the 

suspects into types of modus operandi as shown in the chart of Typical MO 

Burglary Profile (see Table VI-I). With a computer base matching system, a 

complete search can be made of suspect files for descriptors that match those 

from the particular burglary being investigated. 

Case clearance rates can be influenced by department policy and investigator 

practices with regard to "cop-outs"--an arrested suspect's confession to 

other burglaries in exchange for guaranteed immunity from future prosecution 

on those cases. Depending on department policy, investigators should be able 

to increase and partially verify cop-outs through comparing the MO descriptors ,. 
in burglary reports with the MO of the suspect. One Crime-Specific agency 

used the polygraph (lie-detector) to encourage and verify cop-outs where the 

MOs were comparable. 

The investigation task is not finished when a suspect has been arrested. The 

thoroughness of his preparation of case and suspect background reports, 
, -

directly influence the action of the deputy district attorney in accepting, 

pmending, or rejecting the police complaint. It is important that the 

investigator and the deputy district attorney share the same guidelines for 

what constitutes an acceptable case, and the best way to achieve such an 

~nderstanding is through direct discussion leading to a working agreement. 

D. SUMMARY AND FINDINGS 

1. Summary 

Burglary investigation techniques and procedures should be changed to improve 

the clearance and arrest rates, and increase the complaint filing and con

viction 'rates for burglaries. In order to accomplish those objectives, 

investigators need to: (1) increase the effective manpower available to 

perform more detailed investigations by spending more tj~e per case, (2) 

improve the quality and completeness of burglary and suspect information, and 

(3) provide rapid and easy access to all relevant information which can help 

the investigator. Additionally, detective or investigator bureaus should 

consider developing a formal approach for determining the amount of time to 

allocate for each investigation based on the initial crime report. This 
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TABLE VI-l. 
TYPICAL MO BURGLARY PROFILE 

Host COJY'lI'C)n 
smash and 

"not pro",l" or 
Youthful crab 

Res!.dentlal 

KO De~cdptor. "Cot J)Ul'glar" 
opportunist 

51r,jlo f&211y 

Mornes And apart- small 1\01>" 
51n91< fomUy ~ents, lnclucSlnq 

coMlctclall 
1ype pref:'lsel homes/smAll apatt- retail stores 

ment bUildings 9At:l.qes 

All reddential 
tibed res!-

On roo,stes tol dcnthl and. areas 
LesS -dense CrOl!\ &ctlool Location reddenda1 CO!Nf\erciAl 

areAS AreAS 

Unoccupied 
Unoccupied 

Unoccupied 

Occupancy StatUI 
Occupied 

ooor or vindC'W . (no 
Unloc'kod doors 

ohplay window force or minor 

"olnt/llot11o<1 of Entrv 
Unloc~ed "indow srnashcl" force) 

Thro\ln brick 
LOCk deteatine} 

None or rock 
or~ 

None 
Toola \]&('(.\ 

l\nything on 
TV" sound equip-

Small sound ment, sporting 
Cash, je .... elry' equipment, sport- dlsplay 

9°0<1-tt.f!tnS Ta$tcn small items ing goods, CAsh 

Weekday -
weekday - 91M to 6,Pl1 

MY nlqnt -
Weekday - 91N! to 61PH 

Tit:'le 121PK to S11Ji 
121Noo'n to SlrK. 

WindOW 
Kinot or none 

Removed windoW 
MbY vandalize 

rroperty camage 
Icreen 

" 
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Host common 
cotM\erc1.al 

small retail 'to .. ~. 

frequontly near 
freeway eccel. 

. Unoccupied 

ooor or windoW 
(forced entrvl 

Ilnpact. cut.tl.!'g and 
forcing toolS 

ca::.h, merchandise, 
businesS machine 

Weekend ni9ht -
lOIPH to 71M 

point of entry, 
rttAY attack safe 

t~.t C()CM\On other 
Businessel 

oUice. 

IncHvldul.l office 
structure and 
small. cornplaKes 

Unoccupied 

Door or windOW 
(forced .ntrvl 

ImF4Ct cuttinq .and 
forcin9 toolS 

BU5in~tC t!lachincs 

Wee'kend night -
lOIPK t.o 7s1J4 

point of entry 

approach requires that the agency determine which elements of information about 

a burglary are needed to warrant further investigation of the incident$ 

When clearance, arrest, and complaint filing rates rose during the Crime

Specific Program, the agencies attributed most of the improvement to addi

tional manpower support for their burglary investigation efforts. The 

following investigative techniques and procedures were tried with the following 

reported results: 

• Use of patrol personnel to support investigation improved patrol 

morale and provided more manpower for investigation activities. 

• Investigative techniques changed little, but improved reporting"', and 

more investigation time per case improved results. 

• Closer work with District Attorneys, Courts, Parole, and Probation 

probably contributed to improved complaint filing rates on those 

persqn.s who were .an:ested. 

2. Findings 

tn order to determine the effectiveness of the investigation techniques tried 

in the burglary abatement program, the following elements of information were 

selected for analysis from the 7,763 burglary reports and 1,078 offender 

reports received: 

• Case clearalnce status 

* • Police disposition of arrested offenders 

Table VI-2 presents the percentages of cases cleared. The percentages are 

cumulative, based on the total cases and total clearances from the start of 

the program to the end of each month shown. Of all reported burglaries, 

16.5 percent were reported as cleared by arrest, exception, or death of the 

Offender. This clearance percentage is equal to the 1971 and 1972 statewide 

figure of 16.5 percent as reported by the Bureau of Criminal statistics. The 

burglary clearance percentages for each of the risk communities show that the 

lower-risk communities exceed statewide figures. The Low-Risk Community has 

a clearance percentage of 26 0 9, and the Low-Medium Risk. Community has a 

clearance percentage of 24.2 percent. Comparison of the percentages of 

* Data on court dispositions was not available for analysis. 
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clearances bY ecmmunity show that clearances decrease as the number of cases 

(amount of risk) increases. The all community clearance percentages also 

show that the crime-specific program effects may have peaked out during the 

fourth month when clearances reached 20~3 percent. 

Of the 7,763 reported burglaries, 1,197 (15. 5 percent) were cleared bY the 

arrests of 1,078 offenders. An .additional 86 cases were reported as cleared 

exceptionally, by the death of the offender or bY other types of clearance. 

Thus, 93.2 percent of all cleared cases were cleared by arrest. Table VI-3 

presents the monthly cumulative percentages of cases cieared by arrest, and 

shows that the maximum percentage of 19.1 percent for all communities was 

reached in the fourth month of the Crime-Specific program. The reason for 

the decline from that point is not known. 

Table VI-4 shoWs how adult arrests were handled by police agencies. Of the 

adult arrests, 64.5 percent resulted in filing felony complaints as compared 

to the 1971 statewide average of 61 percent, which was calculated by Bureau 

of criminal statistics based on summary data received from law enforcement 

agencies. The highest percentage of felony .complaints are filed in the Righ

Medium Risk community which also has the highest percentage of adult 

offenders (60 percent). 
Table VI-5 shoWS police dispositions of juvenile arrests. Juveniles in the 

High Risk community were the least likely to be released and the most likely 

to be referred to Juveniie Court or probation. 
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TABLE VI-2. MONTHLY P ERCENTAGES OF CLEARANCES 

Cumulative Monthly Percentages (Running Average) 
Community 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th lOth 

Low Risk 37.7 33.6 31.0 31.5 32.7 31.3 30.8 29.6 29.2 27.5 
LoW-Medium Risk 18.0 23.7 23.4 24.0 25.8 25.9 25.8 25.8 25.8 25.8 
High-Medium Risk 15.5 20.6 22.3 21.9 20.3 21.1 20.0 18.5 17.7 17.0 
High Risk 12.6 14.1 14.1 14.4 14.1 13.4 12.7 12.2 11.3 11.0 

All Communities 16.6 19.8 20.0 20.3. 20.1 19.8 19.4 18.7 18.0 17.6 

Burglary cases tctaled: 7,763 

Cleared cases totaled: 1,283 

TABLE VI-3. MONT HLY PERC ENTAGES OF CLEARANCES BY ARREST 

Cumulative Monthly Percentages (Running Average) 
Community 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th lOth 

Low Risk 37.7 33.6 31.0 30.7 32.0 30.3 29.4 28.3 27.8 26.0 
Low-Medium Risk 17.3 23.3 23.2 23.7 25.1 25.0 24.7 24.'1 24.7 24.5 
High-Medium Risk 15.0 19.2 21.0 20.6 19.3 19.5 19.1 17.6 16.9 16.1 
High Risk 10.1 11.1 11.4 11.9 11.7 11.1 10.6 10.3 9.7 9.6 

All Communities 15.:1 18.8 19.0 19.1 18.9 18.7 18.3 17.6 17.0 16.6 

Cases c1e·'U"ed by arrest totaled: 1,197 

Individuals arrested tctaled: 1;078 

TABLE VI-4. DISPOSITION OF ADULT ARRESTS· 

Community Type 
and Number of Percentages of Disposition b y Type 

Adult Arrests 

Type Arrests Released 
Misdemeanor 

Complaint 
Felony 

Complaint 

Low Risk 23 8.6 17.3 73.9 
LoW-Medium Risk 176 8.5 17.6 67.0 
High-Medium Risk 196 19.8 6.6 67.8 
High Risk 149 16.1 14.0 55.7 

_All Communities I 544 I 14.7 12.7 64.5 

*Adult arrests were 50.5 percent of all arrests. , 

I 5. DISPOSITION OF TABLE V - JUVENILE ARRESTS· 

Community Type 
Percentages of Disposition by Type 

and Number of 

--- Juvenile Arrests 
Handled 

Type 

Released by 
Petition to Juvenile 

Arrests 
Police 

Court or Referred 

Agency 
To Probation 

Low Risk 71 28.1 25.3 39.4 
LoW-Medium Risk 157 26.7 - 22.2 47.7 
High-Medium Risk 130 29.2 14.6 51.5 
High Risk 176 10.7 23.8 60.7 

All Communities 534 22.3 21.4 52.0 

*Juveni1e arrests were 49 5 . • perce~t: of all arrests. 

11th 12th 

27.6 26.9 
25.1 24.2 
16.0 15.2 
10.9 10.7 

17.1 16.5 

: 

11th 12th 

25.9 25.2 
23.8 22.9 
15.1 14.5 
9.5 9.4 

16.1 15.5 

Other 
and 

Unknown 

0 
6.8 
6.1 

14.0 

8.1 

~ 

Other 
and 

Uhknown 

7.0 
3.1 
4.6 
4.5 

4.3 
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CHAPTER VII. DECREASING THE RECEIVER MARKET 

A. HYPOTHESIS 

Increased detections and apprehensions of the dealers in stolen property and 

improved property identification will make it more difficult for burglars to 

convert stolen merchandise into'cash and will result in a reduction of 

burglaries. 

B. OBJECTIVES 

The specific objectives of the burglary abatement efforts addressed at the 

receiver market are to: 

• Incpease arpests of pepsons engaged in the peceipt and sale 

of stolen ppopepty. 

• Decpease the saleability and imppove the pecovepy potential 

fop stolen ppopepty thPough bettep identification of items. 

• Discoupage the public fpom buying stolen ppopepty. 

c. PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES 

The following are abatement. techniques that can be utilized in a program 

directed toward the receiver market. 

• Analyze the receiver's market. 

• Sponsor property ID program. 

• Increase pawn shop surveillance. 

• Check uSlad appliance dealers .. 

• Check rental dealers. 

• Check galrage sales, swap meelts and flea markets. 

• Publici~~e stolen property lists. 

• Conduct intelligence operations. 
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1. Analyzing the Stolen Property Market 

The first step in developing abatement strategies directed at the receiver 

market is to analyze the receiver market to determine where the stolen prop

erty is going. Partial answers can be obtained: (1) by reviewing previous 

property recovery data, (2) from undercover "sales" and "buys," and (3) 

from tracking known suspected burglars and receivers. 

a. Market Areas 

Geographic market areas for stol~n property are likely to be the same or nearly 

identical to those geographic areas where the property was stolen. Stolen 
, 

business machines are resold to businesses; stolen construction equipment and 

supplies are resold to construction companies; television sets and sound equip

ment from homes and apartments are resold for use in other homes and 

apartments. 
t 

There are no signs of any significant "Robin Hood" effeot in which property 

is redistributed from the wealthy to the poor. Nor are there any signs that 

the poor, who suffer higher burglary rates, do so to the benefit of wealthier 

buyers of stolen property. It appears that the number of buyers in a community 

is essentially in balance with itsnumher of burglaries, i.e., supply and 

demand are localized for most types of stolen property. 

Easily identifiable high-value items, such as expensive jewelry, art, and 

some uncommon business machines are exceptions in the sense that the local 

market, while theoretically available, ·is too narrow to warrant the risk of 

local redistribution. Similarly, open communities, where people know each 

other and each other's property, are not likely to be good markets for 

neighborhood redistributIon. The same is true for active business associa

tions, homeowner ·groups, and community alert groups. Whether a "market" is 

a single census tract or a city of 300,000, it appears that the things stolen 

there a\re the same things most likely to be bought there as stolen propert.y, 

unless the public attitude can be shaped to discourage such purchases. The 
'f' •• ",'1 

types of abatement techniques tried in the Crime-Specific Program, and 

described below, are more easily implemented where some community organiza

tion already exists; it is simply easier to make use of existing communica

tion links than to create new ones. 
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Based on written reports and discussions with the agencies participating in 

the Crime-Specific Program, it appea:r:s that the majority of~tolen property 

stays in.the local ccmmunity and ends up in the hands of unknowing or uncaring 

citizens. However, there are a number of distinct paths to this local redis-

tribution cycle (see Figure VII-l). ~ 

b. Distribution Channels 

Probably the most common path makes use of existing distribution outlets for 

new and "used" merchandise; i.e., television and appliance dealers, business 

machine dealers, the all-purpose outlets such as "second-hand" stores, and 

equipment rental agencies~ 

Pawn shops seem to have a decreasing percentage of the business, probably 

because of the restrictions placed on them over the years, and the continuing 

surveillance of their activities by law enforcement agencies. 

The second most important path is apparently the direct sale to the consumers; 

reputable citizens who snap up bargains for cash, such as an extra television 

for the den or children's bedroom, or an electric typewriter for the office. 

Customer contact is frequently made in public meeting places, such as local 

bars, barber shops, as well as in the customer's place of business. In some 

areas, local swap meets and garage sales bring the seller and the buyer 

together. Advertising in the local newspapers is also undoubtedly used. The 

following ad was seen under the "Garage Sale" heading of a local California 

paper: "If you have the garage~ we have the merchandise ••• " 

Another redistripution path is the use of rental agency outlets for business 

machines, televisions, bicycles, and other commonly rented items. Tools and 

equipment may also fall into these channels, although it appears that the 

more direct route of resale to other contractors is preferred for construction 

tools, equipment and supplies. 

c. Receivers 

Persons who receive stolen property directly from burglars can be categorized 

as follows: 

• Professional Receivers 

• Burglar/Receivers 

• Casual Receivers 
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Wholesale Distributors 1-__ 

Direct Sales to Large users) 

~ Direct Sales of High Value Items 

Figure VII-l. 
'b t'on of stolen property Redistr1. u 1. 
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(1) Professional Receivers. The professional receiver is one who steadily 

buys and sells stolen goods, either through a legitimate business front or as 

a sole enterprise. The major problems for law enforcement with the professional 

receiver is to determine: (1) how the receiver is dealing with burglars, and 
... 

(2) how the receiver is disposing of stolen property. This information can 

be obtained by staking out the suspected "fence" locations until his operation 

is known. This, of course, is a time-consuming process. In order to present 

a solid case in court on an arrested professional receiver, it is often nec

essary to gather evidence under the authority of a search warrant. A warrant 

requires a detailed description of the stolen property expected to be found. 

This can be accomplished by tracking a known burglar with a piece of identi

fied stolen property to the receiver and then securing a search warrant. For 

a conviction, it is usually necessary to identify stolen property on the 

premise from several different burglaries. 

In a recent case, a suspected receiver was a TV rental and repair service. A 

known burglar was observed entering the store carrying a television set. The 

Officer on stake-out noticed where the set was placed in the store. After 

establishing that the set was one taken in a burglary the day before, a search 

warrant was obtained. The subsequent search produced several more stolen 

sets. Using the rental records, the television sets that had been rented out 

were checked in the customer's homes and businesses. Because of known serial 

numbers, more stolen sets were recovered. This type of operation is very 

difficult to discover, since the receiver b~ys only property which is of the 

type the store handles in its normal business. 

(2) Burglar/Receiver. The active burglary suspect can also receive stolen 

property from other burglars. In a recent case, the arrested p~rty was an 

acti'Te burglar and also a receiver for other burglars. Property taken in 

different burglaries were recovered; some were committed by the suspect and 

others by different burglars. The case was made by keeping the suspect's 

house under surveillance until enough information was gathered to obtain a 

search warrant. Other burglars were seen entering with property that could 

be identified as stolen. In many cases, it is difficult to make a burglary 

case against a skilled burglar because of the care taken by the burglar to 
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avoid witnesses, leaving prints, or physical evidence. In these cases, it may 

be easier to build a case on possession or receiving stoleI> property. 

(3) Casual Receiver.· 
The most common type of receiver is the casual or 

reputable receiver. He is a businessman who buys office machinery for his 

business, or the barber shop customer or tavern patron Who buys property from 

people coming in off the street offering merchandise at a tremendous savings. 

The reputable citizen who buys this type of property is aiding the burglar as 

surely as if he was driving the get-away car. If law enforcement could stop 

citizens from buying property off the streets, the burglary rate would decrease. 

one of the Crime-specific agencies made a survey of the business establish

ments in the target area. With the cooperation of the businessmen, they made 

a check of all office machines and stereo equipment found on the premises. 

Through this method, they recovered a total of eight electric typewriters, 

one calculator, and one color television set which had been reported stolen 

in burglaries and grand thefts in the same area. These businessmen were not 

arrested, but were severely admonished and were told to expect additional 

checkS. 
Juvenile burglars (18 years old or younger) constituted SO percent of all 

burglars apprehended in the 12 months of the crime-specific program and 

undoubtedly account for a largooc percentage of all burglaries committed. 

Based on discussions with agency personnel, it appears that many juveniles 

frequently steal for their own use, or to trade or sell to other juveniles. 

The truly professional "big-time" receiver who can handle a high volUllle of 

merchandise probably makes use of the same local distribution methods men

tioned abOVe, as well as wholesale distribution activities. Special customer 

groups may include large furnished apartment projects, hotels, motelS and 

rental agencies for TVs and appliances, and neW or expanding commercial 

enterprises for office ~ipment. No such big-time Wholesale receivers were 

uncovered in the crime-Specific program, however, the heavy losses of busi-

nesS machines indicate the possibility of such an operation. 

In summary, the crime-specific experience seems to indicate that: 

• The ultimate receiver of stolen property is typically a local 

citizen or businessman. 
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Existing legitimate distribut' . ~on outlets are f 
sj:."len property, as are requently used for 

swap meets and garage sales. 

Direct sales between the bur I 

fre 

' g ar and the user quently tr are common, a d 
ansacted at public t' n are fl!ee ~ng places. 

Rental age ' nc~es may represent a 
for stolen televi ' significant amount 

s~ons and business machines. 

of the market 

Large-scale wholesale ma' distribution systems 
y ex~st, but have not yet 

for stolen property 

been uncov'ered. 

Reducing the Market for Stolen Property 

~ate receiver of stolen If, as indicated, the ult' 
or businessman th ' property is th 1 , en ~t follows that a local e ocal citizen 
reducing the market f educational campaign 
the C " or stolen property should b directed at 

r~e-Specific effort e beneficial V was directed to th' , • ery little of 

primarily because each ~s spec~fic abat~ent b ' of the six agencie' 0 jective, 
amount of larCeny'S recogn~zed that "ther ' l.n everyone." It is ,. e ~s a certain 
general public t obv1ously difficult t o pass up a bar' , 0 persuade the 

, ga~n pr~ce for something t hat they want or neea~ 

a. Public Education 

The most effective public education techn' 
and a "warning." ~que seems to combin b In this case, the' e oth a "plea" 
munity at lar plea ~s to help stop b I ge, and to reduce the likel'h urg ary in the com-

home or business by d " ~ ood of burglary to each , ' epr1v~ng the burgl individual's, 
s~sts of d'l' ar of his market. Th ~ ~gently publicizing d e warning con-
and poss ' an enforcing the laws I ess~ng stolen property. re a,ted to rec~iving 

Slogans like the following can be used" , spots, pamphlet ',1n publ~c service announcements, TV 
, s, newspaper art~ I ,c es, and advertisements: 

"Th 't' e al,.l,.zen who buys stolen property is aid' 
sureZyas if he ~e ,."" . .. .ng the buT~Zar as 

r.u .. Wl,.ng the get-away aar." 

a uUL~lar delivers you TV "If 1-.~ 

t 

a ,today~ will he piak ~t up 
omOITOJ'?" " again 

"Your b ' argal,.n TV may have a hidd ' 

B

en prl,.ae tan of a st ' , 
e 8la'e ",hat you 'I'e buying' , " ay .n Jail. l,.sn t stolen before you buy." 
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As part of the pUblic should be cautioned: , 
the public education effort, . the seller can prov1de 

from strangers, unless against buying used merchandise 

an original bill of sale to a name h' driver's license. that matches that on .1S 

In the case ... of ~nscribed property, , the the poten'cial buyer should requ1re 

show that his driver's license seller to , s the same nuroher as that carr1e 

inscribed on the item in question. 

b. ty Identification Program Proper _ 

, , f tolen property is the key. to 
The identif1cat10n 0 s "erty recovery rates. 

' arket and 1mprOv1ng prop 
at reduc1ng the rece1ver m ., , tion can discourage a burglar from 

abatemfmt efforts directed 

The 

abatement theory is that property ident1f1ca 'or (2) be 
(1) link the burglar to the cr1me, taking property that may: 

difficult to sell. 

, t of 'f' ation" encompasses a var1e y "Operation Ident1 1C t 

~dentification of valuable proper y. the individual ... 

approaches for encouraging 

These approaches include: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Recording serial numbers. 

Inscrl. 'bl.'ng driver's license numbers. 

Photographing jewelry, 

be readily inscribed. 

Tattooing furs. 

Other items that cannot art objects, and 

including credit Maintaining current property inventory lists, 

cards. 

tl to the public, or l.'nscr~bing tools direc y , ' s can lend ... t Law enforcement agencl.e " lubs commun1 y 
f're stations, libraries, Cl.Vl.C c f 

make them available through 1 f rms and identification 
' Inventory 0 , " business associatl.ons. t 1 l.S 

organ1zatl.Ons or lly when the inscribing 00 
b ovided. Genera , 

instructions should also e pr tntial burglars that 
d 'ndow decals s ou h ld be provided that warn po e 

returne , w~ 'dentification. 
h been marked for easy l. the property as 
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The follOWing SUggestions for implementing an Operation 1Qaotification program 

are abstracted from "Selected Crime Preventive Programs in Califo,rnia.
lI

* 

One possibZe impZementing procedure is to estab"lish target areas 

within the jurisd~tion. Residents of these ~eas should be noti-
"' fied of the visits at least one Week in advanae. Phis notification 

should include the date and time of the visit, a detailed explanation 
Of OpeI'ation I.D., and a pequest that aU Pl'OPe!'ty be laid out fov 

insCPibi11fJ. As the ppopev"ty is bei11fJ. insCPibed, the inscribe!' shou ld 
stv01~Zy recommend that the merahant or resident list on a provided 

fom aU items insCl'ibed. Pemanently affio;ed sf!l'ial numb.,.s should 
aZso be pecopded. It is not pecorrmended that these I'ecoI'ds be kEpt 

b,y the law enfoI'cement agency. RatheI', they Rhould be I'etained and 

Updated b,y the ppopeI'"ty Q'Jru'l? Phis Zist should be stoped in a seCUl'e 
Place Such as a safe deposit bax. Should there be a buPg~y, the 
list wouZd then be given to the reporting officers. If no one is 

home at the time of the Visit, a card should be left explaini11fJ that 
the visit .us made. It should also include a telephone number that 
can be caZZed to scheduZe anothel' visit. 

UntiZ BUch time as a set of national identifyir~ numbel'S may become 
availabZe~ the recommended identifier is the Ca"lifornia dPive2?'s 

lioense numbe!'. Phis should be pveceded by the letteI's DA for state 
designation. -It is not l'ecommended that lOdaZ identifying .numbel'S 
be used. Should the ppoperty be foand in <motheI' JUPisdiction, 

there would be no 'Way to tl'ace ownership. Dl'ivers' "license nwnbel'S 

can~ of cov.rs~~ easily be tvaced through the CaZifornia Law Enforce
me7zt TeZetype System (CLETS)'. In addition to inscl'ibing the number 

in an easiZy seen location~ the number should aZso be inscl'ibed in 
one or more hidden areas on the item. 

Items having apeP.manentZy affixed seriaZ number should also be 

e~aved. No item should be marked in a mannel' that wouZd impair 

its appearance or reduce its vaZue. Extreme care must be taken not 

;---------------------
. California Council on Criminal JUstice, March 1973. 
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t ' Items that should be markea. are those that 
to damage any proper y. lteZeVision sets" radios" 

thief woutd be most Zikely to stea: e.g." 
a , . lars appUances" powel" tools" tool boxes" 
stereosJ aameras" b-z..noau" • ~ h and, some types 

d 1. f.'fiae maah-z..nery" '/iJa/;a es" 
typewpiters" tape eOKS" 0 • d th 

h ~ ~hat the househoZder w-z..shes to 0 e 
of jeweZpY. In t e even., ., 

. h~,~ seZ,f he should be so pePimittea.. engra'V-z..ng "'''.) , . ' 
. . ~ hav buPgZary report-z..ng 

thad of impZementat1,on 1,S vO e 
Ano~her me ~ viatims if they wish to sponsop'neighborhood 
off1,aers ask bu::t'g y • resenta-

• If' Cpime Prevention offiaep aan g1,ve a p 
meet1,ngs. so" a .' . h ks' and 
tion on. Operation Identifiaation" pesidentwZ seaut'1,ty adea'''tm t 

• hb wish to pass a evar en-
Neighborhood AZept. Thesene1,g ops may , ~ 

provided insariber among themseZves. , 
h ld be available from the taw enforae-

In any event" ex'/;Pa pens s ou • area or 
ident who may not be -z..n the target 

ment agenay fop any res. • the initial insapibing session. 
ho may have pupahased l,.tems S1,nce . 'b 

w aoordinate the use of the 1,nsa:r'1, -
The law enfopaement agenay shouZd bZ' h' a 72 hoU::t' loan perioa.. 

This may be aaaompZished by esta 1,S 1,ng -ers. 

h . of a?? item of property is transfer-zoe a." a sing"le 
As legaZ owners 1,p v • b r 

:1~ thl'ounh the cJ:roiver's l1,aense num e • 
d' nal line should be cu.-awn " 
I:a~~uZ,d run from the upper right aorner to the lower Z~ftz.~o::t'nep. 
The oZ,d number should not be obliterated. The new owner s 1,aense 

number should then be plaaed next to the old number. 

• ..:1 ia' l estabZishnents of aitizens partiaipating 
Residences ar~ aommera , • 

, " '. hold hav small notiaes 1,nfoPlm1,ng 
. Operation Ia.ent1,f-z..aat1,on sue " d 

1,n 'by that items loaated within have been irisCJ!'ibed for rea y' 
passers- ',ies These notiaes should 
id ntification by Zaw enforaementagena ,. 
e. .' t f en'/;Py for bu::t'gZars. 

be posted near potent1..al po1,n s 0 
• (1) Letter 

_ • .:1 d -I'or Operation Identifiaat1,on are:, " 
The foPims recommf::r~e J ' '. • 

., d 'b~nn Operation Identification; (2) Warn1,ng to C1,t1,zen escr1, ~,~ 

( ?) 'D/YI'l'17?, hZet Pers;onCl Z PZ'OP,erty Reaord. stiakel'; and 'IJ J:' ....... z:; 
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c. Checking Serial Numbers 

Reputable businesses can be asked to permit checking the serial numbers of 

their office equipment against stolen property lists. Several machines were 

recovered in this way by participating agencies. The businessmen involved .... 
were admonished but not arrested. The hope is that they themselves will 

avoid such future purchases and will pass the word to their business asso

ciates. To discourage legitimate distributors and rental agencies from 

handling stolen property, they should be required to maintain a record of 

their purchases and sales (or leases) of used merchandise, including the 

property description, identification and/or serial numbers, and the names, 

addresses of both their suppliers and their customers. Their records and. 

inventories could be spot-checked for wanted items. Lists of wanted property 

can be circulated to them to alert them of hot items so that they can report 

attempted sales. 

Cooperative repair services can be of significant assistance in locating and 

returning stolen business machines, TVs and appliances. They can be encour

aged to check serial numbers or other identification marks against specific 

wanted property lists, or simply to maintain a log of all identified property 

that they service. The log should include the name and address of their 

customer. Such a log can then be 'reviewed periodically by law enforcement 

officials. 

Many business machine companies routinely keep excellent records of machines 

they have sold and/or serviced., When a 'suspicious piece of equipment is 

recovered, they may be able to~ provide the original buyer's name and address. 

One of the Crime-Specific agencies compiled a "Business Machine Identification 

Guide" to enable field officers and investigators to locate serial and identi

fication nwnbers on some of the most commonly stolen business machines. and, 

Where possible, to provide an approximate street value of these machines$ A 

sample of the guide may be found in Appendix D. 
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d. Undercover operations 

h t be directed at Undercover operations t a can 
the r eceiver market include: 

(1) Stake-outs of suspected receivers~ 

(2) Stake-outs of "stash" points., 

(3) Undercover sales and buys. 

(4 ) Tracking of known burglars. 

_,. t have generally proven 
less effective than might be 

Receiver stCli\.e-ou s . often only an infre-
apparently because receiving s'colen property ~s 

expected, . . t business. consequently, 
casual event for an otherwise leg~tl.Ina e 

quent and 

tend t o become long and ex, pensive. 
stakeouts 

t or "stash ll areas served as the 
In a few cases stake-outs of suspected s orage " 

, then either picked up or tracked 
. h the burglar, who is 

point of contact w~t buildings in or near 
. der of his redistribution path. Vacant 

through the rema~n, . 
favored stash locat~ons. 

high-burglary-rate areas are 
are effective in 

particularly with a cooperating burglar, 
Undercover sales, f 

Some insurance companies permitted the use 0 

the insurance claim had already been identifying receivers. 
recovered property for this purpose when 

paid. After the receiver 

can be made against him. 

he can then be watched until a case 
is identified, 
Actual undercover buys were not extensively tried. 

a d the high risk of not be~ng 
because of insufficient funds for this purpose, n 

. .~ tOf the purchase as stolen property. 
able to specifically ~Qen ~ y 

Another undercover possibility is 

that are suspicious, then pose as 

property being sold. 

e. Following Known Burglars 

. d ads, selecting those to review classif~e 
a buyer to check the identification of the 

as the most successful crime-Specific 

requ~red, particularly when Patience is ... 
Tracking known burglars was reported 

some stash point prior to the actual 

of effort are high, and therefore 

h for identifying receivers. approac 
the merchandise is temporarily stored at 

sales effort. The "costs" for this type 

are normally justified for only the seasoned, 
highly active, burglars. 

CI 
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f. Garage Sale and Swap Meet Checks 

The problem of policing swap meets and garage sales indicates a clear need for 

tighter regulations by law or ordinance. Many cities now require' permits for 

garage sales, but few restrict the sales to items from a single household or • 
to one or two days of operation. In fact, some sales have become regular 

weekend events, with merchandise supplied from a variety of sources. Swap 

meets in some communities are the local answer to European Flea Markets. The 

promoter is frequently a property owner who collects a space fee from the 

sellers and sometimes an entry fee from the buyers. Beyond these interests, 

the promoter is unconcerned with the type of business transacted at the meet. 

Sales records are uncommon, since most transactions are for cash, and there 

is no permanent business location to be checked. 

Besides promoting stricter controls through legislation or local ordinances, 

law enforcement must be content to make their presence known through occa

sional spot-checks for wanted items. The Crime-Specifio program's spot-check 

efforts did recover some merchandise, but none of the agencies felt that spot

checking was the final answer. 

D. SUMMARY'AND FINDINGS 

1. Summary 

There is a ready market for stolen property in all types of communities. 

Traditionally, law enforcement agencies have concentxated their efforts to 

reduce the market on pawn shops and professional fences. However, it now 

appears that these two groups may play a relatively minor role in the total 

distribution of stolen merchandise. Used appliance and business machine 

dealers, rental agencies, garage sales, swap meets, and direct sales to the 

public appear to be the major outlets for the property stolen in burglaries. 

A thorough analysis of the di$tribution of stolen property is needed, and can 

only be accomplished if property identification is improved sufficiently to 

permit better tracking. More undercover activities are also needed to estab

lish the connections between burglars, receivers, and the buying public. 

Public education campaigns to discourage citizens from supporting the market 

for stolen property should help deorease the market, but have not yet been 

adequately testeii. 
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2. program Findings 
and red~ce the receiver market were a 

The crime-specific efforts to analyze 

minor portion of the total program. 
supported .by data elements 

results was limited to that 
The analysis of direct 

available in the 7,763 
and the 1,078 offender reports. The 

burglary reports 

specific data elements used were: 
not the owner of stolen prop

Property Identification - Whether or • by serial number, unique inscrip
erty could positively identify it 

• 

tions or markings. 
_ The type of property constituting the 

Types of Property stolen 
, t of loss in each burglary. 

• 

maJor amoun 
stolen property - The charges 

Arrests for Receiving or possession of 

• 

reported in each agency arrest report. 

Th clearance status Clearance status - e 
and type of clearance of 

each burglary report. 

Property identification efforts to improve 
Table VII-I shoWS the results of 

, provements in The data shoWS percentage xro 
the ability of burglary 

by owners. losses Improvements were 
sitively identify their property· , 

victims to po t' the Low Risk corr~unl.ty, 
Hl.'gh Risk community and lowes l.n 

largest in the , r factor 
exposure to burglary problems is a maJo 

which 

reaction to abatement efforts. 
seems to indicate that 

influencing the public 
, d a major weakness 

Property identification remal.ne 
Despite the improvements, 't' s at the end of the fourth 

t 1 fraIl communl. l.e the 8.6 percent to a . 0 . 5 1 er-
399 of the 7,763 burglary reports (. p as shown by 

t For the entire year, only qual:' ere . 
cent) indic~ted that the victim could 

Stated differently, only one burglary 

ally identify his property losses. 

Further analysis of the identifiable 

stolen showed that: 

positively identify the property ~o~t. 
victtm in twenty was able ,to specl.fl.C-

property losses by type of property 

of furs and jewelry losses were identifiable. 
• 1.9 percent 

• 
't were identifiable. 

of the 'soft saleable l. ems 3.0 percent 
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• 8.8 percent of the hard saleable items were identifiable. 

• 16.0 percent of firearm 10,'3ses were identifiable. 

Table VII-2 shows the relationship between the percentages of all burglary 

cases cleared and the percentages of those"cases with identifiedprQP"'xty 

that were cleared. The percentages are cumulative based on the total cases 

and total clearances from the st~t of the program to the end of the quarter 

shown. This approach acknowledges that investigation efforts are not limited 

to the quarter in which the burglary occu;r.red. 

Of the 7,763 total burglaries reported, l,;~83 (16.5 percent) were cleared, 

while of the 399 burglaries reported with identified property, 45 (ll.~ per

cer.t) were cleared. 

Two considerations may help explain these unexpected results. First, the 

small number of claarances for cases reported with identified property may 

not reflect the actual value of property identification to the investigative 

process, i. e., a good physical description of pl::operty may be as useful as a 

serial number, engraving, or other unique markin~J. The second possibility is 
> 

that investigators failed to make use of the property identification infor-

mation, because of difficulties in processing it c!r a preference for concen

trating on other types of information. 

One Crime~Specific investigator commented that "serIal numbers are no good 

because half the time the owner has written down a model or patent number by. 

mistake." 

Table VII-3 shows that the 36 arrests for receiving or possession of stolen 

property accounted for only 3.3 percent of the 1,078 arrests made during the 

Crime-Specifiq Program. Although it was expected that more burglars than 

receivers would be arrested, these small numbers were surprisingly low, and 

may indica.te both the difficulty and lack of emphasis placed in decreasing 

the receiver market. 

