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PREFACE 

This workbook is not meant to be read like a novel, from cover to 

cover. Rather, it was designed as a reference manu~l; each section of 

this workbook can bp. read and understood independently of all other 

secti,ons. An Index has been provided to facilitate locating references 

to specific topics. Still, while each section of this workbook deals 

with a different'aspect of using crime rates, all sections are inter-

related. If reading one section will aid in the understanding of an-

other section, a reference is made in the text to the explanat~ry sec-

tion. 

The Introduction and Chapter I of this workbook provide essential~ 

fundamental knowledge. Anyone interested in becoming familiar with the 

data available on crime incidence in Illinois, and the practical uses 

for those .data, should find the Introduction and Chapter I helpful. 

The Crime Rates Workbook could not have been completed without the 

help of many individuals. The staff of the Stati!':.ical Alilalysis Center 

would like to acknowledge the gracious assistance of Acting Superinten-

dent Michael Spiotto, Assistant Deputy Superintendent James Zurawski, 

and Senior Statistician Deo Dantes of the Chicago Police Department; 

Jeffrey L. Ives, Pat?1cia Towner and Tina Loos of the Illinois Depart-

ment of Law Enforcement; Peter Nardulli, Director of the Institute for 

Government and .Public Affairs at the University of Illinois·at Champaign; 

Richard Ku, Project Director at Abt Associates, Inc.; Richard Block of 

Loyola University of Chicago and the Center for Studies in Criminal 

Justice; and the Staff of the ,Institute for Juvenile Research. 
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The entire staff of the Statistical Analysis Cen.ter coutributed 

their time and ideas to this volume, and their efforts are much ap-

preciated. Special gratitude is due to Chip Coldren, Jean Hutton 

Roge, William Kaplan and Stephen Tapke. Each of them composed sec-

tions of this Workbook. 
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Ruth Perrin 
Editor 
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INTRQQUCTION 

The Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) was established in early 

1977 as part of IllinoiJ Comprehensive Data Systems p~ogram. The Com-

prehensive Dat~Systems (CDS) program was begun by the Law Enforcement 

Msistance Admirlistration (LEAA) to encourage and support the develop-

ment of state criminal justice informatio~ systems. SAC is the data 

analysis component of the CDS pre·gram, and a part of the Criminal Jus-

tice Information System unit of the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission. 

TABLE 6: SUMMARY OF THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN POLICE The CDS Guidelines list the purposes and responsibilities the SAC 

Co~~s AND SURVSf ESTIMATES OF CRIME ..•.............•....•• 115 

v 

must fulfill. One of the most: important of these tasks is to ensure 

the availability of reliable. trustworthy criminal justice system stat-

istics. In order to accomplish this goal, the SAC plans to: 

1) Issue a series of reports on the utility of certain sources 
of data for criminal justice planning. 

2) L~t interested parties know the kinds and types of data 
available, and how to obtain them. 

The "Crime Rates Workbook" is one in a aeries of reports to be 

disseminated by SAC, all with these lilame goals. This particular re-

port deals with the utility of crime rates from ~ management viewpoint. 

Crime rates may be loosely defined as the rati.o of crimes to the size 

of a population. Victimization rates (ratios of victims of crime to 

the size of a population) will also be discussed. Both these ratios 

can serve as indices of criminal act:f.vity in a specified locale. Local 

level officials wU.l find them useful when the need arises for allocat-

ing funds and personnel. Detailed analysis of rates of different types 

of crimes, (for example, violent and non-violent crime, personal and pro-

perty crime,> can indicate t~e amount and type of remedial lDi!asures needed. 

1 
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Analysis of trends in crime rates can indil.!ate what future resource 

allocations w111 be T:equired. 

Current reRource allocation and crime rates are not, of co~rse, 

mutually independ£nt. The amount of crime reported to the police, 

and even the amOunt of cd.me that occurs, depends to some degree on the 

amount cf available law enforcement. The reader should be aware that, 

while this workbook deals exclusively with crime incidence data, prac-

tical plans for responding to crjlme muat be based not only on crime 

rates properly caluclated, but also, on information 'about current crime 

fighting tactics and expenditures. 

This workbook explains the mathematical proced~res for figuring 

rates and trends. In addition, the.major sources of crime incidence 

data for the state of Illinois are discussed, and explicit directions 

are given for·"btaining those data. In drawing together selections 

for inclusion in the' workbook, an effort was made to provide a com-' 

prehensive anl1lysis of crime incidence statistics. Therefore, entries 

in the workb()ok are limited to d:lscussions of crimes. Traffic infor-

mation, juvenile status offenses, violations of local ordinances and 

similar non-criminal topics are not included. Th~s is not to say SAC 

does not consider these areas to be important topics for discussion or 

analysis. Rather, it was felt this workbook, (and those that are to 

follow) should define the topic area (in this case"crime rates") in the 

strictest sens'!!, and then cover it thoroughly. For the same reason, 

limitations and deficiencies of population data which might be used to 

construct rates are not discussed here. 
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The workbook ,contains a discussion af the following sources of 

Illinois crime data: Illinois victimization surveys, Illinois Uniform 

Crime Report (I-UCR) data, Chicago Police Department (iata, and Institute 

for Juvenile Research (IJR) data. Since the workbook i's designed as a 

management information tool, a crime statistics users' .gui~e, discuss-

ions center on the sources of crime data and their use, as opposed to 

descriptive analysis of a particular crime in a particular location, or 

time. In other words" the reader will not find data on the incidence 

of any crime or compariS(lna between specific crime rates developed from 

different sources. What the reader will find is a guide to the infor-

mation sources and their uses - how and what information is collected, 

organized and presented; source limitations and deficic(lcies t (Le., the 

va.lidity and reliability of e,ach source for derivj,ng crime rates); com-

parisons of the data gatheri.ng methodologies of different sources, and 

the conseqtJlences of those differences for the data gathered; and how to 

figure a ralte or trend. 

Chaptf~r iq, an encyclopedic compilation of crime types and terms 

one might encounter in cd.me 'data sources, provides a quick refe 1:ence 

source showing which crimes are included in each source~ and which source 

will furnish the most realistic estimate of a particular crime rate. 

Workbook users will find one d,~::a source more approp,riate than others 

for figuring particular crime rates, and for other'crimes, users may 

want to seek j,nformation from more than one source. 

Finally. SAC assumes th·at the information in the workbook, and esp-

eCially the source reliabilHy ratings, are neither absolute nor static, 

but will constantly be changing. Therefore, SAC plans to update the 
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Crime Rates Workbook periodically. Changes will be made in the re-

liability ratings based on new information about, or changes in data 

sources. Detailed sections will be added or re-written to improve 

their usefulness. A major source of revisions and updates will be 

comments of users. SAC hopes this first edition of the Crime Rates 

Workbook wlll'generate enough feedback so that the first update will 

actually 'be a fairly complete revision within the general format. 

There.foxe, ce encourage the reader to offer comments and criticisms 

as to the usefulness of the Workbook as a planning/management toel. 

A comment form is included at the end of the Workbook for this purpose. 
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ILLINOIS UNI'FORH CRIME REPORTS (I-UCR) 

The Illinois Uniform Crime Reports (I-UCR) system has been in 

operation since the beginning of 1972. It was implemented in an 

attempt to create a centralized state~ide crime data reporting system, 

replacing direc't reporting of crime data by local law enforcement agen-

cies to the F~d~ral Bureau of Investigation (FBI). It was also imple-

mented to improve at:d expand the reporting, organizing, and disseminat-

ing of crime data throughout the state. The reasons for changing to a 

c,entralized state data management system were both legal and practical. 

Among the more important reasons were: 

1. The Illinois Department of Law Enforcement (DLE) 
is mandated by state law to carry out such activ
ities, as th6 following excerpt demonstrates: 

"The Department shall be a central repository and 
custodian of crime statistics for the State and 
it shall have all power incident thereto to carry 
o~t the purpose of this Act, including the power 
to demand and receive cooperation in the submission 
of crime statistics from all units of government." 
(Illinois Revised Statutes, 1976, Chapter 38, Sec
tion 206-8) 

2. The crime data which are required to be reported 
to the FBI consist of seven "Index Crimes" . (Murder 
and Non-negligent Manslaughter, Rape by Force t Robbery~ 
Assault. Burglary, Larceny (Theft), and Motor Vehicle 
Theft)1. The amounts of thesecri.mes reported to 
police rarely represent an adequate estimation of cri
minal activity in any area. 2 

lFor definitian~ and discussions of FBI-UCR clasjifications see: 
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics - 1976, pp. 834-837., 
or the Uniform Crime Repol't:ing Handbook published by the FBI. 

2Wolfgang presents a good criticism of UCR data in, "Uniform Cr:ime 
Reports: A Critical Appraisal," 1963, as does Rob1.son in itA Criti
cal View of the Uniform Crime Reports, '.' 1966,. See bibl:f.ographic 
listing in this workbook for sources of these and other criticisms 
of UCR. 
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A data collection system, covering a greater number 
of crimes, was desired by state officials and crime 
researchers. This was realized in the I-UCR system. 

3. Data collection is more easily managed at the state, 
rather than the Federal level. Coordination is fa
cilitated and uniform reporting by local agencies 
enhanced. Therefore, the data collecting au';hority in 
Illinois, was vested by legislative authority with the 
state: More efficient data management would facilitate 
the inclusion of more, and useful data in a crime re
porting system. It would also increase the speed of 
data processing and reporting back to local law en
forcement agencies. 

The DepaI'tment of Law Enforcemen t, Criminal Jus tice Informa tion 

Service (DLE-CJIS) supervises the collection, organization, and dis-

semination of I-UCR data as one of its many duties relating to crime 

data3• The data management system DLE-CJIS has created for I-UCR 

will be explained with reference to the data flow chart (Tab],e 1). 

There are a,pproximately l,odo law enforcement agencies in 

Illinois, and almost all currently report I-UCR data to DLE-CJIS4. 

Small and part-time police departments, of which there are about 300, 

report through sheriffs' offices. Thus, there are approximately 700 

la\} enforcement agencies reporting I-UCR information directly to DLE

CJIS5. These agencies report the following types of information to 

DLE-CJIS on a monthly basis: 

JThe complete legal mandate to DLE can be found in the Illinois 
Revised Statutes, 1976, Chapter 38. Section 206-1 et. seq. 

4The Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics - 1976 lists Illinois 
as having 1,020 police agencies (979 general purpose police and 41 
special police), while DLE reported in Crime in Illinois .. ·1975 Chat 
1,017 law enforcement agencies reported monthly I-UCR data during 1975. 

SApproximations are used in the presentation of these numbers because 
reporting is va~iable across time; that is, some agencies file in some 
years and not in others, and the number of agencies filing varies from 
year to year. 
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-offense information; 
-arrest information; 
-police disposition information; 
-court disposition information; 
-property loss, damage, and recovery information; 
-homicide information; 
-information; about police officers assaulted, battered, and 
killed; 

-other management information 

Local agencies may report information to DLE-CJIS via Law Enforce-

ment Agency Data Systems (LEADS) computer terminal, magnetic tape, com-

puter cards, computer printout, or I-UCR forms provid~d by DLE-CJIS 

(Step I, Table 1). Regardless of the reporting medium used, a local a-

gency must report I-UCR information in one of two general formats: Set 

I or Set II. These two formats were desig&:ied to give local agencies an 

option of reporting offense and police disposition information in month-

ly totals, or case-by-case. The following excerpts from the I-UCR 

Instruction Manual illustrate the rationale underlying the Set I versus 

Set II distinction: 

Set I is designed for larger agencies where subsidiary 
records are usually maintained. It is related more to
ward statistical counts in those departments where a 
large volume of offenses and arrests occur. At the end 
of each month a "sort" or recap of the statistical data 
sub,mitted will be furnished the agency. 

Set II is designed for the smaller ag~ncies where a lower 
volume of offenses and arrests occur. It:~ oriented more 
toward answering the questions of Who, Whitt, Where, When. 
and How. Agencies desiring to use Set II will be'furnished 
a recap of the data they submitted including man hours 
spent on the various Offense Classifications and Service 
Classifications. 

It should 'be remembered that there are no hard and fast 
ground rules' established in the use of Set I or Set II 
and there won't be. It is suggested, however, that agencies 
over 15,000 population use Set I and others use Set II. Both 
Sets provide the statistical data for the State and Federal 
Systems; however, Set II provides information that is needed 
on a local level for policf1 administration. Additionally, Set 
II eliminates the major portion of subsidiary record keeping 
for crime counting and making out statistical reports for other 
agencies. 

;/ ", 
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TABLE 1 

I -UCR DATA :FLOW 

DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT - CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION 
SERVICES. (DLE-CJIS) IV 

, I Ula I-UCR STANDARD AND 
SPECIAL REPORTS 

DATA 
~ 

PROCESSING -offense summary 
II 

!~ (KEYPUNCH) 
-police dispositiol 

AUDITING 

1\ IUb -court disposition 

FIELD SERVICES -arrest summary 
"-

........ " r------, -property analysis 
"'''-.., ~EA_ SUPERVISOR§ 
'~ r,;- - - - --r -offense trends 

t!IELD ANALYSTS-J 
-- ----- -arrest trends 

-crime index info. 

-etc. 

... , 

V 
J-"AW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, \0 

GOVERNMENT OFFICES, AND 
OTHERS REQUESTING 
INFORNATION 
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Local police agencies reporting in Set I or Set II format must 

report certain categories of data, and they may choose to report other 

optional data. (See the "I-VCR Mandatory vs. Optional Data section of 

this workbook for a discussion of optional and mandatory data for the 

years 1972 - 1976). To summarize, the first step of the I-VCR data flow 

involves the reporting of crime information to DLE-CJIS by local law en-

forcement agencies. Local agencies report crime information in various 

forms. depending on the medium and format used, and the types of optic'n-

a1 data reported. 

The DLE-CJIS office in Springfi.eld, receives the monthly I-UCR 

reports and immediately forwards them to the auditing staff. (Step II), 

The auditing staff examines data submitted on paper'forms to make sure 

they are properly coded, complete, and in conformity with I-UCR guide-

lines. IData submitted via LEADS terminal are not auditted. but LEADS 

terminals are designed to reject data in improper format. The auditing 

procedure will lead to one of two possible outcomes: 1) The data receiv-

edare found to be in proper format, in which case they are forwarded to 

the data processing staff (Step IlIa) which enters them into the com-

puter tape file. 2) The data received are found unacceptable. and the 

agency reporting is contacted immediately (for minor problems), or the 

Field Services Division is notified (for serious problems). An effort 

is made to clear up whatever problems have arisen (Step lIIb). Minor 

problems are those that can be corrected by a simple 'phone or mail con-

tact. Serious problems are those that re!}uire more attention by the 

trained Fj.eld Services staff. Briefly, the Field Services staff will 

do whatever is necessary to correct problems or misunderstandings concern-

ing I-VCR procedures and standards and to help local la~ enforcement 

--~----------------~.-------------------~.~--------------. 
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agencies improve the quality of their data and reporting. 
• ~ .. T " ~"",tio ' .... ~~. ·"8.#"! "1~,.,, .,,;;. ~~'io.. c .. ~~.:: ~ f". "_ 'l> ' • 

After all the data for a given month have been received, audit-

edt accepted and entered into the computer, I-UCR output reports are. 

compiled and sent back to the agencies that have reported acceptable 

data. (Steps IV and V.) Yearly summary reports are also compiled 

upon special request. The compilation of I-UCR reports is not held 

up until all agencies have reported. Rather; a cut-off date is used 

after which the reports are compiled for those agencies which are not 

delinquent in reporting. This cut-off date marks the administrative 

closing of I-UCR data files, although data may be submitted after the 

administrative clOSing of data files, 

It is important to know that the I-UCR output reports that are 

sent to local agencies are not all identical. Various standard re-
, l 

ports are available. Which ones are issued to a particular agency de-
~, , ~ , •• ;'. j." j •• 

pends on whether the agency files Set I or II, and Optional and/or Man.. {o" ,~ : j " .. I 

datory data '. The purpose of the reports is to give local law enforce-
" 'I !\ .• ' '!1"~ '{"ll. ~ti·J'1. ~d d~' I, f 

. ment agencies an idea of the crime situation in their jurisdictions, 
i .I " • I -<'!. t.-:-· . , .; 1} 

and an idea of how well they are dealing with it. (For a discussion of 
., , I . . 

the different types of output reports compiled by DLE-CJIS, and their 
• .t' ~'!I' , l' ! ... 

contents, see the workbook section on I-UCR Reports.) .. ", '\.,.\1' " l .j. . ' .: ~ . 

I, Two key phases in .• the I"'lUCR .process ensure quick and completere

porting of crime data .in,II1inois. On~.is the, reporting itself (Step 

I). As mentioned above nearly.·all.law enforcement agencies mandated 

by law to report to DLE are; in fact, doing so. The mere act of re

porting crime data does not guarantee the accuracy clf the data. The 

incoming data must be examined and "cleaned" before they can be entered 
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into a computer file and included in the I-UCR data base. This 

second i,mportant phase is included ir, the action of the Auditing and 

Field Services Staffs at DLE-CJIS in Springfield. Tbp. auditing staff 

examines the- crime data submitted on report forms by 10cal law en-

forcement agencies. They check for mistakes and missing data, and 

keep a written record of all errors found. The Auditing Staff may cor-

rect. simple mistakes by phone calls to the local law enforcement a-

gencies concerned, but most contacts are made by the Field Services 

Staff. The operations of DLE-CJIS's Field Services Division will be 

outlined below. 

The DLE-CJIS Field Services Division is made up of the following 

personnel: 1 Unit Supervisor, 2 Area Supervi.sors, 10 Field Analysts, 

1 Statistician, and 2 'l'ypists. When the Auditing Staff detects a 

serious error (or notices the continuing occurrence of any error over 

a certain periqd of time) a record of it is given to the Unit Super-

visor. The Unit Supervisor reviews it and passes it on to an Area 

Supervisor, (each of whom is responsible for a certain geographic area 

in the .state) , who assigns it to a Field Analyst. It is the respon-

si.b:{).:f,ty of the Field Analyst .to contact the delinquent agency arid do 

h;ls/het: Qe~t to re,solve the prohlem that has arisen. This may immlve 

~ 
1 

1 

a simpl~phone or mail explanation, a demonstration, or perhaps re-

training, depending on the seriousness of the problem. The field 

analysts must keep records of their actions, which are kept on file and ~ 
'l 
] 

I 
logged by the Statist.ician. When an agency has resolved its difficul-

ties, the data in question are resubmitted and reevaluated. The Field 

Services Division and Auditing Staff are extremely important parts of 

Illinois crime data collection and organization. They are the key to 
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maintaining efficient data collection and accurate data presf7~ta·tiOl;;, 

Given the importance of the auditing and field contact phases of 

the system, the i~dividual action of the auditors and' analysts cannot 

be discounted in an inclusive assessment of the I-UCR system. They are 

trained and tested prior to hiring, and are periodically audited them-

selves. This reduces but does not eliminate the unavoidable problem of 

human error. The same notion holds for law enforcement officials re-

cording crime data. At this time, very little is known about the accu-

racy of data recording and reporting. Future issues of this workbook 

will include an estimation of data reporting and recording accuracy, 

and of other aspects of the quality of the I-UCR data. 

Every year DLE publishes a volume, Crime in Illinois, summarizing 

offenses and arrests, by type of offense for the state. Information 

in this volume is more detailed for Index than for other crimes. Addit-

ional data are generally available to the public upon request to DLE-

CJIS in'Springfield. They are available in form of standard reports, on 

a monthly or yearly basis. (For a list of these reports, and their 

contents, see "I-UCR Reports".) If data are desired in a different for-

mat (for certain minor crimes, service codes, spe,cial time periods, 

etc.), DLE may need a few weeks to process the request. DLE-CJIS may be 

contacted regarding data requests at the following address: 

State of Illinois Department of Law Enforcement 
Criminal Justice Information Service 
1035 Outer Park Drive, West 
Springfield, Illinois 62704 
(217) 782-7980 
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CHICAGO POLICE CRIME INFORMATION 

The Chicago Police Department (CPO) is the largest police department 

in Illinois (13,075 sworn officers as of May, 1977), (Chicago Police 

Department, 1977: 11) • It is divided into many functional divisions and 

services the largest city in Illinois (population, 3,369,359), (U.S. 

Census Bureau, 1970). 

In addition to reporting certain data to DLE-CJIS,l the Chicago 

Police Department c.ollects, organizes, and disseminates crime data via 

its own data management system. That system was in operation before the 

OLE sy-stem was established» and differs in some ways from the OLE system. 

The following is a descriptive outline of the CPO sy~tem, which corre-

spo!nds to the flow chart labeled Table 2. 

When an offense comes to the attention of the CPO, crime information 

may be reported in one of two manners: 1) a field report form may be 

filled out at the scent of the crime by an on duty police officer (Step 

Is), or 2) a radio report may be made, in which case the info~ation is 

transmitted to CPO by radio, and the information i* recorded at the De-

partment (Step IIb) In addition, all on duty officers inform the Comm-

unications Division of all offenses which come to their attention. The 
o 

Communications Division fills out a Radio Dispatch C~rd for each offense 

called in, and sends those cards directly to the Records Division (Step 

Ic). 

lThe CPO reports crime data regarding Index. Part I &nQ Part II crimes. 
It prepares and sends a computer tape to OLE just as if it was report
ing to the FBI. The~e is a 3 month lapse between the en~ of a month 
and the sending of the corresponding t~pe. 

·1.:·; 
, , 

• 
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There are twelve field report forms used by CPO, anyone or more 

of which may be filled out by a reporting officer for an offense or non-

criminal incident. (See "Chicago Police Field Reports", in this Work-

book for a listing of the forms used to report criminal incidents, and 

the types of data reported on each). All field repo.rts are reviewed 

cursorily (a~d corrected if need be) by the officers' superd.ors or desk 

sergeantlJ (Step II), who then forward copies of the reports to district 

level reviewers (Step'IIIa)~ and to the Records Division which also re-

views and/or corrects field reports (Step IIIb). An additional check is 

made here by comparing the number of Radio Dispatch Cards submitted by 

Communications to the number of field reports submitted by supervising 

officers. 

If a field report indicates that further investigation is not 

necessary, a co~y of the field report is sent to the Data Systems office 

to be keypunched and enter~d into a computer file, (Step IVa). If the 

report indiaates that further investigation is necessary (or if the Re-

cords Division determines so), a copy of the report is sent to any of 

a number of different divisions (the Youth Division , Criminal Inves-

Ugation Division, Gang Crimes Investigation Division, Crimi.nalistics 

Division, and other internal divisions of CPD). These divisions will 

conduct a follow-up investigation and fill out a Supplementary Report, 

which is also reviewed and/or corrected by supervi~;i",{m officers (Steps 

IVb, c, d, e, and f). 

Upon completion of this step, copies of all Supplementclry Reports 

are sent to the i1ata Systems office (Step V) where, in addition to the 
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data submitted by the Records Division in Step IVa, all CPD crime 

data are entered into a computer fil~. The data nre sorted and pro-

cessed and published in the form of CPD reports (Step VI). 

The Chicago Police Department makes a very clear distinction be-

tween the information it will make available to the general public and 

that which it will make available to other law enforcement agencies. 

The bulk of what CIID will make publicly available is contained in CPD's 

annual "Statistical Summary". 

The "Statistical Summary" presents a na;trative of CPD progress 

during the year including such information as: Index Crime rate com-

parisons with other cities; new CPD crime reduction programs; Homicide 

information; and Divisional activities (Communications, Traffic, Youth, 

Bomb ana Arson, etc.). Some Index Crime information. is presented by 

month and year, and by CPD twenty-eight day periods and thirteen period 

police years. Some examples are: Index Crimes, by month and peu6od; 

by type of offense and clearance ; by district and area. Arrest and 

citation totals are p~esented for Index and other crimes, as are totals 

for traffic accjdent information (causes, type·of accident, citations, 

damage, deaths, injuries, etc.) The following pages are excerpts from 

the "Statistical Summary 1976." They should prov~de an idea of the types 

of information provided in that publication. 

Much more information than .is available in the U({tatistical Sununary" 

may be made available "on a demand basis for legitimate law enforcement 

agencies ,,2 (See "Chicago Police Department Reports" in this workbook.) 

2Quote from an interview with the Assistant Deputy Superintendent of the 
Research, Development, and Data Systems Division of the Chicago Police 
Department 

I . __ ~~ ____ ~ __ , ---

• 
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Any requests for :;rime information from the CPD should be directed 

to the Superintendent of the Chicago Police Depar.ement, at the follow-

i.ng address: 

Superintendent, Chicago Police Department 
1121 South State Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60605 
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15. Youth Activities 
Calendar Year (1 January Through 31 December) 

Missing, lost or 

Total 
Cases 

\Cleared or 
Unfounded 

incapacitated persons .....••. 19,131 ........ 18,859 

18. Special Operations Group 
Calendar Year (1 Janu:Jry Through 31 December) 

Marine Unit 

Boats Towed to Safety ....••••••••••• 
Navig3tion:l1 

Hazards Removed .•.•.••••••••.•••• 

3G9 

306 

Rescues of Persons •.....•.. , • • . • • • • • • • 50 
Child Abandonmen~ ...•••.•.•• 186 .......... 180 

Child Abuse .•..•...•..•.... 323' .......... 320 

Dependent/Neglect ••......•. 518 .• " ........ 514 

16. Missing Persons 
Calendar Year (1 January Through 31 December)* 

JUl'enile Males (Under 17) 

Canine Unit 

Arrests .•.........•••..••••••••• 
Building & Field , 
Searches ..•......•.••.••••.•••.• 

Mass Transit Unit 

Arrests .......... I •••••••••••••• 

Total Special Operations Group 
Arrests •............•.....•.•.•• 
Guns Recovered •...•..•..•. ; , ••.•• 

Labor Relations 

2.942 

1.951 

55,82 

83,04 
2,33' 

Reported ....•. , .... , .........•.. 
Located ......••................. 

Investigations ...... :.............. 12,18 
Strikes ...•..•........•....•.•.• , 11 

Juvenile Females (Under 1:1) 

Reported ..•..........•.......... 
Located, .........•....•......... 

800~ 
799~ 19. Man-Hours For Special Events; 

. I 

Adult Males I 

Reported .....•.................. 
Located ....•.......•......•..... 

.Calendar Year (1 January Through 31 December) 

Parades .............• , •....... , •.. 21.J 
Adult Females 

Expositions, Fairs, etc ................. . 
Sporting Events. , .....•... , ..•..••... 

Reported .....•.•.........•........ 
Security for Visiting Dignitaries •.....•.... 
Labor Controversies ...• 0 •••••••••••••• 

12,4 
10,6 
23,Of 

1,9 Located .... , .....•...... , ....... . 

* Case reports filed. Does not include runaways. 
(See Table 'i1). 

2394 
~36q 

Demonstrations. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . • . . . . . . • 9,9 

TOTAL. . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . . • . 7~,4 

17. Disposition of Juveniles 
Calendar Year (1 ~anuary Through 31 December) 

Processed Within Department: 

School Absentees ...•....•........• , •... ~ : • : l •••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 46,126 
Curfew Violators (Notice to Parents) ..•......•.. : •• , .•••.......••........•...•• ,lQ5,311 
Community Adjustments 

(Minor.Violations Interview & Formal Helease to Parents) •....•.•.•........ " ...... , •. 
Referred to Youth Service Agency •...•.••...•.• , 1 , ••••••••••••••••••••••• , • , •• 

neferred to Other Police Agency ...• < ••••••••••• , , ••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Referred to Juvenile Court of Cook County .•.•......•.•... '.' •....•..•.•.....••.. , 
Referred to Criminal Court ....•... , .•...•.•...•.......•..••.....•••.•.•••..• 

Source: Chicago Police Department, "Statistical Summary - 1976." 

12,051 
23,304 

554 
14,100 

41 

I~~~~~~ 

'20. Community Services 
Calendar Year (1 January Through 31 December) 

Nqighborhood Relations 
Police Community 

Workshops, Attendance (a) ...• , .•..• 

Other P~lice Community Meetings, 
Attendance : •.•.... , ..... , ..... 

Cit~zen ~omplaints Handled (b) ....•...• 
Officer Friendly (c) 

Schools Visited .••........ , ..• , .. 
Classrooms .•.•. : •...........• ' •. 
Students (aUdience). ..... , ..•...•. 

Summer Youth Activities (d) .........•. 

Mobile Exhibit Cruiser 
Engagements •.•..•...•.•....... 
Attendance •.•.....•........... 

Human Relations Activities 

Investigations Made .. , . , ... '. ' ..... 
~tjngs Atte;,ded ..............•. 

.~ Public & Internal Information Division 
• Publicati.ons, Copies Distributed 

Pamphl'ets and' Booklets ...•........ 
Headquarters Tours (number r:f persons) .. . 
Speaking Engagements .............. . 

50,000 

94,493 

7,412 

154 
1,628 

46,907 

11,202 

140 
348,200 

389 
325 

419,738 
Z4,904 

367 
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Preventive Programs 

Seminal'S and Workshops ••••• , I ••••••• 

AttendClnce " ... , ... , , , r , , t , • , " ••• 

. Physical/Facility Securl!ySurveys 

Conducted, including follow,up visit~ ••• 

Operations Identification Pr91lrllm 
Total Participation .•.••• I ••••••••• 

Speaking Engagements .. , , ....•••...• 
Attendance ..••. , •• , •.•••• , ••.. 

Graphic Arts 

Identification Sketches prepared 

from victims and witn«:$Se5 ...••..... 
Layouts, Maps, Charts, PO~lers, Graphs, 

Blueprints, prepared ..• , . , •.•..•••. 
Photo Negatives & Prints 

for Identification &. public $flrvice .....• 
35 MM. Slides for audio visual ........•• 
16 MM. Film for audio visual (feetl ...••.• 
Slide and film presentations .••. : •..•.•• 

1,565 
115,882 

743 

5,988 

323 
16,380 

212 

13,346 

433,224 
14,229 
38,792 

135 

. (a) At least one mel. .1g per month in nch district (except Central), steering ,:;ommittee meetings not included. 

(b) Neighborhood problems investigater! by district community service personnel. 

(c) School year ending June ·1976. Series of visits to classrooms, kindergarten through 8th grade. 

(d) Participation by district personnel in The Mayor's Neighborhood Program. Includ~s tours, field trips, 

sports events, etc., for ages 8 through 18 and employment referrals for righ school youth and young adults. 

District Steering Committee members 
have opportunity ter .exchange experi. 
ences and infDrmation on respectiVe 
problems at the ann!Jal Police-Com-

. munity Citywido Workshop meeting 
. held each spring. 

Source : Chicago Police Department, "Statistical Summary i_ 1976." 

...., 

19 
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21. Communications 23. Field Inquiries 

(-'3 Period Year ( 8 JilOuary 1976 through 5 January 1977 ) 13 Period Year (8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977 ) 

20 

Incoming Telephone Cal!s Answered(a) ..... , 4,068,038 

Radio Calls Made 
Dispatching (b) ............. ' ....•.. 2,576,612 
Other (Administrative, etc.1. . . • . . . • . . .. 2,344,208 
TOTAL. ................ : ......• 4,920,820 

Messages Sent (d 
Facisimile . , ......... , , •.. , , . , , " 1,069,754 
Teletype , , .', , , . , ! , , , ....... , ... '. 26,050 

Point-to-Point Radio Messages (d) 
Stolen Auto Inquiries 
Received. , , .. , , . , , , ............ . 8,909 

28,352 Other Messages Sent or Received ..... , , . 

(a). Includes all 911 calls received by dispatchers whether 
from citizens or other agencies and whether resulting 
in vehicles dispatched, referrals made or instructions 
given. Also includes 744-4000 Centrex calls. 

(bi: 

(d). 

Radio dispatch cards made. Does ,not' includl) extra 
(assist) cars sent through the initial dispatch. 
To Districts and other Department units, Facsimile 
transmission used for operational messages; Tele
type for administrative messages. 
Suburban, Statewide and Nationwide. 

Wanted Persons Inquiries 
Computer ........••..••..••••.•• 
Manual (a) •......••.•••...•.••••• 
TOTAL ......•..•.••••.•••••...• 

Stolen Auto Inquiries 
Computer .........•..•.•.•..•... 
Manual (a) .. , ...•..•••••.•.•.•.•• 
TOTAL •.. " .......•.•.••••.•••• 

Inquiries into 
NCIC (bl ........•.••..•• , ...... .. 

Inquiries Via 
LEADS (cl ....•...•••.••..•••...• 

Warrants 
Registered .........•...•.......•. 
Served ......•......•.....•...•.• 
Extraditions and Turnover!' .•.....••..• 

359,158 
56,220 

. 415,378 

610,347 
34,868 

645,215 

61S,743 

583,781 

175,389 
108,400 

1,541 

(al. Manual searches made when comput~r was inopera· 
tive due to maintenance, reorganization" etc. 

(bl. Inquiries into computer at N,;ltional Crime Infor· 
mation Center, Washington, D.C. 

(c). Messages via the 4B-state network Qf the Law En· 
forcement Agencies Data System include v-lhicle 
registration inquiries to Springfield, Illinois. 

• 

22. Record Processing 

13 Period Year ( 8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977 ) 

Radio Dispatch Cards Sorted .....................•.•. , •...•.•..• ' .•••••....• 2,338,156 
Case Rep,orts Processed ..................................................... *515,500 
Supplementary Reports Processf,ld ..........••.•...••..... : . • . . . • . . • . • • • • • • • •• 355,905 
Traffic Reports Processed ............•.•...••...•.. , ....•• ' •..•..•..•••••.•• *212,875 
Copies Made and Distributed ...........•..........•..•...•.....••••.•••...•• 6,325,882 
Computer Index Entries .•.. ~ ...........••...•••. '. . • . • • . • • • • . • . . . • • • • . . . .... 740,886 
Cards Prepared, (Typed) ......................... " ...•.••••...•. , • • • . • • • . • .• 37,558 
Audit and Review ........••......•••.•.•.•••...•.•••••.••..••• ' .••• ' ••••.• 1,582,559 

* Actual Count for 1976 Calendar Year 

Source,: Chicago Police Department, "Statistical Summary - 1976." 

I 
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24. Records Inquiries 

'13 P~riod Year ( 8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977 ) 

Numerical Files 
Case and Vice Reports Filed ..•...•.... 
Supplementary Reports F,i1ed .•... .' .... 
Traffic Reports Filed .....•.•........ 
Copies Made and Distributed .......... . 
Requests Processed (Official and Citize'n) .. . 
Report Fees Collected ..•...•........ 

Alpha Files 

*515,500 
*355,905 
*212,875 

910,526 
329,337 

$660,894 

Index Cards in File Year End •.•...... " 4,479,806 
Cards Filed ..........• : ..•...... " 596,857 
Cards Purged ...............•..... 
Searches Made 

Property Files 
Cards Prepared and Filed ....•.... , •.. 
Reports Processed and Filed ... , ...... . 

