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Title: Errata for th(~ HReport on Productivity Improvement in the Bridgeport 
Po.liGe Departm~nt." Institute of Public Admi.nistration, December, 1977. 

The following editorial changes should be made to this report: 

1. Page xvi, EXECUTIVE SUMMARY, Paragraph 4, sentence 12, change relative, 
costs, to read "relative costs,o" 

2. Page 3, paragraph 2, line 7, change Figure I-I to Table I-I. 
3. Page 17, Figure 11-4, Right Hand Bottom Code. Add words "Cross Hatched" 

to read "Cross Hatched = High Incident" 
4. Page 20, Paragraph 2, line 3, change presents to IIpre~ents". 
5. Page 49, sub-paragraph 2, line 3, change spelling of Emphasise to 

"Emphasize", 
6. BIBLIOGRAPHY, correct alphabetical ordering of O's and P's. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

A. Introduction 

This report presents the results of a productivity analysis 

of the Bridgeport, Connecticut, Department of Police conducted by 

the Institute of Public Adminis.tration of The Pennsylvania State 

University from December 1976 through August 1977. This study is 

part of a continuing education project conducted by the Institute 

in cooperation with the Bridgeport City government. The overall 

objective of the study is to develop and apply management technology, 

information processing, and analytical methods to improve d",cision-

making and effectiveness in meeting public needs • 

B. Objectives of the Report 

The primary focus ·of this study was to determine if realistic 

increases in productivity can be made through improved management 

of patrol operations in the Bridgeport Department of Police. 

Other specific objectives of the study were to: (a) assess the 

demand for police services in Bridgeport; (b) examine and evaluate 

time and location patterns of calls for crime and non-crime 

service; (c) develop methods to assess effectiveness; Cd) derive 

methods for reducing crime and increasing apprehension rates, and 

(e) provide recommendations directed towards increasing p'olice 

productivity. 
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• C. ~ethodology for the Analysis 

To achieve the stated objectives, researchers chose to analyze 

.' crime and noncrime demands and activities for one calendar year 

as documented in agency records. Data from the 1975 information 

system was utilized instead of 1976 because much of the 1976 data 

.. were not recorded on the computer file. The 1977 data were not 

available because of manpower shortages that occurred when c~rtain 

CETA positions were not filled. Because of the large number of 

• service calls, a 10 percent sample was drawn from the 80,000 

incidents recorded on the computerized 1975 police incident reports. 

This sample was validated against the population distribution of 

• crime and noncrime calls and was found to be consistent across all 

categories of calls for service. Two tables comparing the 
• 

results are presented in Chapter I of this report. 

• The report also discusses data collection, analytical methods, 

and reviews some of the substantive and methodological issues i~ 

studies of police productivity. The analytical techniques employed 

range from univariate to bivariate analysis with control methods 

applied to elaborate on significant trends identified in antecedent 

analyses. 

• D. Major Findings 

Demand for Police Services 

• The National Advisory Commission on Criminal Justice Standards 

and Goals states that every police agency should develop a patrol 
, " 

deployment system that is responsive to the demand for services. 

xi 



• 
Measures of the amount and type of crime occurring at specified times and 

• in certain locations provide valid indicators of the intensity and type of 

demand for police action. For example., the crime and noncrime distribution 

patterns in Bridgeport indicate that police respond most frequently to 

• reports of medical problems (10 percent), motor vehicle theft (10 percent), 

nuisances (10 percent), property damage (7.5 percent), and alarms (7 per-

cent). In addition to motor vehicle theft, burglary (5 percent), larceny 

offenses (10 percent), assault (4.6 percent), disorderly conduct (4.3 per-

cent), and motor vehicle viola,tions (4.2 percent) constitute major crime 

categories. Family offenses (3 percent) also require si~nificant amounts 

of police service time. 

Location of Patterns of Calls 

The demand for police services are very frequent within car post 

• sectors - green, amber, blue and red. These four sectors account for 

approximately 66 percent of the total incidents recorded. Also, two 

special sections - ambulance and dog warden - accounted for an addi-

• tional 14.5 percent of the incidents served. In addition, high incident 

grids were computed by selecting street locations which registered fre-

quenciflis of 50 or more incidents and matching them w.ith the proper grid 

e ·· .. number. The grids with street locations having the most frequent rate 

of incidents are OOSA, 009, 017, 011, 016, 003, 010, 027, OOSb, and 999. 

The nine grids which are illustrated in Figure II-4in the text account 

• for approximately 76 percent of the incidents. This location-based seg-

ment of the analysis indicates that there are definite patterns of 

demand for police services in Bridgeport. 

• 
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Time Variables 

The distribution of incidents by month indicates a relative 

pattern of increased demand for service during the summer months-­
I.;/' 

May through August. A definite pattern also exists for the dis-

tribution of incidents by hour using the 24-hour clock. When the 

24-hour clock was divided into two 12-hour time segments, 3 p.m. to 

2:59 a.m. and 3 a.m. to 2:59 p.m., it was found that 61.5 percent 

of the incidents occur and are reported in the 3 p.m. to 2:59 a.m. 

time period. In addition, the ho'urs between 0300 and 0700 are the 

low frequency hours and calls tend to increase during the morning 

and afternoon hours with a noticeable increase around 1600. The 

peak demand period for calls is 2100. 

Incident Type and Location 

The examination of crime types by specific locations can 

provide useful information for devising optimum patrol strategies. 

For example, family offenses are a frequent source of incidents 

in the red car post sector; robberies, burglaries, and family 

offenses are frequent in the blue district; and the amber sector 

exhibits a definite pattern of larceny incidents. Family offenses 

are high in Grid 003; Grid 009 has a high percentage of larcenies 

and Grid 009a has a high percentage of medical problem calls • 
. -'-, 

The major Part I crime across7~rte four major car post sectors 

between the hours of 3 p.m. to 2:59 a.m. is motor vehicle theft. 
\~ 

Alarm and miscellaneous juvenile type calls are also common 

occurrences across these four car post sectors during this 12-hour 
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• 
period. In addition, burglary is a common call serviced across the 

• four maj or car post sectOl:s during the early morning and daytime 

time segment--3 ~.m. to 2:59 p.m. 

Impact-Effectiveness 

• DoC'umentation of data on time of call, response time, on-scene 

time, on-scene service time, back in-service time" number of units 

dispatched, number of officers dispatched, and the clearance status 

• of, incidents is necessary if martagement is to evaluate performance. 

However, because certain complications with CETA workers arose~ 

the data was not properly transposed from the reports to the computer 

files. This type of information loss has precluded the use of the 

1975 and 1976 file date for an adequate impact/effectiveness analysis 

of police services. Therefore, for illustrative purposes, 

• methodological procedures for measuring effectiveness using 

available data have been presented in Chapter IV. 

E. Productivity Improvement Recommendations 

The following recommendations are based upon the analyses 

performed in the study. They represent some of the alternatives 

• available to the Bridgeport police department for examining their 

operations and improving productivity. It must also be noted here 

that officials of the Bridgeport Police Department have recognized 

• some of the needs documented here and have already taken remedial 

actions· c 

Information System Improvem~nts 

• 

• xiv 
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The police management officers should eSltablish a priority 

system for the most ,critical information. Ifor example, information 

relating to response times, witnesses, and clearance of crimes 

may be considered mote important than other .variables such as age. 

Whatever gUidelines ~lre adopted, a systematic approach to re­

porting and data collection is required to conduct a valid work 

load analysis. The major recommendation is Ito improve the 

collection, reporting, coding, and audit proeess to provide the 

basis for a patrol centered productivity analysis. The following 

steps may be taken! 

1. Determine the most active time, location, and type of 

call information, then strictly supervise the collection, 

transcription, and quality control of the data entered 

into the computer records system. In conjunction with 

this control procedure, management must emphasize the 

importance of complete and accurate reporting by 

periodtcally providing patrolmen with feedback about 

how the reports are utilized to help them perform their 

functions. 

2. Management should institute a formal periodic auditing 

procedure to review incident reports, computer entry 

and summaries of data that are being stored in the 

computer file. This auditing responsibility should 

reside with the officer who has autrority over the 

management information system. 
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3. Collect relevant resources and effectiveness data, such as 

4. 

the number of officers and units responding to a call; 

response t:i .. me; time on the scene; action time, and the 

manner in which the incident was cleared. This information 

should be maintained on file to enable police management 

to determine response time patterns, patrol and unit work 
1\ 

load, and the impact or effectiveness of police patrol 

operations. 

Explore the possibility of procuring a flexible, analytical 

software system which is compatible with the eXisting IBM 

hardware. For instance, the analyses in this report were 

produced by the SPSS system (Statistical Package for the 

Social Sciences). This package is designed to allow for 

relatively rapid learning and manipulation of data for 

statistical analysis by line personnel who are not technical 

experts in computer programming. Latest quotations indicate 

that the SPSS system capability costs approximately 

$1,400.00 for the first year and $600.00 for maintenance 

in subsequent years. Other alternatives may also be 

examined in light of the relative, costs, needs of the 

department, and benefits. 

Patrol Activities 

Patrol scheduling and assignment should be developed to 

corre~pf!)nd to demand in grid areas with the highest frequency of 

incidents, i.e., Grid$ 009a, 009, 017, 011, 016, 003, 010, 027, 

and OOSb. Furthermori~, calls for service tend to increase petween 

• ~i 
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the hout's of 3 p.m. and 3 a.m.; therefore, appropriate scheduling 

could match manpower resources to meet demand for service according 

to time and location. It is realized that union actions and 

• negotiated contracts have an impact upon scheduling of manpower, 

however, the results indicate that the public would be better served 

if patrol resources were matched with demands. 

• Organizational Structure Examination 

Explore the feasibility of transferring the housing and 

administration of the ambulance service from the Police Department 

• to the Fire Department. A realignment may relieve the Police 

Department of some of the administrative burden imP9sed by re-

sponding to medical problems which presently account for 10.3 . ' percent of the demand for police service in the City of Bridgeport • 

• 

• 

• 

• 
o 
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Chapter I 

INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of a productivity study conducted 

in the City of Bridgeport, Connecticut, Police Department during the 

period of December, 1976 to August, 1977. This study was carried out 

as one segment of a continuing education project whose objective is to 

apply management technology and methodology to small and medium-size 

municipalities. 

The central thrust of this report was to focus upon actual police 

activities as documented in official reports and records in order to 

provide the foundation for informed productivity recommendations and 

actions. The approach taken was to formulate a demand and response 

framework for police activities which could be analyzed to elicit 

useful information for planning and management purposes in the city. 

A. Goals and Objectives 

Since a common oversight of research in police work is the failure 

to articulate goals and objectives clearly with no clear translation 

into actions, the objectives of this study are presented below (Gass 

and Dawson, 1974). 

A major objective of this study is to determine what increases in 

productivity can be made through the management of patrol operations 

in the Bridgeport Police Department. Other specific objectives are 

to arrive at some determination about the present level of police 

protection in Bridgeport; examine time and location patterns of crime 

and calls fot" service; arrive at methods for reducing crime 11.nd 
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increasing apprehension rates; and to provide general or specific 

recommendations that are oriented towards increases in overall 

police productivity. 

Finally, it is the purpose of this report to provide an 

analytical basis for examining police activities across various 

size cities so that the police management process focuses upon the 

realities rather than images of police work. 

B. Hajor Strategie~ and Emphases 

The focus in this study was upon examining and evaluating actual 

police activities as documented in the computerized records sy~tem 

of the Bridgeport Police Department. The information in the computerized 

files include time, location, victim, crime type, and general admini­

strative information relevant to the incident. Given the informational 

nature of an updated corputer file~ the aggregation of the data in 

the file constitutes an overall measure of cr.ime and noncrime demand 

for police services in the city of Bddgeport. 

The purpose of using this source of data was to measure actual 

police activities in terms of community demand and police response 

characteristics. This approach allowed the study members to concen­

trate upon the interaction between the demands for police services 

and productivity related tasks performed in conjunction with the 

demand. The critical elements of the police task have to be first 

defined and circumscribed within the overall context of police work 

before legitimate, work-related, productivity strategies are to be 

formulated. 

• 
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Another major objective of this strategy was to demonstrate the 

utility of evaluating eXisting data 1ocumentation sources for 

developing management, planning, and produc~ivity actions. This 

approach also provides for the capability to evaluate the adequacy 

of existing procedures and improve the information gathering system 

and procedures. It is intended that the information and strategies 

being developed in this report will be used specifically to analyze 

ongoing polic~ activities in Bridgeport and provide a basis for 

future management evaluations in Bridgeport or other muni~lpalities. 

c. ScoEe of the Study 

The Bridgeport Police Dep.artment experienced approximately 

81,000 calls for service in the base year for the analysis - 1.975. 

Data from the 1975 base year was utilized because the 1976 data 

file was found to be essentially incomplete, inconsistent and hence 

virtually nonanalyzable. However, due to the large number of cases 

in the 1975 file a representative 10% sample was drawn from the 50 

major crime categories. Figure 1-1 presents a number and percentage 

comparison between the population data and sample to validate the 

accuracy and representativeness of the sample. 

3 
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Figure I-I 

FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE COMPARING CRIME TYPE IN BRIDGEPORT • POPULATION DATA AND SAMPLE DATA FOR 1975 

~u1ation (80,966) Sample (8,017) 

Crime Type Number Percent Number Percent 

Murder-Manslaughter 19 0.0% 1 0.0% • 
Robbery 697 0.9 59 0.7 

Assaults 3851 4.8 365 4.6 

Burglary 3806 4.7 391 4.9 • 
Larceny LE $50 3486 4.3 334 4.2 

Larceny GT $50 4295 5.3 444 5.5 

Motor Vehicle Theft 7720 9.5 815 10.2 • 
Forgery 187 0.2 15 0.2 

Other Larceny/ Fraud 
Embezzlement 419 0.5 45 0.6 

• Stolen Property 31 0.0 6 0.1 

Weapons 155 0.2 18 0.2 

Vice 155 0.2 11 0.1 

• Sex Offenses 138 0.2 18 0.2 

Obscenity 5 0.0 1 0.0 

Drugs 562 0.7 63 0.8 

• Liquor Laws 157 0.2 20 0.2 

Drunkedness 821 1.0 88 1.1 

Kidnapping 26 0.0 1 0.0 

• Arson 117 0.1 16 0.2 

Gambling 252 0.3 17 0.2 

Disorderly Conduct 3382 4.2 342 4.3 

• Bribery 17 0.0 2 0.0 

Continued 

• 
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Figl,lreI-1 
(Continued) 

• FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE COMPARING CRIME TYPE IN BRIDGEPORT 
POPULATION DATA AND SAMPLE DATA FOR 1975 

POEulation (80,966) SamEle (8 2 017) 

• Crime Type Number Percent Number Percent 

Family Offenses 2417 3.0% 238 3.0% 

• Property Damage 6290 7.8 598 7.5 

License Violations 29 0.0 2 0.0 

Code Violations 44 0.1 5 0.1 

• Court Violations 116 0.1 12 0.1 

Impeding Justice 228 0.3 29 0.4 

Nuisances 8617 9.9 811 10.1 

• Escapes 66 0.1 5 0.1 

Suicide 90 0.1 9 0.1 

Dead on Arrival 320 0.4 38 0.5 

• Missing Persons 1208 1.5 115 1.4 

Found Persons 110 0.1 9 0.1 

Suspicion 1476 1.8 140 1.7 

• Alarms 5738 7.1 554 6.9 

Property 816 1.0 78 1.0 

Investigations 276 0.3 31 0.4 

• Accidents 905 1.1 88 1.1 

Motor Vehicle Violations 3550 4.4 340 4.2 

Medical Problems 8402 10.4 824 10.3 

• Warrant-Subpoena 834 1.0 76 0.9 

No Incident 2407 3.0 233 2.9 

Miscellaneous 7279 9.0 710 8.9 

• Totals 80916 99.8% 8017 100.0% 
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D. Central Issues in Police Productivity 

Costs are easier to identify than are the elements of police 

services, therefore, it is difficult to equate any given financial 

figure with either increases or decreases in police performance. 

A recent report on police productivity presents four ways in which 

police productivity may be considered: 

1. Increasing police productivity means improving current 
police practices to the best level known, to get better 
performance without a proportionate increase in cost. 

2. Increasing police productivity means allocating resources 
to activities which give the highest return for each 
additional dollar spent. 

3. Given the uncertainties of police work, increasing produc­
tivity means increasing the probability that a given objec­
tive will be met. 

4. Increasing productivity in police work means making the 
most of the talents of police personnel (National Commission 
on Productivity, 1973). 

In addition to the resource constraints and lack of comprehensive 

frameworks for studying police productivity, another substantial 

factor remains largely unexplo~ed. A recent report on efficiency 

and effectiveness in lIBig City Police Departments," concedes that 

police perform a multiplicity of tasks but the self-image of police 

officers is rooted in their crime fighting function (Skogan, 1976). 

This substantive iSGue is addressed in the study by focusing upon 

what duties are actually performed in respons~ to the demands of the 

community. 

The operating premise of this study is that some hard, analytical 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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• data is needed for the purposes of comparison, planning and con-

trolling from a management perspective. The data collected utilize 

both the self-image (Skogan, 1976) activities of the police departments 

• (Part I and Part II) crimes, and the other support services provided 

to the community such as responding to vagrancy, serving warrants, 

or handling traffic complaints. Only in this way can police manage-

ment begin to plan for more efficient use of constrained resources 

and plan for more effective provision of critical services. A 

valid foundation based upon accurate information is needed before 

future goals and objectives can even be considered. In order to • increase productivity, we must first know what demands are being 

made by the citizens and to what extent scarce resources can be 

allocated to meet these demands. 

• 
E. Organization of the Report 

The report is designed to present the results of the productivity 

• study to both city and police department management officials. 

Chapter Two presents the specific demand analysis for police services. 

This includes both crime (Parts I and II) and other none rime police 

• activities. Chapter Three presents bivariate analyses that examine 

several crime code associations. This chapter also covers bivariate 

analyses of tillle and location data. Chapter Four presents impact and 

• effectiveness assessments that are based upon an extended analyses of 

crime and response patterns. Chapter Five includes the summary and 

conclusions for the major findings. Chapter Six presents the 

• productivity improvement recommendations that corr~spond to the 

major findings and conclusions. 

• 
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The specific analytic techniques used will be described and dis­

cussed as they are introduced into the specific chapters. 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Chapter II 

UNIVARIATE ANALYSIS 

This chapter discusses distributional patterns of crime-type, 

situation, location, and time demands for police service in the City 

of Bridgeport. Demand for police service was analyzed based on data 

gathered from a sample of 8017 incidents drawn from records of over 

80,000 incidents recorded on the 1975 police incident-file reports. 

The 1975 sample was used for analysis rather than the 1976 

sample because it provided more accurate and consistent data on the 

distribution of incidents across the crime-type situation, location, 

and time variables identified in the study. The sample was validated 

by comparing the adjusted frequency of the population distribution 

(N=80, 966) of the 50 category crime code with the adjusted 

frequency of the sample distribution (N=80l7) of the 50 category 

crime code. The difference between the population and sample 

adjusted frequency distributions ranged between .1 to .7 percent for 

each crime code. Based on the relative similarity between the 

adjusted frequencies, the 1975 sample was judged as a reliable 

indicator of the amount and type of crime in the City of Bridgeport 

(See Table 11-1, APPENDIX C). 

Analyses utilizing the 1975 sample data revealed inconsistencies 

with coding and missing data. Large amounts of missing data 

prevented an exhaustive analysis of many operation centered variables 

in the sample. Many variables that contained less than 25 percent 

valid data were deleted from the analysis. Examples of deletions are: 

9 
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age of victims, victim-offender relationship, incident type, manner 

committed, police division to Y'1hich the incident was referred, witness, 

suspect, and response time to incidents. Many of these variables 

would have provided a sound basis for analysis and an assessment of 

operational effectiveness. 

Howevt~r, sufficient patterns have been identified which demonstrate 

the distribution of crimes, noncrime, location, and time character­

istics of incidents occurring in th.e City. The remainder of this 

Chapter discusses the distribution 0f consistent patterns as they 

relate to demands for police services. 

A. Demand for Services 

The amount and type of crime occurring per year provides a good 

indicator of the level and particular kinds of demand placed on police 

services. To provide this information - crime codes from the 

Bridgeport Police Department - Code Book* were matched with corre­

sponding data on reported yearly levels of types of crime to create 

two variables: Variable 105 - crime code-recoded, and Newcrime­

collapsed categories of crime. Variable 105 - collapses the four 

digit crime codes in the Code Book into 50 coded categories. 

Variable Newcrime furthe~ reduces the 50 coded categories into 19 

categories. Variable Newcrime captures the crime-type categories 

with high frequencies but combines the low frequency categories into 

three general categories: Vice, other-person, and other-property. 

The more inclusive, with 50 categories was used for the frequency 

distributions, used with the univariate descriptive, while Newcrime 

*See Appendix A - Bridgeport - Crime Code Book 
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with 19 categories was used for the bivariate analysis. 

The analysis of frequency distributions presented in Appendix 

indicates that police respond most frequently to reports of medical 

problems (10.3 per~ent), motor vehicle thefts ( 10.2 percent)s 

nuisances (10.0 percent), property damage (7.5 percent), and alarms 

11 

(6.9 percent). In addition to these calls, moderately high demand 

exists for service in response to Part I crimes such as larceny greater 

than $50 (5.5 percent), larceny less than $50 (4.2 percent), and 

burglary (4.9 percent). Significant amounts of police time are also 

committed to incidents such as assault (4.6 percent), disorderly conduct 

(4.3 percent), motor vehicle violations (4.2 percent), and family 

offenses (3.0 percent). Figure II-I and Tables II-I and II-2 demon­

strate these patterns. 

Many of the incidents in the 50 category crime code contain high 

percentage distributions of specific degrees of the various types of 

crime. For instance, medical assistance (8.2 percent) is the primary 

component of medical "problems" to which police respond. Animal nuisances 

comprise 7.2 percent of the nuisance complaints. Reports of criminal 

mischief on private pr.operty comprised 7.2 percent of the requests for 

police service for reported incidents of property damage. Burglary 

and holdup alarms accounted for 5.9 percent of the alarm category. 

Part I crimes involving larceny (less than $50 and greater than 

$50) account for 9.7 percent of demands for police service. Shoplifting 

(.9 percent) and purse snatching (.5 percent) account for 1.4 percent 

of the incidents of larceny less than $50. Incidents involving Motor 

Vehicles account for almost half (2.5 percent) of the reported indnents 

of larceny greater than $50. 
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Figure II-I 
11.0% Sample Data - 1975 
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Burglary is a major Part 1 crime and accounts for 4.9 percent of 

the incidents requiring police service. Forcible commercial burglaries 

account for 1.4 percent of the incidents, while forcible residential 

burglaries account for 1.1 percent of the incidents. 

Demands for service arising from incidents such as assault, 

Disorderly Conduct, Motor Vehicle Violations, and Family Offenses 

account for a considerable level of police activity. Simple assault 

accounts for 2.5 percent of the assaults. Motor Vehicle Violations 

account for 4.2 percent of the demand for service. Evading responsi­

bility accounts for 2.5 percent of the Motor Vehicle Violations. Family 

offenses account for 3.0 percent of incidents requiring police service. 

Family disputes account for 2.8 percent of Family Offenses. 

B. Location 

Definite location patterns can be demonstrated for the incidents 

requiring police action. Figure 11-2 shows the location index for 

incidents by Car Post Sector and Grid. There are four Car Post sectors 

and 28 grids. Some of the grids have been broken down into different 

sections to further discrimj.nate location patterns. 

Table I1-3 and Figure 11-1 can be used to show that demand for 

police service is most frequent in car post sector ~reen (23.8 percent), 

Amber (16.4 percent), Blue (15.3 percent), and Red (10.9 percent). Car 

post sectors Green, Amber Blue account for 66.4 percent of the incidents 

recorded. Two special sections - Ambulance (8.2 percent) and Dog Warden 

(6.3 percent) account for an additional 14.5 percent of the incidents. 

To further demonstrate location patterns, high incident areas of the 

City have been plotted by police Grid locations on Figure 11-3. High 
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Grids with 50 Plus Incidents 

" 1 0 i :.: 
\J 1/ .... 

I •• , ......... . 

''':- " .. 
ll. I '. I .... ;.:. 

" . ~ . . . 
i '-5'21-8.' '::; .- . 

~ ~ •• :' .. II •• • .. ' 

• :" ,oiJi' ., , 

Numbers 1 through 28A = Grid Codes 

Letters A, B, G, R 

----
= Car Post Sector 

= Grids with 50 Plus 
Incidents 



16 

incident Grids were determined by selecting street locations (from 

the street location code) which registered frequencies ef 50 or greater 

and matching them with the proper Grid number. 

This selection was validated by comparing the adjusted frequency 

percents of high incident street locations from the population distri-

but ion with those from the sample. Tables 11-4 and 11-5 show the 

difference between the frequencies of identical street locations from 

the population and the sample range from .2 to 1. 3 percent. 

Grids with street locations having the most frequent rate of 

incidents are: (Refer to Figure 11-3 and Table 11-4) 

Adj. 
Grid Frequency Pct. 

008A 395 

009 345 

017 246 

011 174 

016 168 

003 152 

010 130 

027 129 

008B 100 

999 88 

Freq. 
(l~=2306). 

16.5% 

14.4 

10.3 

7.3 

7.0 

6.3 

5.4 

5.4 

4.2 

3.8 

Street Location 

Father Panik Village 

1-490 Fairfield Avenue 
731-1610 Main Street 

Police Headquarters 
Laffayette Shopping Mall 

531-2050 Boston Avenue 
811-1710 E. Hain Street 
341 up Hallet Street 
851 up Pembroke Street 

701-1300 Fairfield Avenue 
725-1964 North Avenue 
691-1195 State Street 

1-530 
1-1400 

!Joston Avenue 
Noble Avenue 
Hilliam Street 

P. T. Barnum Apartments 

1=724 North Avenue 
561-1740 Park Avenue 

Beardsley Terrace 

971 up Stratford Avenue 

Out of City Locations 
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It must be noted that the Variable Grid frequency distribution does not 

represent the total distribution for all incidents occurring by Grid 

in the City. However, the nine highrate Grids account for approximately 

76 percent of the incidents by street location. Also, 3.8 percent of 

the demand for police service involves out of City locations. 

Table II-6 provides information on the type of location where 

incidents are occurring in the City. The most frequent location types 

are apartment dwellings (26.1 percent), private automobiles (19.6 percent), 

housing (12.2 percent), businesses (8.0 percent), and streets (6.0 

percent). These five incident location types account for 72 percent of 

the incidents occurring in Bridgeport. Figure II-5 illustrates this 

pattern more clearly. 

~ Victim - Suspect Information 

Table II-7 shows the distribution of victim age, however, the 

results must be interpreted carefully bacause there were 6,740 missing 

cases. In the 1277 cases where the age information was available, it 

was shown that approximately 57 percent of the victims are between 19 

and 45 years old. Approximately 13 percent are over 61 years old. 

Table 11-8 shows that 56 percent of the victims are male and 

approximately 65 percent of the victims are white, 26 percent black, 

9-10 percent Puerto Rican. This distribution is based upon 2043 

cases and should be interpreted with control. 

The substantial amount of missing information for crime victims 

does not allow for any firm conclusions about who is most victimized 

in the City of Bridgeport. 
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D. Time 

Tables 11-10 and Figure 11-6 indicate increased rates of incidents 

reported for the summer months - May thru August. Also, as indicated 

in Tables 11-12 and 11-13, there is no conclusive pattern of incidents 

reported by day of month. However, as shown in Table II-14, there are 

almost twice as many incidents in the P.M. hours (approximately 6.5 

percent) than in the A.M. hours. The hours between 0300 and 0700 are 

the lowest frequency periods for reports. Reported incidents begin 

to increase at 0800 hours, hold steady at about 5 percent between 

1000 and 1500 hours, then increase to 6 percent at 1600 hours and 

peak to 7 percent at 2100 hours (See Table 11-15). This same pattern 

can be observed by dividing the clock into two 12 hour segments - 3 p.m. 

to 2 a.m., 3 a.m. to 2 p.m, Table 11-16 shows that incidents occur 

and are reported approximately twice as frequently during the 3 p.m. 

to 2 a.m. segment (approximately 60 percent), than during the 3 a.m. 

to 2 p.m. segment (approximately 40 percent). 

E. Conclusions 

This chapter has discussed the patterns of demand according to 

crime-type, location, situation, and time. The great degree of missing 

information presents definite conclusions about victim and suspect 

patterns. However, several preliminary conclusions may be drawn from 

the location, time, and type of crime analyses. The first is that police 

management must supervise the reporting information collection, and 

computer entry process. These provisions nrust be developed to provide 

an accurate and complete data base for analysis and planning purposes. 

This presupposes a priority system for determining what information 
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is the most important. Another conclusion is that demand fO,r police 

service is most frequent for: Medical Problems (10.3 percent), Motor 

Vehicle Theft (10.1 percent), and Nuisances (10.1 percent). Major 

Part I crimes account for 24.S percent of the demand for police 

service. A thi~d conclusion is that certain accounts for the major 

part of the calls: OOSA (16.5 percent), 009 (14.4 percent); 017 

(10.3 percent); 011 (7.3 percent); 016 (7 percent); 003 (6.3 percent); 

010 (5.4 percent); 027 (5.4 percent); OOSB (4.2 percent). A fourth 

conclusion is that reported incidents occur most frequently in apartments 

(26.1 percent); private autos (19.6 percent); houses (12.2 percent); 

businesses (Spercent); and street (6 percent). In addition, incidents 

occur and are reported frequently during the summer months and between 

the hours of 3 p.m. and 2 a.m. (61.5 percent). These conclusions have 

implications for the information collection and recording system, 

patrol scheduling, and manpower assignments functions of Bridgeport Police 

Department. From the analyses presented, productivity improvements actions 

can be taken to measure the effectiveness of ongoing operations. 

Specific recommendations will be proposed in subsequent chapters of this 

report. 
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• CHAPTER III 

BIVARIATE ANALYSIS 

• The bivariate analysis was limited to the demographic variables 

(sex, ra~e, age), time variables (time incident occurred, date of inci-

dent), location variables (car post sector, incident location type, 

• grid), and the situation variable (crime code) because of data availa-

bility. The tables for Chapter Three are in Appendix D. 

A. Demogr~phic Information 

• 
When establishing the various types of crime suppression procedures 

to be followed, it is helpful to understand who is being victimized. 

