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What Are Uniform Crime Reports?

Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) are the major
source of police-level crime statistics in (linois
and the United States. Since 1930, law enforce-
ment agencies throughout the country have
reported crime data on a voluntary basis to the
Federal Bureau of 'nvestigation (FBI) for inclusion
in national UCR statistics., Individual jurisdictions
in lllinois began reporting data to the FBl in the
1930s, and in 1872 lllinois instituted mandatory
UCR reporting on a Statewide basis. Now, every
law enforcement agency in the State is required to
report crime data moenthly to the lllinois Depart-
ment of Law Enforcement (DLE).1

The UCR renresent incidents the police have
classified as crimes, regardless of the victim's or
the court’s perspective. For example, a citizen
may report to the police what he or she believes
to be a crime, but the police may determine that no
crime occurred or that the actual crime was dif-
ferent from the offense the citizen reported.
Similarly, UCR arrest data include all police ar-
rests, even in cases where charges against the
suspect are dropped or the person is found not
guilty in court. Note that, because crime
categories used in lilinois UCR (I~-UCR) are not
necessarily ‘the same categories used in court or
correctional data, it Is virtually impossible to trace
a particular offense or arrest in UCRvdata through
the courts or to the prison system.2
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10n March 29, 1985, llincis Governor James R.
Thompson issued Executive Orddr Fs@B%1 888), changiig'the
name of the DLE to the Department of State Police. Unless the
Hinois General Assambly overrides or amends the executive
order, this name change will take effect July 1, 1985,

23ee the Authority publication How to Trace
Crimes Through the IHinois Criminal Justice System
(July 1981).

May 1985

This report is an introduction to the availability,
uses and interpretation of Illinois Uniform Crime
‘Reports (I-UCR) data. The UCR are the major
source of police-level crime statistics in both Ii-
linois and the United States. UCR statistics are
used by criminal justice practitioners for allocating
resources and determining budgets, by academics
- for analyzing the problem of crime, by, the media
for informing the public about crime and by others
interested in crime and criminal justice,

" But while the UCR are the most frequently used
source of crime statistics, many users are unaware
of the origin and quality of the data, Equally im~
portant, many users do ot know how to analyze
and interpret UCR statistics in a meaningful way.

The Illinois Criminal Justice Information
Authority is the State agency responsible for coor-
dinating information use throughout Illinols’
criminal justice system.  The Authority provides
technical assistance to users of criminal justice in-~
formation, conducts studies and reviews of impor~-
tant criminal justice issues, and reports on the
quality and availability of Illinois criminal justice

data. The purpose of this report is to educate and
assist users of I1-UCR data.

After more than a decade of mandatory |-UCR
reporting, lllinois now has a huge database of
police crime statistics. Each month, more than
700 Hlinois faw enforcement jurisdictions—-
including police departments, sheriff’'s oftfices,
university police and others—--submit UCR statis-
tics to the DLE. (The remaining jurisdictions sub~-
mit their statistics through another agency, such
as the county sherift's office, rather than directly
to the DLE.) The DLE creates and maintains com-
puter files of the I-UCR data and supplies informa-
tion to the FBI for use in national crime statistics.
In addition, the DLE provides training and assis~
tance In UCR reporting to lllinois jurisdictions; the
department publishes an annual {-UCR report,
Crime in Illinois, and it answers requests for UCR
statistics.




f S

UCR Reporting in lllinois

The lHlinois Uniform Crime Reports (I-UCR) sys~
tem is patterned after the national UCR program,
although law enforcement agencies are required to
participate in the State, but not the national,
program.3 Jurisdictions may use any one of
three procedures for reporting crime data to the
DLE:; I-UCR paper forms, computer tape or print-
out, or on-line through the State law enforcement
computer system, The DLE coilects, audits and
corrects the submitied data, then reformats the
data Into a style consistent with FBI-UCR
requirements, This reformatting procedure not
only allows the DLE to comply with the FBl report-
ing requirements, but also permits the department
to gather crime Information in greater detail than
the national program provides. For example, the
DLE uses crime classifications specific to lilinois’
criminal statutes rather than the broader defini-
tions used by the FBI. The detailed |-UCR clas-
sifications are collapsed into the larger FBI
categories for national reporting purposes. In all,
data on more than 200 specific offenses are coi-
lected in the I-UCR program.

in the past, the DLE permitted lilinois agencies
to report I-UCR data either as aggregate monthly
crime totals or as individual incidents. Obviously,
the latter format provides more detailed informa-
tion about criminal activity and Illinois’ reporting
agencies increasingly have converted from
aggregate-level t{o incident-level reporting.
Today, only four out of more than 700 law en~
forcement jurisdictions still report aggregate
monthly totals, This type of reporting is
scheduled to be discontinued compiletely in
January 1986.

The Chicago Police Department (CPD) par-
ticipated in the national UCR program long before
the State system was created. When lilinois' man-
datory reporting system was begun in 1972, the
CPD continued to report aggregate statistics to
the FBI and sent copies of the FBI reports to the
DLE. Thus, the CPD used the FBI forms and

3As of 1983, 41 states had state UCR programs,
although not all of these programs habe mandatory reporting.
Care should be taken when comparing crime trends between
states with and without mandatory reporting. Also, there are a
few different lllinois jurisdictions every year that, for some
reason, do not comply fully with the State reporting requirements.
These jurisdictions are listed annually at the front of Crime
inlllinois.

tormats rather than one of the three acceptable
DLE formats. As a result, fewer categories of
crime data, in aggregate format, were reported for
Chicago than for the rest of lliinois, thus making
Statewide crime analyses impossible in some
cases.4 For example, the CPD reports arrest to-
tals in age-sex categories, not in age-sex-race
categories. It also reports arrests for "Part II"
crime categories (see definition on p. 6), but
not gccurrences of these crimes. In 1984, the
CPD agreed to begin reporting some incident-level
offense data to the DLE using the standard I-UCR
formats.

Access to I-UCR Data

Published Repcrts

The DLE annually publishes a large report enti-
tled Crime in Illinois, which contains much |-UCR
data. Included in this report are Statewide offense
and arrest analyses for eight serious crimes (in-
dex crimes, see p. 3); information about property
stolen, recovered or destroyed by type, value and
place; and Statewide offense and arrest totais for
all reported offenses. In addition, Crime in Ilinois
includes offense totals for the eight serious
crimes for each law enforcement jurisdiction and
county in llinois, as well as police employee infor-
mation for each jurisdiction and data on law en-
forcement officers assauited or killed. Some of
the lllinois totals aiso are included in the FBl's an~
nual report, Crime in the U.S.

Computer Files

Besides Its published reports, the DLE also
maintains a complete compiuterized 1-UCR data-
base that includes much more information than is
published in Crime in Illinois. All verified informa-
tion in the {~-UCR database~--including unpublished
figures such as monthly data, and offense and ar-
rest totals by agency or county--is public infor-
mation and is available from the DLE (see Table 1).
The Authority also keeps a copy of this database,
stored in a format that is quicker, easler and less
expensive to access than the DLE database.
However, there may be small differences between
the |-UCR database maintained by the DLE and the
copy maintained by the Authority. This is because
figures in the DLE database may be updated after
the Authority has obtained its copy.

45ee the Authority publication ///inois Uniform
Crime Reports User's Guide and Codebodks (February
1979) for cautions on the use of Chicago data,
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Table 1
SEVERAL TYPES OF I~-UCR DATA ARE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE

Several types of verified Ilinois Uniform Crime Reports (I-UCR) data are available to the public from the
Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority or the Illinois Department of Law Enforcement;

Offenses, 1-UCR offense data include all criminal offenses reported, unfounded, actually occurring and
cleared by arrest or other means. These data are in the form of monthly totals for more than 200 types of of -
fenses for each reporting law enforcement juvisdiction in Illinois. (Limited data are available for Chicago.)