Another factor'to consider is that the procedure used by BCS in the Crime

Specific program restricted offender reports to those directly associated 

Yiith a burglary report. Thus burglars and receive.J:s who were arrested, but. 

were not linked to a specific burglary report from· the target area, were 

excluded. 
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TABLE VII-1. PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES WITH IDENTXFIABLE 
PROPERTY LOSSES· 

,. 

(lUarte3:1y Percep.tages 
Community Type 

1 2 : 3 
.. 

Low Risk 1,.1 1.4 0.9 
Low-Medium Risk 0.3 2.6 B.7 
High-Medium: Risk 0.3 4.2, B.4 
High Risk .0.1 2.7, 11.8 

-- 5: 

All Commun.ities ,. 0.3 2.9 9.2 

- .' 

4 

4.3 
7.5 
7.1 

12.0 

B.6 

Identi:fiable property losses· includ'e stole:n items reported with unique 
serial munbers ~ engravings, or special owner markings. 

I' --

TABLE VII-2. CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGES OF CASES CLEARED 

~------------------------------r--
Cumul.ative P~rcentages by QUarter 

Type of Case 

All Cases 
Identified Property Cases 

1 

20.0 
33.3 

2 '3 

~a.o 
11.5 

4 

16.5 
11.3 

TABLE VII-3. ARRESTS FOR RECEIVING OR POSSESSION OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY 

COIllmulli ty Type 
I ' 

. , 
Low Risk 

1 

,~w-Medium Risk 
High-Meli:tum Risk, 

. " I' " 
High Ri~;k 

. All Comm1mities 

. '~. 

Total Arrests Number 

94 
333 
326 
325 

1078 ' 
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Arrests,for 
Receiving'. or' 

Possess:i,bn 

Number Percent 

0 .0 
16 4.B 

5 1.5 
15 4.6 

36 3.3 

'~ ."" \ '.' 

APPENDIX A 

CATALOG .OF ABATEMENT TECHNIQUES 

• SECTION r 
PUBLIC EDUCATION/AWARENESS 

• SECTION II 
IMPEOVED SECURITY 

., SECTION III 
IMPROVED PATROL 

• SECTION IV 
IMPROVED INVEST.lGATION 

., SECTION V 
DECREASING THE' RECEIVER MARKET 
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APPENDIX A 

SECTION I - PUBLIC EDUCATION/AWARENESS 

Los Los San San 
Angeles nngcles Oak-b.nd Orange Oicqc Francisco 

proJECt' ACTIVITY Police Couney Folice County Poll,e Pollee COMMENTS 
Dept, Sheriff Dept. Sheriff Dept. Dept. 

INFOIlMATION OIsrRIllIJTIO~ 
ACTIVITIES 

1. POJIIph1ets and x x x x X l\ All project. distdbuted 
Literature thousands of items, .!lAn), printed 

in Spanish. 

2. N'ews Releases to the x " x " " " Press publ,!..:ity W.J.S extensive 
.Press in all proj ects. 

3. 7:V and Radio Cover 39 e " " " x " " Hhile Oaklan4 and San 
Francisco received project 
c:o"leragef there was no specific 
plan or ~phasis on utilizing 
this in their proiect •• 

4. Pub1ic Speeches and " " x x " x This activity received C:on-
Talks siderable attention by all 

projects. project members 
pre!fented the program to almost 
all commercial, residential and 
other ccxnmuni~_~o!1J'ls. 

5 .. Public Information x x x x Los Angeles Police and Sheriff' $ 
Centers Oepts. each established store 

front centers ... San Oiego anG 
orange Depts. used temporary 
security cet\ters in shopping 
centurs. 

6. Signs, ~osters, x " " " x x All project. displayed and 
Decals Buttons distributed these materlals. 

1 ~ SpeCial Public Events " " x Activities inoluded: 
.. Team-up Fair 
.. Burglary ~revention 

Week/Month 
• Home ShOW' 
• County Fair 
• Appliance' Show 

COM/WNITY ORG~IZATION 
ACTIVITIES 

~. lllo<:k 0< Neighborhood x X organized to SUDpOzt law 
Citizen GrouDs anf¢rcement. • -

2. HOOle OWner x x " Existing hane owner associa-
Associations tions were hriefoJd ar.d urged 

to actively participate in the 
herne secu.rity portion of the 
program ... 

3. Merchant Association x x x x x x All projects briefed and urged 
business associations to act-
ively support the business 
securi tv -portion of the orOQram. 

4 .. Insurance 
Underwriters " x x x " x Each project had discussions 

or correspondence wi th insur-
ance groupa concerning rate 
reductions for residentilt.l 
and business facilities which 
lmplement recommended security 
chanqes~ 

5. Civic Club. x " x " x " All p<oiects p<ovided 
speakers to civic Clubs ~ 

6-1" Schoo)., programs x " x 'l'hese. projects qave prcsen" 
tations on security· to 
eXisting school or1,1anizations 
such as PTA, ~dvieory Council 
atil Student Croups a 

7 a Chw:ch Programs 
" Lette~s w~e mailed to Churches 

offering speakers but met with 
-verv- little success. 

8, Citizen Recognition 
and Reward Programs " Citizens who lI\ede substantial 

contrihu tion in terms ot' 
support. or by ilupplying infol;'-
matton leading to an .arrest 
were presented letters of 
appreciation. 
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INSPECTION PROGRAIIS 

1. Residentia~ 
Inspections 

2. CCIlIlJlercial 
Inspections 

3. Post Burglary 
SeCtlrity Inspections 

4. Fallaw-up inspections 

PROVIDe SECURITY SERVICES 

1. Evaluate and recommend 
specific hardware, 
devices and flervices 

2. Display security 
·hardware and devices 

3. P.rovide installation 
support and/or toolfl 

4. Promote insuz:ance 
reductions for Recured 
facilities 

5. PrOI'lote security' 
ordinances/leqislation 

6. Pranote lmproved 
street lighti~ 

Los 
Angeles 
~olice 

Dept. 

x 

x 

x 

x 

)< 

x' 

x 

" 

APPENDIX A 

SECTION II - IMPROVED SECURITY 

LoS 
Angeles 
County 
Sheriff 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

Oakland 
Police 
Dept. 

" 

x 

x 

x 

x 

ill 

" 

x 

Orange 
County 
Sheriff 

" 

" 

x 

x 

x 

x 

San 
Diego 
Police 
Dept. 

x 

x 

" 

" 

" 

" 

x 

x 
" 

San 
Francisco 
Police 
Dept. COl!MeNTs 

x 

x 

Many approaches were used 
such as: 

• Daor ... to-door solicita.ti¢n 
by Police Reservp.s or Scouts 

• Telel?ho~e solicitation 
• Letter solicitation 
• PreSentations to cCI1UJ\unity 

asso<::iations .and organiza'~ 
tiona 

• Mobile security centers 
• Store front. centers 
• Block groups 
• Home ~lert groups 
• Manned booths in shoppinq 

centers, fairs, shows, and 
public buildings. 

The Oakland project placed 
heavy emphasis on this 
approach by having trained 
Civilian security inspectors 
perform security inspections 
~~ all burglariZed facilities 

Gr projects had officers • 
proV'ide security .t'ocatUt\enda_ 
tions at the time the bur 1 
report Was taken. 9 ary 

Perform security insi'ection. 

projects conducted mail and 
on"'sit~ follow-up program to 
dc~errR1ne how many persons 
had complied totally Or 
parthlly With tile 'security 
rec:ommendat~OJ)s provided by 
the: agency. 

No testing.. Recommendations 
based on available 
information. 

All projects displayed 
s~curity items by Using larqe 
d:splay boards for static 
dl.splay centers and perSonnel 
'kLts tor door~ta-door 
inspections. 

.Limited to special need 
CaSes. 

Cortac:ts were made with 
insurance organi:z.at!ons for 
this purpose. 

All projects participated in 
the deve10pnent and pranotiofi 
of CODll'lunity secw:tty 
o:.:dinance8~ 

Projects had discussions 
wi th lOcal electric and Power 
companies and oity officials 
concerning activities to 
improve street lighting in 
the target areas. 

,),,! 
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APPENPIX A 

SECTION III - IMPROVED PATROL 

Loc Los Sa. San 
Diego Francisc:o AnC]eles Angeles Oakland Orange 

l'olice Police County Police PoHce County PROJECT w:rNI'l'Y 
cept .. Sheriff Dept, Sheriff O~~t. Dep~ .. 

HODIFlfl) PJU:VENTATIVE 
PATROL ACTIVITY 

1. Tarqet Area " " " x " " Saturation 

2. Dynamic SchedulilY,l " " " x x x 

3 .. Tandem .or Team. Patrol x " x 

4. Bicycle Patx'ol x x " 

5 .. Helicopter Patrol l< 

6. Foot Patrol x " x 1\ 

.' 

SPEC!AL SURVEILLANCE 
ACTIVITIES 

1. Routine "Bud-Dog" x x " x x 
Surv~il1l'ncl! 

2 .. .special. utdez:cover x x x x " x 
Activity 

J. '1'ar~et Stalteouts x x x x x x 

4. Receiver Stakeouts x x x x x " 

5. Truancy Patrol x X x x 

6 • .Increased Field 
;Interrogations x K x x K x 
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COHM£UI'S 

All projects us~ this 
technique to suppress. 
burglaries ill areas exper-
iencing an increase in 
burglaries .. 

All proj ects au!p\ented .or 
adjuued patrol schedules 
based en day-to-day project 
experiences. 

In this approach a minimum 
of tw cars are used to 
perform area surveillance. 

SCCdE! projects provided 
bicycles to patrolmen to use 
in c:ertain scc~ions in the 
target area. 

This projeet Uses hellcopt.e.t: 
patt"o1 tQ $upport sUrveillance 
activities in areas not 
re4dil~ aceeedble to units 
in patrol car$ 6 

This technique was used in 
conjunction .with stakeout 
activities. 

projects developed Ilmost 
wanted" lists af known 
burglary sus.pects and tnade 
an effort to remain aW/lre 
of their crime :related 
activities .. 

All projects uUlized thia 
technique against known or 
suspectG:~ burglaries. 

TargE!t st::akf!Outs were used 
when in£onna tion was obtaineQ 
e1 ther manually or by copl-
putet: that identified a 
bur';llary pattern. 'l'hlJ: pattern 
had to be well identified 
inclUding sufficient M.D. 
information to call fer a 
4takeoUt. 

JI-.li projects included stake-
v'Uts of people and places 
suspected of receiving or 
selling stQlen property. 

projectS' attempted to provid~' 
additional surveillattce around 
school grounds. Thj.a activity 
.... as based on experience 
which indicated that. ~glar-
les occur more f::cquenbly 
around schools; 

All projects emphasized 
importance af field interro-
gat:.ionn of persons involved. 
in suspiciou$ activities in 
the target area9. 

STAlTIN;;;' aUWGE.S 

1. Use of Jla.trol 
Personnel for 
Inv.eJ!tlgative Suppo.rt 

2. UJ!e of Investigative 
Aids 

3.- Te_ Approaches 

4. Special Staff TrainIng 

TECHNlOOe OWlCtS 

2. Use of Canputer BaGed 
suspect Files 

3. Use o~ tOlllpUtcr Based 
Pawl'!. &rid Propet'ty 
Files 

4. Uncerco\l'er Operations-

SUSPECt' HANDLING CHANCES 

1. ClOser \lark with 0.11.. 
and Courts 

2. Case-Linking through 
M.O. COIDparison 

3. Increased Elnphas1s on 
!.atent. Print Checks 

4. IncreAsed Use of 
-Lie Detector" 

5. elo.er \lark '<lith 
Deputy Distdet 
Attorneys 

APPEl-l1JIX A 

SECTION IV - IMPROVED INVESTIGATION 

Los 
1.0geles 
POlica 
Dept. 

Los 
AncJelos 
Cuunty 
SherIff 

Oakland 
Police 
Dept. 
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Orange 
County 
Shed.:!! 

Sa. 
~iego 
Pollee 
Dept. 

Sa. 
Frer:.ciaco 
1'o11cII 
Of/pt. 

Pft.trol 'pUsontll,l conducted 
On-th6-scfllne !nve.tiqj;ltion. 

Uon-8'oIOrn aids "'ere u~ed t:c 
h.v.dh lIIuc:h o£ the rOllt.ine 

.Paper wcr~, thus pen:z.lttincr 
investigators IIIOr~ tltae fOr 
direct;. Im.est!gat!on 
activ!ties. 

InvsstJgaUon teams cCzaPOlled 
or two or mO'rfI invfistiq&t()u 
~ere Qsad. 

A11 projects ~elloted "n 
aVerage of .6 :houra to 
spec:ial1z.ed, and rflfreaher 
.t.raJ..nJ.ng for theLr 
investiqative stafts. 

Canputer-based system contain_ 
ing Part I and II crime r~port: 
dat. was used to retrieve 
inforlllation on criJne report. 
containing similar H.O. 
intot1lla.tion. 

Ccmputer-.ba:.«t syatea 
containIng de"criptiol'\S and 
lIIOdus opertlnd.( ot arrl!istect 
persons VAS uaed'to retrIt:llti 
persons ma:tchirq the descl;'ip_ 
ticn and M.O. on the burglary 
report. 

ComPUter-bas~ BYat«l18 con
taining infornation IrCIII 
pawn slips (person .,nq 
property desc.rJpt'!'ons) oitFl4 
fro:n burglary FOperty , 
reports 'descdpt.tOD of the 
property) "'ere used to assist 
investJq.ators WOr.idnq burg-lAr? 
cases.. ' 

ThJs actiVity ineluded:: 
• Stakeouts of suspected 

receIvers 
• Stakeouts of "stash" points 
• Undercover sales and buY'S 
• Surveillance of known 
~lars 

All projec;:s made e!forts to 
work lIIore clOSely with, 
diatrict Attorneys to imp~v~ 
the £111nq- rAte on burglary 
arrests and the chances tar 
convictions on the cases. 

:;\!~:~~!:~~S!~o~:~!er 
link A('re!lted SUspect. With 
previ(jUsly reportf::! bu.rglar-
165 ht\lIiDg' th~ s&Ile stlapaet 
ot:' vehiclfl de,criptions abd 
H.o. traits. 

All projects plactd Additional 
SlphadlJ On cl\ptudn; sus.l?ect 
PJ;'inta at the seebe of 
the bQrgbry. 

USed to encoUl'ags a..rr~st$! 
suspects to ac1mi t to Qthet 
llurglottJ.es. 

'1'Q develop work1nc] agt"ee
.lIIf!ont on acceptable support. 
fClr CAse tilitqs. 

,JJ 



APPENDIX A 

SECTION V - DECREASING THE RECEIVER MA~~ 

San San Los I Les 
Di"9o Francisco Angeles !-'ngeles Oakland Orange 
Police police Police County PROJECT ACTIVITY Police County 

Dept. Sheriff Dept, Sherift' Dept. Dept. 

--
DECREASING THE RECEIVER 

MARKET 

l. Sponsor property x x x x x x 
n lOll Program 

.. 

-. 

2 ~ Increased Pawn Shop x x x x x 
Surveillance 

3. Used Appliance Dealer x x x x x x 
Checks 

4. Appliance Rental x x x 
Dealer Checks : 

5. Garage and Swap Meet x x 
Checks 

6. published Stolen 
Property Lists x 

7 Published Business 
• Machine ID Guide 

x 
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-
COMMEllTS 

~ 

All projects encouraged 
residents to mark thei" 
property by working with 
existing community organi-
zations. lnscribing tools 
were made available to the 
public. 

All projects concen~ated on 
decreasing the recel.ver 
market for stolen property 
by frequent checks on 
locations where stolen 
property may appear. 

-
Thl.s was done through 
Block Group Captains. 

This d.ocumen\: published f~r 
field officers and investlga-
tors is used to locate 
sorial and other identifica-
tion numbers on the most 
commonly stolen business 
If,schines. 

APPENDIX B 

" DATA DEFINITIONS AND FORMATS USED IN THE EVALUATION 

This appendix provides the data definitions and 

formats Used to describe the con~unities, burglaries 
and the burglary offenders. 

• SECTION I. CENSUS DATA ELE¥£NT CODES - Contains 

descriptions of the data elements used to 

describe the communities in terms of Bureau of 
Census informatiolrl. 

• SECTION II. BUREl1.U OF CRTIUNAL S'rATISTICS 

• 

BURGLARY DATA ELEMENT CODES - Contains the 

descriptions of the data elements p:t:ovided by 

the Bureau of Cr~ninal Statistics that describe 
each burglary report. 

SECTIO~ III. BUREAU OF CRIMINAL STATISTICS 

OFFENDER DATA ELEMENT .cODES,- Defines the data 

used to describe arrest~1 Offenders. 
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Data Position 
(colUmn) 

1-2 

3-5 

6-7 

13-17 

14-19 

19-21 

22-24 

25-27 

29-30 

3t-33 

34-36 

37-3' 

40-42 

43-4S 

46-49 

4'-51 

52-54 

55-57 

59-60 

61-63 

64-66 

67-6' 

70-72 

73-75 

76-19 

19-Bl 

82 ... 84 

95-61 

88"90 

.1-93 

94-.6 

91-99 

100-102 

103-10$ 

106-108 

109-111 

1U-114 

ll5-111 

116-120 

121-123 

124-126 

127-l~~ 

130-132 

lll-U5 

136-138 

139-141 

142-144 

145-141 

146-150 

151-153 

154-156 

151-159 

160-162 

163-165 

166-169 

169-111 

112-114 

175-177 

'V" r-~ 

DatA Element 
N .... 

st 10 

COunty 

S area 

Tract 

Risk Catogory 

~roP 

_OF 

'tFPOP 

MU18 

HU 16-19 

M 20-24 

Ii 25-29 

If 30-34 

H 35 .. 39 

H 40-44 

M 45-49 

M 50+ 

ro 19 

F IB-19 

• 20-24 

• 25-29 

• 30-34 
F 35-39 

F 40-44 

F 45-49 

P50+ 

Whit~ 

Nogro 

Indian 

JaplU1 

China 

Other I 

Otl'oer 

SP Amer 

Fll1 

VI t2 

F1l3 

Pl 14 

Fl IS 

Fl I6 

F1 17 

PI 18 

F2 11 

F2 12 

F2 13 

F214 

F2 IS 

F2 16 

F~ 17 

F2 16 

F3 II 

'3 12 

P3 13 

F3 H 

"3 IS 

.3 16 

F3 11 

'3 16 

Appendix B 

Section I - Census Data Element Codes 
Crime-Specific Burglary Program 

Pescription 

~o dig!~ 1970 state code 

Three digit 1970 county .code 

TIio digit po(1e representing each of the 
puticipating law f:l'lfcrcement agencies 

Census tract number 

Alpha designata!: for e~ch of the foU%' 
risk cCXl1'nunitiea 

L • low risk 
I.K ... lcw-meq!wn risk 
HH .. high-n'IfldiUlD r~sk 
H .. high riek 

Total population In census tract 

Total male population 

Total female population 

~tumber of males under 18 years of agQ 

Number of males 18-19 yeats of age 

Number of males 20-24 years of 4ge 

Number of males 25-29 years of age 

Number of males 30-34 years of age 

Number of males 35-39 Yl!ars 9f age 

Nunber of ~ales 4()-44 years of age 

Number of males ~S-49 years ot: age 

Number of males 50 or oldar 

Number of females under 18 yearS of age 

Number of females 18-19 years of age 

NWIlber of females 20-24 yeal;S of age 

Ntlnlber of fetDalea 25-29 years of age 

NUIIber of females 30-34 yeiU:s of ege 

NUmber of females 35-39 yeanr of age 

Number of females 40-44 years of aCJe. 

Nunber of females 45-49 years (If age 

Humber of females 50 or older 

Total white ~opulation 

'1'otal negro 'pOpulation 

Total. Indian population 

Total Japanese- population 

Total Chinese pppulatiC)n 

total. other oriental population 

'total other population 

Total Spanish-~rican population 

\tousehtlld of It incotroQ le$s than $2,000 

Household of 1, income $2,000-2,999 

HOU$ohold of 1, incom£! $3,000-4,999 

Household of 1, inc~ $5,000"6,999 

Household (If 1, incOme .$7,000-9,999 

Household of 1, income $10,000"14,999 

Household of 1, income $15,000-24,99-9 

HoUSehold of 1, income $25,-000 or more 

HvusehOld of 2, incotre IUS than $2,000 

Household of :Z, income $2,000-2,999 

HOUSehold of 2, income $3,000-4,999 

Household of 2, incOlIle $5,000-6,999 

Household of 2, incO'il'lE! $7,000"9,999-

Household of 2, income ~10 .. OOO"'14 .. 999 

Household: of 2, income $15,000,,24,999 

Househ01d of 2, incOme $25,000 or 'cnOre 

Household of 3, income lesa than $2,000 

Household of 3, inO::Hl'le $2,000-'2,999 

Household of 3, income $3,000-4,999 

UOUSQhold of 3, income $5,000-6,999 

RDUSbhold of 3, income $1,000"9,999 

Household of 3, ineouut $10,000-14,999 

household of 3, intome $15,000-24,999 

Household of 3, income $25,000 or more 
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OatA Position 
(Column) • 

HB-lao 

181-193 

164-166 

187-189 

190-~92 

193-195 

196-19B 

19'-~01 

202-204 

205-201 

208-210 

211-213 
214-216 

217-219 

220 ... 222 

223-225 

226-229 

229-231 

232-234 

235-237 

238-240 

241-243 

244-246 

241'-249 

250 .. 252 

253-255 

256-25B 

259-261 

262 ... 264 

265-261 

269-270 

271-273 

274-276 

277-219 

260-262 

263-265 

296-29a 

289-291 

292-2.4 

295-291 

298-300 

301-303 

304-306 

301-309 

310"312 

313-315 

316··31e 

319-321 

322-32-4 

325-327 

328-330 

331-333 

334-336 

337-339 

340-342 

343-345 

346-346 

349-351 

352-316 

Data Element 
Name 

P4I1 

F4 12 

F4 13 

F4 '14 

F4 IS 

F4 16 

F4 I? 

F4 16 

p5 II 

FS 12 

FS 13 

FS !4 

p5I5 

F5 16 

FS 17 

FS 18 

FG 11 

F6 :I2 

FG 13 

F6 14 

FG IS 

F6 16 

FGI7 

F6 IS 

TFAM 

TFFH 

HEO'lR 

HEl"8 

HE9-12 

HE13-16 

HEl'?+

FEOYR 

rel-8 

FE9-12 

FE13-16 

FE17+ 

PROF 

"""AGE 

AO'l'HER 

HE\! 

HUH 

FEM 

FUM 

POOOC6B+ 

PROC68+ 

HEDVM. 

HEDRENT 

CM60-10 

CM40-GO 

0039-

RGO-70 

MO-GO 

R3'
UNIT1 

\]NIT2-9 

trlITIO+ 

MOB~R 

OV&QCR 

PADDING 

Description 

Household of 4, income less than $2,000 

Household of 4, income $2,000"2,999 

Household of -4, incorne $3,000"4,999 

Household of 4, incomo $5,000-6,999 

Household of 4, incotr\e $7,000-9,999 

Household of 4,- incolfe $10,OOD-~4 ... 999 

Household of 4, income $15,000-24,999 

HOllseho1d of 4, income $25,000 or tnore 

Householt\ of 5, income less than $2,000 

Household of 5, income $2,000-2,999 

HoUsehold of 5,· inC()rne $3,000-4,999 

Household of S, income $5,000-6,999 

Household of 5, income $7,000-9,999 

Hous~hold of 5, income $10,000-14,999 

Houst:hold of 5, income $15,000-24,999 

Household of 5, income $25,000 or more 

Household of 6, incOl!\e less than $2,000 

Household ot 5, income $2,000"2,999 

Household of 6 J inc::ome $3,000"4,999 

household of 6, income $5.000 .. 6,999 

Household of 6, income $7,000"'9,999 

Household of 6, incCI'l\e $10,000-14,999 

Household of 6, incotM $15,000-24,999 

Household of 5, income $25,000 ot' more 

Total ;r"urrbtJr of families 

'total numbtr of families with femaln head 

Male with no educa.tion 

Male 1-a years. school 

Male 9 ... 12 years school 

Kale 13 .. 16 years school 

.Male .17 or mote years of school 

Female with no education 

Female 1-8 years school 

Female: 9-12 years school 

Female 13 .. 16 years school 

Female 17 or more years of school 

Total employed professional 16 and ovet: 

T(ltal employed managers 16 and over 

Total employed others 16 and over 

Total employed male 

Total unemployed male 

Total employed temale 

Total unemploysd female 

Percent owner-occupied units moved 
into 1968-1970 

Perc~nt renter-occupiecS units: Il"Owd ihto 
1966-1910 

Median valu,," 

Median cash rent 

o.mer-oc::cupied built 60-10 

owner-o(:cupied built 40-S9 

Owner-occupied built befote 1940 

Renter-unit built 60-70 

Renter-unit; built 40-59 

Ranter-unit built before 1940 

Structures with only 1 unit 

structures with '2 .. 9 Ul'titd 

Structllre~ with 1-0 o;r JIOre uni ts 

Mobil homes ot' trailers 

population in units with 1. S1 OJ; me!.) 
peuona: per rQam 

Padding 

Appendix B 

Section II - B . . ureau of Cr~m~na1 Statistics 

~URGLARY DATA ELEMENT CODES 
Cr~me SpecifiC-Burglary Program 

~c~·~~~~~·'~~F=~II-;'D.~t~'~El~~;;nt~-r------------------------______ _ ' (Col=, NaJII& 

I-s 
6-11 

12-17 

18-23 

24 

I.qency n\lll:ber 

crill!!: nport 
nwrber 

Da I:c reported 

Date oCCQrred 

Day OCcut"red 

r ' 

Description 

StMdard b-:S a'Joney codes 

!;:~~t hUl!lb~r aslJ!~ by part!c!patin9 

Ii-digit data when report WIUI taken 

!::!9it date lndiCAtod .en the npo«- <liS thl:! 

betwe:C::~te!; :: ~:!az~c;;':!t 
o - :speCified or unlSateooned, ~ed whe~ 

ep~ I:':r:re~ ~!,~~:: bacauae o! l! 

1 - Sunday 

2 - Monday 

3 - TuI!Isd,ay 

4" - Wodnesday 

5 - 'ltIunday 

6 - Friday 

7 - saturday 

8 - :::e:a~=":d-F~~lt11e 4PPrtlX1l11atoly 

~ ::i~ but .f4116 ~t!:: ::~4;xact 

9 .. :::e~a~rl~ovn - 801110t1=e appttlJW:Iately 
code M1 ay and Honday. USI! the Weekend 
Konday. ~ the SPan falls bet'\ff:!ftn Fdday MId 

o - unSPI!Ic!!!ed or undetaJ:minod 

1 - Homing (approximetaly , Nt .to 12 noon} 

2 - Afternoon (approxilMtftly 12 noon to 5 PH) 

3 .. Evening (apprcxilllstoly 5 PH to rrddni9ht) 

<4 - .Early .morning: lapprozUutely ld.dn!ght: til 1 AAJ 

5 - ;c::t~1d:~ng- nightti:rle (aPPt'OxU!ately 

6 - ;c:t!:: s d~fng daytifr18 (lI.,ppl"o)tblately 

7 - ::::~t~! :::!f IInnJinq (appraxi-.stely 

6 - ~~:~ to =ming (app~tely 5 PH 

9 - SqlUlt1~ wi thin 24 hour period 

ot' - unspecittod 

01 - :::f!:n::U!Y~. 'rhb inclUdes 411 

It in, elUdes ::~g~~:~a::~~do~od~!OlUt •• 
1'118 denc.. 

02 - Aput=ene./dupI1l!'.lCu. -rhb include. 11, 
mult.1ple rental lInits, flAt8, high r~se. 
ti~:u~::r::: complen. and any 
establishment.. or behind COIm:llJr1::1a1 

03 - :.:!al1IQdq!.ng - this includes OCC\lp1ed 

short t~ r:' e=~~s r:! =y ~::r 
04 - ~1! adler re$ldences. Thb includes tDObU~ 

.=~:~'i!::iy .:::e !t~~ ~ buildinlJll, 

05 and other nuiden.t1al ";soci:te~ b~ft:~:s. 
- :etll1libuai.nt;lSs/Bervice.. 'this ine1ude;s 

d~lU\dri ea, ~ cleaneta, ~8taurMts, bars 

Shop":: :!J ::i:e~~~·~h:;=~O~~·~:lnea~ 
=s~c:r:;~l~pan;~:l:. or p!rt~rma a service 

06 - P4t:.Ul bU8J.nfJS8/~t!o.. This includes 
supermarkets, department lltares, hardw"ro 
statu, jewelry ataros MIS pawn slu)ps. Any 

::j:'e~:e::io~~itrlArilY !lli!. lteq a:s ita 

07 - "Uto dealer8/sale.s lota. 'this includes nov 
~i" b:ftes rOCl~ .• ulled cat" lot buildings And 
i! ~n9' a.:;ao¢iat.ed \lith car 8alea. If 
o~ t::r= u:!l~ ~;~OCJ.a"d with !:he sarvica 

08 - pr~ato offiC1!s. 'this includu al~ offiC1!8 

:~ an a:t~:; ~~~e~t~i~:~~di~::' otficcs 

09 - :~~~f:~ ~:i~O::!t~' nrLtr ineludeo 
and is u.nder alntrol o! the =e~en rqntD~ 
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30 

Card l'o.J.t1on 
(Colu::n) 

2B 

Data Element 
N""" 

Point of entry 
or attetnJ?t 

Tool used 

1 - Not "pacified or I.1nkno.m 

2 - 0001' 

3" - win~ 

4" - :;it;:t)'tttc-exhting CIPOnlnq (duct 

5 - Wall .exlat1nq ope"!nq {wnt, chut .. , duct) , 
Ii - Floor or bUe1!lQnt 

7 - Conceal_nl: or hidinq. ntia i. usad when 
:eiburglar enter. lJ Jl:tore; .10,& inll'tance .. 

e~~r~c!~q:: ~~:: :~~~: :~~ar ' 
clolles and then conait;s th,e>b~1aJ:Y. 

8 - JIDot - ~.s openinq. 

o - Wall - rWc.es opening. 

X - "11 othet" 

o - ~:: e=:-'9A~!:'.Pt onl!i~ Ent.ry 1a 4t.telfPted 

1 - Not specttie4 or UnltnCM\ 

2 - 'No lorce. Door or wirufow is left Imloc)(ed 
screen ia rellDved t;o open un100;::ked window. ' 

3 - ::: :~" ktly. "loclt defest1hg d(tvic;:e is 

plaYinq ~a:~ as~t.ck~/:!:B '~;;. witll celluloId, 

4 - !:!:=u:r ji=rles door~ ~b is wed when a 
such as a:na\lnt of t O rl;8 is \I..!Ied to gain ent 

pryinq a ~:v~: ;:u;!;i~i~!:t;:Ock, tYl 
S - ~:':; =:::~s~~h:;. :~lttt: of: ~n(ry. 

1s uaed fluch as b lilt! CiJWIe· bOre fOtC1! 
or BllllUlhinq a· wi.n~ow o~f} ::";;J.ndoV", lOtainq 

~!:c!:1~an be with hands ·orn;:o:r:~!.!:g 
6, - SINS,. Do~S, ·bums. 'nI!.!s enteEl!ld wh 

:n=c!~ uud to cut, burn or boA to :::~ur 

7 - ::i:}~:II~r :!~o!~~n=d .. ~lIneyer an 
..... usell. 

8 - ~:!.;ai:!~t.;aan:~ltred when a tunnel 18 

X - A~ othet'. 'this JJ, elJt:!lrod when the =ethod 
us doe, not; seem to !it MY other category. 

1 - Not spec1fied or unknown 

2 - Hands,. .!eet~ DadU, EQru 

J - tcck defeating tool (kay, celluloi4, shbl.l 

'4 ,.. Reachinq tool (flahpole, C:Oat hang-lilt) 

5 - Pry1nl] tool {aCrmtddver. prybarJ 



C&td Paalt!on 
(Colwrnl 

31 

II 

3~ 

Data £lelD01\t .-

Extant of loa8 

Property dam.g8 

3S Clearanc:a 

Section II 

6 .. 1.lbpact tool (hOllDC!I:, rock) 

7 - CUttinq or forcing toot (dtill, ....... , pipe 
wnnch, knUe) 

B .. Durning tool (torch, purntn9 bar) 

9 .. ElCplOlive t.ool 

X .. At! ~:J: to l;Onuder h how tho tool v~ 
!ed rathl:lr than its intended purpose. For 
e:tlUllPle, Ii dr111 could be thtoorn throug\: 
Window. i.t\ w.lch calle an b{)Act tool you 
be coded. 

C) .. No loa. 

.l.-Upto$9 

2 .. ~lO t.c:- $49 

l .. ;50 to $99 

.~ .. $100 to $199" 

5 .. $200 to $499 

6 .. $500 to $999 

7 .. $1 ,000 to $4 _999 

B - $5,000 to $9,999 

9 .. $10,000 ... 

.. l.(IlIS not reported.. 't'hia b entend when 
X then is .a lOIU!! but the f»mer doc!s not kn(JW 

the value, or when the vllue cannot ~ 
determined. 

Y .. No loss .. ott.nCler awrehen~ at scene. 

o .. "::It ,llpet:lfied or Wlehle to d4temine. 

1 - No dazuqe done (used key, walked in). 

2 - Kinor ~IJI: (j.bnie., pri.u) 

3 ... Moderate da!aaqe (cut, broke, ban, 8lIw) 

t .. xajor damaqe (l!iephy windov IItIIMh, l'Galic::!OU8 
property ~e :Uud.de, vre~1Ii and tiJars up 
pnmise, 

S ... AttAcked aafa 

6 ... Exl;n_ dAlll.age (elfPlosicm, burning) 

a .. unknown, not specified, nothing taken 

1- f'k)t'I8y 

2 .. Negothble iteft15 (checks, ctedlt. cards, 
sOcUritie.' • 

3 .. JewG11Y/!U'rII 

4 .. Soft tlaleabla ttelll$ (clothing', !urnitun, 
bcu1dLnq) 

5 .. Hud saleable it.e1Nl (T.V.'., stereot, 
appliances, radios). 

6. .. Dtuqs 

7 .. FtreatmS 

a - £)cplcdwa 

9 .. IteN fro~ in.id~ ufo 

X .. ~lb=;~:riU watt! !:'Ore than one itom 
is taken (wbith ia the IllAjority), the II'K:lst 
numerous item or the aost oxpenai~ is 
entered. 

o .. Not .pacified or unltnCllffl 

:t .. Obc:mtdred by or on return ot It'ict.1m .. 
'nlb val~e vill be en'tered for coYt 
ted4entlal burqla.rlaa. 

2 .. SMI!OIle othOl:' the.n. vict1A (neJ.ghbor, friend, 
rel&'d.vel .. tullidentlal ou.ly. 

3 .. Dillcovond nut -,.,orkin9 day (~rchl. 
only). 'rhh ls I!!nternd for mat of t:l\n 
l;XIa:I8rcial b\ll"91wea. 

4 .. Pulling cit1un ()r phone c~laint. by citizen. 

S - Victill returna while ~urghry in prog'C'Osa. 

6 - VJ.ctLIII an- prealses at: tiM ot hurglary ~ 

1 .. PAS"ing patrol.nwl. or security quarc1. 

B - BU1'9lary a.l~rIII 

X" All oth~r 

a .. Not speci fh,r 

1 .. Not cleared, ope.n CASe. 
in lIIOat of the (:68ec. 

l - Clunct eXCdPtion.dly 

3 .. Clure4 by Arrest 

'l'hb code. 1ft entend 

(continued) 

36-40 

41 

42 

4l 

44 

•• 

47 

7a 

,. 

'" 
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CensUS tract 
area 

Street lights 

VlsthiU,ty 

InspeCted 

BCS NWIbol:' 

Dog present 

Doq effect 

tD 

~ - 'l;leared by arrest of offender in AnOther 
jurhdic:t.ion 

5 - Cleand ;,r death of offender 

6 - Cue P;'OWi.!l unfounded 

7 - ClA .. if1e.t1Qn changed f%tl'" burg:lary to 
other crblll 

B .. All otbei; 

6-digit. cenSUS" trAct nudJer 

Ouuido artiticial It¢lta during houn Clf 
d.u'ltnOS'tf .treet ~l9'htB wJ.thin loo feet Of 
prelllille. 

l .. 'Yea 

, - Ho 

3 - unkhcf,m or not specified 

4 .. All othflr 

Point of entry U\!hted 

1." Yes 

:2 .. No 

3 .. onknown en:: not Ilpec:1f'ie4 

4 .. All other 

VillibUity of point of entry 

J. .. Hot visible t.o normal petrol activity 

1 - Notmal1y viaibla but COllceated by shrubbery 
or oth~r rt!IuovLble obstruct!on. 