Records Center 
Records Purged .... : " ... ' ... ' •....... 
Record Searches Made .' ........ : .... . 

* Actual Count for 1976 Calendar Year 

3r.6,111 
3,7,558 

'i34,947 
179,194 

91 Tons 
305,865 

Patrol Specialist Norman Jones, 3rd District, Polico Of. 
ficer John Brennan, fill out arson report on a burned 
vehicle. 

• 

• 

25. Identification 

13 Period Year (8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977) 

Fingerprints Compared to Fingerprint Files 
Criminal (Arrestees} 

Submitted •......•.....•.......•. 
Found Identical •....•.•....... , ... 

Non-Criminal (Applicants, etc.) 
Submitted ...... , ................ . 
Found Identical .•....••........... 

Dead, Injured, Shot, etc. 
Submitted ...........••.•...•.... 
Found Identical .•..... : ..•.......• 

Latent Fingerprints (a) 
Evaluated 

Submitted .....................•• 
Found Suitable for Comparison .•.....•. 

Fingerprints Compared to Latent 
SUbmitted ...................... . 
Found Identical 

Records 
Arrest Reports Processed .....•....... 
Wanted Persons Notices 

Filed .... ',' ......• ~ .... , ..... . 
Cancelled .........•...•...•.... 

Record Checks Made 

115,960 
74,836 

39,579 
8,811 

1,935 
1,148 

12,260 
8,667 

19,162 
1,976 

285,844 

4,149 
6,067 

Inquiries at Counter and by Mail . . . . .. 226,822 

(a) 

Photo SerVices 
Photos Received & Filed. . . . . . . . . . . . 54,111 

"Dusted" and other prints obtained at crime scene. 
Comparisons made to determine presence of persons 
criminal or other at scene. 

Source: Chicago Poi ide Department, "Statistical Summary - 1976." 21 
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31. Budget Appropriations 
C8!imdar Year (1 January Through 31 December) 

Personal Services (Salaries, Wages, etc.! . . . . . . . ..•.•.•.••. .... " ..... 
Contractual Services (a) •.. 0 •••••••• 0 • • • • ••••••••• 0 • . .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. . . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ~ .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .." .." 
Travelo .•• 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 • 0 0 0 o' 
Commodities (b) ...... 0 ••••••••••••••• , •••••• 

................ " .......... Q 

E . ment (Automotive, Communications, etd •• , .•...... , ..... : •...•. 
qUIp •••••••••••••• 

Improvements (Buildings) . ' , • • • . . . . . . . . . .•.. 

Specific Purposes (e) , • • , , ••••• 

. Contingencies. 
.. " .... *''' 

........... ~~"'\"., .. " ... ............ g ....................... .. 

TOTAL •• , 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 

. d . f qu·,pment· professionill \lnd technical services; utilities; etc. 
Rentals an repairs 0 e , 

. Gasoline, repair parts, material, supplies, e\c. 
Special, one· time allocations; al.~Q pension fund. 

32~ Salary Schedule 
Ca,leng\lf' Y~~r (1 January ThrQugh 31. December)· 

.................... " .. , .... 
Superintendent ............ , , , . I I • 0 •••••• 

First Deputy Superintendent ... 0 , , : : •••••• 0 •••••• 

......... ...................... 

Deputy Superintendent 0 ••••• , , : : : : ••••••• : ••••• , • • 

Chief ..•...........•.•.. : : , : I: •••••• : ••••••••• 

Asst. Deputy Superintendent, DeputY C!1 ief ..... : ..... ! '.' • 

Commander, Director, Administrativ~ A~st., Executive Asst., Aide .. 

Captain (a). .. .. .. .. ~ ~ ~ 

Lieutenant (a). • : I I: .. 
, .. . ~ 

. 
.................. " .... 

......... .. , 

.. ........ .. 

............. ....... " 

." ...... ...... , 

.......... , .. 

.............. " , , .... 
Sergeant r,a) ........ ; ..... : : : : : • : .. . 

........... .................. " ..... , , 
Investigator, Dispatcher, Youth Offi<:I!f'~ ett;: (a) ......................... , ....... 
Police Officer (a-b) ................... ': .. ~ ! ! t ~ ........................ .. 

) 

...... t\ ............................... ,t .. 
Crossing Guard (e ......•.•• 0 • : : • : : : •••• 

• Maximu;"" 'an~ual rates unless otherwise 1'!0 1ed,· . 
(a) Four longevity increases of apprqximatl!lV 2% not shown. 

1976 
$293,443,712 

9,189,300 
25,000 

8,563,450 
1,47i' ,500 
39~\,000 

10.,000 
100,000 

$313,201,962 

1976 
$44,000 

39,600 
37,300 
35,300 
32pOO 
30,650 
29,632 
27,096 
23.628 
21,000 
20,040 

6.60 

(b) Progressive rates for Police Officer J~"k\ 
first six months.. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ~ ': ~ .. ~ ': 1 , ................... " " 

..... , ." , . $13,200 
. 14,064 

After six months ....•.•.... 
...... . ...... ....... . " .... ,' 

After 12 months ....... . 
• eo", ... 

..... .. 
After 24 montils ...... , . • .. I , I I I •••••• 

, . 
After 36 months ................ I .......... If ': , , t , t ....................... .. 

After 48 months (maximum rate, above) • I : I : , , I ••••••••••••••••••• , , 

., ....... 

\C) Maximum hourly rates after twenty years. 

Starting rate, $3.79 per hour. 

Source: Ch ' "Statl' stl' cal ~ummary ,- 1976." lcago Police Department, -

14,940 
15,804 
16,620 
17,436 

[ 
I· 

I 
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11. AGE, SEX AND RACE OF PERSONS ARRESTED - 1976 

IIndu"_ thoo" rel"(IH~tl ulitholll havillR b"rn /ormal/y ('kur~('cJ) 

---- AC;~ 
._-

RACE 

u::i;; - .. -r-- --~-- Total 
--.~- --

-~ - )~~.:? :: ~~- .:=.-~~ .~-: ~ 
CI,I. JoJ'o- All \= .. "",,"" "' """'" H~ W'),.h. 