Arrests. Arrest data contain age, race and sex informatiorn for all people arrested for more than 200 types of
offenses. The data are in the form of monthly totals and individual incident information for each reporting
law enforcement jurisdiction, (Limited data are available for Chicago.)

Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR). SHR data include detailed incident-level information on every
homicide (murder, manslaughter and justifiable homicide) in the State. Information contained in the SHR in-
clude victim and offender(s) age, race and sex; the weapon used; the relationship between the victim and the
offender(s); the circumstances of the crime (for example, a robbery or rape); the number of victims and of -
fenders involved, and the date, month and time of day of the homicide, )

Property Losses, Property loss data include the type, number and value of property items stolen, destroyed or
recovered. The data are organized by offense, (Limited data are available for Chicago.)

Law Enforcement Officers Assaulted or Killed, These data include details of every incident in which a law
enforcement of ficer in 1llinois is assaulted or killed in the line of duty.

Police Employees. These data include the number of full- and part-time sworn officers and the number of
civilian employees working in every reporting Illinois law enforcement jurisdiction,

Users of I-UCR data may request special assault--and four property Index crimgs~~

analyses using these data tapes Users also can
obtain from the Authority a computer tape copy of
part or all of the database

The Crime Index

Although the ~UCR database contains a vast
amount of information by far the most commanly
used and mnfluential series of I-UCR data is the
"Crime Index" The Crime Index is a group of eight
serious crimes that together give seme indication
ot the level of criminal activity in a jurisdiction.
EFach of the eight offenses is catled an 'Index
crime"” There are tour vislenl Indax orimas- -
murder, forcible rape S robbery and aggravated

burglary. larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft and
arson (see Table 2). Index robbery is sometimes
considered a property crime, because the object
of the offense is the victim's propertly However,
because of the threat or use of violence inherent
in the crime. it is more often considered a violent
gffense,

The FBi created the Crime Index in the 1930s.
The bureau seiected the crimes to be included in
the index on the basis of their seriousness,
frequency of occurrence, consistency of definition
across jurisdictions, pervasiveness in all geo-
graphical parts of the country and likelihood of
being reported to the police ®

Every index orime category except murder in-
sludes attempts {attempted murder is an index ag-
gravated assauli~~see Table 2} Note that many
offense categories are not counted in the Crime
Inde. For example. maie homosexual rape and
statutory rape are not included in the Crime index,
nor s simnple assault or simple battery

Son Crime inthe B8 L1unE 0




T e Table2 oo
DEFINITIONS OF INDEX cmmr.-. CATEGORIES -

| Llsted below are defmxtions of the eight crime categories that make up the Cr1me Index Note that there are
. four v1olent Index crimes and four property Index crimes.

-

Violent Index Crimes =

: Murder and Voluntary Manslaughter, The willful killing of a person. or the death of a person caused by
gross negligence of an individual other than the victim. Voluntary mansiaughter aZso is called ”non~neghgent
mans’laughter." Index murder does not include attempted murder.

Forcible Rape, The carnal knowledge of a female, forcibly and against her will, Inciud‘es attempted rape. Ef--

fecfwe July 1, 1984, Illinois’ sexual assault laws became gender-neutral, and the old concept of "rape” was
broa“dened to include many types OF sexual assault, Because sexual assault definitions in Hlinois are different

from the national UCR definition of Index rape, beginning in January 1985, the Illinois Department of Law
Enforcement is collecting two sets of data from each agency: the number of sexuai ussaults and, on a volun- .

| tary basis, the number of offenses that previously would have constituted "rape” under the eld Iilinois deﬁm~

tion, The FBI collected rape data from Illinois agencies for the period -July. through December, 1984, The

DLE cannot aitest to the accuracy of these figures, nowever

Robbery The takmg or attemptmg to take anything of value from: the care, custody or control of a person or"

persons by force or threat of force or violence. Includes @ attempted robbery. ; RN

Aggravated Assault, The intentional causing of or attempt fo cause. serious bodily harm, or the threat of

serious bodily injury or death. Includes aggravated assault, aggravated battery and attempted murder. In Il-

linois, "assault” is a threat, while “battery” is an actual attack. Aggravated means that “serious” ‘bodily harm,
or the threat of serious bodily harm, is mvolved . :

\

Property index Crimes
Burg‘lar’y. The unlawful entry of a structure to conimit a felony or\ theft, Includes attempted burglary,

Theft. The unlawful taking or stealing of property or articles without the use of force, violence or fraud. In-
cludes burglary from a motor vehicle and attempted theft. Before 1982, data were collected separately for

thefts of property worth more than and less than $150. Currently, data are separated into thefts of property

_worth more than and less than $300. While it is impossible to distinguish between thefts of $350 and
$350,000 in the Crime Index totals, this can be accomplished using incident ~level offense data. «

Motor,V ehicle Theft, The unlawful taking or stealing of a motor vehzclef. “Motor vehicle" includes auto~
mobiles, trucks, buses and other vehicles. Includes attempted motor vehicle theft.

/

Arson, The willful or maliciaus'buming or dttemgt to burn, with or without intent to defrazid, a dwelling house,
‘ public building or any building, motar vehicle, dircraft or personal property of another. Arson became an In-

- dex crime in 1980. Consequently, pre~1980 arson data cannot be compared with Index arson data, and they
cannot be used for trend analyses. Also, the hierarchy rule does not apply to arson.
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The Hierarchy Rule

The Crime index is intended to be a summary of
criminal incidents., However, one incident may in-
volve morz:than one crime. For sxample, a rob-
bery may include an aggravated battery, or a mur-
der may involve a rape or arobbery. To standard~
ize the counting of incidents in the Crime Index, the
FBI developed what Is known as the "hierarchy
rule."

The hierarchy rule mandates that only the most
serious crime committed in an incident generally
gets counted in the UCR. (An incident is defined
as a "single operation” in which all offenses oc-
curred within the same period of time and space,)
For example, if a person is held up in a robbery
and is Killed trying to resist, only the murder is
counted in the Crime Index, because it is the more
serious of the crimes committed. The hierarchy of
offenses in the Crime Inde¥X, from most serious to
least serious, is murder, forcible rape, robbery,
aggravated assault, burglary, motor vehicle theft,
and theft.

There are three exceptions to the hierarchy
rule: the arson rule, the hotel/motel rule and the
motor vehicle theit rule. Before 1980, arson was
not an Index crime and thus was not subject to the
hierarchy rule. If an arson occurred in conjunction
with an Index crime~-for instance, an arson/
murder~-both offenses were counted. To provide
continuity with data for previous years, arson
continues to be counted this way even though it is
now an Index crime.

In cases where several rooms of a hotel, motel,
apartment complex or office building are all bur-
glarized in one large operation, only one burglary
Is counted per building. Conversely, when multiple
motor vehicles are stolen in one operation--for
example, from a car dealership showroom--one
theft per vehicle is counted. Also, in cases where
a motor vehicle is stolen and items are taken from
the vehicle (a type of Index theft), the motor
vehicle theft, being the more serious offense, is
counted in the Crime Index.

Crime Index scoring generally counts ohe of-
tense for each victim of a murder, rape or ag-
gravated assault. Thus, if three people are beaten
and raped, three Index rapes are counted.
However, if more than one of these three crimes
occurs In the same "single operation" and more
than one person is victimized, only the most
serious offense Is counted (for example, if one
person is murdered and another is raped in the
same incident, only one Index murder is counted).