.3 .. Opan, yhible to norual patrol. activitY 

4 - other 

1 .. Premia. no~ allm*l 

2 .. Pnudse contains ailent allU1ll 

l .. Premi •• cont&i1ls w4ible AlanG 

4 .. OUler 

1 .. Nbt allmDllld 

1 .. Alarlb!td .. al41'llt operated 

3 .. Alar2lW:ld .. dam did no!:; "PIIratfl 

4 .. AlaL'DMfd .. .dam det~J1ced by su.peet 

5 .. Other "' 

1 .. Yes prembo J)lS~crt.ed prior to bUr91ary 

:2 .. Yes pre:ra;,.;'-not iIlspec:ted prior to burgllltY 

l .. Othex;/-

5~!:j[.t code nUlliber. 

.. ·· .. -~t di9it - "gency 
•• ,~'" 2nd, -Jrd, 4tt\ d1ljlt • pGge nunber 

5th diljit - ltea n\Wber, on p&CJe 

1 .. 1'011 ... doc] present on pre=i~ j 

2 - No .. .doq not p11u'ent on prw.IIe 

3 .. Not llpocif1e4 

1 .. Yea .. dog VQ effective 

2 .. No .. dol] not eUtlctive 

3 .. Hot specified 

1 .. rea .. proposrty vas ldantUJ.ed WJ.tJl ndal 
, ntullberll etched on property 

2 .. No .. Pl'C)pClrty not identUied 

3 .. Not speeUl4d 

Card PbSiticn 
(Col.wm) 

2-7 

2S 

2. 

21-32 

37 

3a 

Crime report 
n\JDOet' 

Arreat charge 

Nw:iJor of partfte.l."lj 

Appendix B 

Section III - Bureau of Criminal Statistics 
Offender Data Element Codes 

Crime Specific-Burglary Program 

Dellcnpt.t.on ~'------~--~------------,----------------------------------CaR Polli tion Data IUC\!Int 
(ColU1n1'1) JlAIbO 

one~diglt nwrbar asaigned to each 
Particip~t1n9 agency 

six-digit n\ll'li)er aaa1sned by each 
participllting agency 

'1'h.ia itefll w.u not provide~ 

1\to-cUqit nUl!'ber representJ.n1j the ~xa~ 
age of the otfender 

o - Unknown 

1 - Undor 18 

.2 - la-l, 

3 - 20-24 

4 - 25-29 

5 - 30-34 

6 - 35-39 

7 - 40-44 

a .. 45-49 

9 - 50 &hd .O'lrer 

1·· Hal-..hit;e 

2 - M41e-Hex!can-~rican 

3 - KAle-Nelj«l 

4 .. ".ale-.Americ~ Indi4n 

5 - Hale-other 

6. - Female_"M te 

7 - 1"4IMle-~x!CAn-AlDer!C&h 

e - f'emo!lle-Neql'O 

9 .. reule-At:Ierl..:an Indian 

o - Fe1l\ale-otl\er 

X ~ Unspecified 

Six-d1q i t nwroet representing the date the 
off~ncMr VM arn!laud. 
MWDD/yr 

a .. t1nkn~. not ,Stated 

1 .. On Pl1!lIi:c:es 

2 .. Flee!n!} scene or .in v1cinlty After 

3 - Cltlun arretlt or hold 

.... ;.p~ or known vant; 

S .. Arrested «I IlthCl:' cha:rg:e 

6 - Warz:ant 

7 .. Institutional hold 

8 .. Reaaonable CilU88 

9 - othlltr 

'l'hr'l8-dJ.qit number representi'nlj the charqea 
at arrellt. Standard BCS codes au used. 

1 - LoM offender 

2 .. 'l'io offenoon 

J .. 'lhrtle otlendeu 

4 - Pout" offenders 

5 - l"i~ oUendttrs 

6 .. six offenders 

1 - Sewn o.f;fendnra . 

B - Eight otfcnders 

9 .. Nine or II\Ore offencan 

o .. l1nXnOlm 

one-d!.9it. nwnbar representing the dlst4llC& 
tha offenBC OCCUrred in :t:olat.ion to oUender 
reaiddlce. (This element of infon:l4tion w.u 
not provided. 

o ... vndeteminl!'d 

1 ... Within <me lhile 

2 .. ono to throQ miles 

3 ... Three tI) tive miles 

4 - F.iva to ten llliles 

S .. M:Jre thOtl ttln miles 

3. 

40-4'5 

46 

47 

48-50 

51-56 

57 

Sa 

59~61 

.s 
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D!Qpos1Uon dat4) 

(I.ot.oer c:ourt 
filinlj) 

(I.o\Ier c:ourt 
d1.t1po..ttlon) 

(COnvicted cha.rqesJ 

(DispO:Jitlon date} 

(Conviction levol) 

(Convictad offense) 

(Conviction data) 

!Sentence) 

DIIscriptiOO 

o .. l.Indet~Z1ItI.n"cI 

1 .. Raleued (adultll OI'1ly) 

2 .. Juvenile relenad, or counSeled and relea .. d 

3 - F¥leaaed to other judGdiction 

4 - -"1ade!rleanor COlllpla!nt 

5 .. Felony ooillplaint 

6 - Juvenile - petition requeated ot' fUed Or 

ret'erted to probation ~Pa.rt:lenl; or proba
tion officer 

7 .. Hendlftd by POlice agBnC}' juverUle bur4a~ 
B - JIoleilljed oriq. chat'l;le, hllld on other; 

charql\'S or W'4rrIll1t$ 

9 - Other 

Six-digit nUilber repr(u,entinq the d.ilte on 
..uch the 1aw enforCUIIl:nt Aljency dhposftd ot 
tho cue. ~/DP/Yr 
000000 Date undetetm!n."d 

l ,... Felonf 

2 .. KisdelM&nOr 

1 .. Acquitted 

2 - DiBadaaed 

J - Cortlt!ed juvenUe ~w:t 

4, - Convicted ada~ar.or 

5 - Convieted Dlilldea""anor 11b(5) P.C. 
6 - ffeld to a~lIWer 

1 .. Certified 'to superior t:ourt 

a - L~68 ".c. 
9 .. ather 

'lhrel!~d{qLt n\tl!ber representing the 1cl'.U;r 
c:oure convic:tlon chUflu. Standard BCS 
C:Oc!flll am used. 

S1x-d!g!t n~er (fOflDD/yrJ representing the 
date. of the lower eourt dil!lposltion. 

o - ntallliased - o~ off ca.hndaJ: 
1 - D1I'Nned 

2 - Subm.J.tted on transcript .. acquitted 

3 - Submit.ted on t.ranscript; _ c:onvicted 

" .. Acquitted by jury or il\SMI!! at comllsBion 

S - Acquitted by court or jnsane ./It ccrnmisaion 
6 .. Convicted - odginal piea Qf guilty 

, .. Convicted .. nat gUilty plea changed to guilty 

a .. Convictad - jury 

9 .. Convicted .. CQurt 

" .. ConSOlidated Qr c.umbinl:!d 

1 .. felony aa chat"g:ed .. felony sentence 

2 .. 1'elony .u cit4l'1ed .. Iltbddmaanor sentenCf! 

3 - Pelony as chal;'lJed .. 17 P.C~ 

iii - tesser feiony - felony aenl;ence 

.$ .. tesser felony - m!sdel!l\tanoJ: sentence 

& .. Lesser felony .. 17 P.C. 

7 - r.easer mhde~anor 

tbrea-diq!t n\lll'ber representinl) the 
c:onviction offenso~ .1he standard Des 
codell are us~. 

Six-4iljit n_er (KM/OD/yr) representing 
the ~at8 of the SUperior Cout"t d!spottitJon 

Q .. Doath 

1 - Prison 

l-" CYA 

3 - flrobation (supervised) 

4 - Probation and jall (superv\sedl 

5 .. SW!Da.ly ot' COUrt probation (non-llupervhed) 
Or probatJ.on lU1d jell (non-superviaedl 

6. .. .tail - note - 1 day iluapended .. count all 
jc.il only 

7" Probation and jail, same lIlngtl\ of time 
~ - Pine 

9 - ~tlt.rm1l1ate COIfIbltmont. as se:,;ua} p.ychOp4~ 
X - eRe (l051 W * I) 



~J!'AA~ -,-_I"' P"' ··"f? F .~ ."" t-

Cud Posltl4;m Data Uelbllnt 
(Columnl HarM 

11 (Jail terlll) 

7l Prior roeord 

Section III (continued) 

Description 

o _ U14er 1 yea~ 

l-L ... undDr2 
'2 _ '2 ... u:vter J 

3_3_undar.f 

4-4--un4er5 

S-5-un4er6 

6-G-un~rla 

7 .. 10 and over 

1 - Pd.son untence ilmposed and sUIP6~ded 
2 .. J Idl scnte:lce ltl:P05\'".d 4l\d SUspended 

3 .. N(J illlPOdeJan Ot' unwn« - felony b 
CQnvicted I)ftenlo 

Ij .. No 11q1OsiUon of lentente .. Ill-lad"Manor 
Iv CClI\victed offense 

5 - No l~it1on o[ aentflnc: .. - JlliadfllllllMlOr 
ia dec:l&"4 at $Qntencih<) (17 P.C.) 

6 .. Proba~on denied .. prison ausp4tndlld 

"1 - ProbaUon denied" jail .ulpended 

I) .. 1-29 .. unltor 1 IIOIlth 

t .. 10 .. L IIIOtIth 

1 .. ~1 .. 60 .. 2 IIlOntha 

'3 .. 61-90 - '3 t'IOnths 

4 .. '1-12.0 .. 4 1IIOti~. 

5 .. Ill-ISO - 5 IAC)ntha 

6 .. 151-l10 .. 6 and 7 IftOr\tba 

7 - .11l"~10 - II Ilt1d , tAOnths 

':'- ~ ~'~-3:SO ... 10 Md lllDCln.tha 

., .. 3Jl-365 Md over _ 12 montha Md owr 

o .- ~t given 

1 .. Ilnder $5C) 

2 .. $50 .. under $100 

3 .. $1011 .. under $250 

4- .. $250 - Ul\der :;500 

~ .. $500 .. 1mder $1,000 

6 .. $1,000 .. undu $5,000 

1 - $5,000- Md owr 
One-digit code npre8llntiltg rftcord prlc)J~: to 
date of current: arrllat:. 

I. flo prior Zl!cor4 

X .. No prior :u-nata 

1"1:. M.l.nor prior HC<:Ird 

a - 1 or :a. amatll only - h~ dbposit:ion 
ql.ven 

1 - 3 to ., arreats - no d1sJ;lOait;iona or 
1 or :.I convictions of lus than 90 
days jail or ptobation of lese than 
1 yean 

:.I .. Q or II:IOre arrests ,- no dispositions 
Dr 3, 4 Ot S o;mvi~tiona of less that! 
90 days at' probati()n of lea, thAn 1: 
Yeses. 

3 .. 6 or 1IIOre o:mvict1ona of lou than "0 
day. or p~4tion ot len than 2. years. 

1"lr. Kajor prior ",cord 

4 .. 1 or 1 crnvicUons of 90 d~·s 'ail or 
ilion! or probat:ion of 2 yelln or .,n 

5 .. 3 or rIlUR convictions of 90 daya j all 
or UIOre pr0b4tion o! 2 yeats Dr' non 

tv. prior prison record 

6 .. 1 prisM COl\lIIdtllWrlt:, Md no tlCU 
than 1 IIIoIljor 

7 .. ~ p.dson COI\CIit=ent. \oI'ith 1 or II'Drfl 
~jo", 

6 - 2 prison o:n=d.tlIIen~ 

9 .. '3 or ~re prison ~1fIII! tlneJ\ta 

Note!l, .. en. c~tmBn\: frolll juvenile court .. 
'major co~w.tction 

- aA colll!d.tllltln':. !rtllII aupodor court • 
priaon .tntance 

.. y~ tonIliwent (Federal COurt) • 
priDM almt"lnce 

... flllldl!rAl JUvanUe tllflbl~cy At"e 
CfI=U UVI\1t: .. Njor 

- !".~ral CQlUIlt~t: 'of 13 IIIOnthlt or 
1"8111 .. :Q~~r convic:tion 

"; 
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Cllrd l'oaltlon 
(Co.lwm) 

75 Drut; \!Sed 

77-'79 ttnterval) 

Ducdptlon 

.. FfilderAl. collnitll'll!nt of o .... r LJ, II'Ontha • 
Prison ~ent.ence 

- Rafor.Qtory comitlMnt- Df jU\'enilo • 
~ajor conviction 

.. ~'orSllatory colltd.t:IDt!nt o.e adult.or 
Prison lIenience 

.. Probation lllllll than 2 yean .. mlnor 

.. P.td;lation :I years or JIIOt'II • tu}ot': 

-; C):tC ot' HOSO .. IUjor 

- All dne;; ceded .. tUnOr 

- PV with a naY COWtlllent, ~unt pnll!oue. 
com broent. as .. pr1son 

WOO -- tIS Dstll,,-t.ion a'Xracb .. raajor
i[ Wli;ier 13 mlithl 

.. Patullled "'I 1168 P.C ... CO\Ul,t .. priaon 
if t:Ur. ill a y~U' Or nlre 

o - !lot: W'Ider ULy to=d =ent 

1 - On pa.tole .. Do.partMnt Of COn:ectionli 

a .. On parolo - caU!om!a: Youth Authority 

4 .. Calit:9mia probation 

S .. C:nl1!ornh jUYenU,: probation 

6" .. Other judsdiction pmbatlon 

, .. Other judsdictlon parole 

8 - eR1: parol0 

1) .. Salving tel'll in prison (not. to be used 'WhClIt 
OTC .... h.c 'ldthtn a few IIIOnths) 

X .. ServIng tqrlll in other In.t!.tut1on 

One-di9lt nUllber 'r1!preunt1nq prior druc] 
involvelo1mt of the uffendar. 

o .. OnlmI...m, not statfld 

1 .. HarJ.jU.utol 

1 - t.an90rOlU! drugs 

3 ... OpiAtea 

4 - ether dt\1l}lI 

5 .. Marijuana and dan90rou1 drugs 

6 .. Marljlhna anll opiate. 

7 - KArijuana, ~ietu and dangerous dtuq:r 

a .. DangeroWJ dr1Jgs and Ol'iaUI 

Cl_diq1t. coda npreaonting the prior bUr1]1ary 
l;'t'cord and r¢la:tI!td ott~.~. ,dor to ilate of 
cul.::'1!nt a.r~et. 

1. No prior record for but91ary, theft: or 
reeehinlJ stolen property. 

X .. No pdor aneats 

It" t\inor prior record for burglary, theft 
or receivinq' stolen proptlrty 

Itl. 

o - 1 or ~ arrest. onl}' _ no dh~Jtion 
.i ..... 

1. .. '3 to '1 ane.tII .. no dispositions or 
1 or '2 convictions of leas \:han 90 
days :la1.1 or pcoba:t:J.on of l_u thNJ 
2yues 

'2 .. e or 1IOr8 arrftst:a .. no dbpoa1tic:n8 
or 3, 4 (It" 5 c:onvic:tiol\!l of hili thM 
90 days ot" probation ot less than 
l years 

3 .. 6 or ~re convict:ions of less than 
!)Q ~y8 Or prObation of less than 
2 YOilrtl. 

MAjor pdor ~c:ord fo::: burg:laxy, tlle[t 
or 't1Icelvin9 stohn property 

4 .. 1 or '2 convictlonlll o[ 90 d-oya 1all or 
IIIOre or l!~bat1on of '2 y*a'CS or tI\Ore 

5 .. '3 or ..ore convict.iona of 90 day. jall 
or II'Ore i;)r probation af 2 'yean or I:IOrll 

IV. Pnlbr pr:1aon record for burgla.ry. \:heft or 
recoe1v1ng stelen propertY 

6 .. 1 pt;laon cotldtment, lind no Il'Ore than 
~ ~lSjor 

7 .. 1 pr1aon connitlMlnt, with 2 or- IDCre 
liIajc:s 

a .. :2 priGa'! colltd tlnI:nts 

9 ... 3 or,Nt;e prison c:aru:d ~.t\ta 

tiN int:uval of arre_t to final disposit:1on, in 
=on1:h • .:I ... ·ld tenths of aonthJJ. 

APPENDIX C 

ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

This appendix contains profiles of community 

characteristics, burgla.ries I and burglary offend
ers. The profiles are presented as simple tables 

of comparative percentages and totals. 

• SECTION I - SUMMARy OF MAJOR FINDINGS 

Presents highlights of the data found in the 

remainder of the appendix. 

• SECTION II - THE BURGLARY PROFILE _. Presents 

a comparison of the reported details about 

the burglaries. experienced by each of the 

four risk communities during the twelve

month Crime-~pecific Program. 

• SECTION III - THE BURGLAR OFFENDER PROFILE 

NOTE: 

Presents a comparison of the characteristics 

of offenders who were arrested, and of their 

arrest dispositions by each of the four risk 
communities. 

Because of rounding, total percentage shown 

in tables do not always equal 100 percent. 
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APPEND;I:X C 

SECTION I - SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS 
, 

Burglary Rates 

• Community burglary rates increase as the following factors increase: 

(1) Percentage of males under age 25. 

(2) Percentage of non-white population. 

(3) Percentage of families with female heads. 

(4) Percentage of persons over 25 with less than 8 years of formal 

education. 

( 5) Percentage of households with less than $5,000 annual income. 

( 6) Percentage of overcrowded households. 

• Community burglary rates decrease as the following socio-economic 

factors increase: 

(1) Percentage of owner-occupied dwellings. 

(2) Median value of monthly rent. 

(3) Median value of private homes. 

• The Low Risk community averaged 5.1 burglaries per 1,000 population 

for the year and was characterized by the highest average levels of 

education and income and by the lowest levels of minorities and youth. 

• The Low-Medium Risk community averaged 11.7 burglaries per 1,000 

population'and was characterized by the second highest average levels 

of minorities and youth. 

• The High-Medium Risk community averaged 19.6 burglaries per 1,000 

population and was characterized by the third highest levels of 

education and income and by the third lowest average levels of 

~inorities and youth. 

• The High Risk community averaged 35.1 burglaries per 1,000 population 

and was characterized by the lowest average levels of edUcation and 

income and by the highest levels of minorities and youth. 
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• Residential burglaries account f . or more than 70 percent of all 
burglaries. 

• Single family homes are the preferred targets 
of burglars with a rate 

of 31.1 burglaries per 1000 homes ~s compared . 
, Wl. th the apartment rate 

of 25.4 burglaries per 1000 apartment units. 

Burglary Times 

• Burglary is a 7 day a week problem, lth 

• 

a ough Fridays show the highest 
percentage of Residential burglaries, while Sundays 

percentage of CoftiIl1ercial/Industrial burglaries. 
show the highest 

Residential burglaries occur more frequently during daylight hours, 

while Commercial/Industrial. burglaries occur more frequently during 
the hours of darkness. 

Burglary Entries 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

94 percent of all burglaries involve entry through either a door 
(58.8 percent) or a window (35. 2 percent) • 

62 percent of the chosen entry points are not visible to normal patrol 
activity •. 

The entry points of niqhtt~""'e burglar~es. 
-~" • are unlighted in 63.8 percent 

of the cases. 

63 percent of the burglaries . . requl.re el.ther no force or only mj,nor 
force to gain :ntry. 

Bo~ily force or simple hand tools are all that is used to gain entry 

in more than 90 percent of all burglaries. 

!:!'operty Taken 

• Residential burglaries showed a higher average dollar loss than did 

Commercial/Industrial burglaries·. R 'd . ., esl. entl.a~ losses averaged $399.43 
while Commercial/Industrial losses averaged $369.75. 
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~ .... 

• 

• 

Hard 
h' and sports equipment 

saleable items l~ke ~Vs, business mac ~nes, 
b 1 'es Cash was losses in 47.3 percent of all urg ar~ • 

were the principal 
" 1 '13 2 percent of ~~e cases. the pr~nc~pal oss ~n • 

, only 5.1 percent of 
Owners could positively identify their losses ~n 

the cases. 

Bur9LI~ry Detections 

Percent of all burglaries; non
Law enforcement personnel ,detected 5 • 

• 

detected the remainder • 
victims detected 11 percent; and victims 

t f the burglaries while alarms 
Alarm systems functioned in 3 perc en 0 " _ 

percent. of the places burglar~zeQ. 
\Olere present in 7 

Case Clearances an~ Offender Profiles --
• 

• 

• 
• 

I' 

• 

burglaries were cleared while 15 percent 
17 percent of all Residential 

, land other Facility Burglary cases were 
of the Corr®ercial/Industr~a , 

cleareq,. 

50 pe7:cfmt of th~ arrested burglary offelnClers were less 

old ,and 62 percent of all offenders we:r;'e less than 20. 

92 pe,:centof the offend;rs were males" 

t~han 18 years 

More than 70 percent of the offenders operated 
wi th ·one or mor€~ 

associates. 
, records and 70 percent of those· 

43 percent of the offenders hadpr~or 

d .' burglary records.· with records ha ' p.c~or 

d had drug records of 
h offenders with prior :t:'ecor s 56 percent of t e 

various types. 

7. 8 percent were on parole and 14.7 
At the time of their arrest, 

l?ercent~ were on probation. 
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.APPENDIX C 

Section II - THE BURGLARY PROFILE 

Burglary Rates 

Table C-I shows the distribution of all reported burglaries for each of the four 

risk communities. ~he reported burglary rate per 1,000 population for all com

munities is 16.4 as compared to the statewide rate in 1971 and 1972 of 19.4 per 

1,000 pop~lation. 

Table C-2 shows the distribution of residential burglaries for each of the risk 

conununities. The rate per 1,000 single family residences shows a steady 

increase from the Low Risk community to the High Risk community. 

tern exists for apartments and duplex facilities. 

Type of Premise 

The same pa t-

Table C-3 shows the distribution of all reported burglaries for ~ach premise 

category. Throughout California, from 1969 to 1972, residential burglaries 

hcwe increased from 60 percent to 66 percent, whereas during this program 

almost 71 percent of the burglaries were against residential targets. 

Cornrnunity Type 

Low Risk 
Low-Medium Risk 
High-Medium Risk 
High Risk 

AU Cornrnunities 

TABLE C-l • 

Number of 
Reports 

551 ~ 

1,813 
2,.656 
2,743 

7,763 

PERCENTAGE OF BURGLARIES 
FOR EACH RISK COMMUNITY 

Population 
Percentage 

Target Area Rate 

7.1 107,098 
23.3 153,614 
34.2 135,431 
35.4 78,094 -

100.0 474,237 
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per 1,000 

5.1 
1 1.7 

_1 9.6 
3 5.1 

1 6.4 

" ' .. ~, 

I .. \ 
:<t 

. /t 
.~ 



TP-..BLE C-2. 

r-! 
ro !Jl 

.r! (]) 
4J .r! 

BURGLARIES BY SINGLE FAMILY 
AND APARTMENT FACILITIES 

Residential Targets 

Single Family Apartments s:: )..I 

Community Type (]) ro 
'Or-! 
.r! t:Jl 

NUJ!lDer of Rate per Number of .Rate per !Jl )..I 
(]) :::s 

1,000 Units 1,000 ~j:!) Houses 

Low Risk 40E 25,434 13.6 12,859 3.8 
Low-Medium Risk 1.,344 37,466 19.8 23,588 21.7 
High-Medium Risk J:;,800 26,525 31.0 26,632 30.5 
High .Risk :.,956 13,956 92.5 14,399 40.2 

All communities,,-'(S,506 103,381 31.1 77,496 25.4 

TABLE e M 3. PERCENTAGE OF ALL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF FREMISE 

" 

Commercial/ Other Residen.tia1 Industrial Facilities Total Community Type Burglaries 
# ,- % '# % # % 

Low Risk 551 406 73.7 106 19.2 39 7.1 
Low-Medium Risk 1831 1344 73.4 376 20.5 93 5.1 
High-Medium Risk 2656 1800 67.8 725 27.3 131 4.9 
High Risk 2743 1956 71.3 669 24.4 118 ,4 Q 3 

All Communities 7763 5506 70.9 1876 24.2 381 4.9 

Description of the BUrgla~YProfile 

This sect10n con a1ns • t' t'able's of data Wh1'C,h describe the burglary envi,ronment as 

. Data is presented for each of the reported by the six participating agenc1es. 

d f h t ory of premise,.* Each of the 20 data four risk communities an. or eac ca eg 

*ReSidential~ commercial/industrial, other types of facilities 
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elements' used by each participating agency to describe each burglary is analyzed 
and the results are p~esented in the following manner: 

• Burglary rates. 

• Where burglaries occur (premises). 

• When burglaries occur (time, day). 

• How burglaries are committed (point of entry, street lights, entry 

lights, method of entry, and tool{s) used),. 

• What items are stolen at what cost (type of property, dollar value, 

security inspection, property identification). 

• How burglaries are detected (how, when, and method of detection) a 

• What cases are cleared (clearance status and type). 

Table C-4 presents the volume and percentage of all reported burglaries by spe

cific types of premises. The highest percentages of commercial burglaries 
- , 

occur in retail sales and service fac~lities and industrial, manufacturing, and 

construction facilities. The highest percentage of other facilities burg1arie~ 
occur in schools. 

Occurrence Time -.. 
'Tables C-5 through C-B show the volume and percentage of all reported burglaries 

for each category of premise by time of occurrence. Thirty-one percent of all 

reported burglaries occur during daytime hours, while 39 percent occur during 

nighttime hours. Thirty percent indicate "unknown" as the time of occurrence. 

Forty percent of the residential burglaries occur during daylight, hour's, 

whereas 32 percent occur during nighttime hours. Eight percent of the 

commercial/industrial burglaries occur during daylight hours, While 57 percent. 

OCcur during nighttime hours. Thirty-five percent have "unknown" as the time 

of occurrence compared to 27 percent for residential burglaries. Sixteen per-
, -

cent of the other types of facilities burglaries occur during daylight hours, 

While 39 percent occur during nighttime hours. Forty-seven percent have 
"unknown" as the time of occurrence. 
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PERCENTAGES OF ALL BURGLARIES BY SPECIFIC FACILITY 

TABLE C-5. ALL BURGLARIES BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE 

commercial/Industrial 
Tint'e of Occurrence 

Offices 
Facilities Unoccupied 

Retail 
ConstrUction Financial Auto Motel/Hotel 

Community Type private storage Recreation 
Service Sells Medical 

# , # , 
# , # " # , # , # , 

11 l. # .. li , 
.5.6 3 0.5 - - - -

1.8 12 2.2 31 
3.3 2 0.4 13 2.4 10 0.1 20 3.6 18 1 0.1 8 0.4 1 

Low Risk 
2.2 20 1.1 19 1.0 31 1.7 

29 1.6 39 
LoW-Medium Risk 120 6.6 108 6.0 4.0 4 0.2 20 0.8 - -

2.3 43 1.6 .27 1.0 lOS 
179 6.7 40 1.5 61 17 0.6 

High-Medium Risk 246 9.3 3 0.1 10 0.4 
2.0 56 2.0 19 0.7 86 3.1 

7.4 14 0.5 54 
High Risk 208 7.6 202 0.2 

11 0.1 38 0.5 18 
1.7 77 1.0 253 3.3 

1.1 167 2.2 129 
594 7.7 507 6.5 85 

All Communities 

COllllIlunity Type 
Daytime .Reporting Period,. Nighttinte Reporting pericds Unknown 

Time 
0701-1200 1201-1700 0701'':..1700 0001-0700 1701-2400 1701*- 0701 

NO. t No. , NO. .. ~ No. .. No. .. No. \ No • % 

LoW Risk 34 6.2 66 12.0 54 9.8 26 4.7 83 15.1 64 !l.6 224 40.7 
Low-Medium Risk 79 4.4 227 12.5 228 12.5 130 7.2 293 16.2 234 12.9 622 34.3 

I 
High-Medium Risk 137 5.2 342 12.9' 320 12.0 214 8.1 420 15.8 395 14.9 838 31.6 
High Risk 205 7.5 421 15.3 319 11.6 265 9.7 511 ~8.,6 360 13.1 662 24.1 

All Communities 455 5.9 1056 13.6 921 11.9 635 8.2 1307 16.8 ~053 13.6 2336 30.1 

TABLE C-6. RESIDENTIAL tlIJRGLlUUES BY TIME OF OCCURREl'lCE 

Tint .. of Occurrence 
other Facilities 

Residential . church Other 
other Govft School 

Community Type single Family Apartments 
# " # 'I. # " # " # " # " # " 24 4.4 8 1.5 4 0.7 

2.7 - -
61.9 50 9.1 15 8 0.4 341 20 1.1 Low Risk 4.9 6 0.3. 59 3 .. 3 
40.4 522 28.5 90 18 0.7 

Low-Medium Risk 732 81 3.,,0 28 1.1 
5.2 4 0.2 

837 31.5 824 31.0 139 0.3 26 0.9 
High-Medium Ri.sk 72 2.6 9 

3.5 10 0.4 
1297 47.3 563 20.5 97 

High Risk 3.0 65 0.8 56 0.7 
4.4 20 0.3 236 

3207 41.3 1959 25.2 341 
All communities 

Conununity Type Daytime Reporting Period Nighttime Reporting period Unknown 
Time 

0701-1200 1201-1.700 0701;!.. 1700 0001-0700 1701-2400 1701*- 0701 

No. .. No • t NO. \ No. .. No. t No. .. No. % 

LoW Risk 32 7.9 60 14.8 52 12.8 17 4.2 71 17.5 27 6.7 147 36.2 
Low-Medium Risk 73 5.4 199 :l4.8 224 16.7 68 5.1 238 17.7 103 7.7 439 32.7 
High-Medium Risk 114 6.3 305 16.9 308 17.1 101 5.6 336 18.7 128 7.1 508 28.2 
High Risk 178 9.1 369 1.8.9 309 15.8 138 7.1 388 19.8 157 8.0 417 21.3 

All Communities 397 7.2 933 17.0 893 16.2 324 5.9 1033 18.8 415 7.5 1511 27.4 

* Broad scope reporting period because more accurate time of occurrence unknown. 

TABLE C-7. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY TIME OF ClCCURREl'ICE 

Time of Occurrence 

Daytime Reporting Periods Nighttinte Repo'rting I>eriods Unknown 
COlI1II!unity Type Time 

0701-1200 1201-1700 0701*-1700 0001-0700 ~701;'2400 1701*- 0701 

No. % No. % No. % fto. % No. .. No • .. 
-

Low Risk - - 3 2.8 1 0.9 9 8.5 . 7 6.6 31 29.2 55 51.9 
Low-Jledium Risk 4 1.1 21 5.6 2 0.5 60 16.0 45 12.0 112 28.8 132 35.1 
High-Medium Risk 18 2.5 27 3.7 7 1.0 110 15.2 66 9.1 239 33.0 258 35.6 
High Risk 23 3.4 39 5.8 7 1.0 116 17.3 104 15.5 174 26.0 206 30.1 

All Conununities 45 2.4 90 4.9 17 0.9 295 15.7 222 11.8 556 29.6 651 34.7 -
TABLE C-8. OTHER FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TIME OF OCCUP~NCE 

Time of Occurrence 

Community Type 
Daytime Reporting· Periods Nighttime Reporting Periods Unknown 

Time 
0701-1200 1201-1700 0701*-1700 0001-0700 1701-2400 1701*- 0701 

NO. .. No. .. No • % No. 'I. No. % No. % NO. % 

Low Risk 2 5.1 3 7.7 1 2.6 - - 5 12.8 6 15.4 22 56.4 
Low-MediUlll Risk 2 2.2 7 7.5 2 2.2 2 2.2 10 10.8 19 20.4 51 ,54.8 
High-Medium Risk 5 3.8 10 7.6 5 3.8 3 2.3 18 13.7 28 21.4 62 47.3 
!ligh Risk 4. 3.4 13 11.0 3 2.5 11 9.3 19 16.1 29 24.6 39 33.1 

All communities 13 3.4 33 8.7 11 2.9 16 4.2 52 13.7 82 21.5 1.74 45.6 

* Broad scope reporting period because more accurate time of occurrence unknown. 
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streetlights 'and 'Nighttime 'Burglaries 

Tables C-9 through C-12 present the volume and percentage of all reported night

time burglaries for each category of premise. In 68 percent of all reported 

burglaries, streetlights existed within 100 feet of the burglarized premise and 

in 34 percent of all burglaries, the point of entry was lighted. Residential 

areas have the lowest percentages of streetlights and entry point lighting com

pared to commercial/industrial or other type of facilities areas. 

Day of Occurrence 

Tables C-13 through C-16 show the volume and percentage of all reported bur

glaries by day of occurrence. The highest percentages of all burglaries 

reported occur on Friday and Monday. On saturday an4 Sunday (weekend) the 

average percentage of burglaries for each day is 17 percent, while the average 

percentage of burglaries for each weekday is 13 percent. 

The highest percentage of residential, burglaries also occur on Friday and Mon

day. Both weekends and weekdays experience approxbnately the same percentage of 

burglaries per day (13 percent). 

The highest percentages of commercial/industrial burglaries occur on Sunday 

(6.6 percent), saturday (6.3 percent), and Monday (6.3 percent). Weekend bur

glaries average 20 percent per day, while weekday burglaries average 11 percent 

per day. 

The highest percentages of other types of facilities burglaries occur on Satur

day (7.1 percent) and Sunday (5.8 percent). Weekend burglaries average 21 per

cent per day, while weekday burglaries average H) percent per day. 

points of Entry. 

Tables C-17 through C-20 present the points of entry used by burglars in the 

7,763 reported burglaries. 

Table C-17 is a summary of all burglaries, while Tables C-18 through C-20 pre

sent Residential, Commercial/Industrial, and Other Facility burglaries, 

respectively. 