• ~ ...... "_\,I_,_o •• !'!..~ -~ n .... f~ ----~-.--- -- _. ,--- oF-full=- 'l~1I ~~3 2111 3'17 7" " j Cii;l 
~~~~!~~~~t_MDr'!410uoh •• r 01~ 10;",.;\;"; -- i2 ---)'1 --~O'--,T --'13 _11.11 )41 BG2 5 -- -- 161 

'M~;;;- ---- --.;.. .-- ---' ---1--"," ---___ ~ ___ 2 ___ 1 __ i~ ___ J , __ !!Cl 
:'.1 Mn,ulcn.tvh,., lit He\1I1,..,c. Olb '~:~~ __ L----z !,~ ~_I-_!. 5 __ ill __ 7~s -- -- --

~---.---. __ l.4..J __ 1:1.7 _J1Q. _.;)1,:). ___ 22 .~]&~ 
Ford!.l. Rape 02 ~~;;j; 90 607 2 -- I 66 

M.ln 2754 _is_6] 1374 1407 79 7261 
Robll..,y OJ ~;;Ie --i2-7 75 --89 -ioo ----s· - 'j-g6 733 6230 20 -- -- 674 

Mal~ 565 __ lJl'§ 196 __ ~§'4.. 12"j -i444 
~Q'ilrQ ... a'.d Auouh (R.1Uftl A-.4o·d) 04 .. 7c;';le --iii 31 --2S 86 ---i'6 --279 2B4 1190 1 -- I 239 

Mule 5344 _19J-j _lJi!. 1745 153 10497 
~Ia,y--Br~t"i"g or Ent.rlng OS Ff:~l~; --174 83 74 --79 ---14 -424 2382 7354 37 -- I 1147 

Mole 0533 3735 3755 6764 lOGO 23047 
L.,ceny·Th.ft {Except Molor V.hlcl. T:,.'t' 06 fe;;I~ -190'8 --966 ·-1022 -is 26 --207 ' -568§' 5785 21430 56 -- I 2264 

Mul. 2130 857 609 B34 70 4500 
MDta' Vehlclo Theft 07 F~;;I; --119 ---65 --55 '--65 ----4 --308 1149 3069 13 -- 2 575 

M~'le 40B7 2015 243B SlOB 1230 14878 
Othe, Auault. (R.tvr~ A. ~ .c.) 08 Fe;I~; --930 --liB --306 -752 -~167· -2-373 4179 11052 49 -- ... - 1971 

Mole 125 ___ 3,2 18 51 11 240 
A,aon 09 Fe~I~; ---12 ---1: ---4' ----2 --19 107 107 -- -- -- 45 

Mule 3 7 6 21 2 39 
FCiraery and Count.,f.lling 10 ~;.;.;- ----1 ---'4 ---3 --·'7 --15 18 36 -- -- -- --

Mille S56 __ ?.5_1 306 61B 132 2163 
Froud n Ft!;;\;j; ·'--00 103 -T33 --224 ---14 ---562 524 2069 2 -- -- 130 

Male 1 5 1 7 
12 Fc~;I; --- ---- ---- ---- 3 3 -- -- -- I EmL ... lern.nt 

Mule 660 94 90 166 38 104B 
Siolen Property; BuYin?!-~"c.i~I.";. Po ••••• lngll Fe;;l; "-57 ---24 ---iJ --19 ----2 --95 280 742 4 -- -- 117 

Male 3429 882 659 1081 IS( 6237 
Vandalhm 14 I-":'e';;i; --226 ---5-4 ---68 -121 --is --498 24B3 3330 38 -- I BB3 

Mole 1215 982 1445 3997 14G( 9099 
Wnpor,.; C;orrylnDt 1=:0 ..... ln9. ~tc. " Fe;;j; --'/0 --[30 -T94 -501 -If4 -'1009 1389 7541 16 -- I 116] 

Mole 54 236 --~~ ._!2! "231 '):911 
Pro.,ltutlon Dnd Comm.tdolrucl Vic. 16 Fc;'~; 243 ,2507 2590 ..J34 ---47 -63-29 1343 655B 10 -- I 334 

Sn: Of'.naell (E.cep, Fotl:lbI. Mltle _17.4 __ !.~2 __ ~6j. _,;3.!i1 12] 992 
ROP"1 ond P,oltltutlon) 17 Fr.;';I; 69 13 19 16 ----3 --iio 397 571 4 -- -- 14( -:\Iule _~_lj2 40' 15609 ,;3g7 2980 _;1.1.91 
Noteotlc Drug Law. T.t~r· 18 fo~;;'~c 391 --3'95 511 661 --:it -199B 3660 1530 19 -- I 239 

Opium ." Coca'ne and T"." Oe,' ... ot''''U ~1"lc _114. __ ~!i2 __ !i3l> 1083 __ 2 2056 
(Morphine. Heroin, Code In.' . Pe-;;I;I; 28 51 113 --is6 1 --372 1B3 16G3 4 -- -- .~ 

Mole _2J~6 -'?Q?"~ _!.~8] _l:..6£l;!, _,g~_~~3.? 
M.,quano ~ ~;;y;; 274 167 156 IB9 1 800 2140 6139 11 -- 1:~ 
S.,,,'h~th: NOfcotic:a .. Mo"u'octu,.d Norco.lci ~Iole 22 __ :::~4 __ .1.!i __ E!. ___ 5 __ 1,;1.9 --I -.E 
Whlch CIl" Caun True Otug Addlettot'! Fc;~; ---
(Duterel. M.thadon,·a) . e 2 4 7 15 2B 36 103 -- '--

M .. :le 525 _.?'2'~ _2-~2 2322 203 3E~1 O,h .. r ... Oon,...roua Non.Narcotic Drugs 
~~;;;~ ,...---

'Dorb-hut.' •• , B .. nnd,lne) d B7 173 235 2~1 12 79B DOl 3625 4 -- -- B49 
M.I. _1!!9 __ ~~7 __ 5_52 _2Jl2Q ~~~~ _~4.?Q Go",bHnv Ta.,ol 19 ~~; 11 22 37 157 573 675 4914 -- -- -- 434 
Millo 4 ----~ ___ 1.9 __ .!i~ __ 11i --lj!Q 
Fe~;I; ---boo"rnaltlno (Ho,,~ .nJ Sp.n Book' . 1 4 9 16 30 :18 99 -- -- -- 23 
Mal. .... _-5 ____ 9 ___ 1~ __ .!i!. --~~ _,,··m 

H"",b.,. and l.".r, ~ ~;;j; 1 13 41 55 36 20B -- -- -- 23 
Mal. __ 1~..o __ !iU _'?1§ 1916 16B5 SUB 

"" O,h., C-~IInv c F-;;;.;ie 11 20 33 135 --289 488 611 4607 -- -- -- 38B 
Mole ___ !i2 __ 2_8.9 ,_3.,:}§ _~Q4 __ l.;; ._l..8,?Q 

OUens .. AgGlnst F .... tly ond Chlftl,en :zo fo';;l-;nle 14 33 62 127 246 19B 1525 1 -- -- 248 
Mnl\! ---:1.3 __ ~4..1 __ 5,;31 _2.926 __ 24.5 ,_3_8.12 

1n1'W1n9 Unci., Th. 'nnuenn 21 F-;;ttle 2 6 17 BB 34 147 1422 1917 5 -- I 649 
",,,Ie 711 __ 4.lJl 

--.jj __ 22 ___ ~1 _J.il.9§ L'"uo, L.",. 22 I-:;;"lc ---6el 58 11 19 160 1061 247 6 -- -- 152 
Mole 

DNnl..."",o •• 23 F-;;;ie ---- ---- ---- --- _ .... _- ---- " Malle 12557 11i204 15986 42672 2103 10825 
~I"t".rf, C ... "vc, 24 P-;;uale -1829 -54f4 -741'9 -5370 -1097 2114- 35324 B0334 1304 -- 7 12432 

Mol. 
v.,t.ncr ---- ---- ---- ---25 F-;;.le ---- ----

Male 4226 2638 2563 4331 1103 14861 , 
41. Other Offen ... (Eace" Traffic) l6 F-;;~e --973 --552 --3(;2 -530 --144 -2-361 4461 11124 ' 41 -- I 1595 

Mnle 
~",cI." 27 F~';Llle ---- ---- ---- --- ---- ----

Mnle 14 14 
--:. 

"',.w ."lIlohe,lng Law Vlotollon. 2 • ,.:;'~,.1(' ----i .... --- ---- --- ---- '---r 1 13 -- -- -- I 
MAlII'" ~O03 2003 

kutt-A ..... ,.. 'l9 ..~;;; .. I~- -'4jij7 ---- .. _-- --_ .. 
- .rj'f'i 2115 3397 30 740 -- --

.TOTAL 
65604 46216 . 49IJGO 92933 33727 20841 ' 70302 187io~ 1671 

,. -- 19 285~81 

This table gives totals and sub-totals for each of the Part I and Part II 
off~nses, brol(en into each of the categories mentioned in the report title. 
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VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS 

A victimization survey is simply a general population survey which 

includes screen questions to identify those respondents who were victims 

of crime, and follow-up questions about the crime incidents. In addition, 

victimization surveYEI usually include questions about the attitudes of 

all respondents toward criminals, the police and the courts. The em-

phasis is on the victim, not the crime incident. The or.ig~.nal i..ntent in 

conducting victimization surveys was to gather information on crime and 

vlctims to fill in informal"ion gaps left by crime data from other sources, 

as well as to provide an accurate indication of crime rates. 

A major distinction between victimization survey data and data such 

EtS Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) originates in the collection and record

ing practices used. In each case, there is an intermediary between the 

victim of crime and statistic, and the :tntermediary may affect the data 

gathered by his or her influence on the victim, assessment of the' situa-

tion and interpretation of the victim's account of the offense. For UCR 

and police data, this intermediary is the law enforcement officer who 

acts as a filter between the victim or crime and the reported statistic. 

"Filtering" is the practice, both official and unofficial, by which the 

police decide which complaints require action. Filtering can lead to 

underreporting of crime in UCR and police data. On the other hand, in 

victimization surveys, the interviewer is the intermediary. Interviewers 

record all offenses which the victims consider to be crimes and which fit 

the survey categories for of~~nses. (See the text section on the Differ-

ences Between Police and S>!,'l'\l:\!!'):' Data.) 

Victimization surveys have certain advantages over other sources 
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of crime data. For example, victimization surveys furnish information 

on "hidden crime", (Dol(~schal, 1970:546-571) (crime which does not ap

pear in police or FBI data), on the demographic profile of the victim, 

on the likelihood of victimization, and on both crime reported and crime 

not reporteti to the police. They also provide more detail about crime 

than do police reports, thereby improving our knowledge of the nature 

and costs of c'rime (Maltz, 1975). For e:xample, surveys often provide 

information on· the victim-offender relationship, distingu:Lsh between 

domestic and other Violence, describe victims' attitudes toward police 

and victims' reactions during the incident, identify which crimes are 

likely to be reported to the police and by whom, and estimate the costs 

of crime and benefits of reporting crime for the victim. 

A major limitation common to all victimization surveys is that not 

all crimes are included. Most victimization surveys cover only UCR Part 

I offenses (except homicide). (See glossary for Part I offenses.) Only 

crimes in which the victim can be or is willing to be interviewed, is 

aware of having been victimized and has not been a willing participant 

in the crime can be included in a victimization survey. 

Further limitations involve the cbQice of popUlation to be sampled. 

Surveys may include interviews with both households and businesses, or 

with households alone. They include interviews only with those victims 

who live within the geogr~Phical limits of the survey, although the in-

cident reported to the interviewer and recorded in the survey data may 

have occurred outside those limits. Unlike I-UCR data, victimization 

surveys collect no data for non-residents who ~t~~e victimized within 

the survey area. Institutionalized persons and young children are also 

excluded from most victimization survey populations. 
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Victimization surveys rely heavily upon the honesty and accuracy 

of memory of the respondents. Since no formal sanctions are involved 

to I'educe fabrication in reporting offenses, any tendency to fiction-

alize the report of incidents, whether intentional or not, will bias 

the resulting data. Additional bias may be introduced by the inter-

viewer. For example, respondents may be reluctant to answer embarras-

sing questions i~ they find the interviewer's presence threatening. 

Error will also be introduced by a non-random sample design, since 

each unit in a·popu1ation must have an equal chance of being selected 

in otder to produce reliable estimates from sample data. For instance, 

some error may be introduced into a telephone survey in that only house-

holds with phones can be contacted. 

National Crime Syrveys (NCS) : Cities Sa~l~Chicago Data 

The National Crime Surveys are part of a crime survey program set 

up by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA). (See. table 

3.) One set of surveys was conducted for 1972, and repeated for 1974 

in the five largest U.S. cities including Chicago. TheChicago 

surveys included attitudinal questions asked of the total sample, screen 

questions to identify crime victims, and incident questions asked of 

this victim sample. NCS documents are based on victim sample data, and 

prov'ide summary tables on single. incidents of residential crime. Data 

on series crime and on commercial crime appear in separate sections of 

NCS docuuli:mts. (See text se,ction OD Series Incidents in this workboo~ 

Further details on both victim sample data and on attitudinal data can 

be obtained from NCS computer tapes available from DUALaba •. 

The Chicago surveys polled random samples regarding only the follow-
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TABLE 3 
OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL CRIME PANEL PROGRAM 

NATIONAL SAMPLE 

(contimliny survey of 
12,000 households) 

CITIES SAMPLE 
(one-time survey of 
12,000 households 
in each of the cities 
below) 

1972 IMPACT CITIES· 

·Ci:ies reintcrviewcd ht 1975. 

Atlanta 
Baltimore 
Cleveland 
Dallas 
Denver 
Newark 
Portland,Ore. 
St. LOllis 

CRIME PANEL 

NATIONAL SAMPLE 

(continuing sample of 
15,000 business r.~ta· 
blishmentsl 

1973 LAnG EST CITIES· 1974 CITIES 

. Chicago 
Detroit 
Los Angeles 
New York 
Philadolphia 

Boston 
Buffalo 
Cincinnati 
Houston 
Miami 
Milwlllllkee 
Minneapolis 
New Orlean$ 
Oakland 
Pittsburg 
San Diego . 
Sm Francisco 
Washinyton, D,C. 

Files are currently available for the National Crime Surveys only. Files 
from the Commercial Victimization Surveys will be prepared during the 
coming months and should. be available by August 1977, 

CITIES SAMPLE 
(one-time surveys of 
2,000 busir.~S$ esta
blishments in each of 
the cities below) 
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ing Index crimes: rape, robbE~ry, assault, burglary, theft and motor 

vehicle theft. The population surveyed included all individuals 

twelv~ and over, residing within the corporate limits of Chicago. In-

terviews were conducted in person with each person in the household. 

Follow-up phone contacts were l~sed when no one was reached initially, 

which happened in about 25% of the cases. Data were collected for twelve 

month reference periods. About 12,000 households were scree'ned for each 

of the survey years, and the resulting victim samples of 5,493 and 6,592 

were weighted to obtain estimates of crime incidence and rates. 

NCS documents provid2 sununary data on crime ind.dence and rates by 

age, sex, race, marital status and income of the victim. Additional 

data are given on whether or not the incident was reported to police, in-

volved a stranger as offender or involved the use of a weapon. The type 

of weapon is noted if a weapon was involved. Household crime data are 

also reported by tenure of victim and number of units in the structure. 

Commercial crime data are reported by characteristics of establishment 

and by crime type. 

Data Sources 

The follOWing two sources are published by the U.S. Department of 

Justice, 1.aw Enforcement Assistance Administration, National Crim-

inal Justice Information and Statistics Service, W~Bhington, D.C., 

and are available from the National Criminal Justice Reference Ser-

vice, P.O. Box 2436, S.W. Post Office, Washington, D.C. 20024 (202) 

655-4000: 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Chicago, Detr'1,it, Los Angeles New 

York and Philadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and 1974 Findings, a 

National Crime Panel Surveys Report, No. SD-NCS-C-6. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation's Five Largest Cities, 

a National Crime Panel Surveys Report, No. SD-NCP-C-3. 

Computer tapes of the full sample files, and of the attitude and 

cities incident (victim) files for 1972 and 1974 are available from 

DUALabs, under the following titles: 

Cities Incident Extract Files,l ~ities Comple~e Sample. Files. 2 

Cities Attitude Sub-sa!'1Ple Files, 2 User Directories, Glossary of 

NCS Terms, Hand Book and Guide to Use of the NCS Tape Files. Addi-

tional information on these files is also available from DUALabs 

1601 North Kent Street, Arlington, Va. 22209 (703) 525-1480. 

DUALabs will also provide the following on request: 

1) Special tabulation - a specially prepared series of printed re
ports based on your specifications. 

2) File extracts - an extract containing only those data of inter
est 'to you. 

3) Customised files - a series of files generated in response to 
your specific needs. 

4) CENTS-AID II - DUALabs software suited to process NCS files. 

For these preparations or for additional information on costs contact 

Ms. Deirdre Gaquin at DUALabs (see address above). 

lTape copies format option only (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Blocked) 

2Tape copies format options either (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Blocked) 
or (IBM Standard Variable-Length/Blocked) 

3Tapes on commercial victimizations will be available in late 1977. 

f 
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National Crime Surveys: national panel sample, state level 

National panel design sample surveys are conducted continuously by 

the Census Bure,;lu for the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

(LEAA) throughout the United States. These random sample surveys are, 

like the National Crime Surveys cities sample, part of the National 

Crime Panel Program set up by LEAA. (See Table 3 ) Results of these 

surveys are available for Illinois, for the years 1974 and 1975, as re-

weighted samples. The portion of the national sample conducted in 11li-

nois was reweighted to represent Illinois. Since the original national 

survey sample was designed to follow the demographic profile of the 

United States, the national sample data reflect national demographic 

characteristics. Fortunately, the deaographic p ... 'ofile of Illinoie is 

close to that of the nation, 80 national sample data reweighted for 

Illinois are adequately, though not exactly, representative of Illinois. 

The same descriptions of data and sample design given for NCS 

cities sample data apply to re-wetghted national panel data, except that 

the population surveyed was that residing in the state of Illinois and 

that the reference period was six months. 

The respondents in the total sample were asked' attitudinal ques-

tions and screen questions to determine which respondent~ were crime 

vic.tims. The latter group constituted the victim sample. Data in NCS 

documents are based only on the victim sample cases. 

Although these national survey samples are, in general, carefully 

designed and conducted, up to 1975 there were no interviewers or ques-

tionnaires designed for non-English speaking respondents. After 1975, 

provisions were made for Spanish speaking individuals •. 

11 

11 

i I 
! 

t 
I 

\ 
I' 
i \ 
I 

I 
1 

Y 
I 

! 
I I, 

I! 
II II 
Ii 
L: 
!; 

Ii 
II 
l\ 

I' jl 
I: 

I' 
Ii 
Ii 
Ii 
f! 

Ii 
I 

/1 
lr 
[! 
'I 
Ii 
II 
il 
I' 
jI 
Ii 
I: 
d , 

P 
~ 

1 
P 
I: 
II 

Ii 
" I: 
I ~ 
L 
II 
It 
II 
I .1 

j! 
Ji 
I! 
11 
Ii 
Ii 
!! 
I ~ 

Ii 
" Ii 
I' I' 
11 
ii 
I, 
',I il 
II 
I 
1: 
j. I 
1 
I' 
l' 
I 

" I j' 
If 
II 
\1 
I I( 

l! 
1 
i 

• 

32 

The sample data were weighted to reflect the actual popula.t;.ion. 

The design of the samples has produced results whose validity has been 

tested and proven consistent over time. The reliability of estimates 

made from the sample data has been calculated in terms of standard errors, 

which are available from the Census Bureau. The two national samples 

(..ind the. re-weighted data for Illinois) were conducted with the Bame 

deiign and, therefore, can be compared to one another. 

Data are presented in NCS documents for the total national sample 

of victims. Those interested in state level data for Illinois should 

consult with the Census Bureau, Demographic Surveys Division. Dat.a have 

been gathered for victim demographics of age, sex, race, marital status 

and inc1ome, for victim-offender relationships, for reporting to police, 

for time of occurrence and for weapon use. 

Data Sources: 

1974 and 1975 National Crime Panel national survey reweigh ted for 
Illinois, see general information sources listed un.der NCS citles 
samples sources. 

Also available from DUALabs l (See listing under NeS cities samples 
sources for address): 

National Complete Sample Files2 National Incident Extract Files3 , 
User Directories, Glossary of NCS Terms, etc. 

Available from The U. S. Bureau of the CeIlsus: 

National Crime Survey Documentation, Demolgraphic Surveys Division, 
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Washington, D.C. 

lTapes on commercial victimizations will be available in late 1977. 

2Tape copies format options either (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Block
ed) or (IBM Standard Variable~Length/Blocked) 

3Tape copies format option only (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Blocked) 

, 
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Joliet and Peoria samples 

Sample surveys were conducted by Abt Associates in Joliet and in 

Peoria and published in 1976, as baseline surveys for comparison with 

later surveys done in these cities. Data from these surveys are avail-

able as documents which include the questionnaires used, descriptions of 

the times each different answer was given to a question (frequency dis* 

tributions) and cross tabulations of crime data with certain demograph-

ics. The crimes included are noncommercial robbery, aggravated and 

simple assaults, residential burglary in two classifications (A and B) 

crnd household larceny. ("Residential burglary A" is burglary from a 

dwelling unit or .. structure attached to that unit. "Residential burglary 

B" is burglary from other structures on the property.) No data are in-

cluded for commer~ial crimes. No distinction is made between single and 

series victimizations. Each victimization is counted as one incident. 

(See Series Incidents.) Attitude surveys were done for both victims and 

nonvictims and data from these are included in the published report. 

The populations surveyed in each city include all individuals six-

teen and over, residing within the city limits. Interviews were con-

ducted over the phone with one adult responding on behalf of the house-

hold. The data were ~ollected for a six month reference period and 

weighted to obtain estimat.es of crime incidence and rates. 

Data Sources: 

1976 Joliet and Peor:La u:l.ctimization survey: 

Victimization in Joliet and Peoria: A Baseline Survey, Abt Asso
ciates, Inc., 55 Wheeler Street, Cambridge, Mass. 02138 (710) 
320-6367 
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Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Sample 

This survey ~as conducted by Southern Illinois University in the 

southern fifteen (non-metropolitan) counties in Illinois, composing the 

Illinois Law Enforcement Commission Planning Region 20, an.d issued for 

the year 1976. The survey included a general attitude poll with screen 

questions to identtfy a victim sample. 

The survey report includes details of the sampling methodology of 

the field study with information on random digit dialing (ROD) and tele-

phone interviewing as well ',as details of data coding and processing. 

This report includes data from the public opinion survey which polls 

attitudes of the total sample (victims and nonvictims) on crime and the 

criminal justice system. The victimization survey section provides 

crosstabulations of crime data with delttographic characteristics, and an 

analYSis of the survey data and data from area Uniform Crime Reports for 

each county. The report is intended as a crime profile for the area 

and as a basis for later comparisons with future surveys. Data include 

all major index crimes, including homicide, and vandalism. Data on mul-

tiple victimizations are reported both as separate incidents and series 

incidents (See Series Incidents). The population surveyed includes all 

individuals of any age residing in Region 20. 

Data Sources: 

1976 Region 20 (Greater Egypt) victimi~ation survey 

Ifirst Report of Citizens' Attitudes about Criminal Justice and 
Crime Incidents Occurring in the Southern Fifteen Counties of Illi
nois, and A Profile of Crime in the Greater Egypt Criminal Justice 
Planning Region, Greate~ Egypt Regional Planning and Development 
Commission, 608 East College, P.O. Box 3160, Carbondale, Illinois 
62901. (618) 549-3306. 
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IJR SURVEY: "YOUTH AND SOCIETY IN ILLINOIS" 

Currently~ the largest source of data about adolescent involvement 

in crime in Illinois is a study entitled "Youth and Society in Illinois", 

conducted by the Institute for Juvenile Research (IJR). In 1971, IJ'R., 

with init:f.111 support from the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission and 

subsequ~lit !lUpport from the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, 

began an extensive program of integrated research projects. Among these 

was a survey of a large sample of adolescents, probing .the extent of 

unrecorded delinquency in Illinois, and the behavioral and demographic 

correlates of delinquency. The study's intention was to provide base-

line data for pl~nners in criminal justice. 

The large statewide survey provides self-report data on the involve-

( ment of Illinois adolescents in delinquent behavior and some self-re-

port data on juvenile victimizations in Illinois. The sample was drawn 

from the tot,al population of Illinois youth, aged 14 through 18 years 

old, residinl~ in households in the winter of 1971 .• 1972. Drop-outs from 

school are ilClcluded in the sample because it was based on households, 

but youths rlesiding in institutions were excluded. That means that the 

sample excluded youngsters in preparatory and parochial s.chools with 

live-in student bodies, those in institutions for tlie disturbed and re-

tarded, those in the custody of the criminal justice system, those liv-

ing in collE!ge dormitories, and those in military service. 

The sm~p1e was divided into three sections: 1) the city of Chicago, 

2) the Chiciago Standard Metropolitan Statistical Ar.ea. (SMSA) excluding 

( the central city, (Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will counties) 

and 3) 1111,nois, excluding the Chicago SMSA. Sampling was done on the 

( 
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basis of systematically chosen clusters, with 32 households in each 

cluster, and a total of 600 clusters in the state (100 in Chicago, 100 

in the Chicago SMSA excluding the central city, and 400 in the rest of 

the state). Ultimately, 19,200 households in 41 of the 102 counties in 

Illinois were screened to determine if any 14 to 18 year olds lived there. 

Seventy-four percent of the adolescents identified in this screening 

procedure completed the paper and penl:!il questionnaire, some after re

peated callbacks. A total of 3,098 completed questionnaires were 

obtained. 

A disproportionately large number of respondents were sampled out

side the Chicago SMSA, on the rationale that an abundance of data 

already exists on urban. violative behavior. The study's deSigners sought 

data representative of delinquency in the state as a whole, which necessitated 

attention to the diverse range of communities in downstate Illinois. 

Because the downstate area was so heavily sampled relative to the Chicago 

area, and because, according to the 1970 census, th~ downstate area 

accounts for only 38 percent of the households of the state, the sample had 

to be adjusted to reflect the actual population distribution of Illinois. 

This was achieved by differentially weighting the cases in each section 

of the sample. Unfortunately, heavy weighting of the data drawn from 

Chicago and the Chicago SMSA diminishes its reliability. (See text sec

tion on Weighting.) Still, this IJR survey is probably the best source of 

information ever assembled about youth in the area outside greater Chicago. 

It provides a wElalth of information about delinquent involvement in 

rural areas and small cities. 

Many of the previous adolescent self-report studies employed samples 

of students from one or a few high schools, and it may by overly op-



( 

37 

timistic to aSRume that results can be generalized beyond those schools. 

The ~JR survey had a much larger sample, representative of students and 

non-students, from a state which is itself fairly demographically di-

verse. The data should therefore be more representative of the wide 

range of social settings in Illinois than are other studies of juveniles. 

The IJR survey depended upon locating youngsters in their homes. 

Thus, all adolescents living at home had a chance to get into the sam-

plea By getting away from studies of only "official delinquent", (delin-

quents known to the police), IJR estimates of delinquent behavior and de-

linquency correlates more closely approximate actual detected and unde-

tee ted behavior. At the same time, . the household sample had slightly 

smaller proportions of seventeen and especially of eighteen year olds 

than are found in the Illinois juvenile population, because they were 

less likely to be found at home. Consistent with this was a slight over-

sampling of younger, less mobile adolescents. 

The questionnaire which was used in the survey is 16 pages long 

and had 379 questions. It took respondents about 45 minutes to fill it 

out. There were two versions of the questionnaire. The first few pages 

differed somewhat for those adolescents who were out of school. The 

survey instrument included questions on &11 aspects of adolescence in-

eluding school, parents, peers, dating, sexual experience, general atti-

tudes, self-image, criminal victimization and contact with the criminal 

justice system. Data on delinquent activity came from a bank of ques-

tions similar to that used by Short and Nye (1958). Thirty questions 

were included covering illegal and quasi-illegal activities. They ranged 

from trivial activities like cheating in school, truancy, and petty theft, 

to alcohol use, experimentation with drugs, fighting, automobile viola-

tions and vandalism, to more serious activilties like burglary, gang fight-
, 
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ing, use of a weapon in a. fight, and s trongarm robbery. In addition to 

answering these questions for themselves, youths were asked to report 

how many of their friends had engaged in each of the activities. While 

the youth completed the questionnaire, parents were kept busy by the in-

terviewer who orally administered a parent questionnaire. 

It may be contended that self-report data on delinquent involvement 

underestimate delinquent involvement, since some youngsters may want to 

conceal their offenses. Research by Clark and Tift (1966) indicates that 

underreporting does occur for cornmon offenses but that such data distor-

tions may be far, smaller than those derived from official statistics. 

Because the Short and Nye questions are relatively common) it was poss-

ib1e to measure the reliability of the IJR results through a comparison 

with previous self-report studies.· Miller (1976) compared responses in 

the IJR study to comparable items from ten earlier studies and found 

that the IJR data for males were similar to previous self-report studies; 

however, female rates of involvement were higher in the IJR data. Miller's 

results correspond to rising official rates of delinquency among girls. 

The self-report items used in the questionnaire present one rather 

serious drawback for analysis. The questions are phrased "How often 

have you e~er done any of the following: ••• " The. response choices 

to a range of delinquent activities are "never, once or twice, a few 

times,and often." Because these items ask if the youngster had "ever" 

done an activity, the data are not amenable to causal analysis. That 

is, because there is no temporal ordering, the data can be used to ex-

amine the correlates of delin(l'uency but cannot be used to establish 

cause and effect arg;.tments. About the best that can be done in that re-

gard is a comparison of the characteristics of each age group in an at-

.. 
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tempt to measure maturational differences. 

It is not possible to determine from survey responses when a young-

ster engaged .in an activity and that deficiency makes interpretation 

of some of the items extremely ambiguous. For example, one of the most 

serious activities measured in the survey is strongarm robbery. The item 

which measures this is "How often have you ever ••• used -force or threa-

tened to use force to get money from another person.1" A seventeen year 

old answering this question in the present could indeed be referring to 

a serious criminal activity, but 'because the response choices refer only 

to the frequency of the activity and have no reference to when the acti-

vity took place, the youngster could just as easily be referring to a 

shakedown of a classmate for lunch money when he was 10 years old. It 

might be inferred that the youngster who responds that he has engaged in 

( that behavior "often" is referring to the recent past, but the ambiguity 

of the question makes interpretation difficult. Most of the items used 

to measure deU,nquency are less ambiguous in interptetation. The use of 

a weapon in a fight, or breaking into a home or store to steal something 

are activities which are serious whenever they occur. However, without 

knowledge of when the activities took place it is not possible to dis-

tinguish between youngsters who recently became involved in criminal acti-

vities, those who were delinquent and are no longer, and those whose 

delinquent involvement is more persistent. Because one cannot tell how 

many incidents occurred or when an incident took place, it is not possi-

ble to calculate the incidence, or rate of occurrence of a criminal act 

for any particular year. However, the data can be used to determine the 

(
~ 

. , 
prevalence of crime within the adolescent population, or the percentage 

of the adolescent population who were ever involved in a criminal activ-

ity. 

----- -------.----------------- .. -~-. 

( ) 

40 

The section of the questionnaire dealing with criminal victimi-

r::ation is composed of "yes or no" questions about whether the respondent 

had ever: received an anonymous phone call; had a weapon used against 

hi~/her in a fight; been robbed; been a Victim of theft; been sexually 

molested. In addition, three questions asked if the respondent's family 

had ever: had their car stolen for a joyride; had their car stripped 

for parts; had their home broken into. Like the data discussed in the 

previous pa:ragraph, these data can be used to calculate the prevalence 

but not the incidence of criminal victimization. The utility of these 

questions for comparisons with victimization studies is severely limit

ed because the items ask if the respondent was ever victimized and don't 

take memory decay into account. (See Glossary, and Chanter 1 rliacuR810n 

of Victimization surveys). 

Some confusion resulted from the arrangement of response choices 

in one part of the questionnaire. On page thirteen of the sixteen page 

questionnaire are two lists of questions in sj,de by side columns. The 

first column asks "How many of the kids you spend time with have ever 

done any of the following: .•• " What follows: is a list of 1.3 delin-

quent acts, with four response choices for each act: 1. all of them; 

2. more than half of them; 3. less than half of them; and 4. none of 

them. In the right hand column is the same list of delinquent acts with 

the question "How often have you ever done any of the following:" and 

the responses, 1. never, 2. once or twice, 3. ~ few times, 4. often. 

Thus a 4 on the first column means that none of the youngster's 

friends had engaged in that activity and a 4 on the second column means 

the youngster had engaged in that behavior often. It was possible for 

youngsters reading the questionnair.e quickly to overlook the reversed 
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order of the responses, answering the second column as though the res-

panses'were in the sanae order as the first. To take an extremely clear 

example. some youngsters responded that none of their friends had ever 

taken part in a gang fight, yet they themselves had often engaged in 

that activity. It was determined that about five percent of the sample 

had misread the response choices based on an examination of the logical 

consistency of the choices. These individuals' responses were recoded 

by reversing the values on the second column. 

In general, the IJR survey has limited utility fo~ the calculation 

of crime rates. The study was designed to measure the extent to which 

youngsters engage in delinquent acts rather than yearly rates of invc-lv-

ement. Therefore, comparisons with official statistics should be made 

with the percent of youngsters 14 to 18 years of age, who ever had con-

tact with criminal justice agencies rather than with yearly statistics. 

The unit of analysis in the survey is the :f.ndividua1 rather than the 

incident. What the study does well is to. provide planners with base-

line information about delinquent involvement, and to' provide a large 

body of additional information about various other aspects of Illinois 

Adolescents. By sampling from all youth in the state, the survey pro-

videa a much broader perspective than that previously available. 

Requests for additional information, papers, and data should be 

addressed to the project directors: 

Gary Schwartz, Ph.D. 
Joseph E. Puntil 
Institute for Juvenile Research 
Department of Mental Health 
State of Illinois 
1140 S. Paulina 
Chicago, Illinois 60612 
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CHAPTER II: THE RELIABILITY, VALIDITY, AND 
INCLUSIVENESS OF DATA SOURCES 
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THE RELIABILITY, VALIDITY AND INCLUSIVENESS 
OF DATA SOURCES! 

Anyone interested in using a data source described in the previous 

chapter will want to know how good that source is, that io, its reli-

ability, validity, and inclusiveness. A crime data source is reliable 

if the data it contains are accurate. The source is valid if its data 

reflect the number and types of crime occurring and not something other 

than crime. Data collection may have been limited to data on certain 

crimes, however. The data source would then provide an incomplete pic-

ture of the crime situation. The more reliable, valid and inclusive the 

data source, the closer is the correspondence between crime as describ-

ed in the data source and the amount and types of crime actually occur~ 

ring. 

A number of events can intervene between the occurrence of a crime 

and its recording in any of the data sources. Some of these interven-

ing events, (for example, the data collector's decision not to re~ord 

data on c~rtain.crimes), can prevent a crime from being recorded or re-

corded accurately. By studying these intervening events (listed below), 

and how they affect the reliability, validity and inclusiveness of the 

data recorded in each source, we can determine roughly what portion of 

the crime that occurs is accurately recorded in each data source. The 

data sources covered in the previous cilapter can then be rartked in order 

of their reliability, validity and'completeness. Such a ranking has 

been provided for the reader in this chapter. 

lThe statistical definition of reliability and validif;y are not 
applicable here, due to the paucity of qu,-antitative ~~vidence of 
the reliability and validity of any of these data SOlllrces. Rather 
this chapter draws together issues which must be con:!Jidered in any 
measurement of reliability and validity of crime dat.a. 

• 
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SOllie intervening events are necessary for a crime to be recorded 

in a data source. Detection of a crime by a victim, witness, or law en-

forcement officer is such an event. It is impossible to know exactly 

how much crime occurs that is not recorded in any data source because 

it was not detected. It is also impossible to know how many crimes are 

not recorded due to the occurrence of any particular intervening event. 

Who is to say, for example, how many cases of rape go unrecorded because 

the victim did not notify the policl! or a crime survey interviewer? 

Any ranking of the data sources must, then, be a rough estimate of their 

reliability~ validity and completeness. The ranking found in this chap-

ter will be revised in future editions of this Workbook, if revisions 

a.re warranted by changes in data gathering procedures, or more exact in-

formation about data gathering methods used in the past. 

( The data in sC'!r.e sources are specific to certain locations w'ithin 

Illinois. of course, crimes occurring outside those locations are not 

contained in those sources. However, the geographic scope of the data 

source was not a factor in ranking the data sources. That is, a source 

of data for a particular city may provide more, and more accurate data 

for that city than a state-wide data source provides for its target ,t!lrea 

(the state). The city source would then be ranked above the state so'urce. 

This chapter is intended to be a general recommendation as to the 

utility of each of the sources. Same of the sources provide. more accu-

rate information for aome crimes tha'n for others, however. St.)me sourt:es 

contain information for limited areas within Illinois. Data users in-

terested in a specific crime, geographic location or demographic corre-

late of crime should see the data source recommend6tions for each crime 

type in Chapter III of this workbook. 
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Events Intervefi~Between Crime Occurrence and Recording 

1. Data Collector's Decision as to Who May Report a Crime. Any vic-

tim, witness, or law enforcement agent may report a crime to the 

law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the crime's loca-

tion. That agency 1s responsible for listing the crime in its sta-

tistics..Collection of survey data, however, usually requires the 

selet!tion of a sample of the population. Any person or group of 

people not 8~lected for that sample j and therefore not interviewed., 

is unable to report a crime to a survey interviewer. (See text 

section on the Differences Between I-UCR, Police and Survey Data). 

The sampling design involves decisions which can eliminute some 

victims from the sample, and·if the sample chosen is not representative 

of the population, bias the data that is collected. Decisions involved 

in sampling design include: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

The definition of the population at risk. The sample may be de-

signed to include all possible victimB, or some ~elected group, 

for example, victims residing in a specific area, or victims other 

than bus'inesses. (Please note: Surveys of area residents some-

times include victimizations that occurred outside the geographic 

limits of the survey.) 

The sample selection process. Optimally, the sample will be random. 

It may also be systematic (with a regular pattern), a combination 

of random and systematic, or at worst, haphazard, with no design 

or regularity. 

The victim age range to be i~cluded. The sample may include all 

ages, or only a specified ag~ range. 

Demographic categories, other than age, to be considered. The 

sample drawn may be representative of the population in all imp or-
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tant demographic aspects. (e.g., race, sex, income, rural or 

urban environment or non-representative sample data can sometimes 

be weighted to represent the popUlation. (See Weighting.) It is 

also possible for a sample to represent some particular subset of 

the population (e.g., women) better than it represents the entire 

population. If demographic categories are not considered when the 

sample is designed, it is possible ~hat neither the popUlation nor 

any subset of the population will be well represented. 

Selection of Crime Types to be Recorded. Collectors of both po

lice and survey data may decide to collect data on all crime, or 

on only specific types of crimes, e.g., felonies. If a crime is 

not of the specific type interesting to data collectors, it will 

not be recorded. 

Selection of a Method of Counting Crimes. Data Collectors may 

choose to count each crime as one incident, or if several crimes 

are committed in one incident, they may choose to record only the 

most serious crime. (See Index Crimes.) If a number of inciden

ces of the same type of crime occur to one victim in a short span 

of time, they may choose to record one series incident. (See Ser

ies.) The number of crimes recorded in a data source does not ne
M 

cessarily correspond exactly to the number of crimes that occur. 

Selection of a Time Period for which Data will be Collected. The 

more recent the data, the aore likely it is that it reflects the 

current crime situation. More i- ~ tl d IIIpor .. an y, ata sources cover-

ing a long period of time are less likely to be biased by seasonal 

differences in crime levels, or by short term influences on the 

crime level. 

Detection of the Crime. A crime must be detected, except in cases 

, 
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when the offender reports the crime, by either the victim, a law 

it ~tection involves not only enforcement officer, or a w ness. 

Some discovering a criminal act, hut defining that act as a crime. 

lifestyles involve frequent experiences of criminal acts (e.g., 8S-

saults), but those acts may not be seen by victims or witnesses as 

criminal. 

t :Ibe victim, witness, law enforcement officer, Decision to Repor • 

or the of en er mus f d t decide to r eport the crime; either to the 

police or to a survey interviewer. 

Decision by the Data Recorder That a Crime has Occurred. The 

i i responsible for recording data police officer or survey nterv ewer 

must agree with the crime's reporter that a crime has occurred. 

Data Recorder's Decision to Record a Crime, and Accuracy in Record

ing. Those responsible for data recording can n'eglect to record 

some crimes or record them inaccurately., Quality control measures 

are important in minimizing this possibility for error in the data. 

The data sources discussed in the previous chapter, (Illinois Uni-

form Crime Reports, Chicago Police data, the victimization surveys for 

f Juvenile Research data,) can be discussed Illinois, and In;'titute or 

in terms of the events interceding between crime occurrence and record

ing. A ranking develops based on the number of opportunities fQr data 

to be left out of, or misrepresented in, each data collection operation. 

Listed below are the data sources, ranked from the most complete aud 

'reliable to the least, with discussions as to the effect of each appli

cable intervening event on the data collected. A table is provided at 

the end of the chapter, summarizing these discussions and illustrating 

~:" .,,",, between the number and types of crimes that actually the corresJ)onoence 

occur and crime as described by each data source. 
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Illin~is Uniform Crime Reports Date 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Who may Report a Crime. 

Any victim, w'itness or ll!lw enforcement officer can report a crime 

to a local police agency. A few crime reports come from offenders. 

The local police agencies are responsible for reporting crime sta-

tistics to the Department of Law Enforcement for inclusion in I-UCR. 

Crime Types. 

The I-UCR system requires that all offenses known to the police be 

reported. However, all agencies do not report all types of off

enses to I-UCR. Index crimes are the most consistently reported by 

victims to the police, and by the police t~ DLE. (See Index Crimes)u 

Some offenses are reported dire~tly to state and regulatory commi-

ssionsl (e.g., the Alcoholic BevElrage Commission, and the State 

Fire Marshall), to the prosecutor's office (embezzlement and other 

federal Violations), or the Department of Defense (military crimes). 

None of these offenses are normally found in police statistics or 

in the I-tiCR. 

Counting Method. 

General policy in most police stations is to record the most ser-

ious offense in cases of multiple offenses, which prevents some 

offenses from being included in I-UCR. (See Index Crimes). 

Time Period. 

DLE-CJIS requires all law enforcement agencies to report on a month-

ly baSiS, and to report offense, arrest and court disposition in-

formation on all ~rimes occurring within their jurisdictions. 

These requirements may not be compatible with the data processing 

operations used by some police agencies. Some do not use monthly 

periods and data must be transformed either by the police or at DLE. 
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Thisl transformation may result in errors in the statistics. Some 

