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{t NOTE: Staff of the California Council on Criminal Justice (CCCY) directed the prepara-

i tion of this publication. As of January 1, 1974, under Section 13820 of the California

: Penal Code, this CCCJ staff became the Office of Criminal Justice Planning, reporfing,

;{ through its Executive Director, to the Governor of California.

i -

Participating with staff in this Crime-Specific program were the Los Angeles County:
Sheriff's Department, Los Angeles Police Department, Oakland Police Department,
Orange County Sheriff's Department, San Diego Police Department, San Francisco
Police Department and the California Bureau of Criminal Statistics.
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PREFACE

This book is a report on the ?ffortg oiix
hundreds of California peécg officers 130
large jurisdictions,gzﬁzk;zzéﬁiIEEZiis e

nt an effective atta . e
gzgme Specific BurglarydPEOEZiz'Ziiwaagiﬁinzizi

istics containe ere

gzeeigzzied. The battle ggainst.b;rgiizzuzﬁnnot
be won overnight, but it is possible rouen
concerted efforts by law gnfor?ementwanho i
public to win some real victories. e agd
that you can use some of the tec?nlqugss e
data in this book to win those wvictorlie

your community.
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CHAPTER I. INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE AND SCOPE

This handbook is published by the California Council on Criminal Justice as a

source of information and guidance for law enforcement personnel who are inter-

ested in establishing comprehensive burglary abatement programs in their
jurisdictions.

The contents are based on the experiences of the six law enforcement agencies

who collectively established the original Crime-Specific Burglary program. The
analysis and findings that are included are based on data collected by the six

agencies during the twelve months that various burglary abatement approaches
and techniques were field tested.

This chapter briefly discusses the background and objectives of the original

Crime-Specific program and the analysis approach used in evaluating its results.

Chapter II, "Planning a Local Crime~Specific Burglary Program," presents an

overview of the planning, organization, staffing and training that are neces-

sary pre-requisites for establishing a similar program.

Chapters III through VII each present recommendations and findings related to

one of the five major categories of burglary abatement approaches employed by

the Crime-Specific agencies. Each chapter includes the hypothesis which under-

lies the approach, its specific objectives, procedures and techniques, and a
summary and relevant findings.

A short bibliography identifies related research reports and other sources of

information on burglary abatement. The various appendices contain background

information, sample materials, and additional findings from analysis
activities.

B. BACKGROUND OF THE CRIME-SPECIFIC BURGLARY PROGRAM

1. CCCJ Origin and Objectives

When the 1970 amendments t6 the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 were passed, the California Council on Criminal Justice (CCCJj--the state

agency responsible for criminal justice planning and coordinating throughout




i

california--began a research progran to create a mechanism £or effectively

achieving the maximum "impact” intended by the Congress.

The immediate mission of Council staff was focused on strengthening cccd's role
as a "catalyst in the reduction of crime." Under the direction of the

who is chairman of cccd, the staff formulated a

california Attorney Generxral,

concept for selectively applying its techn
This approach became known as the "Crime-

jcal and. financial resources to the

reduction of specific crimes.
specific" concept for criminal justice programs.

uUndexr this concept, & program that qualifies for the Crime-Specific designation

must have the following characteristics:

(a) It will focus upon a crime deemed serious by the california populace.

(b)y It will have a high probability of visible, significant success.

(c) It will be acceptable to the local implementing‘agencies.

(a) It will jinvolve more than one element of the system.

(e) Ultimately, it will be transferable, as modified and proven, to

similar jurisdictions anywhere.

after considerable study and discussion, the Council decided, in May of 1971,

to allocate $1.5 million for the first program to attack a specific crime in

such a manner as. to produce significant impact.
tn July, 1971, after considering several possible crimes to attack, ccea
decided to invite the heads of six of the largest law enforcement agencies in
california to meet and help make the choice.

On September 16, the Attorney General met with the chiefs and sheriffs of the

following agencies:

o Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
° Los Angelés Police Department
° pakland Police Department

° Orange County Sheriff's Department

AR DRI

. . .
San Diego Police Department
® San Francisco Police Department

After reviewing th ;
o e
coneral g crime problems, the sheriffs and chiefs and the Att
al were unanimous in thei S Corney
eir selectio . )
attack. n of burglary as the initial crime to

2. Why Burglary Was Chosen

In considering possi i
possible crimes as th
e target for the st
ates' first Crime-

Specific program, a i
’ review of the reports by the FBI and California's B
s Bureau of

-

a. The National Scene

7 7 Of the 5,995[200 se j

A

in a loss of $739 milli
ion to property owners.’
. Table I~1 shows th
] e rumber and

TABLE I"l . K E 7
’

Offense Number Rate per 1000
Population Percent of Total
Murder 17,630 0.09 '
Robbery 385,910 1.9 e
Assault 364,600 1.8 | o
Rape 41,890 o 6.2 e
) Burglary 2,368,400 -ll 5. iy
Theft (over $50) 1,875,200 : -‘9.l‘ B .
Auto Theft 941,600 4:6 ii':‘

!

;

;

i
——1----llJiIlIlIIIIl-l-------------4,

250,000 populati
\ ' population. Burglary comprised 40 percent of index off
6 percent of property crimes. ‘ : enseavand
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the highest rates (17/1,000) followed by states in the Northeastr(iiiiiozziés‘
Major cities, naﬁionally, have much higher‘r;tes tha? suburbandé T e
Daytime residential burglaries increased %4 percent in ;971 and a sounted Tor
oer one-half of the residential offenses. Since l966,’there has

tantial increase of 108 percent in daytime burglaries.
s

both in 1970 and 1971.

b. The California Scene

) .

major crimes reported in California.

TABI'E I-2 FELONY CRIMES REPORTED IN CALIFORNIA, 1971

| 1
1000 Percent of Tota
Number Rate per
Offense
0.2
icide 1,636 0.08
aicide 0-2
ﬁgg;ery 47,477 2.2 o
Assault 48,098 2.4 5.7
Rape 7,281 0.4 o
Bufglary 391,157 12.3 oy
Theft (over $200) 75,128 . 37 105
Auto Theft 143,911 .

7

7
8
8
i
§

cent of Property crimes.

More than 72,000'burglary arrests were made: 36,522 adults and 35,842 juve-

Of adultsg arrested and processed for burglary by california Superior
Courts in 1971, 4.8 bercent were dismissed, 4

niles.

-0 percent were acquitted,

75.0 percent pled guilty, and 16.2 percent were convicted by trial. of those

convicted, 8.3 pPercent were sentenced to Prison, 65.3 bercent received Proba-~

tion, 14.7 percentkwere sent to jail, ang 11.7 percent received other kinds of

sentencing,

From 1968 to l971, California's bur

glary rate increased 24 percent. By 1971 it

In the same period, the clearance bercentage
for burglary cases dropped from 19 Pexcent to 17 bercent,

was the highest in the nation.

When he announced the beginning of the Crime-Specific Program,
Attorney General said:

the California

very much in the running for the unhappy distinetion of being
America’s crime ecapital. Law enforcement in California has done ¢
good job, and is S¥riving to do o better Job, of making our streets
relatively safe. Citizens hepe are much less in danger of being the
victims of erimes of violence than people in other barts of the
eountry, and the rate of erimeg of violence has not risen nearly so
fast here as in other aveas. Byt the criminal who has caused
burglar. We ogn reasonably hope that very few of our ettizens will
be the vietims of rape, robbery, or»murder, but the one erime that <s
very apt to strike any of us is burglary, " '

3. Crime-Specific Program Organization ang Objectives

formation of what became known as the Working Group, which was composed of

representatives from each of the departments, the Attorney General's Office,




and the CCCJ. The Working Group, chaired by the Assistant Attorney General, The initial t
al task of the eval .
v uatio

held its first meeting in Cctober of 1971.
gram the following April, the Working Group met monthly to plan the details of

Until implementation of the pro-

1]
Q
o]
P
bt
1]
Q
ot
3
M
=
<
g
-
ol
=i
ul
1]
2
o'
<
[
ol
1]
1]
|
"
ol
ile}
0]
=
Q
F
[14
4]
{ ]

Discissi i ri
Sions with the Crime~Specific Working Group
7

the overall program and the six individual projects.
vi ;
idual grant requests led to the conclusion that th

a

The Working Group saw the program both as a vehicle for implementing an inten-

sive and coordinated attack on burglary, and as a mechanism for field testing

e et it i b it eman K o

and evaluating a variety of burglary abatement approaches. Very early in the

. . . . . ) ent
planning stage, the following program objective was established: (b) Improving sec .

' urity of physical f
; . , f acilities
" ..to significantly reduce the occurrence or lower the rate of increase o {c) Improving patrol techni
. ‘g s . o,q e ' ! iques.
of the erime of burglary within a geographic area within the one-year I @ Im
. oo . . re e i HMproving in igati
time frame of the project, through the selective utilization of com- ; 9 investigation ang suspect handling.
munity and law enforcement resources, and to provide an evaluative f (e) Reducing the market for stolen Property
S -
. . . . . . . " o The .
description of the various techniques for statewide application. ; > catalog of abatement techniques that yae presspad
; ove : red wa
Accomplishment of the objective was to be by means of six individual projects : categories of efforts and ig Included in a d | Sroanized into the
) H gories i . Ppendix A,
to be implemented in target areas, with a separate overall independent evalua- ; (with shorteneq titles) became the struct £ Hidse same Gate-
3 evaluati ure for pro
; *ofly and for Organizing the contents of this h e meporting,
1s handbook.

tion of program effectiveness. The working group agreed that the same basic

burglary abatement approaches should be incorporated in all jurisdictions, but

that each jurisdiction should tailor its approach to a particular target com-

munity, the departmental capabilities and policies, and the local peculiarities ’
; o8 of fleld.teSts for trying burglary

of the burglary problem.

The total allecation of $1.5 million was divided among the six agencies accord- ;
ing to the requirements of the individual projects. An amount of $200,000 was
reserved for data collection by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics, evaluation

by an independent contractor, and for common project elements, such as pub-

licity materials. The evaluation was designed to measure overall goal achieve-

ment and the relative success of the various technigues being tried. It was - .
) g ach agenc
also intended to result in this handbook. : : . IENCY Was free to select a target area with t
. ; not necesSaril in its juriSdlCtl
» . , r . : on tha
4. Burglary Abatement Techniques o aeFineg y ?Presentatlve of the total community. Each t -
T as a specific set of census tracts so that STIST avea was
3 ' at the evaluation
: could examine

2 (1) the success or
(2) burglary rates and brofiles,

The Crime-Specific agencies each produced a formal Grant Request to cecea.

Included in their requests were the specific burglary abatement techniques that
were employed. ‘
.- ffenders;and their case dispositions

S SR RS S S SIS
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1. Data Sources
For all census tracts in the target areas the evaluation contractor prepared a

data base of community characteristics derived from 1970 U.S. Bureau of the

Census data. The specific data items collected are identified in Appendix B.

The burglary abatement techniques and procedures used by the agencies, and
their experiences in trying them were reviewed through reqular site visits to
each agency by the evaluation staff. 1In addition, each agency prepared

quarterly narrative reports of their activities and experiences.

To support the evaluation of effectiveness, each agency submitted a copy of the

agency's standard burglary report to the BCS, plus a special Crime-~Specific

supplemental report on each burglary in its target area. The census tract

where each burglary occurred was identified. A report of each arrest made in

connection with the program was also submitted to BCS. The reports were

checked, and abstracts were key punched into a standard format and delivered to

the evaluation contractor for processing and analysis. The items of informa-

tion provided by BCS to the evaluation contractor are identified in Appendix B.

Because the Crime~Specific program was not viewed as an experiment, the

agencies were not required to provide comparable base~line data on burglaries

- and arrests in their target .areas prior to the start of the program. Similarly,

theré was no requirement to provide the same data from non-participating (con-
trol) areas. ‘

2.  Analysis Procedures

The ahalysis reported in this handbook is based on comparisons of data from the
purglaries, case clearances, and associated ar:ésts‘from four statistically
defined communities. v

.The four communities are designéted as Low Risk, Low-Medium Risk, High-Medium
Risk, and High‘Risk. They were created by aggregating individual census tracts
from the,six,Crime—Speqific target areas into four groups, bésed on a calcula-
tion of the number of burglaries pet 1,000 populaﬁion thaﬁ each tract experi~

enced duxing’the twelve month program.

12.
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bating agencies,
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ABLE I-3, 'STATISTICAL COMMUNITIES

Burglary Rate Per ‘
1000 Population Communi ty Type Numb
| , ype €r of Tracts
gy
or‘less Low .Rigk 22
8 to 15 |
Low~Med i i | ' ' k
| | | edlum Risk 34 (includes 6 tracts with
B tOAé4 . | the median rate)
° te. 2 High~Medium Risk 28 |
25 o |
| X more High Risk 22
13
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TABLE I-4.

AGENCY TARGET AREAS

10S ANGELES POLICE

DEPBRTMENT (LAPD)
{10 Tracts)

OAKLAND POLICE

DEPARTMENT
(23 Tracts)

ORANGE COUNTY

SHERIFF 'S DEPT.
(21 Tracts) .

saN DIEGO POLICE

DEPARTMENT
(25 Tracts)

SAN FRANCISCO

POLICE DEPT.
(19 Tracts)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

SHERIFF'S DEPT.
(9 Tracts) -

RISK CO

MMUNITY COMPOSITION

RISK COMMUNITIES

1,OW RISK COMMUNITY
3 LAPD
2 oOakland
7 oOrange CO.
10 San Diego
22  Tracts |

LOW-MEDIUM RISK

COMMUNITY
4 LAPD
3 Oakland
6 orange Co.
11 San Diego.
6 San Francisco
4 T1ASD.
34 Tracts

HIGH-MEDIUM RISK

COMMUNITY

%‘moo.bmwh’

LAPD

‘Oakiand
orange CoO.
san Diego
San Francisco
1ash

Tracts

'HIGH RISK COMMUNITY

1 IAPD
14 oOakland

3 orange Co.
5 San Franclsco

—

23 Tracts

14

!
;

WL

Table I-4 shows the number of census tracts in each agency's target area, and

identifies the agencies represented in each of the risk communities. Seventy-

seven percent of the tracts in the Low Risk community come from the target

areas in Orange County and San Diego. Eighty-six percent of the tracts in the

High Risk community come from the Oakland and San Francisco target areas.

Once the tracts were assigned to risk communities, the census-tract—level data
that were available to describe the communities, their 12-month burglary
history, their offender profiles, and the results of abatement efforts were

also aggregated to the four risk communities. This approach was used in order

to provide the bhasis for comparing the burglary situation in other communities
with that of the four risk communities, so that the most nearly applicable

experience can be studied for local application. As an aid in making community

comparisons, Table I-5 presents summary profiles of the socioeconomic and

demographic characteristics of the four risk communities. Chapters III through

VII of this handbook, which deal with burglary abatement techniques, discuss

findings in terms of these four types of risk communities.

.
TABLE I-5. CHARACTERISTICS OF RISK COMMUNITIES
rotal Burglary Rate Age Schooling
Community Type Population per 1,000 NonWhite B Years 12 Years
P Population 18 or Less uUnder 25 or Less or Less
¥ % 4 Rate # 1t ] 3 # * 8 L] ¥ A3
Low Risk 107,098 | 22.6 551; 5.1 314740 | 29.6 | 44,231 41.3 6,761} 6.3| 4,575 | 7.3| 30,613 |48.5
Low-Medium Risk | 153,614 | 32.4] 1813] 11.8 40,695 | 26.5 | 63,122] 41.1 | 25,283| 16,5 14,854 {13.5] 60,693 |67.3
High-Medium Risk | 135,431 } 28.6| 2656 19.6 39,559 29,2 | 58,474 43.2°| 234,759 25.7 | 17,447 | 22.7[ S4,144 {70.3
High Risk 78,094 | 16.5§ 2743} 35.1 27,967 | 35.8 | 37,767 | 48.4 | 52,891| €7.7{ 11,145 | 32.1 32,099 [92.5
Al) Comnmnities | 474,237 {100.0| 7763| 16.5 139,961 {29,5 203,594 { 42.9 {119,694 25.2 [ 48,201 | 18.1 [ 177,549 {67.1
Household Income Unemployment
Comnunity Type under $5,000 Under $10,000 Males Females
# s y v # % ¥ 1
Low Risk 5,058 14.2 13,415 37.6 989 3.9 681 5.3
Low=Medium Risk §,211 26,2 32,307 55.6 2,359 5.7 1,723 6.2
high-Medium Risk . 15,856 31.9 31,480 63.4 2,435 6.7 1,423 6.1
High Risk 9,415 38,5 18;628 70.2 1,612 8.8 1,446 11.8
All Communities. 35,540 _ 20.9 96,430 56.7 7,395 6.1 5,283 6.8
Housing Units
Commnity Type . ) owne Female . |Median | Median
single Family Apartment N Overcrowded Rent Home
Occupied Head v
- 'alue value
i - ~ : -
. ¥ L # £} [ L3 L) ) # ) § $
Low Risk . 25,435 | 66.4 |'12,859 | 33.6 | 23,788 | 62.1 817 2.1 2,556‘ 8,9 168 37,534
Low-Medium Risk - 317,466 | 61.3 | 23,588 | 38.6 | 28,795 | 47.2 4,447 | 7.3 5,430 | 13.5 139 24,848
High-Medium Risk 26,525 | 49.9 {26,632 | 50.1 18,771 { 35.3 6,155 | 11.6 5,040 1.14.6 141 24,851
High Risk 13,956 | 49.2 [.14,399 | 50.8 9,275 | 32.7 7,700 | 27.1 3,927 | 21.2 106 - .| 20,718
All Communities 103,382 | 57.2 | 77,478 | 42.8 | 80,629 | 44.6 19,119 | 10.6 | 16,583 | 13.9 . -
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CHAPTER II. PLANNING A LOCAL CRIME~SPECIFIC BURGLARY PROGRAM

A. . INFORMATION NEEDS

Before developing and implementing a burglary abatement program, law enforce~

ment agencies should develop detailed knowledge about the local burglary situa-

tion. Although much of the needed information is available within the agency

(i.e., burglary reports and arrest records), it is often not in a form that

lends itself to easy or rapid analysis. Planning a program is a difficult and

time consuming task, but unless the agency produces a well thought out and

thorough plan, the program in all likelihood will not produce the desired

results. The prerequisites for planning and operating an effective burglary

abatement program are to:

’

e Know the local commuiiity.
® Know the local burglary problem.

® Know the local offehders.

e Know the local resources and constraints.

Detailed knowledge from each of these areas should be applied in the initial
planning process, and knowledge of changes that occur during the operation of

the abatement program should be used to constantly adjust the opération to meet

the current situation. The kind of information needed, possible sources and

planning application are presented in the remaining sections of this chapter.

1. Know the Community

Knowledge of the community should include a c¢lear understanding of the physical,

social, economic, and demographic environment. Burglary is a crime against

property. Its targets are the homes, busiﬁesses, and other physical facilities
that make up the community. To protect these targets, it is essential to learn

what they are in terms of types, numbers, locations, security conditions,
cceupéﬁcy patterné, and visiﬁility to patrél, It is also essential to know
something of the people who live and_work in the community, so that the bur-
glary abatement program can be tailored to meet their needs and expectations

and can maximize the level of community support. Fortunately, much of the




e

community information that is reguired is readily available from local city oxr

county planning departments, Chambers of Commerce, civic organizations, and

from U.S. Census Bureau reports. Data should be gathered at the census tract

level to permit small area analysis.
Some of the more significant data elements relating to the socioeconomic and

demographic conditions in a community are presented in Table iI-l. This table

also suggests applications of the data for planning burglary abatement
programs.
2. Know the Burglary Problem

Detailed knowledge of the local burglary picture is essential for planning and
operating a burglary abatement program. Whether pin-maps or computers are
used, it is important to identify the total magnitude and the special patterns

TABLE II-l. SIGNIFICANT DATA ELEMENTS

Data Use

Calculating burglary rates per

Total population of the target
1,000 population

area

Total population by sex and age Identifying areas with large
‘ groups of potential offenders

Preparing public education

Non-English speaking persons by
materials

native language
Selecting and preparing public

Median education levels
S education materials

Median household incomes Recommending security improvements
Housing units by types Calculating residential burglary
rate per 1,000 targets by type

Median value of homes Recommending security improvements

-Median rental cost Recommending security improvements
Calculating commercial burglary

Commercial ‘facilities by type
. rates per 1,000 targets
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ype of Property taken. -

to gather the data, and a3

marlze‘it for planning Purposes

A list of data elementg taken ffo
pPresented below. In most communj

.

unknown.

[ ] Da.z of Week. Y &’ e 14 .
14

Record "unkn "
own" only when absolutely necessa

{ . 3 "
\ .

1ng, afternoon, oy ni
Record

T ’
.

tract, ang €xact location

- [ ’
. .

A Specific type
of premise. g,
' " Hecord the type of
the premise
>y such ag

si .
ingle family, theater, apartment, etc
'4 LR

d .

14 Point of
~——==0f entry. Rec :
ord where entry was made int t} i
as door or windoy, '°0 the facility, such

o % ) -
Instrument useq to gain enty

such as‘screwdriver, etc. -

; ,
2 A ’
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Record the type of items taken, such as

° Type of Erogerty taken.
money s sound equipment, etc.

Record the total réported dollar loss for all

° pollar amount taken.

items taken.

ghttime purglaries, record the existence O

) Street lights. For ni

, nonexistence of street lights.

or nighttime purglaries, record the

e Point of entry lighting. F
existence Or nonexistence of entry lights.

Record whethexr. or not the point of

o yisibility at point of entry.
entry is visible to patroling police units.

Record the existence OX nonexistence of an alarm

® Alarm systems.

system.

® status of alarm. Record whether the alarm operated or not, and

whether it was defeated.

How incident was detected. Record how the burglary was detected,

°
such as by neighbor, police, alarm, victim, etc.
e when detected. Record as: in progressi same day; next day; etc.
° property identification. Record'whether or not the items taken had

identifying pumbers OX markings.

Much of the above information was collected by the Cr} e-specific agencies,

and was analyzed to describe the burglary situation in the four risk communi-

ties. This analysis is contained in Appendix C.

3. Xnow the Burglars and Recelvers
oups that are known'or suspected

Tnformation about local individuals and gr
cted and

pburglary offenders Or receivers of stolen property.should be colle

analyzed. This}effortvshould pool the information available from various
souxces such as crime files, arrest‘reports, field intérrogation reports,

informexr reports, and other intelligence gources.

REER

RIS ORI : L e

° Names and nicknames
® Residence address
° Busi .
iness, work, or school address
(] Sex
° Age
® Race'
° Physical description
e

Prior a
rrest date, charge, and dispositicn

14
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STAFFING AND TRAINING CONSIDERATIONS

B.

A burglar abatement project of the scope and type employed by the Crime-~ : on-the~job training activities Traini
: o . . v . ning tim

Specific agencies requires strong leadership to successfully compete for the IS weeks. for the teams. g € ranged from a fey days to two

Listed j
below are the major areas that were covered:

manpowexr, equipment, se;vices, and public support that such a program requires. ® Program goals and obj i

The project head must be able to operate effectively within his department, and ; Jectives.

with other public and private agencies, as well as with the general public. }, ® Project Organization ang administration.

The project staff requires individuals with high motivation and with specialized 1 ° Overall plan ang schedule for accomplishing objective

skills in patrol, security, investigation, intelligence,.public relations, and g' L Special reporting requirement. -
analysis. b Target area demograph

Traditionally there has not been much glamour attached to the burglary detail. Phie and burglary problem descriptions,

. . - . e Presentationg by alarm and lock
The work is often considered dull and unproductive, when compared to other ! OCK companies.,
areas of police work. The Crime=-Specific program helped to overcome any motiva- ; ¢ Procedures for performing security inspections of resident
° - ential areas.
Procedures for performing Security inspections for business/

tional problems by offering special recognition, additional overtime pay, and

broader responsibilities to the project staffs.

For the most part, training requirements for project staffs are limited to ; L Fire Yegulations concerni lock
» . ; ng lock and ot
refresher courses on standard police techniques, combined with new instructions - ° Build a her Security measures.
. = ' ing department
on security and on the special procedures for operating during the Crime- i bilit codes, and other City or county agencies r
, S i1es pertaining esponsi-
Specific program itself. 5 g to security measures,
, C gis i .. ¢ Tours of the target area.
Each of the Crime-Specific agencies conducted a training program for: members of A :
: ) i A
the Burglary Abatement team. The purposes for the training program were to: i Crime scene investigative activities
. ® . A :
(1) Familiarize team mewmbers with the objectives and procedures of the o _ Interview and interrogation Procedures
program. ~ , : S g ®  Arrest and search procedures
(2) To unify and standardize team operations. 1 * Suspect investigation and h ’d1
| RN o | | | andling.
] 7 i i ; o
(3) Prepare team members to perfoxm residential and commercial security i Collection ang use of physical evidence and 1at
inspections. . tnde atent prints,
TCover surveillance a
: nd investigation t
; ) echniques.
i ° Systems available t . wes
' © Support investigations and analysis

(4} Provide patrol and investigative personnel with current procedures

and techniques. :
= e Known suspectg.,

® Use of criminal records.

b ° i i
Community relatlon5~aspect of the Program

22
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CHAPTER III. PUBLIC EDUCATION/:sJARENESS/INVOLVEMENT

A. HYPOTHESIS

If the citizens of a particular jurisdiction are informed about the nature and
extent of the burglary problems in their community, if they are made aware of a
concerted law enforcement effort to reduce burglary, and if they can be con-
vinced to lend their support and assistance to that effort, then the crime of

burglary can be reduced in that community.

B. OBJECTIVES

The overall objective of the public affairs portion of a Crime~Specific/
Burglary Abatement Program, is to convey information regarding burglary and the
‘activities and accomplishments of an anti-burglary program to the client com-

munity of each participating agency, toward the end of securing the public’'s
support in reducing burglaries. ‘

The specific -objectives of public affairs efforts should be to:

, . Inerease public awareness and knowledge of the local burglary .
problem.
o Elicit citizen interest, concern, involvement, and commitment to
support the Burglary Abatement Program. ‘
° Provide the public with needed information about how they can help
themselves and make the program successful.
[

Use the activities and accompliskments of the program to enhance the
public image of law enforcement.

Success in achieving the objectives will make people aware of the burglary prob-

lem and receptive to guidance and instructions on burglary prevention. Specific

objectivés for public involvement activities are:

® To motivate the public to make maximum use of existing residential
and commereial security capabilities--basieally, a "lock-up and
- Light-up" campaign.
®

To encourage the publie to improve security devices and practices,
thereby "hardening' the targets of burglary.

25
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k together and with law enforcement

to improve burglary reportings and to

sion of burglars.

° 7o mobilize the public to wor
agencies within the comminitys

assist in the detection and apprehen

c. PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES

Based on the Crime-Specific experience: fairs and public

an effective public af

olvement effort requires a great deal of planning and coordination, but is

inv
readily supported by the public and the media (newspapers: radio and tele—
nitial support, but rather

vision). The basic difficulty is not generating i
ies of public interest

in increasing and maintaining it through a planned ser
events and jnformation releases.

dlnatlon, iaw enforce-

In order to accompliSh the necessary planning and coor
should establish a departmental working gro up composed of repre-

ment agencies
public relatlons, patrol,

sentatives £rom department management,
The working group

1nvestlgat10n,

and statistical services. should be charged with the respon-

d maintaining an active

sibility of planning an public relations campaign

+hroughout the life of the burglary abatement program.

1. Plannlng the public Relations~Campaign

The initial task of the working group ‘ghould be to assemble or prepare as much

information as possible in each of the following categories:

® The extent and nature of the local burglary problem.

e Comparisons of the local burglary problem ‘with that in other areas,

the state, and the nation.

° The specific objectives. planned act1v1t1es, procedures, and sched-
ules of the~department's planned purglary abatement program.

o Names, addresses; phone humbers, and general procedures of all media

representatlves (i.e44 newspapers: radlo and television) providing
coverage in the local area.

° ysable copies and semple formats of burglary'prevention materials

produced in other programs'(the state

planning agenc1es " should be of assistanc

and regional criminal justice

e in jdentifying these»items).
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abatement
program s
hould be held. The announcement should b
e made by

the department i
chief, or jointly by the Mayor and the chi
chief.

rele i
ase materials should be distributed Trese

(b)

.
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enm
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(c)

be given on th
e abat
ement program. A speakers bureau of dep t
artmental

.

(d) - The w 4
» orkin 1
at e g group should prepare and disseminate oth
materials, such as , other publicity
pamphlets, bumper and window stickers, displ
' ! plays,

- B

part of the abat
ement program. Food markets can print th i
; e logo on

’ : d R f

rity booths at th .
- . e < . .

other o - Fair or Home Show should be planned .
Orm.nunlty events where possible and tied in to

2. Con i »
ductlng.the Public Relations Campaign

: . . ] :

S Fi

greatest degree possible.
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a. initial PreSS/Conference

A joint press conference was planned to announce the beginning of the program
and achieve maximum press coverage. consequently, no individual departmental

releases were jnitiated prior to the kick-off press conference; which was held
conference Room of the State capitol in

March 10, 1972, in the Governor's Press

participa

sacramento. nts were the california Attorney General, and the sheriffs

and chiefs of the six involved agencies.

all members of the Capitol Press Corps were invited, which provided coverage by
pational wire services, as well as major media coverage for the six areas.

press kits were sent to approximately 800 media outlets:in california, includ-
ing radio and television stations, daily and weekly newspapexs, and wire ~ser-—

d national crime~oriented'pnblications.

vices. They were also sent to selecte

The press conference resulted in extensive coverage throughout the state that

night and the following days-
each department began its particdlar project.

It also set the stage for locally oriented

stories and features, as

b. FollOW~up Publmcmtx

sful 1ocal klck-offs of the program, in terms of public-

one of the most succes
on the

was that of the Los Angeles County

jor trelevision statlo

ity generated, Sheriff's pDepartment.
day that program began, every ma n in Los Angeles was on
the scene to covexr the arrival, in t+he target communlty of Bellflower, of

hundreds of unlformed sheriff's deputies; the deputles were arriving to begin
residential security checks, an event which had been " extensively explained and
uncil came‘out to greet them.

promoted priocr to this occa51on. The local city ¢©

ol drlll team served candwiches and refres
their front doors to thank the deputies

hments. ‘Ccitizens of

The high scho
Bellflowexr were in the streets and at

for coming to help.
The resultant publicity“and community support set the tone for the entire pro~

gram in Bellflower. It was dlstlnctly one of police—community cooperation.

in addition to very Satisfaotoryknewspaper coverage at both Statepand'looal

levels; individual agencies.worked in developing P

e shows: public service announcements, quest

ublic affairs presentations,~

news featur jon and answer progzams;
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t of all target area households

] ‘{ . lllh llb 1 s )

other than their time.
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program were carri
ed on t
he front page of the Christian Science Moni
onitor, in the

.

inwv i :
olving the nearest participating agency'

c. Public Presentations

speeches on Crime if
=S 3 1
: , pecific, which resulted in additi |
- o itional favorable publicity

d. -Publicity Materials

[4 [4 (

depleted this initis
s initi o
agencies se : ) ial supply, and the booklet was reprinted by ind
veral times. The . - y individual
The booklet eventually reached approximatel a
imately 80 por-
In additi copi )
to California 1 ition, coples were . ‘ :
egi re sent b :
gislators, congressmen, and every sheriff and Y e e
and police chief in

the state
’ with an inv
and SoimaitLes itation to use and reprlnt it for their o
es. Severa j : , wn constit
al major newspapers used it, in part or i i uants
- in whole, in

order to reach '
as many people at as little cost as possibl
o ‘ e. - A number of

other states - ] '
' an s £ 3 X .
, d jurisdictions were also allowed to use the b
| ) US e booklet.

. - v . . : 3 f : ] t d f b'uttons

t ‘ , : ) S o
N ‘
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Again, these were purchased centrally, in quantity, and personalized for use in
each department. ’

In a search for visual aids to use in the program, two new films on burglary
All six agencies received prints of
The Attorney

prevention were located and purchased.
both films for use in their community awareness activities.
General's office and the CCCJ retained copies for use in State crime prevention
prograns, and‘to be loaned at no charge to other State law enforcement agencies

and community organizations. Both films were cleared for public service tele-

vision and received extensive exposure through this medium.

"Rip Off" stars Henry Fonda, and deals with commercial burglary. "Invitations

to Burglary," which provides tips to help prevént residential burglary, stars

Raymond Burr. Copies of both films were personalized with title cre&its for
each of the six agencies.

The Working Group designed a logo for the Crime-Specific program (see Fig-
ure III-1). The official logo of the Crime-Specific program features num-
ber "459%, the section of the California Penal Code designating burglary as a

crime. It also has a circle and bar, which is an international symbol signi~

fying prohibition of a particular ac£.

form of a promotional button, at the joint press conference.

The new logo was introduced, in the

It was used

thereafter in every aspect of the program at all levels.

e. Special Events

As the CrimeeSpecific/Burglary_Abatement program got underway, more and more
requests were received by the CCCJ for information on burglary preventioﬁ. k
Many of'these'requests were from law enforcement agencies’in the State who had
,heard.about Crime-Specific, did not have such a program, and,sincerely wantéd '

help; not necessarily in the form of money, but information.

As a result, thé CCCJ sponsored a series of eight 3~hour burglary seminars-
throughout California, specifically designed to prowvide local law enforcemént
personnel with information about security and burglary prevention as aids to -
crime‘preVentiqniand impxdved community relations. More than 500 law enforce-
ment. personnel iepreSentingii75 Caiifpinia’law enféicement agencies étténded :

the seminars. By working with private enterprise and local chiefs and sherrifs,
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.
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(describedvabove) for law enforce t
cement; and (3) g

duri i
ing which burglary Program findings
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observers at the session suggested that, in jtself, this interagency

communication and sharing of both successes and problems was a valuable

achievement of the program.

Attorney General Evelle J. younger said: "These

commenting on these events,
e are yet more efforts on the part of CCCJ

seminars and the burglary conferenc
ited financial resources through sharing of ‘information

to stretch our lim
We hope,

obtained from the Counc1l-initiated and funded Crlme—SPe01f1c program.

so to speak, to be able to continue spending each of our anti-burglary dollars

several times over by spreading knowledge acquired in earlier efforts."

s described above, community interest and

s demonstrated by the activitie
The enthu51asm of the

re brought about by a number of factors.
g departmental pride in the program.

cooperation we
Working Group Wwas a catalyst jn promotin
ublicity: the responsiveness of

once the program had started, the favorable P
ghtened

the community, and the very fact that the program was havwing success hel

the interest at the departmental level.
ide;able weight with the departmental

An obv1ous commltment to the program

by each chief and sheriff carried cons

staffs.

3. Encouraging public Action

A public relations campaign as described above is of 1ittle value in burglary

abatement unless it leads to direct public action..

the specific public actions desired in-a bur-
urity fea~

as mentioned in the objectives,

glary abatement proéram are: (1) to make maximum use of existing sec

tures by locking—up and lighting-up residences and businessesi (2) to improve

security features and practices: thus hardening the targets of burglaryi and

(3) to improve reporting of burglarles, and the detection andrapprehension of

burglars.

a. Promoting a Lock-up and Light-up Campaign

The message to 1ock-up and light-up should be conveyed through a variety'cfv

public information materials, in community meetings, and in person.by patrols

making increased routine ‘gecurity checks ln-the target areas.
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hrgiene
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Open doors and wi

windows

lock : * » where no one is home or w i

ock-up reminders orking, can be tagged with

or followed u
: p lat fq4
to the address. er by mailing a security reminder noti
ce

All six Crime~S .
-Specific a ;
frequently left gencies reported th
open when . at garage d
en no one is home. The practice oft ° o0rs =xe
en exposes bicycl
d es

nd tools to ;
potent
. ial burglars as well as ad -
residents. vertising the absence of th
: e

In the Crime-S
pecific P
items that were 1 rogram, the San Diego Police Department t
eft unprotected with an adhesive st a9ed vatuabie
e sticker.

wordi
ing on such a sticker would be: An example of the

TH;S MIGHT HAVE BEEN STOLEN
OR BURGLARY PREVENTION
INFORMATION CALL:

(Phone Number)

Light-up sug i
gestions ¢ i
an be included with bills mailed by utilit
ity companies; b
vy

4 X h

,b. Imprdved‘Security

. .

7

. . . . .
.

c. P i
romotion, Improved Citizen Reporting

The recognitio i
n . o ;
, identification, and reporting of burglari
es and burglary sus-

B
.

established with R
existi P4
otcaiinatiohs T ing citizens' organizations, or through th
, ormed specifically. to assist the P ‘ those community
rogram.

s . : . : T O k l [) I e

*
As is i
ample form is included in Appendix D
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Department took the same approach using its previously established«Home Alert
rom merchant and homeowner associ~

citizens who were especially helpful were

all departments enlisted assistance £

and gchools.

Groups .

ations, civic clubs,
given official recognition by the department, usually in the form of a letter

from the chief.

D. SUMMARY AND FINDINGS

1. Summary
¢ of a burglary abatement pro~

is an essential par
imal effort;

A public relations campaign
ial publicity and public support can b
ired to sustain publ

e achieved with min

gram. Init
ic interest and to achieve

however, careful planning is redqu

direct public action.

The Crime—Specific agencies found it advantageous to pool their resources and
s campaign that attracted statewide and

ality publicityfmate

efforts for a joint public relation
national publicity, while providing qu rials for local use

py the individual agencies.

pirect measures of public involvement in burglary abatement as & result of the

public relations activity include indications of:

° Improved use of existing security features.
*

[ Installation and use of improved security features.

° Improved citizen reporting of purglaries.

2. Findings

Reported data elements containing jtems of information that could bevdirectly'
ducation/awareness program were reviewed, in
ort had on the burglary

affected by a vigorous public &

order to 100k at the effect the public information,eff

problem.

Specifically, reports which indicated that no force was used to gain entrance:
and someone other thanvthe victim reported the burglary to the police were

received.
mproved security efforts are described 1n Chaptex Iv.
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a. No-Force Entries”

.
14

percentage of no-f
~force entries w
the simple ould decline, be
re i + because ‘g
precautions of locking doors and wind more citizens would take
1ndows.

Table III-1 shc
ows the perce
ntage of residential burglaries with
wi no-force entri
tries,

and the total
number of bu i
rglaries by program quarters The d
. ata shows that

first pro
gram quarter i
(April, May and June) to 34.3 pe
- rcent in the sec
ond

quarter. The
percentages
ges of no-force entries then declined
1 ed in both the thi
ird

suggests that se
asonal di
differences may have had more infl
e influence on wh
ether or

’ h
U

efforts of th i
e Crime- 1 f3]
Specific agencies. Another possibili
ility is suggest
ed by the

fact that th
e heaviest publi
public education efforts took place i
in the first
quarter

?