Either a door or a window is the entry point in 94 percent of the burglaries. 
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TABLE C-9. ALL NIGHTTIME BURGLARIES BY LIGHTING 

Street Lights Entry Point Lights 

Nighttime Burglaries 
Yes No Not 

COllIII1UIli ty Type Total, Reported Yes No 

II % II 'Is ,II % II % II % 

Low Risk 173 95 54.9 78 45.1 - - 55 31.8 US 66.5 
Low-Medium Risk 657 404 61.5 248 37.7 5 0.8 227 34.6 416 63.6 
High-Med.iwn Risk 1029 733 71.2 287 27.9 9 0.9 337 32.8 662 64.3 
High Risk 1136 805 70.9 325 28.6 6 0.5 388 34.2 714 62.9 

All communities 3095 2037 68.0 938 31.3 20 0.7 1007 33.6 1909 63.8 

TABLE C-I0. RESIDENTIAL NIGHTTIME BURGLARIES BY LIGHTING 

street Lights Entry Point Lights 

Nighttime Burglaries 
Yes NO Not 

community Type Total Reported Yes NO 

II % II % II % II % II % 

Low Risk 115 60 52.2 55 43.5 - - 26 22.6 86 78.8 
LoW-Medium Risk 409 243 59.4 163 39.9 3 0~7 120 29.3 282 68.9 
High-Medium Risk 565 362 64.1 194 34.3 9 1.6 178 31.5 369 65.3 
High Risk 683 464 67.9 215 31.5 4 0.6 197 28.8 464 67.9 

All Communities 1772 1129 63.7 627 35.4 16 0.9 521 29.4 1201 67.8 

TABLE C-ll. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL NIGHTTIME BURG~JRIES BY LIGHTING 

Street Lights Entry Point Lights 

Nighttime Burglaries 
Yes No Not 

Community Type Total Reported Yes No 

II 'Ii 11 % II 'Ii II 'Ii II % 

Low Risk 47 30 63.8 17 36.2 ~ - 25 53.2 22 46.8 
LoW-Medium Risk 217 143 65.9 72 33.2 2 0.9 97 44.7 116 53.5 
High-Mediwn Risk 415 332 80.0 83 20.0 ~ - 148 35.7 257 61.9 
High Risk 394 307 77.9 86 21.8 1 0.3 167 42.4 217 55.1 

All Communities 1073 812 75.7 258 24.0 3 0.3 437 40.7 612 57.0 

TABLE C-12. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES NIGHTTIME BURGLARIES BY LIG HTING 

street Lights Entry Point Lights 

Nighttime Burglaries 
Yes No Not 

Community Type Total Reported Yes No 

II 'Ii II % II % It % ' II % 

Low Risk 11 5 45.5 6 54.5 - - 4 36.4 7 63.6 
Low-Med:L1lIIi Risk 31 18 58.1 13 41.9 - - 10 32.3 20 64.5 
High-Medium Risk 49 39 79.6 10 11.4 
High Risk 

- - ' 11 22.4 ;36 
59 34 57.6 24 40.7 

73~5 
1 1.7 24 40.7 33 55.'9 

All cOlllllunl.ties 150 96 64.0 53 35.3 1 0.7 49 32 .• 7 96 64.0 

~ 
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Not 
Reported 

II % 

3 0.7 
12 0.8 
30 2.9 
34 3.0 

79 2.6 

Not 
Reported 

II % 

3 2.6 
7 1.7 

18 3.2 
22 3.2 

50 2.8 

Not 
Reported 

II % 

- -
4 1.8 

10 2.4 
10 2.5 

24 2.2 

Not 
Reported 

II % 

'1 . 
- I -
1 3.2 
2 4.1 
2 3.4 

5 3.3 



TABLE C-13. ALL BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE 

cay of Occur:a::cnce 

=un~ty '1'ype Monday TU$sday Wednesday Thursaey Friday SatU%:day sunday Weekday* 

I • I \ , \ I \ , \ I \ , \ # \ 

).ow Risk 30 5.4 37 6.7 42 7.6 4a 8.1 55 10 .. 0 35 6.4 44 8.0 84 15.2 

Lo...,...Medium Risk 170 9.4 167 9.2 174 9.6 131 7.2 1e4 10.1 129 7.1 135 1.4 275 15.2 

High-Medium Ris': 236 8.9 249 9 •• 235 8.8 237 8.9 257 9.7 195 7.3 176 6.6 446 16.8 

High Risk 324 11.8 233 8.5 263 9.6 303 11.0 286 10~4 242 8.8 262 9.6 368 13.4 

All ComtlIunities 760 9.8 686 B.B 714 9.2 719 9.3 782 10.1 601 7.7 617 8.1 1173 15.1 

TABLE C-14. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE 

Ccmnunitl' '1'ype Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday 

I • I , # • f • 
tow Ri$k 27 6.1 29 7.1 39 9.6 43 5.7 

Low .. Medium Risk 140 10.4 142 10.6 154 U.S 113 8.' 
High-Hedilll>1 Risk 194 10.8 206 11.4 206 11 .. 4 198 11.0 

High Risk 263 13.4 180 9.2 218 U.1 260 13.3 

All Cotnmunitie$ 624 11.3 557 10.1 617 n.2 614 11.2 

*Weekday - sometime between Monday and Friday 

**Weekend - sometime between Friday and Monday 

Cay of Pt:.currence 

Friday Saturday Sunday Weekday" 

# • I \ # , # • 
49 12.1 29 7.1 36 8.9 40 9.9 

155 1l •. 5 106 7.9 111 8.3 136 10.1 

207 11.5 154 8.6 127 7.1 187 10.4 

24B 12.7 166 8.5 197 10.1 161 B.2 

659 12.0 455 8.3 471 8.6 524 9.5 

Weekend*· 

, \ 

114 20.7 

296 16.3 

438 16.5 

347 12.7 

1195 15.4 

Weekend" 

t \ 

61 15.0 

161 12.0 

194 10.8 

175 8.9 

591 10.7 

TABLE C-15. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE 

Day of Occunence 

Community Type 
Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thuraday Friday Saturday Sunday Weekday* , \ I \ I \ t \ • \ I \ H \ , \ 

La..., Risk 2 1.9 5 5.7 2 1.9 4 3.B 5 5.1 3 2.B 5 5.7 34 32.1 

Low-Medium Ri.k 25 6.6 ,3 a.a 16 4.3 16 4.3 25 9.3 18 4.a 22 5.9 1~1 29.5 

High-Med!um Ri.k 3B 5.2 36 5.0 23 3.2 34 4.7 46 6.3 36 5.0 J9 5·.4 221· 30.5 

High Risk 54 8.1 44 6.6 38 5.7 35 5.2 35 5.2 62 9.3 sa 8.7 182 27.2 

All communities 119 6.3 108 5.B 79 4.2 89 4.7 111 5.9 119 6.3 124 6.6 548 29.2 

TABLE C-16. OTHER FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE 

COUllluni ty Type 
Monday Tue~ay Wedqesday Thursday 

I \ I \ , \ • 
).ow Risk 1 2.6 3 7.7 1 2.6 1 

LOw-Medium Risk 5 5.4 2 2.2 4 4.3 2 

n!gh-Hed!um Risk • 3.1 7 5.3 6. '.6 5 
.High Risk 7 5.9 9 7.6 7 5.9 8 

All Co.m>nities 17 4.5 21 5.5 18 4.7 16 

.. Weekda,y - sometime between Monday and l'riday 

**Weekend - so~timebetween Friday and Monday 

\ 

2.6 

2.2 

3.8 

6.8 

4.2 

Day of' Occurrence 

Friday Saturday sunday Weekday.* , \ ; \ I • fi \ 

1 2.6 3 7.7 3 7.7 10 25.6 

4 4 •• 5 5.' 2 2.2 28 30.1 

4 3.1 5 ·3.a 10 1.6 3a 29.0 

3 2.5 14 11.9 7 5.9 25 21.2 

12 3.1 27 7.1 22 $~9 101 26.5 
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Weekcndu 

I \ 

42 39.6 

103 27.' 

203 28.0 

142 21.2 

490 26.1 

Weekend" 

I \ 

11 28.2 

32 34.4 

41 31.3 

30 25.4 

114 29.9 

Unknown 

• \ 

62 11.3 

152 8.4 

187 7.0 

115 4.2 

516 6.7 

unknown 

• • 
53 13.1 

126 9.' 

127 7.l 

B8 4.5 

394 7.2 

Unknown 

I \ 

4 3.8 

17 •• 5 

49 6.8 

19 2.B 

B9 4.7 

Unknown 

I \ 

5 12.B 

9 9.7 

1l, 8.4 

8 6.8 

33 B.7 

,:i-

'l'ABLE C-17. ALL BURGLARIES BY POINTS OF ENTRY 

Entry POints 

• Community TYPe 
Roof - Wall - Other Door Window Roof Wall FlOor Concealment Makes Makea and 
Opening Opening Unknown # . ,. # % /I , # i' /I % /I % /I % /I % # , 

Low Risk 310 56.3 214 38.8 3 0.5 - - - - 1 0.2 1 0.2 2 0.4 20 3.6 
LoW-MedilllnRisk 1056 58.2 661 36.5 24 1.3 3 0.2 - - 6 0.3 3 0.2 9 0.5 51 2.8 
High-Medium Risk 1661 62.5 804 30.3 45 1.7 8 0.3 - - 4 0.2 2 0.1 15 0.6 117 4.4 
High Risk 1534 55.9 1054 38.4 25 0.9 7 0.3 3 0.1 5 0.2 1 0.1 36 1.3 76 2.8 All Communities 4561 58.8 2733 35.2 97 1.3 18 0.2 3 0.0 16 0.2 7 0.1 62 0.8 266 3.4 

L 

TABLE C-18. RESIDENTIAL BURGLAr<IES BY FOINT OF ENTRY 

Entry POints 

c Conununity TYPe 
Roof - Wall - Other Door Window Roof Wall Floor Concealment Makes Makes and 
Opening Opening Unkno.wn /I , /I , 1/ % # , # , # % /I , 1/ % # , 

Low Risk 236 58.1 154 37.9 1 0.2 - - ~ - - - - - 1 0.2 14 3.4 
LoW-Medilllll Risk 789 58.7 512 38.1 5 0.4 1 0.1 ~ - - - - - 1 0.1 36 :J..7 
High-Medium Risk 1166 64.8 550 30.6 7 0.4 2 0.1 - - - - - - - - 7S 4.2 
Hiqh Risk 1093 55.9 799 40.8 ~ - 3 0.2 2 0.1 - - - - 3 0.2 56 2.9 All Cotnll!unil:ies 3284 59.6 2015 36.6 13 0.2 6 0.1 2 0.0 - - - - 5 0.1 161 3.3 

TABLE C-19. COMMERCl}.t/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY POINT OF ENTRY 

.. Entry Points 

Conununity TYPe Roof _ Wall - Other DOQr Window Roof wall Floor Concealment Makes Makes and 
Opening O!,ening Unknown 

1/ , # , II , /I % /I , # , # % /I , # , 
Low Risk 61 57.5 37 34.9 1 0.9 ., - - - - - 1 0.9 1 0.9 5 4.7 
Low-Medillln Risk 224 59.6 108 28.7 16 4.3 2 b.5 - - 6 1.6 3 0.1 8 2.1 9 2.4 
High-Medi\llll Risk 420 57.9 208 28.7 37 5.1 6 0.8 - - 2 0.3 2 0.3 15 2.1 35 4.8 
High Risk 378 56.5 209 31.2 24 3.6 4 0,.6 1 0.2 4 0.6 1 0.2 33 4.9 15 2.2 All Communities 1083 57.7 562 30.0 78 4.2 12 0.\6 1 0.1 12 0.6 7 0.5 57 3.0 64 3.4 

\ 
TABLE C-20. OTHER TYPES OF FACILITIES~BURGLAR!ES AND POINT OF ENTRY 

EntrA Points 

Community Type 
Roof - Wall - Other Door Window l1.001; Wall F oor Conc:ealment Makes Makes and 
Opening Opening unknown 

li- t /I , /I \ ff , # -, # , # \ # \ # , 
Low Risk 13 33.'3 23 59.0 1 2.6 ~ - - - 1 2.6 - - - - 1 2.6 Low-Medium Risk 43 46.2 41 44.1 3 3.2 - - - - I\J - - - - - 6 :H High-Medium Risk 75 57.3 46 35.1 1 0.8 ~ - - - 1.5 - ~ - - 7 High Risk 63 53.4 46 39.0 1 0.8 - - - - 0.8 - - - - 7 5.9 
All Communities ~94 50.9 156 40.9 6 1.6 - - - - 4\ 1.1 - - - - 21, S.S 
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Entry Point Visibility 

Tables C-2~ through C-24 show the visibility of the entry points. Table C-21 

is a summary for all burglaries. Tables C-22 through C-24 present the visi

bility information by type of facility. In 62 percent of all reported cases, 

the point of entry into the facility was not visible to normal patrol activity. 

Commercial industrial areas have the highest percentage of entry points visible 

to patrol' .(45 percent). Other types of facilities areas have the highest per

centages of entry points not visible to patrol (72 percent). 

TABLE C-2l. ALL BURGLARIES AND ENTRY POINT VISIBILITY 

" 

Visibility . 

Conununity Type Obstructed Other 
Open and Not Visible or 

Correctable Unknown 

# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 129 23.4 29 5.3 371 67.3 22 4.0 
Low-Medium Risk 468 25.8 97 5.4 1198 66.1 50 2 0 8 
High-Medium Risk 774 29.1 143 5.4 1654 62.3 85 3.2 
High Risk 920 33.5 141 5.1. 1602 58.4 80 2.9 

All Conununities 2291 29.5 410 5.3 4825 62.2 237 3.0 

TABLE C-22. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND ENTRY POINT VISIBILITY 

Visibility 

Community Type Obstructed Other 
Open and Not Visible or 

Correctable Unknown 
, 

# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 81 20.0 25. 6.2 286 70.4 14 3.4 
Low-Medium Risk 277 20.6 80 6.0 957 71 .. 2 3Q 

I 
2.2 

High-Medium Risk 428 23.8 102 ·5.7 1218 67 .. 7 ' 52 2.9 
High Risk 585 . 29.9 107 

• "".J.: 
5.5 1210 6i..9 54· 2.8 . 

" 

I All Communities 1371 24.9 314 5.7 ·3671 66.7 150 2.7 
'. 
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TABLE C-23. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND ENTRY POINT VISIBILITY 

. 
Visibility 

Communi ty Type Obstructed Other Open ahd Not Visible or 
Correctable Unknown 

# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 42 39.6 3 2.8 54 50.9 7 6.6 Low-Medium Risk 172 45.7 
High-Medium Risk 

14 3.7 170 45.2 20 5.3 319 44.0 34 4.7 347 47.9 High Risk 25 3.4 314 46.9 29 4.3 307 45.9 19 2.8 
All Communities 847 45.1 80 4.3 878 46.8 71 3.8 

TABLE C~24. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLl~~IES AND POINT OF VISIBILITY 

Visibility 

Community Type Obstructed Other , Open and Not Visible or 
Correctable Unknown 

- # % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 6 8.7 1 2.6 31 79.5 I 1 2.6 Low-Medium Risk 19 20.4 3 3.2 71 76.3 High~Medium Risk - -27 20.6 7 5.3 89 67.9 High Risk 8 6.1 21 17.8 5 4.2 85 72.0 7 5.9 
All Conununities 73 19.2 16 4.2 276 72.4 16 4.2 

Entr.l Methods 

Tab1es'C-25 through C-28 present the methods of entry used l.'n· all reported bur~' 
. glaries. The methods are expressed in terms of the force used to successfully'" 

gain entry. The descriptors used and their definitions are: 

(1) NO FORCE 

(2) MINOR FORCE 

',' 

Door or window left unlocked; screen removed to 

opeh unlocked window • 

Pass key, pick or slip lock, pries or jinunies 

door, removes louvers, etc.; 
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(3) MAJOR X'ORCE 

(4) ATTEMPT ONLY 

(5) OTHER AND UNKNOWN 

Breaks, forces, smashes doors or windows; saws, 

bores, burns, explodes, or tunnels point of entry. 

Unsuccessful efforts to enter. 

All other types of entry and those with no entry 

type specified. 

Table C-25 is a summary of entry methods for all reported burglaries. 

Table C-26 presents Residential Burglaries, Table c-27 presents Commercial/ 

Industrial Burglaries, and Table C";'28 presents Burglaries of Other Types of 

Facilities. Collectively, these tables indicate that physical security of all 

types of facilities in all communities is low. Almost 27 percent of all bur-
" , 

glaries are committed with no force. An additfonal 36 percent require only 

minor force. 

On a percentage basis, the higher risk communities show fewer no-force entries 

and mo~e major force entries than do the lower risk communities. Fewer 

no-force entries suggests that persons in high risk areas make better use of 

their existing locks, but their higher rate of major entries may indicate that 

physical security has less deterrent value in these communities. The percent

ages of minor force entries are about equal in all risk communities. 

TABLE C-25. ALL BURGLARIES ~Y METHOD OF ENTRY 

Entry Methods 
.-

Minor Major Unsuccessful Other & 
community Type No Force Force Force Attempt Only Unknown 

# % # % #. % # %. # % 

Low Risk 181 32.8 194 35.2 123 22 ::t'i-.. 20 3.6 33 6.0 

Low-Medium Risk 595 32.8 695 38.3 389 21.5 79 4.4 55 ,3.0 

High-Medium Risk 742. 27.9 935 35.2 703 26a5 154 5.S .. 122 4.6 

High Risk 543 19.8 1003 36.6 972 35.4 136 5,,0 89 3.2 .. .. 
. 

All Communities 2061 26.6 2827 36.4 2187 28.2 389 5.0 299 3.9 
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TABLE C-26. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY METHOD or ENTRY 

-
Entry Methods 

community Type No Force Minor Major Unsuccessful Other & 
Force ' .. Force Attempt Only Unknown 

# % # % # % # % # % . -
tow Risk 149 36.7 144 35.5 69 17.0 13 3.2 31 7.6 . 
Low-Medium Risk 503 37.4 523 38.9 220 16.4 56 4.2 42 3.1 
High-M~dium Risk 584 32.4 652 36.2 388 21.6 90 5.0 86 4.8 
High Risk 434 22.2 715 36.6 653 33.4 87 4.4 67 3.4 

All Communities 1670 30.3 2034 37.0 1330 24.2 24F. 4.5 226 4.1 
,.' .... 

TABLE C-27. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY METHOD OF'ENTRY 

Entry Methods 

Community Type No Force Minor Major Unsuccessful Other & 
Force Force Attempt Only Unknown 

# % # % # % # % # % 
> 

Low Risk 22 20.8 37 34.9 41 38.7 4 3.8 2 1.9 
tow-Medium Risk 77 20.5 142 37.8 127 33.8 22 5.9 8 2.1 
High~Medium Risk 120 16.6 242 33A 276 38.1 57 7.9 30 4.1 
High Risk 93 13.9 233 34 ... 8 285 42.6 43 6.4 15 2.2 

All Communities 312 16.6 654 34.9 729 38.9 126 6.7 55 2.9 .. 

TABLE C-28. OTHER FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY METHOD OF ENTRY 

Entry Methods 

Community Type No Force Minor Major Unsuccessful Other & 
Force Force Attempt Only Unknown 

# % # % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 10 25.6 13 33.3 13 33.3 3 7.7 - -
LoW-Medium Risk· 15 16.1 30 32.3 42 45.2' ..... 1 1.1 5 5.4 
High··Medium Risk 38 29.0 41 31.3 39 29.8 7 5.3 6 4.6 
High Risk 16 13.6 55 46.6 34 28.8 6 5.1 7 5.9 

All Communities 79 20.7 139 36~5 128 33.6 17 4.5 18 4.7 
. 
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Tools Used to Gain Entry 

Tables C-29 through C-32 show the types of tools used to gain entry. 

Table C-29 is the summary data, while Tables C-30, C-3l and C-32 present infor

mation on tools used by the type of facility burglarized. In 35 percent of the 

cases, the burglar used hands, feet or other bodily force to enter the facility. 

In 27 percent of the cases {next highest percentage}, the burglar used a prying 

tool such as a screwdriver or prybar to enter the facility. 

In 51 percent of the residential burglaries, hands, feet,other bodily force, 

or pry tools were used to gain entry. 

In 54 percent of the commercial/industrial burglaries, prying or impact tools 

(hammer, rock, sledgehammer) were used to enter the facilityo Also in 8 per

cent of the cases, cutting or forcing tools (drill, saw, jack, pipe wrench, 

knife) were used to gain entry. 

In 58 percent.of other type facilities burglaries, prying or impact tools were 

used to enter the facility. 

Type of Property Taken 

Tables C-33 through C-36 show the types of property takena Table C-33 presents 

summary data, while Tables C-34 through C-36 present the type of property taken 

by type of premise. In all cases, the data is based on the type of property 

which constituted the greatest amount of dollar loss to the victim. In 47 per-

cent of all reported burglaries hard saleable items (television, stereos, . 
appliances, etc.) were taken. These same items were taken in over ~O percent 

of the residential burglaries. In commercial/industrial burglaries, 38 percent 

involved hard saleable items~ 
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TABLE C-29. ALL BURGLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACI!.ITY 

Tools Used 

Ha • .ds/Feet/ Lock 
Reaching C'~tting/ 

COlIlIIlUnity Type Defeating Prying Impact Burning Explosive Other/ 
Bodily Force 

Tool Tool Tool Tool Forcing Tool Tool Unknown Tool ... 
» , • , fi \ # \ # , # , fi , fi , fi , 

Low Risk 219 39.7 41 7.4 - - 149 27.0 75 13.6 51 9.3 - - - - 16 2.9 
Low-Medium Risk 700 38.6 183 ~O.l 2 0.1 510 28.1 245 13.5 104 5.7 - - - - 69 3.8 
High-Medium Risk 956 36.0 326 12.3 3 0.1 648 24.4 368 13.9 193 7.3 2 0'.1 - - 160 6.0 
High Risk 799 29.1 254 9.3 1 0.1 784 28.6 591 21.5 153 5.6 1 0.1 - - 160 5.8 

All COmmunities 2674 34.4 804 10.4 6 0.1 2091 26.9 1279 16.5 501 6.5 3 - - - 405 5.2 

TABLE C-30. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY 

Tools Used 

Hands!Feet/ Lock 
Reaching Prying Cutting/ 

Community Type Defecting 
Impact Burning Explosive Other/ 

Bodily Force Tool Tool TOOl Tool Forcing 
Too~ Tool Unknown Tool 

• , • , 8 , fi , • , 
* 

, • , H , » , 
Low Risk 176 43.3 32 79 - - 100 26.6 42 10.3 35 8.6 - - - - 13 3.2 
Low-Medium Risk 570 42.4 148 11.0 1 0.1 370 27.5 122 9.1 83 6.2 - -- - - 50 3.7 
High-Medium Risk 718 39.9 246 13.7 - - 423 23.5 172 9.6 130 7.2 2 0.1 - - 109 6.1 
High Risk 639 32.7 206 10.5 - - 528 27.0 374 19.1 83 4.2, - - - - 126 6.4 

All COmmunities 2103 38.2 632 11.5 - - 1429 26.0 710 12.9 331 6.0 - - - - 298 5.4 

TABLE C-31. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY 

Tools Used 

Hands/E'eet/ 
Lock 

Reaching Prying Cutting/ 
Community Type Defecting Impact Burning Explosive Other/ 

Bodily Force 
Tool 

Tool Tool Tool 
Forcing 

Tool Tool Unknown 
Tool 

# % # \ # t # \ #' t # \ # \ # , # \ 

Low Risk.- 15 38.5 1 2.6 - - 9 23.1 11 28.2 3 7.7 - - - - - -
Low-Medium Risk 18 19.4. 10 10.8 - - 20 21.5 38 40.9 1 1.1 - - - - 6 6.5 
High-Medium Risk 41 31.3 12 9.2 1 0.8 34 26.0 32 24.4 5 3.8 - - - - 6 4.6 
High Risk 20 16.9 9 7.6 - - 48 40.7 28 23.7 5 4.2 - - - - 8 6.8 

All Conununi ties 94 24.7 32 8.4 1 0.3 111 29.1 109 28.6 • 14 3.7 - - - - 20 5.3 

TABLE C-32. OTHER TYPE OF FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY 

Tools Used 

Hands/Feet/ 
Lock -Reaching Prying cutting/ 

Conimuni ty Type Defecting 
Impact Forcing 

Burning Explosive Other/ 
Bodily Force Tool Tool Tool Tool Tool Unknown 

Tool .orool 

# % # \ # % # " R % » , # \ # \ # \ 

. 
Low Risk 28 26.4 8 7.5 - - 32 30.2 22 20.8 13 12.3 - - - - 3 2.8 
Low-Medium Risk 112 29.8 25 6.6 1 0.3 120 31.9 as 22.6 20 5.3 - - - - 13 3.5 
High-Medium Risk 197 27.2 68 9.4 2 0.3 191 25.0 164 22.6 58 8.0 - - - - 45 6.2 
Sigh Risk 140 20.9 39 5.8 1 0.1 208 31.1 189 28.2 65 9.7' 1 0.1 - - 26 3.9 

All Communities 477 25.5 140 7.5 4 ').3 551 29.4 460 24.5 156 8.4 1 0.1 ' - - 87 4.6 
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TABLE C-:\3. ALL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERT'l TAKEN 

Type of Property 

Hard Items Soft 
other !ieqotiAble Jewelry/ saleable Saleable Orugs Firearms From community Type Money Items Furs Itc!\s Safe Items 

4 , * 
, H , * , H , B , i , fi , * , 

,225 40.8 2 0.4 21 3.8 1 0.2 23 4.2 Low Risk 88 16.0 3 0.5 35 6.4 22 4.0 
5 0.3 74 4.1 785 43.3 12 0.1 60 3.3 Low-Medium Risk 285 15.7 9 0.5 132 7.3 91 5.0 

12 0.5 106 4.0 7.9 109 4.1 1219 45.9 13 0.5 58 2.2 High-Medium Risk 397 14.8 14 0.5 211 
0.2 95 3.5 52.7 1 0.1 66 2.4 6 Jligh JUsk 253 9.2 12 0.4 109 4.0 171 6.2 1446 

All Communities 1023 13.2 28 0.5 487 6.3 403 5.1 3675 47.3 28 0.4 206 2.7 24 0.3 298 3.9 

TABLE C-34. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERT'l TAKEN 

Type of property 

Soft Hard Items 
Negotiable Jewelry/ 

saleable Saleable Drugs Firearms From Other COmunity Type Money Items Furs 
It~em5 Safe IteJ't\s 

-# , 
* \ * 

, H \ D \ * \ fi • # \ # \ 

Low Risk 67 16.5 2 0.5 34 8.4 16 3.9 164 40.4 2 0.5 19 4.7 1 0.2 10 2.5 
Low-Medium Risk 193 14.4 6 0.5 126 9.4 62 4.6 638 47.5 1 0.1 57 4.2 1 0.1 23 1.7 

2.9 1 0.1 32 1.8 0.5 200 11.1 83 4.6 896 49.8 2 0.1 52 High-Medium Risk 230 12.8 9 
59 3.0 2 0.1 24 1.2 High Risk 170 8.7 9 0.5 105 5.4 139 7.1 1113 56.9 - -

All Communi ties 660 12.0 26 0.5 465 8.5 300 5.4 2811 51.1 5 0.1 187 3.4 5 0.1 89 1.6 

TABLE C-3S. CO~J1ERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN 

Type of Property 

Soft Hard Items 
Negotiable Jewelry/ 

Saleable Saleable Drugs Firearms From Other community 'type Money 
Items Furs Safe Items Items 

# \ # \ I , # , 
* 

, # , 
* 

, 
* \ * 

, 
Low Risk 14 13.2 1 0.9 1 0.9 5 4.7 52 49.1 - - 1 0.9 - - 10 9.4 
Low-Medium Risk 80 21.3 3 0.8 6 1.6 27 7.2 113 30.1 11 2.9 3 0.8 4 1.1 40 10.6 
High-Mei\ium Risk 149 20.6 "5 0.7 9 1.2 35 4.8 262 36.1 11 1.5 4 0.6 11 1.5 67 9.2 
High Riak 77 11.S 3 0.4 4 0.6 29 4.3 285 42.6 1 0.1 7 1.0 4 0.6 52 7.8 

All Communities 320 17.1 12 0.6 20 1.1 96 5.1 712 3B.0 23 1.3 15 O.B 19 1.0 169 9.0 

TABLE C-36. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERTY ~AKEN 

Type of Property 

Negotiable Jewelryl Soft Hard Items Community Type Money 
Items Furs Saleable Saleable Orugs Firearms From other 

Items Items Safe 

# , # , 
* \ * • # , # • # , 

* 
, 

* 
, 

Low Risk 7 17.9 - - - - 1 2.6 9 23.1 - - 1 2.6 - - 3 7.7 
Low-Medium Risk 12 12.9 - - - - 2 2.2 34 36.6 - - - - - - 11 U.8 
High-Medium Risk 18 13.7 - - 2 1.5 1 0.8 61 46.6 - - 2 1.5 - - 7 4.3 
High Risk 6 5.1 - - - - 3 2.5 48 40.7 ., - 1 0.8 - - 19 16.1 

All Comrnunities 143 11.3 .. - 2 0.5 7 1.B 152 39.9 - - 4 1.1 - - '40 10.5 
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UnknOIm 
or Not 

Specific 

H , 
131 23.8 
360 19.9 
507 19.1 
583 21.3 

1581 20.3 

Uny..nQwn 
or ~ot 

specifiC 

I I , 
91 22.4 

237 17.6 
295 16.4 
335 16.6 

951 17.0 

Unknown 
or Not 

Specific 

H \ 

22 20.B 
89 23.7 

172 23.7 
207 30.9 

490 26.1 

Unknown 
or flot 

Specific 

# , 
18 46.2 
34 36.6 
40 30.5 
41 34.7 

133 34.9 

Dollar Value Lost 

Tables C-37 through C-40 present the reported dollar losses of burglaries. 

Table C-'37 presents summary data, while Tables C-38 through C-40 show dollar 

losses by type of facility burglarized. In 19 percent of the cases, the dollar 
loss was between $200 and $499. 

In 23 percent of the residential burglaries, the reported dollar loss was 

between $200 and $499. In 18 percent of the cases the value of the loss was not 
reported. 

For commercial/industrial burglaries, the highest percentage occurred in the 

"not reported" category (24 percent), the second highest in the "no loss" cate

gory (16 percent), and the third highest percentage occurred in the ilbetween 

$200 and $499" category. 

In burglaries of other types of facilities, "not reported" and "no loss" con

tain the two highest percentages, the third highest percentage is for the 

"between $10 and $49" category. 

Total Dollar Loss 

Tables C-41 through C-44 present all reported burglaries by category of premise, 

the total dollar loss, and the average dollar loss per risk community. The 

percentage of loss in relation to the percentage of burglaries is also shown. 

Security Inspection 

Tables C-4S through C-48 present the volume and percen~age of all reported bur

glaries by security inspection status. Eleven percent of all reported bur

glaries were against facilities that had a security inspection. 

Identification of Property 

Tables C-49 through C-S2 present the volume and percentage of all reported bur

glaries by property j.oentification. Five percent of the burglaries involved 

property that could be identified through serial numbers, drivers license num

bers, initials, or other markings which had been placed on the property. 
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TABLE C-37. ALL BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST 

Dollar Values: 

No to88 Not OVer 

50-99 100-199 200-499 500 .. 999 1,000-4,999 5,000-9,999 10,000 Apprehended 
Reported 

<:o=1ty Type 0-9 10-49 No to&8 

• , t , • , t , t , t • 
t • • • I , I , t , • , 

9.4 4B B.7 - - 1 0.2 102 19.5 6 1.1 74 13.4 
Bl 14.7 52 

LoW" Risk 29 5.3 70 12.7 32 5.B 56 10.2 
129 7.1 5 0.3 2 0.1 247 13.6 42 2.3 272 15.0 

9.5 151 B.3 199 11.0 361 19.9 '63 3.5 13.9 413 15.5 
Low-KeeHum Risk 70 3.9 172 9 0.3 7 0.3 351 13.2 37 

B.9 256 9 •• 330 12.4 4B6 1B.3 256 9.6 199 7.5 1.7 62B 22.9 
High-Medium Risk 76 2.9 236 6 0.2 - - 299 10.9 40 

lBl 6.6 172 2.2 307 6.3 571 20.8 316 11.5 179 6.5 
High Risk 38 1.4 

7.2 20 0.3 10 0.1 999 12.9 131 1.7 1387 17.9 
5BS 

8.5 611 7.9 B92 11.5 1499 19.3 7B7 10.1 
All eo=unitic8 213 2.7 659 

TABLE C-38. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST 

Dollar Values 

OVor 
No Loss 

10 .. 49 50-99 100-199 200-499 500-999 1,000-4,999 5,000-9,999 10,000 No~ toss Apprehended 
CommUnity Type 0-9 

I , I , I , t , I , 
I , • , t , I , I , I , 

34 8.4 - - 1 0.2 79 19.5 2 0.5 
10.0 28 6.9 48 11.8 64 15.8 3B 9.4 13 1.0 

tow Risk 20 4.9 44 5 0.4 2 0.1 163 12.1 
121 9.0 155 12 .. 3 306 22.S 130 9.7 i02 7.6 0.8 

tow-Medium Risk. 44 3.3 113 8.4 5 0.3 2 0.1 220 12.2 14 
237 13 .. 2 3B7 21.5 193 10.7 136 7.6 

High....fied.iwn Risk 44 2.4 150 8.3 194 10.B 0.2 - - lBB 9.6 15 O.B 
132 6.7 235 12.0 479 24.5 255 13.0 130 6.G 3 

H19h Ri~k. 26 1.3 140 7.2 
7.3 13 0.3 5 0.1 650 11.8 4. 0.8 

B.l 475 B.6 685 12.4 1236 22.5 616 11.2 402 
All COmmunities 134 2.4 447 

TABLE C-39. COMMERCIAL/INDUS~ BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST 

oollar Values 

OVer 
No Loas 

coamunity Type 0-9, 10-49 50-90 100-199 200-499 500-999 1 r 000-4,999 5.000-9,999 10,000 No Loss 'Apprehended 

• 
tow Risk 5 
tow-Hedium Risk 17 
High-Hedium Risk lB 
High Risk 10 

All commur.~tie!s 50 

c"",,"nity Type 

LoY Risk 4 
tow-Hedlum Risk 9 
Hlgh-Hedium Risk 14 
Hiqh Risk 2 

All ,cOIIIIQunities 29 

• • , ! , t , I \ M , • , I , I , I , t , 

'4.7 '17 16.0 4 3.8 5 4.'7 15 14.2 13 12.3 14 13.2 - - - - '" 14.2 4 3.B 

44 11.7 23 6.1 31 B.2 50 13.3 30 8.0 24 6.4 - - - - 65 17.3 25 6.6 
4.5 0.6 111 15.3 20 2.8 
2.5 73 12.9 54 7.4 82 11.3 B5 11.7 59 B.1 55 7.6 4 0.6 5 

14.9 26 3.9 
1.5 3B 5.7 34 5.1 63 9.4 B5 12.7 55 B.2 42 6.3 2 0.3 - - 100 

2.7 172 9.2 115 6.1 lBl 9.7 235 12.5 157 B.4 135 7.2 6 0.3 5 0.3 291 15.5 75 4.0 

TABLE C-40. OTHER TYPES OF FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST 

50-90 100-199 "200-499 

J 7.7 2 5.1 10.3 9 23.1 
7 7.5 3 3.2 5 5.4 9.7 15 16.1 

6.1 11 B.4 14 10.7 10.7 13 9.9 8 
1.7 3 2.5 6 5.1 9 7.6 7 5.9 

7.6 40 10.5 21 5.5 ,26 ' 6.B 2B 1.3 

Dollar Values 

500-999 1,000-4,999 5.000-9,999 

2.6 
l.2 3.2 
3.1 6.1 
5.1 5.9 0.8 

14 3.7 1B 4.7 0.2 
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OVer, 
10,000 

No Lola 

No tDss Apprehended 

8 20.5 
19 20.4 4.3 
20 15.3 2.3 
11 9.3 4.2 

SB :'"45.2 12 3.2 

Not 
Reported 

t , 
4B 11.B 

lBO 13.4 
21B 12.1 
353 1B.O 

799 14.5 

Not 
Reported 

t • 
14 13.2 
67 17.B 

159 21.9 
214, 32.0 

454 24.2 

Not 
Reported 

12 30.B 
25 26.9 
J6 27.5 
61 51.7 

134 35.2 

TABLE C-41. ALL BURGLARIEs BY TOrAL DOLLAR LOSS TABLE C-47. CQUiERCXAL/INDUSTRIAL 

Total Dollar Loss· security Inspection StAtus 
Community Type 

$ Loss 
Avq. Percentage Percentage of 

$ Loss of Loss Burglaries 

Cocnmunity Type: Inspected Not Inspected Not Specified 

• • I • I , 
Low Risk $ 210,375 $381.80 7.1 7.1 
Low-Hedium Risk 605,285 383.49 23.4 23.3 
High"Hedium Rtsk 1,072,660 403.86 36.1 34.2 
High Risk 993,940 362.35 33.4 35.4 

Low Risk 10 9;4 96 90.6 - -
Lov-Medium Risk 51 13.6 312 83.0 13 3.5 
Higho..Hedium Risk 81 ll.2 621 8G.0 23 3.2 
High Risk 186 27.f/ 475 11.0 8 1.2 

All Communities $:2:,199,275 $382.87 100.0 100.0 
All Coomunities 32B 17.5 1504 80.2 44 2.3 

TABLE C-42. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY 'l'OTAL DOLlAR LOSS 
'l'ABLE C-4B. (trHER TYPE PACILITIES 

Total Dollar Loss· 
com:nuni ty Type security Inspection status 

$ Loss Avq. Percentage Percentage of 
$ Loss of Loss Burglaries coamunity Type Inspected Not Inspected Not Specified. 