For robbery, burglary, theft and arson, one In~
dex offense is counted for each distinct operation.
Thus, if a store is held up and money is taken from
the cash register and from each of 10 customers,
only one Index robbery Is counted.

How to Use Index Crime Data

The vast majority (about 90 percent annually in
lllinois) of Index crimes known to the police are
property offenses. For analytic purposes, there~-
fore, it is useful and more accurate to separate
the total Crime Index into violent and property of~
fenses. Otherwise, a large increase in the Index
could give the wrong impression that dangerous
crime against persons is rising, when in reality a
property crime such as theft may account for
most of the increase.

Inh lllinois (except Chicago in some cases),
every Index crime category is broken down into
several subgroups (see Table 2). For example,
each Index crime can be separated into completed
and attempted offenses. For Index rape, robbery
and aggravated assauit, data also are collected on
whether or not a weapon was used in the crime.
In other words, Index robbery and Index attempted
robbery can be separated into strongarm robbery
and robbery with a gun, a knife or another
weapon. Index burglary can be separated into
those offenses with and without forcible entry.
Index theft can be separated into crimes involving
more than $300 and those involving less than
$300. And Index motor vehicle theft can be
categorized by type of vehicle stolen. For a com-
plete list of the subcategories of all Index crimes,
see Appendix 2,

The characteristics of an Index crime subgroup
may be very different from the characteristics of
the Index crime as a whole (for example, robbery
with a shotgun vs. attempted sirongarm robbery,
or rape vs. attemptled rape). Therefore, it may be
misleading to analyze data tfor the total Index
crime without first analyzing data tfor each ot its
subgroups. Caution also should be exercised
when comparing subgroups of Index crime data tor
Chicago with similar data for the rest of the State,
CPD aggregate data do not include all of the sub=-
groups reported by other lllinois jurisdictions.

Note also that because of the hierarchy rule
and the fact that the Crime Index Includes only
eight serious offenses, Crime Index totals do not
include every reported criminal event. The totals
also give few or no details regarding the serious-
ness of individual criminal events, such as the ex-
tent of victim injury or loss. However, some of




this information is available in other parts of the
1~-UCR database.

Non~index Crimes

Ih addition to information on the eight Index
crimes, the DLE collects offense and arrest data
on approximately 200 other crime categories.
Thése non-lndex offenses are called "Part |I*
crimes. ("Part I" crimes~~those for which offense
data are reported to the FBI--include all Index of~
fenses, plus manslaughter by negligence [involun-
tary manslaughter] and justitiable homicide. Part |l
crimes are all other offenses.) The national UCR
program does not require reporting of offense
data for Part il crimes; consequently, the DLE does
not forward these data to the FBIl. The national
program, however, does coliect arrest data for
aggregate categories of Part Il offenses (see
Table 8).

In lllinois, Part il crimes range from relatively
minor offenses (for example, playing dice games)
to some serious crimes (aggravated kidnapping
for ransom), and from vety infrequent offenses
(tor example, criminal defamation) to more com-
mon ones (possession of cannabls). The DLE ag-
gregates arrests for these Part Il crimes into the
FBI reporting categories for inclusion in the na-
tional UCR program. Data on Part Il crimes also
are available for individual analysis in the |-UCR.

For a complete list of Part | and Part Il crimes,
see Appendix 2. This appendix contains the crime
codes currently used by the DLE. These codes
have changed over the years. To analyze data
from years before 1985, consult the Authority or
the DLE for codes used in those years.

Before 1984, Part il offense data for Chicago
were not collected in the |-UCR database, As a
result, Chicago data were not Included in
Statewide non-index crime totals. In 1984, how-
ever, the CPD agreed to report data for most Part
It crimes, and eventually it will report all Part I of-
fenses to the DLE.

Part il crimes are not subject to the Crime Index
hierarchy rule of scoring. For example, suppose
the police stop someone for drunken driving, and
they find some drugs and a handgun in the car.
Three Part Il offenses could be counted in this
case~=driving under the influence, uniawful pos-~
session of a controlied substance and unlawful
possession of a weapon. Hf an incldent involves
both Index and Part !l crimes, the hierarchy rule

Table 3

FBI CATEGORIES
FOR PART Il ARREST DATA

Non=-Index Assaults (simple assault, resisting an
officer, etc.)

Curfew and Loitering Violations (persons under
18)

Disorderly Conduct

Driving Under the Influence

Drug Abuse Violations

Drunkenness

Embezzlement

Offenses against the Family and Children (child
abuse, neglect, etc.)

Forgery and Counterfeiting

Fraud

Gambling

Liquor Law Violations

Prostitution and Commercialized Vice

Runaways (persons under 18)

Non-Index Sex Offenses (incest, indecent exposure,
etc.)

Stolen Property: Buying, Receiving, Possessing

Suspicion

Vagrancy

Vandalism

Weapons: Carrying, Possessing, etc.

All Other Offenses, except Traffic Violations
(bribery, bigamy, etc.)

applies to the Index crimes only. For example,
suppose an offender kidnaps someone at gunpoint,
then robs and Kills the victim, This incident could
be counted as one murder (Index), one kidnapping
(Part i) and one armed violence {(Part §l). The In-
dex robbery would not be counted because of the
hierarchy rule.

Offense Data

|-UCR offense data are collected from each of
700-plus law enforcement jurisdictions in lllinols.
For each jurisdiction, offense data include monthly
fotals of the following information for each of
more than 200 types of offenses:

Offenses known to the police

Offenses unfounded

Offenses referred to the responsible jurisdiction
Offenses actually occurring

Offenses cleared by arrest of an adult or juvenile
Offenses cleared exceptionally




This section defines and describes how to use
each of these pieces of Information. Note that
{-UCR offense data contain no information about
victims and very little data about offenders; some
of this informatipn is found in other I-UCR data
sets,

Offenses Known to the Police

A crime may become "Known to the police" In
several ways. It may be reported by the victim or
other citizen witness; it mav be withessed by the
police themselves; or it may be reported by an in-
stitution, such as a hospital notifying the police of
a battered chiid,

Obviously, offenses known to the police do not
include all crimes that actually occur, since many
crimes never come to the attention of the
authorities. This happens when the victim does
not report the crime, when no one realizes that a
crime has occurred, or when the crime is a "victim-
less" crime where all involved parties are willing
participants (for example, prostitution or gam-
bling). Also, the criminal prosecution of certain of-
fenses, such as embezziement, often begins with
an indictment, rather than a reported offense, and
therefore may not be included in police offense
statistics. Thus, offenses known to the police al-
ways will represent only part of the total universe
of crime.

Once a crime does come to the attention of the
police, several decisions must be made. The
police must determine that a crime actually oc-
curred and, if so, what specific crime it was. The
exact offense committed Is not necessarily the of-
fense reportied by the victim. For example:

A victim flags down a police car, saying "I was
robbed! However, the police determine that the
crime actually involved someone entering the
victim's unoccupied residence and stealing
various items, with the victim discovering the
ransacked home later.

The police would count this offense as a burglary
known to the police rather than a robbery, as the
victim incorrectly reported.

Offenses Unfounded

it is not uncommon for citizens to report to the
police what they believe to be a crime, only to dis~-
cover later that no crime really occurred. For
example:

A person’s lawnmower breaks, and he decides to
borrow his neighbor's. The neighbor is not at
home, but her garage is unlocked. The man lets

himself in and borrows the neighbor's mower.

When the owner returns home and parks her car
in the garage, she notices her mower is missing.

She calls the police, who take the report. The
next day the neighbor returns the lawnmower,

in this case, no crime actually occurred. The inci-
dent is recorded in I-UCR as one burglary "known
to the police" and one "unfounded" burglary.

