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Section I

INTRODUCTION

At the request of the Oxnard, California Police Depart-
ment, SEARCH Group, Inc. provided technical assistande as a
"service of the National Clearinghouse for Criminal'Justiqe
Information Systems. This technical assigtance is in support
of the Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program (ICAP), a
project supported by the Law Enforcement Assistance Adminis-
tration's Office of Criminal Justice Programs. The Clearing-
house staff was asked to perform an analysis of feasible
alternatives and a cost/benefit study for the possibility

of developing an automated Police Information System. This
report represents the findings of that assistance effort.

A representative of SEARCH Group, Inc., made an on-site

visit to the Oxnard Police Department which included exami-

nations of the manual record system, crime analysis unit, and

a tour of the city Data Processing facility; as well as numerous

interviews with key staff members. As a result of these con-
versations, a number of‘EEtQma£ed'aﬁﬁiiéétions whiqp were

of primary intergg;’fblthe Departiment were identified.

Those applicatio;s identified were: master name file with'
histories, incident tracking and UCR, case flow management,

work -1oad analysis, stolen properties, wants/warrants and

crime analysis functions including suspect/known offender

// information. These programs as well as specific volumes of
information recorded by the Police Department were used as a basis

for developing the hardware capacities identified later in this
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report. Growth factors to allow for future trends were'

also incorporated.

The following alternatives were found to be technicaliy

feasible and each is analyzed herein:

® Upgrade City of Oxnard Computer - By upgrading the
current NCR 101 mainframe to an on-line NCR 8370 with
double density disk storage capacity, all the record
processing for the Oxnard Police Department, in
addition to the regular city data pProcessing needs,

can be accommodated.

® Dedicated Minicomputer - By puzchasing a minicomputer

and dedicating it solely to police applications, most
of the problems inherent with management control or

System priorities can be alleviated.

In Section IV, each of the‘feasible alternatives has been

analyzed with regard to control, risk, time and operational

impacts. Both the positive and negative aspects of each

alternative have been addressed.
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Section II

LAW ENFORCEMENT PROBLEMS

enforcement agencies across the country face future

associated with the dual forces of population growth

and crime rate increases. While it is difficult to predict

with certainty the exact nature of future law enforcement

requirements, certain trends based upon past statistics may

be projected. This section will compare local trends to those

nationally and project future rgquirements using three standard

growth rates.

National Trends

Part 1 crimes have increased 37 percent between
1972 and 1976, while population has increased only
3 percent.

The number of law enforcement personnel per 1,000
people has increased 2.7 percent annually between
1972 and 1976. |

A 6 percent decrease in Part 1 crimes was recorded
for the first 9 months of 1977 as compared to the

same period of 1976.

Local Facts

The city of Oxnard has a popula£ion of 93,000 and
has shown an annual 3-4 percent increase.

There are 1.2 sworn police officers per 1,000
population.

Part '1 crimes totaled 8,893 in 1977, an increase
of 12 percent over 1975.
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e Violent crime in Oxnard increased 39 berceht
from 1975 to 1977 to a total of 1,394 incidents.

® Property crime increased 8 percent between 1975

and 1977 and accounted for 7,499 cases.

e There was $3,936,883 of stolen property reported

in 1977 which was 79 percent higher than the 1975
figure.

The recent National Crime Survey Report by the v, S.
Department of Justice (SD-NCS-N-8, November 1977)vindicate§
that nationwide a high percentage of crimes are not reported
to police agencies‘ If the national trend is an accurate
reflection of conditions in Oxnard, California, the number of
actual offenses and the crime rate is in reality much higher.

Applying the national percentages of reported vs. unreported
crimes the following chart shows the estimated number of un-

reported and total crimes for Oxnard:

Number Number Actual

Offense Reported Unreported Total
Homicide 14 0 14
Rape 52 46 : v 98-
Robbery 419 159 578
Aggrevated Assault 300 327 627
Burglary 2,663 2,077 4,740
Larceny 4,040 10,908 14,948
Motor Vehicle Theft 796 342 1,138
Totals 8,284* 13,859 22,143

*This does not include simple assaults.

FUTURE EXPECTATIONS

Projection #1

Annual 4% population growﬁh

Annual 4% crime rate increase

Result in 1987

Population of 137,640

Part 1 crimes will total 13,162

Violent crime will increase to 2,063 incidents’
Property crime will account for 11,099 cases
The total value of property stolen will be $5,826,587 .

Projection #2

Annual 6% population growth
Annual 8% crime rate increase

Result in 1987

Population of 166,563

Part 1 crimes = 19,200

Violent crime = 3,010

Property crime = 16,190

The total value of property stolen will be $8,499,730

Projection #3

Annual 10% population growth
Annual 10% crime increase

Result in 1987

Population of 241,242

Part 1 crime = 23,068

Violent crime = 3,616

Property crime = 19,452

The total value of property stolen will be $10,212,274

The above projections do not take into consideration the

unreported and actual total of offenses as protrayed on paée 4.
If these were accounted for, the totals could be substantially

higher.
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Section IIT

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

An analysis of the technical assistance findings (see
Section IV) indicates that although there are several opera-
tional advantages to upgrading the present City of Oxnard
NCR 101 computer, such an upgrade would be cost prohibitive
in light of the usage envisioned by the Oxnard Police Depart-
ment. Several factors have been conside?ed.

® Although current city employees Could be utilized in

system development and program maintenance, additional
personnel would be needed to operate and maintain the
system on a 24~hour-a-day, 7-day-a~-week basis.

¢ If the Law Enforcement system were to assume the tie

difectly into NLETS~-NCIC files, a non-removable, dedi-
cated disc would be a requirement.

e Upgrading the City of Oxnard's computer to handle

the criminal justice system would create a problem

of security. Much of the data stored in the automated
law enforcement files is considered to be sensitive;
every safeguard must be taken to ensure the privacy
and security of the data and the integrity of the.

system.

Based on these factors and other findings described later

in this report, the Clearinghouse offers the following recommen-

dations with regard to the establishment of a Police Information

System for the Oxnard Police Department:

aig
B

.

e A minicomputer with the capability of supporting the

proposed police system should be purchased speci-
fically for the use of the Oxnard Police bepartment.
The minicomputer should be placed in the Police
Department where 24-hour security can be stringently
enforced. |

A System Usef's Group should be established consisting
of staff representatives from every major unit within
the department as well és every other Department/Agency
with which the Information System will interface
(e.g., Probation, Prosecutor). ‘The User's Group will
have the responsibility for determining the scope of
the Information System and for identifying the data
elements necessary to produce signifiéant and useful
management/operational reports. Appendix C is the
Implementation Criteria for thelstandardized Crime
Reporting System and should be very helpful in this
area. ¥

The by-laws and policies of the User's Group should be
formalized to include terminal security agreements

and the length:of time information will be maintained

on-line and supported by accessible hardcopy documents.

‘The current status of the Information System projéct

and the projected development effort should be

reviewed by the User's Group with consideration given

¥This document Ls only a working paper at this time and is
subject to change prior to final release. :
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~in an inefficient or ineffective automated system.

-8

to the interface with state and NCIC as well as
the State Security and Privacy requirements. See
Appendix A for further information on these
requirements.

® A project director should be either hired or appointed
(e.g., ICAP Program Manager) and a staff of no less
than two programmer/analysts should be acquired. All
program development, modification, and maintenance
would be accomplished by these individuals, with
system implementation and usér training originating
from this source.

® The Oxnard Police Department should consider the
possibility of system transfer as a means of expé-
diting the implementation process and reducingA
software costs. Appendix B identifies police agencies

of the same approximate size of Oxnard that have

many of the programs presently being considered. SSme

of these systems may be candidates as doners for

system transfer.

Most data processing experts agree that the automation

of an inefficient or ineffective manual procedure will result -

For this
reason, the Clearinghouse offers the following recommendations
with regard to the current procedures now in effect in the
Oxnard Police Department Records Section:

® The report flow should be reorganized to delete many

of the unnecessary steps to allow quicker turnaround

S Kot st i s
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of information to the Crime Analysis Unit and/or
other user agencies. Page 10 portrays a simplified

communications and report flow through records.

S So

The Watch Commander must become accountable for = -

———

the completeness and accuracy of all crime/incident
reports turned into records. Case control could be
accomplished at this time to check for sufficient
solvability to warrant further investigation by the
detective or juvenile divisions.

Upon entry into records, all complete and accurate

reports should be cross~tabulated against the dis-

" patch records to insure all reports have been turned in.

Copies of targeted crime reports should be forwarded

to the Crime Analysis Unit. All those reports mérked

by case control requiring followup investigations should’
be copied and forwarded to the appropriate division

as working documents.

An additional copy of all reports should be sent to
keypunch/SYCOR for entry into the city computer system. -
This step will no longer be necessary if the department
decides to implement a dedicated computer system as

the reports will be input on-line in the records
department and the computer will index and file the

data entered.

Dispatch must become accountable for all officer
initiated activities as well as reportable incidents.

Typically 70-80% of patrol time is used for officer : ﬁ
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BEAT ’
OFFICER : , (
¢ initiated activities (e.g., traffic, field
o interviews, facilities inspections, administrative
activity, etc.). Unless all patrol activities 3 i
: — ‘ — '_
WATCH ;{ are collected and analyzed, department officials . ‘
COMMANDER ! ‘ ‘ o
DISPATCH DISPATCH LOG > —_— | ;fv " will be unable to precisely determine actual manpower
CASE CONTROL J ;
»: { requirements and effective deployment patterns.
| f Since the time the initial investigations for this report
l L were completed, the City of Oxnard has expressed an interest
RECORDS | j , o
1. check: all | i in replacing the city computer system. Their plan to utilize
. eCcK: ! .
zeco:gsﬁeiigts o | the funds the police have available and to pay all remaining
urn ) ! ]
complete? f\, charges for a system of suffi#cient size to handle all police
2. 5221;5:2 riyggzies o | and city activities could be acceptable with the following
CAU, Juvenile and } assurances: ’
Detective Divisions { |
i he system would provide at least as much ice-
3, Index and File. j e o T ¥ wou provid police
f dedicated computing power as is identified in this
ConN report.
&2 N2 .
| - e Proper privacy and security requirements are met.
\ ! e The Police Department be given top priority to
NEEDED KEYPUNCH b » ‘ : i
CRIME access of criminal justice information. ' '
ANALYSIS SYCOR ; g .
UNIT : . e All Federal procurement and software documentation
DETECTIVE JUVENILE L :
DIVISION DIVISION ’\ standards be adhered to while utilizing grant monies. : T
V / /N - '
FILES ) | COMPUTER i , | | ‘
N / r - ‘
SIMPLIFIED REPORT FLOW MANAGEMENT L
OPERKTIONAL REPORTS E . _
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Section IV

ANALYSIS OF FEASIBLE ALTERNATIVES

i i i in the
All organizations must consider various options

[4

i omputer
cost discussions and decisions typically focus on comput

i i sed
hardware Accordingly, the two cost alternatives discus

. vs.
in this report analyze the hardware options of purchase

r
4 u

. . +
location, staff and types of services to be provided mus
’ .

p (o]
L]

i xd system
rnust be analyzed individually, inasmuch as each added sy

i erform
function requires that certain resources be ava{lable to p

the desired service. |
, . . ns
In light of these considerations, this section contai

i i alyzed
descriptions of the feasible alternatives which have been analy

i nda-
and the findings which support the conclusions an§ recomme
tions.

Alternative 1: Upgrade City of Oxnard Computer

it
The first alternative addresses the upgrade of the C; y

ili 8
.NCR 101 computer system. The shared computer fac;l;ty offer

. . . s £E£i-
the potential for providing criminal justice services su.‘
. _
cient to accommodate the processing needs of the Oxnard

i i ' be
Police Department. However, this level of service must be

' ' ainframe
It would be necessary to replace the present NCR 101 main ;
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with the NCR 8370 computer system. Thig would increase the
capacity, speed and operational ability of the system suffi-
ciently to handle the proposed Police Information System
accounting for future growth and increased uﬁilization by .. -
other present system users. It would cost $105,652 for

the conversion to the NCR 8370 System as estimated by'NCR
Corporation. Thig conversion would include: g central
Processing unit with 128k Core memory; conversion to double
density disk drives; a multiplexor to handle numerous
positions; a card reader as a different model is required
by this system; a line printer; and, four CRT keyboard
displays. This computef configuration is approximately

50 percent faster and more powerful than the equipment
currently used, Additional staff would also be required to
Operate the system on a 24-hour—a-day, 7-day-a-week basis,

It would be necessary to hire at least two additional

Programmer/analysts for the Police System plus 6 additional

operators to provide around-the-clock Ssystem coverage. ‘These
positions, plus the pProject director, would amount to approx-.

imately $134,320 per year, including benefits, 1If 4 law

énforcement software pPackage were to be purchased from NCR,

the on-line system would cost $60,000, while thé data base

management system called TOTAL would cost $42,775 (plus
many recurring costs). It must be pointed out, though,

that both of these packages are proprietory to NCR and

it would be very difficult, if not impossible, to justify

e L L L e Ty i -
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the expenditure of federal monies for either of these programs.
If the decision is made to utilize a shared computer
facility, the Police Information Systém can be developed and
maintained at a computer center which élready has a trained'
staff and functioning'hardware. However, a shared computer
facility would pass the operational costs of the system back.
to the user on a cost-incurred basis: the greater the usage
or transaction volume of the system's applicationsg, the greater
the cost to each user. What this means to the user is that 4f
they anticipate there will be a high volume of transactions

then it might be more cost effective to purchase their own

computer.

Shared System Advantages

e Cost normally associated with computer hardware pro-
curement and installation can be offset by trading’
in or selling the current computer mainframe.

0 The‘staff services required to establish, maintain
and operate a computer operation are purchased from
an existing organization.

® Specialized services and facilities are available
from a large center with staff experienced in tele-
communications and application software.

Shared System Disadvantages

e Operating costs, which will be passed on to the user,
will become high as transaction wvolume and usage in-

greases over time.

St o s sy s,

T L o ot

o e !
e v e i
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The Criminal Justice System and other applications

may eventually overload the system and reduce response

" time below an acceptable level.

Control of the operation concerning the system's
perceived priorities and schedules may be difficult.
Security and confidentiality of an individual's

data may be more difficult to maintain in a shared

computer environment.

i
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RECAP OF COSTS FOR CITY OF OXNARD UPGRADE
Initial Costs
City Computer Center Upgrade $ 88,952
4 Terminals & 1 Line Printer 16,700
Total Initial Costs $105,652
éontinuing Costs (Annual)
Personnel\(additionﬁl cost) $134,320
Terminal and Printer Maintenance 2,368
Computer Maintenance* 1,764
Card Reader Maintenance 382
Total Continuing Costs '$138,834
Software Costs (optional)
NCR Law Enforcement System $ 60,000
NCR Total (data base system) 42,775

i

*This figure only includes the additional costs that would
be incurred with the computer upgrade and must be added

to current maintenance costs.

I
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Estimated Staff Costs For System
Number Monthly Annual Fringé Total

Position Required Rate Rate Benefits (15%) Annual Cost
Project director and

center director 1 $1,667 $20,000 s 3,000 $ 23,000
Programmer/Analyst* -2 1,333 16,000 2,400 36,800
Operatocrs (Computer) 6 900 ‘10,800 1,620 -~ 74,520
Totals 9 9,733 116,800 17,520 134,320

Monthly Cost - $11,193

(Includes Fringe Benefits)

*If an agreement can be reached with the city whereby the time of one of their programmer/analysts
can be dedicated to the Police system, it would only be necessary to hire one additional person.
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Alternative 2: Dedicated Minicomputer

The second alternative addresses the purchase of a mini-
computer dedicated to the proposed Police Information System,
The concept of having a computer center within the Oxnard,
California Police Department necessitates the development
of both a computer-based system and staff to serve the needé
of the agency. The size of the computer required for the
eﬁentual capabilities of the police system is in the middle
minicomputer range. It should have a minimum of 65,000
bytes of main memory expandable to 256,000 bytes as needed.
Such a computer will require disk storage devices, tapedrives,
line printer and terminals to furnish the level of services
required.‘ |

Under the police department's computer center approach,

a staff would have to be either appointed or hired to manage
the center, maintain operational applications, operate the -
computg; and perform numerous other functions necessary to
sustain the envisioned computer facility. 'This staff would
consist of at the very hinimum one project diiectdr and two
programmer/analysts, although the city's programmer/analyst has
expressed a desire to help in the implementation process which
would then require the hiring of only one additional person.