Low Risk $ 156,620 $3B5.76 7.1 7.3 I , I , , , 
Low-Hedium Risk 554,535 412.60 25.2 24.4 
High-Medium Risk 732,220 406.78 33.J 32.7 
High Risk 755,900 386.45 34.4 35.5 

Low Risk 1 2.6 3B 97.4 - -
Low-Medium Risk B e.6 83 89.2 2 2.2 
High-Medium Risk 18 13.7 108 82.4 5 J.B 

All Ccmmunities $2,199,275 $399.43 74.0 70.9 High Risk 27 22.9 90 76.3 1 0.8 

All Communities 54 14.2 319 83.7 8 2.1 

TABLE C-43. CCliMERCIAL/INDUSTlUAL BURGIARrES BY TOTAL 

TABLE C-49. ALL BURGLARIES AND PROPERlY IDENTIFICATION 
Total Dollar Loss'" 

Coamunity'I'ype 

$ loss Avq. Percentage Percentage of 
$ Loss of Loss Burglaries 

Property IdenUfic~tion Status 

Cormlunity Type Identified Not Ident.!Hoo. Not Specified 

Low Risk $ 51,565 $486.46 7.4 5.1 
Lov-Meditml Risk 127,180 339.B4 18.4 20.0 I , • , I , 
High-Med.ium Risk 310,130 427.72 44.7 3B.7 
Hiqh Risk 204,190 305.21 29.4 35.7 LoW'Risk II 2.0 326 59.2 214 38.B 

Low-Medium Risk 88 4.9 H16 61.6 609 33.6 

AU Communities ~ 693,665 $369.75 23.4 24.2 High-Hedium Risk 133 5.0 1481 55.8 1042 39.2 
High Risk 167 6.1 1243 45.3 1333 4B.6 

All Communities 399 5.1 4166 53.7 31S3 41.2 
TABLE C-44. OTHER TYPSS OF FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TOTAL 

Total Dollar LeISS· 

CODIDuni ty Type TABLE C-50. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION 

$ Loss Avg. PeJ:centage Percentage of 
$ Lo&:l of Loss Burglariel:l Property Identification Status 

Low Risk $ 2,190 $ 56.15 2.8 10.2 
tow-Medium Risk 12,970 ,139.46 16.4 24.4 

COlllOl\lJl!.ty Type Identified Not Identified Not SpElCified. 

High-Medium Risk 30,310 231.37 3B.0 34.4 
High Risk 33,850 286.86 42.7 31.0 • , I , • • 

tDw Risk 6 1.5 255 62.B 145 35.7 
All Comr.unities $ 79,320 $20B.18 2.6 4.9 Low-Hed.ium Risk 70 5.2 824 61.3 450 33.5 

High-Medium Risk 91 5.1 1006 55.9 703 39.0 

TABLE C-45. ALL BURGLARIES AND S:octJRITY INSPECTION STATUS 
High Risk 120 6.1 928 47.4 90B 46.4 

All Communities 287 5.2 3013 54.7 2206 40.1 
security Inspection Status 

CcmDunity Type Inspected Not Inspected Not Specified TABLE C-S:l. CQl!HERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY IDENTIFICA'rION 

I • I , ! , 
Property Identification Status 

LowpRisk 57 10.3 Hl 89.1 3 0.6 
Low-Med.ium Risk 214 11.8 1573 86.8 26 1.4 

Community Type Identified Not Identified Not Specified 

High-Hedium Risk :\32 12.5 2270 B5.5 54 2.0 * , I • • , 
High Risk 261 9_5 2467 89.9 15 0.6 

Low 'Risk 5 4.7 45 42.5 56 52.8 
All Commw\lties 864 11.1 6801 B7.6 9B 1.3 Low-Medium Risk 12 3.2 247 65.7 ll7 31.1 

High-Hedium Risk 32 4.4 403 55.6 290 40.0 

TABLE C-46. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES 
High Risk 43 6.4 269 40.2 357 53.4 

All Coamuni ties 92 4.9 964 51.4 820 43.7 
security, Inspection Status 

COIIIDunity'I'ype Inspected Not Inspected, Not Sp.,cified, TABLE C-52. arHER TYPE FACr:'ITIES BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY ID&NTIFlc,.'l'ION 

I , ! \ I , 
Property Identification Status 

Low Risk 46 ll.3 357 87.9 3 0.8 
I.ow-Hedium Risk 155 ll.5 1178 87.6 II 0.8 

CoaIllI1ni ty Type Identified, Not Identified Not Specified 

High-Hedium Risk ,233 12.9 1541 85.6 26 1.4 • , t • I • High Risk 4B 2.5 1902 97.2 6 0.3 

Low Risk - - 2G 66.7 13 33.3 
All Ccmnunities 482 8.B 4978 90.4 46 0.8 Lov-Hedium Risk 6 6.5 45 48.4 (2 45.1 

High-Medium Risk 10 7.6 72 55.0 49 37.4 
High Risk 4 3.4 46 39.0 68 57.6 . 

Less amounts are based on the midpoint value of the loss reporting categories All COITIl'Iunities 20 5.2 lB9 (9.6 772 45.1 
shown in Table C-31. 
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Burglary Detections 

Tables C-53 through C-56 show how burglaries were detected. In 88.9 percent of 

the Residential .cases, the victim detected the burglary. citizens other than 

the victim detected 9.9 percent of the cases while law enforcement personnel 

detected 1.2 percent of the cases. 

Non-victim detections were highest for burglaries of Other Types of Facilities 

at 18.4 percent, while Law Enforcement detections were 16.0 percent for both 

Commercial/Industrial and Other Facility burglaries. 

TABLE C .. 54. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES 

By Vied. &y Othar Than V!ct.!a By t..w Enforce. 

I-~-.~-::"-n-'--pr-oq':;r.:"; .. ~' :..;pr::....~-n.-.. -y-N-~~-:-:-;k---+F-.:...:~-i~-~bo-.~-c ..... p:-::-~·.::.c:..;i~-.I-~-a~-:o:..~ua::...O~-d.--o-th::....-r-lUnknovn 
CollClunlty 

I • 
~ Risk J27 SO.S 5 1.2 3' ... 2. '.' 5 1.2 3 0.1 ... 
Lov-Kedil.llll ahk 1060 78.9 21 1.' 10' •• 0 • 0.3 110 •• 2 • 0.1 11 1,0 0.2 0.1 

Hlgh·HediUlll Risk. 1414 78.6 34 1.' , .. ... 11 0.' m 1.3 ,5 1.' 0.' 0.3 0.1 

HIgh Risk 1475 75.4 44 2.2 11. •• 2 • 0 •• 202 10.3 " 1.. 0.1 0.' - -
All. COC\mUnltiea 4276 77.7 10. 1.' •• 2 ... II 0.' ••• •• 5 H 1.' .0 0 •• " 0.' • 0.1 

~lc:t1Ja returl\.l ..,hila burql.&ry is in prgqulS. 

TABLE C-55.. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES 

9y vlctlJD By Other 'l'ha.n Victilll By La ... Enforce. 

Do On flut WOrk.- Neighbor Phone or Patrol or 
Unknown 

CoJ:IIIIWllty Return 
prcqr'!lsf>' 

Pr.ad8~5 inq Day Falllily. etc. Paas. Cit. Sec. Guard 
Other 

• I , 

'LoW Risk • •• 5 0.' 2 1;9 11 12.6 5 •• 1 • 3.' • 1,5 - -
Lov-KediWfl Riale, ,. ... 0.3 '3 '.1 221 60.4 19 10.4 " ..5 2. . .. 0.5 

IUgh-Medium Risk SO ... 0.3 29 •• 0 ••• 64.7 90 12.4 19 2.' .2 ... 0.' 

IIlgh rusk Gl 9.1 1." 2. 3.' 34' 51.7 .. 12.6 19 5.' 101 IS.1 0.7 

All COl1ll1lunities 14. 2.1 l' 0.' '0 •• 2 1119 59.6 ". 11.6 94 5.0 191 10.5 11 0.7 

TABLE C-S6. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES 

COlI:IIUr\ity 

Low Risk 
to_Medium Riak 
1I1gh-Hedium lUsk 
High Risk 

All comunlUes 

On 
Return 

• 10.3 

• . .. 13 ... 
3 2.5 

" 7.3 

By Viet!.-. 

1 2.' 3 -
0.' -
1.1 1 

• 1.1 • 
victiJo. return_ whil_ bur91Arv 1a in ~OCIn" 

7.1 

0.' 

1.1 

Ne_t work- Neighbor 
l~CJ cay Family, etc. 

24 U.S 
.3 61.7 

6' 50.4 0.' 
5' 47.5 

20' 54,') 0.3 
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Unknown 
Phone or 

Pus. cit. 
Patrol or 
Sec. Guard 

other 

I , 

12.8 7 5,1 - -
10.8 5 5,3 6 6.5 1 1.1 
24.4 7 5.3 11 8.4 0 -
16.6 13 11.0 17 14.4 4 3.4 

5 
10 
32 
22 

•• IB.1 25 6.5 36 9.5 S 1.3 

Installed Alarm Systems 

Tables C-57 through C-60 shows the volume and percentage of all reported bur-

glaries by installed alarm systems. Seven percent of 11 b 1 . d ... a urg ar~ze fac~l~t~es 

had installed alarm systems. 

TABLE C-57. ALL BURGLARIES AND ALARM SYSTEMS 

Alarm Systems 

Type Alarm Systems 
Not Alarmed I 

Community Audible Silent Other* 

# % # % # % # % .. 

Low Risk 10 1.8 15 2.7 1 0.2 525 95.3 
Low-Medium Risk 39 2.2 57 3.1 10 0.6 1707 94.2 
High-Medium Risk 77 2.9 77 2.9 12 0.5 2490 93.8 
High Risk 67 2.4 166 6.1 10 0.4 2500 91.1 

~ 

All Communities 193 2.5 :3'15 4.0 33 0.4 7222 93.1 

TABLE C-58. RESIDENTIAL BURGk~IES AND ALARM 

Alarm Systems 

Type Alarm Systems . I Not Alarmed 
Community Audible Silent Other* 

# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 7 1.7 3 0.7 - - 396 97.5 
Low-Medium Risk 6 0.4 4 0.3 3 0.3 1331 99.0 
High-Medium Risk 12 0.7 1 0.1 3 0.1 1784 99.1 
High Risk 15 0.8 4 0.2 - - 1937. 99.0 

All Communities 40 .0.7 12 0.3 6 0 .• 1 5448 98.9 

* Other - Included in this category are other types of alarm systems. 
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TABLE C-59. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND ALARM 

Alarm systems 

Type Alarm Systems 
Not Alarmed 

Community Audible Silent Other* 
\ 

# % #. % # % # % 

Low Risk 3 2.8 10 9.4 1 1.0 92 86.8 

Low-Medium Risk 33 8.8 41 10.9 7 1.9 295 78.5 

High-Medium Risk 64 8.8 62 8.6 8 1.1 591 81.5 

High Risk 49 7.3 134 20.0 7 I 
1.0 479 71.6 

All Communities 149 7.9 247 13.2 23 1.2 1457 77.7 

TABLE C-60. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES AND ALARMS 

Alarm Systems 
. 

Type Alarm Systems 
Not Alarmed 

Community Audible Silent Other* 

# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk - - 2 5.1 - - 37 94.9 

Low-Medium Risk - - 12 12.9 - - 81 87.1 

High-Medium Risk I 1 0.8 14 10.7 1 0.8 115 87.8 

High Risk 3 2.5 28 23.7 3 2.5 84 71.2 

All Communities 4 1.1 5(;> 14.7 4 1.1 317 83.2 
_I,W 

Operating Alarm Systems 

Tables C-61 through C-64 show th~ status of the installed alarms for all bur

glary reports. The burglary alarm systems operated in approximately 50 percent 

of the 529 cases where burglary alarm systems were installed. 

* Other - Included in this category are other types of alarm systems. 
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~AB;r,.JE c-61. ALL BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS 

-
Alarm Status 

Total Operated 
Defeated by Did Not Unknown 

Community 
Alarms Suspect Operate 

" 
# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 26 14 53.8 6 23.1 4 15.4 2 7.7 
Low-Medium Risk 103 

,. 
37 35.9 . 34 33.0 12 11.7 20 19.4 

High-Medium Risk 163 81 49.7 28 17.2 31 19.0 23 14.1 
High Risk 237 128 39.1, 35 14.8 52 21.9 22 9.3 

All Communities 529 260 49.1 103 19.5 99 18.7 67 12.7 
.-

TABLE C-62. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS 

Alarm Status 

Total Operated Defeated by Did Not Unknown 
CoIllItiunity Alarms Suspect Operate 

) # % # % # % # % . 
Low Risk 10 4 40.0 3 30.0 2 20.0 1 10.0 
Low-Medium Risk 11 5 45.5 3 27.3 - - 3 27.3 
High-Medium Risk 16 6 37.5 5 31.3 3 18.8 2 12.5 
High Risk 17 8 47.1 3 17.6 5 29.4 1 5.9 

. All Communi ties 54 23 42.6 14 25.9 10 18.5 7 13.0 

TABLE C-63. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS 

Alarm Status 

Total Operated Defeated by Did Not 
Unknown 

Commw'dty 
Alarms Suspect Operate 

# % # % # % # % 
,. 

Low Risk 14 8 57.1 3 21.4 2 14.3 1 7.1 
Low-i'iedium Risk 80 25 31.3 27 33.8 12 15.0 16 20.0 
High-Medium Risk 131 64 48.9. 23 17.6 24 18.3 20 15.3 
High Risk 187 103 55.1 26 13.9 39 20.9 19 10.2 

All Communities 412 200 48.5 79 19.2 77 18.7 56 13.6 
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,~" 

TABLE C-64. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES, BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS 

Alarm S ta tus 
", 

Operated Defeated by Did Not 
Unknown 

Total 
Community Alarms Suspect Operate 

# % # % .u % # % TT 

Low Risk 2 2 100 - - - - .- -
Low-Medium Risk 12 7 58.3 4 33.3 - - 1 8.3 

High-Mediur.n Risk 16 11 68.8 - - 4 25.0 1 6.3 

High Risk 33 17 51.5 6 18.2 8 18.2 2 6.1 

I All Communities 63 37 58.7 10 15.9 12 19.0 4 6.4 
, , 

"' 

Dog on Burglarized Premise 

Tables C-65 through C-68 presents volume and percentage of all burglary reports 

where a dog was on the premise. A dog was on the premise in 8 percent of a 

reported 5044 cases and was reported to be effective in detecting the burglary 

in less than one percent of the cases. 

TABLE C-65. ALL BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG 

.\ Effectiveness of Dog 
" 

Tot:a1 
Dog Present 

Community Yes No Unknown 
Rpts. 

# % # % # % # % 

> 

Low Risk 367 39 10.6 2 5.1 24 61.5 l3 33.3 

Low-Medium Risk 1306 100 7.7 1 1.0 27 27.0 72 72.0 

High-Medium Risk 1813 115 6.3 3 2.6 9 7.8 103 89.6 

High Risk 1555 154 9~9 1- 0.6 - - 153 99.4 ,-
All Communities 5044 408 8.1 7 1.7 60 14.8 341 83.6 
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TABLE C-66. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG 

Effectiveness of Dog 

Total Dog Present 
Community 

Rpts. Yes No Unknown 

... 
# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 284 38 13.4 2 5.3 24 63.2 12 31.6 
Low-Medium Risk 973 96 9.9 1 1.0 27 28.1 68 70.8 
High-Medium Risk 1233 106 8.6 2 1.9 9 8.5 95 89.6 
H:i..gh Risk 1157 137 11.8 1 0.7 0 - 136 99.3 

l All Communities 3647 377 10.3 6 1.6 60 15.9 311 82.5 

TABLE C-67. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG 

Effectiveness of Dog 

Total 
Dog Present 

Community Rpts. 
Yes No Unknown 

# % # % # % # % 

• Low Risk 53 1 1.9 - - - 1 100 
. -

LOW-Medium Risk 274 4 1.5 - - - - 4 100 
High-Medium Risk 484 8 1.7 1 12.5 . - - 7 87.5 
High Risk 343 17 5.0 - - - - 17 100.0 

All Communities 1155 30 2.6 1 3.3 - - 29 96.7 

TABLE C-68. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG 

Effectiveness of Dog 

Total 
Dog Present 

Community Rpts. 
Yes No Unknown 

# % # % # % # % 

• Low Risk 30 - - - - - - - -
Low-Medium Risk 59 - - - - - - - -
High-!.o1ed:i,um Risk 96 1 1.0 - - - ' .. 1 100 
High Risk 55 0 - - - - - .... -
All Communities "242 1 0.4 0 0 0 0 1 100 



Case Status 

Tables C··69 through C-72 present the clearance status for all reported 

burglaries~ The 1282 cleared cases account for 16.5 percent of all 

7763 reported burglaries. 

Community Type 

I.o\I Risk 

Low-Hedi1Jlrl Risk 

Hi9h .. Ked1wa. tuBk 

n.f.9h ...Risk 

All COIDIll.1nitJ.es 

COI!cuni,ty 'l'ype 

LowRis).; 

tow--Hediual" Risk 

ll.lgh..oHe<!lum R1sk 

High Rlllk 

All COmrDunlt!.es 

WY Risk 

I.o\looKed.1um R~sk 

Hi9h-MediWl ~8k 

High Risk 
1----

All Co.mun1tiee 

!.Ow Rl.ak 

LQtc<..Ift)diUlll Riul: 

HJ.gh-H:ed.i\l1'll Risk 

High Risk 

All Coamunities 

TABLE C-69. ALL P.!lRGLARIES AND CLEARANCE STATUS 

Cleued 

1-' By Arrelit 

local In Othet' Death 
Exeep-

Cue ~n 
Arrest. ArfUlS tionaUy 

• , • , • , • , • • 
12Q 21.8 19 3.4 1 - 9 7.5 389 70.6 

414 22 •. e 2 0.1 1 0.1 21 1.6 1345 74.2 

'84 H.S 1 0.1 - - " 0.7 219B 82.8 

'54 ~ . .) , 0.1 - - 35 1.3 2419 8B.2 

1172 15.1 '5 0.3 1 a B' 1.1 635L a1.a 

TAIlLE C-70~ ru;:SIDENTIAL 

· 
t:lear;ed 

1--. 
By Arrost 

).ceal ,~~::or J_oeath Excep-
Case Open 

A:rrest 

• 
104 

308 

287 

166 

865 

13 

88 

82 

71 

25' 

toeal 
Arrest 

19' 

15 

17 

53 

ticnUly 

, I , ...... • , , , • 
'5.0 4 l.~ - - • 1.0 2B3 69.7 

22.9 2 0.1 1 0.1 19 1.' 1000 74.4 

15.'9 - - - - 15 O.B 1459 Bl.1 

B.5 1 0.1 - - )' 1.7 1732 Ba~5 

~5t-7 7 0.1 1 0 72 1.,) 4314 81.3 

~ABLE c-71. COMHEllCIAL/lNDUSTRIAL 

Cleared 

By Arrest: 

12 .. 3 

23.4 

11.3 

~O.6 

13.5 

In Other 
Areas 

15 14 .. .2 

0.1 

0.3 

18 1.0 

Death 

-
-
-

Exeep
tiotully 

,. 
1.' 

0.3 

0.6 

0.' 

Case Open 

73 6&.9 

273 72.6 

624 86.1 

587 87.7 

1557 83.0 

TAIlLE C-72. OTHE~ TYPE FACILITIES 

ctuared 

By Attest 

In Ot.her 
Death Arells 

7.7 .-
19.4 

11 .. 5 

14.4 

ll.' 

~ce'p

tlonally 

7.7 

1.1 

0.8 

I.' 
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ca,se Open 

)3 84.6 

72 17.4 

115 87.8 

100 84.7 

320 94 .. 0 

Not CleAred 

Un!~undeu 
Class Other to 

Change Not Specified 

, • • , • • 
14 2.5 - - - -
26 1.4 4 11.2 - -
47 1.8 6 0.2 1 0.1 

25 0.9 4 0.1 3 0.1 

112 1.4 14 0.6 4 0.1 

,Not Clr:,sre4 

Unfounded 
Class Other' 

Ch.t.l1qe Not Specified. 

• • I • • \ 

11 2.7 - - - -
n 0.9 ., 0.1 - -
3B 2.1 1 0.1 - -
19 1.0 l 0.2 1 0.1 

90 1.5 6 0.1 1 0 

NQt Cleared 

Clase Otller , 
Chang~ Not Specitled 

2;8 

12 3.2 0.5 

1.1 0.7 0.1 

9.0 Q.1 0.3 

29 1.5 0.5 0.2 

flot t;.\eared 

Unfounded elasa' Ocher & 
Change Not Specified 

2.2 

0.1 

0.8 

APPENDIX C 

Section III - THE BURGLAR OFFENDER PROFILE 

This section contains tables of data whi9h describe the 1,078 arrested burglary .. 
of:tE:nders as reported by the six participating agencies. The data is presented 

for each of the risk communities and includes the 12 data elements used to 

describe arrested offenders. 

Offender Age 

Tables C-73 through C-76 present statistics relating to the age of the burglary. 

offenders. Table C-73 shows that the total mean or average age in all communi

ties is 19, 'the median age is 18, and the modal age is 16. 

TABLE C-73. OFFENDER AGE SUMMARY 

Mean Age Levels 
Communi ty Type Median Ages Modal Ages 

Male Female Total 

• Low .Risk 16 15 16 16 17 
Low-Medium Risk 19 18 19 18 13 
High-Medi~ Risk 20 22 20 19 19 
High Risk 18 22 19 17 16 

All Communities 18 19 19 18 16 

Table C-/4 shows the volume and percentage of all offenders by age group. 

Approximately 50 percent of the offender popuiation are less than 18 years old, 

while 41 percent of the.total population in each of the four risk communities 

are less than 18. Sixty-two percent of the offenders are less than 20, whi}e 

58 percent of the total population in each of the four risk communities are 

less than 20. ' Seventy-five percent of the burglars. in the Low Risk community 

are less than 18. 

Tables C-75 and C-76 show that 8 percent of the offenders are female and they 

tend to be older than the male offenders. Forty percent of the female offend

ers are under 18 compared to 50 percent of the males. 
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TABLE C-74. TOTAL OFFENDERS BY AGE GROUPS 

U1 Age Groups ... 
" Community Type '" To 18 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 ... " '" .. 

.... '" 0'" 
80 # \ # ~ # \ # \ « \ # \ « \ 

Low Risk 94 71 75.S 8 8.S 12 12.8 2 2.1 1 1.1 - - - -
Lew-Medium Risk 333 157 47.1 44 13.2 73 21.9 28 8.4 10 •• 0 9 2.7 5 1.5 
High-Medium Risk 326 132 40.5 48 14.7 74 22.7 42 12.9 12 4.0 8 2.S 6 1.8 
High Risk 325 173 53.7 35 10.9 S6 17.4 32 9.9 9 2.8 8 2.5 4 1.2 

All communities 1078 532 49.5 135 12,6 215 20.0 104 9.7 32 3.!l 25 2.3 15 1.5 

TABLE C-75. MALE OFFENDER AGE GROUP SUMMARY 

Iff Age Groups ... 
" C"lMlunity Type '" To 18 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 ... s:; 

ra" " ..... '" 
o '" '" 8>:0 # \ # \ # % # , II t # % « % 

Low Risk 88 66 75.0 7 8.0 12 13.6 2 2.3 1 1.1 - - - -
Low-Modium Risk 294 141 48.0 34 11.6 63 21.4 27 9.2 10 3.4 8 2.7 5 1.7 
Il~gh-Medium Risk 303 123 40.6 45 14.9 69 22 .• 8 36 11.9 12 4.0 7 2,3 6 2.0 
High Risk .' 30a 166 53.9 31 10.1 53 17.2 30 9.7 ·8 2.6 7 2.3 4 1.3 

All Commw,i ties 993 496 50.1 117 11.8 197 19.9 95 9.6 31 3.1 22 2.2 15 1.5 

TABLE C-76. FEMALE OFFENDER AGE GROUP SUMMARY 

U1 "'ge Groups ... 
" community Type "'" To 18 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 ...... " 

....... ;3~:: 
0"'" # t # \ # \ # \ # % # \ # , 8"0 

Low Risk 6 5 83.3 1 16.7 - - - - - - - - - -
Low-Medium Risk 39 16 41.0 10 25.6 10 25.6 1 2.6 - - 1 2.0 - -
High-Medi urn .Risk 2.3 7 .30.4 3 1.3.0 5 21.7 6 26.1 - - 1 4.3 - -
High Risk 17 6 35.3 4 23.5 3 17.6 2 11.8 - - 1 5.9 - -
All Communities 85 34 40.0 18 21'.2 18 21.2 9 10.6 - - J 3.5 - -
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45-49 

# t « 
- - -
5 1.5 2 
3 .9 1 
2 .6 4 

10 1.0 7 

45-49 

# % # 

- - -
4 1.4 2 
2 0.7 1 
2 0.6 3 

B 0.8 6 

45-49 

# \ # 

- - -
1 2.6 -
1 4.3 -- - 1 

2 2.4 1 

50+ 

~ 

-
0.6 
0.3 
1.2 

0.7 

50+ 

~ 

-
0.7 
0.3 
1.0 

0.7 

50+ 

\ 

-
--

5.9 

1.2 

I 

1 
f 
'j 

1 
·1 
} 

J 
" 

. f 

offender Race Summary 

Table C-77 shows the volume and number of all arrested offenders by ethnic 

background. Although 25 percent of the population in the risk communities are 

non-white, the arrests of non-whites acco~ted for 36 percent of all reported 

arrests. 

TABLE C-77. OFFENDER RACE SUMMARY 

Race 

Community Type Total 
White Black Mex-Amer Indian Other Offenders 

# % # % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 94 81 86.2 8 8.5 5 5.3 - - - -
Low-Medium Risk 333 257 77 .2 48 14.4 25 7.5 3 0.9 - -
High-Medium Risk 326 263 80.7 41 12.6 17 5.2 1 2.1 2 0.6 
High Risk 325 85 26.2 224 68.9 15 4.6 1 0.3 2 0.6 

All Communities 1078 686 63.6 321 29.8 62 5.8 5 0.5 4 0.4 

Offender and Associates 

Table C-78 shows the nmmer and percentage of all offenders who participated in 

burglary offenses with Cine or more partners. Seventy-one ~percent of the 

arrested persons had one or. more crime partners. 

Offender and Arrest Charges 

Table C-79 shows the volume and percentages of all offenders by the arrest 

charge. The 22 specific charges that were reported are grouped into seven 

categories. Only 3.3 percent of the offenders were arrested for receiving or 

having in their possession stolen property. 

Case Disposition of Arresting Agency 

Table C-80 shows the number and volume of all arrested offenders by case dispo

sition. In this program the arresting agencies reported that 65 percent of the 

adult arrests resulted in the filing of a felony complaint. Statewide, pased 

on 1971 summary data provided by all law enforcement agencies, 60 percent of 

the adult arrests resulted in the fil.ing of a felony complaint. 
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TABLE C-78. OFFENDER AND ASSOCIATES SUMMARY (In Percent) 

rn Number of Associates l.I 
<I) 

Community Type 'tJ 
One Two Three Four Five .-l t: None 

~.f: 
0 .... 

# # # # % # % 8Q % % # % % 

Low-Risk 94 25 26.5 26 27.7 26 27.7 12 12.B 5 5.3 - -
Low-Medium Risk 333 94 2B.3 135 40.5 52 15.6 22 6.6 1B 5.4 12 6.0 
High-Medium Risk 326 109 33.4 11B 36.2 74 22.7 9 2.8 6 1.8 10 3.1 
High Risk 325 91 28.0 108 32.2 47 14.5 52 16.0 17 5.2 - -
All Communities 1073 319 29.6 3B7 36.0 199 18.5 95 B,B 46 4.3 22 2.0 

TABLE C-79. OFFENDER ARREST CHARGE SUMMARY (In Percent) 

Arrest Cha~ge Category 
rn 
l.I 
<I) Stolen 'tJ Burglary Theft Forgery Drugs Community Type .-I <: Property 111 <I) 

-1-' .... a .... 
80 # % # % # % # 'Ii # % 

Low Risk 94 85 90.4 - - 4 4.3 - - 1 1.0 
Low-Medium Risk 333 30B 92.5 16 4.8 6 loB - - 1 0.3 
High-Medium Risk 326 305 93.6 5 1.5 4 1.2 3 0.9 1 0.3 
High Risk 235 303 93.2 15 4.6 - - - - - -
All Communities 1078 1001 92.9 36 3.3 14 1..3 3 0.3 3 0.3 
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Six Seven 

# % # % 

- - - -
- - - -
- - - -
- - 7 2.2 

- - 7 0.6 

Assault 

# % 

- -
1 ·0.3 
- -
6 1.8 

7 0.7 

Eight 

# % 

- -
- -
- -
3 3.9 

3 '0.3 

Other 

# % 

4 4.3 
1 0.3 
B 2.5 
1 0.3 

14 1.3 

Approximately 48 percent of the arrested juveniles are either released or 

referred to the Probation Department or to the local law enforcement jUvenile 
bureau. 

Type of Arrest 

Table C-81 presents the numbE~r and percentage of all offenders by the type of 

arrest. Approximately 39 pel~c.ent of the offenders were arrested at or near the 

scene of the burglary. 

Prior Drug Involvement 

Tables C-82 and C-83 show the volume and percentage of all arrested offenders 

by prior drug involvement. The drug involvement data was provided by BCS from 

their existing records on the offender. In approximately 76 percent of the 

cases, prior drug usage was reported as "unknown" or "not stated." 

:r'able C-83 shows the percentage of drugs used by type and for only those 264 

cases where prior drug usage was recorded: approximately 20 percent of the 

ca'ses indicated that only marijuana. was used. 

Table C-84 presents the burglary arrest rates per 1 / 000 population in each of 

the communities, and shows that juveniles are much more lilcely to be arrested 

for burglaries than are adults. 

Table C-85 relates total case clearances by type of clearance and type of prem

ises. Residential burglaries had a higher clearance rate than did burglaries 

of Commercial/Industrial and Other Tl~es of premises. 

Type of Arrest and Disposition 

Table C-86 shows the pumber and percentage of all offenders by t~~e of arrest 

and clisposition of the case. Approh~imately 11 percent of the offenders 

arrested on the premises of the burglary received misdemeanor or felony charges. 
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Community Type 

LoW Risk 
Low-Medium Risk 
High-Medium Risk 
High Risk 

All Communities 

Community Type 

Low Risk 
Low-Medium Risk 
High-Medium Risk 
High Risk 

All Communities 

Community Type 

Low Risk 
Low-Medium Risk 
High-Medium Risk 
High Risk 

All Communi ties 

Community Type 

Low Risk 
Low-"Iedium Risk 
High-Medium Risk 
lIigh Risk 

1111 Communi ties 

-

TABLE C-80. ARRESTING AGENCY CASE DISPOSITION SUMMARY (In percent) 

Case Disposition 

Complaint r'iled Referred Released 

Other Other 
UI Probation Law Enfor. Adult Juvenile .... Felony Misdemeanor Dept. Juv. Bur. Juris, .... III 

.. Gl 

.... " g!;! # " # " /I % # % # % # 'I; # 'I; # 'I; 

94 17 19.1 4 4.3 2B 29.8 18 19.1 2 2.1 20 21.3 1 1.1 4 4.3 
333 lle 35.4 31 9.3 75 '22.5 35 10.5 15 4.5 42 12.6 2 0.6 15 4.5 
326 133 40.8 13 4.0 67 20.6 19 5.8 39 12.0 38 11.7 8 2.5 9 2.7 
335 83 25.5 21 6.5 107 32.9 42 13.1 24 7.4 19 5.8 1 0.3 28 e.6 

1078 351 32.6 69 6.4 277 25.7 114 10.6 80 7.4 119 11.0 12 1.1 56 5.2 

TABLE C-81. TYPE OF ARREST (In PercentJ 

Type of Arrest 

Ul Flee Scene/ Citizen Reasonable APR/ , Other Hold Other + 
.... On Premise In Vicinity Arrest/Hold Cause Want Warrant Charge Unknown .... 111 

.. Gl ....... 
g~ # 'I; /I 'I; II " # .. /I .. /I % /I .. # % /I % 

94 7 7.4 16 17.0 2 2.1 63 67,0 2 2.1 - - 4 4.3 - - - -
333 79 23.7 29 8.7 7 2.1 189 56.8 9 2,7 7 2.1 9 2.7 3 0.9 1 0.3 
326 66 20.2 47 14.4 15 4.6 177 54.3 7 2.1 5 1.5 4 1.2 4 1.2 1 0.3 
325 65 20.0 75 23.1 5 1.5 151 46,5 9 2.8 9 2.8 9 2.8 - - 1 0.3 

1078 217 20.1 167 15.5 29 2.7 580 53,8 27 2,5 21 1.9 26 2.4 7 0.8 3 0.3 

TABLE C-82. PRIOR DRUG INVOLVEMENT SUMMARY 

Recorded Drug Involvement 

In Marijuana and Marijuana Marij uana and Dangerous ........ Unknown/ Dangerous 
Dan~erous Drugs Drugs and '" In Marijuana opiates Dangerous .u<l Not Stated Drugs and opiates o ... 01;U95 and Opiates Opiates 

'"');! 

# '" # '" # '" # \ # '" # \ # \ II 'I; 

94 77 81.9 5 5.3 2 2.1 - - 6 6.4 2 2.1 2 2.1 - -
333 245 73.6 17 5.1 15 4.5 8 2.4 16 4.8 10 3.0 11 3 .3 11 3.3 : 
326 224 68.7 19 5.8 13 4.0 11 3.4 16 4.9 18 5.5 12 3.7 13 4.0 \ 
325 268 82.5 11 3.4 12 3.7 8 2.5 5 1.5 8 2.5 6 1.8 7 2.2 ; 

1078 814 75.5 52 4.8 42 3.8 27 2.5 43 4.0 38 3.5 31 '2.8 31 2.8 

TABLE C-83. DRUGS USED BY PRIOR DRUG OFFENDORS 

orugs Used 
-

g-~ 
Marijuana Marijuana and Dangerous ...... Dangerous Marijuana and Q <I Marijuana Opiates Dangerous Orugs Drugs and 'tI Drugs Dangerous Drugs and Opiates .... " and opiates Opiates 

" <I " .... 0 .... 
~Q # , # 'I; # , # , # 'I; II \ # , 

17 5 29.4 2 11.8 - - 6 35.3 2 11.S 2 11.8 - -
B8 17 19.3 15 17.0 8 9.1 16 18.2 10 11.4 11 12.5 11 12.5 

102 19 1B.6 .l3 12.7 11 10.8 16 15.7 18 17.6 12 11.8 13 12.7 
57 11 19.3 12 21.1 B 14.0 5 8.B 8 15.0 6 10.5 7 12.3 

264 52 19.7 42 15.9 27 10.2 43 16.3 38 14.4 31 11.7 31 11.7 
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TABLE C-84. BURGLARY ARREST RATES 

Arrests 
Community Type 

Per 1,000 Per 1,000 Per 1,000 
Adults ~uveniles* Total Population 

Low Risk 0.3 2.2 
Low-Medium Risk l.6 3.8 
High-Medium Risk 2.0 3.3 
High Risk 3.0 6.3 

All Communities l.6 3.8 

*Less than 18 years of age. 

TABLE C-85. ~~RCENTAGE OF CASES CLEARED BY 
TYPE OF CLEARANCE AND PREMISES 

0.9 
2.2 
2.4 
4.2 

2.3 

Percentage of Cases Cleared 
Type of Premises Total by Type of Clearance 

Cases 
Arrest Other Clearances 

Residential 5506 15.8 l.3 
Commercia1/ 1876 14.5 0.5 
Industrial 

Other Premises 381 13.9 l.3 
., 

Totals 7763 15.5 l.5 

15'7 

Total . 
17.2 

15.0 

15.2 

16.5 

,--------_ ...... _ ........ _----_._-_._-
:;l 
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TABLE C-86. TYPE OF ARREST AND DESPOSITION SUMMARY 

Type of Arrest 

Flee Citizen 
Other Reasonable APB/ Total Case On Scene/In Arrest/ Warrant charge 

Community Type 
Cause Want Arrests Disposition Pl:emise vicinity Hold '. 

# \ # " # .. # , # .. # , # , 
. 

Low Risk 94 Complaint 4 4.3 2 2.1 1 1.1 10 10.6 - - - - 4 4.3 
Filed. 

Referred. 1 1.1 10 10.6 - - 34 66.1 1 1.1 - - - -
Releaseq. 2 2.1 4 4.3 1 1.1 15 16.0 1 1.1 - - - -

Low-Med.ium Risk 333 Complaint 41 12.3 13 3.9 4 1.2 73 21.9 3 0.1 7 2.1 5 1.5 
Filed 

Referred 26 7.8 10 3.0 3 0.1 65 19.5 5 1.5 - - - -
Released 7 2.1 6 1.8 - - o!4 13.2 1 0.3 - - 1 0.3 

High-Medium Risk 326 Complaint 42 12.9 21 6.4 2 0.6 75 23.0 1 0.3 4 1.2 1 0.3 
Filed. 