. b h l

TABLE III-1 : |
. E?ECENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAL BURG .
H NO~-FORCE ENTRIES B

C i l
ommunity Type Quarterly Percentages
Low Risk = 2nd 3zd 4th
gzngediym Risk 37.7 45.3 ‘ 3
High-zid;um Risk 30.1 40.5 gs.i 32.9
s 3.4 6. o 32.5
36.2 :
All 22.4 26.0 30.3 o
Communities | i widi
31.1 34 '
Total Resid i e -2
ential Burglaries 1416.0 140 ?7.3
. 2.0 1366
.0 1323.0

*

The term "
no-force" i .
screen to o - s defined as do i :
pen window, et or or window 1
c. eft unlocked
, or removed
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entage pasis in higher-risk communities, tharn in the TABLE
ABLE III-2. PERCE
. NTAGES OF CO.
MMERCIAL/INDUSTRI
TRIAL BURGLAR :
IES }

frequent on a perc
jower-risk communities}, These,differences can probably be attributed to a W
v ITH NO-FORCE ENTRIES

greater citizen awareness of the need to lock up in those areas which experi-
ence the highest burglary 5at§s.v Community T oo
| ‘ . | ype rterly Percentages
Table III-2 shows the percentages of no-force entries for the commercial and
industrial targets of burglary, and the total number of purglaries bY program EOW Risk ist 2nd 3rd 4th
ow-Medium Ri
quarters. | gig§_§§:ium#;§:k ig:g ;g:g gﬁ.s 5.3
as was the case with residential burglaries, the highest percentage of no-force 1;-; 21.9 15:0 ig-z
entries occurred in the second guarter (July, Bugust and September) when more All Communities ) 16.7 21.3 14:4
doors and windows. are 1ikely to be opened for cooling and ventilation. The Total Commercial/Indastr] : 11.0 19.8 18.8 16.9
quarterly percentages fail to indicate any downward trend in no-force entries rial Burglaries 501.0 495.0 401.0 479 :
. 1" .0 |

+ might be attributed to the lock-up campaign efforts.

e

tha
TABLE III-3
. PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES

b.  Reporting of Burglaries
REPORTED BY NON-VICTIMS

‘Increased public involvement in the efforts to reduce burglariesfwas.expected, S
to directly result in jncreases in the percentag - of burglaries reported‘by :
. . cas . s c i
neighbors and passing citizens (non-victims) . . ! ommunity Type Quarterly Percentages
i 14
I 1st
Table III-3 shows that the quarterly percentagesyof residential purglaries 5 Low Risk 2nd 3rd 4th
reported,by non-victims actuallf declined after the first guarter. The table E' : ;?W;Medium Risk ii-g 6.2 6.0
o ¢ igh- : . . . .
also shows that & higher percentage of burglaries are reported by non-victims L. ‘High iiiium Rask . 10.8 lg'i 5.2 g g
in the high-riék community than in the iow-risk areas; . é; 13.3 12:6 13'3 7.3
’ . P All Communities 12 ) 10.3
dicate that the public response to law .0 10.6 8.0
- 8.8

pable I1I-3, like 1111 and 111-2 may 0
enforcement campaigns is of short duration, and that a continuous series of
'public‘education,efforts is needed to maintain public action in support of bur-

glary abatement. , ‘
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CHAPTER IV. 'SECURITY

A. HYPOTHESIS

Law enforcement agencies can reduce local burglaries by determining the security
weaknesses of the targets of burglary, and encouraging property owners and

users to make the necessary security improvements.

B. OBJECTIVES

The security efforts of a local law enforcement agency should be designed to
achieve the following specific objectives:

r

. Increase the agency's knowledge of the security weaknesses of the
comminity.

. Inform the public of the security weaknesses which contribute to
their burglary losses. '

. Advise the public on the specific security improvements that should
be made and how to make them. X

. Achieve a reduction in the number of successful burglaries committed

V where little or no force is required to enter the building.

o Increase the pereeﬁtage of burglaries that are detected while in
progresgs. k

[ ]

Aid in the overall reduction of burglary rates in the community.

c. PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES

Based on the expérience gained in the Crime-Specific program, the following

techniques are recommended for achieving the objectives identified above:

©  Analyze the security information from locél burglary reports and
prior studies. |

o Conduct‘security inspection programs.

® Establish security displays and centers.

*

Promote improved street and facility lighting.

e e e
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e Promote building security ordinances.

. Promote reduced insurance rates for properly secured facilities.

Each of the recommended techniques is described below.

1. Analyze Security Information

The foundation for all security activities must be a comprehensive understand-

ing of building security in general, and of the local burglary experience in
terms of existing building security.

A number of burglary'security studies have been completed by various agencies
throughout the country. Several of these are cited in-the Bibliography. Other
studies and reports can be identified and obtained through State and Regional

Criminal Justice Planning agencies, and through the National Criminal Justice

Reference Service.” In addition,‘the Crime~Specific findings presented in Sec-

tion D of this chapter should aid in understanding the relationship between
burglary rates and building security features.

By analyzing prior local burglary'reports, a'lawkenforcement agency should be
able to determine the major security weaknesseé thét contribute most to bur-
glaries in various areas of thevageﬁcy's jurisdiction and in various types of
structures. The analysis should identify the data items that each agency wants
to include in its local burglary profile studies, and the types of security
check-lists to be used in security inspections. The results of the analysis
may indicate the need for collecting additional inf&imation through more com—-

prehensive burglary reporting requirements and/or through building inspection
programs. ' '

2. Conduct Security Inspections

A security inspection program should be planned for two major reasons. First,
as a means of gathering more detailed knowledgé of local security weaknesses,

and second, as a convenient method for advising the public of the specific

security improvements required and how to make them.

* ‘ ; . L .
J.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration,’
Washington, D.C. 20530; Telephone: (202) 963-5244. : .
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available resources,

. At a minim
um
as a part of the on-si '

te investigatj

£ . . on of r
Or security lmprovementsg should be e Purglaries.

The

difficult
for'mpst of the Crime-specific age
neies, -

Regardless of the size of i

will be requireq;

®  Establish inspeetd..
sh inspection Standards ang guidels
’ , ines

) .

Select ang train inspectors

, . Obtain i ‘
LI communi ty SUpport for insééction

) Schedule inspections |
. ' 4

Conduct apng report inspections
° Evaluate results,
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psychodlogical and physical deterrence to burglars by accomplishing the

following objectives:
® Deter entry attempts.

. Detect entry attempts (and entries).

° Defsat entry attempts.

s Delay burglary completion,
Security standdrds and guidelines should be developed to encourage the individ-
ual owners and users of facilities in the target areas to make practical, cost-
effective improvements in the security of existing and planned facilities.

There are several major limitations on the amount and type'of secur ity desir-
able for a given structure. Initial cost is probably the most commonly reccg-
nized limitation, but the degree to which the security features restrict normal

facility utilization is also a majox consideration. Restriction of emergency
and fire escape routes must be avoided. The reliability, installation require~
ments, operating and maintenance difficulties, and even the aesthetic quaiity

of the security devices themselves should alsc be considered. Support can be

secured from building departments, fire departments, building contractors,
insurance underwriters and investigators, and from the manufacturers of secu-
rity devices in establishing these standards and guidelines. Sample inspection

check lists and reporting forms are included in Appendix D.

b. Select and Train Inspectors
A variety of resources can be used to man an inspection force capable of con-
ducting the inspections desired. For example, the follewing approaches were
used in the'Crime-Specific program: : '

One of the target areas used approximately 800 law enforcement

)
‘reserve peréonnél to perform almost 15,000 inspections in three days
at the same time the inspections were being solicited on a door-to-
door basis. ' ' '

. Another target area hired and trained ten local residents as part-

time Security Aides to conduct residential security inspections.
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es.
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OW inspectio
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strong support also is needed from city councilmen, the mayoxr and/or city

and other city and coun ake the program 2 success -

ty departments to m

manager
y having their own

should then be

aders participate b

o have community le
nspected. This aqtion

It is jmportant t
residences and business establishments i
brouqht to the attention of the citizens in the community through local news

media.
To solicit ingpections from the general public the following techniques can be

used:
n up resi-

isits to explain the program and sig

® conduct door to door V

dents for later inspections.

° Teave letters announcing inspection at each nome, with return mail

request forms for those desiring jnspection.

contact citizens by telephone by using the address ordered tele-

phone directory.

ociations, pusiness associations,

s co home owner ass
ther civic and community groups

° Give speeche

churches and school groups ahd o

followed bY inspection sign-ups.

Encourage block group captains to contact their neighbors for

sign-ups.

o Encourage home alert groups o contact their neighbors for sign-ups-

ths in shopping centexrs, home shows, and county

fairs where yisitors can request inspections.

° Install security boo

® Use mobile trailer security centers where'visitors can request

inspection.
isitors can reguest

Establish store front community centers where V

inspection.

contact purglary victims to schedule inspections of each facility

experiencing a burglary.

bb
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d. Schedule Inspection

The schedulin i
g of ins i
pections depends upon the manpow
er available to ¢
omplete

them, "and the
; approa i
ch used in soliciting inspections 1
. All of the Cri
ime-

interest and s
upport. T
he requests for inspections that resul
esulted were s
cat-

R g i
) :

[
e

able 1 -
p p
.

solicitation, di
; direct door-to-
or-to~door contacts produced both the h
e highest rate
of

requested inspecti
je) ions, and the minimum number of sched
cheduling probl
ems.

One agen .
¢y mobilized i
its reser
ve personnel -
on one week
end and trai
rained them £
or

. . . . . .
.

a m (o] .
.

dooxr-to~doo
-door home inspecti .
,week many of the re .z tions is on weekends, preferably on Sund

side - Sun .
frequently want t ents are not at home, and the wives wh ay. During the

o wait i . s who are
until their husbands are there bef =€ home,
efore committin
‘ g to an

t S aroun - *
4 u f

delaying Sun

, day inspecti

: i

ing the ons was that the inspecti w :

e foothall gamss ctions would interfere with watch
B watch-

Letters cfferi
ffering a free s : .
the target areé . ecurity inspection can be left at each
cd. xploxrer ' ach resid :
can be used to el Scouts, Boy Scouts, or other cimil ence in
: iver th : ar organi i
e letters; however, one of the ta ganizations
rget areas re
ported

1
.
X .

Mass mailings and publi
zens telephone thePlai;:n::g°uHcements.can also be used to request that citi
again, one community re o‘t?éem?nt agency to schedule an inspection. H citi~-
15 percent reSPonde:i) ‘PT:c:d-llttle success with this apPreach (a . ?re
3 . nigues that rely primarily on public rii;z:lmately
ses to

1

done by 4 orhood
oor-to- ici
| r-to-dooxr solicitation -in the neighborh
.
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e. Conduct and Report Inspections

All techniques used by law enforcement agencies to conduct security inspections
This gives the agency the

require face-to-face contact with local residents.
opportunity to strengthen existing community relations (in many instances, the
security inspection was the first and only direct contact many citizens had had
The average time required to conduct an inspection is approxi-

with police).
mately 30 to 35 minutes for each residential inspection and 40 to 45 minutes

for each commercial inspection, excluding travel time.

The typical residential door~to-door inspection should include the following

activities:

® Positive identification of the ingpector(s).

. Discussion of the Crime~Specific program and its objectives, and pre-

sentation of the pamphlet "Residential Burglary and What to Do About

It."

" Discussion of the community burglary problem, emphasizing the rates
of no-force and minor~force entries, and the difficulty of identify-
ing stolen property. ' '

Room-by~-room inspection of the interior in the company of the owner/

resident, emphasiting the security of exterior doors and windows and
showing improvements as suggested in the pamphlet. Recording of all
findings and recommendations on the report form. o '
Exterior inspection of the premises, emphasizing patrol visibility,
lighting, and garage security. Recording of all findings and

recommendations.

Explain special protection for valuables and property identification

procedures.
Give the owner/resident a copy of the inspection report, and explain

the supply sources and installation procedures for recommended

improvements.

46

S—

=

1

e

EE N SR

) Emphasize the import

An approach that can pe used fo
as follows: :

® Brief the
apart;
P ment manager ang schedule the in
L Inspect on3 o
Y one i .
typical apartment, Perhaps the
o Complete th o
e s
o o ecurity report which includes name of
’ : of th
| umber of units in the apartment B
s Duplicate the report e
°

L Number Qf

tiOnS C
B g g LT omplet?d

] ’ (Va?d by how entry was made
. Number of burglaries,comm" ‘

tions completeq
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st non-inspected facilities, and

® Number of purglaries committed again
how entry was made.

d to evaluate the rate of com—

projects attempte
as a result of the inspec—

pliance with the security recommendations they made
tion efforts were generally based on &

These individual evalua
ail questionnaire

gach of the burglary abatement

tion program.

1e follow-up of re—inspections,* or by phone or m

small samp
percent conpli-

om 4 percent to 65

h as 20 percent to 70 percent

ecific recommendations, to as hig

follow~up. Estimate of compliance ranged fr

ance with all sp
for compliance with at least one specific recommendation. The best compliance
as by residents who had experienced a burglary, oF had a

with recommendations w
enters and apartme

r recently burglarized. apartment T
e rates with recommendations made during security

neighbo nt owners tended
to have the lowest complianc
inspections.

ad taken one or mo

Those who had complied usually h

(1) Installed double cylinder dead bolt locks.

(2) Tnstalled 1ocking pins or devices on windows.
(3) pruned shrubbery.

(4) tdentified valuables.

(5) Tnstalled exterior lighting.

(6) Tnstalled pin door hinges.

(7 Installed 4oor viewers.

(8) Replaced faulty windows.

(9) Replaced outside doors.

. .

of the agencies conducted an on-site follow-

Oone
the facilities receiving an jinitial inspection. ‘The sample results are:
k - followed no recommendation R PP 58 percent
- followed less than one~half of recommendations ee e 25 percent
- followed more than one-half of recommendations . .o 13 percent
. v e 4 percent

£ollowed all recommendations e e s
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ome O more commo
S f the e CO n reasons reported by residents Y %
Y as to why the
:

comply with the
; securi .
rity recommendations are: did not

) Content with existing security

° Too costly'to install recommendations

° Not concerned, insurance will pay for loss

® Apart .

: ment dwellers expected owner to comply with recommend
endations.

n
Haven't gotten around to it yet."

Another eval i
uation techni
igque that can be used to help det
ermine if resid
ents

are followin
g the securi
hardware stores. O ty recommendations is to survey 1
. One oc .
agency conducted a survey of lock cal locksmiths and
ardware

stores in th
e target are
a a
nd found that store owners indicat
cated their sal
es of

security equi
pment had in
owners stated the cust creased 20 percent to 45 percent. M
ustome: . - HMa
their ners mentioned the se . . ny of the store
purchase. curity inspection as the
reason for

3.

4

Security Displays and Centers

-

Displays con * .
sisting of s .
able. The purpose of ecurity hardware and associated 1lit
. o colle 3 . erature a s
is twofold. First, th cting and displaying security hard re aesies
e di - W .
’ .dlsplaYS themselves generate pUbl. are and devices
> ic interest and .
) curi=-

osity and att .
ract individu
Second, the displays enab als who can be instructed about burgl
en . : r s
le the project teams to describ glary prevention.
e and demonstra
. te the

advanta
ges and disad
vant,
ages of the various devices and di
iscuss their c¢
osts

) o
~and methods of installation

The security displays consi
tures, timers, and Z vazzziSt of doors, windows, locks, alarms, li ht' CFd
Céntributed or borrowed froi Zf other hardware devices, most o; whjchlng il
literature can be displa ocal manufacturers and dealers. A sen b
layed and disseminated by the security CeniP?OVed sales
. ers.  All

security hard
ware dealers and i
ers and installers in the area shoul
# should be alerted
about

i

meet th i
e expected increased local’demand

? e d
! lt

d . f f

49

3
Eg
j
]
3
]
¥

et o ot



i e o

R e

security devices and have them

to select improved
1y unskilled “do-it—yourself" home~

For the relative

individuals wishing

professionally installed.
owners, & contact for guidance on jnstallation rechniques is desirable. Some
security hardware dealers provide this service, and rent the,necessary tools.

in the Crime-Specific program are

Thé various types of security displays used

discussed below.

+y Centers

3. ‘Store*front gecurity

jc agencies opened in small store fronts.

security centers

Two of the Crime—Specif
nformation to the citizens on how to make their homes

such centers can provide i
steps in establishing and operating a

and community more secure from purglary.

security center are:

” Rent or lease appropriate facility ljocated in an area with heavy

gedestrian +raffic.

® Dpisplay security hardware and other material.

® provide space for community group meetings.

e  Publicize the opening.

] Man the cent
One agency:s after an audit of visitors by time of days

information.
rs to 1600-2000 hours daily jnstead ©

changed their hou £ the normal

0900-1800 hours.

e decreased to 2 point (from 60 to

Yy cénter attendanc
t cost—effecti#e to keep the

in both cases the sommunit

100 per day to 5 to 10 per day) where it was no

center in operation-

some of the reasons for the decline were:

° publicity from newspapers and relevision decreased.

) More and more of the residents were contacted in their own home

which eliminated their need to visit the center.

Py other facilities f£or group meetings and security reqnirements were

more adequate.

™ pedestrian traffic~was too limited.
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b. Mobile Security Center

m

especiélly desi
gned and equi
callymoved into selecﬁed quipped as a mobile security center, which
2cted areas throughout ¢ which is periodi
the communit ”
y.

The mobile;sec i
urity cente
r should be located in major shoppi
ping centers whi
ch

have a lar
ge hardware o
r
security items. The mob department store willing to stock th
: S . mobile ‘ e reco
center can be easily moved from sh mmended
opping center t
0

shopping cent i
‘ er, in oxder
vho avaliable pavkin to cover the entire target area and t
' g spaces and the high concentrati ake advantage of
ion of wvisitors

-

One Crime~5 s
pecific agen
progran in iﬁs'mobilg cy successfully experimented with a "
e securi proxy" i .
lists obtained from the 1 ity center. The agency used special i inspection
e ‘ s
ocal gas company, and an extens-k ocal mailing
ive and concent
rated

promotion effect oy
to invi :
connseling ’nV1te local neighborhood residents in £
' or security

Procedures th
at can be used
t
,SeCurit o) i °© Perform proxy security i
ity center are as follows: v inspections from a mobil
: 1lie

> s ’:].: : 3 i b 3 sSs t rms of
.

existing security features
Complete j
a security recommendations checklist
st.

Provide hom { ’ y enda
eowner wi 281 ions, anda a
with a completed copy of recommendat d
v ,
3

D . 3 d d d
X r
.

Direct homeo ‘ ' '

neowner t 3 .

dovicas For = o third officer who: (1) demonstrat

; securin s ) . es meth

doors; (2) provid g windows, locks, garages, gates, slidi -hods and
. 8; (<) provides : A s Siidin -
Strates téch 5 cost estlmgtes’for modifications; a ng glasb

' ‘ hniques for identifying personal - nd (3) demon-

o property. '

Direct home o
omeownexr to tab . ,
Literature. le near exit which contains additional
) ' : ‘ , program
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This approach to security inspections takes one quarter of the time (7 to 10
minutes)} as compared to 30 to 40 minutes used in going door to door, and the
residents gain a better understanding of the security recommendations by actu~
ally seeing and operating the recommended hardware. The brief ‘proxy' inspec~
tion program performed in the mobile center, rather than in the ind;yidual‘s

home, also permits a more equal distribution of inspections throughout the

week. ~ :
The Security‘center should be sufficiently manned to provide three to four

trained security personnel during the peak business hoﬁrs of the shopping'cen-
During slack hours, the personnel manning the security center can engage

ter.
in preparing for security briefings, and other related administrative functions.

c. Other Security Dispigys

In addition to the large security center displays, small portable displays can
be used effectively in security presentations to various groups. Board-type
displays can be assembled and put on view in public buildings such as libraries,

city halls, and police stations. The display can also be put to good use at

home shows, county fairs, appliance shows, shopping malls, and community con-
courses. The display boards should include a supply of the pamphlet "Residen-
tial Burglary and What to Do About It," as well as phone numbers to contact, or

mail-in postcards to request further information or security inspections.

4, Promote Improved Street Lighting
Police agencies can help deter nighttime burglaries and increase the visibility

of their patrol units by promoting improved street and alley lighting.

Frequently the costs of improved lighting is born directly by the affectéd
property owners through special tax assessments. In this situation, a police
department can assist in promoting a lighting program by providing the property
owners with information on the local rates of crimes in poorly lighted areas as
compared with crime rates in better lighted areas of the community. Lighting

for public areas can be promoted directly with the City Administration.

Rll agencies in the Crime-Specific program indicated they had actively promoted

improved street lighting programs, and one of the agencies déﬁelopé& a program
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(b) The cost for insurers to check on security features and prepare } . Security - .
security ratings would probably exceed any savings, due to reduced  7 successfully usy: and fixed ang
losses at secure facilities. : | ' security deVice: to attract inte

(c) Current actuarial practices do not normally separate losses, due to ;: . Fixed securit )
uburg;ary from those due to theft or mysterious disappearance. Sepa- the prograé :;:entefs were s
rate rate calculations based on these distinctions would have to be : advertising" their usefyl
prepared before the actual ghanges in loss experience could be §" Program abateqd.

- measured. - _ , : ® Promotion of 1Rsurance reductiong

(d) Community~wide security ordinances are perhaps the best way to achieve j tneentive for owners to improve th
lower burglary iosses and the resulting decreases in premium rates o . Promotion of bulldlng security org
from insurance companies. | tive and least expensive means for

Although the insurance iﬁdustry is in a position to require security measures | , and commercial Seécurity in new and
' 2. Security Weakness Findings

as prerequisite for bdrglary coverage, promotional efforts in this area have

The analysis of the 7,76

not yet been successful. Apparently there is insufficient evidence to convince =

Ll

Specifiq Program shows ¢ t
Structureg are:

insurance;companies that such a program would be economically sound for them: .

3 (1) doors and windows,
*(3) poor point of entry lighting
] 14

&
e

MR TR

Local law enforcement agencies should continue to encourage insurance companies

to offer rate reductions, and should assist in collectiﬁg data to demonstrate
Table 1V~

that such a program can be made cost-effective.

D.  SUMMARY AND FINDINGS
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1. Ssecurity Summary 1
o ' : The ext
The results of the security portion of the total burglary abatement program - 4 o ent of physjcal Security weaknesses in 11
\ ‘ S o . : : at 1i aLl types of
indicate the need for substantial improvement in the-security features of both a ttle or no force is required for byr facilitias 8. such
‘ Table Iy-

residential and commercial buildings in the aréas of: (i) point of entry visi- ,
bility; (2) security hardware; (3) street and entry lighting; and (4) alarms in &
commerpial establishments. Each of the participating agenciesbused a’ygriety -f‘ The effect of ViSibiiity o
of approaches for encouraging the public to increase the physical and psycho- L ) POinté‘By bﬁrglEIS‘was examij::,

klogical barriers between‘potential burglars and their perceived needs. The

highlights of fhe,security effort are as follows: points coulg b
‘ B € easily increased +
, ; . , ; O prov.

. 29,657 residential and 11,772 commercial security inspections were burglarsg, Provide more deterrence to pot :
performed and contributed to a better knowledge of security weak~ x{ ?
nesses for both the community and the law enforcement agencies. . %
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oABLE IV-1. PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES TABLE IV-3.

PERCENTAGE
By POINT OF ENTRY S OF BURGLARIES BY VISIBILITY OF ENTRY

POINT TO NORMAL PATROL ACTIVITY !

TABLE IV-2. PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES BY FORCE‘REQUIRED 7O ENTER

L —_—
It ey i
- i Visibility of
Commercial/ othexr ; En g i : i
: ; e s t Re Commex
Point of Entry Residential 1ndustrial Facilities i‘i ry Point sidential Industi%ai/ Other
gi ia Facilities
: ViSible
o 59.6 57.7 50-9 H Obscured 24.5 15.1 101
window 36.6 .32.3 4‘2 8 Not Visible 66'7 4.2 4.2
Not Specified/Unknown 3.1 402 1.6 3 Other/Not Reported 2'7 46 .8 72.4 |
Roof (existing opening) 0.2 o4 0.0 . 3.9 4.2
Roof .(makes opening) 0.0 0”6 0.0 Total Burglaries 5.506
Wall (existing opening) %-i 3.0 0.0 %‘ ) ! 1,876 381
1 {makes O ening) L - : : f ey :
gitor( P 0.1 0.1 2.2 %J Visibility Descriptors used were:
0.2 103 - % V' 2 N . -
Other I ! isible: Visi
i | ’_381' %% - isible to normal patrol activity.
. i s : PR .
" rotal Burglaries 5,506 1,876 L cured Nor@ally visible, but obscured by shrubb :
, 32 easily removable obstructions ery or other
) ) . et . ! i Not Visi . L. . i
*other facilities include schools, churches, and public facilities %f Visible: Not visible to normal patrol. N
E | :
g
i
M

. s P to patrol surveil ad :
; . . Commercial/ other {4 illance than are single family homes, the rate of b { :
Force Required* Residential Industrial Facilities L actually lower for apartments than for h of burglaries is
, . ; ) : - 1ar omes. The Crime-Specifi e
- : 4.6 | ] burglaries constitute 36.6 percent of all residential b ;
Major Force 36.5 } although apartments constitute 42.8 percent of all d = Bumgranies,
? . i . all . . . .
Minor Force 20.7 g; areas. In terms of the rate of b s welling units in the target
No Force 4.7 ! the fi urglaries per one thousand dwellin i
Unknown/Not Reported a5 ; e figures are 25.2 per 1,000 apartment uni g units,
aborted Attempt i _ 1 family homes. A likel ) et units, and 34.3 pex 1,000 single
| 1,876 ‘ 381 {4 3 ely explanation is simply that burglars are
—_— marglaries \ 5,506 v , k! with the possibility of being observed by ighb ' moxe concerned
; ) , & neighbors in adjoining a
_ . . partments,

' than they are i .

| i in of being obser .

*The Force Required descriptors used in reporting were: ‘ ‘ ved bY » passing patrol wnit.

Majof force: Breaks. forces, smashes at points of entr¥.’ Saws, bores: E\
burns, cuts glass, cuts lock, etc., at point of entry.

losives to gain entry, funnels in premises. &T

:

duri . -
ing the Crime-Specific Program is shown in Table IV-4

T e e N ‘ - :; . . L

Uses eXp
: ‘ -y - : ; 3 : Although .
Minoxr force: uUsed pass keY: pick, or slip lock with celluoid, etc. E gh comparative data on lighting conditions for all t
Pries or jimmys door, window, ascreen; cuts screen, Or . i burglarized was not available £ t_argets that were not
removes louvers. : g, thie- Sbove nepcant or comparison of the deterrent effects of light-
. - - ; 5 percent indi L R
No force: Dooxr oOr window left unlocked, or removed screen to’open B and eris . ages indicate that the ideal combination of both street
' window, etc. o y point lighting was present in only 27.8 percent of all burgl
: : ‘ urglaries. :
aborted: No entry,'attempts only. ; :
¥
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ABLE IV-4. PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES BY 5 :
© NIGHTTIME LIGHTING CONDITIONS . Program Findings 'i
The Crime-Specifi o
. : ' c efforts to i i
: . . commercial/ . o improve the . !
. t e g securit : ;
- ' o R351dent1al Industrial Other and other facilities that ar . y of residences, businesses o
Lighting Condition basis of th e the targets of burglary ! ;
. s of the dat . , were evalua v
Numbexr percent | Number percent Numberxr Percent » 12 o a available from the 7,763 burglaries r ted on the f
) : months of the progr ] eported during th ;
. . from mat gram. Comparative baseline data for 4 ° N o
No Lighting 507 29.5 190 18.1 39 27.0 : ched control areas, was not i previous years, or b
Street Lights only” o1 | a0.2 | 420 | 401 56 38.8 The Cri available for analysis.
Entry Lights Oonly 116 6.7 66 6.3 14 9.7 i e Crime~specific security efforts were pl |
* : e . P
street® and Entry Lights 404 23.5 370 35.3 35 24.3 ‘ force required for a bur planned to increase the amount of f
. = R urglar to enter his chosen target
motal Burglaries 1,718 1,046 ’ 144 y e number of total burglaries declined h get. Table IV-6 shows that ?i
A % of residenti . | "’ each quarter, and qu f
R ; ' e ‘ . tial burglaries requiring major fo ' quarterly percentages
street lights were reported if present within 100 feet. : while the percentages of burglarie rce to enter did increase owerall L
| s requirin H ' i
Aborts (unsucce g only minor oxr - P
ssful no-force de ;
of im entry attempts) which were expected to i creased.
Burglar alarm systems are designed primarily to detect entries and entry proved security, failed to do so. H O increase as a result 0
, , . . owever, re : L
attempts. The presence of visible alarm systems may also provide a deterrent attempts is generally considered less r l'abl ' porting of unsuccessful entry '
‘ . ell e than i : : g
offect. Table IV-5 shows the analysis of reported burglaries that occurred entries. is reporting of successful N
where alarms were present. When th ' =
A e same data, as presented in Table IV-6, wa N
. : 1 . - S : o
The deterrent value of alarm systems was not examined; however, alarms failed 3 munity types (Table IV-7), it indicated that : snalyzed in tems of com- |
o . a all C 4 3 4 :
to function in more than 50 percent of the cases where they were present percentage increase in major force entri ommunities showed an overall B
- . . ies and a -
n . e .
(268 failures out of 528 systems) . only 18.° pzrcent of the reported alarm o~force entries. However, the percenta £ percentage decxease in §
‘ : . £ . . ges of minor : s
failures were attributed to alarm defeating actions by the burglar. “two higher risk communities out-performed th force entries indicate the
= decreasing th er e two lower risk Cos
, he perc . communities in -
, hick b percentages of minor force entries. The high ri e
TABLE IV-5. PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES BY ALARM STATUS E ave the lowest levels of income and ed oh risk commmities,
L tained a l‘o'we ) . € Ucation, also co 4
v « r perce nsistently main-
p rvarences of b ntage‘of no force entries,; probably reflectin | y
« . . commercial security needs in th g a greater B
s . es s 2 7 N
Alarm Status Residential Industrial oOther : e communities. i
: TABLE IV-6 P 3
o «. PERCENT 4
. | 4 'AGES OF RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES £l
percentage with Alarms 1.0 21.9 16.5 BY FORCE REQUIRED TO ENTER -
percentage where Alarms Functioned 0.4 ‘ 10.7 9.7 - . :f», ; -
- ‘ orce Required to Enter Quarterly Percentages
Total Burglaries ~ 5,506 \ 1,876 381 ’ : .
— ~ i Major Force = 2nd 3rd 4th
' . e Minor Force 21.0
; . 19.3
gg‘FOrce 38.9 37.9 gz'g 28.8
orts ) . 36.1
’ (unsuccessful entry attempts) 3é~% 32.3 28.2 27.3
o N . .0 4.6 : i
7 .TOtal, Bur : = © 4.6 e
: , rglaries e 4
" R 1416 1402 1366 1323 3
P




PERCENTAGES OF RESIDENTIAIL BURGLARIES BY FORCE

TABLE IV-7.
REQUIRED TO ENTER BY COMMUNITY TYPE
Quarterly Percentages
Force and Community
lst 2nd 3rd 4th
Major Force
Iow Risk 10.4 13.4 21.7 26.4
Low~-Medium Risk 14.1 17.6 15.1 18.4
High~Medium Risk 17.9 14.8 25.1 - 27.9
High Risk 30.2 26.1 . 38.5 38.3
All Communities 21.0 19.3 27.7 28.8
Minor Force
Low Risk 34.8 38.1 31.3 37.3
Low~-Medium Risk 40.1 33.8 39.7 42.3
High~Medium Risk 39.1 38.1 35.2 32.9
High Risk 39.3 40.7 29.6 34.7
All Communities 38.9 37.9 34.6 36.1
No-Force
Low Risk 37.7 45.3 28.9 32.9
Low~Medium Risk 40.1 40.5 37.1 32.5
High~Medium Risk 33.4 36.2 30.3 30.0
High Risk 22.4 26.0 19.3 19.7
All Communities 31.1 34.3 28.2 27.3

Commercial/Industrial burglaries, in terms of the force required to enter, are

shown in Table IV-8. These burglaries seem to be largely unaffected by the

Crime~-Specific security efforts. Percentages fluctuated throughout the program.

There was anwincreasef(ll.o percent to 16.9 percent) in total no-force entries,
and a decline (39.9 to 37.9) 'in total major force entries, both the opposite of
what was expected. One explanation is that less emphasis was placed on '

commercial and industrial security by the Crime-Specific agencies than on resi-

dential security.

The Crime-~Specific efforts to improve lighting conditions failed to show'any
decrease in the number of nighttime burglaries or in their pe:centage'of all
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L?w~Medium Risk oo
H%gh-Medium Risk e
High Rigk 0.
| ’ 40.0
All Communitiesg I 35 5'
o No~Force
Low Risk '
L?w-Medium Risk s
H}gh-Medium Risk e
‘ legh Risk e
| 5.9
Lg All Communitieg 11.0

P
ERCENTAGES OF COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL

B ‘ ;
Y FORCE To ENTER BY COMMUNTITY TYPE PURGLARIES

Quarterly Percentages

Yajor Force

Low Risk
LOW‘Medium Risk
High-Medium Rjok
High Risk

All Communitieg

Minor Force
\

Low Rigk
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TABLE IV-9. NIGHTTIME_RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES WITH UNLIGHTED

ENTRY POINTS BY COMMUNITY TYPE

guarterly Rate per 1000 Residential Units

Community Type :
4th
10w Risk 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.7
Low-Medium Risk 1.2 1.0 1.1 1.4
High-Medium Risk 1.5 i.8 2.0 2.0
High Risk : 4,5 4.4 4.3 3.1
— ,
1.7 1.6 1.7

|

All Communities

The results of the €
visibility of residenc
1t shows that overall th
of burglaries committed aga
When looked at by type of co

show the greatest percentage o

percentage

‘pable IV-11 shows that the per

fforts made by each of the participating agencies to improve
es to normal patrol activity is presented in Table;IV-lo.

ase (1 percent) in the percentage

cured visibility to patrol units.

a High Risk communities

ere was a slight decre

inst targets with obs

mmunity, the High-Medium an
£ decrease. These communities have the greatest
s and also the lowest average home values;, yet

made the most improvements in residential visibility.

of low income familie

seem to have
centage of reported commercial and industrial bur-

ured visibility to patrol units fluctuated

jnst targets with obsc

glaries aga
the 12 months'of the program.

throughout
it was anticipated that the percentage of commercial and industrial purglaries
improvement program.

y alarms would increase during the security
g at each risk community.

detected b
ot occur.. when lookin

Table IV-12 shows that this did n
the low risk communities’are the- only onesvshowing an increase in detections.
This is probably because the'businesses in the wealthier low risk communities
canvmore'readily afford the oosts of new or improved alarm systems.

As a measure of the improvements in security attributable to the residential;
inspection program, a comparison was made of the percentages of bufg}afi?f of

inspected facilitie e to enter.

inspected and non- s requiring major forc
these<comparisons by community type. Notice that the per-
X communities,

Table IV-13 shows
igher in the high ris

centages of major force entries are much h
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P
OINTS WITH OBSCURED VISIBILITYY

Col i
mmunity Quarterly Percentages
1st 2nd 3rd
Low Risk 4th
Low-Medium Risk 2'2 6.2 8.4
H}gh-Medium Risk 5‘ 7.2 3'8 5.5
High Risk 6-3 6.6 e 7.1
- 45 M 4.4
* 4,9
4.
All Communities 6.2 >
) 60
3 51
: 5.2

*
Normally visibl
e, but co :
obstruction ! ncealed by shrubber
. y or other removab
le

TABLE IV-1l. P
. PERCE
) PERCENTAGES OF COMMERCTAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES E
WITH OBSCURED VISIBILITY GLARIES ENTERED

Community Quarterly Percentages
1st ' '
- 2nd ’
Low Risk v e 4th’
Low-Nedium Risk > 6.3 7.1
H%gh-Medium Risk ' : 3' 3.4 l.l 0-9
High Risk 4'2 4.7 3.8 2.4
. 5 . 8.6
. 3.7
3.
All Communities 4.6 . °
- 4 8
i 3.0
4,2

TABLE IV~ ' MME
12, ggRCENTAGES OF CO RCIAL/INDUST
RGLARIES DETECTED BY ALARMS e

Community Quarterly Percentages
lst 2nd 3rd 4
Low Risk -
gow-Medium Risk 2.3 9.4 Yo
H;g;-ﬁidium Risk 8.1 120 8.0 12.5
sk v - 12,0 : 3
20.1 14,1 li.4 22
o 8
. 12.2
All Communities , 12,1
- 12.3 10
.9
8.4
63




RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES WITH MAJOR FORCE ENTRIES BY

TABLE IV~-l3.
COMMUNITY TYPE AND INSPECTION STATUS
Inspected Non~Inspected Totals
: . Percent ‘ Percent Pexrcent
C T . .
ommunlty ype Numbex Major Number Major Numbexr Major
' Porce Force Force
Low Risk 44 25.0 362 16.0 406 17.0
Low~Medium Risk 151 13.9 1193 16.7 1344 16.4
High~-Medium Risk 225 20.0 1575 21.7 1800 21.6
High Risk 45 34.7 1910 33.3 1956 33.4
All Communities 466 19.9 5040 24.5 5506 24,2

whether or not the residences had been inspected.
earlier implications that residents in high burglary areas both need and use

more security than those in areas experiencing fewer burglaries.

Table IV-13 also shows that inspected residences experienced a higher percent-
age of major force entries, than did non-inspected residences only in the Low
This may indicate that more of the inspection recommendations

Risk community.

were implemented in the Low Risk community than in the poorer High Risk area.

The overall rate of residential burglaries per 1000 residential units was 1.6

This tends to confirm the

for residences given a security inspection, as compared to 2.8 for those

that were not inspected.
because inspections were not reported by census tract.

residences were inspected constituting 16.4 percent of all residential units

in the target areas.
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The rates could not be computed by risk community
A total of 29,657
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B. OBJECTIVES
ZBJECTIVES

The objectiv
€ of burglar .
in such a manner that Y patrol is to deploy traineqg law enf
: n Orcement Off‘
icers

; moving by Vehicle or.