Again, it must be emphasized that due to the sensitive
nature of soﬁe of the data stored on a police/criminal
justice system, the facilities housing the computer mﬁst be
physically asecure in order to protect the information. If the

minicomputer is purchased, it should be placed within the

T
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Oxnard Police Department where 24-hour security can be
stringently enforced.
The following points summarize some of the advantages
and disadvantages to be considered for the dedicated mini- -;
computer system approach. |

Dedicated Computer System Advantages

® Long-term costs will be lower than with tﬁe shareé
computer alternative. |

® The computer center operation wiil be under‘the
control of the local law enforcement agency.

® Scheduling and prioritizing problems can be handled
by local users.

® Tight control on security and confidentiality of data
in observance of federal and state regulations can
be complied with readily.

Dedicated Computer System Disadvantages

e High start-up costs will be experienced.

e Low utilization of the expensive computing faqilities‘
will be experienced during applications developfient.

® . An experienced staff of computer professionals must
be hired to manage and operate the center.

® High hardware costs per unit of systemvusége méy ' : N
occur becaﬁse necessary non-peak capacity will not

be fully utilized.
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ESTIELTED UNIT COSTS FOR
DEDICATED COMPUTER
X
Unit Dedicated Purchase Lease
Requirements Computer List Maint Month Maint
1 Main Processor $25,000 $200 $ 750 Included
1 Fixed Head Disc/Controller 10,000 70 300 Included
(10-20 M Byte)
1 Moving Head Disc/Controller 12,500 S0 375 Included
(20 M Byte)
’ 4 CRT Keyboard Display 1,800 22 60 Included
. 1 Line Printer/Controller 11,000 130 330 Included
(300 LPM, 132 Column, 64
character)
1 Mag Tape Drive 11,000 80 330 Included
(9 track-800BPI)
1l Misc Hardware (Cabels, 5,000 - 150 -
o Cabinets, etc.)
Totals $81,700 $658 $2,475 Included

% . . ) .
Costs are rounded up to the next $1,000 and are averages provided by minicomputer vendors. Note
that these costs are volatile and are subject tc change.

Also note that the Mag Tape Drive may

not be necessary as it is for the purpose of duplication as back-up to the ‘disc drives.
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Estimated Staff Costs For Dedicated System
Number Monthly Annual Fringe . Total

Position Required Rate Rate Benefits (15%) Annual Cost
Project director and

center director 1 $1,667 $20,000 $3,000 $23,000

!

Programmer/Analyst* 2 1,333 . 1l6,000 2,400 36,800
Totals 3 4,333 52,000 7,800 ‘59,800

Monthly Cost - $4,983 (Includes Fringe Benefits)

-*If an agreement can be reached with the city wh&reby the time of one of their programmer/analysts’

can be dedicated to the Police system, it wouid &wnly be necessary to hire one additional person.
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Estimated Floor Space Requirements
For Dedicated System
Number¥r of Space éequired Total Annual Cost At
Units ' Per Unit Space $6.00 Sq. Ft.
Host Computer 1 150 sq. Ft. 150 Sq. Ft. $ 90¢
Storage Area 1 100 Sq. Ft. ‘ 106 sg. Ft. 600
Project Director 1 150 Sq. Ft. 150 sq. Ft. 900
Programmer/Analysts 1 150 Sq. Ft. 150 Sq. Ft. 900
N
)
1
Totals 4 550 Sq. Ft. 550 sq. Ft. 3,300

A

Monthly Cost $275

i
R 4})
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COMPARISON OF COSTS |
SHARED VS. DEDICATED
o
SHARED DEDICATED i
o APPENDIX A
Initial Costs
Computear System $105,652 $ 81,700
plus Peripherals i
_ | Y
: INATIONAL CRIME
Continuing Costs (annual) L INFORMATION CENTER
Personnel - $134,320 $ 59,800 | -
Maintenance 4,514%* 7,896 ?
, | B
Floor Space - 3,300 ' ‘ i
TOTALS $244,486 - $152,696
, : COMPUTERIZED CRIMINAL HISTORY PROGRAM
Background, Concept and Policy

- *This figure only includes the additicnal costs that would
~.be incurred with the computer upgrade and must be added
to current maintenance costs.
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BACKGROUND AND CONCEPT

The establishment in 1971 of the Computerized
Criminal History (CCH) File as part of the operating NCIC

.System was a major step forward in making this system of optimum

value to all agencies involved in the administration of
criminal justice. Offender criminal history has always been
regarded by NCIC as the basic file in a criminal juctice
information system. From the beginning of NCIC, sensitivity

of a criminal history file with its security and confidentiality.

considerations has always been recognized (Science and
Technology Task Force Report, The President's Commission on
Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 1967).

It is important to keep in mind the need to develop
an offender criminal history exchange with the states that
will rapidly gain the confidence of all users in terms of
system integrity, accuracy, and completeness of f£ile content.
This tvpe of discipline is necessary if a nationwlide svstem
employing the necessary standards is to succeed. Such
discipline is an essential consideration during the record
conversion stage, even thouglh available data is limited, and
becomes an essential goal 1n an operating on-line system.

From its inception, the concept of NCIC has been
To serve as a, natlonal index -and network for 350 state law
enforcement infdrmation systems. Thus, ‘the NCIC does not,
nor is it intended to, eliminate the need for such systams
at appropriate state and metropolitan levels, but complements
these systems. The concept was built on varving levels and
types of information in metropolitan area, state and national
files. In such an overall system many thousands of duplicate
indices in local, state and Federal agencies could be eliminated
and all agencies share in centralized operational information
from a minimum number of computer files. The purpose of
centralization bevond economics is to contend with increasing
criminal mobility and recidivism (criminal repeating).
Computer and communications tecﬁnology makes this possibler
and, in fact, demands this system concept.

Our way of life demands that local and state
governments retain their traditional respoansibility over law
enforcement. Computer and communications technology such as
NCIC enhances local and state capability to preserve this
tradition. The NCIC system places complete responsipility
for all record entries on each agency--local, state, and
Federal. Likewise, clearance, modification, and canC°llation
of these records are also the responsibillty of the entering
agency. Each record, for all practical purpo;es, ramains
the possession of tne entering agency. However, each local

‘necessary statistical data as a byproduct of the operational

and state agency in one state can immediately share information
contributed by another agency in another state. This continuity

of information greatly increases the capability of local and

state agencies in working across state lings, which have in

the past been barriers to mutual state and local ldw enforcement
efforts. =

The NCIC system, which is the first use of computer/
communications technology to link together local, state and
Federal governments, established the control terminal concept.
In a national system, although the individual users are
responsible for the accuracy, validity, and completeness of
their record entries and their action decisions on positive
responses to inquiries, more stringent controls with respect
to system discipline are required. A control terminal on
the NCIC system is a state agency or a large core city
servicing state-wide or metropolitan area users. These
control terminals, rapidly becoming computer based, share
the responsibility in the national network for monitoring
system use, enforcing discipline and assuring system procedures
and policies are met by all users. The NCIC system, tarough
its related control terminals and the advent of criminal
history, has a potential of over 45,000 local, state and
Federal criminal justice user terminals. Tradition, computer/
communications technology, and the potential size of the
NCIC network and its related state systems demand what its
management responsibility be shared with the states. To
accomplish this objective, an NCIC Advisory Policy Board was
established.

From the beginning, the NCIC system concept has
been to encourage and develop strong central state information
and communications services. Through mandatory reporting
laws at the state level, essential centralized files can be
established for bocth operat¢onal and administrative use.
The administrative or statistical use of computer-vased
files is a wvital consideration. & state cannot make lnuelxlcent s
decisions about crimé problems or criminal justice effectiveness i
unless it can statistically document the extent and nature g
of crime and the success or failure of the criminal justice
system in its treatment of ofifenders. Thus, the planning of
these systems must incorporate means of obtainiag the

information being processed on a day-to-day basis. This is
particularly true with respect to the criminal hisctory
application.

Of additional significance is a standardized law S
enforcement statistics program entitled "Uniform Crime - ?
Reports.” Historically, this program collected crime statistics W
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directly from individual law eniorcement agenciss. Tor
several vears the program has embarked on 4n effort to

assist the various states in creating their own statistical
program. As of 1976, there were 36 states collecting crime
statistics tarough a central state collection agency. The
state programs provide the FBI with the necessary information
to compile a national view of crime. '

Offender criminal history, i.e., the physical and
aumerical descriptors of an arrested person and the basic
recorded actions of the criminal justice agencies with
respect to the offender and the charge, is vital information
in day-to-day criminal justice operatioans. an FBI study
e entitled ""Careers in Crime," published annually through the
Uniform Crime Reporting Program, documents on 2 limited
basis the extent of criminal repeating by the serious offender.
Recent analvsis indicates the aumber of ysars between the
first and last (most recent) arrest was five years and five
months and that within that time span the criminal repeater,
measured on the basis of arrest, was arrested four times, A
further study indicates 49 percent of persons arrested more
than once were rearrested within the same state. When B
individuals having only one arrest are considered, then 67
percent of all the persons arrested were arrested within a

- single state. Therefore, an offender criminal ‘history file
in scope and use is essentially a state file and a state

need.

There is, however, substantial interstate criminal

mobility (33 percent) which requires sharing of information
~ from state to state. There is no way to positively identify
a first offender who will later commit a crime in another
state. The approach then to a national index must be an
empirical judgment that all state offenders committing
serious and other significant violations must be included in
the parional index. As in other aspects ol the system, the
determination of which criminal acts constitute serious or
significant violations resides wita each individual state.
A national index is required to eificiently and effertively
coordinate the exchange of criminal history among state and
Federal jurisdictions and to contend with interstate criminal

- mobilicy.

The development of offender criminal history for
interstate exchange required the establishment of standardized
nse ~lassifications, definitions, and data elements.
ny

o

hiO
[N (1]

s b

b4
=) and misdemeanor cefinitions cannot be used in this

it

R s § 8 SNSRI

approacin because of the wide variation in state statutes.
In_fact, the definitions of a specific crime by state penal
codes also vary widely. For full utility and intelligent
decision-making, offender criminal history requires a common
understanding of the terminolcgy used to describe the criminal

act and the criminal justice action. -

Each computerized offender criminal history cycle
must have a criminal fingerprint card as its basic source
QOcument. This is necdessary in order to preserve the personal
lqentification integrity of the system. While the c¢riminal
blstqry file in the NCIC system will be open to all crimimal
Justice terminals for inquiry, only the state agency can |
enter and update a record. This procedure provides for
bet@er control over the national file and its contents. It
rellgs on a central state identification function to eliminate
duplication of records and provides the best statistical
opportunity to link together multijurisdictional criminal
history at local and county levels.

Using the NCIC concept of centralized state infeormation
systems, another requirement is to change the flow of criminal
fingerprint cards. Local and county contributors within a o
s;ate must in an ultimate operational system forward criminal
fingerprint cards to the FBI through thg gentral state
;dentification function. Where the state can make the
identification with a prior print in file, it can take the
necessary action in a computerized file without submission
to the FBI. Where the state cannot make the identification
;he fingerprint card must be submitted to the national ’
lqentification file. Again, the system's concept is that a
fingerprint card must be the source document for a record
entry and update, but now it will be retained at the state
or ngtional level. This approach eliminates considerable
duplication of effort in identifving fingerprint submissions
particularly criminal repesaters at state and national'levqlsi
It will be the responsibility of each state to determine its
own capability in regard to servicing intrastate criminal
flngerprint cards. Whenever a state has determined that it
is ready to assume processing all intrastate criminal fingerprint
cards, the state agency will inform contributors within the )
state to forward to the state identification bureau all
criminal fingerprint submissions, including those which were
greviously directed to the FBI, and will also so inform the
FBI. Since the success of the system concept depends on
this procedure, all possible measures will be taken to
assure compliance, :
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As pointed out earlier, the justification for 2
naticonal index is to efficiently and effectively coordinate
50 state systems for offender criminal history exchange.
The need is to identify the interstate mobile offender. FBI
statistics with respect to more serious offenders indicate
that about 67 percent confine their criminal activity to a
single state. Thege are categorized as single-state offenders.
Therefore, 33 percent commit crimes, are arrested, and are
fingerprinted in two or more states. These are categorized

as multiple-state offenders.

In either event sufficient data must be stored in
the national index to provide all users, particularly those
users who do not have the capability to fully participate. in
the beginning system, the information necessary to meet

pasic criminal justice needs. :

In order for the system to truly become a national
system, each state must create a fully operational state
computerized criminal history capabilicty within the state.

Although the present need for the criminal history
file and the unequal development of state crimioal justice
systems dictate a simple initial index structure, the ultimate
system should differentiate between '"multiple state" and '
"single state! offenders with respect to the level of residency
of detailed criminal history. '"Single state' offenders are
those wnose criminal justice interactions have been non-
Federal and confined to a single state having a computerized

criminal history system.

The interstate exchange of computerized criminal
nistory records requires a standard set ¢f data elements and
standard definitions. The system design was built upon user
needs for all criminal justice agencies and ends with user
input. It was designed on what it is possible to achieve in
the future, but to operate on the information and hardware
available at all levels at the present time. While the
formats and standardized offense classifications and definitions
seem ambitious, to implement a system of this potential
scope and size without a design to substantially improve the
identification/ceriminal history flow would be a serious
error.

System Concept

As pointed out earlier, the concept of NCIC siace
initial planning in 1266 has been to complement state and
metropolitan area systems. JAlthough computer/communications
technology is a powerfiul tool, a single national file of
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deta;led law enfiorcement data was viewed as being unmanageabi
agd ineffective in serving the broad and specialized neeas ©
or local, state, and Federal agencies. The potential size

ggd scope qf a national system of computerized criminal
glstorles involving 45,000 criminal Justice agencies demand
joint management by .the states and the FBI NCIC. ‘

Necessity for State Files

(1) Sixty-seven percent of the imi ;
rda wd s AR - - criminal historvy
resgiqa.w1}l.5e single state in nature, i.e., all criminai
aqu1V1tj.11m;ted tq one state and, therefore, the responsibility
ol and of primary interest to that sState. ’

(2) State centralization ca i i
. (2 2 : n tle together the
trequent intrastate, multijurisdictional arrests of the same
o;fend;f.and thus eliminate unnecessary duplication of files
at municipal and county levels. This will obviously resulct

in economies.

(3) A state system with a detailed d . '
. : ata base,
Eecause of lts.manageab}e Size, can best satisfy most local
and stgte.crimlnal Jus?lce agency information needs both on-
and of:—l}ne. The national file then complements rather
than duplicates the state file.

(4) A state with a central das rimi
. data base of criminal
hlsto;y has the necessary statistical information for overall
planning and evaluation, including specialized needs .unrelaced

‘to the national file.

. (a)Q.State control of record entryv and updating to '}
the national file more cleariy fixes responsibility, offers ;
- . S - o
greater accuracy, and brings about more rapid development of
the necessarv standards. ) ;

(6) & central state system 71
SnTra 3T provides for shared
management respon§1blllty with FBI NCIC in mouitoring intrastate
use of the NCIC, including security and confidentiality. | 'é

(7) Channeling the criminal identification flow ‘ 4

through the state to the national level imi B
' : 2 eliminates substanctci
duplicacion Qf errort at national and state levels. atial

Compatibility of State and National File

u

_ (}) To contend with criminal
a national index of state and Féderal o:

h
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history is necessary, i.e., a check of one central index
rather than 51 other jurisdictions.

: (2) The duplication provides a backup to recreatsa
elther a national <r state file in the.event of a disaster;
a crosscheck for accuracy, validity, and completeness as
well as a more efficient use of the network. '

- (3) ?be NCIC.record format and data elements for
comguterlzed criminal history afford a standard for interstate
exchange. ' J

: (4) In the developed system a Single-state record
(87 percent) will become an abbreviated criminal history
record in the national index with. switching capability for

the states 'to obtain the detailad record. Such ad'abbfeviated
record should contain sufficient data to satisfv mbst inquiry
nee@s, i.e., identification segment, originatiné agency
charge, date, disposition of each criterion offénééména,
current status. This will substantially reduce Storage

costs and eliminate additional duplication. ]

Program Development

_ The proper development of the Computerized ‘Criminal
His;o;y Program, in terms of its impact on criminal Jjustice
eff1c1ency and effectiveness and dollar costs, is vital. At
tne present time there is a wide range of underdevelopment
among thg states in essential services such as identification
information flow, i.e., court disposition reporting programs ’
computer systems, and computer skills. ’

. . (1) NCIC implgmented computerized criminal hisrory
in Novgmber 1971, requiriag the full interstate format for
both single and multistate records because:

(a) Thisignables all states to obtain the
benefits of the Computerized Criminal
History Program.

(b) Tbis.provides all states time to develop
and implsment the necessary related
programs to fully participate.

(¢) Familiarity with and adhersace to all
system standards will speed program
development.,

(2) It is understood tiat the NCIC Computerized
Criminal History Program will be continually evaluated,
working toward the implementation of the single state,
multistate concept:

Levels of Participation

(1) The state maintains a central computerized
criminal justice information system interfaced with NCIC.
The state control terminal has the on-line capability of
entering new records into state and NCIC storage, as well as
the ability to update the computer-stored records. Through
the state system local agencies can inquire on-line for
criminal history at state and national levels. This is a
fully participating NCIC state control terminal.