Referred 13 4.0 14 4.3 5 1.5 48 14.7 4 1.2 - - 2 0.6 

Released 9 2.8 11 3.4 7 2.1 50 15.3 2 0.6 1 0.3 1 0.3 

High Risk 325 Complaint 28 8.6 27 8.3 ;;: 0,6 37 11.4 1 0.3 6 1.8 2 0.6 
Filed. 

Referred 22 6.8 29 8.9 2 0.6 84 25.8 7 2.2 2 0.6 2 0.6 

Released 10 3.1 5 1.5 1 0.3 25 7.7 1 0.3 1 0.1 1 0.3 

All Communities 1078 Complaint 115 10.7 63 5.8 9 0.8 195 18.1 5 0.5 17 1.6 12 1.1 
Filed. 

Referred 62 5.8 63 5.8 10 0.9 246 22.8 17 1.6 2 0.2 4 0.4 

Released 28 2.6 26 2.4 9 0.8 134 12.4 5 0.5 2 0.2 3 0.3 
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Other 
Hold. and. 

Unknown 

# \ # , 
- - - -

- - - -
- - - -
3 0.1 - -

- - 1 0.3 

- - - -"-

- - - -
- - - -
3 0.9 1 0.3 

- - 1 0.3 

1 0.3 - -
- - - -
3 0.3 1 0.1 

1 0.1 1 0.1 

3 0.3 1 0.1 

Offender Prior Record* 

Tables C-87 and C-88 show the number and percentage of all offenders having 

prior criminal records (including prior burglary offenses). Approximately 

57 percent of all offenders had no previous arrests (no previous record). 

Table C-87, which pertains only to offenders with prior records, shows that 

44 percent of the offenders with a previous record had a major previous record 

(1, 2, or 3 convictions of 90 days jailor more, or probation of 2 years or 
more) • 

Offender Prior Record and Drug Usage 

Table C-89 shows the volume and percentage of all offenders that had a prior 

record and their involvement with drugs. Forty-four percent of the 468 offend

ers who had prior records had no reported prior involvement with drugs. Of 

those offenders with prior major arrest records, less than 30 percent had no 

recorded drug usage record. Of the offenders who had a prison record, ~~.l per

cent had no recorded drug record. 

TABLE C-87. OFFENDER PRIOR RECORD SUMMARY (In Percent) 

Prior Record Categories 

Community 'l'ype Total 
None Minor Major Prison Arrests .. 

# % # % # % # % 

Low Risk 94 70 74.5 9 8.5 14 14.9 2 2.1 Low-Medium Risk . 333 180 54.1 68 20.4 64 19.2 21 6.3 High-Medium Risk: 326 156 47.9 58 20.9 72 22.1 30 9.2 , 
High Risk 325 204 62.8 41 12.6 55 16.9 25 7.7 

. 
All .. Communities 1078 610 56.6 185 17.2 ~.205 19.0 78 7.2 

Prior Burglary Record 

Table C-90 shows the number and percentage of offenders who had previous arrest 

records for burglary offenses. Seventy percent of the offenders with previous 

* See Appendix D for definitions cf minor, major and prison records. 
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ds had pr~or burglary records Thirty-four percent of the 327 prior burg-reoor b ~ • 

TABLE C-90. PRIOR BURGLARY RECORD AND TOTAL PRIOR RECORD 
lary offenders had minor prior burglary records. 

Total Offenders 

TABLE C-88. OFFENDERS WITH PRIOR RECORDS SUMMARY 

Prior Record Categories 

With Prior Prior Burglary Record 
Community Type Record (Includes 

All Offenses) Minor Major Prison None , 
Total 
With Minor Major Prison Community Type Prior 

Type # # % # % # % # % 

Arrests # % # % # % 
Low Risk Minor 8 4 50.0 - - - - 4 50.0 

Major 14 6 42.9 5 35.7 - - 3 21.4 
, 

8.3 Low Risk 24 8 33.3 14 58.3 2 
Pris'on 2 - - - - 1 50.0 1 50.0 

Low-Medium Risk 153 68 44.4 64 41.8 21 13.7 
High-Medium Risk 170 68 22.4 72 42.4 30 17.4 
High Risk 121 41 33.9 55 45.5 25 20.7 

Low-Medium Risk Minor 68 24 35.3 - - - - 44 64.7 
Major 64 20 31.3 24 37.5 - - 20 31.3 
Prison 21 1 4.8 4 19,0 16 76.2 - -

All Communities 468 185 39.5 205 43.8 78 16.7 High-Medium Risk Minor 68 40 58.8 - - - - 28 41.1 
Major 72 26 36.1 28 38.9 - - 18 25.0 
Prison 30 6 20.0 12 40.0 10 33.3 2 6.7 

TABLE C-89. OFFENDER PRIOR RECORD AND DRUG RECORD High Risk Minor 41 20 48.8 - - - - 21 51.2 
Major 55 12 21.8 35 63.6 - - 8 14.5 
Prison 25 2 8.0 7 28.0 I4 56.0 2 8.0 

Total Marijua'na t-Iarijuana 
Marijuana and Dangerous Offenders Dangerous and None 

With Prior Marijuana Opiates 
Dangerous and Dangerolls Drugs and 

Reported Community Type 
Drugs 

Opiates Drugs and Opiates neco-tds Drugs 
opiates 

All Communities Minor 185 88 47.6 - - - - 97 52.4 . 
f.1ajor 205 64 31.2 102 49.8 - - 49 23.9 
Prison 78 9 11.5 23 29.5 41 52.6 5 6.4 

Type # # \ # % # \ # \ # \ # , # , « % 

Low Risk Hinor 8 1 12.5 - - - - 1 12.5 - - - - - - 6 75.0 
TOTALS 468 161 34.4 125 26.7 41 8.8 141 30.1 

Major 14 4 28.6 2 14.3 - - 5 35.7 1 - 1 - - - 1 7.1 
Prison 2 - - - - - - - - 1 50.0 1 50.0 - - - -

LoW-Medium Risk Minor 68 13 19.1 7 10.3 1 1.5 8 11.8 2 2.9 - - - - 37 ~4.4 

Major 64 4 6.3 7 10.9 4 6.3 7 10.9 3 4.7 10 15.6 7 10.9 22 34.4 
Prison 21 - - 1 4.B 3 14.3 1 4.B 5 23.8 1 4.8 4 19.0 6 2B.6 

High-Medium Risk Minor 68 10 14.7 5 7.4 - - 3 4.4 3 4.4 - - 1 1.5 46 67.6 
Major 72 7 9.7 8 11.1 9 12.5 12 16.7 8 11.1 9 12.5 6 8.3 13 IB.l 
P.I;'ison 3D 2 6.7 - - 2 6.7 1 3.3 7 23.3 3 10.0 6 20.0 9 30.0 

High Risk Minor 41 5 12.2 4 9.B - - 1 2.4 2 4.9 - - - - 29 70.7 
Major 55 5 9.1 7 12.7 5 9.1 2 3.6 3 5.4 4 7.3 4 7.3 25 45.5 
Prison 25 1 4.0 1 4.0 3 12.0 2 8.0 3 12.0 2 8.0 3 12.0 10 40.0 

All Communi ties Minor IB5 29 15.7 16 8.6 1 0.5 13 7.0 7 3.8 - - 1 0.5 U8 • 63.8 
Major 205 20 9.8 24 11.7 18 8.8 26 12.7 15 7.3 27 13.2 17 8.3 61 29.8 
Prison 78 3 3.8 2 2.6 7 0.9 4 9.0 16 20.5 7 9.0 13 16.7 25 32.1 

TOTALS 468 52 1l.1 42 9.0 26 5.4 43 9.2 38 8.1 35 7.5 31 6.6 204 43.6 

.... 
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Offender Current status 

Tables C-91 and C-92 show the number and percentage of all offenders and their 

. . f th t seventy-eight percent of the offend-existing status at the t~me 0 e arres • 
ers were under no commitment at the time of arrest. Approximately 15 percent of 

all offenders were on probation at the time of t:he S.rrest. Table C-91, which 

only pertains to the 243 offenders who were either 011 parole, probation, or 

shows that 65 percent of the offe'.:~,ers were on probation and prison commitment, 

35 percent were on parole at the time of arrest. 

TABLE C-91. OFFENDER CURRENT STATUS SUMMARY 

" 

Existing status 

Parole Probation 

TOtal No other 
prison 

other calif. 
CO!lUl\uni ty TYl?e Offenders co!lUl\itment Dept. CYA CRe Juriscliction 

Calif. Juvenile Jurisdiction 
correc tions 

# % # , # \ # \ # , 
~ , » , # % # , 

2.1 - - 10 10.6 - . - - - -
81 86.2 - - 1 1.1 2 

tow Jlisk 94 47 14.1 - - 1 0.3" - -
3.0 9 2.7 - -

tow-Medium Risk 333 258 77.5 8 2.4 10 
16.6 - - - 1 0.3 

2.5 7 2.1 14 4.3 1 0.3 54 -
High-Med~um Risk 326 241 73.9 8 46 14.2 - - - - - -

2.8 8 2.5 6 1.8 1 0.3 
High Risk 325 255 78.5 9 

31 2.9 2 0.2 157 14.6 - - 1 0.1 1 0.1 

All Communities 1078 835 77.S 25 2.3 26 2.4. 

TABLE C-92. OFFENDERS WITH A COMMITMENT 

Commitment Status 
Total 

Community Type 
Offenders Parole Probation Prison 
with Com-
mitments # % # % # % 

Low Risk 13 3 23.1 10 76.9 - -
Low-Mediu.'U Risk 75 27 36.0 48 64.0 - -
High-Medium Risk 85 30 35.3 54 63.5 1 1.2 

High Risk 70 24 34.3 46 65.7 - -

All Communities 243 85 35.0 157 64.6 1 0.4 
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Offender Current status and Prior Record 

Table C-93 shows the number and percentage of offenders who had parole, proba-

tion, or prison commitments at the time of arrest and their prior record his-

tory. Forty-eight percent of the offenders who had a previous record were 
" 

under no commitment at the time of arrest. 

TABLE C-93. OFFENDER CURRENT STATUS AND PRIOR RECORD 

Total Commitment Status 
Offenders 

Communi ty Type with Prior No 
Parole Probation Prison Records Commitment 

Type # # % # % # % # % 

Low Risk Minor 8 8 100.0 - - - - - -
Major 14 2 14.3 2 14.3 10 72.4 - -
Prison 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 - - - -

Low-Medium Risk Minor 68 65 95.6 - - 3 4.4 - -
Major 64 8 12.5 16 25.0 40 62.5 - -
prison 21 5 23.8 11 52.4 5 23.8 - -

High-Medium Risk Minor 68 62 91.2 2 2.9 4 5.9 - -
Major 72 14 19.4 15 20.8 43 59.7 - -
Prison 30 9 30.0 13 43.3 7 23.3 1 3.3 

High Risk Minor 41 37 90.2 - - 4 9.8 - -
Major 55 9 16.4 10 18.2 36' 65.5 - -
Prison 25 5 20.0 14 56.0 6 24.0 - -

All Communities Minor 185 172 93.0 2 1.1 11 5.9 - -
Major.: 205 33 16.1 43 21.0 129 62.9 - -
Prison 78 20 25.6 39 50.0 18 23.1 - -

TOTALS All 468 225 48.1 85 18.2 157 33.5 1 0.2 
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Prior Records by Age Group 

Table C-94 shows the prior records of arrested offenders by age group. The 

"All Community" figures show that persons under the age of 18 accounted for 

81.1 percent of all offenders who had no prior record, while those between 

ages 20 and 24 comprised 49.3 percent of offenders TtJith major records. 

The "All Ages" column show that 83.2 percent of the offenders arrested in the 

Low Risk Community had no prior records, while. only 47.9 percent of the offend

ers from the High-Medium Risk Community had no prior records. 

TABLE C-94. PRIOR RECORDS OF OFFENDERS BY AGE GROUP 

., 
Age Group 

Prior All 
community Type Record <18 18-19 20-24 25-20 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50+ Ages ---

Type # II, % # , #I % #I % n .% # % # \ JI \ n \ # , 
Low Risk None 70 64 91.4 5 7.1 1 1.4 - - - - - - - - - - - - 70 83.2 

Minor 8 6 75,0 2 25.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 8 8.5 
Major 14 1 7.1 1 7.1 12 85.7 1 7.1 - - - - - - - - - - 14 14.9 
Prison 2 - - - - - - 1 50.0 1 50.0 - - - - - - - - 2 2.1 

LoW-Medium Risk None 18.0 143 79.4 17 9.4 12 6.7 4 2.2 1 0.6 2 1.1 1 0.6 1 0.6 1 0.6 180 54.1 
Minor 68 11 16.2 22 37.3 24 35.3 6 8.8 2 2.9 - - 1 1.5 - - - - 68 20.4 
Major 64 3 4.7 5 7.8 33 51.6 12 18.8 5 7.8 2 3.1 1 1.6 3 4.7 - - 64 19.2 
Prj.son 21 

_. - - - 4 19.0 6 28.6 2 9.5 5 23.8 2 9.5 1 4.8 1 4.8 21 6.3 

High-Medium Risk None 156 125 80.1 l8 11.5 9 7.2 3 1.9 - - 1 0.6 - - - - - - 156 47.9 
Minor 68 7 10.3 21 30.9 24 35.3 11 16.2 - - - - 1 1.5 1 1.5 1 1.5 68 20.9 
Ma~or 72 - - 9 12.5 34 48.6 9 12.5 6 8.3 1 1.4 1 1.4 1 1.4 - - 72 22.1 
Prison 30 - - - - 6 20.0 8 26.7 6 20.0 5 16.7 4 13.3 1 3.3 - - 30 9.2 

High Risk None 204 163 79.9 19 9.3 14 6.9 2 1.0 2 1.0 - - 1 0.5 - - - - 204 62.B 
Minor 41 6 14.6 8 19.5 13 31.7 8 19.5 - - 2 4.9 - - - - 2 4.9' 41 12.6 
Major 55 .3 5.5 2 3.6 22 40.0 14 25.5 3 5.5 2 3.6 2 3.6 1 1.8 1 1.8 55 16.9 
'Prison 25 - - 1 4.0 5 20.0 B 32.0 4 16.0 4 16.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 25 7.7 

All Communities None 610 495 81.1 59 9.7 36 7.3 9 1.5 3 0.5 3 0.5 2 0.3 1 0.2 1 0.2 610 56.E> 
Minor 185 30 16.2 53 28.6 61 33.0 2S 13:5 2 1.1 2 1.1 2 1.1 1 0.5 3 1.6 185 17.2 
Major 205 7 3.4 17 8.3 101 49.3 36 17.6 14 6.8 5 2.4 4 2.0 4 2.0 1 0.5 205 19.0 
Prison 78 - - 1 1.3 15 19.2 25 32.1 13 16.7 14 19.9 7 9.0 .3 3.8 2 2.6 78 7.2 
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APPENDIX D 

SAMPLE FORMS, MATERIALS AND ORDINANCES 

This appendix provides a small sample of'the materials and forms used in 

the Crime-Specific Pr~qram, and contains appropriate sample ordinances. 

• SECTION I. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY AND WHAT TO 

DO ABOUT IT - Both the English and Spanish 

language versions of the pamphlet are included. 

• SECTION' II. SAMPLE FORMS - Contains samples 

of the forms for use in reporting burglaries, 

property identification, insecure premises, 

and speaker requests. 

• SECTION III. SECURITY ORDINANCES - Contains 

Model Burglary Security Ordinances for Oakland 

and Los Angeles County. 

• SECTION IV. BUSINESS MACHINE IDENTIFICATION 

GUIDE - Contains the guide prepared by the 

San Diego Police Department. 
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APPENDIX D 

SECTION I - RESIDENTIAL BURGlARY AND WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT 

· 1. English language pamphlet 

2. Spanish language pamphlet 

(Pages D-2 through D-34 to be supplied by the state of California) 
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RESIDENTIAL' BURGLARY 
AND WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT 

~l CALIFORNIA COUNCIL ON CRIMINAL JUSTICE'> 

'.i 
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" 

Tne California Council on Criminal Justice is pleased to present this booklet 
on "RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY AND WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT". We hope 
you will read it carefully and take action to burglar-proof your home or 
apartment. 

This useful booklet is a by-product of the Council-initiated Crime-Specific 
Burglary Prevention and Control Program. With the cooperation and partici
pation of the Attorney General and major California law enforcement 
agencies, we have developed a program to do something positive about the 
crime of burglary. In target communities in California, we are mounting on 
inten~ive attack on burglary. We believe the results will be significant and 

~ we hope the anti-burglary techniques developed will be used fhroughout 
00 the state. 

The Crime-Specific program is another example of the commitment of the 
California Council on Criminal Justice toward making Californians safe from 
crime. 

ROBERT H. lAWSON 
Executive Director 
California Council on Criminal Justice 

INTRODUCTION 
All of us fear personal violence, but the odds of being murdered or attacked on 

the street are actually very low. There is, however, one very serious crime to which 
every American is vulnerable--burglary. 

TheJ:e were more than hvo million burglaries reported in America in 1970, 
causing a loss of nearly $700 million. Here in Califo~ia, more than half of all 
major crimes (:ommitted are burglaries. Your chances of being burglarized are 
incJ:easing every year, whether your income is high or low, whether you are white 
or black, young or old, apartment-dwener or homeowner. 

Don't think insurance alone can protect you. Of course you need insurance, hut 
no policy protects you from the fear that comes from knowing your home has been 
invaded, from the loss of keepsakes, and from the inconvenience of having to 
make repairs after you've been burglarized. Even the protection insurance does 
afford becomes more expensive each year because of the rising number of bur
glaries. 

The Attorney General of California, the police departments of Anaheim, Berkeley, 
Compton, Fresno, Pasadena, Richmond, Riverside, San Bernardino, Santa Ana, and 
Stockton, and the sheriffs' departments of San Joaquin and San Mateo counties, 
are putting all theil' know-how together in an anti-burglary program designed and 
funded by the C~Iifornia Council on Criminal Justice. Your community has been 
selected as one of the target areas for the pmgJ:am which is known as the Crime
Specific Burglary Prevention and Control Program. 

As a resident of a target neighborhood, you are an integral pnrt of this burglary 
prevention and control program. You will see the emblem on the cover of this 
booklet-an international traffic sign directing the prevention of "459", California's 
Penal Code Section on burglary-()D signs, buttons, and liteJ:ature. It is to remind 
you and your community to prevent burglary, because it's a job your law enforce
Inent officers can't do alone. Why not start today, by reading this booklet and 
following its suggestions? 

Anaheim 
Police Department 

Berkeley 
Police Deparbnent 

Compton 
Police Department 

Fresno 
Police Department 

Pasadena San Joaquin County 
Police Department Sheriff's Department 

Richmond San Mateo County 
Police Department Sheriff's Department 

Riverside Santa Ana 
Police Department Police Department 

San Bernardino Stockton 
Police Department Police Department 

EVELLE J. YOUNGER 
Attorney General, State of California 

and 
Chairman, California Council on Criminal Justice 
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MINIMUM SECURITY MEANS THE PREVENTION OF ENTRY BY A BURGLAR THIWUGH ANY DOOR OR 
WINDOW EXCEPT BY MEANS OF DESTRUCTIVE FORCE. Most burglars will not break a window to enter. The 
majority of the devices in this booklet cost very little and the home security procedures suggested cost nothing; all 
of them will help reduce burglary. , I--f:..l-•. -J._ '_._ ~ __ 

Begin your home security check with the front door and 
work clockwise around the entire inside of the house. 
Include all doors and windows, finishing with the back 
yard, fence and shrubs, gates, and garage. 

Shrubbery should never block the view of your front door. 
This allows an intruder the opportunity of privacy to gain 
entrance. 

A wide angle viewer in the doCir Jets you know your visitor. 

D~AD i.ATCH 
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AUXILIARY DEADLOCK - 1" deadbolt, single 
cylinder with hardened cylinder guard, and 
thumb turn. 

If gJass is within 40" of the locking hardware, 
additional security provisions should be 
followed. See page 5. 

A DEAD-LATCH is an inexpensive and attrac
tive addition to your existing knob-lock set 
which keeps the burglar from Simply slipping 
your door open with a credit card, This 
method of entry is common in many areas 
but very easy to prevent. 

CANE BOLTS - W' in diam
eter by 12" high installed at top 
and bottom of the inactive door 
offer minimum security. 

Many homes with pairs of doors, 
use half-barrel slidcbolls on the 
inactive door. These are weak 
and inadeqUate. 

I , 
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CANE_OloT 

CB 
OOl,lBLE DOORS 

ADDITIONAL SECURITY MEANS THE PREVENTION OF EXIT BY AN INTRUDER THROUGH ANY DOOR 
EXCEPT BY MEANS OF DESTRUCTIVE FORCE. This reduces the possibility of theft of large household pos
sessions after the intruder has gained entrance through a \vindow and is expecting an easy exit through a door. 

8 
WARNING: One window ill every bedroom on the ground IZ11d second floor must be 
left available as afire exit, particularly for children IZ11d guests in your home. At night, 
the bedroom window may often be the quickest and safest means of getting out. 
Because of the <!anger of fire, decorative iron grilles are not recommended on bedroom 
windows, unless they can be opened from the inside. 

Following are illustrations of key locks which can be used as additional security 
when the home is unoccupied. 

I-,-~ 

AUXILIARY DEADLOCK - I" deadbolt and double cylinders with 
hardened cylinder guards; If the double cylinder deadbolt is locked 
when the house is occupied. a key should be left jn the inside keyhole, 
as a means of fast exit in case of fire. Always remove the key whcn 
leaVing home. 
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Lock all doors and willdows before you leave. The majority of burglaries are 
committed by persolls ollllarcotics, so evm ifl!!!! are 1I0t cOllceTlled abotlt 
your va/llables - why support their habit? 

THE RIM LOCK is a I" dead bolt I<lck which is installed on the inside 
surface of the door. It is 1e5li expensive than other types of locks, but 
equally effective for Security. (1 

,~ 

RIM lOCK 
0-2 

Put idetltificatioll (yollr driver's licellse IIl1mber is best) all all vaillab(e~ This 
reduces cballces of theft when spotted by the burglar; it it/creaSes cballces of 
recovery if you are a victim. YOllr police, sherif!. fire departmellt, or service, 
club may have ellgraving tools to loall - they are as easy to write with as a 
pencil and will write all anytbillg. Tbe tools call evell be purcbased for ullder 
ten dof/ars. 

THE .oj IMMY ~PROOF" RL"d LOCK is another !<lck which is installed 
<In the inside surface of the d<l<lr. But this I<lck has vertical dead bolts, 
which is an additiollal security approved locking devke. 
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WINDOWS: Primary interest in securing windows is to eliminate entry by prying open. Most burglars avoid~ 
breaking glass •. due to the fear of attQCting attention. 

WITH SLIDING WINDOWS t1te primary ob,ieGtive is to keep the window from Sliding 
01 being lifted up and out of the track. 

C"'\ 

If 
':'DING l.l.~. , 

'I 

There are niany manufactured products available for securing windows; here are some of the suggestions. 

~ 

.' 

r~ 

:~ 
"I~N£:D WINQOW ANTI-SLIDE BLocK SLIDE BOLT 

It is not recommended to lock 11 window ill a ventilating position. T6is is an in vita-
'tion toa prying action which can result in entry. \ 

Key locking detJices offer no real security alld they call be a fire exit hllZard. 

CASEMENT WINDOWS are the simplest 10 secure. Make sure the latch works properly 
and thlll thi,"operator" has no exCe5l! play. if so, replace the worn hardware. 

r 
LA"CH 

OPERATOR 

CA$EMENT WINDOW 
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FLUSH BOLTS - lnstalled at the top and 
bottom of the inactive door of a pair of 
doors, flush bolts <lffer additional security, 
since the intruder cannot get at these 
devices to tamper with them if the doors 
are locked. 

'ff.?' 

.' 

ij 
r 

P'L,U$)1_0LT 

8 Caf/ your local sberiff or police whenever a stranger seems to be banging aroulld. 
They Cdn politely have tf look. Get a license number if you can do it easily, but 
dOll't subject yourself to danger, or even embarrassment, by approacbing a 
strange persall or car. 

HINGE PROTECTION 

To protect your door from being lifted from its hinges by pulling 
the hinge pin, follow these simple steps: 

I. Remove tW<I screws. opposite each other, from hoth 
leafs of your hinge. 

2. Insert screw or concrete nail into jamb leaf-protruding Yz". 

3. Drill out the opposing screw hole in door. no this in the 
top and bottom 'hinge of the door. When closed, the pins 
may be temoved, but the door will remain firmly in place. 

7 

DOUBLE HUNG WlNDOWlalches maybejimmiedopen. H !lIe window is not used, 
SCl'<'W it shut (except bedrooms). For wind<lws in us>~, drill a 1I0wnward slolling hole 
into the top of the bottom window through and into the bottom of the top window 
and insert a pin or nail. 

f I 
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"I""NED HINGE 
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/ 1 I DOUBLIEHUNQ 

8 Did something seem odd about tbat SIIlesman? Was tbat really a repairman with a 
wrong address? Your local police call easily find out 'fYou Just call them. 

WUVRE windo~a.re,bad security risks. Remove 
and replace with solid glass or other type of ventilat
ing window., Or protect with a grate <lr grille (except 
bedrooms). 

" 

• ORATE 
GRILL.£ 

LOUVRe: wrNOOW 

Another good security measure is the use of ornamental Iron gates and 
fencing for ground level entrances and yard protection. 

WARNING: One window in every bedroom on tbe grollnd QTld second 
floor must be JiipJiVllUable IlS 11 fire exit, particularly fOI' children and 
guests in your 'bome. At 'night, the bedroom window may often be the 
quickest and safest mea;;. of getting out. 
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SLIDING DOOR: The purpose of securing a sliding door is to 
k~p ir from sliding or being pried up and out of the track. 

II 

[--

® 

'~~--~ _, __ " #-- SL,.DE-BOLT 

LJI1\ -. , 
St.IDING bOOR 

A simple way to secure an inside sliding dooris to drill a downward 
sloping hole fhtough the top channel inlo the top portion of the 
sliding door frame. Insert a pin as illustrated. This may be used as 
a m;'limum security method when the home is unoccupied. 

1~; I C\ 
J~; ,\!y 
~lT 

~{; 
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SLIDE BOloT WITH PADLOCK 

Another way to secure a sliding door is to install a slide boIt for minimum security. To offer additional security 
when your home is unoccupied, a padlock keyed to your front door may be added. 

Of the many devices available for sliding doors, these offer the least expensive and most effective means of 
security. 

Sticks and bars may be used, but any burglar can easily remove these. They offer no protection from the intruder 
making an easy exit with your household goods. 

10 

GARAGES: The single lock on the garage door is inadequate to keep 
intruders from prying up the opposite side and crawling in. 

One of three methods may be used to secure the door: 

I. Add another bolt and padlock to the opposite slde. 

2. Install a pair of cane bolts to the inside. (Note - these 
are operable only from the inside.) 

3. Add a top center hasp, as illustrated. Any person of 
average height can operate this locking device. 

HASPS: These must be of hardened steel and installed 
with carriage bolts thtough the door Or gate. Use large 
washers on the inside. Arter the nuts are secured, 
deface the thteads of the bolt ends with a hammer to 
keep the nuts from being removed. 

f 
CANE aOLT 
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'LICINO HASP .... 

[i!§iil i---~ 
In every case use a minimum standard exterior padlock 
as described On page 12, 

HINGING HASP 
H-1 

@ Don't bide a key outside. Most biding plat;esilre obvious to tbe 
burglar. 

11 

_",v-.,.., .. ~ ... " """,<~ .. ~~.~, ~ ~'h·.~.·"""·' ,,,,,,\,,,,,,,,,'<.'''~''-",,' .".. . ..,. ~~'"'''''''<'~'r"''' '"'....,~"'~., . .". ................. ,.~.- ... ""'''"''' ,l"~""'i."";"".-~,, .. ''''''' '"."",-'" ,,,"', ",~"" ... ~"_ ... tf~ ... .,...",.. ,~~~ -?_ .. _,,"' ,~'r-f. '" .. ".", "~~,"'""",~,,",,,",.:.~ .~~J"(~ __ ,,,~, ..... ~, 

PADLOCKS: TI<ere are many padlocks on the market from which to 
choose. Do not be guilty of economizing on a padlock that will not 
give you the pro~ection you need,' The most common assault on a pad
lock is with a large bolt cutter or pry bar. The. following description, 

, which you can take to the locksmith or hardware store, is the 
f1linj,num standard for an exterior padlock: 

, ' I. Hardened steel, 9/32" shackle. (Naturally, heavicr shackles 
J ' offer additional security:) 

2. Double locking mechanism-heel and toe. 

3. Five-pin tumbler. 

4. A key retaining feature, whenever possible. This prevents your 
removing the key until you have locked the padlock. 

Never leave yout padlock unlocked. This is an invitation to have 
the padlock removed so that a key can be made, and the lock 
returned to its position. Later the burglar returns when no one 
is home and enters at his leisure, using his key. 

MINIMUM STANDARD FOR APPROVED CHAIN: 

Must be of at least S/! 6" hardened steel alloy. The link must be 
of continuous welded construction. Ughter chain or chain with 
open links simply will not withstand bolt cutting aUacks. Don't 
give your bicycle away. Using anything less will invite its theft. 

MOTORCYCLES: These expensive bikes require additional security 
measures. They must be secured with a mated 3/8" hardened steel 
alloy chain and padlock of equal strength. 
Sheathed cable has not proven a satisfactory deterent to theft. 

BICYCLES: You don't leave your tar unlocked,so treat your 
bicycle the same way. Use an approved chain and padlock 

,whenever you are not on the seat! Lock it to the garage
with a 3/8" x 6" eye screw fastened into a stUd. The eye 
screw should be at least 3 feet above the floor, because this 
makes using a pry bar much more difficult. 

Whenever you lock your bike in a public place, chain it to 
a secure rock Or stanchion through the frame and a wheel. 
Keep the chain as high above the ground as the bike will 
aUow. This [educes the leverage for a pry bar or bolt cutter 
aUack. 
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EVE SCREW 

LIGHTING: Good exterior lighting is impor
tant, particularly when the yard area is obscured 
by high non-removable shtubbery.1'he best 
possible location for outside lights is under the 
eaves. This makes ground-level assault more 
difficult. You can buy an inexpensive timer 
or a photo-electric cell which will automatically 
turn the lights on at dusk and turn them off at 
dawn. 
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BURN A LIGHT AT NIGHT. The best source of interior lighting is a living room 
light. whether you are home or not. Again, use a timer or photo-electric cell to 
automatically tum the light on at dUSk. The illumination coming from this 
source is sufficient to silhouette an intruder through many windows in your home. 
It is also confusing to the burglar as to whether you are away, at home, or asleep 
on the sofa. 

~ 
~ 

INTERIOR LIQHTINQ 

SECONDARY BARRIER: If the value of small personal items warrants pro
tection, a secondary barrier is an additional safeguard. On a hinging closet door, 
install a 1" deadboIt lock. Store your jewels, furs, camera, gllns, silverware. and 
other valuables behind this barrier. Be sure to pin the hinges. See page S, 
"Hinge Protection". . 

o 
(I 

Keep the burglar away from this vital target by use of an alarm. .j 
S£CONOARV aAR'UE~ 

'~l~\~ 1Ij})))) 

ALARMS: There are many types or alarms on the market. Secure the servi~ 
of a reputable alarm company. They will advise you of the best system to 
protect your home. Space detection methods are excellent. Physical contact 
methods are fair, but tend to send false alarms. 

DON'T DEPEND ONLY UPON AN ALARM TO PROTECf YOU .•• BE SURE 
TO USETHE PROPER LOCKING DEVICES. 

Any alarm system shQuld include: 

I. A battery failsafe back-up. 

2. Fire sensing capability. 

3. Read-out ability to check working of system. 

4. Horn sounding device installed in attic through vent. 
When shopping for an alarm, take this list with you. 

BE SURE TO LOCK BEFORE YOU LEAVE AND LET A NEIGHBOR HAVE A KEY. 
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USE THIS TO LIST YOUR PERSONAL PROPERTY 

If you can identify recovered stolen property, it will aid police in returning the items to you. On those ileh~ 
that have no serial number, you may engrave your Drive.-s License or Social Security numbef with a simple etching 
lool. Pe.-sonal item.; such as jewelrY may be photographed with proper identification listed on the back of the 
photo. 

PROPERTY MARKED WITH 
DRIVERS LICENSE NO. ____ _ 

It. M .... 

DlSIIWASHER, STOVE, MIXER, 
TOASTER, REFRIGERATOR, ETC. 

CREDIT CARIJS 
Compony Serf_' , 

AUTOMOBILE, MOTORCYCLE, SCOOTER 
Hake CoTcH lie. HfJ. Sed.} 1'0. 

PRI 
~ I ,,- I ~. I'"'' ··1 

BICYCLE 
Hake C?-lor Lie • .No.. Fratle No. [-[-1--1 J 

CAMERA, BINOCULARS, SPORTING 
. GOODS, SEWING MACIRNE, WATCHES 

It. M.... Sorl.l Mo. 

fill 
POWER TOOLS 4 SPECIAL EQUIPMENT 

It.. M.... S.rl.l Mo. 
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GUNS 
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TELEVISION, RADIO, STEREO, TAPE 

RECORDEa, ETC. 
Itetfl Hue Serf at No. 
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WHEN LEAVING YOUR HOME PRACTICE THE FOLLOWING AOYICE:; 
ITWILL PAY DIVIDENDS 

GOIII.:G TO THE MARKET OR OUT TO DINNER-··-? 

A residence which presents a Iived·in appearance is a deterem to burglars. 

Never leave notes which can inform a burglar that your house is unoccupied. 

Make certain all windows and doors are secured before departure. An empty garage advertises your 
absence, so close the doors. 

When going out at night, leave one Or more interior lights on and perhaps have a radio playing. Timers 
may be purchased that will turn lights on and ?ff during your absence. 

Do not leave door keys under flower pots or doormats, inside an unlocked mailb()x, over the doorway, 
or in other obvious places. 

WHEN PLANNING VACATIONS OR PROLONGED ABSENCES .. • .. • .. • 

Discontinue milk, newspaper, and other delive:ies by phone or in person ahead of time. 00 not leave 
notes. 

Arrange for lawn care and have someone remove advertising cirCUlars and other debris regularly. On the 
other hand, several toys left, scattered about will create an impression of occupancy. 

Notify the .post office to forward your mail or have a trustworthy person pick It up daily. Apartment house 
tenants could also heed this hint as stuffed mail receptacles are a give·away when no one is home. 

Inform neighbors of your absence so they can be extra alert for suspicious person~. leave a key with them 
so your place may be periodically inspected. Ask them to vary the positions of your shades and blinds. 

Have the telephone temporarily ~isconne(;ted. Burglars may tty calling to find out whether anyone is in. 

When you leave, do not pUblicize your plans. Some burglars speCialize in reading newspaper accounts of 
other people's vacation activities. 

Contact your local police or sheriff station and inform them how long you will be gone, who has a key to your 
house, 8.,d where you can be reached. Special attention will be given to the premises while you are away. 

If you find a door or window has been forced or broken. while. you were absent ........ DO NOT ENTER. 
The criminal may still be inside. Use a neighbor's phone imlTl~diately to summon police or sheriff. 

Do not touch anything or clean up if a crime has occurred. Preserve the scene until the police or sheriff can 
inspect for evidence. 

REMEMBER TO: 

,~ """ ... ~.., ~, ... _,..,o-::". 

LOCK BEFORE YOU LEAVE 

TRUST A NEIGHBOR WITH A KEY 

BE A CONCERNED NEIGHBOR, YOURSELF 
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EI Condlio de California para la Justicia Criminal tiene el placer de presentar 
este folfeto sabre /JRobos residendales y que hacer en contra de ellos.1I 

Esperamos que 10 lea can interes y que tome acdon para prevenir robos en 
escala a su hogar 0 apartamiento. 

Este folleto es el resultado del "programa para controlar y prevenir el crimen 
especifico de robos en escala" iniciado por el Conc;ilio. Hemos desarrollado 
un programa para hacer algo positivo en contra del crimen de rob os en 
escala con 10 cooperacion y participacion del Procurador General y las seis 
agencias de aplicadores de leyes mas grandes en el estado de California: 
Estamos contra-atacando intensivamente el crimen de robos en escala en 6 
comunidades de California. Creemos que los resultados seran significantes y 

I-' esperamos que los metodos desarrollados para combatir el robo en escala 
~ serqn usados par todo el estodo de California. Ei programa crimen-especi

fico es otro ejemplo del compromiso contraido por el Condlio de California 
para asegurar que los californiClnos esten protegidos en el crimen. 

