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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

, , 
Crime and Arrest Profile: The Nation's Ca ital, 19!79 .examines reported crimes and 
at'rests In t e DIstrlct 0 ColumbIa accordmg to. longitudinal trends, geographic 
patterns, and selected characteristi~s. The types of crimes examined in this report 
are classified as Crime Index offenses and 'are collected .as part of the Uniform 
Crime Reporting program of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. These offenses 
include four violent crimes (i.e., murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible 
rape, aggravated assault, and robbery) and four property crimes (i.e., burglary, 
larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson.) In addition to the description of 
crime and arrest patterns in the District of Columbia as a whole, special attention is 
directed toward the location of crime and cha.racteristics of the criminal incident 
and the person reporting crimes in the comm'erc!ial-business'center of the city. 

. In 1979, the number of Crime Index offens:es r~eported in the District of Columbia 
was 56,721, of which 18.6 percent· were _ violent crimes and B1.4 percent were 
property crimes.L These crimes constituted 8. 10.8 percent increELse over the number. 
reported in 197B=resulting from rises in eVlery Cl'jrrie Index offf~nse except murder 
and non-negligent manslaughter. The crime rate in 1979 was 13,591.5 Crime Index 
offenses per 100,000 residents of the Distrj[ct of Columbia, b8EIed on an estimated 
population si2ie of 660,200. For the period from 1971 to 1979, the crime rate in 1979 
was sa;:<!ond ~lnly to the high of 9,362.1 per 100,000 evidenced in Jl971. 

Crimes werE: examined in terms of monthly, daily, and hourly trendl'S. There was 
considE!rable, fluctuation from month-to-month in the number of Crime Index 
offensE!s reported with the fewest reported in February and the most in October. 
These f:!xtr'emes were largely a function of the variation in,repOl.'ted property crimes, 
particl1llarly larceny-theft, the most frequent offense. The: daily crime trends 
exhibited pl.~Qnounced highs on Friday and lows on Sunday for the four crimes 
involving th~ft (i.e., robbery, burglary, larceny-then, and motor vehicle theft). 
There was les& consist~)flcy in the daily trends of the othel.· Crime IIndex offenses, 
although they all exhib!ted highs 011 either Friday, Saturday, or Sunday. 

The hourly trend for property crimes was marked by noticeable peak:; at times when 
a person would be most likely to return to his home or office and discover that a 
crime had oGcurred (i.e., 6 pm, 8 am, and noon). These peaks refler!t the fact that 
the timing of many property crimes cannot be determined precisely, but rather must 
be estimated by times reflecting the behavior of the victim. In contrast, the timing 
of most viQlent crimes can be fixed more exactly since the victim is approached 
dirl3ctly by the criminal. Violent c~'imes tended to be lowest early in! the morning, to 
risEl gradually dut'ing the day, and b:> peak during the evening hours. 

An analysis of the geographic dis1tribution of crime revealed that both property and 
vioJent crimes were most frequent in the commercial-business center of the city. 
Consequently, the spatial units thl!i.t contained this area (i.e.~ Police District 1, Ward 
2, and census tract 58) had morE: crimes than any of the other comparable units. 
The fewest violent crimes were r~aported in the predominantly residential northwest 
area of the Gity encompassed b~r both Police District 2 and Ward 3. The fewest 
property crimes were reported' in two separate outlying areas of southeast 
Washington, Police District 6 and Ward B. 
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Examination of the distl'ibution of crime within the metropolitan area revealed that 
the violent crime rate was higher in the District of Columbia than, in, ei~h~r the 
Maryland or the Virginia suburban areas. . However, two suburban JurISdIctIons 
Laurel Maryland and Alexandria, V~rginia - had higher property crime rates and 
Crime'Index rates than the District of C01,umbia. In comparison to eleven oth~r 
American cities of comparable size, tho District ranked next to the lowest 10 
property crime and Crime Index rat~s and eighth for violent crime rates. 

The type of premise at which thefts occurred was examined for three of the Crime 
Index offenses. Robbery was found to occur most often in public spaces, burglary 
from places of residence, and larceny-theft frol\11 automobiles or tru~ks. The next 
most frequent location for all three crimes was commer,cial establishments. 'F0 
determine the relative risk of victimization for ten major types of commerCIal 
establishments crime rates were calculated to measure the number of crimes per 
100 establishm~nts of a particular type. The highest crime rates were evidenced in 
grocery stores for robberies, hotels for burglaries, and general mer<:ha~dise stores 
for larceny-thefts. At the other extreme, the lowest rates occurred 10 l1quor stores 
for robberie.s and larceny-thefts and in banks for burglaries. 

The most valuable or important type of property stolen during robberies was firom 
the category labeled checks, money orders, or coins. The most P?pular ta:i'gets 
during burglaries were radios, televisions, and stereos. The largest s10gle category 
of objects stolen during larceny-thefts was automobile accessories. The estimated 
value of all of the property that was lost or stolen during the commission of Crime 
Index offenses reported in 1979 was 16.8 million dollars. The value of the property 
recovered by the police during 1979 equaled 19.1 percent of the amount stolen 
resulting in a net loss of 13.6 million dollars •. The highest recovery rate (about 50 
percent) was evidenced for motor vehicle theft. 

Handguns were used in almost one-third of the violent crimes reported in the 
District during 1979. Handguns were used in a greater percentage of murders and 
non-negligent manslaughters and robberies than in forcible rapes or aggravated 
assault. 

Trends in arrests and demographic characteristics of arrestees were described for 
juvenile and adult offenders. During the period from 1971 to 1979 total arrests 
fluctuated largely in accordance with changes in adult arrests. In particular, total 
arrests and arrests of adults peaked in 1974, reached lows in 1977 and 1978, 
respectively, and rose by eleven percent in 1979 relative to 1978. In contrast, 
arrests of juveniles fluctuated within a narrow range between a high of almost 4,000' 
reached in 1975 and a low of about 3,300 in 1979. 

Of the 11 932 persons arrested for Crime Index offenses in the District of Columbia 
in 1979 ,12.5 percent were adults and 27.5 percent were juveniles. However, the 
arrest ;ate for juveniles (3,009.7 per 100,000 juveniles) was higher than the arrest 
rate for adults (1,756.8 per 100,000 adults). For both adults and juveniles, the most 
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frequent Crime Index offense for which they were arrested was larceny-theft. 
Howeveii', the se'eond most frequent arrest charge for adults was aggravated assault 
which account~d for a relatively small portion of juvenile arrests. The total numbe; 
of arrests for Part II offenses was 27 ,45~, of which 95.1 percent were adults and 4.9 
percent juveniles. 

Males in the 15 to 24 age bracket accounted for nearly half of the arrests for Crime 
Index offenses. The modal age (i.e·~, most commonly occurring) was 15 for arrestees 
in 1979, which was the same as in 1978. The modal age was lower for persons 
arrested for each of the property crimes except arson th,an for persons arrested for 
violent crimes. 

In the second chapter of the report attention was focused on the characteristics of 
complainants and criminal incidents reported in the downtown area encompassed by 
census tract 58. The spatial distributions of the five most numerous Crime Index 
offenses were represented in a series of contour maps. These maps revealed that 
robbery and aggravated assault were mos( heavily concentrated in an area (glong 
12th Street, N. W~, between H and I Street~ }hat is near bars and pornography shops. 
Larceny-theft ~nd burglary had focal points in the shopping district ~long F Street ~ 
and motor vehIcle theft was most frequent in an area southwest \of the F Street1 
shopping corridor. "" 

Examination of the timing of crimes rElported in tract 58 revealed that crimes were 
most frequently reported on Friday an(~ least often on Sunday. For all days except 
Sunday, crimes were most frequently reported during the afternoon and early 
evening. In addition, robberies and aggra:vated. assaults were also particularly 
frequent during late evening. 

The persons reporting crimes in truct 58 were more likely to be white than 
nonwhite, male rather than female, a/sed 20 to 29 than any other age, and living in 
the District of Columbia than in B.ny other place. HoweveP, some interesting 
differences were noticed when each of these characteristics was examined in 
conjunction with the type of offensla or another attribute of the complainant. In 
particulaP, the tendency for more whites than nonwhites to report crimes in tract 58 
was reversed for aggravated assaults and rapes. Furthermore, although complain
ants from other jurisdicti,ons were more likely to be white than nonwhite, complain
ants from the District of Columbia were almost equally divided between the two 
racial categories. 

Although males were morp likely to report being victims of robbery and aggravated 
assault, females were mol'~ likely to report the larceny-thefts in which there is a 
person victim (i.e·~, purse snatching and pocket picking). In addition, the tendency 
for more males than females to repl:>rt offenses in tract ,58 occurred for complain
ants from other jurisdictions but not for those from. the. District of Columbia who 
were almost equally divided between males and females. 
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A. INTRODUCTION 

1. Overview ----

CHA.PTER 1 
CRIME ANALYSIS 

The purpose of this report is to analyze the crime and arrest patterns that 
emerged in the nation's capital at the end of a decade marked by a massive 
national war on crime.· Although the success of the extensive federal, 
state, and local programs designed to reduce crime is"\still the subject of 
comprehensive evaluative efforts, the trends evidenced in the District of 
Columbia can be examined to assess the gains made in the past and to 
identify problems anticipated for the future. A careful and objective 
interpretation of recent crime and arrest statistics placed in the context of 
prior trends should be useful to local government officials striving to 
generate farsighted policies, criminal justice agencies attempting to imple
ment sound programs, and local citizens interested in reducing crime in 
their community. 

Although there are many types of crime that could be examined, this 
report will focus on the .eight offenses which comprise the Crime Index of 
the Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) maintained by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI). The Crime Index is composed of four offenses 
categorized as violent (or person) crimes (i.e., murder and non-negligent 
manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault) and four 
offenses classified as property crimes (i.e., burglary, larceny-theft, motor 
vehicle theft, and arson). These offenses are used as the major indicators 
of crime throughout the United States because of their "serious~ess, 
frequency of occurrence, and likelihood of being reported to police." An 
analysis will be ,')'lade of the longitudinal trends, geographic patterns, and 
detailed characteristics of the Crime Index offenses. In addition, arrests 
for these offenses will be examined in terms of differential arrest patterns 
for juveniles and adults, trends across time, and characteristics of offenders. 
To provide a background for the analysis of crime which follows, a 
profile will be presented of the population of the District of Columbia. 

2. Profile of the Population 

"!fhe purpose of generating a profile of the population of the District of 
COlumbia is to plrovide a meaningful context, in which to analyze and 
interpret crime and arrest patternsJn this city. Since the residents of the 
city ·constitute the majority of both victims and art'estees, information 
about their demographic characteristics may be useful in calculations of 
rates of victimization and arrest. For example, the risk of being 
victimized tends to vary for different types of people in the community. 

1U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Uniform Crime Reports 
for the United States. Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1977, p.I. 
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Estimates of these differential risl~s can be generated by using data on 
persons who report crimes and on those with similar personal attributes 
who reside in the community. Similarly, arrest rates can be calculated to 
determine differences in the probability of being arrested for certain 
catego~'ies of people. 

The number of people residing in the District of Columbia on July 31, 1979 
was estimated to be 660,200 by the Statistical Services Division of the 
Office of Plnnning and Development. This number represents the culmina
tion of gradual declines in the city's population that began in 1950 and have 
continued thereafter (see Appendix B, Table 2 for a list of population 
estimates from 1971 to 1979). These declines have apparently resulted 
from both decreases in the birth rate and a net loss in population due to 
migration flows. 

Three characteristics that need to be incorporated into a profile of the 
city's population are age, sex, and race (or color). These variables, which 
are commonly used in describing the composition of urban populations, 
have been found to be related to the likelihood that a person will be 
victimized by or arrested for criminal acts. Consequently, this information 
is used in calculating victimization and arrest rates. 

The composition of the District's 1979 population by age, sex, and race is 
presented in Table 1 of Appendix B and in Figure 1.1. The type of graphic 
presentation used in Figure 1.1 to depict the age and sex structure of the 
population is called a population pyramid. It consists of a double bar graph 
in which ea<!h bar to the left of the vertical axis represents the percentage 
of the total population who are males in a pal~ticular age bracket. 
Similarly, the percents for females are shown to the right of the axis. The 
population pyramid in Figure 1.1 is also divided ac''!ording to race so that 
the shaded portion of each bar represents nonwhites and the unshaded 
portion rflpresents whites. The percentages are calculated using the total 
population as the denominator so that the sum of all the bars in the graph 
equals 100 percent. 

Inspection of Figure 1.1 reveals that nonwhites comprise the majority in 
each age-sex category except males and females aged 65 years and over 
who are almost equally divided between whites and nonwhites. For the city 
as a whole nonwhites constitute 74.1 percent of the population. This 
percentage varies according to age with a greater proportion of nonwhites 
in the younger age categories. In particular, 24.6 percent of nonwhites are 
below 1the age of fifteen whereas only 7.4 percent of whites are that young. 
This differential may reflect the greater number of children in nonwhite 
families relative to white ones. The age differential between whites and 
nonwhites can also be demonstrated by comparing their median ages. For 
the population of the city the median age is 31 which means that 
approxima tely half of the residents are older than this and half are 
younger. However, for whites the median age is 42 and for nonwhites it is 
27. 
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REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table .1 • 
SO\.!RCE: Office of Planning and nevclopmcnt. "Provisional Population EStimates, 
Washington, D.C.,1t l\\ay 1980. . 
PRt::PAIU!D In': Office of Criminal Justice Plans and AnalysIs 

The composition of the District's population according to sex is also 
reflected in the population pyramid. In particular, the l'elative length of 
the bars to the right and left of the vertical axis reveal that the number of 
females is approximately equal to the number of males at the younger 
ages. However, females appear to outnumber males beginning in late 
udolescence and young adulthood. The preponderance of females relative 
to males is more pronounced for nonwhites than for whites and is 
particularly noticeable for those in age cat~gories from 15 to 29 and for 
those aged 65 and over. As a result of these differences, 55.1 percent of 
the city's residents are female. The differences in the numbers of females 
and males may be due to a number of factors including the availability of 
jobs for young females in an administrative center such as Washington, the 
underenumeration of young black males, and mortality differentials result
ing in greater longevity among women than among men. 
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3. Land Use Patterns 

The need for examining land use patterns as background for an analysis of 
crime stems from the apparent relationship between land use activities 
(e.g., commercial, residential, etc.) and the incidence of crime. This 
relationship seems to be fostered by a variety of conditions including 
opportunities for crime, the potential for surveillance, and the degree of 
anonymity. For example, commercial areas provide more opportunities for 
such larceny-thefts as shoplifting and pocket picking than predominantly 
residential areas where there are few stores, relatively low density, and a 
tendency toward surveillance by residents. It should be noted that there 
are other contextual factors besides land use that affect the incidence of 
crime and that the dominance of a partio'~}ar activity in a given area does 
not automatically precipitate or preclude the occurrence of crimes. 

The distribution of major land use activities across wards is presented in 
Table 1.1. Wards were selected for this analysis because of their 
importance in decisions regarding public policy and their use in subsequent 
analyses of the geographic distribution of crime. All of the land in each 
ward, except that used for public rights-of-way, is subdivided into two 
categories, taxable and tax-exempt. Land classified as taxable is further 
divided according to major types of land use. The tax-exempt land is 
devoted primarily to government office buildings and other special activi
ties that qualify for tax-exempt status. 

Of the three general types of taxable land uses, residential use encom
passes more land area than either the commercial or "other" categories in 
each of the wards. In particular, residential use, which includes single and 
multi-family dwelling units as well as such transient accommodations as 
hotels, constitutes 32.8 percent of the land area of the city. This 
percentage varies from a low of 13.8 percent in Ward 2 to 46.3 percent in 
Ward 1. The percentage of land devoted to single family dwelling units 
ranges froP.:"' lows of six to seven percent in Wards 2 and 8 to highs around 
36 percent in Wards 3 and 4. Multi-family units occupy the lowest 
percentage of land area (between four and f'ive percent) in Wards 3, 4, and 
5 and the highest (over fourteen percent) in Wards 1 and 8. Transient 
residential uses occupied less than one percent of the land area of each 
ward. 

Commercial land uses are divided into three categories: retail, office, and 
other. Together these activities encompass only 3.6 percent of the land 
area. in the city as a whole. The two wards with the highest proportion of 
land devoted to commercial activities are Ward 2 with 10.5 percent and 
Ward 1 with 5.9 percent. Commercial activities occupied 3.4 percent or 
less of the land area in the other wards. 

The other types of taxable land uses include industrial activities (e.g., 
heavy manufacturing, warehousing, etc.), special purposes (e.g., medical, 
educational, etc.), and land classified as vacant. Together these three 
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Type of Land Usea Ward 1 

TAXABLE 

Residential 

Single Family Total 432.9 
Percent 31.2 

Multi-Family Total 202.5 
Percent 14.6 

Transientb Total 8.7 
Percent 0.6 

TOTAL Total 644.1 
Percent 46.3 

Commercial 

Retail Total 46.1 
Percent 3.3 

Office Total 8.8 
Percent 0.6 

Other Total 27.6 
Percent . 2.0 

TOTAL ToJ,!1 82.5 
, PerceM 5.9 

Other 
I," 

Industrial Total 15.8 
Percent 1.1 

Special Purpose Total 7.9 
and Other Percent 0.6 

Vacant Total 68.9 
Percent 5.0 

TOTAL Total 9:7..6 
Percent 6.7 

TAX EMEMPT Total 570.5 
Percent 41.1 

GRAND TOTAL 1,389.7 

Table 1.1 

Number of Acres and Percent of Land Area in Wards by Type of Land Use 
in the District of Columbia, Fiscal Year 1979 

Ward 2 Ward 3 Ward ~ Ward 5 Ward 6 

230.2 2,526.2 1,418.1 1,070.2 549.0 
6.7 36.1 36.5 24.2 25.2 

223.0 294.7 178.1 211. 7 206.5 
6.5 4.2 4.6 4.8 9.5 

24.2 27.0 0.5 15.3 0.0 
0.7 0.4 0.0 0.3 0.0 

477.4 2,847.9 1,596.7 1,297.2 755.5 
13.8 40.7 41.1 29.3 34.7 

102.2 80.6 46.1 59.4 37.4 
3.0 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.7 

188.5 51. 7 12.5 13.1 13.6 
5.:> 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.6 

70.7 39.5 39.1 79.4 23.5 
2.0 0.6 1.0 1.8 1.1 

361.4 171.8 97.7 151.9 74.5 
10.5 2.5 2.5 3.4 3.4 

101. 7 12.5 59.0 294.9 11.2 
2.9 0.2 1.5 6.7 0.5 

59.5 22.7 9.2 93.4 22.3 
~.7 0.3 0.2 2.1 . 1.0 

271.0 443.6 138.1 349.8 145.5 
7.9 6.3 3.6 7.9 6.7 

432.2 478.8 206.3 738.1 179.0 
12.5 6.8 5.3 16.7 8.2 

2,178.2 3,4~9.0 J ,988.8 2,234.4 1,170.0 
63.2 50.0 51.1 50.5 53.7 

3,449.2 6,997.5 3,889.5 4,421.6 2,179.0 

Ward 7 Ward 8 Total 

919.9 248.3 7,394.8 
26.2 6.3 24.8 

409.0 559.6 2,285.1 
11.6 14.2 7.7 

0.3 0.0 76.0 
0.0 0.0 0.3 

1,329.2 807.9 9,755.9 
37.8 20.5 32.8 

59.2 23.4 454.4 
1.7 0.6 1.5 

1.2 0.1 289.5 
0.0 0.0 1.0 

'" 24.0 12.0 315.8 
0.7 0.3 1.1 

84.4 35.5 1,059.7 
2.4 0.9 3.6 

13.4 3.6 512.1 
0.4 0.1 1.7 

84.2 23.8 323.0 
2.4 0.6 1.1 

378.6 175.0 1,970.5 
10.8 4.4 6.6 

476.2 202.4 2,805.6 
13.5 5.1 9.4 

1,627.7 2,888.1 16,156.7 
46.3 73.4 54.3 

3,517.5 3,933.9 29,777.9 

I 

I aThe classification of land uses In the table differs from that used in Table 1.2 of the Crime and Justice Profile. In particular, land uses in the Tax Exempt category were 
formerly included in other categories, especially Commercial-Office and Other Special Purpose. 

bResldentlal-Transient includes hotels, motels, and tourist homes which are c1a~sifled as non-residential land uses by the Office of Planning and Development (see SOURCE). 

SOURCE: Office of Planning and Development, Municipal Automated Geographic Information Systems FY J 976 and 1979, March, 19!10. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis ------- j 
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types of land uses constituted 9.4 percent of the city's land area with most 
of this classified as vacant. Industrial land use was more common in Ward 
5, which had 6.7 percent of its area devoted to industrial uses~ than in any 
other ward. Activities designated as special purpose uses occupied less 
than two and a half percent of the land in any of the wards. The percent of 
land classified as vacant was highest (10.8 percent) in Ward 7 and lowest 
(3.6 percent) in Ward 4. 

Tax exempt activities occupied 54.3 percent of the land area used in the 
city (excluding rights-of-ways). The percentage of land devoted to such 
tax exempt structures as government offices, monuments, and religious 
edifices varied from 41.1 percent in Ward 1 to 73.4. per~ent in Ward 8. In 
the latter instance, a considerable portion of the land area is occupied by 
Bolling Air Force Base. 
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B. METHODOLOGY 

1. Source of Data 

The data used in the crime analysis are primarily from the Uniform Crime 
Reporting (UCR) Program which operates under the auspices of the FBI. In 
particular, local ',' law enforcement agencies tabulate information on 
offenses known to the police and arrests in accordance with uniform 
definitions and standards of accuracy established by the FBI and the 
International Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP). Data from the UCR 
Program can be used to establish crime trends, arrest patterns, and 
characteristics of offenses and arrestees.' The use" of UCR data for 

. comparative purposes must be qualified to the extent that reporting 
procedures differ across time or from one jurisdiction to another. 

Data on offenses known to the police were obtained for the District of 
Columbia from the Metropolitan Police Department (MPD), suburban 
jurisdictions from the UCR divisions of the State Police Departments of 
Maryland and Virginia, and ten selected American cities from the FBI. 
Arrestee characteristics in the District of COlumbia were determined from 
information provided by the MPD. The other types of information used in 
this chapter include population estimates and land use patterns from the 
Statistical Services Division of the Office of Planning and Development, 
the number of commercial establishments in the District of Columbia and 
population estimates for other American cities from the U.S. Bureau of 
the Census, and population estimates for suburban jurisdictions in metro
politan Washington from the FBI. ' 

2. Variables 

An integral part of the UCR Program is the classification of offenses into 
standard categories to be used by local authorities in reporting crimes 
identified through their specific criminal codes. The FBI has divided 
offenses into two general classes, Part I and Part IT, according to their 
seriousness (see Appendix A). Specifically, Part I offenses are considered 
to be the more serioHs and include the following crime categories: 
murder and non-negligent manslaughter, manslaughter by negligence, forci
ble rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft, motor 
vehicle theft, and arson. Furthermore, all of these, except manslaughter 
by negligence, are included in a Crime Index used to represent serious and 
frequently occurring crimes in each community. For purposes of this 
analysis, manslaughter by negligence, which is tabulated primarily by the 
Traffic Analysis Division of the MPD, is omitted and only the Crime Index 
offenses are included. As noted in the introductory section of this chapter, 
the Crime Index is subdivided into violent crimes (i.e., murder and non
negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault) and 
property crimes (i.e., burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and 
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arson). It should be noted that arson was designated as a Crime Index 
offense beginning in 1979. Consequently, it is only included in analyses 
pertaining to 1979 alone and not in those involving previous years. 

In contrast to Crime Index offenses, which were selected by the national 
UCR Program as overall crime indicators, Part n crimes represent other 
crimes that appear as offense titles described in state or local law. 
According to the UCR. Program's Standard Classification of Offenses, Part 
II crimes include assaults other than aggravated assault; forgery and 
counterfeiting; fraud; embezzlement; buying, receiving, and possessing 
stolen property; vandalism; weapons offenses; prostitution and commercial
ized vice; sex offenses other than forcible rape and prostitution and 
commercialized vice; drug abuse violations; gambling; offenses against the 
family and children; driving under the influence; liquor law violations; 
drunkenness; disorderly conduct; vagrancy; suspicion; curfew and loitering 
violations (juveniles); runaway (juveniles); and other offenses defined in 
state or local statutes (e.g., extortion and blackmail, bribery, kidnapping, 
rioting, etc.). 

Analyses 

The analyses in this chapter are basic descriptions of offenses reported to 
the police, trends in arrests, and characteristics of arrestees. Crime Index 
offenses reported to the police in the District of Columbia are tab~ated by 
year for 1971 to 1979 and by month, day, and time of day for 1979. These 
offenses are also tabulated for the following geographic units: police 
districts, wards, census tracts, suburban jurisdictions, and selected cities 
within the United States. In all instances in which population estimates are 
available for the chosen geographic units, crime rates are calculated by 
dividing the number of reported offenses by the population size and 
multiplying by a constant value. For example, when the constant equals 
100,000, the crime rate is interpreted as the number of reported offenses 
per 100,000 people living in a specified area. 

Offenses reported to the police in 1979 are also described in terms of 
several special characteristics. In particular, the type of premise at which 
an offense is reported is examined for robberies, burglaries, and larceny
thefts in terms of the percentage distribution of offenses and the rates of 
occurrence per 100 commercial establishments. The type of weapon used 
is described for violent crimes and assaults on police officers. The 
incidence of injury to assaulted police officers is also discussed. The 
amount of property loss and recovery is discussed briefly for the seven 
Crime Index offenses. Finally, the relative frequency of occurrence of the 

2 All analyses pertain to calendar years, unless otherwise specified. 
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Crime Index offenses and Part II crimes, as a whole, is described. Arrests 
of juveniles and adults are compared in terms of yearly trends from 1971 to 
1979; percentages of Part II and Crime Index offenses; and the age, sex, 
and race of arrestees. 

4. Limitations 

One of the major limitations of data on offenses known to the police is the 
failure of individuals to report all offenses. Such omissions will lead to an 
underestimate of the incidence of crime. The failure to report has been 
found to occur more for some crimes (e.g., larceny-theft) than for others 
(e.g., robbery) based on comparisons between UCR data maintained by the 
FBI and data from victimization surveys :f0nducted by the Law ,Enforce
ment Assistance Administration (LEAA). Furthermore, reportmg rates 
for the same offense are likely to differ across time and between one place 
and another depending on the familiarity of residents with reporting 
procedures, attitude~ about, the police and their responsiven~ss to r~ports 
of crime and public perceptions of the importance of reportmg particular 
offenses.' Differential rates of reporting by time, place, and type of 
offense may undermine the validity of comparisons that are based on these 
variables. Furthermore, the degree to which underreporting occurs is not 
known for each type of comparison that is made in the crime analysis. 

R.ecognition of the existence of problems associated with underreporting 
should be tempered with the realization that compared to twelve ot~er 
American cities, the District of Columbia had the highest rate of reportmg 
victimizations to the police for person crimes of violence and ~heft ~nd fOi 
household crimes and the second highest rate for commerCIal crImes. 
Also, victims appear to report crimes more often when the consequence~ of 
the offense are relatively more serious (e.g'., more money stolen, serI~us 
injury sustained). Thus, the Crime Index offenses reported to the polIce 
are likely to be more heavily weighted by serious incidents. 

The use of crime rates based on the number of offenses relative to total 
population size to represent the risk of being victimized sh?uld be qualified 
to some extent. This is particularly necessary when a pIece of property 
rather than an individual is the target of a crime. In such cases it may be 
more useful to consider the incidence of a given type of offense relative to 
the number of units which could be victimized. '!his calculation is 
performed for selected types of commercial est,ab?shment~" an~ th,e 
resulting rates are discussed in this chapter. A SImIlar modIfICatIOn IS 
made in calculating arrest rates. Specifically, the, number ,o~ arrests of 
individuals in particular age, sex, and race categorIes are dIVIded by the 
number of people with the same characteristics in the population. The 

3U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcem~nt As~i~tance Ad,ministration, 
Criminal Victimization Surveys in 13 AmerIcan CItIeS, Washmgton, D.C.: 
Government Printing Office, 1975. 

4Ibid• 
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resulting rates are termed age-sex-race-specific arrest rates. By comput
ing these more precise rates, it is possible to identify more accurately 
differences in the probabilities of being arrested according to the demo
graphic and social characteristics of the population. 

The interpretation of arrest statistics is subject to several qualifications. 
First, neither the number nor the rate of arrests should be used to 
represent the incidence of crime although they will be related. In 
particular, arrests are a function not only of the occurrence of a crime 
but also of the reporting of the incident to the police and of the actions 
taken by police in response to that report. Second, it should be emphasized 
th~t .the making of an arrest does not necessarily mean that the actual 
crImInal has been apprehended. Thus, characteristics of arrestees are just 
that and obviously do not pertain to all persons who commit crimes. To the 
extent that certain types of individuals may be more likely to avoid arrest, 
they will be less well represented by the attributes of those who are 
arrested. 