(2) The state maintains an electronic switch
linking local agencies for the purpose of administrative
message traffic and on-iine access to NCIC through a high-
speed interface. No data is stored at state level; however,
criminal history records are stored in NCIC and new records
are entered and updated by the state control terminal from a
manual interface to the electronic switch. The switch
provides local agencies direct access to NCIC for criminal
history summary information and other files.

(3) The state maintains a manual terminal on low-
speed line to NCIC. The state control terminal services
local agencies off-line, i.e., via radio, teletyne and
telephone. Since the volume of computerized criminal history
is relatively small, the state control terminal may convert
criminal history records, enter and update these records in
NCIC. There 1s no computer storage at state level,

Levels 2 and 3 are interim measures until such
time as the state agency secures the necessary hardware to

fully participate. At that time the state records stored in-

NCIC will be copied in machine form and returned to tae
originating state to implement the state system.

-

SECURITY AND CONFIDENTIALITY

I. Information in FBI NCIC Interstate Criminal History
Exchange System

A, Entries of criminal history data into the NCIC

computer and updating of the computerized record’
will be accepted only from an authorized stats or

- 8 -
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Federal criminal justice control terminal.

-Terminal devices in other criminal justice agencies

will be limited to inquiries and responses thereto.
An authorized state control terminal is defined as

a state criminal justice agency on the NCIC system
servicing statewide criminal justice users with
respect to criminal history data. Control terminals
in Federal agencies will be limited to those
involved in the administration of criminal justice
and/or having law enfcrcement responsibilities.

Data stored in the NCIC computer will include
personal identification data, as well as publie
record data concerning each of the individual's
major steps through the criminal justice process.
A record concerning an individual will be initiated
upon the first arrest of that individual for an
offense meeting the criteria esvablished for the
national file. Each arrest will initiate a cycle
in the record, which cycle will be complete upon
the offender's discharge from the criminal justice
process in disposition of that arresct.

Each cyclé in an individual's record will be based

upon fingerprint identification. Ultimately <the

criminal fingerprint card documenting this identification
will be stored at the state level or, in the case

of a Federal cffense, at the national level. At

least one criminal fingerprint card must be in the

files of the FBI Identification Division to support

the computerized criminal history record in the

index.

The data with respect to current arrests entered

in the national index will be restricted to serious
and/or significant violations. Excluded from tae
national index will be juvenile offenders as
defined by state law (unless the juvenile is tried
in court as an adult); charges of drunkenness
and/or vagrancy; certain public order offenses,
i.e., disturbing the peace, curfew violations,
loitering, false fire alarm; traffic violations
(except data will be stored on arrests for man-
slaughter, driving under the influence of drugs or
liquor, and "hit and run’™); and nonspecific charges
of suspicion or investigation. '

ta
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Data included in the system must be limited to
that with the characteristics of public record,
i.e.:

1. Recorded by officers of public agencies or
divisions thereof directly and principally
concerned with crime prevention, apprehension,
adjudication, or rehabilitation of oflenders.

2. Recdrding must have been made in satisfaction
of public duty.

3. The public duty must have been directly
relevant to criminal justice responsibilities
of the agency. - '

S8ocial history data should not be contained in the
interstate criminal history system, e.g., narcotic
civil commitment or mental hygiene commitment.

If, nowever, such commitments are part of the
criminal justice process, then they should be part
of the system. Criminal history records and other
law enforcement operational files should not be -
an integral part of a central data base containing
noncriminal justice related informatica, e.g.,
welfare, hospital, education, revenue, and otaer
such noncriminal files necessary for an orderly
process in a democratic society.

Each control terminal agency shall follow the law
or practice of the state or, in the case of a
Federal control terminal, the applicable Federal
statute, with respect to purging/expunging dgta_
entered by that agency in the nationally stored -

‘data. Data may be purged or expunged only by the

agency originally entering that data. If the
offender’'s entire record stored at the national

level originates with one control terminal and all’

cycles are purged/expunged by that agency, all
information, including personal identification

data will be removed from the computerized NCIC
file.

t

11, Steps to Assure Accuracy of Stored Ianformation

The F3I NCIC and state control terminal agencies
will make continuous checks on records being
entered in the svystem to assure system scandards
and criteria are Leing mert.

- 10 -
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III.

Who

Control terminal agencies shall adopt a careful
and permanent program of data verificaticon including:

1. Systematic audits conducted to insure that
files have been regularly and accurately
" updated. -
2. Where errors or points of incompleteness are

detected, the control terminal shall take
immediate action to correct or complete the
NCIC record as well as its own state record.

May Access Criminal History Data

Direct access, meaning the ability to access the .
NCIC computerized file, will be permitted only
under the management control of criminal justice
agencies in the discharge of their official,
mandated responsibilities. Agencies that will be
permitted direct access to NCIC criminal history
data include:

1. Police forces and departments at all governmental
levels that are responsible for enforcement
of general criminal laws. This should be"
understood to include highway patrols and
similar agencies.

2. Prosecutive agencies and departnents at all
governmental levels.

3. Courts at all governmental levels with a
criminal or equivalent jurisdiction.

Correction departments at all government
levels, including corrective institutions and
provation departments.

o=

3. Parole commissions and agenc1es at all
governmental levels. .
6. Agencies at all governmental levels whicih .

have as a principal function the collection
and provision of fingerprint identificartion
information.

~1

State control terminal agencies which have as

a sole function by statute ths develownment

and operation of a criminal justice informaticn
systam. ' : ‘

- 11 -
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(2) standards for the selection,

S. Regional or local governmental organizations
eataollahed pursuant to statute which nave as

their sole function the collection and processing

of criminal justice information and whose policy
and governing boards have,
composition of members representlng crlmlnal
justice agencies.

Control of Criminal Justice Systems

All computers, electronic switches:and manual terminals
interfaced directly with the NCIC computer for the
interstate exchange of criminal history information

must be under the management control of crimianal 1u:tlce
agencies. Similarly, satellite computers and manual
terminals accessing NCIC through a conirol terminal
agency computer must be under the management control of
a criminal justice agency. Management control is

defined as the authoritvy to set and enforce (1) priorities;

as a minimum, a majority

supervision, and
termination of personnel; and (3) policy governing
the operation of computers used to process criminal:
historyv record information insofar as the saquipment
is used to process, Store, or transmit criminal
history record information. Management control
includes, but is not limited to, the supervision
of equipment, systems design, programming, and
operating procedures necessary for the development
and implementation of the computerized criminal
istory program. Such management control zuarantees
the priority service needed by the crimipnal justice
community. A criminal justice agency must have a
written agreement with the noncriminal justice
agency operating the data cencter assuring that the
criminal Jusr1c= agency has management con trol as
defined above. ‘ 4

-

The Board continues to endorse the following statement
by the Director of the FBI before the Subcommittee on
Constitutional Rights on iarch 17, 1971: "If law
enforcement or other criminal justice agencies are to

be responsible for the confidentiality of the information
in computerized systems, then they must nave complete
management control of the hardware and the people who
use and operate the system. These¢ information systems
should be limited to the function -of serviag the
criminal justice community at all levels oi government--
iocal, state and TFederal.” ’ :

]
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Although dedication is not required for NCIC CCH participation,
the security of tue information contained in a criminal record’
system and the priority service needed by the criminal justice
community will be enhanced by compliance with the following
concepts: : .

1. Success of law snforcement/criminal justice depends
first on its manpower, adequacy and quality, and
secondly, on information properly processed,
retrievable when needed, and used for decision
making. Law enforcement can no more give up
control of its information than it can its manpower.

2. Computerized information systems are made up of a
number oI integral parts, namely, the users, the
operating staff, computers and related hardware,

communications and terminal devices. Tor éffectiveness,. .

management control of the entire system cannot be
divided. Likewise, the long-standing law enforcement
fingerprint identification process is an essential
element in the criminal justice system. '

3. Traditionally, law enforcement/criminal justice
has been responsible for the confidentiality of
its information. This responsibility cannot be
assumed if its data base is in a computer system
out of law enforcement/criminal justice control.

1

. The function of public safety and criminal justice
demands the highest order of priority, 24 hours a
day. Experience has shown that this priority is '
best achieved and maintained through dedicated '
systems. '

5. A national/statewide public safetv and criminal

justice computer/communications system, because of
.priority, scope including. system discipline, and- .
information needs, on- and off-line, will require

full service of hardware and operating persoanel.

6. Traditionally, police and ¢riminal justice information
has not been intermingled or centrally stored witna
noncriminal social files, such as revenue, welfare,
and medical, etc. This concept is even more valid
with respect to computerized information systems
at both national and state levels. '

rpn i
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These systems, particularly public safety and
criminal justice information systems, must be
functional and user oriented if they are to

develop effectively. Computer skills are a part

of the system. Ineffective systems result not

only in the greatest dollar loss but also costs in
lives.

Use of System-Derived Criminal History Data

A,

Criminal history data on an individual from the
national computerized file will be made available
to Federal agencies authorized under Executive
Order or Federal statute and to criminal justice
agencies for criminal justice purposes. This
precludes the dissemination of such data for use
in connection with licensing or local or state
employment, other than with a criminal justice
agency or for other uses unless such dissemination
is pursuant to Federal or state statutes. Such
state laws may not conflict with Federal law.
There are no exceptions.

The use of data for research should acknowledge a
fundamental commitment to respect individual
privacy interests with the identification of
subjects divorced as fully as possible from the
data. DProposed programs must be reviewed by the
NCIC or control terminal agency to assure their
propriety and to determine that proper security 1is
being provided. All noncriminal justice-agency
requests involving the identities of individuals
in conjunction with their national criminal history
records must be approved by the Advisory Policy
Board. ;

The NCIC or control terminal agency must retain
rights to monitor any research project approved
and to terminate same if a violation of the above
principles is detected. Research data shall be
provided off-line oaly. '

Should any information be verified that any agency
has received criminal nistory information and nas

disclosed that information to an unauthorized ,

source, immediate action will be taken by NCIC o

discontinue criminal history service to that

agency, through tHe control terminal if appropriaze,

until the situation is corrected.

- ld4 -
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VI,

D Agencies should be instructed that their rights to

direct access encompass only requests reasonably .
connected with their criminal justice responsibilities.

E. The FBI NCIC and control terminals will make

checks, as necessary, concerning inquiries made of
the system to detect possible misuse.

ishi d Federal
. The establishing of adequate state and er '
F criminal penalties for misuse of criminal history

data is endorsed.

s . . . . < .nt‘outs
. Detailed computerized criminal hlstorf pri t ~
G shall contain caveats to the effect, ?hlg'&gsponae

based on numeric identifier only'" and '"Cfficial

use only - . : de
by submztting agency or FBI." These caveats will

be generated by the FBI NCIC or sta;e control
terminal's computer or may be preprinted on paper

stock.

Right to Challenge Record

The person's right to see and challenge Ehe contentslof
his record shall form an integral part of the system
with reasonable administrative procedures.

individual has a criminal record supportgd by
%gnggr;?ints and that regord has been egte;g@ }nltgir
NCIC CCH File, it is available to thgt_lnq1V1d+§_ £ r
review, upon presentation og appropriate ldencé lC?t 1,
2nd in accordance with applicable stgte and Federal-
administrative and statutory regulatlons.

Appropriate identificatiqn includes pfing f;ngg;giizsed
for the purpose of ensurliag that he 1is tpe l?-il the;
that he purports to be. The reco;d on‘fllg wi int:‘
be verified as his through comparison of fingerprints.

A, Drocedure

A

1. All requests for review must be made by the )
subject of his record throug? a'lawuen}o§;$menu
agency which has access to lae NCIC‘CC§ ;i-e.
That agency within statutory or reg?iguo:{ i
limits can require additional_ldegtxz19%310".
to assist in securing 4 posirtive identificaticn.

. - 15 -

arrest data based on fingerprint identification ’
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If the cooperating law enfiorcement agency can
make an identification with fingerprints
previously taken which are on file locally
and if the FBI Identification Number of the
individual's record is available to that
agency, it can make an on-line inquiry of
NCIC to obtain his record on-line or, if it
does not have suitable equipment to obtain an
on-line respoase, obtain the record by mail.
The individual will then be afforded the
opportunity to see that record.

3. Should the cooperating law enforcement agency
not have the individual's fingerprints on
file locally, it 1s necessary for that agency
to relate his prints to an existing record by
having his identification prints compared
with those already on file in the FBI or,. ,
possibly, in the State's central identification
agency. o

4. The subject of the requested record shall ask
the appropriate arresting agency,. court, or
correctional agency to initiate action necessary
to correct any stated inaccuracy in his
record or provide the information needed to
make the record complete. "

Pnysical, Technical, and Personnel Security Measures

The following'security measures are the minimum to be
adopted by all ageuncies having access to the NCIC

‘Computerized Criminal History File. These measures are

designed to prevent unauthorized access fo the system
data and/or unauthorized use of data obrained from the-
computerized file, :

- Computer Centers

1. The computer site must have adequate physical
' security to protect against any unauthorized
personnel gaining access to the computer
equipment or to any of the stored data.

[\~

Since personnel at these computer centers can
access data stored in the svstem, they must
be screened thoroughly under the autaority.
and supervision of an ¥CIC control terminal

- 16 =
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agency. (This authority and sgpgryis;on may

be delegated to responsible criminal justice
agency personnel in the case of a satellirte
computer center being serviced through a .
state control terminal agency.) This screenlng
will also apply to noncriminal justice maintenance
or technical personnel.

3. All visitors to these computer centers must
be accompanied by staff personnel at all
times.

4, Computers having access to the NCIC must have

the proper computer instructions writ?eg and
other built-in controls to prevent criminal
history data from being accessible to any
terminals other than authorized terminals.

5. Computers having access to the NCIC must
maintain a record of all transactioas gagainst
the criminal history £file in the same manner
the NCIC computer logs all transactioans. ?he
NCIC identifies each specific agency entering
or receiving information and maintains a .
record of those transactions. This transactlon
record must be monitored and reviewed on a
regular basis to detect any possible misuse
of criminal history data.

6. Each state control terminal shall build lts
data system around a central computer, F%rough
which each inquiry must pass for screenlng
and verification. The configuration and
operation of the center shall provide for the
integrity of the data base. :

' Communications

The communication circuits utilized to transmit
criminal history information must be used solely

by criminal justice agencies; 1.e., there must be

no terminals belonging to agencies outs;de ;he
criminal justice system sharing these circuits.

b

ey

Terminal Devices Having Access to NCIC

1. All agencies having terminals on the system
must be required to physically place these
terminals in secure locations within the
authorized agency.

2. The agencies having terminals with access to
criminal history must have terminal operators
screened and restrict access to the terminal
to a minimum number of authorized employees.

3. Copies 0of criminal history data obtained from
terminal devices must be afforded security to

prevent any unauthorized access to or use of
that data. '

4, All remote terminals on NCIC Computerized
Criminal History will maintain a hard copy. of
computerized criminal history inquiries-with
notation of individual making request for
record (90 days). :

VIII. Permanent Committee on Security and Conf;dentiality

A permanent committee has been established, composed of
criminal justice representatives, which group will
address the problems of security, confidentialitv, and.
privacy on a continuing basis and provide guidance to
the NCIC Advisory Policy Board. Some areas recommended
for study are:

4.

The consideration of criteria for the purging of
records, i.e., deletion of records after a.designatad
period of criminal inactivity or attainment of a
specified age, etc. '

The consideration of criteria for qualification of
noncriminal justice agencies for secondary access

, to criminal history data.

A model state statute for protecting and controlling
data in any future system should be draited and
its adoption encouraged. :

Y



Organization and Administration

A,

Each control terminal agency shall sign a written
agreement with the NCIC to conform with system
policy before participation in the criminal history
program is permitted. This would allow for control
over the data and give assurance of systcm security.

In each state the control terminal agency shall
prepare and execute a written agreement containing
similar provisions to the agreement by the states
and NCIC witn each criminal justice agency having
a8 terminal device capable of accessing criminal
history data within that state.

Each state criminal justice control terminal

agency is responsible for the security throughout
the system being serviced by that agency, including
all places where terminal devices are located.

A system security officer shall be designated in
each control terminal agency to assure all necessary
physical, personnel, computer and communications
safeguards prescribed by the Advisory Policy Board
are functioning properly in systems operatioans.

The rules and procedures governing direct terminal
access to criminal history data shall apply equally
to all participants to the system, including the
Tederal and state control terminal agencies, and

.eriminal justice agencies hav1ng access to the

data stored in the systen.