• This section presents a brief profile of those involved in incidents 

in Bridgeport in 1975. 

Looking at the demographic variables (sex~ race, age), one finds 

• that victims of the incidents tended to be male and older individuals 

from all racial groups. Table 11I-l indicates that most victims were 

male with the exception that a higher percentage of black females (54.6 

• percent) were victims. Tables III-2 and 111-3 show that 36 percent 

of the victims were males between 46 years and over. However, most 

male victims (approxjmately 52%) were between 19 and 45 years of age. 

From the data available it appears that most report~d victims are 

white males between 19 and 60 or females between 19 and 45. 
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For the purposes of analysis~ the rather extensive crime code 

with 50 categories of the Bridgeport Police Department was reduced 

into 19 major codes. The 19 categories of crime are: murder/ 

manslaughter; robbery, assault, burglary, larceny less than $50, 

larceny greater than $50, motor vehicle theft, disorderly conduct, 

family offenses, property damage, nuisances, alarms, motor vehicle 

violations, medical problems, miscellaneous-juvenile, other person 

(includes forgery, kidnapping, bribery, license violations, code 

violations, court violations, impeding justice, escapes, suicides, 

dead on arrival, missing persons, found persons, suspicion, and 

warrant-subpoena), other-property (includes other larceny, stolen 

property, weapons, arson, property investigations, and accidents), 

and vice (includes sex offenses, obscenity, drugs, liquor laws, 

drunkedness, and accidents), 

Tables 1II-4 through III-6 show the types of crimes with which 

the various demographic groups were involved. The results' of 

analyses using these 19 categories and the sex, age, and race were: 

higher percentages of males were victims of robberies (69.6 percent), 

burglaries (52.2 percent), larcenies greater than $50 (72.1 percent), 

motor vehicle thefts (71.1 percent), property damage (59.3 percent), 

alarms (68.0 percent), and motor vehicle violations (70.8 percent). 

Females tended to be victims of assaults (54.4 percent), larcenies 

less than $50 (52.0 percmnt), disorderly conducts (56.4 percent), 

family offenses (68.0 percent), and miscellaneous-juvenile (58.1 

percent). Higher percentages of whites were victims of larcenies 

greater than $50 and property damage. For the age group 19 to 30, 

assaults (46.2 percent) and larcenies groater than $50 (51.2 percent) 
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were most prevalent; for the group 31 to 45, family offenses was the 

largest category of crime. As might be expected, medical problems was 

the largest category for the age group 61 years and over. From the 

previous findings, it can be seen that certain demographic groups 

were more likely to have crimes committed against them and that some 

crimes are associated with certain groups. This information may 

prove useful for police management in structuring crime prevention 

programs and crime suppression activities. 

~ Location of Incident 

The Bridgeport Department of Police divided the city into car 

post sectors - areas of patrol responsibility. The four major 

sectors are the red, green, amber, and blue'sectors. The other 

sectors had relatively few cases, so the discussion will center 

on the four major areas. 

Tables 111-7 through 111-9 represent the sectors where different 

demographic groups were involved in incidents. A higher percentage of 

black victims (49.1 percent) were found in the red sector. The highest 

percentage of whites were victimized in the amber district. For age 

groups, a higher percentage of 31 years through 45 years (31.5 percent) 

were victimized in the red sector. A higher percentage of 19 years to 

30 years (36.6 perc~nt) were victims in the amber district. 

Some types of crimes appear to take place more frequently in 

certain sectors. Table 1II-IO shows that 21.8 percent of family offenses, 

23.7 percent of ~obberies, and 23.6 percent of burglaries occurred in th~ 

red sector; 23.5 percent of family offenses took placs in the blue district. 
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Table 111-11 represents the association between crime codes and high 

frequency grids (streets in Bridgeport where the number of incidents was 

50 or greater). Grid 003 had a high percentage of family offenses (23.8 

percent), and Grid 009 had a higher percentage of larcenies less than 

$50 (38.6 percent). Medical problems occurred frequently in Grid 008A 

<37.9 percent). 

Within the general locations of sector and grid, there are certain 

location types - house, apartment, store, etc. where crimes or incidents 

appear more likely to ocCur. For example, Table 111-12 shows that more 

females (60.3 percent) were victimized in apartments. A higher percentage 

of males, 62.0 percent, were victimized on the streets. Table 111-13 

indicates that higher percentages of blacks (53.7 percent) and Pureto 

Ricans (49.7 percent) were victims of crimes conunitted in apartments. 

Higher percentages of whites were involved in incidents in houses (18.1 

percent) and private automobiles (23.7 percent). 

Table 111-14 represents the association between the specific incident 

locations and the general sectors of the city. The conclusions that can 

bl:: drawn from this table are somewhat tenuous given the small n.umber of 

cases in each cell, however, the analysis indicatee what information can 

be derived from a data base. It appears that within the red sector, 

incidents occur more frequently in hospitals, gas stations, sports arenas, 

motorcycles, side~.,alks, and streets. The higher percentages of crimes 

in the blue sector occurred in liquor stores, theaters, churches, and 

commercial trucks. In the amber sector, hotels, and motels, drive-ins 

and banks had the higher percentages of crime occurrence. 

The ability to pinpoint where certain crimes are happening frequently 

is important to the Police Department. While random patrol may have certain 
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value, police units or patrolmen cannot be everywhere. With limited 

resources and shrinking budgets, assignments to hich activity locations 

becomes more feasible. It would benefit the Bridgeport Police Department 

to know in detail using valid and comprehensive information where incidents 

are likely to occur. 

C. Time of Incident 

• 
In addition to location, it is equally important to know when crimes 

occurred so that patrol scheduling can be completed more effectively. 

The two major categories used in the subsequent analysis of time are: 

hours of the day (am-pm, 3pm - 2am/3am - 2pm) and month of the year. 

An analysis of when crimes occurred in Bridgeport in 1975 shows 

tJ' .' 
that the majority of incidents during the entire year occurred during the 

night time hours. Tables 111-15 through 111-17 indicate that a clear 

majority of incidents for each month occurred in the pm period (12:00 noon 

'. to 11:59 pm). August and December show slightly higher percentages of 

crimes (76.7 percent and 72.7 percent respectively) occurring in the 

pm period. Breaking time into two different categories (3 pm to 2:59 am 

and 3 am to 2:59 pm), it can be observed that the majority of incidents 

occurred in the late evening period. This pattern was consistent through-

Dut the analysis. Since the majority of crimes occur late at night or 

early morning, it would appear to be advantageous to schedule patrol 

resources so that more personnel are available during these. hours. 

Tables 111-18 through 111-20 show that different crime types occurred 

at different times. Very high percentages of robberies (87.2 percent), 

and larcenies less than $50 (78.9 percent) occurred in the PM period. 

Robberies were very frequent during the 3 pm to 2:59 am period. Nuisances 

• 
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had a slightly higher percentage (49.2 percent) than other categories in 

the 3am to 2:59 pm period. The analysis of specific hours for different 

crime types (Table 111-20) reveals a higher percentage, (15.0 percent) 

for robberies at 2100. 

Table 111-21 reveals that in August, 15.0 percent of larcenies less 

than $50 occurred, and in November 15.3 percent of the robberies took 

•• 

place. • 

D. Time and Location of Incident 

Tables 111-22 through 111-24 indicate when (time) incidents were 

more likely to occur in certain locations around the city. For the major 

sectors of the City of Bridgeport (red, green, blue, amber), there was 

little variation; the majority of incidents occurred in the PM period. 

However for more specific car post sectors, tactical squad and claims 

car, higher percentages of incidents (41.8 percent and 41.7 percent 

respectively) occurred in the AM period. The grid locations (streets 

where the frequency of crime incidents was 50 or more), show that 

generally crime incidents took place in the 3pm to 2:59 am period. 

However, in Grid 015 and Grid 020, higher percentages (53. a: percent and 

70.3 percent respectively) of crimes did take place in the 3am to 2:59 

pm period. Specific incident location types show more vairation than the 

general locations of sector and grid. Restaurants (47.6 percent), 

businesses (54.2 percent) had higher percentages in the AM period than 

other categories. 

Tables 111-25 through 111-27 shows the moriths when incidents occurred 

in the City. Although the major sectors (red, green, blue, amber) indicate 

little variation, several of the specific car post sectors did have some 

. variation. Car post sectors with higher percentaglil ~han others included: 

•• 
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. police sergeant (April, 22.2 percent), special services (June, 22.6 

percent), park police (February and July, 28.6 percent), Board of Education 

(February and April 22.2 percent), and K-9 Corps (October, 27.5 percent). 

A few grid locations showed some variation. Slightly higher percentages 

of crimes occurred in Grid 026 (April, 16.7 percent), Grid 027 (July, 

15.6 percent), and Grid 015 (October, 21. 3 percent). 

The specific incident location types also show some variation. 

Unfortuneately, the percentages are based on very small cell values, 

therefore, the conclusions are tenuous. During the early months of the 

year, particularly January, certain incident location types had higher 

percentages of crime incidents: liquor store (40.0 percent), sports 

rena (33.3 percent), theater 66.7 percent), private truck (35.7 percent). 

Sports arena and theaters had slightly higher percentages of crime inci-

dents, 33.3 percent in April, as did private motorcycles, 60.0 percent. 

In June~ churches (42.9 percent) and commercial taxis (50.0 percent) had 

higher percentages of incidents. The lack of data in these categories 

prohibits any firm conclusions concerning specific location types, but 

the analyses indicate the value of such information especially when they 

are related to time periods. 

E. Repol'ting 

One problem that police officers face when trying tOfsolve crimes is 

the length of time an incident goes unreported. The longer an incident 

remains unreported, the more cJifficult it will be for an officer to 

attempt to find witnesses and evidence. In Bridgeport, the information 

suggests (Table 111-28) that incidents are being reported without delay) 

but that responses by the departments are not always documented in the 

automated information file. 
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CHAPTER IV 

I}~ACT-EFFECTIVENESS AND EXTENDED ANALYSIS 

The availability of response time and clearance information on the 

Bridgeport computer files has precluded a comprehensive approach to 

evaluation. However, to demonstrate what procedures and methods could 

be used if the data were available, certain analysis were performed. 

The results are presented in Tables IV-l to IV- 7Din Appendix E. 

A. Response Time 

Documentation of response time data and the clearance status of 

incidents are some prerequisites for the performance evaluation of 

police services. Consistent storage and retrieval methods for this 

type of data permits analyses to focus on the central concerns of how 

crimes and non-crime calls for service are actually cleared. An evalu­

ation of this kind provides information that can be used to assess the 

level of effectiveness of police operations so that planning or overall 

management can be made more rational. 

Table IV-l presents an example of the approach and type of informa­

tion which could be made available for decision-making if the elements 

were present in the information system. For example, Table IV-l 

illustrates the comparison of response time with crime-type. This 

analytical technique provides the capability for close examination of 

the response time characteristics specific to types of crime. For 

instance, Table IV-l indicates that 82 percent of the 204 incidents 

(of the 8,019 total) reported are responded to in one to six minutes. 

The distribution of response times among specific types of crime - e.g., 
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robbery, burglary, larceny, etc., can also be determined. Coupled with 

data on officers dispatched and clearance status of incidents serviced 

(data not presently computerized by the Police Department), information 

of this sort would provide police management with a timely decision­

technology to thoroughly evaluate an important element of the impact or 

effectiveness of police services. It would also provide a planning 

mechanism to permit more precise allocation of men and resources to 

high-incident locations to achieve the maximum impact on the prevention 

and apprehension facets of crime control. 

~ Extended Analysis 

In depth analysis of the patterns or relationships identified 

between crime code, location, and time variables reveal identifiable 

consistencies which can be used in planning patrol operations or 

deterrence strategies. For example, the relationship between crime-

type and location of incidents througho~t the city by hourly patterns 

can provide police management with valuable information about factors 

which may aid in scheduling pre-empt~ve patrol operations. Likewise, 

studying the relationship between dominant crime types and major car post 

sectors and/or grid locations can assist police management in devising 

improved strategies for handling high frequency and recurrent crime types 

by concentrating patrols in specific locations of the city. 

To demonstrate this type of analysis, four specific relationships 

have been established in depth: (1) car post sectors by crime type 

by 12 hour segments - 3pm to 2:59 am, 3am to 2:5'9 pm; (2) major crime 

types by selected grids by time of day; (3) major crime types by car 

post sectors by seasons/trends; and (4) major crime types by location 
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status by car post sectors. As previously mentioned, large amounts of 

missing data inherent with the 1975 sample preclude a definitive inter-

pretation of relationships identified. However, they do indicate that 

such analyses can provide practical and realistic assessments of inci-

dent patterns in the city. 

Tables IV-2 and IV-3 are presented for purposes of describing the 

manner in which two major location variables in the Bridgeport 1975 data 

sample (car post sector and grid) are collapsed to provide a general 

explanation of location and crime type characteristics. 

The four major categories of car post sectors i.e. red, green, blue, 

and amber included a total of 5322 cases or approximately 66 percent of 

a total sample of 8017 cases. Table IV-2 presents the percentage distri-

bution of specific grid locations which contained 150 or more cases. 

~ Major Car Post Sectors By 
Crime Type By Twelve Hour Segments 

Tables IV-4A and Iv-4B present the analysis of the four major car 

post sectors by crime type controlling for the two 12 hour segments -

3pm to 2:59 am and 3am to 2:59 pm respectively. 

The predominant crime types serviced by the red car post sector 

during the 3pm to 2:59 am time segment are motor vehicle theft (14.7 

percent), alarms (12.2 percent), family offenses (7.1 percent), dis-

orderly conduct (6.4 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (9.9 percent). 

In the green sector, the predominant'crime types serviced during the 

same time segments of the day tend to be assault (7.2 percent), motor 

vehicle theft (9.1 percent), property damage (9.1 percent), nuisances 

(6.1 percent), alarms (9.4 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (10.8 

percent). The blue sector's general crime pattern during the same hours 
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consists of motor vehicle theft (10.5 percent), disorderly conduct (7.8 

percent), property damage (9.0 percent), alarms (9. 3 percent) , miscellan­

eous juvenile (14.2 percent). Crime types such as assault (5.8 percent), 

larceny less than $50 (7.3 percent), larceny greater than $50 (6.0 

'percent), motor vehicle theft (8.6 percent) are frequent in the amber car 

post sector during the hours of 3pm to 2:59 am. 

The green car post sector tends to be the most active in terms of 

calls for service; 651 cases or approximately 36.0 percent of the reported 

cases betl;o;reen the hours of 3 pm to 2:59 am. The major Part I crime across 

all sectors during these hours tends to be motor vehicle theft. Alarm 

and miscellaneous juvenile crime calls also occur frequently during this 

period in the four car post sectors. Assault and property damage tend 

to comprise major percentages of the calls serviced in the blue and red 

sectors during 3pm to 2:59 am. In the amber car post sector, crime types 

such as assault, larceny, less than $50, larceny greater than $50, disor­

derly conduct and property damage comprise major perc.entages of the 

various crime calls serviced by the police during the same hours. 

Table IV-4B presents the analysis of the four major car post sectors 

by crime type controlling for the hours of the day - 3am to 2:59 pm. 

The activity across the four car post sectors durin~ these hours of the 

day is somewhat less than the 3pm to 2:59 am time segment. However, the 

green car post sector tends to be the most active in terms of calls for 

service w:lth a total of 408 cases or approximately 36.4 percent of the 

total 112~~ calls serviced by the four car post sectors during this pri­

marily day time segment. 

The predominant crime types serviced by the red car post sector 

during this day time segment are burglary (8.8 percent), motor vehicle 

theft (20.4 percent), alarms (13.3 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile 
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(8.8 percent). The major cr:l.me classification in the green car post 

sector during the same hours tend to be assault (5.9 percent), burglary 

(8.8 percent), larceny less than $50 (5.6 percent), larceny greater 

than $50 (6.4 percent), motor vehicle theft (11.0 percent), property 

damage (7.8 percent), nuisances (7.6 percent), alarms (11.3 percent) 

and miscellaneous juvenile (10.5 percent). The blue car post sector 

has frequent crime classifications such as burglary (5.5 percent) 

larceny greater than $50 (6.7 percent), motor vehicle theft (17.6 

percent), property damage (6.3 percent), nuisances (5.9 percent), alarms 

(11.3 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (13.9 percent) during this 

particular time segment. Crime types such as burglary (6.1 percent), 

larceny less than $50 (5.8 percent), larceny greater than $50 (8.5 

perGent), motor vehicle theft (9.2 percent), property damage (9.5 percent), 

alarms (14.2 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (12.2 percent) tend 

to be the major classifications that are serviced by the amber car post 

sector during the 3am to 2:59 pm time segment. 

Hotor vehicle theft again tends to be the most dominant Part I 

offense serviced across all four 'major car post sectors during this 

particular time segment. However, there is an increased tendency in the 

amount of burglaries that are serviced by the four car post sectors 

during these hours of the day as opposed to the 3pm to 2:59 am time 

segment. Again, larcenies and property damage crime classifications 

tend to be other major offensives serviced by the green and amber car 

post sectors'~ 

:\ 
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1h Major Crime Types by Selected 
Grids Controlling Time of the Day 

Table IV-SA presents the analysis of major crime types across 

maj,or grid categories (see Table IV~'3) controlling for the 3pm to 

2:59 am time segment. Grid 008a tends to be the most active in terms 

of servicing calls during these hours of the day. In addition, Grid 

003 has major crimes occurring such as assault (12.9 percent), motor 

vehicle theft (14.9 percent)~ family offenses (10.9 percent), and 

medical problems (22.8 percent) dur:Lng the 3pm to 2: 59 am time segment. 

In Grid 009 crimes su(.~h as assault (7.5 percent), larceny less than 

$50 (13.6 percent), larceny greater than $50 (8.0 percent), alarms (8.0 

percent), and medical problems (18.1 percent) tend to be major classifi-

cations serviced during this evening time period. In Grid 011 there 

is a tendency for motor vehicle theft (7.1 percent), disorderly conduct 

(9.2 percent), property damage (7.1 percent), alarms (16.3 percent) to 

be the major crime type classification. Larceny less than $50 (20.6 per-

cent) and medical problems (10.8 percent) are found to be maj or service 

activities in Grid 016 during the 3pm to 2: 59 am time seg',nent. In Grid 

017, assauly (8.4 percent), medical problems (9.6 percent), and miscel1a-

neous juvenile (10,,2 percent) are predomina.t~ categories. Major crime 

type activity in Grid 008a consists of assault (10.0 percent), medical 

problems (33.7 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (14.6 percent). 

The data gathered by relating crime type to major grid locations 

by time segments of the ds.y can be used by poH ee management to supplement 

the information derived from associating crime type to major car post 

sectors by time segments of the day. By using grid location data, police 

management is able to narrow the gross location information of car post 
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sectors into narr.ower sectors throught the city. Such analysis can 

support police management in assessing the present patrol status and 

developing more precise strategies for handling crimes by location 

during specific time segments of the day. 

Talbe IV-SB is similar to the analysis presented in Table IV-SA 

except that the time segment 3am to 2:S9 pm is examined in this 

comparison. Burglary offenses tend to be predominate in Grid 003 (ll.S 

percent) and Grid all (11.1 percent) during this time period. Larceny 

less than $SO is ~ major category for Grid 009 (13.3 percent), and Grid 

016 (12.7 percent). Whereas motor vehicle theft is predominant in Gr:l.d 

003 (31. 4 percent), Grid 017 (16 percent), and Grid 008A (13.7 percent:) 

during the 3am to 2:S9 pm time segment. Medical problems comprise a 

high percentage of service activity in Grid 003 (28.6 percent), Grid 

009 (17.7 percent), Grid 017 (13.3 percent), and Grid 008A (36.6 percent). 

~ Major Crime Type by Major Car Post Sectors 
Controlling for Seasonal Tracts 

Other interesting relationships between crime type and location 

can be examined in terms of seasonal trends. Table IV-6A, 6B, 6C and 

6D present the analysis of crime type by major car post sector cor.Yi:~~tling 

for seasonal trends. It should be noted that the number of cases and 

percentages of crime type across major car post sectors 1s based upon 

the relat:l.ve distribution of crime codes within each major car post 

sector. Hence, the number of burglaries in the red sector during the 

winter season (8.8 percent) is interpreted to mean that they comprised 

8.8 percen'Z. of a total of 20S calls included in the red sector during 

the winter season. 
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Burglary offenses are major crime classifications in the red sector • 
(8.8 percent), green (6.9 percent), amber sector (4.9 percent), and 

blue sector (8.2 percent) during the winter season. Motor vehicle 

theft comprises major percentages across all four major car post sectors • 
in the winter months; red (17.6 percent), green (13.3 percent), blue 

(14.7 percent), and amber (12.8 percent). Property damage is another 

crime classification which has high percentages across the car post • 
sectors; green (10.8 percent), amber (11.9 percent), and blue (10. 9 

percent). Alarm calls tend to be quite high across all four car post 

sectors (see Table IV-6A) during the winter season. • 
Table IV-6B presents the analysis of crime type by the four major 

car post sectors controlling for the spring season. Again, motor vehicle 

theft is a major crime type classification across all four ca_ post • 
sectors; red (13.9 percent), green (9.6 percent), blue (11.8 percent), 

and amber (9.7 percent). Property damage offenses tend to comprise high 

percentages in the following three car post sectors; green (11.6 percent), • 
blue (7. 9 perCG~lt), and amber (9.7 percent). Alarms and miscellaneous 

juvenile crime classifications likewise comprise high percentage distri-

butions across the four major car post sectors. (See Table IV-6B for .' a more detailed presentation of the associtaion between crime type and , 

the four major car post sectors controlling for the spring season). 

Crime ty;:>a trends in the sununer months depict increases in crimes • 
such as assault, burglary, larceny less the $50, larceny greater than 

$50, disorderly conduct, alarms, and miscellaneous juvenile across the 

four major car post sectors. Table IV-6C presents the analysis of crime • 
type by major car post sectors controlling for the sununer months. (See 

Table IV-6C for a detailed presentatiD1'l of the breakdown between crime 

classifications by the four major car post sectors for the SUi"'lmer months). • 
.'------------------------------------.---------------------~--
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During the fall months, burglary, larcenies, motor vehicle thefts, 

disorderly conduct, property damage, alarms, and miscellaneous juvenile 

tend to be major crime categories across the four car post sectors. 

(See Table IV-6D for a more complete presentation of the association 

between crime type and car post sectors controlling for the fall months). 

In summary, assault, larceny, disorderly conduct offenses tend to 

be predominate in the summer and fall months across the four major car 

post sectors. Miscellaneous juvenile offenses are predominate across 

the four car post sectors during the spring, summler, and fall months. 

Whereas motor vehicle theft, property damage and alarms are found to be 

quite consistent across the four major car post sectors controlling 

for the four seasons of the year. 

F. Crime Type By Location Status 
Controlling for the Major Car Post Sectors 

Another important relationship between crime type and major car 

post sectors pertains to the relative location status of the offense. 

That is, what crimes in what car post sector are primarily associated 

with residential areas, businesses, public areas, etc. Table IV-7A, 

7B, 7C, and 7D present the analysis of crime type by location status 

controlling for the four major car post sectors. 

Table IV-7a presents the analysis of crime type by location status 

controlling for .the red car post sector. Of the 109 incidents associated 

with residential premises, burglaries comprise (10.1 percent), disorderly 

conduct (7.3 percent), family offenses (12.8 percent), medical problems 

(8.3 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (17.4 percent). The major 

crime type associated with businesses in the red car post sector are 

burglary (16.4 percent), property damage (9.8 percent), and alarms 
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Assaults (20.0 percent) and motor vehicle thefts (20.0 percent) are the • 
two major crime classifications associated with public areas in the red 

car post sector. Whereas motor vehicle theft, larceny greater than $50 

and motor vehicle violations tend to be associated with vehicles. • 
Table IV-7b presents the same association as presented in IV-7a 

except that the green car post sector is controlled sector. Of the 230 

incidents commited against residential premises in the green car post • 
sector, burglary compises U2.6 ~ercent), family offenses (9.1 percent), 

property damage (9.1 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (15.2 percent). 

The predominate crime classifications against businesses in the green • 
sector are burglary, (12.7 percent), larceny les~ than $50, (9.5 percent), 

property damage, (12.7 percent), and alarms (25.4 p€lrcent). Major crime 

categories associated with public areas are: assault (14.1 percent), • 
motor vehicle juvenile (12.9 percent). Also note that property damage 

classification comprises 17.0 percent of the incidents against vehicles 

in the green car post sector. • 
Table IV-7C continues the analysis between crime type and location 

status of the call controlling for the amber car post sector. The more 

frequent crimes directed against residential premises in the amber car • 
post sector are assault (8.5 percent), burglary (7.6 percent), family 

offenses (11.9 percent), property damage (10.2 percent), miscellaneous 

juvenile (13.6 percent), ana other-person (10.2 percent). Burglary • 
(9.1 percent), disorderly conduct (8.1 percent), property damage (9.1 

percent), alarms (28.3 percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (16.2 per-

cent) are the major crime categories related to businesses in the amber 

car post sector. Frequent public aLea offenses include assault (10.1 

percent), larceny less than $50 (10.1 percent), larceny greater than 

• 
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$50 (10.1 percent), motor vehicle theft (10.1 percent), and miscellan­

eous juvenile (10.1 percent). It is interesting to note that larceny 

greater than $50 (10.2 percent) and property damage (18.2 percent) are 

crimes which tend to be directed against vehicles. 

The blue car post sector is the controlling variable in Table IV-7D 

which presents the analysis between crime type and location status of 

the offense. Burglaries (11. 2 pe.rcent), larcenies greater than $50 (9.9 

percent), disorderly conduct (9.9 percent), family offenses (15.1 per­

cent), property damage (9.9 p~rcent), and miscellaneous juvenile are 

the major crime codes associated with residential premises. The major 

crime codes associated with businesses in the blue car post sector are: 

burglary (18.4 percent), property damage (10.3 percent), alarms (27.6 

percent), and miscellaneous juvenile (13.8 percent). Motor vehicle 

theft, larceny less than $50, miscellaneous juvenile represent the major 

crime codes associated to public areas. And again, larceny greater 

than $50 and property damage represent measurable percentages of the 

crimes assocaited with vehicle-type offenses. 

G. Concluding Remarks 

A large amount of missing data precluded the use of extensive and 

conclusive effectiveness analysis. This problem greatly restricted 

definitive interpretations or precise operational based reco~nendations. 

For example, luck of available information describing the number of 

officers or units dispatched, the clearance status or actions t;;\ken 

for the incidents, and the lack of information on response times pro­

hibited efforts to provide a more comprehensive a,ppraisal of the 

relative performance of the police department. Chapter IV presents 

a limited form of analysis that can be used to conduct performance 

analysis with the information available • 
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Extended indepth analysis can provide the capability for further 

examining important relationships identified in less involved analysis. 

It can also provide more precise information that can be used to derive 

more specific impact or effectiveness assessments. Statistical analysis 

can also provide a valid basis for devising scheduling strategies for 

men and resources in high incident locations and times. 
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• CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS 

• A. General Overview 

I 

I 

The large amount of missing data encountered in the 1975 Bridge-

• port Police sample file has precluded a comprehensive and extended 

analysis and evaluation of the Bridgeport Police Department. While 

the univariate and bivariate analyses identify patterns of crime and 

• overall demand, location, and time characteristics of calls for service 

occurring in the City, they are not sufficiently reliable to permit 

cOl)\,'.lusive stl'ltements ahout the Bureau of Police. Thus. the primary 

• emphases of the report were: document the information system issue, 

examine dominant crime-type, location, time characteristics of inci-

dents, and demonstrate a general methodology for future performancp. 

• analyses of police operations. 

B. Freguency Analysis 

• The questionable nature of many of the situational variables limited 

the one varial:le analysis to demand variables (crime codes)~ location 

(car post sector, grid, incident location type), time (tii~e incident 

• occurred or reported, date incident occurred/reported) and victim char-

acteristic var.iables (sex, age, race). It was found that the major 

demands for police service in the City tend to be medical problems (10.3 

• percent), motor vehicle theft (10.2 percent), nuisances (10.1 percent), 

property damage (7.5 percent), and various alarms (6.9 percent). Major 

Part I crime categories were burglary (4.9 percent), larceny less than 

• $50 (4.2 percent), larceny greater than $50 (5.5 percent), and assault 
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(4.6 percent). Other offenses such as disorderly conduct (4.3 percent), 

motor 1r~hic1e violations (4.2 percent), and family offenses (3.0 per­

cent) comprised major incidents of service demands for the police. 

The four major car post sectors green, amber, blue, and red ac­

counted for a majority of the calls for service in the City. The 

green car post sector was the most active with 23.8 percent of the 

calls, amber 16.4 percent, blue 15.3 percent, and red 10.9 percent. 

A location grid corresponding to po1ic~ maps was created from the in­

formation presented in the sample file and it contained street locat.ions 

having 50 plus incidents. Nine of the high frequency grids computed 

from the sample are identified in the folloWing table. These nine grids 

account for approximately 76 percent of the incidents identified by 

street location. 

Grid Number Percent 

003 152 6.3% 

008A 395 16.5 

009 345 14.4 

017 246 10.3 

011 174 7.3 

016 168 7.0 

010 130 5.4 

027 129 5.4 

008B 100 4.2 

Totals 1839 76.0% 
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Other specific location type information disclosed that apartments 

account for approximately 26 percent of the location codes. Houses ac­

count for another 12 percent, private autos (19.6 percent), businesses 

(8 percent), and streats (6 percent) of specific location type infor­

mation. 

Victim related information such as age, sex, and race provide some 

information but because of its low number of valid cases, the following 

findings are somewhat tenuous. For instance, in the sample file, it 

appeared that most victims were between 19 and 45 years of age (56 per­

cent) while victims between the ages of 46 through 60 account for 19 

percent. People aged 61 and over are victims in about 13 percent of 

the incidents. Approximately 56 percent of the victims are male, while 

44 percent are female. App~oximate1y 64 percent of the victims are white, 

26 percent black, and 10 percent are Puerto Rican. 