Although the police undertake extensive investigations of most reported 
crimes in an effort to identify the most likely suspect, their investigations 
may be hampered by lack of evidence, lack of witnesses, and/or the 
unwillingness of witnesses or victims to cooperate. Such difficulties will 
reduce the likelihood that a suspect is correctly identified and arrested. 
Thus, arrest statistics reflect only the occurrence of an arrest not the 
accuracy of that action. It should be noted that general arrest tabulations 
are not modified if an arrestee for a particular case is found innocent or 
pleads guilty to a lesser charge. 
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C. CHARACTERISTICS OF REPORTED CR.IME 
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1. Trends Over Time 
\. 

a. Annual Trends 

The annual trends in reported crime are represented in Figure 1.2 by 
yearly crime rates calculated by dividing the number of offenses by 
~he estimated size of the population in a particular year and multiply
Ing the result by 100,000. The data from which the crime rates from 
1971 to 1979 were ~alculated are presented in Table 2 of Appendix B. 
In addition, changes in the number of reported offenses for each year 
from 1971 to 1979, for the eight-year interval from 1971 to 1979 and 
for the five-year interval from 1974 to 1979 are measured by 
percentage differences which are shown in Appendix B, Table 3. 

: Crime Index Total 

' . 
". • Property Cdme . , .. 
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• •• • •• .~ .•. . . .. e.... . ..•.. . .... 
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--- --- - -- _______ - -- Violent Crime 

1972 1973 1974 197.5 1976 1977 1978 

Year' 
Figurc.:, 1.2 

Total Reported Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property Crime Rates 
In the District of Columbia, Calendar Year::; 1971-1979 

REFERENCE; Appendix D, Table 2 , 
SOUR~E: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offens'es Reported Under Uniform Crime 
RepQrtmg Proaram," February 19, I 980; February 26, 1979. Office of Criminal Justice 
Plans a~d Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. 'Office 
of P\gnmng and Development, "Population Estimates, Washmgton, D.C." 
PR~PARED BYI Offico of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Inspection of Figure 1.2 reveals that the annual trends in the Crime 
Index rates roughly parallel those for property crime rates.. In 
particular, the rates for the Crime Index and for 'prope~ty crImes 
evidenced a sharp decline from 1971 to 1972, a slIght rIse at the 
middle of the decade followed by a decline, and progressively gre~ter 
increases each year after 1976. Violent crime rates also declmed 
markedly in 1972 relative to 1971 and experienced a rise in 1975 that 
was followed by annual decreases. However, the violent crime rate 
did not begin to increase again unti11979 When ~he number o! violent 
crimes was 10.9 percent higher than the number m the precedmg year. 
Thus, there has been a downward trend in violent crime rates in every 
yearly interval except from 1974 to 1975 and from 1978 to 1979. 

The annual variations in the total number of reported violent crimes 
are depicted in Figure 1.3 in conjunction with the trends for the four 
crimes that comprise the violent crime total. Compar~on .between 
the violent crime rates shown in Figure 1.2 and the totals m FIgure 1.3 
reveals that the same pattern of yearly fluctuations exists for b.oth 
rates and totals. Furthermore, this pattern (described above) seems to 
be primarily a function of the annual trends for robberies, which 
comprise over 60 percent of all violent crimes each year. The yearly 

-. o. , Violent Crime Total 
00 

0 0 • ••• e._ 
~ .0 ~ • •• a. .••. e. 

• 0 o •••••• " •• • • •• e... • • • • ••• ' Robbery 
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--------..... 
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______ - ___________________________ :. _______________ ... _ - - -- For~ible Rape 

Murder and Non-Negligent 
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1971 1972 1973 1974 1977 197.5 
Year 

Figure 1.3 
Total Reported Viol~nt Crime and 'Type of Violent Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

1978 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 2 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime 
Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Ailalysls •• , 
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fluctuations in violent crimes parallel those of robberies for every 
year except from 1973 to 1974, when violent crimes remained nearly 
constant (-0.4 percent) and robberies increased substantially (10.7 
percent). This discrepancy appears to be due to a marked decrease 
(-21.7 percent) in the number of aggravated assaults that counter
balanced the rise in robberies in that year. From the figure it is 
apparent that aggravated assault followed a different pattern from 
robbery in most other years as well. In particular, aggravated assaults 
evidenced a slight declining pattern in most years whereas robberies 
declined in some years and rose in others. In the last year both of 
these crimes increased relative to their respective levels in the 
previous year. 

Because of the relatively small number of murders and non-negligent 
manslaughters and forcible rapes, the annual variations in these two 
violent crimes occurred within a fairly narrow range and, therefore, 
are not particularly noticeable in Figure 1.3. However, examination of 
the annual rates of change in Table 3 of Appendix B reveals that both 
of these crimes have fluctua'ied from 1971 to 1979 with the declines 
outweighing the increases. 

Trends in total property crime and \rree of the four offenses that 
comprise it al.'e shown in Figure 1.4. As previously described for 
property crime rates, the total number of reported property crimes 
decreased after a high in 1971, rose in 1974, declined gradually until 
1976, and rose thereafter. Although larceny-theft comprised approxi
mately 50 to 60 percent of the total property crimes in the years from 
1971 to 1979, total property crime decreased by 15.7 percent while 
larceny-theft increased by 7.2 percent during that time period. 
Larceny-theft has increased during each yearly interval except 1971 to 
1972 and 1975 to 1976 when it decreased by 20.4 percent and 5.4 
percent, respectively. Within the context of an overall dE:di,ning trend 
from 1971 to 1979, burglaries have experienced increases from 1973 to 
1974 and after 1977. Since 1971 motor vehicle theft decreased by 58.7 
percent, the largest decrease among the Crime Index offenses. Motor 
vehicle theft's downward trend was reversed after 1977 with increases 
of 16.5 percent and 12.9 percent in the 18lst two yearly intervals. 

b. Monthly Trends, ' 

The number of offenses reported each month is presented in Figure 1.5 
for the Crime Index total and its two components, property crime and 
violent crime. The monthly fluctuations in the Crime Index total 
appear to be largely a function of variations in property crime. Two 

5 Arson is omitted from this figure because it was not a Crime Index offense 
unti11979. 
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~igure 1.4 

Total Reported Property Crime and Type of Property Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

REFERENCE. Appendix B, Table 2 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime 
Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

periods of dramatic monthly fluctuations in the Crime Index total and 
in property crimes occurred in 1979, one during the first four months 
of the year and the other in the last four months. In between these 
two periods there was a gradual upward trend in reported property 
crimes and the attendant Crime Index total. The fewest property 
crimes and Crime Index offenses were reported in February and the 
most in October. Inspection of data in Table 4 of Appendix B reveals 
that these variations correspond most closely to the monthly trends 
for larceny-theft, the most frequent property crime. In contrast, 
burglary, the next most frequent property crime, was reported most 
often in January and December and least in April. Trends for the 
other two property crimes, motor vehicle theft and arson, do not cor
respond to the patterns evidenced for either larceny-theft or burglary. 
For example, the lows and highs occurred in May and August 
respectively, for motor vehicle theft and in August arid June respec~ 
tively, for arson. ' 
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Figure 1.5 
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Total Reported Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property Crime by ~Ionth 
in the District of Columbia, C.alendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 4 
SOURCI!: Metropolitan Police Departm~nt, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime 
Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARE~ BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

Nov. Dec. 

In absolute terms, violent crimes fluctuated within a much narrower 
range than did property crimes and, therefore, the pattern of monthly 
variations cannot be observed readily from Figure 1.5. By ,:,,-ramining 
data in Appendix B, Table 4, it is apparent that the fewest violent 
crimes were reported in April and the most in October and that there 
was no discernible trend from month-to-month throughout the year. 
Low points were evidenced for murder and non-negligent manslaughter 
and forcible rape in April, for robbery in May and April, and for 
aggravated assault in February and April. Thus, for all four violent 
crimes April was one of the months in which the fewest crimes were 
reported. In contrast, the month with the greatest number of reported 
offenses varied from crime to crime as follows: May for murder and 
non-negligent manslaughter, July and August for forcible rape, 
January for robbery, and July and October for aggravated assault. 
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c. Daily Trends 
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The day on which reported crimes occurred is presented graphically in 
Figure 1.6. Since the range of variation for violent crimes is rather 
small, the trends for the Crime Index total largely reflect the patterns 
evidenced for property crimes. In particular, property crimes and the 
Crime Index total have a marked peak in the number of crimes 
reported on Friday. This tendency differs from that evidenced for 
violent crimes which are more frequently reported on both Friday and 
Saturday than on any of the other days of the week (see Appendix B, 
Table 5). The day with the fewest crimes reported is Sunday for both 
violent and property crimes. 

The daily trends for the eight Crime Index offenses are apparent from 
data in Table 5 of Appendix B. The tendency to have the greatest 
number of crimes reported on Friday and the least on Sunday was 
evidenced for the four crimes involving theft: robbery, burglary, 
larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. The highs and lows for the 
other four crimes, murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible 
rape, aggravated assault, and arson, occurred on varying days of the 
week with no discernible pattern except that at least one of the days 
on which a high was reached was either Friday, Saturday, or Sunday. 

Crime Index Total .. -; ..... .... ..... .... .... 
Property C~~ _ .... ; ......... 
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Violent Crime 
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Day 
Figure 1.6 

Thurs. Fri. 

Total Reported Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property Crime by Day 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFEREN<;:Ei Appendix B, Table 5 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police' Department' "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime 
Reporting Progr,am," February 19, 1980. ' 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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d. Hourly Trends 

In Figure 1.7 the time of occurrence is depicted in hourly intervals 
(such that 1 am represents the hour from 12:31 am to 1:30 am) for 
property crime, violent crime, and their total. Before describing the 
trends, the manner in which these data are generated needs to be 
discussed. The source of the information is the category from the 
poUce department's offense report (PD 251) entitled "date and time of 
eVfmt." In those instances that the complainant cannot ascertain the 
time of the event, the police officer filing the report identifies the 
interval during which the offense was likely to be committed. For 
example, the interval might be delineated by the times at which a 
person left and returned to his home. However, this time interval is 
not used in tabulations of the time of occurrence. Instead, the latest 
time used to delineate the interval is selected from the computerized 
record of the offense report to represent the time of occurrence. 
Consequently, the da.ta on time of occurrence for some crimes may 
reflect the behavior patterns of the complainant (e.g., the time of 
arrival at home) more than those of the criminal (e.g., the time of' 
burglarizing the home). This problem should be substantially less for 
those violent crimes in which the time of occurrence can be estab
lished by the victim. 

5 6 
AM 

8 9 10 n 12 1 2. 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Time PM 

Figure 1.7 
Total Reported Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property 

Crime by Th~e of Occurrence 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 6. 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under 
Uniform Crime Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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, According to Figure 1.7, property crimes appear to have several peaks 
during the day with the highest occurring in the early evening (about 6 
pm), the next in the early morning (around 8 am), and the third at 
midday. Property crimes are also reported with fairly high frequency 
in the late afternoon. However, the number of reported property 
crimes gradually declines after 7 pm until reaching a low around 4 and 
5 am. It should be emphasized that the timing of reported property 
crimes may. reflect the behavior of the complainants since each of the 
peaks coincide with times that a person would be most likely to survey 
his/her home or work premises (e.g., after work, at the beginning of 
each day, and during or after lunch breaks). Thus, for property crimes 
the data provided in summary form by the police department do not 
permit a clear assessment of the times at which a crime is most likely 
to occur. 

The timing of violent crimes is probably much more accurately 
reflected by the trends depicted in Figure 1.7. Thus, it appears that 
violent crimes reach a low point early in the morning (about 8 am), 
rise gradually during the daytime, and reach their highest levels during 
the evening hours (from 8 to 11 pm). Furthermore, these trends seem 
to be similar for all four of the violent crimes as shown by data in 
Table 6 of Appendix B. 

2. Geographic Patter.-!1s of Crime 

The distribution of crime in the District of Columbia is analyzed in this 
section in terms of the incidence -of crime in the following types of 
geographic units: police districts, wards, and census tracts. The boundaries 
of these units are shown in Map 1.1. In most cases, census tracts can be 
grouped together to correspond to wards and to a lesser extent to 
correspond to police districts. However, although many wards. and police 
districts share common boundaries, none of these units overlap completely. 
Ward 1 is subdivided primarily into Police Districts 3 and 4; Ward 2 is split 
,among Police Districts 1, 2, and 3; and Ward 6 is divided among Police 
Districts 1, 5, 6, and 7. There is a close correspondence between the 
following wards and police districts: Ward 3 and District 2, Ward 4 and 
District 4, Ward 5 and District 5, Ward 7 and District 6, and Ward 8 and 
District 7. 

8.. Crime in Police Districts 

The District of Columbia is divided into seven police districts that 
serve as the admini~;trative centers for recording information on 
offenses, responding ttO and investigating reports of crime, and arrest
ing suspects. ConseqUiently, police districts constitute one of the basic 
geographic units for which information on reported offenses is tabu
lated. The availability of data on offenses (and arrests) by police 
districts is essential for planning purposes especially in terms of the 
deployment of police forces and the development of crime prevention 

---------~~--------.---------------------------------,.~------------------------
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- 1971 WARD BOUNDARIES 

- 1970 CENSUS TRACT BOUNDARIES 

- 1976 POLICE DISTRICT BOUNDARIES 

MAP 1.1 

WARDS, POLICE DISTRICTS, AND CENSUS TRACTS 
IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA -

SOURCES: OFFICE OF PLANNING ANO DEVELOPMENT, STATISTICAL SERVICES DIVISION "DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 1970 CENSUS TRACTS AND 1971 WARDS," AUGUST 1978. METROPOLITAN PO'LICE DEPARTMENT. • 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS, PLANNING, AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION, "MAP OF THE DISTRICT 0;:: COLUMBIA '" 
OUTLINING THE GEOGRAPHICAL BOUNDARIES OF THE S~VEN POLICE DISTRICTS, "MAY 1976. 

PREPARED BY: OFFICE OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE PLANS AND ANALYSiS 
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strategies. An important step in utilizing this information is to 
identify differences among the police districts with respect to the 
incidence of crime. 

Figure 1.8 shows the frequency of crime in the city's seven po~ce 
districts in 1979. District 1 reported .. the highest number of CrIme 
Index offenses property crimes, and violent crimes. District 2 
reported the ;econd highest number of Crime In~ex offenses and 
property crimes and District 3 had the second hIghest number of 
violent crimes. At the other end of the scale, District 6 ranked lowest 
in Crime Index offenses and in property crimes, and District 2 ranked 
lowest in violent crimes. 

~_--Il C;ime Index Tota( 

:.::::::.:.:.:.:.:. roperty Crime Total ( ............. :.) P . 
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12,214 _ Violent Crime Total 
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Police District 
. Figure 1.~ . 

Total Reported Crime !ndex, Violent Crime, and Property Crime by Police District 
in the District of Columbia,. Calendar Year 1979 

'REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 7 
SOliRCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime 
Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY:. Office of Cr,iminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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. By exammmg the data in Table 7 of Appendix B, it is possible to 
determine which crimes account for the rankings of police districts 
described above. Police District 1, which ranked first on all of the 
totals, had noticeably more robberies, larceny-thefts, and motor 
vehicle thefts than any of the other districts. Although District 1 also 
ranked first in burglaries, the difference between the number reported 
there and in several other districts was not great. The ranking of 
District 2 as second highest in the number of property crimes was due 
mostly to the number of larceny-thefts reported in this area. District 
3 apparently ranked second in the number of violent crimes because it 
had the ·second greatest number of robberies of all the districts and 
the greatest number of aggravated assaults and murders and non
neligent manslaughters. Police District 7, which did not rank near the 
top on any of the crime totals, had the greatest number Qf forcible 
rapes and arsons, two of the less frequent but nonetheless rather 
serious crime~. District 6, which ranked lowest on property crimes 
and the Crime Index total, had fewer burglaries and larceny-thefts 
than any of the other oistricts. District 2 ranked lowest on the violent 
crime total because it had the least number of offenses reported for 
all four of the violent crimes. It also had fewer arsons than any other 
district. 

b. Crime in Wards 

Eight wards have been delineated to serve as the basic political units 
within the District of Columbia. Positions on major issues are often 
formulated at the ward level by local politicians who strive to take 
into account the needs and concerns of their constituencies. Since 
these politicians must confront numerous issues related to crime and 
criminal justice, they need basic information about the amount and 
type of crime that is reported in each of the wards. 

As shown in Figure 1.9, considerably more Crime Index offenses, 
property crimes, and violent crimes were reported in Ward 2 than in 
any other ward in 1979. Spe~ifically, the number of Crime Index 
offenses in Ward 2, which equaled 17,802, constituted over 30 percent 
of the Crime Index offenses in the District of Columbia. The ward 
with the next highest number of Crime Index, property, and violent 
offenses was Ward 1, which had only about half as many of these 
crimes as Ward 2. The remaining wards had between 4,000 and 7,000 
Crime Index offenses with the fewest reported in Ward 4. However, 
the lowest number of property crimes was reported in Ward 8 and the 
lowest number of violent crimes in Ward 3. 

An examination of the crime rates presented in Table 8 of Appendix B 
reveals that the wards are ranked in roughly the same order as they 
are when the crime totals are considered. Specifically, the Crime 
Index rates (i.e., the number of offenses per 1,000 residents) ranged I 
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Total Reported Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property Crime by Ward in the 
" District of Columbia, Calendar 'year 1 ~79 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Tabie 8 .... 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Departm'ent, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

from a low of 52.0 in Ward 8 to a high of 217.1 in Ward 2. Similarly, 
property crime rates varied from 38.9 in Ward 8 to 182.3 in Ward 2, 
and violent crime rates were between 4.9 in Ward 3 and 34.8 in Ward 
2. 

The high rate and number of crimes reported in Ward 2 may be 
explained in part by the activities that predominate in that: area. As 
shown by' ~he description of the land use patterns in section A.3 of this 
chapter, Ward 2 has the highest percentage of land d\9voted to 
commercial activities and the lowest to residential uses of tiny of the 
wards. In particular, Ward 2 encompasses the downtown business 
district, major federal and local goverqment offices, and national 
museums and monuments. The concentration of these activities in 
Ward 2 may offer many opportunities for crime that do not ex.ist in the 
other areas of the city. For example, not only do stores and office 
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, buildings provide potential targets for such crimes as larceny-theft, 
they also attract workers and shoppers who may be attractive targets 
for robberies. Also, the diversity and transiency of the people 
occupying the area <m a daily basis provides criminals with the 
anonymity necessary' for succ'essfully perpetrating cerUlln types of 
crimes. 

It is important to note .that the risk of being victimized by crime in 
Ward 2 is not as great as suggested by the exceptionally high crime 
rates that were calculated for this area of the city. In particular, 
although Ward 2 has roughly the same number of residents as the other 
wards, it is likely to have a much larger daytime population due to the 
influx of workers, shoppers, and tourists. If the number of people in 
these categories were known and were used in the calculations of the 
crime rates, Ward 2 would evidence fewer crimes per person than it 
does with crime rates based on residents alone. 

c. Crime in Census Tracts 

Unlike police districts and wards, which were formed as administrative 
entities, census tracts were created as statistical units. Specifically, 
census tracts are designed to encompass small areas occupied by fairly 
homogeneous populations. As such, census tracts can often be used as 
close approximations to neighborhoods or can be combined into 
selected groupings that represent neighborhoods or other areas of 
special interest. The purpose of designing census tracts in this way 
was to create a meaningful unit within cities for which extensive data 
on population and housing could· be tabulated. Not only does the 
Census Bureau compile data at the census tracts level, but numerous 
other local and federal government agencies do so as well. Conse
quently, the tract becomes both a meaningful and a useful unit for the 
tabulation of reported crimes. This data can be used in conjunction 
with other available informaUon to generate a profile of neighbor
hoods and to identify the fa'ators that may influence crime in the 
neighborhood context. 

An extensive discussion of the patterns of crime across census tracts 
in 1978 and the correlates of these geographic patterns was presented 
in the Crime and Justice Profile: The Nation's Capital. Since the 
analysis and maps presented in that report pertain to a recent year and 
were costly to produce, they will not be constructed using data for 
1979. Instead, the number of Crime Index offenses reported during 
1979 in each of the 150 tracts in the District of Columbia is listed in 
Table 9 of Appendix B, and a brief description of the distribution of 
the crimes across these tracts is presented below. These data are 
provided primarily for"the benefit of policy makers and local citizens 
interested in focusing-on the level of crime in small areas of the city. 
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In order to provide a Qescription of the distribution of crimes among 
the 150 census tracts, the number~ of reported crimes were listed in 
order from low to high for the Crime Index total, violent crime total, 
and property crime total. For each of these three rank-ordered lists, 
tracts were divided into four equal groups to form quartiles. Using 
these procedures, it was found that 25 percent of the tracts had less 
than 231.5 Crime Index offenses and 25 percent had more than 443 
reported. Furthermore; the median number of Crime Index offenses 
was 340 revealing that 50 percent of the tracts had less than 340 of 
these offenses reported and 50 percent had more. The tract with the 
fewest Crime Index offenses reported (n=9) was 63.2, which is located 
in a sector south of P Street, S.E., between the Washington Channel 
and Canal Street, and contains the military base called Fort McNair. 
Tract 58.0 had more Crime Index offenses reported than any other 
tract with a total of 3,235. This tract comprises most of the city's 
commercial-business core and is bounded by the Mall on the south, 
New York and Massachusetts Avenues on the north, 15th Street on the 
west, and !jth and 6th Streets, N. W., on the east (see Map 1.1 for the 
location and boundaries of each tract). 

For violent crimes, the median value which divided the tracts into two 
equal groups was 63. Furthermore, 50 percent of the tracts fell within 
the interval from 33 to 92 violent crimes with the lower and upper 25 
percent of the tracts falling outside these values. At the extremes, 
two tracts (63.2 and 73.1) had no violent crimes reported. Both of 
these tracts contain military bases so that violent crimes occurring 
there would be reported to the appropriate military authorities. Tract 
58.0 had the most violent crimes reported with a total of 482~ which is 
over seven times greater than the median value of 63. 

The median number of property crimes was 263, with 25 percent of the 
tracts having property crimes between 186.5 and 263 and another 25 
percent falling between the median of 263 and 365.5. The tracts with 
the least and most reported property crimes were 63.2 and 58.0, 
respectively. It should be noted that the number of property crimes 
reported in the downtown district encompassed in tract 58.0 (n=2,753) 
was over ten times greater than the median number found for the 
tracts as a whole. 

d. Crime in the District of Columbia and its Suburbs 

As designated by the Bureau of the Census, the District of Columbia 
and its surrounding counties and independ~nt cities constitute the 
Washingtgn Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area. These surrounding 
counties and cities are listed with the District of Columbia in Table 
10, Appendix B. In addition, Table 10 shows the population estimates 
and number and rate per 100,000 population of reported crimes in 
these jurisdictions. Figure 1.10 summarizes the information in Table 
10 by presenting the number of crimes per 100,000 population in the 

! 
'I 

1 

j 

I 
1 

9 

8 

o 
·0 

0 .. 4 
o 
o ...... 
J... 
C1) 
0. 

~ 2 

~ 

25 

6347 

5443 

o Crime Index Rate 

Iilli] Property Crime Rate 

_ Violent Crime Rate 

0 .. _ .... __ .. 

Virginia Suburbs District of. Columbia Maryland Suburbs 

Figure 1.10 
. Total Reported Crime Index, Property Crime, and Violent Crime Rates 

in the District of Columbia, Maryland Suburbs, and VIrginia Suburbs, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 10.· • 
SOURCES: Population estimates: District ?f Columbia - Office of Plannmg and 
Development. "1979 Provisional Population Estimates," May 1980. Maryland and 
Virginia _ State Police, Uniform Crime Reporting Section, Federal ~ure.au of 
Investigation population estimates, unpublished.. Reported Offenses: Dlstrl~t of 
Coiumbi& _ Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform 
Crime Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. Charles County, Montgomery 
County, Prince George's CoLinty, Maryland - State Police, "Maryland Uniform 
('rime Reporting, 1979 Prellminary Annual Release," February 1980. All other 
Ma~yland jurisdictions _ Federal Bureau of Investigation, "Offenses Known to the 
Police, Washington, D.C. and Surrounding Suburban Communities." Virginia juris
dictions _ State Police, "Crime in Virginia, 1979," in press. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Anaiysis . . 

, District of Columbia, the Maryland suburbs, and the Virginia suburbs. 
Figure 1.10 shows that the District of Columbia ranks higher than its 
Maryland and Virginia suburbs in rates for Crime Index offenses, 
property crimes, and violent crimes. Furthermore, the rate of 
reported violent crimes in the District of Columbia is three times 
greater than the rate for the Maryland suburbs and five times greater 
than the rate for the Virginia suburbs, as a whole. When the crime 
rates in the District of Columbia are compared with those of specific 
suburban jurisdictions (see Table 10 of Appendix B), it is apparent that 
the District's violent crime rate is higher than the rates in any of the 

.. ". suburbs and its Crime Index and property crime rates are higher than 
j:hose in all suburbs except Laurel, Maryland and Alexandria, Virginia. 
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. Further analysis of crime in the District of Columbia and its suburbs is 
presented in Table 1.2. First, this table shows how the population is 
distributed, in percents, among the District of Columbia and its 
Maryland and Virginia suburbs. Maryland has the highest percentage 
of the population (44.4 percent), Virginia the next highest (34.1 
percent), and the District of Columbia the lowest (21.5 percent). 
Next, Table 1.2 shows how reported crime totals are distributed. In 
comparing the distributions of the crime totals to the distributions of 
thP. populations, the percentages for the Crime Index totals and the 
property crime totals are proportionate to the population distributions. 
However, the District of Columbia has a higher percentage of the 
violent crimes (51.0 percent) compared .to its percentage of the 
population (21.5 percent) in the metropolitan area. 

Table 1.2 

Percentage Distribution of Total Population and Crime Index, 
Violent Crime, and Property Crime Offenses 

in the District of Columbia, Maryland SuburtJ,~, and Virginia Suburbs, 
Calendar Year 1979 

---.~. 

CrIme Violent Property 
Index Crime Crime 

Place Population Totala Total Total 

Washington, D.C. 21.5 28.2 51.0 25.6 

Maryland· 44.4 43.2 35.8 44.1 

Virginia 34.1 28.5 13.2 30.3 

TOTAL 100.0 99.9 100.0 100.0 

a Arson is excluded from Crime Index total and Property Crime total due to incomplete 
data availability. 

SOURCE: See Table 10, Appendix B. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Crime in Twelve American Cities 

In Figure 1.11 the rates of reported Crime Index offenses are 
presented for Washington; D.C. and eleven other cities in the United 
States.. N~ne of th.ese cit!es .were chosen because of their similarity to 
the DIstrIct of ColumbIa In population size density percent of 
po~ulation ~n welfare, percent of housing built prior to i940, the rate 
of Increase In the daytime population, and the proportion of the total 
metropolitan population l'esiding in the central city. Furthermore like 
the Dis!rict ?f Columbia, these nine' cities had experienced decli~es in 
population SIze between 1960 and 1975. These cities are Baltimore 
Boston, Cleveland, Denver, Milwaukee, New Orleans Seattle Sa~ 
Francisco, and. St. Lo~is. T~o additional cities, Minneapoli~ and 
Oakland, were Included In the fIgure in order to make the analyses for 
1979 comparable to those presented for 19'/7 and 1978 in the Crime 
and Justice Profile: The Nation's Capital. They were used in that 
report because of the availability of data on public attitudes, which 
were analyzed for a select group of cities. These two cities are 
smaller in population size than the other ten cities examined (for 
population size estimates see Appendix B, Table 11). 
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Figure 1.11 _ Violent Crime Rate 

Total Reported Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Pr'operty Crime Rates per 100 000 populatio~ 
in Eleven Selected Cities, Calendar YElar 1979 ' 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 11 
SOURCE: Federal Bureau of Investigation, Uniform Crime Reports, 1979 Preliminary 
Annual Release, 1980 U.S. Bureau of the Census, State Population Division. 
PRE~ARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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The Crime Index ra tes for each of the twelve selected American cities 
are shown in the bar graph presented in Figure 1.11 with each bar 
subdivided into portions representing the violent crime rate and 
property crime rate. To assist in the comparison of these rates among 
the twelve cities, they we're rank-ordered from high (rank = 1) to low 
(rank = 12). The highest Crime Index rate was observed in Oakland and 
the next highest in Boston. Oakland was also first in the rank-ordering 
of the cities for property crime rates. However, Denver was second 
for this type of crime. For violent crime rates, St. Louis ranked first 
and Baltimore second. Of the twelve cities, the one with the lowest 
Crime Index, violent crime, and property crime rates was Milwaukee. 
The next lowest Crime Index and property crime rates were evidenced 
by Washington, D.C. and the next lowest violent crime rate by Seattle. 
The District of Columbia occupied a moderately low position on the 
ranking of the cities' violent crime rates with a rank of eight. 