’

o »Target Area Saturatjon

° Dynamic'Patrol Scheduling
Tandém or TeémfPétrol

® Bicycle Patrol

o Helicqpter Patrol

"Bird-
1rd=Dog" Surveillance of Suspect
s

®
| Undercover Activity'




e

® Receiver gtake-Outs

e Truancy Checks

) Increased Field Interrogations

the techniques were
t those associate
the taking

in all caseSy

functions, not jus

rraffic management,

service;
ew man—hours avail

other functions 1eft £

operations.

patrol planners have

The Burglary abatement
ombinations to use whenever patrol

various C

abatement operations:
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pusinesses;, and o

(2) patrol acting as 2 surveillance
known OXY suspected burglars and

chosen to accommod
d with burgiary ab
of crime reports,
aple solely for bur

patrol acting as & ggard force to
ther facilities tha

ate the trotal set of patrol

atement. Total calls—for-

public relationsS, and

glary abatement

three pasic options and their

time is available for burglary

protect the residencesy

+ are targets of burglarye

force to monltor the actions of

receiverse.

force to prevent the successful

3) patrol acting a

completion of burg

1. patrol as & Cuard Force

For preventive patrol t
must develop routing and S

coverage at those times whe

Ae Ta rget Area Saturatlon

target area satura

s an 1nterdlct10n

larles reported in

o serve as a community

cheduling techniqu
n the threat of burg

tion usually is n

progresse

"guard force," the patrol planner

es that permit maximumn target

lary is greatest.

ot possible with the 1imited jevels of

4 shifting and

Total

patrol manning available; however, each agency should conside

concentratlng its available normal patrol forces, and supplementlng them with
patrol saturatlon in specific

+ staffs in ord

added progec
portlons of the target areas.

to optimize the use of the available

looal hot-spots whexr

s

ey to achieve temporary
This form of area sa

patrol manpower,

ruration enables the agency

and to concentrate on the

e local purglary rates are the higheste.
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b. Dynamic Scheduling

Dynamic scheduli i
ing is done i
on the basis of local analyses of d
ay-to-day bur
glary

experiences i
in the ta
rget a
reas. Thus, each agency can maint
maintain c
urrent pi
n—

maps,- other form
s of dis
types, and times of b ilays. and computer based systems to sh
uxr a. 3 O sShow X
glaries by location within this a the numbers,
rea, Distinct
patterns

are freque ntl .
y discerni
wxanplo. one of fhe ible and useful in scheduling patrol d
ar epl
get areas was able to identify a ni ployment, For
nighttime commexci
ercial

burglary pat
tern clearl .
fied daytime osident y associated with freeway access poi
ential oints. . .
immediately after sch burglary patterns associated with Another identi-
school , , - the
and along the major walking rout afternoon hours
outes to and fr
om the

juniocr and senior hi
high sch
ools, All agencies detected local
neighborhood

t .
cte

B
L3

Dynamic patr
ol scheduling i
. g im . :
the agency, by alteri g imposes an additional personnel ma ‘
_ n . , na
For the most part, th g normal shift schedules and pétr 1 gement burden on
’ e ne . ol area assi
,specifically assigned t cessary adjustments can be limited t ssignments,
e (o) t O th
personnal paid °n he burglary abatement staffs, and ose personnel
an overtime basi : + and’those other
Under the & ; asis for additio ) : patrol
eam-polici . nal shifts in ,
: ng approach, all members of the the selected areas.
regularly assi
gned +eam

should agree i ‘
e in advance t e
total area ¢ : o shifting schedules and i
a of responsibility assignments within the team'
. * s

One of the t
arget areas' b ,
mentation approach urglary abatement staffs felt that t
wor ; a .
ked so well, that they have reco d ” SPeclal aug-
mmended that th
e depart..

ment set up a
A permanent bur
shifted and g urglary suppression team L ’
nd reassigned as needed within patrol that can be

Crime~S s
pecific bur
glar .
are committed when th v data confirmed that the vast majorit ;
ere is no - * Y of burgla i
burglari L ‘no one at the ta ries
es are committ , rget premises, i
commercial b y in the daylight h ~ 1al
1 burglaries are commi ours, while busi
‘L committed ~ \ ; usiness and
schedulin ed largely i :
\g to bette , y in the hours of
coverac * accommodate this situation i darkness. Patrol
erage. ’ uation is needed to imp
Sy improve target

al i
= B i |
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the mix between apartments and houses. Therefore, the relative amounts of

available daytime patrol time devoted to single family areas should exceed that

for apartment areas with the same number of residential units.

Similarly, office and businesses in small complexes, and particularly those

bordering residential areas, show higher burglary rates than did *those in major

business areas.

c.  Patrol Visibility

Patrol force visibility is a psychological deterrence factor to consider in
planning a guard-force type of preventive patrol. Two possible techniques are:

(1) to» promote high visibility through the expanded display of marked patrol

vehicles and uniformed officers; and (2) to publicize and use unmarked

vehicles and plain~clothes patrol, creating the impression that patrol is
continuous although essentially invisible. The inteht of both approaches is to

increase the potential burglar's fear of detection and apprehension. Most of
the burglary abatement projects tried both methads,

Unmarked vehicles of several types can be emplqyed in patrol opefations. These
include standard unmarked police vehicles, rental cars and camperfvans, motor
scooters and bicycles. fhe renﬁal vehicles, thch can be exchanged on a
monthly basis, provide the most secure undercover patrol vehicles, but as is

*he case with bicycles and motor scooters, communications are limited by the

“necessity to rely on hand-held transceivers. The two~wheeled vehicles provided

better target visibility, and the bicycles also improved the ability to hear

unusual noises made by offenders in attempting to gain entry., However, both.

are fairly easy to idéntify, because of the need to ‘carry a hand radio or to

frequently check in with a radio-equipped car.

d. Patrol with Multiple Units

Various patrol approaches are used to increase actual and apparent patrol
- visibility. Tandem patrol, which utilizes two marked one-man vehicles, one of
vwhich follows the other at intervals of one~half to several blocks, can be

Also, two one-man vehiclespatrolling in a parallel fashion, with one

used,
To support

on the street and the other in the alley, should be considered.
the‘parallél approach, and as an aid for tespbnding to calls for service, the
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,and apprehended the burglar

justify th
€ added cost and ¢oordination difficulti
les,

e. i '
Randomizeq Patternsg for Patrol

.

fixed or habj
tual patter :
vatio s Since a burglar cannot pl P
n of patrojl activities,. Plan his jobs based on obser-~

new plan & :
ew p of attack when a Passing patrol uni

in the i ial

: _the 1ndgstr1al complex which had bPlagued
he investigation and follow-
following story.

He explained
/ Pay as much qttenis e
at, or driys ention to ILumpup
s Wing through, a business district qs the 'yhcaps et
. Y mig

truek or oldey model cgp t a pickup

o Also, the Chrysler had 4 top speed thar

After o .37
’ ategorzzzng these patterns, the suspect would dr

speed from ¢ 17 w
I the business pe planned to pit o ormal
st , ‘¥ o the patrol eqp's coffee

£
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ed for an alarm eompany to receive an alarms
to dispatch the ared

and for the police.
all of this information the suspect had a
ticular burglary

how much time wag pequil

check it, eall the polices

patrol cars By combining

close estimate of the time he could spend at a par
pect would follow the patrol car 0

At a later date the sus
stop then drive irmediately to his planned burglary and
ime per hit was less than two

seenee.

its coffee

make the hit. Since his average t
pect stated he was almost always completely out of

minutes, the sus
the industrial complex befbre’tﬁe patrol car wWas dispatched, and
y by the time the patrol

the suspect was usually several miles awa
car arrived at the scene.
esting that the suspect;
was not aware of our
y had not hit during

+ he would wait for the companies to replace
the stolen machines with new ones before he hit them again.

point was that the suspect'did not hit at random,
o stolen property. Almost without exception the
r certain machines and often was told where the
' The orders were placed by @ business
cased the stolen machines to another

who knew every detail of
five week long undereover
that time as he felt he

We found it inter
the patrol_pattefn,
stake-out, but simpl
had taken so much tha

Another interesting
then try to sell th
suspect had orders fo
machines could be Found.
machine company who then 1

business.
numbers on the lease

id not pecord serial
hines of mearly every

The receiving compary ¢
agreements.forcingflaw enfbrcementrto check mac
pental customer." :

1ike those described above, patrol~must be random

{or watch) changes

coffee and meal

In order to avoid situations
patrol shift

jctable to”potential purglarse
or some overlap coverages.
Habitual patrol patterns

and unpred

shoﬁld be stag
4 also be varied as to

gered and provide £
time and place.

single man patrol units may be more

due to th

breaksfshoul
yii and. easy to detect.

are easy to fo
e extra boredom

prone to habitual so-man units,

patterns than are t

of pteventatiye patrol when alone.
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tive as does th
~ e moxr rm
achieve an unpredi e normally used manual approach. The obj
edict hd ecti .
able patrol pattern which results in th Jective is to
‘ in the patrol unit

spending tim s
e in various
areas of it :
i . s assi , .
crime experience. ‘ , gned beat in proportion to the area'
‘ . ea's

2. Pat
rol as a Suspect Surveillance Force

Preventive
patrol often i
alking wi : of the )
in high-crime ¢ with persons using the streets, sid L e police
areas. The pur . ’ ewalks and ‘211
e aa e pose is not : : : eys
individuals wh only to field i .
collect potential uspected of having committed crimes, but hose
crimi . . . r more
inal intelligence and to create an atm broadly to
n atmosphere of .
police

presence and
concern that .
will reas
honest ' sure honest citi
ones. izens and dis
courage dis~

.

fore, th
r e manpow .
power requirements for suspect surveil ' There-
eillance ar
. e less tha
n for

¥
ere are
g y !) t ’
rg ar tar etS.

.
: 1

4

- ta i
rgets change little and are fixed

a.
, Suspect Information

To keep cur
rent on known
and suspected burglars, patrol forces m
v must be provided

with informatio
. onon t -
be found the suspects, who they are, and where th
* ' - they are likely to

Suspect informati
burglary reporiziogr?::t be dgvelOped by a careful analysis of
milst b Sompiies ints & :Zi:sts, an? other offender data. The informatio
in a timeiy R at'readlly usable by patrol units and ﬁainta'n
] ective technique is to provide each patrol uni:ed

r crli n ? n
s

of a bur ’ an aVall""
glary on their Y
ra
i

.
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1+ was found that suspect files were more usable

an effective field interview.
0 to 15 of the most active suspects in the

by patrol 1f they werxe 1imited to 1

area scheduled for surveillance.

b. Group Surveillance Techniques

suspect surveillance can pbe done on & general pasis; for example, watching

rom school, since most communities show patterns

teenagers on their way to and fr
of residential purglaries along major school routes for the hours preceding,
during, and,after,school sessions. On the burglary abatement program, 50 per-

cent of the offenders arrested were under age 18. Therefore, it is recommended

ison with students and scheool

cies increase their lia
daytime

that law enforcement agen
and thus decrease the opportunlty of

officials to curb truancy rates,

residential burglaries.

The Crime~-Specific agencies found fhatplain—clothesofficers were most effective
in dealing with youthful suspects and informers. BY stopping at juvenile hang=
outs and spending time with them, the patrol officers jincreased the juvenile's
interest and respect for law enforcement. BY peing readily available, the

officers were able to become acqualnted with the youngsters and obtain infor-

mation about burglary patterns and other activity in the neighborhood. In this

e willing to allow the juveniles to set the tempo

situation the officer must b
£ will find that most juveniles are willing and

and the areas of discussion, bu

reliable informers as long as their identity is protected.

Ce “Bird—Dogging“ suspected purglars

£ surveillance is constant tracking or "pird-

The extreme level of suspec
When done undercovery pird-dogging is

dogging" specific known offenders.
primarily to apprehend +he suspect in the act of comnitting a burglary or

When done openly, blrd-dogglng 1s intended to dlS*

receiving stolen property.

courage the suspect from attemptlng burglarye.
s toc expen51ve to malncaln, how=-

For all but the most hab:lﬁ'\;\a'l of

burglars, blrd-dogglng on a 24-hour ba51s i

of observatlons and fleld ihterrogations is generelly

possible, and was reported to be effectlve in the Crime-Specific Programe.

ever, an jncreased level
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4d. Receiver Surveillance

p; < p p y. (4

a

ra y 2W € ]

tors to disclos
e ot
her types of receivers, The experience of
e of the bur
burglary

abatement proj .
jects indi P
icates that there is a broad-based : L
ased receiver market, and L

erty. For these
reasons, b
y burglary abatement zfforts addressed at th
at the receiver

market were view
viewed as a t
eam effort and are discussed separately i
e in Chapter VII

Those efforts i

iee include co : .

2nd i . ntribution by patrol forces

and intelligence. orces, as well as investigators

3. ]
Patrol as an Interdiction Force

FOr a PatrOl tp y d e §
| £ eccl el S an lnterdlct
N PR T
l

14 ( F4 “U‘

required to complete the burglary |

As a practic FEe
al matter, n
in the burgldry s ; NO more than 12 percent of the 7,763 burglari ,
. ies ]
Phts gbg ement prugram could have been reported wh s reported ;
igure include ed while in . b
(3 percent) es detections made by properly functioning al e L
nt), by patrol ob . , o ning alarm systems
servation (2 percent), by passing citi (
) zens (5 percent)
14

and by victim
tims who wer e s
while it v . e on the premise at the time of the bu . %
was in progress (9 percent) gdrglary or returned i

ystem g & .p Y
r 4 Z'
8 CcS O a h

su P ] E ],] ]: 1 o
p
.

LA v ’ 1
110 -

Patrol it ] £ oV K Vi -
self must att i Y Y
‘ A .,mpt to iamprove itS own dffecti eness pri i 1
marl b Shift

ing patrol em .
phasis to thoss : ,
& areas experi ; '
thus inc . periencing the h s
reasing the likeli ‘ eaviest burglary ra
ikelihood of detecting burglaries in progr Y xates,
3 ess-and reducin
g

thelr response time to ca S oY service in the h h bur
1% i
w 11 £ i i ':g gl YV
LN ar areas.
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D. SUMMARY AND‘FINDINGS

1. summary

The preventive patrol techni

designed to hel
should be planne
entry is made at a

chould also pe expect

personnel, and to incr

patrol planners need to Gep
changing patter
jinformation needed for

communities purglary ex

can be achieved through:

teams,
scheduling of patrol shift

vPreventative patrol tac

rather £han building sur

pe supplied with current 4
to commit burglaries,

most likely

preventative patrol'rout
difficult as possible‘for

marked and unmarked carss
employed by
2. Findings

1In order to determine
tried in the Crime-Spec

were selected for analys

e Entry points

e Burglary detections by pa

e  Offender apprehension

p deter purglaries in
d to decrease the pe
point observableﬁto patrol.

ed to increase the

ease the percentage

ns and times of the burg
planning must com
periencer
(2) use of overtime,

tics should emphasi
veillances

eS~should pe rand

patrol at irregula

the effectiveness

ific program, the £

ement program should be

for a Burglary Abat
they

general, but mor

ques
e specifically,

ies occurring where

patrol techniques

rcentage of burglar
Changes in
detections of,burglaries by patrol

s of on-the-scene apprehensions.

proportion to the
The

ailable manpowexr in
e in the ared.

analysis of the

loy the av
lary experienc

e from & continuous

while the necessary flexibility in scheduling

(L) creation and use of unassigned

ractical patrol

(3) a chang® to team policing, or (4) overlap

s Oor watches.

ze improved suspect surveillance

This approach requires that patrol units

groups andpindividuals,Who are

escriptions of the
and techniques.

their known habits,

om in order to make pre—planning as

potential burglars. For the same reason,; & nix of

bicycles,‘motor scooters and foot patrols should be

r intervalse

of preventative patrol techniques
ollowing elements of information

ived:

is from the 7,763 purglary reports rece

visible to patrol units.

trol units.

s by patrol units.
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Table V-1 presents:
ents the pe
percentages of residential burglaries wh
s where the ent
ry

_point was visible
to patrol i
. The figures indicate that prevent
entative patrol

.

but the Hi i
gh Rigk area
! alt :
cenained unchangsd ’ hough the percentages for all communiti
. ities combined

Table V-2 pres
sents the same i .
2 mighit Le expected, G information for Commercial and Indust
ommercis stri .
v ercial and Industrial facilities ¢ rad Burgraries.
' generally have b
etter

. s .
1

.

may haVe been .
partially effecti
tive in all
communities.

Burglaries Det :
ected by P '
detections was small il atrol are presented in Table V=3, Th .
. e amt
59 cases out of 7,763 reports) a cotal number of
» and the percenta
ges

fail to indi
icate any improv
ement during th
e project.,

urg=—

[ ]

arrests
made on-the-scene by patrol units
.

U =Lle ER
.
LOW RlSk A [
: L3 .
Lo' W= [ 2 .
'y 2 . 6
: - 30 ' 5 2 7 9 6
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burglaries b
Y
and by deterring botential

being airested. T

; burglary suspects,

themselves.

dependent ¢
O scme degree on j
the judicial
system.

ag ]
gencies areg able tgo increase

However, 1aw enforcement

1nvestigations,

c.

informatjion,

TABLE V-2, PERCENTAGES OF COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES
WHERE ENTRY POINT IS VISIBLE TO PATROL
Quarterly Percentages
Community
1lst 2nd 3rd 4th
Low Risk 48.8 43.8 21.4 26.3
High=-Medium Risk 45,3 46,4 42.5 41.8
High Risk 44,9 50.5 52,2 41.0
All Communities 45.1 47.4 47.7 41.0
TABLE V~3, PERCENTAGES OF ALL BURGLARIES
DETECTED BY PATROL
Quarterly Percentages
Community
ist 2nd 3rd 4th
Low Risk 2.1 2.1 0.0 1.0
Low~Medium Risk 1.6 1.7 6.4 3.7
High~-Medium Risk 1.6 1.0 1.9 1.0
High Risk 2.2 1.9 1.1 2.3
All Communities 1.9 1.5 2.6 2,0
TABLE V~4, PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL BURGLARIES CLEARED
BY ON~THE~SCENE PATROL ARREST
‘ Quarterly Percentages
Communiity
1st 2nd 3xrd 4th
Low Risk 1.0 0.6 0.8 1.4
High=-Medium Risk 1.4 2.6 1.2 0.4
High Risk. 21.9 1.5 S P L 1.8
 All Communities 1.7 1.9 1.4 1.5

b g
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a. Use of Patrol officers

patrol officers can b

assigne

w1th the in

The natur
polxclng approach,

adding 1nvest1gatlon

officers.

were reported to be

burglary lnvestlgatlons.
n-site investigation cons

duct the initial o

and any witnesses;

the items stolen; determini
ollecting descriptio

used; and ©
patrol officers wer

physical evidence,

officer felt they were needed.

One agency estima

patrol officers to

compared with the 10 to

Patrol officers who &

requ
mately three days

of a team policing effort.

£o regular patrol
interviewing, ¥

prints, and: crime

d to detectives and €

itial on-site investi

e of the teaming arr

1dent1fy1ng and protectlng

ted that the addition

ire addltlonal tralnlng.

ecognizing'and prote

roaches for Increasi

e assigned some of the investigative functions normally
rime lab technicians, particularly those associated

gation.

angement can vary from: 1y a full scale team
(2) a special burglary enforcement unit, or (3)
long list of functions performed by‘patrol

simply
duties to the
‘and all

e-Spec1f1c Program,

effective ways for making addltlonal manpower available for

In all‘three, o)

All three teaming approaches were tried in the Crim

atrol officers were expected to con-
jsting of interviewing the victim

phy51ca1 evidencej jdentifying

ng the time, place an nd method of entry; type of tools

In somevagenc1es, the

ake latent fingerprints and collect other
n call if the patrol

e expected to t
ab specialists were O

ns of any‘suspects.

although,crime 1

al investigative functlons reqnlred beat

0 to 30 minutes per burglaxry call, as

spend an -average of 2
used in taking 2 report.

15 minutes formerly
tive functions

s Police,Department spent approxi—

their patrolmen who were part
e duties

re expected to perform burglary investiga

The Los angele!

in investl gatlon training for

Other agencies, which assigned investigativ
devoted an average of six hours to training in

cting physxcal ev1dence,

officers,
jatent finger=

scene reporting.

ng Investlgatlon Man Eower

be  Other ApP

Another approach

o use non=sworn

searches and paper work,

effective size of:the jnvestigative staffs is

" to handle‘much o

to increase the
"investigative aides £ the routine file
ators more time

thus permittingd the sworn investig

78
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g

or assistant can b

. e e

thotough 305 w ' xpected to handle a larger caseload

jh ] with his current caseload ad, or to do a more

m' ff f d 3 : P : : : . : . .
8

available for ea
ch repor
ported burglary. The desired result is
] a more thorou
gh

.

5€S. ’ t
y p

"cold" and th '
ose witho susj
ut suspect descriptions, physical id
evidence, or s ifi
pecific

identificatio
n of items t
aken may not deserve additional invest
estigation be
yond

on a careful analysi
ysis of
previous successful i the elements of information that are
inv : . associ 3
estigations, compared with that inf ciated with
nformation contai
ained

[

a.
The Burglary Report

B . . .
d . h

person takin .
g that initi
he records, can gr ial report, by what he asks and observe
Crime scen ‘t 1 greatly influence the chances of cleari ' s, and By what
e training is : : ing a burglar
I obviously important, but the single £ Y o
orm of guidance

aAysS rese i ‘ i
t : "

simple forms w
ith a £
ew general kzadings and blank space £
or the reportin
g

officer to
make whate
ver notes or comments he feels approp t
riate. Such form
s

may work Wmll
hd enough in .
o ~§Ta;l highly trained departments where th
" e there is close

14

f f

that do .
~crime pattern a
. ern an \
ing is ‘ d modus operandi analysis fi
- essential. s find that structured report
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s st B A

of the report form is

The layout
put the emphas

complete and procesSs
the items of info

The following set of burglary reper

(1) Unique Report Number

(2) Report date

(3) Reporting officer .
- Name &

’(45 ‘Location |
- Street address;

(5) Time of Occurrence

- Daylight, nighttime,

- Exact time,
(6) Date and time ©

(7) How detected

- Alam ’ Victim ’

(8) Type of facility

- single family house,

 commercial, industrial,

(9) Occupancy status at t©

- Occupied, unoccup

(L0) Point of Entry and

Ed

- Door,

(11) Method of Entry

- Open/unlocked,

smashes,

rmation that may contr

and be

nd badge number

witness, P

ime of

Location

body forxce,

e AR YR R4

jmportant to make it
js should pe on a fo

ibute to the investig

t descriptors are sug

at or reporting distr

or begin,andvend times

apartment,

gested as

ict

or unknown

£ first report to police

arrol, oxr other

or other

entry

window, wall, roof,

attack lock,Aconcea

80

ied, or unknown

£loor (locations

Iment, unknown,

~ front,

preaks glass, pries,

as easy as possible to

ym that jdentifies all

ation..

minimal:

of a range estimate

/i

othex residential,

rear, side)

cuts,

and other

(12)

(13)

Property taken

value ¢h i
of each item. Total value of loss

Physical evidence
- Fingerprint i ‘
s, footprints, tool marks, tire mark
(14) Suspect information | R
- Names, 4 ipti
| ¢ descriptions, and sources of informati '
| | ion.
(15) Suspect vehicle information
~ License ipti
| s, description, and source of informati ]
o . (3 » l .
(16) Victim information | i
- Name, add ’
‘ ress, phone number, and hours for cont
(17) Witness information -
-~ Nam '
’ es, addresses, phone numbers (if any)
(18) \ .
) Other modus operandi information
- Alarm di ' ’
. 1sabl¢d, drapes or shades drawn
prior burglary. et
‘Additional i
; 1 items that might be considered include
(19) Type of tools useqd.
(20 isibili
) Visibility of entry point from street
(21) Lighti .
ghting of entry point for nighttime burglari
o ies,
(22)  Victim insured or not.
b. '
Suspect Descriptions

from the victi
victim since jori
the majority of burglaries occur when the
re is no one

Ww. e
. '
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requently‘notice visitors ask for i
estimates of hei
£ height and wei
ght.

their territory and £
It may be possible to improve the

purglaries. Delivery men know
and different vehicles. 3 accuracy and use of
b ? (o} suspect déscri .
oy - e et . . . . . ] + 1, . : iptions i
Tndividual physical descriptions prov1ded py witnesses: Field Investigation s build descriptions, and to use th if efforts were made to standardiz
. em in i * 1ze
Reports, prior bookings, wanted persons 1ists, and other sources all attempt mates. Such a program might take th preference to height and weight esti
N . & ; . e the fo . -
n of an individual as a possible suspect. In E build profile cards that could be sh rm of developing a set of typical
. shown to witnesse
s for i p .
thel; selection of

to make possible the recognitio
t
he most appropriate one.

addition, the physical description The build
uild classificati
. on could then be ¢
ompared

arious cases can be com=
in s . L

. eparate description reports.

.

s of suspects from Vv
. This t L
and might be more reliable ths ype of comparison should be easi
an comparing specific heights 4 _ er
and weight, since

vehicle descriptions).,, ‘ : ,
‘ 8 error allowan .
. Ces are required but are difficult to 4
o determine.

other types of suspect descriptions depends v
Cb c. Vehicle Descriptions

(2) the jnvestigator's ability ,

rs (this same situation holds true for e

pared to help link one case to othe

The value of witness reports and

on: (1) the accuracy of the description; and

to record, retrieve and compare descriptors. ‘The descriptions of suspects by ¥ Vehicle descriptions
witnesses are known to be of questionable accuracy, while those prepared by : following order generally reported as awvailable and 1 ' ~
: . H g re iable N
Field Interrogation, or by police personnel during bookings are assumed to be 1 . in the
. . . ' ‘ (1 '
more reliable. i ) Colox
: B L (2 1 .
Based on discussions with inVestigative personnel, it appears that the follow- g , ) Basic type (i.e., truck, motorcycle
. . ) . : , sedan 5
ing list may represent the appropriate order of tmne yeliability and availability g (3) Make (i.e., Plymouth, F » convertible)
: - ¢ , Ford, D -
for reported suspect descriptions (moxe study should be done to determine the - ’ (4) Age (with ( pate
‘ v within 2=
actual order of reliability): 5 3 years of model year)
g (5) Conditio ' ‘ '
, n and
(1) sex = ( marks (unusual features)
: 6) Model (i
Py =8 Fu
(2) Race (white/black/MexicannAmerican/oriental/other) v » Fury, Vega)
o . . ) (7) Year (exact model year)
3 puild (rather than specific height and weight ranges) . 4
- (8) State of license i

(4) Dress (color and type of clothing) ' f
; (9) Partial license

(5) Unusual features Or marks (facial hair, scarss rattoos) , g
= (10) Complete license

(6) Colorx of hair and style Beca
use most burglar ; L
glars find vehicles a necessity, the collecti :
ction and use of

e KPR

suspect vehi
: cle descripti
ptions should receive special attentio
n. License check
s

. should b

o Height o e run routi .

(8) - Heig 1 vehi outinely on vehicles matchi .

| o . ehicle list. ng descriptions on the suspect

(7) Colox of eyes

. v : In additi :
(9) Weight : . Jight Houre. and i ion, vehicles parked in residential alleys d
; - ’ - ] ‘ s .
b commercial areas during non-business h ys during day-
ours should be

( ) | CheCkEd 1 h
J © A sur isin i
| | ' . PX gly lgh percentage of such checks made by Ovne of the
(s | | ‘ . . " ’ o . , "o r[;:\; e SPQCJ.fi C agenCieS ’ identified A4
Ace . ied individuals with ior I
10 1 oW prior POlice conta t
ct as

Although "puild"
tructions for recording

report. forms provide space OY ins

s i
o {10 811 uspects, in Field Interro i i v
‘ W gation files, and/or with previo
ious police records
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Such checks are particularly helpful in associating individuals who are
sharing the use of vehicles, and therefore may be teamed in criminal activity.

d. Physical Evidence

The collection of latent fingerprints and other physical evidence can be
improved through emphasis and training. This was done in the Crime-Specific
Program; however, the actual use of latent prints from burglaries remained

generally unchanged, i.e., the prints are classified and filed, and matches

Print files quickly become too large to

are attempted on burglary suspects.
The time

attempt all possible matches, and therefore become largely inactive.
and specialized skill required to classify and match prints are the primary
limiting factors in their use for the large numbers of burglary cases. More

work is needed on automated systems for classifying, retrieving and matching

fingerprints.
e. Stolen Property/Pawn Files

Stolen property and pawn files should be routinely maintained and compared by
The use of these files was

agencies with pawn shops in their jurisdiction.
not significantly changed during the Crime-Specific Program, but some addi-

tional effort was made to identify frequent pawners, and those who pawned

more than one item of the same type,

A computer~based system which includes information from pawn transactions
should contain the following elements:
(1) Pawn ticket-number.

(2) Code number assigned to the store.

(3)  Indicate whether the transaction is 2 pawn or buy.

{(4) Date of the transaction.

{5) Description of the person making the transaction. This

information should include:s

® Sex
@ Descent

® Color hair

84

® Color eyes

® Build
® Height
® Weight

® Date of birth
® First, last and middle name

(6) Descriptj
ption of
in o the Property. fThig information should
¢ burglary report ang includes: parallel that

® Article

® Brand

® Serialvnumber

® Model number.

. Markings or inscription

® Color .

Il

r 14

.
n

and Suspected
o o tzs s
ffenderq, individual burglaries, and fenci
’ ‘ : €ing operations,
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value to the average
dual items

s of little
ies of locating indivi

rm meaningful conclusions.

nh of this information i

unfortunately, muc

investigator, mainly because of the difficult
of information and linking them together to fo
These difficulties arise from geveral common sources including:
o The separation of departmental functions and files into separate

operational units.
e The lack of consistent formats and item definitions among various

reports and files.

e The lack of clerical and/or computer system support for the

investigator.
e Caseloads that prohibit the expenditure of time required for thorough

investigations.

y interaction between patrol

jes found that a close
duce these problems, par
For example,

The crime-Specific agenc
ticularly those associated

nvestigation helped re
‘patrol and investiga-

and 1
nd £ilinge.

jstency in reporting &
" guspect informat

joined forces to "package
s a current éusbect ki

with cons
ion to make it more

tion personnel
+ containing

readily usable for both.
variety of sourcés incl

The result wa
uding arrest repoxrts;

jnformation from a
ts, undercover activities, and

field interviews, witness and informant repor

juvenile reports.
A typical suspect kit should contain three cections:
address, previous yecord, known

e Suspect name (s) s description,

associates, MO description.

and names of suspects known to

o Vehidle(s) description and license,
have used +he vehicle. '
ates--frequently YXerox reproduc—

s of suspects and associ
The photos can be from

e Photograph

tidns'with.'several suspects per padeé.

or thosé that are taken during undercover

previous ookingsy

operations.
Ideally,'sévéral‘copies of the list should be maintained. One agency pro-
duced them for each patrol unit. Others maintained only one Or two copies
which were shared by various userse.
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crime reports,

(
14 2

complete search can b
e
made of suspect files for descriptors that
at match those

§ ‘ from th i
4 e particular burglary being investigated

Case clearance r
ates i
can be influenced by department policy and
and investigator

2 . .
Z practices with regard to "cop=-outs"
an arrested suspect's confession to

other burglaries in

. Dep:::?znge for guaranteed immunity from future prosecution

o ose e partiallygv::.:epértment policy, investigators should be able

e ify cop-outs through comparing the MO descriptor

e e MO of the suspect. One Crime-Specific a éf )
ie-detector) to encourage and verify cop-outs thr:the

MOs were comparable.,

.

thoroughness of his :
Girestly influence ti:eiiz?tlon of cage and suspect background reports
amending, ot rejecting th ion ?f the deputy district attorney in accép;in
investigator and the Ze i po%lce,complaint' It is important that the >
§ it oot taten o puty district attorney share the same guidelines f
n acceptable case, and the best way to achieve su;h : ”
n

.
»

D.
SUMMARY AND FINDINGS

l' Summary

Burg lar Y inv .
estigati ;
the clearance : on techniques and procedures should be changed t
an . o im
arrest rates, and increase the complaint £ili reve
ing and con-

vietion -
iction rates for burglaries
L]

[ ]

consider developi
ping a formal ap
proach for determini
ng the amount of tim
e to

] h
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TABLE VI-l. TYPICAL MO BURGLARY PROFILE

approach requires th
at the agency determine which elements of inf
information about

a burglary are nee
ded to warrant further investigation of the i
incident.

Most Common other
Businesses

Most. Common’
Commercial

Host Common
Residential

"ot Prowl" or Youthful
E Ho Descriptors »cat purglar” opportunist

sirgle fasily offices

hoass

swall retall st0:38

somes and. apart=
ments, inciuding
garages

Type Premises single family
homes/small apart-
ment buildings

small
cgnmercSal/
retail stores

tional manpowe
power support for their burglary investigation eff
efforts.

g

1ndividual oftice
structure and
small complexes

 unoccupied m

poor or window (no Door or window poor or window
force or minor {torced entry} {forced antry)
force)

Frequently neat
Ireeway access

ALl resldential
arecas

Mixed resi=
dential and
commercial
areas

on routes te/
trom school

Less dense
residential
areas

tocation

reported results:

Occupied

Cccupancy Status

® Use of patrol
personnel to support i i
investigation improved
patrol

pisplay window
smashed

Unlocked. doors

roint/Hethod of Entry tnlocked window

.

e Investigati
ive techni . . -
Tools Used None Thrown brick Lock defaating Impact. cutting and | Impact cutting .and o . 4 iques Changed 1lttle, but imProved L i
. or rock or PRy torcing tool® forcing tools “ ore investigation time per case i reporting, and
e improved res
, ’ results.
] y d Anythi v, sound equip- Ccash, merchandise, ® Close . R . . ., |
Trens Teken i:-?{ll jL::ren?y i::li:m::\:,‘ sport- d‘gpla;q o ment, sporting pusiness machine r work with District Attorne A
ing goods, cash goods probably " ys, Courts, Parole, and Probati
: , contributed to i NS ion
improved complai .
- - aint £ili :
- day — Weekday — wWeekday = Weekend night = weekend night L y P lng rate :
?3‘!»2“1’3‘5,m ‘x';c;:o:" to StPH, it ‘o Gp 9uN to 61PH 101PH to TrAN 101PH to TiM "3 ] p eli §ons who were arrested. s on those

2. Findings

Point of entty¥s point of entry

may attack sate

Rremoved window Hinor or none

screen

rroperty Damage

In order to d ine
eterm s
in the burel an the effectiveness of the investigation techni
. glary sabat - niques tri
o 1 celected £o Y ; atement program, the following elements of informat -
r analysi atio
ysis from the 7,763 burglary report nwere
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® Case clearance status
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TABLE VI-2, MONTHLY PERCENTAGES OF CLEARANCES

Cumulative Monthly Percentages (Running Average)

Community
1st 2nd 3xd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 10th | 1lth | 12th
Low Risk 37.7 | 33.6 | 31.0 | 31.5 | 32.7 | 31.3 ] 30.8 | 29,6 | 29,2 | 27.5 | 27.6 | 26.9
Low-Medium Risk 18.0 23.7 23.4 24.0 25.8 25.9 25.8 25.8 25.8 25.8 25.1 24.2
High~-Medium Risk | 15.5 | 20.6 | 22,3 | 21,9 | 20.3 | 21.1 | 20,0 | 18.5 | 17.7 | 17.0 | 16.0 | 15.2
High Risk 12.6 | 14.1 | 14.1 | 14.4 | 14.1 | 13.4 | 12,7 | 12.2 ] 11.3 | 11.0 ] 10.9 | 10.7
All Communities 16,6 | 19.8 | 20,0 | 20.3.| 20,1 ]| 19,8 | 19.4 | 18.7 | 18.0 | 17.6 | 17.1 ] 16.5
Burglary cases totaled: 7,763
Cleared cases totaled: 1,283
TABLE VI-3., MONTHLY PERCENTAGES OF CLEARANCES BY ARREST
Cumulative Monthly Percentages (Running Average)
Community -
1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th 7th 8th 9th 10th | 1lth | 12th
Low Risk 37.7 33.6 31.0 30,7 32.0 30.3 29.4 28.3 27.8 26.0 25,9 25,2
Low-Medium Risk 17.3 | 23.3 | 23.2 | 23,7 | 25,1 ] 25.0 | 24.7 | 24.7 | 24.7 | 24.5 ] 23.8 | 22.9
High~Medium Risk | 15.0 | 19.2 | 21.0 | 20.6 | 19,3 | 19.5 | 19.1 | 17.6 | 16.9 | 16.1 | 15.1 | 14.5
High Risk 10.1 | 11.1 | 11.4 | 11.9] 11.7 | 11.1 | 10.6 | 10.3 9.7 9.6 9.5 9.4
All Communities 15,2 | 18.8 | 19.0 | 19.1 | 18.9 | 18.7 | 18.3 | 17.6 | 17.0| 16.6 | 16,1 | 15,5
Cases cleared by arrest totaled: 1,197
Individuals arrested totaled: 1,078
TABLE VI-~4, DISPOSITION OF ADULT ARRESTS*
Community Type .
and Number of Percentages of Disposition by Type
Adult Arrests oth
M er
Type Arrests Released éiﬁ;’fiiﬁzr mﬁgizﬁt and
Unknown
Low Risk 23 8.6 17.3 73.9 1}
Low=Medium Risk 176 8.5 17.6 67.0 6.8
High-Medium Risk 196 19.8 6.6 67.8 6.1
High Risk, 149 16.1 14,0 55,7 14.0
All Communities 544 14.7 12,7 64.5 8.1
*Adult arrests were 50.5 percent of all arrests.
TABLE VI-S5. DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE ARRESTS* .
Community Type Percentages of Disposition by Type
and Number of Handled s N
Juvenile Arrests by Petition to Juvenile Other
Released Court or Referred and
Pollce To Probation Uhknot
Type Arrests Agency nown
Low Risk 71 2841 25.3 . 39.4 7.0
Low-Medium Risk 157 26,7 ° 22.2 47.7 3.1
High-Medium Risk 130 29,2 14.6 51.5 4.6
High Risk 176 10.7 23.8 60.7 4,5
ALl Communities 534 22,3 21.4 ) 52.0 4.3

*Juvenile arrests were 49.5 percent of all arrests.
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CHAPTER VII., DECREASING THE RECEIVER MARKET

A.  HYPOTHESIS

Increased detections and apprehensions of the dealers in stolen property and
improved property identification will make it more difficult for burglars to

convert stolen merchandise into  cash and will result in a reduction of

burglaries.

B.  OBJECTIVES

The specific objectives of the burglary abatement efforts addressed at the

£ receiver market are to:

e Increase arrests of persons engaged in the receipt and sale
of stolen property,

e Decrease the saleability and improve the recovery potential
for stolen property through better identifieation of items.

, e Discourage the public from buying stolen property.

C. PROCEDURES AND TECHNIQUES

The following are abatement techniques that can be utilized in a prograin

directed toward the receiver market.

® Analyze the receiver's market.
° Sponsor property ID program;

® Increase pawn shop surveillance.

®. Check used appliance dealers.

,‘ Check rentai dealers.

e Check garage sales, swap meets and flea markets.

® Publicize stolen property lists.