Related to time of occurrence, there is a slight increase from 

May through August, but no evident pattern for day of the month. How­

ever, in regard to the two 12 hour segments AM and PM it was found that 

there are approximately twice as many incidents occurring in the PM as 

in the AM. That is, 65.5 percent of the incidents occur in the PM 

hours while 34.4 percent of the incidents are reported to occur in the 

AM hours of the day. In addition, when the 2,4 hours of the day are 

collapsed into two other 12 hour segments--3pm to 2:59 am and 3am to 

2:59 pm, the 3pm to 2:59 am time period contains approximately 61.5 

percent of the incidents, while the 3 am to 2:59 pm period contained 

approximately 38.5 percent of the incidents in th~ sample. In terms 

of specific hours of the day, there tends to be a slight increase in 

calls for service around 1600 hours (4pm) with a peak period around 

2100 hours (9pm). 
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Jk Impact-Effectiveness and Extended Analysis 

A major prerequisite for conducting performance analysis is the 

capability to document and maintain complete data concerning response 

times and the resulting clearance actions taken for incidents. Such 

information is necessary for the assessment of the impact of police 

service on the problem as well as an assessment of the effectiveness of 

the police in their response to demands for service. The lack of proper 

and complete data in the Bridgeport sample i.e. response time, clearance 

information, precluded a thorough and meaningful analysis of the impact 

and operational effectiveness of the Bridgeport police activity for 1975. 

However, some assessments and recommentations bearing upon the information 

were made. 

Some indepth analysis of existing information showed that the 

activity across the four major car post sectors is greater during early 

evening, evening, and early morning time segment. The green sector tends 

to be the most active during both day and evening time segments. Of the 

Part I crimes, motor vehicle theft is found to be a major category across 

the four car post sectors during both time segments. Burglaries com­

prise a somewhat higher percentage distribution in the four car post 

sectors during the 3 am to 2:59 pm time segment. Person related crimes 

such as assault, disorde.rly conduct, comprise higher percentages in 

the four car post sectors during the 3 pm to 2:59 am time segment. 

Alarms of various types (fire, h~ldup, false) also make up a large per­

centage of the service calls in the four car post ~ectors during the 

3 pm to 2:59 am period. 

Another section of t.he indepth analysis focused upon crime code 

and selected grid locations controlling for the two time segments--3 pm 

to 2:59 am and 3 am to 2:59 pm. Medical problems tended to be the major 
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service activity performed by the police during the 3 pm to 2:59 am 

period. The following brief table presents grid location and major 

crime categories during the 3 pm to 2:59 am time segment: 

Grid Incident Type 

003 Assault, motor vehicle theft and medical problems 

009 Larceny less than $50 and medical problems 

all Disorderly conduct and ala~s 

016 Larceny less than $50 and medical problems 

017 Motor vehicle theft, medical problems and miscellaneous 
juvenile 

008A Assault, medical problems and miscellaneous juvenile 

During the 3 am to 2:59 pm time segment, burglary is a major offense 

associated with Grid 003 and Grid all. Larceny less than $50 is common 

in Grids 009 and 016. The major Part I offense, motor vehicle theft, 

comprises a high frequency of occurrence in Grid 003, Grid 017, and 

Grid 008A. Medical problems is the major incident associated with 

Grids 003, 009, 017, and 008A during the 3 am to 2:59 pm Hme period • 

..Q.. Exte,nded Analysis of Crime Code J?y Location, 
Controlling for Major Car Post Sectors 

Another finding of interest is the relationship between crime code 

and location status controlling for the four major car post sectors. 

The following is a breakdown between location status and frequent 

crime codes for each of the four car post sectors: 

Red Sector Incident Type 

Residential Burglary, family offenses, medical problems, and miscellaneous 
juvenile 

Business Burglary, property damage and alarms 

Public Areas Assaults and motor vehicle thefts 
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Green Sector Incident Type 

Residential Burglary, family offenses, property damage, and miscellaneous 
juvenile 

Business Burglary, larceny less than $50, property damage and alarms 

Public Areas Assault, motor vehicle theft, nuisances, medical problems, 
and miscellaneous juvenile offenses 

Amber Sector 

Residential 

Business 

Incident Type 

Assault, burglary, family offenses, property damage, and 
miscellaneous juvenile 

Burglary, property damage, alarms, and miscellaneous juvenile 

Public Areas Assault, larcenies, motor vehicle theft, and miscellaneous 
juvenile 

Blue Sector 

Residential 

Incident Type 

Burglaries, larceny greater than $50, disorderly conduct, 
family offenses, property damage, anJ miscellaneous juvenile 

Business Burglary, property damage, alarms, and miscellan~ous juvenile 

Public Areas Motor vehicle theft, larceny less than $50, miscellaneous 
juvenile 

Some definite patterns have been found in the existing data which 

document the demand for specific police responses. However, improving 

the overall ~nagement of the information systelu can increase the qual-

ity of data available for this type of analysi~l and provide the capability 

for improving operational police performance. 
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VI 

PRODUCTIVITY IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following recommendations to improve productivity in the 

Bridgeport Police Department are based upon the analyses and results 

presented in Chapters II thru V. It is j.ntended that they be reviewed 

and examined by the management and supervisory levels of the Bridge­

port Police Department. The examination should result iu an integra­

tion of experience 1. e., police knowledge with the analytical find:i.ngs 

presented in this report. These productivity recommendations are not 

designed to be implemented separately, although this strategy is a 

feasible alternative; rather they are intended to represent a ~7holistic 

approach that cap~ures the management, information, patrol, and reporting 

functions of the Bridgeport Police D.epartment. 

A. Information System 

Lack of and/or improperly coded data on the computer file was a 

major constraint in the use of the data for the productivity analysis. 

The data issue was central enough to preclude any meaningful impact/ 

effectiveness analysis; therefore, only a general methodology for 

assessment with limited data was presented. In conjunction with the 

major study findings, the overriding recommendation 1s to improve the 

system by which incident information is collected, coded, and transposed 

onto the records system. This capability can provide for valid, reliable 

ptoductivity analysis and systematic analysis to improve daily operations. 

This process may be initiated by instituting the following changes: 
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1. Establish a priority system for ranking the most critical and 

necessary information required by Bridgeport Police Management. 

2. Improve the information gathering and documentation system by 

supervising the complete collection code from report writing to 

entry on the computer records system. Emphasise the importance 

of complete and accurate reporting by patrolmen, especiall:;' sus­

pect and witness information. This step may include periodic 

feedback to the patrolmen on how the information is being used. 

3. Begin a formal auditing procedure to periodically review the 

data that is being entered from the incident file reports to the 

computer records file. No error in critical or necessary data 

reporting can be accepted. 

4. More re.levant descriptive information can be gathered by patrol­

men. Information such as the number of officers and/or units 

responding to the calls and the resulting clearance status of 

the incident should be reported. This type of data should be 

maintained on file to enltble police management to assess the 

operational effectiveness of police services when required. 

5. Explore the pO~sibility of procuring a flexible management soft­

ware system capable of statisticaL analysis to adapt to the 

existing IBM hardware. The analysis in this report utilized 

b~sic elements of the SPSS system (Statistical Package for the 

Social Services). 'lhis eystem is designed to allow for rela­

tively easy manipulation of data for statistical analysJ.s by 

line personnel who would require mi,nimal training in computer 

progran~ing (estimate ten hours). 
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6. Use the expanded improved data base to periodically conduct 

impact and effectiveness analyses of police operations in res­

ponding to demands for service. Use the results of these analyses 

to improve plans for crime prevention in high incidence locations. 

7. Continuously monitor and update the information system to keep 

current with changing operational demands and provide feedback 

to all levels of managemeo,t on existing capabilities. 

B. Patrol Activities 

Employ the crime-type and locational patterns determined in this 

report for review of current patrol strategies. 

1. Patrol assignments should be reviewed with an emphasis on scheduling 

• the most frequent patrols in the grid area with the highest fre­

quency of incidents - Le., Grids OOSA, 009, 017, 011, 016, 003, 

010, 027, OOSB. 

• 2. Calls for service increase between the ~ours of 3pm to 2:59 am 

(e.g. twice as many incidents occur during these 12 hours). 

Scheduling manpower resources should provide for increased patrols 

• between 3pm and 2: 59 am. 

3. Motor vehicle theft is a major offense in all sectors of the city 

of Bridgeport; therefore, police management should explore the 

.' possibilities of highlighting high theft areas in the news, ffmpha­

sizing common sense procedures such as locking vehicles~ televising 

educational strategies fo'i! the community, publicizirig preventative 

• techniques, and improving information dissemination when a theft 

occurs . 

• 
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4. the Bridgeport Police should establish periodic performance standards 

based upon motor vehicle thefts per area and/or dollar losses per 

time period to provide a monitoring mechanism for thefts. 

C. Organizational Real!ggmen~ 

The Bridgeport Police Department may want to examine the feasibility 

of transferring the administration of the ambulance service from the 

Police Department to the Fire Department. Presently, the ERS -­

Emergency Reporting System ~- is housed in the Fire Department and it 

would appear to be expedient if management could consolidate the service. 

The Police Department would be relieved of an administrative burden which 

presently accounts for 10.3 percent of t-he demand for police service, 

thus freeing this time for meeting more operational requirements. The 

available information indicates that i!',any of the calls for medical ser·­

vice are from the older citizens of Bridgeport and may not be directly 

crime related. However, more complete data may indicate tlliii.; medical 

problems are associated with assaults or other c~imes then the issue of 

ambulance placement is problematic. 
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HOMICIDE 

0101 Murder 
0102 Mis~onduct With a Motor Vehicle 
0103 Manslaughter 
0104 Criminally Negligent Homicide-­

Non-Auto 
0105 Killing of a Police Officer 

SEE ALSO-

0401 Assault with Intent to Kill 
0402 Assault with Intent to Commit 

Murder 

RAPE 

0201 Rape--Forcible 
0202 Rape--Without Consent 
0203 Rape--Statutory--Under 14 Years 

of Age 
0204 Rape--Statutory--Under 16 Years 

of Age 
0205 Rape--Without Force 
0206 Attempted Rape 

ROBBERY 
0301 Robbery--Commercial~Firearm 
0302 Robbery--Commercial--Other 

Weapon 
0303 Robbery--Commercial--No Weapon 
0304 Robbery--Residence--Firearm 
0305 Robbery-Residence·-Other Weapon 
0306 Robbery--Residence-No Weapon 
0307 Robbery--Street-Firearm 
0308 Robbery ..... Street--Other Weapon 
0309 Robbery ..... Street--No Weapon 
0310 Robbery--Attempted--Firearm 
0311 Robbery--Attempted--Other Weapon 
0312 Robbery--Attempted--No Weapon 
0313 Purse Snatch with Violence 

For Robbery of Taxi Cab use 
Robbery--Street 0307, 0308, 
or 0309 

ASSAULT 

0401 Assault With Intent to Kill 
0402 Assault With Intent to Commit 

Murder 
0403 Assault With a Firearm 
0404 Assault With a Dangerous 

Weapon-Non-Firearm 
0405 Assaulting a Police Officer, 

Fireman, or Correctional Officer 
0406 Child Assauat 
0401 Risk of Injury to a Child 
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ASSAULT (Continued) 

0408 
0409 
0410 
0411 
0412 
0413 
0414 
0415 

Student-Teacher Assault 
Simple Assault 
Threatening 
Reckless Endangerment 
Fight 
Fight-Juvenile 
Bomb Scare 
Attempted Assault 

BURGLARY 

0501 Residence--Forcible 
0502 Residence--Non-Forcib1e 
0503 Apartment-Forcible 
0504 Apartment ..... Non-Forcib1e 
0505 Hotel--Forcible 
0506 Hote1--Non-Forcible 
0507 Commercial--Forcible 
0508 Commercia1--Non-Forcible 
0509 School, College, University--Forcib1e 
0510 School, College, University--Non-

Forcible 
0511 Other--Forcible 
0512 Other--Non-Forcible 
0513 With Violence 
0514 Nothing raken 
0515 Attempt 
0516 Manufacture or Possession of 

Burgla!" sTools 

LARCENY--NON~·AU'rO-LESS THAN $50 

0601 Theft ..... Shoplifting 
0602 Theft ..... Residence 
0603 Theft--Public Building 
0604 Theft-From Motor Vehicle-

Non-Auto 
0605 Theft--From Auto 
0606 Theft--Auto Accessories 
0607 Theft ..... Bicycles 
0608 Theft-From Mail 
0609 Theft--Purse Snatching 
0610 Theft--From Person--Pickpocket 
0611 Theft--Anima1 
0612 Theft~University Residence 

Building 
0613 Theft-University Academic 

Building 
0614 Theft--From Rotel 
0615 Theft-Of Firearm 
0616 Theft-Attempted 
0617 ~heft-Miscellaneous 
0618 Theft--Checks or Negotiable 

Documents 
0619 Theft--Credit Cards 

J 
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SEE ALSO-
1004 Confidence--F1i~Flam 

LARCENY--NON-AUTO--GREATER THAN $50 

0701 Theft Greater--Shop1ifting 
0702 Theft Greater--Residence 
0703 Theft Greater-Public Building 
0704 Theft Greater-From Motor 

Vehicle-Non-Auto 
0705 Theft Greater--From Auto 
0706 Theft Greater--Auto Accessories 
0707 Theft Greater--Bicycle 
0708 Theft Greater--From Mail 
0709 Theft Greater--Purse Snatching 
0710 Theft Greater-From Person--Pick-

pocket 
0711 Theft Greater--Animal 
0712 Theft Greater--University Res­

idence Building 
0713 Theft Greater--University Academic 

Building 
0714 Theft Greater--From Hotel 
0715 Theft Greater-Of Firearm 
0716 Theft Greater--Attempted 
0717 Theft Greater-Miscellaneous 
0718 Theft Greater-Checks, Etc. 
0719 Theft Greater-Credit Cards 

SEE ALSO-
1004 Confidence--Flim-Flam 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

0801 Theft of Auto 
0802 Recovered Auto 
0803 Theft of License Plates 
0804 Recovered License Plates 
0805 Theft of Other Motor Vehicle 
0806 Recovered Other Mo or Vehicle 
0807 Operating Motor Vehicle Without 

Permission of Owner 
0808 Theft of License, Registration 

or Title, Attempted Theft of 
Motor Vehicle or Motor Vehicle 
Documents 

SEE ALSO-
3408 Abandoned Motor Vehicle 

Theft of Theft Greater for Theft 
from Auto or Other Motor Vehicle 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 

0901 Forgery of Instruments Issued 
by Government 

0902 Forgery of Public Records 
0903 Forgery-Other (Checks, Motor 

Vehicle Documents) 
0904 Criminal Simulation 
0905 Forgery of Symbols of Value 
0906 Using Slugs 
0907 Possession or Use of Counter­

feiting Apparatus 

SEE ALSO-
1008 Issuing Bad Checks 

OTHER LARCENY OFFENSES 

1001 Embezzlement 
1002 Fraud 
1003 Fraud with Credit Card 
1004 (\.nfidence--F1im-F1am 
100~ Acquiring Property Lost, Mis-

laid, or Delivered by Mistake 
1006 Extortion 
1007 Theft of Services 
1008 Issuing Bad Checks 
1009 Criminal Impersc~ation-

Non-Police Officer 
1010 Misapplication of Property 
1011 Theft of a Public Record 
1012 Theft of a Secret 

STOLEN PROPERTY 

1101 Receiving Stolen Property 

SEE ALSO-
4203, 4202 Recovered Property 

WEAPONS 

1201 Carrying a Concealed Weapon 
1202 Possession of Prohibited or 

Unlicensed Weapon 
1203 Illegal Possession of a Weapon 
1204 Furnish Weapon to Minor 
1205 Illegal Manufacture of Weapon 
1206 Illegal Sale of Weapon 
1207 Sale of Dangerous or Prohibited 

Weapon 
1208 Use of Prohibited Weapon 
1209 Carrying of BB Gun 
1210 Use of BB Gun 
1211 Carrying !veapon in Motor Vehicle 
1212 Possession of Incendiary Device 
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COMMERCIALIZED VICE 

1301 Prostitution 
1302 Patronizing a Prostitute 
1303 Promoting Prostitution 
1304 Permitting Prostitution 

SEX OFFENSES 

1401 Sexual Misconduct--By Guardian 
o Supervisor 

1402 Sexual Misconduct--Sodomy or 
Without Consent 

1403 Deviate Sexual Intercourse-­
Forcible or Without Consent 

1404 Deviate Sexual Intercourse--Under 
14 Years of Age 

1405 Deviate Sexual Intercourse--Under 
16 Years of Age 

1406 Sexual Contact--Forcib1e or 
Without Consent 

1407 Sexual Contact--Under 11 Years 
of Age 

1408 Sexual Contact--Under 14 Years 
of Age 

1409 Sexual Contact--Under 16 Years 
of Age 

1410 Adultery 
:1.411 Bigamy 
1412 Public Indecency--Indecent 

Exposure 
1413 Fornic~t.i.on 
1414 Illegal Cohabitation 
1415 Incest 
1416 Homosexual Assault 
1417 Homosexual Soliciting 
1418 Voyeurism--Peeping Tom 
1419 Sexual Contact by Deception 

OBSCENITY 

1501 

1502 
1503 
1504 

1505 
1506 
1507 

Promotion of or Possession to 
Promote Obscene Material 
Production of Obscene Mail 
Presenting Indecent Performance 
Participating in Indecent 
Performance 
Sale of Obscene Material 
Obscenity as to Minors 
Disseminati.ng Indecent Comics 

2203 For Obscene Phone Calls or 
Written Notes Use Harassment 

2201 For Obscene Gestures or Language 
in a Public Place Use Breach of 
Peace 
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DRUGS 

1601 Possession of Narcotics--General 
1602 Sale of Narcotics--General 
1603 Possession of Heroin 
1604 Sale of Heroin 
1605 Possession of Dangerous or 

Controlled Drugs 
1606 Sale of Dangerous or Controlled 

Drugs 
1607 Manufacture of Dangerous or 

Controlled Drugs 
1608 Possession of Marijuana 
1609 Sale of Marijuana 
1610 Cultivation of Marijuana 
1611 Possession of Hashish 
1612 Sale of Hashish 
1613 Manufacture of Hallucinogens 
1614 Forging Narcotic Prescriptions 
1615 Possession of Paraphernalia 
1616 Obtaining Drugs Under False 

Pretenses 
1617 Attempted Drug Offenses--Glue 

Sniffing 
1618 Narcotic Information 

LIQUOR LAWS 

1701 Serving Liquor to Minors 
1702 Selling Liquor to Minors 
1703 Minor Consuming Liquor 
1704 Misrepresenting Age to Obtain 

Liquor 
1705 Liquor Sale Without a License 
1706 Selling Liquor to Drunkatds 
1707 Owning and Keeping Liquor with 

Intent to Sale 
1708 Manufacture of Liquor 
1709 Sal,e of Liquor During Off Hours 
1710 Other Liquor Offenses 

DRUNKENESS AND VAGRANCY 

1801 Found Intoxicate4 
1802 Common Drunkenes~,\ 
1803 Loitering 011 Scho.ol 
1804 Loitering 
1805 Vagrancy 
1806 Begging 
1807 Curfew Vio1atic'ns 

KIDNAPPING 

Kidnapping 

Grounds 

1901 
1902 
1903 
1904 
1905 

Attempt~d Kidnapping 
Unlawfui·· Restraint 
Custodial Interference 
Substitution of Children 
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ARSON--RECKLESS BURNING 

2001 Arson 
2002 Reckless Burning 
2003 Attempted Arson 
2004 Suspicious Fires 

GAMBLING 

2101 Keeping Gambling Devices Machines 
2102 Playing Gambling bevices 
2103 Fre.quenting Gambling House 
2104 Keeping Gamblin~' House 
2105 Pool Selling 
2106 Policy Playing 
2107 Gambling Offenses--Other 
2108 Baming 

DISORDERLY CONDUCT-BREACH OF PEACE 

2201 Breach of Peace 
2202 Disorderly Conduct 
2203 Harassment 
2204 Riot 
2205 Inciting to Riot 
2206 Inciting Injuzy to Persons 

or Property 
2207 Unlawful Assembly 
2208 Roving Gangs 
2209 Falsely Reporting an Incident 
2210 School bisturbances 
2211 Landlord-Tenant Dispute 
2212 Dispute--No Disturbance 

BRIBERY 

2301 Bribery 
2302 Bribery of a Police Officer 
2303 Attempted Bribery 
2304 Bribe Receiving 
2305 Conunercial Bribery-Offered 

or Received 
2306 Tampering With a Juror 
2307 False Statement 
2308 Soliciting or Accepting Benefit 

for Rigging 
2309 Parti!!ipation in a Rigged 

Contest 

SEE ALSO-
3101 Perjury 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN 

2401 Non-Support of Family 
2402 Desertion or Abandonment of 

Family 
2403 Non-Payment of Alimony 
2404 Neglect or Abuse of Family or Child 
2405 Family Dispute 

ABORTION 

2501 Performaning an Abortion 
2502 Attempted Abortion 
2503 Having Abortion Performed 

DAMAGE TO PROPERTY 

2601 Criminal Mischief--Public 
Property or Public Service 

2602 Criminal Mischief--Private Property 
2603 Tampering With Alarm Box 
2604 Window Breaking--Auto or Building 
2605 Fire Bombing 

EAVESDROPPING 

2701 Tampering With Private 
Communication 

2702 Eavesdropping 

LICENSE VIOLATING 

2901 Practicing Medicine Without 
a License 

2902 Practicing I,aw' Without a 
License: 

2903 Conducting a Party Without 
a License 

2904 Building Without a Permit 
2905 Peddling Without a Permit 
2906 Imper~ot')ating a Police Officer 
2907 Other L:f~cense Violation 
2908 Impersonation of Other Official 

SEE ALSO--
1705 Liquor Sale Without a License 

CODES VIOLAT'IONS 

3001 
3002 
3003 
3004 
3C05 
3006 
3007 
3008 

Housitl~ Code Violations 
Building Code Violations 
Sanitation Code Violations 
Health Code Violations 
Pollution Code Violations 
Zoning Violations 
Blue Law Violations 
Other Code Violations 

----, 
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COURT VIOLATIONS 

3101 Perjury 
3102 Contempt of Court 
3103 Probation Violation 
3104 Injunction Violation 
3105 Failure to Appear-First Degree 
3106 Failure to Appear-Second Degree 
3107 Failure to Appear-Juvenile Court 

OFFENSES AGAINST ADMINISTRATION OF 
JUSTICE 

3201 Interfering With an Officer 
3202 Failure to Assist a Police 

Officer 
3203 Hindering Prosecution 
3204 Tampering With or Fabricating 

Evidence 

SEE ALSO-
2306 Tampering With a Juror 
2301 Bribery 
2304 Bribe Receiving 

DISCRIMINATION-CIVIL LIBERTIES 

3301 Discrimination--Housing 
3302 Discrimination--Accomodations 
3303 Discrimination-Employment 
3304 Discriminstion-Other 
3305 Depriving Civil Liberties 

NUISANCES 

3401 Animal Nui.sance 
3402 Animal Bites 
3403 Criminal Trespass 
3404 D:Lscharging Fireworks 
3405 Manufacture of Fireworks 
3406 Sale of Fireworks 
3407 Cruelty to tnimals 
3408 Abandoned Nf)tor Vehicle 
3409 Littering Violations 
3410 Other Nuisances 
3413 Injuren Dog 

SEE ALSO-
2203 Harassment (for Annoying or 

Obscene Phone Calls and Dis­
orderly Conduct) 

2202 For Unreasonable Noise 
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ESCAPES 

3501 

3502 
3503 
3504 

3505 

3506 
3507 

3508 
3509 

Escape From a Correctional 
Institution 
Escape From Custody 
Prisoner Recovered 
Escape From a Hospital or 
Sanatorium 
Hospital or Sanatorium 
Escapee Recovered 
Reformatory Escapee Recovered 
Conveying or Possessing 
Unauthorized Items 
Aiding an Escape 
Possession of Weapon in a 
Correctional Institution 

SEE ALSO-
3804 Youth Missing From an Institution 

SUICIDE 

3601 Suicide 
3602 Attempted 

DEAD ON ARRIVAL 

3701 All Cases-Dead on Arrival 
3702 Sudden Death--Bodies Found 
3703 Sudden Death-Apparent Overdose 

MISSING OR LOCATED PERSON OR ANIMAL 

3801 Missing Child (Aged 1-6) 
3802 Missing Juvenile (Aged 7-15) 
3803 Missing Adult (Aged 16 and Over) 
3804 Youth Missing From an Institution 
3805 Hissing Animal 
3806 Located Child (Aged 1-6) 
3807 Located Juvenile (Aged 7-15) 
3808 Located Adult (Aged 16 and Over) 
3809 Located Youth From an Institution 
3810 Located Animal 

FOUND PERSON OR ANlMAL 

3901 Found Chi1~ (Aged 1-6) 
3902 Found Juve~~le (Aged 7-15) 
3903 Found Adult;'~Aged 16 and Over) 
3904 Found Animal '\.!' 
3905 Found Dead Animal 



--- -----------------------------------------------------------------------------

pm -
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SUSPICION 

4001 
4002 
4003 
4004 

ALARMS 

Prowler 
Suspicious Person 
Suspiciol~s Activity 
License and Registration 

4101 Burglar Alarms 
4102 Fire A1arms--Fire 
4103 Fire Alarms--No Fire 
4104 Fire--No Alarm 
4105 Hoidup Alarms 
4106 Other Alarms 

PRO'PERTY 

4201 Lost Property 
4202 Found Property 
4203 Recovered Property--Owner 
4204 Recovered Property--Owner 
4205 Mysterious Loss of Money 

INVESTIGATIONS 

Check 

Known 
Unknown 

4301 Intelligence Investigation-­
Subversion 

4302 Intelligence Investigation-­
Crime 

4303 Internal Investigation--Bruta1ity 
4304 Internal Investigation-­

Corruption 
4305 Internal Investigation--

Background 
4306 Internal Investigation--Other 
4307 Background Investigation 
4308 Stakeout 
4309 Drug Investigation 
4310 Gambling Investigation 
4311 Givil Investigati)n 
4312 Field Interrogation 
4313 Other Investigation 

ACCIDENTS 

4401 Motor Vehicle Accident--Fata1 
4402 Motor Vehicle Accident--Non-Fata1 
4403 Motor Vehicle Accident--Property 

Damage 
4404 Non-Motor Vehicle Accident 

MOTOR VEHICLE VIOLATIONS 

4501 

4502 

4503 

Motor Vehicle Vio1ations-­
Moving Vehicle 
Motor Vehicle Vio1ations-­
Parked Vehicle 
Driving While Intoxicated-­
Alcohol 

4504 Driving While Intoxicated-­
Drugs 

4505 Evading Responsibility 

MEDICAL PROBLEMS 

4601 Medical Assistance Needed 
4602 Medical Assistance Rendered 
4603 Drug Overdose 
4604 Mental Cases 
4605 Coronaries 
4606 Drownings 
4607 Falls 

PROCESS SERVICE 

4701 Warrant Service 
4702 Subpoena Service 
4703 Detention Notice 

INTERNAL FUNCTIONS 

4801 Police Garage (Service) 
4802 Chief's Office 
4803 Patrol Division 
4804 Detective Division 
4805 Traffic Division 
4806 Personal 
4807 Lunch 
4808 Animal Shelter 
4809 Court Duty 
4810 Other Internal Functions 

NO INCIDENT KNOWN 

4901 
4902 

Incident Unfound 
Wrong Address 

MISCELLANEOUS 

5001 Abduction to Marry 
5002 Admit Minor I...xnpX'oper P1ac.e 
5003 AWOL--Away Without Leave 
5004 Boating Violations 
5005 Building Found Open 
5006 Conspiracy 
5007 Contributing to the Delinquency 

of a Minor 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

MISCELLANEOUS (Continued) 

5008 
5009 
5010 
5011 
5012 
5013 
5014 
5015 
5016 
5017 
5018 
5019 
5020 
5021 
5022 
5023 
5024 
5031 
5033 
5034 
5035 
5036 

Door Checks 
Escort Duty 
Hitchhiking 
Immigration Law Violation 
Labor Law Violation 
Living on Condemned Property 
Minor Juvenile Complaints 
Neighbor Trouble 
Notification 
Park Violation 
Person Held--Other Town 
Public Hazards 
Unwanted Person(s) 
Vacant House 
Wanted Person--BPT. 
Wanted Person--Other Town 
Other Miscellaneous 
Money Transfer 
Injured Police Officer 
Truancy 
Untaxed Cigarettes 
Transient Lodgings 
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Ill'fC1DEMT aEPOaT POLICE DD'T .. IJBlDGROilT. con. 

DATZ or M'I'OftT I COOl 
I I 

~----,------------TtWI: ftCD. DISP"T. 

AUDT c.uo Un' ACCmmT JrIII)IIIIftll -----,...-----::---=-_ ... -.--. ------~-=--.:...=--.----~ 
INCIDENT DESCJUPTlON 

TIME or ocetmRENCE 
DATE I / TIWl!: 

LOCATIOHor:-l'fCID--Qn'------------..L...-- ...• ----. - -=r 
_____________ _ _______ -L~---__ ----~--------

t l WJr US'l' /FIRST AOORE:SS ctTY ST ATE 
A..IL I P.IL .0 .... 

LOCATION CODE (awe:. 0wJ." 

PHONE 

---D-.-a-.B-.----'I-Sa-~I-aA--cr.-.~I-OC--~--A.-Tl--OH---------.-~ED=-U-CA-TI=O~N 
I I « ) NOH.S. ( ) H.S. 

__ WlTN_.~ _~/l1RST'- .-, __________ AD_D_RESS ________ C~ITY~::~~~~~~~~~~~ST~_A.~TE~~~-_-_-_-_-...J""''-.-''-G! I PHONE 

BUSINESS ADDRESS Oil PHONE 

SUSPI:Cl' LAST /FlJ'I.ST 

D ° ~ ____ ~~=~---------AD-O-~~-:::::-~~~~:~ctTY---------~-"-TE------~I_:j~ 
_'. L 

o.&aI.I8 ., heWeD&'-

__________ -....-_---,r--___ ~~~_;_~::=-:::::__-------_r_===~~ 
Clf'J"t(Zft IIDOImHQ - Il.UfE -FULL N.A.WZ IIIAOG!! stC'TOlI/ IN SEftV COPIES TO: OQX%!I) n ,.,. f,)~l 

I'06T nw: 1. ODetBur 4. DDomRe1 'T. OPCfiO 

I 
2. 0 Youth It 0 Tra1tlc a. 0 D.W. 
3. 0 ProII 8. 0 B Ben 8. 0 Other 

Detaib of lDcldent-Wbo, What, When. Where, Why and Bow. Accuracy, Clarity ADd Brevity. Form lOllS 14 .... 