3. Special Charm~teristi(!s of Crime 

a. Type of Premise 

Knowledge about the type of premise at which certain crimes most 
frequently occur may be useful for the development of reasonable 
crime prevention strategies to be implemented by the police and the 
community. Such information may prove particularly beneficial in 
raising the public's awareness of where the risks of being a victim of 
crime a\,e the greatest and whether these risks may be reduced 
through the conscious efforts of the individual, the activities of local 
businessmen, or the programs of government agencies. Since larceny
theft, robbery, and burglary constitute the three most frequent Crime 
Index offenses, attention will be focused on the types of premises 
where these three crimes occur. In distinguishing among these three 
crimes, it should be recalled that robberies involve a theft directly 
from an individual through the use of force or the threat of it; 
burglary entails unlawfully entering a structure in order to commit a 
theft or a felony; and larceny-theft o~curs when another's property is 
taken without the use of force or violence (see Appendix A for the 
definitions used by the FBI). 

As shown in' Figure 1.12, the vast majority (61.2 percent) of robberies 
occurred in public spaces such as streets and parks, the majority (59.0 
percent) of burglaries were from places of residence, and about half 
(49.6 percent) of all larceny-thefts were from automobiles or trucks. 
Commercial establishments constituted the next most common target 
for all three crimes with 14.9 percent of the robberies, 23.5 percent of 
the burglaries, and 22.7 percent of the larceny-thefts occurring in such 
places. Although most burglaries were from private residences, only 
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Figure 11.12 
Percentage Distributions of Robberies, Burglaries, and Larceny-Thefts 
by Type of Premise in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Departme~t, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Offiee of Criminal Justice Plans and Analy.sis. 
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5.7 percent of the robberies and 3.0 percent of the larceny-thefts 
occurred thert.. Similarly, proportionately more burglaries (5.3 per
cent) occurred in schools than did either larceny-thefts (2.7 percent) 
or robber~es (l.B percent). Less than two percent of any of these 
crimes were perpetrated in the public transportation system. Crimes 
reported at other types of locations (e.g., construction sites, public 
buildings, ~tc.) were combined into a residual category labeled as 
"other." 

Since commercial establishments, which were the second most fre
quent loc,q.ti011 for each of the ~ee crimes under consideration, 
encompass a di"Jersity of businesses, several major types of commer
cial establishments were selected for a more detailed examination of 
their crime rates. In particular, ten major types of businesses were 
clhosen, and the crime rates were calculated by dividing the number of 
Cl'imes reported at that type of establishment by the estimated 
number of establishments in, that category and multiplying this quo
tient by 100. The resulting crime rates can be used to represent the 
risk to particular types of establishments of being targets of crime. 

According to data presented in Figure 1.13 and Table 12 of Appendix 
B, grocery stores had the highest risk of being the site of robberies, 
hotels the second highest, and gas stations third. In contrast, the risk 
of robbery was lower in liquor stores than in any of the other nine 
premises. Hotels, rooming houses, and general merchandise stores 
ranked first, second, and third, respectively, in rates of burglary. Of 
the ten types of establishments, banks had the lowest burglary rates 
and liquor stores the next lowest. The larceny-theft rate for general 
merchandise stores was over five times greater than the next highest 
rate which was for hotels. The third highest rate of larceny-theft was 
evidenced by grocery stores, and the lowest rate occurred for liquor 
stores. 

b. Type of Property Stolen 

In conjunction with the information on the type of premise at which 
crimes are likely to occur, it is important to examine the type of 
property that is taken in the three crimes involving the theft of items 
other than automobiles (i.e., robbery, burglary, larceny-theft). The, 
data on the type of item stolen listed in Table 13 of Appendix B 
repres' 'rlts the itemJ that are classified by the police as the most 
valuable or the most important (e.g., a weapon) one taken during the 
commission of a particular crime. ThUS, only one item is tabulated for 
each reported offense. 

6Commercial establishments refer to premises where goods or services are 
created, bought, or sold generally for public consumption (e.g., retail and 
wholesale businesses, professional and business offices, entertainment and 
recreational establishments, lodging places, financial institutions, and 
manufacturing plants). Public (i.e., government) buildings are not included. 
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_ Robbery 

l::!:::::::::;:;:::::l Burglary 

L--._~I Larceny-Theft 

~ __________________________________ ~~L~' ______________ ~ 1,685.9 

~--~-----P----~--~~--~----~~~i----~i~---Pi--~I 606' 1400 1500 1600 1700 a 
Rate 

, Figure.lol3 
Total Robbery, Burglary, and Larceny-Theft Rates. 

per 100 Commercial Establishments by Type of Premise 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 13 
SOURCE: Metropc;>litan Police Department, unpublish.ed 
data. U.S. Bureau of the Census, County Business Patterns, 
1977. ' . 
PREPARf:D BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and AnalysIs 
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In 63.4 percent of all robberies checks, money orders, or coins were 
the most valuable or important items that were taken. The next most 
frequently listed single item was jewelry with only 7.7 percent of the 
robberies having this as the most valuable article stolen. For 
burglaries the two highest categories that contained items in a 
particular genre were rl!ldios, televisions, and stereos which were listed 
in 24.9 percent of the burglaries and checks, money orders, and coins 
which were listed in 12.6 percent. The two items listed most often as 
the most valuable or important object taken during a larceny-theft 
were automobile accessories (19.7 percent) and checks, money orders, 
and coins (17.9 percent). A residual category labeled "otherll contains 
a diversity of items found in homes, office buildings, and businesses 
(e.g., books, pets, credit cards, sporting goods, junk; etc.). This 
category constituted 141.4 percent of the items listed for robberies, 
31.8 percent of those for burglaries, and 15.4 percent of those for 
larceny-thefts. Since the police department developed the categories 
referring to specific itlems to represent the most commonly stolen 
items of value, it is expected that no particular object constitutes a 
major portion of the "other" category. 

c. Property Loss and Recov(:!X 

d. 

The value of property stolen and recovered for reported Crime Index 
offenses in 1979 is exhibited in Table 14, Appendix B. The value of 
property stolen totaled $16,770,973. The value of the property 
recovered equaled 19 J. percent of the amount stolen, resulting in a net 
loss of $13,568,247. lProperty stolen during the commission of 
property crimes comprised 93 percent of the value of all property 
stolen. Of all the Crimf9 Index offenses, burglary and motor vehicle 
theft ranked first and second, respectively, in the value of the 
property s~olen. However, there was a much hjgher recovery rate for 
motor vehIcles stolen than for property taken during burglaries. The 
value of the motor vehicles recovered in 1979 was 47.8 percent of the 
value of those stolen whE~reas goods equaling only 5.8 percent of the 
value of th~se taken in burglaries were recovered in 1979. 

Type of Weapon 

The types of weapons used in the commission of violent crimes in the 
District of Columbia are shown in Figure 1.14. Bodily force or an 
unknown weapon were used most frequently in the commission of 
v~olent cri.mes. Accounting for 36.7 percent of the weapons used in 
VIolent crImes, the cate~~ory of bodily force or weapon unknown is 
composed primarily of b()dily force through the use of hands, fists, 
feet, and teeth. In 1979 handguns accounted for 32.7 percent of the 
weapons used in violent cl'imes; rifles and other guns accounted for an 
~dditiona1 3.7 percent •. Knives or other cutting instruments were used 
In 13.6 percent of all VIolent crimes. 
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Bodily Force 
or Weapon Unknown 

(36.7%) 

Figure .1.14 
Percentage Distribution of Reported Violent Crimes by Type of Weapon 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year, 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix a, Table 14 . 
SOURCE: MetropoJltan Pollee Department, "Property Attacked, Method, Weapon, Property Stolen," 

. February 19, 1980; and un~ublishe~ data. , 
PREPARED BYI Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

Table'! 15 of Appendix B shows the weapons used in the commission of 
each of the violent crimes. Forty-three percent of the murders and 
non-negligent manslaughters inVOlved the use of handguns, 25.0 per
cent involved knives or cutting instruments, and 20.0 percent involved 
bodily force or an unknown weapon. Bodily force or unknown weapons 
constituted 58.7 percent of the weapons used in committing forcible 
rape, knives or cutting instruments another 20.4 percent, and handguns 
13.8 percent. In the commission of robbery, 47.8 percent of the, 
weapons were bodily force or unknown weapons, 36.4 percent were 
handguns, and only 6.4 percent were knives or other cutting instru
ments. Other objects, a category that includes a variety of physical 
objects (e.g., water glasses, ashtrays, etc.), we're used in 30.7 percent 
of the aggravated assaults. An additional 28.6 percent of the 
aggravated assaults involved the use of knives or other cutting 
instruments, and 26.1 percent involved the use of handguns. 
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e. Assaults on Police Officers 

Table 1.3 exhibits the number of assaults perpetrated against police 
officers, the type of weapon used, and the number and percent of 
assaults involving injury to the officer. With the category of "unknown 
weapon" excluded, male and female officers were most likely to be 
assaulted and injured with bodily weapons, such as hands, teeth, and 
feet. Approximately one-third of the assaults and one-quarter of the 
injuries resulted from "other" types of weapons (e.g., sticks, bricks, 
iron pipes, etc.). Assaults with firearms comprised 10.1 percent of the 
total number of assaults. However, the percentage of assaults with 
firearms that resulted in injury (22.2 percent) was less than the 
percentage resulting in injury wheJl~lth~r bodily weapons (65.0 per
cent) or other types of weapons (43.1 perc~nt) were used. It was not 
possible to determine whether the severity of these injuries varied 
according to the type of weapon used since the aggregated data 
available from the police department did not contain such information. 

Table'1.3 

Number and Percentage of Injuries of Total Reported Assa'Alts on Police Officers 
by Sex of Officer and Type of Weapon 

in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Male Female 

Total Injury Total Injury 
Type of Weapon Assaults n % Assaults n % 

Firearm 18 4 22.2 0 0 0.0 
Sharp Instrument 4 0 0.0 0 0 0.0 
Hands, Fist, etc. 103 67 65.0 8 5 62.5 
Other 51 22 43.1 0 0 0.0 
Unknown 3 3 100.0 0 0 0.0 

TOTAL 179 96 53.6 8 5 62.5 

aT~e ~ollowing classificatio~ was used: . Firearm - .32, .38, or .45 caliber pistol, rifle, 
aIr rIfle, and revolver; Kmfe or Cuttmg Instrument - knives razors· Hands Fist 
t h d' f' t t . ' , , , ? c. -. an~, IS, eeth, and. kicked; and Other - stick, pen, gasgun, bottle brick 

Irqn pIpe, dIsh, and category listed as "Other." ' , 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Assaults on Police Officers," February 
19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY~ Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Crime Index and Part II Offenses , ~ 

In Figure 1.15 the volume of Part II crimes is shown relative to Crime 
Index offenses, which include all Part I offenses except manslaughter 
by negligence. The most frequently reported crime was larce'!y-theft 
which equaled 38.2 percent of all reported offenses. Part II crImes, as 
a whole, comprised the next largest portion with 24.9 percent of ~he 
total. Examina~ion of Table 16 in Appendix B reveals that vandalIsm 
was the most frequent Part II crime reported and violation of drug 
laws the next most frequent. These two crimes constituted 6.2 and 4.6 
percents, respectively, of all Crime Index and Part n offenses reported. 

Part II Crime 
(24.9%) 

Larceny-Theft 
(38.2%) 

Figure 1.15 

Burglary 
(J 7.896) 

Percentage Distribution of Reported Crime Index and Pa,rt II 
Offenses by Type of Offense in the District of Columbw" 

Calendar Year 1979 

NOTE: Othc;)r Includes Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter (0.2%), Forcible Rape 

(0.69(,), and Ar\lon (0.4%). 

REFERENCE; APpendix B, Tables 2 and 16 ' ' 
SOURCE: flfl'ltrgpolitan police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime 
Reporting PrQgri'\m," Februar~ 1,9,1980. , ' 
PREPARED ~Y\ Office af CrIminal JustIce Plans and AnalysIs 
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PROFILE OF AR.RESTS AND AR.RESTEES 

1. Annual Trends in Arrests 

a. Trends in Total Arrests 

The annual trends in total, adult, and juvenile arrests for Crime Index 
offenses are shown for 1971 to 1979 in Figure 1.16 which was derived 
from data appearing in Tables 17, 19, and 21 of Appendix B. For the 
period from 1971 to 1979, the total number of arrests rose in 1972, 
declined in 1973, peaked in 1974, declined to the lowest levels of the 
decade in 1977 and 1978, and increased in 1979. These trends are 

'---J' 
~ 

Total Arrests 

/' Adult Arrests 

~ 

----------------------------------------------- Juvenile Arrests 

o .. ~ .. --.. ----~------~----~----.. ----~~----.. ----~ 1'977 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1978 

Year 
Figure 1.16 

Total Arrests, Juvenile Arrests, and Adult Arrests for Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Cale~dar Years 197]-1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Tables 17,19, and 21 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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almost completely accounted for by annual variations in arrests of 
adults from 1971 to 1979. In contrast, arrests of juveniles for Crime 
Index offenses have remained relatively stable since 1971, fluctuating 
in a narrow range between a high of 3,997 reached in 1975 and a low of 
3,259 achieved in 1979. 

Data appearing in Table 17 of Appendix B indicate that in 1979 there 
were 11,932 arrests for all Crime Index offenses including 70 arrests 
for arson. When arrests for arson are removed from the 1979 data to 
make it comparable to the data on Crime Index arrests for other 
years, the degree of increase in the arrests in 1979 relative to those in 
the previous year equals 10.9 percent. This increase results from an 
8.7 percent increase for violent crime arrests and a 12.0 percent 
increase for property crime arrests. Analysis of the period from 1975 
to 1979 reveals a 14.5 percent decrease in arrests for Crime Index 
offenses. This decline in the number of arrests can be accounted for 
by a 30.9 percent decrease in arrests for violent crime and a 3.3 
percent decrease for property crime arrests. The decline in Crime 
Index arrests over the last five years was due to a reduction from 1975 
to 1977 when the number of these arrests decreased from 13,875 in 
1975 to 10,693 in 1977 representing a 22.9 percent decrease. 

Trends in Juvenile Arrests 

Arrests of juveniles for Crime Index offenses in the District of 
Columbia remained relatively stable from 1971 to 1974, reached a high 
point in 1975, and fluctuated yeady thereafter. These trends are 
illustrated graphically in Figure 1.17 which is based on data presented 
in T&ble 19 of Appendix B. As shown in the figure, annual variations in 
arrestEl of juveniles for Crime Index offenses are largely a function of 
arrests for property crimes especially in the last three years. Patterns 
of juvenile arrests for property crimes differed from those for violent 
crime~ from 1974 to 1975 when arrests for property crimes declined 
while tJlose for violent crimes rose and after 1977 when arrests of 
juveniles for property crimes increased and then declined while those 
for yiolent crimes declined continuously. It should be noted that in 
1979 arrests of juveniles for violent crimes were at the lowest level of 
the nine-year period and arrests for property crimes were only five 
arrests higher than the lowest point reached in 1976. 

The a.nnual r&tes of change as well as the percentage differences in 
juvenile arrests in 1979 relative to those in bot.h 1971 and 1975 are 
presented in Table 20 of Appendix B. The decp.ne in juvenile arrests 
for th~ Crime Index total in 1979 relative to 1978 (-8.7 percent) 
reE!ult~d from declines in arrests for: every crime except motor vehicle 
theft fo.r which arrests rose slightly. Over the five-year period from 
1975 to 1979 a decline of 18.5 percent was evidenced for arrests for 



\ 

I/) .... 
I/) 

~ 
L.. 
L.. 

c:c: 
'H 
0 
L.. 
~ 

.0 
E 
::l 
Z 

~1 

4,000 

3,500 

3,000 

2,500 

2,000 

1,500 

1,000 

500 

0 

38 

" ............ ",..",...-... ~.. Crime Index Total 

• • ••••• • •••• • •• 3 ". •

• I • • • • • • I • • • '" • • • • • • • I I •• " •• Property CrJ'me ••••••• ••••• 

-- - - -- - - -- ... -- -; 

..--""",---- -- ---
- - - - - - - - - - Violent Crime 

1971 1972 

Figure 1.17 
Total Juvenile Arrests for Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property Crime 

in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 19 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data" 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and AnalysIs 

Crime Index offenses as a whole. This decrease was largely a function 
of sizeable reductions in arrests for robbery (-45.2 percent) and 
burglary (-32.8 percent) offset by increases in juvenile arrests for 
larceny-theft (+4.4 percent) and motor vehicle theft (+53.6 percent). 
The decline in juvenile arrests for murder and non-negligent man
slaughter (-42.3 percent) and, forcible rape (-23.5 percent) contributed 
to a lesser degree to the overall five-year change in arrests because of 
the relatively small numbers of arrests for these offenses. 

As shown in Figure 1.18, juvenile arrests for violent crimes reached 
the highest levels of the decade in 1975 and 1976 with 1,371 and 1,340 
arrests, respectively. Juvenile arrests in these ty¢o years appear to be 
a temporary interruption of a general downwartJ trend that occurred 
over the nine-year period and cUlminated in a lOW of 863 arrests for 
violent crimes in 1979. This downward trend is also demonstrated by 
the annual rates of change shown in Table 20 of Appendix B. 
Specifically!/ there was a decline in the number of juveniles arrested 
for violent crimes in every yearly interval except from 1974 to 1975 
when an inclrease of 39.3 percent occurred. As a result of these long
term declines, arrests of JUVeniles for violent crimes in 1979 were 28.6 
percent lower than those in 1971 and 37.1 percent lower than those in 
1975. 
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Figure 1.18 

Total Juvenile Arrests for Violent Crime and Type of Violent Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 19 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data, 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis . 

Arrests of juveniles for violent offenses declined by only 5.8 pe~cent 
from 1978 to 1979. This decline is accounted for by the rela~Ively 
small changes in the number of arrests for the various types of VIolent 
crimes in that one-year interval. In particular, from 1978 to 1979 
arrests for murder and non-negligent manslaughter and those for 
forcible rape declined by one, arrests for robbery remained cons,tant, 
and arrests for aggravated assault declined by 51 (see AppendiX B, 
Table 19). 

Figure 1.19 reveals that juvenile arrests for propert~ c~imes remain:d 
fairly stable from 1971 to 1975, declined to a lo~ P?Int In 1977, r.0se In 

1978 and declined again in 1979. The perIOdIC reversa~ In the 
diredtion of annual changes in juvenile arrests for property crImes are 
illustrated by data shown in Table 20 of Appendix B. .However, the 
long-term trends have been slightly downward as eVIde~ced by a 
decline of 5.7 percent between 1971 and 1979 and a decline of 8.8 
percent over the five years from 1975 to 1979. 

Juvenile arrests for property crime were 9.7 percent lower in 1979 
than in 1978 as a result of fewer arrests for both burglary and larceny
theft. In particular, the decline resulted from a 14.4 percent decrease 
in arrests for burglary, a 10.4 percent decrease for larceny-theft, and 
a 4.9 percent rise for motor vehicle theft. 
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Figure 1.19 

Total Juvenile Arrests for Property Crime and Type of Property Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

NOTE: Arson is not included in the calculations for Pr~perty. Crime Total since 
it was classified as a Crime Index offense in 1979 but not In prevIous years. 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 19 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpUblished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

c. Trends in Adult Arrests 

1979 

Annual trends in arrests of adults for Crime Index offenses, property 
crime, and violent crime are depicted in Figure 1.20 for 1971 to 1979. 
At the beginning of this nine-year period, arrests for property crime 
and for violent crime were nearly equal, but they began to diverge in 
1974 when arrests for property crimes rose rapidly. This rise also 
contributed to the peak ih adult arrests for Crime Index offenses as a 
whole that was evidenced in 1974. After 1974 arrests for both 
property and violent crimes declined'at roughly the same rates until 
reaching a low in 1977 for property crime and in 1978 for violent 
crime. Arrests for both types of crime rose in 1979 so that arrests for 
the resulting Crime !ndex total were 20.7 percent higher in 1979 than 
in 1978. As shown in Table 22 of Appendix B, this increase was due to 
a rise in arrests of adults for every Crime Index offense in 1979. 
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Figure 1.20 . 

Total Adult Arrests for Crime Index, Violent Crime, and Property Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix /3, Table 21 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished dflta: 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and AnalYSIS 

1979 

According to Figure 1.21, arrests of adults for violent crimes evi
denced a strong downward trend during most of the decade. of the 
seventies. The first increase in the last five years occurred In 1979 
when adult arrests for violent offenses increased 13.7 percent over 
those in the previous year. Yearly patterns in arrests for agg~avated 
assault and robbery accounted for most of the trends during. the 
decade for violent crime arrests, since arrests for these two c~Imes 
were considerably more numerous than for the ot~er two VIOlent 
crimes. However, as shown in Table 22 of AppendIx. B, arrests f~r 
murder and non-negligent manslaughter and for forCIble rape. eVI

denced overall declines equaling 25.5 and 22.4 percent, r~spectIvely, 
from 1971 to 1979, thus paralleling the downward trends eVIdenced for 
aggravated assault and robbery. 
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Figure 1.21 

1976 1977 

Total Adult Arrests for Violent Crime and Type of Violent Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

REFERENCE:Appendix B, Table 21 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

1978 1979 

, Adult arrests for property offenses, shown in Figure 1.22, fluctuated 
between 1971 and 1979 rather than evidencing a pervasive downward 
trend as was found for arrests for violent crimes. After varying from 
year to .year at t~e onset of the period, arrests for property offenses 
peaked In 1974 wIth 5,917 arrests tallied for that year. Since 1974 
there was a steady decline in property crime arrests until 1977 whe~ 
the trend took an upward turn that continued through 1979. Adult. 
~rrests for property offenses increased 24.8 percent in 1979 over. those 
In the previous year due to increases In arrests for burgla,ry (39.1 
percent), larceny-theft (18.8 percent), and motor vehicle theft (29.7 
percent). 
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Figure 1.22 

1976 1977 1978 

Total Adult Arrests for Property Crime and Type of Property Crime 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Table 21 
SOURCE: Metropolitan PolICe Department, unpublished data. 
pREPARED BY: Office of Crlminal,iustlce Plans and Analysis 
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2. Patterns of Juvenile and Adult Arb~sts by Type of Offense 

There was l\ total of 11,932 arrests for Crime Index offenses in the Dist\\ict 
of Columbia in 1979. Adults accounted for 72.5 percent and JUVeniles t1.5 
p~rcent of these arrests. Figure 1.23 is a display of the percentage of 
adult and juvenile arrests by type of offense and is based on data presented 
in Tables 19 and 21 of Appendix B. 

A comparison of adult and juvenile arrest patterns shows that in both 
categories more persons were arrested for larceny-theft than for any other 
Crime Index offense. Adult arrests for larceny-theft accounted for 28.3· 
percent of all Crime Index arrests and 39.0 percent of those for adults 
only. Juvenile arrests followed a similar pattern in that arrests of 
juveniles for larceny-theft accounted for 9.5 percent of all arrests for 
Crime Index offenses and 34.5 percent of those for juveniles. The next 
highest categol'ies of arrests for adults were aggravated assault and 
burglary which comprised 12.3 and 11.5 percents, respectively, of all 
arrests fov Crime Index o,ffenses. Adults were more likely to be arrested 
for aggra.vated assault than juveniles whose arrests for this offense 
accounted for less than two percent of the Crime Index arrests • 
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After larceny-theft, burglary was the second largest category of arrests 
for juveniles with 7.2 percent of the total arrests, and robbery was next 
with 5.0 percent of all arrests. Arrests of adults for motor vehicle theft, 
forcible rape, murder and non-negligent manslaughter, and arson accounted 
for about ten percent of all arrests for Crime Index offenses, and arrests of 
juveniles for these four offenses accounted for less than four percent. 
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Figure 1.23 
Percentage of Total Adult and Juvenile Arres'ts by Type of Crime Index Offense 

in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Tables 19 and 21 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpubJ~shed data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

'J I 

.'--. " ' 

JUVENILES 

part II Crime 
(29.296) 

45 

ADULTS 

Part 11 Crime 
(75.196) 

Otherl=~~~~~i~~n (1.1 %) 

Other \L......-.:::::::;;~ 
(1.396) 

Figure1.24 
p.ercentage Distributions of Juvenile and Adult Arrests for Crime 

Index and Part IT Offenses by Type of Offense 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

NOTE: Other includes Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter, 
Forcibl~ Rape, a,nd Arson. 
REFEReNCE: Appendix B, Tables 16, 19 and 21 
SOURCE; Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

A compa.l'ison of arrests for Crime Index and Part IT offenses may be made 
by examining Figure 1.24. According to data presented in Table 16 of 
Appendix B there were 27,454 arrests for Part IT offenses in 1979 with 95.1 
percent of these being arrests of adults and 4.9 percent being arrests of 
juveniles. As a result of the large number of adults arrested for Part II 
cr-fmes, 75.1 per<:ent of all adult arrests fell in this category. In contrast, 
only 29.~ percent of all juvenile arrests were for Part IT offenses. 

In examining the pie charts presented in Figure 1.24, it is importemt to 
remember that mo~ adults are arrested than juveniles for each of the 
crimes listed. Thus, the charts may be used only to compare the relative 
distributions. of juvenile and adult arrests across the selected crime 
categories. As a result of the pronounced differem~e between juveniles and 
adu,lts in the proportion of arrests that wel!~e for Part II crimes, the 
pergentages of juvenile and adult arrests in ear.ih of the Crime Index 
categories differed markedly. In particular, 24.4 percent of the arrests of 
juveniles were for larceny-theft, 18.5 percent for burglary, and 13.0 
per~ent fOl' robbery. The corresponding percentages for adults were 9.7, 
4.0, and 3.5, respectively. Thus, arrests for these three crimes constituted 
55.9 percent of aU juvenile arrests but only 17.2 percent of adult arrests. 
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3. Geographic Dietribution of Juvenile and Adult Arrests 

The geographic distribution of arrests of juveniles and adults is represented 
in Tables 23 and 24 of Appendix B by the police district of the arresting 
officer. Arrests of nonwhites greatly outnumbered arrests of whites, and 
the location of arrests tended to differ according to the race of the 
arrestee. In particular, whites were more likely to be arrested by officer 
from District 2 than by those from other districts. , In contrast, the largest 
numbers of nonwhite juveniles and adults were arrested by officers from 
Police District 1 for Crime Index and property offenses and by those from 
District 7 for violent crimes. 

4. Demographic Characteristics of Juvenile and Adult Ar-r(~tees 
... . .~','\'-

a. Age and Sex 

In 1979, there were an estimated 296,300 males in the District of 
Columbia and 363,900 females so that males comprised approximately 
45 percent of the total population and females over 55 percent (see 
Appendix B, Table 1). In contrast, males equaled 87.9 percent of all 
arrestees in 1979 whereas females equaled only 12.1 percent (see 
Appendix B, Table 25). Further comparisons can be made between the 
population of the District and persons arrested for Crime Index 
offenses there by examining Figure 1.25. In particular, the population 
pyramid representing the age and sex structure of all arrestees is 
superimposed over the population pyramid for the residents of the 
District. 

As shown in Figure 1.25, more males were arrested between the ages 
of 15 and 19 than in any other age interval. Comprising little more 
than four percent of the total population, 15 to 19 year old males 
accounted for 28.6 percent of all arrests for Crime Index offenses. 
The next highest proportion of arrests for males occurred in the 20 to 
24 age bracket. In this category, males comprised 4.1 percent of the 
total population while accounting for 20.1 percent of all arrestees. 

In contrast to male arrestees, females arrested for Crime Index 
offenses were underrepresented in each age category relative to their 
pl'oportion in the population as a whole. For example, females in the 
age category containing the greatest number of female arrestees (i.e., 
20 to 24 years) constituted only 2.8 percent of all arrestees, but 
female residents in that age group equaled 5.6 percent of the total 
population. Similarly, female arrestees aged 25 to 29 comprised 2.7 
percent of all arrestees whereas female residents of the District in 
that age category constituted 4.9 percent of all residents. Another 
difference between male and female arrestees shown in the figure is 
that male arrestees tended to be conc~'Otrated in younger age categor
ies than did females. 
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Percent 

Figure'1.25 

Female 

Ft?J Arrestees 

o Total Population 

Percentage of Total Population and Arrestees for Crim~ Index Offenses 
by Age Interval and'Sex in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Tables 1 and 25 , , 
SOURCES: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
Office of Planning and Development, "1979 Provisional Population 
Estimates. Washington, D.C.," May 1980. 