In some sjtuations, the decision whether or not
to score an incident as unfounded may be subjec-
tive. For example:

The police respond on five occasions to a
burglar alarm at a factory warehouse. Each
time, police discover that the alarm had simply
malfunctioned and that no burglary (or ai-
tempted burglary) had occurred.

Some law enforcement agencies might report each
of these incidents as a burglary and an unfounded
burglary (or attempted burglary), because police
resources were used to respond to a potential
crime situation. Other agencies, however, might
report five "service calls" to avoid giving a mis—~
leading impression about the actual volume of
criminal activity in the jurisdiction.

In this example, it is clear that no crime oc-
curred. In other incidents, the classification deci-
sloh can be more difficult to make, For example:

Two patrons become intoxicated in a bar and
begin to argue. The argument intensifies, and
the pair exchange threats of violence. The
manager of the bar calls the police to remove
the men from the premises.

Both men may have committed assault (threat of
bodily injury). It Is up to the police to determine if
there was really any Intent to carry out the
threats or if the men simply were being verbally
abusive while drunk. In some jurisdictions, an as-
sault known to the police might be reported. In
others, no crime would be reported, but the inci~
dent would be listed in police records as a "distur-
bance call® Given the subjectivity of the cir-
cumstances, both outcomes technically would be
correct,

Offenses Actually Occurring

"Otffenses actually occurring" equals the number
of offenses known to the police, minus both un-
tounded offenses and offenses referred to
another jurisdiction. An oifense is referred to
another Jjurisdiction if police determine upon
Investigation that the offense actually occurred in




a different jurisdiction than the one in which it was
reported. For example:

A citizen who lives in one town is driving
through a neighboring community. In the near-
by town, the person's car is struck and damaged
by another vehicle, which then speeds away. The
victim drives the rest of the way home and
reports the hit-and-run incident to the locai
police in his town. But because the incident ac-
tually occurred in another town, the hometown
police department refers the case to the police
in the neighboring community.

"Offenses actuaily occurring" is the most com-
monly used crime statistic In I-UCR data. When
crime figures are pubilished with no other detini-
tion, they usually represent offenses actually oc~
curring.

Clearances

A crime is "cleared by arrest" when at least one
suspect is arrested for the offense. If two people
are arrested for the same crime, only one
clearance Is counted in 1-UCR offense data (al-
though two arrests are scored in |-UCR arrest
data). if one person is arrested for committing a
series of 15 burglaries, then 15 burglary clear~
ances are counted.

In the [-UCR program, the reporting of an arrest
does not automatically clear the corresponding of-
fense. This is because reporting agencies are
required to report each clearance separately from
the corresponding arrest.

A crime also may be '"cleared exceptionally"
when the police determine the identity of the of-
fender but, for exceptional reasons, cannot make
an arrest. Four conditions must be met before a
crime may be reported as cleared exceptionally:

1) Investigation definitely has established the
identity of the offender;

2) There is enough information to support ar-
resting, charging and turning the offender
over to the court for prosecution;

3) The exact location of the offender is known,
$o that he or she could be taken into cus-
tody; and

4) There is some reason outside the control of
law enforcement that precludes arresting,
charging and prosecuting the offender.

Examples of exceptional clearances include a
murder/suicide (where the offender dies in the in~-
cident) or an incident in which the victim fails to
file a complaint against the otfender,

All categories of clearances (arrests and
exceptionals) can be separated Into adult and
juvenile offenders, In I-UCR data, juveniles are
people age 16 and under. Since only one clear~
ance is counted when multiple offenders are ar-
rested for the same crime, it both an adult and a
juvenile are arrested, usually an adult clearance is
reported.

Because the |-UCR are incident-level statistics,
if a crime Is cleared several months after the Inci~
dent occurred, the clearance can be linked with
the original crime. The DLE began reporting
ciearances in this manner to the FBl in 1984,
However, because the national UCR program col-
lects data in monthly aggregate totals tor other
reporting states, FBI data count clearances in the
month the clearance occurred, not necessarily the
month in which the offense occurred.

How to Interpret Offense Data

The subjectivity Iinvolved in classifying of-
fenses must be taken into account when using and
interpreting 1-UCR offense data. Despite the
DLE's efforts to have law enforcement jurisdic-
tions report I-UCR data unitormty, inevitably there
will be cases that will be decided differently by
ditferent jurisdictions. Such differences do not
necessarily indicate that a Jurisdiction s
deliberately misreporting its figures, though his-~
torically some have. Many differences can rightly
result from variations In interpreting what con-
stitutes an offense.

Within a single jurisdiction, the subjective deci-
sions of classifying offenses are likely to be made
with some consistency over time, barring a change
In administrative policy or record keeping. For ex-
ample, a new police chief may require that each
reported crime be counted as an "offense report-
ed to the police,” whereas the previocus chief may
have required that an incident such as a mal-
functioning burglar alarm be recorded as a "call for
service," Aside from such administrative changes,
the analysis of a single jurisdiction's crime trends
should give an accurate picture of increases and
decreases over time in the crime problem there,
However, users of offense data should familiarize
themselves with the counting procedures used by
the agency being studied,

Offense data users also should exercise cat-
tion when comparing crime levels in one jurisdic-
tion with crime levels in another area, Subjective
decisions may be made differently in different
places, For example, neighboring jurisdictions of
about equal size and population sometimes have
vastly different violent Ihdex crime rates. On




closer inspection, it may be found that one town
reports every incident where a tight occurred (for
example, in bars, schools and domestic situations)
as an Index aggravated assault, while the other
town does not. The aggregate statistics wouid
show one town having a low per~capita violent
crime rate and the other town a high rate, even
though actually they have about the same amount
and seriousness of crime.

Arrest Data

For reporting purposes, the FBl's Uniform Crime
Reporting Handbook (1984) defines "arrest" as:

All persons processed by arrest, citation or
summons. . for committing an offense in your
jurisdiction. These include:

1) Those persons arrested and released without
a formal charge being placed against them;

2) Juveniles taken into custody or arrested but
merely warned and released without being
charged . ...

Most traffic cases are excluded from arrest tal-
lies.

I-UCR arrest data include information on the
age, race and sex of each person arrested for
each of more than 200 types of offenses,
Chicago data, however, are reported by offender
age and sex, with race reported separately. Thus,
a combined analysis of age, race and sex cannot
be performed for all of lilinois with these data.

Also, Chicago reports race data using different
categories than the rest of the State, Chicago fol-
fows the FBI-UCR format of reporting race and
ethnicity separately. For example, a person may
be ‘"white/Hispanic," ‘"black/not-Hispanic" or
"American Indian/not~Hispanic," to name a few. In
contrast, all other reporting agencies in lllinois
report only one piece of race data for each per-
son (for example, "white," "black, "Mexican
'Puerto Rican," etc). Because the methods of
reporting race in Chicago are different from the
rest of lllinois, race comparisons for the entire
State can be made using only broad aggregate
race categories,

I-UCR arrest data retiect people arrested for
at least one offense. It a person is charged with
more than one offense in an incident-~for
example, burglary and possession of can-

nabis --only the most serious charge will appear in
the arrest data. (The arresting agency determines
which offense is most serious in each arrest.)
Consequently, arrest data for all criminal charges
are not available in the 1-UCR.

As discussed above, classifying some situa-~
tions as offenses actually occurring sometimes in-
volves subjective decisions. Likewise, classi-
fying a situation as an arrest also may be subjec~
tive. For exampie:

The police pick up a person fitting the descrip-
tion of a burglary suspect they are seeking. The
suspect is driven to the police station, where he
is detained for questioning. However, the super-
vising officer on duty at the station declines to
approve an arrest, and the suspect is released
after several hours at the station.

Should this situation be counted as an arrest in the
1-UCR?