smaller agencies have reorganized their procedures around I-UCR 

guidelines, but larger agencies, and agencies with older, more es-

tablished procedures, find it difficult to change their systems, 

or to use two reporting procedures. Delinquent and non-reporting 

to DLE results in ma~y such cases. No matter what time period, 

(montlt, year, quarter, etc.,) is included in an I-UCR report, off-

ense and arrest data may not refer to the same crimes. Frequently, 
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A victim may be a conspirator in another offense which would be-

come known if the victimization were reported (e.g., theft from a 

customer by GI. prostitute), or the victim may be reluctant to admit 

being the victim or a crime (e.g., sex crimes and confidence games), 

Victims may choose to take advantage of other means of compensa-

tion (e.g., insurance claims), rather than report to police and 

await results. 

7. Recorder's Affirmation of Crime. 
arrests are made months after the crime occurs. 'Xhis has no bear-

ing on the reliability of the data, but should be borne in mind by 

the data, users. Similarly, data users should note that offense in-

formation is based on incidents, while arrest information is based 

on offender2. These two types of information cannot be compared. 

( I-UCR data are available on tape for the years 1972-1976. Crime 

in Illinois is available for 1969' through 1976. 

5. Detection. 

In some cases (e.g.~ minor offenses, consumer fraud), no victim, 
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The police must find sufficient evidence that a violation of a law 

has occurred. If insufficient information is given, the crime may 

be recorded as unfounded or go unrecorded. 

8. Recording Decision. 

Once police have the crime data, the completeness and accuracy of 

the data transmitted to DLE d2pends largely on the processing sys-

tern of each police agency. Some general comments should be made 

regarding the possibilities for data error resulting from these 

witness or law enforcement official is aware that a crime has oe-
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systems~ 

(,\urred. These CQSe.s are not recorded in any data source and their II 
!I 

Some crimes are defined in very broad terms in the Illinois Cr,iminal 

number cannot be determined. 

6. Reporting Decision. 
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Code, forcing local police departments to establish their own guide-

lines for classifying crimes. Distinguishing between simple and aggra-

About one half of all crimes are reported to the police, (Maltz, 

1975:178). Victims and witnesses may not report a crime because 
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vated assaults is a good example of this problem, as is distinguishing 

between theft and robbery. An offense recorded as a simple assault by 

they feel the c~ime was minor and/or the loss was not sufficient I 
! 

one agency might be recorded as an aggravated assault by another agency. 

i 
to warrant the time and trouble of reporting. They may feel the 

probab~lity of receiving quick action and helpful results from the 

police is low. They may personally know, fear, live with, or 

sympathize with the offender. 
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Thus, the reliability of the I-UCR data for some crimes is questionable. 

It is reportedly a common practice among police officers to vary their 

reporting of offense and arrest d~ta in order to improve their own or 

the department's image (Seidman ana Couzens:1974). Arrest data from 
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investigating officers or units may be held up in a highly productive 

period to be included in a less productive period. Offense data may 

be withheld if the department is interested in seeing the crime rate 

decrease. DLE's quality control unit has little control over such prac-

tices. 

decid ,a to report offense information late to DLE A police official may ~ 

to be able to include data on arrests and other clearances for those 

offenses. This crime information is reported for the correct period, 

but it is added to the I-UCR data after DLE's administrative cut-off 

date for inclusion in their standard l:leports. The Chicago Police De-

partment, in fact, ~ reports tha~ it delays its monthly reports for three 

months. Then, too, some agencies do not. report data to DLE every month. 

I-UCR data users should be aware of the number and identity of the agen

cies that contributed to ',the data they are using. DLE requires police 

agencies to report 'all crimes, but does not know if they are doing so. 

The I-UCR reporting system relies on cooperation, not punitivesanc-

tions~n its collection of crime data. The Chicago Police Department, 

which handles a large portion of the criminal activity in Illinois, sub

mits arrest data for all I-UCR crime classifications, but submits off

ense data only for Index Crimes. The extent of the cooperation and 

accuracy of other reporting 1.gencies is at present unknown. 

Chicago Police Department (CPD) Data 

L. 

2. 

Who May Report a Crime. 

or law enforcement officer can report a crime Any victim, witness, 

committed in Chicago to the Chicago Police (CPO). A few crime re-

ports also come from offenders. 

Crime Types. 

The Chicago Police record data on all types of crimes, but public

ly available data are generally limited to those published in the 

• 
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annual "Statistical Summary." Ana,lysis is limited to the scant 

data listed there on the Part I and II offenaes. Other law en-

forcement and governmental offices with legitimate needs may re-

quest additional data. 

3. Counting Me'thod. 

As in the I-UCR data, in incidents involving mUltiple offenses, 

only the most serious offense is recorded. (See Index Crimes.) 

Thus the number of crimes listed in CPD data does not equal the 

number occurring in Chicago. 

4. Time Period. 

Chicago Police hav~ stored data on computer tape since 1962. The 
I' ", 
Statistical Summary is available for 1960-1976. 

5.-7.Same as I-UCR 5.-7. 

8. Recording Decision. 

The Chicago Police Department has its own system of quality con-

trol. With regard to offense data, the Records Division ensures 

that the number of field and radio reports made by officers on the 

scene matches the number of radio dispatch cards filed by the Com-

munications Division. A policeman may neglect to file field and 

radio reports and to notify communications, but how often this 

occurs is unknown. 

National Crime Surveys: Cities sample, Chicago data 

1. Who May Report a Crime. 

a) This victimization survey used the residents of Chicago 

as the population at risk. Thus, Some crimes that befell this 

population while they were outside the city are included in 

the data, and all crimes committed 111 Chicago against out-of-

city residents are excluded. Institutionalized victims are 
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also ~xcluded by this survey from the population at risk. Com-

mercial crimes are included, but commercial 'crime data are pub-

lished separately. 

b) The city sample was random. All victims discovered in the 

random sample who could be an~ were willing to be interviewed 

are included in the victim sample. 

c) Victims eleven years old and younger are excluded from the 

sample. , 

d) The victim sample data can be weighted to represent the pop

ulation of Chicago) but data users should remember that weight-

ing is itself an estimation process. (See Weighting.) 

Crime Types. 

Data were collected on these Inde,t Crimes: rape, robbery, assault, 

burglary, theft, and motor vehicle theft. No data are available 

for any other crimes. 

3. . Counting Hethod. 

4. 

Each single crime incident is counted as one crime, but if more 

than one type of crime is involved in an incident, then only the 

most serious crime is counted. (See Index Crimes.) Similar crimes 

occurring to the same victim at different times are counted to-

i i id t (See Series.) Data on series ingether as one ser es nc en. 

cidents are published separately. This victimization servey pro

vides data on the number of crimes as well as the number of vic-

tirns. 

Time Period. 

NCS Chicago surveys were conducted for 1972 and 1974, each cover-
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ing a reference period of one year. (Another is planned for 1978.) 

The same data collection methods were used both years and the data 

are, therefore, comparable. With the addition of 1978 data, they 

should be useful for determining trends over time. 

Detection. 

The Index Crimes included in this survey are likely to be discover-

ed not be defined by victims as criminal ' by victims, but some may 

acts. 

Reporting Decision. 

Studies using samples of victims named in police records have shown 

that close to 90% of the victims of property crimes report the 

crime to a survey interviewer, (Hindelang, 1976). Victims of p'er

sonal crimes are less likely to report the crime to an intervielOo'er. 

Approximately one-third to one-half of these victims do not report 

Any crime involving a victim and offender who are acquainted is 

less likely to be reported than is a crime involving a victim and 

offender who are strangers, (U.S. Dep't. of Justice, 1972). 

Recorder's Affirmation of Crime. 

Crimes, as described by victims, must fit the survey's definition 

of a crime ae understood ~y the interviewer. Since no punitive 

sanctions could be applied to victims for false reporting, some 

victims' exaggerations or fabrications may be included in the data. 

Recording Decision. 

Interviews were validated by the same procedure used to check census 

interviews. That is, victims were telephoned to confirm that the 

interview bad been conducted. Accuracy and completeness of the 

data recorded by the interviewer was ne"iTer confirmed. Because it 

was easier for an interviewer to eode a series incident than to code 

, 
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several separate incidents, some crimes may be coded as series 

which were in fact separate incidents. 

National Crime Surveys: National panel sample, state level 

1. 

. " 

---~--------- ---

l~o May Report a Crime. 

a) This victimization survey used the residents of Illinois as 

b) 

the population at risk. Some victimizations of Illinois resi-

dents ,occ.:urring outside the state are included, while victimi-

zations oi out~of-sta~e residents within Illinois are excluded. 

Institutionalized vic(:ims are also not included in the sample. 

Crime.s against'eonnnercial establi.shments are included, but com

mercial crime data are published separately. 

The Illinois victim sample includes victims interviewed in Illi-

nois during the national survey. The national random sample 

is composed of panels (groups) of households. The members of 

each household are periodically interviewed in person. Only 

victims who could be, and were willing to be interviewed were 

included in the sample. The number of Illinois victims 1n-

cluded in the sample was quite small. Data had to be heavily 
,. 

weighted to construct crime and victimization rates for the 

state. Crime rates derived from data from this sample must, 

then,be viewed as tentative estimates. 

c) Only victims twelve years old and older were included in the 

sample. 

d) The data for Illinois from the national sample was re-weighted 

to represent Illinois demographically. Unfortunately, non

English speaking victims could not be interviewed in 1974, and 

are not included in the 1974 sample. After 1975, Spanish speak

ing victims were interviewed • 

/ ' \l. !) 
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2. -3. See NCS: nlltional panel, state level, 2. -3. 

4. Time Period. 

Panels are conducted continuously by the Census Bureau for LEAA. 

Results ,are available for 1974 and 1975. The reference period 

for which the victim was as~ed to recall crimes was six months, 

but the data reflect yearly crime incidence, constructed by 

combining all panel data for each year. That is, panels were 

asked about victimizations in six month periods within 1974 and 

1975 and in other years. All data given for 1974 and 1975 were 

co.bined to form the 1974 and 1975 data bases. 

5.-7.Same as NCS: city sample, 5.-7. 

8. Recording Decision. 

Victims were telephoned to confirm that the interview had been 

conducted. Accuracy and completeness of the data recorded by 

the interviewer was not confirmed. Because it was easier for 

an interviewer to code one series incident than to code several 

separate incidents. some crimes which should have been coded as 

separate incidents may have been coded in the 1974 survey as 

occurring in a series. 

. 
Joliet an~ Peoria Victimization Surveys 

1. Who May Report a Crime. 

a) Two samples were drawn for these surveys, one using the resi-

dents of Joliet and the other the residents of Peoria. Vic-

timizations of Joliet and Peoria residents occurring outside 

of Joliet and Peoria are included in the data, while crimes be-

falling non-residents whilE! they were in those cities are not 

included. Institutionalized individuals and commercial estab-

, 
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lishments were also excluded from the population at risk. 

Heads of households were interviewed for dat.a on crimes against 

their households t and on their own pf:lrsonal victimizations, 

but they were not asked for details clf personal crimes against 

other members of the household. 

b) Interviews were conducted by telephone. The sample was selec

ted from a r~ndom list of phone numbers in the Joliet and Peoria 

exchangi:ls. Commercial establishments whose numbers appeared 

on the list were excluded from the sample. 

c) Only victims sixteen years of ag~ and older were included in 

the sample. 

d) Individuals in households without phones were excluded from 

the sample. In that the lack of a phone is generally correlated 

vith poverty. low income victims may be underrepresented in the 

data. 

Only.English and Spanish speaking individuals were interviewed. 

Indivtduals who speak other languages were excluded from the 

sample. 

Crime Types. 

No data were collected on crimes against commerci~l establishments. 

Data were collected 01[1 aggravated and other assaults, robbery, res-

idential . burglary and ht.'lusehold larceny. 

Counting Method. 

Series crimes were not differentiated from single crime incidents 

in this survey. Each crime in a series was counted as a single in-

cic!ent. (See Series.) If more than one type of crime occurred in 

a single incident, only the moS',t serious crime was counte4. (See 

• 
, 
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Index Crimes.) 

Homes with more than one phone number could, in theory, occur more 

than once in the sample. Data from homes with more than one num-

ber were assigned a weiight of less than one to adjust for their 

greater prQbability of being included in the sample. (See Weighting.) 

4. Time Period 

Interviewers were asked to recall crimes occurring in the six month 

period of May through October, 1976. Future surveys are planned 

for a comparable time period. Seasonal variations in cr~me rates 

preclude direct comparisons of these data with any yearly data. 

5.-7.Same as NCS; National panel, state level, 5.-7. 

8. Recording Decision 

One advantage of a telephone survey is that it allows for monitor-

ing of interviews by supervisors. Approximately 20% of the inter-

views were monitored, and the data recorded by the aonitor were 

immediately checked for conaistency with those of the interviewer. 

Inconsis'Cf;!ncies were discussed with the interviewers. No data are 

available on the number of inconsistencies found. 

Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Victimization Survey 

1. Who May Report a Crinle 

a) Residents of the southern fifteen counties in Illinois (Region 

20) were considered by survey organizers to be the populmtion 

at risk, but only heads of households were actually interviewed. 

No distinction was made between personal, household and comm-

C 
ercial victims for this survey. Institutionalized individuals 

and residents of university dormitories were excluded from the 
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sample. Victimiu..tions of Region 20 residents occurring outside 

(' the Region are included in the data, but victimizations of non-

residents occurring within the Region are not included. 

b) Households to be interviewed by telephone were systematically 

chosen from a random list of phone numbers. The list included 

no numbers in university exchanges. The first one hundred of 

every two thousand numbers on the list were included in the 

sample. 

c) One adult household member was asked to report on all crimes 

a~ainst all. household members of all ages. The validity of 

data for personal crimes against members of the household other 

than the interviewee should be questioned, and since children 

may be unreliable sources of crime data, data for personal cri-

( mes against children are particularly suspect. 

d) According to the survey document, seven per cent of the Region's 

households had no phone. Households without phones are not 

randomly distributed within the population, but are concentra-

ted among low income households. Crime data for low income 

households are, then, probably underrepresented in this survey. 

No university housing residents who were victims of erime were 

included in the sample. The survey data, then, underestimate 

the actual level of crime in the Region. 

Data were not weighted before rates were calculated, since sur-

vey organizers felt their sample to be demographically repre-

sentative of the population. 

('.~ 
, . 2. Crime Types. 

Data were gathered on each Index Crime, including homicide, on van-
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dalism and on all "other" crimes. 

Counting Method. 

Personal crimes, crimes against households, and crimes against 

commercial establishments are cdl includeu in this survey's data, 

and no differentiation is made between these types of crime. Crime 

rates per person and per household are presented in the survey doc-

umentation for each crime and for the total of all crimes. Many 

of these rates, for example household and commer-'cial robberies per 

househc1ld, are meaningless. Vic timization rates are presented, 

based on the unsupported assumption that each crime had one victim. 

Data users interested in properly constructing crime and victimi-

2ation rates should see the Weighting and Crime Rates sections of 

this Workbook. 

Time Period. 

Interviews were conducted June 7th through August 13th, 1976. Re-

apondents were asked to recall crimes that occurred between Thanks-

giving, 1975 and the date of the j,nterview. A respondent's refer

ence period may span fTom six to eight and one-half months, 

depending upon the date of the intervi.eW'. The survey's organizers 

chose to compare their data with I-VCR data for January through 

June, 1976, but such a comparison cannot validly be made. In fact 1 

the data have no vaUd reference period. 

Detection. 

In order fo·r a crime to be included in this survey, the victim and 

the head of the victim's household must have knowledge of the crime 

Household heads are likely to be aware of household crimes, but are 

less likely to be aW'are of the details of personal crimes against 

other household me~bers. 

" 
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6.-7.Same as NCS: National panel, state level, 6.-7. 

8. Recording Oecision. 

Telephone interviews were not monitored, but supervisors did check 

questionnaires for completenessJand contacted r~spondents who were 

relunctant or refused to be interviewed. 

Fifteen per cent of the questionnaires were checked for coding 

errors, and on only one-tenth of one per cent of these were errors 

found. 

IJR Survey: Yo~th and Society in Illinois 

1. Who May Report a Crime. 

a) This survey by the Institute for Juvenile Resear~b (IJR) asked 

Illinois you~hs to report their own delinquent activities, as 

well as their own and their families' victimizations. The 

sample was chosen from the total population of Illinois youths 

residing in households during the winter of 1971-1972. This 

population does not include youths residing in high school or 

college dormitories, in mental or correctional institutions, or 

in military quarters. Some incidents which occurred outside of 

Illinois may be included in the data. 

b) Six hundred clusters of thirty-two households each were sys-

temati.cally chosen from census data to be screened foI' the 

presence of a juvenile. Four hundred clustera were chosen to 

represe~t 11\inois outside the Chicago Standard Metropolitan 

Statistical Area (SMSA), one hun.dred to represent the city of 

Chicago, and one hundred to represent the Chicago SMSA outside 

the city of Chicago. 

c) Juveniles were defined by the survey as individuals fourteen 
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through eighteen years of age. 

d) The two hundred clusters chosen for the total Chicago SMSA re-

present a small sampling of the juvenile population in those 

areas. Heavy weighting of the small amount of d3ta collected 

is necessary to produce data representative of the large Chi-

cago area juvenile population. The validity of the heavily 

weighted data is questionable. (See Weighting.) 

The sample contains a smaller proportion of seventeen and eight-

een year olds than is found in the general population. Con-

• .. ersely, younger adolescents are bette'r represented in the 

sample than in the general population. The data collected, 

then, are more representative of younger, than of older, ado-

lescents. 

( 2. Crime Types. 

Respondents were asked if they or their friends had committed any 

of approximately thirty illegal or quasi-illegal acts ranging from 

cheating in school through robbery and burglary. The questions 

about crimes~as stated on the questionnaire, do not unambiguously 

describe crimes as defined by law. Respondents were also asked to 

report personal victimizations by robbery, theft and sexual moles-

tation, and family victimizatione by auto theft, theft from an 

auto, and household bu'rglary. 

3. Counting Method. 

The individual, not the incident, was the unit of analysis of this 

study. Respondents were not asked to report the elCact number of 

j\, 
f 

times they had committed or been victimized by any type of crime. 

Rather,they were asked to report only that an incident took place 

j 

~1 
1\ 
~ f 
11 



\ i , 
62 i 

j'l 

Ii 
! I 
I 

often, a few times, once or twice, or never. t 
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( 4. Time Period. I 
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Juveniles wer.e surveyed during the winter of 1971-1972, but were J 
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not asked to specify the date of any incident they reported. This 

lack of a reference period for the data, and the counting method 

mentioned above, make the calculation of crime rates based on this 
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data impossible. Ii 
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S. Detection. II 
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Detection of the crime by the respondent is likely in all cases in 

which the respondent uas a conspirator or victim. However, since 
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juveniles may not be aware of all family victimizations, family 
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victimizations may be underrepresented in this data. Ii 
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6. Decision to Report. 11 l: 

( 
According to Clark and Tift (1966), some offenses, particularly 

common offenses, are concealed by respondents in self-reporting 

n 
I' 
II [; 

Ii 
,I 
I, 
): 

surveys. Nevertheless, more of these offenses are reported in II 
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self-reporting surveys than appear in law enforcement statistics. I 
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Respondents were a2ked if they had ever committed or been the vic-
n 
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" tim of crimes. In that the longer the time between an incident I: 
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and an interview, the mo:::-e likely the incident will be forgotten, r 
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1; 

respondents probably forgot to report many criminal incidents. i,! 
i! 
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7. Recorder's Affirmation of Crime. r , 
I: 

Respondents themselves decided whether or not their experiences 

fit situations described on the questionnaire. The survey data 

may, then, contain misinterpretations of questions, exaggerations 
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Parts of the questionnaire were ambiguous. Since it is impossible 

to know the meaning given to ambiguous questions by the respondents, 

interpretation of some of the data is difficult. 

Deci.sion to Record. 

Questionnaires were checked for internal consistency of responses, 

and obv.ious 'recording errors and fabrications were eliminated from 

the data. 

The results of the IJR survey were compared with results of pre-

vious self-reporting surveys of juveniles. General consistency 

betw~en IJR. and other data was taken as evidence of the reliability 

of the IJR data. 

TABLE 4 

SUMMARY: THE CONGRUENCE BETWEEN ALL CRIMES 
AND CRIME AS DESCRIBED IN EACH DATA SOURCE 

Key: A - Crime as described in the data source 
B - Crime not described in the data sourr , 
C - Not Crimes, described as crime in tll~ data source 

Illinois Uniform Crime Reports 

A. Crimes: 

-of all types, 
-occurring in Illinois, 
-in,1969 through 1972, 
-detected. 
-reported to police, 
-affirmed by police, and 
-reported to DLE-CJIS. 

B. Crimes: 

-undetected, 
-not reported to police, 
-occurring as less serious offenses in mUltiple offense incidents 
-lor which police did not find sufficient evidence that 

a crime had occurre4, ~ 
-not reported to DLE-CJIS. 
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C. None 

Chicago Police Department Data 

A.' Crimes: 

-of all types (though data on all types are not widely avail-
able 

-occurring in €hicago, 
-in 1960 through 1976, 
-detected, 
·-reported to police, 
-'.affirmed by police, and 
-.recorded by pol.ice. 

B. Crin,les : 

-uilldetected, 
-n(~lt reported to police, 
-occurring as less ,serious offenses in tuult:tple offense 

incidents, 
-for which police did not find sufficient ev:ldence that 

a crime had occurred, ~ 
-not recorded by police. 

C. None 

National Crime Surveys: city s~mple, Chicago data. 

A. Crimes: 

-detected, 
-reported to an interviewer by a random sample of Chicago 
residents over twelve years of age, 

-inc.luding Index crimes, except homicide, 
-in 1972 and 1974 9 

-whose description by the; victim fit the survey definition 
of a crime, and 

-recorded by an interviewer. 

B. Crimes: 

-occurring in Chicago to out-of-city residents, institution
alized victims, and victims under twelve years of age, 

-including homicides and all non-Index crimes, 
~occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense 
incidents, 

-undetected, 
-not reported to an interviewer, 
-whose description by the victim does not fit the survey 
definition of a crime, or 

-not recorded by an interviewer. 

C. 

• 
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-Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of 
crime reports. 

National Crime Su!-veys: national pane_I, state level 

A, Crimes: 

-detected, 
-reported in Illinois to an interviewer in ,1 random 

sample of U.S. residents over twelve years of age, 
·'including Index crimes, except homicide, 
-in 1974 and 1975, 
-whose description by the victim fit the survey defini-

tion of a crime, and 
-recorded by the interviewer 

B. Crimes: 

C. 

-occurring in Illinois to out-of-state residents, insti
tutionalized victims, and victims under twelve years of age, 

-including homicides and all non-Index crimes, 
-occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense 

incidents, 
-undetected, 
-not reported to an interviewer, 
-whose description by the victim does not fit. the surVey, 
description of a crime, ~ 

-not recorded by an interviewer. 

-Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of 
crime reports. 

Joliet and Peoria Victimization Surveys 

A. Crimes: 

-detected, 
-reported to an interviewer by random samples of heads 
of hous.aholds in Joliet and in Peoria,' 

-occurring to victims sixteen years of age and older 
-including assaults, robbery, residential burglary and 
household larceny, 

-b.tween Hay and October, 1976, 
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-whose description by the respondent fit the survey def
inition of a crime, and 

-recorded by the interviewer. 

-Crilles: 

-occurring to victims under the age of sixteen, out-of
city residents, commercial establishments, institution
alized victims, and victims with no home phone, 

-including all crimes against commercial establishments, 
homicide j rape, motor vehicle theft, and all non-Index 
crimes, 

-occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense. 
incidents, 

-undetected, 
-unknown to the responding household head, 
-not reported to an interviewer, 
-whose description by the respondent did not fit the survey 
definition of a crime, or 

-not recorded by an interviewer. 

~Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of crime 
reports. 

Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Survey 

A. Crimes: 

.:.ctetec:ted, 
-reported to an interviewer by a sample of heads of house

holds in the southern fifteen counties in Illinois, 
-including all Index crimes (including homicide), vandal

ism, and all other crimes (undifferentiated by type), 
-occurring to any respondent between Thanksgiving, 1975 
and June 7; 1976~ and occurring to aome respondents between 
June 7 and August 13, 1976, 

-whose description by the respondent fit the surve.y def
:1.nition of a crime, and 

~'recorded by the interviewer. 

B. C;l:imes; 

-occurring to non~residents of Region 20, university 
dormitory residents, or residents or Region 20 with no 
home phone, 

-occurring to some respondents betw,een June 7 and Augus t 1 
t 
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13, 1976, 
-undetected, 
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• 

-unknown to the responding household head, 
-not reported to an interviewer, 
""'Whose description by the respondent does not fit the 
survey definition of a crime, or 

-not ,recorded by an interviewer-.-

-Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of 
crime reports. 

Institute for Juvenile Research Data 

A. Crimes: 

-reported by a sample of youths fourteen to eighteen 
yeaTS of age residing in Illinois households during the 
w:f.nter of 1971-1972, 

-including crimes ranging in seriousness from gambling 
to armed robbery committed by juveniles; robbery, theft 
and sexual molestation committed against juveniles; and 
auto theft, theft from an auto, and household burglary 

,_soDIIDi~t.el:l !g!..:lI!!t:_.~Lj~eni1e' s fa!'lily, ____ ,_._. __ , __ _ 
-occurrin~ at any time ~r.ior to the interview, and 
-which in a respondent's opinion fit the surveyrs defini-
tion of a crime. . 

B. Crimes: 

c. 

-committed against or by youths who were residents of a 
high school or college dormitory, mental institution, or 
military quarters, 
-ho~icides and va~ious other crimes, 
-undetected or forgotten by the respondent, 
-not reported t~ an interviewer, OT 
-which in the respondents!s opinion did not fit the survey's 
definit1,on of a crime. 

--Status offenses and quasi-illegal acts (e.g., cheating 
in school), 

-Misinterpretations of survey questions, exaggerations 
arid fabrications. 

\ 
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ENCYCLOPEDIA OF CRIMES, CRIME TYPES AND DEMOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS 
FOR WHICH CRIME RATES CAN BE CALCULATED , 

This enc!~clopedia contains an alphabetized list of all crimes 

for which data are available in the sources covered in Chapter I. 

Also included'are terms used to describe categories of crime (e.g., 

index crimes, personal crimes) and demographic divisions of the pop-

ulation (e.g., age, race, sex) for which an individual may wtmt to 

obtain crime rates. For each of these entries, information is pro-

vided which should be helpful in determining the best estimate of 

desired crime rates. 

In that the definition of certain terms varies betwee!l data 

sources, each entry in the encyclopedia provides the definition of 
1 

the term used by each source. Comments regarding limitations to 

where necessary. If an entry does not include a definition from a 

particular data source, then the source does not collect data on 

that entry. Thus, this section will also inform the user as to the 

available sources of crime incidence data for each entry. 

General comments indicate where caution should be used in in-

terpreting dat~ from all of the sources. For example, a comment 

in the assault entry points out that studies have shown victims to 

be reluctant to report assaults when the assailant is known to the 

victim. This may cause the incidence of assault to be underestimated 

in every data source. 

1 
Data from some sources can be recoded to fit the definitions of 
other sources. See text section on Offense Coding. 
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The appropriate population base for calculating rates is also 

( mentioned here, if it is other than the general census. For example, 

while crime rates for homicide may be calculated using general census 

data, motor vehicle theft rates may be more appropriately determined 

with data on the number of vehicles liabl€~ (at risk) to be stolen. 

Readers will also find an assessment of which data source will 

provide the best estimate of crime incid/:mce for each crime, in each 

location for which data is available. This assessment is partly based 

on the reliability of each data source ~ts a whole, as described in 

the preceding chapter. In addition, an estimation of the 'reliability 

of each data source for the particular I~rime and location is included 

in the assessment. Both of these factors were considered because, 

while a data set may provide very reliable information ori some crimes 

( or locati.ons, its measurement of other (~rimes or locations may be less 

reliable. For example, for obvious reaSlons, the Illinois Uniform Crime 

Reports provide better data on homicides than do victimization surveys, 

whereas the opposite is true for the crimt~ of rape. Also, Chicago 

Police Department data are better than the I-UCR for calculating cer-

tain crime rates within the City of Chicago, since the Chicago Police 

data include more information for Chicago. 

Not all data sources provide information for every geographical 

area in Illinois. Chicago Police data and soml'a victimization surveys, 

provide information for very limited areas. Still, what information 

these sources do provide may very well be the best c:.lvailable data for 

that particular area. By the same token, an, individual may be inter-

(' ested in calculating crime rates for a very specific area. For these 

reasons, we have noted the best possible data source for every area 
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for which da.ta are availabJ,e. 

Encyclopedia entries offer the reader concise summaries of the 

contents and comparative usefulness of each data source. Armed with 

this information, readers can choose the best data source or sources 

for their own purposes. 

Age 

Victim Surveys 

All victimization surveys report data on the age of the victim. 
(See also offenses against children.) Region 20 (Greater Egypt) 
survey report provides data on the age of offender (s) . Offende:ei s 
age is known for ebout two thirds of the Region 20 cases. Tapes 
of NCS data contain information on the age of offender(s) when 
it is known, which is more common for incidents of personal crime. 

I-UCR 

Offender's age is included 'in I-UCR arrest statistics. If age is 
unknown, the offender is classified as Adult or Juvenile. Victim's 
age is not recorded. 

The Chicago Police Department reports to DLE, for inclusion in 
I-UCR, the age and sex of all offenders. However, Chicago reports 
race of offenders separately. Thus, while it is possible to de
termine the number of female eighteen year. old offenders, and the 
total number of white offenders, it is not possible to determine 
the number of white, female, eighteen year old offenders. I-UCR 
data contain estimates for Chicago of age by race, and sex by 
race data, but these estimates are grossly incorrect. 

Chicago Police Data 

Age of offender is recorded by the CPD in offense reports, and 
date of birth is recorded for victims. 

I.JR 

Age data is available for all r.espondents. 
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Arson 

I-UCR 

Arson is classified in I-UCR as 1) arson using an explosive 
device) 2) arson using an incendiary device, 3) possession of 
explosive and/or incendiary devices, and 4) attempted arson. 

According to the legal definition, arson occurs when a person 
knowingly damages property of anothe,r worth $150.00 or more, with
out his consent, or, with intent to defraud an insurer, damages 
any property of $150,00 value or more. Possession inc1ude~ pos
sessiou, manufacture, and transport of explosive or incend1ary 
devices. Many suspicious fires are not recorded as arson in 
official statistics because evidence indicating intent must be 
found in order to f:L1e charge of arson, Therefore arson offenses 
known to the police may be an inaccurate estimate of arson occur
rences. Another source of :!naccuracy in I-UCR arson data is the 
fact that Chicago Police Data submitted to DLE-CJIS for the I-UCR 
do not include arson data. 

Chicago Police Data 

Arson is classified in CPD data as follows: Arson (by Fire or 
Explosive). This coincides with the definition used by I-UCR, 
but possession of arson instruments and attempts are not included. 
The CPD Bomb and Arson Squad keeps arson data for Chicago in more 
detail, but does not m.ake it publicly available as a general pol-
icy. 

Comments 

Persons concerned with arson are usually interested in values of 
property lost, damaged or recovered, rather than with the number 
of arson offenses or arrests for any population. Of more interest 
are: 

- Arson incidents per fire incidents 
- Arson incidents per property loss crime incidents 
- Arson incident and arrest trends 

Other sources of arson data include: 

Illinois Corrections Information System, Department of 
Corrections, 201 Armory Building, Springfield, Ill. 62704; 
(217) 782-6963 (for information about persons incarcerated, 
on probation, or on parole for arson offenses.) 

Illinois Law Enforcement Commission, Statistical Analysis 
Center, 120 S. Riverside Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 60606; (312) 
454-1560 (for a report on sources of arson data in Illinois.) 
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- Insurance Services Office of Illinois, 175 W. Jackson, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 (for insurance and damage re
lated information.) 

- State of Illi,nois Dept. of Law Enforcement, Division of 
Fire Prevention, 610 Armory Bldg., Springfield, Ill., 
62704; (217) 728-7980. 

- Chicago Bomb and Arson Squad, Chicago Police Department, 
(312) 744-6273 (for Chicago-specific information.) 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR 
For Chicago: Chicago Police Data 

Assault (simple and aggravated) 

Victim Surveys 

NCS surveys report data on both simple and aggravated assaults 
and attempts, but exclude from assault data all rapes and attacks 
involving thefts or attempted thefts. Aggravated assaults in
volve serious injury or injury requiring two or more days of hos
pitalization, and all completed and attempted assa.ults with a 
weapon. The definition of aggravated assault includes the legal 
concept of battery. Simple assaults involve no weapon and in
jury requiring fewer than two days of hospitalization. 

NCS survey questions ask if the victim was threatened with harm 
and code these occurrence:s as attempted simple assault; however, 
the reader should note that the concept of threat is not included 
in the NCS glossary definition of assault. 

Joliet and Peoria survey data report aggravated and other assaults, 
but do not report attempts separately from completions. Aggravated 
assaults are attacks involving either a weapon or an injury re
quiring medical attention or both. Other assaults include all 
assaults which do not fit the aggravated category, Again, assault 
inciudesthe legal concept of battery. 

Region 20 codes assaults and batteries in separate categories. 
Assaults are threats of harm or attacks with a weapon, including 
attempts. Battery is an assault involving injury requiring med
ical attention, with or without a weapon present, and including 
attempts. Note that the difference between an attempted battery 
and an assault is not clear in the Region 20 data. 
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I-UCR 

Classified in I-UCR in the following manner: Aggravated: Fire
arm; Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrument; Aggravated: Other 
Dangerous Weapon; Aggravated: Hands, Fists, Feet, etc. (Intends 
to Inflict Great Bodily Harm); Simple Assault. In Illinois law, 
Assault involves causing someone to believe he will be battered 
or harmed in some manner. 

Chicago Police Data 

Assault is classified in CPD data as Simple Assault, Aggravated 
Assault, (the distinction being whether or not a dangerous weap
on was used in the oifense.) 

IJR 

This IJR survey measures involvement in aggravated assault with 
the item, "How often have you ever used a weapon in a fight - a 
urick, knife, razor, or anything else?" Simple assault data is 
not available from this source. Aggravated assault victimiza
tion prevalance can be eotimated from the item "Has someone ever 
used a weapon against you in a fight?" Simple assault victim
izations w~re not measured. 

Comments 

Assault is often confused with Battery, and is a crime classifi
cation that is di.fferentially applied in local police agencies. 
Estimates in official statistics are thus inaccurate, and should 
be used with caution. In addition, assault by an offender kno~m 
to the victim often is not reported to the police or to inter
viewers. Therefore. assault is underrepresented in all data 
sources. 

Recommended data source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data 

Attempts 

Victim Surveys 

All victim surveys include data on attempts to commit crimes in
cluded in the survey. For some surveys, attempted and completed 
crime data can be reported separately. For details on the avail
ability of data on attempts to commit a p!,~.rticular crime, see the 
entry for that crime in this encyclopedi~. 
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I-UCR 

Attempts· to commit many crimes are forbidden in the same statutes 
that forb.id commission of the crimes, but data on attempt offenses 
can be obtained separately from data on completed crimes. (Attempt 
offenses for which data are available are noted in this workbook 
chapter in the offense entry.) There are 19 attempt offenses in 
the I-UCR classificatory scheme, all of which are defined in the 
followin,g manner: An attempt occurs when a person, with the in
tention of committing a specific offense, takes substantial steps 
toward the committing of the offense. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD defines attempts as I-UCR does, by Illinois statute, but 
does not record separately as many attempt categories. CPD notes 
attempts for the following offenses: Attempted Theft; Attempted 
Theft of Motor Vehicles; Attempted Forcible Rape; Attempted Rob
bery. 

Recommended Data Source 

For all locations: I-UCR. 

Battery 

Victim Surveys 

NCS victimization surveys report all data on battery and attempted 
battery with aggravated assaults. (See assaults.) 

In the Joliet and Peoria surveys, the battery data are included in 
aggravated assault data. Batteries are not, however, differenti
ated from assaults. 

The Region 20 survey differentiates battery from assault by the 
presence of injury requiring medical attention or the use of a 
weapon. Where neither was involved the cr.ime is an assault. 

I-UCR 

Battery is classified in I-UCR in the following manner: Aggravated: 
Firearm; Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrument; Aggravated: Other 
Dangerous W~apon; Aggravated: Hands, Fists, Feet, etc. (Inflicts 
Gre;;l,t Bodily Harm); Simple Battery; Reckless Conduct. The offense 
of Reckless Conduct differs from Battery offenses in that bodily 
harm is not intentionally inflicted. Rather, it results from 
careless or reckless actions. 
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Chicago Police Data 

The CPD classifies Simple Battery as physical contact of an 
insulting or provoking nature or the inflict.ing of minor in
jury without the use of a weapon, and Aggravated Battery as 
the use of hands, fists, feet"etc. or other dangerous 
weapons to seriously injure a person or persons. 

-Connnents -

Distinctions between Battery and Assault, or between Simple 
and Aggravated Battery are often difficult to make (regardless 
of how they are defined in Illinois law), and definitions of 
these offenses vary significantly across police agencies. Rates 
are only helpful for making general inquiries into, or in
ferences about, battery. 

Reconnnended Data Source 

For Illinois" other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Pulice data. 

Burglary 

Victim Surveys 

NCS r\~ports commercial and non-connnercial bu.rglary separately. 
Burglary is defined as unlawful or forcible entry usually, but 
not necessarily a,ct:ompanied by theft. Data on attempts are re-
ported separately trom compleU.ons. 

The Joliet and Peoria surveys report data on two types of res
idential burglary (A and B), but no data on connnercial burglary. 
Attempts are included but data on these are not reported sepa
rately. "Residential Burglary A" is burglary from a dwelling 
unit or structure attached to that unit. "Residential burglary 
BII is burglary from other structures on the property. 

Region 20 also reports burglaries and attempts but does not 
present them separately. This survey defines all burglaries as 
breaking into or illegally ~ntering a building on the respon
dent's property or attempts to break and enter. 

Burglaries are classified_ in I-UCR in the following Inanner: 
-Forcible Entry; Unlawful Entry (No Force); Attempts: Forcibl~ 
Entry. Burglary generally involves the unlawful entering or 
remaining in a building with the intent to connnit a- felony or 
a theft. This does not include unl~wful entering of a motor 
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vehicle wit~ the intention of operaUng it (which is coded as 
attempted motor vehicle theft,) nor does it include theft from 