® Conduct intelligence operations,
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1. Analyzing the Stolen Property Market

The first step in déveloping abatement strategies directed at the receiver
market is to analyze the receiver market to determine where the stolen prop-
erty is going. Pa;tial answers can be obtained- (1) by reviewing prev1ous
property recovery data, (2) from undercover "sales" and "buys," and (3)

from tracking known suspected burglars and receivers.,

a. ‘Market Areas

Geographic market areas for stolen property are likely to be the same or nearly
identical to those geographic'argas where the property was stolen, Sﬁolen
business machines are reébld to businesses; stolen construction equipment and
supplies are resold to construction companies; television sets and sound equip~-
ment from homes and apartments are resold for use in other homes and ‘

apartments,

There are no signs of any significant “Robin Hood" effect in whgch property

is redistributed from the wealthy to the poor. Nor are there any signs that
the poor, who suffer higher burglary rates, do so to the benefit of wealthier
buyers of stolen property. It appears that the number of buyers in a community
is essentially in balance with its number of burglaries, i. Y supply and

demand are localized for most types of stolen property.

Easily identifiable high-value items, such as expensiVe‘jewelry, art, and
some uncommon business machires are exceptions in the sense that the local
market, while theoretically available, 'is too narrow to warrant the risk of
local redistribution. Similarly, open communities, where péople know each
other and each other's property, are not‘likely to be QOOd markets for
neighborhood redistribution. The same is true for active business assOCia-‘
tions, homeowner groups, and community alert gx oups.; Whether a "market" is

a single census tract or a city of 300,000, it appears that the’tﬁihgs stolen

there are the same things most likely to be bought there as stolen property,

unless the public attitude can be shaped to dlscourage such purchases. The jr

.4

types of abatement techniques tried in the Crlme-Spec1flc Program, and
described below, are more easily implemented where some.communlty organiza-
tion already ekists; it is simply easier to make use of existing communica-

tion links than to create new ones,
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Based on written reports and discussions with the agencieé participating in

the Crime-Specific Program, it appears that the majority.of-stolen property 3
stays in.the local ccmmunity and ends up in the hands of unknowing or uncariné
citizens., However, there are a number of distihct paths to this local redis-

o~

tribution cycle (see Figure VII-l).

b. Distribution Channels

Probably the most common path makes use of existing.distribution outlets for
new and "used" merchéndise; i.e., television and appliance dealers, business
machine dealers, the all-purpose outlets such as "second-hand" stores, and

equipment rental agencies.

Pawn shops seem to have a decreasing percentage of the business, probably‘
because of the restrictions placed on them over the years, and the continuing

surveillance of their activities by law enforcement agencies.

The second most important path is apparently the direct $ale to the consumers;
reputable citizens who snap up bargains for cash, such as an extra television
for the den or children's bedroom, or an electric typewriter for the office.
Cu;tomer contact is frequently made in public meeting places, such as local
bars, barber shops, as well as in the customer's place of business. In some
areas, local swap meets and garage sales bring the seller and the buyer
together. Advertising in the local newspapers is also undoubtedly used., The
following ad was seen undér the "Garage Sale" heading of a local California

paper: "If you have the garage, we have the merchandise...”

Ancther redistribution path is the use of rental agency outlets for business .
machines,  televisions, bicycles, and other commonly rented items, Tools and
eqﬁipment'may also fall into these channels, although it appears that'the

more direct route of resale to other contractors is preferred for construction

tools, equipment and supplies.,
c. ‘Receivers

Persons who receive stolen property directly from burglars can be categorized
as follows:

® Professional Receivers
® Burglar/Receivers
® Casual Receivers
95
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Figure vIii-li. Redistribution of sto

1en Property

(1) Professional Receivers. The professional receiver is one who steadily

buys and sells stolen goods, eithér through a legitimate business front or as

a sole enterprise. The major problems for law enforcement with the professional

receiver is to determine: (1) how the receiver is dealing with burglars, and
(2) how the receiver is disposing of stoien property. This information can
be obtained by staking out the suspected "fence" locations until his operation
is known., This, of course,; is a time-consuming process. . In order to present
a'solid case in court on an arrested professional receiver, it is often nec~
essary to gather evidence under the authority of a search warrant. A warrant
requires a detailed description of the stolen property expected to be found.
This can be accomplished by tracking a known burglar with a piece of identi-
fied stolen property to the receiver and then securing a search warrant. For
a conviction, it is usually necessary to identify stolen property on the

premise from several different burglaries.

In a recent case, a suspected receiver was a TV rental and repair service. A
known burglar was observed entering the store carrying a television set. The
officer on stake-out noticed where the set was placed in the store. After .
establishing that the set w&s one taken in a burglary the day before, a search
warrant was 6btained. The subsequent search prodﬁced several more stolén

sets, Using the rental records, the television sets that had been rented out

were checked in the customer's homes and businesses., Because of known serial

' numbers, more stolen sets were recovered. This type of operation is very

difficult to discover, since the receiver buys only property which is of the

type the store handles in its normal business.

(2) Burglar/Receiver. The active burglary suspectréan also receive stolen

broperty from other burglars. In a recent case, the arrested party was an
active burglar and also a receiver for other burglars. Property taken in
different burglaries were recovered; some were committed by the suspect and

others by diffexent burglars. The case was made by keeping the suspect's

~ house under surveillance until enough information was gathered to obtain a

search warrant. Other burglars were seen entering with property that could
be identified as stolen. 1In many cases, it is difficult to make a burglary

case against a'skilled;burglar because of the care taken by the burglar to
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avoid witnesseSy leaving prints, or physical evidence. In these casesy it may

pe easier to puild a case on possession or receiving stolen,property.

The most common type of receiver is "the casual oY

(3) Casual Receiver.
gsman who buys office machinery for his

reputable receiver. He is a busine

pusiness, OY the barber shop customer
£ the street offering
who buys this type of property is aiding the
If law enforcement could stop

or tavern patron who buys property from
merchandise at 2 tremendous savings.

people coming in of
burglar as

The reputable citizen

urely as if he was driving the get—away care.

citizens from buying property off the streets, the burglary rate would decrease.

One of the Crime—Specific agencies made a survey of the business establlsh—
ments in the target area. with the cooperation of the businessmen, they made

a check of all office machines and stereo equipment found on the premises.

Through this method, they recovered a total of eight electric typewriters,
ported stolen

and one color television set which had been re

one calculator,
These businessmen were not

rand thefts in the same area.

in burglaries and g
erely‘admonished and wexre +old to expect add

arrested, but were sev itional

¥

checks.

Juvenile burglars (18 years cld or younger) constituted 50 percent of all

burglars apprehended in the 12 months of the crime-specific program and
ger percentage of all purglaries committed.

undoubtedly account for a lar
personnel, it appears that many juveniles

Based on discussions with agency
o other juveniles.

frequently steal for theix own use, or to trade or sell t

The truly professional vpig-time" receiver who can handle a high volume of -

merchandise probably makes use of the same local distribution methods men-
special customer

tioned above, as well as wholesale distribution activities.

arge furnished apartment prOjeCts, hotels, motels and

groups may include 1
and new or expanding commercial

rental agencies for TVs and appllances,

enterprises for office equipment. No such blg-tlme wholesale receivers were

uncovered 1n the Crlme-Spe01f1c Program; however, the heavy losseS of busi-

ness machines 1ndlcate the 90551b111ty of such an operation.

In summarys the Cr1me—Spec1f1c experlence seems to indicate ;hat:

e The ultimate receiver of stolen property is typlcally a local

citizen or businessman.
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or businessman, th i
’ en 1t
follows that a local educational campaig ai
n directed at

reducing the mark
et
for stolen property should be benef1c1al v
. ery little of

the Crlme—s
pecific ef
fort was directed to this spec1flc abat
ement objective
14

prlmarlly becaus
se each
of the six agencies recognlzed that "ther
e is a certain

n

a. Public Education

The most effecti
ct i .
e ive publlo education technique seems to combi
warning." In thi v combine both a
munity at large j his case, the plea is to help stop burglary i thplea
: and t . in -
e, and to reduce the likelihood of burglary to each o
ach individual'

-

B
.

- and poSsessing stolen property.

Slogans llke th
e follow1ng can be used in publlc service ann
ouncements, TV

¥ r n S 4 an

"Th
surezczttzen who buys stoZen property is azdzng the bur Zar
ely as if he were driving the get-away car." ’ -

"If a burglar deli
ivers you a IV . .
tomorrow?" today, will he pick it up again

"Your baragai ) . ‘ ‘
Be~sﬁré w:zzﬂ TV may have a hidden price tag of a stay in jail
] (3 . ) .
b t you're buying isn't stolen before you buy "
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As part of the public education effort, the public should be cautioned

against buying used merchandise from strangers, unless the seller can pfbvide
an original bill of sale to a name that matches that on his driver's license.
In the case of inscribed property, the potential buyer should require the

seller to show that his driver's license carries the same number as that
inscribed on the item in question.

b. Property Identification Program

The identification of stolen property is the key to abatement efforts directed
at reducing the receiver market and improving property recovery rates. The
abatement theory is that property identification can discourage a burglar from

taking property that may: (1) 1link the burglar to the crime, or (2). be

difficult to sell.

"Operation Identification" encompasses a variety of approaches for encouraging

the individual identification of valuable property. These approaches include:

(1) Recording serial numbers.,

(2) Inscribing driver's license numbers.

(3) Photographing jewelry, art dbjects, and other items that cannot

be readily inscribed.

{(4) Tattooing furs.

(5) Maintaining current property inventory lists, including credit

cards.
Law enforcement agencies can lend inscribing tcols directly to the public, or
make them available through fire stations, libraries, civic clubs, community
organizations or business associations. Inventory forms and identification
instructions should also be ptovided. Generally, when the inscribing tool is

returned, window decals should be provided that warn potential burglars that

the property has been marked for easy identification.
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Y seen location, the wumpep should also be inseribed in

engraved, P> 1 be mp
e No item should pe marked in a manner that would impas
a ' . .
Ppearance or reduce its value, Extreme eare must be tqk .
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Y . Californi i
, - rnia Council on Criminal Jdustice, March 1973
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to damage any propertys Tems that should be marked are those thzwos
' : : aton sets, radios,

. 1 ikely to steal: €+Jes television
a thief would be most like
stereos, CaMeras, binoeulars, appliancess power tools, tool bZ?ei;v
~ et ] ] R |

typewriters, tape decks, office machinery, watches, and some h?p

of jewelry. In the event that the householder wishes to do the

engraving nimself, he shouldkbe 80 permitted.

Another method of implementation 18 t0 %aue’burglary #ep:%:ZZihood
of ficers ask burglary victime if they wth to sponfar ne iesenta_
meetings. If so, a Crime Prevention‘offdcfr ean g??é ak;eaks” -
+ion on Opération Identification, residentfal security éd@pé£;menﬁ"
Neighborhood Alert. These neighbors may wish o pass & Cet |

" provided inseriber among themselves.

In any event, exira pens'éhould be aqvailable from the law enforce-
0] -
£ L de . target area Or
dent who may wot be in the
ment agency for any restac ; e in ik e
d items since the initial inscribing session
who may have purchase : - ‘
fe hould eoordinate the use O the inscrib~
The law enforcement agency 8 ate f "
rs.  This may be accomplished by establishing a 72-hour loan period
ers.

As legal ownership of an item of property is.traﬁsfé%red,;anz:zzif
diagonal line should be draun through the driver's che?s b
It should run f?dm the upper right cqrneg #oythg lower «if came
The old rumber should not be obliterated, The new owmer’s Lic |

mber should then be placed next to the old rumber.

Residences and commercial establishments of eitizens partzczpatzng‘
’ k . Informin

in Operation Identification should kave.small no??ceﬁ z:fq :iad
passéfs-by that items located within have been iriscribed for ready

. sees should
identification by law enforcement. agenctess These notzces 8
be posted near potential points of entry for burglars.

. 4 » L4 ‘s v' tter
The forms recommended for Operation Identification are: lfl) Lett

to citizen deseribing Operation Identification; (2) Warning
sﬁicker' aﬁd (3) Pamphlet Pergoral Property. Record.
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c. Checking Serial Numbers

Reputable businesses can be asked to permit checking the serial numbers of

their office equipment against stolen property lists., 3Several machines were

recovered in this way by participating agencies. The businessmen involved
-

were admonished but not arrested. The hope is that they themselves will

avoid such future purchases and will pass the word to their business asso=

ciates. To discourage legitimate distributors and rental agencies from

handling stolen property, they should be required to maintain a record of
their purchases and sales'(br leases) of used merchandise, including the

property description, identification and/or serial numbers, and the names,
addresses. of both their suppliers and their customers.

Their records and

inventories could be spot-checked for wanted items., ULists of wanted property

can be circulated to them to alert them of hot items so that they can report
attempted sales.

Cooperative repair services can be of significant assistance in ;ocating and
returning stolen business machinqs, TV$ and appliances. They can be encour-
aged to check serial numbers or other identification marks against specific

wanted‘propertyﬂlists, or simply to maintain a log of all identified property
that they service. The log should include the name and address of their

customer. Such a log can then be reviewed periodically by law enforcement

~officials.

Many business machine companies routinely keep excellent records of machines
they have sold and/or serviced. When a suspicious piece of equipment is

recovered, they may be able td?provide the original buyer's name and'address.

One of the Crime~-Specific agencies compiled a "Business Machine Identification

‘Guide" to enable field officers and investigators to locate serial and identi~

fication numbers on some of the most commonly stolen business machines and,

where possible, to provide an approximate street value of these machines. A
sample of the guide may be found in Appendix D,
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., de Undexrcover Operations

Undercover.operations that can be directed at the receiver market include:

(1) Stake-outs Of suspected receivers.
(2) Stake=outs of ngtash” points.
(3) Undexrcover sales and buys.

(4) Tracking of known burglars.

Receiverstake-oumshave generally proven less effective than might be

expected, apparently because receiving stolen property is often only an infre-

ise legitimate business. Consequently,

quent and casual event for an otherwi
stakeouts tend to become long and expensive.

Tn a few cagses, stake-outs of suspected storage or vstash" areas served as the
either picked up or tracked:

point of contact with the burglar, who is then
vacant buildings in or near

through the remainder of his redistributionrpath.

high—burglary-rate areas are favored stash locations.

Undexcover sales, particularly with a cooperating burglar, are effective in

jidentifying receivers. Some insurance companies permitted~the use of

:ecovered property for this purpose when the insurance claim had already been

paid. After thé'receiver is identified, he can then be watched until a case
Actual undercover buys were notyextensively tried -

and the high risk of not being

can be made against him.
because of insufficient funds for this purpose,

able to'5pecifically identify the puréhase as stolen‘property.

Another undercover possibility is to review classified ads, selecting those

that are‘suspicious; then pose as a buyer to check. the jdentification of the

property being sold.

€. Following‘Known"Burglars

Tracking known burglars was‘reported as the most successful Crime-Specific

approach for identifying recelvers. ‘Patienée is
the merchandise is temporarily stored at some stash poi
The Y"costs" for this type of effort are high, and therefore
highly active, burglars.

fequired,'parﬁiéularly when

nt prior to the actual

sales effort.
are normally justified for only the seasoned,

I
nt
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fa Garage Sale and Swap Meet Checks

The problem of polici.
of policing swap meets and garage sales indicates a clear need £
or

g f 4 : l i o i i gl 1d
] .

to one or two d i
, ‘ ays. of operation. In fact, some sales have become regular

P
p ‘
n S,
Sal ’ . ’

sional spot- i
D checks for wanted items.. The Crime~Specific Program's spdt-check

efforts 4id '
‘ recover some merchandise, but none of the agencies felt that
checking was the final answer., e

D. SUMMARY' AND FINDINGS

1, Summary

zher? Ts a ready market for stolen property in all types of communities
raditionally, law enforcement agencies have concentrated their efForfs.t
:educe the market Qn pawn shops and professional fences. HoweVer,_it nowO
diiiii:uz:at t:ese‘two groups m?y play a relatively minor role in the total
) on of stolen merchandise. Used appliance and business machine
ealers, rental agencies, garage sales, swap meets, and'direct‘sales to the

P ] . . . . &

on y s . !

lish th i
e connections between burglars, receivers, and the buying public.

Public ‘ i ampai | i
. education campaigns to discourage citizens from suppbrting the market
or stol . | )
ﬂ en property shguld help decrease the market, but have not yet b
adequately tested. | | R
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2. Program ‘Findings

et Y iver market were a
Th Crime Spec:.f:.c efforts to anal Ze and redu_ce the recel
e =T, o d

minor portion of the total prograf..

specific data elements used were: |
Whether or not the owner of stolen prop-

Identification - . . "
e by serial number, unigue inscrip

erty could posltlvely 1dent1fy it

tions or markings.

B

major amount of loss in each burglary.
- The charges
arrests for Receiving or Possession of Stolen Property T
° res

reported in each agency arrest reporte.

=

' each burglary report.

° L

property lossese. Improvements were

ty, which
£ in the Low Risk communi

RlSk commnnlty and lowes

largest in the High

victims to positively 1dent1fy their

jor factor
indicate that exposure to burglary problems is a maj '

nt efforts.

seems to
influencing the public reaction to abateme

dentification remained a major weakness

fourth
1 ities at the end of the

' t total for all communi
as shown by the’8¢6 percen

Despite the improvements, property 1

£ the 7,763 burglary reports (5.1 per-
ively identify the property lost.

twenty was able .to specific-

quarter. For the entire year, -only 399 o

cent) indlcated that the victim could positi

Stated differently, only one burglary v1ctpn in
ally 1dent1fy hls property 1osses.

ysis of the ‘identifiable propert

y losses by type of property
Furtherwanal :

stolen showed that:

i ifiable. .
o 1.9 percent of furs and jewelry losses were identifiab

ble.
o ‘3l0‘percent of the 'soft saleable items were jdentifia
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e 8.8 percent of the hard saleable items were identifiable,
e 16.0 percent of fireaxrm losses were identifiable.

Table VfI-Z shows the relationship between the percentages of all burglary
cases cleared and the percentages of thosé cases with identified property
that were cleared. The percentages arg cumulative based on the total cases
and total clearances from the.etart nf the program to the end of the quarter
shown. This approach acknewledges that investigation efforts are not limited

to the quarter in which the burglary occiurred.

Of the 7,763 total burglaries reported, 1,283 (16.5 percent) were cleared,
while of the 399 burglaries reported with identified property, 45 (11.% per-
cent) were cleared,

Two considerations may help explain‘these unexpected results. Pirst, the
small number of clearances for cases reported with identified property may
not reflect the actual value of property identification to the investigative
process, i.e,, a good physieal description of property may be as useful as a
serial number, engraving, or other unique markimnyg. The second possibility is
that investigators failed to make use of the property identification infor-

mation, because of difficulties in processing it c¢r a preference for concen-

trating on other types of information,

One Crime-Specific investigator commented that "serial numbers are no good

because half the time the owner has written down a model or patent number by
mistake.” | -

Table VII~3 shows that the 36 arrests for receiving or possession of stolen

pProperty aecouhfed for only 3.3 pereent of the 1,078 arrests made during the

Crime~Specific Program. Altheugh it was expected that more burglars than

receivere would be arreSted, these small numbers were surprisingly low, and

‘may indicate both the difficulty and lack of emphasis placed in decreasing

the receiver market.

Another  factor "to coneider is that the procedure used by BCS in the Crime-
Specific progrem restricted offender reports to those directly associated
with a burglary report. Thus burglars and receivers who were arrested, but

were not linked to a specific burglary report from the target area, were
excluded. '
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TABLE VII-1,

PERCENTAGES OF BURGLARIES WITH IDENTIFIABLE
PROPERTY LOSSES*®

Qua:texly,?e;centages

-Community Type

“Low Risk
Low-Medium Risk
High-Medium:Risk
High Risk

All Communities .«

9‘2 EEE 8.6

* .
Identifiable property losses include stolen items reported with unique
serial numbers, engravings, or special owner markings.

P i . i - B

TABLE VII—Z.V3CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGES OF CASES CLEARED

Type of Case

Cumulative Percentages by Quarter

_—

3 IRV S

All Cases

_ Identified Property Cases 33,3 B

!
.

TABLE VII-3, ARRESTS FO

i .

~ STOLEN PROPERTY

R RECEIVING OR POSSESSION OF

Ty

Community Type
' N L

Total Arrests Number

Je
ik

- Arrests for
Receiving. or
Possession o

w.,“‘

’ﬁu@bér_" " Percent

‘Low 'R‘ig'}é :

- Low=-Medium Risk
High-Médium Risk,
High Risk )

24

333
326
325

0.

16

5
18

. All Communities =

36

iy
gt
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APPENDIX A

| ’GATALQG'OF ABATEMENT TECHNIQUES

SECTION I '
PUBLIC EDUCATION/AWARENESS

. SECTION 1T

IMPROVED SECURITY

SECTIOﬁ IIT
IMPROVED PATROL

SECTION TV
IMPROVED INVESTIGATION

SECTION v
DECREASING THE RECEIVER MARKET
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APPENDIX A

SECTION I - PUBLIC EDUCATION/AWARENESS

Los Los San San
Angeles Angeles Oakland Orange Diege Prancisce
PROJECT ACTIVITY Police Caunty Police County Polize Police COMMENTS
Dept, Sheriff Dept. Sheriff Dept. Dept..
INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION]
ACTIVITIES
1. Pamphlets and x x x x x x AlL projects distributed
Literature thousands of items, many printed
. in Spanish,
2. News Releases to the X X x x x X Press publicity was extensive
Press in all projects.
3. TV and Raéio Coverage x x x X x E'd While Oakland and San
Francisco received project
coverage, there was no specific
plan or emphasis on utilizing
this in their projects.
4. Public Speeches and x x x x 1 % This activity received con~
Talks siderable attention by all
projects. Project members
presented the program to almost
all commercial, residential and
other community groups.

5. Public iInformation x X % % Los Angeles Police and Sheriff's

Centers Depts. each established store
front centers. Sap Diego and
Crange Depts. Used temporary
security centers in shopping
centars.

6. Signs, Posters, % x x % x ® A1l projects displayed and

Decals, Buttons fdisttibuted these materials.

7. Special Public Events x x x Activities included:

- ® Team-up Fair
@ Burglary Prevention
Week/Month
» Home Show
» County Fair
‘. Appliance Show
COMMUNITY ORGANIZATION
ACTIVITIES
1. Block or Neighborhood x X Orgapized to sugport law
Citizen Groips snforcement. -
2. Home Ownex x x x | Existing home awner associa—
Asgsociationy tions were briefsd and urged
to actively participate in the
home security portion of the
program.
3. Merchant Association x x X x % x All projects briefed and urged
= business associations to act-
ively support the business
sechirity portion of the program

4. Insurance

Undexwriters x x x % x x Each project had discussions
or correspendence with insux-
ance groups concerning rate

: reductions for residential
and business facilities which
implement recommended security
changes.

5. Civic Clubsg x x x X x % All projects provided

k to civic clubs.

6, School Programs x X ® These projects gave presen-~
tations on security to
existing school organizations
such as PTA, Advisory Council
and Student Groups. N

7. Church Programs ® Lette:a.weze mailed to churches

4 ' offering speakers but met with
very little success. .

B. Citizen Recognition . .

and Reward Programs X Citizens who mada substantial

: contribution in terms of
support or by aupplying infor-
mation leading to an arregst
wére presented lestters of
appreciation.

o,
e et g
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SECTION II - IMPROVED SECURITY

;.os N Los S
PR— P:g:c:s Angeles Oakland Orange Dzn o e i
Dapt County Poljce County Poi?ce Fra{lcxsco MMENT!
" Sheriff Dept. Sheriff Dept. g:;:ce e y
> '
INSPECTION PROGRAMS
—e=mn ) TROGRAMS
1. Residential
Inspections * * ¥ * *
, e Hany approaches were uged
Inspectiong o
® ‘Daor-to-door solicitation
by Police Reserves op Scouts
® Telephone solicitation
® Letter solicitation
® Presentations to Communi ty
associaticns and organizar~
tions
® Mcbile security centers
# 8tore front centers
® Block groups
¢ Home Alert groups
® Manned booths ip shopping
centers, falrs, shows, and
3. Post Burglary x - T
Security Inspections * * * * ‘
The Oakland project placed
heavy emphasis on this
approach by having traineq
civilian security inspectors
geriox'm security Inspectiong
o:han burglarizeq facilitieg,
er projects had officers
Provide Security recommenda-
tions at the time the burglay
4 report was taken. v
e — - - ) Perform Security inspection.
- =
* X
Prajects conducted mail and
- on-'sir.:! follow-up program tg
determine how many persons
had complied totally or
partislly with the ‘security
Yecommendations provided by
the agency.
PROVIDE SECURITY SERVICES
1. Evalvate and re ‘
commend x
specific haxdwaye, ' * * * * *
recsc auace No testing. Recoomendations
| l:::ed ox;iavailahle
ormation.
2. Display securit
¥ x
‘hardware and devices * * * * * secumoeate dt .1 o
s displa
s-ec\xzity items b‘l; uZing large
d:}splay boards for static
display centers and personnel
kits for door-ta-door
inspections.
3 Pxov.{dg dnstallation x
Support and/or tools ) e
+4 to special need
cases.
4. Promote insuranc
e %
;:eductions £or mecured, * * * oy
siections TLacts were made with
::fuzance organizations for
’ 5 purpose.
5. Promote security -
>4 x '
- ordinances/legislati * * * .

b o ‘ % All projects participated in
the development and promotiof
of community security

. ordinances,
+ Premote improved .
x
street light i * * *

Sntins % x Projects had discugsiong
vith local electric and ‘Power
companies and city officials
;:ncerning activities to

Prove street lighting in
the target areas.

1oy



APPENDIX A

SECTION III ~ IMPROVED PATROL

T

Lot
Angeles

PROJECT ACTIVITY Police
} Dept.

Los
Angeles
County
Sheriff

san San
Oakland Orange Diego Francisco
Palice County Police Police
Depts Sheriff Dept. Dept,.

COMMENTS

HODIFIED PREVENTATIVE
EATROL ACTIVITY

1. Target area x
Saturation

All projects used this
technique to suppress.
burglaries in areas exper-
iencing an increase in
burglaries.

2. Dynamic Schedullng X

A1l projects augmented or
adjusted patrol schedules
based on day-to-day project
experiences.

3. Tandem or Team Patrxol %

In this approach a minimum
of two carg are used to
perform area survelllance,

4. Bicycle patrol x

Some projects provided
bicycles to patrolmen to uge
in certain sections in the
target area.

5. Helicopter Patrol

This project uses helicoptes
patiol to support surveillance
activities in areas not
readily accesiaible to units

in patrol cars.

6. Foot Patrol | x

This technique was used in
conj ion with } t
activities,

SPECIAL SURVEILLANCE
ACTIVITIES.

1, Routine "Bird-Dog" x
Surveillance

Projects developed “most
wanted" 1ists of known
burglary suspects and made
an effort to remain aware
1 of their crime related
activities,

2. Special Urdercover x
Activity

All projects utilized this
technique against Known or
suspected burglaries.

3. Target Stakeouts x

Target stakeouts were used
when information was obtained
either manually or by com-
puter that jdentified a
burglary pattern. The pattern
had to be well identified
including sufficient M.O.

‘{ information to call for a
stakecut.

4. Receiver Stakeouts X

23l projects included stake-
wuts of peaple and places
suspected of recelving or
sélling stolen property.

S. Truancy Patrol x

Projects attempted to provide
additional surveillance around
school grounds. This activity
was based on experience

which indicated that buxglar-
ies octur more frequently
around schools.

6. Increased Field

Interrogations %

All projetts emphasized
importance .of field interro-
gations of persons involved
in suspiciocus activities in
the target areas,
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SECTION IV ~ IMPROVED

INVESTIGATION

Log Loz
PROJECT ACTIVITY ::g:::n grgehs Oakland Orange g;:qn :::rcl
ounty Police Cou; o
one nty Police Pol “MENT:
pE. Sherirs Bept. Sherife Dept. l‘!:;:‘.:‘ = i
~
STAPPING CHAKGES
1. Use of Patrol x
Personnel for * * x
el e Patrol personney conducted
Oon-thu-acene investigation,
2. ;J;: of Invéstigative ‘1
s * hard’
Yoni-sworn afds vere uged tp
e much of the routine
Baper werk, thuy peraltting
investigators more time for
direct dnvestigation
activities,
3. Team Approaches x x
x x
Investigation teams cempased
of twa or more investigators
vere used,
4. Spacial Stagf Training x x
x x
x x All projects devoted an
8verags of & hours to
specialized ana refresher
frain.(ng for their
T vestigative statffs,
1. Use of Computer Based ~
H.0, Profiles x
Computer-based system contafn-
iny Part I apa 1T crime report
data vas used to retrieve
information on crime reparts
containg;
2, Use of Computer Baged = o 7
Suspect Files x
x Computer-baged systems
containing deacriptions and
modus operandt of arrested
Persons was used to ratrieve
Persons matching the descrip~
tion and M,0. on the burglary :
repart,
3. Use of Computer Baged x
Pavn and Property * i Joviriio thon tran ‘ .
Saun taining information frem
pawn slips {person and
property descriptions) and
£rom burglary broperty .
reports {description of the
Eropazty) were used to agaist
nhvestigators working iy
cases, . nq ufvla:y
4. Uncercover Operatio, '
pe: ns x x x x X x This Activity includeds
® Stakeouts of suspected
. Teceivers
® Stakeouts of "gtagh" points
& Undercaver sales and buys
® Surveillance of known
burglacs
SUSPECT HANDLING CHANGES v
—_——— )
1. Closer work with D.a, x
Carer o x x. x x x All projects made efforts to
wark more clogely with .
digtrict attorneys to improve
the f1ling rate on burglary
arrests and the chances for
S § ; 4] convictions on the cases,
Neor orking g x x x x AT ptojactsiusinq computer
Or manual) mady efforts to ‘
Llink arrested susipects with :
previcusly reported burglar- -
les having the saye Buspect ‘
or vehlcla deseriptions and
M.0: traits,
3, Increased Emphagis on
Faresated Baphasis x x x o x 3 All projects placed aaditional
phasls on capturing suspect
Prints at the scene of
the burglary.
4. Increased uge of ‘
- n *
nezeased use, Used to encourage arregreq
Suspacts to admit to gther
burglaries,
5. Closer Work with %
x
Dok Nork wLt x x x x To develop working agree-
Seputy b Rent on acceptabla Bupport
for case filingg,
4} ) . i
.
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SECTION V - DECREASING THE RECEIVER MARKET

Los Les San San
Angeles -‘Angeles Oakland Orange Diego Francisco
PROJECT ACTIVITY Police County Police County Police Police COMMENTS
Dept. “{ Sheriff Dept | Sheriff Dept. Dept.
DECREASING THE KECEIVER -
MARKET
i. Sponsor Property x x X x x % All projects encouraged
“Ip" Program ’ residents to mark their
property by working with
existing community organi-
zations, TInscribing tools
were made available to the
public.
2, Increased Pawn Shop x x X X x All projects concentrated on
Surveillance decreasing the receiver
3. Used Appliance Dealer x % x x x x ‘;‘;ﬂf‘::q‘fl::t-":::::sP::perty
Checks locations where stolen
4. appliance Rental x X x property may appear.
Dealer Checks
5. Garage and Swap Meet X x
Checks
6, Published Stolen . This was done through
Property Lists X Blozk Group Captains.
7. Published Business x This document published for
Machine ID Guide field officers and investiga-
tors is used to locate
serial and other identifica-
tion numbers on the most
commonly stolen business
machines.
A}
114

) 4 e e
st e Sty e

APFPENDIX B

] . SR
ATA DEFINITIONS AND FORMATS"USED IN THE EVALUATION

.
k3

s the data définitiong and
formats used to describe the communities,

This appendix provide

burglaries
and the burglary offenders. - - o

® SECTION T. CENSUS paTa ELEMENT CODES - Containg
descriptions of the data elements used to
describe the communities in terms of Bureau of

Census information.

® SECTION II. BUREAU OF CRIMINAL STATISTICS

BURGLARY DATA ELEMENT CODES - Contains the
descriptions of the data elements provided by

the Bureau of Criminal Statistics that describe
each burglary report.

® SECTION III. BUREAU OF CRIMINAL STATISTICS

OFFENDER DATA ELEMENT CODES. - Defines the data

used to describe arrested offenders.
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Appendix B

Section I - Census Data Element Codes
Crime~-Specific Burglary Program

Data Position Data Element
{Column) Name Description
1-2 5t 70 Two digit 1970 state code
3-5 County Three digit 1970 county code
6=7 5 area Two digit code représenting each of the
participating luw enforcement agencies
13-17 Tract Censug tract number
14~18 Risk Category Alpha designator for each of the four
risk coomunities
L = low risk
IH = Icw-madium risk
fiM = high-medium risk
H = high risk
19-21 TPOR “Potal papulation in census tract
22-24 TMPOP Total male population
25-27 TFRQP ‘Total female population
28~30 HU18 Hunbexr of malea under 18 years of age
31-33 MU 18-19 Number of males 1B-19 years of age
34-36 M 20-24 Number of males 20-24 years of aga
37-39 M 25-29 Number af maleg 25-29 years of age
40-42 4 30-34 Nunber of males 30-34 years of age
43-45 M 35-39 Nurber of males 35-39 years of age
46~48 M 40-44 Nurber of males 40-44 years of age
49-5% M 45-~49 Humber of males 45-43 years of age
52-54 M 50+ Nunber of males 50 or oldar ¥
55~57 FU 18 Number of femalés under 1B Years of age
$8~60 P 18-12 Humber of females 18~19 years of age
' 61-63 F 20-24 Number of femalea 20~24 years of age
G4-66 F 25-29 Number of females 25-29 yeaxs of age
67-62 F 30~34 Number of females 30-34 years of ege
’ 70-72 F 35-39 Number of females 35-39 years of age
73-75 F 40-44 Nurber of females 40-44 years of age
76-78 F 45-49 Number of females 45-49 years of age
79-81 P 50+ tiunber of females 50 or oldér
82-84 White Total white population
85-87 Regro Total negro population
: 8890 Indian Total Indian population
91.93 Japan fotal Japanese population
9496 China Total Chinese pbpulation
97-99 Other I total other oriental population
100-102 Other Total other population
103-105 SP Amer Potal Spanish-American population
106-108 Fl 1l Yousehold of 1, incowe less than $2,000
109-111 Flrz Household of 1, income $2,000-2,999
112-114 F1 313 Household af 1, income $3,000-4,939
125«117 Fl 14 Household of 1, income §5,000-6,999
118-120 F1 IS Hougehold of 1, income $7,000-9,999
121-123 . F1 16 Household of 1, income $10,000-14,999
124-126 F117 Household of 1, income $15,000~24,999
127-13% FL 18 Household of 1, income $25,000 or more
130-132 Zn Household of 2, income less than $2,000
133135 F2 12 Household of 2, income $2,000-2,999
136-138 213 Household of 2, income $3,000-4,999
139-141 F2 14 ‘Household of 2, income $5,000-6,999
142-144 F2 15 Household of 2, income $7,000-9,399
145-147 F2 16 Household of 2, income $10,000-14,999
148-150 F2 17 Household of 2, income §15,000-24,399
151-153 F2 18 Household of 2, inmme‘sZS,OOO or more
154=156 P3 11 Household of 3, income less than $2,000
157-159 P3 12 Household of 3, income $2,000~2,999
160162 P3 13 Household of 3, income $3,000-4,399
163~165 ¥3 14 Household of 3, income §5,000-6,999
166~168 F3 15 Household of 3, income $7,000-9,999
169+271 ¥3 16 Household of 3, income $10,000-14,999
172-174 F3 17 Household of 3, income $15,000-24,999
175171 F3 18 '] uousehold of 3, income $25,000 or more

RS o ot it

S

Data Position

Data Element

{Colum) . Name Description
178-180 P4 I Household of 4, income less than $2,000
1681-183 F4 12 Household of 4, income $2,000-2,999
1684-186 F4 13 Household of 4, income $3,000-4,999
187-189 P4 14 Household of 4, income $5,000-6,939
190-192 F4 15 Houseliold of 4, income $7,000-9,592
193~195 F4 16 Household of 4, income $10,000-14,999
196-198 F4 17 Household of 4, income $15,000-24,999
199-201 F4 1B Household of 4, income $25,000 or more
202-204 F5 11 Household of 5, inceme less than $2,000
205~207 F5 12 Household of 5, income $2,000-3,99%
208-210 F5 13 Household of 5,-income $3,000-4,355
211-213 FS 14 Household of 5, income $5,000-6,999
214-216 P5 15 Household of 5§, income $7,000-9,999
217-219 F5 16 Household of 5, income $10,000-14,999
220~222 FS X7 Houseghold of S, income 5$15,000-24,999
223-225 FS 18 Household of 5, income $25,000 or more
226-228 F§ 11 Household of 6, income less than $2,000
229-231 6 12 Household of &, income $2,000~2,99%
232-234 F§ I3 Household of 6, income $3,000-4,999
235-237 F6 I4 Household of €, income $5,000-5,999
238-240 6 15 Household of 6, income §$7,000-9,999
241-243 F6 1§ Household of 6, income $10,000-14,999
244-246 6 17 Household of 6, incoma $15,000-24,399
247-249 F6 I8 -Hougehold of &, income $25,000 oy more
250-252 TFAM Total rumbsr of families

253-255 TFFH Total nurber of families with female head
256258 MEOYR Male with no education

259-261 ME1-8 Male 1~8 yeara school

262-264 MES=~12 Male 9~12 years school

265-267 ME13-16 Hale 13-16 years school

268-270 MELT: Male 17 or more years of school
271-273 FEOYR Female with no education

274-276 FEl1-8 Female 1~8 years school

277-279 FE9-12 Female 9-12 years school

280~-282 FE13-16 Female 13-16 years school

283-285 FELT+ female 17 or more years of gchool
286-288 PROF Total employed professional 16 and over
289-291 MANAGE Total employed managers 16 and over
292-294 AOTHER. Total employed othexs 16 and over
395-297 MEM Total employed male

298-300 MUM Total unemployed male

301-303 FEM Total employed female

304-306 FUM Total unemployed female

307~309 POWOCEBS Percent owner-occupied units moved

into 1968-1970
310~312 PROC6BY Percent renter—occupied units moved into
. 1968-1970

313-315 MEDVAL Median valug

316~318 MEDRENT Median cash rent

319-321 OHEO~70 owner-ogeupied buile 60-70

322-324 OW40-60 owner-occupied built 40-59

325-327 039~ pwner-occupied bullt before 1940
328-330 R60-70 Renter-unit bullt 60-70

331-333 R40-60 Renter-unit built 40-59

334-336 R3g~ Renter-unit bullt before 1940

337-339 UNTTL Structures with only 1 unit

340-342 UNIT2-9 Structures with '2-9 unitg

343-345 WITI0+ Structures with 10 or morxe units
346-348 MOBTR Hobil homes or trallers

349-35), QVERCR Population in units with 1,51 or mo:3,

persons per room
352-378 PADDING Padding
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Section IT - Bureau of Criminal Statistics

BURGLARY DATA ELEMENT CODES
Crime Specific—Burglary Program

Card Position Datz Elament
{Colum} Name Description
1-5
- Agency nurber Standard B8 agency codes
- Crime report - .
St aq::g:t hunbar assiqned by participating
12217
ot Date reportad 6-dfgit date when TEport waa taken
Date cceurred 6-dlgit date indicarois on the report a8 the
gnt.a occurred, If the burglary occurred
" . atween two dates, the first dats 4 used,
Yy bocurred 0 ~ unspucifiad or undatermined, used when
42y cannot be determined bacause of a
FPah of more than a wesk
1 ~ sunday
2 = ponday
3 - Tuaaday
4 = Hodneaday
5 = Thursdey
6 « Priday
7 = Saturday
8 = Exact day unknown - sametine
agproximat
::;v;:n Honday and Priday. Usig vhe:an:z:t
bup £a21
o 15 between Monday
? - Exact day unknown - Bomstime
approxizate
batv::: Friday and Monday, Use tha wuk::d
) “mmd:ay.aa the span falls between Priday and
Tipé occurrad O - Unapec{fied or undetermined
1 - Maming {approximstaly 7 AN o 32 nocn)
2 ~ Afterncon {approximataly 12 noon ta 5 PM)
3 -~ gvening {, 1y 5 PK to mid
4 = parly morming {approxinately mtdnight ts 7 AM)
5~ during nigh { ! 1
5P o 7RG :
& = Somytima during daytime
Hrevealio, Yy tapproximataly
7« Morning: and garly mocmin,
midnight to noon) 9 (eeproxtastaly
8 = Nigh o morning ( i
o nodn) ? v
9 = Sonmatimg within 24 hour pariod
2% Presiges

©BC ~ Unspeciffed
01 - sln.g}u femily home, ‘his includes a1y
than &

pesioan other or
cludes garas
reataoee Yarages when attachad to the
P2 - Apartments/duplexes, Thi;
. 8 includes al.
zultiple rental units, flats, high :Z-i

- ¢ any
lving quarters abo -
ool oo ve or behind commercial

03 gm.;:cin 1sdging = This includes occupiea
otalmaze) twoms, rest lomes and any other
short tima rental commereial room OF rooms.
04 - :u. Other residences. This includes mobile
ones, trallers, storsge Tooms and buildings
apartment laundry roowms, detached garages '
and other residential associated bulldinga.
05 ~ Retall business/servi This Inetud

1aund 1

) diy b,
drive-ins, ropair shops, hazbor-benut‘y aree

ahops, and auto repaly sho
PS.  Any business
that primarily repairas or perf:
28 its major operation. 2. o sanice
06 - Ratall business/comodities, This includes
stores, j 1' ; & o shae
¢ Jewalry storcs and pawn shopa, Any
business that primarily sells it
®ajor operation, ¥ 2 froms a3 des

07 - Auts dealars/sales lots, This includes siew
auto sales rooms, used car let bulldings and
ﬁl{bull:lx;&naaciatod vith car sales, 1f

= a by NG associated wi
of Gars use cods 05. vieh the sarvice
0B « privata offices, This {ncludes all offices
Such as real estate, inaurance, law oftices
O an office in an office building,

09 = Unoccupied motel moted roons,  Thig includes

commoreial lodging that has p
ot be
ahd iz under control of the ouner, o0 rened
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Qard Position
{Colum)

23

Data Element
Name

Polnt of entry
oF attempt

Heans of entxy

10 = Medical offices. Thiz inel
. udes doctor!.
::::ja:; c:zien, hospletala, pet mup;t:.\-,
828, ropractary d al, i
type facilities, G ol pdicat
11 - Entertalnment/recreational
J facilities,
includes theatres, bowling allies, X;dqemh
hallz, private svirminig poots, pool halla
and card rooms, Ay prasize where the primary
Pupose s recraation or entertainment,
12 - Warehouse, This includes aly buildings
used for atorage excepe: those at. a rasidonce,
13 < Idmtrial, This Includes construction
corpanies, menufactuzing sites, bui lding
vonstruction sites, building and houses
under construction and industrial concerns
such 2s oll refinaries or rallroad yard,
14 = Plnancial inatitution Thiy
- 8 includes b,
and savings and loan buildings, ox bankss
18 -~ covernment facilities. This
. includes al
federal, stata, caunty, city and lpat:iial1
dtstrict bulldings, offfce and facilities
A :::y mnaaL swimzing poa) 28 well ax
A State or city park buildin,
R i g would €aly in
16 - Schools. This includes aly public and
Private achoals and assaciated buildings,
17 - Churches. This includes all
associated buildings, churches ang
. 18 ~ A1l other

1 - Neot specitied or unknown

2 ~ poer

3 = Window

4 = Roof or attic-exisein
b e S ppeping {duct

5 - Wall existing opening {vent, chuta, duct} °

6 ~ Floor or basement

7 - Concealment or hiding, This i

. 3 used wh,

the burglar enters. o store; for Lna:anc:n
during regular hours through a regylar '
entrance, then hides unti) tha atore.
closes and then cogmits the burglary,

B = Roof = mikes opening.