PFEPARED BY: ,Office of Criminal Justice ,Plans and Analysis 

Further examination of the data revealed that over half (53.9 percent) 
of all persons arrested for Crime Index offenses were 15 to 24 years of 
age. Consequently, the age and sex distribution of ar~est.ees in this 
ten-year age bracket is presented by single year categorIes In Table 26 
of Appendix B and in Figure 1.26. Of the 6,433 arrestees between the 
ages of 15 and 24, the modal category (i.e., the most frequently 
occurring) was males aged 15 who comprised 12.4 percent of arrestees 
aged 15 to 24 and 6.7 percent of arrestees of all ages. The next 
highest category was males aged 18 who constituted 11.9 percent of 
arrestees aged 15 to 24 and 6.4 percent of all arrestees. 

Inspection of the data in Table 26 of. Appendix B reveals. that the 
modal age of arrestees varies for the dIfferent types of CrIme Index 
offenses. In particular, the modal age of male arrestees was 15 for 
burglary and larceny-theft, 16 for motor vehicle theft, 1~ for robbery, 
19 for murder and non-negligent manslaughter and forCible rape, and 
21 for aggravated assault. Thus, the modal agta was less than 17 for 
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Figure 1.26 

. . . dults A ed 15 to' 24 Arrested for Crime Index Offenses by Sex and Age 
Percentage Distribution of Juvenl~e:h:n~i~rlct of ~olumbia, Calendar Year 1979 . 

persons arrested for the three main property crimes and 18 or over for 
those arrested for violent crimes., Furtherm,ore, the number of 
arrestees was normally higher in the age categorIes close to the '!l0dal 
age so that persons arrested for property crimes tend~d to ~e sl1ghtIy 
younger than those arrested for violent offenses. It IS also ~mportant 
to note that the modal age of 15 for persons arrested for CrIme Index 
offenses was accounted for by the fact that the mo~al age of persons 
arrested for the two most frequent arrest charges (I.e., larceny-theft 
and burglary) was 15. 

Another means of comparing arrestees by age and sex is throu~h the 
use of arrest rates, i.e., the number of arrestees per 100,000 reSl~ent~. 
These rates can be calculated for specific subgroups in a population In 
order to take into account the size of the subgroups and to represent 
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Table 1.4 

Population Estimates and Number and Rate of Arrest for Crime Index Offenses 
per 100,000 Population by Sex and Age 

in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

-------------------"'.~,,-.-----------

Sex and 
Age 

~ale 

7-17a 
18+ 

TOTAL 

J;i'emale 

7-17b 

18+ 

TOTAL 

Population . 
Estimate 

53,700 
213,460 

267-,160 

55,280 
279,020 

334,300 

T6Vrl 
Arrest 

3,021 
7.,473 

10,494 

259 
1,179 

1,438 

Arrest 
Rate 

5,625.7 
3,500.9 

3,928 .. 0 

468.5 
422:6 

430.2 

aThi~ category includes twelve males aged 18-20 arrested as juveniles and 
pro~ecuted under the Youth Corrections Act. 

bThts cate,gory includes two females aged 18-20 arrested as juveniles and 
prQ:;ecuteQ under the Youth Corrections Act. 

REFER.ENCE: Appendix B, Tables 1, 27, and 28. 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

more aocurately their relative risks of being arrested. Arrest rates 
for males and females subdivided into juveniles (aged 7 to 17) and 
adults (aged 18 and over) are shown in Table 1.4. The rates presented 
in the last column reveal that arrest rates were much hJ,gher for males 
compared to females and for juveniles relative to adults. These 
differential rates reveal that the likelihood of being arrested was 
greater for juveniles than for adults, even though more adults were 
arrested. Furthermore, the difference in arrest rates between juve
niles and adults was more pronounced for males than females. 
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Table 1.5 

Population Estimates and Number and Rate of Arrest for Crime Index Offenses 
per 100,000 Population by Color and Age 

in the Distr.ict of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Color and 
Age 

White 

7-17 
18+ 

TOTAL 

Nonwhite 

7-17a 
18+ 

TOTAL 

Population 
Estimate 

12,020 
153,540 

165,560 

96,960 
338,940 

435,900 

Total 
Arrest 

51 
713 . 

764 

3,229 
7,939 

11,168 

Arrest 
Rate 

424.3 
464.4 

461.5 

3,330.2 
2,342.3 

2,562.1 

aIncludes fourteen persons age 18-20 arrested as juveniles and prosecuted' 
under the Youth Corrections Act. 

REFERENCE: Appendix B, Tables 1, 27 ,and 28. 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

b. Age and Color 

Shown in Table 1.5 is the number and rate of arrests per 100,000 
p~rsons by color and age. For both juveniles and adults, nonwhites had 
hIgher numbers and rates of arrest in 1979. Within the nonwhite 
P?pulation juveniles had a higher arrest rate (3,330.2 per 100,000) than 
dId, adults (2,342.3 per 100,000). However., the reverse was true among 
whItes for whom the arrest rate was lower for juveniles (424.3 per 
100,000) than for adults (464.4 per 100,000). Furthermore, the 
differential in the arrest rates of juveniles and adults was much 
greater for nonwhites than whites. 

c. 

d. 

51 

Sex and Color 

Figures 1.27 and 1.28 show the percentage distribution of arrests of 
juveniles and adults, respectively, by sex and color. According to the 
figures, the vast majority of both juveniles and adults arrested were 
nonwhite males. However, nonwhite males comprised a higher per
centage of juvenile arrestees (90.7 percent) than of adult arrestees 
(79.9 percent). The opposite was true for nonwhite females who 
constituted a greater proportion of adults arrested (11.8 percent) than 
of juveniles (7.7 percent). With males and females combined, the 
percentage of arrestees who were nonwhite was nigher for juveniles 
(98.4 percent) than for adults (91.7 percent). 

Residence 

Table 1.6 presents the percentage of adult arrestees by residence. Of 
the adults arrested in 1979, 88.9 percent resided in the District of 
Columbia, 7.7 percent in Maryland, 2.2 percent in Virginia1 and 1.3 
percent in some other state or country. Comparisons a.mong the 
arrestees for the eight Crime Index offenses reveals relatively minor 
variations in this percentage distribution for the different charges. 
The percent of arrestees who were residents of the District, of 
Columbia was highest (91 percent or more) for four offenses (I.e., 
murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, burglary, and 
arson). The lowest percentage of arrestees residing in the District was 
85.2 percent, which was found for persons arrested for motor vehicle 
theft tn the District of Columbia in 1979. i 
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Nonwhite Female 
(7.7%) ~ 

Nonwhite Male (90.7%) 

Fi~ure 1.~7 

Percentage DistrIbution of Juvenile Arrests for Crime Index Offenses by Sex and Color 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE:, Appendix B, Table 27 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
P,REPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

White Mal~ 
(6.4%) 

Nonwhite, Female 

(11.8%) 

Nonwhite Mal~\ 
(79.9%) 

Figure 1.28 
Percentage D:stribution of Adult Arrests for Crime Index Offenses by Sex and Color 

In the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

REFERENCE: Appendlx'B, Table 28 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice ,Plans and Analysis 
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Table 1.6 

Number and Percentol Arrests [or \Or.ime Jnd<,:x ,Offenses by Residence of Arrestee 
in the District of ColumbIa, Ivlaryland Sliburbs, Virginia Suburbs, and Other Places, Calendar Year 1979 

------' ----------------------------l'l'luroer-------------------------
Crime Violent Property ,aDd Non-

Year and mdex Cdme Cdl'l'le :NegUgent Forcible 
Place Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape 

------------------------------
,ill2 

District of n 7,.52.5.0 2,936.0 4,.589.0 14.5 .0 
ColumbIa 'J6 88.9 88 • .5 89.2 91.8 

Maryland n 648.0 27.5.0 373.0 7.0 
Suburbs % 7.7 8.3 7.2 4.4 

Virginia n 182.0 69.0 113.0 3.0 
Suburbs % 2.2 2.1 2.2 1.9 

Othera n 108.0 36.0 72.0 3.0 
% 1.3 1.1 1.4 1.9 

TOTAL 8,463.0 3,316.0 .5,147.0 1,58.0 

aThls category includes arrestees with residence in any other state or country. 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Pollee Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of CrimInal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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CHAPTER 2 
ANALYSIS OF CRIME IN CENSUS TRACT 58 

A. INTRODUCTION 

1. Overview 

Crime in the District of Columbia has ,peen found to be unevenly 
distributed across the city's neighborhoods. Specifically, using census 
tracts as rough approximations of neighborhoods it was demonstrated that 
crime tends to be much higher in certain areas of the city than in others. 
The census tract with the highest frequency of reported crimes is tract 58 
which contains the commercial-business center of the city located north of 
the Mall between 5th and 15th Streets, N.W. and south of New Yotk and 
Massachusetts Avenue. Because of the preponderance of crimes reported 
in this area, an extensive analysis of the location of crimes and char.acter
istics of the incident, the complainant, and alleged offender was deemed 
necessary. It is anticipated that this descriptive analysis will provide a 
basis for understanding the possible causes of crime and for identifying the 
types of persons who are victimized and report crimes in this area of the 
city. By using this type of information public officials and private Gitizens 
may be able to develop more effective crime prevention strategies. 

2. Profile of Tract 58 

Census tract 58 is perhaps best characterized by the concentration of older 
commercial establishments that comprise the old downtown business 
district of the city. It encompasses the Pennsylvania Avenue corridor that 
is currently the site of extensive redevelopment. Approximately 41.6 
percent of its 384 acres was zoned for commercial uses and special 
purposes (e.g., museums) in ISY 1978 and 57.9 percent was zoned for local 
and federal government uses The corresponding percentages for the city 
as a whole were 10.0 and 42.5 percent, respectively. 

In keeping with its predominantly commercial and business character, tract 
58 has relatively few residents compared to other tracts in the city. In 
1976 the estimated number of people residing in tract 58 was 1,100 which 
resulted in l.\n overall population density of 2.9 persons per acre. The 
number of residents in all of the 150 census tracts in the city ranged from 
less than 100 to 13,000, and thE'gdensity of population varied from less than 
one person per acre to over 92. 

7 Office of Criminal Justic,e Plans and Analysis. Crime, and Justice Profile: The 
Nation's Capital. Washington, D.C.: District of Columbia Printing Office, 1979, pp. 
29-44. 

80ffice of Planning and DevE\lopment, unpublished data. 

90ffice of Planning and Develop,ment, "1976 Population E'3timates, Washington, D.C." 
and unpublished da tao 
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Howeyer, the risk of becoming a victim of crime in tract 58 is more a 
function of the number of workers, shoppers, and tourists who frequent the 
area than of the number of residents. Unfortunately, no reliable estimates 
o! the number of people in these categories exist for census tracts in the 
CIty, so that suitable measures of the risk of victimization cannot be 
~:~CUlated in such predominantly non-residential areas of the city as tract 

3. Characteristics and Quality of the Data 

'!'he data uS:d i~ this report are from the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) 
~rogram ~amtamed by the Metropolitan Police Department (MPD) accord
mg t~ gUIdelines established by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). 
The types of offe!lses examined are the Crime Index offenses which are 
used as. standard m~icators of serious and frequently occurring crimes in 
the natIo~. Th~ CrIme Index includes four offenses classified as violent or 
person crImes (I.e., murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, 
r(~bbery, and aggravated assault) and four classified as property crimes 
I.e., burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson). 

!he c~ara.cteristics of the criminal incident that were chosen for further 
mvestIgatIon ar~ the address of the incident, the month, the day of the 
week~ and ~e time of occurrence. The characteristics of the complainant 
exa'!lmed 10 the report are age, sex, race, and residence. The only 
attrIbute of the alleged offender that was available from the computerized 
records. of the police was race. When known, the characteristics of the 
complamant and alleged offender were recorded for all person crimes and 
for two types of larceny-thefts (i.e., purse snatching and pocket picking). 
FQr other types of larcenies (e.g~, shoplifting) and all other property crimes 
these personal a ttributes were not recorded. 

The street addresses of the reported criminal incident were used to 
generate contoul' maps that will depict the intensjty of crimes in certain 
areas ~f tract 58. The other variables ch81'acterizing the incident the 
Qompla~nant, a.nd the ~lleg~d offender are examined in a series of tabl~s to 
determme theIr relationshIp to the different types of offenses and to one 
another. 

One i.mp.ortant asp~ct of 'Lile data that shOUld be considered in interpreting 
th~ fmdmgs of thIS report is that the information pertains to reported 
crImes. To the extent that certain types of persons are unwilling to report 
offenses that ar~ perpetrated against them to the police, the aUributes of 
these persons WIll be under-represented in the UCR data. Also, reporting 
rates have been found. to vary according to the type of crime. For 
examp~e, lower reportmg rates were found for larceny-theft than for 
robberIes when UCR data were compared with information from surveys of 

;; 
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victims of crime. 10 Reporting rates are espec'ially sensitive t? ~he' 
seriousness of the crime, the severity of the consequences for the victim, 
and the likelihood of recovering stolen property. Although the existence of 
underreporting imposes certain limits on the interpretations o~ UCR dat~, 
this information is still one'\::>f the best indi-r:!ltors of crime that IS 

maintained in a readily useaqle and standardized format. 

\\ 
\1 
/1 

!nU .S. Department of Justice, LaW 
Criminal Victimization Surveys in 
Government Printing Office, 1975. 

Enforcement Assistance Administration, 
13 American Cities, Washington, D.C.: 

0" 

B. CRIME IN TRACT 58 

1. Comparisons Among Census Tracts 

In 1979 mQre Crime Index offenses were reported in tract 58 than in any 
other census tract in the city. This is apparent by comparing the maximum 
number of offenses reported in a.ny of the 150 census tracts and the number 
of offenses in tract 58 as shown in Table 1 of Appendix C. Census tract 58 
ranked highest not only for the Crime Index total but for the violent and 
property crime sUbtotals as well. Of the eight offenses, tract 58 ranked 
first for robbery~ burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft (see 
Appendix B, Tabl~, B for a list of the number of offenses reported for each 
census tract). 

The number of Crime Index offenses repoi't~d in tract 58 in 1979 was 3,235 
.with 482 of these being violent crimes and 2,753 being property crimes. 
The next highest totals were reported in tract 51 which had 1,294 Crime 
Index offenses divided into 302 violent crimes and 992 ,property crimes. 
Thus, the number of Crime Index offenses reported in tract 58 was two and 
a half times greater than the number reported in the tract with the next 
highest frequency fPd over nine times greater than the median value of 343 
for the 150 tx:acts. ' 

Comparisons of the number of offenses reported in tract 58 and the number 
in the District of Columbia as a whole revealed that larceny-theft is the 
most frequent crime in both instances. However, the next most frequent 
crime. is burglary for the city and robbery for tract 58. For both tract 58 
and the District the ranking of the other Crime fudex offenses from high to 
low is. motor vehicle theft, aggravated assault, forcible rape, arson, and 
murder and non-negligel1t manslaughter. 

2. Location of Crime 

The geographic distributions of the five most frequent Crime Index 
offenses are presented using contour maps. These maps depict the relative 
intensity of reported criminal activity throughout census tract 58. In 
particular, the level of intensity is measured by the number of crimes per 

HIt should be noted that the data for census tracts contained in Table 1 ·of 
Appendix C and Table 9 of Appendix B were generated from computerized 
records pn April 3, 1980 and differ slightly from the frequencies generated on 
Feb,ruary 21, 1980 which are used in all other tables in Appendix C. The 
differences are due to updll-ting of the computerized records between these two 
dates to reflect changes in the founded or unfounded status of reported 
offenses. 
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square mile which is divided into ten equal intervals for each crime. Each 
of these intervals is represented by a different type of shading, graduated 
from the darkest for areas with the greatest i'2tensity of criminal activity 
to the lightest for those with the lowest level. 

The distribution of robberies reported in tract 58 is shown in Map 2.1. The 
area with the highest intensity of reported robberies is located along 12th 
street between U and I Streets. Relatively high rates of robbery were 
evidenced ir: ":",Jjacent areas centered around H Street and 11th Street. 
This area i~ ~est characterized by its proximity to the Greyhound bus 
terminal and the presence of bars and small older buildings. This area is 
also undergoing extensive redevelopment associated with the planned 
construction of the Civic Center. The fewest robberies per land unit in 
tract 58 were reported south of Pennsylvania Avenue. 

The geographic pattern of aggravated assaults shown in Map 2.2 is 
somewhat similar to the pattern found for robberies. In particular, the 
areas of highest and 10wes1: criminal activity roughly coL<:!ide. However, it 
should be noted that the total number of aggravated assaults in tract 58 
was much lower than the number of robberies and the corresponding areal 
rates were also lower. 

As shown in Map 2.3, burglaries tend to be most heavily concentrated along 
F and G Streets between 9th and 14th. The point of highest intensity was 
located on the west side of 13th Street in the block between F and G. The 
area with the highest ~oncentration of burglaries in tract 58 corresponds 
closely to the downtown shopping area. dominated by small and moderate
sized clothing and shoe stores. These stores normally ,f.!!cupy the first floor 
of older two and three story buildings that contain offices on the upper 
levels. 

Larceny-thefts also appear to be most heavily concentrated in the F Street 
shopping corridor (see Map 2.4). The arleas of highest intensity correspond 
to the locations of the three major department stores in this district (i.e., 
Woodward and Lothrop's at 11th and F, Hecht's at 7th and F, and 
Garfinkel's at 14th and F). This distribution is understandable since the 
vast majority of larceny-thefts in trHcts 58 are reported incidents of 
shoplifting. The distribution of thel!le offenses reflects not only the 
occurrence of such criminal acts but also the willingness of stores to report 
these crimes. Reporting these events to the police is a necessary step in 
attempting to heighten public awareness of this crime and to improve the 
crime prevention strategies of the police, the public, and other store 
owners. 

12These maps were constructed by geocoding the addresses of reported offenses 
using the 1980 c~nsus DIME file. Approximately 89 percent of the addresses for 
each type of offense received geocodes and are represented on the maps. The 
addresses for the remaining offenses could not be coded because of insufficient 
information provided in the Census Bureau's DIME file. 
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MT. VERNON PLACE 

THE MALL 

ROBBERY IN CENSUS TRACT 58 
WASHINGTON D.C. 
1979 

Map 2.1 

COMPUTER GRAPHICS: Copyright 1980 MCPC Systems 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Polfce Department, Unpublished Data 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

CRIMES PER SQUARE MILE 
EQUAL INTERVAL 
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01 1222.7 TO 1426.4 
~ 1426.5 TO 1630.2 
.. 1630.3 TO 1834.0 
.. 1834.1 TO 2037:8 
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MT. VERNON PLACE 

THE MALL 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT IN TRACT 58 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
1979 

Map 2.2 

COMPUTER GRAPHICS: Copyright 1980 MCPC Sy~tems 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, Unpublished Data 
PR EPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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MT. VERNON PLACE 

THE MALL 

BURGLARY IN CENSUS TRACT 58 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
1979 

Map 2.3 

COMPUTER GRAPHICS: Copyright 1980 MCPC Systems 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Polfce Department, Unpublished Data 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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MT. VERNON PLACE 

'I'H~ MALL 

LARCENY IN CENSUS TRACT 58 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
1979 

Map 2.4 

COMPUTER GRAPHICS: Copyright 1980 MOpe Systems 
SOURCE: Metr'Jpolitan Police Department, Unpublished Data 
PREPARED BY: Office of Crlmlnal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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THE MALL 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT IN TRACT 58 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
1979 

Map 2.5 

COMPUTER GRAPHICS: Copyright 1980 MCPC Systems 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department. Unpublished Data 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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The location of motor vehicle thefts in tract 58 is presented in Map 2.5. 
Thefts were reported most often in the block bounded by E, F, 13th, and 
14th streets. The darkened area on the map aPgears to be centered around 
a multi-level parking garage and adjoining alley. 'Ibis garage has subse
quently been razed as part of the Pennsylvania Redevelopment Plan. 
Moderately high levels of motor vehicle thefts are evidenced throughout 
the area between E and G Streets from 10th to 15th and in one isolated 
area north of F street between 6th and 7th, the location of a public parking 
lot. 

3. Type of Offense 

Tables 2 through 9 of Appendix C depict the relationships between the type 
of offense and the selected characteristics of the criminal incident, the 
complainant, and the alleged offender. Because of the small number of 
reported murders and non-negligent manslaughters (n=l), forcible rapes 
(n=9), and arsons (n=3) in tract 58 during 1979, it would not be meaningful 
to discuss the patterns eVidenced for these crimes. Consequently, only the 
remaining offenses are discussed in this section. 

a. Month 

Table 2 presents the relationship between the type of offense and the 
month in which the offense occurred in tract 58. For the Crime Index 
offenses as a whole the fewest offenses occurred in February and the 
most in June. This same pattern was found for the property crime 
total. However, for' the violent crime total the fewest offenses 
occurred in April and the most during June and August. The pattern of 
monthly variation for the property crime total was largely a function 
of the pattern evidenced for larceny-thefts, and the trend for the 
violent crime total reflected the monthl;'; variations of robbery. 

b. Day 

Of the 3,246 Crime Index offenses in tract 58 presented in Table 3, 
17.9 percent occurred Qn Friday, 8.5 percent occurred on Sunday, and 
between thirteen and sixteen percent were reported on the remaining 
days of the week. This pattern of a peak on Friday and a low on 
Sunday was evidenced for property crimes tlS a whole and was 
especially pronounced for burglaries and motor vehicle thefts. For 
larceny-thefts, both Thursday and Friday evidenced a high level of 
reported thefts while Sunday continued to have the least activity. For 
violent crimes as a whole, the highest percentages of offenses were 
reported on Friday, Saturday, and Monday and the lowest on Tuesday. 
Slightly divergent patterns were evidenced for robbery and aggravated 
assault. The highest proportion of robberies occurred on Saturday and 
the lowest on Tuesday. In contrast, the greatest number of aggravated 
assaults occurred on Friday and the least on Wednesday. 
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c. Time of Occurrence 

As shown in Table 4, over fifty percent of the Crime Index offenses 
for which the time of occurrence was known occurred between 1:31 
pm and 7:30 pm. The percent of property crimes occurring in this 
time period was even greater. These patterns were largely a function 
of the trends for larceny-thefts for which the greatest proporu'ons 
occurred in the three daytime periods from 10:31 am to 7:30 pm and 
the least in the two time periods from 1:31 am to 7:30 am. In 
contrast, the peak period for burglaries was from 4:31 pm to '7:30 pm 
and tl'i,~ low was from 10:31 am to 1:30 pm. The number of burglaries 
remained fairly constant at a moderate level during the afternoon 
(1:31 pm to 4:30 pm) and at night (7:31 pm to 4:30 am). The periods of 
peai< activity for motor vehicle thefts was during the morning rush 
hour (7:31 am to 10:30 am) and was next highest during the evening 
rush hour (4:41 pm to 7:30 pm). The fewest motor vehicles were stolen 
at night (10:31 pm to .. 7:30 am). 

Violent crimes as a whole were spread out more evenly throughout the 
daytime than were property crimes with the peak occurring at night 
between 10:31 p'm and 1:30 am. Robberies and aggravated assaults 
evidenced somewhat similar patterns in that the peak periods were 
usually late afternoon and at night after 10:31 pm and the lows were 
during the early morning (4:31 am to 10:31 am). 

d. Age of Complainant 

From Table 5 it is apparent that the highest proportion of people 
reporting offenses in tract 58 were between 20 anc1 29 years old and 
the next highest proportion were aged 30 to 39. Offenses were lea.8t 
likely to be reported by those aged 60 and above. This pattern was 
evidenced for bOttl robbery and aggravated assa.ult_ However, persons 
reporting aggravated assaults were more heavily concentratec1 in the 
20 to 29 and 30 to 39 age categories than were those reporting 
robberies. The most common age category for those reporting 
larceny-Lhefts was also 20 to 29. However, larceny-thefts were much 
more likely to be reported by individuals aged 50 and over than were 
any of the violent crimes. 

e. Sex of Complainant 

Of the 540 Crime Index offenses for which the sex of the complainant 
was known, 70.2 percent were reported by males and the remainder by 
females (see Table 6). These percentages are largely a function of the 
tendencies evidenced for violent crimes. Specifically, 84.9 percent of 
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the robberies and 79.1 percent of the aggravated assaults were 
reported by males. In contrast, 60.3 percent of the larceny-thefts 
included in this table (i.e., purse snatching and pocket picking) were 
reported by females. 

Face of Complainant 

As shown in Table 7, of the 540 Crime Index offenses for which the 
race of the complainant was known, 64.3 percent were reported by 
whites and 35.7 percent by nonwhites. This difference was evidenced 
for both robberies and larceny-thefts. However, the opposite tendency 
was found for aggravated assaults for which 64.2 percent were 
reported by nonwhites. Similarly, eight of the nine rapes that 
occurred in tract 58 were reported by a black woman. 

Residential Location of Complainant 

Of the total Crime Index offenses for which the residence of the 
complainant was known, 70.9 percent were reported by residents of 
the District of Columbia, 13.0 percent by those from Maryland, and 
21.9 percent were from Virginia (see Table 8). These percentages are 
similar to those for the violent and property crime totals as well. Or" 
the particular offenses, burglary was more likely to be reported by 
District of Columbia residents than any other. In contrast, only 41.0 
percent of the motor vehicle thefts were reported by District resi
dents, whereas 35.6 percent were reported by persons from Maryland, 
and 19.0 by those from Virginia. 

h. Race of Alleged Offender 

The race of the alleged offender was available for 512 of the reported 
CrimE:' Index offenses in tract 58 as shown in Table 9. In 94.7 percent 
of these cases the race was indicated to be nonwhite. This tendency 
was more pronounced for robberies and larceny-thefts than fer aggra
vated assaults. 

c. 
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ASSOCIATIONS AMONG SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS 

The associations among the selected attributes of the reported incident, the 
complainant, and the alleged offender were examined to obtain greater insight 
into the nature of criminal activity in tract 58. Since there were nQ ~stablisher.l 
theoretical criteria for selecting- particular associations to investigate, the 
Qross tabulations between all possible pairs of variables were examined to 
oetermine which pairs of variables evidenced meaningful relationships with one 
~mother. The variables that did not exhibit sufficiently high associations with 
one another to. merit subsequent discussion are month versus time, age, sex, 
race, and residence; day versus age, sex, and race of complainant; time versus 
age and race of complainant; age versus sex of complainant; and race of the 
alleged offender versus all other variables considered. The cross tabulations of 
the pairs of variables that did evidence meaningful associations with one 
anoth~r are presented in Appendix C, Tables 10 through 19, and the nature of 
these ~ssociatio.ns are discussed in the following sections. 

1. CharacteristidS of Reported Incident 

a. l\1?nth Ve.rsus ~ 

b. 

The assooiation between the month and day of reported offenses in 
tll~ct 58 Is presented in Table 11. It is apparent that differences exist 
among the months in the distribution of offenses by day of the week. 
Although Sunday is consistently the day with the fewest reported 
Qffenses, the percent of offenses occurring on the other days of the 
week dUfer from month to month. In some months (e.g., March, June, 
and December) the most offenses were reported on Friday while in 
o.thers (e.g., July and September) the greatest number were on 
Saturday. For the remaining months, the peak occurred on one or 
more of the other days of the week. Since tract 58 is used primarily 
for commercial activities and government office buildings, the high 
level of criminal activity during the workdays when the greatest 
number of potential victims are available is understandable. Overall, 
the varia.tions in criminal activities by day of the week are rather 
smaU and the increases evidenced on certain days do not follow a 
con~~stent or readily interpretable pattern for the different months of 
the year. 

Day Versus Time of Occurrence 

The periods of greatest reported criminal activity in tract 58 were 
during the daytime, particularly in the afternoon (1:31 pm to 4:30 pm) 
and during the evening rush-hour (4:31 pm to 7:30 pm). As shown in 
Table 11, relatively little variation was evidenced among the days 
from Monday to Saturday in the timing of offenses. On Sunday, the· 
day wit.h the fewest reported offenses, the highest percent of offenses 
was al$o. reported during the afternoon, but the proportion reported 
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from 4:31 pm to 7:30 pm was lower than on the other days of the 
week. The timing of offenses during the workdays and on Saturday 
appear to be a function of the time of greatest opportunity to commit 
larceny-thefts and robberies, the two most common crimes in tract 58. 
Specifically, the timing of offenses <:,oincide with the times that stores 
are open and the periods when the greatest nu mber of shoppers and 
workers are probably on the streets, .. 