---------------------------------------.-.-,~.------~ 

TDK or ,1IDUS.tS 011 LOCJU..K COMMERCIAL PJU:MJSES. 
n.tVAn DWJl.I.lXQ. 41. [J UC'pt. Store 

11. 0 Hou.~ 42. 0 Small Store 
12. 0 Apartmtnt. 43. LJ nUslneM 
13. 0 Trulll'r 44. 0 Bank 

COMMI:1IC"IIlL DWELLlRQI 45. [] Gall Stntlon 
21. n IIllt,'1 !\l11t.d 46. ( 1 ('ar l.oLlParklng Lot 
22. 0 III1~plt/L1 ('ollvo.ll'scent.Some LNTl:nTIIINMI"NT IIII!:A. 

23. 0 Ollrml:',ry, Roomlna SOWN) 61. [J l'ark/l{t'!·rcn.tlonArea 
roO[) Dllllfll: PRDClSESI 52. [J Spurt..! Arena 

31. 0 }W:-.u..urant 53. II 'I'h!'n.lRr 
32. 0 Dr1ve-InJTtJte-Ou\ PUIIUC, llUILDlHGlh 

33. 0 Bar' 61. 0 School/IJbtal'J 
34. 0 Liquor Store 62. 0 Government BuUdl.ng 
35. 0 _~lU'ke~ _ .. _ . ______ 6_3_ • ...:::0 Church 
ROW WIIS nIt OFTEMSl'! COMJaOTTEDf 

PRrv A n: VDfICU!1 
'11. [ J AulOmobUe 
72. ( 1 Motorcycle 
73. rJ D\l;J 
74. [. J Truck 
75. r 1 noat 

COMMI:I:C1IIL Vcocu;., 
81. ( I AulomobUe 
82. [ ) Molorcycle 
113. I J T,(xlcab 
EI4. [.J DUll 

85.0 Truck 
86. [J Boat 
87. 0 Train or Alrplane 

leSC: 
90. 0 SIdewalk 
01. 0 Strf'ct. 
02. [) Water 
00, r \ (II hf'r ......... .. 

VlcnM OI'T"DfDD 
IIr.tATICtI'f:./HJ'. 

1. [ J 1< .... ILI ... ~ 

2 I I FrII'lld 
3. U I\r'lu:..lnt.. 
4. 0 lI;ld &r:n 
5, 0 No R.el&uon 
6.0 Unknown 

~ t I r • nd~' un 0 ... Personnl Weapon n 7. Forcible Ent.ry n 10 Otbtr: 

I 
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Table II-I 

FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE COMPARING CRIME TYPE IN BRIDGEPORT 
POPULATION DATA AND SAMPLE DATA FOR 1975 

Population (80,966) Sam:ele (8,107) 

• Crime Type Number Percent Number Percent 

Murder-Manslaughter 19 0.096 1 0.096 

Robbery 697 0.9 59 0.7 

• Assault 3851 4.8 365 4.6 

Burglary 3806 4.7 391 4.9 

Larceny LE $50 3486 4.3 334 4.2 

Larceny GT $50 4295 5.3 444 5.5 

Motor V~hicle Theft 7720 9.5 815 10.2 

Forgery 187 0.2 15 0.2 

• Other Larceny/Fraud 
Embezzlement 419 0.5 45 0.6 

Stolen Property 31 0.0 6 0.1 

• Weapons 155 0.2 18 0.2 

Vice 155 0.2 11 0.1 

Sex Offenses 138 0.2 18 0.2 

• Obscenity 5 0.0 1 0.0 

Drugs 562 0.7 63 0.8 

Liquor Laws 157 0.2 20 0.2 

Drunkedness 821 1.0 88 1.1 • 
Kidnapping 26 0.0 1 0.0 

Arson 117 0.1 16 0.2 

Gambling 252 0.3 17 0.2 

• Disorderly Conduct 3382 4.2 342 4.3 

Bribery 17 0.0 2 0.0 

• (Continued) 
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Table II-1 • (Continued) 

FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE COMPARING CRIME tYPE IN BRIDGEPORT 
POPULATION DATA AND SAMPLE DATA FOR 1975 

Population (80,966) Sample (8,107) • 
Crime Type Number Percent Number Percent 

Family Offenses 2417 3.096 238 3.0% 

Property Damage 6290 7.8 598 7.5 • 
License Violations 29 0.0 2 0.0 

Code Violations 44 0.1 5 0.1 

Court Violations 116 0.1 12 0.1 • 
Impeding Justice 228 0.3 29 0.4 

Nuisances 8017 9.9 811 10.1 

E:>eapes 68 0.1 5 0.1 • 
Suicide 90 0.1 9 0.1 

Dead on Arrival 320 0.4 38 0.5 

Missing Persons 1208 1.5 115 1.4 • 
Found Persons 110 0.1 9 0.1 

Suspicion 1476 1.8 140 1.7 

Alarms 5738 7.1 554 6.9 • 
Property 816 1.0 78 1.0 

Investigations 276 0.3 31 0.4 

Accidents 905 1.1 88 1.1 • 
Motor Vehicle Violations 3550 4.4 340 4.2 

Medical Problems 8402 10.4 824 10.3 

Warrant-Subpoena 834 1.0 76 0.9 • 
No Incident 2407 3.0 233 2.9 

Miscellaneous 7279 9.0 710 8.9 

• 
Totals 80916 94. 6~o 8017 100.090 
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Crime Type 

Murder-Manslaughter 

Robbery 

Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny LE $50 

Larceny GE $50 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Disorderly Conduct 

Family Offenses 

Property Damage 

Nuisances 

Alarms 

Table II-2 
Sample Data - 1975 

CRIME CODE - COLLAPSED CATEGORIES 

Number 

1 

59 

365 

391 

334 

444 

815 

342 

238 

598 

311 

554 

Motor Vehicle Violations 340 

Medical Problems 824 

Miscellaneous Juvenile 710 

*Other-Person 458 

*Other-Property 282 

*Vice 218 

No Incident 233 

Totals 8017 

Missing Cases 0 

62 

Percent 

0.0% 

0.7 

4.6 

4.9 

4.2 

5.5 

10.2 

4.3 

3.0 

7.5 

10.1 

6.9 

4.2 

10.3 

8.9 

5.7 

3.5 

2.7 

2.9 

100. O~o 
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Cat Post Sectors 

A Amber 

B Blue 

C Claims Car 

D Detective Bureau 

F Accident Cars 

G Greep, 

H Headquarters, 2nd, 3rd, 

I Board of Education 

,J Special 

K K-9 Corps 

L Post Number 

M Motorcycles 

N Ambulance 

P Park Police 

Q Mobile Van 

R Red 

S Special Services 

T Tactical Squad 

V FPV Specials 

IV Dog Warden 

Y Youth Bureau 

Z Police Sergeant 

Totals 

Missing Cases 

Table II-3 
Sample Data - 1975 

CAR POST SECTORS 

Number 

1314 

1230 

22 

128 

101 

1906 

Precinct 271 

11 

270 

11 

34 

13 

659 

7 

10 

872 

34 

90 

351 

508 

84 

22 

7947 

69 

• 

• 

Percent 

• 16.496 

15.3 

0.3 

• 1.6 

1.3 

23.8 

• 3.4 

0.1 

3.4 

• 0.1 

0.4 

0.2 

• 8.2 

0.1 

0.1 

• 10.9 

0.4 

1.1 

• 4.4 

6.3 

1.0 

• 0.3 

100.096 

• 
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• Table II-4 

GRID CODE - SAMPLE DATA -1975 
STREET LOCATIONS HITH HIGH FREQUENCIES OF INCIDENTS i. 

Grid Number Percent 

002 50 2,19., 

• 003 152 6.3 

004 53 2.2 

008 68 2.8 

• 009 345 14.4 

0010 130 5.4 

0011 174 7.3 

• 0015 50 2.1 

0016 168 7.0 

0017 246 10.3 

• 0018 52 2.2 

0020 64 2.7 

0021 57 2.4 

• 0026 73 3.0 

0027 129 5.4 

008A 395 16.5 

• 008B 100 4.2 

Outside 
City 88 3.7 ---

• Totals 2394 100.090 

Missing Cases 5623 

• 
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Table IT.-5 • 
GRID CODE - POPULATION DATA -1975 

S'rREET LOCATIONS HITH HIGH FREQUENCIES OF INCIDENTS 

Grid Number Percent Percent • ._.-.. ------

002 517 0.6% 2.1!)o 

003 1631 2.0 6.7 • 
004 60R 0.8 2.5 

OOS 734 0.9 3.0 

009 3443 1+.3 14.2 • 
0010 1352 1.7 5.6 

0011 lS06 2.2 7.5 

0015 430 0.5 I.S • 
0016 1797 2,2 7.4 

0017 2352 2.9 9.7 

0018 490 0.6 2.0 • 
0020 653 0.8 2.7 

0021 575 0.7 2.4 

0026 654 0.8 2.7 • 
0027 1466 1.8 6.0 

008A 3671 4.5 5.2 

OOSB 987 1.2 4.7 • 
Outside 

City 1039 1.3 4.3 

Totals 24205 29.8% 100.5% • 
~lissil1g Cases 56751 

• 
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Table U-6 

• Sample Data - 1975 
INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location Number Percent 
House 285 12.2', 
Apartment 610 26.1 
Hote 1, ~fotel 9 0.4 
Hospital. Convalescence !lome 20 0.9 
Dormitory, Rooming lIouse 8 0.3 .' Restaurant 22 0.9 
Drive-rn, Take-Out 4 0.2 
Bar 39 1.7 
Liquor Store 5 0.2 

• Market 10 0.4 
Department Store 40 1.7 
Small Store 69 3.0 
Business 188 8.0 

• Band 11 0.5 
Gas Station 26 1.1 
Car Lot, Parking Lot 81 3.5 
Park-Recreational Area 26 1.1 '. Sports Arena 3 0.1 
Theater 3 0.1 
School, Library 58 2.5 
Government Building 22 0.9 .: Churc:h 7 0.3 
Private Auto 459 19.6 
Private Motorcycle 5 0.2 
Private Bus 2 0.1 

• Private Truch 14 0.6 
Community Auto 4 0.2 

Corrununity Taxi 4 0.2 

Corrununity Bus 
0.0 

• Corrununity Truck 6 0.3 

Sidewalk 90 3.8 

Street 141 6.0 

Water 0.0 .; Other liS :l.8 Totals :!'33~,) ]iio.U". 
~fi ssing Cases 3679 



-------------------- ~-- - - ---- --~-~--~-------

• 
67 

• 
Table II-7 

Sample Data - 1975 
AGE OF VICTIMS 

Age Number • Percent 

1 to 10 Years 38 3.0% 

11 to 18 Years 114 8.9 • 
19 to 30 Years 411 32.2 

31 to 45 Years 310 24.3 

46 to 60 Years 244 19.1 • 
61 and Over 160 12.5 

Totals 1277 100.0% \. 
Missing Cases 6740 

• 

• 

• 
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• 
Table II-8 

Sample Data - 1975 ,. 
! -

SEX OF VICTIM 

Sex of Victim Number Percent 

• Female 1030 44.2% 
Male 1302 55.8 

Totals 2332 100.0% • 
Missing Cases 5685 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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I 

• 
Table II-9 

Sample Data - 1975 • RACE OF VICTIM 

Race of Victim Number Percent 

White 1318 64.5% • 
Black 520 25.5% 

Puerto Rican 200 9.8 

Other 5 0.2 .. 
Totals 2043 100.0% 

Missing Cases 5974 .. 

• 

• 

.. 

• 

• 
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• Table II-IO 
Sample Data - 1975 

MONTH INCIDENT OCCURRED 

• Month Number Percent 

January 717 9.2% 

February 646 8.3 
Ie 

March 667 8.6 

April 644 8.3 

May 718 9.3 • June 714 9.2 

July 638 8.2 

August 683 8.8 

• September 583 7.5 

October 611 7.9 

November 604 7.8 

• December 537 6.9 

Totals 7762 100.0% 

• Missing Cases 255 

'. 
• 

• 
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• 
Table II-II 

Sample Data - 1975 
MONTH INCIDENT REPORTED 

Month Number Percent • 
January 722 9.0 

February 659 8.2 • 
March 682 8.5 

April 664 8.3 

May 734 9.2 • 
June 739 9.2 

July 653 8.2 

August 712 8.9 • 
September 605 7.6 

October 646 8.1 

November 617 7.7 • 
December $72 7.1 

Totals 8005 100.0% 

• 
Missing Cases 12 

• 

., 
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• Table U-12 
Sample Data - 1975 

DAY OF MONTH INCIDENT OCCURRED 

Day of Month 
~2 Percent 

• 270 3.0% 
2 

271 3.0 
3 

250 3.0 
4 

272 4.0 • 5 
261 3.0 

6 
283 4.0 

7 
261 3.0 

8 
252 3.0 • 9 
237 3.0 

10 
270 3.0 

11 
246 3.0 

12 
259 3.0 • 13 
269 3.0 

14 
241 3.0 

15 
265 3.0 

16 
279 4.0 • 17 
252 3.0 

18 
251 3.0 

19 
219 3.0 

20 
270 3.0 • 21 
251 3.0 

22 
244 3.0 

23 
255 3.0 

24 
254 3.0 • 25 
246 3.0 

26 
235 3.0 

27 
246 3.0 

28 
240 3.0 • 29 
236 3.0 

30 
209 3.0 

31 . 158 -.1:L 
Totals 

7~52 100.0% • Missing Cases 265 
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• 
Table II-13 

Sample Data - 1975 
DAY OF MONTH INCIDENT REPORTED 

P!l. of ~lonth Number Percent • 276 3.0 

2 282 4.0 

3 249 3.0 

4 285 4.0 • 5 261 3.0 

6 296 4.0 

7 274 3.0 

8 249 3.0 • 9 253 3.0 

10 279 3.0 

11 255 3.0 

12 258 3.0 • 13 260 3.0 

14 247 3.0 

15 278 3.0 

16 288 4.0 • 17 256 3.0 

18 255 3.0 

19 240 3.0 

20 280 3.0 • 21 256 3.0 

22 258 3.0 

23 268 3.0 

24 261 3.0 • 2S 259 3.0 

26 240 3.0 

27 245 3.0 

28 250 3.0 • 29 256 3.0 

30 229 3.0 

31 164 2.0 

'lotals R007 1 00. O~. • Hissinl: Casel> 10 
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Time 

AM 

PM 

Time 

AM 

PM 

Total's 

~Iissing Cases 

Totals 

Missing Cases 

74 

Table II-14 

TIME INCIDENT OCCURRED: AH-PH 

Number Percent 

1499 34.4% 

2864 65.6 

4363 

3654 

TIME INCIDENT REPORTED: AM-PM 

Number Percent 

2832 36.69,; 

4914 63.4 

7746 100. 090 

271 



------.------~.----.~ .. --

• 
75 

Table 11 -15 
Sample Data - 1975 

TIME INCIDENT OCCURED: TIME INCIDENT REPORTED: • 24 - IIOUR\ CLOCK 24 - HOUR CLOCK 

Ti me.' Number Percent Time Number Percent ---
0000 179 4. o \'6 0000 287 4.0% 

• 0100 125 3.0 0100 212 3.0 

0200 102 2.0 0200 135 2.0 

0300 49 1.0 0300 100 1.0 • 0400 35 1.0 0400 73 1.0 

0500 75 2.0 0500 136 2.0 

OhO() 76 2.0 0600 160 2.0 

• 0700 129 3.0 0700 278 4.0 

0800 192 4.0 0800 388 5.0 

0900 213 5.0 0900 374 5.0 

• 1000 181 4.0 1000 403 5.0 

1100 214 5.0 11.00 303 4.0 

1200 255 6.0 1200 422 5.0 • 1300 231 5.0 1300 374 5.0 

1400 243 5.0 1400 412 5.0 

1500 286 6.0 1500 481 6.0 • lbOO 255 6.0 1600 429 6.0 

1700 227 5.0 1700 428 6.0 

1800 251 6.0 1800 417 5.0 • 1900 215 5.0 1900 402 5.0 

2000 301 7.0 2000 442 6.0 

2100 276 6.0 2100 420 5.0 • 2200 227 5.0 2200 332 4.0 

2300 210 5.0 2300 358 5.0 

Totals 4547 100.0% Totals 7766 100.0~ • 
Missing Cases 3470 Missing Cases 251 



• 

• 

e, 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Table II-16 
Sample Data --- 1975 

TIME INCIDENT OCCURRED: 12 HOUR SEGMENTS 

Time Number 

3 PM to 2 AM 2795 

3 A.~ to 2 PM 1752 

Totals 4547 

Missing Cases 3470 

TIME INCIDENT REPORTED: 12 HOUR SEGMENTS 

Time Number 

3 PM to 2 AM 4620 

3 AM to 2 PM 3146 

Totals 7766 

Missing Cases 251 

76 

Percent 

38.5 

Percent 

59. 5~6 

40.5 

100.0 
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• 
Table III-l 

• VICTIM'S SEX BY VICTIM'S RACE 

Race 

White Black Puerto Rican Other 

• Sex Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Male 775 58.9% 236 45.4% III 55.8% 4 80.0% 

• Female 540 41.1 284 54.6 88 44.2 1 20.0 

Totals 1315 100.096 520 100.0% 199 100.0% 5 100.0% 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



.! 
78 

• 
Table III-2 

VICTIM'S AGE BY VICTIM'S SEX • 
Sex 

Male Female 

Years Number Percent Number Percent • 
1 to 10 Years 28 4.0% 9 1. 6% 

11 to 18 Years 56 8.0 56 9.9 • 19 to 30 Years 198 28.4 211 37.3 

31 to 45 Years 165 23.6 140 24.8 

46 to 60 Years 159 22.8 84 14.9 • 61 and Over 92 13.2 65 11.5 

Totals 698 100.0% 565 100.0% 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

i :. 

• 

.. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

I 

11 

19 

31 

46 

61 

Years --
to 10 Years 

to 18 Years 

to 30 Years 

to 45 Years 

to 60 Years 

to Highest 

Totals 

79 

Table III-3 

VICTIM'S AGE BY VICTIM'S RACE 

Race 

White Black Puerto Rican Other 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

18 2.5 96 14 3.9% 4 3.0% 0 0.0% 

54 7.5 35 9.6 23 17.4 a 0.0 

226 31. 3 118 32.S 46 34.8 1 25.0 

152 21.1 102 28.1 39 29.5 2 50.0 

153 21.2 67 18.5 12 9.1 1. 25.0 

119 16.5 27 7.4 8 6.1 0 0.0 

722 100. 0 96 363 100.0% 132 99.996 4 100, 0~6 



~Iurder 

Manz.laughter Robbery Assault Burglary 

Table III-4 

VICTIM'S SEX BY NEWCRIME 

Crime Code 

Motor Vehicle Disorderly 
Larceny LE $50 Larceny GE $50 Theft Conduct 

Family 
Offenses 

Property 
Damage 

Sex Number Percent Number Pe~! Number Percent Number !:~ Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent 

:.Iale 100.0% 16 69. 6~. 57 45.6% 48 52.2% 48 72.1% 217 71.1% 41 43.6% 31 32.0% 108 59.3% 

o 0.0 7 30.4 68 54.4 44 47.8 52 52.0 41 27.9 88 28.9 53 56.4 66 68.0 74 40.7 

Totals 100. (J°o 23 100.0% 125 100.0% 92 100.0% 100 100.0% 147 100.0% 305 100.0% 94 100.0% 97 100.0% 182 100.0% 

l'ontinued 

• • • • • • • • • • 

(Xl 

o 

• 



• • 

Nuisances 

Sex Number Percent 

Male 99 50.5% 

Female .E 49.5 

Totals 196 100.0% 

Missing Cases 

• 

Alarms 

Number Percent 

17 68.0% 

S 32.0 

25 100.0% 

5685 

• 

Motor Vehicle 
Violation 

Number Percent 

85 70.8% 

35 29.2 

120 100.0% 

• • 

Table III-I, 
(Continued) 

VICTIM'S SEX BY NEWCRntE 

Crime Code 

Miscellaneous 

• 

Medical 
Problems Juvenile Other Person Other Property 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

190 54.8% 93 41.9% 58 52.3% 46 63.0\ 

157 ~ 129 58.1 53 47.7 E.. 37.0 

347 100.0% 222 100.0\ III 100.0\ 73 100.0% 

• • • 

Vice No Incident 

Number Percent Number Percent 

22 61.1 0
0 19 52.8% 

14 38.9 17 ..i?.:.L 

36 100.0% 36 100.0\ 



Murder 
Manslaughter 

Table III-5 

VICTIM'S RACE BY NEWCRIME 

Crime Code 

Motor Vehicle Disorderly 
_--..c..Ro_b~b...;.e,,-,ry,--_____ A.,;..ss.;...a_u.;;.lt ____ B_u....;rg ..... l_a.;;..r'-y_ Larceny LE $50 Larceny GE $50 Theft Conduct 

Family 
Offenses 

Property 
Damage 

Race ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Numbe!, Percent 

White 1 100.0\ 15 il.4% 68 58.6% 51 63.0\ 73 76.0\ 120 87.6% 139 68.8\ S6 64.4% 37 41.6% 13S 78.5·0 

Black 0 0.0 6 28.6 36 31.0 21 25.9 17 17.7 16 11.7 42 20.8 25 28.7 35 39.3 28 16.3 

Puerto Rican 0 0.0 0 0'.0 12 10.3 9 11.1 6 6.3 1 0.7 20 9.9 6 6.9 15 16.9 9 5.2 

Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ 1 0.5 0 0.0 2 2.2 -.Q. ~ 

Totals 1 100.0\ 21 100.0% 116 100.0\ 81 100.0% 96 100.0% 137 100.0% 202 100.0% 87 100.0% 89 100.0% 172 100.0·1i 

Continued 

• • • • • • • • • • 

00 
N 

• 



• • 

Nuisance 

I~acc Number Perc~ 

White 119 70.8% 

Black 34 20.2 

Puerto Ricm 15 8.9 

Other 0 ..Q.:.2-

Totals 168 99.9% 

Missing Cases 5974 

• 

Alarms 

~ Percent 

16 80.0\ 

2 10.0 

2 10.0 

0 0.0 

20 100.0% 

• 

~Iotor Vehicle 
Violations 

Number Percent 

70 76.1% 

10 10.9 

11 12.0 

-.!. ~ 

92 100.0\ 

• • 

Table III-5 
(Continued) 

VICTIWS RACE BY NEII'CRUIE 

Crime Code 

mscellaneous 

• • • 

Medical 
Problems Juvenile Other-Person Other-Property ._ .. ~ __ 

Number Percent Number Percent ~ Pcr~:£'.!!. ~_ Perl'ent ti!1!nh.!-'.I: Pl,!~l·!.l t 

167 49.9% 119 57.2\ 61 64.2% 41 62.1% 15 50.0% 

115 34.3 68 32.7 25 26.3 18 27.3 11 36.7 

52 15.5 21 10.1 9 9.5 7 10.6 4 13.3 

1 0.3 0 ~ ...Q. 2:..Q... ...Q. .....Q..:..Q... 0 .....Q..:..Q... 

335 100.0% 208 100.0\ 95 100.0\ 66 100.0% 30 100.0'\; 

• • 

No Incident 

~~n.~.l·.t:. P.~.!~l·cn.t 

15 55.6% 

11 40.7 

3.7 

0 ......Q.JL. 

27 100.O'!. 



", 

Table 1II-6 

VICTIW S Aan BY NENCRIME 

Cril'lle Code 

~!urder- ~!otor Vehicle Disorderly !Iumily Property 
Manslau~hter Robbe~ Assault Bur&lar~ Larceny L~ SSO Larcen~qE $50 Theft Conduct Offenses ilamage 

~ ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Pertent Number Percent ~ Percent 

1 to 10 
Years 0 0.0% 0 0.0\ 1. 3\ 0 0.0\ 1 1. 7\ 0 0.0% 0 O.M 0 0.0·0 0 0.01. 0 0,0°. 

11 t.o 18 
Years 0 0.0 1 6.3 15 19.2 2 3.9 6 10.3 5 6.0 4 2.9 2 4.8 5 8,9 1.1 

19 to 30 
Years 0 0.0 5 31.3 36 46.2 21: 45.1 15 25,9 43 51.2 47 34.1 19 45.2 19 33.9 27 31.0 

31 to 45 
Years 1 100.0 5 31.3 16 20.5 13 25.5 16 27.6 18 21.4 35 25.4 9 21.4 20 35.7 23 :?5.4 

46 to 60 , 
Years 0 0.0 5 31.3 11) 12.8 7 13.7 13 22.4 11 13.1 38 27.5 8 19.0 9 16.1 23 26.4 

61 to 
Highest 0 ~ 0 0.0 .J!. ~ 6 ....!l:..L 7 ....!l:.L 7 ~ ...!.i 10.1 4 .1.JL .1. 5.4 13 !.±:..L 

Totals I 100.0\ 16 100.0\ 78 10U.O% 51 100.0\ 58 100.0% 84 100.0\ 138 100.0\ 42 99.5% 56 100.0\ 87 99.8~, 

Continued 

• • • • • • • • • • • 



• • • • • • • • • • 

Table III-6 
(Continued) 

V lCTI~f I 5 AGE BY NEI~CR ~ME 

Crime Code 

~fotor Vehicle Medical ~lisce1laneous 

:-luisance Alarms Violations Problems Juvenile Other-Person Other-ProEerty Vice No Incident 

Ycal'~ Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Numbe.E. Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

I tu In 
Y~al'~ 11 16.9% 0 0.0% 2.0% 18 6.2 9• 2 1. 7% 0 0.0% 3 5.5% 0 O.oq. 6.3% 

11 til IH 
)'Nll's 14 21.5 0 0.0 L.O 36 12.5 8 6.8 5 11.1 7 12.7 6.3 0.3 

Ul to :50 
Yent's 15 ~:;. I 5 41.7 18 35.3 58 20.1 35 29.9 14 31.1 23 41.8 7 43.8 2 12.5 

31 to .\:; 
Y(',It'll 12 18.5 3 25.0 13 25.5 61 21.1 3S 29.9 12 26.7 13 23.6 6.3 4 25.0 

46 to 60 
Year~ 8 12.3 2 16.7 13 25.5 55 19.0 21 17.9 8 17.8 6 10.9 4 25.0 3 18.8 

61 to 
!llnhcst 5 7.7 2 16.7 5 9.8 61 21.1 ..l§. 13.7 6 13.3 3 5.5 3 18.8 5 31.3 

Totals 65 100.0% 12 100.1% 51 100.1% 289 100.1% 117 '99.9% 45 100.0% 55 100.0"% 16 100.2% 16 1-';0. 2~o 

Missing Cases 6470 



Police 
Sergeant 

Sex Number Percent 

-Male 6 66.7 9• 

Female 3 33.3 

Totals 9 100.0% 

Continued 

• 

Youth Bureau Dog Warden 

Number Percent Number Percent 

7 50.0% 63 52.5% 

7 50.0 2Z 47.5 

14 100.0% 120 100.0% 

• • 

Table U!-7 

VICTIM'S SEX BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Car Post Sector 

Special 
FPV Specials Tactical Squad _....:;S:.,;e",r..;..Y.:;;.ic.:;,.e:.,;s:...-____ .;..;R.:;;.ed;;,..... ____ A""m;..:;b~u.:..la~no.;c;..:;e_ 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

40 34.8% 10 90.9% 2 50.0% 137 54.6% 150 57.3\ 

~ ~ 1 9.1 2 50.0 114 45.4 ill. ....1l:.L 

115 100.0% 11 100.0% 4 100.0% 251 100.0% 262 100.0% 

• • • • • 

Motorcycles 

Number Percent 

2 66.7% 

1 ~ 

3 100.0% 

• 

Post Number 

~umber Percent 

4 100.0% 

0 ~ 

4 100,0% 

• 

(Xl 
0'1 

• 



• • • • 

Headquarter, 2nd, 
K-9 Cor2s SEecial 3rd Precinct 

Sex Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Male 1 100.0~6 43 53.1% 67 69.8% 

Female 0 ~ 38 ~ 29 ..l.Q.:.L 

Totals 1 100.0% 81 100.0% 96 100.0% 

Missing Cases 5698 

• • 

Table III-7 
(Continued) 

• 

V ICTIM I S SEX BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Detective 
Green Accident Cars Bureau 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

323 55.4% 26 72.2% 4 40.0% 

260 44.6 10 ~ 6 60.0 

583 100.0% 36 100.0% 10 100.0% 

• • 

Claims Car Blue 

Number Percent Number Percent 

1 100.0% 189 54.2% 

0 ~ 160 ~ 

100.0% 349 100.0% 

• 

Amber 

Number Percent 

219 59.3% 

150 40.7 

369 100.0% 

• 

00 
'-.I 



Police 
Sergeant Youth Bureau Dog Warden 

Race Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

11'11 i te 6 66.7% 6 46. 2~. 79 76.0% 

Black 3 33.3 3 23.1 16 IS.4 

Puerto Rican a 0.0 4 30.8 9 8.7 

Other a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Totals 9 100.0% 13 100.1% 104 100.0% 

Continued 

• • • • 

Table III-8 

VICTIM'S RACE BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Tactical Special 
FPV S2ecia1s Sguad Services 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

6 5.8% 2 22.2"0 0 0.0% 

70 68.0 6 66.7 2 100.0 

26 25.2 1 11.1 a 0.0 

1 1.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

103 100.0% 9 100.0% 2 100.0% 

• • • 

Red 

Number Percent 

82 38.7% 

104 49.1 

26 12.3 

a 0.0 

212 100.1% 

• 

Ambulance 

Number Percent 

144 56. a·. 

75 29.2 

38 14.8 

a ~ 

257 100.0% 

• 

Post Number 

Number Percent 

4 lOO.O·. 

a n.ll 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

4 100.0·. 