0 = Wall = makes opening,

X - AlL other

v

0 = ¥o entry, attempt only. Ent:
but not g.unad.P ¥ T A8 acterpeod

1 - Kot speeltied or unknewn

2 = No forca, Door or window ig 1‘
. e ft
sCreen s reroved to open unlocked“:}:xf'

3 - Used pasy key, A lock defeatin,
. dovica is
used such as a plek £1p Jock b
playing rard, shinm c;r pasa lgey.“o‘ celiulota,
4 = Pries or jimmies dooy, This is
2 sad wh,
wdnimun prolnt of force is used to ga:ne:n::y
such as yemoving Louvers, prying a Joex 4
Prying a window, or Jimying a doox, ‘
5 - Breaks, forcas, amashes a
_at polnt of .
This is used instesd of 4 because- lw::‘zrcu
ia used such as breaking a window, forcing
or ;mu?lnq A'window or door. The breaking -
or forclhg can be with h
i ands or fest or an

Took used

6 ~ 5avs, bores, burns. his Is e
v ntared whenaver
8 tool is usad to cut, b
e v bum or bore to gain
7 = Explosives. This i &
. ntered
&xploaive or explosive toal i:h 3::?.‘ i

8 = Tunnels. Thiis is entered when
a
dug to gain entrance, el e

% -
e o o e v B e S 2thed

1 - Not specified or unknown

2 - Handa, feet, bodily force

3 ~ tock defeating tool (koy, csllulaid, shim)

“4 = Reaching tool (flshpole, cost hariger)

5 = Prying tool lacrewdriver, prybar}




Section II (continued)

.
Card position Dats Blement
Description
i Dct;n::nmnt Pescription (Column) Name
= anee 4 = Cleared by arrost of offender in another
6 - Impact tool (h x, rock), e ot
7~ Cutting or forcing tool (driil, saw, pipe § - Clonved by death of offender
wrench, knife)
6 + Cage proved unfounded
o et oo T Suning b5 7 = Claspification changed from burglary to
9 ~ Explosfve tool Clpapifice
o e 8. = AL othey
:hl‘ factor to consider is how the tool was [
tended purpogse. Por _
:;::p:th:rd;?:: iot\.x\tllnhunxwgnrz:\muqh a 36-40 Census tract 6-diglt census tract nusber
\u.ndov.'i.n which case an ippact tool would area
" o ta Outaide artificial lights during hours of
s s Strosc g darknessy street lights within 100 feet of
n Extent of loss 0 = No lass dashrecs
1ot 1= Yes
2 = $10 tc 849 R
3730 to e 3 - Unkniown or Rot specified
4 =~ 5300 to 199 4= AL other
- 9
: :::z : :::9 42 Entry lghted Point of entry lichted:
1= Yes
7 = $1,000 to $4,999 b
o oo 7 3 = Unknown or not specified
9 = $10,000 +
4 ~ ALl other
X = Loss not reported. This is an:::vd w:e: o
oymer '8 nol 421 .
::Q"ngab i:‘\:hl::ttfn“vuua cannpt be 43 visibility visibility of point of entry
ausormined 1~ Not visible to normal patrol activity
: = Normally visible but concealed hy shrubbary
Y = No loss - n!tnx)der apprehandad at scene. 2 e: “hg;' visiile but conceated
32 Property damage 0~ Not apecified or unsble to datemmine, R 3 - opsm, visthle to o oateol astivity
1 - No damage done {used key, walked in). - ot ¥
2 = Winor dapage (jimmies, priss)
Hode damag - % alarmed
il i Siertoy viotn s “ Fhamed : :“r. :htnlnl silent alarm
- Premise
- 4 (&isplay window smash; malicious
! ::2;:::;’::‘:&;: iiuida, wWrecks and tears up 3 - premize éon 5 sudible alaxm
preatee) 4 - Other
5 ~ Attacked safe
6 * Extrems dansge (explosion, buming). 45 Alamm status 1 - Not alammed
Type 2 - AManted ~ alarm operated.
. a3 property 0 = Unknown, not spacified, nothing taken e I
taken 1 - Mohey 4 ~ Alarmed - alamw defepted by suspect
2 - Negotieble items {checks, credit cards, : e e
seairities). - Othe L
‘ 3 - Sowelry/are 46 Inspected . 1 - Yes premise /I,mpected prior to burglary
4 aiapebte froes ( e ' ! 2 ~ Yes premipd not inspected prior to burqlary
et o 3.~ othar,”
- Other
5 - Hard saleable itema (T.V.'s, stereos, thes
f pplisnces, sadion). 47 BES Nuzber $-9451t cods mumbars
§ - Druss o ..~“Int digit = agency
i ’ nd, 3rd, 4th digit = page nunber
8 - Expléutves Sth digit = {tem nusber on page
! - 1d: fa
: I““’L:mw fratae e 78 Dog presant 1 - Yes ~ dog prasent on premies
b ;ilh:rq';:rin whara nore than one item 2 - No = dog not present on prasise
1= taken (which is the majority), the rost 3~ ot sponteied
numerous ftem or the most oxpensive is
entersd. 9 Dog affect 1 = Yen - dog was effective
34 How datactad © - Not spociffed or unknown 2 - Ho = dod not affective
I - biscovered by or on raturn of vicu.n, 3 - fot specified
raentiet mrgtasions 1~ Yds§ - property was idantified with serial
residential hurglariss, B ® - Sroperey vor Laaneis
2 - Someone other than victim (neighbor, friend, tsbe:
reletive) ~ residentfal ouly. 2-Noep sty not ldentitied
3 < piscovered nixt vorking day (commarcial 3 = Not apectfied
only}. This is entersd for most of the
commarcial burglaries, .
4 - pasning citiven 6r phone coplaint by citizen. .
5 ~ victim returna while hurglary in progress.
€ = victim an premisas at tims of burglary, ,
7 = Passing patrolman or security guard. 3
B = Burglary alamm
X = M1 other
as 0 - Not mpeci{fied

T i iy A

e L T

Clearance

At g

1 « Not cleared, open case. This code i8 antersd
in most of tha gases,

2 ~ Cleared excaptionally
3 « Cleared by arrest
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YNote;

Datz slements shown

Appendix B

Section ITI - Bureau of ¢
Offender Data E1

Crime Speci

in parenthesis vere not available for analysis.

(Colurn)

Card Positicn

Data Element
Nama

Description

b

2=

8-22
23-34

25

26

27-32

33

34-3

7

Mgency

Crime report
number

Nams.

Me

Age: group

Race/saic

Arrest dake

Typs arrest

Krrest charge

Nuzbér of partnera

38

One-digit nusber assigned to sach
participating. agency

Six-digit number assigned by each
participating agency

This item wam not provided

Twa-digit nurber representing the exact
8ge of the otfendar
0 = Unknévm

1 = Under 18

2 = 1g-19

3 = 20-24

4= 25-29

5 = 30-3¢

6 = 35-39

7 - 40-44

g = 4549

9 = 50 and ovar

1 - Male-white

2 - Male-Hexican-Aner{can
3 « MalasNegro

4 = Male-American Indian
5 = Male-other

6 - Pemale-white

7 ~ Pemale-Mexican-american
B - Penale-Negro

9 < Female-American Indian
¥ - Female-other

X = Unspscified

Six~digit nunber Tepresenting the date the
offendar wes arrested

HH/DD/yr

0 - Unkfown, not stated

1+~ 0n promites

2 - Fleeing scene or in vicinity after
OCcurrence

3 = Cltlzen arrest or hold

4 ~ APS or known want

5 - Arxésted gn other charge

6 - Harrant

7 - Institutional hold

8 - Reascnable cause

2 - other

Three-diglt number Tepresenting the charges
at srrest. Standard BCS codes aré used,
1 - Lona offendar

2 - ™o offenders

2 ~ Three offenders:

4 ~ Pour offendars

5 = Pive offenders

6 = 5ix offenders

7 - Saven offendars

8 - gight offcnders

9 - Nine or more offencars

0 - Unknown

igit pumber Fepresenting the diptance
the offense occurred in relation to offender
residenca, (This elemont of inforcation was
not pravided,

0 - Dndetermineq

1 ~'Within one mile

2 = Ona to threa miles
3 = Three to five miles
4 =~ Five to ten miles
S =~ More than ten miles

f
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riminal Statisticy
ement Codes

lc~Burglary Program

Card Position

Data Elesent
(Colum) | Haze

De

scription

k] i Pollce dispoaition

[
1 - Releasned |
2
3

§ - Juvenile -

7 = Handlad by

charges or
9 - Other

40-4% Pigposition date

46 {Lover eourt

- Felopy
£iling)

1

2
47 (Lover court 1 - Acquitted
Asposition) 2 ~ Dismizsed
k]

8 - 1368 p,c,
9 - Other

48-50 tconvicted charges;

©odes arn used,

51-56 {Pisposition date}

57 (Superior Céurt) 0 - Dismisged —

1 - Dismlggad

X = Consolidated

sg (Conviction level)

59-61 (Convictad offenge) Th igie

~ Undetearmined

adulta only)

= Juvenile released, or counsaied and relessed
= Rgleased to other Jurisaiction

, 4 ~ Misdeneanor complaint )
§ - Felony complaint

petition requasted oy £iled or

xeferred to probation department or Proba-
tion officer .

police agency juvenile bureau

8 = Boleased arlg. charge, hold on other
s

werran

. Six=diglt number repragenting the date on

Alch the 1aw enforcement agency dlaposad of
the case. MM/Do/;

000000 Date undetermined

£

= Mizdemsanor

— Cartitied juvenife court
4 = Convicted misdemeanor
3 - Convicted miudemeanor 17mis) r.e.
6 - Held to answer
? - Certified to superior tourt

Three-digit number repredenting ths lowgr
Sourt conviction charges. Standard ACS.

Stx-digit number {14/op/yr] representing the
Aate of the lower eourt. disposition,

or off calendar

2 - Submitted on tranecript - acquitted

¥ - Subndeted on transcript - convicted

4 = Aoquitted by Jury or insans at conmission

S = Acguitted by conrt or Ansane at commission

§ - Convigtad - original plea of quiley

7 = Convicted = nat qullty plea changed to guiley
8 - Convictad ~ jury

9 - Convicted ~ court

or combined

1 - Pelony as charged ~ felony sentence

2 =~ Felony as charged - mlsdemaanor sentance
3 - Pelony as charged - 17 p.c,

4 ~ Lesser felony - felony sentence

§ = lesser felony - misdemwanor sentance

& = Lzaser felony ~ 17 p.c,

7 - Leaser misdeneanor

codes are used,

6267 {conviction data) Six-digit number

the date of. the 5
68 {Sentence) 0 - Death
1 ~ Prison
2=

4 = Probation and

git nuber g the
conviction offenss. - The standard Bes

{HM/0D/yr) representing
uperior Court disposition

3 ~ Probation {suparvised)

3ail (supervised)

6 = Jail - note -
Jail only

7 = Probation and
@ = Bine

9 ~ Indetarminate
X = CRC {3051 W &

§ - Swwary or court probation {nén-superviged)
©Or probation and jail { )

1 day suspended - count ag

jall, sams length of time

comultmont 2% sexual paychopath
n
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Section III (continued)

Card Position Data Elemant E © Card Position Data Element
(Columni Narme Description {Catum} Hame Description
(] (Probation langth} 0 - Under 1 year + Fedaral commitment of over 1) months =
1 =1« under 2 Pprison sentence
-2 und = Reformatory compdtment of juvenils =
2-2 ¥ 3 major conviction
3= 3 - undar 4 - Baformatory comsltmant of sdult =
4-4-unders prison mentence
5«5 = under 6 - Probation leas than 2 years w minor
6 = 6 - under 10 ~ = Probation 2 years or mors = major
. 7« 10 and over N =;CRC ot NDSO » major
7 (typa Jusgament) 1 - Prison sentence {mposed and suspended = M flnes coded az minoy "
- . = PV with & new vonnitment, .count previous
2 ~ Jail sentence inposrd and suspendad commd tment an & prison
3 = Ho imporition of aentence ~ felony iz "
UsDh ~ US Detantion derracks = major
convicted offense 17 under 13 months
4 - No irposition of mentente — misdemeanor
= Returned i 1168 P.C. = count as primon
iv convicted offense Lf tire 18 a yesr ot mare
5 - Yo {mposition of - misd
is deglared at sentencing (17 P,C.) ) 74 Current status 0 = Hot under any commitment
& - Probatlon denfed - prison avspendud . 1 - On psrole = Dopartment of: Corzections
7 - Probation danied = jail suspended ¥ 2 =~ On parole = Californiz Youth Authority
K (Jafl term) ¢ = I-29 =« under X manth . 4 - Galifornia probation
1 =30 ~ 1 month 5 = Cilifornia Juvenile probastion
2 = 31-60 - 2 months 6 - Othex jurisdiction probatlen
1 - §1-90 = 3 months 7 - Other jurisdiction parole
4 - 91-120 - ¢ nontis 8 - CRiX parole
- - - 9 = Setving term in prison {not to be used when
5 - 121-150 = 5 months OTC w/zc within a Zew months)
i 6 = 151-10 = 6 .and 7 ponths X = Sexving term in other institution
. 7 ~ 211-270 ~ B and & months
- =390 - % Prug used One-diglt nurber represanting prior drug
! “e 304230 - 10 and 11 month involvement of the affendar,
T ~ 331-365 and over ~ 12 months .and over 0 - n, not stated
2 - Jne) 0 » 383t yiven .1 = Marljuana
. 1 ~ Ynder §50 2 - Langerous drugs
2 = $50 - under $100 3 » opiates
3 ~ $100 « under $250 4 = Gther drugs
4 - $250. = undar 5500 S = Marijuana and dangezous drugs
5 = $500 = under $1,000 6 - Mariifina and eplates
6 - §1,000 - under $5,000 7 =~ Marijuana, opistes and dangerous drugs
7 = $5,000 snd over 8 = Dangerous dzugs and opistas
73 Prior record O git code repreaenting record prior to 76 Burglary record Cle-diglt cods representing the prior burglary
date f current arreac, r2oord and rolated offensss prior to date of
cutent argost,
I. Mo prior rscord
% = No prior srrests X. No priof record for burglary, theft or
receiving stolen property.
11, 3¢ @
1. Minor prior record X = No prior arrests
0 - 1 or 2 arrests only - hg digposition *
given 1. MHinor prior record for burglary, theft
1 - 3'ta 7 arrests - no dispositions or or: recelving stolen proparty
1 or 2 convictlons of less than %0
days Jail or probation of lesa than @ - 1 or 2 arrests only ~ no dlaposition
2 years given
2« @ or more arrests .~ no dispositions 1< Jto 7 arvests - no dispositions or
or 3, 4 0r 5 convigtions of 1sas than 1 or 2 convictions of less than 50
90 days or probation of less than 2 days jail or probation of less than
Yeara, 2 yaars
3 = 6 or moxe convictlons of less than 90 1-8 o: w::a a;x::.;;éxo:h;;v;ltimus‘
2 stion of less than 2 years, or 3, 4 or ctions of less than
aya or preb ° * 2y 90 days or prabation of less than
IIT. Major prior record 1 years
4«1 or 2 convictions of 90 days jail or 3 - 6 or wore convictions of less than
_ ore or Probation of 2 years or rors 90 days or probation of less than
5 = 3 or pore convictions of 90 days jall 2 yeard.
or more probation of I years or rore
IIL. Major prior ‘ecord for burglary, theft
1V, Prior prison record or recelving stolen property
€ - 1 prison comitment, and 1o rore 4 =1 or 2 tonvictions of 30 days Jail or
then 1 major more or probation of 2 years or more
7 = 1 prison comitment, with 2 ox wore S = 3 or more convictlons of 90 days jafl
majors or more br probation of 2 years or more
8 = 2 prison comuitments
i IV, Prior prison record for burglary, theft or
9~ 3 or more prison ommitments recelving stolen property
Notess ~ CYA comultment from juvenile ocourt « 6 - 1 prison commitment, wnd Ro rore than
wajor conviction 2 mgjor
-~ CYA vommitnent Zrom superder court 7~ 1 prison commitmént, with 2 or more
Prison sentence majems
= YOA: comaltent [Federal Court) = 8 = 2 prisen cormitments
Prison ssntance 53 ce prt ants
- 30 rigon comny! s
~ Fedaral Juvenile Delinquency Act ¢ mare P ”
comaltrant « major 3718 {tnterval) Time intsrval of acrost to final disposition in
« Fedaral commltment -of 13 months or 2onths and tenths of monthy,
luas = Najor conviction
s

A e st
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APPENDIX C

ADDITIONAL FINDINGS

A

This appendix contains profiles of community

characteristics, burglsries, and burglary offend-

ers. The profiles are Presented as‘simple tables

of comparative bercentages and totals.

o SECTION I - SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS -

Presents highlights of the data found in the
remainder of the appendix.

[ SECTION II - THE BURGLARY PROFIﬁﬁ -~ Presgents
a gpmparison of the reported details about -
the burglaries.experienced by each of the
four risk communities during the twelve-

month Grime"Specific Program.

SECTION III - THE BURGLAR OFFENDER PROFILE =
Presents a comparison of the characteristics
of offenders who were arrested, and of their

arrest dispositions by each of the four risk
communities.
NOTE:

Because of rounding, total bercentage shown

in tables do not always equal 100 Percent.
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APPENDIX C

SECTION I - SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS

Burglary Rates

e Community burglary rates increase as the following factors increase:

(1) Percentage of males under age 25.

(2) Percentage of nnn-white population.

{3) Percentage of families with female heads.

(4) Percentage of persons over 25 with less than 8 years of formal
education.

(5) Percentage of households with less than $5,000 annual income.

(6) Percentage of overcrowded households.

Community burglary rates decrease as the following socio~economic

factors increase:

{1) Percentage of owner-occupied dwellings. -
(2) Median value of monthly rent.

(3) Median value of private homes.

The Low Risk community averaged 5.1 burglaries per 1,000 population
for the vear and was characterized by the highest average levels of

education and income and by the lowest levels of minorities and youth.

The Low-Medium Risk community averaged 11.7 burglaries per 1,000

population'and Was characterized by the second highest average levels

‘of minorities and youth.

The High-Medium Risk community averaged 19.6‘burglaries per 1,000
population and was characterized by the third highest levels of
education and income and by the third lowest averagé levels of

minorities and youth.

The High Risk community averaged 35.1 burglaries per 1,000 population

and was characterized by the lowest average levels of education and

income and by the highest levels of minorities and youth.
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& Residential burglaries account for more than 70 bercent of all
burglaries.

‘S . »
ingle family homes are the preferred targets of burglars with a rate

of . i ’
31.1 burglaries per 1000 homesngs compared with the apartment rate
of 25.4 burglaries per 1000 apartment units.

Burglary Times

1}

B i e
® Burglary is a 7 day a week problem, although Fridays show the highest

percentage.of Residential burglaries, while Sundays show the highest

percentage of Commercial/Industrial burglaries.

Residential burglaries occur more freQuently during daylight hours
’

whllevCommercial/IndustrialAburglaries occur more frequently during
the hours of darkness.

Burglary Entries

,  ® 94 percent of all burglaries involve entry through either a door
(58.8 percent) or a window (35.2 percent), |

® 62 percent of the chosen entry points are not visible to no?mal-patrol

activity. . t -

® The entry points of nighttime burglaries are unlighted in 63.8 pércent
of the cases.

® 63 percent of the burgiaries require either no force or only minor
force to gain entry.

®

Bodily force ox simple hand tools are ali that is used to gain entry

in more than 90 percent of all burglaries.

Property Taken

® Residential burglaries showed a higher average dollar loss than did

Commercial/Industrial burglaries. Residential losses averaged $399.43

while Commeréial/Industrial losses averaged $369.75.
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were
the principal loss in 13.2 percent of the cases.

e Owners could positively jdentify their losses in only 5.1 percent of

the cases.

Burglary Detections

‘e Law enforcement personnel-detected 5 percent of all burglaries; non-=

victims detected 11 percent; and victims detected the remainder.

e Alarm systems functioned in 3 percent of the burglaries while alarms

were present in 7 percent of the places burglarized.

Case Clearances and Offender Profiles

e 17 percent of all Residential burglaries were cleared while 15 percent

of the Commercial/Industrial, and Other Facility Burglary cases were

cleared.

" e 50 percent of the arrested burglary offenders were less than 18 years

old,land 62 percent of all offenders were less than 20.

e 92 percent of the offenders were males.

More than 70 percent of the offenders operated with one ox more

sssociates.

w 43 pércent of the cffenders had prior records and 70 percent of those -

with records had prior burglary records.
» 56 percent of the offenders with prior records had drug records of
various types.

e At the time of their arrest, 7.8 percent were on parole and 14.7

percent were on probation.
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Hard salesble items like TVs, business machines, and sports equipment

the principal losses in 47.3 percent of all burglaries. Cash was

APPENDIX C

Section II - THE BURGLARY PROFILE

Burglary Rates

-~

Table C-1 i i i
shows the distribution of all reported burglaries for each of the four

risk communiti
unities. The reported burglary rate per 1,000 population for all com=-

muniti i
es is 16.4 as cqmpared to the statewide rate in 1971 and 1972 of 19.4
1,000 population, o

Table C~2 i i i i
shows the distribution of residential burglaries for each of the risk

communiti i
ities. The rate per 1,000 single family residences shows a steady

increas i i
e from the Low Risk community to the High Risk community. The same pat-

tern exists for apartments and duplex facilities.

Type of Premise

Pab . s . .
le C~3 shows the distribution of all reported burglaries for each premise
cate . j i ‘
gory. Throughout California, from 1969 to 1972, residential burglaiies
have i
e increased from 60 percent to 66 percent, whereas during this program

alm ) i
ost 7; percent of the burglaries were against residential targets

TABLE C-1. PERCENTAGE OF BURGLARIES
FOR EACH RISK COMMUNITY

Commid Number of _ Population
nity Type Reports Percentage ’ ‘
c : Target Area Rate per 1,000
ILow Risk 551 °
: ) 7.1 10
EQwaMedL?m R1§k 1,813 23.3 153’2?3 17
{ H%gg-M?dlum Risk 2,656 ' 34.2 ' 135'431 Toe
igh Risk 2,743 35.4 78,094 ég'i
All Communities 7,763 | 100.0 474,237 16.4
. r e °
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TASLE C-2, BURGLARIES BY SINGLE FAMILY
AND APARTMENT FACILITIES

~ Residential Targets

d w

-~ @ ‘

R Single Family - Apartments
Community Type '8,3 » ;

Y Number of Rate per Number of Rate par

g 5 ‘Houses 1,000 -+ Units 1,000
Low Risk 406, 25,434 13.6 1§,§g§ 22.3
High-Medium Risk[?,800f 26,525 31.0 .24,399 3 305,
High Risk ., 956] 13,956 92,5 14, .
All Communities [5,506{ 103,381 3l.1 77,496 25.4

TABLE C~3. PERCENTAGE OF ALL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PREMISE

ca s Commercial/  Other
Total Residential , Industrial Facilities
Community Type i Les ) 7
. ‘ Burglarie R I T R . .
Low Risk 551 406 | 73.7 106 19.2 39 ;.i
Low-Medium Risk 1831 1344 73.4 376 20.5 122 4.9
High~Medium Risk 2656 1800 67.8 725 27.2 e ;4°3
High Risk - 2743 1956 | 71.3 669 | 24, o
All Communities 7763 5506 70.9 || 1876 | 24,2 381 4.9

Description of the Burglary Profile

This section contains tables of data which describe the»burglary environment as
reported by the six participating agencies. Data is presented for each of the

, g ,
four risk communities and for each category of premlse.., Each Qf‘tha 20 data

o v . RATDUE Y
T 1 M S POV SV Y

*Résidential; commercial/industrial; other types of facilities
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elzments used by each participating agency tc describe each burglary is analyzed

and the results are presented in the following manner:

° ‘ Burglary rates.

® Whe;e burglaries occur (piemisesf.

° When burglaries occur (time, day).

e How burglaries are committed (point of entry, street lights, entry

lights, method of entry, and tool(s) used).

® What items are stolen at what cost (type of property, dollar value,

security inspection, property identification).

® How burglaries are detected (how, when, and method of detection),

® What cases are cleared (clearance status and type).

Table C-4 presents the volume and percentage of all reported burglaries by spe-

cific types of premises.. The highest percentages of commercial burglaries

occur in retail sales and service facilities and industrial, manufacturing,
cohstruction facilities.

and

The highest Percentage of other facilities burglariesb
occur in schools. o

Occurrence Time

‘Tables C=5 through C-8 show the volume and bercentage of all reported burglaries

for eachicategory of premise by time of occurrence. Thirty-one percent of all

reported burglaries occur during daytime hours, while 39 percent occur during

nighttime hours. Thirty percent indicate "unknown" as the time of occurrence.

Forty percent of the residential burglaries occur during daylight-hours,

whereas 32 percent occur during nighttime hours. Eight percent of the

commercial/industrial burglaries occunr during daylight hours,
occur during nighttime hours,

while 57 percent
Thirfy-fiveypercént have "unknown" as the time

of occurrence compared to 27 percent for residential»bﬁrglaries. Sixteen per-

cent of the other types of facilities burglaries occur during daylight hours,
while 39 percent occur during nighttime hours. Forty-seven percent have
"unknown" as the time of occurrence, -
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TABLE C-4. PERCENTAGES OF ALL, BURGLARIES BY SPECIFIC FACILITY

TABLE C-5. ALL BURGLARIES BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

' i rmercial/Industrial
. co / Time 0f Occurrence )
tail offices ' Faciiivies Ynoacupled baytime Reporting Period Nighttime Reporting Pe: iods‘ Unkno
ity Type == Recreation Construction | Financial | Auto Motel/Hotel Community Type il porring Periods g o 9 Fer 'l‘imewn
mmun P storage . F
e Y Service | Sells | Medical | Private s , wls 1= ¥ N 0701-1200 | 1201~1700 | 0701 1700 |{0001~0700{1701-2400 | 1701% 0701
. " % 4 Iy # % # ¥ # -
# L s | B v ¥ se ] s los] -] - - - No. | % No. | % {No.| % fNo. | % | No.| % | Wo.| % |l Wo. | %
Low Risk 20 | 3.6 | 18 |3.3] 2 |o.a| 13}2.4] 10128} 12| 2.2 21 Lo |1 |oa] sjoal 2 o ‘
y ; ¢ |08 16.0) 20 16| 3902.2| 204122 19 | 1.0 . olosl - _ Low Risk 34 16,2 | 66 [12.0 | 541°9.8 || 26 14.7 | 83151 64116 | 224 |40.7
Low~Medium Risk {2120 {6. . 6l 271 2.0 | 205 | 4.0 | 4 ]0.2}2010 Low-Medium Risk 791 4e4 | 227 [12.5 | 228 [12.5° [1130 | 7.2 { 29316,2] 234}12.9 ) 622 134.3
um Risk | 246 | 9.3 179 [ 6.7} 40 11.5] 61 2.3| 4326} : 3 |o.1l10lo.a} 27 {0.6 High-Medium Risk | 137 | 5.2 | 342 |12.9 | 320 {12.0 (214 8.1 | 420 15.8 | 395{14,9 | 838 |31.6
HiQh—MEdkum 208 | 7.6 | 202 | 7.4} 14 Jo.5| 54}2.0) 56} 2.0 19 | 0.7 86 | 3.1 . — High Risk 205 {7.5.| 421]15.3 |319 |11.6 ||265 |9.7 | 511 }18.6| 360 13,1 | 662 [24.1
High Ris . : 1 0.1]38}0.5| 18 .
7.7 1507 6.5] 85 |1.1| 167 { 2.2 {1204 2.7 77 | 2.0 | 253 | 3.3.}11 [ All Communities | 455 |5.9 11056 |13.6 |921 [11.9 [635 | 8.2 |1307 | 16.8 [ 1053 | 13.6 || 2336 |30.1
All Communities {594 (7. . . -

TABLE C~6. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

i ) Time of ‘Gceurrence
- other Facilities ime { ighttime Repoxti iod Unkn
Residential - ] et other Community Type baytime Reporting Period Nighttime Reporting Perio ) ;mzwn
P schoo’ . i
Community Type Single Family Apartments other Gov't c — - ; 0701~1200{ 1201~1700 | 0701°- 1700 || 0001~0700) 1701~2400 | 1701* 0701
omm! 5 + .
% # |-® " -
M # % # :
% # % # . No.| % |No, % [No.| % llNo.| % | Mol % |No. | 3 No. | %
- 7 24 | 4.4 8 | 1.5 4 | 0.7 i 7
15 2. - - .
Low Risk Ly €1d > > 6 | 0.3 59 | 3.3 20 | 1.1 8 | 0.4 Low Risk 32 (7.9 60 [14.8 | 52{12.8 || 17 (4.2 71]17.5] 27 {6.7 || 147 |36.2
B X x 732 40.4 522 28.5 90 4.9 [ 1.0 28 1.1 18 0.7 : Low~Medium Risk 731 5.4 | 199 14.8 | 224§ 16,7 68 | 5.1 2381 17.7{ 103 7.7 439 (32.7
’ Lov-tediun Ris 824 | 31.0 139 | 5.2 4 | 0.2 81 | o | o High-Medium Risk { 114 | 6.3 | 305)16.9]308|17.1 [1101|5.6| 336]18.7]128 | 7.1 || 508 {28.2
High-Hedium Risk Ba7 | 318 : 97 | 3.5 | 10 | 0.4 72 | 2.8 g (o3 |2 ‘ High Risk 178 {9.1 | 369|18.9)309]|15.8 [[138|7.1| 388 19.8[157 | 8.0 || 417 |21.3
1297 47.3 563 20.5 - K . . i
it 341 | 4.4 20 | 0.3 236 | 3.0 65 | 0.8 S A1l Communities | 397 (7.2 | 933{17.0(893|16.2 [[324{5.9 1033} 18.8] 415 | 7.5 | 1511 |27.4
7 | 41.3 1959 | 25.2 . ,
Al)l Communities 320 :
v ’ *
Broad scope reporting period because more accurate time of occurrence unknown. R
¥
TABLE C=7. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE
’ :? Time of Occurrence
ki .
: Daytime Reporting Periods . Nighttime Reporting Periods Unknown
o Community Type Time -
. & . 0701~1200| 1201-1700 0701*% 1700 || 0001~0700 1701-2400 1701*% 070L
: No, | % | No. $ [No. [ & {l§o.| % [vo. 2 [ No.| %
Low Risk - - 3 2.8 1 0.9 9 8.5) . 7 6.6 31 | 29.2 551 51.9
Low-Medium Risk 411.1 21 | 5.6 2 10,5 60 16.0] 45 | 12,0} 112 | 28.8 132} 35.1
High-Medium Risk 181 2.5 27 3.7 7 1.0 110 ; 15,2} 66 9.1 {239 33.¢ ff 258 35.6
High Risk 23 1 3.4 39 5.8 7 1.0 116 § 17.31104 15.51 174 26.0 206 ] 30.1
All Communities 45 2.4 éO 4.8 17 0.9 295 | 15.7/222 11,8 | 556 29.6 6511 34.7
P
o : 3 TABLE C~8. OTHER FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE
- ‘ Time of Occurrence
.. -k . Community Type Daytime Reporting Periods Nighttime Reporting Periods Un;g::n
o k 0701-1200| 1201~1700 {0701*-1700 |{0001~0700}17€1~2400 | 1701*% 0701
R . ' . 3 : - -
F‘ No. | % No. % |No. 3 |INo. | % [No. % | No. % {No. %
3 Low Risk T z5.1 3 7. 126 || - | - sti2.8| . 6l1s.afl 22(s6.4
‘Low~Medium Risk 2 §2.2 7 7.5 212.2 2} 2.2 101 10,8 19 | 20.4 51154,8
High-Medium Risk 513.8 10 7.6 513.8 312.3 181 13,7 28 { 21.4 62 47.3
High Risk 4.43.4 13 {11.0 32,5 11} 9.3 19 16.1 29 | 24.6 394 33.1
[ All Communities 13 3.4 33 | 8.7 11]2,9 16| 4.2 | 521 13,7 82| 21.5 5174 45.6 :
* ) 3
$ Broad scope reporting periocd beécause more accurate time of occurrence unknown.
' . 129
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Tables C-9 through C-12 present the volume and percentage of all reporte

i a
time burglaries for each categoxry of premise. In 68 percent of all reporte

burglaries, streetlights existed within 100 feet of the burglarized premise and
in 34 percent of all bufglaries, the point of entry was lighted. Residential

areas have the lowest percentages of streetlights and entry point lighting com-

pared to commercial/industrial or other type of facilities areas.

Day of Occurrence

Tables C-13 through C-16 show the volume and percentage of all reported bur-

glaries by day of occurrence. The highest percentages of all burglaries

reported occur on Friday and Monday. On saturday and Sunday (weekend) the

average percentage of burglaries for each day is 17 percent, while the average

percentage of burglaries for each weekday is 13 percent.

. . Mon—
The highest percentage of residential burglaries also occur on Friday and Mon

. P ) f
day. Both weekends and weekdays experience approximately the same percentage ©

burglaries per day (13 percent).
al burglaries occur on Sunday

The highest percentages of commercial/industri
v Weekend bur-

(6.6 percent}, saturday (6.3 percent), and Monday (€.3 percent) .
glaries average 20 percent per day, while weekday burglaries average 11 percent

per day.

The highest percentages of other types of facilities burglaries occur on Satur-—

day (7.1 percent) and sunday (5.8 percent}. Weekend burglaries average 21 per-

cent peryday, while weekday burglaries average 10 percent per day.

Points of Entry
'Tables c-17 through C-20 present the points of entry used by burglars in the
7,763 reported burglaries.