FBI-UCR scoring rules require that an arrest be
counted in this situation, even though the suspect
will have no official record of arrest for the inci-
dent. But despite the FBIl's rules, many law en-
forcement jurisdictions define and count an arrest
as occurring only when a suspect actually is
charged with a crime. Because the primary pur-
pose of the UCR is to count offenses, less em~
phasis is often afforded to the problem of defining
and counting arrests. In fact, a recant study?
found that police departments throughout the
United States define "arrest" in many different
ways and that many violate UCR counting rules for
arrest statistics. Thus, while there may be inter~-
nal consistency In how arrests are defined and
counted by a single police department, a neighbor -
ing agency may count arrests differently, thereby
making data comparisons between the two
problematic.

Other I-UCR Data Sets

In addition to offense data and arrest data, the
I-UCR database contains several other data sets,
which are described in this section.

7See Sherman, Lawrence W. and Barry D. Glick,
The Quality of Police Arrest Statistics, Police
Foundation Reports (August 1984),




Supplementary Homicide Reports

Because there are comparatively few
homicides and because of the seriousness of such
acts, special data on these crimes are collected
separately from, and in addition to, reguiar I1-UCR
offense and arrest data. Homicide includes the
crimes of murder, voluntary mansiaughter, justifi-
able use of force, non-vehicular Involuntary
manslaughter and reckless homicide. Detailed
homicide data, called Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR), are available from the DLE back to
1978 and from the Authority back to 13974. The
Authority also has obtained 18738 lllinois SHR data
from the FBI.

SHR data include detailed information about
each homicide incident, including victim and of-
fender age, race and sex; the weapon used; the
relationship between the victim and otfender; the
circumstances (such as rape or robbery) sur-
rounding the homicide; the number of victims and
offenders involved in the incident; and the date,
month and time of day the homicide took place
{(Chicago police do not report time-of~-day infor-
matlon).

In incidents where more than one offender kills
a single victim, there {s one computer record per
oifender in the SHR data. Consequently, there are
duplicate records for each vigtim in these cases.
The existence of these duplicate records in
multiple~offender cases makes it difficult to count
the actual number of murder victims using SHR
data. Although an aggregate count of homicide
victims can be obtained from the |-UCR offense
data set, those data do not contain the level of
detail available in SHR data.

To solve this problem, the Authority recoded
the SHR data into a victim-level file, with one
record per victim. The Victim-Level Murder File
data, as well as a detailed report analyzing these
data from 1873 through 1982, are available from
the Authority.8

Property Losses

[-UCR property loss data include the type of
property stolen, the dollar value of the items and
the value of any property destroyed or recovered.
The data are collected for each Index crime and
for other non-index property otfenses, such as

8See the Authority publication Murder in
tHinols, 1973~1982 (1984), Detailed definitions of the
codes used in the tile appear in the Authority publication
Itlinois Victim-Level Murder File: Guide to Quality,
Availability and Interprétation (19883).
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forgery, fraud, vandalism and criminal damage to
property.

There are more than 150 |-UCR codes for
types of stolen property (for example, bicycles,
sheep, handguns, efc) and more than 130 codes
for places where the property loss occurred
(construction sites, motels, train stations, etc).

The property loss data files are extremely
large and are comparatively more difficult and ex~
pensive to access than the other I-UCR data sets.
Statewide tctals for property type, value stolen
and place of occurrence are published annually in
Crime in Illinois.

Law Enforcement Officers Assaulted or Killed

The DLE also c¢ollects data on situations in
wiich law enforcement officers are assaulied or
killed in the line of duty. These data include infor-
mation about the officer's assignment (for ex-
ample, detective, two~officer car, etc), the type of
weapon used (firearm, knife, fists, efc) and the
type of activity in which the officer was engaged
at the time of the attack (iraftic stop, robbery in
progress, ambush, efc.).

The DLE coliects data in each of these
categories as monthly aggregate totals, This for-
mat, however, makes it impossible to analyze
combinations of situations (for example, the num-
ber of detectives ambushed with a firearm). The
Authority has published analyses of these data in
its report Illinois Law Enforcement Officers Assaul-
ted or Killed: 1972-1982 (1984). Similar data also
are reported annually in Crime in lllinois.

Police Employee Information

Every reporting law enforcement jurisdiction in
fiinols annually submits the following personnel in-
formation to the DLE:

o Number of full-time sworn officers
o Number of part-time sworn officers
o Number of full-time civilian employees

These figures are included in Crime in Illinois.

Population Data

Also included in Crime in Illinois are U.8, Bureau
of the Census popuiation figures for each report-
ihg jurisdiction. Because the census is conducted
only once a decade, population figures for years
between each census are only estimates, In some
cases, the lllinois Secretary of State's Office sup—~
plies official population updates for individual ju-
risdictions for the in-between years. When avail-
able, these figures are included in Crime in llinois.

o - ol
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Uses of I-UCR Data

1-UCR data are used for answering many ques-
tions about crime at the local level, county level or
llinois as a whole. The data can tell people about
changes over time in crimes known tc the police in
their town or county. The data also can be used
to compare crime levels in one town or county
with those in a neighboring town or county and to
compare crime in lllinois with crime in other states.

Analyzing Changes in Crime Levels

As a way of comparing change in the amount of
crime from year to year, many people calculate
the percent increase or decrease. However, for
jurisdictions reporting a low number of crimes,
calculating percent changes can be misleading.
For example, if an agency reports a 100 percent
increase in violent Index crime from one year to
the next, residents couid be greatly alarmed. Ex-~
amination of the raw numbers, however, might
show an Increase from three crimes the first year
to six the next, hardly a crime wave, As arule of
thumb, the Authority suggests that percent change
not be used if the number of offenses is fewer
than 10.

Crime Rates and When to Use Them

Raw c¢rime figures are useful for many pur-
poses., For example, a comparison of ¢crime trends
over time in a single jurisdiction may be necessary
for manpower allocation or budget decisions. The
decision maker needs to know whether the actual
volume of crimes or the actuai number of arresis
is going up or down.

Raw numbers, however, are not standardized
against the population at rigsk. In other words,
they do not reveal whkether a higher amount of
crime in one jurisdiction compared with annther is
caused by the greater number of peopie who live
there. A ‘crime rate," on the other hand, does
provide this type of information.

Rates control for population at any given time,
thus providing a per-capita indication of the
amount of crime in a community. Rates also allow
for comparisons of crime in areas with vastly dif-
ferent sizes of population, because the population
is controlled for in the per-capita count.

Crime rates usually are calculated onh a yearly
basis, per 100,000 population, using the following
formula:

i1

number of offenses X
population at risk

100,000

The proper denominator for calcuiating a crime
rate Is the "population at risk." It is the analyst's
responsibility to make an informed decision as to
the appropriate population at risk for the question
at hand, For example, a town can have a small
resident population but a large transient population
(including incoming workers, tourists, shoppers or
people just passiing through). High crime rates
based on the resident population couid faisely in-
dicate that the town’'s residents commit a lot of
crimes and are frequently victimized, when in
reality the crimes may be committed by and
against the non-residents. If the population upon
which the rate is based represents only the resi-
dents of the town, and not the total population
available to commit crime or to be victimized, the
rates would be misieading.

In general, the denominator in a crime rate cal-
culation should be related specifically to the
numerator. For example, a rape rate for women
would have the number of women in the population
as the denominator. The denominator of a motor
vehicle theft rate calculation could be the number
of people living In an area, the number of licensed
drivers or the number of registered motor
vehicles. Rates can vary tremendously depending
on the denominator chosen for the calculation. It
is important to choose a denominator appropriate
for the analysis at hand.