• 

00 
00 

• 



• • 

K-9 Corps 

• 

Special 

• 

H~adquarter. 2nd 
3rdPrecinct 

• • 

Table III-S 
(Continued) 

VICTIM'S RACn BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Crime Code 

Green Accident Cars 

• 

Detective 
Bureau 

• 

Claims Car 

• 

Blue Amber 

Race Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Num~ Percent Number Percent 

White 

Black 

Puerto Rican 

Other 

Totals 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

1 100.0 

.Q. 0.0 

1 100.0% 

Mis9ing Ca~es 5984 

24 34.S% 63 77.8% 

34 49.3 IS 18.S 

11 15.9 2 2.5 

a ~ 1 -.l.:.L 

69 100.0\ 81 100.0\ 

383 75.1% 16 72.7% 5 71.4% 1 100.0\ 217 74.1% 276 82.1% 

97 19.0 4 18.2 2 28.6 a -0.0 47 16.0 38 11.3 

29 5.7 2 9.1 o 0.0 a 0.0 28 9.6 21 6.3 

1 0.2 a ~ o ~ o 0.0 1 0.3 1..2.:..L 

510 100.0\ 22 100.0% 7 100.0\ 1 100.0\ 293 100.0\ 336 100.0% 

• 



Table III-9 

VICTIM'S AGE BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Car Post Sector 

Police Tactical Special 
Sergeant Youth Bureau DoS Warden FPV SEecials Sguad Services Red Ambulance Post Number 

~ Number Percent ~ Percent !i.umber Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent 

1 to 10 
Years 0 0.0% 0 O.O? 3 15.8? 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 3 2.1% 14 5.9% 0 0.0% 

11 to 18 
Years 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 26.3 5 5.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 9.6 16 6.7 0 0.0 

19 to 30 
Years 1 3).3 1 100.0 6 31.6 29 32.2 1 100.0 2 100.0 38 26.0 53 22.2 1 50.0 

31 to 45 
Years 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 36 40.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 46 31.5 43 18.0 0 0.0 

45 to 60 .' Years 2 66.7 a 0.0 3 15.8 14 15.6 0 0.0 a 0.0 28 19.2 56 23.4 0 0.0 

61 to 
Highest .Q. -9.JL .Q. -9.JL ...! --2..d. ~ ~ .Q. -9.JL .Q. -9.JL ...!L .1:,hL .21. ...llJL 1. 2Q.JL 

Totals 3 100.0% 1 100.0% 19 100.1% 90 100.1% 1 100.0% 2 100.0% 146 100.0% 239 100.0% 2 100.0% 

Continued 

• • • • • • • 
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Table III-9 
(Continued) 

VICTIM'S AGE BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Car Post Sector 

Headquarter, 2nd Detective 
SEecisl lrd Precinct Green Accident Cars Bureau Claims Car Blue Amber 

~ ~ Percent .fu1~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent: ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent 

1 to 10 
Years 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 9 3.2% 1 5.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 3 2.0% 5 2.7% 

11 to 18 
Years 7 11. 7 3 4.3 32 11. 3 1 5.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 7.2 18 9.8 

19 to 30 
Years 27 45.0 30 43.5 91 32.3 8 47.1 4 80.0 1 100.0 49 32.0 67 36.6 

31 to 45 
Years 10 16.7 14 20.3 69 24.5 2 11.8 1 20.0 0 0.0 46 30.1 42 23.0 

46 .to 60 
Years 9 15.0 14 10.3 54 19.1 3 17.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 19.6 31 16.9 

61 to 
Highest .2- ....!b..L ~ -!h.L J!.. ~ -~ ....!!.JL Q --M.. Q ~ ..1.! 9.2 ..JQ !Q.:.L -

Totals 60 100.1% 69 1UO.0% 282 100.0% 17 100.1% 5 100.0% 1 100.0% 153 100.0% 183 99.9% 

Missing Cases 6744 



Car Post 

Murder­
Manslaughter 

Table III-lO 

CAR POST SECTOR BY NEWCRIXE 

Crime Code 
Motor Vehicle Disorderly 

_--=R.:.:o",b=..be::.;r:.../y,--___ ....:As=s..=a.::;ul::.;t=--__ ---=B:,:u:,:re<;g<.::l=ary::...L-_ Larceny LE $50 Larceny GE $50 Theft Conduct 
Family 

Offenses 
Proper'CY­

Damage 

Sector Number Percent Number ~~ Number Percent ~ Percent !!~mber Percent ~ Pe~ ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Nunber ~ 

Police 
Sergeant 

Youth 

o 

Bureau 0 

Dog Warden 0 

FPV 
Specials 

Tactical 
Squad 

Spel..lal 
Services 

Red 

Mobile 
Van 

Park 
Police 

Ambulance 

Motor­
cycles 

Continued 

• 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

• 

o 

o 

o 

5 

o 

5 

o 

o 

o 

o 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

8.5 

1.7 

0.0 

8.5 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

• 

1 

2 

o 

29 

2 

o 

2 

1 

o 

1 

0.3% 

0.6 

0.0 

8.1 

0.6 

0.0 

11. 7 

0.6 

0.3 

0.0 

0.3 

• 

2 

o 

o 

7 

1 

o 

68 

:2 

o 

o 

o 

0.5% 

0.0 

0.0 

1.8 

0.3 

0.0 

17.6 

0.5 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

o 

18 

2 

11 

2 

o 

36 

o 

o 

o 

o 

0.0% 

5.4 

0.6 

3.3 

0.6 

0.0 

10.9 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

• 

o 

7 

1 

9 

o 

o 

38 

o 

o 

o 

2 

0.0% o 0.0% o 0.0% 

1.6 o 0.0 1 0,3 

0.2 o 0.0 o 0.0 

2.0 29 3.6 14 4.1 

0.0 o 0.0 12 3.5 

0.0 o 0.0 1 0.3 

8.6 136 16.9 43 12.6 

0.0 o 0.0 3 0,9 

0.0 o 0.0 2 0.6 

0.0 o 0.0 o 0.0 

0.5 1 0.1 1 0.3 

, 

o 

3 

o 

14 

o 

1 

52 

o 

o 

o 

o 

• 

0.0% 

1.3 

0.0 

5.9 

0.0 

0.4 

21.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3 

3 

o 

16 

o 

o 

57 

1 

o 

o 

o 

• 

0.5% 

0.5 

0.0 

2.7 

0.0 

0.0 

9.6 

0.2 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 



• . ' • • • • • • • ' . • 

Table III-IO 

CAR POST SECTOR BY NEI~CRIME 
(Continued) 

Crime Code 
Motor Vehicle Medical Miscellaneous 

Nuisance Alarms Violations Problems Juvenile Other-Person Othet-Pro2ertz: Vice No Incident 
Car Post 
Sector Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~Perce.nt Number Percent 

Police 
Sergeant 1 0.1% a 0.0% 1 0.3% a 0.0% 3 0.4% 4 O.~% 4 1.4% 3 1.4% a 0.0% 

Youth Bureau a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 5 0.7 43 9.5 2 O. i ' .0 0.0 0 0.0 

Dog Warden 502 62.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 2 0.3 1 0.2 a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

FPV Special 12 1.5 6 1.1 4 1.2 111 13.6 46 6.5 18 4.0 5 1.8 9 (1.2 6 2.6 

Tactical 
Squad 1 0,1 a 0.0 2 0.6 a 0.0 0 0.0 15 3.3 6 2.2 48 22.5 a 0.0 

Special 
Services a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 15 3.3 2 0.7 15 7.0 a 0.0 

Red 29 3.6 100 18.2 36 10.8 28 3.4 93 13.2 45 9.9 16 5.8 9 4.2 39 16.8 

Mobile Van a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 1 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.5 a 0.0 

Park Police 0 0.0 2 0.4 a 0.0 a 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.2 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Ambulance 1 0.1 1 0.2 0 0.0 489 59.9 4 0.6 39 8.6 75 27.0 12 5.6 38 16.4 

Motorcycles 2 0.2 a 0.0 6 1.8 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

Continued 



Car Post 

Murder 
Manslaughter 

Table III-10 

CAR POST SECTOR BY NEWCRIME 
(Continued) 

Crime Code 

Motor Vehicle Disorderly 
~Rc:::;ob~b~e::.:rc./.Y ____ ..:.As=s:.::a:.::u::,lt=--__ -=B~u::r,""g.:::.l:::.ar::..y~_ .Larcent LE $50 Larceny GE $50 Theft Conduct 

Family 
Offenses 

Property 
Dal!'.age 

Sector Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number PercenE. ~ ~~ Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Nunber ~rcent 

Post 
Number a 0.0% 

K-9 Corps a 0.0 

Speda1 a 0.0 

Board of 
Education a 0.0 

Headquarter, 
2nd, 3rd, 
Precinct a 0.0 

Green 1 100. a 

Accident 
Cars 

Detective 
Bureau 

Claims 
Car 

Blue 

Amber 

Totals 

Continued 

• 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 100.0% 

• 

1 1.7% 3 0.8% a 0.0r. 2 

a 0.0 4 1.1 a 0.0 a 

a 0.0 18 5.0 14 3.6 10 

a 0.0 a 0.0 2 0.5 1 

3 5.1 7 1. 9 2 0.5 7 

19 32.2 110 30.6 127 32.9 109 

a 0.0 1 0.3 a 0.0 o 

a 0.0 17 4.7 4 1.0 4 

1 1.7 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 

14 23.7 58 16.1 91 23.6 46 

59 100.0% 360 100.2% 386 99.9% 331 

'" 

• • • 

0.6% 3 

0.0 0 

3.0 23 

0.3 a 

2.1 45 

32.9 117 

0.0 1 

1.2 7 

0.0 o 

13.9 90 

99.9% 441 

• 

0.7% 3 0.4% 4 

0.0 1 0.1 a 

5.2 43 5.3 10 

0.0 0 0.0 a 

10.2 87 10.8 7 

26.5 199 92 

0.2 1 0.1 1 

1.6 12 1.5 7 

0.0 2 0.2 1 

20.4 159 19.7 71 

1.2% a 

0.0 a 

2.9 15 

0.0 a 

2.1 a 

27.1 56 

0.3 a 

2.1 3 

0.3 o 

20.9 56 

0.0% 1 0.2% 

0.0 a 0.0 

6.3 28 4.7 

0.0 2 0.3 

0.0 31 5.2 

23.5 204 34.2 

0.0 1 

3 

A 'I . ~ 

A ,. 
.:J 

0.0 0 0.0 

23.5 116 19.5 

99.9% 807 100.0% 340 100.1% 238 100.0% 596 100.1% 

• • • ' . • 



• • • 

Nuisance Alarms 

• 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 

• • 

Table III-IO 

CAR POST SECTOR BY NEHCRUm 
(Continued) 

Medical 
Problems 

Crime Code 
Miscellaneous 

Juvenile 

• • • • 

Other-Person Ocher-Property Vice No Incident 
Car Post 
Sector Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Perr.ent Number Percent. ~ Percent !~ !'ercent 

Post Number 2 

K-9 Corps o 

Special 6 

Board of 
Education 1 

Headquarter, 
2nd, 3rd, 
Precinct 3 

Green 118 

Accident Cars 0 

Detective 
Bureau 

Claims Car 

Blue 

Amber 

Totals 

o 

o 

68 

810 

0.2% 

0.0 

0.7 

0.1 

0.4 

14.6 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

8.4 

99.9% 

1 

1 

4 

3 

1 

174 

1 

o 

o 

112 

142 

548 

0.2% 

0.2 

0.7 

0.5 

0.2 

31. 8 

0.2 

0.0 

0.0 

20.4 

25.9 

99.8% 

o 

o 

1 

o 

23 

73 

89 

o 

o 

46 

52 

333 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.3 

0.0 

6.9 

21. 9 

26.7 

0.0 

0.0 

13.8 

99.9% 

o 

o 

o 

3 

85 

5 

0.0% 

0.0 

3.8 

0.0 

0.4 

10.4 

0.6 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

24 2.9 

.....Q .2JL 

817 100 •. 0% 

1 

25 

2 

10 

205 

o 

11 

1 

136 

905 

0.1% 

0.1 

3.5 

0.3 

1.4 

29.1 

0.0 

1.6 

0.1 

19.3 

99.8% 

3 

2 

15 

o 

17 

87 

o 

35 

2 

54 

..J2 

453 

0.7% 

0.4 

3.3 

0.0 

3.8 

19.2 

0.0 

7.7 

0.4 

H.9 

99.9% 

5 

o 

20 

o 

20 

39 

1 

1.8% 

0,0 

7.2 

0.0 

7.2 

14.0 

0.4 

16 5.8 

13 4.7 

30 10.8 

-1i ~ 

278 100.1% 

5 

2 

5 

o 

4 

29 

o 

9 

2 

18 

~ 

213 

2.3% 

0.9 

2.3 

0.0 

1.9 

13.6 

0.0 

4.2 

0.9 

8.5 

99.7% 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

2 0.9 

o 0.0 

1 0.4 

62 26.7 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

41 17.7 

..i1 ..J&:.L 

232 100.0% 

• 

I 



Table III-ll 

GRID BY CRIME CODE 

Crime Code 
Motor Vehicle Disorderly 

Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny LE $50 Larceny GE $50 Theft Conduct 

.Q!:M ~ Pe~ ~.l'~ Number Percent Number Percent Number f'ercent ~ Percent ~ Percent 

002 

003 

004 

0013 

009 

0010 

0011 

0015 

0016 

0017 

0018 

0020 

0021 

0026 

0027 

008A 

008B 

1 4.8% 

1 4.8 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

2 9.5 

2 9.5 

a 0.0 

1 4.8 

6 28.6 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 4.8 

a 0.0 

6 28.6 

Totals 21 100.2% 

Continued 

• • 

2 1.5% 5 4.7% 

15 11. 2 7 6.6 

2 1.5 3 2.8 

9 6.7 5 4.7 

20 14.9 9 8.5 

11 8.2 7 6.6 

6 4.5 10 9.4 

1 0.7 2 1.9 

9 6.7 7 6.6 

14 10.4 9 8.5 

1 0.7 2 1.9 

a 0.0 3 2.8 

1 0.7 5 4.7 

3 2.2 3 2.S 

7 5.2 6 5.7 

30 22.4 8 7.5 

_3 ...b.L 

134 99.1% 106 99.9% 

• 

a 0.0% 

1 0.8 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

49 38.6 

8 6.3 

4 3.1 

1 0.8 

30 23.6 

10 7.9 

2 1.6 

1 0.8 

3 2.4 

4 3.1 

2 1.6 

8 6.3 

--.!J.. --hl.. 

127 100.0% 

• 

1 1.0% 

4 4.1 

a 0.0 

3 3.1 

25 25.5 

11 11. 2 

7 7.1 

4 4.1 

5 5.1 

10 10.2 

a 0.0 

1 1.0 

2 2.0 

7 7.1 

3 3.1 

9 9.2 

98 99.9% 

• 

4 2.1% 

29 15.2 

11 5.8 

5 2.6 

10 5.2 

9 4.7 

10 5.2 

1 0.5 

7 3.7 

33 17.3 

5 2.6 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

7 3.7 

20 10.5 

30 15.7 

..1:Q. -hL 

191 100.0% 

• 

3 3.3% 

4 4.3 

4 4.3 

2 2.2 

24 26.1 

3 3.3 

12 13.0 

a 0.0 

6 6.5 

7 7.6 

6 6.5 

a 0.0 

3 3.3 

2 2.2 

2 2.2 

12 13.0 

..1. .-..1..:.L 

92 100.0% 

• 

Family Property 
Offenses Damage 

Number Percent Number Percent 

1 1.6% 

15 23.8 

2 3.2 

6 9.5 

1 1.6 

1 1.6 

4 6.3 

a 0.0 

1 1.6 

7 11.1 

1 1.6 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 1.6 

5 7.9 

16 25.4 

..1. .2:.L 

63 100.0% 

• 

4 3. :1% 

6 5.0 

9 1.4 

3 2.5 

6 51.0 

10 8.3 

16 3.3.2 

1 0.8 

10 8.3 

19 15.7 

6 5.0 

a 0.0 

J' 2.5 

5 4.1 

6 5.0 

12 9.9 

_5 ~L 

121 .lOO.l~ 

• • 



• • • • • • 

Table III-ll 
(Can tinued) 

GRID BY CRilIE CODE 

Crime Code 
Hotor Vehicle Hedical llisce11aneous 

• • • • 

Nuisances Alarms Violations Problems Juvenile Other-Person Other-Property Vice No Incident 

Grid Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~;:. Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent 

002 

0003 

0004 

0008 

0009 

0010 

0011 

0015 

0016 

0017 

0018 

0020 

0021 

0026 

0027 

008A 

Q088 

3 1. 8% 

4 2.4 

2 1.2 

3 1.8 

6 3.6 

10 5.9 

12 7.1 

1 0.6 

22 13.0 

12 7.1 

3 1.8 

2 1.2 

2 1.2 

4 2.4 

23 13.6 

_6 -1.:.L 

Totals 169 100.3% 

Hissin~ CnRP~ 5711 

11 6.3% 

1 0.6 

o 0.0 

8 4.6 

25 14.4 

20 11.5 

26 14.9 

3 1.7 

14 8.0 

16 9.2 

9 5.2 

2 1.1 

8 4.6 

7 4.0 

5 2.9 

8 4.6 

174 99.9% 

3 3.8% 

1 1.2 

1 1.2 

1 1.2 

12 15.0 

5 6.2 

9 11.2 

5 6.2 

5 6.2 

8 10.0 

5 6.2 

o 0.0 

7 8.8 

7 8.8 

o 0.0 

7· 8.8 

...i 2.:1L. 
80 99.8% 

1 0.3% 

37 10.3 

6 1.7 

2 0.6 

56 15.6 

5 1.4 

11 3.1 

9 2.5 

17 4.7 

27 7.5 

2 0.6 

o 0.0 

2 0.6 

6 1.7 

37 10.3 

136 37.9 

.2 --l:.:.L 
359 100.2% 

5 2.4% 

11 5.3 

7 3.4 

6 2.9 

21 10.1 

11 5.3 

10 4.8 

8 3.9 

12 5.8 

24 11.6 

4 1.9 

2 1.0 

9 4.3 

7 3.4 

12 5.8 

50 24.2 

-.--!l. --.hL 
207 100.0% 

1 0.7% 

9 6.3 

5 3.5 

2 1.4 

39 27.1 

2 1.4 

14 9.7 

5 3.5 

10 6.9 

15 10.4 

3 2.1 

o 0.0 

3 2.1 

6 4.2 

9 6.3 

17 11.8 

_4 -.h!L. 

144 100.2% 

1 1.1% 

5 5.3 

o 0.0 

25 26.3 

11 11.6 

8 8.4 

3 3.2 

7 7.4 

10 10.5 

1 1.1 

o 0.0 

3 3.2 

4 4.2 

7 7.4 

6 6.3 

...Q ~ 

95 100.2% 

2 3.0? 

1 1.5 

1 1.5 

3 4.5 

15 22.7 

3 4.5 

7 10.6 

1 1.5 

3 4.5 

10 15.2 

o 0.0 

1 1.5 

2 3.0 

1 1.5 

2 3.0 

10 15.2 

...i ...hL 
66 99.8% 

2 3.4% 

1 1.7 

o 0.0 

6 10.2 

2 3.4 

1 1.7 

6 10.2 

5 8.5 

2 3.4 

9 15.3 

2 3.4 

o 0.0 

4 6.8 

o 0.0 

2 3.4 

7 11.9 

10 ~ 

59 100.2% 

• 



Tabla III-12 

VICTIM'S SEX BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location Type 

Hospital, Dormitory, Department 
House Apartment ,Hotel, Motel. .£2!Ivalescence Rooming House Restaurant Bar Market Store Small Store BUsiness 

~ Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent: Number Percent Nur.,ber Percl!nt Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number ICrcent 

Male 124 52.8% 207 39.7% 5 100. 0% 3 27.3% 3 50.0% 2 50.0% 17 89.5% J, 50.0% 3 33.3% 10 52.6% 31 86.1% 

Femal e ill...!!1d:..... ill..§.9.:.L 

Totals 235 100.0% 521 100.0% 5 100.0% 11 100.0% 6 100.0% 4 100.0% 19 100.0% 2 100.\)% 9 100.0% 19 100.0% 36 100.0% 

Continued 

• • • • • • • • • o • 



• • • 

Bank Gas Station 

• • • 

Table III-12 
(Continued) 

VICTIM'S SEX BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location Type 

Car Lot, Park Recreation 
ParkinEL._ Area Sports Arena Theater 

• • • • 

School, 
Library 

Government 
Building 

~ ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ f£r££!!l ~ Percent 

Male 1 100.0% 8 80.0% 36 64.3% 6 50.0% 2 100.0% 1 100.0% 15 62.5% 9 75.0% 3 100.0% 242 66.5% 
Female .Q. JJL 

o ~ 

Totals 1 100.0% 10 100.0% 56 100.0% 12 100.0% 2 100.0% 1 100.0% 24 100.0% 12 100.0% 3 100.0% 364 100.0% 
Continued 

• 



Private 
Mototc~ Private Bus 

Private 
Truck 

Table III-12 
(Continued) 

VICTIM'S SEX BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Coromunity 
Auto 

Locat:lon Type 

Community 
Taxi 

Community 
Truck Sidewalk Street Water Other 

~ ~ Perc.ent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ .~~ ~ Percent Number Percent 

Male 3 75.0% 2 100.0% 10 100.0% 1 1')0.0% 2 100.0% 5 100.0% 34 54.0% 57 62.0% 1 100.0% 39 81.3% 

Female 

Totals 4 100.0% 2 100.0% 10 100.0% 1 100.0% 2 100.0% 5 100.0% 63 100.0% 92 100.0% 1 100.0% 48 100.1% 

Missing Cases b4~7 

• • ~.~----~.-------.--------~---~ • • • • • 
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• 101 

• Table III-13 
(Continued) 

INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE, BY VICTIM'S RACE 

• 
White Black Puerto Rican Other 

Location Type Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

• Commun:1.ty Taxi 1 0.1% 0 O. 07~ 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

Community Trw::k 4 0.5 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Sidewalk 44 5.0 14 3.8 3 2.1 0 0.0 

• Street 46 5.2 20 5.4 7 4.9 0 0.0 

Water 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7 0 0.0 

Other 28 3.2 9 2.4 7 4.9 a 0.0 

• 
Totals 878 100.0% 369 100.1% 143 100.1% 3 99.9% 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



Car Post Sector 

Police Sergeant 

Youth Bureau 

FPV Specials 

Tactical Squad 

Special Services 

Red 

Mobile Van 

Park Police 

Ambulance 

Motorcycles 

Post Number 

K-9 Corps 

Special 

Boatd of Education 

Headquarter, 2nd, 
3rd, Precinct 

Green 

Accitlent Cars 

Detective Bureau 

Claims Car 

Blue 

Amber 

Totals 

Continued 

• • 

Table III-14 

CAR POST SECTOR BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location Type 

Hospital nOrQitory, 
House Apartment Hotel, Motel Convalescence Rooming House Restaurant 

Drive-In, 
Take-Out Bar Liquor Store 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent fu!!!!!!ll Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~ .~_~!.!E:. fulmber Percent ~ Percent 

1 

7 

2 

1 

3 

25 

o 
o 

56 

o 
o 
o 
1 

o 

2 

91 

1 

o 
o 

53 

...12. 
282 

0.4% 0 

2.5 5 

0.7 82 

0.4 1 

1.1 1 

8.0 84 

0.0 0 

0.0 0 

19.9 82 

0.0 0 

0.0 1 

0.0 0 

0.4 32 

0.0 0 

0.7 1 

32.3 139 

0.4 0 

0.0 2 

0.0 0 

18.8 99 

13.8 ..2§. 

99.4%507 

• 

0.0% 

0.8 

13.5 

0.2 

0.2 

13.8 

0.0 

0.0 

13.5 

0.0 

0.2 

0.0 

5.3 

0.0 

0.2 

22.9 

0.0 

0.3 

0.0 

16.3 

.Jb..L 

100.1% 

• 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 22.2 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 11.1 

&. 66.2-

9 100.0% 

• 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
14 

o 
o 
o 
3 

..1 
20 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

5.0 

0.0 

0.0 

5.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

70.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

15.0 

..2..&.. 

100.0% 

• 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 25.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

4 50.0 

o 0.0 

1 12.5 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1. ..1b..L 

8 100.0% 

o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 

1 

7 

o 
o 
o 
4 

2-
22 

• 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

4.5 
0.0 

4.5 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

4.5 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

4.5 

31.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

18.2 

31.8 

99.8% 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

U 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0,0 

o 0.0 

1 25.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

]. .2.hQ..... 

4 100.0% 

• 

o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
6 

o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 

12 

o 
o 
o 

11 

2-
39 

• 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

2.6 

0.0 

15.4 
0.0 

0.0 

2.6 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

2.6 

30.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

28.2 

..l:1.:.L 
100.1% 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 20.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 40.G 

1 ~ 

5 100.0% 

• 

...... 
o 
N 

• 



• • 

Car Post Sector 

Police Sergeant 

Youth Bureau 

FPV Specials 

Tactical Squad 

Special Services 

Red 

Mobile Van 

Park Police 

Ambulance 

Motorcycles 

Post Number 

K-9 Corps 

Special 

Board of Education 

Headquarter, 2nd, 
3rd, Precinct 

Green 

Accident Cars 

Detective Bureau 

Claims Car 

Blue 

Amber 

Totals 

Continued 

• 

l-larket 

• 

Department 
Store 

• • 

Table nI-14 
(Continued) 

• 

C.\R POST SECTOR BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location Type 

Small Store Business Bank 

• • • 

Car Lot. Park Recreation 
Gas Station Parking Ari!a Sports Arena 

Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent 

a 0.0% 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

2 20.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 10.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

4 40.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

2 20.0 

J.. .J,Q,JL 

10 100.0% 

a 0.0% 

1 2.5 

a 0.0 

1 2.5 

a 0.0 

4 10.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 2.5 

a 0.0 

1 2.5 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

15 37.5 

a 0.0 

1 2.5 

a 0.0 

4 10.0 

12 ..lQ.:.L 

-40 100.0% 

a 0.0% a 
a 0.0 1 

a 0.0 1 

9 13.L 1 

3 4.4 1 

6 8.8 37 

o 0.0 a 
1 1.5 a 
a 0.0 4 

a 0.0 a 
a 0.0 a 
1 1.5 1 

a 0.0 1 

a 0.0 a 

3 4.4 2 

14 20.6 59 

o 0.0 a 
1 1.5 2 

a 0.0 a 
11 16.2 44 

.!-2. ..ll:.L .-li 
68 100.0% 188 

0.0% 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

19.7 

0.0 

0.0 

2.1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.5 

0.5 

0.0 

1.1 

31.4 

0.0 

1.1 

0.0 

23.4 

!!hL 
99.9% 

lJ 0.0% 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 18.2 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 9.1 

2 18.2 

a 0.0 

1 9.1 

o 0.0 

1 9.1 

-.i .1hL 
11 100.1% 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
3 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 

1 

11 

o 
a 
a 
7 

-2.. 
26 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

11.5 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3.8 

42.3 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

26.9 

ll:..L 
99.9% 

a 
a 
5 

o 
o 
4 

a 
a 
1 

a 
1 

a 
12 

o 

4 

17 

a 
a 
a 

11 

.M. 
81 

0.0% 

0.0 

6.2 

0.0 

0.0 

4.9 

0.0 

0.0 

1.2 

0.0 

1.2 

0.0 

14.8 

0.0 

4.9 

21.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

13.6 

32.1 

99.9% 

a 
a 
2 

a 
a 
a 
a 
1 

1 

a 
2 

a 
4 

a 

a 
7 
a 
a 
a 
3 

-2. 
26 

0.0% 

0.0 

7.7 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3.8 

3.8 

0.0 

7.7 
0.0 

15.4 

0.0 

0.0 

26.9 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

11.5 

23.1 

9\Q.9% 

a 0.0% 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

2 66.7 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 2hL 
3 100.0% 

• 

..... 
o w 



Car Post Sector 

Police Sergeant 

\;'outh Bureau 

FPV Specials 

Tactical Squad 

Special Services 

Red 

Mobile Van 

Park Police 

Ambulance 

Motorcycles 

Post Number 

\<-9 Corps 

Special 

Board of Education 

Headquarter, 2nd, 
3rd, Precinct 

Green 

Accident Cars 

Detective Bureau 

Claims Car 

Blue 

Totals 

Continued 

• • 

Theater 

Tnbl<.! III-14 
(Continued) 

CAR POST SeCTOR BY INCIDENT LOCATION T\;'PE 

Location Type 

Government 
School, Library Building Church Private Auto 

Private 
Motorcycle Private Bus Private Truc!!. 

Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 33.3 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 33.3 

1 33.3 

3 99.9% 

• 

a 
o 
o 
a 
o 
5 

a 
a 
5 

a 
a 
a 
2 

6 

1 

18 

1 

a 
a 
8 

II 
58 

0.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

8.6 

0.0 

0.0 

8.6 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3.4 

10.3 

1.7 

31.0 

1.7 

0.0 

0.0 

13.8 

~ 

99.8% 

• 

o 0.0% 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 4.5 

o 0.0 

2 9.1 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

10 45.5 

o 0.0 

1 4.5 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 9.1 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 9.1 

~ .J&:1... 
22 100.0% 

• 

o O.mi 
o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 14.3 
o 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 14.3 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 14.3 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

3 112.9 

1 ..Ji:.L 
7 100.1% 

• 

2 0.4% 

1 0.2 

8 1. 7 

4 0.9 

2 0.4 

69 15.0 

2 0.4 

a 0.0 

16 3.5 

1 0.2 

2 0.4 

a 0.0 

12 2.6 

o f\" J 

36 7.8 

127 27.7 

13 2.8 

4 0.9 

1 0.2 

79 17.2 

...rul .!.?.d.. 
459 99.7% 

• 

a 0.0% 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

3 60.0 

1 20.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 ~ 
5 100.0% 

• 

a 0.0% 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 50.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 50.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

.Q. --.9.:..Q... 

2 100.0% 

• 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 7.1 

o 0.0 

3 21. 4 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 14.3 

1 7.1 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

4 28.6 

...1 ~ 
14 99.9% 

• • 



• 

Car Post SE.'ctor 

Police Sergeant 

Youth Bureau 

Fl'V Specials 

Tactical Squad 

Special Services 

Red 

Mobile Van 

Park Police 

Ambulance 

Motorcycles 

Post Number 

K-9 Corps 

Special 

• 

Board of Education 

Headquarter, 2nd 
3rd, Precinct 

Green 

Accident Cars 

Detective Bureau 

Claims Car 

Blue 

Amber 

Totals 

Missing Cases 

• 

Commullity 
Auto 

Number Percent 

o 0.0% 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 25.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 25.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 25.0 

!~ 

4 100.0% 

5687 

• • • 

Table l:Ir-14 
(Continued) 

• 

CAR POST SECTOR BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Conununity 
Taxi 

Location Type 

Conununity Community 
Bus Truck 

Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent 

1 25.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

o 
o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 
a 
o 
a 
a 
a 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

25.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 25.0 

1. ...ll.:..<L 
4 100.0% 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
a 
a 
o 
o 
a 
o 
o 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 100.0 

.Q. ~ 

1 100.0% 

a 
a 
a 
o 
o 
o 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
o 
o 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

o 0.0 

2 33.3 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

2 33.3 

1 33.3 

6 99.9% 

Sidewalk 

~ Percent 

a 0.0% 

a o.n 
1 1.1 

5 5.6 

a 0.0 

8 8.9 

1 1.1 

a 0.0 

11 12.2 

a 0.0 

2 2.2 

a 0.0 

2 2.2 

a 0.0 

1 

24 

a 
a 
o 

13 

II 
90 

1.1 

26.7 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1'1.4 
24.4 

99.9% 

• • 

Street Water Other 

~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent 

1 0.7% 

a . 0.0 

lt: 7.2 

1 0.7 

a 0.0 

18 12.9 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

11 7.9 

1 0.7 

1 0.7 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

6 

35 

1 

1 

a 
29 

~ 

139 

4.3 
25.2 

0.7 

0.7 

0.0 

20.:} 

lld.. 
99.9% 

o 0.0% 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 100.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

.Q. -1L:..Q... 