Table C-17 is a summary of all burglaries, while Tables c~-18 through C-20 pre-
sent Residentiai, Commercial/Industrial, and Other Facility burglaries,

respectively.

Either a door or a window is the entry point in 94 percent of the burglarles.
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TABLE C-~9, ALL NIGHTTIME BURGLARIES BY LIGHTING
street Lights Entry Point Lights
Nigh ari
ghttime Burglaries v Not Not
es No R rted Yes No ted
Community Type Total, eporte Reporte
# % # %~ 3 # % # % # %
Low Risk 173 95 | 54,9 | 78 | 45.1 - - 55 | 31.8 115 | 66.5 3 ]0.7
Low-Medium Risk 657 404 | 61,5 | 248 | 37.7 5 { 0.8 227 | 34.6 418 ]63.6 | 12 | 0.8
High-Medium Risk | 1029 733 | 71.2 | 287 | 27.9 9 | 0,9 | 337 | 32.8 662 {64.3 | 30 }2.9
High Risk 1136 805 | 70.3 | 325 | 28.6 6 [ 0,5 388 | 34.2 714 |62.9 | 34 | 3.0
All Communities 3095 2037 { 68,0 | 938 [ 31.3 | 20 | 0,7 |1007 | 33.6 1909 |63.8 | 79 | 2.6
TABLE C-10, RESIDENTIAL NIGHTTIME BURGLARIES BY LIGHTING
Street Lights Entry Point Lights
Nighttime Burglaries Not Not
Yes No Reported Yes No Reported
Community Type Total P eporte
) # % # % # 2 # % # ] # %
Low Risk 115 60 | 52.2 55 { 43.5 - - 26 | 22.6 86 |78.8 3 12.6
Low-Medium Risk 409 243 | 59.4 | 163 | 39.9 3 0.7 120 | 29.3 282 | 68,9 7 11.7
High-Medium Risk 565 362 | 64,1 | 194 | 34.3 9 ]1.6 178 | 31.5 369 |65.3 | 18 | 3,2
High Risk 683 464 | 67.9 | 215 | 31.5 4 | 0.6 197 | 28.8 464 67,9 { 22 {3.2
All Communities 1772 1129 | 63.7 | 627 | 35.4 } 16 | 0,9 521 |} 29.4 {1201 |67.8 [ 50 [ 2.8
TABLE C~11. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL NIGHTTIME BURGLRRIES BY LIGHTING
Street Lights Entry Point Lights
Nighttime Burglaries v Not Not
- es No Reported Yes No R red
Community Type Total " P eporte
: T
# % # % # % # % # ) # %
Low Risk 47 30 | 63.8 17 | 36.2 - - 25 53.2 22 : 46.8 | ~ -
Low-Medium Risk 217 143 | 65.9 72 } 33.2 210,89 97 44,7 116 | 53.5.] 4 |1.8
High-Medium Risk 415 332 | 80.0 83 | 20.0 - - 148 3547 257 | 61.9 | 10 }-2.4
High Risk 394 307 | 7749 86 | 21.8 1 | 0.3 |167 42.4 217 | 55.1 [0 | 2,5
All Communities | 1073 812 [ 75.7 {258 | 24.0 3 | 0.3 {437 40.7 612 | 57.0 ] 24 | 2.2

TABLE C-12. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES NIGHTTIME BURGLARIES BY LIGHTING

Street Lights

Entry Point Lights

Nighttime Burglaries Not Not
: ] Yes o Reported Yes No Reported
Community Type Total PO : pox
: - # s | # % #] % ¥ LI B ] # [y
Low Risk 1 5 | 45.5 6 (54,5 | =~ = 4 | 36.4. 7 le3.6 | -7 -
Low-Medium Risk ° 31 18 | 58.1 13 | 41.9 - - 10 32.3 20| 64.5 | 1 [ 3,2
High-Medium Risk | = 49 361 79.6 | 10§ 11.4 | = | < | 11 | 22.4 36 173.5. | 2 |4.1
High Risk 59 34 | 57.6 24 40.7 1 1.7, 24 40.7 33 55,9 2 3.4
All Communities 150 96 64.0 53 35.3 1 ]0.7 49 32,7 96 | 64,0 5 3.3




TABLE C-13. ALL BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE TABLE C~17. ALL BURGLARIES BY POINTS OF ENTRY

Entry Poi
Day of Occurrence Y Pointsg

COmunLtyMe Monday Tuesday - | Wednesday | Thursday Friday Saturday | Sunday Y

* Community Type Roof = | Wall - Other

Door window’ Roof Wall Floor |Concealment Makes Makes and
Opening | Opening Unknown

Y
#] s % b Pl s bor ] st} o kbl ol oF ] s o] s

55110,0 | 35] 6.,4] 44 | 8,0 84 ]15.2 | 114 [20.7) €2 |11.3

30] 5.4] 37) 6,7} 42 7.6) 48| 8,7 ot I — : : - 1 # % 2 = # ‘

o R:dﬂ): Risk |170| 9.4 |167 | 9,2 |174 | 9.6]131| 7.2|184)10.11120] 7.1 135 | 7u4 | 275 [25.2 | 296 ;5 et B
) - - ) ;
I 3 9 4f235 | 8.8 237 8.9)257) 9,71195]7.3)176 | 6,6 || 4d6 [16.8 | 438 '
v oo P o o : 2 | 2.5 f 366 [13.4 f 347 [12.70 15 ) 4.2 Low Risk polse.3 ) 24| 3los| -] - || | 1 loa |, 0.2 | 210.4] 20] 3.6
High Risk 324 (11,8233 | 8,51263 | 9.6 303 [11.0 1286 10,4 2421 8.8 26 . Tow Bok e |20 s mefwal s os [ [5]- oz AP e e m
g 21719 | 9.31782}110.1 601 7,7] 617 | 8.1 }1173 115,11 #1195 | 15.4 | 516. | 6,7 H:}gh-Medimn Risk | 1661 [ 62.5 804 130.3 45 ]1.7 | 8 0.3 )~ 1] - 4 lo.2 210.1 {15 (0.6 {117 aa
e . Bigh Risk 1534 [55.9 11054 |38.4 |25 (0.9 | 7 {03 {3 |01 | 5 |oos 1101 |36 [1,3)] 78] 208
All Communities | 4561 58.8.12733 {35.2 {97 |1.3 18 10,2 |3 jo.0 | 16 | 0.2 710.1 | 62 [o.8 |2661 3.4

' TABLE C~14, RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE 3 TABLE C-18, RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY EOINT OF ENTRY

Day of Qccurrence

* leekend™® | unknown - o . Entry Points )
Community Type Monday Tuesday |Wednesday | Thursday Friday Saturday | Sunday Weékday e 5 -
i 4 . # N i M N . Communi t; e X Roof - [ Wall - | other
¥ o | 4 | F s § v | s : . Y Typ Door Window Roof Wall | Floor [Concealment | Makes Makes and ‘
271 6,71 281 1.1 ] 39| 9.6 4:; S.7] 49(12.3 | 29)7.1| 36| 9.0l 40| 9.2§ er]1rs.0% s3 j13.1 : ' Opening | Opening Unknown
Tow Risk . : : ' 1112.0 126 { 9.4
mw-ne:mm Risk | 1401 10,4 {142 110.6 | 154 [11.5]113 { 8.4 | 255 {11.5 106 7.9 | 111 | 8.3 § 136 (10.1°} 16 iy il " " . : P Y PR PR P p : T TS - -
'rTh—u i Risk | 194 | 10,8 | 206 |12.4 | 208 |11.4 198 |11.0 | 207 | 13.5 154 | 8.6 ] 127 | 7.1 | 187 |10.4 § 194 8.9 “ 4.5
H o o - 5| s, .
igh Risk 263 | 13.4 | 180 | 9.2 {218 |11.1| 260 [13.3 | 248 | 12.7 [166|8.5 | 197 [10.1 | 161 | 8.2 | 27 Low Rigk 236 58,1 | 156 [a7.0 | 1 o2 | - | - |- |- R B 1. L]0z | 14] 3.4
i 659 1 12,0 | 455 | 8.3 | 471 | B.6 {| 524 | 9.5 f s91j10.7 (394 | 7.2 Low-Medium Risk 789'158,7 { 512 f38.11{ % 04 [ 101w | = - - -] - ‘1 0.1 | 36| 77
M1 Comunities | 824|183 [957 ja0-1 |67 12 ens fu.2 - - : pish-Medlun Risk | 1166 64,8 | 550 13005 | 7 Jo.4 | 2 Jows | | = | - | - S S R il - o)
- High Risk 1093 55,9 | 759 40,8 ~ | - 310.,2]2 j0.1 - - -] - 3 {0.2] 56 2.9
) All Communities [ 3284 |s9,6 2015 136.6 [13 0.2 | 6 [0.1 ]2 0.0 - - == 1 5101 {1811 3.3
) *Weekd’ay - somaetime between Monday and Friday 3
**Weekend ~ gometime between Friday and Monday ] R .
“ TABLE C~19. COMME RCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY POINT OF ENTRY
TABLE C-15, COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL ‘BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE ) ) - :
. 2 : .
: . Entry Points .
Day of Occuryence b e . )
L1 ,
N Saturd: Sunday Weekday® | Weekend Unknown 3 Cotimuni € e | Roof - Wall ~ Other
R K S B e W e e # (& L3 ; ¥ Typ Door Window Roof Hall Floor |concealment | Makes Makes and
# 1y ¥ 3 # L # ) * L # L ] L # L) Opening | opaning Unimowm
' 321 42f3s6] as.s : 3
Tow Risk 219 sisa9| 2|10 a)3s] 5§57 3|28 z :; 1:: 29,50 1031274 § 17 { 4.5 3 ¥ * # AR EIENIER! Fls - i) s L4 e
) 4.3 16 {1 4.3 251 9.3 18( 4.8 22 1 5. +
TowMediun Risk | 25 | 6.6 | 23 8.8 [ 18 a § 2211305 203} 28.0] 49} 6.8 ' ‘ .
High-Medium Risk | 38 | 5.2| 36 } 5.0 ) 23| 3.2] 30 y4.7) 46§ 6.3] 36] 5.0] 39 5.4’ 21 dialmalolee | : | zow misk 61 |57 37 1360 | 1 Jous | - . j - 1 o ! oo | s |an
Risk 54 18.1 | 44 j6.61 38 | 57| 353 5,235} 5.2] 62| 9.3| 58] 8.7 § 182 |27, . 4 Low-Medium Risk | 224 |s9.6 | 108 |28.7 |16, 43 [ 2 (D5 f= | 6 116 13102 | 8213 |2.4
High Ris! 9 [119] 6.3 124 | 6.6 548 [20.2 ] 450} 26,1 ] 69 | 407 : High~Medium Risk 420 {57.9 | 208 {28,7 37 15.1 | 6.]10.8 |~ | = 2 0.3 2 0.3 15 12,1 {35 | 4.8
All Communities 119 | 6.3 |108 | s.8 | 79 | 4.2 89 | 4.7 J122 | s. . : : High Risk 378 |65 | 209 | 5109 |0 {3k | & oe |7 o 2 jo.3 D103 | |
All Communities 1083 {57.7 562 [30.0 {78 [4.2 {12 0.“‘,6 1 [0.1 | 12 0.6 7 10,5 |57 |3.0 {64 3.4

TABLE C~16. OTHER FACILIPIES BURGLARIES BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE 'rm?m: C-20. OTHER TYPES OF FACILITIES BURGLARIES AND POINT OF ENTRY

Day of Gcourrence Entry\ Points
¥ * o - . .
Comsunity Type Monday | Tuesday |Wednesday {Thursday | Friday | Saturday | Sunday Waekday” ||Weekend Unknown _ Community Type . Roof - {wall - Gther
' . N N . R ¥ \ § A\ H [N # + # .3 ¥ ) L] ) a3 ¥ Iy Door Window Roof Wall Floor | Concealment | Makes Makes and
! 5 : Opening enin Unknown
izl 3 |7a] 1126} ilzae] 1] 26] 3|77] 3228 1056 1u|2..2{ s jizs 1 . : pening | opaning
Low Risk : i 3| 5|sal 2228 28t 32|44 oo 51 ¥olos [ # L B R O IO # ] s LA N P I
iow-Hedium Risk | 5 [5.4 0.2 2271 4143] 2122 a}4. : 38 (29,0 [ 41313 11 [ 8.4 g \ v
’ 3 ; 10 [ 7.6 [ 38 {29, . 1 s. : ,’
Risx { 4 | 3.1 7 5.3 6 [4.6] 5| 3.8 4|31 5] 3.8 4 -
‘ Hig:.:::jium - 718 o) o 7.61 7159} 8[68) 3] 2.5} 14m1.9] 7|59 25]2n.2) s0]25.4)] 8] 6 Z Low Risk - 13:{33.3 23 159,0 |1 |2.6] - == 1.]2,5 -1~ -1 = 1 |26
Hig : . ¢ . . W Low-Medium Risk |- 45 [d6.2 | 41 {dacx {3 {32l- (- |_|= N - I - |~ & lesg
)} . 8,7 ¥ u 8 . . . -
ALl Commnitles | 17 45|21 [ 55|18 |47 16 42| 12 ] 31| 27] 7.1 | 22 | 5.0 101 [2eus § 124 |20 o b4 High-ediun Risk | 75 f57.3 | 46 35,1 1 Joa]« | = |22 |\ .5 [t~ fofo |7 |as
5 High Risk 63 |53.4 46 [39.0 1 ]0.8} - - - 1 0.8 - = - - 7 5.9
L . TR | : ‘4 . 5 Ale e~ ||| . ol L B
*Weekday - sometime between Monday -and Friday 3 A1l Communities | 194 ]50.9 | 156 |40.9 4\[L.1 2L [ 5.5

"Weekend - sometime between Friday and Mcmday
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Entry Point Visibility TABLE C~23, CCMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND ENTRY POINT VISIBILITY

Tables C-21 through C-24 show the visibility of the entry points. Table C-21
Visibilj
is & summary for all burglaries. Tables C-22 through C-24 present the visi=- isibility
bility information by type of facility. In 62 percent of all reported cases, ; Community Type o Obstructed Other
, , 4 pen and isi
‘the point of entry into the facility was not visible to normal patrol activity. é Correctable Not Visible u k°r
- nknown
Commercial industrial areas have the highest percentage of entry points visible i . 4 . .
N 3 % 3
to patrol-” (45 percent). Other types of facilities areas have the highest per- # % # %
centages of entry points not visible to patrol (72 percent). Low Risk 42 39.6 3 2.8 54 50.9 .
, §9w;M§dggm Risk 172 45,7 i4 | 3.7 170 45.2 20 g'g :
TABLE C-21. ALL BURGLARIES AND ENTRY POINT VISIBILITY : H;gh R; ;“m Risk 319 | 44,0 34 4.7 347 | 47.9 25 3:4
) gh w8 314 | 46.9 29 | 4.3 307 | 45,9 19 | o8
Visibility . : All Communities 847 45,1 80 4,3 878 46,8 71 3.8 |
R Obstructed Oﬁher
Community Type . . & ~
Open and Not Visible or , TABLE C-24. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BUR
Correctable Unknown ] / GLARIES AND POINT OF VISIBILITY
# % # % # % # % | Visibility
- c . ' Obstructed
Low Risk 120 | 23.4 | 20 | 5.3 371 | 67.3 | 22 | 4.0 Jormanity Type | open and Not Visibl Othex
Low-Medium Risk | 468 | 25.8 | 97 | 5.4 | 1198 | 66.1 | 50 | 2.8 | Correctable tsible or
High~Medium Risk | 774 | 29.1 | 143 | 5.4 1654 | 62.3 85 | 3.2 : Unknown
High Risk 920 33.5 141 5.1 1602 58.4 80 2.9 - " % 8 . s . .
- ‘ %
All Communities 2291 29.5 410 5.3 4825 62.2 237 3.0 ; .
7 , Low Risk . 6 8.7 1 2.6 31 79.5 1 2.6
7 ‘ Low-Medium Risk 19 20.4 3 3.2 21 76 3 o
) 1 Hi = 5 3 . : . - -
TABLE C-22. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND ENTRY POINT VISIBILITY : H?gP Medium Risk 27 | 20.8 7 | 5.3 89 | 67.9 g8 | 6.1
5 } ' | igh Risk 21 | 17.8 5 | 4.2 85 | 72.0 7 | 5.9
Visibility : : All Communities 73 | 19.2 16 | 4.2 276 | 72.4 % | 4.2
. Obstructed - , Other -
Community Type Cpen and Not Visible or : Entry Methods
Correctable 7 Unknown /I
" g 4 . 4 . | @ R | Tables~c-25 through C-28 present the methods of entry used in all reported ﬁurw
. : , . o glaries, The methods are expressed in terms of the force used to successfully % L
Low Risk. o a1 | 20.0 25 6.2 286 "70.4 14 3.4 gain entry. The descriptors used and theirdefinitionsarez ﬁ%
Low-Medium Risk | 277 | 20.6 | 80 | 6.0 957 | 71.2 30 | 2.2 g (1) NO FORCE o - _ s
High-Medium Risk | 428 23.8 | 102 | 5.7 1218 67.7 ° 52 2.9 k v ‘ Door' or window left unlocked; screen removed to &
High Risk . 585 | 29.9. 107 i 5.5 1210 | 61.9 54 § 2.8 ‘ open unlocked window, 7 : E
All Communities |1371 | 24.9 | 314 | 5.7 | 3671 | 66.7 | 150 | 2.7 | (2) MINOR FORCE Pass key, pick or slip lock, pries or jimmies

~door, removes louvers, etec.”
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(3) MAJOR FCRCE Breaks, forces, smashes doors or windows; saws, TABLE C-26. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY METHOD GF ENTRY

bores, burns, explodes, or tunnels point of entry.
Entry Methods

(4) ATTEMPT ONLY . Unsuccessful efforts to enter.
, ) Community Type |N Minor Major Unsuccessful
(5) OTHER AND UNKNOWN All other types of entry and those with no entry ¥ LYP © Force Force - Force Attempt Ongy gztizwi
type specified.
: ‘ | 1 * % # % # % # | s # %
mable C-25 is a summary of entr methods for all reported burglaries, .
¥ Y ' P N Low Risk 149 |36.7 { 144 {35.5 | 69 |17.0 13 |3.2 31 | 7.6
Table C~26 presents Residential Burglaries, Table C-27 presents Commercial/ Low-Medium Risk 503 | 37.4 523 | 38.9 220 {16.4 56 (4.2 42 3.1
High~Medium Risk ) . .
Tndustrial Burglaries, and Table C-28 presents Burglaries of Other Types of High Risk 1S 584 1 32.4 652 | 35.2 388 |21.6 - 90 5.0 86 14.8
gh Ris 434 {22.2 | 715 | 36.6 { 653 {33.4 87 | 4.4 67 |3.4

- Facilities. Collectively, these tables indicate that physical security of all

| All Communiti
types of facilities in all communities is low. Almost 27 percent of all bur- unities 11670 | 30.3 {2034 {37.0 (1330 [24.2 24¢ | 4.5 226 | 4.1

glaries are committed with no force. An addltlonal 36 percent require only -
‘ TABLE C-27. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY METHOD OF ENTRY

minor force.
On a percentage basis, the higher risk communities show fewer no-force entries Eatry Methods
and mcre major force entrles than do the lower risk communities. Fewer f Community Type (No Force Minoz Major Unsuccessful | Other &
no-force entries suggests that persons in high risk areas make better use of 4 roree Force |Rttemet Only | Unknown
their existing locks, but their higher rate of major entries may indicate that g R # % # g # Y # % 4 %
hysical securit has less deterrent value in these communities. The percent- Vi ; ’
phy v . - " - Low R;SE ) 22 ] 20.8 37 | 34.9 41 {38.7 4 13.8 211.9
ages of minor force entries are about equal in all risk communities. : Low-Medium Risk 77 120.5 | 142 137.8 ; 127 1 33.8 22 5.9 g |2.1
_ ’ ; j gfgﬁfMedlum Risk | 120 ;16.6 242 1 23.4 276 |38.1 57 {7.9 30 4.1
. | l R. L] -
“Asis C25. ALL BURGLARIES BY METHOD OF ENTRY : gh Risk , 93 {13.9 | 233 | 34,8 285 142.6 43 (6.4 i5 2.2
, ] All Communities 312.| 16.6 | 654 :
| , ' . 34.9 | 729 [38.9 | 126 |6.
Entry Methods : ’ 55 s
] L -N’ ) é inor Masor - Unsuccessful | Other & ; TABLEkC—ZS. OTHER FACILI?IES BURGLARIES BY METHOD OF ENTRY
ommunity =ype © Foxe Force Force . |[Attempt Only | Unknown 3 ‘ ’
' - . . ; Entry Methods
# 1 = # % #.7 % o # 3. # % ;
’ b ' A : , : % Community Type |No Force Minor Major Unsuccessful | Other &
Low Risk 181| 32,8 | 194 |35.2 | 123 | 22.3% 20 3.6 33 16.0 3 o i Atenet Oy | T
Low-Medium Risk | 595] 32.8 | 695 | 38.3 | 389 | 21.5 70]4.4 | 5513.0 f # | s # % # :
High-Medium Risk| 742{ 27.9| 935135.2| 703}26.5 | 154}5.8 . 122 4.6 ; X P e B
- : ‘ 2 4 . -
High Risk 543| 19.8 | 1003 | 36.6 | 972 35.4 136 } 5.0 89 | 3. ! igw glzk 10 1 25.6 13 }33.3 13 |33.3 3|77 - -
— : 7 . , 1 @ jLow-Medium Risk 15 {16.1 | 30 |32.3 | 42 |45.2" 1{1.1
All Communities | 2061| 26.6 | 2827 |36.4 |2187 | 28.2 | 389 |5.0 299 {3.9 § High-Medium Risk { 38 {29.0 | 41[31.3 | 39 29.8 7 | 5.3 Z Z'g
¥ High Risk © 16 | 13.6 55 | 46.6 | 34 } 28,8 6 | 5.1 7 15.9
) : All Communities 79 [ 20.7 | 139 [36.5 | 128 [33.6 17 |4.5 18 | 4.7
:; - 3
E
i
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Tools Used to Gain Entry

Tables C-29 through C-32 show the types of tools used to gain entry.

Table C-29 is the summary data, while Tables C-30, C~31 and C-32 present infor-
mation on tools used by the type of facility burglarized. 1In 35 percent of the
cases, the burglar used hands, feet or other bodily force to enter the facility.
In 27 percent of the cases (next highest perceﬁtage), the burglar uséd a prying

tool such as a screwdriver or prybar to enter the facility.
In 51 percent of the residential burglaries, hands, feet, other bodily force,
or pry tools were used to gain entry.

In 54 percent of the commercial/industrial burglaries, prying or impact tools
(hammer, rock, sledgehammer) were used to enter the facility. Also in 8 per-
cent of the cases, cutting or forcing tools (drill, saw, jack, pipe wrench,

knife) were used to gain entry.

In 58 percent.of other type facilities burglaries, prying or impact tools were

used to enter the facility.

Type of Property Taken

Tables C-33 through C-36 show the types of property taken. Table C~33 presents

summary data, while Tables C-34 through C-36 present the type of property taken

by typé of premise. In all cases, the data is based on the type of property
which constituted the greatest amount of dollar loss to the victim. In 47 per-
cent 6f all reported burglaries hard saleable items (te;evision, sterecs,
appliances, etc.) were taken. These same items were taken in over 50 percent
of the residential bﬁrglaries. In commercial/industrial burglaries,’38 percenﬁ

involved hard saleable items.
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‘ TABLE C-29., ALL BURGLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY
\
Tools Used
Con nity Type Haids/Feet/ DerfJ::ting Reaching Prying Impact gu:tinq/ Burning | Explosive | Other/
v Bodily Force | o o7 Tool Tool Tool °T:°;g Tool Tool Unknown
¥ % # % # 3 # % # % # % # % # % # 3
Low Risk 219 | 3%.7 41] 7.4| ~ - 149 | 27.¢ 75{13.6f 51 (9.3 |~ - -~ 16 | 2.9
Low-Medium Risk 700 | 38.6 183 {10.,1 | 2 0.1 510 | 28.1 245]13.5{104 [ 5.7 | = - E 69 { 3.8
High-Hed{lmu Risk| 956 | 36.0 326 [12,3 3 0.1 648 | 24.4 368 113,9[193 7.3 12 0.1 - - 160 | 6.0
High Risk 799 | 29,1 254 9.3 1 0.1 784 ] 28.6 591]21,5[153.|5.6]1 0.1 -1 - 160 | 5.8
All Communities 2674 | 34.4 804 [ 10.4 6 0.1 |2091 | 26.9 1279 16.5 [ 501 | 6.5 |3 - - - 405 5;2
TABLE C-30. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY
Tocls Used
: Lock - Cut:ﬁng/ .
Hands/Feet/ < Reaching Prying Impact Burning | Explosive | Other/
Community TyF Bodily Force Defecting Tool Tool Tool Forcing Tool Tool Unknown
R Tool Tool
# LY # % # % # % # % # v | # L3 # 1% # %
" Low Risk 176 | 43.3 32179 - - 100 | 26.6 42110.3| 35]8.6 |~ - - |- 13 3.2
Low-Medium Risk 570 { 42.4 148 11,0 1 6.1 | 370 | 27.5 {122 9.1] 83{6.2 |- - - |- 50 {3.7
High-Medium Risk| 718 [39.9 246 [13.7 ] - - 423 §23.5 {172] 9,6 {13017.212 0.1 - - 109 { 6.1
High Risk 639 | 32,7 206 {10.5| - - 528 | 27.0 |374119.1] 83 |4.2 |~ - -~ |- 126 { 6.4
All Communities 2103 § 38,2 632 j11.5] - - 1429 | 26.0 {710 (12,9331 (6.0 |~ - - |- 29é 5.4
)
TABLE C-31, COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURCLARIES BY TOOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY
Tools Used
. s Lock : : Cutting/ s
Hands/Feet/ ;- | Reaching Prying Impact " Burning |Explosive |Other/
Community Type Bodily Force Deiecnng Tool Tool Tool Forcing Tool Tool Unknown
. ‘ool Tool
# 2 # % # s # % # ) # v | # ) # 1% # %
Low Risk .- 15 | 38.5 126 - gl23r | 1jas2| alv7f- -1 -1- [-]-
s Low=Medium Risk 18-{19.4 . 10 j10.8 | - - 20 | 21.5 38.{40.9 1]y~ - -1- 6 |6.5
% High-Medium Risk 41| 31.3 12 { 9.2 1 ] 0.8 34 |26.0 32]24.4 5] 3.8}~ - - |- 6 4.6
High Risk 20 [ 16.9 9 17.6| = - 48 | 40.7 28 [23.7 5] 4.2}~ - - |- 8 }6.8
All Communities 94 | 24.7 32 {8.4] 1 (0.3 J111]29.1 |109]28.6} 14] 3.7~ - -1 - 20 }5.3
. TABLE C-32. OTHER TYPE OF FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TGOL USED TO ENTER FACILITY
¥ : .
» j " Tools Used-
: f Lock s Cutting/ s fad
s . . Hands/Feet/ . ‘Reaching Prying Impact N Burning | Explosive | Other/
3 Community Type Bodily Force Defecting Tool Tool Tool Forcing Tool Tool Unknown
Tool Tool
# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Low Risk 28 { 26.4 8 7.8 - - 321 30.2 22 ) 20.8 13412.3 | - - - - 3 }2.8 '
Low-Medium Risk 112 | 29.8 25 | 6.6 | 1 | 0.3 |120731.9 85 [22,6] 20 5.3]|- - -1 - 13 3.5
High~Medium Risk | 197 | 27.2 68 | 9.4} 2 10,3 {193 [25.0 | 164 22,6 58] 8.0~ - -1~ 45 16.2
KEigh Risk 140 | 20.9 39 5.8 1 0.1 208 | 31.1 189 { 28,2 65] 9.7 1 0.1 - - 26 [3.9
: - .
H . .
5 All Communities | 477 25.5 140 7.5 4 2.3 551 1 29.4 460 | 24,5156 8.4 |1 0.1 - - 87 j4.6




TABLE C-33. ALL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN : Dollar Value Lost

i Tables C-37 through C-40 present the reported dollar losses of burglaries,
. Mone, HNegotiable | Jewelry/ ;aizgle sa;.i::gle Drugs | Firearms ;:35 Other u:l;n ::: : g Table C-37 presents summary data hil bl
Commnicy Type ey Items Furs Items Items safe specific B b'e sy Whlle Tables C=38 through C-40 show dollar
A T M L I LT L L T . T 0 L D 5 A L losses by type of facility burglarized. In 19 percent of the cases, the dollar
3 ™
Low Risk eslie.0| 3]o.s | 35 | 6.4] 22)4.0] 225|408 | 2]0.4] 208]3.8 [ 1}0.2| 23]4.2 | 131])23.8 : loss was between $200 and $499,
Low-Hedtum Risk | 285]15.7] 9.5 l132 | 7.3 e1ls.0] 785 }43.3 Ja2]0.7] s0}3.3 | 5)0.3f 7442 | 360} 19.9 , ‘
High-Hedium Risk | 297|14.8 | 24 |0.5 |211 | 7.9 0109 |4.1 |2219 |45.9 {13 {0.5] s8{2.2 12} 0.5 |106 {4.0 | 507 | 19.1
High Risk 253 9.2] 12)0.4 | 109 | 4.0 172 | 6.2 [1446 }52.7 | 1]0.2]| 66]2.4 | 6|0.2 | 95]3.5 | se3]a1.3

In 23 percent of the residential burglaries, the reported dollar loss was
between $200 and $499,

All Communities [1023[13.2 28]0.5 {487 | 6.3]403 5.1 |3675 |47.3 |28 {0.4| 206 |2.7 {24 0.3 |298 | 3,9 }|1581 | 20,3

In 18 percent of the cases the value of the loss was not
reported,

TABLE C-34. RESIDENTIAL PURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERTY TAXEN For commercial/industrial burglaries, the highest percentage occurred in the

o3 1 " .
F¥pe OF Froperty not reported" category (24 percent), the second highest in the "no loss" cate-
Soft Hard Items Unknown ]
Negotiable | Jewelry/ . ; or: 16 re A . .
Community Type | Money | Trions Fars | |Salesble | selesble | Drugs |Piresmms |From | other | or ot i gory (16 percent), and the third highest percentage occurred in the "between
gl sl T Els el s la ey s s Fale]a]s (4] v bele fu] o i $200 and $499" category.
. Low Risk 67]16.5 210.5 34 | 8.4 16 [3.9 | 164 j40.4 { 2 |0.5] 1914.7 110,21 10]2.5 91 | 22.4 E In bur l . f ‘ . e e .

Low-tedium Risk [193{14.4 | &[0.5 {126 | 9.4 6214.6 | 638 |47.5 { L {0.1{ 57 (4.2 [1f0.1 1 23 (1.7 | 237 |17.6 ; purglaries of other types of facilities, "not reported" " " -
Hi;h-:ed‘il:m R:sk 230|12.8 9l0.5 {200 |11.1} 83 |4.6 | 896 (49,8 | 2|0.1] 52§2.9 |1]0.1 | 32|1.8 | 295} 16.4 4 . - 4 P ted” and "no loss" con
nigh Risk 170{ 8.7 8]0.5 |205 | 5.4 |139 7.1 {1113 56,8 § - | = | 59[3.0 f2{0.1 | 2¢2.2 | 335} 16.6 tain the two highest percentages, the third highest percentage is for the

All Commupities 660/12.0 26 }0.5 |465 ; 8.5 )300)5,4 J2831 |51,1] 5]0,1j187 3.4 |5{0.1) 82}1.6 | 951}17.0 i . :

"between $10 and $49" category.

Total Dollar Loss

I3

TABLE C-35. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN . Tables C-41 through C-44 present all reported burglaries by category of premise,
T : the total dollar loss, and the average ‘dollar loss per'risk community. The
saft | Hard Ttems | Unknown 4 percentage of loss in relation to the percentage of burglaries i
Community Type Money Negotiable |Jewelry/ |q.joanie Saleable Drugs | Firearms | From Other | or Not i P g gla les 1s also Shown.
Items Furs Items Items safe specific S it ) :
- E ecur i
# LY £ ] # % # LY 4 % #1] s # LY ¥l s § LY # L3 : curity InspeCtlon
Low vRi K I 14]13.2 1 jo.° 1 0,9 514.7 52 §49.1 ) ~§ ~ 1 0.9} =] = 10] 9.4 22 20,8 ‘ . -, , X '
Lcw-Me;Lum Risk 80[21.3 3 lo.8 6| 1.6} 27 |7.2 [ 133 [30.1 |11 f2.9] 3 Jo.8 | 42,2 40|10.6 [ 89 }23.7 R Tables C-45 through C-48 present the volume and percentage of all reported bur-
High-Medium Risk | 149|20.6 ‘53 0.7 9 1.2 35 ]4.8 262 | 36.1 |11 ] 1.5 4 0.6 {11 [1.5 67 9.2 |172 23.7 . . o
#igh Risk 77§11.5 3 0.4 4] 0.6] 29 §4.3 ) 285 |42.6 | 1|0.1 [ 7 [1.0 | 4|0.6] S2| 7.8 {207 | 30,9 i glar:.es by securlty,inspec.tion status. Eleven percent of all reported bur=
A1) Communities 320§17.1 12 10,6 +{ 20} 1.1 96 5.1 712 {38.0 {23 11.3 {15 0.8 {19 11,0169 9.0 490 { 26.1 . . ' )
) , ; glaries were against facilities that had a security i i
; ’ : , - anspection,
- | Identification of Property
TABLE C-36,., OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TYPE OF PROPERTY ‘TAKEN . : ’ ‘
; ! ; Tables C-49 through C-52 present the volume and percentage of all reported bur-
Type of Property : 1 . 9laries by property identification. Five percent of the burglaries involved
Negotiable |Jewelry/ Soft Hard Items Unk; - E . 0 N A . . .
Community Type | Money gotla Ly et e | s | orugs | racenmms | o™ | ower . | VR0 : property that could be identified through serial numbers, drivers license num~
' Items Items safe Specific k . . .
ber . » . . . - N X
. a1 . s le o1 10 1s s e lele e lelelatlelslsl » éf S, 1initials, or other markings which had been placed on the property.
Low Risk N17.9 -] - - - 1 j2.6 9 123,11} -} - 142.6 -1 - 3| 7.7 18 | 46.2 3{ .
Low~Medium Risk 12§12.9 - = - - 2 ]2.2 34 [36.6] -] - - - - - 11j11.8 34 | 36,6
High-Medium Risk 18| 13.7 “ |- 2 {1l.5 1 ]o.8 6l |[46.6 ) =) -~ 215 -] = 71 4.3 40 | 30.5
] High Risk 6] 5.1 -1- - - 3 12.5 48 140.7 - - 170.8 - - 1%{16.1 41 §.34.7 b
ALY comuniiies . 143|11;3 - 2 0.5 7 | 1.8 |152 39.9 =1 - 4 (2.1 | -] = -40|10.5 133 ;4.9 ?ﬁ
. Y
140 141
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TABLE C-4l. ALL BURGLARIES BY TOTAL DOLLAR LOSS TABLE C-47, COMMERCYAL/INDUSTRIAL
Total Dollar Loss* Security Inspection Status
Community Type
s Loss Avg. Percentage Percentage of Community Type Inspected Not Inspected Not Specified
$ Loss of Loss Burglaries
L] » # L) ¥ L)
Low Risk § 210,375 $38l1.80 Tl 7.1 .
Low-Hediun Risk 605,285 | 383.49 23,4 23,3 Low Risk 10 2. 96 20.6 - -
High-Nedium Risk 1,072,660 | 403.86 36,1 34.2 Low-Hedium Risk 51 13. 312 83.0 13 3.5
High Risk 993,940 362,35 33.4 35,4 High-Medium Risk a1 11. 621 86,0 23 3.2
High Risk 186 27. 475 71.0 8 1.2
All Communities $2,199,275 $382,87 100.0 100.0
A‘ll Comunities 328 17.5 1504 80.2 44 2.3
TABLE C-42. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY TOTAL DOLLAR LOSS
TABLE C-48. CTHER TYPE PACILITIES
Total Dollar Loss®
Community Type Security Inspection Status
$ Loss Avg, Percentage Percentage of
$ Loss of Loss Burglaries Community Type Inspected Not Inspected Not Specified
Low Risk $ 156,620 $385.76 7.1 7.3 ] % ] L) ¥ LY
Low-Medfum Risk 554,535 412,60 25.2 24.4
High-Hedium Risk 732,220 | 406.78 33,3 32,7 Low Risk 1 2.6 8 97.4 - .
High Risk 755,900 | 386,45 34,4 35.5 Low-Hediun Risk 8 8.6 83 89.2 2 2.2
High-Medium Risk 18 13.7 108 B2.4 5 3.8
All Communities $2,199,275 $395.43 74.0 70.9 High Risk 27 22.9 90 7643 b3 0.8
All Communities 54 . .2 s 83.7 8 2.1
TABLE C-43. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY TOTAL
TABLE C~49. ALL BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION
Total Dollar Loss”
Community Type
s Losa Avg. Percentage Percentage of Property Identification Status
$ Loss of Loss Burglaries \ .
Community Type Identified Not Identified Not Specified
Low Risk. $ 51,565 $486.46 7.4 5.7 )
Low-Hedium Risk 127,780 | 339.84 18.4 20.0 ¢ * ‘ * ¢ N
High-Medium Risk 310,130 427.72 44.7 38.7
High Risk 204,190 | 305.21 29.4 35,7 Low Risk u 2.0 326 | 59.2 214 [ 38.8
Low-Medium Risk 88 4.9 1116 61.6 609 33.6
All Communities $ 693,665 $369.75 23.4 24,2 High-Medium Risk 133 5.0 1481 55.8 1042 39.2
High Risk. 167 6.1 1243 45.3 1333 48.6
All Cozmunities 399 5.1 4166 53.7. 3183 41.2
TABLE C~44. OTHER TYPES OF PACILITIES BURGLARIES BY TOTAL
Total Dollar Loss*
Community Type TABLE C-50., RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION
$ Loss Avg. Percentage Percentage of
$ Loes of Losa Burglaries Property Identification Status
Low Risk $ 2,190 § 56.15 2.8 © 102
No-tediun Risk 12970 135.48 1604 248 Community Type Identified Not Identified Not Specified
High-Mediun Risk 39,310 231.37 8.0 34.4 M . ¥ N M N
High Risk 33,850 286.86 42,7 31.0
Low Risk 6 1.5 255 62.8 145 35.7
All Comrunities § 79,320 | s208.18 2.6 4.9 Low-Hedium Risk 70 5.2 824 61.3 450 33.5
High-Medium Risk 91 5.1 1006 55.9 703 33,0
j:¢ . -4 .
TABLE C-45. ALL BURGLARIES AND SECURITY INSPECTION STATUS ioh Risk 120 &t 928 47.4 Sad 464
Al) Communities 287 5.2 o013 54.7 2206 40,1
Security Inspection Status
Community Type Inspected Not Inspected Not Specified TABLE C-51. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION
# u M * M Property Identificatfon Status
Low. Risk 57 10.3 491 89.1 3 0.6
Low-Hedin Risk 214 .8 1573 6.8 2 1.4 Community Type Identified Not Identified Not Specified
High-Mediun Risk 332 12,5 2270 85.5 54 2.0 4 R ¥ R N N
High Risk 261 9.5 2467 89,9 15 0.6
g Low ‘Risk 5 4. 45 42.5 56 2.8
A1l Communities 864 11.1 6801 87.6 98 1.3 Low-Medium Risk 13 3.; 287 85.7 117 21.1
High-Medium Risk 32 4.4 403 55.6 290 40.0
. High Risk . . .
o C-46. RESIDENTIAL s gh Ris 43 6.4 269 40.2 357 53.4
A1l Communities 92 4.9 964 5.4 azo0 43.7

Security Inspection Status

TABLE C-52.