Using Population Data

Not only is the choice of the population at risk
important when calculating crime rates, but also
very important is the need to use the most ac-
curate count of the population. Population figures
for every llinois law enforcement jurisdiction
reporting I-UCR data are included in Crime in I~
linois. These figures, which come from the U.S.
Bureau of the Census, also are used by the FBl in
the national UCR program. Because the census is
conducted only every 10th year, population
figures for the in-between years are Cenhsus
Bureau estimates, with an occasional upgate from
the lllinois Secretary of State’'s Office. Using
these estimates, however, can create problems
when comparing crime rates over time in a single
Jurisdiction or in several jurisdictions.

For example, between 1976 and 1879, Crime in
Iilinois may have reported the same population
figure for a jurisdiction, Census-figures for 1880,
however, may have shown a large change from the
population figure published for previous years.
Thus, a rate analysis that used one population




figure for each year from 1876 through 1978, but
a largely ditferent number for 1980, would
produce misleading results.

Population estimates sometimes can be ob-
tained from other sources. The lllinois Bureau of
the Budget calculates county-level population es~-
timates. Some jurisdictions also estimate their
own populations, Users of crime and population
data should try to obtain the best available
population estimates before calculating and
analyzing crime rates.

For example, instead of using population data
from a Crime in Illinois report that is five years old,
it is possible that more accurate figures would be
available from another source. The most accurate
calculation of crime rates would use the crime
data from Crime in Illinois and the most recent
population data available for that year.

Arrest Rates

Like oftense data, |-UCR arrest figures can be
analyzed meaningfully using either raw numbers or
rates. Whether arrests or arrest rates is the best
choice depends on the question being asked.

Raw arrest numbers are useful when consider~
ing the actual number of people entering the court
system or the number of jail beds needed to ac-
commodate the arrestees. Rates, on the other
hand, can be useful in determining the risk of being
arrested that certain population groups run.

For instance, raw numbers may indicate that
more whites are arrested than non-whites,
However, using rates to control for the number of
whites and non-whiies in the population may
reveal that non-whites actually have a higher per~
capita arrest rate. This information could not be
found by analyzing raw arrest numbers alone., The
arrest rates, In this case, would be calculated as
follows;

number of arrests of whites
number of whites in the population

x 100,000

number of arrests of non-whites

x 100,000
number of non-whites in the population

A different type of arrest rate, calculated by
dividing the total number ot arrests for a particular
crime by the number of those crimes occurring, s
not an accurate indication of the number of crimes
solved (cleared) by arrest, For example, if 100
robberies occur and 25 people are arrested, the
"arrest rate," by this definition, is 25 percent. But
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this figure does not mean that 25 percent of the
robbery offenses were scolved. That would be
true only if each person were charged with only
one robbery. However, the arrest of one person
can result in many crimes being solved (for ex-
ample, a person can be arrested and charged with
a series of burglaries). On the other hand, several
people can be arrested with only one crime being
solved (for example, five teenagers commit one
robbery). To determine the likelihood that a par-
ticular type of offense will be solved, the ap~ .
propriate rate to use would not be an arrest rate,
but a “clearance rate" instead.

Clearance Rates

Because clearance rates represent the propor-
tion of crimes that are "solved," sometimes they
are used as indicators of law enforcement per-
formance. Clearance rates can be calculated with
different numerators, as the following examples
show:

Arrest Clearance Rate:

number of offenses cleared by arrest
number of offenses actually ocourring

Total Clearance Rate:

all offenses cleared (by arrest or exceptionally)
number of offenses actually occurring

An arrest clearance rate does not necessarily
reflect the volume of people arrested for crimes.
This is because there is not a one-to—-one match
between offenses cleared by arrest and crimes in
I-UCR arrest data (see above).

Clearance rates can be useful for analyzing the
proportion of different types of crimes that are
solved by an arrest or an exceptional clearance.
For example, the totsl clearance rate for homicide
in {llinois in 1981 was 73 percent, while the total
clearance rate for burglary was 16 percent.?
Compared to the arrest clearance rate, the total
clearance rate gives a better indication of the
volume of crimes that are "solved."

Nevertheless, the value of clearance rates in
comparing one jurisdiction to another is limited, In
a total clearance rate, the numerator is the number
of oftenses cleared exceptionally or by an arrest,
and the denominator is the total number of of-
fenses occurring. As we have discussed already,
different jurisdictions may count otfenses and ar-
rests differently, When calculating c¢learance
rates by dividing one number by another number,
both of which may vary by jurisdiction, to produce

9Crime in illinois (198), p. 161~162.




a third figure, the problem of comparing jurisdic-
tions is compounded.

For More Help

interpreting crime statistics properly and using
the data in meaningful analysis involve much more
than simple arithmetic. Users of crime statistics
must be aware of the source and quality of the
data they are using, and they must know how best
to analyze and interpret the data in trying to
answer the questions at hand. Being the most
widely used source of State and nhational crime
statistics, the Uniform Crime Reports especially
require this type of background knowiedge if the
data are to be used accurately.

As the State agency created to "encourage the
improvement of criminal justice agency proce-

dures and practices with respect to information,"

the lllinois Criminal Justice Information Authority
can help criminal justice agencies understand and
use -UCR data. The Authority can also help
others--municipal officials, researchers, news
reporters, efc.-—as they use the 1-UCR data sets.

This report is part of that educational effort. In
addition, the Authority can answer specitic ques-—
fions about the availability and uses of |~UCR
data, and it can help users obtain accurate, up~-to-

date ]-UCR Iinformation in conducting their
analyses.
Persons with questions about [-UCR data

should contact the Authority or any of the other
sources listed in Appendix 1. In addition, Appendix
3 contains a list of available Authority publications
that use |-UCR data.

This report was written by Authority research
~analysts Louise S. Miller and- Carolyn Rebecca
“Block and was edited by Kevin P. Morison. The |

authors would like to thank the staff of the Illinois

‘ Department of Law Enforcement for thelr help in

preparing and reviewing the report :

Printed by authorlty of the State of Ilhnoxs §
May 1985 : E
Number of copies: 3,000
Printing order number; 85-62

Appendix 1
CONTACTS FOR OBTAINING I-UCR DATA

1llinois Criminal Justice Information Authority
Information Resource Center
120 South Riverside Plaza (10th Floor)
Chicago, IL. 60606
1-312-793~-8550

Illinois Department of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Identification
726 South College
Springfield, IL. 62704

U.S. Department of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Uniform Crime Reporting Program
J, Edgar Hoover Building, Room 7437
Washington, DC 20535
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ILLINOIS-UNIFJORM CRIME REPORTING OFFENSE CODES