1 100.0% 

a 
1 

2 

1 

a 
5 

a 
a 

16 
a 
1 

1 

3 

1 

0.0% 

1.6 

3.1 

1.6 
0.0 

7.8 

0.0 

0.0 

:!5.0 

0.0 

1.6 

1.6 
4.7 

1.6 

1 1.6 

9 14.1 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

9 14.1 

li 2h.9_ 
64 100.3% 

• 



Table III-15 
i-' 

TUm INCIDENT OCCURRED (AU-PH) BY 0 
0'\ 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (Honth) 

Month 

January Fehruary March April May June 

Time Number Percent Number Percent Number Pet"cent Number P..ercent Number Percent Number Percent ---
"PM 356 66.7% 308 62.9% 281 67.7% 232 60.7% 249 62.3% 238 64.3% 

AM 173 33.3 182 37.1 134 32.3 150 39~3 151 37.8 132 35.7 ---
Totals )34 100.0% 490 100.0% 415 100.0% 382 100.0% 400 100.1% 370 100.0% 

Month 

July August September October November De.cember 

Time Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent _._-

PM 189 68.7% 227 76. 7% 201 68.6% 232 60.3% 206 63.6% 141 72.7% 

AM ~- 31.3 69 23.3 92 31.4 153 39.7 118 36.4 53 27.3 

T.Jta1s 275 100.0% 296 100.0% 293 100.0% 385 100.0% 324 100.0% 194 100.0% 

• • • • • • • • • 



• • • 

January 

Time Number Percent 

3lMto 2 AM 350 61.5% 

31Mto2AM 219 38.5 

Totals 569 100.0% 

July 

Time Number Percent 

3 PM to 2 AM 181 64.4% 

31M to 2 i>M 100 35.6 

Tot;;!.ls, 281 100.0% 

_RUM 

• • • • • • 

Tab1e~ III-16 

Turn INCIDENT OCCURRED (3 PM/2:59 A1:1-3 Al~/2:59 PM) 
BY DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (NONTH) 

Month 

February March AEril May 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

332 61. 7% 266 61.7% 232 58.9% 251 61.8% 

206 38.3 165 38.3 162 41.1 155 38.2 

538 100.0% 431 100.0% 394 100.0% 406 100.0% 

Month 

August September October NovembE.'L-

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ----
196 61.6% 187 60.5% 233 59.3% 197 60.1% 

122 38.4 122 39.5 160 ~40. 7 131 39.9 

318 100.0% 309 100.0% 393 . 100.0% 328 100.0% 

• • 

June 

Number Percent 

241 64.1% 

132- 35.9 ---
376 100.0% 

December 

Number Percent 

126 63.3% 

73 36.7 

199 100.0% 

~. I 



One 

Number Percent 

January 2l 11.8% 

February 26 14.6 

March 16 9.0 

April 17 9.6 

May 21 11.8 

June 19 10.7 

July 9 5.1 

August 6 3.4 

September 8 4.5 

October 19 10.7 

November 10 5.6 

December _6---1.:..L 

Totals 178 100.2% 

Continued 

• • 

Table TII-17 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) llY TDIE INCIDENT OCCURRED (24 HOUR CLOCK) 

Two 

Number Percent 

19 15.2% 

18.4 

13 10.4 

12 9.6 

10.4 

7 5.6 

8 6.4 

2 1.6 

4 3.2 

10 8.0 

12 9.6 

125 100.0% 

• 

Three 

~Percent 

• 

16 

'9 

12 

8 

4 

10 

9 

4 

12 

8 

6 

102 

15.7% 

8.8 

11.8 

7.8 

8.8 

3.9 

11.8 

7.8 

5.9 

99.9% 

• 

6 

5 

6 

8 

3 

Four 

3 

3 

2 

2 

4 

5 

49 

Hours 

Five 

Number Percent 

:U.2% 

10.2 

12.2 

16.3 

6.1 

6.1 

6.1 

4.1 

4.1 

8.2 

10.2 

99.9% 

• 

2 

2 

4 

3 

1 

4 

5.7% 

5.7 

11.4 

8.6 

2.9 

11.4 

2 5.7 

1 2.9 

6 17.1 

1 2.9 

7 20.0 

35 100.0% 

• 

Six 

Number Percent 

7 

5 

" 

11 

9 

3 

8 

4 

4 

7 

7 

75 

9.3% 

6.7 

9.3 

14.7 

12.0 

4.0 

10.7 

5.3 

5.3 

9.3 

9.3 

-~ 

99.9% 

• 

Seven 

Number Percent 

9 

11 

8 

12 

6 

11. 8% 

14.5 

10.5 

15.8 

7.9 

10.5 

I"~ 5.3 

4 5.3 

4 5.3 

5 6.6 

3 3.9 

76 100.0% 

• 

Number Percent 

17 13.2% 

15 11.6 

11 8.5 

18 14.0 

11 8.5 

11 8.5 

4 3.1 

9 7.0 

5 3.9 

16 12.4 

9 7.0 

129 100.0% 

• • 



• • 

Nine 

~ Percent 

January Zl 10.9% 

February 24 12.5 

March 15 7.8 

April 19 9.9 

May 19 9.9 

,June 15 7.8 

July 17 8.9 

August 9 4.7 

Sept~mber 12 6.3 

October 16 8.3, 

Noven.ber 17 8. 9 

December --.!!."~ 

Totals 192 100.1% 

'Continued 

(; 

• • • • 

Table III-17 
(Continued) 

• • 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) BY TI~ffi !NCIDENT OCCURRED (24 HOUR CLOCK) 

Hours 

Ten Eleven Twelve Thirteen Fourteen 

~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

33 15.5% 18 9.9% 25 11.7% 37 14.6% 28 12.2% 

32 15.0 21 11.6 28 13.1 25 9.8 29 12.6 

16 7.5 17 9.4 18 8.4 27 10.6 24 10.4 

16 7.5 11 6.1 19 8.9 22 8.7 15 6.5 

25 11. 7 12 6.6 30 14.0 14 5.5 Zl 9.1 

13 6.1 19 10.5 20 9.3 14 5.5 15 6.5 

4 1.9 11 6.1 9 4.2 17 6.7 12 5.2 

13 6.1 17 9.4 4 1.9 29 1,[.4 26 11.3 

16 7.5 J,:; 8.3 11 5.1 17 6.7 18 7.8 

23 10.8 23 12.7 22 10.3 21 8.3 14 6.1 

16 7.5 12 6.6 15 7 ;0., 19 7.5 15 6.5 

-1d. ~ 

213 99.9% 181 100.0% 214 100.0% 254 100.0% 230 -99.9% 

• 

Fifteen 

~ Percent 

28 11.,5,% 

25 10.3 

25 10.3 

17 7.0 

20 8,,2 

11 4.5 

15 6.2 

26 10.7 

23 9.5 

16 6.6 

21 8.6 

243 100.0% 

\', 

• 

Sixteen 

32 11.2% 

45 15.7 

26 9.1 

23 8.0 

27 9.4 

25 8.7 

19 6.6 

23 8.0 

18 6.3 

16 5.6 

20 7.0 

286 99.8% 

\\ 

• 

..... 
o 
\0 



January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Totals 

Seventeen 

Number Percent 

37 

28 

24 

18 

20 

18 

13 

25 

19 

19 

18 

14.5% 

11.0 

9.4 

7.1 

7.8 

7.1 

5.1 

9.8 

7.5 

7.5 

7.1 

255 100.2% 

Missing Cases 3475 

• • 

Table III-17 
(Continued) 

---~-----

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (HONTH) BY TDfF. INCIDENT OCCURRED (24 HOUR CLOCK) 

Eighteen 

~ Percent 

33 

19 

21 

14 

20 

22 

22 

17 

22 

13 

13 

::'4.5% 

8.4 

9.3 

6.2 

8.8 

9.7 

9.7 

7.5 

9.7 

5.7 

5.7 

4.8 .-
227 100.0% 

• 

Nineteen 

~Percent 

35 

28 

15 

17 

18 

23 

24 

24 

12 

22 

21 

13.9% 

11.2 

6.0 

6.8 

7.2 

9.2 

9.6 

9.6 

4.8 

8.8 

8.4 

.Jd ~ 
251 100.3% 

• 

Hours 

Twenty 

Number Percent 

29 

20 

28 

],0 

19 

24 

15 

7 

18 

22 

14 

13.5% 

9.~ 

13.0 

4.7 

8.8 

11.2 

7.0 

3.3 

8.4 

10.2 

6.5 

_9 ~ 

215 100.1% 

Twenty-one 

Number Percent 

• 

35 

34 

30 

32 

26 

21 

13 

17 

22 

301 

11.6% 

11.3 

10.0 

10.6 

8.6 

7.0 

4.3 

5.6 

7.3 

11. 6 

6.6 

..2.:.L 

• 

Twenty-two 

~ Percent 

33 

30 

24 

32 

23 

36 

19 

15 

10 

24 

20 

L!.O% 

10.9 

8.7 

11.6 

8.4 

13.1 

6.9 

5.5 

3.6 

8.7 

7.3 

_9 .-hL 

275 100.0% 

• 

Twenty-three 

Number Percent 

25 

28 

20 

11 

29 

22 

17 

18 

14 

15 

20 

_8 

227 

11.0% 

12.3 

8.8 

~.8 

12.8 

9.7 

7.5 

7.9 

6.2 

6.6 

8.8 

..1d.. 
99.9% 

. I 
'\" __ J 

'" 

Twenty-four 

Number Percent 

23 

26 

24 

29 

15 

13 

7 

16 

17 

22 

8 

-2. 

209 

11.0% 

12.4 

11.5 

13.9 

7.2 

6.2 

3.3 

8.1 

10.5 

3.8 

~ 

99.9% 

• • [) 



. ' • • • • • • • • • • 

Table III-18 

Tr~1E INCIDENT OCCURRED (A.M.-P.H.) BY NEWCRIME 

Crime Code 
~lotor Vehicle Disorderly Family Property 

Robbcrl Assault Bur~larl !:,arcenl LE $50 ~ceny GE $50 Theft Conduct Offenses Dnmn~e 

Time Number Percent ~~t ~Percent ~E.e~ ~~'1!. ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~Percent 

PM 34 87.2% 142 68.6% 95 56.5% 142 78.9% 133 65.5% 232 54.5% 143 71.1% 105 74.5% 167 64.7% 

AM 2- ~ ..:§. ..ll:.L ...1l ...1hL .l! ~ ..JJ.. ..1i:.L .!2.1. 45.5 2§. 28.!) 36 .3hL J!.!. ~ 

Totals 39 100.0% 207 100.0\ 1613 100.0% 180 100.0% 203 100.0% 426 100.0% 201 100.0% 141 100.0% 258 100.0% 

Continued 
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Table III-18 
(Continued) 

TI~IE INCIDENT OCCURRED (A.N.-P.N.) BY ~EHCRIME 

_____________________________ .l.Crime Code' _________________________ , ___ _ 

Nuisanc(>s Alarms 

Time Number Percent Number Percent 

PM 264 65.8% 181 53.4% 

AM 137 34.2 158 46.6 

Totals 401 100.0% 339 100.0% 

Missing Cases 3654 

.-_7:-

• • 

Motor Vehicle 
VlOlations 

Number Percent 

129 69.4", 

57 30.6 

186 100.0% 

• 

~Iedical 
Problems 

~Percent 

330 62.09• 

202 38.0 

532 100.0% 

• 

~lisce1l3neous 

Juvenile Other-Person Other-ProEerty Vice No Incident 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ------

296 72.5% 171 66.3% 103 66. 5~. 90 71.4% 107 79. 3~, 

112 27.5 87 33.7 52 33.5 36 ~ 28 20." 

408 100.0% 258 100.0% 155 100.09• 126 100.0% 135 100.0% 

• • • • • 

I-' 
I-' 
N 

• 



e •• • • • • • • • • 

Table III-19 

TIME INCIDENT OCCURRED (3 P.H./2 A.H.-3 A.H.-2 P.H.) BY NEI-ICRlME 

Crime Code 

Motor Vehicle Disorderly Family Property 
Robber~ Assault Bur&lar~ Larcenl LE S50 Larceny GE $50 Theft Conduct Offenses Damage 

Time Number Per~ Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ------
3 PM to 2 AM 31 77 .5% 145 69.4~.; 92 51.4% 118 63.8% 120 56.6% 236 54. 4~. 148 72.5% 104 74.3% 173 65. O~· 

3 AM to 2 PM 9 2::.5 ..M. 30.6 87 48.6 67 36.2 92 43.4 198 45.6 56 27.S 36 25.7 93 35.0 

Totals 40 100.0% 2{)9 100.0·. 179 100.0% 185 100.0·. 212 100.0% 434 100.0% 204 100.0% 140 100.09• 266 100.0". 

Crime 'Code . 
Motor Vehicle Medical Miscellii'iieous----- -- -----

Nuisances Alarms Violations Problems Juvenile Other-Person Other-Pro2ert~· Vice No Incident 

Time Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
~-----

3 PM to 2M! 262 50.8% 197 57.9% 120 64.2% 317 59.3% 266 64.9% 177 66.0% 96 60.8% 91 70.0% 102 76.1% 

3 AM to 2 PM 254 ~ 143 42.1 67 35.8 218 40.7 144 35.1 91 34.0 62 39.2 .39 30.0 32 23.9 

Totals 516 100.0% 340 100.0% 187 100.0% 535 100.0% 410 100.0% , 268 100.0% 158 100.0% 130 100.0% 134 100.0% 

Missing Cases 3470 



Hours 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Robbery 

Number Percent 

1 2.5% 

o 0.0 

1 2.5 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

1 2.5 

a 0.0 

o 0.0 

2.5 

2 5.0 

3 7.5 

1 2. S 

4 10.0 

3 7.5 

1 2.5 

4 10.0 

2 5.0 

4 10.0 

6 15.0 

3 7.5 

3 7.5 

o 0.0 

Totals 40 100.0% 

Cnntinuecl 

• • 

Assault 

Number Percent 

13 6.2% 

8 3.8 

9 4.3 

2 1.0 

1 0.5 

3 1.4 

o 0.0 

2 1.0 

1 0.5 

7 3.3 

8 3.8 

11 5.3 

13 6.2 

7 3.3 

13 6.2 

7 3.3 

12 5.7 

17 8.1 

~4 6.7 

12 5.7 

10 4.8 

15 7.2 

17 8.1 

7 3.3 

209 99.7% 

• 

Table r!I-20 

TIME INCIDENT OCCURRED (24 HOUR CLOCK) ny NEWCRIME 

Crime Code 

Burglary 

~Percent 

4 2.2% 

6 3.4 

9 5.0 

5 2.8 

4 2.2 

4 2.2 

8 4.5 

9 5.0 

6 3.4 

8 4.5 

7 3.9 

6 3.4 

7 3.9 

14 7.8 

4 2.2 

7 3.9 

12 6.7 

4 2.2 

12 6.7 

6 3.4 

14 7.8 

6 3.4 

8 4.5 

9 5.0 

179 100.0% 

• 

Larceny LE $50 Larceny GE $50 

~ Percent Number Percent 

5 2.7% 8 3. 8~. 

3 1.6 2 0.9 

1 0.5 7 3.3 

o 0.0 3 1.4 

1 0.5 4 1.9 

2 1.1 4 1.9 

2 1.1 5 2.4 

2 ~.1 9 4.2 

3 1.6 4 1.9 

9 4.9 6 2.8 

6 3.2 12 5.7 

7 3.8 12 5.7 

17 9.2 12 5.7 

17 9.2 14 6.6 

11 5.9 17 8. a 
20 10.8 16 7.5 

14 7.6 8 3.8 

11 5.9 14 6.6 

15 8.1 5 2.4 

6 3.2 10 4.7 

8 4.3 17 8.0 

7 3.8 7 3.3 

4 2.2 4 1.9 

14 7.6 12 5.7 

185 99.9% 212 100.1% 

• • 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 

Number ~e.!!!. 

21 4.8% 

13 3.0 

12 2.8 

4 0.9 

2 0.5 

13 3.0 

12 2.8 

21 4.8 

27 6.2 

25 5.8 

19 4.4 

32 7.4 

12 2.8 ' 

19 4.4 

16 3.7 

23 5.3 

24 5.5 

18 4.1 

16 3.7 

10 2.3 

28 6.5 

26 6.0 

25 5.8 

16 3.7 

434 100.2% 

e· 

Disorderly 
Conduct 

Number Percent 

6 2.9% 

10 4.9 

4 2.0 

2 1.0 

a 0.0 

1 0.5 

2 1.0 

2 1.0 

2 1.0 

6 2.9 

8 3.9 

16 7.8 

7 3.4 

6 2.9 

16 7.8 

16 7.8 

7 3.4 

16 7.8 

15 7.4 

13 6.4 

18 8.8 

20 9.8 

7 3.4 

4 2.0 

204 99.3% 

• 

Family 
Offenses 

Number Percent 

8 5.7% 

2 1.4 

1 0.7 

2 1.4 

2 1.4 

4 2.9 

a 0.0 

1 0.7 

3 2.1 

1 0.7 

1 0.7 

11 7.9 

4 2.9 

6 4.3 

5 3.6 

12 8.6 

11 7.9 

5 3.6 

9 6.4 

6 4.3 

15 10.7 

13 9.3 

13 9.3 

5 3.6 

140 99.8% 

• 

Property 
Damage 

Number Percent 

9 3.4% 

9 3.4 

7 2.6 

5 1.9 

o 0.0 

2 0.8 

3 1.1 

9 3.4 

14 5.3 

12 4.!> 

5 1.9 

17 6.4 

9 3.4 

10 3.8 

7 2.6 

14 5.3 

21 7.9 

14 5.3 

13 4.9 

24 9.0 

25 9.4 

14 5.3 

11 4.1 

12 4.5 

266 100.2% 

• 



• 

~uisances 

Hours Number Percent 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

5 

9 

8 

o 
2 

1 

3 

17 

53 

34 

37 

6 

53 

40 

47 

29 

23 

14 

23 

13 

20 

28 

16 

35 

1.0% 

1.7 

1.6 

0.0 

0.4 

0.2 

0.6 

3.3 

10.3 

6.6 

7.2 

1.2 

10.3 

7.8 

9.1 

5.6 

4.5 

2. '1 

4.5 

2.5 

3.9 

5.4 

3.1 

6.8 

Totals 516 100.3% 

Missing Cases 3470 

• 

Alarms 

Number Percent 

17 5.0·, 

14 4.1 

11 3.2 

6 1.8 

10 2.9 

16 4.7 

14 4.'1 

8 2.4 

14 It. 1 

11 3.2 

10 1.9 

28 8.2 

7 2.1 

8 2.4 

14 4.1 

14 4.1 

16 4.7 

20 5.9 

16 4.7 
" 20 5.9 

17 5.0 

22 6.5 

17 5.0 

10 2.9 

340 99.!}% 

• '. • 

Tahll' ITT-ZO 
(Continued) 

• 

TIl-IE INCIDE:-lT OCCURRED (24 H(1UR CLOCK) BY NmCRIME 

~fotor Vehicle 
Violations 

Number Percent ---_._-
4 2.1% 

6 3.2 

o 0.0 

1 0.5 

o 0.0 

6 3.2 

1 0.5 

5 2.7 

8 4.3 

11 5.9 

5 2.7 

10 5.3 

14 7.5 

6 3.2 

10 5.3 

13 7.0 

5 2.7 

9 4.8 

10 5.3 

11 5.9 

179.1 

14 7.5 

13 7.0 

_8 4.3 

187 100.0% 

~ledicn1 
Problems 

~ Percent 

23 4.3% 

17 3.2 

11 2.1 

9 1.7 

8 1.5 

9 1.7 

17 3.2 

21 3.9 

19 3.6 

29 5.4 

26 4.9 

15 2.8 

27 5.0 

27 5.0 

18 3.4 

30 5.6 

33 {,.2 • 

31 5.8 

3'1 6.9 

22 4.1 

29 5.4 

31 5.8 

22 4.1 

24 4.5 

535 100.1\ 

Cl'ime Code 

~fiscellnncous 

Juvenile 

Number Percent 

13 3.29. 

6 1.5 

3 0.7 

4 1.0 

1 0.2 

3 0.7 

3 0.7 

7 1.7 

18 4.4 

26 6.3 

18 4.4 

11 2.7 

24 5.9 

26 6.3 

22 5.4 

36 8.8 

33 8.0 

23 5.6 

32 7.8 

25 6.1 

2S 6.1 

20 4.9 

10 2.4 

21 5.1 

410 99.9% 

Other-Person 

Number Percent -------
19 7.1 % 

7 2.6 

8 3.0 

5 1.9 

o 0.0 

3 1.1 

7 1.1 

6 2.2 

8 3.0 

16 6.0 

7 2.6 

10 3.7 

13 4.9 

12 4.5 

19 7.1 

13 4.9 

16 6.0 

10 3.7 

12 4.5 

12 4.5 

16 6.0 

19 7.1 

24 9.0 

.l.Q. 3.7 

268 100.2% 

• 

Other-Property 

Number Percent 

9 5.7% 

5 3.2 

6 3.8 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 1.3 

3 1.9 

7 4.4 

5 3.2 

5 3.2 

7 4.4 

4 2.5 

IS 9.5 

8 5.1 

9 5.7 

13 8.2 

S 3.2 

5 3.2 

7 4.4 

6 3.8 

11 7.0 

10 6.3 

7 4.4 

9 5.7 

158 100.1% 

• 

Vice 

Number Percent 

10 7.7 9• 

5 3.8 

2 1.5 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

2 1.5 

o 0.0 

0.8 

4 3.1 

3 2.3 

2 1.5 

9 6.9 

10 7.7 

6 4.6 

5 3.8 

7 5.4 

6 4.6 

3 2.3 

6 4.6 

7 5.4 

14 10.8 

10 7.7 

10 7.7 

8 ...hL 
130 99.9% 

• 

No Incident 

~ Percent 

4 3. O~, 

3 2.2 

2 1.5 

0.7 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

0.-

3 2.2 

4 3.n 

2 1.5 

7 5.2 

8 6.0 

4 3.0 

6 4.5 

13 9.7 

8 6.0 

9 6.7 

7 5.2 

8 6.0 

11 8.2 

l.l 8.2 

16 11.9 

6 4.5 

134 99.99• 

• 



~Iurder­
Manslaughter 

Table III-21 

DATE INCIDEt-:T OCCURRt:Ll (HONTH) BY NEIoICRUlE 

Crime Code 

Motor Vehicle Disorderly 
_-,-,Ro~b:.:bc:.e.::..ry,--___ .:..;A::.;ss:.:a;.;.;u.;;:.lt.::..-__ ---"B..:;;ur;;.,g""'l;.,:;:a..:.l·y'--_ Larceny LE $50 Larceny. GE $50 Theft Conduct 

Family 
Offenses 

Property 
Damage 

Month Number Percent ~ber Percent Number Percent Number t"~ ~umber ~~ ~ Perc~ ~~ Percent Number Percent Number Per.:e!lt~ PcrcNlt. 

January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Totals 

Continued 

• 

1 100.00B 10 16.9°0 27 

o 0.0 2 3.4 14 

o O. (l 5 8.5 35 

o 0.0 3 5. I 18 

o 0.0 4 6.8 35 

o 0.0 4 6.8 38 

o 0.0 6 1.0.2 35 

o O. (I 3 5.1 32 

o 0.0 5 8.5 33 

o 0.0 4 6.8 29 

o 0.0 9 15.3 33 

o 0.0 ...i 6.8 .2i 

59 100.2% 353 

• • 

7.6°. 38 10.3'~ 33 10.3°. 16 3.8r• 83 10.7', 23 6.9% 20 8.6', 55 9. 7~. 

4.0 24 6.3 23 7.2 36 8.5 65 8.4 26 7.8 22 9.4 60 10.5 

9.9 34 8.9 24 7.5 23 5.4 63 8.1 32 9.6 28 12.0 45 7.9 

5.1 26 6.B 2B 8.B 32 7.5 57 7.3 32 9.6 22 £1.1 56 9.8 

9.9 3C1 7.9 26 B.l 3B B.9 70 9.0 33 9.9 21 9.0 45 7.9 

10.8 33 B.7 27 B.4 37 8.7 5B 7.S 32 9.6 20 8.6 43 7.6 

9.9 26 6.8 17 5.3 43 10.1 46 5.9 38 lL4 15 6.4 37 6.5 

9.1 215 6.6 411 15.0 44 10.4 56 7.2 21 6.3 18 7.7 49 8.6 

9.3 34 B.9 31 9.7 49 11.5 54 7.0 20 6.0 19 8.2 42 7.4 

8.2 28 7.4 24 7.5 37 8.7 77 9.9 35 10.5 16 6.9 57 10.0 

9.3 47 12.4 25 7.8 36 B.5 64 3.2 24 7.2 12 !7,.2 43 :>.6 

6.8 35 9.2 14 4.4 34~. 83 10.7 17 5.1 -1Q..~ 37 ~ 

99.9% 380 99.9% 320 100.0% 425 100.0% 776 99.9% 333 99.9% 233 ]00.0% 569 100.0% 

• '. • • • • " • 
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Tabl c III-21 
(Continued) 

• 

DATE INCIDENT OCClIRRI.lD (NONTIl) BY N£1vCRIHE 

• • • 

_____________________________________________________ ~C~r~rm~e ____________________________________________________ _ 

Nuisances Alarms 

January 68 8. n 44 8.0'\, 

February 77 9.8 58 10.6 

l-Iarch 88 11. 2 47 8. 6 

April b2 7.9 40 7.3 

~Iay 71 9.1 44 8.0 

June 73 9.3 47 8.6 

July 69 8.8 47 8.6 

August 80 10.2 57 10.4 

September 59 7.5 41 7.5 

October 53 6.8 33 6.0 

November 49 6.3 5Q 9.1 

December .E- ~ ..i!. -1.:..§.... 

Totals 784 100.1% 549 100.2% 

Missing Cases 638 

~Iotor Vehicle 
Violations 

Medical 
Problems 

33 10.2% 76 9.3~ 

30 9.2 64 7.9 

31 9.5 57 7.0 

26 8.0 73 9.0 

24 7.4 78 9.6 

33 10.2 81 9.9 

31 9.5 73 9.0 

23 7.1 68 8.3 

20 6.2 63 7.7 

28 8.6 64 7.9 

24 7.4 58 7.1 

..E. ~ 60 7.4 

325 100.1% 815 100.1% 

~fiscellaneous 
_J~l_e_ Other-Person Other-Property Vice No Incident 

69 10.0°. 46 10.5% 26 9.6% 21 9.9% 2!~ 12.3% 

42 6.1 47 10.7 27 9.9 16 7.5 13 5.7 

58 8.4 40 9.1 16 5.9 24 11.3 17 7.5 

72 10.5 27 6.2 23 8.5 22 10.3 25 11. 0 

81 11.8 38 8.7 31 11.4 17 8.0 32 14.0 

74 10.8 49 11.2 21 7.7 15 7.0 29 12.7 

59 8.6 31 7.1 22 8.1 19 8.9 24 10.5 

64 9.3 35 8.0 27 9.9 16 7.5 17 7.5 

45 6.5 27 6.2 16 5.9 20 9.4 5 2.2 

48 7.0 28 6.4 27 9.9 15 7.0 8 3.5 

41 6.0 30 6.8 27 9.9 16 7.5 16 7.0 

35 5.1 ...1!. 9.3 9 3.3 .B. 5.6 14 6.1 

688 100.1% 439 100.2'0 272 100.0\ 213 99.9\ 228 100.0% 

• 



Table III-22 

TI~fE INCIDENT OCCURRED (A.H.-P.N.) BY CAR POST SECTOR 

___________________________________________________________ C~·ar_P~~r __ , ___ . ____ • __________ _ 

Police 
Sergennt 

Youth 
Bureau Dog War4len FPV Specials 

Tactical 
Squad 

Special 
S('rvices Red ~fobile Van Park Police Ambulance Motorcvcles .. - ( .. -

Time Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~umber Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Per.::ent -- ,- '-' ._------------------------_. __ .---
PM 2 25.09, 35 79.5% 150 66.4°0 147 71 . 7~. 32 58.2". 14 63.6·0 301 61.4% 8 100.0% :2 66.7·0 266 61. 4~6 9 100.01, 

AM 6 ~ ~ 20.5 76 ~ 58 28.3 :£ 41.8 8 2.6~_ ~ 31lo 6 0 --Q.JL 1 ~...L 167 38,6 0 ~-
Totals 8 100.0"0 44 100.0% 226 100.0°. 205 100.0% 55 100.0°. 22 100.0% 490 100.0% 8 100.0% 3 100.0°" 433 100.0". 9 100.0~, 

Car Post Sector 

Board of Headquarter, al1, Detective 
Post Number K-9 Cores Seecia1 Education 3rd Precinct Green Accident Cars Bureau Claims Car Blue Amber 

Time Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number ~. Number Percent Number Percent Number ?~~~t. 

~I 14 70.0% 7 77.8% 116 77.3% 8 100.0% 81 66.4% 664 64.0% 52 94.5% 37 82.2% 7 58. 3~6 431 67.4% 466 63.:;', 

AM ...i .1..Q.:..Q... 2 22.2 34 22.7 P. --2.:.Q... ....1l ...E..:L 374 ~ 3 ~ -! ~ 5 ...1h.L 208 ..:'?1.:L 270 ..12..:.L 
Thtals 20 100.0% 9 100.0% ISO 100.0% 8 100.0% 122 100.0% 1038 100.0% 55 100.0% 45 100.0% 12 100.0% 639 100.0% 736 100.0". 