2. pharacteristics of Reported Incident and Complainant 

a. jlesidence Versus Day 

The d~y on which crime occurred in tract 58 appeared to vary 
dependIng on whether the complainant resided in the District, a nearby 
state, or in either a more distant state or a foreign country (see Table 
12). . Specifically, complainants from the District of Columbia. 
V~rginia, and Marylapd reported most Cl'imes during weekdays with th~ 
hIghest number bemg reported on Friday. In contrast persons 
reporting crimes in tract 58 who were from other states V:ere more 
likely to be victimized on Saturday or Sunday than on any of the 
weekdays. Foreigners reported more crimes on Saturday than on any 
other day. 

The preceding patterns are probably a function of the types of 
activities people pursue in tract 58 which can be inferred by their 
place of residence. For example, residents of the District of 
Columbia, Virginia, and Maryland are most likely to be commuters 
working in or near tract 58 and, therefore, subject to the greatest risk 
of victimization in this area on the weekdays. Persons from other 
st~tes ,or c?untries may be at the greatest risk of being a victim of 
crIme m thIS tract on the weekend when they are visiting local tourist 
attractions, restaurants, and stores. 

b. Sex Versus Time of Occurrence 

There are some notable differences between male and female com
plainants in the timing of crimes as shown in Table 13. About fifty 
percent of the women who reported crime in tract 58 were victimized 
during the afternoon or early evening (1:31 pm to 7:30 pm). In 
contrast, males were more likely to report offenses at night with 22.3 
percent reporting them between 10:31 pm and 1:30 im and 16.2 
percent between 1:31 am and 4;30 pm. These differences may reflect 
the activity patterns of males and females and -also the tendency of 
males to be victims of violent crimes that occur with greater 
frequency at night. 
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c. Residence of Complainant Versus Time of Occurrence 

As shown in Table 14, all complainants regardless of their place of 
residence reported the highest percentages of crimes during the 
evening rush hour (4;31 pm to 7:30 pm) and the afternoon (1:31 pm to 
4:30 pm). For residents of Virginia and Maryland, who are likely to be 
commuters, the other major time periods for being victims of crime in 
tract 58 were during regular working hours. In contrast, persons from 
other states, who are likely to be tourists, reported the occurrence of 
more crimes in the evening than in the morning hours. Finally, for 
residents of the District of Columbia the major times for being 
victims of crime in this area (other than the afternoon and early 
evening) were during the late morning and early afternoon from 10:31 
am to 1:30 pm. 

3. Characteristics of Complainant 

a. Race Versus Age 

Reported offense figures in Table 15 show that the nonwhites report
ing crimes in tract 58 tend to be younger than the whites. Although 
complainants were most likely to be aged 20 to 29 for both races, a 
higher percentage of nonwhites were from this age category than were 
whites. Furthermore, a higher proportion of nonwhites reporting 
crimes were 19 years old or less. On the other hand, white complain
ants were more likely to be from older adult categories (e.g. 40 and 
above) than were nonwhites. 

b. Race Versus Sex 

Although males reported more crimes than females for both races, this 
tendency was more pronounced among whites than among nonwhites 
(see Table 16). To some extent this differential tendency may reflect 
the race and sex composition of the daily population of tract 58. 

c. Residence Versus Age 

The association between the place of residence and age of complain
ants is shown in Table 17. Complainants from the District of 
Columbia a.nd the two adjacent states were more likely to be from the 
20 to 29 and the 30 to 39 age categories than from any of the other 
age intervals. However, complainants from the District were more 
likelv to be 19 or less than were those from Virginia or Maryland. 
Persons from other states who reported crimes in tract 58 were most 
likely to be from the 50 to 59 age group and next most likely from the 
60 to 69 age category. The age distribution of out-of-town victims of 
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crime in tract 58 suggests that either businessmen or heads of families 
visiting the area may be the selected targets of criminals and/or those 
most likely to report such incidents to the police. 

Residence Versus Sex 

As shown in Table 18, males were more likely to report crimes than 
females from each of the residential areas considered. This sex 
difference was more pronounced for residents of Virginia, other states, 
and foreign countries than for those from the District of Columbia or 
Maryland. 

Residenee Versus Race 

Overall, ,complainants were more likely to be white than nonwhite 
regardless of their place of residence (see Table 19). However, this 
difference was negligible for complainants from the District of 
Columbia, of whom 51.6 percent were white and 48.4 percent non
white. The largest race difference was evidenced for residents of 
Virginia, other states, and foreign countries. 
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D. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

The old downtown business center 'of the District of Columbia constitutes 
an area of particularly high reported crime compared to other commercial 
areas and residential neighborhoods of the city. It is apparent that reported 
crime follows fairly predictable spatial patterns and reg:ular trends by time 
of day and day of the week in this area of the city. Based on the information 
contained in this report, it is alsu possible to construct a prOfile of thi:1 types 
of people who are most likely to be victims of crime in tract 58. 

Examinations of the spatial distribution of five of the Crime Ind~~x offenses 
revealed that certain areas of tract 58 experienced much higher concentrations 
of reported crimes than did others and that these areas varied according to the 
type of offense. In particular, robberies and aggravated assaults, ttlq two 
violent crimes considered, were especially frequent in the area along "12th 
Street between H and I Streets. This section of tract 58 is likely to experience 
considerable transiency due to its proximity to the bus terminal and to the 14th 
Street center for pornography shops and bars. These land uses may attract a 
sufficient diversity of people to provide potential victims of crime and to 
ensure anonymity for the criminal. Also, alcohol consumption at bars in or near 
this portion of tract 58 is likely to be directly associated with such violent 
behavior as aggravated assault. 

Two of the property crimes examined, burglary and larceny-theft, were more 
heavily concentrated in the F Street shopping corridor than in other areas of 
the tract. However, these two crimes differed in their points of highest 
intensity with larceny-thefts focused in the center of the shopping district and 
burglaries skewed toward the western end. It is logical for both of these types 
vf thefts to be concentrated in the area containing the greatest opportunities 
for obtaining marketable and easily transported consumer items. To thwart 
these crimes, store owners may need to make more concerted efforts to secure 
storage areas in the old buildings that predominate in this area and to increase 
security precautions that inhibit shoplifting. Efforts to apprehend and prose
cute shoplifters may also act as a deterrent to this crime. 

Motor vehicle thefts evidenced a different spatial distribution than any of the 
other crimes considered. Specifically, thefts of motor vehicles were most 
frequently reported in an area between E and F Streets near 14th Street 
dominated by one large parking garage. Since this garage has subsequently been 
torn down as part of the Pennsylvania Avenue Redevelopment Plan, further 
investigation of the causes of theft from this area of the tract may be a moot 
point. However, such distinct spatial patterns as these would be an important 
tool for the investigation of crimes by the prevention strategies by the local 
bUsinessmen and residents of an area. Also, in an area such as tract 58 where 
many of the victims of crime are not residents, it may be necessary to develop 
more effective ways to disseminate publicly informEltion about the location of 
crime and its attendant characteristics. 
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One of these characteristics is the timing of criminal incid~mts. In tract 
58, the day when one is least likely to be victimi~~ed by crime is Sunday. 
Since office buildings and many of the stores in this area are closed on Sunday, 
the lull in crimes on this ds.y may simply reflect tile reducEld opportunities 
for crime. In contrast, Friday is a day of particularly high aetivity for most 
types of Crime Index offenses. The timing of crimes on each day of the week 
also reflects the criminal response to opportunities. During the work-week 
and on Saturday, crimes were most frequent during the afternoon and early 
evening when pedestrian traffic would likely to be highest and retail cash 
receipts greatest. In addition to those time periods, late evening was also 
a popular time for two of the violent crimes, robbery and aggravated assault, 
which may result from the emotional and physical states of the criminal at 
that time of night as well as opportunities for crime. 

Although the specific characteristics of the workers, shoppers, and other people 
who frequent tract 58 on a regular basis are not known, it is possible to identify 
the types of people who are most likely to report being victims of crime in this 
area. Consequently, it is not possible to calculate the exact probabilities that 
certain types of people will be victimized, but it is possible to identify the 
differential tendency of individuals with particular characteristics to be victim
ized and report the incident. For example, in tract 58 persons who report 
crimes are more likely to be white rather than nonwhite, male rather than 
female, in the 20 to 29 year age bracket than any of the other age categories 
considered, and residents of the District of Columbia than any other place. 
However, there are some interesting differences in these tendencies when one 
considers each of these attributes in conjunction with another characteristic of 
the complaint or of the reported incident. 

Although whites reported more crimes overall in tract 58 than did nonwhites, 
this differential was reversed for aggravated assaults and rapes for which 
nonwhites were more likely to report being victimized. Furthermore, nonwhite 
complainants tended to be younger than their white counterparts and more 
closely balanced between males and females. Also, the relative proportions of 
nonwhites and whites were nearly equal for residents of the District of 
Columbia, whereas white complainants were considerably more numerous than 
nonwhite ones for residents of other jurisdictions. 

The tendency for males to report more crimf~s than females was evidenced for 
the violent crimes of robbery and aggravated assault but n()t for the larceny
thefts for which a person was directly victimized (e.g., pUirse snatching and 
pocket picking). In the latter case, women reported more often than men. The 
differential tendencies of men and women to report violent versus property 
crimes appears to account for the greater tendency of females to be victimized 
during the late afternoon and early evening and for males during' the night. 
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The most likely age of complainants was 20 to 29 years for both violent and 
property crimes, but the next most likely age was 30 to 39 years for violent 
crimes and 50 to 59 years for the property crime considered (i.e., larceny
theft). The age of the persons reporting crime in tract 58 also varied according 
to the race and residential location of the complainant. In particular, both 
nonwhites and residents of the District of Columbia were younger, on the 
average, than whites or residents of other places, respectively. 

The residential location of persons reporting crimes in tract 58 appears to be 
associated with several characteristics of the reported incident and the 
complainant. These associations reveal that residents of Maryland and Virginia 
report crimes more often during regular working hours and on weekdays rather 
than on weekends. Furthermore, complainants from these two states were most 
commonly males, white, and in the young adult age braekets (20 to 39 year~). 
This profile is consistent with their probable status as commuters who work m 
the government, commercial, and business establishments of tract 58. Resi
dents of the District of Columbia also tended to report more crimes on Friday 
than on any other day and reported more crimes during the afternoon and early 
evening than any other time period. Furthermore, District residents tended to 
be younger than those from other places and more evenly divided according to 
race or sex. Complainants from out-of-town D,gst fit a profile of the heads of 
families visiting the area as tourists in that they often reported crimes on 
weekends rather than week days and they tended to be older adults, white, and 
male. 

By identifying the attributes of probable victims of crime in certain areas of 
the city and informing the public of these trends, more effelC!tlve strategies for 
preventing crime may be developed. To some extent individuals may minimize 
the risk of their being victims of crime by modifying their own behavior. For 
example, the likelihood of whites and males of being victims of robberies in 
tract 58 could be reduced if they avoided certain sections of the tract at night. 
'T'he police could also use empirically based analyses of the eharacteristics. of 
criminal incidents and of victims who report crime as a means for makmg 
decisions about the allocation of police resources and for sensitizing the officer 
on the street to the types of people most likely to need his or her assistance. 
Thus, by working cooperatively and sharing detailed analyses of reported 
crimes, the police, the business community, and the average citizen should be 
more prepared to combat crime. 
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Definitions1 

A. PART I OFFENSES 

1. Criminal Homicide 

a. Murder and Non-Neglig,ent Manslaughter 

All willful felonious homicides as distinguished from deaths caused by negli
f£ence, and excludes attempts to kill, assaults to kill, suicides, accidental 
d~~aths, or justifiable homicides. Justifiable homicides are limited to: 

(1) the killing of a felon by a 181W enforcement officer in the line of duty; and 

(2) the killing of a person in the act of committing a felony by a private citizen. 

b. Manslaughte~~" Negligence 2 

Any death which the police investigEltion established was primarily attribut
able to gross negnigence of some individual other than the victim. 

2. Forcible Rap~~ 

The carnal k!Oowledgl~ of a female forcibly and against her will in the categories 
of rape by force and attempts or assaults to rape. Excludes statutory offenses 
(no force used - victim under age of consent). 

3. Robber~~ 

Stealing or ta;king anything of value from the care, custQdy, or control of a 
person by force or by violence or by putting in fear, such as strong-arm robbery, 
stickups, armed robbery, attempts or assaults to rob. 

4. Aggrava.ted Assault 

Assault with intcmt to kill or for the purpose of inflicting severe bodHy injury by 
shooting, cutting, stabbing, maiming, pOisoning, scalding, or by the use of acids, 
explosive~J, or other means. Excludes simple assaults. 

5. Burglary 

Housebreaking or any breaking or unlawful entry of a structure with the intent to 
commit a felony or a theft. Includes attempted forcible el,try:, 
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6. Larceny-theft 

The unlawful taking, car'r.ying, leading or rIding away of property from the 
possession or constructive possession of another. Thefts of bicycles, automobile 
accessories, shoplifting, pocket-picking, or any stealing of property or article 
which is not taken by force and violence or by fraud. ExcludDB embezzlement, 
"con" games, forgery, worthless checks, etc. 

of· 

7. Motor Vehicle Theft 

Unlawful taking or attempted theft of a motor vehicle. A motor vehicle is self
prop~med and travel., on the surface rather than on rails. Specifically excluded 
from, this category are motorboats, construction equipment, airplanes, and 
farming equipment. 

8. Arson 

WHlful or malicious burning with or without intent to defraUd. Includes 
attem~\ts. 

B. PART II OFFENSES 

1. Other Assaults (Simple) 

2. 

Assault:s which are not of an aggravate~ nature and where no weapon is used. 

Forgery and Counterfeiting 

Making, altering, uttering or possessing, with intent to defraud, anything false 
whieh is made to appear true. Includes attempts. 

3. Fraud 

Fraudul~mt conversion and obtaining money or property by false pretenses. 
Includes bad checks except forgeries and cQunterfeiting. Also includes larceny 
by bailel!:!: 

4. Embe~szJement 

Misapprl~priation or misapplication of money or property entrusted to one's care, 
custody" or control. 

5. Stolen plroperty; buying, receiVing, possessing 

Buying,' receiVing, and possessing stolen property. 

. <--~-------
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6. Vandalism 

Willful or malicious destruction, injury, disfigurement, or defacement of pro
perty without consent of the owner or person having custody or control. 

7. Weapon; carrying, possessing, etc. 

~ll viola~io~s of regulations or s,tatutes contrOlling the carrying, using, possess
mg, furmshmg, and manufacturmg of deadly weapons or silencers. Includes 
attempts. 

8. Prostitution and Commercialized Vice - ' .... '----~-

Sex ?ffenses of a corhmercialized nature and attempts, such as prostitution, 
keepmg a baWdy house, procuring, or transporting ,.women for immoral purposes. 

9. Sex Off~mses (except forciblEl rape, prostitution, and commercialized vice) 

Statutory rape, offenses against chastity, common decency, morals, and the like. 
Includes attempts. 

10. Drug Abuse Violations 

Offenses relating to narcotic drugs, such as unlawful posseSSion, sale, use, 
growing, and manufacturing of narcotic drugs. 

11. Gambling 

Promoting, permitting, or engaging in illegal gambling. 

12. Offens~s Against the Family and Children 

Nonsupport, neglect, desertion, or abuse of f8lmily and children. 

13. Drivins- Under the Influence 

Driving or operating' any motor' vehicle or c.ommon earrier While drunk or under 
the inflLlence of liquor or narcotics. 

14. Liquor Le.ws 

State Qr local liquor law violations, except "drunkenness" (class 23) and "driving 
under the influence" (class 21). Excludes Federal violations. 

15. Drunkenness 

Drunkenness or intoxication • 
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16. Disorderly Conduct 

Breach of the peace. 

17. Vagrancy 

Vagabondage, begging, loitering, etc. 

18. All Other Offenses 

78 

All violations of state or local laws, except classes 1-25 and traffic. 

19. Suspicion 

No specific offense; suspect released without formal charges being placed. 

20. Curfew and loitering laws 

Offenses relating to vio1ation of local curfew or loitering ordinances where such 
laws exist. 

21. Runaway 

Limited to juveniles taken into protective custody under provisions of local 
statutes. 
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Table I 

Estimated Population by Age, Sex, and Color 
for the District of Columbia, July I, 1979 

Both Sexes Male Female 

. Age Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite 
-r.'. ~ 

ALL AGES 660,200 170,700 1189,500 296,3~0 76,000 220,300 363,900 94,700 269,200 

0-4 40,700 3,500 37,200 20,300 1,600 18,700 20,400 1,900 18,500 
5-9 45,100 4,100 41,000 22,100 2,100 20,000 23,000 2,000 21,000 
10-14 47,000 5,000 42,000 24,300 2,600 21,700 22,700 2,400 20,300 
15-19 .58,200 7,600 50,600 26,900 3,800 23,100 31,300 3,800 27,500 
20-24 63,900 8,300 55,600 26,900 4,200 22,700 37,000 4,100 32,900 
25-29 .59,500 16,000 43,500 27,300 7,700 19,600 32,200 8,300 23,900 
30-31f .54,100 19,100 35,000 24,100 8,900 15,200 30,000 10,200 19,aOO 00 

'" 35-39 44,000 16,200 27,800 20,100 8,200 J 1,900 23,900 8,000 15,900 
40-44 36,700 10,500 26,200 16,900 .5,4CJO 11,500 19,800 .5,100 14,700 
4.5-49 35,300 9,000 26,300 16,100 4,500 11 ,600 19,200 4,500 14,700 
50-54 3.5,700 10,500 25,200 15,800 4,700 11 ,100 19,900 .5,800 14,100 
55-59 3~,OOO 11 ,700 23,300 15,100 5,000 10,100 19,900 6,700 13,200 
60-64 32,000 12,400 19,600 13,600 5,100 8,500 18,400 7,300 11,100 
65+ 73,000 36,800 36,200 26,800 12,200 14,600 46,200 24,600 21,600 

0-6 58,740 .5,140 53,600 29,140 2,440 26,700 29,600 2,700 26,900 
7-17 108,980 12,020 96,960 .53,700 6,140 47,.560 .5.5,280 5,880 49,400 
18+ 492,480 153,540 338,940 213,460 67,420 146,040 279,020 86,120 192,900 

SOURCE: Office of Planning and Development, "1979 Provisional Population Estimates," Washington, D.C., May 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justlc,., Plans and Analysis 
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Table 2 

Population Estimates and Number and Rate per 100,000 of Reported Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979a 

-"K~urder 
Popu- Crime Violent Property and Non-
lation Index Crime Crime Negligent bForcible Aggravated 

Year Estimate Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 

1~71 Total 753,600 70,553.0 16,121.0 54,432.0 275.0 652.0 11 ,222.0 3,972.0 18,818.0 
Rate 9,362.1 2,139.2 7,222.9 36.5 86.5 1,489.1 527.1 2,497.1 

1972 Total 752,700 52,625.0 12,617.0 . 40,008.0 245.0 724.0 7,751.0 3,897.0 12,801.0 
Rate 6,991.5 1,676.2 5,315.3 32.6 96.2 1,029.8 517.7 1,700.7 

1973 Total 739,600 51,046.0 11 ,631.0 39,415.0 268.Q 596.0 7,176.0 3,591.0 11 ,801.0 
Rate 6,901.8 1,572.6 5,329.2 36.2 80.6 970.3 485.5 1,595.6 

1974 Total 729,100 54,644.0 11,590.0 43,054.0 277.0 561.0 7,941.0 2,811. 0 14,126.0 
Rate 7,494.7 1,589.6 5,905.1 37.9 76.9 1,089.2 385.5 1,937 •. 5 

1975 Total 721,800 55,166.0 12,713.0 42,453.0 240.0 :524.0 9,137.0 2,812.0 13,164.0 
Rate 7,642.8 1,761.3 5,881.6 33.3 72.6 1,265.9 389.6 1,823.8 

1976 Total 707,900 49,726.0 10,399.0 39,327.0 188.0 508.7 7,044.0 2,659.0 11,869.0 
Rate 7,024.4 1,469.0 5,555.5 26.6 71.8 995.1 375.6 1,676.7 

1977 Total 691,500 49,812.0 9,835.0 39,977.0 192.0 393.0 6,656.0 2,594.0 11 ,590.0 
Rate 7,203.5 1,422.3 5,781.2 27.8 56.8 962.5 375.1 1,676.1 

1978 Total 676,100 50,950.0 9,515.0 41,435.0 189.0 477.0 \ 6,333.0 2,546.0 12,497.0 
Rate 7,535.9 1,407.3 6,128.5 28.0 66.1 936.7 376.6 1,848.4 

1979c Total 660,200 56,721.0 10,553.0 46,168.0 180.0 489.0 6,920.0 2,964.0 13,452.0 
Rate 8,591.5 1,598.5 6,993.0 27.3 74.1 1,048.2 449.0 2,037.6 

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

aThe following classifications will be used in this and subsequent tables: 

Crime Index total equals Violent Crime total plus Property Crime total. 
Violent crime total equals the sum of murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery and aggravated assault. 
Property crime total equals the sum of burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 

bData for 1971-1976 include Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part I offense hut not a Crime Index offense. 

c Arson was classified as an Index Crime in 1979 and is included in the Property Cr ime Total and Crime Index Total for 1979 only. 

SOURCES: Offenses for 1971-1976: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. 
Offenses for 1977-79: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform ('rime Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
Population estimates: Office of Planning and Development, "Population Estimates, Washington, D.C." 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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26,882.0 
3,567.1 

21,386.0 
2,841.2 

2~, 901.0 
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Crime Violent 
Index Crime Years Total Total 

1971-72 -25.4 -21.7 
1972-73 -3.0 -7.8 
1973-74 7.0 -0.4 
1974-75 1.0 9.7 
1975-76 -9.9 -18.2 
1976-77 0.2 -5.4 
1977-78 2.3 -3.3 
1978-79 10.8 10.9 
1971-79 -20.0 -34.,5 
1975-79 2.3 -17.0 

Table 3 

Annual Rates of Change (in percents) of Reported Crime IndexaOffenses 
in the District of ColumbIa, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

Mui'der 
Property and Non-
Crime Negligent b Forcible Aggravated Total Mailslaughter Rape Robbery Assault 

-26.5 -10-9 11.0 -30.9 -1.9 
-1.5 9.4 -17.7 -7.4 -7.9 
9.2 3.4 -5.9 10,'7 -21.7 

-1.4 -13.4 -6.6 15.1 0.0 
-7.4 -21.7 -S.l -22.9 ~5.4 

1.7 2.1 -22.6 -5.5 -2.4 
3.6 -1.6 13.7 -4.9 -1.9 

10."7 -4.8 9.4 9.3 16.4 
-15.7 -34.5 -25.0 -38.3 -25.4 

8.1 -25.0 -6.7 -24.3 5.4 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle Burglary Theft Theft 

-32.0 -20.4 -33.3 

-7.8 7.1 -19.0 
19.7 9.2 -16.7 

-6.8 3.6 -13.4 

-9.8 -5.4 -13.1 

-2.4 4.6 -7.1 

7.8 0.4 16.5 

7.6 11.9 12.9 

-28.5 7.2 -58.7 

2.2 11.3 6.2 

• """, .~ '0' mclu"', " ."Y .... w.ti"'" of ,.te, of .h" .. f" .omp.,"", .nh "79, ,j,,, it w., .la~if'" ~ • ""m, "'ox Ofl'M, ., "79 but ,., ,. """0", Y"~. 
b

Data 
for 1971-Hi16 include reported Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part I offense but not a Crime Index offense. . 

SOu.eCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. 
197'/-'l9: Metropolltl.n POlice Department. "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime Reporting Program." 
PREPARED BY: Oft'ice of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 5 

Number of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Day of the Week 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder Crime Violent Property ~nd Non-

Motol' 

Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
I..arceny- Vehicle 

Day Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson Sunday 6,195 1,300 4,895 24 80 778 418 1,312 3,106 428 49 
Monday 8,260 1,485 6,7,75 !7 66 990 412 1,991 4,243 501l 33 
Tuesday 7,987 1,396 6,591 31 71 909 385 1,910 4,161 473 47 
Wednesday 7,993 1,391 6,602 25 46 930 390 1,956 4,142 455 49 
Thursday 8,226 1,413 6,813 22 78 935 378 1,947 4,304 519 43 00 

~ 

Friday 10,057 1,783 8,274 32 68 1,217 466 2,542 5,006 694 32 

~ - ...... 

SatUrd~~ 8,002 1,785 6,217 29 80 1,161 51Ji 1,794 3,856 529 38 
TOTAL 56,721 10,553 46,168 180 489 6,920 2,964 13,452 28,819 3,606 291 
a

Total 
for Larceny-Theft includes one offense for which the day of occurrence is unknown. 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported' Under Uniform Crime Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal JUstbe Plans and Analysis 
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/ Table 6 

\(! Number of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Time of Occul'rence 
in the District of ('olumbia, Calendar Year 1979 

----------Q 
------'------Murder-----------

1 Crime Violent Property and Non- Motor Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle Time Total Total Total r-~anslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

1:31 am to 3,205 1,042 2,163 24 96 633 289 797 1,091 241 34 4:30 am 

4:31 am to 3,234 459 2,775 15 46 291 107 1,254 1,268 233 20 7:30 am 

7:31 am to 6,830 ,~~\ 
10:30 am 

494 6,336 15 24 300 155 2,444 3,392 472 28 

10:31 am to 7,148 1,104 6,044 11 32 720 341 1,550 4,081 369 44 1:30 pm 
00 
<J1 

1:31 pm to 
4:30 pm 

9,014 1,387 7,627 14 37 963 373 1,873 5,265 446 43 

4:31 pm to 
7:30 pm 

11 ,303 1,854 9,449 24 55 1,276 499 2,591 6,126 700 32 

" , ,0 7:31 pm to 9,378 2,367 7,011 33 77 J: ,627 630 1,748 4,436 787 40 " 10:30 pm 

10:31 pm to 6,469 1,828 4,641 36 110 11,134 548 1,200 2,864 540 37 
'" 1:30 am 
! , , Unknown 140 18 122 8 12 -24 22 -5 296 -182 13 

TOTAL 56,721 10,553 46,168 180 489 
-----,----------- '6,920 2,964 13,452 28,819 3,606 291 -----------.. ~---------------------

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform ('rime Reportlllg Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

• t:1 

\\1 
(1' 

'1 I 

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



. \ 

r 
.. 