OTHER

TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES AND PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION

Property Identification Status

Community Type Inspected ‘Not Inspected, Not Spacified.
[ ' [ ¥ ’
Low Risk 46 1.3 357 87.9 3 0.8
Low-Medium Risk 155 11.5 1178 87.6 1 0.8
High-Medium Risk 233 12,9 1541 85.6 26 1.4
High Risk a8 2.5 1902 97.2 6 0.3
All Communities 482 8.8 4978 50.4 46 0.8

TABLE C-37. ALL BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST
Dollar Values
9,999 Over Wo Lods Hot
Conmunity Type 0-9 10-49 50-99 100-199 | 200-499 500-999 | 1,000-4,999 | 5,000-9, 10,000 [ s Tonoeenenea | Reoreed
‘
L3 ] A ¥ 1 L] A ¥ L3 L} A3 L} Al 1] A ¥ [ ] + ¥ L
- . 6 o1 74 | 13.4
Risk 29 | 5.3 70}22.7| 32 } 5.8] 56 10.2 81 |14.7] 52 9.4 48 8.7 ; o ; g.i :2_21 i:'i - 3 219 15:0
::-Hodhm aisk | 70 | 3.9 |172| 9.5]151 | 8.3 |199] 12,0 :gé i:.g zgé :': zlgg ]l!s» i 2lor i 3e] 2 s las)asis
. 6| 8.91256 | 9.6]330} 12.4 - . - o Tie- . 0 2 il bedgd
ﬁt::”s:im Rask ;: i.z i:l 6.6 [172 | 2.2[307] 6.3 | 571 j20.8 316 §11.5 [ 179 6.5 6 | 0.2 299 { 10.9
. 1 | 1.7 1387 |17.9
All Communitics | 213 | 2.7 ;659 8.5 | 611 | 7.9 | 892 11,5 §1499 [19.3 787 }10.1 | 585 7.2 20 } 0.3 10 10.1 {999 [ 12.9} 13
TABLE C-38, RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST
Dollar Values
over Yo Loss Not
= i 5,000-9,929 . ted
Coamunity Type 0-3 10-49 50-99 100-189 | 200-499 500-999 |1,000-4,999 3 ’ 10,000 o Loas App:ﬂhunded Repox!
" ] .
3 ] (R T ] . . L ] 1 ¥ T 1] A [RIY 1] 1Y ] x ]
11.8
8.4 - - 1|0.2| 79|19.5 2| 0.5 48
B 28 | 6.9 | 48| 11.8 64 115,81 38| 9.4 ‘34 - . 1.0 180 | 13.4
::-::;‘;um Risk :g :::9! 1:: lg.g 121 | 9.0155] 12.3 | 306 ii.: ilgg 1:-'_’[ igz ;.: Z g.g : g:i ;gg i:.; ﬁ o8 e 121
- 194 |10.B §237] 13.2 | 387 o . B » 210 Rl B 25311800
:i:ﬁ’:ﬁim pisk :: :;.:; i:g 'al.: 132 § 6.7 [ 235] 32.0 | 479 |24.5 255 113.0'[130 6.6 3 | 0.2 188 | 9.6 1
o 44 | 0.8 799 | 14.5
Al)l Communities | 134 2.4 {447 | 8.1 [475 | 8.6 685 12.4 11236 |22.5 | 616 | 11.2 402 7.3 13 | 0.3 s to.1 ]650|11.8
TABLE C-39., COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST
Dollar Values
Over Wo loss Not
ot - ~90 ' - 200-499 500-999 }1,000-4,999 | 5,000-9,999
Community Type 0-9, 10-49 50-90 100-199 " » N N 10,000 o 1oes | worenemic Reported
* * ] L] L] A 1 23 [} L) ¥ \] ¥ * ¥ . LY # L] ¥ * (] LY
1 3 ; - - Ve | as[1a2] a |38 | 14]13.2
Low Risk 5 |- 4.7] 17} 16.0 4] 3.8 sl 4.7 15 |14.2 | 13 J22.3 ] 14 j 13.2 d
Low-Medium Risk 17 § 4.5} a4] 11,7 | 23| 6.1] 31| 8.2 50 {13.3} 30 | B.O [ 24 6.4 - - -1 - 65} 17.3 25 ] 6.6 67 | 17.8
High-Medium Risk | 18 | 2.5 73| 12.8 54 } 7.4} B2|11.3 85 §11,7 59 § 8.1} 55 7.6 4 §0.6 5 [0.6 F111 | 15.3 20 | 2.8 159 ;:-z
High Risk . 10{ 1.6 3k 5.7] 34| s.1f 63} 9.4 85 |12.71 55 | 8.2} 42 6.3 2. |0.3 - = |100| 24,9 26 '} 3.9 214 o
All Ccmuﬁ.itial s0 § 2,7 j172] 9.2 |115 6‘.1 el | 9.7 235/ 12,5 | 157 | 8.4 )135 7.2 6 {0:3 5 0'3; 291 ] 15.5 75 | 4.0 454 2'4.2
TABLE C-40., OTHER TYPES OF FACILITIES BURGLARIES BY DOLLAR VALUE LOST
Dallar Values
R . . . over: No Loss . ot
: ‘ - <199, | 200- 00- 000-4,999 | 5,000-9,999
Community Type 09 10-49 50-90 100-199. | 200-499 500-999 {1, . . . 10,00 | o 2o T awmrenendea | %P ved
’i 1 L] Y ] A L] ) ) . 1] 3 ] 3 ¥ ) LRI Y ] . 4 Y ] .
- - -] - 8] 20.5 - - 12 130.8
4 110.3 9] 23.1 ¢ ~ - 3| 7.7 2] 5.1 1]|2.86]|~ - y
e It et B Y B e B R I Rt U Ed N e S B B R A e
- k | 14 {10.7 } 137 9.9 8 | 6. > B . . - o
:ig: ::i)i:m e 2 1:7 3| 2.5 6} 5. 9t 7.6 T} 5.9 6 | 5.1 7 5.9 1 |o.8 - 117 .9.3 5 | 4.2 61 |51
p 3 o2
ALl Communities 29| 7.6 | 40} 10,5} 21 § S.5{ 26| 6.8 281 7.3 14 3,77 18 4.7 1 0,2 - 58 { 35.2 12 § 3.2 134 135

shown in Table C-37.

*
Loss amounts are based on the midpoint value of the loss. reporting

categories

Community Type “Identified Not Identified Not Specified
# . # L) ¥ .
Low Risk ; - - 26 66.7 13 33.3
Low-Medium Risk 6 6.5 45 48.4 42 45.1
High-Mediun Risk 10 7.6 72 55.0 49 7.4
High Risk 4 3.4 46 39.0 68 57.6
All Comounities 20 5.2 189 49.6 772 45.1




Installed Alarm Systems

Burglary Detections

pables C-53 through C-56 show how burglaries were detected. In 88.9 percent of Tables C-57 through C-60 shows the volume and percentage of all reported bur-

the Residential cases, the victim detected the burglary. Citizens other than ‘§ glaries by installed alarm systems. Seven percent of all burglarized facilities

Fs

the victim detected 9.9 percent of the cases while law enforcement personnel ; had installed alarm systems.

detected 1.2 percent of the cases. )
TABLE C-57. ALL BURGLARIES AND ALARM SYSTEMS

Non—victim detections were highest for burglaries of Other Types of Facilities :
Alarm Systems

at 18.4 percent, while Law Enforcement detections were 16.0 percent for both
Type Alarm Systems

Commercial/Industrial and Other Facility burxglaries.

Not Alarmed
c i : o
, ommunity Audible Silent Other*
TABLE C-53. ALL BURGLARIES AND HOW DETECTET
By victta By Other Than Victin By tav Enforce., # % # % # % ) # ‘ %
Unknown
o Work= Lghb [ 2
Comaunity Ra::m Progeess| o ontses N;:; nc; r.ﬁix?, P n::‘:ec‘z‘:. ;:;‘:ocu::d Other Low Risk 10
el Lol s bedn 'R [ 1 ] . ¥ v REREEE L —Medi . 1.8 15 2.7 1 0.2 525 95.3
: ow-Medium Risk 39 2.2
Low Risk solers| 2l1a| alrajanltes| 2 a7 1sl22 ) 7 Jas | wjasy - - . 57 3.1 10 0.6 1707
Low-Kedfum Risk |109¢ |60.3 | 22]3.2 131 {7.2 | 234 f16.2 f 110 | 6.1 sala2 | es 3.5 | 3519|503 High-Medi . ‘ : B . 94.2
Wigh-Nedbun Risk |1477 55.6 | 37| 1.4 198 | 7.5 | 46 [20.6 4 132 3 5.0} 44T 5.5 4 3¢ {13 ] 79i3.0] 6402 g edium Risk 77 2.9 77 2.9 12
High Risk Nt Bl 1o lz0ei7i5 | arofieia | 202 [ 7.4 | 144]s.2 | 59 [2.0 |126]4.6) 9 0.3 High Risk . 0.5 2490 93.8
M1 Commnitias |4450 | 57,3 {119 | 1.5 576 | 7.4 1351 274 | 470 6.0 [ 364}4.7 |259 2.0 |254{3.2 J20 jo.3 g S 67 2.4 166 6.1 10 0.4 2500 91.1
.
.
All Communities 193 2.5 J -
. 315 4.0 33 0.4 7222 93.1
TABLE C~54, RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES
By Victim ) By Othar Than Victim By Law Enforce. ¥ N
on on  |Next vork- | Neighbar | Phone or |Patral or Unknown
Community netorn | P995¢%8% | poenigen | ng Day  [Famtly, ete.| Pass. cit. | Sec. Guard Other TABLE C-58 RESID
.
ENTIAL B AR
e (] L] ¥ A ] A3 '] . L] Ay [] 1 1 A ] . s . URGL IES AND AILARD&
Low Risk 327 |eo.s | 5|12} sslesy - |- 2% | 6.4 s |12 ] ajostl alosd |-
Lou-Nediun Risk }1060 {76.9 | 21] 1.6 {108 {8.0 | 4 jo.3 110 }8.2 s to7 | 27 201 3 lo2tzjox
Heah-Medsun Risk {1414 [78:6 | 34 [ 1.9 [263 s, | 21 [0 | a3t 4 2.3 25 414 s loa | 6 |o3] 2]on Alarm Systems
Righ Risk Mas | 7500 | 4|22 }17m ez | 8 Joua 202 |10.3 | 38 j19 | 2 O |8 404} -1
WL Commmities |4276 | 72,7 |104 | 1.9 Jas2 JB.9 | 23 fo.4 | 469 Je.5 | 97 .4 | 40 0.8 |21 [o.4] & ]ox *
Type Alarm S
J—
*yictin roturns while burglary s in projress. yp ’ ystems . A
s Not Alarmed’
Community Audible Silent Other* ar ed
JABLE C-55. COMMERCTAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES er
By Victim By Othar Than Victia By Lav £nforces #. %
on 1 o lutext work-} - netghbor | Phone or fatrel or |Unknown # % # . % . # %
}c"m""‘"“y raturn | BF°972%% | prapiaes | ing Day |Family, etc. | Pass, Cit. | Sec, Guard | OWhF ) L .
e e A I P B P N B O T K R R R R Low Risk 7 1.7 3 0.7 396 97
- - —
‘Tow Risk . sie.5 | 1108 2 |l 7772 - - . " -] - — 3 3 5
o Hedtus fusk | 26 6.5 | 1 |o.3[23 |ean| 22 ot e - 33 104 ol 28 o P Low-Medium Risk 6 0.4 4 0.3 3 0.3 )
High-Mediun Rink | 50 6.9 | 2 |0.3]20 j4.0} 4s9l6an] - - 50 [12.4] 19 | 2.6 -} 62| 26| a]o.6 Hi . . = - 1331 99.0
nigh Risk arlein | 7 1a0ize [a9] sesfsta} - - 8al12.6| 39 | 5.8 [101 {15, 5|07 lgh-Med:Lum Risk 12 0.7 1 0.1 3 0.1 ]
1 A1l communities 146 | 2.7 ] 37 |06 |80 J4.2[1219]59.6 - - 218 |1r.6{ 94 | 5.0 [197 |10.5|11 J0.7 High Risk 15 0 8 4 0‘2 . 1784 99 -l
. . = - 1237 99.0
] . .
All Communities |40
0.7 12 0.3 6 0.1 5448 98.9
TABLE C-56. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES
By victin : By Other Than %iccim By Law Enforce.
. K ® 1 . Unknown
Community henuzn "“?9““" ?te:lnsol N;:; ;’:; l’a::\:%?:b::c. F:::l.mc::. S:;focu::d other
NN LA K [N RO S SR R
Low Risk al10.3] v J26| 3 J7.7] 24 jersi = - s Jaze| - - J7fsn]-t-
Low-Hedlun Risk alsef =l =i~ |=16slera|f - |- 10 |10.8] 553 |6|65]1|nL
ovhenedton misk | 13| 9| 1 o] <} - [ 66 |s0a) 1 jon | 32 l2a.4] 7133 niss]o] -
igh Risk 3| 251 2 [27] 1 jo.sy se |ans| - | - 22 {16.6] 13 jui.0 |17 j14.4 | 434
WL Commonttios | 28] 7.3] & |t.1] 4 {109 |seo| 1 foo3 | 69 j18.1] 25 6.5 )36 3.5 | 5 (1.3 *

Other - Included in this category are other types of alarm systems.

‘yictin reurns vhile burglary is in proarsss
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COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND ALARM

TARLE C-61.

ALL BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS

TABLE C-59.
Alarm Systems
Type Alarm Systems
Not Alarmed
Community Audible Silent Other*

# % #. % # % # %
Low Risk 3 2.8 10 9.4 1 1.0 92 86.8
Low-Medium Risk 33 8.8 41 | 10.9 7 1.9 295 78.5
High-Medium Risk 64 8.8 62 8.6 8 1.1 591 81.5
High Risk 49 7.3 134 | 20.0 7 1.0 479 71.6
All Communities 149 7.9 .| 247 | 13.2 23 1.2 1457 77.7

. TABLE C-60. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES AND ALARMS
Alarm Systems
Type Alarm Systems
' Not Alarmed
Community Audible Silent Other*

# % # % # % # %
Low Risk - - 2 5.1 - - 37 zg.i

Low-Medium Risk - - 12 12.9 - - 8l .
High-Medium Risk / 1 c.8 14 10.7 1 0.8 115 87.8
High Risk 3 2.5 28 23.7 3 2.5 84 71.2
All Communities 4 1.1 56 14.7 4 1.1 317 83.2

Alarm Status
c . Total Operated Defeated by| Did Not Unknown
ommunity
Alarms Suspect Operate

# % # % # % # %
Low Risk 26 14 53.8 6 23.1 4 15.4 2 7.7
Low-Medium Risk 103 37 35.9 T34 33.0 12 11.7 20 19.4
High-Medium Risk 163 81 49.7 28 17.2 31 19.0 23 14.1
High Risk 237 128 39.1 35 14.8 52 21.9 22 9.3
All Communities 529 260 49.1 103 12.5 929 18.7 67 12.7

TABLE C-62. "RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS
Alarm Status
Community Total Operated | . reated by| Did Not Unknown
Alarms Suspect Operate

) # % # % # % # %
Low Risk 10 4 - 40.0 3 30.0 2 20.0 1 10.0
Low—Mgdium Risk 11 5 45.5 3 27.3 - - 3 27.3
High~Medium Risk 16 6 37.5 5 031.3 3 18.8 2 12.5
High Risk 17 8 47.1 3 17.6 5 29.4 -1 5.9
- All Communities 54 23 42.6 14 25.9 10 18.5 7 13.0

Operating Alarm Systems

glary reports.

146

of the 529 cases where burglary alarm'systems were installed.

*Other - Included in this category are other types of alarm systems.

Tables C-61 through C-64 show the status of the installed alarms for all bur-

The burglary alarm systems operated in approximately 50 percent

TABLE C-63. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS
Alarm Status
Communit Total Operated | , feated by| Did Not Unknown
4 Alarms Suspect Operate
# % # % # % # %
Low Risk 14 8 57.1 3 21.4 2 14.3 1 7.1
Low-Medium Risk - 80 25 31.3 27 33.8 12 15.0 16 20.0
High~Medium Risk 131 64 48.9 | 23 17.6 24 18.3 20 15.3
High Risk 187 103 55.1 26 13.9 39 20.9 19 10.2
All Communities 412 200 48.5 79 19.2 77 | 18.7 56 13.6
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TABLE C-64. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES, BURGLARIES AND ALARM STATUS ﬁ TABLE C~66. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG
) Alarm Status : i Effectiveness of Dog
Unknowr . . Total Dog Present
n vIi 1 .
’ Total Operated Defeated by | Did Not v ﬁ Community Rpts. Yes No Unknown
Community Suspect Operate 1 - '
Alarms usp ‘ # % #1 s # % # %
'# % # % #1 % L _
: Low Risk 284 38 13.4 215.3 24 63.2 12 3l.6
. ' 2 100 - - - - = - é Low-Medium Risk 973 %6 9.9 l1]1.0 27 28.1 68 70.8
Low Risk . 2 7 | s8.3 | a 33.3 | - | - 1]82.3 i High-Medium Risk | 1233 | 106 | 8.6 2|1.9] 9 8.5| 95| 89.6
Low;M;dégm R;zzk i: | ess | - - 4 250 1]|6.3 ? High Risk 1157 | 137 | 11.8 1107 o - 136 | 99.3
High~Mediun . ‘ 3
. : : 18.2 g8 | 18.2 2 | 6.1
High Risk 33 17 | 51.5 1 6 All Communities | 3647 | 377 | 10.3 6 1.6 60 | 15.9| 311]| 82.5
All Communities 63 3? 58.7 107 15.9 12’ 19.0 4 6.4 i
TABLE C-67. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG
Dog on Burglarized Premise Effectiveness of Dog
- d percentage of all burglary reports : Dog Present
Tables C-65 through Cc-68 presents volume and p g . : Communi ty iotal Yes No Unknown
where a dog was on the premise. A dog was on the premise in 8 percent of a : pts.
reported 5044 cases and was reported to be effective in detecting the burglary | # % # % # % # %
in less than one percent of the cases. i » Low Risk 53 1 1.9 - - - - 1 100
: ’ ‘ Low-Medium Risk 274 4 1.5 - - - - 4 {100
; 3 High-Medium Risk 484 8 1.7 1 12.54 - - 7 87.5
TABLE C-65. ALL BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG High Risk 343 17 5.0 - - - - 17 100.0
Effectiveness of Dog All Communities | 1155 | 30 | 2.6 1| 33| -] - 20 | 96.7
D Present ‘
. Total 9 Yes No Unknown
Community Rpts. : : .
% A
# % # ] % # % # TABLE C-68. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES BURGLARIES AND PRESENCE OF DOG
Low Risk 367 39 10.6 2 5.1 24 | 61.5 13| 33.3 % , Effectiveness of Dog
; isk 7.7 1 1.0 27 27.0 72 72.0 i
Low-Medium Risk 1306 100 . g | 103! 89.5 1 Total Dog Present
High-Medium Risk | 1813 115 6.3 3 12.6 9 7. . 99.4 ﬁ Communi ty pora  Yes No Unknown
. . 9 1. 10.6 - - . 1 .
High Risk : 1555 | 154 9. ‘ -
‘ ' g # % 1 # % # % # %
All Communities | 5044 | 408 | 8.1 | 7 |1.7| 60 | 14.8| 341 83.6 :
: i Low Risk 30 - - - = - ~ - -
' ; Low-Medium Risk 59 - - e - -1 = - -
1 High-Medium Risk | 96 1 | 1.0 - - - - 1 | 100
' High Risk - 55 0 - - - - - - -
All Communities | 242 1 | 0.4 0| o0 ol o | 1 | 100

el
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Case Status

Tables C~69 through C~72 present the clearance status for all reported
burglaries, The 1282 cleared cases account for 16.5 percent of all

7763 reported burglaries.

TABLE C-69. ALL BURGLARIES AND CLEARANCE STATUS

Clearsd Not Cleared
By Arrest

Community Type Local In Other Excep- 1 . Class Other &
Arrest Areas Death tionally Case Open Unfoundec Change | Mot Specified

L] s ] . L] 1 4 » ¥ L3 ] . L) ) ] +

Lov Risk 120 21.8 19 3.4 1 - k] 7.5 389 70.6 14 2.5 - - - -

Low=Nedium Risk 414 22.8 2 0.1 1 a1 21 1.6 1345 T4.2 26 1.4 4 £.2 - -

High~Kedium Risk 384 14,5 1 0.1 - - 19 0.7 2198 82.8 47 1.8 [ 0.2 1 0.1

High Rigk 254 8.3 3 9.1 - - 35 1.3 2419 88.2 25 0.9 4 0.1 3 0.1

A1l Communitiss 1172 15.1 25 0.3 1 a 84 3.1 6351 B1.68 132 1.4 14 0.6 4 0.1

TABLE C-70, RESIDENTIAL

Gleared . Not Cleared
By Arrast
Coraunity Type Local In Other | Excep— N Class Qther &
Arrest Areas Death tionally Case Open Untounded Change ot Specified
™y
¥ [} ¥ L ] # ) ¥ L) ] 1 ¥ t ¥ \
Low Risk 104 25.6 4 1.2 o - 4 1.0 283 69,7 1n 2.7 - - - ~
Low-Hedium Risk 308 22,9 2 0.1 1 0.1 19 1.4 1000 4.4 12 0.9 2 0.1 -
High-Medium RisX 287 15.9 - - - - 15 0.8 1459 81.1 8 2,1 1 0.1 - -
. High Rrisk 166 8,5 1 0.1 - - 34 1.7 1732 88.5 18 1.8 3 0.2 I 0,1
All Cemmunities 865 15,7 7 0.1 3 ] 72 143 4314 81.3 30 1.5 6 G.1 1 ]
TABLE C-71. COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
Cleared : - Not Cleared
By Arrest
Commnity Type Local In Other Excep= g Clasa Qther &
- Arxest Areas Death tionally Case Open Unfounded Change Not Speciflied
4 A ¥ s ¥ s # * » ¥ ¥ * + % ] A
Low Risk 13 12.3 15 14.2¢ - - 2 1.9 3 68.9 3 2,8 - - - -
Low-Med{un Risk. ... 88 23.4 - - - - 1 0,3 273 72.6 12 3.2 2 0,5 - -
High~Medium Risk 82 11.3 1 01| ~ - 4 0,6 624 B6.1 8 1. 5 0.7 1 0.1
High Risk . 71 10.% 2 0.3 - - - - 587 87.7 €. 9.0 1 .1 2 0.3
A1l Cosmunities 254 13.5 18 1,0] - - K 0.4 1557 83.0 29 1.5 B8 0.5 3 0.2
TABLE C-72. OTHER TYPE FACILITIES
Cleared. Yot Cleared
By Arrest
Community Type Local 1
n. Other Excep~ £lase Other &
Arrest Areas Peath tionally Case Open Unfounded Change Not Specified
Lo % 4 + ] 1 ¥ » ¥ A L \ # 3 * 1
Low Risk 3 1] -1 -1~ - 3 7.7 33 | e84 - R - - -
Law-Medium Riuk 185 ig.4 - - - L= 1 1.1 72 7.4 2 2,2 - - - -
High-Hedium Risk 15 1.5 - - - P - a 115 87.8 1 6.7 - - - <
High Risk 17 14.4 - - - - 1 0.8 100 84.7 - - - - “ -
All Communities 53 11.9 - - - - 5 1.4 320 84,0 8 0.8 - - - -
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APPENDIX C

Section IITI -~ THE BURGLAR OFFENDER PROFILE

Thie section contains tables of data whicb describe the 1,078 arrested burglary
offenders as reported by the six participating agencies. The data is presented
for each of the risk communities and includes the 12 data elements used to

describe arrested offenders.

Offender Age

Tables C-73 through C-76 present statistics relating to the age of the burglary.
offenders. Table C-73 shows that the total mean or average age in all communi-

ties is 19, the median age is 18, and the modal age is 16.

TABLE C-73. OFFENDER AGE SUMMARY

Mean Age Levels

Community Type Median Ages Modal Ages
Male Female Total ’
Low Risk 16 15 16 © 16 17 '
Low-Medium Risk 19 18 © 19 18 13
High—Medium Risk 20 ' 22 20 19 16
High Risk 18 22 19 17 16
All Communities 18 19 19 18 16

Table C-74 shows the volume and percentage .of all offeﬁders by age group.
Approximately 50 percént of the‘offender population are less than 18 years old,
while 41 percent of the.total‘population in each of the four risk communities
are less than 18. Sixty-two percent of the offenders are less than 20, while
58 percent of the total population in each of the four risk communities are
less than 20.° Seventy-five percent of the burglars in the Low Risk community

are less than 18.

Tables C-75 and C-76 show that 8 percent of the offenders are female and they
tend to be older than the male offenders. Forty percent of the female offend-

ers are under 18 compared to 50 percent of the males.
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TABLE C-74. TOTAL OFFENDERS BY AGE GROUPS . ; Offender Race Summary
Table C-77 shows the volume and number of all arrested offenders by ethnic
Age Groups .
g 9 background. Although 25 percent of the population in the risk communities are
Community Type g g To 18 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-43 50+ )
88 T T T T T s P e | s s e s : non-white, the arrests of non-whites accounted for 36 percent of all reported
igh . . . 2 22t 2 daa -] - - -~ == arrests.
i’::-::::’;um Risk 333 J.;}I 33? 43 lgg %i ;ig 28 8.4 10 3.0 9 2.9 S 1.5 5 1.5 2 0.6 i
High-Medium Risk . | 326 132 40.5 48 14.7 74 22.7 42 12.8 12 4.0 B 2.5 & 1.8 3 .9 1 0.3
High Risk : 325 173 53.7 35 10.9 56 17.4 kY 9.9 9 2.8 8 2.5 4 1.2 2 .6 4 1.2 TABLE C- 77 FFENDE CE
All Communities  [1078 (532 |49.5 | 135 |[12,6 |215 | 20.0 {104 | 9.7 } 32 [3.0 |25 2.3 |15 |1.5 |10 j1.0 |7 |90.7 . O R RA SUMMARY
Race
Community Type Total white Black |Mex-Amer | Indi th
y Typ Offenders , a ex—-Amer | Indian { Other
# % #1 % # % # % |#| 3
TABLE C-~75. MALE OFFENDER AGE GROUP SUMMARY
: Low Risk 94 811 86.2 8 | 8.5 5[5.3 |~-| - |-} -
- nge Groups ; Low-Medium Risk 333 257177.2 | 48 114.4 (25{7.5 |3 {0.91-1] -
‘ i - o " : . High-Medium Risk 326 263 ) 80.7 | 41 [12.6 |17]}5.2 {1 ]2.112 0.6
Cfvmmumty Type :‘3‘3 é Te 18 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-4 - : ngh RiSk 325 85 26 . 2 224 68 '9 15 . 4 .6 l O .3 2 0 .6 )
2ESls | s 8 | s ol I e 3w fals TR I o v » ’
Low Risk 88 Je6 §75.0 | 7 ) 8.0 | 12 |13 2 2.3} 1 b1 f-) o~ o) - e T R ‘2 All Communities 1078 686 | 63.6 | 321 [29.8 |62 | 5.8 510.514 |0.4
Low=Medium Risk 294 141 48.0 34 11.6 63 21.4 27 9.2 10 3.4 8 2.7 5 1.7 4 1.4 2 0.7 :
High-Medium Risgk 303 123 40.6 45 14.9 69 22.8 36 ]1l.9 12 4.0 7 2,3 6 2.0 2 ©.7 1 0.3 H
High Risk - 308 166 53.9 31 10.1 53 17.2 30 9.7 -8 2.6 7 2.3 4 1.3 2 ’0.6 3 1.0 i ¥ .
ALl Comﬁx‘.ities 993 496 50.1 117 11.8 197 19.9 95 9.6 3l ‘ 3.1 22 2,2 15 1.5 8 0.8 6 0.7 Offender and Associates
Table C-78 shows the number and percentage of all offenders who participated in
burglary offenses with cne or more partners. Seventy-one percent of the
'f g arrested persons had one or more crime partners.
TABLE C-76. FEMALE OFFENDER AGE GROUP SUMMARY Offender and Arrest Charges
§ Table C-79 shows the volume and percentages of all offenders by the arrest
g hge Groups charge. The 22 specific charges that were reported are grouped into seven
Community Type {~ 3 S{ To 18 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50+ o o
~ gad , categories. Only 3.3 percent of the offenders were arrested for receiving or
&6 O] ¥ ) # 3 # % # g # % # % # % § % # % ;
owr Rk 6 I's lesa ] 10w7 1 - | - -1 R D e ] having in their possession stolen property.
Low-Medium Risk 39 16 41.0 10 25.6 10 25.6 1 2.6 b - i Z ?:; - - i. jg - - 1 » ;
igh- i . 3. 5 21.7 6 26.1 - - “ - - LR - . . N )
323’; iil:ium s i? Zs ggg i é:.g 3 §17.6 2 |us | - |- 1|59 | - | - -1 - 11 {52 Case Disposition of Arresting Agency
All Communities BS 34 40.0 18 21.2 18 21.2 9 10.6 - - 3 3.5 - - 2 2.4 L 1.2 % ‘
5 Table C-80 shows the number and volume of all arrested offenders by case dispo~
§ sition. 1In this program the arresting égencies reported that 65 percent of the
adult arrests resulted in the filing of a felbny complaint. Statewide, based
on 1971 summary data provided by all law enforcement agencies, 60 percent of
the adult arrests resulted in the filing of a felony complaint.
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TABLE C~78. OFFENDER AND ASSOCIATES SUMMARY (In Percent) Approximately 48 percent of the arrested juveniles are either released or
. referred to the Probation Department or to the local law enforcement juvenile
2 Number of Associates
ko bureau.
Community Type o5 None One wo Three Four Five Six Seven | Eight .
Fr ] " i
e8| s | s | s # 1% tal s |8 ] {8 (alajal s {2]s Type of Arrest ;
<
Low-Risk 941 25126,5| 26{27.7| 26 |27.7}12{12.8) 5|5.3|~- | - |-t~ - || - Table C-81 presents the number and percentage of all offenders by the type of
Low-Medium Risk | 333| 9428.3|135[40.5| 52 |15.6{22]| 6.6 18 |5.4]12]6.0)-|=-}~| = |~-1 = . ‘
High-Medium Risk [ 326 {109 [ 33.4 (118 {36.2| 74 {22.7| 9{ 2.8 6[1.8]10 3.0 |~~~ - [=-| - arrest. Approximately 39 percent of the offenders were arrested at or near the
High Risk 325 | 91 |28.0|108}32.2| 47 [14.5|52]16.0 |17{5.2|~ | - |-]-|712.213 |3.9 ,
. scene of the burglary.
All Communities | 1073 |319 |29.6 387 | 36.0 |199 }18.5 |95 | 8,8 }46 }4.3|22)2.0]-1-1710.6]3 lo.3

Prior Drug Involvement

Tables C-82 and C~83 show the volume and percentage of all arrested offenders
TABLE C-79. OFFENDER ARREST CHARGE SUMMARY {In Percent)

by prier drug involvement. The drug involvement data was provided by BCS from

B Arrest Charge Category : their existing records on the offender. 1In approximately‘ 76 percent of the

Community iype 7‘«% Burglary P:z;i:xtmy Theft Forgery Drugs Assaul€ other ' cases, prior drug usage was reported as "unknown" or "not stated."

g . . .

:0,33 # % # % #] s # % # % g s # 1 = ; Table C-83 shows the percentage of drugs used by type and for only those 264
Low Risk 94 gg gg_g o ‘év i g - - i é g " 073 i g:g ‘ cases v.vhez.:'e prior drug usage x?ra.s recorded: approximately. 20 pgrcent of the
ﬁi’:ﬁfﬁiél“ﬁmkﬁ’s‘k ‘;‘32 :3105 936 | s {15 {4 {1.2 |3 oo |1 o3 |- - 8 {2.5 cases indicated that only marijuana.was used.
High Risk - - 235 | 303 |93.2| 15 [4.6 | - | - - - - - ]e ji.8 1 |o0.3 . 1 | . . '
All Communities | 1078 | 1001 |92.9| 36 | 3.3 |14 [1.3 | 3 o3 |3 Jo.3 |7 {07 |14 1.3 Tdble C~84 presents the burglary arrest rates per 1,000 population in each of

the communities, and shows that juveniles are much more likely to be arrested

for burglaries than are adults.

Table C-85 relates total case clearances by type of clearance and type of prem-

ises. Residential burglaries had a higher clearance rate than did burglaries

of Commercial/Indi.zstrial and Other Types of premises.

Type of Arrest and Disposition

Table C~86 shows the number and percentage of all offenders by type of arrest
and disposition of the case. Approximately 1l percent of the offenders

arrested on the premises of the burglary received misdemeanor or felony charges.
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TABLE C~80. ARRESTING AGENCY CASE DISPOSITION SUMMARY (In Percent)

TABLE C-84. BURGLARY ARREST RATES

Case Disposition

Complaint Filed Referred Released
) Other ‘ Arrests
Community Type 3 Felony Misdemeanor Probation | Law Enfor. Adult Juvenile Oth?r .
- Dept. Juv, Bur. Juris. .
R Community Type
BHb g [+ 4 v ol #ls | ¥ 3 i | g 12 Lala lg s Per 1,000 Per 1,000 Per 1,000
Adults ~Juveniles* Total Population
Low Risk 94 17 118.% 4 4.3 28 | 29.8 18 19.1 2 2.1 20 | 21.3 111.1 4 (4.3
Low-Medium Risk 333|118 | 35.4 | 31 9.3 75 {22.5 35 10.5 151 4.5] 42112.6] 24{0.6 |15}4.5
High-Medium Risk 326 [ 133 140.8 13 4.0 67 | 20.6 13 5.8 39 |12.0 38 |11.7 8 |2.5 g |2.7 :
High Risk 335 83 | 25.5 21 6.5 107 }32.9 42 13.1 24 7.4 19 5.8 110.3 |28 |8.6 Low RJ.S}.{ . 0'3 202 0-9
Low-Medium Risk 1.6 3.8 2.2
all Communities | 1078 [ 351 |32.6 | 69 6.4 277 |25.7 1114 10.6 | 80 | 7.4 j119 [11.0}12 f1.1 |56 |5.2 High-*Medium Risk 2.0 3.3 5 .4
v o - L]
High Risk 3.0 6.3 4.2
TABLE C-81. TYPE OF ARREST (In Percent) )
All Communities 1.6 3.8 2.3
Type of Arrest - -
. *Less than 18 years of age.
c it 9 | on Premise Flee Scene/| <Citizen |Reasonable| APR/ « Warrant Other Hold Other +
cmmunity Type o %3; * In Vicinity|Arrest/Hold| Cause Want Chaxge UInknown
FiY)
S # % ] % % s # [ s [# 0% [# ] % [&] 218 % .
R # # # TABLE C-85. EERCENTAGE OF CASES CLEARED BY
ol Low Risk’ 94| 7| 7.4 16|17.0f 2| 2.2 63(67.00 212.1| -| - | 443} -} -|-| - TYPE OF CLEARANCE AND PREMISES
’ Low-Medium Risk 333 79 23.7 29 8.7 7 2.1 189 ] 56.8) 9 | 2.7 714§2.1 9}12.,7] 31091 0.3
High-Medium Risk| 326 66 20.2 471 14.4 15 4.6 177 154.3] 7 |2,1 511.5 4]Lr.21411.2/2 0.3
High Risk 325 65 20.0 751 23.1 ] 1.5 151 | 46.5{ 9 | 2.8 912.8 912.8] - -1 0.3 Perc.ent e £ c Cl a
. age o ases eare
all Communities 107871 217 | 20.1| 167[ 15,5 } 29 | 2.7 | ss0|s53,8/27 |2,5]21}1.9)26]2.4] 7]0.8/3 |o0.3 . Total.
i Type of Premises by Type of Clearance
Cases
Arrest % Other Clearances Total
. > M
TABLE C~-82. PRIOR DRUG INVOLVEMENT SUMMARY . :
‘ Residential 5506 - 15.8 : 1.3 ‘ 17.2
Recorded Drug Involvement | Commercial/ 1876 14.5 ’ 0.5 ) ) 15.0
("] Py 12 . B
-l Marijuana and s Marijuana and | Dangerous Industrial .
Community Type 88 ﬁg:kg:xé a Marijuana Da;glexz:us Opiates Dangerous a::r;;::::s Dangerous Drugs | Drugs and ;
&t : : Drugs and Opiates | opiates , |1 other Premises 381 13.9 1.3 15.2
T 1 .. . .
# % # % § % § % # % # % # % # %
Low Risk 94| 77 {8re| 5|53l 2]aa | -1 - 6 | 6.4 2 121 2 2.1 -1 - § Totals 7763 15.5 1.5 16.5
Low~Medium Risk 333 245 73.6 174 5.1 15 14.5 8 2.4 16 4.8 10 3.0 11 3.3 11 ]3.3: 3 , .
High-Medium Risk| 326 | 224 { e8.7| 19| 5.8 13 14.0 111 ]3.4 16 4.9 18 | 5.5 12 3.7 1314.0
High Risk 325 | 268 | 82,5 11j 3.4 12 3.7 8 |2.5 5 1,5 8 2.5 6 1.8 71]2.2
All Communities | 1078 | 814 | 75.5 | 52| 4.8 42 |3.8 |27 2.5 43 4.0 38 | a5 31 2.8 31| 2.8
TABLE C-83. DRUGS USED BY PRIOR DRUG OFFENDORS
Drugs Used
2 s -
iy os Dangerous . Marijuana and Marii Marijuana and Dangerous
-] juana
Community Type .- Marijuana Drugs Cpiates Dangerous Drugs |and Opiates Dangerou§ .Drugs Dxugs and
a3 and Opiates Opiates
5 W
BOl 4 % # % # % # % # % # 2 # %
Low Risk 17 5] 29.4 2| 11.8 - - 6 35.3 24 11.8 2 11.8 -1 -
Low-Medium Risk 88 17 19.3 j15 | 17.0 8 9.1 16 18.2 10 11.4 11 12.5 11| 12.5
High-Medium Risk | 102 19 is.6 |13 § 12.7 | 11 | 10.8 16 15.7 18 17.6 12 11.8 13 12,7
High Risk 57 11 | 19.3 |12 | 21.1 8 14.0 5 8.8 8 15.0 6 10.5 7112.3
All Communities 264 52 19.7 42 | 15.9 27 l0.2 43 16.3 a8 14.4 31 11.7 31 1.7
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TABLE C-86. TYPE OF ARREST AND DESPOSITION SUMMARY

Type of Arrest

) Flee Ccitizen Other
le | APB/ Other
Total Case on Scene/In| Arrest/ Reasonab; Warrant Hold and
Community Type Arrests |Disposition | Premise Vic in{ty Hold Cause' Want Charg.'e Unknown
# 1% B s | 8] s | # % gl ol wlo]als]a] s
Low Risk 94 Complaint 4043 2220 1110} 10 1206 ) - - | =)~ al43]-]|-h- | -
Filed
Referred 11 1l.1] 10 j10.6} ~| - 34 165.1 ] 1|1.0f -~ | = -t =-y~-1~1- -
Releaged 2] 2.1 4 4.3} 1[1.1] 15 {18.0| 1.2 ~| = =l -]=-1=-1= -
Low-Medium Risk 333 Complaint 41 }12.3} 13 3,8 411.2 73 21.9 3|0.1 712.1 $11.5]13 |0.1] -~ -
Filed
Referred 26 | 7.8} 10 | 3.0 3|/0.1| 65 [19.5]| 5 [1.5) -] ~ -l -1-1=-121169.3
Released 7 2. 6 | 1.8 -l - 44 3.2 110.3] - | - L 0.3 = § =)~ -
High-Medjium Risk 326 Complaint 42 f12.9{ 21 (6.4 210.6y 75 23,04 1 (0.3f 4{1.2f 1[0.3{~{~ [~ -
Piled
Referred 13 4.0 14 4.3 511.5 48 14.7 4 (1.2 - - 2 |0.6) ~ - - -
Released 91 2.8111 3.4 712.1( 50 (15.3 2 {061 1 10.3{ 2{0.3] 3 [0.9{1 0.3
High Risk 325 Complaint 28 8.6 27 8.3 2108 37 11.4 110.3 6 1.8 2 10.6{ - - 1 0.3
Filed
Referred 22 6.8 29 8.9 0.6 a4 25.8 712.2 2 (0.6 2 (0.6]11 (0.3t - -
Released 101 3 5 11,5 0.3] 25 7.7) 110,37 110.1; 110.3l-1-1]-~- -
All Communities 1078 Complaint - 1115 /10.7; 63 5.8) 9]0.8) 195 8.1} 5 }0.5] 17 }]1.6) 12 Jr.1) 3 |0.3}] 1 0.1
Filed -
Referred 62 5.8 63 5.8] 10 10.9| 246 22.8117 (1.6 2 10.2 4 §0.47 L (0.1( 1 0.1
Released 28 2.6] 26 2.4 g910.871 134 12.4 5 (0.5 2 (0.2 3 §0.3]3 {0.3{1 (0.1
.