Appendix 2

DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT

DIVISION OF SUPPORT SERVICES
BUREAU OF IDENTIFICATION

STATUTE STATUTE
CODE REFERENCE CODE REFERENCE
HOMICIDE MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTS, continuad
* 0110 Murder 38-9-1 * 0915 Trucks and Buses 38-16-1
* 012A Attempt: tHandgun 38-8-4 * 0918 Other Vehicles 38-16-1
x 012B  Attempt: Other Firearm 38-8-4 * 0920  Attempt: Autos 38-3-4
* 0122  Attempt: Knife or Cutting Instrumnent 38-3-4 * (0925 Attempt: Trucks and Buses 38-8-4
* 0123  Attempt: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-3-4 * 0930  Attempt: Other Vehicles 38-8-4
* 0124 Aitempt: Hands, Fists, Feet, etc. 38-8-4 ARSON
* 0130 VYoluntary Manslaughter 38~9-2 * 1010 Arson Explosive Device 38-20-1
*%* 0141 Involuntary Manslaughter 38-9-3 * 1020  Arson Incendiary Device 38-20-1
0142 Reckless Homicide 38-9-3 * 1025  Aggravated Arson 38-20-1.1
** 0150 Justifiable Homicide 38-7-1 1030 Possession: Explosives, Incend. Device 38-20-2
CRIMINAL SEXUAL ASSAULT * 1090  Attempt: Arson 38-8-4
* 0261  Aggravated: Handgun 38-12-14 DECEPTION
* 0262 Aggravated: Other Firearm 38-12-14 1110 Deceptive Practices 38-17-1
* 0263 Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrument 38-12-1¢4 1120 Forgery 38-17-3
* 0264 Aggravated: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-12-14 1130 Fraud 38-17-1
* 0265 Aggravated: Other Means 38-12-14 1140  Embezzlement 38-17-1
* 0271  Attempt: Handgun 38-8-4 1150  Credit Cards 121%2-601
* 0272  Attempt: Other Firearm 38-3-4 1160 Deceptive Altering of Coins 38-17-4
* 0273 Attempt: Knife or Cutting Instrument 38~8-4 1170 Impersonating an Officer 38-17-2
* 0274 Attempt: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-8-4 1190  Attempt: Deception 33-8-4
* 0275  Attempt: Other Means 38-8-4 1200 Stolen Property, Buy, Receive, Possess 38-16-1{d)
* 0281 Criminal Sexual Assault 38-12-13 1210 Theft of Labor, Serv., Use of Prty. 38-16-3
* 0291 Attempt: Criminal Sexual Assault 38-8-4 1220 Theft of Lost or Mislaid Property 38-16-2
ROBBERY 1230  Poss. of Keys or Dev. to Coin Op. Mach. 38-16-6
¥ 031A  Armed: Handgun 38-18-2 1235  Unjawiful Use of Recorded Sounds 38-16-7
* 031B  Armed: Other Firearm 38-18-2 1240 Unlawful Use of a Computer 38-16-9
* 0312 Armed: Knife or Cutting Instrument 33-18-2 1245 Cable Television Service Offenses 38-16-10
* 0312 Armed: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-18-2 CRIMINAL DAMAGE AND TRESPASS TO PROPERTY
* 0320  Strong Arm, No Weapon 38-18-1 1310 Criminal Damage to Property 38-21-1
* 033A Attempt: Armed, Handgun 38-8-4 1320 Criminal Damage to Vehicle 38-21-1
¥ 033B  Attempt: Armed, Other Firearm 38-8-4 1330 Criminal Trespass to Land 38-21-3
% 0334 Attempt: Armed, Knife or Cut. Instrum. 38-8-4 1340 Criminal Damage to State Sup. Prty. 38-21-4
* 0337 Attempt: Armed, Other Dangerous Weapons 38-8-4 1350 Criminal Trespass to State Sup. Land 38-21-5
* 0340  Attempt: Strong Arm, No Weapon 38-8-4 1360 Criminal Trespass to Vehicle 38-21-2
BATTERY 1370 Criminal Damage of Fire Fighting Apparatus, 38-21-1.1
* 041A Aggravated: Handgun 38-12-4(b)(1) & 4.3 Hydrants or Equipment
* 04]1B  Aggravated: Other Firearm 38-12-4(b)(1) & %.3 1375 Institutional Vandalism 38-21-1.2
* 0420 Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrum. 38-12-4(b)(1) & 4.3 1380 Unauth. Poss. or Storage of Weapons 38-21-6
* 0430 Aggravated: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-12-4(b)(1) & 4.3 DEADLY WEAPONS
* 0440 Aggravated: Hands,Fists,Feet, etc. 38-12-4(a) 141A  Unlawful Use: Handgun 38-24-1
(Inflicts great bodily harm) 1418 Unlawful Use: Other Firearm 38-~24-1
0445 Aggravated: Hands,Fists,Feet, etc. 38-12-4{b)}{2-10) 141C - Unlawful Use: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-24-1
0460 Simnple Battery 38-12-3 142A  Unlawful Sale: Handgun 38-24-3
0470 Reckless Conduct 38-12-5 1428 Unlawful Sale: Other Firearm 38-24-3
ASSAULT 143A  Unlawful Poss: Handgun 38-24-3.1
* 051A Aggravated: Handgun 38-12-2{a)(1) 1438 Unlawful Poss: Other Firearm 33-24-3.1
¥ 051B  Apggravated: Other Firearm 33-12-2(a)(1) 143C  Unlawfu] Poss: Ammunitior: 38-24-3.1
* 0520 Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instram,. 38-12-2(a)(1) 1440  Register of Sales by Dealer 38-24-4
* 0530 Agpravated: Other Dangerous Weapons 38-12-2(a)() 1450 Defacing Identi. Marks of Firearms 38-24-5
0545 Aggravated: Hands,Fists,Feet, ctc. 38-12-2(a)(2-10) 1460  Firearms & Ammu., No FOID Card 38-83-2 & 3
0560  Sirnple Assault 38-12-1 149A  Attempt: Handgun 38-8-4
BURGLARY 149B  Attempt: Other Firearm 38-8-4
*+ 061G Forcible Entry 38-19-1 149C  Attempt: Other Dangerous Weapons _38-8-4
* 0620 Unlawful Entry (No Force) 38-19-1 SEX OFFENSES
* 0630 Atteinpt: Forcible Entry 38-8-4 1505  Prostitution 38-11-14
BURGLARY FROM MOTOR VEHICLE 1510  Soliciting for a Prostitute 38-11-15
* 0710  Over S300 38-19-1 {515 Pandering 38-11-16
* 0720 35300 and Under 38-19-1 1520 Keeping a Place of Prostitution 38-11-17
* 0750  Atteinpt: Burglary from Motor Vehicle 38-8-4 1525 Patronizing a Prostitute 38-11-18
THEFT 1530  Pimping 38-11-19
* 0819 Qver 5300 38-16-1 1535  Obscenity 38-11-20
#0820 5300 and Under 38-16~1 1540 Harnful Material 38-11-21
* 0850 -Atte npt: Theft 38-8-4 1542  Tie-in Sales of Obscene Pub. to Distribs 38-11-22
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTS 1562  Aggravated Criminal Sexual Abuse 38-12-16
* 0910 Autos 33-16-1 1563 Criminal Sexual Abuse 38-12-15
* Indicates Index crimes. All other offenses (except those indicated by *%) are Part II offenses.
%% Indicates Part I, non-Index crimes.
|
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N The followmg codas are those used for teporﬁng,
on a voluntary hasxs, offenses that constltute TIni=
dex rape undet Illmms old rape !aws (se& Tahle 2.)

OFFENSE CODES, CRIMES, AND STATUTE REFERENCES
SHOWN IN BOLD ARE 1985 CHANGES

'v02lA Formble Rape, Handgun :
<0218 Forcxble Rapeé: Other. F'r_earm

Note: Crime codes changed over the years. To
10212 Forcible Rape; Knife or Cutting. Instrument 5