All control terminal agencies and other criminal
Justice agencies having direct access to computerized
criminal history data from the svstem shall permic

an inspection team apvointed by ths Securityv and
Con;identiality Committee to conduct appropriate
inquiries with regard to any allegations of security
violations received by the Committee. Thae inspection
team shall include at least one representative of

~the FBI NCIC. All results of the investigation .

conducted shall be reported to the aAdvisory POllCV
Board with appropriate recommendations.

Any noncompliance with these measures shall be

.brought to the immediate attention of the Commict=tee

which shall make appropriate recommendation to the

viao

Advisory Policy Board. This Board has the respcoasibiliry

for recommending actiecn, inclucdiaz the discontinuling
of service to enforce compliance with system:
securicy regulations.

- 19 -

APPENDIX B

city Level Police Agencies Under 250,000 People

Performing:

ALPHABETIC INDEX
CRIMINAL HISTORY
CRIME TREND ANALYSIS
UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING
WARRANTS/WANTEQ PERSON$

Py =

—
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. : | | SEARCH GROUP, ING
! g , NATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE !
‘ i J - FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE IWFORMATION SYSTEMS ;
- . \ ¢
! S LR FAGE I - BYSTEM FENTURES ;
: Ch
f ) l FEFERENCE - 01071 .
SEARCH GROUE, INS. ‘ i f ' FiiMCT TN LANGUAGE  DOCUMEMT MODE . . STATUS
NATIONAL CLENRINGHOUS - i : e _ . e e |
STICE  INFORMA SYETEMS ‘ ‘ ACTIVITY REPORTIHG COBOL COMFLETE EATCH  OFERATIONS
FOR CRININAL JUSTICE INFORWATION SVETEM ARREE 3 CORGL. FARTINL  HIXED ODERATqurl
. - ZYSTEM % COMPUTER H aE DESCRIETION : - z : SWITCHING COEOL . COMPLETE OH-LIME OFERNTIONG
Egggpéwrc {01321“ COMPUTER HARDWARE DESCRIFTION : COMMUMICAT IGHS-ON-LINE IMQUIRY COEQL COMFLETE  OM~LINE :FEFﬂ*IHN’X
REFERENLE ; . , CRIMINAL. HISTORY COEOL COMELETE ©H-LINE GRERAT curl
S vt e ey MISSING FERSOME COERL COMPLETE ON-LIME CPERATIOHM
B n CATION © MOBIL ; {
e L LoGnTI R - MODUE OFEENMDT COEOL. MOME EATCH BLANNING |
R - o . EOLICE FERSOMHEL COEOL . MNONE EATCH  PLANNING
e =Y Ic ,
ATEGORY. FOLICE ‘ : FEZOURCE MLLOCATICH ZOBGL NONE BATCH  FLONMING |
e am T | Stemp g : . : '» . ETOLEW LIcEneEs COBGL COMFLETE ON-LINE CPERATIONM:
SURISDICTION LEWEL  CITY 2N TOLEN FROFERTY - GUNE CCEOL SOMPLETE CM-LIME OPERATIONM
SYBTEM NAME MOBILE AREA LAW ENFORCEMEMT SYETEM E A STOLEN FROPERTY — VEMICLES COEOL COMPLETE ON-LINE OFERATICHM
EM HfinE LE NREN LA HETERL =T - ‘ STOLEN FROFERTY - OTHER COBOL PARTINL ~ MIXED  OSERATIOMNM
CROMYH  MALES i UNIFORM CRIME REFORTING COECL COMFLETE MIXED  OPERATICNA
_ . UNREANTS/UANTED FERSOME COBOL COMPLETE ON-LINE opanTzowh.
EMVIRONMENT SHARED WITH OTHER CRIMIMAL JUSTICE SYSTEHS OMLY . ) ALFHAEETIZ IMDEX COECL COMPLETE OM-LINE OFERATIOMN,
‘ WORE LOND ANALYEIS COEOL FARTINL  EATCH  DESIGM :
ORULATION 2ERVED . 202, 000 £ FINGERFRINT ':""UCE’:"SI 2ix COEQL SARTINL EATCRH 'Tcwz ING s
, o FIZLD COMTACT EPGFTING COBGL COMFLETE OM-LIME OFERATICNA
ESPOMSIELE MBENCY. POLICE i : . CEOFROGESS ING (C SEQCORINGS COROL, FIGHE MIYED F'Lf\NNING
i FAWNED ORTICLES COBOL FARTIAL  MIXER  DESIGN
ABENCY COMTOCT - DOWALD . RIDOLE i
) CHIEF OF FOLIM: | !
31 GOVERNMEMT ZTREET } ;
MOBILE, NLn mﬁ” i SEEQ2 i
I03/138-7251 } - -
DNTA FROC COMTACT © RICHNRD . HORGAH ! : ,
DNTH PROCESSIMG MAMAGER | '
51 GOVERMMENT STREET | .
MOBILE, ALAEAMA 2402 i
20T/ 138~724 ; Lo
TRANSFERREL FROM ANOTHER MGENCY YE= Co
i !
/ 1
MANUFRCTURER MODEL  CORE-SIZE  ACOFT-UARE g
““““““““ E ~
HOHEYWELL HEZ00 PRI DB/ 2000 ' R
) |
FOR EYSTEM FEATHRES SEE FAGE 2 : :
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]
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SENRCH GRIOURE, INC
NATIONNL CLENRINGHOUZE
FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEME

FAGE { - BY

STEM &L COMFUTER HORDWARE DESCRIFTION
REFERENCE - 02

sl

LOCATION: EALDWIN PR

THTE &n

CoITY

SYETEM WAME  ENST VYNLLEY INFORMATION 2

1T EYETEMS

-

EMYIRONMENT  SHARED WITH OTRER COVERMME

FOFULATION ZERVED 47, Q00

[

RESFOMNZIELE NAGEMCY- CITY OF ENLIWIN FARH

DAVE SNOWDEN, CAPTNAINM
SERVICES DIVISION

11402 E. FNACIFIC AVERUE
ENLDGWIN FOARK, ©N

NGEMCY CONTROT

218/3328-24818
ENTH FROC COMTACT  JW0HM DOHTOR
N7 FROCESSING MOAMNGER
14402 2, FACIFIC AVENUE

ENLDHIM FARF, C° Fi7GE

S1ESFE0-9011L
TRAMEFERARED FROM NNOTHER AGENCY MO
MNMUFALTURER MAGEL CORE~-ZIIE - S{FT-UNRE
INTERMATIONAL, BUS MACH SYSTEMS 200M IEM=-20P; CCP

FOR SYSTEM FENTURES ZEE PNGE 2

[

it s

i i ot »
i g

e Sk Y B bt

1
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SENRCH BROLIF, INC
NOATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE

FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFGRMATION SYSTEMS

FAGE X - 2YSTEM FENTURES

REFERENCE- 04311

FURCTION

MCTIVITY REFORTING

PO EHIETRNT IOMSF THANRE
NLFHEABETIC IMDEY

NRRESTE

OUTOMATED WEHICLE LOCATION
CYEE COMTROL

CNZE DISPOSITION REFORTIMG
CITATION COMTROL
COMPUTER-NSSISTED DISPATOH
CRIME TREND ANNLYSIZ
CRIMINAL NSSOCINTES
CRIMINAL HISTORY

JUVENILE RECORDS
FERFORMANCE EVALUNTION
WORK LOND ANNLYSIS

LANGUNGE:

BRI

[y}

COEGL.
COECL,
CORCL.
COBRQL
COEDL
COBOL
RP:G
RFG
CoeoL.
. SOBOL
COBOL
COBOL
RFG
RFG

DOCUMENT

COMPLETE
FORTINL
COMFLETE
CUMPLETE
COMELETE
CLOMPLETE
COMFLETE
PORTINL
HI3NE
MOME
COMPLETE
COMPLETE
COMFLETE
COMFLETE
COMFLETE

MODE

ENTCH
MIXED
=L IME
AN-L THE
Q=L INE
MIXED
MIXED
ENTCH
AN-LINE
UN-L INE
ON-L INE
ON-L INE
ON-L INE
BATCH
ENTCH

Tt ek an e

.

ETATUS

BFERNT IOy !
OPERATION:
GRERGT IOMN.
CFERAT IOMNS
CEEENT IO,
OPERNANTIGN:
QFEENT IO,
OPERST LoMNA
FLANM I MG

CFERNT TN
QFEHﬁTIONhH
DPERﬁTIUNﬂﬁ
OFERNTIONA,
OPERNTIONA,
QFERNTIONN,

T S —————— =

B
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SENRCH GROUP, INC
HNTIONNL CLENRINGHOUZE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMNATION SYSTEMS

FAGE 1 - ZYETEM % COMPUTER HNRDWNRE DESCRIFTION
REFEREMCE. 04401

STATE- £fF LOCATION. TORRANCE
CATEGORY - FOLICE

L

in
m

SURIEDICTION L LoOCITY
YETEN WOHME- POLICE EVALS ACTIVITY % CRIM EVENT 2Y2

SCRONYM  FENCE

EHY IRONMENT - WITH OTHER MON-GOVERMMEMT SYETEMZ

FOFULATION ZERVED 110,000
RETFONZIBLE NGENCY FOLICE !

MBENCY CTONTNACT- DAVE. SHELL, NDHMIN. SPECINLIET
TORRANCE POLICE DEFNRTHMENT
3131 TORRNMNCE ELVD.
TORRNNCE, CNALIFORMIN FO503
213/3LE-3A5A

DTN FROC COMTNACT - SNME

HANMLUFACTURER MODEL CORE-ZIZE SOFT-WNRE
BNEIC FOUR SO0 13K EQZZ

et

R e

Jys

e e

P S et b
f B

RN e e

SENRCH GROUF, INC
NATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE

FOR CRIMINML JUSTICE INFORMNATION

FAGE & - EYSTEM FENTURES

REFEREMNLZE- G&a5t
FUNOCTION LANGUNGE
SCTIVITY REFORTING ENZIC
NRRESTS BENZIC
CITOTION COMNTROL EN3SIC
ADDREZZ IMDEN ENSIC
{MIFORM CRINE REFDORTING BNSIC

TRAFFIC NOCIDENT REFORTING ENBSIC

EYESTEME

DOCUMENT

FARTINL
FORTINL
FORTIM.
FARTINL
FARTIN
FARTINL

HODE

ON=L. INE
Ciki=LINE

|G-l INE

QM=-LINE
G-l INE
=L IHE

ETATUE
OPERATION

OFERNT TOMML
OPERNT IOM™
OFERAT IONN
QFERNTIONGL

GFERﬁTIDNﬁ%

4
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SENRCH GRGUF, - INC,
NATIONNL CLENRINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS

FAGE 1 - EYSTEM % COMPUTER HARDWNRE DESCRIFTION

REFEREMCE"

oz6et

ETNTE CT LOCATION. HKORTFORD

AGEWNCY CONTACT:

MORINGEMENT THFORMATION ZYSTEM

SHARED WITH OTHER GOVERNMENT SYSTEMS

ZERVED - 140, GO0

ROBERT DUNFHY/DIRECTOR
MANNGBEMENT INFORMATION DIV

133 MORGNN STREET

HARTEORD CONNECTICUT 356103
20

SS27-01428

{2

WA FROL COMTACT - SNME

TRANSFERRED FROM NWNOTHER NGENCY= YES

FAFUFNCTURER MODEL CORE~SIZE EOFT-WARE
3700 rasiol e HMCF
4800 - TOOR MCF/DME-11

BURROUGHE
BURRULIGHE

FOR SYSTEM FENTURES SEE FRGE 2

" FOR

FAGE & — SYSTEM FEATURES

REFERENCE~

FUNCTION

gz2021

SOTIVITY REFPORTING
ALFENEETIC INDEX

NRREETE

LSOMLNTONT IONS-0THER
CRIME TREND NRNALYSIZS
CRIMINML HISTGRY

e,

MISZIMNG FERSGNE

FOLICE FERED

HHEL

RESENRCHASTATISTICE
STOLEM FROFERTY - GUNES
UMIFORM CRIME REFORTING
WNRRNNTE/WONTED FPERZONS
WORK LOAD ANALYSIS
NODRESS INDEX

v

SENRCH GROUF, INC
MATIONNL CLEARINGHOUZE
- CRIMINNL JUSTICE IWFORMNTION SYSTEMS

LANGUNGE
COEOL COMFLETE
COEQL " COMPLETE
COBOQL . COMPLETE
- LOEOL COMPLETE
COEoL COMFLETE
aixjoisim COMPLETE
piaiciali . COMPLETE
COBOL COMFLETE
COEQL COMFLETE
COEOL COMPLETE
COEOL. COMPLETE
COBOL COMFLETE
CoBOL COMFLETE
COBOL COMPLETE

DOCUMENT

MODE

BRTCH
ON=-LINE
ENTCH
EATCH
ENTCH
ON=-LINE
OM=LINE
BATCH
MIZED
BATCH
EATCH
OMN-LINE
BATCH
ON=L IMNE

R

STATUS

|
:
i
I
|

OFERNT 10N
ORFERAT T

OFERNTIONNY

ORERATIONA

OFERMTIONN,

SRERNT IOMM!
OFERNMTION;
OPERNT IONS
OFERNT IOMM,
OFERNTION
OFERNT IONN
OFERNTIONNY
OPERNATIONMN
OPERNTIGN"

LA e

- e it

e
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SENRCH GROUF, INC.

NATIONNL CLENARINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMIMNL JUSTICE INFORMNTION SYSTEWMS

FAGE | - IYETEM % COMPUTER HNRDWNRE DEICRIFPTION

REFERENCE. 05051
STNTE:

ENVIROMMENT DEDICAHTED
G0, Q60
RESFONSIBLE NBENCY : MANCHESTER

ABENCY CONTACT:

CT LOChHTIoN HMONCHESTER

FOLICE

GARY E. MINOR, SERGENNT

MANCHESTER FOLICE DEFARTHMENT
23% EAST MIDDLE TFKE

MNANCHESTER,

CONMECTICUT 0&040

202/5446-10500

ATH FROC CONTMCT - GARY E. NLNUR: SERGENMT

s

MNANCHEST
I3F ENEBT 4
ﬁﬁNCHESTEn,

203759

R FOLICE DEFARTHENT
IDBLE TFHE

COMMECTICUT 06090

1

= 1000

TRANSFERRED FROM NWOTHER NGEMOY. HO

HﬂNUrﬁCTURER

FOR SYZTEM FENTURES SEE PNGE 2

MODEL CORE-SIZE SOFT-WNRE
FDF1170 128K REX-110-2, 2

ST e

SENRTH

FOR CRIMIMAL JUBTI

FAGE & - ZYSTEM FENTURES

REFEREMNCE =~ 20351

HLTI”ITY REFDRTIMNG
{ XS juio

: IMDEX

REFORTING

: 1“uLE”TLJ1u—JﬂEILF DIGITAL TE
COMMUM ICAT TONS-ON-L INE IHQUIRY
COMFUTER=-NS2ISTED DISFATOH

IME TREMI NAMALYSIE

CRIMIMNSGL Q33
CRIMINONL HIZTORY
EVINENCE COMTROL
FIELD CﬁNTﬁ”T BERY
FIMGERFPRIMNT FROCE
GEOFRUOCEZSING (BEG
SUVEMILE THOEX
HBENILE RECORDES
MISZIMNG FERSONS
MODUS OFERNNDI -
FHYZILNL GOORE [MVENTRRY

§o ALy

r-uva.Jﬁ

(] (l) A_'J

TF:/‘:IHJ.Hm .
BHIFORM ORIME REFORTING
LR l-Ch":L'l AT T

P

BROGUS, IMNC

WNTIONY. CLENRINGHOUSE

CE INFOR¥

STHER
OTHER
l"Th:E‘
OTHER
COTHER
OTHER
OTHER
OTHER
OTHER
OTHER
NTHER
OTHER
ATHER
OTHER
ATHER
OTHER
OTHER
OTHER
QTHER
QTHER
ATHER
ﬂTHEP

OTHER
OTHER
OTHER
OTHER
GTHER
GTHER
QTHER
ATHER
aTHER

I3

T ION

DDUMENT

FMRTINL
SRAETINL
EARTIOL
FARTINL
EMRTINAL
FRRTINL
FRARTINL
FARTINL
FIRTINL

. FARTINL

FARTINL
PARTINAL
FARTINL
PARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FARTIAL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
PARTINL
FPORTINL
-nFTIﬁL

SRTINL

'rnﬁx.“L

FARTINL

CPARTINL

FORTINL
FORTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FORTINL

MODE

ON-LINE
Q=L IMNE
Oh=-L INE
ON=LINE
Gi=LLIME
OM-LINE
ON-L INE
O~ INE
O=LINE
OM=-LINE

ON-LINE

=L INE
ON=L INE
Q=L INE
ON~-LINE
Oi=LINE
Of~LINE
ON=-LINE
OM=~LINE
ON=L INE

oM=L INE

OM=LINE
OM=LINE

T ON=LINE

aM-LINE
GM=LINE
ON-L.INE
oM=L INE
ON=LINE
OM-L INE
ON-L INE

Op=-LINE

STATUE

OFERﬂTIGHﬁq
SFERNTIONMY
WPERGTIQN&Z
APERNTION
ZPERNT IOM::!
OFERNT IOMN
FLAMNMIMNG
FLAKMMIMG
CPERAT IOM,
PLAMNING
FLANMIMNG
CGPERNT IONN

QFERNTIONMN

TESTING -
OFPERATIONN
OFERNTIONNML
PLAMNMIMG -
CPERNAT IOMN
QPERNT IOMN
CRERNT ION
TESTING -
OPESATION
FLAMNIMG
FLONMING

ELANMNING

OFERNT 10MM
OFERNT IOMM
OFERNT IOM L
QFERNTIONN
PLAMMIMNG

DRERATIOHA .