\r 

Table 7 

Number of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Police District 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder 
Crime Violent Property and Non-

Polic~ Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
District Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 

12,214 2,296 9,918 25 81 1,644 5116 2,200 

2 9,777 788 8,989 8 35 580 165 2,007 

3 8,849 1,866 (',983 112 76 1,193 555 2,162 

4 7,092 1,324 5,fi68 30 62 861 371 1,813 

5 7,684 1,573 6,111 27 78 1,007 461 2,056 

6 4,476 1,114 3,362 20 55 674 365 1,113 

7 6,629 1,592 5,037 28 102 961 501 2,101 

TOTAL 56,721 10,553 46,168 180 489 6,920 2,964 13,452 ----------_._-
SOURCE: Metropolitan Pollee Department, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime Reporting Program," February 19, 1980 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft Arson 

6,889 781 48 

6,538 427 17 

4,319 453 4') 

3,452 473 30 

3,1,88 528 
co 

39 en 

1,683 535 31 

2,450 1109 77 

28,819 3,606 291 
--------
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PopulatIon 
Ward Estimate 

Total 82,000 
Rate 

2 Total 
Rate 

82,000 

3 Total 
Rate 

85,000 

4 Total 85,700 
Rate 

5 Total 
Rate 

89,000 

5 Total 
nate 

81,700 

7 Total 
Rate 

83,600 

8 Total 87,100 
Rate 

Unknowna 

District o~ Total 676,100 
Columbia Rate 

\) 

Table 8 

Population Estimates and Number and Rate per 1,000 of P.eported Crime Inclex Offenses by Ward 
In the l1istrlct of ('olumbla, Calendar Year 1979 

--------
Murder 

Crime Violent Property and'Non-
Index Crime Crime NegJlgent Forcible Aggravated Total Total Total Manslaughtel' Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 

7,426.0 1,613.0 5,813.0 112.0 72.0 987.0 512.0 1,9J.;1.0 90.6 19.7 70.9 0.5 0.9 12.0 6.2 2~.3 
17,802.0 2,850.0 14,952.0 32.0 93.0 2,017.0 708.0 3,034.0 217.1 34.8 182.3 0.4 1.1 24.6 8.6 37.0 
5,1.29.0 416.0 4,713.0 5.0 :?l.0 290.0 100.0 1,211.0 60.3 4.9 55.4 0.1 0.2 3.4 1.2 14.2 
4,487.0 726.0 3,761.0 IJ.O 37.0 484.0 192.0 1,117.0 52.4 8.5 43.9 0.2 0.4 5.6 2.2 13.0 
5,680.0 1,089,0 4,591.0 17.0 56.0 683.0 333.0 1,534.0 63.8 12.2 51.6 0.2 0.6 7.7 3.7 17.2 
7,063.0 1,551.0 5,512.0 24.0 71.0 1,102.0 354.0 2,042.0 86.5 19.0 67.5 0.3 0.9 13.5 4.3 25.0 
5,189.0 1,226.0 3,963.0 23.0 63.0 758.0 382.0 1,269.0 62.1 14.7 47.4 0.3 0.8 9. I 4.6 15.2 
4,530.0 1,141.0 3,389.0 16.0 77.0 650.0 398.0 1,455.0 52.0 13.1 38.9 0.2 0.9 7.5 4.6 16.7 
-583.0 -59.0 -524.0 8.0 -1.0 -51.0 -15.0 -122.0 

56,723.0 10,553.0 46,170.0 180.0 489.0 6,920.0 7.,964.0 13,452.0 83.9 15.6 6.8 0.3 0.7 10.2 4.4 20.0 
~'-------------------

aUnknown (:ases are those in which the geographic location of the offense is unknown and those which are unfounded cases. 
,b1978 pcpulation size is only estimate currently available by ware/. 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft 

3,475.0 384.0 
42.11 4.7 

10,692.0 1,163.0 
130.4 1~,.2 

3,251.0 7.39.0 
38.2 2.8 

2,315.0 311.0 
27.0 ,3.6 

2,591.0 478.0 
29.1 4.8 

3,033.0 408.0 
37.1 5.0 

2,053.0 611.0 
24.6 7.3 

1,551.0 319.0 
17.& 3.7 

-142.0 -257.0 

28,819.0 3,6060':) 
112.6 5.3 

SOURCES: Population estimates: Office of Planning a>ld Dcvelopment, "Population Estimates in \l/<lshingfon, ("l.C." 
C'ffeTW:s: l\\etropolitan Police PC'partment, unpublished data ontained from computerized records on April 3, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal ;rust ice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 9 

Number of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Census Tract 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder 
Crime Violent Property and Non-
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 

Census Tract Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault 

01.0 818 82 736 1 6 63 12 
02.0 748 90 658 0 3 52 35 
03.0 174 11 163 0 0 6 5 
04.0 129 9 120 1 0 5 3 
05.0 43! - - 33 398 0 0 28 5 

, 06.0 185 19 166 0 2 15 2 
I 07.0 239 17 222 0 6 10 1 / 
1 08.0 203 8 195 0 1 3 4 
'j. 09.0 175 8 167 0 0 7 1 

10.1 584 29 555 0 0 17 12 
10.2 109 7 102 0 1 3 3 
11.0 371 35 336 0 0 32 3 
12.0 285 24 261 0 0 16 8 
13.0 362 26 336 1 1 21 3 
14.0 213 15 198 1 1 10 3 
15.0 103 3 100 1 0 2 0 
16.0 232 32 200 0 5 17 10 
17.0 427 47 380 2 2 28 15 
18.1 16 4 12 0 0 2 2 
18.2 357 63 294 0 5 49 9 
19.0 4~1 73 368 1 4 43 25 
20.0 426 101 325 2 2 79 18 
21.1 332 60 272 1 4 35 20 
21.2 231 38 193 2 1 29 6 
22.1 07 19 98 0 0 15 4 
22.2 121 20 101 1 0 9 10 
23.1 88 20 68 0 2 13 5 
23.2 226 17 209 1 1 9 6 
24.0 335 57 278 0 2 42 13 
25.1 233 38 195 0 1 20 17 
25.2 392 72 320 1 3 43 25 
26.0 138 12 126 0 0 12 0 
27.1 275 48 227 1 0 38 9 
27.2 526 113 413 3 2 80 28 
28.0 768 194 .574 6 5 126 57 
29.0 203 47 156 3 3 24 fI 
30.0 208 79 129 I 5 30 43 
31.0 212 48 164 0 ::I 33 12 
32.0 233 56 177 I 7 35 13 
33.1 143 29 114 0 3 17 9 
33.2 147 51 96 0 I 27 23 
34.0 689 78 611 6 3 41 28 
35.0 357 64 293 2 6 35 21 
36.0 335 96 239 3 JI 36 ·46 

/ 
\ 
/ 

I 
L 

L 
\: 

t.. .• 

'\ 

'i I 

Burglary 

194 
143 
50 
32 

157 
52 
51 
49 
44 
90 
16 
77 
78 
77 
59 
42 
81 

110 
3 

101 
95 

101 
93 
60 
29 
33 
15 
17 
74 
69 
75 
72 
94 

195 
143 
64 
49 
65 
70 
52 
45 

124 
81 
97 

Larceny-
Theft 

503 
464 
102 

84 
229 
106 
155 
131 
113 
438 
79 

243 
167 
252 
132 

53 
106 
237 

8 
168 
238 
190 
145 
116 
56 
53 
44 

177 
183 
106 
225 
52 

115 
192 
385 

79 
66 
80 
89 
48 
45 

456 
194 
115 

Ii 
(( 

-,-- '/ 'f 

" Ii 

~I 

Motor 
Vehicle 
Theft Arson 

37 2 
51 0 

9 2 
4 0 

12 0 
7 1 

16 0 
15 0 
7 3 

25 2 
6 1 

15 1 
16 0 
7 0 
7 0 
5 0 

13 0 
32 1 

0 1 00 

24 1 00 

32 3 
33 1 
31 3 
17 0 
13 0 
14 1 
9 0 

15 0 
16 5 
20 0 
19 I 
2 0 

17 J 
23 3 
41 5 
13 0 
IIf 0 
18 1 
15 3 
14 0 
6 0 

29 2 

1 
17 1 
23 4 
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I Table 9 (can't) 11 --.~j:-------~--- --"----- l 
:,; 

p~iperty Murder I Crime Violent and Non- Motor 
Inqex Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 

Census Tract Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 
i 
! 

37.0 310 85 225 2 4 41 38 95 108 19 3 1 38.0 449 96 353 2 2 62 30 83 255 12 3 I 
39.0 549 99 450 I 6 75 17 123 303 20 4 
40.0 631 89 542 0 I 75 13 159 353 26 4 
41.0 190 17 173 0 I 12 4 41 124 7 I 
42.1 392 71 321 1 2 45 23 149 150 20 2 
42.2 449 53 396 0 ·3 38 12 137 237 20 2 
43.0 373 89 284 2 3 58 26 102 1.13 27 2 
44.0 414 151 263 3 4 90 54 99 137 25 2 
45.0 312 93 219 5 4 51 33 79 121 18 1 
46.0 442 123 319 1 5 69 48 139 151 21 8 
47.0 535 145 390 0 3 98 44 82 244 46 18 
48.1 256 81 175 5 4 47 25 77 74 21 3 
48.2 425 162 263 5 4 87 66 85 153 25 0 

I 49.1 285 74 211 1 0 49 24 59 125 26 1 
49.2 385 135 250 1 4 89 41 86 138 24 2 
50.0 851 269 582 3 9 169 88 192 318 67 5 
51.0 1,294 302 992 0 3 234 65 194 701 95 2 
52.1 671 121 550 3 4 80 34 194 318 38 0 
52.2 407 44 363 1 2 39 2 74 257 31 1 
53.1 557 96 461 2 5 73 16 152 273 28 8 00 

53.2 911 61 850 0 0 54 7 175 612 62 1 '.0 

54.1 863 32 831 0 1 25 6 138 651 41 1 
54.2 967 56 911 1 2 42 11 141 728 41 1 
55.0 613 72 541 1 5 50 16 169 346 25 1 
56.0 316 26 290 0 3 15 8 64 205 21 0 
57.1 415 30 385 0 I 26 3 80 285 20 0 
57.2 2;;10 10 210 0 0 9 I;, 19 179 12 0 
58.0 3,11'35 482 2,753 1 8 404 li7 345 2,212 192 4 
59.0 1\13 65 448 0 4 36 25 50 334 62 2 
60.1 5~7 48 499 0 3 41 4 64 394 39 2 
60.2 166 26 140 0 3 14 9 16 112 12 0 
61.0 424 45 379 0 4 31 10 54 296 29 0 
62.0 342 27 315 , 1 0 20 6 38 245 30 2 

-: t 63.1 288 53 235 3 5 37 8 33 180 21 1 
63.2 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 
64.0 261 43 218 3 4 14 22 61 11f3 12. 2 
65.0 415 33 382 0 2 28 3 80 280 21 1 
66.0 316 60 256 0 3 45 12 81 163 12 0 
67.0 386 116 270 0 4 100 12 110 147 12 1 
68.1 159 51f 105 2 2 29 21 36 55 13 1 
68.2 151 1f3 108 I 2 32 8 39 59 9 1 
68.3 111 20 91 0 0 16 4 8 73 10 0 
69.0 367 109 258 0 5 81 23 101 136 21 0 
70.0 1f68 106 362 0 3 81 22 124 218 20 0 
71.0 365 83 282 3 5 58 17 113 Ilfl 27 1 
72.0 661 99 562 I 3 611 31 86 1f28 45 3 

'::...-. 

'l , 
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Table 9 icon't} 

II 

'. 

----
-----------_ .. _----------------- --

Ii 
Murder 

U 

Crime Violent Property and Non-

Motor 

Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible 
Aggravated 

Larceny_ Vehicle 

1 

Census Tract Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape RObbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

----------------------- -
73. I 73 0 73 0 0 0 0 12 58 3 0 

73.2 475 135 340 2 7 84 42 \63 149 27 I 

1-

73.3 389 95 294 I 8 50 36 152 lI8 22 2 

73.4 251 58 193 I 3 32 22 80 79 31 3 
I 

73.6 462 119 343 0 II 72 36 132 171 30 10 

73.7 524 76 448 I 7 42 26 202 208 32 6 

73.8 21 5 16 0 0 I 4 3 13 0 0 

711. I 256 63 193 0 4 39 20 86 87 16 4 

74.2 658 175 483 3 8 III 53 229 193 41 20 

74.4 2,~.7 91 166 2 5 49 35 72 77 15 2 

74.5 '100 89 311 3 10 42 34 II9 145 43 4 

75.1 545 146 399 4 8 91 43 176 184 35 4 

75.2 267 48 219 1 2 35 10 100 94 23 2 

76.1 385 73 312 I 4 50 1.8 132 154 22 4 

76.2 540 119 /121 5 7 84 23 134 231 5.5 I 

76.3 503 82 42i 1 5 60 1.6 123 258 37 3 

'I 

77 .1 314 79 235 I 3 57 18 91 117 22 5 

~ 
77.2 275 50 225 I 3 34 12 88 109 26 2 

77.3 343 108 235 0 13 61 34 118 87 27 3 

77.5 604 156 448 3 6 81J 63 142 199 105 2 

77.6 261 65 196 ;2 3 39 21 70 95 28 3 

77.7 250 66 184 3 2 42 19 71 91 22 0 
<0 

78.1 441J 123 321 2 6 (;5 50 87 162 70 2 <:> 

~ 

78.2 386 71 315 1 4 49 17 51 227 36 1 

78.3 301J 78 226 I 2 .55 20 87 111 23 .5 

~ 
78.4 316 72 21J4 1 0 1J8 23 75 126 1J2 1 

78.5 413 76 337 0 I 40 35 101 186 48 2 

78.7 141 42 99 0 8 21 13 36 40 21 2 

78.8 '109 118 291 3 3 76 36 86 131 71 3 

79.1 259 70 189 1 5 44 20 61 104 21 3 

79.2 132 36 96 0 .3 23 10 38 48 10 0 

~ 

80.1 276 66 210 3 3 1J7 13 88 111 8 3 

80.2 308 81 227 1 3 ,57 20 86 112 29 0 

81.0 304 44 260 0 0 
3~ 5 82 160 18 0 

82.0 340 44 296 0 2 33 9 87 193 16 0 

83.1 427 75 352 3 If 50 18 136 196 20 0 

83.2 364 52 312 0 1 36 15 147 150 14 I 

84.0 404 113 291 3 7 70 33 126 138 25 2 

85.0 555 119 436 0 2 78 39 116 277 42 1 

86.0 381 74 307 0 4 51J 16 53 218 36 0 

87.0 425 103 322 IJ II liO 28 IIJO 153 25' 4 

88.1 665 126 539 3 
'I 62 57 193 297 46 3 

j 88.2 267 62 200 1 2 37 22 83 97 18 2 

89.1 184 39 145 I IJ 19 15 56 71J 15 0 

,'- 89.2 250 83 167 0 9 58 16 1J6 100 20 1 

J 

// .i 

90.0 561J 60 501J J 7 37 15 139 313 50 2 
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Table 9 (con't) 

---------------
Murder 

Crime 'Violent Property and Non- Motor 
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 

Census Tract Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

91.1 198 25 173 0 0 18 7 65 95 12 1 
91.2 403 71 332 3 3 45 20 96 196 38 2 
92.0 513 81 432 0 2 57 22 142 251 32 7 
93.0 492 99 393 0 2 73 24 112 237 39 5 
94.0 314 42 272 0 0 31 11 90 149 32 1 
95.1 201 23 178 0 4 17 2 56 113 9 0 
95.2 279 41 238 I 1 32 7 50 165 22 1 
95.3 144 17 127 I 2 12 2 41 79 7 0 
95.5 174 30 144 2 1 '22 5 33 98 12 1 
95.6 255 37 218 1 0 29 7 45 141 31 1 
96.0 105 25 80 2 4 13 6 19 55 6 0 
97.0 308 91, 214 0 4 55 35 83 107 23 1 
98.0 351 116 235 1 6 60 49 103 91 30 11 

Unknowna -583 -59 -5211 +8 -1 -51 -15 -122 -142 -257 -3 

TOTAL 56,723 10,553 46,170 180 489 6,920 2,964 13,452 28,819 3,606 293 

aUnknown cases are those in which the geographic location of the offense is unknown and those which are unfounded cases. 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpubiished data obtained from computerized records on April 3, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal :Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Popu-
lation 

Estimate 

District of Total 660,200 
Columbia 

Mar~land 

Charles 
County 

Greenbelt 

Hyattsville 

Laurel 

Montgo-
mery 
County 

Prince 
George's 
County 

Takoma 
Park 

TOTAL 

Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

67,202 

16,078 

12,610 

9,8.56 

.576,776 

Total 663,207 
Rate 

Total 1.5,913 
Rate 

Total 1,361, 6lf2 
Rate 

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

Table 10 

Population Estimates and Number and Rate per 100,000 of Reported Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia and Suburban Jurisdictions in Maryland and Virginia, Calendar Year 1979 

Crime Violent Property 
Index Crime Crime 
Total Total Total 

.56,lf30.0 10,.5.53.0 1f.5,877.0 
8,.5lf7.1f 1,.598 • .5 6,949.0 

3,2lflf.0 263.0 2,981.0 
1f,827.2 391.1f If,lf3.5.9 

7.58.0 .51.0 707.0 If, 711f • .5 317.2 1f,397.3 

917.0 .57.0 860.0 7,272.0 1f.52.0 7,613.0 

1,1.53.0 67.0 1,086.0 11,698 • .5 679.8 11,018.7 

30,241f.0 1,430.0 28,811f.0 .5,243.6 2lf7.9 1f,99.5.7 

1f9,Olf7.0 .5,356.0 1f3,691.0 
7,395.1f 807.6 6,587.8 

1,066.0 177.0 889.0 6,698.9 1,112.3 ' 5,586.6 

86,lf29.0 7,401.0 79,028.0 
6,3lf7.1f .5lf3 • .5 .5,803.9 

Murder 
and Non-
Negligent 

Manslaughter 

180.0 
27.3 

1f.0 
6.0 

2.0 
20.3 

17.0 
2.9 

.51.0 
7.7 

1.0 
6.3 

Forcible 
Rape 

489.0 
74.1 

12.0 
17.9 

3.0 
f8.7 

6.0 
47.6 

.5.0 
.50.7 

138.0 
23.9 

391f.0 
.59.4 

2.0 
12.6 

7.5.0 
.5 • .5 

.560.0 
If 1. I 

Robbery 

6,920.0 
1,048.2 

31f.0 
.50.6 

17.0 
10.5.7 

23.0 
182.1f 

27.0 
273.9 

60.5.0 
101f.9 

2,613.0 
394.0 

.59.0 
370.8 

3,378.0 
248.1 

Aggravated 
Assault Burglary 

2,,961f.0 13,1f.52.0 
1f1f9.0 2,037.6 

213.0 706.0 
317.0 1,0.50.6 

31.0 130.0 
192.8 808.6 

28.0 197.0 
222.0 1,.562.2 

33.0 126.0 
334.8 1,278.1f 

670.0 6,.523.0 
116.2 1,130.9 

2,298.0 12,lfOIf.0 
346 • .5 1,870.3 

11.5.0 264.0 
722.7 1,6.59.0 

3,388.0 20,3.50.0 
248.8 l,lf911 • .5 

Larceny_ 
Theft 

28,819.0 
4,36.5.2 

2,09.5.0 
3,117 • .5 

489.0 
3,041.1f 

.5.57.0 
4,lfI7.1 

892.0 
9,0.50.3 

20,129.0 
3,lf89.9 

26,82.5.0 
1f,041f.7 

.571.0 
3,.588.3 

.51,.5.58.0 
3,786 •. 5 

----
Motor 

,rehicle 
Theft 

~! 

3,606.0 
~46.2 

180.0 
2,157.8 

~\'8.0 
.5lf7.3 

106.0 
840.6 

68.0 
689.9 

2,162.0 
374.8 

If,lf62.0 
672.8 

.51f.0 
339.3 

7,120.0 
.522.9 

Arsona 

291.0 

1f3.0 

473.0 ~ 

If 07.0 

923.0 
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Virginia 

Alexandria Total 
Rate 

Arlington Total 
County Rate 

Fairfax 
City 

Fairfax 
County 

Falls 
ChUl'ch 

loudoun 
County 

Prince 
William 
County 

TOTAL 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Popu
lation 

Estimate 

104,879 

151,473 

20,9.56 

.561,001 

9,1.54 

.57,723 

141,726 

1,046,912 

Crime 
Index 
Total 

10,046.0 
9,.578.7 

9,89.5.0 
6,.532 • .5 

1,434.0 
6,842.9 

27,361.0 
4,877.2 

6.58.0 
7,188.1 

1,63.5.0 
2,919.1 

.5,904.0 
4,16.5.8 

.56,983.0 
.5,443.0 

Tab Ie 10 (con't) 

--------------"Mv.'fcfer 
Violent Property and Non-
Crime Crime Negligent Forcible 
Total Total Manslaughter Rape 

773.0 9·,273.0 
737.0 8,841.6 

66.5.0 9,230.0 
439.0 6,093 • .5 

37.0 1,397.0 
176.6 6,666.3 

932.0 26,429.0 
166.1 4,711.0 

37.0 621.0 
404.2 6,783.9 

4.5.0 1,640.0 
78.0 2,841.2 

249.0 .5,6,'i.O 
17.5.7 3,990.1 

2,738.0 54,24.5.0 
261..5 .5,181.4 

12.0 
11.4 

1.0 
0.7 

11.0 
2.0 

2.0 
21.8 

1.0 
1.7 

1.0 
0.7 

28.0 
2.7 

44.0 
42.0 

.5.5.0 
36.3 

4.0 
19.1 

131.0 
23.4 

3.0 
32.8 

8.0 
13.9 

37.0 
26.1 

282.0 
26,9 

Aggravated 
Robbery Assault Burglary ._-----

407.0 310.0 2,841.0 
388.1 29.5.6 2,708.8 

322.0 287.0 2,084.0 
212.6 189 • .5 1,37.5.8 

1l1.0 20.0 183.0 
MI.O 9.5.4 873.3 

482.0 308.0 .5,739.0 
8.5.9 .54.9 1,023.0 

19.0 13.0 118.0 
207.6 142.0 1,289.1 

8.0 28.0 42.5.0 
13.9 48 • .5 736.3 

106.0 10.5.0 1,632.0 
74.8 74.1 1,1.51..5 

1,3.57.0 1,071.0 13,022.0 
129.6 102.3 1,243.8 

larceny -
Theft 

.5,718.0 

.5,4.52.0 

6,493.0 
4,286.6 

1,091.0 
.5,206.1 

18,939.0 
3,37.5.9 

462.0 
.5,047.0 

1,129.0 
1,9.5.5.9 

3,.583.0 
2,.528.1 

37,41.5.0 
3,.573.8 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Theft Arsona 

714.0 
680.8 

6.53.0 
431.1 

123.0 
.586.9 

1,7.51.0 
312.1 

111.0 
447.9 

86.0 
149.0 

440.0 
310 • .5 

3,808.0 
363.7 

43.0 

104.0 

211.0 

1,090.0 

11.0 

1.0 

94.0 

1,367.0 

aData collection for Arson, a new index crime has not yet been completed for smaller jurisdictions, therefore though it appears in the table it has been excluded from 
Property Crime totals, Crime Index totals, and rate calculations. 

SOURCES: Population Estimates: District of Columbia - Office of Planning and Development," 1979 Provisional Popula tion Estimates," May I %0. Maryland and Virginia -
State Pollce, Uniform Crime Reporting Section, Federal Bureau of Investigation population estimates, unpublished. Reported Offenses: District of Columbia - Metropolitan 
Police bepartment, "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime Reporting Program," February 19, J 980. Charles County, Montgomery County, Prince Georges County, 
Maryland - State Police, "Maryland Uniform Crime Reporting, 1979 Preliminary Annual Release," February 1980. All other l\!aryland jurisdictions - Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, "Uniform Crime Reporting Program, March 17, 1980." Virginia jurisdictions - State Police, "Crime in Virginia, 1979," in press. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Popu-
lation 

City Estimate 

Baltimore Total 791,857 
Rate 

Boston TOtal 597,254 
Rate 

Clevelnnd Total 594,529 
Rate 

Denver Total 474,595 
Rate 

Milwaukee Total 633,220 
Rate 

Minneapolis Total 353,992 
Rate 

New Orleans Total 556,428 
Rate 

Ollklnnd Total 332,247 
Rate 

San Francisco Total 649,315 
Rate 

Seattle Total 521,590 
Rate 

St. Louis Total 504,492 
Fate 

Washington, Total 660,200 
D.C. Rate 

Table 11 

Populntlon Estirnatesa and Number and Rate per 100,000 of Reported Crime Index orrensesb 

in Twelve Selected Cities. Calendar Year 1979 

Murder 
Crime Violent Property and Non-
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault 

73,744.0 15,523.0 58,221.0 245.0 564.0 8,482.0 6,232.0 
9,312.8 1,960.3 7,352.5 30.9 71.2 1,071.2 787.0 

70,231.0 11,392.0 58,839.0 92.0 464.0 6,600.0 4,236.0 
11,759.0 1,907.4 9,851.6 15.4 77.7 1,105.1 709.2 

51,947.0 9,728.0 42,219.0 274.0 611.0 5,754.0 3,089.0 
8,737.5 1,636.3 7,101.3 46.1 102.8 967.8 519.6 

51,990.0 5,118.0 46,872.0 66.0 626.0 2,257.0 2,169.0 
10,954.6 1,078.4 9,876.2 13.9 131.9 475.6 457.0 

38,370.0 3,039.0 35,331.0 63.0 283.0 1,592.0 1,101.0 
6,059.5 479.9 5,579.6 9.9 44.7 251.4 173.9 

32,406.0 3,899.0 28,507.0 30.0 327.0 1,988.0 1,554.0 
9,154.4 1,101.4 8,053.0 8.5 92.4 561.6 439.0 

52,479.0 8,894.0 43,585.0 242.0 423.0 5,276.0 2,953.0 
9,431.4 1,598.4 7,833.0 43.5 76.0 948,2 530.7 

41,269.0 6,064.0 35,205.0 106.0 373.0 3,072.0 2,513.0 
12 ,4Z,L 2 1,825.1 10,596.0 31.9 112.3 924,6 756.4 

70,745.0 11,041.0 59,704.0 112.0 664.0 6,694.0 3,571.0 
10,895.3 1,700.4 9,194.9 17.2 102.3 1,030.9 550.0 

46,339.0 4,857.0 41,482.0 37.0 421.0 2,071.0 2,328.(1 
8,884.2 931.2 7,953.0 7.1 80.7 397.1 446.3 

57,213.0 10,774.0 46,439.0 265.0 555.0 5,386.0 4,568.0 
11,340.7 2,135.6 9,205.1 52.5 110.0 1,067.6 905.5 

56,430.0 10,553.0 45,877.0 180.0 489.0 6~920.0 2,964.0 
8,547.4 1,598.5 6,949.0 27.3 74.1 1,048.2 449.0 

apopulation Estimates are for 1978 in all cities except Seattle anct Washington, D.C'. for which the estimatcs are for July 1, 1979. 
bSince data for arson were not available for all of the selected cities, this offense Is excluded from this table. 

Motor 
Laroeny- Vehicle 

Burglary Theft Theft 

16,915.0 34,537.0 6,769.0 
2,136.1 4,361.5 854.8 

15,662.0 23,121.0 20,056.0 
2,622.3 3,871.2 3,358.0 

14,481.0 14,202.0 13,536.0 
2,435.7 2,388.8 2,276.8 

16,031.0 25,540.0 5,301.0 
3,377.8 () ,381.4 1,117.0 

8,546.0 22,563,0 4,222.0 
1,349.6 3,563.2 666.8 

9,979.0 15,243.0 3,285.0 
2,819.0 4,306.0 928.0 

12,810.0 24,687.0 6,088.0 
2,302.2 4,436.7 1,094.1 

12,351.0 18,924.0 3,930.0 
3,717.4 5,695.8 1,182.9 

17,255.0 33,943.0 8,506.0 
2,657.4 5,227.5 1,310.0 

11,508.0 26,161.0 3,813.0 
2,206.3 5,015.6 731.0 

17,263.0 23,103.0 6,073.0 
3,421.9 4,579.5 1,203.8 

1J,452.0 28,819.0 3,606.0 
2,037.6 4,365.2 546.2 

SOURCES: U.S. Bureau of Census, State Population Division, Office of Planning and DeVelopment, "PopUlation Estimates, Washington, D.C." 
Uniform Crime Reports, 1979 Preliminar~ Annual Release, 19110. 

Federal Burcau of Investigation, 

PREPARED BY: olCicc of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Type of Premisea 

\:lank 

Drug Storec 

Gas Station 

General d 
Merchandise 

Grocery Store 

Hotel 

Laundry/Dry 
Cleaner 

Liquor Store 

Restaurant 

Rooming 
House 

TOTAL 

Total 
Rate 

• Total 
R.:\te 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Total 
Rate 

Table 12 

Number and Rate per 100 Commercial Establishments of Reported Robberies, 
Burglaries, and Larceny-Thefts by Type of Premise 

in the ["Iistrict of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Total 
Numberb of Units Total Robbery 

159 99.0 66.0 
62.3 111.5 

1118 3/11.0 110.0 
230.11 27.0 

210 505.0 97.0 
240.5 116.2 

611 1,2111.0 29.0 
1,896.9 115.3 

261 1,2511.0 221.0 
1180.5 811.7 

85 7lJ .(1 115.0 
836.E 52.9 

212 201.0 32.0 
91+.8 15.1 

299 1311.0 22.0 
1111.8 7.11 

J ,012 1,265.0 2119.0 
125.0 24.6 

43 171.0 17.0 
397.7 39.5 

Total 7.,493 5,895.0 818.0 
R,ate 263.5 32.8 

.... _--------_--..._-_ ... _-"._---_ .... _-----------

Larceny-
Burglary Theft 

8.0 25.0 
5.0 15.7 

61.0 2110.0 
111.2 162.2 

168.0 2110.0 
80.0 1111.3 

106.0 1,079.0 
165.6 1,685.9 

223.0 810.0 
85.11 310.3 

387.0 279.0 
1155.3 328.2 

103.0 66.0 
118.6 31.1 

78.0 31+.0 
26.1 1l.11 

3611.0 652.0 
36.0 64.4 

120.0 34.0 
279.1 79.1 

1,618.0 3,459.0 
611.9 138.7 

-----_._--

UThe classifications of commercial establishments by type of premise lIs<!d by the ~!etropolitan Police Department and the U.S. !\ureall of the Censlls 
may not be equivalent for all cases. 

DTot&1 number of units eql'als the number of establishments in 1977 for each of the sell'cted types of prt'mises. 

cDrug Store and Grocery Store totals include both chain and independent establishments. 

dGeneral Merchandise in this instance is defined as department stores, five and dime (chain and indepenclent), and notion stores. 