a Motor Vehicle, (which is coded as theft). Chir.allo data in 
the I-UCR on the dollar value of each type of property lost or 
damaged in burglaries is incorrect. Total dollar value of all 
property lost in burglaries in Chicago is, however, correct. 
(See Losses, damages.) 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD classifies burglary offenses in the following manner: 
. Forcible Entry; Unlawful Entry: Forcible Entry (Attempted 

Burgla-o::y). 

IJR 

The IJR survey measures involvement in burglary with the item, 
"How often have you ever broken into someone' s home or a store 
or some other place, in order to steal something?" 

Victims of burglaries were identified with the question,"Has 
your home ever been broken into?" 

Corranents 

Incident and victimization rates for burglary would be better 
obtained using as the population base the number of households 
ratherthan the number of people, in the geographic location be
ing studied. 

Recommended data source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS national panel, state level. 
For Chicago: NCS, city sample. 

Children, Offenses -'.l1volving 

Victim Survels 

Some victimization surveys provide data on offenses involVing 
children. All NCS printed reports incluae data on crimes against 
victims twelve years old or older. However, to find data solely 
on children (over twelve) one must use NeS data tapes. The Joliet 
and Peoria surveys report provides dat.a only on victims aged 
sixteen and over. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) survey report gives 
data on victims of all ages, but these victims are categorized as 
twenty-o~e or adult. 
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I-UCR 

Offenses against children are classified in I-UCR in the follow
ing manner: Endangering Life or Health; Contributing to the 
Delinquency of a Minor; Child Abuse; Paternity; All other Pater
nity offenses involve the neglecting of a child born out of wed
lock by its father. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD categorizes offenses related to children according to 
state and municipal statutes as follows: Child Abandonment; 
Contributing to Delinquency; Contributing to Dependency or Neg
lect; Cruelty to Children; Employment of Minor in a Pawnshop; 
Endangering Health, Life of Child; Person under 18 in Billiard 
Room; Sale to Minors of Stories of Bloodshed, Lust, or Crime; 
Unlawful Employment of Child; Unlawful Exhibition of Child. 

1.JR 

Five of the victimization questions unambiguously involve 
children as victims: aggravated assault, robbery, petty theft, 
sexual abuse. However, one cannot tell whether these items 
involved one or several offenses, or how old the youth was at 
the time of the offense. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chtcago:' Chicago Police data. 

Commercial Crimes 

Victim Surveys 

Robbery and burglary are the only crimes covered in the NCS 
Commercial Victimization Surveys. NCS pririted reports now pro
vide data on these commercial crimes, including attempts. 
Further data on these crimes can be obtained from Commercial 
Victimization Surveys (CVS) when these become available. Data 
on commercial crime has been excluded from the Joliet and Peoria 
data. ~egion 20 (Greater Egypt) report does not separate 
commercial from non-commercial crime. 

I-UCR 

Data for some law enforcement agencies in Illinois include 
place of occurrence: codes for various crimes. Crimes agains t 
businesses could be studied using this code. 
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Recommended Data Source 

For Illinoi~", other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state level. 
For Chicago: NCS, city sample. 

Damages (see losses) 

Deadly weapons (see weapons) 

Deception 

I-UCR 

Deception is broken into the following categories: Deceptive 
Practices; Forgery; Fraud; Embezzlement; Credit Cards; Decep
tive Altering of Coins; Impersonating An Officer; Attempt to 
Defraud; Buying, Receiving, Possessing Stolen Property; Theft 
By Lessee; Theft of Labor, Service; Use of Property; Theft of 
Lost or Mislaid Property; and Possession of Keys or Devices 
to Coin Operated Machines. This is a category including spe
cial cas,es of theft as well as the crime of deception, whic.h 
may be defined in the following manner: Deception occurs 
when a person, with intent to defraud, permits, causes, or 
induces someone to: relinquish property, deposit property in 
an insolvent institution, falsely promote the sale of products 
or services, or when a person issues a bad check or other doc
ument, obtains property, labor, or services using a false, 
revoked', etc. credit card, steals a credit card with intent to 
use i~ or possesses or receives another's credit card without 
his consent. Forgery may be Jefined as follows: when a person, 
with intent to defraud; makes or alters a document capable of 
defrauding another, issues or delivers such a document know
ing that defrauding will occur, or possesses such a document 
with the intent to deliver it. Intent to defraud means~ the 
intent to cause another to assume, create, transfer, alte"!.', or 
terminate. any right, obligation or power regarding any pe'cson 
or property. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD cate20rizesthese offenses under the general heading: 
Deceptive Practices and Related Offenses, which is subdivided 
into the following offenses according to state and municipal 
codes: Bogus Check; Confidence Games; Counterfeiting Money 
(or Securities); Counterfeiting the Certificate of Title for 
Motor Vehicle; Use of Stolen, Lost, Fictitious Credit Card, 
etc.; Embezzlement; False Pretenses or Impersonation; Forgery; 
Fraud; Spiritualium and Fortune Telling; Tampering with Utility 
Co. Meter or Counting Device; Unlawful Use of Services; Un
lawful Use of Property; Other . . 
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IJR 

See possession of stolen property 

Comments 

Deception is a crime that mainly involves property loss, recov
e:cy and/or damage. For this reason interest in ra,tes would cen
ter around such concerns as the amount of money involved as com
pared to money involved in another, or all, property crimes. In 
fact, crimes such as fraud, embezzlement, and forgery a.ccount for 
a great deal of the money lost due to crime. Interest may also 
center around the incidence of one type of deception as compared 
to all types of deception. Deception is a crime which probably 
ac.counts for a significant portion of "hidden crime, crime which 
is not included in official (police, FBI) crime statistics. It 
is hard to detect and is also sometimes hard to classify. Rates 
of deception, then, may be inaccurate to significant degrees. 

Recommended data source 

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Disorderly Conduct 

I-UCR 

Disorderly Conduct is classified in the following categories: 
Vagrancy, Drunkenness, Prowling, Telephone Threat, Obscene Phone 
Calls, False Fire Alarm, Bomb Threat, False Police Report, Peep
ing Tom, Confinement to Prevent a Crime, Other--not DrunkennesR, Air 
Rifles, Fireworks, Mob Action and Related Offen.ses, Armed Vio-I 
lence, Public Demonstration, Looting, Maintaining a Public Nui
sance, Interference with a Public Institutio'n of Higher Education. 
The, offense of Disorderly Conduct chi~fly involves actions which 
disturb the peace of or alarm other people (including law enforce
ment personnel) for no reason. It also involves some actions and 
offenses which occur during large public gatherings. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD classifies thesla offenses in a very general manner, as 
Disorderly Conduct (a group1.ng whi(',h includes about one half of 
the ofienl:lt:~s included in the I-UCR listing above, plus other 
offenses), a\;~d p.s Disorderly Conduct in Parks, Playgrounds, and 
Airports. 
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IJR 

IJR defined disorderly conduct as drinking enough to get drunk, 
or making an'anonymous phone call just to annoy someone. Drink
ing offenses reported in this study would most likely appear in 
official statistics as juveni1.e drinking;, a status offense, rather 
than as public drunkenness. 

Comments 

Disorderl)rconduct is an offense category which encompasses a wide 
range of behaviors. This fact, coupled with the discretion police 
are able to exercise in classifying nearly all crime occurrences, 
indicates that th:f.s crime classification is subject to more vari
able application in 'official statistics than most. Reporting of 
disorderly conduct incidences may also vary depending on the abil
ity of police to handle major incidences of such offenses or large 
volumes of them, and on the customary occurrence of them, (large 
cities being more likely to experience them, and therefore per
haps more tolerant of minor infractions). Given the above, in
cidents called disorderly conduct may be quite dissimilar. In 
some jurisdictions, where these offenses are of great concern, and 
involve much police time, rates by offense type, age categories, 
sex, etc. would be of interest. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Drug Violations 

I-UCR 

These ~iolations involve offenses contained in three general I-UCR 
crime classifications: 1) Cannabis Control Act violations includ
ing: Possession of 30 Grams or Less: Possession of Over 10 grams~ 
Manufacture, Delivery, Possession with Intent to Deliver or Manufac-
ture 10 Rrams or less: Manufacture. Del.:tverv. or Possession with Intent 
to Deliver or Manufacture Over 10 grams; Casual Delivery~ Delivery 
to Persons Under 18 years of age; Production of Cannabis Plants~ 
Calculated Cannabis Conspiracy; Other violations; and Use of In
toxicating Compounds. 2) Controlled Substances Act violations in
cluding: Manufacture, Delivery, or Possession with Intent to Manu
facture or Deliver Controlled Substance(s); Possession of a Con
trolled Substance; Manufacture or Delivery of Counterfeit Substan-
!:es~ Deliver or Possess with Intent to Delever a Substance Repre-
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sented as a COutro11ed Substance: Criminal Drug Conspiracy~ Fail
ure to Register, or Re-Register, a Controlled Substances Operat
ion~ Delivery to Persons Under 18; Failure to Keep Records and In
ventories; Other violations. 3) Hypodermic Syringes and Needles 
Act violations including: Possession or Sa1e~ Failure to Keep 
Records. All these offenses can be thought of as violations of 
laws which try to control drug use and traffic, excluding alcohol. 

~go Police Data 

These offenses are classified by CPD, under the heading Narcotics 
Offenses, in the following manner: Possession of Dangerous Drugs; 
Delivery of Dangerous Drugs; Possession of Cocaine; Delivery of 
Cocaine; Fraudulent Sale/Prescription; Possession of Hashish; Po~ 
session of Heroin; Delivery of Heroin, Possession of Hypodermic 
Needles; Delivery of Hypodermic Needles; P()ssessi{.)n of Dangerous 
Drugs; Delivery of Dangeuous D~ugs; Possession of Marijuana; 
Delivery of Marijuana: Possession of Paregoric; Delivery of Pare
goric; Possession of Peyote: Delivery of Peyote; Forging/Altering 
of Prescription; Delivery of Purported Drugs~ Possession of Syn
thetic Narcotics: Delivery of Synthetic Narcotics: Other Narcotic 
Law Violations. 

1J,l 

The IJR survey measures these with th2 it.0ms, "How often have you 
ever done any of the following: 
Used glue, gas or other inha1ents .. " 
Used marijuana or hashish (grass, pot, hash) ••• 
Used LSD, mescaline or other psychedelics •••. 
Used heroin (smack) .... 
Used downers or barbituates(without a prescription) ... 
Used methedrine (speed) or other uppers or amphetamines (without a 
prescriDti,nn ••• 
Sold any of the drugs listed above. 
Note that the item dealing with the sale of drugs is ambiguous in 
that it does not distinguish between those youngsters who have sold 
drugs incidental to their use and those youngsters who might be 
class:i.fied as drug dealers. 

Co~nts 

Violations of drug - related statutes may ~lccount for a significant 
proportion of hidden crime. Offenses known! to police and other 
auth~)rities probably are an underestimation of the true total of 
violations. It might be desirable to calculate rates of violat
ions by citizens in general, as opposed to violations by persons 
entrusted with the manufacture, sale, prescribing, storing, etc. 
of drugs .and controlled substances which would also be interesting 
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in themselves. Urban versus rural, metropolitan versus non-metro
politan area comparisons would also prove JI10re fruitful than simple 
population based rates, as would age, sex, and other group con
parisons. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago.: Chicago Police data. 

Gambling 

I-UCR 

Gambling is broken into the following categories: Bookmaking~ 
Numbers-Lottery; Keeping a Gambling Place~ Registration of Federal 
Gambling Stamps; Operating Card Games: Playing Card Games; Operat
ing Dice Garnes; Playing Dice Garnes; Owning, Operating, Renting, 
Selling Gambling nevices; Other violations. Gambling generally 
includes the playing of games of chance for money, betting on the 
outcomes of games, nominations, appointments, running of such op
erations, and violations of regulations concerning legitimate gamb
ling operations. 

ChicagQ Police Data 

These offenses are classified as gambling and related offenses by 
CPD: Bolita or Boli Pul/Office: Bolita or Boli Pu1/Runner~ Bolita 
or Boli Pul/Writer: Bolita or Boli Pu1/Station~ Bookmaking/Horses~ 
Bookmaking/Sports! Game/Cards; Game/Dice; Game/Amusements! Game/ 
Other; Lottery/Pari-Mutuel; Lottery/Parlay Cards! Lottery/Pu'etlto 
Rican National; Lottery/Mexican-National; Lottery/Other; Po1icy/ 
Househook~ Policy/Station: Policy/Runner; Policy/Turn-In; Policy/ 
Office; Policy/Press; Policy/Wheel; Policy/Other; Wireroom/Horses; 
Wireroom/Sports: Wireroom/Numbers; Other Gambling Offenses. 

IJR 

The questionnaire asked, "How often have you placed a bet with a 
gambler on: 
- A professional sporting event? 
- A numbers game, etc.?" 

Comments 

Gambling violations represent a significant portion of the crime 
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which does not appear in official statistics, and are generally 
underestimated in those statistics. It is also a "low consensus 
crime!!. meaning that people do not generally agree on the serious
ness of gambling offenses or on the appropriate actions to take 
regarding gambling offenses. Not only is gambling a difficult 
violation to detect, but also reporting to police of gambling vio
lations is both variable and minimal. Rates 'should be calculated 
with these problems in mind. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago; Chicago Police data. 

Gang Fighting 

I-UCR 

This offense is not dealt with as a separate offense in I-UCR. 
Incidences of gangfighting would be scored in I-UCR data as dis·
orderly conduct assault, or other violations of state statut~s., 
Unfortunately these gang related incidents cannot be identified 
in the ~-UCR data. 

IJR ---
The IJR survey measures gangfighting with the item, "How often 

have you ever taken part in a gang fight?" 

Recommended Data Source 
, -
For all Illinois: IJR. 

Hom.icide 

Victim Surveys 

Region 20 (Greater Egypt) included homicide and attempted homi
cide in their victimization survey. The actual number of cases 
(two) was too small to allow for generalization. The victim, of 
course, was not interviewed. This survey used one person in the 
household as a respondent for incidents involving any household 
member. No other victimization survey includes homicide. 
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I-UCR 

I-UCR breaks homicide into the following categories: Murder; 
Attempted Murder with Firearrn~ Attempted Murder with knife or 
cutting instrument; Attempted Murder with hands, fists, feet, 
etc.; Voluntary Manslaughter; Involuntary Manslaughter and reck-
less homicide: non-vehicle; Involuntary Manslaughter and reck-
less homicide: vehicle. The major distinctions among these cate
gories are as follows: ~l) murder. occurs when a person with no 
legal justification~ causes someone to die by certain actions . 
l\!htch the offender knm-1s are likely to cause death, or when a per'~ 

son is killed by a felon during the commission of a felony regardless 
of whether intent was present or not, (2) Voluntary manslaughter 
occurs when a person, in a state of sudden or intense passion 
kills someone, or when a person kills believing he has lawful 
justification to kill when he in fact does not, (3) Involuntary 
manslaughter and reckless homicide involve the death of a person 
due to the reckless. actions of others. Chicago reports all Murders and 
Voluntary Manslaughters together to DLE. Hence. Chica20 data in 
I-UCR for Murders and Voluntary Manslaughter are all coded as 
Murders. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD includes the following offenses under the general category 
of homicide and related offenses: murder; attempted murder (coded 
as aggravated assaults); involuntary manslaughter; voluntary man
slaughter. The distinctions ~mong these offensef:l are the same as 
those used in I-UCR •. 

Comments 

Homicide statistics are among the most reliable crime statistics, 
mainly because deaths are very likely to be reported to police 
and investigation is likely to be thorough. Rates of homicides 
per age group, sex, time period, and the like may be mQre inter
esting and revealing than simple rates per population. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chi,cago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police. data. 

Household crimes 

Victim Surveys 

NCS uses this classification for the crimes of burglary, house
hold larceny of all amounts, and motor vehicle theft. All of 
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these data include attempts. The Joliet and Peoria surveys re
port includes data on household crimes of larceny, residential bur
glary A and residential burglary B. (See Burglary). Region 20 
(Greater Egypt) report does not use the household crimes designation. 

IJR 

The only question in this survey which clearly falls into this 
category is whether the youngster's home had ever been broken into. 
(See Burglary). 

Recommended Data Source 

For 
a1 

For 
For 

Illinois, other than 
panel, state level 
Chicago: NCS, city 
Joliet and Peo~ia: 

Chicago, Joliet and Peoria: 

sample. 
Joliet and Peoria survey. 

Income of Victim and/or Offender 

Victim Surveys 

NCS, nation-

All victimization surveys record data on the income of the victim. 
However, data on victim's income are reported by the victim less 
frequently than are other demographic data. None of the surveys 
report data on the income of the offender. 

IJR 

Respondents were asked family income~ however, adolescents are 
relatively unreliable sources of family income estimates. There
fore, interviewers subjectively rated family socioeconomi,c status 
(SES), and an additional SES measure was composed based on father's 
and mother's education, father's occupation, and father's and 
mother's employment status. 

Index Crimes 

I-UCR 

Index Crimes in the Illinois Uniform Crime Reports include: 
Murder, Voluntary Manslaughter, Forcible Rape, Robbery, Attempted 
Murder, Aggravated Assault, Aggravated Battery, Burglary, Theft, 
Burglary from a Motor Vehicle, and Motor Vehicle Theft. The 
total number of crltmes committed in these categories each year is 
called the Crime It1\dex. 
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The FBI's list of Index Crimes differs from the I-UCR list. 
While the FBI counts all attempts as if they were completed 
crimes (except attempted murders, which are counted as aggravated 
assaults), attempts are not included in the I-UCR Inldex. In ad
dition, the FBI-VCR combine the Index offenses into fewer cate
gories than do the I-liCR. Before 11lil'1ois data are nent to the 
FBI, attempt offenses are included and the data are t:ranslated in
to the FBI categories according to the chart below. 

I-HCR Index Crimes 

Murder and Voluntary 
Manslaughter 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Attempted Murder 
ARRravated Assault 
Aggravated Battery 

Burglary 

Theft 
Burglary 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

FBI Index Crimes 

Murder and Non-Negligent 
Manslaughter 

Rape by Force 

Robbery 

Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny-Theft 

tiotor Veh:icle Theft 

The criIlles above are listed in order of sericmsness from most to 
least serious, as defined by the International Association of 
Chiefs of Police. The Crime Index was ·designed by that organi
zation to be an indicator of the volume of se',rious crimes occur
ring in the U.S. When an Index Crime occurs it is likely to be 
reported to the police. Index Crimes are not, however, the most 
common crimes, nor is there any necessary relationship between a 
change'in the number of Index Crimes and a change in the number 
of other cr:f.mes. As an indicator of the voltlm~~ of all crime, 
the Crime Index is insufficient. (See also the Glossary defini
tions for Part I and Part II offenses), 

Chicago Police Data 

See I-UCR. 

Injury 

Victim Survey'! 

( ) 

( ) 
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NCS data tap~s provide information on the extent of the injur-
les sustained 'by the victim, but the NCS reports do not. The 
J,oll,et and Peor.ia surveys report provides data on time l~st from 
wo\rk anu injuries requiring med.ical attention. Region 20 (Greater 
Eg~'rpt) report p:resents data on the amount \)f medical expense re
quired to treat injuries. 

Chicago Police Data 

If a victim is injured, the CPD makes note of it and records the 
following information: location of victim on premises; nature of 
injuries rmd location on body; where victim is hospitalized. The 
CPD also maintains data on accidental injuries, accidental deaths 
and injurlles to police officers on du'ty, 

Interference wit'h public officers 

I-UCR 

Interference is classified in I-UCR under the follow,ing headings: 
Resisting or Obstructing a Peace Officer; Refusing to Aid an of
ficer; Obstructing Justice: Concealing or Aiding a Fugitive; Es
cape; Other~ Interference with Judicial Proceedings: Contempt of 
Court; Bribel~y; Int;imidation; Extortion; Violation of Civil Rights; 
Crimin~l Def~lmation. 

The CPD classlifies these offenses in the following manner: A:ld
ing Arrestee Escape; Concealing or Aiding a. Fugitive; Escap\~ from 
CU,stody; Obstructing Justice~ Obstructing Service or Process (of 
any civil or It:riminal process or order of any court) i; Refusillg to 
Aid an Of.Eice1r; Resisting or Obstructing an Officer ~ Resisting or 
Obstructing atl Officer While Armed, 

For Illinois, o.ther than Chicago: I -UCR. 
For Chi.cago: Chicago Poliele data. 

Juvenile 

, Vic tim Surveys 

NCS computet' tapes Icontain ~~nformation on victims and offenders by 
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age (see offenses against children) and juven'Ues mey be defined 
by tape users as including any age range over the age of twelve. 
NCS printed documents label victims who are twelve through nine
teen years of age as juvenile victims. 

Joliet and Peoria surveys report provides data on victims in the 
age range sixteen to twenty-one, which could be considered as ju
veniles. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) survey'report has data for 
victims of all ages under twenty-one. 

I-UCR· 

Offender and arrest information in I-UCR are broken into Adult 
and Juvenile categories for each crime type. Those seventeen and 
under are classified as juveniles, those eighteen and over as ad w 

ults. 

Chicago Police Data 

Same as for I-UCR 

IJR 

Juveniles were defined for this survey as those 14 to 18 years 
,old. However, self-report items in the 'survey would include 
crimes and delinquent acts which occurr~1 before the respondent's 
fourteenth birthday. 

Kidnapping 

I-UCR 

Kidnapping is categorized in I-UCR in the following manner: Kid
napping~ Aggravated Kidnapping~ Unlawful Restrain~Kidnapping in
volves unlawful restraint of persons against their will, or sec
ret confinement by force or threat of imminent force. Aggravated 
Kidnapping involves the above actions with the intent to obtain 
ransom from the pe.rson confir.',~d, or from someone else. It may 
also involve the inflicting of bodily harm or committing of a fel
ony upon the victim, as well as the offender's concealing of his 
own identity. 

Chicago Police Data 

CPD recognizes the following kidnapping offenses: Non-Aggravated 

" I 
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Kidn~pping (pe:-:.sons 13 or over, no ran.som); Aggravated Kidnapping 
(person 13 or over r for ransom: child under 13, no ransom: child 
unde~ 13, for La~som). 

Recorumended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UGR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Larceny (See theft.) 

Liquor Control Act Violations 

I-UCR 

These offenses are classified in I-UCR in the following manner: 
Sales to Minors, Drunkards, etc., Illegal Possession by Minor~ 
Illegal Consumption by Minors~ Misrepresentation of Age by Minor: 
Other: Solicitation of Alcoholic Beverages. 

Chicago Police Data 

L,iquor Law Violations in CPD data are as follows: License Vio
lation: Employment of Minors~ Misrepresentation of age by minor; 
Minors Drinking: Sale to Minor: Open Container in Vehicle: Sale 
during prohibited hours: Other liquor law violations. 

IJR 

The questionnaire asked only, "How often have you bought beer, 
wine rir liquor? Drank beet', wine or liquor without pa-:ents' per.,.. 
mise-ion? Drank enough to g,et drunk?". These three actions are 
status offenses,not crimes. Other status offenses :f.nvolving 
liquor, e.g. possession, are av;ailable to minors but were not mea
sured. 

Comments 

Violations of this type are suhject to differential enforcement, 
intel:pretation, and reporting. They are also among the more dif
ficult to detect. Some offenses may be handled by the Alcoholic 
Beverage Commission and other such regulatory agencies. Official 
data regarding suen offenses are proba.bly inaccurate to a degree. 

Re(~ommended Data Source 
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E'or Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Losses, damages 

Victim Surveys 

All victimization survey data provide information on dollar value 
of loss, except the NCS printed reports~ The Joliet and Peoria 
surveys report also includes informat(ion on replacement costs for 
damages and stolen property. 

I-lJeR 

I-UCR statistics include property-related data for all crimes in
volving property loss. Included in these data are property loss, 
damage and recovery data. (See I-UCR 1-1andatory vs. Optional 
Data. ) 

The Chicago Police Department report to DLE, for inclusion in 
I-UCR, the value of all lost or damaged goods for each t)~e of 
property crime (burglary, theft and robbery), and the value of 
lost or damaged goo,ds fer each property type. Chicago does not 
report the value of lost or damaged goods for each property type 
for each crime type. Thus, while it is possible to determine the 
dollar value of goods lost in Chicago robberies in 1975, and the 
dollar of value of furs lost in all 1975 Chicago property crimes, 
it is not possihle to determine the dollar value of furs lost in 
1975 Chicago robberies. I-UC!? riata contain estimates of thin 
last value, but these estimateEl, based on the per cent of eacth 
property type stolen or damaged i~ each Lype of pr~perty cru~e in 
downstate Illinois, are not valid. 

~hicago Police Data 

CPD Gen.e!'al Offfense Case Reports, and Supplementary Reports pro~ . 
vide space for the recording of property types (mon.ey, jewelry, 
furs. clothing, office equipment, T. V ., radio sterf!O, household 
item, consumer item, firearms, narcotics, other) and dollar val
ues taken and recovered. 

Month (See timp.) 

Motor vehicle offenses (crimes only) 

--------------~----------.----------------------------------------------------------------
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I",.UCR 

Th~se offenses are classified in I-UCR in the following manner: 
Dri'J'ing "Onder the Influence of Alcohol: Driving Under the Influ
ence of Drugs; Unlawful Transportation of Alcohol; Reckless Dri
ving: H:J.t and Run~ Drag Racing; No Registration; Revobad, Cance1:
led Registration: Improper Use of RegiRtration~ No Drivers Licen
se; Driving with Suspended or Revoked License; Unlawful Use of 
Drivers License; Flee or Attempt to Elude Police OffiGer. The8e 
offenses, plus Reckless Homicide with a motor vehicle, are crim
inal motor vehicle offenses, as opposed to minor traffic viola
tions. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD categorizes cd.minal motor vehicle offenses in the fol
lowing manner: Drag Racing~ Counterfeiting the Certificate of 
Title for a Motor Vehicle; Destruction, Alteration, or Removal 
of Manufacturer's Vehicle Identification or Motor Numbers; Fi.c
titious License Plates; and Offenses Related to Title and Regis
tration.Data ~re: also maintained on the following abandoned ve
hicle offenses: 

IJR 

Abandoned vehicle on pul;l'~c way (not immediate tow) 

Abandoned vehicle on public way, arrestee's property 

Stolen, hit and J:'un, etc. (immediate tow): 

Abandoned vehicle on private property (stolen, wante~ 
serious hazard to health or community; immediate tow); 

Abandoned vehicle on private or public parking lot, 
(owner or agent to tow); 

Abandoned vehicle on private property, (agent or 
owner not available). 

Abandoned vehicle on private property, (not immediate 
tow) ; 

This survey asked the question, "How' oft~n have you ever-

Driven a car without a driver's license or permit? 

Rode around in a car that was stolen for the ride? 

Driven a car too frist or recklessly?" 

, 
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Note that riding :In a stolen car would be classified as motor 
vehicle theft in other data sources. 

Comments 

Interest in this offense might center around offenses per dri"inr; 
population, -rates of offenses involving damage and/or. injury in 
contrast to those not involving damage or injulcy, registration 
a~d license orfenses, etc. 

Recommended Data Source _, _______ ,~_,-, _m 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chic~go Police data. 

Motor vehicle theft 

Victim Surv~s 

NCS victimization surveys report data on motor vehicle 
theft and attempts, wbich are defined as stealing, or at
tempts at stealing, motor vehicles. Moto~ vehicles were 
defined for this survey a~ motod.zed veh:f:cles allowed on 
public :,oads. Joliet and Peoria surveys do not include 
motor vehicle theft. Region 20 survey reports no data on 
motor vehicle theft or attempts. Burglary from vehicles, 
which includes all types of motorized 'vehicles, is reported 
in the Region 20 survey. 

I-UCR 

Motor vehicle theft is classified in I-UCR in th~ follow
ing manner: Theft of Autos; Theft of Trucks and Buses~ 
!fheft of Other Vehicles: Theft Attempts,: Autos; Theft At-
tempts: Trucks and Buses: Theft Attempts: Other Vehicles. 

Chicago P~lice Data 

The CPD recognizes the following motor vehicle theft of'!! 
fense cateRories:Attempted Theft of a Motor Vehicle, Theft 
of a Motor Vehicle (including Motor Scooters, Motorcycles 
and Motor bikes), with or without cartage: Motor Vehicle 
Recovery (vehicle previously reported stolen in Chicago); 
Motor Vehicle Recovery (stolen outside Chicago). 
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IJR 

Victimizations of motor vehicle theft are defined by the item, 

"Has your car, o'r your family's car, ever been stolen for a joy 
ride? 111 

Involvemen.t in. motor vehicle theft is labelled "joyriding" and 
measured with the item, 

"How often have you ever rode around in a car that was stolen for 
the ride?" 

Comments 

Dep,,'mdin.g on local departmental policies, auto thefts which con
sist of '"joyrides" mayor may not be included in police statis
tics aFJ true auto thefts. 

For the calculat:i.on of rates, the number of registered motor ve
hicles would be ah-atter estimate of the population at risk than 
would general census data. 

Recommended Data Source ----
For IllinOis, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state 
level. 
For Chicago: NCS, city sample. 

Parole violations (see probation and parole violations) 

Personal Crimes 

Victim Surveys 

Nes uses this classification for the crimc:',s of forcible rape, 
armed &obbery with and without injury, aggravated and simple as
sault, and theft, as personal larceny with and without contact. 
All of these include data on attempts. The Joliet and Peoria sur-
veys report includes data on robbery and assaults both aggravated 
and other. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) report does not use the per
sonal crimes designation. 

I-UCR 

Personal crimes, defined in I-UCR a8 "Violent Crimes," or "Cl:'imes 



( 

( 

( 

95 

against Persons" include Murder, Forcible Rape, Aggravated Ass8.ult, 
and Robbery. Battery is nct included t nor is simple assault, nor 
is Kidnapping. Crimes against persons are thus underestimated in 
I-UCR statistics. 

Chicago Police Data 

'fne CPD uses the same classification for personal crimes as the 
I-UCR. 

IJR 

Personal crimes covered in this survey include: occasions when a 
youth 1) had been robbed, or 2) hud robbed anyone else by for.ce or 
threat of force. (See robbery). 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state level. 
For Chicago: NCS, city sample. 

Possession of stolen goods 

I-UCR 

This offense is included in the general offense category of De
ception under the heading of "Burglary, Receiving, Possession of 
8tolen Property." 

IJR 

The IJR survey measures this with the item, "How often have you 
ever kept or used something that you knew had been stolen?" 

Recommended Data Source 

For all Illinois: I-UCR 

Probation and parole violations 

I-UCR 

These offenses are classified in I-UCR under the headings: Pro
baticin-Violat,ioo; Parole-Revocation. 
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C01!UDents 

Data concex\ning thE:se offenses are pDobably not accurate because 
it 1s likely' that many parole and prob"ltion violations occur thiit 
do n(..t come to the attention of saw enforcement officials-. Rates 
that are constructed should use the number of people on probation 
or parole as the' population base, not the general census. 

Race 

Recommended Data Source\ 

For all Illinois: I-UCR. 

Victim Surv~ 

All victimization surveys report data on race of the victim. The 
Region 20 (Greater Egypt) survey also reports data on the race of 
offender (s).. That survey found data on offender's race to be 
known for less than half the c,ases. The NCS surveys gathered data 
on the offender's race, but these data ar~, available only from 
tapes for these surveys. Victims of personal crimes are more like
ly to know the race of the off.ender than are victims of proper.ty 
crimes. 

I-UCR 

Race of offender is included in I-UCR arrest statistics (coded as 
White~ Negro, Puerto Rican,· MElxican, Chinese, Japanese, American 
Indian, or Other, but tho$!:: data are suspect. Police officers some
times luess a person's race and make mistakes, or they mistakenly 
'believe they shouldn l t ask an arrestee his race due to laws against 
discrimination. I-UCR race dllta may therefore be unreliable. Race 
of victim is availa.b!~ 0uly for homicide aases. 

The published to)~al number of Ch~.cago offenders of each race is 
correct, but I-ItCR data contain es\:~mates of age by race. and sex 
by 'race datD. fot Chicago that are grossly incorrect. (See age.) 

Chicago ~olice Data 

The CPD'notes the race of victim, offender (when it is known), and 
witness on each offense report. 

IJR 

Race of the r~spondent was coded by the interviewer as: White, 
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Black, Oriental, or Other. 

Rape 

Victim Surveys 

NCS victimization surveys include data on rapes and attempts. Re
verse record cheicks have shown rape to be underreported in LEAA sur
veys (LEAA, 1972:8). Questions on assaults are used to identify 
rape victims ·s:!.nce direct questions ,",'ere felt to be undesirable in 
such a sensitive area. NCS surveys d~~fine rape as carnal knowledge 
through the use of force or the threa.t of force, including &.ttempts. 
Statutory rape (without force) is not, included. This dHfers from 
UCR usage in that males and wives arEi included as victims, and sex
ual assaults other !;.b~\'l forcible seXlllal inte'tcours~ are included as 
forms of rape. Jo1:hp-t and Peoria su·tvey data do not include rape 
incidents. Region 20 survey data inc~lu~e both rape and attempts. 
However, that survey uncovered only t;wo actual cases of rape, so 
data on that crime from that source are not reliable. 

I-UCR 

Rape is classified in I-UCR under the general heading Forcible Rape, 
and under the following sub-classifications: Forcible Rape: Fire
arm: Forcible Rape: Knife or Cutting Instrument; Forcible Rape: 
Other Dangerous Weapons; Forcible Rape: Other Fortdble Means; At
tempts: Forcible Rape. The reader should also see the entry for 
sex offenses, other than rape, for the classifications: Rape of .... 
the mentally deranged, and aggl~avated incest, as well as other sex
ual offenses. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD classifies r&pe offenses into the following two offense 
categories: Forcible Rape, and Attempted For.cible Rape. 

Connnents 

Completed rapes may be more accurately estimated i,n statistics than 
attempted rapes, due to the increased likelihood of thleir being re
por.ted to the police or to an interviewer.. This should be taken 
into account in the calculation of 1:'ates. Comp',.cted rapes, however, 
may also be underestimated in all sources, again due to underreport
ing. For rate calculations ft'om police statistics, the population 
of women over 12 years of age would be a better estimate of the popu
lation at risk than would the gel)eral census population. For rape 
rates baSed on NCS survey data, tlle total population over 12 should 
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be used as t_~e population at risk. 
. ';~. 

,';" 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Relationsh.ip, ";'ictim/offender (see victim/offender relationship). 

Reporting/non-reporting 

Victim Surveys 

(Reporting of a crime to the police).' All victimization surveys 
have data on whether or not a crime was reported to the police. 
All data sources ~or these surveys, except the NCS printed docu
ments, provide. further information on the reas9n(s) why a crime 
was not report.ed. 

I-UCR. 

(Reporting of crime data by the police to I-UCR). I-UCR data in
clude information about which agencies have reported crime infor
mation to nLE-CJIS each month, as well ~s which agencies have re
ported incomplete information according to I-UCR guidelines. 
This information is not categorized by crime type, apd is not 
very helpful in trying to estimate completeness of reporting. 

Resistance (See self-protection). 

Robbery 

Victim Surveys 
.. 

NeS reports robbery with and without injury, and attemp{;s at rob
bery. Data are reported separately for residential and commercial 
robbery. Robbery is defined as theft directly from a person or 
business, by force or threat, with or without a weapon. 

Joliet and Peoria surveys report personal robbery (but not commer
cial robbery), as an incident in which something was taken direct
ly from a person by force or threat of force. Attempts are includ
ed and ar~ not reported separately. The Region 20 survey also re-

• 
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ports and attempts together. 

Data on crimes such as robbery, where the victim is unlikely to 
be a conspirator or to know the offender, are the most reliable 
data available from victimization surveys. 

'I-UCR 

Robbery :l:s classified in I-UCR in the following manner: Armed: 
Firearm; Armed: Kni.fe or Cutting Instrument; Armed: other Dan
gerousWeapons; Strong Arm-No Weapon; Attempts: Armed-Firearm; . 
Attempts: Armed-Knife or Cutting Instrument; Attemptsl: Armed
Other Dangerous Weapons; Attempts: Strong Arm-No Weapon. Gene
rally, robbery involves the taking of property from a person by 
the use of force or by threatening the immediate use of force. 

Chicago data in I-UCR on the doll~r value of each type of property 
lost or damaged in robberies is incorrect. Total dollar value of 
all property lost :I.n robber:f.es is, however, correct. (See Losses, 
damages). 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD recognizes the following robbery offenses: Attempted 
Armed Robbery; Attempted St-:ong-Armed Robbery: Armed, Robbery; 
Strong-Armed Robbery. 

IJR 

The IJR survey measures involvement in robbery with the item, "How 
often have you ever used force or thr.eatened to use force to get 
money from another person?" 

Robbery victimizations were determined by answers to the question, 
"Have you ever had to give money to a person who used force or 
t~hreatened to use force against you?" 

Loss of property other than money not measured in this surv~y. 

Recommended Data, Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state 
level. 
For Chicago: NeS, city sample. 

Se'!iliJonal variations (aee time). 

Self-prDtectioa (resistance) 
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Victim Surveys 

The only data on self-protection measures taken by a victim in the 
process of being victimized are available from tapes of the NCS 
surveys. 

Vic tim Surveys 

All victimization surveys report data on the sex of; vict:f.m for 
close to 100% of the victims. However, none of the surveys re
ports data on the sex of the offender in re'port documents. Com
puter tapes available for NCS surveys do pt'ovide data on the sex 
of offender when it is known. Sex of offender is more often 
known by victims of personal crimes than by victims of property 
crimes. 

I-1!CR 

Sex of offender is included in all I-UCR arrest statistics. Sex 
of victim is available only for homicide victims. 

Chicago data for age and for; sex in I-UCR are correct, but I-UCR 
data for Chicago for age by race,and sex by race are not correct. 
(See Age). 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPDnotes the sex of the victim, offender (when it is known), 
and witness on each offense report. 

IJR 

Sex of respondent is available for 100% Qf this IJR sample. 

Sex offenses, other than rape 

Victim Surveys 

See raps. 

I-UCR --
Sex offenses are classified in I-UCR unde~ the general category of 
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Sex Offenses (except forcible rape), under the following classifi
cations: . Prostitution~ Soliciting for a Prostitute: Pandering: 
Keeping a Place of Prostitutio~; Patronizing a Prostitute; Pimp
ing; Obscenity; Harmful Material; Tie-in Sales ,of Obscene Publi
cations to Distributors; Deviate Sexual Assault; Indecent Liber
ties with a Child; Indecent Solicitation of a Child; Public In
decency; Agravated Incest; Incest; Rape of, Mentally Deranged; All 
Others; Attempts: Sex Offenses. Pander1,ng involves the compel
ling of a female to become a prostitute, or the a~ranging of sit
uations in,which a female may practice pro\~titution. Pimping in
volves the receiving of money or other pro!>erty from prostitutes, 
knowing it was earned unlawfu.lly through proatitution. 

Chicago Police Data 

Sex offenses other than rape are classi~ied in the following 
manner by the CPD: Contributing to the Sexual Delinquency of a 
Child; Deviate Sexual Assault; Incest; Aggravated Incest; Inde
cent Liberties with a Child; Indecent Solicitation of a Child; 
:Public Indecency; Obscene or Lewd Conduct (includes: Exhibition
ism;'FondlingjEnticing; Obscene or Lewd Phone Calls; Indecent Ex
posure) •. 

IJR 

Only v'ictimizations of indecent sexual liberties with a child 
were measured. "Has anyone ever tried to sexually molest you?" 
was the measuring item. 

Comments 

Sex offenses are differentially reported to officials. It would 
probably be useful to separate those offenses involving children, 
those involving pornographic materials, and those involving pros
titution' Ln the calculation of rates, keeping the populati.'ins 
at risk in mind. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Shoplifting (see theft). 

Theft (including petty theft, larceny, shoplifting and auto strippin2). 

J .'j 
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Victim Sur'ITays 

In NCS victlmization surveys, a distinction is 1I!ade between per
sonal larceny and household larceny. Personal larceny is further 
divided into personal,larceny with contact, such as pocket-picking 
and purse snatching, and personal larceny o:-"itt: mt contact. Lar::
cenies of all dollar amounts are includ.ed. Atte~pts and comple
tionsare included. Joliet and Peoria surveys cover only house
hold larceny and attempts, which are defined as property stolen 
(or attempts), not including pocket-picking and purse snatching. 
Region 20 reports data on theft which is defined as property stol
en with no forcible entry, from inside a home or car. Both at
tempts and completions are included. All these victim survey 
definitIons of larceny differ from the I-UCR definition in that 
they exclude commercial crimes of larceny, e.g., shoplifting and 
employee theft. 

I-UCR 

As of January 1, 1973, all thefts have been reported to I-UCR in 
the following categories: Over $150; $150 and Under; Attempts: 
Theft. Prior to 1973, only thefts of over $50 in cash or property 
were reported. Theft involves the taking of, or exerting of un
authorized control over, the property of another by deception or 
threat. Police do not report thefts in monetary categories, and 
they do. not report attempts and completions separately. Theft at
tempts and completions for Chicago are, however, listed separate
ly in the I-UCR. DLE assigns a proportion of the offenses report
ed by the Chi1cago Police Department to each category, basing the 
proportions o'n the ratio of theft attempts to completions in the 
rest of the state. Chicato data in I-UCR on the dollar value of 
each type of property lost or damaged in thefts is incorrect. 
Total dollar value of all property lost in thefts is, however, 
correct. (See Losses, damages). Auto stripping does not fall 
into the theft category. Legally, in Illinois, that offense falls 
under the Motor Vehicle Code as a Misdemeanor, which is not in
cluded in I-UCR data. 

Chicago Police Data 

The CPD general offense category of Theft and Related Offenses in
cludes the following theft classifications: Attempted Theft (Ex
cept Motor Vehicles); Theft of Auto Accessories; Theft of Bicy
cles; Theft from Boats and Airplanes~ Theft from Buildings (Not 
Shoplifting); Theft from Coin Operated Devices or Machines; Theft 
of Credit Cards; Theft of Driver's License; Theft or Loss of Both 
State License Plates; Theft of Livestock; 
Theft or Attempted Theft from Motor Vehicles (Not Accessories); 
PocketPickiti.g; Purse Snatching (Without Force); Shoplifting; Use 
of Slugs in Pay Telephone, Transit Turnstile, or Transit Fare Box~ 
Theft of Trailer; Theft from Piggy Back Trailer. 

--·'1 
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IJR 

These four 'forms of theft were measured: 

1) Shoplifting, measured with the item, "How often have you 
ever taken something small from a store?", 