PLAMMNING
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SEARCH GROUFP, INC
NOTIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE

FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE IMFORMATION SYSTEME

FAGE, 1 - 3YSTEM & COMPUTER HNRDWNARE DESCRIPTION

REFERENCE= 11141

“ZTATE= FL LOCATIOM- FT. LAUDERDALE

CNTEGORY FOLICE

SURIZDICTION LEVEL:’CITV

SYSTEM MMME FOLICE INFORMATION SYETEM
GCRONYH- MIINE REFORTED

EMVIROMMEMT WITH OTHER MON-GOVERMMEMT SYSTEMES
FOPULNATION SERVED - 150, GO0

RESFOMSIBLE NAGENCY: FOLICE

RICHNARD E. HRUDUF

COAFTAIM

1200 U, BROWNRD EL%WD
FORT LOAUDERDNLE, FLodinn 3z

NBENCY COMNTACT

0D/ 7123484

[

DTN FROC COMTACT - WILLIAM E. HALL
FROGANMMER 11

1300 ¥W. EROWNRD BLWVD

i3

FORT LAUDERDNALE, . FL

TROANSFERRED FROM NMNGTHER NGENCY: MO

MANUFENCTURER FMODEL CORE-2IZE  =0FT-WNRE
UNIVRC SER. 7D ZeZH TOos

1
FOR SYESTel FENTURES ZEE FNGE T

PR

.

e e e e epmam O

e S

e B o Ay

™

e B L T e s e

SENRCH SROUF, IMC
MNATIONNL CLENRINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION

FNGE I - 3YSTEM FENTURES

REFERENCE~ 111411
FURHCTION

NRRESTS

CNSE DISFOSITION REFORTING

CITATION CONTEOL
MARCOTICE CONTROL

FERFORMNNCE EVALUNTIGN

POLICE PERSOMMEL
RESENRCH/STATIETICE

UNIFORM CRIME REFORTIMG

LANGUNRGE

COROL
COROL
COBOL
COEOL
COEOL
COEGL
COBG,
COEOL

EYETEMS

DOCUMENT

‘COMPLETE

COMFLETE
COMPLETE
COMPLETE
COMFLETE
COMPLETE
COMFLETE

COMFLETE

MODE

- BATOH

BENTOH
BENTCH
BATCH
BATCH
EATCH
ENTCH
BATCH

aTaTuR g

OFERNTIONN .
QFERNT IOMNS
QFERNTIOM™
OFERNT ION
CFERNT IOM™
OFERNTIOMN .
QFRERNTION
OPERATIONM:!

|
|
|

— e

R
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SEARCH GROUR, INC.
NATIOHNL CLENRINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE IMNFORMNATION SYSTEME

FNAGE, 1 ~ SYSTEM % COMPUTER HNRDWNARE DESCRIPTION

REFERENCE= 111414

ETATE= Fi LOCATION:- FT. LAUDERDM.E

CATEGORY FOLICE

SIRIZDICTION LEVEL -

CITY

SYSTEM MMtie FOLICE INFORMNATION SYETEM

HCRONYHM~ MONE REFDRTED

EMYIROMMEMT - WITH OTHER MON-GOVERMMENT SYSTEMZ

FOFULNATION SERVED -
RESFONSIBLE AGEMCY

NGENCY COMTACT

130, 000
FOLICE
RICHNRD E. HRUDUF

CAFTAIM

1300 W, BROWNRD ELVIL

FORT LAUDERDNLE, FLORIDN 3312
SOT/TH1-2361

TR PROC CONTAHC

-{

- WILLIANM E. HOLL
FPROGRAMMER 11
1300 .. EROQUWNRD BLVD
FORT LAUDERDNLE, . FLORIDN ZE3LZ

BOTST4E-2011

TRONSFERRED FROM ANOTHER NGENCY - HO

MARNUFSCTURER MODEL CORE-ZIZE Z0FT-HNARE
UNIVRC SER, 7O ZEIK gk

¥
FOR SYSTEIM FEATURES ZEE FAGE &8

- ——— AT d—

i
T

v et i

:.

SENRCH GROUF, IMC
NATIONAL CLEARINGHOUZE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION
FAGE T - ZYESTEM FENTURES

REFERENCE~ 11141

FIURCT 0N LANGUNGE
NRRESTES COBROL
CREE DISFOSITION REFORTING - LOE0L
CITATION CONTEOL mx]cini
MARCOTICE CONTRIOL COEQL
FERFORMNNCE EVALUNTIGN COECL
FOLICE PERSONMEL COEQL
RESEMRCHASTATISTICE CIR .
UMIFORM CRIME REFORTING COBOL

EYSTEMS

DOCUMENT

‘COMFLETE

COMFLETE
COMPLETE
COMFLETE
COMFLETE
COMPLETE
COMPLETE

COMFLETE

HODE

- BATCH
. BATOH

anTeH
BATCH
BATCH
EATCH
BATCH
BATCH

BTATUS

OFERNTIOMNN .
CEERNTIONS
DQFERNTIOMN”
QFERNTIDNﬂH
QFERNT 1M
UFERNTION .
QFERATION
DPERNMTIOMNM:!

|
|
|

——— e
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st
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ZENRCH GROUF, INC
HNTIONAL CLENRINGHOUZE :
FOR CRIMINMAL JUSTICE INFORMNTION SYESTEME

.

FNAGE 1 -~ SYSTEM & COMPUTER HNRDUWNRE DESCRIFTION
REFERENCE- 1Z101

STATE. . G LOCNATION. SAVANHAH

CHTEGORY FOLICE

SURISDICTION LEVEL CITY

EYSTEM MNAME - SAVAHMGH NAREN LNW ENFORCEMENT SYSTEM

SOROMHYH SNLER

an

EMVIRONMENT - WITH QTHER NON-QOVERMMEMT ZYETEWMES

POFULNATION SERVED- 117, 000

RESFOMNZIELE NGEMCY - FOLICE

NGENCY CONTNCT - R. . STONE
COFTAIN, FOLICE DEFT

P. 0. BOX 2082

SNVAHNAH, SEORGIN 31102
212/233-7321

DATA PROC COHTACT- JAMES Y. WJOHNSOH
ANALYST
DNATA PROCESSING CEMTER
SNVANNAH, GEORGIN 21102

12/
PiIZS233-93C21

TRAMEFERRED FROM AMOTHER NGEMCY MO

MANUFACTURER MODEL CORE-ZSIZE ZOFT-WNRE
HONEYWELL H1ZGao 08/2060) Z28d
02,2000

HOMEYWELL: - H714

FOR SYSTEM FEATURES SEE PNGE 2

HOMEY
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SENRCH GROUF, INC

MOTIQNAL CLENRIMNGHOUSE

FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMNATION SYSTEMS

FABE 2 - SYSTEM FENTURES
REFERENCE. 2108
FUNCT 1M

ACTIVITY REFORTIMG

ALFHNARETIC IMDEA

CITATION COMTROL

COMMUMICAT IOMS~MESENGE SWITCHING
COMMUNICNAT IONS=-0M=-LINE INOUIRY
CRIMINOAL HISTORY

UNIFORM CRIME REFCRTING
WNRRANTSAHWNMNTED FERSONME

. BEOFROCESSING (GEQCODING)

LNHNGUNGE

COEOL
[staicial
COEOL
OOl
COEOL
fdxicini
COBOL
CoBnl.
COROL

DOCUMENT

FOARTINL

COMPLETE
FARTINL

CIHPLETE
COMPLETE
COMPLETE
COMFLETE
COMPLETE
COMFLETE

MODE

MIKED
HMIXED
ENTCH
=L Il
Op=-L INE
Oh=-LINE
QML INE
MIYED
MINED

STATUZ

QPERNT IO
GRERATION ™,
GEERNTIOM )
CRERNT ION
OFERAT 0NN,
CFERNTIONY,
AFERMT 10N,
CFERNTTOMNN!
OFERNT TOMN

S e




.-

FABE { - EYSTEM &
1717

REFERENCE
STNTE IM

1

SENRCH GROUR, INC
HATIONML. CLENRIMGHGUZE

FOR CRIMIMAL JUSTICE IMFORMATION SYSTEME,

COMFUTER HﬁRDWﬁhE DESCRIFTION

LOCATION = WNRENW

CNHTEGORY FOLLICE

JURIZDICTION LEWEL CITY

SYSTEM tME

REGIOM L GN-L’N:; Lok &M

NCROMYM  ROLES

EMYIROMMENT

WITH OTHER NON-GOVERNMEHWT SYETEMS

FOFULOTION SERVED

RESFOMSIBLE NGENCY - FOLICE

AGEMCY COMNTNCT

DNTY FROC COMTACT -

MONUFNCTURER

VAR TN
HONEYWEL L

FUGER GURTHET

DIRECTOR, IMFORMATION SVES,

£33 SOUTH MNIN

SOUTH EEND, INDIAMNN 44501

URSEEI-8111

ROEERT E. LEE

SYETEMS 20FTHWARE TECH.

&35 SOUTH MNIN

S0UTH BEND, IMDIANN 4£801

SIF/ETI=-2191

RNNSFERRED FROM NMOTHER NGEMCY MO

MOTEL CORE~-2IZ

FORCEMENT ZYETEM

SOFT=-WNRE

LEZ20 oy e
HA&ES LiNE

FOR Z2YSTEM FENTIRES 2EE PNGE =

IH-HOUSE DEY

NOT REFORTED

5

FAGE & - ZYSTEM FENTUREES

REFERENCE- 17171

FUMCTION

ACTIVITY REPORTING

NRRESTE

OGFFEMDER BNAED TRAMENCTION STOHTIETICE

CALEMNINRING/STHEDUL INO
ChSE CONTROL
LAEE DISFQZITION REFORTING

CITATION CONTROL

COMMUINICNT IONS=-MESENGE SWITCHIMNG

COMMUMICNAT IONZ-0OM=-LLINE INOQUIRY

CRIME TRENMD MMOLYZIS

VNRRANT COMTROL

DEFENDANT CONTROL
DOCHETIMG

SUMMONS CONTROL

FIELD CONTAQT REFORTIMNG
FINES, COLLNTERML, BAIL.

MIZSZING PERESONS

MODLZ OFERNNTT
RESENRCHI,ETATISTICE

STOLEM LICEM2EZ

STOLEN FROFERTY - GUNE
wTDL:N FROFERTY —~ YEHICLEZ
ATOLEM FROFERTY — OTHER
UNIFURM CRIME REFORTING

SENRCH GROUF, IMC
NNTIOHNL CLENRIMNGHOUSE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMNYTION

LNAMGUAGE

QTHER
OTHER
COEOL
CoBoL
SOBTL
COEOL
CGEOL.
OTHER
CoORGL
COBGL
HENT2
COEGH.
COBOL
HENTS
MENTS
COBOL
HENTS
HENTE
COEGL
NENTE
MENTS
MENRTE

HENTE

MENTE

DOCUMENT

e
FORTINL
FORTINL

FOARTINL
-ﬂnl.ﬂL
FHRTINL
FORTINL
FRRTINL
FARTINL.
FORTINL
FORTINL
FARTINL
FNARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINAL
FARTINL

FARTINL -

FARTINL
FORTINL
FORTINL
FARTINL

CFORTINL

FORTINL

FARTINL

MODE

SNTCH
MINED
HIAED

MIXED
ENTCH
BOTLH
BENTCH -
id=i I ME
QM= IME
ENTCH
OM=L IMNE
MINED
MIXED
OM=LINE
OM=LIME
MINED
OM=LINE
ON=LIHE
ENTCH
ON=-LIME
C=-LINE
Oh=-L IME
Q=L INE
=L INE

ETATUS

rhnFr-,Gd'

CFERNT TOMS
”ERFT*GNM
SEERAT IO
nFER.TTHVﬁ
GRERNTIOMNS:
QFERNT IGMNNL
CFERNT IONM
CGFERMATIONN
CFERMATIONM
OFERNT IOMNN
OFERNTION.

CGFERNTIONNL

QFERNTION:
OFERNT TOMM:
DFERNMT IOM™N
QFERNAT TN
CFERNT TOMA!
OFERNTION™
GRERATION
DFERAT T

- b . .
s R e o e Bt
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SENRCH GROUF, IHC. :
NATIONNL CLEARINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMIMML JUSTICE :n;uannrzqm EYSTEME ’
FAGE 1 - SYSTEM & COMFUTER HNRDWARE DESCRIFTIGM ) {
REFERENCE - 18062 ‘ i
ETOHTE © IN LOCNTION. CEDAR RAFIDS “
{

CATEGORY FOLICE
JURIEDICTION LEVEL CITY
MICROFILM BAFID RETRIEVAL SYETEM

STEM. NNME
AOROMYM  MOME REFORTED

EMNVIROMMENT DEDICNTED

FOFLGLATION SERVED 102, 000
RESPOMEIEBLE NGEMCY: FOLICE

CHNRLES E IROHE
LIEUTENMNT

. 10 SECOND NVENUE 24
CELNR RAFIDE, LGN

O]

215/3%8-5148

ENTN PROC COMTACT SNRE

(l:l

TRAMSFERRED FROM NHOTHER NGENCY- MO

FMOARUFNCTURER MaoEL CORE-2IIZ ZOFT-WNARE
DIQITRL EQUIFMENT CORF FOF1100 RIS H HiJT REFPGRTED
FOR BYARTEM FEATURES ZEE FNGE C

-

JUDREESI
e i e S

. e N S bttt

mas <~ ————— et =

IS

SENRCH
FNT IO
FOR CRIMIMAL JUSTI

FAGE 2 - SYSTEM FENTUREES
REFEREMCE- 12042
FLMCT IO

ACTIVITY BEFORTING

NLFH x‘\[FTIE INDEX

Eﬂeh CONTROL

CNASE. QISFOSITION REFORTING
COMAMNMD AND - CONTROL
CRIME TREHD NMNNALYZIZ
CRIMIMNAL HISTORY
MISZING FERIONS
MGDUs OFERMGHDT
FERFORMMAMCE SVALUNTION
FLANNING

STOLEMN FROFERTY - GUNS
ZTOLEM FROFERTY - WEHICLES
STOLEM FROFERTY -~ OTHER
UMIFORM CRIME REFORTING
WORE LOAD NHMALYSIZ

TRAFFIC ACCIDENT REFORTIMG
COMPUTER~NEZSISTED DISPNATOH
VEHICLE MNIMTENTHCE -

o

GROUF, INC
CLENRINGHOUSE

CE INFORMATION SYESTEMS

LAHGURGE

OB0L
CCOBEGL
CCEOL
COEQL
PU&U
CORGL
CDEGL
COROL
COEOL
COEOL
COBOL
CREOL.
COBGL
COEOL
COBOL
COEOL
COEOL
COBROL
[{xjoint

DOCUMEMT

HOME
HOMHE

CHOME

HOHE
HOME
HOHE
MOME
HONE
MONE
NOHE
NOME
NONE
NONE
NONE
NOME
NONE
HONE
NONE
HOHE

HODE

Ohi=L IME
=L INE

Op-LINE

D= THE

TH-LINE

O=L INE
ON-LIME
ON-LINE
ON-LIHE
ON~-i.INE
ON-LINE
ON~-LINE
OM=LINE
ON-L INE
A= INE
ON-L IHE
ON-LINE
ON-L INE
ON=L INE

———y e

STATUS

GFERNT TN
QFERNTION:
ESENT IO,

S r SN

CRERNATIONM:

SFERNTION:,
UP‘RGTIGN(

QFERN UN;’-.'. R
DFzFﬂTIUNﬂP
ORPERNMT I0OMA
QFERNTIONM

QFERNTIONNL

DFERNTIONNL
OFEﬂhTIONf*

0‘EPDTI“NC

2 amt 4~»x_._—/l

»
ey

[P

H
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SENRTH GROUF, INC.
MATIOHNNL CLEGRIMNGHOUZE
FOR CRIMIMAL JUSTICE IWFORMATION ZYSTEMS

SMFE 1 - SYETEM & COMFUTER HNARDWORE GESCRIFTION
REFERENCE— Z414% . :

STATE- MY LOCATION.: SFRINGFIELD : S

CATEGODRY FOLICE

SERONYM  MOWF REFORTED
ENYVIROHMENT  WITH OTHER MOW~GOVERNMEMT SYSTEMS
FOFULATION SERVED 142, Q0
RESFONSIELE NAGENCY- SFRINGFIELD FOLICE DEFT.
NGENCY CONTACT- LT. FAUL N DI STEFAND
NOMIM, AIDE TO THE CHIEF
1720 FENRL ETREET '
SFRINGFIELD, MNSE. 21105
413/725-353841

DATN FROC CONTACT + SOME

FRANEFERRED FROM ANATHER NGENCY  NO

FINRUF RCTURER yinieit COSE~SIZE  S0FT=-WNRE

umIvnc ' FHIG 1213 GE-0€/4 DBOM=02/4

FOR SYSTEM FEATIIRES SEE FNGE Z

—————— _————

+

SENRCH BROUF: INC
NATIGNNL CLENRIMNGHOUSE.

' FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS. .

PAGE 2 - SYSTEM FEATURES
REFERENCE: 21111

WHGT 1O LNNGUAGE  DOCUMENT

F
ACTIVITY REFORTING COROL CCGHFLETE
ALFHARETIC INDEX " COEOL - BARTINL
NRRESTS : COEOL FARTINL
CNAEE QISPOSITION REFORTING COEQL COMPLETE
CITATION COMTROL COEGL PRARTINL
COMMH IOAT IONS~0THER COEQL FORTINL
“CRIME TREND ANNALYZSIE COBOL MNONE
CRIMINNL NSSQLINATES COEQL PARTINL

- CRIMINNAL HISTORY CcoEpQL PARTINL
LICENSING/REGISTRNATION . COEQL NONE

. FOLICE FERSOMNEL COEGL. MONE
RESOURCE NALLOCHATION COBOL COMPLETE
UMNIFORM CRIME REFORTING - COBOL COMPLETE
VEHICLE MAINTEMNNNCE COEGL NOMNE
GEUGPROCESSING (GEQCODING) COEGL FARTINL

MODE

BNTCH
ON=LINE |
MIXED
ENTLR
ENTCH
ENTCH
ENTCH -
OM-LINE

MIYED

BATCH
BNATCH
PATCH
ENTCH
EATCH
BATCH

| OPERNTIONM

STATUE

QFERNT TOHN
DEFERATIGHN

CPERATIONG
TESTING
OFERNT LOMPs
OFERNTIONAL
CPERNTION(!
OFPERNTIONNL
TESTING
OFERNTIONNL
OFERNT 10NN
OFERNT IONNY
TE2TING
TESTING

B e o ] : l

T ST R

P O o

Vo

fomasealies

Comfem o
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P - SENRCH GROU

SENRCH GROUF, INC. _ _ . MATIOMNL CLEN
NATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE . ] . ' . ) FOR CRIMIMNAL JUSTICE

FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEME | . ‘ . P :

- FAGE | ~ SYSTEM & COMPUTER HARDWARE DESCRIFTION . . S R FNGE Z — SYSTEM FEATURES
- REFEREMCE- 20211 :

. 2 . : REFEREMCE= 25211 . v , -
’ . - - i - . e e
STNTE" M1 LOCNTION= GRAND RNFIDS : . : . 1 : Y LAMBUNGE OOGCUMENT  MODE STATUS
CATEGORY - FOLICE ’ ' o ' 5 - UNIFGRM CRIME REFORTING SOBCH. PARTIAL  EATCH ngRﬁEEGHﬁJ
. : ’ - Sz eAmel A TATIET IS ORIl FARTINL  ENTOH OFERATIM
o JURTZDICTION LEVEL CITY : o Ff;§?£:¥zE'E;ésx ‘ iy Fﬁ:Tiﬁ% fﬁ}éﬁ o
3 ey — " CIEGL FARTINL Enti :"-
: SYSVEM HNME. STAND FOLICE NUTOMNTED RESOURCE MOWT INFD 2YE | CHEGL EORTIAL  EATCH - OF
. -~ = AT AT =
SR SRR CNE M REFORTING COROL PORTIAL  EATCH OF
SCROMYR SRORRIE i CRINE TREND fHALYBIZ COEDL P.x?,Tz:x% . ;{':;g_; ::’:
, ; § A T COE BARTINL ~ EATCH i
ENYIROMIMEMT - WITH OTHER NON-GOVERNMENT SYSTEHS FLAHNIHS

o FOFULNTION SERVEL- 150, 000 ' . : & ;
- ! . o !
RESFONSIELE NGENCY: FOLICE ‘ , i
! AGEMCY COMTACT- SERGEANT RICHARD DUROH L S ;
| SET, DIR, RESEARCH % FLAN. : : B ‘
. 333 MONRGE AVENUE, M. U, A o i {
| GRNAMD RAFIDE, MICHIGNN 19503 : i :
H N H
L i !

; ONTY FROC CONTACT  JERRY MURYLD £
SYSTEMS & FROCEDURES ANNLYET . . g
200 MOHROE NVEMUE, M. 4. v B
GRNMD RAFIDE, MICHIGNM 43503 i

. C ! B T e
TRONSFERRED FROM NRNOTHER AGEMCY . NO - : : o RS ) - .
; ' | ' '
. MOHUFNCTURER MODEL CORE~ZIZE  ZOFT-WNRE : ! ;
"' e e ki e 2 e
EURRGIGHS E3G0 240K MCF MDL
; y , ;
FOR 3YSTEM FENTURES ZEE FNGE 2 ‘ - :
L ~ 1 .
B :

— s e

C
: {;:;*,‘W««,;,Mﬂ_i;,,‘m“
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SEARCH SROUF, INC. ; ENRCH OROUF, INC
MATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE R . : SENRCH GROUF, 1 -
FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS - NATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE '
E INFORMNTI YETEM ey } FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS
FAGE | - SYSTEM & COMPUTER HNARDWARE DESCRIFTION : » & i
) REFEREMCE- 2523 : : o | FABE X - SYSTEM FEATURES
h ETATE © #I - LOCATION-. DEARECRM ‘ . ‘ - REFERENCE G231
CATEGORY.- FOLICE ; FUNCT oM LAMBUNGE  DOCUMENT MODE TATUS
!
JURISGICTION LEVEL: QITY g ALTIVITY REFORTING ENEIC PARTIAL  CN-LIME TESTING
ALFHNABETIC THNEY EN3IC FARTIAL  OH-LINE TEZTING
BYETEN HAME~ LAW EMFORCEMENT MAHNGEMENT SYSTEM ~ ARARESTS ' ENSIC FARTIAL  OH-LINE TESTING
CNSE DISFOSITION REFORTING ENSIC FARTIAL  ON-LIME TEZTING
ACROWYM - LEMS CRIME TREMD NHALYSIS : ENZIC. PARTINL  OM-LIMNE TESTIMS
\ : JUNENILE INDEX ENSIC . FORTINL  ON-LINE TESTING
ENVIRONMENT DEDICATED . : . MINENILE RECORDE ENEIC FARTINL I:-{J-LENE TEST IMG
: : MISZING FERSOME . ENSIC BARTIAL  GH-LINE TESTING
FUFULATION SERVED- 102, 000 : E RS , ‘ MODUE DFERANDI ' EAZIC FARTIAL  ON-LIME TESTING
: S | : FERFORMANCE EVALUATION ENSIC PARTIAL  ON-LINE  TESTING
RESFIMSIELE NGENMCY NOT REFORTED T o UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING BASIC FARTIAL  ON-LINE TESTING
| ! ' ' WORK LOAD AHALYSIS ENSIC FARTINL  OMN=LINE TESTING .
AGEMCY CONTACT:= THOMNS HORGER ! : l
LIEUTENANT , ‘ o ,
1607F MICHIGNH NVENUE I
DENREORN, MICHIGAN ABL70 S o B - :
213/581-1100 ' BRI ES 1
i P ‘
DT FROC CONTACT  FHIL HGGAN i ; j
LISUTENNNT ¥ . '
MICKIGAN STATE FOLICE i 3
ENST LANSING, MICHIGAM v g
i
T17/E32-2521 ii e
TROMSFERRED FROM AMOTHER NGENCY - MO | Le
b !
[ 3 f ’
MNP ACTURER ’ MODEL  CORE~SIZE SOFT-WARE l i '
""""""" i. 11l s
b p i PN ) ", - - [l — - - 1”' ‘ b
HEWLETT-FNCHARD 0 1OGO/30 1381 "TE 11X 50
%1
FOR SYSTEM FENTURES SEE FNGE 2 | 13 g
3 r'k }
oo
e
i .
A i
3
( “
\
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SENRCH GROUF, INC
HNTION L CLENRIMOHOUSE
FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMES
FAGE L - S?STEM & COMPUTER HARDWARE DESCRIPTIDN
. REFEREMCE &F03L

STATE -~ ME  LOCATION- JNCKSON

JURIEDICTION LEVEL CITY

SYSTEM MNHE FOLICE INFORMNTION METWORM
NZROMYH - PIN

EWVIROMMENT - WITH OTHER HON-GOVERMMEMT SYSTEME
FOFULATION SERVED- 3350, 000

RESFONSIBLE NGEMCY~ JNCHSOM DATA SYSTEM UNIT
NGENCY CONTNCT™ SERGEANT ROBERT E. MORGAH

COMMANDER DOTN SYSTEMS UMIT
327 ENST PRSCNAGOULN STREET

JOCKESON, MISSISSIFFI P05
401 /5467-2000

GATN FROC CONTACT~ WILLIAM R HAZLEWOOD
DATH PROCESSING MOAMNGER
EZ7 ENST FASCH30ULN STREET

o

JnckEoM, MISSISSIFFI STEO3
£01/250-8581

TRANEFERRED FROM NMOTHER NGENCY= MO

MNMUFNCTURER MODEL CORE=-ZIZE EGFT-WNRE
HOMEYWELL H2050 BOSE HONEYWELL . 02,2000

FOR 3YSTEM FENTURES ZEE FNGE 2

SEMRCH BROUF,
WNATIONAL CLENRIMNGHOUSE
FOR CRIMIMNL JUSTICE IMNFORMATION

COMMUNICNATIONS-ON~LTHE INQUI
CRIMIMN., NESOCINTES
CRIMINAL HISTORY

STOLEN FROUFERTY - WEHICLEZ
STOLEN FROFERTY -~ OTHER

WOARROHTESWNANTED FER

o ey

LANGUNGE

COEQL
COECL
[majcint
COECL
COEoL
COEGL

INC

LOCUMENT

PORTINL
HMONE
MONE
NONE
HONE
FARTINL

MGDE

ON-LINE
ON~LINE
Of=L INE
CN=L INE
ON=LINE

OM=-LINE

STATUE

CFERNATIONM
FLAMMIHNG
SLANMING'
ALANMING
FLANNING
OFERNTIONMM:

T T Taev—

oo o i T R M S S ek i 3 vk, n e c .
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SENRCH GROUFP, INC
MATIONN. CLENRINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMIMNAL JUSTICE INFORMNATION SYSTEMES

FAGE 1 = SYETEM & COMPUTER HNRDWNRE DESCRIFTION
REFEREMCE. E10ZZ

STATE MWW LOCATICH-: MO, LNE VEGNES

CNTEGORY - FOLICE

JURISDICTION LEVREL CITY

BYSTEM MAME  TIME NMCCOUNMTIMNGAMGHMTY & FOLICE STAT
AORGHYHM TRMFE

ENVIROMMENT DEDICATED

12, 000

RESFONZIELE NGBEMCY - W3 LNE VEGNS FD

(GENCY CONTNCT - BOEBY  HARTMOM
LIEUTENNNT /FLAMNNING

1301 E LNKE MEND BLYVD

MO LN YEGHS, HMEVADN SPI30
702r64%-F111
ONTN FROC CONTACT: BOBRY 4 HARTHMOANM
LIEUTENANT /FLANNING
1301 £ LAKE MEND ELYD
MO LNAS VEGNS, HEMNDS 2020

FO2rE4%-9111

TRANSFERRED FROIH MNOTHER NGENCY+ HO

MODEL  CORE-SIZE SOFT-WARE

WANG LNBORNTORIES ZZ00VF EK

IN-HOUZE DEV

FOR SYSTEM FENTURES ZEE FNAGE 2

e S e

—— -

C

———— e S e e

REFERENCE—~ S103Z

FUNCTION

NCTIVITY REFCRTIMG
CLFHNBETIC INOEX
NRRESTE

CNAZE  COMTROL

CNR2E DISFOSITION REFORTIMNG -
DIZFRTCH

COMPUTER-MEZIZTED
CRIMIMNN. HIZTORY
EVIDENCE CONTROL

FOR

FAGE 2 — SYSTEM FENTUREE

FIELD COMTNCT REFCRTING

JUVENILE INDEX
SUVEMILE RECORDE
MISSING FERSONS
STOLEN LICEMZEZ

STOLEN FROFERTY = GUMN3

ETOLEN FROFERTY -

ICLES

UMIFORM CRIME REFORTING
HARRANTS/UNNTED FERSONS

WORK L.OND ANNLYSIZS

GEOFROCEZZING {(GECCODING)

SENRCH GROUP, INC
WNTIOMNAL CLENRINGHOUSE
CRIMINML JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS

LANGUNGE
ENSIC FORTINL
ENEIC FORTINL
EMZIC FART INL
ENSIC PARTINL
EnSIC FOARTINL
ENZIC FORTINL
ENZiIC FORTINL
ERZIC FARTINL
BNsic FARTINL
BENSIC FOARTINL
ENSIC FARTINL
ENSIC PARTINL
BASIC PARTINL
BAZIC FARTIAL
ENSIC FARTINL
ENsIC PARTINL
ENSIC FARTINL
EASIC FORTINL
BENZIC FORTINL

DOCUMENT

MODE

ON=-LINE
Q=L INE
OM=LINE
OM-LIME
ON=-LINE
Oi=-LIMNE
OM=LINE
Oi=-LINE
MIXED

OM=L IHE
OMN-L INE
OMN-LINE
ON-L INE
ON-L INE
ON=-L INE
MIYED

ON=-L IME
MIYED

ON=L INE

TATUS

(0]

TESTING
TESTING
TEETIMNG
TESTING

" TESTING

TESTING
TESTIMG
TESTING
TESTING
TESTING

TESTING

TESTING
TESTING
TESTING
TESTING
TEETING

"TESTING

TESTING
TESTING

- . e

—

[
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SENRCH BROUP, INC,
MATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEME

FAGE 1 — SYSTEM & COMFUTER HNRDWNRE DESCRIFPTION
REFERENCE= SB8211

STNTE:  MJ  LOCATION. FPNATERSON
CNHTEGORY.- FOLICE
JURISDICTION LEVEL CITY
TYSTEM HWOME. REAIONAL AUTOMATED FOLICE IMFO DIZSEM
NCRONYH.  ROAFID
SV IROHMENT. . SHNARED WITH OTHER GOVERNMENT SYETEMS
FOFULATION SERVED 150,000
RESFONSIBLE NGENCY - CITY OF PNTERSON NJ
NGENCY CONTNCT:= LT, JOMES J. COYLE
co. b F, DIV
111 WNSHINGTON STREET
PATERSOM, NEW JERSEY
201/881~£800
DrTr FROC CONTACT © JOHN F. MOODY
- . DIRECTOR OF O F.
155 MNRKET STREET
FATERSON, NEW JERSEY
20176240800

TRAMEFERRED FROM NMOTHER NGENCY- YES

MNNUFNCTURER

CORE=SIZE SOFT-WNRE

MODEL

e . e e O 8 P e 20

INTERNATIONN. BUZ MNACH 3705115 UNK

FOR SYSTEM FENTURES SEE FNBE 2

Dos/sVeE-CICE/vE

.o T e ——

o sv——

e

SENRCH GROUF, INC
HATIONAL CLEARINGHOUSE

FOR CRIMINNL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS

FNGE Z -~ 3YSTEM FENTURES

REFERENCE 533291

FUMCT IOM LANGUNGE
ACTIVITY REFORTING RFG II
GLPHABETIC INDEY FFG I1
(RRESTE CORQL
CASE CONTROL RFG II
CITATION COMTROL COBOL
CRIMIMNAL HIZTORY COEBL
REZOURCE ALLOSATION RFG 11
STGLEN FROFERTY ~ GUNE RFG 11
STOLEN FROFEATY - VEHINLES COEGL
WNRRONT CONTROL COEOL
OFFENDER ENSED TRANSNCTION STRTISTICS RFG 11