Missing Cases 3680 

• • • • • • • • • • • 



• • • • • • • • • • • 

Tuble III-23 

TIME INCIDEl'.'T OCCURRED (3 P.M./2 A.H.-3 A.M./2 P.M.> BY GRID 

Grid 

002 003 • 004 008 009 0010 0011 0015 0016 

Time Number Pc!"cent Number Percent ~ Percent Number f.~EE.!:r! t>:umber Percent Number Percent Number teE-ent Number Percent Number Percent ------- -------
3 P~I to 2 ~I 23 82.1% 59 7S.69• 26 78.8% 22 59.5°. 139 64.7 9• 44 62.0% 57 63.3% 12 46.2% 59 59. O~. 

3 AM to 2 PM 5 17.9 19 24.4 7 21. 2 15 40.5 76 35.3 27 38.0 33 36.7 14 53.8 41 41.0 

Totals 28 100.0~ 78 100.0°. 33 100.0% 37 100.0% 215 100.0% 71 lOa,. 0% 90 100.0% 26 100.0% 100 100. 09• 

Grid 

0017 0018 0020 0021 0026 0027 008A 008B 

Time Numb~ Percent Numbcr Percellt Number Percent Numiler Percent Number. Percent :-lumber Percent Number ~ Numher Percent 

3 PM to 2 ~I 90 63.49• 20 66.7% 11 29.7% 25 78.1% 21 52.5% 45 59.2% 157 65.7% 34 03. 0°. , 
3 AM to 2 PM 52 36.6 10 33.3 26 70.3 7 21. 9 19 47.5 31 40.8 82 34.3 20 37.0 

Totals 142 100.0% 30 100.0% 37 100.0% 32 100.0% 40 100.0% 76 100.0% 239 100.0~ 54 100.0\ 

Missing Cases 6689 



House Apartment 

Table III-24 

TIME INCIDENT OCCURRED (A.H.-P.H.) BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Hotel, Motel 
Hospital, 

Convalescence 

Location TyPe 

DOl""1itory 
Rooming House Restaurant 

Drive-In, 
Take-Out Bar 

Time ~ Percen.!. Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent XlImber ~~ Number Perce!!! ~ Percent Number Percent 

P~I 175 72.0% 354 68.2% 6 8 50.0·. 6 100.0% 11 52.4"0 3 75.0% 23 65.7% 

AM 68 ~ 165 31.B 2 25.0 8 50.0 o 0.0 10 47.6 12 34.3 

Totals 243 100.0% 519 100.0·. 8 100.0% 16 100.09• 6 100.0% 21 100.09• 35 100.0% 

Loaa t'ion ;"flEe 

Depnrtment Car Lot, Park 
Market Store Small Store Business Bank Gas Station Parkins Recreation Area 

, .. 
Time Number Pe~ Number Percent ~Pe~ ~Perce~ ~Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent -------
m 7 87.5% 29 78.4% 36 62.1% 70 45.89• 4 44.4% 14 70.0% 38 66.7% 19 82.6% 

AM 1 ~ 8 21.6 22 37.9 83 ~ 5 2~ 6 30.0 10 33.3 4 17.4 

Totals 8 100.0% 37 100.0% 58 100.0% 153 100.0% 9 100.0% 20 100.0% 57 100.0% 23 100.0% 

Continued 

• • • • • • • • • 

Liquor Store 

Number Percent ------
4 100. C·, 

o 0.0 

4 100.0·0 

S~ort s Are_l'!!.l 

Number Percent ------
100.0': 

a 0.0 

100. 01, 

• • 
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'ruble III-24 
(Cont inued) 

.-----.-------.------~.------~.~-----. 

THill It\CIDIlNT OCCURRED (A.H. P.H.) BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

_______________________________________________________ ~L~o~ca~t~i~o~n~Typ~e~ ___________________________________ ~ ___________________ ___ 

Government 
Theater School, Librarl Building 

Time :-.lumber Percent Number Percent Number Percerlt ----
PM 3 100. O~o . 23 52.3% 12 57.1% 

~I 0 0.0 21 47.7 9 42.9 

Totals 3 100.0% 44 100.0% 21 100.0% 

Communitl Auto Communitl Taxi COlnInunitl Bus 

Time Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

PM 1 33.39• 2 50.0% 0 0.0% 

~I 2 66.7 2 50.0 1 100.0% 

Totals ;> 100.0% 4 100.0% 1 100.0% 

MisSing Cases 6073 

Private 
Churcl! ___ Priv~e_~ ~jotorc~_ 

~ PeTl;ent Number !:e~ I\umber Percen't 

7 100. O~. 216 59.3% 3 60.09• 

0 -~ 148 40.7 2 40.0 

7 100.0% 364 100.09• 5 100.0% 

Location Type 

Communit~ Truck Sidewalk Street 

Number Percent Number Percent ---- ~umber Percent 

0 0.0% 54 67.5% 118 75.9% 

2 100.0~. 26 32.5 28 24.1 

2 100. 0~6 80 100.0% 116 100.0% 

Private Bus 

Number Percent 

2 100.0% 

0 0.0 

2 100.0% 

Water 

Number Percent 

1 100.0% 

0 0.0 

1 100.0% 

Private Truck 

Number Percent 

5 62.5'!. 

3 37.5 

8 100.0'" 

Other 

Number Percent 

41 67.2% 

20 .E..JL 

61 100.0% 

I-' 
N 
I-' 
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Table 1II-25 

DATE INCIDE~~ OCCURRED (XONTH) BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Car Post Sector 

Police Tactical Special 
Sergeant Youth Bureau Dog Warden FPV SEecials Sguad Services Red ~lobile Van 

~Ionth ~ Percer!l Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent !:!.ul!!!?!:!. Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

January 1 5. (,', 5 6.6'. 48 9.89, 26 7.4 9, 10 11. 6', 3.2% 76 8.9% 0 0.0\'0 

February 6 33. :1 5 6.6 48 9.8 31 8.9 4 ,I. 7 " 12.9 62 7.3 0 0.0 

~Iarch 0 0.0 6 7.9 56 11.4 22 6.3 4 4.7 5 16.1 7i 9.1 10.0 

April 4 22. :1, 4 5.3 37 7.5 28 8.0 4 4.7 2 6.5 53 6.2 0 0.0 
I 

May 0 0,0, 8 10.5 38 7.7 47 13.4 12 14.0 1 3.2 74 8.7 1 10.0 

June 3 16.7 8 10,5 47 9.6 28 8.0 10 11.6 7 22.6 74 8.7 10.0 

July 0 O.Oi 4 5.3 46 9.3 3'] 10.6 7 8.1 3.2 75 8.8 0 0.0 

August 1 5.6 11 14.5 43 8.7 30 8.6 7 8.1 2 6.5 71 8,4 10.0 

September 0 0.0 7 9.2 40 8.1 33 9.4 9 10.5 2 6.5 73 8.6 2 20.0 

October 1 5.6 9 11.8 31 6.3 26 7.4 10 11.6 3 9.7 73 8.6 2 ::!O.O 

November 1 5.6 6 7.9 38 7.7 26 7.4 7 8.1 1 3.2 79 9.3 0 0.0 

December 1 5.6 . 3 3.9 20 4.1 16 4.6 2 2.3 2 6.S 63 7.4 2 20.0 

Totals 18 100.2% 76 100.0% 492 100.0% 350 100.0% 86 100.09, 31 100.1% 850 100.0% 10 100.0% 

Continued 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
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Table III-2~ (Continued 
DATE INCIDENT OCCURRUD (MONTH) BY CAR POST SECTOR 

Car Post Sector 

Board of 
Park Police Ambulance Motorc~cles Post Number K-9 CorES SEecial Education 

Month ~Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~Percent Numb~~~ Number Percent Numb.£!:. Percent 

January 0 0.0% 58 8.9% 0 0.0% 1 3.0% 9. 1~6 12 4.7% 11. 1% 

February 2 28.6 50 7.7 0 0.0 4 12.1 1 9.1 22 8.7 2 22.2 

March 0 0.0 53 8.1 1 8.3 2 6.1 0 0.0 19 7.5 0 o.n 

AprU 0 0.0 54 8.3 0 0.0 5 15.2 0 0.0 25 9.9 2 22.2 

" May 1 14.3 60 9.2 0 0.0 3 9.1 0 0.0 12 4.7 11.1 

June 1 14.3 60 9.2 2 16.7 0 0.0 2 18.2 25 9.9 11.1 

July 2 28.6 54 8.3 2 16.7 3 9.1 0 0.0 21 8.3 11.1 

August 0 0.0 58 8.9 1 8.3 5 15.2 1 9.1 HI ,.5 0 0.0 

September 0 0.0 47 7.2 1 8.3 3.0 {) 0,0 16 6.3 0 0.0 

October 0 0.0 59 9.0 2 16.7 4 12.1 3 27.3 29 11.5 1 11.1 

November 1 14.3 49 7.5 1 8.3 1 3.0 2 18.2 33 13.0 0 0.0 

December 0 0.0 50 7.7 2 16.7 4 12.1 1 9.1 20 7.9 0 ~ 

Totals 7 100.1\ 652 100.0\ 12 100.0\ 33 100.0% 11 100.1\ 253 99.9\ 9 99.9% 

Continued 
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Table III-25 
(Continued) 

DATE INCIDr:~,T OCCURRf;O (~:O:-:Tll) llY CAR POST SECTOR 

Car [lost Sector 

Headquarters. ~u, Detective 
3ru, Precinct Green Acciuent Cars Bureau ~ims Car -~- Amber 

~tonth Numbcr Percent Number Percent Number Perc-ent Number ~ Nu~ber Percent 'iumhcr Percent Number Perce£ 
.~-

January 28 10.9% 163 8.9% 11 11. I'?" 2 1.99• 0 0.0% 140 ll.n 128 9.!}" 

February 31 12.1 152 8.3 7 7.1 2 1.9 I) 0.0 97 8.1 113 Il.'" 

~tarch 23 9.0 159 8.6 9 9.1 11 10.2 S.O 102 8.S 110 8.5 

I\pri 1 16 6.3 172 9.4 8 8.1 11 10.2 S.O 94 7.9 121 ),4 

May 17 1l.6 162 8.8 4 4.0 10 9.3 0 0.0 1.:!5 10.5 135 10.4 

June 19 7.4 181 9.8 8 8,1 10 9.3 0 0.0 108 9.0 110 8.5 

July 14 5.5 152 8.3 11 11.1 12 11.1 0 0.0 96 S.O 92 7.1 

August 22 8.6 159 8.6 7 7.1 12 11.1 0 0.0 101 8.5 127 9.8 

September 20 7.8 149 8.1 7 7.1 7 6.5 0 0.0 73 6.1 93 ?2 

October 18 7.0 143 7.8 11 11.1 10 9.3 5 25.0 83 6.9 85 6.6 

November 30 11.7 118 6.4 10 10.1 12 11.1 9 45.0 80 6.7 94 '1.3 

December 18 ...hQ.... 129 --2JL 6 -2.:.L 9 8.3 .\ .l..Q..JL 96 8.0 86 ~ 

Totals 256 99.9\ 1839 100.0% 99 100.0\ 108 100.2% 20 100.0\ 1195 99.9% 1294 100. C~" 

Missing Cases 376 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
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Table III-26 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) BY GRID 

Grid 

002 003 004 008 009 0010 -_.Q.QlL- 0015 0016 

~!onth ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Numb£!. Percent 

January 

(lebruary 

March 

April 

~!ay 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November· 

December 

Totals 

Continued 

4 8.2% 

6 12.2 

5 10.2 

2 4.1 

3 6.1 

3 6.1 

6 12.2 

2.0 

5 10.2 

5 10.2 

5 10.2 

-i ...hL 

49 99.7'0 

13 

7 

11 

13 

6 

13 

14 

9 

9 

18 

18 

9.0% 

4.9 

7.6 

9.0 

4.2 

9.0 

!). 7 

6.3 

6.3 

12.5 

12.5 

144 100.0% 

4 

5 

6 

3 

5 

2 

2 

6 

3 

7 

6 

7.8% 

9.8 

11.8 

5.9 

9.8 

3.9 

3.9 

11.8 

5.9 

13.7 

11.8 

2 3.9 

51 100.0% 

6 

4 

7 

4 

8 

4 

8 

5 

4 

7 

8 

9.0% 

6.0 

10.4 

6.0 

11.9 

6.0 

11.9 

7.5 

6.0 

10.4 

11.9 

26 

23 

21 

26 

29 

29 

13 

41 

29 

33 

27 

8.0p• 

7.1 

6.5 

8.0 

8.9 

8.9 

4.0 

12.6 

8.9 

10.2 

8.3 

14 

8 

12 

13 

10 

14 

5 

13 

6 

12 

13 

11.2% 

6.4-

9.6 

10.4 

8.0 

11.2 

4.0 

10.4 

4.8 

9.6 

10.4 

18 

10 

16 

12 

14 

21 

14 

12 

as 

10 

12 

10.6% 

5.9 

9.4 

7.1 

8.2 

12.4 

8.2 

7.1 

8.8 

5.9 

7.1 

2 ~ .l! .-!:.L _5.-i&.. 16 9.4 

67 100.0% 325 100.0% 125 100.0\ 170 100.1% 

4 

8 

5 

4 

2 

o 

o 

2 

3 

10 

4 

17.0 

10.6 

10.6 

4.3 

0.0 

0.0 

4.3 

6.4 

21.3 

8,5 

47100.0\ 

17 

14 

14 

12 

11 

17 

15 

16 

13 

11 

12 

164 

10.4% 

11.5 

8.S 

7.3 

6.7 

10.4 

9.1 

9.8 

7.9 

6.7 

7.3 

99.9\ 

• 
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Table III-26 
(ContillucJ) 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) BY GRID 

Grid 

0017 0018 0020 0021 0026 0027 008A 008B 

~Ionth Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent !:lumber ~':..'!E. Number Percent Number Per,:ent ------.--

January 19 7.9% 4 7. So. 4 6. 6~6 5 8.99• 6 8. 3~0 8 6.Q~, 24 6.n 12 12. 4 ~ 

February 20 8.4 2.0 2 3.3 7 12.5 4.2 11 9.0 37 9.5 6 6.:2 

March 22 9.2 6 11.8 0 0.0 3 5.4 9 12,5 11 9.0 28 7.2 11 11 .. , 

April 27 11.3 5 9.8 2 3.3 4 7.1 12 16.7 9 7.4 :)1 7.9 5 .'} .... 

~Iay 21 8.8 3 5.9 2 3.3 5 8.9 9 12.5 13 10.7 45 11.5 6 6.2 

June 18 7.5 3 5.9 6 9.8 5 8.9 4 5.6 11 9.0 37 9.5 8 3.2 

July 19 7.9 6 11.8 9 14.8 7 12.5 .) 4.2 19 15.6 35 9.0 7 7.2 

August 17 7.1 7 13.7 7 11.5 3 5.4 5 6.9 7 5.7 32 8.2 10 10.3 

September 20 8.4 3 5.9 6 9.8 4 7.1 2 2.8 11 9.0 34 8.7 7 ., > 
I .~ 

October 24 10.0 4 7.8 7 11.5 3 5.4 7 9.7 9 7.4 30 7.7 10 10. ) 

November 12 5.0 4 7.8 7 11.5 7 12.5 8 11.1 7 5.7 35 9.0 7 :'.2 

December -1.Q. ~ 2- ~ 9 ....!i.:..L 3 ~ 4 5.6 6 4.9 23 5.9 a d.2 

Totals 239 99.9% 51 100.0'\ 61 100.2% 56 100.0% 72 100.1% 122 100.0% 391 100.2% 97 99.9'\ 

Missing Cases 5786 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
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Table III-27 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location T~e 

Hospital, Dormitory, Drive-In, House AEartment Hotel, Motel Convalescence RoominG House Restaurant Take-Out Bar Liguor Store ~ ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~Percent Number Percent Number Percent January 67 24.0% 125 20.6% 12.5% 4 20.0% 0 0.0% 5 22.7% 25.0% 6 15.4% 2 40.0% February 59 21.1 114 lS.S 12.5 6 30.0 1 12.5 4 lS.2 0 0.0 S 20.5 0 0.0 March 25 9.0 97 16.0 2 25.0 2 10.0 2 25.0 1 4.5 1 25.0 7 17.9 1 20.0 April 25 9.0 69 11.4 1 12.5 3 15.0 3 37.5 4 lS.2 25.0 4 10.3 1 20.0 May 24 S.6 77 12.7 12.5 3 15.0 12.5 0 0.0 1 25.0 5 12.S 1 20.0 June 36 12.9 59 9.7 1 12.5 2 10.0 0 0.0 4 lS.2 0 0.0 3 7.7 0 0.0 July 33 11.S 52 S.6 12.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 lS.2 0 0.0 6 15.4 0 0.0 August 10 3.6 12 2.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 November 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 December -2. 0.0 z ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ --.Q. ~ .Q. 0.0 --.Q. ~ .Q. ~ 
Totals 279 100.0% 607 100.1% S 100.0% 20 100.0% S 100.0% 22 100.0% 4 100.0% 39 100.0\ 5 100.0% 

Continued 
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Tabl e III-27 
(Continued) 

DATE n:CIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location TlEe 

Department Car Lot, Park 
Market Store Small Store Business Bank Gas Station Parking Recreation Area Sl20rts Arena 

Month Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent -------
January 0 0.0·. 6 15.0% 22 31. 9% 50 27.:::% 3 27.3% 4 15.4% 19 25.0% 1 4.0% 33.3'1, 

February 4 50.0 9 22.5 14 20.3 36 19.6 4 36.4 5 19.2 20 26.3 2 8.0 0 0.0 

March 0 0.0 4 10.0 9 13.0 25 13.6 0 0.0 2 7.7 10 13.2 2 8.0 0 0.0 

April 0 0.0 5 12.5 10 14.5 23 12.5 0 0.0 4 15.4 9 11.8 6 24.0 1 33.3 

~!a)' 2 25.0 9 22.5 6 8.7 22 12.0 9.1 6 23.1 3 3.9 8 32.0 0 0.0 

June 1 12.5 4 10.0 6 8.7 15 8.2 1 9.1 3 11.5 5 6.6 4.0 0 0.0 

July 1 12.5 2 5.0 2 2.9 9 4.9 1 9.1 0 0.0 9 11.8 5 20.0 1 33.3 

August 0 0.0 2.5 0 0.0 2 1.1 0 0.0 3.8 1.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

November 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.1 1 9.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

December 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ 0 ~ 3.8 a .Jh!L 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Totals 8 100.0% 40 100.0% 69 100.0% 184 100.2% 11 100.1% 26 99.9% 76 99.9% 25 100.0% 3 99.9% 

Continued 

• • • • • • t • • • • 
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Table III-27 
(Continued) 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED CMONTH) BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

l.ocation Tree 

School, Government Private 
Theater Librar~ Bui 1di.!!lL- Church Private Auto Motorcycle Private Bus Private Truck 

Month ~~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

January 2 66.7\ 10 18.2\ 5 22.7% 0 0.0\ 106 23.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0\ s 35.7% 

February 0 0.0 17 30.9 5 22.7 1 14.3 104 23.3 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 14.3 

March 0 0.0 6 10.9 4 18.2 1 14.3 55 12.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 14.3 

April 1 33.3 3 5.5 3 13.6 0 0.0 44 9.9 3 60.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

May 0 0.0 5 9.1 2 9.1 1 14.3 44 9.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 21.4 

June 0 0.0 10 18.2 0 0.0 3 42.9 46 10.3 2 40.0 0 0.0 7.1 

July 0 0.0 3 5.5 2 9.1 1 14.3 38 8.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

August 0 0.0 1 1.8 1 4.5 0 0.0 9 2.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 7.1 

November 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

December 0 .-Q.:JL ..Q. -2.:.lL 0 ...Q.:E... 0 ~ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 -.!hL 0 0.0 

Totals 3 100.0% 5S 100.1\ 22 99.9\ 7 100.1% 446 100.0\ S 100.0\ 2 100.0\ 14 99.9\ 

Continued 
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Table III-27 
(Continued) 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (HONTH) BY INCIDENT LOCATION TYPE 

Location 'rXEe 

Conununity 
~itX Auto COl\ll1lunitx Taxi Conununitx Bus Truck Sidewalk Street Water Other 

Month Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent Numb~ Percent Number Per~ 

January 0 0.0r. 2 50.0% 0 0.0r. 1 16.7% 15 17.4r. 30 22.2% 0 0.07- 12 18.5% 

February 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 50.0 13 15.1 29 21.5 a 0.0 10 15.4 

March 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 a 0,0 10 11.6 17 12.6 a 0.0 6 9.2 

Arril 0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 10 11.6 14 10.4 a 0.0 11 16.9 

It'lY 2 50.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 1 16.7 15 17.4 17 12,,(; a 0,,0 9 13.8 

June a 0.0 2 50.0 a 0.0 1 16.7 8 9.3 19 14.1 a 0.0 13 20.0 

July 2 50.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 12 14.0 7 5.2 0 0.0 4 6.2 

August 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 3 3.5 0 0.0 1 100.0 a 0.0 

November 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 

December .Q. ~ .Q. ~ .Q. ~ .Q. 0.0 ~ ....Q.JL. _0 -.JhQ... .Q. ~ ~ ~ 

Totals 4 100.0% 4 100.0% 1 100.0r. 6 100.1% 86 99.9% 135 100.1% 1 100.0% 65 100.0% 

Missing Cases 5727 

• • <"" • • • • • • • • • 
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• Table III-28 

TIHE INCIDENT OCCURRED (AM-PM) 
BY TI~m INCIDENT REPORTED (AM-PM) 

• Time Reported 

PM Al-'1 
Time 

Occurred Number Percent Number Percent , 

• 
PM 2643 96.5% 102 7.0% 

• AM ~ 3.5 1365 93.0 

Totals 2738 100.0% 1467 100.0% 

• 

• 

• 

• 



Table III-29 
I-' 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (MONTH) BY DATE INCIDENT REPORTED (~fONTH) 
w 
N 

Date Reported 

Januar~ Februar~ March AEril Ma~ June 
Date 

Occurred, Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ---
January 705 99.3% 6 0.9% 1 0.2% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

February 0 0.0 633 98.3 7 1.1 1 0.2 0 0.0 1 0.1 

March 0 0.0 2 0.3 653 98.2 5 0.8 1 0.1 1 0.1 

April 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 635 98.8 6 0.8 1 0.1 
. 

May 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 1 0.2 710 99.0 6 0.8 

June 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 708 98.7 

July 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 

August 0 '0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

September 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

October 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

November 1 0.1 3 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

December 4 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Totals 710 99. 9~~ 644 99.7% 665 100.3% 643 100.2% 717 99.9% 717 99.8% 

Continued 

• • • • • • • • • • 
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Table III-29 
(Continued) 

DATE INCIDENT OCCURRED (HONTH) BY DATE INCIDENT REPORTED (NONTH) 

Location Type 

July August September -October November December 

Honth Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ---
January 2 0.3% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% a 0.0% 2 0.3 0 0.0% 

Febrtl<i!.}!,'y a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 

Harch 1 0.2 a 0.0 a 0.0 1 0.2 a 0.0 0 0.0 

April 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

May a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

June 4 0.6 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 

July 630 98.6 3 0.4 2 0.3 1 0.2 1 0.2 a 0.0 

August 0 0.0 673 99.6 9 1.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

September 1 0.2 0 0.0 578 98.1 4 0.7 a 0.0 a 0.0 

October a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 603 98.9 6 1.0 :i 0.4 

November 1 0.2 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 594 98.5 5 0.9 

December a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 1 0.2 a 0.0 531 98.7 

I-' w 
Totals 639 99.8% 676 100.0% 589 99.9% 610 100.2% 603 100.0% 538 100.0% 

w 
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Table IV-l 

RESPONSE TIHE BY CRIME CODE 

Crime Type 

Murder- Larceny Less Larceny Greater Motor Vehicle Disorderly Family Property 
Manslaughter Robber~ Assault Buqlar~ Than $50 Than $50 Theft Conduct Offenses Damagf~ 

Response 
Time Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number ,E.ercent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Numbe:,E. Percent !~ ~~ Number Percent 

1- 3 . 
~Ii.Jllltes 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 2 50.0% 10 55.6% 5 38.5% 1 16.7% 9 50.0% 50 62.5% 6 66.7'% 8 34.8~.; 

4- 6 
Minutes 0 0.0 a 0.0 1 25.0 5 27.8 7 53.8 4 66.7 4 2,2.2 3; 37.5· 3 33.3 10 43.5 

7-10 
Minutes a 0.0 a 0.0 1 25.0 3 16.7 1 7.7 1 16.7 3 16,.7 0 0.0 a 0.0 3 13.0 

11 
Minutes 
and 
Above Q. ~ a 0.0 0 ...J!.JL .J!. ...J!.JL a ...Q:.iL 0 0.0 2 ..!l:L a 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.7 

Totals 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 4 100.0% 18 100.0% 13 100.0% 6 100.0% 1.8 100.0% 8 10,0.0% 9 100.0% 23 100.011 

Continued 



Table IV-1 
(Cant inued) 

RESPONSE TIME B'i CRINE CODE 

J~rime Tx!:!e 

Motor Vehicle Modica1 Miscellaneous 
Nuisances Alarms Violations Problems Juvenile Other-Person Other-Pro2ert'L Vice No Incident 

Time 
Response ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent Number Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent ~ Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1- 3 
Minutes 6 54.5% 18 85.7% 4 66.7"1. 6 54.5% 14 50.0% 6 54.5% 1 25.0% 0 0.0% 3 30.0% 

4- 6 
Minutes 3 27.3 3 14.3 2 33.3 1 9.1 7 25.0 3 27.3 2 5{).0 1 100.0 4 40.0 

7-10 
Minutes 0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 4 36.4 6 21.4 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.0 

11 
Minutes 
and Above 2- ....1!h.L ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ -1 ~ -1. .Ed.. .1 -:~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Totals 11 100.0% 21 100.0% 6 100.0% 11 100.0% 28 100.0% 11 100.0% 4 100.0% 1 100.0"1. 10 100.0% 

Missing Cases 7813 

• • • • • • • • • • 
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• 
Table IV-2 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF THE • FOUR MAJOR CAR POST SEC'rORS 

Car Post 
Sectors Number Percent 

• Amber 1314 24.7% 

Blue 1230 23.1 

Green 1906 35.8 • Red -ill. 16.4 

Totals 5322 100.0% 

• Missing Cases 0 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Table IV-3 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF 
MAJOR GRID LOCATIONS • 

Grit! Number Percent 

003 152 10,3% • 
009 345 23.3 

0011 174 11. 7 

0016 168 11.4 • 
0017 246 16.6 

008a 395 26.7 

• Totals 1480 100.0% 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Table IV-4A 

MAJOR CAR POST SECTORS BY CRIME CODE CONTROLLING 
FOR THE 3 P.M. TO 2:59 A.M. TIME SEGMENT 

Car Post Sector 

Red Green Blue 

Crime Code ~£ Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Robbery 4 1.3% 12 1.8% 5 1.2% 

Assault 16 5.1 47 7.2 15 3.7 

Burglary 14 4.5 34 5.2 16 3.9 

Larceny L,ess 
Than $':;0 14 4.5 38 5.8 16 3.9 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 12 3.8 30 4.6 25 6.1 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 46 14.7 59 9.1 43 10.5 

Disorderly Conduct 20 6.4 35 5.4 32 7.8 

Family Off enses 22 7.1 23 3.5 23 5.6 

Property Damage 1 4.2 59 9.1 37 9.0 

Nuisances 9 2.9 40 6.1 17 4.2 

Alarms 38 12.2 61 9.4 38 9.3 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 16 5.1 22 3.4 17 l~. 2 

Medical Problems 10 3.2 31 4.8 10 2.4 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 31 9.9 70 10.8 58 14.2 

Other-Person 21 6.7 40 6.1 25 6.1 

Other Property 5 1.6 12 1.8 7 1.7 

Vice 4 1.3 11 1.7 9 2.2 

No Incident 17 5.4 27 4.1 1& 3.9 

Totals 312 100.0% 651 100.0% 409 100.0% 

138 

Amber 

Number Percent 

5 1.1% 

26 5.8 

11 2.4 

33 7.3 

27 6.0 

39 8.6 

32 7.1 

18 4.0 

36 8.0 

24 5.3 

46 10.2 

12 2.7 

18 4.0 

56 12.4 

24 5.3 

8 1.8 

15 3.3 

n 4.7 ...--

451 100.0% 
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Table IV-4B 

MAJOR CAR POST SECTORS BY CRIME CODE CONTROLLING 
FOR THE 3 A.M. TO 2:59 P.M. TIME SEGMENT 

• 

• 
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Table IV-SA 

MAJOR GRID CATEGORIES BY CRIME CODE CONTROLLING FOR THE 3PM TO 2:59AM TIME SEGMENT 

Grid 

003 009 011 016 017 008a 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Nt~ber Percent ---
Robbery 1 1.0% 0 0.0% 2 2.0% 1 1.0% 4 2.4% 3 1.1% 

Assault 13 12.9 15 7.5 4 l •• 1 7 6.9 14 8.4 26 10.0 

Burglary 3 3.0 4 2.0 2 2.0 3 2.9' 4 2.4 6 2.3 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 0 0.0 27 13.6 0 0.0 21 20.6 6 3.6 5 1.9 

Larceuy Greater 
Than $50 3 3.0 16 8.0 4 ' ... 1 2 2.0 6 3.6 7 2.7 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 15 14.9 7 3.5 7 7.1 5 4.9 20 12.0 11 4.2 

Disorderly Conduct 3 3.0 12 6.0 9 9.2 6 5.9 6 3.6 8 3.1 

Family Offenses 11 10.9 1 0.5 2 2.0 1 1.0 5 3.0 11 4.2 

Property Damage 4 4.0 6 3.0 7 7.1 4 3.9 14 8.4 7 2.7 

Nuisances 4 4.0 4 2.0 6 6.1 10 9.8 7 4.2 13 5.0 

Alarms 1 1.0 16 8.0 16 16.3 7 6.9 9 5.4 7 2.7 

Motor VehiC'.le 
Violations 0 0.0 10 5.0 7 7.1 3 2.9 7 4.2 4 1.5 

Medical Problems 23 22.8 36 18.1 6 6.1 11 10.8 16 9.6 88 33.7 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 8 7.t) 9 It. 5 4 4.1 6 5.9 17 10.2 38 14.6 

I-' 