ROBERT H. LAWSON 
Director Ejecutivo 
Condlio de California 
para [a Justicia Criminal 
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INTRODUCCI6N 
Todos tenemos Ia violencia personal, pero In pfobabiHdad de sel; asesindo 0, 

atacado en Ia calle es muy raro. Sin embargo, hay un crimen muy serio aI cual 
cada ciudadano esta accesible-el robo de residencia en escala. 

Hubieron mas' de dos miIlones de robos en escala reportados en Los Estados 
Unidos en 1970 que causaron una perdida de casi siete mill ones de dolares. Mas 
de Ia mitad de los crimenes mayores cometidos aqul en California son rohos de 
residencia en escala. El riesgo de que usted sea la vfctima de un robo en cscala 
aumenta cada ano, ya sea que usted sea pobre 0 rico, sea blanco 0 negro, joven 
o anclano, 0 viva en casa propia 0 en un apartamiento. 

No crea que al tener una p6liza de seguro usted estara protegido. Es cierto 
que necesita una p6liza de seguro, pero no hay poliza que Ie proteja del miedo 
que usted siente al saber que su hagar ha sido invadido, de Ill. perdida de sus 
prendas 0 recuerdos, 0 de Ill. inconveniencia de tener que hacer reparaciones despues 
del robo. Hasta Ia protecci6n que eI seguro Ie ofrece, llega a ser mas costosa cada 
ano l,Jor eI aumento de rohos de residencia en cscaIa. 

El Procurador General de California. los departamentos de policia de las ciudades 
de Anaheim, Berkeley, Compton, Fresno, Pasadena, Richmond, Riverside, San Ber
nardino, Santa Ana, y Stockton y los departamentos de aIguaciles de los condaJos 
de San Joaquin y San Mateo han unido su habilidad en un programa de anti-rob os 
en escala disenado y suministrado por el ConciIio de Justicia Criminal de Cali
fornia. Su comunidad Ita sido seleccionada como una de las areas para el programa 
<:onocido como "Crime-Sl,Jecific Burglary Pxevention. and Control Program," 0 sea 
eJ program a para prcvenir y controIar el crimen de robos en escaIa. 

Como residente de esta comunidad usted es l,Jarte integra del programa para 
prevenir y controlar robos en escala. Vera usted una emblema en Ia cara de este 
folleto-es un senal de transito dirigiendo la prevenci6n del "459," el numero de 
la ; seccion del C6digo Penal de California que se refiere a robos de hogar en 
escaia'":7tambMn estara en carteles, botones de anuncio y otra materia escrita. Esto .. 
es para recordarle a. usted y a su comunidad, que el prevenir rebos en escala, es 
una tarea que los agentes de poUds no pueden hacer solos. lPorque no empieza 
hoy mismo leyendo y siguiendo las sugerencias de este folleto? 

Anaheim 
Police Department 

Berkeley 
Police Department 

COlJlpton 
Police Department 

Fresno 
Police Department 

Pasadena. San Joaquin County 
Police Department Sheriff's Department 

Richmond San Mateo County 
Police Department Sheriff's Departmellt " 

Riverside Santa Ana 
Police Department Police Department 

San Bernardino Stockton 
Police Department Police Department 

EVELLE J. YOUNGER 
Attorney General, State of California 

and 
Chairman, California Council on Criminal Justice 
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SEGURIDADMINIMA SIGNIFICA ELPREVENIR LA ENTRADA DE UN LADRON PDR CUALQUIER 
PUERTA P VENTANA A MENDS DE QUE USE FUERZA DESTRUCTIV;4 PARA ENTRAR. 
La mayona de los ladrones no quiebran una ventana para entrar. La mayona de los instrumentos disenados en 
este Co11eto cuestan poco y las sugerencias para la seguridad de su hogar no cuestan nada y todos Ie ayudan a 
r~ducir\os robos en escala. I /. ,.J . . 1.. \ .. . , , 

Revise la seguddad de su hogar. Empiece por la puerta de 
la calle y siga por dentro de la casa entera, incJuyendo 
todas las puertas y ventanas temiinando con su patio de 
atras, e1 cerco y los arbustos, porto'n y cachera. 

Los arbustos no deben lapar la vista de su puerta de 
enfrente. Esto Ie da oportunidad de aislarse al intruso 
para ganar Ja entrada al hogar. 

Una mirilla de a'ngulo ancho en su puerta Ie permite saber 
quien Ie visita cuando tocan en la puerta. 
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DETENCI()N AUXILlAR - es un pestillo 
de una pulgada con un cerradero de guardia 
templado y asidero digital. 

Si hay vidrio a menos de 40 pulgadas del 
herraje de cierre, debe seguir las provisiones 
adicionales de seguridad que continuan. 

UNA ALDAB~LLA ABSOLUTA es una adici6n 
barata y no da mal aspecto al tirado y a [a Ilave 
existente, tambie'n sirve para que elladro'n no 
vaya azafarel pasadorsimplemente con una 
tarjetilla de eredilo. Esta manera de entrat es 
muy comtin en muchas areas, pero tam bien 
es muy facil el prevenir la entrada. 

UN PASADOR DE BASTON de media 
pulgada de diainetro por 12 pulgadas de 
altura instalado en la parte de arriba 
y en la parte de a,bajo de las Pljcrtas 
sin \lave Ie ofrece seguridad mmima. 
Muchas residencias con puertas dobles 
usan pasador corredizo de medio 
cilindro eI eual es muy de'bil y no es 
adecuado. 
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SEGURIDAD ADICIONAL ES EL PREVENIR QUE EL INTRUSD SALGA POR CUALQUlljR PUERTA A 
MENDS DE QUE USE FUERZA DESTRUCT/VA. Esto reduce la posibilidad del robo deartlculosgrandes 
despues de que elladro'n haya entrado por una ventana y espera sa[ir ficilmente. 

ADVERTENCIA, Una lIentana en cada reca~nata yen el priml:r y segundo pioo 
deben ser disponibles .como salida de'emergencU! en caso de un incendio, 
especialmente para ninos )' bue~pedes 1m su casa. De noche la ventana de la 
reca'mara tal vez sea la mas r{pida y segura salida. Por e[ pe[igro de incendio, 
no se recomienda Teja decorativa en las ventanas de las reca'maras a menos 
de que se abran de adentro. 

A continuacio'n hay iIIustraciones de pasadores de Have que se pueden usar 
como seguridad adicion~l cuando la residencia estl desocupada. 

OETENCIQ'N AUXILlAR - Un pestiUo de una pulgada y de doble 
cilindro con guardias templados. Si el pestillo de doble cilindro 
esta' en uso cuando hay alguien en casa, se debe dejar la Ilave en 
II para asegurar [a salida en caso de emergencia de un incendio. 
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Siempre quite fa llave cuando vaya a salir del bogar. Cie"7con Ilave rodas 
las puertas y asegure las ventant::s cuando salga. La mayoNa de robos.!n 
escda son cometido6 por penonas bajo fa influencia de narcdticos aSl 
que no les ayude a mantener el vicio aunque su propiedod no /e preocupe. 

EI pasador de orilla es un pestillo seguro de una pulgada que se instal a 
poi dentro de la pl!erta. ,No es tan carD como otros tipos de cerrojos, 
pero es igllal de efectivo para la seguridad. '~1 
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Marque con e£ ,.,Imero de idenlijicacit/n (el nJmero de su licencia de manejar) , 
todos sus articulos tie va/or. Esto disminuye el riesgo de robo cuando el 
Wrt/n ve fa identificacitfn y aumenta fa oportlmidod de que usted recobre 

, su propiedad. Qui"':. Iii polic:;'; el departamento del a/guaci/, departamento 
de bomberos u ottas organizaciones civicas tengan tflstrumentos para 
graba;~ue presten y es tan Ncil como el esr:ribir con un Ilpi. sobre 
cua'1uier cosa. Este instrumento se puede compnzr por menos de diez 
dtflares. 

EI pasador de orilla es otra cerradura que e~ instalada por dentco de 
la puerta. Peco esta cerradura tiene pestillos segufl)$ y verticales 
que dan seguridad adicional apcobada. 
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PASADORES AL NIVEL son instalados en 
la p~rl~, de arriba y abajo de la puerta que no 
esta fija de puertas dobles y prestan seguridad 
adicional ya que el introso nOluede a1canzar 
a forzar estas cerraduras si est la puerta 
cerrada. 
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8- Lltime al alguadl 0' a fa polic/a cuiJpdo vea una persona exttaffa e1t lOs a)rededores 
de su caso. Ellos pueden investigar/e, sin ofenderle. Sf puede, lome el mlmero 
de fa lic,entia del elm-o. sin exponene iJ pe/igro 0 compromiso al acercarse a 
una persona 0 automd"i1 desconocido. c 

I 
PROTECCION DE BlSAGRAS 

Para imp~dir que saquen la puerta de las bisagras, sacando el rodillo 
de la bisagra, haga 10 siguiente: 

I. Saque dos tomillos opuestos, uno al otro, de las dos hojas de la 
bisagra. 

2. Penetre en el agujero un clavo 0 tornillo mas largo dej~ndose 
una rr.ediac pulgada fuera del marco de la puerla. 

3. Taladre el agujero de! tornillo en la puerta, Ha'gase esto en 
ambas bisagras. Cuando ciene la puerta, el rodillo de la 
bisa:;ra puede ser sacada pero la puerta permanece firme. 
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VENT ANAS: EI intere's principal en asegurar las vp.ntanas es el de eliminar que las forcen. La mayorla 
de los ladrones evitan quebrar vidrio pOT'!ue temen 3\raer atencioQ. 

VENT ANAS CORREDlZAS - EI proposito aqui es de no permitir que la ventana 
sea levantada 0 sacada del carril. 

Hay muchos productos obtenibles para asegurar ventanas, he aqui algunas sugerencias: 
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Vt:N'TANA CLAV'APA 

SlOQU£ CONT.AA.Ft£S9AL£ 
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VENTA~A CORREDIZA 

PASAPOR DC ftE511ALO 

No es recomendado que una ventana se llsegure media abierta. Esto es una invitacidn 
para que alguien la abra y esto resulta 2"l entrada a fuerza. 

Inrtrumentos que c:ielTlll'l cOllI/ave no ofrecen seguridad y pueden ser lin obsulcu/o 
impidiendo 10 salida en caro de incendio. 

PUERTA VENT ANAS son las m:fs rici! de asegurar. Asegure que la aldaba !rabaje 
bien y que el mango de la pUerta no estc! suelto. Si est! suelto, repo'ngalo. 

8 

ALOABA 

.... ANO DE AB~IQ 

PUER"rA YEH'rAHA 

VENTANAS D0,p.LE COLGADAS -las aldabas de estas se pueden forzar. Si 
no las usa, atom.lIelas cerradas peco no. en las recamaras. Si usa la ventana, taladre 
un agujero inclinado hacia abajo enla parte superior de 1a ventana de abajD 
pa5alll1opor Ja parle inferior de Ja ventana de arriba y luego encaje un clavo 
o pasador. 
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" 
veNTANA aost.,CCOLOADA 

8 iLe par'lcio a/go exttairo fa manera de ese vendedor? lEra r'i/'arador de utenrilios 
que trata la direcc:icfn incorrecta? Su departamellto de policiil puede indagar 
{tlcilmente si usfed ler /lama . 

I 
VENTANAS ESTILO PERSIANAS no son seguras. Quitelas 
y dmbielas por otras con un vidrio de una sola pieza 0 de 
otro tipo de ventana para ventilacicfn adecuada 0 
protejalas can rejas a rejillas. ~ 

• .~ 

RI;JA$ R~JILlAS 

Olra manera de aseg-.:lrar es el usa de portales y cerco de hierro 
para proteger entradas al primer pi50 y a los patios. 

Vf:NT"HA. T''''O "ER •• AHA 

AVISO: Deje disponib/e unaventana en cada rect!maro en el primer 
:y segundo piso para salir en caso de incendio, partlcularmente para 
ninos y bue~pedes en su casa. D~ noche esta serlla mas fa~il y 
segura salida. / 
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PUERTA CORREOfZA: EI objeto de asegurar una puerta 
corredi~a es el de prevenirque se resbale 0 sea levan\ada y 
sacada del car,i!. 
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" ,.(JEffTA eOI'fREn1ZA 

Una manera fa~il de asegurar la puerta interior es de taladrar 
un agujero inclinado hacia abajo por la parte superior de la 
puerla hacia la parte superior del marco dela puerla. Encaje 
unrclavo como en la ilustracio'n. Esto se usa como seguridad 
mlOima cuando el hogar est{ desocupado. 

~1 
I~! 
... ,,; 
;'! 
N: 
~I\~ 

@ 

~ ~a 

......... 

COCHERAS: Un candado en la puerta de la cochera no es adecuado 
para prevenir que intrusos forcen ellado opuesto y se metan a gatas. 

Uno de eslos Ires mltodos se puede usar para asegurar la puerta: 

I. 

2. 

3. 

P~ngase otro pasador CO)] can dado ell ellado opuesto. 

Inst'lese un par de pasadores de basto'n por dentro (N6tese 
que estos se pueden mover so'lamente por adentro) 

Agre'guese una aldaba deslizadora como en la ilustracio'n. 
Cualquier persona de estatura normal puede usar este 
roltodo de asegurar la puerta. 

ALDABAS DE CANDADO: Deben ser de hierro eodureddo 
e instaladas con tomillos de coche que pasen por la puerta 
o el portal. Use'nse arandelas par dentro, luego que este'n 
apreladas las tuercas, desfigure la rosca del tornillo con 
un martmo para que no se puedan sacar las tuercas. 
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[CSiili ~ 
En todo caso Jsese un can dado modelo de seguridad minima 
como es describido en la p{gina 12. 
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Olra m~nera de asegurar una puerta corrediza es el de instalar una tranca corrediza que sirva de mfnima seguridad. 
Para m;/s seguridad, cuando su residencia este sola, agregue un car-dado que se abra con la misma Have que la 
puerta de enfrente. De los muchos aparatos disponibles para puerlas corredizas, estos son los mas baratos y 
mas efectivos para la seguridad. Puede usar palos 0 barras pero cualquier ladro'n pUFde quitarlos facilmente; 
no ofrecen protecch{n ya que el intruso encuen!ra f.tcil salida de su casa con el botin. 

10 

Nunca esconda una Jlave afuera de la casa,la mayorla 
de los lugares donde la esconde son obvios alladroll. 

11 

.... ,. to,., > '" ,'" t "!<_/ r~. ,..r '~M'O ,-,"""",.< -·,'I.~ -no '-." '~>"<:"'_'_""'~' ~._, *·''''.q.--''.,. ...... lr, .. '_·\'Y<I __ ,?I,~ ..... '".,.~,,> ,-~ ~,,,,,, .... """I:r'"",(,,~ ... <:c, """'~>I",,...", ''''-<!''-'''''''1':''''''':-'~''''~'''''''''';··r.<!;.'~~'' '';:':L'~-~''I~''-'''''~!i~'''~' :t''>~.l'>1-''''.~~''''~101t'1i _~,,~~,~'\""""~~.~~ ,., 

CANDADOS: Hay muchr;s ~andados de venIa de donde escoger. No trate 
de economizar al comprar tin candado que no Ie de la protecci&n que 
ilecesita .. La manera ma's comun de violar un cOlldado es tratando de usar 
\In cortador de pasador grande 0 tina barra para f0rtar el candado. La 
i1escripcio'n que sigue se pyede !levar a una ferrelena 0 taller de Ilaves y es 
el modelo de segurldad mmlma de un candado para uso de afuera. 

I. Hierro endurecido, traba de 9132 de pulgada. (Naluralmente 
trabas mas gruesas preslan mas seguridad) 

2. Mecanismo al enganche doble - tobil1o y pie. 
3. 
4. 

Fiador de cinco piezas. 

Cuando ~ea posible, con cara'cter de delenci6n de !lave. Esto Ie 
previene el sacar la !lave ante~ de eerrar el eandado. 

Nunca deje el candado abierto. Esto invita a que se Ileven el candado y 
hagan una llave y 10 regresen don de estaba. Despues elladro'n regresa 
cuando no hay nadle en casa y usa la !lave para enlrar. 

MODELO MlNIMO DI; CADENA APROBADA: 

5/16 de pulgadas de acero de pleacion endurecido, El enganche debe ser 
de construcci6n soldada contmua. Cadena mas Iiviana 0 con enganche 
abierlo se puede cortar con cortador de pasador. No regale su bicicleta. 
El usar algo menos, es invitar a que Ie roben su bicicleta. 

MOTOCICLET AS: Necesitan seguridad adicional, ya que son mas caras. 
Deben ser aseguradas con una cadena de 3/8 de pulgada y de acero de aleacion 
endurecido. enganche unido y un can dado de igual fuena. 

BICICLET As: Si no deja su carro abierto, trate su bicileta de la misma 
manera. Use una cadena y candado aprobado cuando no este' en el asiento. 
Encacle'ne!a en su garage con Un tornillo de argolla de 3/8 p~r 6 pulgadas, 
puesto en un poste. EI tornillo de argolla debe estar euando menos a 3 pies 
del nivel del piso, ast es ma's dificil usar una barra para ronar el candado. 

Cuando encadene su bicicleta en un lugar pJblico hagalo en una perch a 
asido del armaz6n y la rueda de la bicicleta. Mantenga la cadena 10 mas 
alto q. Ie permita la bicicIeta. Esto disminuye el riesgo de que se pueda 
usar 1 na barra como palanca a que se corte la cadena con corlador de 
pasae Jr. 
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TORNILLO DE OJO 

ILUMINACIO'N: Es importante que tenga buena ilu
minacidn en el exterior, especialmente si tiene arbustos 
altos cn el patio que no puede sacar. EIl1lejor lugar 
para luces exteriores es debajo del alero, esto haee 
el asalto al nivel de al tierra ma~ dillci\. Usledpuede / 1\-
C,1mprar un crono'melro baralo 0 una pUa foto
ele'etrica, la eual, automa'ticamente prende las luces al / \LUM'H.C'QH £1<1 T.,,\,Ott 
anochecl:r y las apaga al amanecer. 

, 

MANTENGA LA LUZ DE NOCHE~ La mejor fuente de luz interior es una luz en 
la sala, ya este' en caSa 0 no. Esta luz es suficiente para ver la sHueta de un intruso 
por [as yentanas de su casa, Tambien sieve para confundir alladr6n de que si hhY 
o no hay nadie en casa 0 dormido en el sillon. 

BARRERA SECUNDARIA: Si el valor de sus cosas personales merecen prolecclo'n, 
una barrera secundaria sieve de seguridad adicional. En una puerta del ropero con 
bisagras, 'instale una aldaba absolula, de una pulgada. A1macene susjoyas, pieles, 
dmaras, almas y olras cosas de valor detra's de esta barrera y a~gure las bisagras, 
(Pagins 5. protecci6n de bisagras.) EI uso de una alarma en es\e lugar esencial, 
previene la entrada de un ladro'n. 

~ 
LUZ IlfTIE"'OR 
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ALARM AS: Se venden muchas clases de alannas. Obtenga los servicios de 
Una compan(a de alarmas, eilos Ie aconsejara'n cual es el mejor sistema para 
proteger su residencia. EI sistema de rayos de energla es excelente. Algunos 
otros sistemas no son tan buenos porque emiten alarmas falsas. 

NO DJ;PENDA SOLAMENTE EN QUE LE P~OTEJA UNA ALARMA, 
ESTESEGURO DE USAR LOS APARATOS APROPIAOOS PARA 
CERRAR. 

Cualquier sistema de alanna debe ineluir: 

I. Una pila que conlinile en servieio cuando falle la electricidad. 

2. Que sea eapaz de percibit un incendio. 

3. Que tenga modo de revisarse para pro bar que el sistema sigue 
funeionando. 

4. Un aparato que suene y que sea instalado en el !tieo por una 
ventalliIla de ventilacion. 

L1e'vese esta lista cuando vaya a comprar un alarms. 

E~E SEGURO DE QUE CERRO CON LLA VE ANTES DE SAUR Y 
DEJE UNA LLA VE CON SU VECINO. 
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USE ESTA LlSTA PARA SU PIWPIEDAD PERSONAL 

Si. pu}de identiffear ardculos robados que han side reeobrados por la pOliera, se Ie facilitarlla devolueio'n. 
Los arltculos que no tengan mfmero en serie pueden ser grab,dos con el mfmero de su seguro social 0 el mlmero 
de su licencia de manejar con un instrumento de grabar. Artlculos personales, como joyas, pueden ser foto
grafiadas marcando)a propia identificacid'n por detrls de la foto. 

OBJETOS MARCADOS CON TARJETA DE CREDITO 
LICENCIA DE MANEJAR NO. ___ Comp.nIa N&m.,o.n Sui_ 

ArlfcuJo H~cho POt 

E:1tt~~~,~~~:'~~i~'R~~~:t~;:.DE~~. , , 
Arth:ulo Ht:cho p~ ___ N~tn.!.ro en Serle I I ~-1-1 

, 
CAMARA, GEMELOS, EQUIPO DEPORl'IVO, 

MAQUINA DECOSER, kELOJES 
A.rU'culo Htcht) Pot NJmera-en S~rfe 

I I I 1 
HERRAMIENT A DE MOTOR & APARATOS ESPECIALES 

r"~' '"_.. ., ....... .. 
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'. 
AUTOMOVIL, MOTOCICLETA, PATIN MOTORIZADO . , 

"echo Pen Color Lie. No~ Numuo tn Serle 

III I ill 
BICICLETA 

Hecho Por Color lJe. No. Armazon NQ. 

ITT II 1 
ARMAS 

NJmero en S~rle H~eho POI' CaUbne [--1--r--1 
TELEVlSlC)N, RADIO, GRABADORA, ETC. , , 

Artleulo "echo POl' Numero '11"'- S:Jrie 

gsn r- -1- --I 

AL SAUR DE SU CASA SIGA ESTOS CONSElOS, LE SERVIRAN DE MUCHO. 

iVa a ir al mercado 0 a cenar fuera de casa? 

Una residencia que parece tenergente denlro disuade la entrada de un ladro'n. 

No deje notas que Ie informan alladro'n que no est' en casa. 

Asegu'rese que todas las/en~nas y pUertas est:{., con lIave antes de saUro Cierre las puertas de la coche~a 
ya que una cochera vaC'3 .aVlsa su ausencia. 

Cuando salga de noche deje por 10 menos Utla luz encendida 0 el radio toeando. Fuede comprar 
crono'metros que encienden y apagan las luces rle)a caSS durante su ausencia. 

No deje Ilaves debajo de macetas, tapetes, adentro del buzoh, arriba de la pUerta a en atros lugares obvios 
alladron. 

CUANDO PIENSE SALI~ DE VACACIONES 0 AUSENTARSE DEL HOGAR POR LARGO TlEMPO: 

Antes de salfr, suspenda las entregas de la leche y el perio'dico. No deje notas . 

Arregle que-alguien Ie corte el ce'sped, recaia anunciosy otra basura regularmente. Si deja algunosjugetes 
tiradas darln la impresio'n que hay genie en casa. 

Avise al correo para que Ie evien su correspandencia 0 deje que alguien de confianza se 10 levante diariamente 
Prrsonas que vNen en apartamientos deben hacer caso a esto, pues buzol;les Henos indican que no hay 
nadie en casa. 

Informe a sus wch10S de su ..ausencia para 51ue est,{n alertas a personas sospechosas. O,{jeles una Ilave para 
que revisen su hogar de vel. en. cuando. Dlgales que cambien Ia posicio'n de las cortinas y persianas. 

Descaritinue el servicio telefo'nico temporalmente. LadroneS lIaman para tratar de averiguar si hay 
alguien en casa 

No publique sus planes cuando salga. algunos ladrones leen peri6dicos para estar 31 tanto de las actividades 
sociales. 

Info-me a la policia a departamento de alguacil el t[empo que va a estar fuera del hogar, quien tlene 1a lIave 
a su hogar y adonde se Ie pueden hallar. Le dadn atendan especial a su hogar, mientras no est,{ en casa. 

Si encuentra una puerta 0 ventana fonada cuando regrese, no entr" EI criminal atln puede estar adentra. 
Use el tele'fano de un vecino imediatamente, para lIamar a la policlao alguacil. 

Si ha acurrida un crimen, no Iimpie ni toque nada. Mantenga intacto la escena, hasta que la policIa a el 
alguacil pueda revisarlo para ver si hay alguna evidencla 

, 
ACUEROESE: 

CIERRE CON LLA VE ANTES DE SALIR 

TENGA CONFIANZA EN UN VECINO DEJANDOLE UNA LLAVE. 

SEA USTED UN VECINO QUE SE PREOCUPA. 

15 c.84589-C-20S 3-73 143,600 
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Name: 

RESIDENTIAL SECURITY INSPECTION 
CHECKLIST 

File # ---

1 
! 

I' 
11 
j' 

-f Address : _____________ Ci ty: ________ Phone: _____ _ , 

Building Type: Single Family Apartment __ ___ Condiom '----
Attached Garage Detached Garage __ 
Vehicles Other 

Outbuildings __ 
E 
~{, 

--- I: Inspected By: ________________ Date and Time: ____________ n 
Gri d: ______ Time Spent: Foll owup Inspect; ons: II 
Census Tract: .. Beat Identification: E 

------------------- !; 
Insurance Company: Policy #: l 

i; 

Buil di ng Peri meter Unsat. 
Shrubbery 
Lighting 
Gates 
Garage Doors 
Out Buildings 
Vehicles 
Vents 
Building Interior 

Doors Hinges 
Main Entrance 
Side 
Back 
GaY'age Door 
Sliding Door 
Louver Door 
Other 
Other 

Windows Locks 
Double Hung 
Sliding 
Louver -
Other 
Other 
Alarms Yes 

Fa; r Recd~ Recommendations 

Type Locks Frames Recommendations 
,-

Frames S~curity Location RecOlJ11lendations 

No 
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Business Name: 

COMMERCIAL SECURlTY INSPECTION 
CHECKlIST 

File # __ _ 

Address: -----------:-:Cl'-ty-•. -----------_ _____ Phone: __ _ 
Person Contacted: ~ Title: 
Emergency Name: --------:-----

Type of Business: 
Phone: ______ _ 

Insurance Company'--:: --------------PO-1J-'CY-,;-----
Type of Insurance:-------------

Grid: Census Tr'ct Area'. , .. ' a _____ ,'me Spent:, _______ _ 
Inspected By: __ :-:-___________ Date & Time: ______ _ 
FoHow-up Inspection: 

Buildinq Perimeter Unsat. Fair Reed, Recommendati ons 
Shr~bberv 

Liohtino 
Roof 
Skylights 
Vents 
Fencino 

Buildinq Interi or HiMes Type Locks Frames Recommendations 
Doors 
r~a i n Entrance 
Side 

y 
Rear 
Loadinq 
Other 

Windows: Loc. Security locks Frames Recommendations 
Sliding 
Double Hung 
Louver 
Other 

Locks Type Loc. Security U nsat. Sat. Recommendations 
Doors 
Windows 
Exterior 
Openings 

Safes Type Lac. Unsat. Sat. Recommendations 
Floor 
Wall 
UpriQht 
Vault 
Fi re Box 
Monev Chest 

Alarms Yes No Recommenda ti ons 
Contact - Doors 
& Windows 
Beam -
Sonic 

Guard Service 

187 
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PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION 

1. Sample letter (AGENCY LETTERHEAD) 

Dear Citizen: 

The Department is attempting to reduce 
crime in the City/County through the implementation of a crime 
prevention program called "Operation Identification". The pur
pose of this progr~ is to discourage thefts and burglaries by 
recording the serial numbers or engraving your driver's license 
number on portable items such as tools, radios, appliances, 
television sets, cameras, and so forth. 

A special decal, prominently displayed on front and back windows, 
should discourage burglary by serving notice that the items in 
the house have been marked and recorded. If marked items are 
subsequently stolen, the chance of recovery by a police agency 
would be materially increased, and the property could then be 
returned to the owner. 

A member of our department will be in your neighborhood on 
between and If you 

--------~-----------wish to participate in this program, please have those articles 
you wish engraved readily available. 

Our primary purpose is to prevent crime. However, crime preven
tion is everybody's business, and we need your support. 

Sincerely yours, 

(Signed) 

(Agency Head) 
(Title) 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * ~ * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
2. Warning decal 

~ * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

All ITEMS. OF VALUE ON THESE 
PREMISES HAVE BEEN MARKEO 
FOR READY IDENTIFICATION JY 
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES. 
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Personal 
roperlY 
record 

Neme;....· __ -;-_____ _ 

Automobiles, Motorc~ Scoolers, 
Bicycles, etc. 

IAAKE. COlOA lie. NO. ""moo, NO. 

I-

Guns 

Smell electrical appliances (rlldlos, 
stereos, tape recorders, etc.) 

f)pl:rtlIPtr'u. ct NO. 

, 

3. Recording Form 

Major electrical appliances, (i'l, mixer; 
refrigerator; washer; etc.) 

RIPTI 

Cameras, Binoculars, Sporting Goods 
Watches, etc. ' 

N 

fbwer tools & Miscellaneous eqUipment 
E.$!; I N \AI...W 
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Credit Cards 
... n ... p"~ .. AlAI .. n 

--

IMPORTANT 
Engrave Driver~ License Number on all 
un·numbet'ed valuable Ilems. 



INSECURE PREMISES REPORT - POLICE DEPT. 

Name of business 

Address-House or Block Number 

While patrolling your district the reporting officer found 
the following/conditions to exist at your place of 
business. Your cooperation with our Burglary Prevention 
Program in correcting this situation will be greatly appre-
ciated. 

Describe insecure conditions 

Date lTime Reported lBeat Jcensus 

Reporting Officer Serial Number 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
1st copy (white) forward to crime analysis section. 
2nd copy_ (yellow) leave at insecure premise. 
Follow-up Remarks: 

Corrective Action:' Person Contacted 

.~ c:_ §Taken 
Not Taken Date Time 

To be Taken 

Follow-Up Officer Serial Number 
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BURGLARY PREVENTION 

PUBLIC SPEAKING ASSIGNMENT 

, 
l' 

it , ' : ~., .. REQUEST FOR: Speaker _________ on subject of _______ ~ __ _ 

Film __________ on subject of ___________ _ 
" 

Other 

LOCATION: 

DATE: TIME: 
----------------------------------~ 

REQUEST BY: 
(Name) 

of 
(Organization) 

(Address) (Telephone) 

OFFICER ASSIGNED: __________ ---:DATE ASSIGNED: _____ -.:. 

VERI FI CATION WITH REQUESTING PARTY ____ """'"T':::'--:--____ ---------

(Date) 

TOTAL PERSONS ADDRESSED: TIME SPENT: Duty Time Overtime ------- -------- -------
r f' 

;I, 

When completed return to Public Relations Coordinator 

'1"'" 
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APPENDIX D 

SECTION III - SECURITY ORDINANCES 

1. Oakland City Ordinance 

I 
! . 

2. Los Angeles County Ordinance 

. ,r: •. 
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OAKLAND 

POLICE-FIRE AND INSURANCE COORDINATING COMMITTEE 

MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE 

MINIMUM STANDAlIDS 

I. Purpose 

The purpose of this Code is to provide ~n~mum standards to safeguard prop-, 
erty and public welfare by regulating and controlling the design, construction, 
quality of materials, use and occupancy, location and maintenance of all 
buildings and structures within a city and certain equipment specifically 
regulated herein. 

II. Development of Model Code 

The following City Ordinances were used as guides in developing the model 
code: General Ordinance No. 25, 1969, as amended, City of Indianapolis, 
Indiana -- Section 605-3 -- F211 Housing Inspection and Code Enforcement, 
Trenton, New Jersey -- Section 23-405 of the Arlington Heights villag7 , , , 
Illinois, Code -- Section 614.46 Chapter 3 of the Arlington County, V~rg~n~a, 
Building Code -- Section H-323.4 of the Prince George's County, Maryland 
Housing Code -- City of Oakland, California Building Code -- Burglary 
Prevention Ordinance, Oakland, California. 

III. Scope 

The provisions of the Code shall apply to new construction and to buildings 
ortitructures to which additions, alterations or repairs are made except as 
specifically provided ;~ln this Code. When additions, alterations or repairs 
withih any 12-month period exceed 50 per cent ?f the replacement value of 
the existing building or structure, such bui1dihg or structure shall be made 
to conform to the requirements for new buildings or structures. 

IV. Applications to Existing Buildings 

(It is the Committee's recommendation that the Code apply only to new con
struction, additiohS, alterations or repairs. However, some cities may 
wish to include present structures. If so, the following paragraph may be 
substituted for III. above.) 

All existing and future buildings in the city shall, when unattended, be so 
secured as to prevent unauthorized entry, in accordance with specifications 
for physical security of accessible openings as provided in this Code. 

V. Alternate Materials and Methods of Construction 

The provisions of this Code are not intended to prevent the use of any mate
rial or method of construction not specifically prescribed by this Code, 
provided any such alternate has been approved, nor is it '!:he intention of 
this Code to exclude ;xoy sound method of structural design or analysis not 
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MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE -- OAKLAND 
Page 2 

~peci~ical1y provided for in this Code. Structural design limitations given 
~nth:s Code are,to be used as a guide only, and exceptions thereto r~y be 
made 2~ ~ubstant1ated by calculations or other suitable evidence nrepared by 
a qual2f2ed person. 

Whenever there is inSUfficient evidence of compliance with the provisions of 
this Code or evidence that any material or any construction does not conform 
to the re~irements of this Code, or in order to substantiate claims for alter
nate mater2als or methods of construction, the enforcing authority may require 
tests as proof of compliance to be made at the expense of the owner or his 
agent by an approved agency. 

VII. Enforcement 

Th7 M~ltiple Dwelling and,~rivate Dwelling Ordinances shall be included in the 
BU2ld2ng Code and enforced by the Building Official. The Commercial Ordinance 
shall be administered and enforced by the Chief of Police. 

) 

VIII. Responsibility for Security 

The owner or his designated agent shall be responsible for compliance with the 
specifications set forth in this Code. , 

IXu Violations and Penalties 

It shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation to erect, construct, 
enlarge, al"ter, repair 1 move, improve I remove, convert or demolish, equip, use, 
occupy or maintain any buildihg or structure. in the city, or cause the same 
to be done, contrary to or in violation of any of the proviSions of this Code. 

Any person, firm: or corporation violating: any of the provisions of this Code 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be pUhishable by a fine of 
not more than $500, or by imprisonment for not more than six ItI.onths or by both 
such fine and imprisonment. I 

X. Appeals 

In order to prevent or lessen unnecessary hardship or practical difficulties 
in 7xceptional .case~ where it is difficult or impossible to comply with the 
Str1c~ letter of th2s Code, and in order to determine the suitability of alternate 
mat7r~als and types of construction and to provide for reasonable interpre
tat~ons of the provisions of this Code, there shall be created a Board of 
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Examiners and Appeals (if none exist). The Board shall exercise its powers 
on these matters in such a way that the public welfare is secured, and sub
stantial justice done most nearly in accord with the intent and purpose of 
this Code. 

1. 

MODEL COMMERCIAL BURGLARY SECURITY ORDINANCE 

MINIMUM STANDARDS 

All Exterior Doors Shall Be Secured as Follows: 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G. 

A single door shall be secured with either a double cylinder deadbolt 
or a single cylinder deadbolt without a turnpiece with a minim~ throw 
of one inch. A hook or expanding bolt may have a throw of 3/4 ~nch. 
Any deadbolt must contain hardened material to repel attempts at 
cutting through the bolt • • 
On pairs of doors, the active leaf shall be secured with the type 
lock required for singl,e doors in (A) above. The inactive lea~ . 
shall be equipped with flush bolts protected by hardened mater~al w~th 
a minimum throw of 5/8 inch at head and foot. Multiple point locks, 
cylinder activated from the active leaf and satisfying (I, A and B) 
above may be used in lieu of flush bol'cs. 

Any single or pair of doors requiring locking at the bottom or tqp rail 
shall have locks with a minimum 5/8 inch throw bolt at: both the top 
and bottom rails. 

Cylinders shall be so designed or protected so they cannot be gripped 
by pliers or other wrenching devices. 

Exterior sliding commercial entrances sh.all be secured as in (A, B 
& D) above with special attention given to safety regulations. 

Rolling overhead doors, solid overhead swinging, sliding or accordion 
garage-type doors shall be secured with a cylinder iock or padlo~k 
on the inside, when not otherwise controlled or locked by electr~c 
power operation. If a padlock is used, it shall be of hardened steel 
shackle, with minimum five pin tumbler operation with non-removable 
key when in an unlocked position. 