DOCUMENT

PNARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FORTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FARTINL
FORTINL
PORTINL
FOARTINL

MODE

ENTCH
EATCH
QM=LIME
G-l IME
EATCH
OM=L INE
ENTCH
ENTCH
ON=LINE

ON~LIME

BATCH

OFERNAT IONML
OFERATIONN

OPERNT I0MM
OFERNT IOMN

DPERﬂTIQMﬁq v

QOFERNTICH !
OFERNTIONN
OFERNATIONN,
OFERGTIUHQH
UPERﬁTIONﬁq
OFERATIOMN

|
!
!
i

’
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SENRCH GROUF, INC.
MNATIOHAL CLENRIMNGHOUSE {
FOR CRIMIMOAL JUSTICE INFORMNATION SYSTEMS i
i
FAGE 1| - SYSTEM & COMPUTER HMARDWNRE DESCRIFTION i
REFERENCE~ 340%1 l
STNATE~ WM LOCHTION-- FARMINGTON :
CATEGORY. FOLICE i
SURISDICTION LEVEL- CITY :
SYSTEM WAME LW ENFORCEMENT SYSTENM
NCROMYH - MOWE REFORTED
ENVIROMMENT SHARED WITH OTHER GOVERMMENT SYSTENMS
FOPULATION SERVED 38, 000
RESFONSIBLE NGEMCY: FOLICE
NGENTY CONTACT- LT. CALVIN SHIELDS
FPOLICE DEPARTMENT
F. 0. EGX 30
FARMINGTON, N, #, Z7101
SO5/325-1521
UNTH FROC CONTACT: ROBERT H.  JENKES
DIRECTOR OF DATN FROCESSING
F. 0. BOY 700
FRRMINGTON, M. M, 87401
S05/325-1581
TRAMSFERRED FROM NNOTHER NGENCY - WO
MANLUFNCTURER MODEL CORE=-S1ZE  20FT=-WORE
INTERMATIONNL EUS MNCH SYSTEME TRk SCF; CCF
FOR SYSTEM FENTURES SEE PNGE = !
*—‘

o b R EAT e st 1 e

ATt b v oot

SENRCH GROUF, INC
NATIGNNL CLENRINGHOUSE

. FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS

FNAGE 1 = 2Y

STEM % COMPUTER HARDWARE DESCRIFTION
REFEREMCE- 3352 )

St
STATE- MY - LOCATIGHN. ALBANY
CRTEGORY. FOLICE

SIRISDICTION LEVEL: CITY

[

SYSTEM RAME ALBAWY COMPUTER AIDED DISPATCH SYSTEM
EHVIROWMENT.- SHARED WITH OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEMS OWLY
FOFULATION SERVED.- 114, 600 '
RESFIMSIBLE NGENCY: FOLICE

NGENCY CONTACT:  FRONCIS J. WHALEN

CAPTAIN OF POLICE
MORTQN NVE. & BROND STREET
MLEANY, NEW YORK

T12,163-11118

DATH FROT CONTACT: WILLIAM CALDWELL

CAPITNAL DIGITRONICT
500 ELK STREET
ALENNY, NEW YORK
TiB/11F-3884

TRANSFERRED . FROM ANOTHER NBENCY= MO

MNUFOCTURER : MODEL

CORE~SIZE SOFT=UNRE

a0 o S e i e e s

KEROX CORF . - 330 - BEK

FOR SYSTEM FENTURES SEE FAGE 2

AERQY RENL=-TIME

BN

2 T 1o et
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SENRCH GROUF, INC

HATIONSL CLENRIMGHOUSE
FOR CRIMINNAL JUSTICE INFORMATION

FAGE % - SYSTEM FENTURES

REFERENCE: 35251
FUMCTION

COMMANTD NND CONTROL

COMMUNTICNAT IONE-MESSNGE SWITCHING
COMMUNICATIOMNS-0ON=-LIMNE INQUIRY
COMFUTER~NEZEISTED DISFNTCH

CRIME TREHMD AMALYSIS

FOLICE FERSONNEL

RESEMRCH/ETNTISTICE

WORR LOND NARNLYEIE
COMMUNICATIONS~MOEBILE DIGITAL TERMNALS
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FORULNTION SERWVED S8, 000
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SEARCH GROUF, INC
NATIONNAL CLENRINGHOUZE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMNTION SYSTEMS

FAGE 1 - ZYSTEM & COMFUTER HARDWNRE DESCRIFTION
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SENRCH GROUP, IMC
NATIONAL CLENRINGHOUSE
FAR CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMNATION SYSTEMS
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MNAJOR )
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FAGE 1| - BYZSTEM & COMFUTER HARDWNRE DEZCRIFTION
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APPENDIX C
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INTRODUCTION

SCRS test agencies must devise a careful plan for the review

6f their present systems and the development of new SCRS

procedures. Perhaps the best plan is one that includes a set

Qf criteria against which to measure the system. For without

some type of standardized approach, it would be difficult to
implement and, later, evaluate ﬁhe SCRS test. At the very beginning,
there must be a clear understanding cf.the.basic components of the |
SCRS system, a knowledge of the fundamentals of good systems designﬁ
and an'idehtification cf the essential ingredients--both manpower

and equipment--that, properly blended, comprise a complete crime

reporting system.

SCRS implementation criteria have been developed to be applicable

. in any law enforcement agency with a crime reporting function. They

were designed to limit the quantity and improve the gquality of
criminal justice information. The availability of a set of criteria
gshould increase the effectiveness of test site project management
decisions and suggest an appropriate course of action when tast

site problems are analyzed and solutions are attempted.

The SCRS implementation criteria were developed using SGI Téchnical
Report #9 as a basic source document. Tﬁey were further refined
+hrough knowledge gained from an extensive’literature review, from
practitioners in the field, from ideas presented by SCRS committee
members and from attendance by SCRS s;aff at seminars and workshops.

The criteria adhere closely to UCR standards.

e et

The criteria are presentasd under the same three major headings
as the three modules designed for the presentation of SCRS in
EGI Technical Report #9; i.g., data capturs, system managemént

and contzol, and data utilifation.

The following two pages contain a listing of the 19 criteria,

each written as a condition required of SCRS test sites. Starting
on Page five there is a discussion of each criterion. Each
criterion is presented as a statement which sets up and establishes
a model or examplae fqr the implementatibn of some segment of SCRS.
Saome c¢riteria are followed by recommendations and/or notes. A

recommendation is a course of action or suggestion that is not

mandatory, but is worthy of acceptance or trial. A notevﬁay
further explain the critarion or recommendation, or is a cross-

reference to other criteria.

A list of references can be found at the end of this document.
These references are sources of information from which useful '
facts or information about the criteria can be obtained, or

which contain the authority, custom or general consent on which

the criteria are based.

-



II.

A.

LISTING OF IMPLEMENTATION CRITERIA

*The following criteria must be incorporated into each SCRS
system,

DATA CAPTURE

COMPLAINT-DISPATCH FORM - police agencies must
provide the means to capture data about their
observed/reported crime.

CRIME REPORTING FORM - police agencies must -
provide well designed crime reporting forms

to permit the gathering of all requlred
information.

CRIME REPORT NUMBERS ~ each reported crime
must have its own unigue report number.

SCRS DATA ELEMENTS - crime reporting forms
must provide for the capture of all SCRS
data elements.

GEQ~CODING - the location of occurrence )
for a crime must be captured by geographical
coding.

REPORTINGFOFFICER IDENTIFIER - the unit or
officer completing a ¢rime report must be
uniquely identified.

REPORT WRITING MANUAL - A raport writing manual
must be provided for training and field
reference that incorporates SCRS report-

taking requirements.

REPORT WRITING TRAINING - formal classroom
tralning and orilentation mast be provided
to individuals completing crime reports.

SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

a.

SIMPLIFIED PAPER FLOW - written policies
must be established to ensure a smooth crime
reporting function.

Further
Discussed
on Page:

17

18

19

22

- 23
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III.

E.

REPORT REVIEW - a written report -review

function must be established.

SYSTEM AUDIT - to assure desired,performance[
an audlt system must be established.

" - RETENTION AND PURGING - written retention and

purging criterila must be established.

PRIVACY AND SECURITY - appropriate privacy
and security safeguards must be established.

FORMS CONTROL - a written forms control policy
must pe estaplished. ‘

REPORT PROCESSING TRAINING - adequate training

and orientatlion must be provided to processors

and users of crime data.

REPORT FILES - adequate facilities for the
storage and retrieval of reports must be
established.

DATA UTILIZATION

AQ

OUTPUT REPORT CONTROL PQLICIZES - written policies
must be developed to ensure adequate management,

crime analysis and special need reports.

LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL REQUIXREMENTS - poliqe
agencies must satisiy local, state and federal
reporting regquirements.

DATA UTILIZATION TRAINING - adeguats kraining
and orientation must be provided to users of
crime data.

further

Discussed

on Page:

24

25

g

27

28

29

30

31

32

33
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DISCUSSION OF CRITERIA

I.

DATA CAPTURE

A. Police agencies must have the ability to capture data

about their observed/reported crime. To achieve this,

agencies should have a structured form compleﬁed in the

communications center to capture the following minimum

information:

1. Date and time
2. Date and time
3. Date and time;
4. Date and time

5. Complainant's

call was received.

call was dispatched.

officer arrived at the scene.
assignment was completed.

name, address and telephone number.

6. Location of occurrence.

7. Identity of personnel tesponding to dispatched incident.

8. Incident disposition (g.o.a., unfounded, wrong address).

9.‘ Code Vviolation (code section that best describes

incident).

10. Identity of dispatcher.

Recommendation:

In addition to crime reporting activity, all other officer

activity (e.g., traffic control, routine patrol) meals) should

be accounted for to enable administrators to support manage-.

ment decisions.

~
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I. PATA CAFTURE

’ B .

The forms used in crime reporting must permit the

gathering of all required information, be designed for

easy use, and consider the needs of all users of police

informationl Well designed forms would include the

following features:

The use of as many check-off or .£ill-in boxes as
possible.

The arrangement of boxes in logical sequence.

.The allowance of sufficient space for entries.

The numbering of boxes to facilitate training, for
referenée to the report writing manual and to gérmit
the smooth exchange of information. |
The.placamentiof all data items to be coded on the
front side 6f the form.

Permits the capture of the ABCR attribute descrip-

. tors.

- The consolidation of special use forms whenever possible.

O N G S s e s

I. DATA CAPTURE

C. Each reported crime must have its own unique report
number.
1. Report numbers must run chronologically.
2. 'All documents associated with a reported crime report
must bear the same case number.A | '
3. The report number must be large enough to satisfy case
load and EDP needs.

Recommendation: -

The majority of police agencies in the U.S. are using a report
number prefaced by a two-digit number to reflect the year in
which the incident occurred. Although not mandatory for SCRS

implementation, this numbering system is recommended.

-
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I. DATA CAPTURE

D. Crime reporting forms must provide for the capture of all

- SCRS data elements.
NOTE: SCRS data elements are listed on the following pages.
- It is appropriate Zor agencies implementing SCRS to
add additional data elements to satisfy local needs.
\\; A
A .
- _ _ 5o

&

P~

STANDARDIZED CRIME REPORTING SYSTEM DATA ELEMENTS

DATA ELEMENTS

ENTRY

1.

9.

Name

AKXA, Nickname

Address

Raesidence tele~
phone

Contact tale~
phone number or
address

Date of Bixth

Sex

Raca and
Ethnicity

Driver's Li-
cense Number

Last name

First name or initial

Middle name or iaitial

Suffix denoting seniority
(e.g., Jr., 1II, atec.)

Month
Day
Year

Male
Female

Indian
Asian
Hispanic
Black
White

DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION

Enter names of raporting parsons,
complainants, victims, suspects,
witnesses, parents or guardians.

If complainant/victim is a business
anter nzme of businass.

For suspects and for other persons
involved in the incident who may be
easier to locate through their
nickname or alias.

Enter address of #l above.

Enter homa telephona number of "#1
above. . ’

The bast telephone or address
to rsach #l above.

Enter date of birth for suspects,
complainants, victims, or any
other persons involved in the
incident whose age may be a
facror in the investigation. 1If
data of birth is unknown, enter
es:zimated year of birth.

Indian includes American Indian or
Alagkan native,

Asian or Pacific Islander,
Hlsganic A person of Mexican,
Buerto Rican, Cuban, Central or
South American or other Spanish cul-
ture, regardless of race,
Black, not of Hispanic origin,
White, not of Hispanic origin.

While the collaection of data is not
limited to the categories des-
cribed abova, any raquired report-
ing which uses more detail shall

be organized in such a way that the
additional categories can be
aggregatad into theése basic racial/
ethnic catagories. .

Refaresnce NCIC Operating Manual.

S S N N
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DATA ELEMENTS ENTRY DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION i
10. deicght Reference NCIC Operating Manual. ‘ - B DATA ELEMENTS ENTRY DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION
11. Weicht ; - ‘ (b) closest street address indi-
S ‘ Refereance NCIC Cperating Manual. » : . cating in_front of, adiacent to,
] : rear of, ACLOSS FILOM, ecc.
. i [¢=3) EIoct numbar asishown by
- . ° SR street sign indicating if location
12. Color Zyes _ Refarencs NCIC Operating Manual. , is on the odd- or even-numbersd
- side of the straet. '
(d) distanca and dizection fzeom a
13. Color-dair Refsrence NCIC Operating Manual. known point. : ~
: ) Explain by a word or phrase where
event occurred. For exampla:
insid
14. gc::sl Marks, ‘'t Reference NCIC Operating Manual, 5 éﬁ:éte ziiszway
attoos - .
rear. garage (private),
i side carport
root parking lot
15. Clothing and Complate description of clothing
Glasses and glagses worn by the suspect. : . . '
) ' 22. Type of pre=- e Street (Eighway) Complete for robberies only.
mises e Gas Station
, = e Chain Store
16. Suspect's occu- - Principal cczupation of suspect, - e Bank
pation even if unemployed. If the per- ; e Other Commerical
son is in the armed sarvice, , ; e Residential
indicate branch and rank. Also, ; . s Miscellaneous
indicate if student, housewife, !
or retired, [
1
;b . 23. Nature of ' ) ‘ On complaint/dispatch. form, des-
L _ ! . Complaint ¢ribe nature of complaint being
L7. Victim/suspect | e suspect i3 unknown to Check off boxes to indicate ‘ ‘ reported, using descriptive
relationship victim whether suspect is known to vig- » | phrases.
s . unknown relationship tim; if known, how. 1o
e suspect is known: :
- I 4., Priority of e Urgent Check off boxes on coémplaint/
! field response | e Routine dispatch form.
| e As Available
13. Under influ-~ ¢ DOrugs For suspects and for any other - %
ence drugs/ ¢ Alcohol person involved in the. offense f ‘ L
alcohol whose ohysi 3 - - Y i RS. ZEvernt status e In prograss/Developing Complaint/dispatch information:
physical and mental condisiony i
may e a factor ia the iavestiga- i e Just occurred/Recent . In progress/Developing: - Re-
tien. - s Cold porting person can 3ae or - -hear
- ; ¢ ‘Unknown/Incomplete call or otherwise knows that the
f activity which promptad this
. ¢ call is now taking place or is
13. 'Suspect: Armad (e Yes Check off boxes and descri ; imminent.
e No exczibe. 11 .. Just Occurred/Recent: The
IS . : event baing reported has just
: : taken place or is so recent
. . : 1™ that the scane is sssantially
20. Suspact: Sta-|{e ?Probation o = : - : ' intact; witnesses may or may
“us in the e DParola Check off boxes aqd describe. ] . not be available; suspect not
c=iminal juge e O.R. L i : at scene. .
tica systgmﬂ e 3ail ‘ ; . Cold: Incident has taken place;
D>i a $ mied : R : . probably no useful clues at
e ?Prior conviction ' 1
o Unknown : ‘ A scene; report and/or foilow-up
. ~ required.
i . Unknown/Incomplete Call:
] i Caller requests police assis-
21. Location of e address Complets i one of she fallewin tance but refuses or is not
incident ¢ 3eat/geo code ways which areilistsa in o;de;‘gf §:i§ to describe reason for
Preierence: . .
(a) exact address includiag the
building, rcom or apazriment number.
‘ -10- N ' . ‘
: -11-
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DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION

DATA ELEMENTS ENTRY
(-* This is the unit.responsible for
26 ?:imziy e handling the assi ent.
sponding gnm
unit I.D.
ni This is the packup unit(s) dis-
27 Suppo;;iUntzon - patchad &0 sSupport the primarzy
Identlifica pase:
Number
, i z ding]
i pismatch information for respon -
bg. Hazard factors | e Waapons ;gvolved Dismat tntornasion. for e
: g?ﬂgﬁ?iicohol boxes and describe.
s Mental '
11 was e Phone Complaint/dispatch information.
29. How c& )
i e Walk in
raceived > Halk o
e Other
A Complaint/dispatsh information to
o Lasgi;aan indicate direction suspect/
hea g vahicle was last saen
heading.
| i e Field response Complaint/dispatch informasion.
on ield = . .
i ?:itiated e Office responsa
. e No response. Why?
e Refarrad to .
; ) eh
A sequential number recordad on 4
g2, Zvens/cmire compﬁzint-dispatch form for ev?:y
report nusber calied-for service. When a czile
} rapore is complarad, =his number
bacomes the unigue numser assigned
to the reported crime, All docu~
ments associated wita a raporzad
orime must bear tie sime case
numnber.
: Tatar' the name of he srime, fol-
pa.  Ceime lowed by the section aumber,
section, when applicable, and
code abbraviation.
2 gribe.
04 Crime classi=~ e Pfocket pickigq Chegk 0% box and des
" Zication - e DPurse snatching
shefs/larceny e ShopliZting
- e Thafts Irom meuer
vehicle (except parts
and ac:sssc:xes}'
e Theft of motor venxc;e
parts and accessorzes
e Bicyclas
e From buildings )
¢ Coin-operatad device
e All ozherss

+
'

sub=-

,,,,,

Mot s

“l12-
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. DATA ELEMENTS

ENTRY

DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION

35.

k6.