analyze I-UCR data from years before

1985, consult the Illinois Criminal Justice

0213 Forcible Rape:, OtherfDangercus Weapons' -

Information Authority or the illinois 3“22;1 }:\‘.)rtmble R};{pe' dother Fomble Meam
| ttempt: Handgun :
Department of Law Enforcement. 0228 Attempt: Other Firearm
* 022€ Attempt: Knife or Cuttmg Instrument
022D Attempt: ‘Other Dangerous Weapons
0215— Attempt' Strongarm, No Weapon
| STATUTE STATUTE
\ CODE REFERENCE CODE REFERENCE
! SEX OFFENSES, continued MOTOR _VEHICLE OFFENSES, continued
: 1565 _Indecent Solicitation of a Child 38-11-6 2445 Hit and Run 95%-11-403
j 1570 Public Indecency 38-11-9 2450 Drag Racing 95Kk-11-504
! 1580 Sexual Relations within Families 38-11-11 2455 No Registration 95%-3-701
| 1582  Child Pornography 38-11-20a 2460 Revoked, Cancelled Registration 95%-3-702
: 1585 All Other Sex Offenses 2465 Improper Use of Registration 95%-3-703
1590  Attempt: Sex Offenses 38-8-4 2470 No Drivers License 95%-6-101
: GAMBLING 2480  Suspended, Revoked Drivers License 95%-6-303
3 1610  Bookmaking 38-28-1.1(b) 2490 Unlawiful Use of Drivers License 95%-6-301
1620 Numbers, Lottery 38-28-1(a)7 2495  Flee or Attempt to Elude Police Off. 95h-11-204
1630  Keeping a Gambling Place 38-28-3 ABORTION
1640  Reg. of Fed. Gambling Stamps 38-28-4 2500 Criminal Abortion 38-81-31
1650  Card Game, Operating 38-28-1(a)3 DISORDERLY CONDUCT
T651 Card Game, Playing 38-28-1{a)l 2805 Vagrancy {Local Laws)
1 1660 Dice Game, Operating 383-28-1(a)3 2807 _Drunkenness (Local Laws)
1661  Dice Game, Playing 38-28-1(a)1 2810 Prowler 38-26-1{a)(1)
: 1670 Gambling Device 38-28-1(a)3 2820  Telephone Threat 38-26-1(a)(1)
F 1680 All Other Gambling Offenses 2825 Harassment by Telephone 134-16.4-1
Y OFFENSES INVOLVING CHILDREN 2830 Obscene Phone Calls 134-16.4
1705 Protective Custody-Abused or Neglected Child 23-2055 2840 False Fire Alarm 38-26-1(a)(2)
: 1710 Endangering Life or Health 23-2354 2850 Bomb Threat 38-26-1{a)(3)
3 1720 Contrib. to Deling. of a Child 23-2361a 2860 False Police Report 38-26-1(a)(4)
1730 Curfew 23-2371 2870 Peeping Tom 38-26-1{al)
: 1740 Runaway (Juvenile) 37-702-3 2880 Confinement to Preveni a Crime 38-200-1
g 1750 Child Abuse 23-2051 2890 All Other Disorderly Conduct Offenses 38-26-1(a)(1)
E 1760 Paternity 40-1352 (Not Drunkenness)
1770 Truancy 37-702-3 2900 Air Rifles 38-82-1
’5 1730 All Other Offenses Involving Children 3000  Fireworks 127%-128
3 CANNABIS CONTROL ACT 3100 Mob Action & Related Offenses 38-25-1
] I811 "Poss. of 30 Grams or Less 56%-704 3200  Armed Violence 38-33A-2
1812  Poss, of Over 30 Grams 56%-704 3300 Public Demonstration 38-85-1
1821 Manuf., Del., or Possess w/Intent to Del. 56%-705 3400 Looting 38-42
or Manuf. 10 Grams or Less 3500 Property Forfeit. (Public Nuis.) 38-37
¥ 1822  Manuf., Del., or Possess w/Intent to Del. 56%-~705 INTERFERENCE WITH PUBLIC OFFICERS
4 or Manuf, Over 10 Grams 3710 Resis. or Obstruct. a Peace Officer 38-31-1
1830 Casual Delivery 56%-706 3720 Refusing to Aid an Officer 38-31-8
1840 Delivery to Persons Under 18 56%-707 3730 Obstructing Justice i8.31-4
1850 Production of Cannabis Plant 56%-708 3740 Concealing or Aiding a Fugitive 38-31-5
1860 Calculated Cannabis Conspiracy 56%~709 3750 Escape 38-31-6
1380 _All Other Cannabis Control Offenses 3760 Aiding Escape 38-31-7
1900 Intoxicating Compounds 38-81-1 3800 Interfer. with Judical Procedure 38-32
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES ACT 3810 Contemnpt of Court 38-1-3
2010 Manuf.; Del., or Possess w/Intent to Del. 56%-1401 3820  Perjury 38-32-2
or Manuf. Cont. Substance 3910 Bribery 38-29 & 29A & 33-1 & 2
2020 Possessing a Controlled Substance 56%-1402 3920 Official Misconduct 38-33-3
2030 Look-alike Subs. Manuf., Del., or Poss. 56%-1404 3960 Intimidation (includes Ethnic) 38-12-6 & 7.1
2040 Delivery or Poss. Intent to Del. 56%-1401 3970 Extortion Title 18 U.S. Code 875-876
2050 Crimninal Drug Conspiracy 56%-1405 4100 Criminal Defamation 38-27
2060 Licensed Operations . 56%-1302 KIDNAPING
2070 Delivery to Persons Under 18 56%-1407 4210 Kidnaping 38-10-1
2080 Failure to Keep Records 56%-1306 4220 Aggravated Kidnaping 38-10-2
2090 All Other Controlled Substances Offenses 4230  Unlawful Restraint 38-10-3
HYPODERMIC SYRINGES & NEEDLES ACT 4240 Forcible Detention 38-10-4
2110 Possession or Sale 38-22-50 & 51 4250 _Child Abduction 38-10-5
2120  Failure to Keep Records 38-22-52 OTHER OFFENSES
LIQUOR CONTROL ACT VIOLATIONS 4310 Possession of Burglary Tools 38-19-2
2210 _Sales to Minors, Drunkards, etc. 43-131-12 4387 Viol. of Orders of Protection 38-111-8
N 2220 Illegal Possession by Minor 43-134a 4410 Draft Cards Destruction or Mutilation 38-90-11
2230 lllegal Consumption by Minors 43-134a 4510 Probation Violation or Revocation 38-1005-6-4
b 2240  Misrepres. of Age by Minor 43-134a 4625 Parole Violation or Revocation 38-1003-3-9
: 2250  All Other Liquor Control Offenses 4710 Suspicion 38-107-2
MOTOR VEHICLE OFFENSES 4,20 AWOL and Desertion ART. 85-U.C.M.J.
‘_f 2410 Driving Under the Infl. Alcohol 95%h-11-501 4730 Illegal Entry, Alien Title 8§ U.S. Code 1325
! 2420 Driving Under the Infl, Drugs 95%-11-501 5000 Other Criminal Offenses
2430 Trans. of Alcoholic Liquor 93%-11-502 5060 Other Traific Olfenses
2440 Reckless Driving 95%-11-503 5080 Other Departinental Services
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Appendix 3
AUTHORITY PUBLICATIONS USING I-UCR DATA

‘ Illinois Law Enforcement Officers Assaulted or Killed: 1972-1982 (1984)
Is Crime Seasonal? (1984)

A Descriptive Analysis of Crime in Quincy, 111, (1984)

‘ Female Criminality 1970-1980: The U,S, and Illinois (1983)

Ilinois Murder Victim Data; Guide to Quality, Availability and Interpretation (1983)
Murder in Ilinois: 1973-1982 (1983)

Illinois Crime Trends: 1972-1981 (1982)

Residential Burglary in INlinois (1982)

Shoplifting in Illinois (1982)

How to Trace Crimes Through the Illinois Criminal Justice System: A Method for Comparing Police
Data to Court and Correctional Data (1981)

Violent Crime in Illinois (1981)
Aggregation Problems in the Analysis of Illinois Statewide Criminal Justice Data (1980)
Guide to Illinois Firearm Data (1980)

Descriptive Time Series Analysis for Criminal Justice Decision Makers: Local Illinois Robbery and
Burglary (1979)

Data on Extortion in Iilinois (1978)
Crime Rates Workbook (1977)

Data Sources on the Incidence of Arson in Illinois (1977)
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