SOURCES: Metropolitan Police Department, "Property A tracked, Itlethod, W('apon, Property Stolen," February 19, 19l10. U.S. Bureau of Census, 
C~unty Business Patterns, 1977. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans an<f Analysis. 
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'J'nble 13 

Number nnd Percent of Items Stolen in Robberies, Burglaries, and Larceny-Thefts by 'l'ype of Item 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

'l'ype of Robber:l Burglary Larcen:l-Theft Total 
Item Stolen Nuinber Percent Num6er Percent Number. Percent Number Percent 

" 

Automobile Accessories 2 0.03 90 0.7 5,688 19.7 5,7i1O 11.8 

Automobile Tags ° 0.0 0 0.0 628 2.2 628 1.3 

Bicycles 106 1.5 206 1.5 1,476 5.1 1,7811 3.6 

Cameras 95 1.4 412 3.1 889 3.1 1,396 2.8 

Checks; Money Orders; 4,389 63.4 1,693 12.0 5,172 17.9 11,254 22.9 
Coins 

Clothing 192 2.8 567 4.2 2,931 10.2 3,690 7.5 

Construction Equipment 4 0.1 637 4.7 1,067 3.7 1,708 3.5 

Firearms 1.8 0.3 75 0.6 116 0.4 209 0.4 

Furniture; House Fixtures 3 0 .. 04 306 2.3 199 0.7 508 1.0 
<0 

Groceries 61 0.9 406 3.0 962 3.3 1,429 2.9 en 

Jewelry 530 7.7 865 6.4 659 . 2.'3 2,054 4.2 

Office Equipment 11 0.2 473 3.5 657 2.3 1,141 2.3 

Purse; Briefcases 362 5.2 90 0.7 1,460 5.1 1,912 3.9 

Radio; TV; Stereo 150 2.2 3,351 24.9 2,490 8.6 5,991 12.2 

Other 997 14.4 4,281 31.8 4,425 15.4 9,703 19.7 

'l'OTAL 6,920 100.2 13,452 100.0 28,819 100.0 49,191 100.0 

\ 
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department "Offenses Reportee! Under Uniform Crime Reporting Program," F(jbruary 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Iable 14 

Value of Property Stolen and Fecovered for Reported Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979a 

Murder 
Crime Violent Property and Non-
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 

Number of Offenses 56,721 10,553 46,168 180 48!:l 6,920 2,964 13,452 

Vall.le Stolen 16,770,973 1,175,830 15,595,143 7 20,333 1,155,155 335 5,482,858 

Value Recovered 3,202,426 142,530 3,059,896 0 9,272 133,149 109 317,274 

Percent Recovered 19.1 12.12 19.6 0 45.6 11 .5 32.5 5.8 

Net loss $13,568,247 $1,033,000 $12,535,247 $ 7 $10,761 $1,022,006 $ 226 $5,165,584 

Larceny-
Theft 

28,819 

4,859,761 

232,040 

4.8 

$4,627,721 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Theft 

3,606 

5,252,524 

2,510,582 

47.8 

$2,741,942 

a Arson was not included in calculations for Value of Property Stolen and recovered since it was classified as a Crime Index in 1979 and data. collection is not complete. 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department "Offenses Reported Under Uniform Crime Reporting Program," February 19, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 15 

Number and Percent of Reported Violent Crime by Type of Weapon 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Viole>nt Crime Murder and Non-
Total Negligent Manslaughter Forcible Rape Robbery Aggravated Assault 

Type of Weapona Number Percellt Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Handgun 3,428 32.7: 78 43.3 56 13.8 2,521 36.4 773 26.1 

Rifle 109 1.0 3 1.7 0 0.0 26 0.4 80 2.7 

Other Gun 274 2.6 7 3.9 2 0.5 178 2.6 87 2.9 

Knife or Cutting 
Instrument 1,419 13.6 45 25.0 83 20.4 442 6.4 849 28.6 

Bodily Force or 
Weapon Unknown 3,848 36.7 36 20.0 239 58.7 3,309 47.8 264 8.9 

Other Object 1,393 13.3 11 6.1 27 6.6 444 6.4 911 30.7 

TOTAL 10,471 100.0 180 100.0 407 100.0 6,920 100.0 2,964 99.9 

aThe following classification was used: Handgun -press~lre rom, revolver or pistol, .45, .32, .38, and .22 caliber pistol; Rifle - air rifle and;rifle; Other Gun - shot gun, 
machine gun, sawed-off shotgun; Knife or Cutting Instrument - alce, cleaver, fork,.hatchet, ice pick, knife; Bodily Force or Weapon Unknown..: hands, fists, teeth, etc., no 
weapon seen, and weapon unknown; Other Object - ('an opener, baton, blackjack, blunt instrument, bottle, brass knuckles, bricks, clubs, fire, flat iron, fountain pen, gas 
gun, hammer, hot water, iron pipe, lamp, ash tray, shovel, stick, stone, toy, glass, chair, dis". 

SOURCES: Murder and r.on-negligent manslaughter, robbllry and a!!,graV/\ted assault: 1\"etropolitan Police Department, "Property Attacked, Method, Weapon, Property 
Stolen," February 19, 1980. Forcible rape: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 16 

Number of Reported Offenses, Aduh Arrests, and Juvenile Arrests for l'art " Crimes 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

-----------------·-----------'NuriiIieror--------Nuriiberof-----Nlimber of -
Type of Offel'tse 

Offenses Adult Arr.}sts Juvenile Arrests --------------... __ ._---------
------------- -----_0_-Assaulta 

1,8.58 936 21.5 
Forgery and Counterfeiting 

893 3.58 32 Fraud 
6.54 293 14 Embezzlement 
241 147 6 Stolen Property 
292 315 81 Vandallsm 

4,671 .587 176 Weapons 
726 1,088 62 Prostitution 

1,490 1,203 46 Sex Offenses 
.556 208 67 Drug Laws 

3,443 3,91.5 335 Gambling 
129 90.5 9 Offenses Against Family 
62 37 

Liquor Laws 
102 443 0 [)run kenness 

0 12 0 Disorderly Conduct 
9 7,018 149 Vagrancy 
5 24 0 Fugitive From Justic(! 

1,5711 4,503 13 Other 
2,019 4,109 147 TOTAL 

1 S, 784 26,IOl J ,3.53 --------.. ----•• -- ... -_~ .. w __ ... __ .. __ ... _ .... ___ ... _ .. _ ... ______ .. __ .... _ .. _________ .. _ 

aThis category includes assaults not classified as Aggravat~d fI.ssault. 
---------

. tl 

SC'LJRC'TS: 0[[('n5('5: ,\'ptropolitan Police ['\epartrP('nt, "0ffensr~ PE'rortr(i Cnder Uniform Crime Rrporting Program," 
FE'bruary J 9, 1980; Arrests: ~'ctrorolitan Police ~('pilrtrPent, lInpubJislwd data." 
PPEPAREI:' f\Y: C'ffic:r of Criminal Justice Plans ~Ind Analysis 
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Table 17 

Number of Arrests for Crime Index OHenses In the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

.. _------------_ .. - --,------
Murder 

Crime Violent Property and Non-
Index Crime Crime , Negligent Forcible Aggravated 

Years Total " Total Total Manslaughtera Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 
-------------------------

1971 12,833 .5,.592 7,291 229 311 2,712 2,340 2,7.5.5 

1972 13,.592 6,112 7,~80 260 4.5.5 2,631 2,766 2,818 

1973 12,.524 .5,676 6,8118 2114 336 2,592 2,5011 2,3611 

19711 111,253 5,632 8,621 312 323 2,890 2,107 3,527 

1975 13,875 5,634 8,241 ~26 280 3,061 1,967 3,063 

1976 12,698 .5,214 7,4811 i~9 228 2,785 1,962 2,310 

UI77 10,693 4,0811 6,609 1\16 212 1,987 1,689 1,962 

1978 10,697 .3,579 7,118 H>2 180 1,722 1,515 1,992 

1979b 11,932 3,391 8,0111 17'i3 !99 1,832 1,687 2,23.5 ------------" -.------------_ ... _-------------
aData for 1971-1976 include arrests for Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part I offense but not a Crime Index offense. 

b Arson was classified as an Index Crime it) 1979 and included in the Property Crime total and Crime Index total for 1979 only. 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft 

3,430 1,106 

3,.574 1,088 

3,390 1,094 

11,223 871 

11,3.59 819 

4,307 867 

3,847 800 

4,101 1,02.5 

4,503 1,233 

SOURCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. 1977-1979: Metropolitan Police Department, 
unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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. Crime Violent 
Index Crime 

Years Total Total 

1971-1972 5.9 9.3 

1972-1973 -7.9 -7.1 

1973-1974 13.8 -0.8 

1974-1975 -2.7 0.0 

1975-1976 -8.5 -7.5 

1976-1977 -15.8 -21.7 

1977-1978 0.0 -12.4 

1978-1979 10.9 8.7 

1971-1979 -7.6 -30.4 

1975-1979 -14.5 -30.9 

Table 18 

Annual Rateil of Change (in percents) of Arrests for Crime Inde~ Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

Murcrer--
Property end Non-
Crime Negligent Forcible Aggrq.vlltec! Total Manslaughterb 

Rape Robbery Asl.iault 

2.6 13.5 46.3 -3.0 18.2 
-8.4 -6.2 -26.2 -1.5 -9.5 
25.9 27.9 -3.9 :U.S -15.9 
-4.4 4.5 -13.3 5.9 -6.6 
-9.2 -26.7 -18.6 -9.0 -0.3 

-11.7 -18.0 -7.0 -28.7 -13.9 
7.7 -17.3 -15.1 -13.3 -10.3 

12.0 6.8 10.6 6.4 U.4 
!l.3 -24.5 -36.0 -32.4 -27.9 

-3.3 -46.9 -28.9 -40.2 -14.2 

·r 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehic,'e 

Burglary Theft Theft 

2.3 4.2 -1.6 

-16.1 -5.1 0.6 

49.2 24.6 -20.4 

-13.2 3.2 -6.0 

-24.6 -1.2 5.9 

-15.1 -10.7 -7.7 

1.5 6.6 28.1 

12.2 9.8 20.3 

-18,9 31.3 11.5 

-27.0 3.3 50.5 

a Arson was not included in any \)iilculations of rates of change for comparisons with 1979, since It was classified as a Crime Index offense in 1979 but not In previous years. 
b

Data 
for 1971-1976 include al'rests for Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part r offensc but not a Crime Ind()x offense. 

SOURCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. unpublished data. . ' _ 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Pl~.ns and Analysis 

1977-79: Metropolitan Police Department, 

• 

Arson 
'"-;---

.... 
c ..... 

I 
" I 
I 
I 

" f 
r 
r 
l 

1 
; 