2) Stripping a ca'rr.or parts, measured with the item, "How 
often have you ever stripped someone else's car of parts 
to use or sell?", 

3) Petty theft, measured with the item,"How often have you 
ever tak,en little things without permission from home or 
school?", and 

4) Larceny, measured with the item, "How often have you ever 
taken at least $20, or something worth at least $26 that 
did not belong to you?" 

Comments 

The higher the value of property stolen, tue more likely it is 
that an offense of theft will be reportiiid; therefore, data on more 
serious cas~s of theft are more accurate in all sources than data 
concerning minor thefts. It should be kept in mind th:lt 'victims 
may upgrade the real value of stolen property for insurance pur
pO'ses. 

Recommended Data Source 

For personal theft: 
. For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state 

level. 

For Chicago: NCS, city sample. 

For commercial theft, or personal and commercial theft: 
For Illinois, other than Chicago! I-UCR. 
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

Victim Surveys 

All victimization surveys report data on crime by month of occur
rence. NCS c~mputer tapes provide information on time of day and 
seasofi· of'occurrence as well. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) report 
gives data on time of day fo:i:' each crime type. 
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I-UCR 

Generally, I-UCR data are available by month or by year, and 
breakdowns for c.rime types can be made by day versus night cate
gories. Offense information also includes data on the day of 
the month offenses are committed. 

Chic~o Police Data 

On each CPD "General Offense Case Report" note is made of the day, 
month,year, and time of occurrence. 

Vandalism 

Victim Surveys 

Data on vandalism and attempts are available from the Region 20 
victimization survey, which defines the crime as damage to per
sonal property. 

I-UCR 

Vandalism is classified in I-UCR in the following manner: crim
inal damage to property; criminal damage to vehicle; criminal tres-, 
pass to land; criminal damage to state supported property; crim~ 
inal trespass to state supported land; criminal trespass to vehi
cle; criminal damage of fire fighting apparatus, hydrants or equip-' 
tnent. 

Chic~~o Police Data 

This offense is classified by the CPD as criminal damage to pro
perty lind related offenses. It includes the following offenses: 
damage or obstruction to police or fire signal syst~~ms; damage to 
property~ damage to public (city) property; defacing a house of 
worAhi~: defacing a tomb or cemetery. 

IJR 

The IJRsurvey measures this with the item, "How often have you 
deliberately damaged private or public property?" 

Comments 

Vandalism is a crime that is more likely to be reported as the 
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cost of ' damage increases. Often, individual offenses will not in
volve ~uch m~ney, but take~ as a whole, reported vandalism accounts 
for a great deal of loss. In some areas vandalism makes up a large 
portion of the total of all offenses, or of all ,property crimes. 
D~age offenses should be separated from trespass offenses not in
volving damage in the calculation of rates of property loss crimes. 

Recommended Data Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago and Region 20: I-UCR. 

For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 

For Region 20~ Region 20 Survey. 

Victim/offender relationship 

Victim Surveys 

Data on victim/offender relationship, i.e. whether or not the 
victim knew the offender(s) and to what extent, were gathered in 
all victimHation surveys. All documents, except the, NCS nation-
al panel printed report, provide this data. 1'0 obtain this in

formation on }lCS national panel results, users should con-
sult computer tapes available on these surveys. 

I-UCR 

I-UCR includes data on offender/victim relationship only in Sup
plementary Homicide Reports, which must be completed by local . 
agencies when homicides occur within their jurisdictions. 

Weapons, violations for carrying and possessing, and types used 

Victim Surveys 

Victimization surveys do not cover weapons offenses but some con
tain data on whe~her or not a weapon was used in a crime. NCS 
victimization survey documents present data on whether or not a 
weapon was present during a crime, and computer tapes of data 
from the,se surveys indicate the types of we.apons. used. The report 
from the Joliet and Peoria surveys provide data on presence of a 
weapon snd on types of weapons used. The Region 20 (Greater Egypt) 
survey report provid~s no data on weapons. 

,~-----------~~------------------------------------------
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I-UCR 

Type of weapon used in the conunission of a crime is only recorded 
for cert,aiT;l Index offenses: Homicide, Forcible Rape, Robbery, Bat
tery, and Assault. A distinction is made between two ma,in weapons 
types in these cases: Firearms, and Knives or Cutting Instruments. 

I-UCR rE!cords some weapons offenses under the gener'a1 category 
','Unau~ho!ized Possession or Storage of Weapons" ~ Anothf!r general 
category exists for weapons offenses, which is broken into the 
fo110wing,6ffenses: Unlawful Use of Weapons; Unlawful Sale of 
Firearms; Unlawful Possession of Firearms and AmmunitiolO,: Registra
tion of 'Sales by Dealer ~ Defacing of Identification Marks of Fire-' 
arms: Firearms and, Ammunition-No I.D. Card; Attempts: Deadly Weap
ons. 

Tht;! difference between "Unauthorized Possession or Stora,ge of Weap
ons" and Unlawful Use, Sale, and Possession of Weapons and Fire
arms can be recognized through the following distinctions: 

Un~uthorized Possession or Storage of Weapons refers to posses
sion or storage of certain weapons on land supp~rted in whole or 
in part with State or Federal funds; 

Unlawful Use, Sale, etc. of Weapons and Firearms refers to gen
'era1 vio1ation3 of the selling and carrying regulations estab
lished by Illinois Law. 

Chicago Police Data 

For any crime involving the use of a weapon, the CPD will note if 
the weapon was a handgun, rifle, shotgun, or knife'or cutting in
st'r-ument. The following "Weapons Violations and Related Offenses" 
are recognized by the CPD: Unlawful Carrying of a Concealed Wea
pon; Carrying Knife by a Person Under 18; Unlawful Carrying of a 
Loaded Weapon Not Concealed; Defacing Identification Marks on Fire
arms; Unlawful Discharge of Firearms; Unlawful Discharge (or 'os
session) of Air Rifle (or Toy Firearm) that Discharges Projectiles. 

Numerous other offenses relating to sale, registration, and pur
chasing of firearms are also recorded by the CPD. 

IJR 

Three items applypere, all extremely ambiguous: 

"Have you ever carried any kin4 of weapon (gun, knife, razor, etc.) 
in case you had to use it against another person?" 

Have you ever used a weapon in a fight - a brick, knife, razor, 
Or anything else? 

Has someone ever used a weapon against you in a fight? 
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Any interpretation of these items is risky. A youth who, at age 
ten, threw a rock at a group of boys, and a south who regularly 
carries and uses a switchblade could give identical answers to 
th.ese items. The time frame posed in the question, ("ever") is 
too indefinite. and. the interpt'etation of "weapons", which is left 
to the respondents., .is also too indE!Fii)ite to be useful. 

Recommended Data.~ Source 

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR. 

For Chicago: Chicago Police data. 
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CRIME RATES 

Reducing a volume of crime data to an accurate and easily 

interpreted figure is vital to planners and policy makers faced 

with.complex decisions. The most widely used figure of this 

type is the crime·rate. A crime rate is a way to simplify and 

improve the utility of crime data. Specifically, a crime rate is 

a fLaction that represents an amount of crime in relation to a 

base figure, usually a population esl:imate. Calculating crime 

rates is not difficult, but care must be taken in constructing 

the fraction. Figuring a crime rate may also be an important 

step in calculating trends. (See Trends.) 

In calculating a crime rate, it is important to consider: 

(" 
]) what rate is to be generated, 

2) what type of data will be used to calculate the rate, 

3) how the data have been defined, and 

4) how these data fit into the fraction model for a crime rate. 

First, the rate to be constructed must be selected. All rates 

are ratios, comparisons of the numerator (top of the fraction) to 

the denominator (base of the fraction). Rates are most often e~pressed 

as incidences of the numerator per hundred thousand incidences of the 

denominator. For instance, rates can be calculateil for crimes per hundred 

thousand units of population at risk of being victimized, for incidences 

of one type of crime per hundred thousand crime incidents, for attempt~ 

or completions per hundred thousand crime incidents (attempts and com-

letions),and for estimated offenses reported to the police per 
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hundred thousand estimated total offenses. Each of these can be 

calculated f.or.consecutive time periods and used to describe trends. 

(See Trends.) 

Second, the typ.a of crime related data that will be used to 

calculate the rate must be chosen. In general, data can be one of 

two types: cou~ts or estimations. Counts are enumerations of crimes 

r~po;rted to an agency, such as the FBiI, other law enforcement agencies, 

and in some cases, insurance companies. Estimations are calculations 

of the number of crimes occurring based on sample incidents reported 

in a survey, such as data from victimization surveys. If crime types 

are being compared in the crime rate, the same type of data should be 

used in both the numerator and the denominator. (See Differences 

Between Police and Survey Data in this Workbook.) 

Third, the definitions of the data used by the data source 

should be checked. The geographic area for which the data were 

collected should be the same in the numerator and denominator. 

Age, sex, and other demographic limitations of the data should also 

match in the numerator and denominator. For instance, if you 

intend to calculate a crime rate for juveniles in Springfield, the 

denominator or base would be the population at risk, the juvenile 

population of the city of Springfield. Using the total city popula

tion or the population of the county would result in art invalid rate. 

Finally, this basic model can be used to calculate a crime rate 

per hundred thousand units of the denominator, where the numerator is 

a count or estimate of crime incidents and the denominator is either a 
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population estimate or a count or estimate of crime incidents: 

CRIME RATE :: 

BASIC CRIME RATE MODEL 

NUMERATOR X 100,000 
DENOMINATOR 

The numerator is divided by the denominator, then the quotient 

is multiplied by the constant 100,000 to produce the basic crime rate 

per hundred thousand units. The basic crime rate is a si!Jiple expression 

of the number of incidents of a category of crimes per 100,000 people 

in the population at risk, or 100,000 incidents of another category 

of crimes. 

For example, a hypothetical basic rate for armed robbery per 

hundred thousand population units, where the numerator (49) is the 

number of armed robberies reported to the police, and the denominator 

(455,900) is an estimate of the population at risk, would look like this: 

CRIME RATE FOR 
ARMED ROBBERY
REPORTED TO POLleE 

10.7 :. 49 100,000 
455,900 X 

In the above example, 10.7 armed robberies were reported to the 

police for every 100,000 people in the population at risk. 

Again, data sources must be checked for definitions of the data. 

Demographic limitations imposed on the data by definitions must be 

the same in the numerator and denominator. For example, if a data 

source defines forcible rape as a crime which can only occur to 

females over the age of ten, data will only be collected from females 
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over age ten. A crime rate for forcible rape based on these data should 

elTlPl.oy the number of females over age ten as the population at risk. 

If 12 zapes were reported to the data source by a popUlation of 2,500,000 

females over age 10, the crime rate would be calculated: 

CRJ}.m RATE FOR RAPE PER 
100,000 POPULATION,WHERE 
RAPE IS DEFINED ONLY FOR 
FEMALE VICTIMS OVER AGE 10 

0.5 12 100,000 
2,500,000 

When calculating crime rates using s~le data, the sample cases 

(drawn from a group smaller than the actual population) may need to be 

weighted to represent cases occurring in the ac~ual population. (See 

Weighting.) Data source users should first determine if they are using 

unweighted data. If so, the numerator should be weighted as in the 

following model: 

CRIME RATE SAMPLE CASES X WEIGHT 
BASE----

100,000 

For instance, a hypothetical crime rate for theft for a survey 

sample,which needs to be weighted to represent the actual size of the 

population (see Weighting for a diSCUSSion of the determination of 

weights), would b~ calculated: 

CRIME RATE FOR THEFT 
PER 100,000 PO:p'IULATION 

111.3= 
(SAl1PLE CASES OF THEFT) (WEIGHT) 
___ 27 ><. 10.1 XlOO,OOO 

244,900 
(POPULATION AT RISK) 

Two cautions should be noted here with regard to populations at 

risk. First, population need not refer to people. Other populations, 

for eKample, populations of motor vehicles, households, or businesses, 
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may be more appropriate measurements of the population at risk for 

certain crimes. Second, using dj.fferent populations as the population 

at risk will result in different crime rates. For instance, in Table 5, 

when registered motor vehicles are the population at risk for motor 

vehicle theft, the rate appears higher than it does when the rate is 

inappropriately based on persons or residences. Table 5 examples of 

crime rates for rape, and for residential and commercial robbery and 

burglary are especially affected by the use of inappropriate popula-

tions at risk. It is exceedingly important that the population at 

risk used in the calculation of a crime rate ~ccurately reflects the 

actual population at risk of being victimized 

TABLE 5 

CRIME RATES PER 100,000 UNITS AT RISK 
(HYPOTHETICAL DATA). 

MURDER 
RAPE 
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 
RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY 
COMMERCIAL ROBBERY 

KEY: 

024 6 
CRIME RATES 

8 10 12 14 16 18 20 

_ CRIME RATE PER TOTAL POPUI.ATION 

~ CRIME RATE PER FEMALES TEN AND OLDER 

~ CRIME RATE PER COMl1ERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 

~ CRIME RATE PER RESIDENCES 

mm CRIME RATE PER REGISTERED MOTOR VEl1XCLES 
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DIFFERENCES BET~mEN POLICE AND SURVEY DATA _ po----.---

There ~.re in general two types of crime data: police data and 

survey data. The basic difference between the two types is that the 

Illinois Uniform Crime Repol:'ts (I-UCR), and all other data gathered 

by pulice arp- counts of reported crimes while the National. Crime 

Surveys (NCS), Institute for Juvenile Research (IJR) surveys, and all 

other surveys are estimations of crime levels based on sample data. 

As sho"m in Table 6, this is one of several criteria for deciding whif.!h 

data source will best meet the requirements of anyone in need of crime 

data. 

Another criterion concerns which aspect of the crime is measured. 

Different aspects may be measured by the two types of data. In police 

data and self-report surveys a crime is measured as e,n offense, while 

victimization surveys measure a crime primarily as a victimization. This 

means that in an armed robbe.ry incident with two victims, two victimiza-

tions have occurred during one crime. It is possible to determine the 

number of crimes found by a survey, but it is not possible to determine 

the number of victims involved in the crimes listed in police 1f or se.. -

report survey data. 

The names given to classes of crime types are also different. 

I-UCR data Gover Part I and Part II offenses and Index Crimes. (See 

Glossary for definitions of these categories.) These data can some-

times be divided into property and personal crimes. Surveys generally 

cover crimes in these categories: personal, household,and commercial 

crime, and occasionally, juvenile offenses. These categories may include 

f 
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TABLE 6 

SUMMARY OF THE DIFFERENCES ~ETWEEN POLICE 

COL~S AND SURVEY ESTIMATES OF CRIME 

CRITERION 

type of data 

crime aspect 
measured 

crime types 
covered 

data source 

intermediary 

sanctions 

reference 
periods 

POLICE MEASURES 

count 

offense 

Index, Part I and 
Part II 

victim's report or 
officer on scene 

law enforcement 
officer 

prosecution 

determined by period 
included in police 
report 

scope crime reported to 
agencies 

geographic base all crimes committed 
in area 

ages 
covered 

dwelling units 
covered 

counting 
method 

all ages 

all types 

one crime incident 
recorded for each: 
single offense, 
multi.ple crime offense, 
and each offense within 
a series of similar 

SURVEY MEASURES 

I estimation 

victimization or offense 

personal, household. and 
commercial· 

respondent's report 

interviewer 

none 

determined by survey design 
and then by victim's recall 

both reported and unreported 
crimes 

all crimes committed upon (or 
by) area residents 

may be limited by survey 
design 

not institutions 

same as police, or one crime 
incident recorded for each: 
single offense, multiple 
crime offense, or series 
offense. 

offenses. 
-----~~~~--------~---------------.. --~----
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different crimes in different surveys. 

Police data represent reports of crimes by victims, witnesses, 

or police officers, while survey data represent the respondents' 

recollections of cri.me.s. The intermediary between the reported 

crime and the statistic is a law enforcement officer for police data, 

an interviewer for survey data. Only for police data does a s~~~tion 

exist which prevents false data; this is the crime reporter's 

liability for prosecution for false reporting. In surveys there are 

no sanctions for false reporting and victim's hones.ty and recall 

of the crime must be relied upon. 

The reference periods covered in I-UCR or other police data and 

( 
in survey data are determined by different factors. I-UCR data are 

reported by month and other police data by month or by police period 

(thirteen periods to a year). The law enforcement agency to which a 

crime is reported determines the time period for which that crime 

will be recorded. A crime occurring in one month may be recorded in the 

report for the following month. In surveys, the reference period is 

usually limited as part of the survey desig~. However, the crimes 

included in that period are determined by the victim's recollection of 

when they occurred. 

Crimes included in police data are only those crimes reported to the 

agency by a victim, a witness or an officer. Surveys, on the other 

hand, include crit!les reported to law enforcement agencies and unreported 

crimes. 
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( Police data include all crimE~s committed within the law enforce-

ment age.ncy'G ,jurisdiction; be it a city, county, or state. Most 

survey data include all crimes corrmitted an~~here upon~r by, in the 

case of self-report surveys,) remidents of the area included in the 

survey. Thus, police data recorl1 no crimes befalling jurisdiction 

residents when they are outside the agency's jurisdiction, and survey 

data record no crimes befalling (or' committed by) non-residents when 

they are inside the surveyed area. 

Victims of all ages are covered in police data, while many surveys 

limit respondents to individuals within a specified age range, such as 

eighteen and ove~or between twelve and seventeen. Police data cover 

victims and offenders from all types of dwelling units, but surveys, 

• 
( for methodological reasons, exclude people living in institutions. 

Finall~, criminal incidents may include a single crime, several 

different crimes, or several crimes of the same type against one 

victim. Different methods are used by different data sources to 

count and record the crimes within these incidents. (See text sections 

on Offense Coding and Series Incidents.) Police generally record each 

single crime and each crime within a series of similar crimes against 

one victim, but only the most serious crime from an incident including 

several different crimes. Some surveys use this counting method, but 

the Nationa] Crime Surveys do not. The National Crime Surveys count 

each single crime, and the most sf£rious crime from an incident 

involving several differ~nt crimes, but they do not record each crime 

( in a series of similar crimes against one victim. Rather, they record /"' .... 
I,; " 
~~ 
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these crimes together as one series incident, and they maintain 

data for series offenses separate from all other data. 
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OFFENSE CODING 

Offense coding is the process ~ereby a particular behavior 

is categorized and recorded as a specific offense. To code an 

offense both a)· a description of thE! behavior, and b)· a definition 

of the offense must be kno~~. Offense coding occurs in the recording 

of both law enforcement statistics and survey data. 

Coding involves putting information into a systematic format. 

However, the formats for different data sources are not always 

comparable. Law enforcement agencies code crimes according to 

Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) definitions (though some variance in 

interpretation of theSE! definitions may exist between agenctes). 

Survey organizations code crimes according to systems dictated 

by their individual needs. Legal definitions sometimes provide yet 

another system for coding offenses. 

One crL~e incident may involve several crime types, but often 

only the most serious crime would be coded. For instance, an armed 

robbery involving a homicide would be coded as a homicide by most 

police departments and by many victimization surveys. 

Victimization surveys have a unique system of offense coding 

which involves two designations: incident and victimization. An 

inci4ent is the specific crime act, (the most serious crime, if more 

than one criminal act :i.s involved) which is coded. A victimization 

is the crime act in relation to the victim(s). For instance, if 

tW(\ people are victims of the same act of armed robbery, two robbery 
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victimizations have occurred in one robb~ry incident. Therefore, 

the same number of crime acts results in different counts of victimi-

zations and of incidents. National Crime Surveys (NCS) data are 

available on computer tapes both as victimizations and as incidents. 

Users of· one data source may need to change the od.gina1 format 

of (recode)·offenses to make data comparable with data from different 

sources. For instance, NCS survey data tapes include the following 

crime codes: "minor assault with theft" and "minor· assault without 

theft." The former will fit both the NCS and I-UCR definitions 

for robbery,· while the latter will fit both the NCS and the I-UCR 

classifications for simple assault. To study robbery in I-UCR and 

NeS data, NCS tape users would have to recode the NCS data to combine 

"minor assault with theft" with all other crime classifications in the 

NCS data consistent with the I-UCR definition of robbery. (Please 

note: Crime rates derived from I-UCR and NeS data are not dire~tly 

comparable. See section on Differences Between Police and Survey 

Data, and section on Crime Rates.) 

The specific details of the crime that are mentioned in the 

coding categories vary between coding systems. For example, the I-UCa 

category "forcible rape!! includes the following types of rape: 

Forcible rape with a firearm 
Forcible rape with a knife or cutting instrument 
ForCible rape with other dangerous weapons 
Forcible rape with other forcible means 
Attempted forcible rape. 

The NCS rape category includes the following: 

Rape with theft 
Attempted rape with theft 
Rape without theft 
Attempted rape without theft. 
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theft is not mentioned, while in NCS coding, In I-UCR coding, 

weapons pre~ent "are not mentiorted. Each s~~rce, then, provides 

additi)nal,-but different specifics regarding the crime. 

,. 
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SAMPLING 

A sample is a selected group of members of a population. 

Samples are often selected and studied when the cost of studying 

the population is prohibitive. Data gathered from the sample are 

used to make inferences about the entire population. A population 

might be all U.S. citizens, all U.S. citizens overage twelve or 

all white males residing i.n Springfield, Illinois. In any case, 

the population must be defined in demograpb~c terms so that there 

are some limits to the population. All surveys discussed in this 

workbook collected data from samples of their target populations. 

Every sample desi~n has two basic components: selection and 

estimati'on. ThE!. selection of the group to be sampled is guided by 

rules which ensure that the sample is representative of the 

population-in all important demographic aspects. The rules must be 

clearly expressed and closely followed to allow for later replications 

of the study. Estimation is the generalization of sample results to 

the entire population. For instance, if a survey with a sample of 

1,000 persons uncovers 14 aggravated assault victims in a population 

of 360,000, the estimate of victims for the whole population might 
360,000 

be 5,040, (1,000 x 14 ), a~~ravated assault victims. (See also 

Weighting.) 

I 
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SERIES INCIDENTS 

A series is a group of three or more very similar crimes against 

the snme victim which the victim cannot clearly recount individually. 

For instance, ,if a man is assaulted in four similar incidents and 

cannot clearly recall the details of each incident, he has been a 

victim of one'series assault incident. The way these series incidents 

are counted ~n some victimization surveys may give a misleading 

picture of the actual number of incidents and victimizations 

occurring. 

The assault incidents described above could be counted in two 

ways. First, each separate assault could be counted as a single 

incident, thus: four assault incidents or four single incidents. 

This is how police, I-UCR statistics, and many victimization surveys 

(such as those for Joliet, Peoria, and Region 20) count all incidents. 

Second, each situation like the assault incidents could be 

counted as a group, thus: one assault series or one series incident. 

This is how the National Crime Surveys record se'r:ies incidents. 

When series incidents are counted as one instead of as several 

single incidents, the numbgr of incidents recorded in su::;:vey data 

will underrepresent the number occurring in reality. The NCS 

published reports do not include series incidents in calculations of 

victimizations, incid~nts, or rates, but report them in a separate 

appendix. Ultimately then, the numbers on most NCS data tables 

do not represent all crimes which victims recall during survey 

interviews. 
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The distinction between what is a single incident and what is 

a series incident 'is made by the interviewer during the survey, not 

by the victim .. Additional data error will be introduced if an inter-

viewer codes a group of incidents as one series incident, instead 

of several single incidents. Since the latter would involve three 

or more times as man questions concerning the incidents as the former, 

there may indeed by some temptation for interviewers to choose to 

code more incidents as series than might actually be called series. l 

lThe Panel for the Evaluation of Crime Surveys (1976:174) noted that 
the 30 percent drop in the number of series incidents from 1963 to 
1974 proba.bly indicates that this improper classifying of. incidents 
has been d,iminished. Explicit interv:f.ewer instructions discourage 
the use of the series device for the interviewer's convenience. 

.' 
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( TRENDS 
Hypothetical Data 

Although crime rates provide t!e~ful information about past 

levels of crime incidence, cr~minal justice agency personnel often I Year Number of Yearly Change Yearly Percent 
I Murders Change 
I 
I 

need to know what crime levels can be expected in the future. The I 1967 100 

purpose of this section is to demonstrate how trends in the number I 1968 104 +4 4.0% 

of crimes occurring can be identified, and how these trends can, be I 1969 106 +2 1.9% 

related to trends in population growth, personnel alloc,at:ton~ 1970 124 +18 17.0% 

and other vartables affecting cd,me incidence levels. With this 1971 110 -14 -11. 3% 

information, future crime levels can be forecast, and future' 1972 112 +2 1.8% 

budgetary and personnel needs can be estimated. 
The above graph shows murder to be generally on the increase. 

Direction ot a Trend In fact, except for the point representing an unusually great 

( Identifying a trend involves determining both the genelral 

direction'and the rate of change in the crime level over a number 

increase in 1970, the plotted points show murders to be increasing 

along an almost straight line with a positive (upward) slope. 

of years. To identify a trend data must be assembled on the number 
Not all trends are this easily observed, nor do all trends approxi-

of crimes that have occurred in a community in each of several 
mate a straight line. Mathematical procedures exist to describe 

consecutive years. Graphing these data is often helpful in determining 
trends that follow curves, but because those procedures are very 

the direction of a trend, that is, whether c~~me has been generally 
complex, they will not be discussed in this workbook. The procedures 

increasing, decreasing, or remaining the same. A line graph based on 
described in this workbook for analyzing trends, and predicting 

hypothetical data is presented below as an example. 
future crime le,vels, should only be used with data that generally 

III follQW a simple linear trend. ... 
Q) 

200 Example 1 'tl ... 
:E In Example 1, data for six years were used to determine the 
~ 100 .. -, ,0 direction of the trend. If only the data for 1970 and 1971 had ... 
Q) 

§ 0 z 
b.aen available for the trend analysis, murders would seem to be 

(- '67 '68 '69 '70 '71 '72 

Years 

trending downward. Drastic but short-lived changes in crime 

levels do occur, so it is not advisable to base a trend analysis 

on only a few years of data. Increasing the number of years con-

s:tdered in a trend analysis will increase the confidence one can 
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By the same token, caution should be have in the analysis. . 

exercised when monthly or quartp.rly data are used for a trend 

analysis. Seasonal variations in the crime level are common 

and should not be mistaken for trends. 

Rate of a Trend 

'Once the direction of the change in the crime level has been 

established, the rate of change must be determined. The average 

i the number of crimes is of the yearly increases and decreases n 

f • For example, in Example 1, one expression of a rate o. cnange. 

4 (4+2+18-14+2) crimes per murder is increasing at a rate of 2. 5 

year. 

A change in the number of crimes from one year to the next is 

. as a percent of the crimes that occurred in frequently expressed ~ 

the earlier year. Thus, when crime is said to be up (or down) 10% 

this year, the difference between the number of crimes occurring 

is equal to 10% of the total number this year and the number last year 

of crimes that occurre ast year. d 1 Percent change between two years 

can be found with this formula: 

# of crimes in more recent-y-ear-= # of ~rimes in earlier year 
II of crimes .in earlier year. 

The aVer8!~F! of these yearly percent chang;es for several years 

f h e III Example 1, murder is is another expression of a rate 0 c ang • 

(4.~l·9+l7.0-ll.3+l.8) increasing at a rate of 2.68% per year, 5 

( 

~.
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!orecasting from Tren~ 

Direction and rate of change can be used to forecast crime 

levels a year or two into the future. For example, if 100 murders 

Occurred this year and murder has been increasing at an average 

~~te of 2.7%. per year for the past several years, then murder can 

be expected to increase about 2.7% next year. Next year the number 

of murders occurring will probably reach 103, (100+(.027 X 100». 

This forecast was based on the average yearly percent change in the 

number of murders (2.7%). The average yearly change (not percent 

change) might have been used, but should not be used in some 

situations (e.g., if crimes are increasing or decreasing rapidly, 

or if the number of crimes per year is small). In general, it is 

wisest to make forecasts with the average yearly percent change in 

the number of crimes. 

If some factor contributi.ng to crime is c'hanging much faster 

or slower (1. e., at a much 101ll'er or higher rate) than it has in the 

recent past, forecasts based on prior rates of change are likely to 

be mistaken. A large and unex:pected change in any factor contributing 

to crime can alter the rate of change in the crime level, and thus 

inv~lidate any pr~diction based on historical data. Because 

crime levels depend on so many constantly changing factors (e.g., 

population,'number of available law enforcement agents, unemploy-

ment), it is best to predict crime levels no more than two years 

into the future. 
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Trends in Crime Rates 

In Example 1, the number of murders was used to analyze the 

trend (direction and rate of change) in murders. Murder rates 

could have been used instead. That is, the yearly percent change 

in a crime rate (the number of crimes per 100,000 people) could 

be calculated. (See Crime Rates.) These changes in the crime rate 

could be averaged to find the direction and speed of a trend. For 

example, say murdelcs occurred in some community at the following 

rate: 

Year 

1973 

1974 

1975 

1976 

Example 2 

Murder Rate % change 
(murders(100,00~eoE1~ 

4.2 

4.6 9.5% 

4.7 2.2% 

5.0 6.4% 

It murders continue to increase at an average of 6% (9.5+2.2+6.4) 
5 

per year, in 1977 murders will occur at a rate of 5.3 per 100,000 

people (5+(.06 X 5». 

Using crime rates to analyze trends has ce'rtain advantages. 

Crime r~tes allow for compa:r.isons among communities, even.if the 

communities differ in size. Further, crime levels tend to rise 

and fall with population. Using crime rates allo,~s for the detection 

of crime t~ends associated with factors other than changes in 

population. For exampl>.t, if crime and population ar.e both rising 
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at the same constant rate, (1. e., have the same pe!rcent change 

per year, every year) the number of crimes per 100,000 people will 

remain the same. If, however, crime'is rising at a higher rate 

than is population, the change in the crime rate may be due to 

something other than the rise in population. 

Trends in Crime and in Factors Contributi~~o Crime 

As was mentioned earlier, crime levels deperid on population 

and many other constantly changing factors (e.g., un~mployment, 

available law enforcement personnel). If the relationship between 

changes in crime and changes in these other factors can be deter~ 

mined, the~ any available information about changes expected in 

factors bearing on crime levels can be used to make predictions 

about future crime levels, or tn evaluate the accuracy of a forecast 

based solely on an average past crime level growth rate. For 

example, say in some community every increase ~n unemployment is 

accompanied by an increase in assaults. If reliable economic 

analysts are forecasting an increase in unemployment, then an 

increase ,in assaults is likely. 

Statistical methods exist for discovering subtle relationships 

between crime and crime-related factors, but simple line graphs 

showing yearly changes in each factor can demonstrate all but 

the most subtle relationships. Example 3 below provides line graphs 

of the number of stolen cars and the number of youths between 

fourteen and eighteen in a hypothetical community. 

" 
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Examnle 3 ___ ...11..,..: __ 

number of 
youths 

~numberof 
________ ------------~--~-~---- stolen cars 

o t~,-____ ~ ____ ~~ __ , __ L_ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~~ 

'70 '71 '72 '73 '74 '75 '76 

Years 

The graph clearly shows that in this community the number of 

youths and the number of stolen cal:S tend to move together. If 

this community experiences an increase in the number of resident 

youths, they can also expect an increase in car thefts. 

The number of law enforcement officers, the number of unem-

ployed residents, or any other demographic or management statistic 

could also have been plotted on the graph. Here too, instead of 

plotting actual figures, rates (e.g., the number of juveniles and 

stolen cars per 100,000 people) could have been examined. 

Plotting'these additional variables and observing their relation-

ships to crime levels might be helpful in anticipating crime 

trends. 

While the simple methods present~d here for analyzing the 

direction and speed of a trend, and for making forecasts based 
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on trends are handy and useful, they do have limitations. 

Specifically, they must not be used on data that do not, gene.ral:1y 

follow a straight line trEnd. They should not be used if population 

or some other crime-related factor is changing rapidly. In any 

case, predictions based on trends should not be made for more 

than two years into the future. 

The methods discussed here provide rough estimates, not 

exact measuremen.ts, of crime trends. Changes in the crime level 

of a few percentage points may be the result of inexact 

measurement, and should not be interpreted as indi,cating major 

changes in, the crime level. 

-I 
i 
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WEIGHTING 

Weighting allows accurate estimates of a population's 

crime rates to be made from sample survey data. (See Sampling.) 

Weighting means that each case in the sample is multiplied by the 

inverse of the selection probability for each case, also called 

the basic weight. Thus, if one out of eighty units in the 

population being studied is included in the sample, then the 

basic weight for units in that sample is eighty. 

W~~ghting can also be used to manipulate a sample's demo-

graphic distribution so that it more closely resembles the demo

graphic distribution of the population. Data from portions of the 

population underrepresented in the sample can be given more 

weight prior to mUltiplication by the basic weight. For example, 

if 43 Orientals are included in a sample of 1,000 people taken 

from a population which is 5 percent Oriental, data gathered from 

the 43 Orientals can be multiplied by a weight of 1.16 (.05 X 1,000) 
, 43 . 

Data gathered from Orientals would then represent 5 percent of the 

sample data. By the same token, data drawn from portions of the 

population overrepresented in the sample can be given a weight 

less thau one. This decreases their weight in the sample and makes 

the data more representative of the population. 

A reliable estimate of crime incidence can be generated from 

waignted sample cases only when the number of cases in every 

category for which crime incidence information is desired is 

eleven or more prior to weighting. For instance, if sample cases 
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of a victimization survey are crosstabulated (separated into 

categor:f.es) for crime type and sex, male victims of forcible rape 

are likely to be ten or fewer. Thus, estimates' of victimizations 

calculated for this ?;roup would be unreliable,even though the 

weight;:ed data have large numbers in the male rape victims cate-

,gory, due to weighting. Users should note where unweighted sample 

cases ar,e, too few to allow for reliable estimates. This 

situation is common when data are separated into more than two 

categories. 

Weighting in Victimization Surveys 

A basic weight is calculated for person, h011sehold and incident 

in NeS surveys, and for pe~son and household in the Joliet and Peoria 

surveys. This allows for estimates of household and personal 
. . . 1 

victimizations, of victimization rates, and of incidents of crime. 

Person weights or household weights are the basic weight of 

the person or household in the sample, as described above, with 

adjustments made for non-interview (see Glossary), and to bring 

the sample demographic distribution closer to the distribution 

of the popu~ation. Th$ difference between person weight and 

household weight is that in the former, the basic weight is 

determined by the number of persons in the population, and in the 

lThia discussion is intended only as a brief overview of weighting 
procedu~es in victimization surveys. For a more comprehensive 
descr.iption of the procedures used to produce final tabulation 
weights, 'consult: NeS Handbook a?d Guide to the Tape Files, Bureau 
of the Census' NeS Survey' Documentation, or individual survey 
documents for Joliet and Peoria. 



135 

( latter,the basic weight is determined by the number of households 
.' 

in the population. 

The incident weight for personal crimes is different from 

the incident weight for household crimes. A personal crime 

incident weight is calculated by dividing the basic weight for 

the incident by the number of victims involved in that parti-

cular victimization incident. The household crime incident 

weight is the same as the household weight. 

To determine the number of victimizations for a type of 

personal crime, or to begin calculation of victimization rates, 

person weight should be applied to sample cases. To estinlate 

household incidents or victimizations, household weight should 

( 
be applied. To determine personal incidents or household 

incidents and household victimizations', incident weight should 

be applied. 

An error was discovered in the weighting of the Nes national 

sample data, which affects the estimates of personal victimiza~ 

tions and of total persons. On tapes and printed reports, these 

estimates were one and one-half percent too small for d~ta 

through the year 1975 (NCS Data News, 1977). While this has 

little effect on the data in NCS printed reports for the national 

sample, it does create problems for data tapes users. No 

decision has been mgd~ regarding reweighting of the data. 

c' 
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Society in Illinois" 

This sample was drawn in sections corresponding to three 

geographic locations in Illinois: the city of Chicago, the 

Chicago SMSA excluding the central city, and the remainder of 

Illinois. Because the number of cases from each location was 

not proportional to the population in that location, each 

section's cases were multiplied by a different weight to construct 

a weighted sample with a distribution of cases closer to the 

actual distribution of population in Illinois. This weighted 

sample should be used to construct indices of crime and victim-

ization prevalence. 

The weighting scheme employed was as follows: 

City of Chicago 

Chicago SMSA, 
excluding Chicago 

Illinois, excluding 
the Chicago SMSA 

If of 
Cases 

432 

676 

1,990 

Weighting If of Cases 
in W~ighted Sample 

2.024 874 

1.604 1,084 

0.579 1,152 

This weighting system places disproportionate importance 

on information provided by the relatively few youths in the 

Chicago SMSA. The total SMSA including the city of Chicago, 

which provides only a third of the sampling clusters and slightly 

more than a third of third of the unweighted sample, becomes 

with weighting 63 percent of the weighted sample. Since the 

I 
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( validity of generalizing from so little data to such a large 

population is que~tionable, great caution should be exercised 

in interpreting "Youth and Society in Ill:l:nois" data for 

Chicago, Chicago SMSA, and for the state as a whol~. 

( 
CHAPTER V: SUPPLEMENrAL INFORMATION ON POLICE DATA SOURCES 

( 
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CijICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT REPORTS 

This section contains examples of Chicago Police Department (CPD) 

reports which are not normally made available to the general public, 

but which may be requested by law enforcement agencies .and other gov-· 

ernmental offices. Host of the data can be presented by police dis

trict, by period, and by crime type. In addition to the standard 

reports, special reports can be compiled through the use of special 

computer programs. 

An example of each of these Standard Reports is included on the 

following pages: 

RePC!.rt IIDPOL5060-02 Tabulation Of Arrests By TypE:'. Within District 

This report presents the number of arrests made for Index and 

some other crimes, for each police district and area. Totals are 

given by district and area for all crimf,\s, and by crime type for the 

entire city. The following totals are also included in the report: 

- t.he number of reports processed; 
- the number of adult and juvenile arrests made; 
- the number of community adjustments made. 

Report IIDPOL5060-03 Tabulation Of Arrests By Arresting Unit Within 

District 

This report provides the following information for the districts 

and areas serviced by the CPD, as well as for the divisions within 

the Department (Pat'rol Division, Special Operations Group, Youth 

Division, etc.): 

- the number of arrests made for Index and Non-Index Crimes 
- Index crime arrests made by each area, district and operating 

division of the CPD as a percentage of all Index crime arrests. 

• 
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Report IIDPOL5060-06 Type Of W~.Eon _<?n Person Arrested 

This report presents the following information for arrests for 

Index and some other crimes: 

- the number of pistols or revolvers on persons arrested; 
- the number of rifles or shotguns on persons arrested; 
- the number of knives on persons arrested; 
- the number of other weapons on persons arrested; 
- the number of arrests for which no weapons were found. 

Report if.DPOL5060-07 District Of Arrest Vs District Of Residence: 

Arrests By Crime Type 