37,

33.

39.

40.

41.

Data and time

Vehicle
description

Knowledge of
event

Elements of
crime

Investigative
steps

Digposition of
persons and
property

Suspect appre-
hension infor-
mation

Month
Day
Yaar
Time

Year
Make

. Modal

Body style

Color(s)

License number

VIN

State of license numbex
Year of license number
Condition of car body

Complaint/dispatch form should
indicata date and time: call
raceived, unit dispatched, unit
arrived at scene, and unit com=-,
plated the assignment. Crime
raport should indicate date and
time incident occurrad and was
resported.

In reporting time, military time
should bhe used.

Reference NCIC Operation Manual.

Describe what each involved per-
son knows about the incident and
to what he/she can testify.

Describe the elements of the re-
ported oflfense and all other
crimes the avent can justify.
Excluded should be those elemaents
of lassar included crimas.

Narrate steps takan in the pre-
liminary investigation, follow=-up
investigation, and in an arrast
situation for the raported offense
(e.g., statements takan, protec-
tion of crime scene, broadcast of
information and information help-
ful in apprshending suspects, such .
as known associates and known
haunts). '

Describe details of the gathering
(or finding), condition, and
disposition of any evidencs,
property, childran, pets, vehicles,
or injured persons,

Descrihe detiails of suspect in-
terrogations, line-ups, co=-
defandants, and include information
about why suspect was arrasted Zor
the crime.

B R e e
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DATA ELEMENTS

ENTRY

DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION

- 42. Search
employed
- 43. Identification
aumber
1
it
i .
544. Action taken
= |
-

43. Paersonal
injury

46. Stolen
roperty

Complaint-Disvatch Dispo-
sltlion:

Repors, type

Arzaest

Citation

Gone on arrival

Invalid address

Unable to locate complainant
Void

Civil

Referred to

Acdjustad at scene

Case Disposition/Arrastsae

Status:

EITest and prosecution

Comp refusec to prosecute

Complaint rafusad by DA

Prosecutad for anothar
ofZense

DA citation

Unfounded

Qccurrad in other jurisdic-
tion

Turned over to othcr juris-
dictieon

Death of of._nde*

Appropriate juvenile dig-~
position

Axrastea status

Currency, notes, ate.
Jewelry & preacious metals
Clothing & furs
0ffice aguipment
Televisions, radios,
stereos, etc.
FTirearms

Householé goods
Consumable goeds
Livastock
Misgcellaneous

Describe complately any search Zor
svidence, information or suspecss

in a crime scane search, neighbor-
hood check, suspac: saarch, or ia

connection with an arrast.

For operator, d4i spatcher, officers,
apnrovinq supervisors, -avestzqa-
ting officars, atc.

Chack off boxes and f£ill in, where
neadad,.

Indicata whether death or iajury
occurred £o any of the parsons ia-~
volved in the incident, the extent
of the injury, and what action was
taken in each case. .

Check off box to indicate categorvy
of loss and describe completsly
using NCIC manual Zor guidance.
Enter value Zor each itam, ;nt-'
total value., Cescription should
include guantisy of iftams tzken,
type and name of each arsicls,
make of brand, model numper,
serial number, regisiration/
license number, cclor, size,
identifying marks, caliber and
barzel langth of guns.

O A SO S
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DATA ELEMENTS

ENTRY

DEFINITION QR EXPLANATION

7. Method of
antzry/exit

K}
bed

4§. Point of entry/
exit

49. Weapon/force
used

5. Tool(s) used
against
, property

51. Trademark/
unusual actions
or traits of
suspect

52. Report/dis-
tribution data

-

53. Motifications

54. Charge{s)

55. Booking numbex

Lawful

Forced

No force
Attemptad force

Handgun

Other gqun

Znife/cutting instrument
Hands/feet

Threat

Other

Other reports submitted

Page No.

e Describe request
e Ageéency/Unit

e Date/Time

.

Officer identification

e Code saction
e Name of offense

Additional distribution

For entry, chack off boxes and
describe in narrative.
describe in nezrativa.

Explain in narrative-or box.

Chack off box and describe.

Explain by word or phrass..

prepare for or accomplish a

that have not heen recorded
alsewhere in the report. It

acts, e.9., "aats food,"

cide notas, avidence forms,
supplementary forms.
numizer of extra copies needed
and a distribution list.

completa or whether it is one
of several pages, a. g., FPage____
of ___ pages. ]

Record those requests for
immediate service during an

tow ‘truck. Note raquests for

A number that Ldenti:ies that

particular arrest.

For axit,

Acticns taken by the suspect to

crime, or to avoid apprehension

includes unnecassary or hizzare

"changes clothes," "leaves note,

All related documents should ke
listed, i.e., statements, sui-

Note the

Indicate whether the report is

officer's p:elimina:y investi-
gaticn, e.g., for criminal in-
vestigators, coroner, ambulance,

NCIC checks, radio APB'S, tele-
types, eta. Note notifications
to parents/guaxd;ans of juvenile.

-15-
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L. DATA CAPTURE

DEFINITION OR EXPLANATION
The location of occurrence for a crime and/or arrest must

. e

DATA ELEMENTS . ENTRY
56. Resistanca to | e Flad Resistance to arrest should be ' C . E.
arrest e Attacked charged or noted on the arraest/
@ Abusive offense raport. be ¢ : . . ,
e Passive - aptured by appropriate gecgraphical coding, i.e.,
reporting districts, census tracts or geographical base
37. How arrasc o On view Chack off box and explain in £i1 : '
was made e Warrant narrative. - liies.
e Citizen :
e Call (dispatched)
¢ Investigation i
i
i
!
58. Rights ex~- o Yes Chack ofZ box and axplain in J-
wlainad e No narrative. 5
59. Response to e Silent Check off hoxes and axplain in %
righta ¢ Waived narrative. |
e Understood j
e Statement |~
. i
| | ) |
§0. Dispesition Towed? . Check off box and explain in }
of vehicle Hold? narrative. Describe if veahicle ] ‘
e Released to towed and where, if chers is a |
Other hold on wvehicle, and for whom i
the hold was placed. i ~
!
6L. Arresting ¢ MNzame . Znter name ané identificazion ‘ :
Serial number number of arresting officer. i
Include name of agency/organi- ;
| -
]
1
H
i

62.

54,

68, M.0. addi-

Change report-
ad crime and
clagsifica~
tion &9

Revized value
of loss

Recoverad
property

- Whers groperty
recovarad

zions and
chances

officar/agency| e

Itemize
Describe
Unit value
Total value

zational unit when necessarzy.

fill in change 9% zaporsed

crime, and/or classificatien
when appropriate, to indicatas
corrach sype o crime.

Fill in revisad wvalua of loss
as neseded.

Describe racovered szoperty,
give value of each recovered
item and the totz2l valua.

Fill ia location of rscovery and
addéress.

F£1ill in any adéitions cr
changes ia M.0. that may bde

diifersnt from the original’

Tapors.

-17-
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I.

DATA CAPTURE

F.

Completed crime reporting forms must‘uniquely identify

the person completing the report.

-18-
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I.

DATA CAPTURE

G. A report writing manual must be developed for use in training
and for field reference. The contents of Such a manual should
include:

1. Basic instrﬁctions on when and how to complete appropriate
SCRS forms. |

2. Standardizéd instructions for entering data on SCRS forms:
a. the informaﬁien requested, |
b. the word "none,"

c. the word "unknown" abbreviated "unk,"

d. the wafa "refused” abbreviated "ref," or .

e. a short dash (-) to indicate "not aéplicable."
a. NCIC abbreviations, and

b. SCRS II Committee approved abbreviatiéns.

4. Criteria’for ofﬁense classifications if the‘agency re-
guires the.person completing the report to make the crime
classification. |

5. Criteria for property valuation. (Standardized within
individual agencies)

Recommendation:

A properly designed field manual can become, next to safety

equipment, an officer's most valuable tdol. It will refresh the

~officer's memory on conducting a proper investigation and contain

useful infofmation and resource material_to make the qfficér's
job easier. Such a manual would have the following characteristics:
1. A desigh that inéorporates the following features:

a. Ldose leaf So that additions and revisions Ean be

easily made.

-19-
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Numbered and dated pages to idemtify the most current.
information.

Use of c¢olorx codigg or index tabs to indicate appfopriate
sections.

Table of contents for a reference guide.

A lightweight plastic cover, smooth so that it can be
used as a writing surface, and imprinted with lists cf
the most commonly misspelled words in police repdrt'

writing. o e

Additional information helpful to the field officer may

include:

&. Beat maps;

b. List of buildings aﬁd landmarks and their locations;.
€.9., Flatirbn Building, Tower Apartments;

c. Agency and city (or county) telephone numbers;

&. List of all neighboring law enforcement agencies, social
.ﬁqencies, hospitals and other agencies the officer may
heed to contact, with their addresses and telephone numbers;

g,  Matrices to show thch report forms to make, where extra
copies should go, and apgropriate notifications for unusual
or infrequent situations such as child abuse cases, bomb
threats, poisonings, types of traffic-accidents; '

£. Matrix to show how to process diifferent types of juveniles
and dispositions, e.g., runawafs, neglsctad, dependant, baby,
‘felony arrest;

a.

Cépy of NATA Handkook insert showing where the VIN‘is located -

- on various makes and years of vehicles;

-2Q0=-
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j.
k.

Reproductions from ATF Handbook which illustrate commonly
used guns;

Cne page chart of first aid techniques;

List of common local ordinances:

List of common vehicle code violations and local traffic
ordinances; |

List of common penal code sections;

A guide to using the proper report form;

-21-
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L. LALA ok tuss
B. An adequate formal classroom training and orientaticn
program must be provided to those personnel who complete
crime reports. Characteristics of such a training prof
gram shoulé he:
1. TInstruction using formal course outlines, exams, and
critigues which address:
a. SCRS standardized information including SCRS back-
ground, purpose and procadures,
b. Compliance with agency and state repcrt writing
- requirements, ‘
¢. Use of the report writing manua;,
é. Evaluation Criteria.
2. Pericdic retraiﬁigg as needed. )
Recommendation: . 4

To further the acceptance of SCRS, information abcut.the program

should be provided to all agency personnel,

NOTE: Training for processors of data is required in Criteria II,

G., and for users of data in Criteria III, C.

' -22-

II.

SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

A. A simplified paper flow, essential to the smoocth func-

tioning of SCRS, must be established. .This can best be

accomplished in a system featuring:

L.

written policies to control the entire crime report - .

flow that will cover system supervision, repoft copy

. control, personnel and training, and system evaluation,

“the physical positioning of report deposit receptacles,

report reproducing section, the files, and all other
essential equipment and work areas for the convenience
of report takers, processors andfusers, |
regulations to prevent delays in report processing
causaed by the failure of report takers to sgbmit
reports properly, by the report review or audit process,
or through equipment breakdowns,

written procedu;es which include:

a. a distribution iis£ fér éll report copies,

b. provisions for the physical distribution of reports, d
c. responsibilities for adequaté stocks of paper and J

supplies and for the maintenance of equipment.

A



IX. SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTRQL

nd approval must be
clearly defined in writing. Such a review function will
permit the examination of submitted reports for accuracy
and ;ompleteness, permit the return of reports to the
reporting officer for correction, ;nd yet not unduly delay
the: movement of report forms in the report proéessiﬁg'system.
1. The procedﬁres must provide a way to :ommunicate
deficiencies in report writing to the reporting cfficer.

2. ‘Space must be provided on crime reporting forms for

approving signatures.

-24=-
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SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

- See

C. To assﬁre that the Standardized Crime Reporting System
| is in fact operating at the desired level of performance'
and is producing high quality information, the'system must
be periodicélly audited. The audit system should have
thg following characteristics:
1. ,fhe audit policy and prbcedures must.be in formal
written‘form. |
2. The complaint dispatch form must be used as é source
document to inciude as mariy potential police responseé
as possible in the audit process.
3. The complete police response must be audited, from
complaint receipt to event disposition.

4. The audit system must permit the reconciliation of

differences between deficiencies noted by the auditors

and the supervisors and reporting officers involved.

!

Recommendation:

The audit should be performed by an independent agency. The procedures'f

should provide for the auditors to make recommepdations er system

improvement or personnel training.

NOTE: The IACP/UCR Audit Guide is available for any agency that

wishes to use it.
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Written criteria for the ratention and puxging of crime

reporting documerts are an essential part of SCRS. Such

criteria must:

1. Conform with federal, state, and lccal requirements.

2. Consider agency space limitations.

-26=
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YSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

s — e e — - e

R e

Appropfiate privacy and security safeguards must be in-

stalled in any SCRS program. At a minimum, these safeguards

must include:

l.. Knowledge and enforcemgnt of appropriate Eederal and .
state laws,

2. Compliance with applicable reguiremerits of LEAA Criminal
Justice Informatiod Systems Regulations (28 CFR Part 20).
aﬁd LEAA Regulations on the Confidentiality of Research

and Statistical Information (28 CFR Part 22).
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IT. SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

F. A written forms control policy for SCRS must be established i IL. SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL ‘ L R

Adequate training and orientation must be provided for

to accomplish the fbllowing: G,

1. Avoid unnecessary duplication of crime reporting forms. processors and users of crime data. The instruction

2. Prevent unauthorized crime reporting forms revision. ‘ . must include:

3. Insure that adequate supplies of crime reporting forms - 1. Pertinent written policies and procedures,

are maintained. 2. Restrictions on unauthorized system deviations,

4. Maintenance of sample crime reporting forms in a single |- 3. Privacy and security regulations.

Recommendation:

file, a history of forms, and a forms numbering control.
Periodic retraining should be provided when there are system

Recommendation: ' g o . , , , .
' revisions or new equipment and as insurance against unauthorized
Forms control should be the responsibility of a single unit. A - -
* sing gystem deviations. It would alse be helpful toc provide an employees'
periodic review should be made to determine the need for forms. a . . PR ;
' _ suggestion system to solicit ideas for improvement.

NOTE: Training for report takers is required in Criteria I, H., and

for users of data in Criteria III, C.

-28- . ' -729-
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II. SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

H; Agencies implementing SCRS must arrange for facilities
tor ;he storage aqd retrieval of reports. Such facilities
must include adequates index and case files, and sufficient.

space for easy access and for expansion.

-30- o .
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ITI. DATA UTILIZATION

A.

[N

Written policies must be developed to insure that the require-

ments for SCRS management, crime analysis and special need

reports are met. Such policies must include:

1.

‘2.

Justification for all reports,

Establishment of approval mechanisms for interim and

special reports,

Output contrql mechanisms, including avrequirement for
keeping a sample collection of all output reports for

periocdic evaluation, review, and modification or dis-

continuance where warranted.

- =31-




IIL. DATA UTILIZATION

B. There must be provisions in the SCRS specifications

for a variety of reporting reaquirements. At a minimum,
- spvecifications must include:
1. ‘Local, state and federal reporting :equiremenﬁs, and
2. - Provisions for adhering to UCR guidelines for reporting

- deadlines, arrest information, classification and

scoring of crimes, and clearance reporting.

-32=
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IIT.

DATA UTILIZATION

C. Adequate training and orientation must be provided for users

~of crime data.

. as:

1. ~How.to

2. How to

3. How to

4. How to
NOTE:

The instructions must include such subjects

réad the reports,
analyze the data,
effectively use the daté, and

critique output reports.

Training for report . .takers is required in Criteria I, H,

and for report processors in Criteria II, G.
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