I 

I 
If 

~~~'':::~" .. --
~ 
~\ !~' .:: 

J/ 
~ 

---.( 
~. 

\~ 

-, 

( .( 



r 

rl 

{i 

o ". 

~( I 

'_.l 

Table 19 

Number of Juveniles Arrested for Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Caiendar Years l?7i:..1979 

I 

«,-
<. 

Murder Crime Violent Property and Non-

Motor 
Index Crime Crime 

M~~:~~~~~!ra Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 

Year Total Total Total Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft 
19.71 . 3,750 1,208 2,542 17 88 827 276 1,084 971 487 1972 3,752 1,123 2,629 19 122 669 313 1,031 1,134 464 1973 3,651 1,039 2,612 9 50 74.2 238 1,075 1,080 457 1974 3,688 984 2,704 20 76 757 131 1,4,,4 1,023 257 

1975 3,997 1,371 2,626 26 34 1,096 215 1,279 1,082 265 
1976 3,752 1,340 2,412 22 38 1,016 264 ! ,084 1,072 256 
1977 3,322 98& 2,334 22 61 646 259 915 1,115 304 
1978 3,568 916 2,652 1.6 27 60.1 272 1,003 1,261 388 
1979b 

3,280 863 2,417 15 26 601 221 859 1,130 407 ---
aData for 1971-1976 include arrests for Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part I offense but not a Crime Index offense. 

b Arson was classified as an Index Crime in 1979 and is included in the Ptoperty Crime total and Crime Index total for 1979 only. 

SOURCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. 1977-79: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data • 

. PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 20 

Annual Fates of Change (in percents) of Juvenile Arrests for Crime Index Offenses 
in the District o~ Columbia, Calendar Years ]071-1979a 

------._-----------
!'I1urder 

Property and Non-
Crime Forcible Aggravated 

(1 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Years Total Total Total 
Negligent b 

Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary TIleft Theft Arson 
-----_._---------- ------

1971-72 0.1 -7.0 3.4 11.8 38.6 -19 .• 1 13.4 -4.9 16.8 -4.7 
\ 

1972-73 -2.7 -7.5 -0.7 -52.6 -59.0 ]0.9 -24.0 4.3 -4.8 -1.5 

1973-74 1.0 -5.3 3.5 ]22.2 52.0 2.0 -45.0 32.5 -5.3 -43.8 

1974-75 8.4 39.3 -2.9 30.0 -55.3 44.8 64;1 -10.2 5.8 3.1 

1975-76 -6.1 -2.3 -8.2 -15.4 11.8 -7.3 22.8 -15.2 -0.9 -3.4 

1976-77 -11.5 -26.3 -3.2 0.0 60.5 -36.4 -1.9 -15.6 4.0 ]8.8 

1977-78 7.4 -7.3 13.6 -27.3 -55.7 -7.0 5.0 9.6 13.1 27.6 

1978-79 -8.7 -5.8 -9.7 -6.3 -3.7 0.0 -18.8 -14.4 -10.4 4.9 

1971-79 -13.1 -28.6 -5.7 -11.8 -70.5 -27.3 -19.9 -20.8 1El;4 -]6.4 
:; 

1975-79 -18.5 -37.1 -8.8 -42.3 -23.5 -45.2 2.8 -32.8 .~4.4 53.6 
---------------------."----------------------------------------------------<r---------------
aArsoll was not included in any calculations of rates of change f.or comparisons with 1979t since it was classificd as 11 Crime Index offensc in 1979 ~!!t ngJ it1 previous years. 

bData for 1971-1976 include arrests for ~1anslaughter by Negligence which is a Part J offensc but not a Crime Index offense. -' 

SOURCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive ~riminal .Justice Plan, January 1978. 1977-79: lVIetropoIitan Police Department, 
unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plarus and Analysis 
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Crime Violent Property Index Crime Crime Year Total Total Total 

1971 9,133 4,384 4,749 
1972 9,840 4,989 4,851 
1973 8,873 4,637 11,236 
1974 10,565 4,648 5,917 
1975 ~\878 4,263 5,615 
1976 8,946 3,874 5,072 
1977 7,371 3,096 4,275 
1978 7,129 2,663 4,466 
1979b 

8,652 3,028 5,624 

Table 21 

Number of Adults Arrested for Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979 

Murder 
and Non-

Ma~~~~~~~!ra Forcible 
Aggravated Rape RObbery Assault 

212 223 1,885 2,064 
241 333 1,962 2,453 
235 286 1,850 2,266 
292 247 2,133 1,976 
300 246 1,965 1,752 
217 190 1 ,769 1,698 
171i 151 1,341 1,430 
146 153 1,121 1,243 
158 173 1,231 1,466 

Motor 
Larceny_ Vehicle Burglary Theft Theft 

1,671 2,459 619 

1,787 2,440 624 
1,289 2,310 637 
2,103 3,200 614 
1,784 3,277 554 
1 ,226 3,235' 611 
1,047 2,732 496 

989 2,840 637 
1,376 3,373 826 -----------------

a
Data 

for 1971-1976 inclUde arrests for Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part I offense but not a Crime Index offense. 

bA,roo w" da~ifl.d" '" "do, C,'m.,o 19" ,od "od,,"d 10 tho P"PO'" C"m. to", "d C"m"od" to'" fa. 19" 001,. 

SOURCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Comprehensive Criminal Justice Plan, January 1978. 

1977-79: Metropolitan Police Department, 

.unpublished data. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Crime Violent 
Index Crime 

Years Total Total 

1971-72 7.7 13.8 

19'12-73 -9.8 -7.! 

1973-74 19.1 0..2 

1974-75 -6.5 -8.3 

1975-76 -9.4 -9.1 

1976-77 -17.6 -20..1 

1977-78 -3.3 -14.0. 

1978-'(9 20..7 13.7 

1971-79 -5.8 -30..9 

1975-79 -12.9 -29.0. 

Table 22 

Annual Rates of Change (in percents) of AdlJlt Arrests for Crime Index Offenses 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Years 1971-1979a , 

Murder 
Property and Non-
Crime Forcible Aggravated 
Total 

Negli!rent b 
ManslRughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 

2.2 13.7 49.3 4.1 18.9 6.9 

-12.7 -2.5 -14.1 -5.7 -7.6 -27.9 

39.7 24.3 -13.6 15.3 -12.8 63.1 

-5.1 2.7 -0..4 -7.9 -11.3 -15.2 

-9.7 -27.7 -22.8 -10..0. -3.1 -31.3 

-15.7 -19.8 -20..5 -24.2 -15.8 -14.6 

4.5 -16.1 1.3 -16.4 -13.1 -5.5 

24.8 8.2 13.1 9.8 17.9 39.1 

17.4 -25.5 -22.4 -34.7 -29.0. -17.7 

-0..7 -47.3 -29.7 -37.4 -16.3 -22.9 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft 

-0..8 0..8 

-5.3 2.1 

38.5 -3.6 

2.4 -9.8 

-1.3 10..3 

-15.5 -18.8 

4.0. 28.4 

18.8 29.7 

37.2 33.4 

2.9 49.1 

a Arson was not included in any calculations of rates of change fol' comparisons with 1979, since it was classified as a Crime Index offense in 1979 but not in previous years. 

bData for 1971-1976 include arrests for Manslaughter by Negligence which is a Part I offense. 

Arson 

SOURCES: 1971-76: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis, 1978 Compl;ehensive Crimlinal Justice Plan, January 1978. 
unpublished da tao . 

1977-79: Metropolitan Police Department, 

PH EPAR ED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

CI. 

~--'I , 

..... 
0 
c:n 

/) 

'1, 



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

\ --- { 
, 

.~ 

r ~l /oj 

I 

i 
i 

1 

I 
I 

Table 23 

Number of Juveniles Arrested for Crime Index Offenses by Color of Arrestee and Police District of Officer 
In the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder Crime Violent Property and Non-
Motor 

Color and Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 
Police District Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson ~ 

1 11 6 5 0 0 . 1 5 I I 3 0 
2 26 4 22 0 0 0 4 12 8 2 0 
3 4 1 3 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 
4 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
5 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 
6 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
7 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 I-' 

0::> 

TOTAL 51 11 40 0 0 2 9 18 13 0 
a. 9 Nonwhite 

1 792 169 623 0 4 143 22 159 402 62 0 I., 

2 259 49 210 0 0 44 
•... .) 

5 36 162 10 2 
3 240 59 181 4 2 34 19 53 91 34 ?J 
4 382 102 280 0 5 67 30 122 110 47 1 
5 491 143 348 5 9 102 27 143 124 80 1 
6 418 133 285 1 1 83 48 121 \ 83 77 4 
7 647 197 450 5 5 126 61 207 lit:; 88 10 TOTAL 3,229 852 2,377 15 26 599 212 841 1,117 398 21 GRAND TOTAL 3,280 863 2,1117 15 26 601 221 8.59 1,130 407 21 -------..:------------------.---------7"'------~ _________ '\ _____ 

SOURCE: Metribpolitan P61lice Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office o~ Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 24 

Number of Adults Arrested for \rime Index (lifenses by Color of Arrestee and Police District of Officer 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

-----------------------'----------lIf urder --------,---------- .. _--------------

Crime Violent Property and Non-
Color and Index Crime CrIme Negligent Forcible Aggravated 

Police District Total Total Total Manslaughter Pape Robbery Assault Burglary 
--------------------------------------------------------

White 

1 120 33 87 1 1 14 17 11 
2 371 65 306 1 I 23 40 66 
3 92 36 56 0 2 8 26 Jl 
4 34 19 15 0 (} 3 16 4 
5 20 4 16 0 0 0 4 8 
6 5 5 0 0 0 0 (l 

7 17 5 12 1 0 1 3 3 
Othera 54 15 39 2 .1 8 4 8 
TOTAL 713 177 536 5 5 57 110 Jll 

Nonwhite 

1 1,757 474 1,283 2 14 212 246 221) 
2 796 100 696 0 4 69 27 175 
3 1,152 452 700 12 16 197 227 192 
4 839 292 547 10 20 87 175 160 
5 902 3.57 545 9 21 117 210 184 
6 630 287 343 9 21 100 157 102 
7 913 373 540 18 17 HI 227 i33 

Othera 950 516 434 93 55 281 87 95 
TOTAL 7,939 2,851 5,088 153 168 1,174 1,356 1,265 

GRAND TOTAL 8,652 3,028 5,624 158 173 1,231 1,466 1,376 

\ 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft Arson 

69 7 0 
2n 16 2 
35 10 0 
11 0 0 
6 2 0 
3 2 0 
8 0 1 

18 12 1 
372 49 4 

893 159 7 
488 33 0 
419 86 3 
323 61 3 
258 98 5 
166 71 4 
280 117 10 
174 152 13 

3,001 777 45 

3,373 826 49 -------------_ ... _-------_ ..... -----------------_ .. _------_.-------------------------._-------

a Thls category Includes the following police units: Central Investigation ~ivision, Traffic fllvision, Youth flivision, Special Opf;'rations 1'ivision, Inspectional Services Division, 
and Other. 

~OURCE: h1etropolitan Police 1'epartment, unpublished elata. 
PPEPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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r 'rable 25 

Number of Juveniles and Adults Arrested for Crime Index Offenses by Sex and Age' 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

If " 

---------Murder 
Crime Violent Property and Non- Mot.or 

Sex and Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Y~hicle 
Age Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

11 
" Male i 
" ,: 7-10 69 10 .59 0 I 6 ,1 3~ 20 I 4 
" 11-14a 904 213 691 0 11 151 51 275 330 79 7 d 
I' 3,407 992 2,415 35 42 706 209 797 1,107 504 7 
1! 15-19 
II 20-24 2,396 809 1,587 29 47 458 275 466 837 273 II 
:1 25-29 1,599 526 1,073 28 )!} 217 242 294 621 147 11 
I 30-34 864 340 .524 2.5 37 93 185 121 342 59 2,. I, 
I' 3.5-39 474 202 272 9 e 39 111'6 611 169 33 6 

\! 40-44 293 138 1.55 8 8 18 104 34 108 
, 

~ it} 3 

i! 45-49 195 84 III 5 0 12 67 23 75 13 0 
50-54 110 62 48 6 2 8 46 '9 36 3 0 
55-.59 79 4.5 34 II 3 4 34 'I 24 6 0 
60-64 33 21 12 0 0 2 19 2 9 I 0 
65+ 49 35 14 II 0 2 29 2 11 0 I 
Unknown 22 6 16 0 0 4 2 4 8 4 0 

TOTAL 10,494 3,483 7,01l 153 198 1,720 1,412 2,129 3,697 1,133 52 

~ 

7-10 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 a 
11-14b 106 42 64 0 I 17 24 23 35 J 3 
15-19 292 70 222 3 0 24 43 22 161 36 3 
20-24 338 94 244 5 0 35 54 15 201 27 I 
25-29 321 88 233 9 0 29 50 22 187 22 2 
30-34 159 38 121 0 0 4 311 12 94 9 6 
35-39 67 24 43 I 0 I 22 I 38 3 1 
40-44 54 22 32 0 0 0 22 I 31 0 0 
45-49 38 11 27 2 0 I 8 5 21 0 I 
50-54 22 7 15 0 0 I 6 2 13 0 a 
55-5:) 16 7 9 0 0 0 7 I 7 0 I 
60-64 10 4 6 0 0 0 4 0 (, 0 0 
65+ 7 0 7 0 a 0 0 0 7 0 0 
Unknown 3 1 2 a 0 0 I 1 I 0 0 

TOTAL 1,4)8 408 1,030 20 I 112 275 106 806 100 18 
GRAND TOTAL 11 ,932 3,891 8,041 173 199 1,832 1,687 2,735 11,503 1,233 70 

q ----------------- ... _,-_ ....... '.-- ... - ----- ...... _- .... --'---- .. -----... --....... --, .. ----~ ... _-_ ..... - .----- .. --- -,_._-- ---------' ... ------ .... _--_ .. _-_ ....... 
aihis category contains twelve males aged 18-20 arrested as juveniles and prosecuted under the Youth Corrl'ctiolls I\('t. 

bThls category contains two females aged 18-20 arrested as juveniles ancl prosecuted under ttl(' Youth Corrections Act. 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police nepart/!l('nt, unpublished dnta. 
PRl:PARED BY: Offi~ of Criminnl Justice Plans nnd Analysi5 
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Tobie 26 
'f 
'f 

l\'umber of Juveniles lind Adults Age<115 to 24 Arl'est!,(l for C'rirJ;\: Incle.!: Off('nses by Sex and Age 
in the ristrict of Columbia, CalE'Jic'ar Ycar 197J) ~ 

i 
i 

1I'.urc1er I 
Crirne Violent Property and Non- Motor 

i' 

'( Sex and Index Crime Crime l\egligent ForciblE' Aggravat~d Larceny- Vehicle I " 

\J 
Age Total 'fotal Total lV'anslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson i 

! 

Male 
j< I I~~. 

i5 796 188 608 3 3 145 37 213 285 107 3 
16 729 212 517 6 5 149 52 178 218 120 1 

II 17 511 157 354 6 5 116 30 120 154 79 1 
18 767 234 533 7 ]3 165 .1.9 154 267 110 2 
]9 592 199 393 ]3 16 130 40 130 177 86 0 
20 545 195 350 7 12 117 59 92 172 82 4 I, 
21 602 209 393 9 11 122 67 120 213 57 3 1·,1 
22 450 143 307 5 4 82 52 97 160 47 3 1\ 
23 392 122 270 5 7 65 45 83 142 45 0 II 24 407 140 267 3 13 72 52 74 150 42 1 

Unknowna 12 2 ]0 U 0 1 ] 2 6 2 0 t I 
TOTAL 5,803 1,801 4,002 64 89 1,164 484 1,263 1,944 777 18 .... f f 

0 11 co 
Female I! 

15 66 19 47 0 0 9 10 9 29 7 2 II 16 41 7 34 0 0 3 4 2 27 5 0 
17 39 13 26 0 0 4 9 2 20 4 0 II 18 79 19 60 ] 0 6 12 5 47 8 0 
19 65 12 53 2 0 2 8 4 36 12 ] II 20 57 13 44 ] 0 6 6 1 36 7 0 
21 97 23 74 0 0 9 14 4 57 ]2 1 

f 1 22 59 20 39 2 0 6 12 3 34 2 0 I, 23 65 24 41 1 0 9 14 2 35 4 0 
, 24 60 ]4 46 ] 0 5 8 5 39 2 0 

t ('~ Unknowna 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
') I' { 

TOTAL 630 164 466 8 0 59 97 37 362 63 4 i '-:1 

aThe unkno ... m age category contains persons aged] 8-20 arrested as juveJ'iJes and proseC'utC'C' unc'er tll(' Youth Corrections Act, 

~ SO'CRCE: Metropclitan Police Departlnent, unpublishc(l e'ata, 
PREPAREf' BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans ape' Analysis " 
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Table 27 

Number of Juveniles Arrested for ('rime Index Offenses by Sex and Color 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

-----------f' 
-------------------------------------

Murder Crime Violent Property and Non-
; 

Motor 

Index CrIme Crime Negligent Forcible 
Aggravated 

Larceny_ Vehicle 

Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape RObbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

----------- -._---
Sex and ('olor 

Male 

White 46 11 35 0 0 2 9 17 9 9 0 

Nonwhite 2,975 771 2,204 15 25 566 165 805 1,004 379 16 

Female 

White 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 I 4 0 0 

Nonwhite 254 81 173 0 1 33 47 36 113 19 5 ..... ..... 
<:> 

TOTAL 3,280 863 2,417 15 26 601 221 859 1,130 407 21 
~ 

Male 3,021 782 2,239 15 25 568 174 822 1,013 388 16 

Female 259 81 178 0 1 33 47 37 117 19 5 

~ 
White 5J 11 40 0 0 2 9 18 13 9 0 

"'::.-
"'., 

Nonwhite 3,229 852 2,377 15 26 599 212 841 1,117 398 21 

TOTAL 3,280 863 2,417 15 26 601 221 859 1,130 407 21 
---------------------_._-------------------------------------------------------------------SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

() 

I, 

o 

...... 

() 



, \ 

r 

if I 

Sex and Color 

Male 

White 
Nonwhite 

FemaJe 

White, 
Nonwhite 

TOTAL 

Sex 

MaJe 
Female 

~ 
White 
Nonwhite 

TOTAL 

Crime 
Index 
Total 

557 
6,916 

156 
1,023 

8,652 

7,1173 
1,179 

713 
.7,939 

8,652 

Violent 
Crime 
Total 

162 
2,539 

15 
312 

3,028 

2,701 
327 

177 
2,851 

3,028 

Table 28 

Number of Adults Arrested for Crime Index Offenses by Sex and Color 
in the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Property 
Crime 
Total 

395 
11,377 

1111 
7U 

5,6211 

4,772 
852 

536 
5,088 

5,624 

Murder 
and Non
Negligent 

Manslaughter 

5 
133 

0 
20 

158 

138 
20 

5 
153 

158 

._-------------

Forcible 
Pape 

5 
168 

0 
0 

173 

173 
0 

5 
168 

173 

RObbery 

48 
1,104 

9 
70 

1,231 

1,152 
79 

57 
1,174 

Aggravated 
Assault 

104 
1,1311 

6 
222 

1,466 

1,238 
228 

110 
1,356 

Burglary 

102 
1,205 

9 
60 

1,376 

1,307 
69 

111 
1,265 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

1,231 1,466 1,376 ._---------------------------------------

Larceny_ 
Theft 

248 
2,1136 

1211 
565 

3,373 

2,684 
689 

372 
3,001 

3,373 

Motor 
Vehicle 
Theft 

43 
702 

6 
75 

826 

745 
81 

49 
777 

826 

Arson 

2 
34 

2 
11 

49 

36 
13 

4 
45 

119 ------------
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APPENDIX C 

CRIME STATISTICS 
FOR CENSUS TRACT 58 

112 

! 
! 
f' 

! 

I 
Crime 
Index 
Tctal 

Median :340 

Maximum 3,235 

Census Tract 58 3,235 

District of 56 1721 
Cclumbia 

Table 1 

Median and 1\laximum Values cf Repcrted Crime Index Offenses in 150 Census Tracts 
and the Number in Census Tract 58 and the District cf Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

-~I----------------MurdE'r 
Viclent Prcperty and ;~cn-
Crime Crime Negligent Fcrcible Aggravated 
Tctal Tctal rvlanslaughter Rape Rcbbery Assault Burglary 

----------------------------,--------------

63 263 3 40 16 83 

482 2,753 6 13 404 88 .345 

482 2,753 8 404 69 345 

10,5,53 46,168 180 489 6,920 2,964 13,452 

-----_._--- -----_ ..... _-------

Mctcr 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft Arscn 

149 21 

2,212 192 20 

2,212 192 

28,819 3,606 291 

SOURCE: Metrcpclitan Pclice Department, unpublished data cbtained frcm ccmputerized reccrds cn April 3, 1980. Metrcpolitan Pclice Department, "Offenses Repcrted 
Under Unifcrm Crime Repcrting Prcgram," February 19, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 2 
Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Month 

in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder Crime Violent Property and Non-
Motor 

Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 
Month Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson January n 249.0 38.0 211.0 0.0 1.0 31f.0 3.0 35.0 161f.0 11.1 1.0 

96 7.7 7.7 7.7 0.0 iLl 8.2 1f.5 10.2 7.1f 5.1f 33.3 February n 221f.0 30.0 191f.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 5.0 28.0 I1f6.0 20.0 0.0 
96 6.9 6.1 7.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 7.5 8.2 6.6 9.8 0.0 March n 277.0 31.0 21f6.0 0.0 0.0 22.0 9.0 22.0 206.0 17.0 1.0 
96 8.5 6.3 8.9 0.0 0.0 5.3 13.1f 6.1f 9.1f 8.3 33.3 April n 263.0 24.0 239.0 0.0 1.0 20.0 3.0 29.0 182.0 28.0 0.0 
96 8.1 1f.9 8.7 0.0 11.1 1f.8 1f.5 8.5 8.3 13.7 0.0 

May n 290.0 48.0 21f2.0 0.0 2.0 1f1f.0 2.0 21.0 208.0 13.0 0.0 
96 8.9 9.7 8.8 0.0 22.2 10.6 3.0 6.1 9.1f 6.3 0.0 

233.0 .... 

June n 329.0 51.0 278.0 0.0 2.0 1f6.0 3.0 28.0 17.0 0.0 .... .... 
96 10.1 10.3 10.1 0.0 22.2 11.1 4.5 8.2 10.6 8.3 0.0 

July n 261f.0 1f9.0 215.0 0.0 0.0 If 1. 0 8.0 27.0 169.0 18.0 1.0 
96 8.1 9.9 7.8 0.0 0.0 9.9 11.9 7.9 7.7 8.8 33.3 

August n 282.0 53.0 229.0 1.0 0.0 47.0 5.0 21.0 187.0 21.0 0,0 
96 8.7 10.8 8.3 100.0 0.0 11.3 7.5 6.1 8.5 10.2 0.0 September n 240.0 39.0 201.0 0.0 0.0 30.0 9.0 29.0 163.0 9.0 0.0 
96 7.1f 7.9 7.3 0.0 0.0 7.2 13.4 8.5 7.1f 1f.1f 0.0 

i 

October n 272.0 1f6.0 226.0 0.0 2.0 38.0 6.0 29.0 180.0 17.0 0.0 

I 
% 8.1f 9.3 8.2 0.0 22.2 9.1 9.0 8.5 8.2 8.3 0.0 November n 259.0 40.0 219.0 0.0 0.0 36.0 4.0 1f3.0 165.0 11.0 0.0 
96 8.0 8 • .1 8.0 0.0 0.0 8.7 6.0 12.5 7.5 5.4 0.0 

December n 297.0 41f.0 253.0 0.0 1.0 33.0 10.0 31.0 199.0 23.0 0.0 
96 9.1 8.9 9.2 0.0 11.1 7.9 IIf.9 9.0 9.0 11. 2 0.0 

TOTAL 3,246.0 1f93.0 2,753.0 1.0 9.0 1/16.0 67.0 31f3.0 2,202.0 205.0 3.0 

/, 
------------------------_ ... _------_ .. _------------------------------------

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records "n February 21,1980. .. PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 3 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Day 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Yeal' 1979 

-----------.. --------------------&!urder--------------------------.------------------------------

Crime Violent Property and Non- Motor 
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 
Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson Day ------------------------------------------_ ... _---------------------------------' ------

Monday n 491.0 80.0 411.0 0.0 1.0 68.0 11.0 48.0 328.0 35.0 0.0 
96 15.1 16.2 14.9 0.0 11. I 16.3 16.4 14.0 14.9 17.1 0.0 

Tuesday n 448.0 55.0 393.0 0.0 3.0 45.0 7.0 39.0 322.0 32.0 0.0 
96 13.8 11.2 14.3 0.0 33.3 10.8 10.4 11.4 14.6 15.6 0.0 

Wednesday n 493.0 65.0 428.0 0.0 0.0 60.0 5.0 49.0 345.0 33.0 1.0 
96 15.2 13.2 15.5 0.0 0.0 14.4 7.5 14.3 15:7 16.1 33.3 

Thursday n 515.0 62.0 453.0 0.0 1.0 54.0 7.0 46.0 375.0 31.0 1.0 
% 15.9 12.6 16.5 0.0 11.1 13.0 10.4 13.4 17.0 15.1 33.3 

Friday n 582.0 82.0 500.0 1.0 2.0 62.0 17.0 73.0 383.0 43.0 1.0 
% 17.9 16.6 18.2 100.0 22.2 14.9 25.4 21.3 17.4 21.0 33.3 

Saturday n 441.0 81.0 360.0 0.0 1.0 71.0 9.0 56.0 292.0 12.0 0.0 
% 13.6 16.4 13.1 0.0 11.1 17.1 13.4 16.3 13.3 5.9 0.0 

Sunday n 276.0 68.0 208.0 0.0 1.0 .56.0 11.0 32.0 157.0 19.0 0.0 
% 8.5 13.8 7.6 0.0 i1.1 13.5 16.4 9.3 7.1 9.3 0.0 

TOTAL 3,246.0 493.0 2,7.53.0 LO 9.0 416.0 67.0 3113.0 2,202.0 205.0 3.0 

------------------------------.-... --.- ------- ----.------- ---"._------- _. ------ -- ------------- ------.-----. -- --- -- ----.-- --------------
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computeri7.ed records on february 21, j 980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Crime 
Index 

Time Total 

1:31am to n 150.0 
4:30am % 4.7 

4:31am to n 98.0 
7:30am % 3.1 

7:31am to n 287.0 
10:30am % 9.0 

10:31am to n 556.0 
1:30pm % 17.4 

1:31pm to n 797.0 
4:30pm % 24.9 

'1:31pm to n 813.0 
7:30pm % 25.4 

7:31pm to n 278.0 
!0:30pm % 8.7 

!0:31pm to n 221.0 
1:30am % 6.9 

TOTAL 3,200.0 

Table 4 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Jndux Offenses by Time of Occurrence 
in Census Tract 51! of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder 
Violent Property and Non-
Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault 

61.0 89.0 0.0 2.0 47.0 12.0 
12.4 3.3 0.0 22.2 11.3 18.2 

25.0 73.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 5.0 
5.1 2.7 0.0 0.0 4.8 7.6 

18.0 269.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 2.0 
3.7 9.9 0.0 0.0 3.9 3.0 

59.0 497.0 0.0 0.0 49.0 10.0 
12.0 18.3 0.0 0.0 11.8 15.2 

79.0 718.0 0.0 1.0 71.0 7.0 
16.1 26.5 0.0 11.1 17.1 10.6 

85.0 728.0 0.0 2.ll 71.0 12.0 
17.3 26.9 0.0 22.2 17.1 18.2 

70.0 208.0 1.0 2.0 60.0 7.0 
14.3 7.7 100.0 22.2 14.5 10.6 

94.0 127.0 0.0 2.0 81.0 11.0 
1l;l.1 4~. 7 0.0 22.2 19.5 16.7 

491.0 2,709.0 1.0 9.0 41.5.0 66.0 

Larceny-
Burglary Theft 

44.0 35.0 
12.9 1.6 

26.0 36.0 
7.6 1.7 

24.0 186.0 
7.0 8.6 

19.0 443.0 
5.6 20.5 

47.0 643.0 
13.8 29.8 

102.0 589.0 
29.9 27.3 

42.0 151.0 
12.3 7.0 

37.0 77.0 
10.9 3.6 

341.0 2,160.0 

-----------------------_._---------------------------------
SOURCE: Metrol'olitlln Police Department, unpublished date obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

Motor 
Vehicle 
Theft 

10.0 
4.9 

.10.0 
4.9 

59.0 
28.8 

34.0 
16.6 

27.0 
13.2 

37.0 
18.0 

15.0 
7.3 

13.0 
6.3 

20.5.0 

Arson 

0.0 
0.0 

'..0 
33.3 

0.0 
0.0 

1.0 
33.3 

1.0 
33.3 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
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Table 5 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Age of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year' 1979 

-_ .... _---------------------- ------------- ----Murder 
Crime Violent Property and Non- Motor 
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 

Age Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

19 and n 57,0 119.0 8.0 0.0 2.0 112.0 5.0 8.0 
Under % 11.8 13.7 6.5 0.0 25.0 14. ,3 8.9 6.5 

20-29 n 142.0 112.0 30.0 0.0 3.0 83.0 26.0 30.0 
% 29.5 31.8 211.2 0.0 37.5 28.3 116.11 211.2 

30-39 n 86.0 71.0 15.0 0.0 2.0 511.0 15.0 15.0 
% 17.8 19.8 12.1 0.0 25.0 18.11 26.8 12.1 

1J.0-1J.9 n 57.0 116.0 1I.0 1.0 1.0 39.0 5.0 11.0 
% 11.8 12.8 8_9 100.0 12.5 13.3 8.9 8.9 t::: 

-> 

50-59 n ~8.0 45.0 23.0 0.0 0.0 41.0 4.0 23.0 
% 111.1 12.6 18.5 0.0 0.0 14.0 7.1 18.5 

60-69 n 42.0 20.0 22.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 22.0 
% 8.7 5.6 17.7 0.0 0.0 6.8 0.0 ,- 17.7 

70 and n 30.0 15.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 14.0 1.0 15.0 
Above % 6.2 4.2 12.1 0.0 0.0 11.8 1.8 12.1 

TOTAL 1182.0 358.0 124.0 1.0 8.0 293.0 56.0 124.0 
,> 

.-.-.::---.----------------------------------_._-------------------------------------- ... _---------_._---------_._----------
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

,/ PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Crime 
Index 

Sex Total 

Male n 379.0 
% 70,2 

Female n 161.0 
% 29.8 

TOTAL 540.0 

Table 6 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Sex of Complainant 
in Censvs Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder 
Violent Property and Non-
Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault 

319.0 60.0 1.0 0.0 265.0 53.0 
82.0 39.7 100.0 0.0 84.9 79.1 

70.0 91.0 0.0 9.0 47.0 14.0 
18.0 60.3 0.0 100.0 15.1 20.9 

389.0 151.0 1.0 9.0 312.0 67.0 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

60.0 
39.7 

91.0 
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Race 

White n 
% 

TOTAL 

Table 7 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Race of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Collumbia, Calendar Year 1979 

-----.. -------.----~-----.--- ----'-- .------ -- -rVllii-dcr--- --- --- --------. - . -.---- ._- --------____ •• ______ . ______________________ . ___ _ 
Crime Violent Property and Non- Motor 
Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated Larceny- Vehicle 
Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft Theft Arson 

---- ---'---.... --------- -----____ 10_.- _________________________________ .. __ .... ___________ _____ ~_."...." ___ .... _ ....... __ ..... ____ _ 

193.0 152.0 41.0 1.0 8.0 100.0 113.0 41.0 35.7 39.0 27.3 100.0 88.9 31.9 64.2 27.3 347.0 238.0 109.0 0.0 1.0 213.0 24.0 109.0 64.3 61.0 72.7 0.0 11.1 68.1 35.8 72.7 540.0 390.0 150.0 1.0 9.0 313.0 67.0 150.0 
------------------_ ... _--_ ... _--------- ._- -------_._------_._-------------- _._--------_._---- .. ~ .. _------ .... -------------------

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized rec(,rds on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 8 

Numberand Percel1t of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Residential Location of Complainant 
in C€!l1SUS Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Murder 
Crime Violent property and Noh-

Complainant's Place Index Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
of Residence Total Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary 

District of n 2,301.0 3118.0 1,953.0 1.0 8.0 292.0 117.0 319.0 
Columbia % 70.9 ~0.6 70.9 100.0 88.9 70.2 70.1 93.0 

Virginia n 277.0 40.0 237.0 0.0 1.0 32.0 7.0 3.0 
% 8.5 8.1 8.6 0,0 11.1 7.7 10.4 0.9 

" Maryland n 422.0 '47.0 375.0 0.0 0.0 35.0 12.0 6.0 
% 13.0 ,9.5 13.6 0.0 0.0 8.4 17.9 1.7 

Other Sta tes n 200.0 ~19.0 151.0 0.0 0.0 48.0 1.0 8.0 
% 6.2 '9.9 5.5 0.0 0.0 11.5 1.5 ~.3 

Foreign n 46.0 9.0 37.0 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 7.0 
Country % 1.4 1.8 1.3 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 2.0 

TOTAL 3,246.0 493.0 2,753.0 1.0 9.0 416.0 67.0 343.0 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARL·,O BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

Motor 
Larceny- Vehicle 

Theft Theft Arson 

1,5117.0 84.0 3.0 
70.3 41.0 100.0 

195.0 39.0 
8.9 19.0 

.... 
296.0 73.0 - ..., 

0 

13.4 35.6 

134.0 9.0 
6.1 4.4 

30.0 0.0 
1.4 0.0 

2,202.0 205.0 3.0 
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Crime 
Race of Alleged Index 
Offender Total 

Nonwhite n 485.0 
% 94.7 

White n 27.0 
% 5.3 

TOTAL 512.0 

Table 9 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Race of Alleged Offender 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

----~der 

Violent Property and Non-
Crime Crime Negligent Forcible Aggravated 
Total Total Manslaughter Rape Robbery Assault Burglary ---------------------
355.0 130.0 8.0 290.0 57.0 
93.7 97.7 88.9 95.1 87.7 

24.0 3.0 1.0 15.0 8.0 
6.3 2.3 11.1 4.9 12.3 

379.0 133.0 9.0 305.0 65.0 

------------------------
SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Ju"tice Plans and Analysis 

, . 

Larceny
Theft 

130.0 
97.7 

3.0 
2.3 

133.0 

Motor 
Vehicle 
Theft Arson 

• 

o 

I ' 
1 

f 
, 1 
I" 
, f 
'I I",) 

II 
! I 
I' 

II 
il 

P 

I 
!l 

II 
I 

I 
I 
'~ 
J 
t 

--, I 
)~ 

1 
1,/ 



~---------- ----------------~---

'--, I 

1/ 

r 
I 
i 

Table 10 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by rl10nth and Day 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

'Day January February March April May JUne July August September October November December Total 

Monday n ~2.0 32.0 ~6.0 ~6.0 30.0 5~.0 41.0 31.0 3~.0 39.0 43.0 53.0 491.0 
% 16.9 14.3 16.6 17.5 10.3 16.~ 15.5 11.0 14.2 14.3 16.6 17.8 15.1 

Tuesday n 32.0 3~.0 27.0 35.0 53.0 42.0 ~7.0 38.0 29.0 49.0 38.0 24.0 448.0 
% 12.9 15.2 9.7 13.3 18.3 12.8 17.8 13.5 12.1 18.0 14.7 8.1 13.8 

Wednesday n 54.0 26.0 36.0 38.0 53.0 51.0 31.0 117.0 38.0 50.0 32.0 37.0 493.0 r' % 21.7 11.6 13.0 14.4 18.3 15.5 11. 7 16.7 15.8 18.4 12.1/ 12.5 15.2 

Thursday n 33.0 32.0 42.0 37.0 54.0 50.0 40.0 60.0 38.0 37.0 51.0 41.0 515.0 IT 
..... 

i % 13.3 14.3 15.2 1~.1 18.6 15.2 15.2 21.3 15.8 13.6 19.7 13.8 15.9 t-o 
t-o 

Friday n 37.0 40.0 70.0 ~2.0 41.0 65.0 36.0 56.0 33.0 51.0 46.0 65.0 582.0 
% 14.9 17.9 25.3 16.0 14.1 19.8 13.6 19.9 13.8 18.8 17.8 21.9 17.9 

Saturday n 31.0 38.0 34.0 38.0 37.0 43.0 46.0 29.0 40.0 23.0 32.0 50.0 441.0 I 
% 12.4 17.0 12.3 14.4 12.8 13.1 17.4 10.3 16.7 8.5 12.4 16.8 13.6 

1 Sunday n 20.0 22.0 22.0 27.0 22.0 24.0 23.0 21.0 28.0 23.0 17.0 27.0 276.0 
% 8.0 9.8 7.9 10.3 7.6 7.3 8.7 7.4 11.7 8.5 6.6 9.1 8.5 ~ 

TOTAL n 2~9.0 224.0 277.0 263.0 290.0 329.0 264.0 282.0 240.0 272.0 259.0 297.0 3,2~6.0 
% 100.1 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1 99.9 100.1 100.1 100.1 100.2 100.0 100.0 

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

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Crimi,,:!! Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Tuble t· 

Nllmbcr Clnd Percent of Reported Crime Indel( Offenses by Day and Time of Occurrence 
in Cl:'nsu; Tract 58 of thl:' District of Columbiol, Calendar Year 1979 

---- ---------------- --"'-'- ---- -..... _ ... -.-,0_" _______ .. ~. '. _________________ ... __ ~_ ........ ____ . _____ ... _______________________ . ___ . __________ . ___ 
Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday Total Time of ---------- --_ ... _----- ------ .. _-- -------- --- :--- ----- --------- ---------Occurrence n 98 n 9(, n < • n C" n cv n % n % n % 

r" ,~ 
,~ -------------- .-------------- ..... _---_ ...... _- _ ........... -- -- ----- -- .. -- --- ----------- -.. -------- -- ... --_._--------------------------_._-------1:31am to 19 3.9 12 2.7 20 4.1 19 3.7 22 3.9 28 6.4 30 11.0 150 4.7 4:30am 

4:31am to 15 3.1 11 2.5 16 3.3 16 3.1 11 1.9 15 3.4 14 5.1 98 3.1 7:30am 

7:31am to ED 12.4 46 10.4 55 11.5 3.5 6.9 56 9.8 21 4.8 14 5.1 287 9.0 1O:30am 

'"' 
10:31am to 90 18.7 79 U.8 87 17.8 99 19.5 98 17.2 63 14.4 40 14.7 556 17.11 "" "" 
1:30pm 

1:31pm to 110 22.8 112 25.3 125 25.6 131 25.8 135 2'1.7 117 26.8 67 24.6 797 24.9 4:30pm 

4:31pm to 129 26.8 132 29.8 113 23.2 122 24.0 164 28.8 118 27.0 35 12.9' 813 25.4 7:30pm 

7:31pm to 36 7.5 26 5.9 38 7.8 52 10.2 48 8.4 41 9.4 37 13.6 278 8.7 1O:30pm 

1O:31pm to 23 4.8 25 5.6 34 7.0 ,311 6.7 36 6.3 311 7.8 35 12.9 22J 6.9 1:30am 

TOTAL 1182 100.0 1143 100.0 4~!}' 100.1 50S 99.9 570 lon.o 1137 100.0 272 99.9 3,200 100.0 
--~-------------------- ... ---- ..... _-- .... _ ..... _--"'--"'- -_ .. , ~ .. .... ~ ... "--'."'''' -- .. --- .......... --- .... -- --- _ ... -- ---........ ---. ----~-- ... --- ~.-- ... ----.- ---- ------SOURCE: 

Metropolitan Police Department, unpublishl'd dat,) obtained frorn cO:Tlpull·ri?ed r~r.or(Js on February 21, 
1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans dl]d /\nall'sis 
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Table 12 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Residence of Complainant and Day 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 ., " 

---------------------- --- ----------,---- ---- --- ---- -- -------- ------- .. ---- ---- --------------------------------------------------District of 

Foreign or 
Columbia Virginia Maryland Day 

Other St<ltes Unknown Total 

0-------------96 -n----- --w,- -n--------'% ----r;-----------% n-----%- -n----'%--------------------------------- --- --_ .. --_ .. - -- ...... - .. --_ .. ---- ----------- --------- --- --------------------------------,-------Monday 343 14.9 48 17.3 67 15.9 27 13.5 6 13.0 491 15.1 
Tuesday 338 14.7 29 10.5 49 11.6 26 13.0 6 13.0 448 13.8 
Wednesday 355 15.4 44 15.9 65 15.4 23 11.5 6 13.0 493 15.2 
Thursday 353 15.3 '13 15.5 82 19.4 32 16.0 5 10.9 515 15.9 
Friday 421 18.3 51 18.4 87 20.6 17 8.5 6 13.0 582 17.9 
Saturday 334 14.5 29 10.5 29 6.9 38 19,0 11 23.9 441 13.6 
Sunday 157 6.8 33 11. 9 43 10.2 37 Hl.5 6 13.0 276 8.5 

TOTAL 2,301 100.0 277 !OO.O 422 100.0 200 !OO.O 46 99.8 3,246 100.1 -------- -_ .. ------- ... - .... -------------- .. _------- .. _---- .. ------_ .. ----- ... _------- ------- .. --- .. _-- --- ---- ..... _---
SOURCE: MetropOlitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from cornputerized records on February 21, 1980. 
PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Ju~tice Plans and Analysis 
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Ttlble 13 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Sex of Complainant and Time of Occurrence. 
for Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Male Female Total 

Time n % n % n % 

1:31am to 61 16.2 7 4.3 68 12.7 
4:30am 

4:31am to 20 5.3 4 2.5 24 4.5 
7:30am 

7:31am to 11 2.9 7 4.3 18 3.4 
10:30am 

I 

10:31am to 34 9.0 30 18.6 64 11.9 
1:30pm 

1:31pm to 511 14.4 41 25.5 95 17.7 
4:30pm 

4:31pm to 59 15.7 40 24.8 99 18.4 
7:30pm 

7:31pm to 531 14.1 18 11.2 71 13.2 
10:30pm 

10:31pm to 84 22.3 14 8.7 98 18.2 
1:30am 

TOTAL 376 99.9 161 '99.9 537 100.0 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from c()mputerized 
records on February 21, 1980. . 

PRf:.PARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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1:31am to 102 
4:30am 

4:31am to .54 
7:30am 

7~31am to 144 
10:30am 

1O:31am to 43.5 
1:30pm 

1:31pm to 632 
4:30pm 

4:31pm to 608 
7:30pm 

7:31pm to '·164 
10:30pm 

10:31pm to 12.5 
1:30am 

TOTAL 2,264 

Table 14 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Residence of Complainant and Time of Occurrence 
in Census Tract.58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

District of Foreign or 
Columbia Virginia Maryland Other States Unknown 

96 n 96 n 96 n 96 n 96 

4 • .5 18 6.6 1.5 3.6 13 6 • .5 2 4.4 

2.4 14 5.1 21 .5.0 6 3.0 3 6.7 

6.4 42 1.5.4 73 17.4 24 12.1 4 8.9 

19.2 29 10.6 68 16.2 21 10.6 3 6.7 

27.9 48 17.6 74 17.7 31 15.6 12 26.7 

26.9 60 22.0 92 22.0 41 20.6 12 26.7 

7.2 37 13.6 42 10.0 31 15.6 4 8.9 

.5 • .5 25 9.2 34 8.1 32 16.1 .5 11.1 

99.9 273 100.0 419 100.3 199 100.1 4.5 100.1 
-----

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 

Total 

n 96 

1.50 4.7 

98 3.1 

287 9.0 

.5.56 17.4 

797 24.9 

813 25.4 

278 3.7 

221 6.9 
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Table 15 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Race and Age of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Nonwhite White Total 
Age n % n ?6 n % 

19 and under 34 19.0 23 7.6 57 11.9 

20-29 66 36.9 76 25.2 142 29.5 

30-39 34 19.0 52 17.2 . 86 17.9 

40-49 17 9.5 40 13.2 57 11.9 

50-59 18 10.1 50 16.6 68 14.1 

60-69 6 3.4 36 11.9 42 8.7 

70 and above 4 2 •. 2 25 8.3 29 6.0 

TOTAL 179 100.1 302 100.0 481 100.0 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized 
records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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...--------------

Table 16 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Race and Sex of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Nonwhite White Total 

n % n % n % 

Male 117 60.6 261 75.4 378 70.1 

Female 76 39.4 85 24.6 161 29.9 

TOTAL 193 100.0 346 100.0 539 100.0 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized 
records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Office of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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Table 17 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Residence and Age of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the DIstrict of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

District of Foreign 
Columbia Virginia Maryland Other States Countrles 

Age n % n % n % n % n % 

19 and under 37 13.0 5 10.9 4 6.1 9 12.7 2 14.3 

20-29 88 30.9 17 37.0 23 34.8 10 14.1 '+ 2&.6 

30-39 51 17.9 10 21.7 !6 24.2 7 9.9 2 14.3 

40~49 37 13.0 5 10.9 f, 9.1 7 9.9 2 14.3 

50-59 35 12.3 7 li~ ..• 2 6 9.1 19 26.8 7.1 

60-69 19 6.7 0 0.0 8 12.1 12 16.9 3 21.4 

70 and above 18 6.3 2 4.3 3 4.5 7 9.9 0 0.0 

TOTAL 285 100.1 46 100.0 66 99.9 71 100.2 III 100.0 

SOURCE: Metropolltan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPA~ED BY: Office of Criminal Justlce Plans and Analysis 

., 

.. '\ 
{' !;-.:~ 

, 

I 

Total 

n % 

57 11.8 

142 29.5 

86 17.8 

57 11.8 .... 
t-:> 
<0 

68 14.1 

42 8.7 

30 6.2 

482 99.9 

I 

~ 
. I~ 

/\ ' 

\\ .. -, 



r"-

.. 

(.) 

i 

I 
~ . 1 ___________ .. 

District of 
Columbia 

'l'eble 18 

N'Jmber and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Residence and Sex of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 

Virginia Foreign Maryland Other States Countries Sex n % n % n % n % n % 
Male 206 65.0 43 84.3 57 68.7 62 82.7 Il 78.6 Female III 35.0 8 15.7 26 31.3 13 17.3 3 21.4 TOTAL 317 100.0 51 100.0 83 100.0 75 100.0 14 100.0 

SOURCE: 
MetropOlitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 
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Race n 

Nonwhite 154 

White 164 

TOTAL 3~~.8 

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

Table J9 

Number and Percent of Reported Crime Index Offenses by Residence and Race of Complainant 
in Census Tract 58 of the District of Columbia, Calendar Year 1979 . 

District of Foreign 
Columbia Virginia Maryland Other States Countries 

% n % n % n % n % 

48.4 8 15.7 28 34.1 3 4.0 0 0.0 

51.6 43 84.3 54 65.9 72- 96.0 14 100.0 

100.0 51 100.0 82 100.0 75 100.0 14 100.0 

SOURCE: Metropolitan Police Department, unpublished data obtained from computerized records on February 21, 1980. 

PREPARED BY: Officte of Criminal Justice Plans and Analysis 
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