For arrests in each general crime category, this report shows 

the district of arrest and the district of residence of each arrestee. 

Out-of-city and out-of-state residents are also listed by district 

of arrest. 

ReEor~ #DPOL5060-08 Persons Arrested For Vice Crimes 

This report lists the number of arrests for vice (narcotics 

or sex) crimes, in each area and investigative unit, by the type of 

vice crime. 

Report IIDPOL5060-13 Criminal Investigations Divisions Arrest 

Activity By Arresting Division 

This reports presents the following information for each inves-

tigative unit, (Robbery, Vice, Homicide, etc.): 

- number of persons arrested for the offense of concern to 
the unit, as well as for other related offenses; 
the number of persons charged with those offenses; 

- the number of persons charged who have been released. 

These numbers are broken into adult and juvenile categories, and totals 

are given for the following categories: 

- the number of reports processed by the section of concern; 
- the number of adult and juvenile arrests made; 
- the number of community adjustments made. 
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Report #DPOL5060-14 Arrest Activity - CID - Total Police Department 

This report presents the following information, in adult and 

juvenile categori;es, for each Criminal Investigations Division and 

for the Police Department as a whoJ"e: 

- number of arrests ~ade for each Index Crime; 
- subtotals of arrests made for crimes against persons and 

crimes against property; 
- totals for Index and Non-Index Crime arrests, and for all 

arrests; 
- number of persons processed by the Department in relation 

to these arrests; 
- number of adult and juvenil~ arrests 
- number of community adjustments. 

-,\ 
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CHICAGO POLICE FIELD REPORTS 

The Chic<;igoPolice Department (CPTJ) requi.res all officers to 

record a large amount of information on each f.ield report form. The 

following is a listing of criminal incident data repor~ed on field 

report forms and manintained on computer tape by the department. 

These data re~resent the informati.on normally used by the CPD in the 

compilation of output reports. In the case of important special re-

quests, the CPD will search its files and extract additional data for 

use in special reports. The list does not repre36!'ct. the types of data 

that will be made available to the general public. Certain pieces of 

information are selected from the CPD data pool for public dis semina-

tion in publi.shedreports. (See bibliography for a list of CPD pub-

lished reports.) 

* All asterisked items are explained in the glossary. 

GENERAL OFFENSE CASE REPORT 

incident code* 
beat of occurrence 
time of occurrence 
location code 

taxicab 
delivery truck 
newsboy - street 
newsboy - other premises 
street 
school property 
park property 
church 
tavern/liquor store 
dt'uV. e t O!';e 

Cleal1:1!.1g store 
supermarket 
currency exchange 
gas station 
bank 
restaurant 
appliance store 
small retail store 
other business house 

). 
f 
i 

( 

residence/hall - porch 
residence/garage 
eRA - building* 
CYIA - grounds * 
r~sidence/private house 
apartment/hotel 
warehouse 
parking lot 
railroad property 
CTA platform 
CTA vehicle 
other 

victims' 
sex 
race 
date of birth 
number of victims 
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parent sex and race (if juvenile victim) 
number of offend"rs 
offender;s 

sex 
race 

victim injured (yes or no) 
weapon used or displayed 

handgun 
rifle 
shotgun 
knife or cutting instrument 

burglary alarm on premises (yes or no) 
alarm circumvented (yes or no) 
if safe burglary, method used 

peel 
drill 
punch 
torch 
removed 
open 
explosive 

property taken (dollar values) 
money 
jewelry 
furs 
clothing 
office equipment 
T.V., radio, stereo, etc. 
household item 
consumer item 
firearms 
narcotics/dangerous drugs 
other 

property recovered (dollar values) 
same categories as listed above 

reporting officer~s star (badge) number 
date reporting officer arrived 
R.D. number (Records Division number)* 
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HOSPITALIZATION CASE REPORT 

classification 
death 
suicide 
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injury to citizen on public property 
attempted suicide 
inj ury to' d,ty employee 
accidental injury 

beat of occurrence 
victim's 

sex 
race 
year of birth 

reporting officer's star number 
R. D. number* 

RECOVERED VEHICLE SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT 

offense classification on previous report 
offense classification this date 
date and time of recovery 
beat of recovery 
location 

same categories as on General Offense Case Report 
vehicle damage 

door lock pulled 
trunk lock pulled 
window 
ignj:cion pulled 

date of I::>riginal occurrence 
beat of original occurrence 
status 

cleared 
unfounded 
not cleared 
exceptionally cleared 

if case cleared, how cleared? 
arrest and prosecution 
directed to family court 
complainant refused to prosecute 
community adjustment 
other exceptional clearance 

for all persons taken into custody for this offense 
arresting district or unit number 

reporting officer star number 
R. D. number* 

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT 

offense classification on last previous report 
offense classifi~ation as of this date 
beat of occurrence 
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date of this report 

date and time reporting officer arrived for original case 
locatio,n where, offense occurred 

same as categories on General Offense Case Report address of occurrence 
property taken and recovered 

same categories as on Genera) :)ffense Case Report 
for multiple clearances 

R.D. number* 
beat of occurrence 
offense (classification of last report) 
cleared by arrest 
exceptional clearance 

refused to prosecute 
offender admitted crime 
other 

for all persons taken into custody for this offense 
arresting district or unit number 

':reporting officer star number 
R.D. number* 

VEHICLE THEFT CASE REPORT 

date and time of incident report 
beat of occurrence 
offense classification 

theft 
attempted theft 
theft and recovery 
recovery - foreign beat 

date of report 
beat/unit assigned 
address of incident being recorded 
lo<.:ation 

, same categorjes as on General Offense Case Report 
l1,oca's locked (yes or no) 
igr:l7.tion locked (yes or no) 
key's in vehicle (yes or no) 
reporting officer star number 
R.D. number* 

VICE CASE'REPORT 

offense classification 
beat of occurrence 
date and time reporting officer arrived 
type of premises where occurred 

tavern 
restaurant 
poolroom 
barber shop 
drug store 
hotel 
private residence 
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public way 
newstand 
other 

victim 
number of offenders 
offende.rs' 

sex 
race 
year of birth 

number of arrestees 
type of arrest 

on view 
warrant 

address of arrest 
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vehicle confiscated (yes or no) 
reporting officer star number 
R.D. number* 

WORTHLESS DOCUMENT CASE REPORT 

deceptive practice classification 
forgery 
counterfeiting 
bogus check 

beat of occurrence 
date and time reporting officer arrived 
victim's 

sex 
race 
year of birth 

type of property or service obtained 
offender 

sex 
race 
age 

reporting ofticer star number 
R.D. number* 

Field reports are also made on Miscellaneous Incident Exception Reports 

and Vehicle Tow Reports, but no data on these forms are maintained on 

the CPD computer data files. 
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I-UCRMANDATORY VS. OPTIONAL DATA 

The I-UCR data management system has been developing since 1972. 

Different types of data have been collected at different times during 

the five-year period between 1972 and 1976. The following are 'lists 

of the data required by DLE-CJIS eac.h year (manaatory data), catego-

rized by reporting form title. Some data were requested but not re-

quired and these optional data are also listed. 

DLE-CJIS maintains these data, and some variables listed here 

appear in their standard reports. Special reports can be generated 

on request for those wishing to look at other variables. 

1972 

Mandatory - Set I: 

OFFENSE SUMMARY 

crime code 
crime description 
offenses reported (including unfoundeds) 
unfoundeds 
offenses exceptionally cleared 

f,dl tc file complaint or prosecute 
prosecuted elsewhere 
all other 

offenses cleared by arrest 
adults 
juveniles 

vehicle used in offense 
police dispositions 

c 

adults 
arrested, held for prosecution 
(includes released on bond) 
summoned, cited, notified 
released without charge 
referred to other agency 

juveniles 
handled within department 
referred to welfare agency 
referred to juvenile court 
referred to adult court 
referred to other agency 

Optional: DLE states that no 
information was optional in 
1972. 
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OFFENSE ~ALYSIS (AND PROPERTY INFORMATION) 

crime code 
case number 
crime description 
number of offenses 
time 

day 
night 
unknown 

place 
apartment 
bank 
building 
business place 
chain store 
coin operated machine 
from vehicle 
garage (private) 
gas station 
highway, street, alley, etc. 
motel/hotel 
park 
parking/used car lots 
residence (private) 
school 
other (specify) 

method 
pocket picking 
purse snatching 
shoplifting 
other (specify) 

property classification 
ammunition 
appliances 
auto parts 
bicycles 
cigarettes 
clothing 
construction equipment 
consumables 
copper/alloys 
Cllrrency 
explosives 
furnishings 
f"prB 
guns 
jewelry 
office equipment 
precious metals 
vehicles 
other (specify) 

recoveries 
locally stolen and locally recovered 
locally stolen, recovered other jurisdiction 
stolen out of jurisdiction, recovered locally 

property value 
stolen 
recovered 
destroyed 
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AGE SEX AND RACE OF PERSONS ARRESTED 

crime code 
numbex arrested 
age 
sex 
race 
alien 

Mandatory - Sets I and II: 

COURT DISPOSITION 

crime code 
case number 
crime classification 
court supervision 
acquitted or dismissed 

1972 

• 

other (including pending, prosecuted elsewhere in lieu of your 
j urisdicticm) 
guilty 

of offense charged 
of lesser offense 

SUPPLEMENTARY HOMICIDE 

number. of murders 
number of voluntary manslaughters 
number of justifiable use of force 
number of involuntary manslaughters and reckless homicides 
for all the above: 

victim 
age 
sex 
race 

offender (if known) 
age 
sex 
race 

offender-victim relationship 
weapon (or cause of death) 
circumstances surrounding death; or motive 
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TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT SUMMARY 

number in physical custody 
number of citations issued 
number of warrants served 
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number of traffic deaths, accidental or due to victims negligence 
number of traffic deaths due to gross negligence of some person 
other than the victim 

POLICE EMPLOYEE DATA 

number of full-time law enforcement officers 
actual 
authorized 

total part-time 10::'11 enforcement offic.ers 
actual 
authorized 

full-time civilian law enforcement elillployees 
actual 
authorized 

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED 

number of law enforcement officers kj~lled 
by felonious act 
by accident or negligence 

officers assaulted/battered (not including officers killed) 
for the following types of activities: 

responding to disturbance c:alls 
burglaries in progress or pursuing burglary suspects 
robberies in progress or p'lrsuing robbery su~pects 
attempting other arrests 
civil disord'er 
handling, transporting, CUf~ tody of prisoners 
investigating suspicious pE~rsons or circumstances 
ambush - no warning 
mentally de~anged 
traffic stops 
all other 

sub-totals are given for the following categories: 
total assaults/batteries by weapon (type of weapon) 

firearm 
knife or cutting instrument 
other dangerous weapon 
hands, fists, feet, etc. 
weapon unknown 

type of assignment 
two man car 
one man car 

alone 
assisted 
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detective or special assignment 
alone 
assisted 

other 
alone 
assisted 

sub~totals are given for the following categories: 
with persorial injury 
without personal injury 

total 

Mandatory - Set II: 

OFFENSE SUMMARY 

line number 
case number 
crime code 
crime 
date reported 
day of week 
time reported 
arrival time 
man hours 
incident location 
victim name, address 
officer ID 
case status 

unfounded 
exceptionally cleared: 

1972 

failed to file complaint or prosecute 
prosecuted elsewhere 
all other (includes field adjustments) 

cleared by arrest 
adult 
juvenile 

place 
(same as in Set I Offense AnalYSis Information) 

method 
(same e.s in Set I Offense Analysis Information) 

property classification 
(same as in Set I Offense Analysis Information) 

recoveries 
(same as in Set I Offense Analysis Information) 

property value 
(same as in Set I Offense AnalYSis Information) 

ARREST SUMMARY 

line number 

, ,. 
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case end ~rrest number 
crime eode 
crime 
date 
day of week 
time of arrest 
name and alias 
address 
facts of arrest 
officer ID 
man hours 
age 
sex 
race 
alien 
police disposition 

adult 
arrested, 
summoned, 
released 
referred 
arrested 

juveniles 

held for prosecution 
cited, notified 

without charge 
to other agency 
by other jurisdiction 

handled within department and 
referred to welfare agency 
referred to juv~nile court 
referred to criminal court 
ref,~rred to other agency 

1973 

Mandatory - Set I: 

OFFENSES AND PERSONS CHARGED 

crime code 
offense classification 
offenses reported (include unfounded) 
unfounded 
referred to other agency 
offenses exceptionally cl~ared 

released 

Optional: DLE states that no 
information was optional in 1973 

failed to file complaint or prosecute 
adult 
juvenile 

all other 
adult 
juvenile 

offenses cleared by arrest 
adult 
juvenile 

vehicle used in offense 
police dispositions 
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adults 
arrested 'I held for prosecution (includes released on bond) 
summoned, cited, notified 
released without charge 
referred to other agency 

juveniles 
handled within department 
summoned, cited, notified 
referred to we1faI'e agency 
referred to juvenile court 
referred to adult court 
referred to other agency 

OFFENSE ANALYSIS AND PROPERTY INFORMATION 

case number 
offense classification 
offense code 
beat number 
number of offenses 
time 

day 
night 
unknown 

place (by type of location) 
method 

pocket picking 
possession of keys/other devices 
purse snatching 
shoplifting 
vehicle used 
from vehicle 
unknown 
other 

property classification (by type of property) 
recoveries 

locally stolen and locally recovered 
locally stolen, recovered other jurisdiction 
stolen out of jurisdiction, recovered locally 

property value 
stolen 
recovered 
destroyed 

AGE SEX AND RACE OF PERSONS ARRESTED 

offense code 
number arrested 
age 
sex 
race 
alien 

j 
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Mandatory - Set II: 

OFFENSE SUMMARY 

line number 
case number 
offense classification 
offense code 
case status 

unfounded 
referred to other agency 
pending investigation 
cleared by arrest 

adult 
juvenile 

exceptional clearance 
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1973 

failed to file complaint or prosecute - adult 
failed to file complaint or prosecute - juvenile 
other exceptional clearances - adult 
other exceptional clearances - juvenile 

day of month reported 
dA.Y of week 
time reported 
arrival time 
officer badge number 
man hours 
place (by type of location) 
method 

(same as Offense Analysis Information Set I) 
property classification 

(same as Offense Analysis Information Set I) 
recoveries 

(same as Offense Analysis Information Set I) 
property value 

stolen recovered 
recovered 
destroyed 

incident location 
victim's name 
victim's address 

ARREST SUMMARY 

line number 
case and arrest number 
offense classification 
offense code 
day of month arrested 
day of week 
time of arrest 
badge number 

l! 

11 

i 

I 

I: 
" 

;',' 

Ii 
11 
'I 

Ii 
H 

II I: 
U 
p 
11 
I: 
fI 
jI 

II 
Ii 

II 
Ii 
II 
Ii 
II 
fi 
It 
II 
it 
II i: 
II 
II 
Ii 

II 
~ Ii ,I 

~ 
II 
:, 
II 
I' ,I 
<I 
it 
II 
II 

II 
Ii 
{l 

11 

I' " I; 
'I I, 
Ii 

11 
I! 
II 
I{ 
!r 
i: 
II 
J! 
tll 
~~\ ri , 
I 
j 

j 
! 
, 

t" , 

\i 
I! 
1! 
~1 
d 

II 
1; 

( 

" , %' 

man hours 
age 
sex 
race 
alien 
number of prior arrests 
police disposition 

adults 

• 
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arres ted, held for prosec\.ltion (including released on bond) 
summoned, cited, notified 
released without charge 
referred to other agency 
arrested by other jurisdiction 

juveniles 
handled ldthin department and released 
summoned, cited, notified 
referred to welfare agency 
referred to juvenile court 
referred to criminal or adult court 
referred to other agency 
referred by other jurisdiction 

name and alias 
address 
facts of arrest 

SUPPLEMENTARY, HOMICIDE SUMMARY 
(same as in 1972) 

COURT DISPOSITIONS 
(same as in 1972) 

POLICE EMPLOYEE AND PATROL INFORMATION 

Police Employee Data 
number of full-time law enforcement officers 

male 
female 

total part-time law enforcement officers 
male 
female 

full-time civil.Lan law enforcement employees 
male 
fetnale 

Manpower Allocation Plan 
sub-totals are given for the following types of patrols: 

one man vehicle 

by 

two man vehicle 
OnG nmn foo t 
two man foot 
all other 

the following types of shifts: 
day shift 
evening shift 
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night shift 
other shifts 
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totals are given by shift and by patrol type 
number of beats patrolled by shift 
number of miles patrolled by department 

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BA:t'TERED 

officers killed 
by felonious acts 
by accident or negligence 

officers assaulted/battered (not including officers killed) 
for the following types of activity: 

disturbance calls 
burglaries 
robberies 
attempting other arrests 
civil disorder 
handling, transporting, custody of prisoners 
investigating suspicious persons or circumstances 
ambush - no warning 
mentally deranged 
traffic stops 
all other 

sub-totals are given for the following categories: 
total assaults (by weapon) 

firearm 
knife or cutting instrument 
other dangerous weapon 
hands, fist, feet, etc. 

type of assignment 
two man car 
one man car 

alone 
assisted 

detective or special assignment 
alone 
assisted 

police assaults/batteries cleared 
sub-totals are given for the following catego1:'ies: 

with personal injury (by weapon type) 
without personal injury (by weapon type) 

time of assault (by two hour periods) 

COURT DISPOSITIONS 
(same as in 1972) 
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1974, 1975 

Mandatory - Set I: 

OFFENSES AND PERSONS CHARGED 

crime code 
offense classification 
offenses reported (including unfounded) 
unfounded 
referred to responsible jurisdiction 
offenses exceptionally cleared 

• 

failed t() file complaint or prosecute 
adult 
jmrEmi1e 

all other 
adult 
juvenile 

offenses cleared by arrest 
adult 
juvenile 

vlehic1e used' in offense 
police dispositions 

adults 
arrested, held for prosecution 
summoned, cited: notified 
released without charge 
refe";~red to other agency 

juveniles 
handled within department 
summoned, ci~ed, notified 
referred to welfare agency 
referred to juvenile court 
referred to adult court 
referred to other agency 

OFFENBE ANALYSIS INFORMATION 

offense classification 
offense code 
number of offenses or recoveries 
time 

day 
night 
unkaown 

place (by type of 1ccat:~on) 
method 

pocket picking 
use of knives/other devices 
purse snatching 
shoplifting 
vehicle used 
from vehi.-;le 

pptiona1 - Set I: 

case number 
beat number 
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from auto 
from trucks and buses 
from other vehicles 
unknown 
other 

property classification 
number of·items 
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property code (by type of property) 
recoveries 

(same as 1972 and 1973) 
property value 

stolen 
recovered 
destroyed 

AGE SEX AND RACE OF FERSONS ARREHTED 

offense code 
number arrested 
age 
sex 
race 
alien (illegal entry) 

Mandatory - Set II: 

OFFENSE SUMMARY 

line number 
offense classification 
offense code 
case status 

unfounded (false or baseless 
complaints) 
referred to responsibl~ 
jurisdiction 

residence of persons arrested 
Unknown 
Resident of Bordering State 
or Other State 

Indiana 
10wa 
Kentucky 
Missouri 
Wisconsin 
Other State 

Resident of Chicago 
Resident of St. Louis 
Resident of Your Jurisdiction 

By County, or: 
Resident of Bordering City/Town 
in Your County 

Resident of Other City/Town in 
Your County 

Optional Set II: 

case number 
day of week 
arrival time 
officer badge number 
man hours 

incident location 

pEmding investigation 
cleared by arrest: 
adult 
juvenile 
exceptional clearances~ 
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victim or complainant's 
name 
address 

failed to file complaint or prosecute - adult 
failed to file complaint or prosecut~ - juvenile 
other exceptional <;:learances - adult 
other excepticrnal clearances - juvenile 

day of month reported 
time occurred 
place 

(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974) 
method 

(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974) 
property classification 

(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974) 
recoverit:o; 

(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974) 
property value 

stoleii. 
recovered 
destroyed 

ARREST SUMMARY 

line number 
offense classification 
offense code 
day of month arrested 
age 
sex 
race 
alien 
police disposition 

adults 
arrested, held for pros
ecution (including released 
on bond) 
summoned, cited, notified 
released without charge 
referred to othf~r agency 
arrested by other jurisdiction 

juveniles 

case and arrest number 
day of week 
time of arrest 
officer badge number 
man hours 
rf\.s1Qen~~· Of persons arrested 
(Same as ;?;~j:ense Analysis 
Information, Set I, 1974) 
name and alias 
address 
facts of arrest 

handled within department and released 
summoned, cited, notified 
referred to wE!lfare agency 
referred to juvenile court 
referred to criminal or adult court 
referred to other jurisdiction 
referred to other agency 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT EMPLOYEE AND PATROL INFORMATION 
same as 1973, except for the following change: 

number of miles patrolled by the department newly categorized 
as: number of patrollable miles (streets, roads, highways, 
etc.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY HOMICIDE REPORT 
same as in 1972, with the following additions: 

day of month 
time of day 

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED 
same as in 1973 

COURT DISPOSITIONS 
same as in 1973 

Mandatory - Set I: 

OFFENSE AND CLEARANCE REPORT 

crime code 
offense classification 

1976, 1977 

offenses known to law enforcement agencies 
unfounded 
referred to responsible jurisdiction 
offenses exceptionally cleared 

failed to file complaint ClI.' prosecute 
adult 
juvenile 

all other 
adult 
juvenile 

offenses clear~d by arrest 
adult 
juvenile 

OFFENSE ANALYSIS (PROPERTY) INFORMATION 

line number 
case or incident number 
offense classification 
offense code 
time occurred 
day of month reported 
place (by type of location) 
method 

pocket picking 
use of keys/other devices 

Optional - Set I: 

beat identifiers 
beat number 
sub-beat number 

officer' ID 
shift 
man hours 
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purse snatching 
retail theft 

shoplifting 

168 

alter, transfer, or remove label or price tag 
transfer merchandise to another container 
under-ring 

from motor vehicle (attached motor vehicle parts only) 
from auto 
from trucks and buses 
from other motor vehicles 

from motor vehicle (all commodities except attached 
motor vehicle parts) 

from auto 
from trucks and buses 
from other motor vehicles 
unknown 
other 
none or does not apply 

property classification 
number of items 
property code (by type of property) 

recoveries 
same as in 1974 

property value 
stolen 
recovered 
destroyed 

ARREST AND POLICE DISPOSITION REPORT 

line number 
case or incident report 
offense code 
number arrested 
age 
sex 
race 
police disposition 

adult 17 and over 

employed 
Y = Yes 
N = No 
S = Student 
M = Military 
CJIS status 

parole 
probation 
escapee 

arrested - held for prosecution 
(including released on bond) 
summoned, cited, notified 

court supervision 
work release 

released without charge 
referred to other agency 
arrested by other jurisdiction 

juvenile 16 and under 
handled within department and 
summoned, cited~ notified 
referred to welfare agency 
referred to juvenile court 

bond 
new arrestee 
repeater 

residence of persons 
by county or out 

released resident of 
resident of 

arrested 
of county 
Chicago 
St. Louis 

resident of your j ur
is diction 

referred to criminal or adult court 
referred to other agency 

resident of bordering 
city/town 

referred by other jurisdiction resident of other city/ 
town, your county 
resident of rural area 
of your county 
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Mandatory - Set II: 

OFFENSE SUMMARY 

line number 
case or incident number 
offense ~lassification 
offense code 
case status 
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1976, 1977 

unfounded (false or baseless complaints) 
referred to responsible jurisdiction 
pending investigation 
cleared by arrest 

adult 
juvenile 

exceptional clearances 
failed to file complaint or 

prosecute - adult 
failed to file complaint or 

prosecute - juvenile 
other exceptional clearances "". 

adult 
juvenile 

case administratively closed 
day of month reported 
time occurred 
place 

beat identifiers 
beat n,umber 
sub-·beat number 

officer ID 
shift 
man hours 
day of month arrested 
time arrested 

Optional - Set II: 

arrival time 
beat identifiers 

beat number 
sub-beat number 

officer ID 
man hours 

same as Offense Analysis InfoImation - Set I 
method 

same as Offense Analysis Information - Set I 
property classifiation 

same as Offense Analysis Information - Set I 
recoveries 

same as Offense Analysis Information - Set I 
property value 

stolen 
recovered 
destroyed 

( J 

( 

ARREST SUMMARY 

line number 
case or incident number 
offense c1assifi~ation 
offense code 
day of month arrested 
age 
sex 
race 
police disposition 

• 
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same as Arrest and Police Disposition 
Report 

time of arrest 
beat identifiers 

beat number 
sub-beat number 
officer ID 
shift 
man hours 
employed 

same as Arrest and 
Police Disposition 
Report 

CJIS status 
same as Arrest and 
Police Disposition 
Report 

residence of persons 
arrested 

same as Arrest and 
Police Disposition 
Report 

name and alias 
address 
facts of arrest 

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED: 
same as in 1973, 1974, 1975 

COURT DISPOSITIONS: 
same as in 1972, 1973, 1974, 1975 

SUPPLEMENTARY HOMICIDE REPORT: 
same as in 1974, 1975; with the inclusion of the following 
situation codes: 

situation 
single victim/single offender 
single victim/unknown offender(s) 
single victim/multiple offenders 
multiple victims/single offender 
multiple victims/multiple offenders 
multiple victims/unknown offender(s) 
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I-UCR REPORTS 

( 
I-UCR data fall into two conceptual categories, 1) manpower 

statistics (beat identifiers, man hours, time of arrest, day of 

week or month, etc.) and 2) crime statistics (offense, arrest, 

disposition, property stolen or rer.overed, etc). Law enforcement 

agencies submit these data to DLE-CJIS, and receive in return com-

pilations of their data on management reports. These agencies re-

ceive individual reports containing only the data they have suh-

mitted, and summary reports, containing aggregated data for several 

(or all) agencies. Individual reports are available to no one 

without the consent of the agency submitting the data. Summary 

reports are available to law enforcement agencies and to the general 

'Public. 

( 
A few things must be kept ",n mitld regarding I-UCR management 

reports. Some law enforcement agencies report data to DLE-CJIS in 

Set I format, some in Set II. All mandatory data are not always re-

ported, and different agencies report different kinds of optioTIul 

data. Thus, summary reports are not available for all types of I-UCR 

crime information categories, nor are they necessarily accurate rep-

r~seiltatiQns of the particular crime data categories included in I-UCR. 

ffilat information is available depends on what local agencies have 

sent in, and the agencies' timeliness and efficiency. 

Some examples of statewide summary reports are included in this 

section of the workbook. Most of these reports are issued annually 

,,-
\ and made available as soon as they are compiled. The examples pre-

sented here include~ 
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Report #UCR3070P-0003 
CRIME INDEX AND CRIME RATE COMPARISONS FOR 19 -19 
SMSA's, rura1 areas, and cities 

In this report, the followirng information is presented for 

each of the seven Index Crimes, for requested years and geographic 

areas: 

- the population of the geographic area based on the most 
accurate estimate available (e.g., the most recent decennial 
census, Gensus updates, FBI information, special censuses); 

- the numhet' of Index Crililles known to police per 100,000 popu
lation; 

- total number of Index Crimes known to police; 

- subtotals for the seven Index Crimes; 

- percent change between the compared years in: 

* population 
* ,Index Crime x'ate per 100,000 population 
* total Index Grimes 
* subtotals for each Index Crime. 

Report IIUCR3110P 
I-UCR AGENCY MANHOUR UTILIZATION REPORT 

These reports provide the following information for an agenGY 

or group of agencies: 

- for each offense classification: 
* number of offenses known to the agency or agencies; 
* total manhours involved in responding to the incident; 
* number of arrests made by the agency or agencies; 
* number of manhours involved in the arrests; 
* total manhours involved for each crime classification. 

Report #UCR3240A 
I-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY ANALYSIS REPORT (offenses
property-value) 

These reports provide, for offenses involving property loss, 

damage, or recovery, the following data: 

- the total number of offenses known to the pollce; 

- ec~h type of offense as a percent of all property related 
offenses; 

f 
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the dollar value stolen for each property crime type, and the 
total dollar value stolen for all property related crimes. 

- dollar values recovered for each property crime type, and for 
all property offenses. 

- dollar values destroyed for each property crime type, and for 
all property offenses. 

Report #UCR3280D 
I-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY. ANALYSIS REPORT (place-time-value) 

) OFFENSE : _____ _ 

These reports provide the following information for any 

property-related offense known to the police: 

- the number of offenses committed during the day, the number 
committed at night, and the number conwitted at an unknown 
time, in each of a number of location types; 

- offenses in each location type as a percent of the total for 
all locatiohs; 

- total dollar values stolen, destroyed, and recovered for 
each location type, as well as for all locations. 

Report #UCR3280E 
I-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY ANALYSIS REPORT (property type
time-value) 
OFFENSE: --------
These reports present the following information for property 

related offenses known to the police: 

- the number of items of each property type stolen or destroyed 
during the day, the number stolen or destroyed at night, and 
the number stolen or destroyed at an unknown time; 

the number of offenses involved in each property type; 

- offenses for each property type as a percent of offenses for 
all property types; 

- dollar values stolen, recovered, and destroyed for each pro
perty type. 
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Report #UCR3420P 
ADULT AND JUVENILE ARREST TREND ____ ~month, 19~ ___ compared 
with. ___ ~month, 19 ____ _ 

These reports present the following information for all adults 

arrested, for all juveniles arrested, and for all adults and juveniles 

arrested): 

- subtotals of arrests for each month of concern; 

- the difference between the two months; 

- the percent change in the arrest total from month to month. 

Report #UCR3540P 
OFFENSE AND CLEARANCE TRENDS annual 197_compared with annual 
197 

For each type of offense this report presents the number of 

offenses known to police, offenses "actually occurred," and offtmses 

cleared in each of two years, the difference between the two years, 

and the percent change fro1\~ year to year. 

Report #UCR3620P-00022 
12 MONTH OFFENSE TREND REPORT b'OR 19 

Theee reports provide monthly and yearly offense totals for 

each crime type. 

Report HUCR3940P-0005 
OFFENSE SUMMARY 

For every I-UCR cr~.me classification, the following informntion 

1,s provided: 

- number of offenses known to the police; 

the number of known offenses determined by the police to be 
unfounded, and the number of unfoundeds <:!.s a percent of all 
known offenses 

- the number of known offenses which have been referred to 
another (the responsible) jurisdiction; 

I! 
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- the number of offenses actually occurred, which is all known 
offenses minus unfoundeds and those referred to other respon
sible jurisdictions; 

- the number of offenses cleared, which is broken in.to the 
followiT.lg categories, for adult and for juvenile offenders: 

* exceptional clearance-
victim or complainant fails to file a complaint, 

* other exceptional clearance, 
* offenses cleared by arrest, 
* total number of offenses cleared, and offenses cleared 

as a percent of all known offenses. 

Report #UCR3940P-00006 
POLICE DISPOSITIONS 

Police Disposition information normally accompanies an offense 

summary. This report presents the following information, for each 

crime classification: 

for adults: 

- the number arrested and held for prosectution; 
- the number summoned. cited, or notified; 
- the number released from police custody without 

having been charged with the co~itting of an offense; 
- the number released to another law enforcement agency; 
- the total number of arrests made, auults. 

for juveniles: 

- the number handled within a police department without 
any formal action being taken; 

- the number s)..Jmmoned, cited, or notified; 
- the number referred to welfare agencies; 
- the number referred to juvenile cou.rt; 
- the number referred to adult court; 
- the number referred to another type of agency; 
- the total number of juvenile arrests made. 

Report #UCR4040P-00006 
CRIME INDEX BEAT ANALYSIS 

These reports present the following information for each law enforce-· 

ment agency, by beat and block number: 

- total Index Crimes known to police 

- subtotals for each type of Index Crime. 
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Unnumbered Report r CROSSTABULATION OF CRIME TYPE BY BEAT 

These reports present the number of crimes in each classifica-

tion occurring in each beat amI totals for each classif:lLcation in 

all beats and all classifications in each beat. 

I. " 
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. STATE OF lLLINOIS PAGE t 
LAW ENFORCE~ENT - BURFAU OF [OENTIFIClTION 
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BY REPORT. nEPAPTf-IENT OF 

LANNUAl REPORT FOR tG73 
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CRI~E STUCIES SECTlON 
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PRI}'lTED R.EPORT NO: UCP31 tOP 

I - UCR AGENCY ~ANHCUR UTILIZATION REPORT 

TeTAl NUHBER nF T-UCR"""*-AREA OR JURISDICTION 
CONTRtRUTI~G' AGENClfS: 386 . COVEffiD BY REPORT 

OFfft-JSE 
CODe 

t 
OFF~SE 

OJDE 

0123 
Cl-:tO 

OFFF.NSE CLA~ S AND TYTLE 

t 
OFFENSE 

CLASS IF IC.A..TION 

.. 
NU~~ER 

OFFENSES 
t . 
1 

~roTAL NUMBER 
OF OFl~ENSES 

t • 

REPORT TITLE 

NUMf\ER . 
MANHOUR.S ARRESTS 

\ 
1210.Q 26 

681..° 34 
32 .. 6 (, 

<13 .. 5 '8 
32.9 3 

I) 1 it 1 
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VOLUNTA.RV '4ANSl~"r;HTER 
t~VL ~ANSl/QECK HC~ ~/V 
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~ANrUJRS REFGRrED 
lNCIDENf TO OFFENSE 

4 
4· 

tJr.~ICtDE TOTAL t 85 
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n211 ~rQ(lBl~ ~APE - FIQF~P~ 
Ol11 FOPCIAlE RAPE - K~IF/(T 

10 ?7.1 13 
8 19 -
4 ?4 TOTAL ~mER 

. . 
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2~?7 

t 
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14.0 

~~ ... 6. 
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? 1. 4 ~4.3 

1. '- 48.q 
4.0 29.0 

161.8 2q46,~ 3 
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7~ .0 '21.:l 
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4TTF.~PT - STR AR~-NO WFN 

"'()PAE~Y TOTAL 
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2.? 6~.9 
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40 115.8 
35. 54.2 

532· 14~0.t. 

(' 1/ 

3.q t5Q.?, 
1.4 1ql.q 
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to ~aJI5 REPOR'I'fD 66.8 
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;"'0 1020 (;J\S)N·I~IAAY 
DE'r'IC.5) • 

\';." \:1\1.1 S-~ 
I~LLrr:ES C~1.Y C;:F~c creES 
1310 (GD!!~';'lJ. DA':.:.GE 10 
PRC?SiY). 13~O (aD!!~L 
o;..':r\G~ 1'0 \'?liICt.E). ,t.\!! 1340 
(CiUloII~ n;.\~; TO STATE 
SJ?FCRTtD P"...oPEi\'lY), 

c. 

TnHL 
C"FI'!:"ISES 

REPORT 'CIru 

PE~r..t:NT 
OIST 

Ol'llLAR 
VALue 

ST(1\.FIII 

t 

OOLLAP DOllA" 
VALIlE V~Lue 

II E.C(lV~ 'l.!:1' OESTrVEO 
'\ 

t 4,(1 
?~.q ....2 

OOLLAR VALUE OF "68,I<:IB OO!.LAR VALUE OF 
t ,405. <;Cli> PROPER1Y DESTROYED. 'I'C1l'AL ~!EER 

OF OFFE\SES 
PROPERTY S'IOLe.l., 

114,117 

Z"'S4Q ~ 

- H''il 
4" 1 

' .... R ' 
Il.~ , 

t (lo/ 
2':\: PERCEA1' DISTRIWTICN 

\3:' 7- EACH PROPERT':' OFFENSE 
• IS OF TOTAL PRCfoSTY 

2':\,S()'1.4 Qo 

~l ol<;<;,)\2 
l,4"'0,55e 

~'n, 7JC:; 
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OO!.!.AR VALUE 0F I-ROPffiTY RECGV'E!illl. 
DOS Nar INCLUDE VAlm OF PROPERTY 
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$(OCI- ... ~I/':!. ,.14_ II'( m'll\T '_I~f HI'(lIES SEC",)N !\AlE OF rF°OHI 

Sln( N IHIN"IS-mJ. «I ~'!':::,ls:lICTlctl 
ro. 'lJIIJJ !ri PJ10iIT 

'Lr~ 
• I'lJ,Cf: Ol'FE1S£ 

CDHITDD 

• 1;\ CAIU", 
'UMNns Ol"f 

. '''''II \lOkE 
(I'II<\C:-
(tIll O'(l "fll "ACHillE 
(Dllr~f OR UNIV. Res. ~lLL 
CCI/SlnuC1:nll SITE 
Ofoot-'klill 
O~\1:; S10_E 
(lrV~lrc St~ll~" 
f'~" IlUllOl'l1; 

'ur", .'.51'" E 
,1'1_K f'£N OR tO~AL 
Ukt'£ .,.1 VlTEI 
'AS UAlIDN 
GY" ,ccorkS 
.. IGOIdY S-S TA EET S-' LLEYS-ElC. 
llouoa STOlle 
"IOltLL OffiCES-HOSPITALS 
r.O~ILF. flO"E 
fl01U-HOTEL 
HUS 
" .. ruc'fIG/II£\I\lSEO CAlI, Lon 
f'" .. ~ .... cy 
.[tltElltE C'_IV.,EI 
S'"D","S 

• spoaT IIIC tDO:lS STQll.E 
1t .. "II/U 8US 
lU11/ 
"'I\[HOUSE 011"'. 
1DTAL 

~O 
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)9 
n 
liZ 

9 
n 
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0 
0 

~9) 
I~I 

I. .'" 16 
4a 
1~ 

'0 
10 
_6 
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"~OJ 

)01 
I 
0 
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)6 

.15 

IUSI 

14' 1ft 
161 \1 
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n II 

In II' 
Ib 11 
1~ • 4 Z 
4~ Z, 

i ° 1. Z 
\401 9H 
"In "4 

A 0 
u U 
H Z 
In 26 
tl4 ~!> 

UO s~ 

H IS 
U " a 2 

JlS1 "ll 
6'" 196 

1:- I 
\ 0 

U II 
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14)0 110) 
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roTA!. 1/J.!1'.r:R 
01' OFH~51S. 

10" 
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.S 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS Q~P"~TING PERIOD: DEPARTMEhT OF LAW ENFnRCE~ENT _ BUREAU 
OF IDENTIFICATION PAGE 7 

SFIo( I-~N~UAL 1974 ---TIME PERIOD OJVERED CR I ME STU 0 I ES SECTION 
BY REPORT DATE RETDRT ~OATE OF REPORT: AUGUST 20. 1971t 

PIUUrfD REPORT NO: UCR:3280E ~F~GRAPHIC tREA : STATE SUI-1MARV PROPERTY ANALYSIS RE?ORT---Rfl>ORr TI11.E 
(PROPERTY TYPE-TIME-VALUE) 

I-UCR 

S THE a F Ill! Nil I s-..... ~- AREA OR JURI SDICTION 
CDVERED B'i REPOIq 

, 
PROPER1)' CLASSIFICATION 

•• o •• t. ,.De 

l-"'''''UNIT[uN 
CHTLE ' 
;: ,)'.Jl 
St- EFP 
SWI"4E 
nTI-FR ~Nt'iUS/LIVESTOCK 
: " I ~ Al SID C "if S TIC • 
t.PPl rANCES 

....t t"L Elle EOUIPMENT 
~1U)ln 'vISUAl EQUIP 

liTO P4RTS 
QIt:YCLEC\ 
erns 
IW~ T EOU IP'1IENT 
C !~-i ER f. S 
C~ECK$ (NO'1-NEG) 
Cr~CKS (Nfr,OTI~aLE) 
FE?lrIlIZE~ 
t-t;Qa Ie I~'ES 
~ESI1CInES 
cn"E~ CHM (eALS 
CIGAPETTES/fORAceo 
CL.1Tf· (Nt; 

cr~STPUCT[O~ EQUIP 
CC~STRUCTICN ~ATeRI~l 
CC~SU"4~~LES 
COPPER o\Ll,OYS 
C'~EDJT c~~os 
CUP ~ E~~C" 
npur.s 
OPl OS I \E S 
F ~~'" HUI P~ENT 
F ISHINr. fO"UIP"4E~T 
FlJi:l.t.1 SI'ill'lGS 
FUll S ' 
G~~lN 

OFFE~S E: THEFT ..... ---. OFFENSE OJVERED B'i SUB-REPCRT 
DOES ~ l~E IA~ 

DAY NIGHT UNk~OWN 
NO OF NO OF NO OF 

UE"\\[/mHS 

TIME PERIOD IN MUCH 
Im·~S ~!F.RE STOLEN OR 
DEStROYED. toES N:)T 
I~illDE lIDS RECCNERED. 

"o? e 
6641 

TOT AL 
NO OF 
ITEMS 

460 
295 
983 

4 
1014 

486 
380 
853 
246 
228 

75 
161 
1B 
fl7a 
431 

TarAL WMBER OF ITEMS 
S'I'Ol.EN m DESTroYED. 

70e6 
16 

:. 'i.3 
;\84 

1209 
6.Q 1 R 

420 
7157 
'50el 

29347 
422 

51101 
91 
19 

\~H, 

423 
753 

24 
510 

III 
. '10 

1 
126 
881 

35A4 
686 

5'386 
487t 
6~04 

238 
4?61 
l!,Qq 

10 
138 
305 
6"i? 

21 
H 

1002 
8 
o 
9 

16') 
529 

1295 
6174 

281 
4539 

48 
Aoa 

6A 
1 

5? 
103 
ROil 

S 
'32h 

519 
<'255 

10131 
2.'t0 1 

18717 
10235 
't0390 

108 
10870 

17C;8 
30 

38~ • 
R31 

H93 
53 

8')7 

-

NO OF 
OFFNS 

42 
132 
.n 

3 qo 
54 

217 
3'57 

40 
87 

6399 
13821) 

222 
241 
lA9 

PER 
Cf:NT 
DXST 

t 
• 1 
.2 

O. 
.0 
• 1 
.1 
.4 
• 5 
.1 
.1 

9 .. 1 
9.6 

.3 

.3 

.;.. 

.4 

.5 
I, 

.0 

.0 

.0 

DOLLAR 
VALUE 

STreN 

DOlLAR VAlliE SIOLEN 

DalLA R 
VALue 

REcfove::: 

.

,2,255 
140 

o 

1
3

•
515 

DOu.A.~ VAWE REOJVI::RED • 
DOES mT INCWDE VAIL'E 
CF PRTI~1Y STOUN art
SIDE REroRTI~ AGEN::i'S 
JURI~IcrION flIT REQ)VERED 

"BY REPORl'l~ AGENCY. 

o 
150,86Q 

4S",532 
" 2.516 
6,856 
3,499 

PERCENT iJISTP!~ ~l'I~ 
fAOi proPERTY 1YPB 

17,684 
278,960 
502,3,90 
581,152 

J 

IS OF TOTAL. 
, . J .f; 

34'3 .5 
110 .2 

5650 8.0 
93 • 1 
24 .0 

211 .3 
241 .3 
720 1.0 

45 .1 
23 , .0 

Q6,832 
183,049 

10,686 
1.229,935 

4,716 
784 

97,66~ 

33,010 
154,586 
59,113 
lR~ HI 

(1)7 

:2.,912 
14,O't6 
16,539 
20,374 

1,746 
12,657 

1.009 
293 

IB,Q;\O 
1,982 

1t-,171 
6,5'i 9 

0 , 
" ~ 

COLLAR 
VALUe 

PEs/TROVEIl 

f' .) 

82'0 
o 
o 

" 181 
1,50 
18u 

40 
o 

10 
3 n 411 
3110<;t 

9 

o 
0, 

~AUIE DESTROYED 
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336 
575 

25 
331 

1.828 
0 

1,493 
~O 

0 
16 'j 
1,50 

2,470 
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~lT1NOTS.:.1JNTFOPM·!;RrME"EPORT----------- 'STATE·-OF-!L'TINOrc-S------------- --~---'-PAGe--y------",: 
HANAG~MENT INFORMATION SYSTEM DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT - BUREAU DF IDENTIFICATION 

JO:! !50!CT ION 
COUNTY flAME 
t:CI C NUMBER 

CR IHE STUDIES SECTION RI:PORT OATE ~AY 15, 1975 
----------------------------------------------------------------~~E?n~~·O~-rrU~~~~34~Zno~?r---------------

SEO. PACE ~3 
A D U L T AND J U V E NIL E ~ R RES T T R END _.-_ .. _ ..... _--------.--.. _------ .-------_._._- .............. __ ._- .... _ .... -._-_._--._--:-; .. __ ...... --'--"-'-'-" -----.-. ------ ._-

MAR 1975 COMPARED WITH FEB lq75 

----------------------------TlTnr1r-J~TII"""''1r1<kF"Fn.--r_--_."'1T:n_-:1lmTll=1<Tr,_,::_c:_""'lrO'_:n:~I=TT'-__,r_--__;t;.T1TTr-Ty.;0~T:,A;,.;L:mA~P.:.:,;{~r:;;S~T~S'TT""~-----' .,1 IUIAI. AtJULIS ARRES/ED I I'JIAL JOVENILES ARi{ESTEO I AOUCIS P~OS JOVESICES ,j 

1975 1975 75/75 [ 197, 1975 75/75 [ 1975 lQ75 75/75 
OFF. r.FFE'lSE MAR FEB PCT! "',,!\ FEB peT 1 MA~ FEB peT 

-COOc---CCiiS.HFfC4TION------- iJfFF'---CHG'''1 ----·----·-·--OfFr--·CHG--Y---- '-··---OlFr-CtJ:;-·--
I r 
J '. I 

---~A~G~G~~r.~.vm~~l~E~O~S~A~ITI~EVRyy--~IO~lnA"L------~2-------,4~----~2~---~50~--rI------~or-------rrc------~cr---~o~--~r------~2~----~4~----~2~-~~5~O=------

.'044'0 AGG?AVATED - HAlI/FIS/FT 0 1 1- .1'00- I 0 0 a '0 tal Iv> 1UO-
'041.5 AGGRAVATED - HAN/FIS/FT 1 a 1+ a! '0 '0 '0 '0 t. 1 '0 1+ 0 

-aI.60-·sT"IPLE·BATTERV--------l-----""3"1----2~-~-67..:.--r----·'O-----'O----u--0-·-l---1- 3'---'2;--- 67---- i 
[ I 

ACG!: :'VATEO ASSAULT TOTAL '0 4 4- 100- I 0 '0 '0 0 I 
-=.,.,.,O-.-,.,..,lto..----....t:r.Gi<A"VATE1J---RAI.,..,U .... F~I .... $ .... 7""'"F,..I-------,O..-----,z.----~z-=---r·oO'=-r 0 0 0 0 I 

'0545 Ar.GIOAVATEO - HAN/FIS/FT '0 2 '. Z- 1'00- I 0 0 '0 0 I 
I I 

'0 
'0 
a 

4 
Z 

.2 

-----aURCiLARY· ·--·----TaTAT"C----,t'----'O---·l+---·'O--·t 0 0- ·'0---0·--1---1·----
.'062'0 U'ILAI-I ENTRY (NO FORCE) 1 a H· '0 I a 0 a '0 I 1 

o· 
a 

I r 

4- 100- " t, 

2- 10'0- :i 
2- 1'0'0- i 

" 

1+--- '0'--': 
t 

1+ a 

IAEFI IOIAe .0 I 1- 10'0- t 3 t 2+20OT-~1------~3~------~----~~--~~----2 1+ '!JF 
. ,.,.0820 $15'0 ANO UNDER o 1 1- 1'0'0- I 3 1 2+ 2'0'0+ 1 3 Z 1+ sa .. 

I [ 
! rr---------------------- ----

;x) 

=I 

*CP!ME INDeX OFFENSES-SUBTOTAL 1 4 3- 7~- I 3 1 2+ 2'00+ 1 4 5 1- 2'0-
I r 

0 '0 
r 

4+ I, 

Ii 
'0 1+--'0-"- -! 

1100 OECE-PTI ON TOTAL 4 
I 1 

0 4+ 0 I 0 0 0 0 I 
! I 

0----1'l'--0·-y ----0-- 0 '0--0 -'1 '-1'300' VANDAL t S"4------'TOT A (----""'1----

it 

----,1----

2 l- IDO- i 
i. 

i). '0 
d 

It+ (I 

L 
,< ··f.· . r 

3 4+--n3·f.~~i 

! I 
2 2- lO0~ J u 0 0 0 r 

1 I 
0 1+ 0 I 3 0 3+ 0 r 

[ I 
3 n~UO~-'T t --0-' l~--O-- ! 

2000 CONT SUOSTANCE ACT TUTAL o '0 

2200 LIOUOR CONT ACT TOTAL 1 

I I 
2B~O OlSORDEPLY CJ~OUCT TOTAL 3 3 0 0 [ 2 a 2+ c I 5 3 2+ 67+ 

I: 
I· 

13 1'0+ 77+ }: _ ... --.-. -IJ 

18 q+ 50~ 
i 

I I 
1 I 

13 4+ 3\+ I '6 0 6+ 0 T 
-y'- ·-----·1-.. I I 

17 1+ 6+ I 9 1 SO!> ~OQ+ I .27 

NON I~DEX OFFENSES-SUBTOTAL 17 23 

CctANO TOTAl. 18 

_ ._ .. ___ .. , .. ___ ..... 5._._ ..... ~_ ...... · ............. __ t •• _____ .• _ ..... __ • __ :>0 ---_ .•.. - --... --.. -.-~" .. - --- ... _-_ ... _-_ .... "" .. " '''!:'''''''' ..... "' ...... -------_ ... --_ ....... - - -
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~l:_r;,""lS-·//"~I!;:(·;'I~ C~!I~= ~:-,;):l;::T 
"':'·.;.\~i"''':,r I'.~n: ..... Ttf"1 $Y$T='" 

r.::":.~Al'rll'~ ~!:CA 
\ T.\ H OF tll 1t~O I S 

rr:r:. ('FFE'4 $E 
C0)E Cl!SSIF1CATIC~ 

,.., 1 11 

J 1 ?!, 
~ 1 ~') 
(\ 1 'd 
~H? 

('f) 

00 
rl 
)11\ 
nt? 

I')? t 1 
,,;) 21 ,. 
)~}" 

"U',~ I : I ) ~ 
"It).') F::-

!oTl~;·:>T - "'.J~D':~ 
~ TT""" T - : I ~ f A~'~ 
!TTE~~T - (NI:,CI 

TOTAL 

'r T T c. :! 0 1 - 1 T ,j P ~I $ 
!TrE~?T - ~~~"FIS/:T 

V~~0hT6~Y ~~~$L&U;~TE~ 
II,VI. l"t.~.SL/~FCK H:,)'~ "l/V 
I:,\IL '~AI(SLlHC'<_ Hf"1 VE.H 

TClTAL 

FG:': I!>l r ;: ':'''!= 
fr,~ClrlE ~!PE - FItEA~~ 
:r;CI~lE ~~p~ - K~IF/eT 

Fr~CI~Lt F~PE 0T ~P'4 