Other-Person 7 6.9 17 8.5 9 9.2 5 4.9 11 6.6 12 4.6 
~ 
0 

Other-Property 3 3.0 7 3.5 5 5.1 7 6.9 6 3.6 3 1.1 

Vice 1 1.0 10 5.0 5 5.1 2 2.0 7 4.2 7 2.7 

No Incident 1 1.0 2 1.0 3 3.1 1 1.0 8 4.8 5 1.9 

Totals 101 100.0% 199 100.0% 98 100.0% 102 100.0% 167 100.0% 261 100.0% 



Table IV-5B I-' 
-I:'-
I-' 

MAJOR GRID CATEGORIES BY CRIME CODE CONTROLLING FOR THE 3AM TO 2:59 PM TIME SEGMENT 

Grid 

003 009 011 016 017 008a 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Robbery 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 2.7% 2 1.5% 

Assault 2 5.7 5 4.4 0 0.0 2 3.2 0 0.0 4 3.1 

Burglary 4 11. 4 5 4.4 8 11.1 4 6.3 5 6.7 2 1.5 

Larcsny Less 
Than $50 1 2.9 15 13.3 4 5.6 8 12.7 4 5.3 3 2.3 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 1 2.Y 8 7.1 3 4.2 3 4.B 4 5.3 2 1.5 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 11 31.4 3 2.7 3 4.2 2 3.2 12 16.0 .18 13.7 

Disorderly Conduct 1 2.9 7 6.2 3 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.3 4 3.1 

Family Offenses 2 5.7 0 0.0 2 2.8 0 0.0 2 2.7 5 3.8 

Property Damage 1 2.9 0 0.0 9 12.5 6 9.5 5 6.7 5 3.8 

Nuisances 0 0.0 2 1.8 5 6.9 12 19.0 5 6.7 10 7.6 

-Alarms 0 0.0 9 8.0 10 13.9 7 11.1 7 9.3 1 0.8 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 1 2.9 2 1.8 2 2.8 2 3.2 1 1.3 3 2.3 

Medical Problems 10 28.6 20 17.7 5 6.9 6 9.5 10 13.3 48 36.6 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 1 2.9 10 8.8 6 8.3 6 9.5 7 9.3 12 9.2 

Other-Person 0 0.0 15 13.3 5 6.9 4 6.3 4 5.3 4 3.1 

Other-Property 0 0.0 9 8.0 3 4.2 0 0.0 2 2.7 3 2.3 

Vice 0 0.0 3 2.7 1 1.4 0 0.0 3 4.0 3 2.3 

No Incident 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 4.2 1 1.6 1 1.3 2 1.5 

Totals 35 100.0% 113 100.0% 72 100.0% 63 100.0% 75 100.0% 131 100.0% 

• • • • • • • • • • 
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• Table IV-6A 

CAR POST SECTOR BY CRIME CODE 
CONTROLLING FOR THE WINTER SEASON 

(DEC - JAN - FEB) 

• Car Post Sector 

Red Green Amber Blue 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

• Murder-Manslaughter 0 0.0% 1 0.2% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

Robbery 2 1.0 3 0.7 4 1.2 4 1.2 

Assault 8 3.9 26 5.8 11 3.4 13 3.8 

• Burglary 18 8.8 31 6.9 16 4.9 28 8.2 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 7 3.4 25 5.5 20 6.1 14 4.1 

Larceny Greater • Than $50 7 3.4 19 4.2 19 5.8 19 5.6 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 36 17.6 60 13.3 42 12.8 50 li •• 7 

Disorderly Conduct 7 3.4 13 2.9 14 4.3 19 5.6 

• Family Offenses 14 6.8 14 3.1 10 3.0 18 5.3 

Property Damage 12 5.9 49 10.8 39 1.1.9 37 10.9 

Nuisances 9 4.4 23 5.1 7 2.1 15 It.4 

• Alarms 28 13.7 48 10.6 34 10.4 31 9.1 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 12 5.9 22 4.9 15 4.6 13 3.8 

• Medical Prob1em~1 8 3.9 15 3.3 16 4.9 2 0.6 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 15 7.3 48 10.6 33 10.1 34 10.0 

I Other-Person 9 4.4 28 6.2 13 4.0 20 5.9 I 

I-
Other-Property 3 1.5 10 2.2 6 1.8 12 3.5 

Vice 3 1.5 4 0.9 15 4.6 1 0.3 

No Incident 7 3.4 13 2.9 14 4.3 11 3.2 

• ---
Totals 205 100. Oi~ 452 100.0% 328 100.0% 341 100.0% 
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Table IV-6B 

CAR POST SECTOR BY CRIME CODE • 
CONTROLLING FOR THE SPRING SEASON I 

(MAR - APR - MAY) 

Car Post Sector 

Red Green Blue Amber 
l, 

Crime Code Number Percent Number pf.2ent Number Percent Number Percent 

Robbery 0 0.0% 7 1.4% 2 0.6% 2 0.5% 

Assault 9 4.3 26 5.1 14 4.2 18 4.8 • 
Burglary 16 7.7 30 5.9 19 5.7 14 3.8 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 7 3.3 25 4.9 10 3.0 24 6.5 • 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 7 3.3 31 6.1 23 6.9 24 6.5 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 29 13.9 49 9.6 39 11.8 36 9.7 • 

Disorderly Conduct 7 3.3 29 5.7 20 6.0 27 7.3 

Family Offenses 14 6.7 13 2.6 19 5. 7 15 4.0 

Property Damage 11 5.3 59 11. 6 26 7.9 36 9.7 • 
Nuisances 7 3.3 34 6.7 19 5.7 28 7.5 

Alarms 21 10.0 42 8.3 27 8.2 33 8.9 

Motor Vehicle • Violations 8 3.8 14 2.8 18 5.4 15 4.0 

Medical Problems 8 3.8 19 3.7 10 3.0 7 1.9 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 27 12.9 63 12.4 45 13.6 50 13.4 • 

Other-Person 16 7.7 21 4.1 13 3.9 17 4.6 

Other-l-'roperty 6 2.9 10 2.0 8 2.4 8 2.2 

Vice 2 1.0 11 2.2 8 2.4 7 1.9 • 
No Incident 14 6.7 25 4.9 11 3.3 11 3.0 

Totals 209 100.0% 508 100.0% 331 100.0% 372 100.0% 

• 
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Table IV-6C 

• CAR POST SECTOR BY CRIME CODE 
CONTROLLING FOR THE SUMMER SEASON 

(JUNE - JULY - AUG) 

Car Post Sector 

• Red Green Blue Amber 

Crime Type Bumber Percent Number Percent Number Percant Number Percent 

Robbery 0 0.0% 5 1.0% 2 0.6% 1 0.3% 

• Assault 12 5.4 31 6.0 19 6.1 18 5.4 

Burglary 11 4.9 28 5.4 26 8.3 12 3.6 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 10 4.5 33 6.3 14 4.5 19 5.7 

• Larceny Greater 
Than $50 12 5.4 32 6.2 26 8.3 28 8.4 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 26 11. 7 41 7.9 32 10.3 35 10.5 

• Disorderly Conduct 15 6.7 32 6.2 17 5.4 11 3.3 

Family Offenses 11 4.9 17 3.3 12 3.8 8 2.4 

Property Damage 13 5.8 48 9.2 28 9.0 25 7.5 

• Nuisances 7 3.1 41 7.9 18 5.8 18 5.4 

Alarms 31 13.9 45 8.7 27 8.7 42 12.7 

Motor Vehicle 

• Violations 8 3.6 23 4.4 7 2.2 14 4.2 
.-

Medical Problems 7 3.1 34 6.5 8 2.6 8 2,.4 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 31 13.9 51 9.8 39 12.5 45 13.6 

• Other-Person 9 4.0 21 4.0 15 4.8 20 6.0 

Other-Property 5 2.2 12 2.3 5 1.6 5 1.5 

Vice 2 0.9 8 1.5 3 1.0 8 2.4 

• .. 
No Incident 13 5.8 ---- 18 3.5 14 4.5 -E. 4.5 

Totals 223 100.0% 520 100.0% 312 100.0% 332 100.0% 

• 
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Table IV-6D 

CAR POST SECTOR BY CRIME CODE • 
CONTROLLING FOR THE FALL SEASON 

(SEPT - OCT - NOV) 

Car PIJst Sector 

Red Greell Blue Amber • 
Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ----
Robbery 3 1. 3% 4 0.9% 6 2.4% 3 1.1% 

Assault 13 5.6 27 6.4 12 4.9 14 5.0 • 
Burgl~t"y 23 9.9 37 8.7 18 7.3 24 8.6 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 12 5.2 26 6.1 8 3.3 20 7.2 • 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 12 5.2 35 8.3 22 9.0 27 9.7 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 45 19.3 49 11. 6 37 15.1 21 7.5 • 

Disorderly Conduct 14 6.6 18 4.2 15 6.1 17 6.1 

Family Offenses 12 5.2 12 2.8 7 2.9 5 1.8 

Property Damage 20 8.6 48 11.3 25 10.2 30 =.0.8 • 
Nuisances 6 2.6 19 4.5 16 6.5 11 3.9 

Alarms 20 8.6 39 9.2 27 lL.O 32 11.5 

Motor Vehicle • Violations 8 3.4 14 3.3 8 3.3 8 2.9 

Medical Problems 5 2.1 17 4.0 4 1.6 10 3.6 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 20 8.6 43 10.1 18 7.3 30 10.8 • 

Other-Person 11 4.7 17 4.0 6 2.4 7 2.5 

Other-Property 2 0.9 7 1.7 5 2.0 5 1.8 

Vice 2 0.9 6 1.4 6 2.4 12 4.3 • 
No Incident 5 2.1 6 1.4 5 2.0 3 1.1 

Totals 233 100.0% 424 100.0% 245 100.0% 279 100.0% 

• 
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Table IV-7A 

CRIME CODE BY LOCATION STATUS CONTROLLING FOR THE RED CAR POST SECTOR 

Location Status 

Residential Business Public Area Buildings All Vehicles Other 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Robbery 0 0.0% 2 3.3% 0 0.0% a 0.0% a 0.0% a 0.0% 

Assault 7 6.4 1 1.6 6 20.0 1 11.1 1 1.4 0 0.0 

Burglary 11 10.1 10 16.4 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 4 3.7 4 6.6 1 3.3 a 0.0 1 1.4 a 0.0 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 5 4.6 1 1.6 a 0.0 a 0.0 6 8.1 a 0.0 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 2 1.8 a 0.0 6 20.0 a 0.0 40 54.1 1 20.0 

Disorderly Conduct 8 7.3 3 4.9 1 3.3 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

Family Offenses 14 12.8 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Property Daml3:ge 2 1.8 6 9.8 1 3.3 1 11.1 4 5.4 1 20.0 

Nuisances 5 4.6 0 0.0 2 6.7 1 11.1 3 4.1 1 20.0 

Alarms 3 2.8 27 44.3 1 3.3 4 44.4 1 1.4 1 20.0 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 1 0.9 a 0.0 2 6.7 a 0.0 11 14.9 a 0.0 

Medical Problems 9 8.3 a 0.0 0 0.0 2 22.2 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 19 17.4 3 4.9 3 10.0 a 0.0 1 1.4 1 20.0 

Other-Person 10 9.2 3 4.9 4 13.3 a 0.0 1 1.4 a 0.0 '"" ./:-
0\ 

Other-Property 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.3 a 0.0 4 5.4 a 0.0 

Vice 2 1.8 a 0.0 1 3.3 a 0.0 1 1.4 0 0.0 

No Incident 7 6.4 1 1.6 1 3.3 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

',h)ta1s 109 100.0% 61 100.0% 30 100.0% 9 100.0% 74 100.0% 5 100.0% 
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CRIME CODE BY LOCATION STATUS CONTROLLING FOR THE GREEN CAR POST SECTOR 

Location Status 

Residential Business Public Area Buildings All Vehicles Other 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent --- ----
Murde~Manslau&ht~ 1 0.4% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

Robbery a 0.0 7 5.6 1 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Assault 13 5.7 7 5.6 12 14.1 5 14.3 1 0.7 1 11.1 

Burglary 29 12.6 16 12.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 10 4.3 12 9.5 3 3.5 2 5.7 8 5.9 0 0.0 

Larceny G~eater 
Than $50 13 5.7 1 0.8 3 3.5 1 2.9 6 4.4 1 11.1 

t-btor Vehicle Theft 7 3.0 4 3.2 8 9.4 1 2.9 52 38.5 0 0.0 

Disorderly Conduct 18 7.8 6 4.8 3 3.5 3 8.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Family Offenses 21 9.1 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Property Damage 21 9.1 16 12.7 3 3.5 6 17.1 23 17.0 2 22.2 

Nuis.ap.ces 10 4.3 4 3.2 9 10.6 2 5.7 13 9.6 1 11.1 

Alarms 8 3.5 32 25.4 3 3.5 3 8.6 1 0.7 0 0.0 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 2 0.9 3 2.4 5 5.9 0 0.0 19 14.1 0 0.0 

Medical Problems 10 4.3 1 0.8 9 10.6 4 11.4 0 0.0 1 11.1 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 35 15.2 7 5.6 11 12.9 5 14.3 1 0.7 1 11.1 

Other-Person 17 7.4 3 2.4 5 5.9 2 5.7 3 2.2 1 11.1 

Other-Property 5 2.2 4 3.2 3 3.5 0 0.0 3 2.2 a 0.0 

Vice 1 0.4 1 0.8 2 2.4 1 2.9 1 0.7 0 0.0 

No Incident 9 _.hL 1 0.8 5 5.9 0 0.0 --.i 3.0 0 0.0 

Totals 230 100.0% 126 100.0% 85 100.0% 35 100.0% 135 100.0% 9 100.0% 

• • • • • • • • • • • ~-~-----
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Table IV-7C 

CRIME CODE BY LOCATION STATUS CONTROLLING FOR THE AMBER C'R POST SECTOR 

Location Status 

Residential BusiILess Public Area Buildings All Vehicles Other 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent ---
Robbery 1 0.8% 1 1.0% 3 3.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

Assault 10 8.5 5 5.1 8 10.1 1 5.3 1 1.1 0 0.0 

Burglary 9 7.6 9 9.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Larceny Less 
Than $50 2 1.7 6 6.1 7 8.9 0 0.0 6 6.8 1 7.1 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 8 6.8 3 3.0 8 10.1 3 15.8 9 10.2 2 14.3 

Motor Vehicle Theft 1 0.8 1 1.0 8 10.1 0 0.0 34 38.6 1 7.1 

Disorderly Conduct 7 5.9 8 8.1 6 7.6 1 5.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Family Offenses 14 11. 9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Property Damage 12 10.2 9 9.1 6 7.6 2 10.5 16 18.2 2 14.3 

Nuisances 2 1.7 1 1.0 3 3.8 0 0.0 4 4.5 ? 14.3 

Alarms 3 2.5 28 28.3 4 5.1 4 21.1 1 1.1 0 0.0 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.5 1 5.3 10 11.4 1 7.1 

Medical Problems 5 4.2 2 2.0 3 3.8 1 5.3 0 0.0 2 14.3 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 16 13.6 16 16.2 8 10.1 3 15.8 3 3.4 2 14.3 

Other-Person 12 10.2 2 2.0 3 3.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 

Other-Property 2 1.7 2 2.0 1 1.3 1 5.3 2 2.3 0 0.0 ..... 
~ 
\)) 

Vice 3 2.5 3 3.0 4 5.1 2 10.5 1 1.1 0 0.0 

No Incident J1. 9.3 -1 3.0 -.5. 6.3 -<l 0.0 .-1. 1.1 -<l O~O 

Totals 113- 100.0% 99 100.0% 79 100.0% 19 100.0% 88 100.0% 14 100.0% 



Table IV-7D I-' 
+:--
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CRIME CODE BY LOCATION STATUS CONTROLLING FOR THE BLUE CAR POST SECTOR 

Location Status 

Residential Business Public Area Buildings All Vehicles Other 

Crime Code Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Robbery 0 0.0% 1 1.1% 1 1. 8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 11.1% 

Assault 5 3.3 4 4.6 1 1.8 1 5.9 0 0.0 1 11.1 

Burglary 17 11. 2 16 18.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Larceny Le.ss 
Than $50 7 4.6 2 2.3 6 10.7 1 5.9 2 2.3 1 11.1 

Larceny Greater 
Than $50 15 9.9 2 2.3 4 7.1 1 5.9 9 10.2 0 0.0 

Motor Vehicle Theft 2 1.3 0 0.0 10 17.9 0 0.0 36 40.9 1 11.1 

Disorderly Conduct 15 9.9 6 6.9 2 3.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Family Offenses 23 15.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Property Damage 15 9.9 9 10.3 2 3.6 2 11.8 10 11.4 0 0.0 

Nuisances 4 2.6 2 2.3 2 3.6 1 5.9 9 10.2 0 0.0 

Alarms 1 0.7 24 27.6 0 0.0 5 29.4 0 0.0 2 22.2 

Motor Vehicle 
Violations 2 1.3 0 0.0 4 7.1 1 5.9 10 11.4 1 11.1 

Medical Problems 3 2.0 0 0.0 5 8.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Miscellaneous 
Juvenile 26 17.1 12 13.8 11 19.6 2 11.8 4 4.5 0 0.0 

Other-Person 4 2.6 3 3.4 3 5.4 0 0.0 5 5.7 0 0.0 

Other-Property 3 2.0 2 2.3 1 1.8 1 5.9 3 3.4 1 11.1 

Vice 3 2.0 1 1.1 2 3.6 1 5.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

No Incident 7 4.6 3 3.4 2 3.6 1 5.9 0 0.0 1 11.1 

Totals 152 100.0% 87 100.0% 56 100.0% 17 100.0% 88 100.0% 9 100.0% . 

• • • • • • • • • • • 



• 

• 

• 

• 
I 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

BIBLIOGRAPHY FOR POLICE 
PRODUCTIVITY STUDIES 

Angell, John and Fontaine Hagedorn, "A Municipal System for Improving 
Local Police." Journal of Poiice Science and Administration, Vol. 
4, No: 2 (1976), pp. 217-222. 

Anonymous. Burglary in San Jose. Nashington, D.C.: LEAA, NILE/CJ, 
Report No. LEAA NI 70-023B; PB211 789, February, 1972. 

Anonymous. Law Enforcement Manpower Resource Allocation System (LEMRAS) 
Application Description Manual. White Plains, N.Y.: IBM Corp., 
September 1969. 

Benton, John B. 
ton, Mass.: 

Managing the Organizational Decision Process. 
Lexington Books, 1973. 

Lexing-

Biderman, Albert D. "Surveys of Population Samples for Estimating Crime 
Incidence." The Annals of the American Academy of Political and 
Social Science, November 1967. 

Bloch, Peter. Equality of Distribution of Policy Services--A Case 
Study of \Vashington. Washington; The Urban Institute, 1974. 

Bloch, P. B. and D. I. Specht. Neighborhood Team Policing. Washington; 
The Urban Institute, 1973. 

Bloch, P. B. and D. 1. Specht. Evaluation of Operation Neighborhood. 
Washington: The Urban Institute, 1973. 

Buren, Michael. IIA Police Management Training Program: Effective Use 
of Manpower and Money." Journal of Police Science and Administr­

'ation, Vol. No.1, 1973, pp. 294-302. 

Burgin, A. Lad. "Organization Development: A Strategy for Improving 
Police Effectiveness. O. D. Activities within the Columbus, .Ohio, 
Division of Police. I;' Police Chief, May 1977. 

Cann, William. "4/40 Basic Team Concept." Law and Order. Vol. 21, 
No.5, May 1973. pp. 16-22+. 

Clawson, Calvin. "A Theoretical Approach t,O the Allocation of Police 
Preventive PatroL" Police Chief, July 1973, pp. 53-59. 

Cohen, Bernard and Jan M. Charken. Police Background Characteristics 
and Performance. Lexington Books. 1973" 

Comnlonwea1th of Pennsylvania. Department ql C~')mmunity Affairs, Bureau 
of Policy Planning. Effective MuniciFt~l Police Services. 1974. 

I, 
I,' 



• 

• " 

• 

• BIBLIOGRAPHY FOR POLICE PRODUCTIVITY STUDIES 

• 

• 

• 

• .'(. 
\1 o 

G 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Cox, David L. and Warren L. Maddox, IJThe Police Budget and Indiee6~of 
Productivity." Police Chief, Vol. XLIII, No.4, April 1976 pp. 44-47. 

Crabtree, Charles. lnvestigation-Apprehensio~ Control and Management 
System. Synnyvale, Cal.: Department of Pu~lic Safety, City of 
Sunnyvale, October, 1973. 

Crowther; R. F. The Use ot a Computer System for Police Manpower 
Allocation in St. Louis Missouri: Part I, Manpower Reguirements 
for Call Answering Services. Bloomington: Indiana University, 1964. 

Dart, Richard, Val Lubano and Ralph Showalter. A Plan to Increase Police 
Productivity, A Report on the Reorganization of the East Hartford 
Police Department. Social Development Corporation. July, 1974. 

Elliot, J. F. "Random PatroL" Syracuse, N.Y.: General Electric, 
Electronics Laboratory, September 1967. R67E1S-77. 

Fisk, Donald M. The Indianapolis Police Fleet Plan: An Example of 
Program Evaluation for Local Government. The Urban Institute. 
1970. 

Gass, Saul. "On the Division of Police Districts into Patrol Beats." 
A Preliminary Systems and Allocation Study of the Cleveland Police 
Department. February 1970. 

Gass, Saul and John M. Dawson. An Evaluation of PolQ~y Related Research: 
Reviews and Critical Discussions of Policy Research in the Field 
of Police Protection. Washington: U.S. Department of Commerce, 
October 1974. 

Greenwood, Peter. An Analysis of the Apprehensdon Activities of the 
New York City Pmiice Department. New York: The New York City Rand 
Institute, September 1970. 

Gylys, Julius A. 
Activity." 
pp.70-72. 

"Application of a Production Function to Police Patrol 
Police Chief. Volume XLI, Number 7. July, 1974. 

Hamilton, E. K. Productivity Bargaining and the Police. Guidelines 
and Papers from the National Symposium on Police Lapor Relations. 
Police Foundation. Washington. D.C. 1974 

Harrison, Frank. "Perceptions of Role Performance and Organization 
Effectiveness." Police Chief, April 1974, pp. 56-58: 

Hirsch, Gary B. and Lucius J. Riccio. "Measuring and Improving the 
Productivity of Police Patrol." Journal of Police Science and 
Administration. Vol. 2, No. 2 1974. pp.169-l84. 

Hoffman, Richard B. "Perfcr.mance Me::lsurements in Crime Contro1." 
Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency. Vol. 8, No.2. 
July, 1971. pp. 165-174. 



-------~ --

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Holzer, Marc. "Police Productivity: A Conceptual Framework for Measure­
ment and Improvement." Journal of Police Science and Administration. 
Vol. 1, No.4. 1973. pp. 459-467. 

Improving Police Productivity: A Special Report from the Police 
Foundation. Nations Cities. Vol. 13, March 1975. pp. 17-32. 

Indiana University School of Public and Environmental Affairs. ilpro­
tective Services in the Public Sector: Part 1." Midwest Monitor. 
January/February, 1977, pp. 1-8. 

International Association of Chiefs of Police. "Productivity and Pri-
orities." The Police Yearbook. September 14-18 1975. 

Kobrow, Ernst. "Measuring Police Efficiency." Police Chief, April 1976, 
p. 56. 

Larson, Richard. Urban Police Patrol Analysis,' Cambridge: MIT, 1972. 

Lind, Robert C. and John P. Lipsky. "The Measurement of Police Output: 
Conceptual Issues and Alternative Approaches. 1I Law and Contempo­
rary Problems. Vol. 36, No.4. Autumn 1971. p. 569. 

Lineberry, Robert L. "Who Gets What: Measuring the Distribution of 
Urban Police Services." Social Science Quarterly, Vol. 54, No.4, 
March, 1974, pp. 700-712. 

McDavid, James C. and David N. Allen. "Perceived Opportunities for 
Improving Productivity in the Harrisburg Bureau of Police." The 
Institute of Public Administration, The Pennsylvania State Univer­
sity, University Park, Pa.: August, 1976. 

Manion, Patrick. "Productivity Study--Phoenix Police Patrol Activities." 
American Society for Public Administration Newsletter. Management 
Science Section, March 1977. 

Maxr, Gary T. "On the Need for Alternative Measures of Police Perfor­
mance." A Paper COI\Ullissioned by the Police Foundation. Washington, 
D.C. March 1973. 

Mitchell, Phillip S. Pateol Manpower Allocation and Distribution. San 
Diego, Cal.: San Diego County Sheriff, 1972. 

Moore, Harry W. Critjca1 Issues in Law Enforcement. Cincinatti: W. A. 
Anderson Co., 1972. 

Moschos, D. M. "Management in the Police Labor Relations. Where Art 
Thou." Public Management, April 1977, pp. 8-9,. 

Morgan, J. M. and Sc~h'R. Fosler. "Police Productivity." The Police 
Chief. July, 1974. pp. 28-30. 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The National Commission on Productivity and Work Quality. The Challenge 
Of Productivity Diversity Improving Local Government Productivity 
Measurement and Evaluation, Part III, Measurin~ Police-Crime Con­
trol Productivity. Prepared by the Urban Institute. June 1972. 

The National Commission on Productivity and Work Quality. Improving 
Police Productivity: A Brief for Elected Officiab .. 

The National Commission on Productivity and Work Quality. Imporving 
Police P~oductivity: More for Your Law Enforcement Dollar. A 
Brief for Elected Officials. 1975 

The National Commission on Productivity and Wo~k Quality. Opportunities 
for Improving Productivity in Police Services, Report of the Ad­
visory Group on Productivity in Law Enforcement. 1973. 

Ostrom, Elinor. "Institutional Arrangements and the Measurement of 
Policy Consequences: Applications to Evaluating Police Performance." 
Urhan Affairs Quarterly. June, 1971. pp.447-475. 

Ostrom, Elinor. "Hulti-Mode Measures: From Potholes to Police." Public 
Productivity Review, March 1967, p. 57. 

Ostrom, Elinor. "On the Meaning and Measurement of Output and Efficiency 
in the Provision of the Urban Police Service." Journal of Criminal 
Justice, Vol. 1, 1973, pp. 93-112. 

Ostrom, Elinor and Robert B. Parks. "Suburban Police Departments: Too 
Many and Too Small?" The Urbanization of the Suburbs, Masotti, 
Louis H. and Jeffrey Hadden, eds., Urban Affairs Annual Reviews, 
Vol. 7. Beverly Hills, Cal.: Sage Publications, 1973. 

Ostrom, Elinor, Robert B. Parks and G. P. l'lliitaker, "Do We Really Want 
to Consolidate Urban Police Forces? A Reappraisal of Some Old 
Assertions." Public Administration Review, September-October 1973, 
pp. 423-432. 

Page, Louis and David Belson. 
tiveness." Police Chief. 

"A System to Account for Costs and Effec­
September, 1975, pp. 42-43 

Peck, John and Manohar Nasta. "Simulating the Operation of an Urban 
Police Department." Police Chief, October 1975, pp. 66 ff 

Police Foundation. "Improving Police Productivity." Nation's Cities, 
Harch 1975, pp. 18-32. 

Police Foundation, National Conference on Productivity in Policing. Ih 
cooperation \~ith the National Commission on Productivity and Work 
Quality. 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

.' 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

I. 

• 

• 

Police Productivity. Intellect, Vol. 103. December, 1974. pp. 145-146. 

"Police Productivity Means Grief to La~breakers, Relief to Taxpayers." 
~ommerce Today. Vol. 4, April 1, 1974. pp. 8-10. 

Presidents Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice. 
The Challenge of Crime in a Free"Society. Ne~ York: Avon, 1967. 

Raab, Sel~n. "Patrol Car Controversy is Just Part of Debate." Ne'it 
York Times, June 26, 1977. 

Reams, Ronald, Jack Kuykendall, and David Burns. "Police Management; 
Systems: What is an Appropriate Model?" Journal of Police Sci~ 
and Administration, Vol. 3, No.4, 1975, pp. 475-481. 

Repetto, Thomas. The Influence of Police Organization Style on Crime 
ControlE£fectiveness." Journal Of Police Science add Adminis-
tration, Vol. 3, No.3, 1975, pp. 274-279. -----

Riccio, Lucius J. "Direct Deterrence: An Analys~Ls of the Effective­
ness of Police and Other Crime Prevention Technologies." Journal 
of Criminal Justice, Vol. 2, 1974, pp. 207-217. 

Ross, John and Jesse Burkhead. Productivity in the Local Government 
Lexington Books~ 1974. Sector. Lexington, Mass.: 

Shepherd, Donald. "A Systems Approach for the Reduction of False 
Burglary and Robbery Alarms." Police Chief; June 1977, pp. 75-76. 

Skogan, Wesley G. 
Departments." 
pp. 278-285. 

"Efficency and Effectiveness in Big City Police 
Public Administration Review, No.3, May-JUl'l.e 1976, 

Smith, Dean and David A. Espie. "Guide~~nes for Police Services on 
Controlled Access Roadways," International Association of Chiefs 
of Police, Gaithersburg, Md.: April 1968. 

Staudohar, Paul D. \IAn Experiment in 'Increasing Productivity of 
Police Service Employees." Public Administration Review. 
September-October, 1975. pp. 518-522, 

Stein, John Hollister. "Enlisting Ourselves in the War on Crime.: 
Washington Post, July 24, 1977, p. Bl. 

The Urban Institute. The Challenge of Productivity nivers~ty: Improving 
1£cal Government Productivity Measurement and Evaluation: Part III: 
Measuring Police Crime Control Productivity; Part IV: Procedures 
for Identifying and Evaluating Innovations--Six Case Studies. 
Washington: National Commission of Productivity, June 1972. 



, , , 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Vandiver, James. "Acquisition and Disposition of Police Frontline 
1nformation." Journal of Police Science. Vol. 2, No.3, 1974, 
pp. 288-296. 

Webster, John A. The Realities of Police Work. Dubuque, Iowa: 
Kendal/Hunt, 1973. 

Whisenand, P. M., R. o. Robinson and R. E. Hoffman. Project ACE 
(Aerial Crime Enforcement), Roverside Police Department, Final 
Report. Long Beach, Cal.: Institute for Police Studies, 
California State University, June 1972. 

Wilson, James Q. "Dile'l11lllas of Police Administration." Public Ad­
ministration Review, September, October 1968. 

Wo1f1e, Joan L. and John F. Heaphy. 
Policing. Police Foundation. 

Readings in Productivity in 
1975. 

II 





_":':'~S:;:-:-~_.~ ____ , -n.....IL.' . u 

I 
) 

I 
I­
I 
I 
j 

I 

i 
\: 

I 
I 
1 