Metal a.ccordion grate or grill-type doors shall be equipped with metal 
guide track at top and bottom, and a cylinder lock and/or 1?adlo?k with 
hardened steel shackle and minimum five pin tumbler operat~on w~th non
removable key when in an unlocked position. The bottom track shall 
be so designed that the door cannot be lifted from the track when the 

196 

a 

MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE -- OAKLAND Page 4 

door is in a locked position. 

H. Outside hinges on all exterior doors shall be provided with non
removable pins when using pin-type hinges. 

I. Doors with glass panels and doors that have glass panels adjacent 
to the door frame shall be secured as follows: 

J. 

K. 

L. 

M. 

1. Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass-like material, or 

2. The glass shall be covered with iron bars of at least one half
inch round or 1" x 1/4" flat steel material, spaced not more 
than five inches apart, secured on the inside of the glazing, or 

3. Iron or steel grills of at least 1/8" material of 2" mesh secured 
on the inside of the glazing. 

Inswinging doors shall nave rabitted jambs. 

Wood doors, not of solid core construction, or with panels therein 
less than I 3/8" thick, shall be covered on the inside with at 
least 16 gauge sheet steel or its equivalent attached with screws 
on minimum six' inch centers. 

Jambs for all doors shall be so constructed or protected so as to 
prevent violation of the function of the strike. 

All exterior doors, excluding front doors, shall have a m~n2mum of 
60 watt bulb over the outside of the door. Such bulb shall be 
protected with a vapour cover or cover of equal breaking resistant 
material. 

II. Glass Windows: 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

Accessible rear and side windows not viewable from the street shall 
consist of rated buz.glary resistant glass or glass':"like material. 
Fire Department apprnval shall be o}.)tainedon type of glazing used. 

If the accessible side O~ ~ear window is of the openable type it 
shall be secured on the inside with a locking device capable of 
withstanding a force of 300 pounds applied in any direction. 

Louvered windo .... 7s shall riot be used , ... i thin eight feet of ground level, 
adjacent structures or fire escapes. 

Outside hinges on all accessible side and rear glass windows shall 
be provided with non-removable pins. If the hinge screws are 
accessible the screws shall be of the non-removable type. 
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III. Accessible Transoms: 

All exterior transoms exce,eding 8" x 12" on the side and rear of any 
building or premises used for business purposes shall be protected by 
one of the following: 

1. 
2. 

3. 

Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass-like material, or 
Outside iron bars of at least 1/2" round or I" x 1/4" flat steel 
mater.:tal, spaced no more than 5" apart, or 
Outsi.de iron or steel. grills of at least: 1/8" material but not 
more than 2" mesh 

4. The wj.ndow barrier shall be secured wit.:h rounded head flush bolts 
on the outside .. 

IV. Roo1: Openings: 

A. All glass skylights on the roof of any building or premises used 
for business purposes shall be provided with: 

1. Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass-like material meeting 
Code requirements ( or 

2. Iron bars of at l.east 1/2" round or I" x 1/4ft flat steel mate
rial under the skylight and securely fastened; or 

3. A steel grill of at least 1/8" material of 2" mesh under the 
skyligh~ and securely fastened. 

B. All hatchway openings on the roof of any building or premises used 
for business purposes shall be secUred as £ollows: 

1. If the hatchway is of wooden material, it shall be covered on 
the inside with at least 16 gauge sheet steel or its equivalent 
attached with screws. 

2. The hatchway shall be secured from the inside with a slide bar 
or slide bolts. The use of crossbar or padlock must be approved 
by the Fire Marshal. 

3. Outside hinges on all hatchway openings shall be provided with 
non-removable pins when using p~~type hinges. . 

C. All air duct or air vent openings exceeding 8" x 12" on the roof or 
exterior walls of any building or premise used for business purposes 
shall be secured by covering the same with either of the following: 

1. :tron bars of at least 1/2" round or 1" x 1/4" flat steel mate
rial spaced no more than 5" apart and securely fastened or 

2. A steel grill. of at least 1/8" li~~terial of 2" mesh and securely 
fastened. 

3. If the barrier is on the outside , it shall be secured wi th rounded 
head flush bolts on the outside. 

198 

I-

i 

! 
1: 

t 
f 

t 

- ~-

MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY roDE --' OAKLAND Page 6 

v. 

VI. 

Special Security Measures: 

A.. Safes: 
Commercial establishments having $1,000 or more in cash on the 
premises after closing hours shall lock such money in a Class "E" 
safe after closing hours. 

B. Office Buildings (Multiple occupancy): 
All entrance doors to individual office suites shall have a deadbolt 
lock with a minimum one inch throw bolt which can be opened from the 
inside. 

Intrusion Detection Devices: 

A. If it is determined by the enforcing authority of this ordinance that 
the security measures and locking devices described in this ordinance 
do not adequately secure the building, he may require the installation 
and maintenance of an intrusion detection de-lice (Burglar Alarm Sys·tem). 

B. Establishments having specific type inventories shall be protected 
by the following type alarm service: 

1. Silent Alarm--Central Station--Supervised Service 
a. Jewelry Store -- Mfg., wholesale, and retail 
b. Guns and ammo shops 
c. Wholesale liquor 
d. Wholesale tobacco 
e. Wholesale drugs 
f. Fur stores 

2. Silent Alarm 
a. Liquor stores 
b. Pawn shops 
c. Electronic equipment 
d; Wig stores 
e. Clothing (new) 
f. Co,Jns and stamps 
g. Industrial tool supply houses 
h. C~amera stores 
i. Precious metal storage facility 

3. Loca~ Alarm (Bell outside premise) 
a. Antique dealers 
b. Art galleries 
c. Service stations 

VII: Exceptions: 

No portiOll of this Code shall supersede any local, state or Federal 
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laws, regulations, or codes dealing with the life-safety factor. 

Enforcement of this ordinance should be developed with the cooperation 
of the local fire authority to avoid possible conflict with fire laws. 

MODEL PRIVATE DWELLING SECURITY ORDINAN:CE 

MINIMUM STANDARDS 

I. Exterior Doors: 

II. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

Exterior doors and doors leading from garage areas into private family 
dwellings shall be of solid core no lesp than I 3/4 inches thickness. 

• 
Exterior doors and doors leading from garage areas into private family 
dwellings shall have self-locking (dead latch) devices with a minimum 
throw of one-half inch. 

Vision panels in exterior doors or within reach of the inside activa
ting device must be of burglary-resistant material or equivalent as 
approved by the Building Official. 

Exterior doors swinging out shall have non-removable hinge pins. 

In-swinging exterior doors shall have rabbited jambs. 

Jambs for all doors shall be so constructed or protected so as to 
prevent violation oi the function of the strike. 

Sliding Patio-Type Doors Opening Onto Patios or Balconies Which Are 
Less Than One Story Above Grade or are Otherwise Accessible From the 
Outside: 

A. 

B. 

All single sliding patio doors shall have the movable section of the 
door sliding on the inside of the fixed portion.of the. door. 

Dead locks shall be provided on all single sliding patio doors. 
The lock shall be operable from the outside by a key utilizing a 
bored lock cylinder or pin tumbler construction.~ounting screws 
for the lock case shall be inaccessible from the outside. Lock 
bolts shall be of hardened steel or have hardened steel inserts 
and shall be capable of withstanding a force of aOOpoundsapPlied 
in any direction. The lock bolt shall engage the strike sufficiently 
to prevent its being disengaged by any possible movement o,f the 
door within the space or clearances provided for installation and 
operation. The strike area shall be reinforced to maintain 
effectiveness of bolt strength" , 

200 

~, .. ~. "'~·._l __ 

MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE -- OAKLAND Page 8 

C. Double sliding patio doors must be locked at the meeting rail and 
meet the locki'ng requirements of "a" above. 

Ill:. Window Protection 

A. Windows shall be so constructed that When the window is locked 
it cannot be lifted from the frame. 

B. Window locking devices shall be capable of withstanding force of 
300 pounds applied in any direction. 

C. Louvered windows shall not be used within eight feet of ground level. 

IV. It Shall be Unlawful to Furnish Overhead Garage Doors with Bottom Vents. 

V. Exceptions: 

No portion of this Code shall supersede any local, state or Federal 
laws, regulations, or codes dealing with the life-safety factor . 

Enforcement of this ordinance should be developed with the cooperation 
of the local fire laws. 

MODEL MULTIPLE DWELLING SECURITY ORDINANCE 

MINIMUM STANDARDS 

I. Exterior Doors: 

A. Exterior doors and doors leading from garage areas into multiple 
dwelling buildings and doors leading into stairwells below the 
sixth floor level shall have self-Io...:king (Dead latch) devices, 
allowing egress to the exterior of the building or into the garage 
area, or stairwell, but requiring a key be used to gain access to 
the interior of the building from the outside or garage area or 
into the hallways from the stairwell. . 

a. Exterior doors and doors leading from the garage areas into multiple 
, dwelling buildings and doors leading into stairwells shall be 
equipped with self-closing devices, if not already required by 
other regulations, ordinance, or code. 

II •. Garage Dqors: 

Whenever parking facilities are provided, either under or within the 
confines of the perimeter walls of any multiple dwelling, such facility 
shall be fully enclosed and provided with a locking device. 
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III. All Swinging Doors to Individual Motel, Hotel, and Multi-Family Dwellings: 

A. All wood doors shall be of solid core with a minimum thickness of 
I 3/4 inches. 

B. Swinging entrance doors to individual units shall have deadbolts 
with one-inch minimum throw and hardened steel inserts in addition 
to deadlatches with half-inch minimum throw. The locks shall be 
so constructed that both deadbolt and deadlatch can be retracted by 
a single action of the inside door knob. Alternate devices to equally 
resist illegal entry may be substituted subject to prior approval of 
the Police Department. 

C. An :'nterviewer or peephole shall be provi.ded in each individual 
unit entrance door. 

D. Door closers will be provided on each individual entrance door. 

E. Doors swinging out shall have non-removable hinge pins. 

F. In-swinging exterior doors shall have rabbited jambs. 

IV. 

G. Jambs for all doors shall be so constructed or prot:ected so as to 
prevent violation of the function of the strike. 

Sliding Patio-Type Doors Opening Onto Patios or Balconies Which Are Less 
Than One story Above Grade or Are Otherwise Accessible From the outside: 

A. All single sliding patio doors shall have the moveable section of 
the door slide on the inside of the fixed portion of the door. 

B. Dead locks shall be provided on all single sliding patio doors. The 
lock shall be operable from the outside by a key utilizing a bored 
lock cylinder of pin tumbler construction. Mounting screws for the 
lock case shall be inaccessiblef~om the outside. Lock bolts shall ,~.~ 
be of hardened material or have hardened steel inserts and shaILbe~> 
capable of withstanding a force of 800 pounds applied in ~I~ufrec
tion. The lock bolts shall engage the strike sufficiently to prevent 
its being disengaged' by any possible movement of the door within the 
space or cleru.:ances provided for instal.lation and operation. The 
strike area shall be reinforced to maintain effectiveness of bolt 
strength. 

-.~. Double sliding patio doors must be locked at the meeting rail and 
meet the locking requirements of "B" above. 
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v. Windcw Protection: 

VI. 

A. 

B. 

c. 

Windows shall be so constructed that when the window is locked it 
cannot be lifted from the frame. 

Window locking devices shall be capable of withstanding a force of 
300 pounds applied in any direction. 

LoUvered windows shall not be used within eight feet of ground level, 
adjacent structures or fire escapes. 

Exceptions: 

No portion of this Code shall supersede any local, state or Federal 
laws 8 regulations, or codes dealing with the life-safety factors. 

Enforcement of this ordinance should be developed with th t' 
of the local fi th' e coopera ~on 

re au or~ ty to avoid possible c:onflict with fire l~ws. 
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LOS ANGELES 

ORDINANCE NO. 10,163 

An ordinance adding Chapter 67 to Ordinance No. 2225, the 
Building Code, relating to security provisions. 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Angeles do 
ordain as follows: 

Section 1. Chapter 67 (beginning with Section 6701) is 
added to Ordinance No. 2225 entitled "Building Code" adopted 
March 20, 1933 to read: 

CHAPTER 67 
SECURITY PROVISIONS 

SECTION 6701 - PURPOSE 

The purpose of this chapter is to set forth minimum 
standards of construction for resistance to unlawful entry. 

SECTION 6702 - SCOPE 

The provisions of this chapter shall apply to enclosed 
Group F. G. H. I. and J Occupancies regulated by this Code. 
EXCEPTION: The requirements shall not apply to enclosed 
Group J Occupancies having no opening to an attached building 
or which are completely detached. 

SECTION 6703 - LIMITATIONS 

No provision of this Chapter shall require or be con
strued to require devices on exit doors contrary to the 
requirements specified in Chapter 33. 

SECTION 6704 - ALTERNATE SECURITY PROVISIONS 

The provisions of this Chapter are nat intende~ to pre
vent the use of any device or method of construction not 
specifically prescribed by this Code when such alternate 
provides equivalent security based upon a recommendation of 
the County Sheriff. 

SECTION 670~ - DBFINITIONS 

For the P!ll"pose of this Chapter, certain terms are. 
defined as follows: 

1. CYLINDER GUARD is a hardened ring surrounding the 
exposed portion of the lock cylinder or other 
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device which is so fastened as to protect the 
cylinder from wrenching, prying, cutting or 
pulling by attack tools. 

2. DEADLOCKING LATCH is a latch in which the latch 
bolt is positively held in the projected position 
by a guard bolt, plunger I or auxiliary mechanism .. 

3. DEADBOLT is a bolt which has no automatic spring 
action and which is operated by a key cylinder, 
thumhturn, or lever, and is positively held fast 
when in the projected position. 

4. LATCH is a device for automatically retaining the 
door in a closed position upon its closing. 

SECTION 6706 - TESTS 

Sliding glass doors. Panels shall be closed and locked. 
Tests shall ,be performed in the following order: 

a. Test A. With the panels in the normal position, a 
concentrated load of 300 pounds shall be applied 
separately to each vertical pull stile incorporating 
a locking device at a point on the stile within 
six inches of the locking device in the direction 
parallel to the plane of glass that would tend to 
open the door. 

b. Test B. Repeat Test A while simultaneously adding 
a concentrated load of 150 pounds to the same area 
of the same stile in a direction perpendicular to 
the plane of glass toward the interior side of the 
door. 

c. Test C. Repea-c Test B ,with the 150 pound force in 
the reversed direction towards the exterior side 
of the door. 

d. Test D. E. and F. Repeat A, B, and C with the mov
able panel lifted upwards to its full limit within the 
confines of the door frame. 

SECTION 6707 - TESTS 

Sliding Glass Windows. Sash shall be closed and locked. 
Tests shall be performed in the follo~ing order: 

a. Test A. with the sliding sash in the normal. position 
a concentrated, load of 150 pounds Shall.be applied 
separately to each sash member incorporating a 
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locking device at a point on the sash member within 
six (6) inches of the locking device in the direc
tion parallel to the plane of glass that would tend 
to open the window. 

b. Test B. Repeat Test A while simultaneouslY adding 
aconcentra.ted load of 75 pounds to the same area 
of the same sash member in the direction perpendic
ular to the plane of glass toward the interior side 
of the window. 

c. Test C.Repeat Test B with the 75 pounds force in 
the reversed direction towards the exterior side of 
the window. 

d. Test 0, E, and F. Repeat Tests A, B, and C with 
the movable sash lifted upwards to its full limit 
within the confines of the window frame. 

SECTION 6708 - DOORS - General 

A door forming a part of the enclosure of a dwelling unit 
or of an area occupied by one tenant of a building shall be 
constructed, installed, and secured as set forth in sections 
6709, 6710, 6711, and 6712, when such door is directly 
reachable or capable of being reached from a street, highway, 
yard, court, passageway, corridor, balcony, patio, bl:eezewa:~i, 
private garage, portion of the building which is available 
for use by the public or other tenants or similar area. A 
door enclosing a private garage with an interior opening 
leading directly to a dwelling unit shall also comply with 
said sections 6709, 6710, 6711, and 6712. 

SECTION 6709 - DOORs - swinging Doors 

a. swinging wooden doors, openable from the inside 
without the use of a key and which are either of 
hollow core ,construction or less than 1 3/8 inches 
in thickness, shall be covered on the insid~ face 
with 16 gage s1?-eet metal attached with screws at 
six (6) inch maximum centers around the perimeter 
or equivalent. Lights in doors shall be as set 
forth in sections 6714 and 6715. 

b. A single swinging door, the active leaf of a pair 
of doors, and the bottom leaf of Dutch doors,shall 
be equipped with a deadbolt and a deadlocking latch. 
The deadbolt and latch may be'activated by one 
lock or by individual· lock$. Deadbolts shall 
contain hardened inserts or equi.valent, so as to 
repel cutting tool attack. The lock or locks shall 
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be key operated from the exterior side of the door 
and engaged or disengaged from the interior side of 
the door by a device not requiring a key or special 
knowledge or effort. EXCEPTION: 

1. The latch may be omitted from doors in Group F 
and G occupancies. 

2. Locks may be key or otherwise operated from the 
inside when not prohibited by Chapter 33 or 
other laws and regulations. 

3. A swinging door of width greater than five (5) 
feet may be secured as set forth in section 6711. 
A straight deadbolt shall have a minimum throw 
of one inch and the embedment shall be not less 
than 5/8 inch into the holding device receiving 
the projected boltt a hook shape or expending lug 
deadbolt shall have a minimum throw of 3/4 inch. 
All deadbolts of locks which automatically acti
vate two or more deadbolts shall embed at least 
1/2 inch but need not exceed 3/4 inch into the 
holding devices receiving the projected bolts. 

c. The inactive leaf of a pair of doors and the upper 
leaf'of Dutch doors shall be equipped with a dead
bolt or deadbolts as set forth in Subsection (b). 
EXCEPTION: 

1. The bolt or bolts need not be key operated, but 
shall not be otherwise activated from the 
exterior side of the door. 

2. The bolt or bolts may be engaged or disengaged 
automatically with the deadboltor by another 
device on the active leaf or lower,leaf. 

3. Manually operated hardened bolts at the top and 
bott9m of the leaf and which embed a ,minimum of 
1/2 inch into the device receiving the projected 
bolt may be used when not prohibited by Chapter 
33 or other laws and. regulations. 

d. Door stops on wooden jambs for in-swinging doors shall 
be of one piece construction with the jamb or joined 
by a rabbet. 

e. 'Nonremovable pins shall be used in pin-type hinges 
which are accessibl~ from the outside when the door 
is closed. 
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f. Cylinder guards sha~: be installed on all mortise or 
rim-type cylinder locks installed in hollow metal doors 
whenever the cylinder projects beyond the face of the 
door or is otilerwiseaccessible to gripping tools. 

SECTION 6710 - DOORS - sliding Glass Doors. 

Sliding glass doors shall be equipped with locking de
vices and shall be so installed that, when subjected to tests 
specified in section 6706, remain intact and engaged. 
Movable panels shall not be rendered easily open able or 
removable from the frame during or after the tests. Cylinder 
guards shall be installed on all mortise or rim'-typec~linder 
locks ins·talled in hollow metal doors whenever the cyl~nder 
projects beyond the face of the door or is otherwise accessible 
to gripping tools. 

SECTION 6711 - DOORS - Overhead and Sliding DoorS. 

Metal or wooden overhead and sliding doors shall be secured 
with a c11inder lock, padlock with a hardened steel shackle, 
metal slide barr bolt or equivalent when not otherwise locked 
by electric power operation. 

Cylind.er guards shall be installed on all mortise or rim
type cylinner locks installed in hollow metal doors whenever 
the cylinder projects beyond the face of the door or is other
wise accessible to gripping tools. 

SECTION 6712 - DOORS - Metal Accordion grate or grille-type 
doors. 

Metal accordion grate or grille-typs doors shall be equipped 
with metal guides at top and bottom and a cylinder lock or 
padlock and hardened steel shackle Slhall be provided:. Cylinder 
guards shall be installed on all mortise or rimi\type cylinder 
locks installed in hollow metal doors whenever the cylinder 
projects beyond the face of the door or is otherwise ac~essible 
to gripping tools. 

SECTION 6713 - LIGHTS - In General. 

A window, sky.1ight, or other light forming a part of the 
enclosure of a dwelling unit or of an area occupied by one 
tenant of a building shall be constructed, installed and 
secured as set forth in Section '6714, and 671S; Whell the 
bottom of such winc\ow, skylight or light is not more than 
a street, highway, 'Yard, court, passageway, corridor, bal
cony. ,patio, breeze~1ay , private garage, portion of the build
illg which is available for use by the public or other tenants 
or similar area. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 10,163 - Los Angeles Page 6 

A window enclosing a private garage with an interior 
opening leading directly to a dwelling unit shall also comply 
with said Sections 6714 and 6715. 

SECTION 6714 - LIGHTS - Material. 

Lights within forty (40) inches of a required locking 
device on a door when in the closed and locked position and 
openable from the inside without the use of a key, and lights 
with a least dimension greater than six (6) inches but less 
than forty-eight (48) inches in F and G Occupancies, shall be 
fully tempered glass approved burglary-resistant material or 
guarded by metal bars, screens or grilles in an approved manner. 

SECTION 6715 - LIGHTS - Locking Devices. 

a. Sliding glass windows shall be provided with locking 
devices that, when subjected to the tests specified 
in section 6707, remain intact and engaged. Movable 
panels shall not be rendered easily openable or re
movable from the frame during or after the tests. 

bn Other openable. windows .shall be provided with sub
stao.tial locking devices which render the building 
as secure as the devices required by this section. 
In Group F and G Occupancies, such devices shall be 
a glide bar, bolt, cross bar, and/or padlock with 

. hardened steel shackle. 

c. Special louvered windows, except those above the first 
story in Group H and I Occupancies which cannot be 
reached without a ladder, shall be of material or 
guarded as specified in section 6714i and indi.vidual 
panes spall be securely fastened by mechanical fasten
ers requiring a tool for removal and not accessible 
from the outside when the window is in the closed 
position. 

SECTION 6716 - OTHER OPENINGS - In General. 

Openings, other than doors or lights, which form a part 
of the enclosure, or portion thereof, housing a single occupant 
and the bottom of which is not more than sixteen (16) feet above 
the grade of a street, highway, yard, court, passageway, corridor, 
balcony, patio, breezeway, or similar area, or from a private 
garage, or from a portion of the building which is occupied, 
used or available for use by the public or other tenants, or an 
opening enclosing a p~ivate garage attached to a dwelling unit 
which openings therein shall be constructed, installed and 
secured as set forth in Section 6717. 
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SECTION 6717 - HATCHWAYS, SCUTTLES AND SIMILAR OPENINGS 

a. Wooden hatchways less than 1-3/4 inch thick solid wood 
shall be covered on the inside with 16 gage sheet 
metal attached '(;'lith s.crews at six (6) inch maxi:rnum 
centers acound perimeter. 

b. The hatchway shall b6 secured from the inside with a 
slide bar, slide bolts, and/or padlock with a 
hardened steel shackle. 

c. Outside pin-type hinges shall be provided with non
removable pins. 

d. Other openings exceeding ninety-six (96) square 
inches with a least dimension exceeding eight (8) 
inches shall be secured by metal bars, screens, or 
grilles in an approved manner. 

Section 2. This ordinance shall be published in the Journal 
of Commerce and Independent Review, a newspaper 

(Seal) 

Attest: 

printed and published in the County of Los Angeles. 

WARREN M. DORN 
Chairman. 

JAMES S. MIZE 
Executive Officer-Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Los Angeles 

I hereby certify that at'its' meeting of December 8, 1970, . 
the foregoing ordinance was adopted ,by the Board of super
visors of said County of Los Angeles by the following vote, 
to wit: 

Ayes: supervisors Kenneth Hahn, Ernest E. Debs, 
Burton W. Chace and Warren M. Dorn. 

Noes: None. 

(Seal) JAMES S. MIZE 
Execu-t.ive Officer-Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Los Angeles. 

Effective date January 8, 1971. 

(95918) Dec. 18 
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SECTION IV - BUSINESS MACHINE IDENTIFICATION GUlbE 

COMPILED BY 

SAN DIEGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 
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BUSINESS MACHINE IDENTIFICATION GUID~ 

The following is intended as a guide to assist field officers and 

investigators in locating the serial and identification nurr~ers on some 

of the more popular business machines subject to theft, and where possible 

to provide an approximate market value of these machines. The list is, of 

course, incomplete containing only the most popular and the most valuable 

machines. The information offered is to be used as a guide~ not an 

absolute. 

Where the serial number of a maChine is part of, or on the s~ne line as a 

model number, carriage length, etc., an officer making a computer check of 

possibly stolen equipment should che~~ the number ~ ways, with and 

without the model number or other number, as it may have been reported to 

the police either way. Example: Underwood typewriters list the carriage 

length immediately to the !eft of the serial number; appearing as 11-8746523. 

The 11 is the carriage length, eleven inches. When checked for stolen, the " 

number should be run with and without the "11". 

Where noted in the guide, certain information aside from the serial number 

will be printed on the serial number plate. If this information is 

missing, the officer may in most instances presume that the original 

plate has been removed and a facsimile attached. Also where noted, the 

officer should check to see that no more than the allowable number of digits 

are present in,the serial number. Many times a thief will simply stamp an 

extra digit or two before or after the serial number td avoid discovery by 

computer check. 

212 

"'<"4I~ __ '~.;.,_ 

J~~~~~"""""~"ji"""""""'_"",_,, .•. """"""-.. -~ .~ __ ............-. _ .... ~}, ~ .... ___ :', 

ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

I.B.M. ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

Model A 

Model B 

• Hodel C 

Model D 

20 to 25 years old. Gray cas~, dark blue keys. Serial 

number 0 to 499,999. II" 12" " or carr~age. Very few still 

in use, most have been reworked, parts h d" exc ange, w~ th o:t;her 

I.B.M. 1 s. Run carriage all the way to the right\~ Serial 

number is on the frame, under the carriage on the left side, 

either on an attached t t ag or s amped directly into the frame. 

Value $50 to $75. 

15 to 20 years old. Usually gray case and gray keys. 

Serial numbers 500,000 to 999,999. II" or 12" carriage. 

Run carriage to right, locate serial nmnber on frame under 

carriage on left side. Model B Executive same but possibly 

13" carriage, more deluxe model. Model B value $100, 

B Executive $110. 

Recent Models. Different case colors and keys. Serial 

numbers 1,000,000 to 3,000,000 on standard and 2,000,000 to 

4,000,000 on Executive model. Run carriage all the way to 

right, locate ser~al umb th f d • n er on e rame un er the carriage 

on the left. Model C Standard value $175, Model C Executive 

value $195. 

Current model. Diferrent color cases and keys. S "1 er~a ,numbers 

contain seven d~g~ts. Plug ma h" "t ~ • c ~ne ~n a run carriage to 

right. Serial number is under carriage rails on left side. 

Must look UNDER carriage to see serial plate, which faces 

to left rather than straight up. Model D Standard value $'600, 

Model D Executive value $800. 

All the above machines are "type-bar;' machines with standard 

keys. The below machines utilize a "type-ball". 
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Model 721 "Selectric" Current. The "Selectric" series uses a type-ball 

instead of standard keys, and is easily identified by this 

feature. Serial numbers 4,000,000 up. Machine MUST be plugged 

in to move carriage to right, then lift top of machine to expose 

serial number stamped on left hand side of inner case. Value $225. 

Model 721 D.r. and 725 D.r. j'Selectric". These machines differ from the 

standard Selectric in that there is a lever for adjusting the 

depth of typing impression located immediately to the right, of the 

"key-ball", the chrome ball carrying the type. Serial number 

located same as standard "Selectric". Model 721 D.!. Value $250, 

Model 725 D.I. value $300. 

REMINGTON ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

There are several different models, series, case types and colors, 

as many machines marketed under th~ Remington name are foreign-made. 

Used Remington typewriters are generally worth from $50 to $120, 

with higher prices only for very recent, extremely good machines. 

They do not hold value like the r.B.M. '5. Serial numbers may be 

of varying lengths but the tags or plates should in most cases only 

be long enough to hold the original number of digits. Serial 

numbers are located under the carriage on the right side. .It may 

be necessary to plug the machine in to r~n the carriage to the 

left. The sel:ial number on all Remington electric typewriters 

will be preceded by the letter "E". In the past, stolen Remington 

Electrics have eluded officer-initiated computer check by change 

of the letter "E" to "S", "B" or other letter or number of similar 

configuration. If the machine does not bear this "E", it should 

be considered suspect. 
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ROYAL ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

Several different sizes and models, many foreign-made for 

Royal. Value, d'epending on age, may run from $20 to $100. 

Very low prices that look suspect may be perfectly valid, 

as the used value of a Royal is very low. Serial number should 

be found on a metal tag or stamped into the frame under the 

carriage rails on the right side. Again, it may be necessa:r:y 

with some machines to plug them in to run the carriage to the 

left. All serial numbers on Royal electrics should be prefaced 

with REP-13 or REP-12, REP-II, etc. The If REP" should always 

be, present. The next two numbers are the carriage length in 

inches. It is recommended that computer checks of the serial 

should be run both with and without the first letters and 

carriage length. 

SMITH CORONA ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

Again, there are several different models, sizes and varied 

serial number series. Prices may run from $20 to $80 used. 

Serial numbers are stamped into the frame of the machine 

on either left or right side. Most newer Smith-Corona 

machines use carbon tape rather than the standard inked 

fabric tape. The tape spools, two of them, are located on 

both sides of the keyboard. To locate serial numbers, lift 

the top cover and look immediately under the lower edge of 

the tape spools. 
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ADLER ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

Same information as for the Smith-Corona, but ~he serial number 

is stamped into the frame on the right side of the keys. To 

locate, lift the top cover. 

U~DERWOOD ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

Most common are the full-size "Scriptor" and "Forum" models, and 

the compact "Praxis" and "Editor II" models. The serial number 

is located on the flat portion of the frame under and between 

the rails on the right side. To locate, plug the machine in and 

run the carriage to the left by pressing the "tab". The serial 

number will be preceded by an "E" and the carriage length; 11, 12, 

or 15 inches, etc., and will appear as "E 11-1234567". The serial 

number should be seven digits, no more. The standard manual 

Underwoods will have the serial number in the same place, and the 

carriage length preceding the serial number, but without the 

letter "E". The Underwoods do not as yet have a "street price", 

but the above models sell for $500. 

CALCULATORS 

REMINGTON CALCULATORS 

There are basically two series of Remington calculators, the 

large-case (American made) and small'~case (GermCl:n made). All 

Remitigton calculators have an oblong hole cut into the bottom pan, 

through which the serial number is visible. It will be ei~~er 

hand-etched, which looks suspicious and is easily defaced, or 

stamped. The first few numbers are followed by a letter. This 

is the model designation. Example: 99N1234567 "99N" is the model 

number. It is very important to r'~n computer checks of the number 
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both ways. 'Some ~emington calCUlators \dll have the ser.ial 

number affixed to a metallic tape instec:-d of stamped orengl,'aved. 

This may be peeled up with a knife blade or key to check for 

another serial number beneath. If the tape is the only serial 

number, it is valid, though of course the tape may have been 

replaced. Value used from $50 to $100. 

OLIVETTI CALCULATORS 

Older models are very large and heavy, black/gray or black/silver; 

newer models are the size of a standard typewriter and pi~~ in 

color. The serial number is hand-etched or stamped into the frame, 

visible through an oblong hole in the bottom pan. The serial 

number is preceded by a model which should read "D-24, D-25", etc. 

Example: D-24 807586. Value: $135 to $220. 

VICTOR CALCULATORS 

Many different sizes, colors, etc. Serial number is stamped .£!!. 

the bottom pan, keyboard end. There are two rows of numbers, the 

top row being a six-digit (no more) model number. The bottom row 

is the serial number, wh~ch may be of varying length. Value $170 

to $195. 

ADLER ELECTRIC/ELECTRONIC CALCULATORS 

Most common are the 1200 series, 1201, 1204, etc. The make and 

model an; clearly marked on the top of the case. The set is 

usually black/gray 'plastic, with a twelve-column capability window 

on the top. The serial number is on a small metal plate attached 

to the bottom pan with two phillips-head screws • .; ~his plate can 

be removed easily and a fake attached, but the original ~late will 

contain information besides the serial number indicating type of 

machine, model, A German maJ.ntenance code on the to~ line using 
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machine is made in Germany and assembled in Japan. Depending 

on capability (square root, memory, etc.) prices run new from 

$169.50 to $300. 

UNICOM CALCULATORS 

Several thousand Unicom calculators have been sold in southern 

California over the last two years. These calculators are among 

. and most w~ll be found in professional t~e most expens~ve, ~ 

buildings rather than retail stores. All Unicom machines are 

marked somewhere • on the exter{or, but also have the serial number 

stamped into the interior frame, accessible only by removing tne 

outer .::ase. Model SOOP is an electric printing (paper-tape fed) 

calculator having an off-white case with blue or gray front key 

panel. Unicom SOOP is impressed into the plastic front, and the 

serial number plate is attached to the rear of the machine with 

. . . ,t This plate should also contain informa-two plast~c pop-r~ve s. 

tion" on model #, operating voltage, and the company logo. On this 

. 1 b be of arlY length, combined particular model, the ser~a . num er mf'ly 

with letters as well as digits. Price new $675, used $3S0 up. 

Model 801 and 802 are electronic, batterY-powered, Window-readout 

portable calculators with 8 column capability. The 801 is 1-1/2" 

x 6-3/4" x 4", weight 30 oz. Though the carrying"(.;;?,se is marked 

with logo and model, the machine itself is not. Serial number is 

th Pr{ce ~ew ~159. Model 802 is all digits, not more an seven. ~ .. 'I' 

h 20 "Un{com 802" is 1-1/2" x 6-1/4" slightly smaller, weig s .. oz . ~ 

/ If • ht 20 0 Same serial information as '801. P:dce x 3-1 4, we~g . z. 

new $159.50. The remainder of the Uuidont calculators are larger, 
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either prini:ing type or window-readout models of varying value. 

All have the model numher and company logo impressed into the 

face of the machine, and. the serial nUrnber plate with additional 

information attached to the rear of 'the machine with plastic 

pop-rivets. 

"ROTARY" TYPE CALCULATORS 

These are the older, manual, mechanically-cranked ealculators 

characterized by their multiple banks of numbers running up and 

down the keyboard (5 rows of l's, 5 rows of 2's, etc.). Most of 

these are Smith-Corol"..a, Marchant, Friden, or Remington. They 

have very little value since the electric and electronic calcula-

tors were developed. All are large-case machines and very heavy, 

some models weighing 60 pounds. Most originally sold for 

$300 to $500, now range from $10 to $50, even for recent models. 

The serial numbers on almost all known models are on ~ metal 

tag on the bottom pan of the machine, and usually preceded by 

a model number of varying length. 

PAYMASTER CHECKWRITERS 

One basic model( usually blue-gray or gray. The serial number 

is found on a Jletal tag riveted. to the ,back 'of the machine" 

which also carries the model number and original selling price 

of the machine, ranging from $139 to $179. Used value is 

from a low of $20 to a high of $50. 

N.C,.R. AND R. C. ALLEN CASH REGISTERS 

The serial number is located en a small metal tag riveted just 

above the front edge of the cash drawer. If this has been 

" removed, run the cash drawer all the way out and locate the 
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release catch at top rear center of the cash drawer. pull 

to the rear or lift up and remove the drawer. The serial number 

should be reproduced on a small metal plate riveted to the 

bottom of the cash drawer. 

REMINGTON CASH REGISTERS 

Many different sizes an.d models. Some have the serial 

number on a metal plate riveted to the front or rear of the 

machine. Others have the serial number WRITTEN IN GREASE PENCIL 
. 

on the bottom of the cash drawer. Tilt the machine on the side 

to expose the number. 

ANSAFONE TELEPHONE ANSWERING DEVICES 

There are several models now being used in offices, most of 

them approximately ll't x 14" X 5", all-metal cased, with a 

two-tone gray finish. "Ansafone" and "Dictaphone" tags are 

epoxied to the face of the machine, and the serial number is 

found on a metal tag riveted to the bottom pan. The tag should 

bear the Dictaphone company logo, operating voltage, a three-

digit model number, and the six-digit or lower serial number. 

Prices new are from $375 to $795, with a used price for the 

least expensive model around $225. Any Ansafone device selling 

for less than $125 should be considered suspect. 
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