~~~CI~lE ~AP~ - ~T ~~A~ 
:'!TEYP1~ - F~~ClnLE Q'r~ 

T:lTAL 

1.-; ":' ')-.\',Y ;~: "''}'YI 
'Ollt A~~rq - Fl~rh~~ 
'~'ll "':··r'I) - K'J1F/CT 
C~11 ~:~EO - OT W~N 
',lHJ SP A~"'-'l'1 </:>'11 
·11:n :.TTI ";:>T - MI'Ell Fl~EAF'I~ 
'!17 ATr~Y~T - ~;v~O 

~!~" 4TTc vo T - STP A~~-Nr kP'l 

~G~:AVlTIP 6ATtE~Y TJTAL 
~ ~ '.1 :l :.r t';:J ~ V i.'(;: 0 - F I ~ i!,"~ '" 
.~~]: A;~~\YAT(~ - K~IF/CT 
,C'dl I.":";',\vt r;:o - i'T WPN 
'v:' ',;i .~(" .... \Ie;, T~;'\ - n':"I/F I S/Fl' 
I).:,~,; \1 ,r.1 t : Hf :"y 
.\··1.. : ~ C'l: ~.\ ~)'::');fr.T 

~':·.·":'''.\PI' ASSAULT nT4L 
):!; 1) 1'.:,';: .\\", r EO - F 1 ~ :,;,\:t '1 

ST~T~ o~ ILLINJI~ 
DEPART~ENT OF LAW e~~O~:E~C~T - OJR~AJ JF IUENT1FICATIC~ 

C;lIME ST'JDrlS s~r.:rI:.J!Il DATE OF REPORT JUl.lE 12, 1975 
ueUS40P 

OFF ENS E AND eLF A R A ~ e E TRENDS 

OFFENSES KNOWN TO THE P~LICE 1 
197~ 1973 74/13 I 

ANNUAL ANNUAL r:T I 
OIFF CHG I 

I 
22~& 2047 159+ 0+ I 
h14 1191 223+, tl)+ I 

I 
317 33A 21- &- [ 
221 247 26- 11- [ 
, 49 44 ') + 11 + I 

34 37 3- a- I 
13 10 3+ 30+ I 
37 05 4B- 56- [ 
38 46 B- 17- 1 

400 387 13+ 3+ t 

5131 

4371 
llq 
14 3 

1" 
409'5 

HJ 

303~3 

21157 
3550 
529:> 

1.8'420 

719 
502 

34 C'H!> 
1043, 
1,3t> 
7B~ 
72il2 

211 J:l 
~tH 

4785 

4060 
111 
100 

31 
3818 

72'5 

25111 
301~ 
4t5 

21676 
L7675 

o 
523 
357 

3212R 
935 

1314 
22 /.0 
7066 

17594 
2919 

59977 
7!i5~ 

340+ 

311+ 
8+ 

43+ 
17-
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GLOSSARY 

Administrative closing date- Refers to the date at which the files 
from which I-UCR reports are obtained are closed to incoming 
data and reports are compiled from the data on file. 

Arrested, held for prosecution- This is a Police Disposition cat
egory which includes persons arrested by police and liable for 
possible criminal proceedings in court. The arrestee may be 
held in custody or released on bond or recognizance. 

Bias- That characteristic of a measuring instrument which tends to 
result in a misrepresentation of what is being measured. 

Bounding- NCS describes this as "the procedure of excluding from 
reported data any event known to have occurred outside the 
specified reference period." This excludes from data for 
a current survey any event reported in an e-3.rlier survey as 
having occurred prior to the current survey's reference period. 

CHA- Chicago Housing Authority. 

CID- Criminal Investigations Division. 

Charged- A formal allegation that a specific person(s) has committed 
a specific offense(s). 

Clearance- This refers to the resolving of a case by police. Offenses 
are generally cleared by arrests of persons. Offenses may be 
exceptionally cleared under certain circumstances, such as: 
suicide of the offender; death of offender for other reasons; 
refusal of victim to cooperate in investigation and/or prosecu
tion of the off~nse and offender; prosecution of the offender 
for a less serious charge; etc. Generally, four conditions must 
be met for an offense to be exceptionally cleared: 

1) The identity of the offender is established. 
2) Enough information has been gathered to support an 

arrest, charge, and prosecution, for an offense. 
3) The offender's location is known. 
4) Some reason, beyond police control prevents arresting, 

charging, and prosecuting of the offender. 

Cluster sampling- The CQst of sampling is sometimes reduced by mak
ing the unit to be randomly selected a group or cluster of ele
ments. The IJR survey randomly selected clusters of households 
and employed systematic sampling within each cluster. This and 
similar procedures are known as multi-stage cluster sa.mpling, 
the selection of samples within samples,-

Community adjustment- This refers to informal action taken by police 
officers in response to incidents or offenses. These are sim
ilar to station adjustments in that they do not involve formal 
charges. 
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CPD- Chicago Police Department 

Crime code- In I-UCR, the numerical code given by DLE-CJIS to each 
of the crime classifications it uses. 

CVS- Commercial Victimization Surveys, (See Table III). 

Data management system- For th~ purposes of this workbook (part
ticularly the section about I-UCR), a. data management system 
will mean the system that operates in the collecting, sorting, 
organizing, and disseminating of data. 

Delinquent in reporting- Law enforcement agencies are delinquent 
in reporting when they have not submitted data to DLE-CJIS in 
time for it to be included j,n I-UCR reports. 

DLE-CJIS- Department of Law Enforcement - Criminal Justice 
Information Service, located in Springfield, Illinois. 

Error- The difference between a computed or estimated result and 
the actual value of whatever is being measured. Error can be 
caused by many factors. See measurement error, sampling and 
no..!!.:.sampling error. 

Exceptional clearances- see "clearances" 

Field report- Forms on which on duty police officers are required 
to report offenses and non-criminal incidents. These forms 
carry information which is maintained in police departments, 
and information forwarded to DLE-CJIS. 

Handled within department- This police disposition category speci
fic to juveniles is also called "station adjuetffiant", Juve
niles who are handled within the department are dealt with 
informally by the police. No formal charges are made. Gen
erally, a warning is given and the juvenile is released to 
parents, relatives or friends. 

Household- 1) NCS uses "household consists of all pe,rsons, whether. 
present or temporarily absent, whose usual place of. residence 
at the time of interview is the housing unit, a'tld a1';' persons 
staying in housing unit who have no usual place of residence 
elsewhere." 

2) The IJR survey defines this as a group of rooms or 
one room used as a separate living quarter by a group of per
sons living together, or by one person living alone. A hous
ing unit may be identified if it has either a separate entrance 
or separate cooking equipment. 

Incident code- A number used by CPD to identify crime types; simi
lar to I-UCR crime codes, tllOugh different code numbers are 
used. 

IJR.- The Institute for Juvenile Research 
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Index Crimes- see the entry for Index crimes in Chapter III of this 
workbook. 

LEAA- Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

LEADS- Law Enforcement Agencies Data System. This is a network of 
computer terminals, located in stat.e) county, and municipal 
police offices. Approximately 120 law enforcement agencies 
submit I-UCR data via LEADS terminals, which are connected 
to a central computer in Springfield. 

Line number- This is an important, mandatory entry on I-UCR Set II 
Offense and Arrest Summaries. Since data are entered case
by-case in the Set II format, this facility exists to indi
cate offenses which involve more than one line on the form. 

manhours (arrest)- Refers to the time s.pent by an officer in the 
arrest of an offender. 

manhours (offense)- Refers to the time spent by an officer in re
sponding to an offense complaint, or in the investigation 
of an offense. 

Measurement error- All errors in estimates based on samples, ex
cept sampling error. Measurement error includes nonresponses, 
incorrect responses, editing, etc. (See sampling error) 

Memory decay- Also recall decay. A name given to the phenomenon 
that the greater the distance between the date of interview 
and the date an event occurred, the more lik~ly it is that 
the event will be forgotten. 

Multiple victj.mization- Victimization of the same person on more 
than one occasion. This is a broader concept than series 
victimization, in that mUltiple victimizations do not neces
sarily refer to crimes which are similar in detail. They 
may be several different types of crimes hapPfming to the 
same victim. 

NCIC number- The National Crime Information Center Agency Identi
fier, found on all I-UCR reports. It uniquely identifies each 
law enforcement agency. 

NCS- National Crime Surveys. A research program instituted by the 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) as the National 
Crime Panel Program. (See Table III.) NCS includes the Na
tional Household Survey and the National Commercial Survey, the 
set of City Household Surveys and the set of City Commercial 
Surveys. The ccllecting agent fo'r all of the NCS programs is 
the Bureau of the Census. 

NOia-Interview- Failure to secure data for a unit that is a m{!mber of 
a designated sample. In a sample of households, this could be 
due to a unit being demolished, under construction, vacant, etc. 
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Non-sampling error- See measurement error. 

Nonstranger- Also not-stranger. Usage in NCS documents denotes an 
offender >(see offender) who is known to the victim either by 
sight, or as a casual acquaintance. or is well-known or relat('d 
to the victim. 

Offender- In police statistics, an offender is an individual arrested 
and charged with 8. crime. In NCS usage, an offender is a person 
who is alleged by an NCS respondent to have committed a crime in 
one of the seven major categories surveyed. This is comparable 
with common criminal justice usage of the term "suspect" except 
that the NCS respondent, not a criminal justice agency, makes 
the determination. 

Part I, Part II and Index Offenses- These are important offense 
groupings, often used in the presentation of crime information. 
Part I offenses include the following crimes: murder and non
negligent manslaughter, manslaughter by negligence, forcible 
rape, attempted forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, 
burgla=y, attempted burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft. 
In comparison, Index Crimes include all of the above offenses 
except manslaughter by negligence and attempted rape. Part II 
offenses include simple and attempted assaults; arson; forgery 
and counterfeiting; fraud; embezzlement; buying, receiving and 
possessing stolen property; vandalism; carrying and possessing 
weapons; prostitution and commercial vice; sex offenses other 
than forcible rape, prostitution and commercial vice; narcotics 
and drug law violations; gamh1ing; offenses against family and 
children; driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs; 
liquor law violation; drunkeness; disorderly conduct; vagrancy; 
all other offenses; suspicion of offenses; curfew and loitering 
violations (juveniles only); and runaways (juveniles only). 
See the FBI Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook for a detailed dis
cussion of Part I, II and Index Offense definitions. See also 
the Index Crimes entry in Chapter III of this workbook, and 
Crime in Illinois, a DLE publication, for discussions of nation
al versus state Index Crime definitions. 

Personal incident- In NCS usage the "crimes of rape, robbery, 
assault, personal theft, and corresponding attempts," (See 
rape, robbery, assault and personal theft.) 

Police disposition- Method of terminating police handling of a case. 
The police have several methods (dispositions) available to 
them, e.g., "arrested, held for prosecution," "released with
out charge,"and "released to other agency." 

Radio report- This is an alternative to the field report, used by 
police when a field report need not (or cannot) be filled out 
at the sc~ne of the crime. Information is radioed to the 
department and recorded there. 
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Random digit dialing (RDD)- A technique used in telephone survey 
sampling in which a random list of telephone numbers is gen
erated for valid exchanges in the area being surveyed. Tele
phone interviews when used wlth RDD can be as representative 
as in person interviews, and can be done at a fraction of the 
cost. 

Random sample~ A type of sample in which population units are 
assigned numbers and a set of random numbers is generated 
which contains the numbers of the units which will compose 
the sample. 

Recall decay- See memory decay. 

Reference period- A period of time within which a crime must have 
occurred to be included in a given data source. 

referred to adult court- A police disposition category which in
cludes juveniles apprehended by police whose cases have been 
placed before the adult criminal court. 

referred to juvenile court- A police disposition category which 
includes juveniles apprehended by police whose cases have been 
placed in the juvenile court. 

Referred to responsible jurisdiction- This is a police disposition 
category for incidents which were reported to a law enforcement 
agency, but. which occurred outside the agency's jurisdiction. 

Referred to welfare agency- A police disposition category for juve
niles who h,;lve been apprehended by police and whose cases have 
been referred to a welfare agency. 

Referred to other agency- A police disposition category for juveniles 
who have been apprehended by police and whose cases have been 
referred to agencies other than courts or welfare. 

Release without charge- A police disposition category including 
adults who have been apprehended by police and whQ have been 
released from police custody without any formal charges being 
made. 

Reverse record check- A process in which victims of crimes recorded 
by police are ineerviewed, and the interview results checked 
against police records. These checks were used in NCS pre
tests to deterJlli\le what reliability of reporting could be ex
pected in victimi'lation surveys. 

RD number- Records Division number; an identification number used 
by CPD Records Division. 

Sampling~ A method of measurement using a representative part (sam
ple) of a group to infer something about the group as a whole. 
(sell sampling error, systematic sample, cluster sample and random 
sample.) 
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Sampling E'irror- Error which arises because any particular sample 
does not include all the units in the population and, there
for(,~, may not be a precise reflection of that population. 
(Se\~ measurement error)-

oc:reen questions- Used in survey interviews, these are introduc
tory questions intended to identify all victimizations 
(within ~he scope of the survey) that occurred in the survey's 
reference period. Details of the victimizations uncovered 
by the screen questions are gathered in later questions. 

Self-report items- Questions which ask an individual to report 
his own involvement in activities which violate the law. 
These are almost always anonymous in order to increase the 
accuracy of the reporting. 

Series incident or victimization- At least three victimi_zations 
of the same person, very similar in detail, for which the 
victim cannot recall dates and other details well enough 
to report the incidents separately. (See mUltiple victim
izations, incident, victimizations and the text section on 
Series Incidents.) 

SMSA- Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area. A Census Bureau. 
classifica~ion consisting of a city with 50,000 or more 
inhabitants, or a city plus contiguous axeas with a combined 
population of at least 50,000 (Census Bureau, 1974). 

SOG-- Special Operations Group of the Chlcago Police Department. 

Standard error- The expected variation among estimates derived 
from all possible samples of a population. The standard 
error indicates the reliability of the estimate based on a 
survey sample. 

Status offense- An act which is criminal only when committed by 
a juvenile offender, e.g., running away, purchasing alcohol. 
The offender's status as a juvenile makes it illegal for 
him or her to commit such acts. 

Stranger- In NCS documents these represent offenders who have 
been identified by victims as being people whom they do not 
know by sight, by acquaintance or by relationship • 

Summoned, cited, notified- A police disposition category which 
includes adults and juveniles who have been served with court 
summonses, police notices, or citations. Juveniles served 
with traffic citations are not included in this category. 

Systematic sample- A type of sample in which every n-th unit in 
a list is selected to be in the sample. This assumes that 
there is no regular numeric pattern to the ',units on the 
original list. This type of randomizing is easier and more 
economical than a simple random sample. (S~~e random sample.) 
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Telescopi:ng-. The incorrect placement of the time of occurrence of 
an event as reported by a respondent. Forward telescoping 
occu.rs when an event is recalled as being more recent that it 
actually was and backward telescoping occurs when an event is 
reported as occurring earlier than it actually occurred. These 
result in non-sam.pling error. (See measurement error.) 

Time frllme- See referen.ce period. 

Trend- The general direction or tendency followed. 

Unfoundled- An ·offense is classified as unfounded if upon receiving 
a complaint, a police officer discovers that a crime did not 
really occur, or is unable to find any evidence of a crime. 
FOll:' example, a theft may be reported, and subsequent investi
gation verifies that property was borrowed, not stolen. A 
cri',me may be reported, but an officer may arrive at the scene 
of the crime and find no persons, no evidence of criminal activ
ity. 

Victimization- A specific criminal act as it affects a singl,~ victim. 
That i.s, in a single crime incident involving two victims) two 
victimizations have occurred. (See incident and series victim
ization) 

Victimization rate- A measure of occurrence among population groups 
at risk. It should be noted that this is not neces5\arily the 
probability- of a given person being victimized nor a ratio of 
population units victimized to those exposed to risk. Certain 
units in the population at risk may have a greater probability 
of being victimized than do other units in that population. (See 
vulnerability, and the text sections on Weighting and Crime 
Rates.) 

Vulnerability... The likelihood or risk of being victimized. This 
includes certain demographic or occupational chal;acteristics, 
such as being young or being a policeman, which increase risk. 

Weighting- A manipulation of sample data which allows estimates of 
a population's crime incidence or rates to be made from sample 
data. Sample data are weighted (muIUplied) hy a basic weight 
( the inverse of the probability of each case being included in 
the sample), and if necessary, by a corrective weight to bring 
the sample's demographic distribution closer to the distribution 
of the population. (See text s\e(~tion on Weighting.) 
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Adolescents (see Juvenile) 

Age 44, 54, 71 

Arson 72 

Assault 6, 33, 52, 56, 73 

Attempts 74 

Attempts vs. Completions 109 

Attitudinal survey 26, 27, 31, 34 

Auditing 10 

Basic weight 133 

Battery 75 

Bias 27, 123 

Burglary 6, 33, 52, 56, 76, 50 

Champaign 

Chicago 14, 27, 35, 51, 60, 136 

Chicago Victimization Surveys 
(See NCS Cities sample) 

Children, offenses against 77 

Clark, J.P. 38, 62 

Cluster sampling 36 

Coding 34, 119 

Commercial crimes 26, 2Q, 78 

Cook County 35 

Costs (See Crime costs) 

Counts 45, 110, 123 

Crime costs 26 

Crime in Illinois 13 

Crime rates (see Rates) 
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INDEX 

Crime type 139 

Criminal Justice Information Service 
(see DLE-CJIS) 

Damages (see Losses) 

Data Processing (see Coding) 

Deadly weapons (see Weapons) 

Deception 79 

Delinquency 35, 60 

Demographics 110 

Department of Law Enforcement, Criminal 
Justice Information Service 

(DLE-CJIS) 6, 14, 47, 154 

Detection 43 

Disorderly conduct 80 

Domestic violence 26 

Drop-outs 35 

Drug violations 81 

Du Page County 35 

Dwelling units 117 

Egypt (See Greater Egypt) 

Enumeration (see Counts) 

Error 27 

Estimation 110, 122 

Federal Bureau of. Investigation (FBI) 6, 10 

Females 38 

Field reports 14, 149 

Field services 10 
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Gambling 83 

Gang fighdng 81~ 

Geographic limitations. 110, 117 

Greater Egypt 34, 57 

Hidden c.r1me 26, 79 

Homicide 6, 7, 58, 84 

Household crimes 26, 29, 56, 85 

Household weight 134, 135 

Illinois data 31, 35, 56, 60 

Illinois-Uniform Crime Reports (I-UCR) 
6, 25, 34, 46, 47, 114, 120, 154, 171 

Incident, Incident Weight 119, 134, 135 

Income (of victim or offender) 44, 86 

• 

Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration (LEAA) 35, 55 

Law Enforcement Data 6, 37, 38, 44, 
114, 119 

Liquor Control Act Violations 90 

Location, analysis by (see a1so 
Geographic Area) 149 

Losses, demages 91, 150 

Males 38 

Nandatory vs. Optional data 10, 154 

Manslaughter 6 

Maturation 39 

McHenry County 35 

Memory decay 27 

Index crimes 6, 13, 17, 29, 34, 47; 52, 53, Methodology (see Survey Methodology) 
57, 58, 86, 114 

Injury 87, 150, 151 

Institute for Juvenile Research (IJR) 
35, 46, 60, 114, 136 

Insurance Companies 73, 110 

Interference lVith Police Officers 88 

Joliet 33, 55, 123 

Juveniles ~5, 58, 60, 88, 150 

Kane County 35 

Kidnapping 89 

Lake County 35 

Larceny (see also Theft) 6, 56~ 90 

Law Enforcement Agency Data Sy.stero 
(LEADS Computer Terminal) 8 

Military crimes 47 

Miller, Patricia 38 

Month (see Time) 

Motor vehicle offenses 91 

Motor vehicle tpert 6, 52, 93, 151, 
152 

Multiple victimization 34 

Murder (see Homicide) 

National Crime Surveys (NCS) 27, 
31, 51, 54, 114 Il7? 120, 123, 

134, 135 

NCS Cities sample 27, 51 

NCS National sample 31, 54 

Non-negligent manslaughter 6 
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Nye, F. Ivan 37, 38 

O£ifense coding 34, 119, 14q 

Official data (see Law Enforcement 
Data) 

Optional data (see Mandatory vs. 
Optional data) 

Parole violations (see Probation 
and Parole violations) 

Part 1 Offenses 17, 26, 51, 114 

Part 2 Offenses 17, 51, 114 

Peer group 40 

Peoria 33, 55, 123' 

Personal crimes 53, 58, 94 

Personal victimization 29 

Person weight 134, 135 

Police data (See Law Enforcement 
Data) 

Population 122, 125 

Population at risk 44 

Possession of stolen goods 95 

Probation aad parole violations 95 

Property crimes 33 

Prosecutors 47 

Race 44, 96 

Random Di~it Dialing (,~J};,)) 34, 56, 
58 
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Reference period 29, 33, 45, 55, 57, 59. 
62 116 

Region 20 34. 57, 123 

Relationship (see Victim/Offender re
la tionshi'p) 

Reliability 13, 42 

Reported Crime 26 

Reporting/Non Reporting 46, 48, 98 116 

Resistance (see Self-protection) 

Robbery 6, 213, 39, 52, 56, 98 

Rural 39, 37, 45 

Sampling 26, 44, 122 

Schools 37 

Screen questions 27, 31 

Seasonal Variation (see Time) 

Selection 122 

Self-protection 99 

Series 27, 45, 52, 56, 123 

Seriousness 45 

Set I 8, 154 

Set II 8, 154 

Sex 44, 100 

Sex offenses, Other than rape 100 

Shoplifting (see Theft) 

Short, J.ames F. 37, 38 
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Survey data 25, 27, 31, 34, 35, 44 
46, 51, 54, 55, 57, 60, 110, 119, 

122, 133, 134 

Survey methodology 29, 34, 44 

Theft 6 t 52, 56, 101 

Tift,L.L. 38, 62 

Time 45, 103, 127, 149 

Trends 109, 110, 125 

Under-reporting 25, 12.3 

Unfounding 49 

Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) (see 
also Illinois Un~form Crime Re

ports) 110,119 

Unreported crime 26 

Urban 36, 37, 45 

Validity 32, 42 

Vandalism 34, 58, 104 

Victimization 40, 114, 119, 134, 135 

Victimization rates (Isee Rates) 40, 135 

Victim/Offender relationship 26, 29, 105 

Weapons 105, 150 

Weighti.ng 29, 31) 36, 45, 52, 54, 57 
58, 61, 133 

Will County 35 

Witness 44 

Rape 6. 52, 97, 120 'louth and Society in Illinois" 35, 136 

Rate model 111 

Rates 39, 62, 109, 120, 123, ].25, 
129, 135, 

Recode 120 

Standard error 32 ,. 

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 
(SMSA) (see also Chicago) 35, 60, 136 

"Statistical Summary" 17, 52 
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USER'S'EVALUATION OF THE SAC CRIME RATES WORKBOOK 

This evaluation form is intended to provide the SAC with some 

feedback on the usefulness of the Crimes Rates Workbook ai; a planning/ 

management tOQl. 

1) For exactly what purpose(s) did you consult the Crin:le Rates 

Workbook'? 

2) Was the Crime Rates Workbook adequate for your needs? 

a) Adequate for most of my needs. 

b) Adequate for some of my needs. 

c) Adequate for few of my needs. 

d) Adequate for none of my needs. 

3) If the Porkbook did not meet your needs, what changes ~'lOuld 

incr.ease its usefulness to YOt!? 

Lf ) Fhat additjonal information or add:i.tior.al data s:JurCE:S t<)oulJ 

y<?u like to see included in future editions of the Workb06·~? 

5) Would a different format have been more useful to you? If yes, 

please suggest a more useful organization of the material. 
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Can you point out spec.:i.fic parts of the text that are not clear 

or additional terms that need to be defined? 

In what capacity did you use this report? 

a) Researcher 

b) Educator 

c) Student 

d) Criminal justice agency employee 

e) Government employee other than criminal justice. (Specify) 

f) Other (Specify) _________________ _ 

If you used this report as a criminal justice agency employee, 

please indicate the sector in which you work. 

a) Law Enforcement (police) 

b) Prosecutor's office 

c) Public or private defense services 

d) Courts or court administration 

e) Probation 

f) Corrections and Parole 

g) Criminal justice planning agency 

h) Other criminal justice agency (Specify type) --------

If you used this report asa criminal justice employee, please 

~ndicate the type of position you hold. 

a) Agency administrator/manager 

b) Program or mana~ement plannel:' 

c) Program or management evaluator/analyst 
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" \: 
d) Budget planner 

e) Budget eva1uatoriana1yst 

f) Statistician I 
g) Other (Specify) 

10) Additional Comments: 

c 
o 

Thank you very much for your comments. Please return this 

form to: 

The Statistical Analysis Center 

Illinois Law Enforcement Commission 

120 South Riverside Plaza 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 