Offender Prior Record*

Tables C-87 and C-88 show the number and percentage of all offenders having

prior criminal records (including prior burglary offenses). Approximately

57 percent of all offenders had no previous arrests (no previous record) .

Table C-87, which pertains only to offenders with prior records, shows that

44 percent of the offenders with a previous record had a major previous record

(1, 2, or 3 convictions of 90 days jail or more,
more) .

or probation of 2 years or

Offender Prior Record and Drug Usage

Table C-89 shows the volume and percentage of all offenders that had a prior

record and their involvement with drugs. Forty~four percent of the 468 offend~

ers who had prior records had no reported prior involvement with drugs. Of
those offenders with prior major arrest records, less than 30 percent had no

recorded drug usage record. Of the offenders who had a prison record, 2z.l per-

cent had no recorded drug record.

TABLE C-87. OFFENDER PRIOR RECORD SUMMARY (In Percent)

Prioxr Recbrd Categories
. - Total . . .

Community iyge Arrests None Minor @ajor Pr;;on
# % £ # 5. # | s

Low Risk 94 70 | 74.5 9 8.5 14 } 14.9 2 | 2.1
Low-Medium Risk . 333 180 | 54.1 | e& | 20.4 64 ) 19.2 | 21 | 6.3
High-Medium Riski 326 156 | 47.9 58 | 20.9 72 1 22.1 | 30 }|9.2
High Risk ‘ 325 204 | 62.8 41 | 12.6 55 | 16.9 | 25 7.7
All Communities 1058 610 | 56.6 | 185 | 17.2 | 205 19.0 | 78 | 7.2

Prior Burglary Record

Table C-90 shows the number and Percentage of offenders who had previous arrest
records for burglary offenses.

Seventy percent of the offenders with pPrevious

* ,
See Appendix D for definitions c¢f minor, major and prison records.
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records had prior burglary records. Thirty-four percent of the 327 prior burg- TABLE C-90. PRIOR BURGLARY RECORD AND TOTAL PRIOR RECORD
lary offenders had minor prior burglary records.
Total OQffenders
TABLE C-88. OFFENDERS WITH PRIOR RECORDS SUMMARY With Prior Prior Burglary Record
, Community Type Reqord (Includes ‘
Prior Record Categories All Offenses) Minox Major Prison None
" Total i
. With Minor Major Prison Type # # % # % #| % # %
Community Type - Prior -
Arrests 4 % 4 % ¥ % Low Risk Minox 8 4 50.0f - | = - - 4 | 50.0
Major 14 6| 42.9 5 35.7 - - 3 21.4
! Prison 2 -~ - - - 1| 50.0 1 50
. Low Risk 24 g | 33.3 14 | 58.3 2 8.3 -0
Low-Medium Risk 153 68 44 .4 64 41.8 21 13.7 Low-Medium Risk Minor 68 24| 35.3] =~ - -1~ 44 | 64
High-Medium Risk 170 68 | 22.4 72 | 42.4 | 30 17.4 Major 64 20| 31.3 24 | 37.5| -| - |20 | 31.3
High Risk 121 41 | 33.9 55 | 45.5 | 25 20.7 Prison | 21 1| 4.8] 4| 19.0] 16] 76.2| -
All Communities 468 185 39.5 205 43.8 78 16.7 High-Medium Risk Minor 68 40| 58.8| -~ - - - 28 | 41,1
g Major 72 26| 36.1 1| 28 38.9 - - 18 25.0
Prison 30 6] 20.01} 12 40.0{ 10| 33.3 2 6.7
TABLE C-89. OFFENDER PRIOR RECORD AND DRUG RECORD High Risk Minoxr 41 20| 48.8| - - -1 - 21 | 51.2
Major 55 121 21.8] 35 63.6| - = 8 14.5
Priscn 25 2 8.0 7 28.0( I4 (| 56.0 2 8.0
‘ ijuana . Harijuana All Communities Minor 185 - - - - -
of'f’Zﬁ:irs o Dangerous . Mar:zd n Marijuana and Dangexrous None s 88 47.6 97 52.4
i With Prior Marijuana prugs Opiates bangerous and Dangerou; Drugs and Reported Major 205 64| 31.2 | 102| 49.8 - - 49 23.9
B brugs | O ) N e | T Prison | 78 9| 11.5[23 | 29,5/ 41{52.6| 5 | 6.4
Type # # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # Y : e
. TOTALS ]
Low Risk Minor 8 1 12,5 - - - 1 12.5 - - - - - - [ 75.0 468 161 34.4 125 26'7 41 8'8 l4l 30‘1
Majox 14 4 28.6 2 14.3 - 5 35.7 1 - 1 g - - 1 7.1
Prison 2 - - - - - 1{ 50.0 1 50.0 - - -
Low~-Medium Risk Minor 68 13 19.1 7 10.3 1 1.5 8 ' 11.8 2 2,9 -~ bd - - 37 $4.4
Major 64 4 6.3 7 10.9 4 6.3 7 10.9 3 4.7 10 15.8 7 10.9 22 34.4
Prison 21 - - 1 4.8 3 14.3 1 4.8 5 23.8 1 4.8 4 19.0 B 28.6
High-Medium Risk | Minor 68 10 | 14.7 5 7.4 - - 3 4.4 3 4.4 - - 1 1.5 46 67.6
Majoxr 72 7 9,7 8 11.1 9 12.5 12 16.7 8 1.1 9 12,5 6 8.3 13 18.1
Prison 30 2 6.7 - - 2 6.7 1 3.3 7 23.3 3 10.0 6 20.0 9 30.0
High Risk Minor 41 51 12.2 41 9.8 - - 1 2.4 2 4.9 - - - - 29 70.7
Major 551 5 9.1 7 12.7 5 9.1 2 3.6 3 5.4 4 7.3 4 7:3 25 45,5
Prison 25. 1 4.0 1 4.0 3 12.0 2 8.0 3 12,0 2. 8.0 3 12,0 10 40.0
All Communities Minor 185 29 15.7 16 8.6 1 0.5 ‘13 7.0 7 3.8 - - 1 0.8 118 , 63.8
Major 205 20 9.8 24 11.7 8 8.8 26 12.7 15 7.3 27 13.2 17 8.3 6L 29.8
Prison 78 3 3.8 2 2.6 7 0.9 4 9.0 16 20.5 7 9.0 13 16.7 25 32.1
TOTALS 468 52 1l.1 42 9.0 26 5.4 43 9,2 38 8.1 35 7.5 31 6.6 204 43,6 iy
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Offender Current Status :
; Offender Current Status and Prior Record

Tables C-91 and C~92 show the number and pexcentage of all offenders and their ﬁ Table C-93 sh
; shows the number and percentage of offenders who had parole, proba-

Seventy-eight percent of the offend-

existing status at the time of the arrest. : tion. o . .
, s Or prison commitments at the time of arrest and their prior record his-

ers were under no commitment at the time of arrest. Approximately 15 percent of ; & ]
! ory. Forty-eight percent of the offenders who had a previous record were

Table C-91, which

all offenders were on probation at the time of tis arrest. ]
under no commitment at the time of arrest.

only pertains to the 243 offenders who were either ori parole, probation, or

prison commitment, shows that 65 percent of the offesders were on probation and : TABLE C-93. OFFENDER CURRENT STATUS AND PRIOR RECORD
R 35 percent were on parole at the time of arrest. 1
¥ ! Total Commitment Status
TABLE C-91. OFFENDER CURRENT STATUS SUMMARY g?iﬁngefs
, Community T * riox No ; .
Q ¥y Lype Records Commitment | Fa¥ole |Probation] Prison
Existing Status ;
: Type # # %
Parole Probation ; # ® # % # %
Community Type of’ff‘oertxgelers Com?.ZmEHt Dept. other 1if Calif. other Prison : ) Low Risk Minor 8 8 1100.C - - - - ‘
Corrections CYA CRC Jurisdiction Cailt- | suvenile| Jurisdiction : Major 14 2 14.3 2 [14.3 10 {72.4 _ -
# % # % #] % gl % # % # % # % # % 418 Prison 2 1 50.0 1 50:0 - -. : :
LowRis).; 94 81 86.2 - - 1l1.1) 2f2.1 - - :g igi - - 1 0—\ : : : : .
.y . ﬁ:ﬁfﬁ‘iﬁm"ﬁﬁk ggg a1 Z:; 8 i:g i 14 :2::; T1 oa | saliesf -} =] - B P ! Low-Medium Risk | Minor 68 | 65 95,6 | ~ | - 3 a.4l - | -
High Risk 325 255 | 8.5 o [ 2.8 | 8f2.5| (2.8 1| 0.3 g6 4.2 = - -~ | - j-|-= . | Major 64 g 12.5 |16 125.0 40 l62.51 - _
A1 communities | 1078 [ 835 | 77.5 | 25 | 2.3 |26|2.4(31j 28] 2| 0.2 |15 uel -| - 1 foa |10 Prison | 21 5 23.8 111 152.4 5123.8} - | -
High-Medium Risk | Minor 68 | 62 | 91.2 | 2 | 2.9 41 5.9~ |-
Major 721 14 } 19.4 {15 {20.8 ] 43 [59.7} ~ | -
Prison 30 o 30.0 |13 |43.3 7 123.311 (3.3
High Risk Minor 41| 37 | 90.2 | - | - 4] 9.8~ | -
Major 55 9 | 16.4 {10 |18.2 | 36 |[65.5| - | -
Prison 25 5 20.0 |14 [56.0 6 [24.0| - -
All Communities |Minor 1851172 ) 93.0 ) 2 | 1.1 | 11| 5.9}~ | -
, Ma?or 205 33 i6.1 [43 |21.0 [129 |62.9} ~ -
TABLE C-92. OFFENDERS WITH A COMMITMENT L Prison | 78 | 20 | 25.6 |39 ]50.0 | 18 {23.1] - | -
rotal Commitment Status TOTALS All 468 | 225 48.1 185 }11i8.2 {157 |33.5]1 Jo.2
. Offenders . .
Community Type with Com- Parole Probation Prison
mitments " % # . & %
Low Risk : 13 3 23.1 10 76.9 - -
Low-Medium Risk 75 27 36.0 48 64.0 - -
High-Medium Risk 85 30 35.3 54 63.5 1 1.2
High Risk 70 24 34.3 46 65.7 - -
All Communities 243 85 35.0 157 64.6 1 0.4
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Prior Records by Age Group

APPENDIX D
Table C~94 shows the prior records of arrested offenders by age group. The

"all Community" figures show that persons under the age of 18 accounted for SAMPLE FORMS, MATERIALS AND ORDINANCES

81.1 percent of all offenders who had no prior record, while those between

This appendix provides a small sample of®

ages 20 and 24 comprised 49.3 percent of offenders with major records. the materials and forms used in

the Crime~Specific Program, and contaj i

| ) ins appropriate sample ordi .
The "All Ages” column show that 83.2 percent of the offenders arrested in the B ¥ e
Low Risk Community had no prior records, while only 47.9 percent of the offend-

® GSECTION I. RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY AND WHAT
ers from the High~Medium Risk Community had no prior recoxrds. To

DO ABOUT IT - Both the English and Spanish

TABLE C-94. PRIOR RECORDS OF OFFENDERS BY AGE GROUP language versions of the pamphlet are included.

X N ]
age Growp . e SECTION II. SAMPLE FORMS - Contains samples
Prior all .\
i Community Type Record <18 . 18-18 20-24 25-25 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | 50+ | Ages of the forms for use in reporting burglaries,
' T % v | o8l s s lele Jeta Jelstela ]s |s . g , , .
vpe | # | # # _* property identification, insecure premises,
Low Risk None 70 641921.41 5] 7.3 Y| 1.4] -1 ~ -1 - -] - -~ -] -]~} - 70 }|83.2
i Minor 8| 6[75.0} 2§25.0} = ~ -1 - S IR TR AT L I N L N 8 | 8.5 and speaker requests.
Major 18} 1) 7.1) 1) 7alazlesr) 1))~ f-f- Je)~ f-]-f=-}~ ] 14 j24.8
prison b 2| -} - } -1 < 4 -]- | 1ls0.0 filso0} -}~ |-~ ]-1=~]-1~ 2|22 X
Low-Medium Risk |Nome |180 [143|79.4 {17 | 9.4{12 [ 6.7] a| 2.2 (1] o.6f{2 | 2.1 {1 |0.6{1 [0.6{2 |o.6 |180 [54.1
Minor | 68 | 11|16.2|22 {37.3) 24 |35.3] 6| 8.8 |2} 29|~ |~ |1 |1rss|-]~- -]~ |68 20.4 ® GSECTION IITI. SECURITY ORDINANCES - Contains
Major [ 64| 3| 4.7( 5| 7.8 33 {51,612 (18,8 [5{7.8] 2 3.1{1 {1.6{3[47|~ ]|~ {64 (19.2 ,
prison [ 21| - - ) -] - | 4lww.0] 6|28.6 {2]9.5]5]23a.s{2|os)1la]1|ae] 1] 6.3 . .
ajor | 63 Model Burglary Security Ordinances for Oakland ’
High-Medium Risk { None [156 |1257s80.1 |18 |11.8| 9 | 7.2) 3| 19 | -1 - {3ilos|-1- |-]~-1-]~ |58 |47.9
S Minor | 681 7(10.3{21 [30.9] 24 (35.3 (11 (16,2 {-f{- |- {~ {2 {1.5{2{1.5[2 (1.5 68 {20.9 and Los Angeles County.
o . Major | 72] - | - | o {12.5{34 J48.6| 9 ]|12.5 |6l 8.3 1| v.a iy J1.a|2fra}=]| - |72 |22.1
Prison | 30{ - | -~ | -1 - | & {20.0] 8}26.7 | 6l20.0}5 |16.7 |4 P3.3]1 [3.3]-] - | 30| 9.2
) . N -
| sigh Risk None [204 {163179.9 119 | 9.3J14 | 6.9} 2] 2.0 210 -}~ [1]os|-f - -]~ J204 |62.8
‘ Minor | 417 6|14.6| 8 |29.5113 |32.2] aj19.5 | =]~ l214m |- 4~ 1-1- 12]4.9"} 41 |12.6 e SECTION IV. BUSINESS MACHINE IDENTIFICATION
. - Major | s5} 3] s.5] 2} 3.6)22140.0 |14 )25.5 | 3)5.502] 3.6]2 |3.6)1f1.8}1}1.8] 55 16.0
‘Pri 25 [ -] - .0| 5 {20.0) & [32.0 {4j16.0] 4 J16.0 }1 |4.0|1 l4.0|1 [4.0 ] 25} 7.7 . .
rison | 25 1} 4.0 0 32.0 6 : GUIDE - Contains the guide prepared by the
A1l Communities |MNone |610 {495 81.1{ss | 9.7{36 | 7.3| o] 1.5 13| 0.5) 3] 052 [0.3]1]0.2{1 0.2 [610 566 . .
Minor {185 | 30|16.2153 }28.6| 61 |33.0 |25 J13:5 { 2| 2.1} 2 | 1.1 ]2 |'1.1§1 jo.s)3 {1.6 |285 |17.2 San Diego Police Department.:
major l208 | 70 3.4[17 | e.3ft01 |49.3 |36 [17.6 |14 6.8] 5 | 2.4 [4 | 2.0[4 [2.0[1 [0.5 [205 {19.0
prison | 78 ) - | ~ ] 1] 1.3]15 [19.2 {25 [32.3 13l6.7(|14 |19.9 |7 | 9.0 2 |3:8]|2 2.6 | 78| 7.2

|
|
|
|
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APPENDIX D

SECTION T - RESIDENPIAL EURGLARY AND WHAY 70 DO ABOUT I7 RESIDENTIAL - BURGLARY

| AND WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT

. 1l. English language pamphlet

2. Spanish language pamphlet

(Pages D-2 through D-34 to be supplied by the State of California)

L;l CALIFORNIA COUNCIL ON CRIMINAL JUSTICE

;
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691

Tne California Council on Criminal Justice is pleased to present this booklet
on “RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY AND WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT”. We hape
you will read it carefully and take action to burglar-proof your home or

apariment.

This useful booklet is o by-product of the Council-initiated Crime-Specific
Burglary Prevention and Control Program. With the cooperation and partici-
pation of the Attorney General and major California law enforcement
agencies, we have developed a program to do something positive about the
crime of burglary. In target communities in California, we are mounting an
intensive attack on burglary. We believe the results will be significanf and
we hope the anti-burglary techniques developed will be used throughout
the state. ’

The Crime-Specific program is another example of the commitment of the
California Council on Criminal Justice toward making Californians safe from
crime.

ROBERT H. LAWSON

INTRODUCTION

All of us fear personal violence, but the odds of being murdered or attacked on
the street are actually very low. There is, however, one very serious crime to which
every American is vulnerable~—burglary.

There were more than two million burglaries reported in America in 1970,
causing a loss of nearly $700 million. Here in California, more than half of all
major crimes committed are burglaries. Your chances of being burglarized are
increasing every year, whether your income is high or low, whether you are white
or black, young or old, apartment-dweller or homeowner.

Don't think insurance alone can protect you. Of course you need insurance, but
no policy protects you from the fear that comes from knowing your home has been
invaded, from the loss of keepsakes, and from the inconvenience of having to
make -repairs after you've been burglarized. Even the protection insurance does
afford becomes more expensive each year because of the rising number of bus-

glaries.

The Attorney General of California, the police departments of Anaheim, Berkeley,
Compton, Fresno, Pasadena, Richmond, Riverside, San Bernardino, Santa Ana, and
Stockton, and the sheriffs’ departments of San Joaquin and San Mateo counties,
are putting all their know-how together in an anti-burglary program designed and
funded by the Culifornia Council on Criminal Justice. Your community has been
selected as one of the target areas for the program which is known as the Crime-
Specific Burglary Prevention and Control Program.

As a resident of a target neighborhood, you are an integral part of this burglary
prevention and control program. You will see the emblem on the cover of this
booklet—an' international traffic sign directing the prevention of “459”, California’s
Penal Code Section on burglary—on signs, buttons, and literature. It is to remind
you and your community to prevent burglary, because it’s a job your law enforce-
ment officers can’t do alone. Why not start today, by reading this booklet and
following its suggestions?

Executive Director . .
California Council on Criminal Justice Anaheira Pasadensa San Joaguin County
frorni uncl min ! Police Department Police Department Sheriff’s Department
Berkeley Richmond : San Mateo County
Police Department Police Department Sheriff’s Department
Compton Riverside Santa Ana
Police Department Police Department Police Department
Fresno San Bernardino Stockton
Police Department Police Department Police Department

EVELLE J. YOUNGER
Attormey General, State of California
and
Chairman, California Council on Criminal Justice

MINIMUM SECURITY MEANS THE PREVENTION OF ENTRY BY A BURGLAR THROUGH ANY DOOR OR

WI)_VD.?nyi{hCE‘;PT B YMEgsN‘f Oﬁ DESTRUCTIVE FORCE. Maost burglars will not break a window to enter. The (A FT /
majority of the devices in this booklet cost very little and the home security procedures sugpested ing; =i
of them will help reduce burglary. / y p J r ,S 58 oy cost nothing; all ! N 4 [ :
: S, E . T . CANE BOLTS — %" in diam- ]
: =t rr AR eter by 12” high installed at top . 2
Begin your home security check with the front door and ‘ and bottom of the inactive door U i
work clockwise around the entire inside of the house. y offer minimum security. |
Include al} doors and windows, finishing with the back ®
yard, fence and shrubs, gates, and garage, Many homes with pairs of doors @
ors,
Shrubbery should never block the view of your front door. use half-barrel slidebolts on the ‘
This allows an intruder the opportunity of privacy to gain inactive door. These are weak
entrance. and inadequate.
‘ }—-—~.———-‘ CANE BOLT
cB

A wide angle viewer in the door lets yon know your visitor.

DOOR VIRWER

V-1

cylinder with hardened cylinder guard, and
thumb tum.

additional security provisions should be
followed. See page 5.

AUXILIARY DEADLOCK — 1" deadbolt, single

If glass is within 40" of the locking hardware,

DOUBLE DOORS

ADDITIONAL SECURITY MEANS THE PREVENTION OF EXIT BY AN INTRUDER THROUGH ANY DOOR
EXCEPT BY MEANS OF DESTRUGTIVE FORCE. This reduces the possibility of theft of large household pos~
sessions after the intruder has gained entrance through a window and is expecting an easy exit through 2 door.

WARNING: One window in every bedroom on the ground and second floar must be
Jeft available as a fire exit, particularly for children and guests in your home. At night,
the bedroom window may often be the quickest and safest means of getting out,
Because of the danger of fire, decorative iron grilles are not recommended on bedroom
windows, unless they can be opened from the inside.

Following are illustrations of key locks which can be used as additional security
when the home is unoccupied.

L e

A DEAD-LATCH is an inexpensive and attrac~
tive addition to your existing knob-lock set
which keeps. the burglar from simply slipping
your door open with a credit card, This
method of entry is common in many areas

but very easy to prevent.

AUXILIARY DEADLOCK — 1" deadbolt and double cylinders with
hardened cylinder guards: If the double cylinder deadbolt is locked
when the house is occupied, a key should be left in the inside keyhole,
as a means of fast exit in case of fire. Always remove the key when
leaving home.

BINGLE DOOR

PXAD LATCH

DOUBLE CYLINDER DEAD S8OLTYT

D-2




Lock all doors and windows before you leave. The majority of burglaries are
committed by persons on narcotics, so even if you are not concerned about
your valuables — why support their babit?

FLUSH BOLTS — Instatfed at the top and
_bottom of the inactive door of a pair of
doors, flush bolts offer additional security,
since the intruder cannot get at these
devices to tamper with them if the doors
are locked,

—
-~

THE RIM LOCK isa 1" dead balt lock which is installed on the inside
surface of the door. 1t is Jess expensive than other types of locks, but
equally effective for security. : .

FLUSH DOLT

RIM LOCK
0-2

Call your local sheriff or police whenever a stranger seems to be banging around.
They can politely bave a fook. Get a license number if you can do it easily, but
don’t subject yourself to danger, or even embarrassment, by approacbing a

Put identification (your driver’s license number is best) on all valuables. This strange person or car.

reduces chances of theft when spotted by the burglar; it increases chances of
* recovery if you are a victing, Your police, sheriff, Jire department, or service.

club may bave engraving tools to loan — they are as easy to write withasa
pencil and will write on anything. The tools can even be purchased for under

ten dollars. L

HINGE PROTECTION

To protect your door from being lifted from its hinges by pulling
tiie hinge pin, follow these simple steps:

— L@ : . 1. Remove two screws, opposite each ather, from both i
leafs of your hinge. r
t

“JIFAMY PROOF™ RIM LOCK 2. Insert screw or concrete nail into jamb leaf-protruding %7

THE*J lMMY;PROOF" RIM LOCK is another lack which is installed
on the inside surface of the door. But this lock has vertical dead bolts,
which is an additional security approved locking device.

.L‘..L. ’LU
©

M <o
S

3. Drill out the opposing screw hole in-door. Do thisin the
top and bottom hinge of the door. When closed, the pins r‘ f
may be temoved, but the door will remain firmly in place. :

PINNED HINGE

WINDOWS: Primary interest in securing windows is to eliminate enfry by prying open. Most burglars avoid,,

breaking glass.’ due to the fear of attmﬁng attention. ' DOUBLE HUNG WINDOW latches may be jimmied open. If the window is not used,

) screw it shut (except bedrooms). For windows in us2, drill a downward sloping hole
i into the top of the bottom window through and into the bottom of the top window

. . ’ ERRR i . y ~ and insert a pin or nail. - L>
i A =
—
¥

/ o D SCREW

- WITH SLIDING WINDOWS the primary objective is to keep the window from sliding Y.
Lo being lifted up and out of the track. ‘

AR

——

DOUBLE HUNG

/

StioiNG H

i)
LY

B Did sometbing seem odd about that salesman? Was that really a repairman with a

’}here are many manufactured products available for securing windows; here are some of the suggestions. wrong address? Your local poli ily find if v 1l th
r docal poiice can eastly find out sf you just call toem.

LOUVRE windows are bad security risks. Remove S
. and tgplace with solid glass or other type of ventilat-
ing window.. Or protect with a grate or grille (except

= L
3 bedrooms). =
[l 'L
1% : :
PINNED WINDOW ANTI-SLIDE BLOCK SLIDE BOLT #
] |
. - - LOUVRE WINDOW
a 3
1t is not recon ded 10 lock 2 window in a ilating position. Tbis is an invita- 7]
tion 2o a prying action which can result in entry. Y : Y B ; i
Key locking devices offer rio real security and they can be a fire exit bazard. < > -
GRILLE GRATE »

=

Anafher good security measure is the use of ornaments! iron gates and
fencing for ground level entrances and yard protection.

CASEMENT WINDOWS are the simplest to secure. Make sure the latch works properly - -

I and that the “operator”.has no excess play. If so, replace the worn hardware. AT
) CH

WARNING: One window in every bedroom on the ground and second
floor must be leyi available as a fire exit, particularly for children and
guests in your bome. At night, the bedroom window may often be the
quickest and satest meaiis of getting out.

OPERATOR

CASEMENT WINDOW
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- . GARAGES: The single lock on the garage door is inadequate to keep
. SLIDING DOOR: The purpose of securing a sliding dooris to intruders from prying up the apposite side and crawling in.
keep it from sliding or being pried up and out of the track.

One of three methods may be used to secure the door:

% 2 1. Add another bolt and padlock to the opposite side.

2. Install a pair of cane balts to the inside. (Note — these
are operable only from the inside.)

/’-/.; 7 ) 3. Add a top center hasp, as ilfustrated. Any person of

s average height can operate this locking device,

|
|

PINNED SLIDING PANEL

SLIDING DOOR

»

s A simple way to secure an inside sliding door is to drill 2 downward . e |

sloping hole through the top ehannel into the top portion of the cANE BOLT |

sliding door frame. Inserta pin as illustrated. This may be used a5 HASPS: These must be of hardened steel and installed ce sucluoﬂ:uv 1

- a minimum security method when the home is unoccupied. with carriage bolts through the door or gate. Use large i

washers on the inside. After the nuts are secired,
deface the threads of the bolt ends with a hammer to
keep the nuts from being removed.

LT

HINGING HASP

In every case use a minimum standard exterior padiock H-1

| as described on page 12,

i —./

- /;LIDE BOLT SLIDE BOLT WITH PADLOCK

Another way to secure a sliding door is to install a slide bolt for minimum security. To offer additional security
when your home is unoccupied, a padlock keyed to your front door may be added.

"y . . .
Of the many devices available for sliding doors, these offer the least-expensive and most effective means of Ib):;;lif ide a key outside. Most biding places are obvious to the

security.

Sticks and bars may be used, but any burglar can easily remove these. They offer no protection from the intruder
making an easy exit with your household goods.

10 , 1

PADLOCKS: There are many padlocks on the market from which to
choose. Do not be guilty of economizing on a padlock that will not
give you the protection you need. The most common assault on a pad-
lock is with a large bolt cutter or pry bar. The following description,

* wlgich you can take to the locksmith or hardware store, is the

{ minémum standard for an exterior padiock:

;7 1. Hardened steel, 9/32" shackle. (Naturafly, heavier shackles
% ©- - -offer additianal security.)

LIGHTING: Good exterior lighting is impor-
tant, particularly when the yard area is obscured
by high non-removable shrubbery. The best
possible location for outside lights is under the
eaves. This makes ground-level assault more
difficult. You can buy an inexpensive timer :
or a photo-electric cell which will automatically
turn the fights on at dusk and turn them off at
dawn.

2. Double focking mechanism-heel and toe.

. 3. Five-pin tumbler.
4. A key retaining feature, whenever possible. This prevents your
removing the key until you have locked the padiock.
Never leave your padlock unlocked. This is an invitation to have

BURN A LIGHT AT NIGHT. The best source of interior lighting is a living room

the padlock removed so-that a key can be made, and the lock - PAORDEK
fetumed to its positlon: La_ter the burglar returns when no one light, whether you are home or not. Again, use a timer or photo-electric cell to
is home and enters at his leisure; using his key. automatically turn the light on at dusk. The illumination coming from this

source is sufficient to silhouette an intruder through many windows in your home.
It is also confusing to the burglar as to whether you are away, at home, or asleep
on the sofa.

INTERIOR LIGHTING

* MINIMUM STANDARD FOR APPROVED GHAIN;

Must be of at feast 5/16" hardened steel alloy. The link must be
of continuous welded construction. - Lighter chain or chain with
apen tinks simply will not withstand bolt cutting attacks. Don’t
give your bicycle away. Usinganything less will invite its theft.

SECONDARY BARRIER: If the value of small personal items warrants pro~
tection, a secondary barrier is 2n additional safeguard. On a hinging closet door,
instalta 17 deadbolt lock. Store your jewels, furs, camera, guns, silvérware. and
other valuables behind this barrier. Be sure to pin the hinges. See page 5,
“Hinge Protection™.

So

e
~J
(V%)

MOTORCYCLES: These expensive bikes require additional security
messures. They must be secured with a mated 3/8™ hardened steel
alloy chain and padlock of equal strength,

Sheathed cable has not proven a satisfactory deterent to theft.

Keep the burglar away from this vital target by use of an alarm. 4
SECONDARY BARRIER

ALARMS: There are many types of alarms on the market. Secure the services
of a reputable alarm company. They will advise you of the best system to
protect your home. Space detection methods are excellent. Physical contact
methads are fair, but tend to send false alarms.

DON'T DEPEND ONLY UPON AN ALARM TO PROTECT YOU ... BE SURE

B.XCY CLES: You don’t leave your ear unlocked;so freat your
bicycle the same way. - Use an approved chain and padlock

-whenever you are not on the'seat! Lock it to the garage ~ \
with 2.3/8" X 6” eye screw fastened into a stud. The eye ) \\\\ ¥O USETHE PROPER LOCKING DEVICES. ;
screw should be at least 3 feet above the floor, because this ALARMS ; Any alarm system should include: 5

makes using a pry bar much more difficult.

Whenever you fock your bike in a public place, chain it to

a secure rack or stanchion through the frame and a wheel.
Keep the chain as high above the ground as the bike will
allow.. This reduces the leverage for a pry bar or bolt cutter

2. Fire sensing capability.

3.Read-out ability to check working of system.

4. Horn sounding device installed in attic through vent.
When shopping for an alarm, take this list with you.

J
U j ) ]‘ 1. A battery failsafe back-up.

attack. ‘

EVESCREW

BE SURE TO LOCK BEFORE YOU LEAVE AND LET A NEIGHBOR HAVE A KEY.

12 , ‘ 3




USE THISTO LIST YOUR PERSONAL PROPERTY WHEN LEAVING YOUR HOME PRACTICE THE FOLLOWING ADVICE -
IT WILL PAY DIVIDENDS

¥f you can identify recovered stolen property, it will aid police in returning the items to you. On those iten.z
that have no serial number, you may engrave your Drivers License or Social Security number with a simple etching

‘tool.. Personal items such as jewelry may be phetographed with proper identification listed on the back of the
GOING TO THE MARKET OR OUT TO DINNER-~-—?

photo. )
WITH CREDIT CARDS
PROFERTY MARKED A residence which presents a lived-in appearance is a deterent to burglars.

DRIVERS LICENSE NO. Campany Serialé
item Make Never leave notes which can inform a burglar that your house is unoccupied.

Make certain ati windows and daors are secured before departure. An empty garage advertises your
absence, 50 close the doors.

When going out at night, leave one or mote interior lights on and perhaps have a radio playing. Timers
may be purchased that will turn Yights on and +ff during your absence.

Do not leave door keys under flawer pots or doormats, inside an unlocked mailbox, over the doorway,
or in other obvious places.

AUTOMOBILE, MOTORCYCLE, S |
Wake, - Gofor | Lic, No. s,,,f? iTER WHEN PLANNING VACATIONS OR PROLONGED ABSENCES«-

Discontinue miik, newspaper, and other deliveries by phone or in person ahead of time. Do notleave
notes. . - °

Arrange for lawn tare and have someone remove advertising circulars and other debris regularly. On the
other hand, several toys left scattered about will create an impression of occupancy.

- DISHWASHER, STOVE, MIXER,
TOASTER, REFRIGERATOR, ETC. ‘ " Notify the post office to forward your mail or have a trustworthy person pick it up daily. Apartment house
1ten Maka Serial No. BICYCLE s hi i i It
Waske  Cilor  Lic. No. Frane No. tenants could alsa heed this hint as stuffed mail receptacles are a give-away when noone is home.

LT

inform neighbors of your absence so they can he extra alert for suspicious persons. Leave a key with them
so your place may be periodically inspected. Ask them to vary the pasitions of your shades and biinds.

Have the telephone temporarily disconnegted. Burglars may try calling to find out whether anyone isin,

When you leave, do not publicize your plans, Some burglars specialize in reading newspaper accounts of
other people’s vacation activities.

CAMERA, BINOCULARS, SPORTING o (SUNs .
GOO| EWIN HES e al ibor rial No. . .
) u.[.)s' § G mcmNE' w::(.:‘ Xo. Contact your local police or sheriff station and inform them how fong you will be gone, who has a key to your
house, and where you can be reached. Special attention wili be given to the premises while you are away,

if you find a door or window has been forced or broken while you were absent........DO NOT ENTER.
The criminal may ‘still be inside. Usea neighbor's phone immediately to summon police or sherift.

Do not touch anything or clean up if a crime has dccurred. Preserve the scene until the police or sheriff can
inspect for evidence.

TELEVISION, RADIQ, STEREO, TAPE
RECORDER, ETC.

POWER TOOLS & SPECIAL EQUIPMENT ‘ Item Hake Serial No.
Yiem Hake Serial No.

REMEMBER TO:
LOCK BEFORE YOU LEAVE

TRUST A NEIGHBOR WITH A KEY

BE A CONCERNED NEIGHBOR, YOURSELF

15 A84589-—205 3-73 671M
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Eil Concilio de California pora la Justicia Criminal tiene el placer de presentar
este folleto sobre “Robos residenciales y que hacer en contra de ellos/”
Esperamos que lo lea con interés y que tome accién para prevenir robos en
escala a su hogar o apartamiento.

Este folleto es el resultado del “programa para controlar y prevenir el crimen
especifico de robos en escala” iniciado por el Concilio. Hemos desarroliado
un programa para hacer algo pesitivo en contra del crimen de robos en
escala con o cooperacién y participacién def Procurador General y las seis
agencias de aplicadores de leyes mds grandes en el estado de California,
Estamos contra-otacando infensivamente el crimen de robos en escala eén 6
comunidades de California, Creemos que los resultados serdn significantes y
esperamos que los métodos desarrollados para combatic el robo en escala
serdn usados por todo el estado de California. Ei programa crimen—especi-
fico es otro ejemplo del compromiso contraido por el Concilio de California
para asegurar que los californianos esten protegidos en el crimen.

ROBERT H, LAWSON
Director Ejecutivo
Concilio de Cdlifornia
para la Justicia Criminal

INTRODUCCION

Todos tenemos Ia violencia persomal, pero la probabilidad de ser asesindo o
atacado en la calle es muy raro. Sin embargo, hay un crimen muy serio al cual
cada ciudadano estd accesible—el robo de residencia en escala.

Hubieron mas de dos millones de robos en escala reportados en Los Estados
Unidos en 1970 que causaron una pérdida de casi siete millones de délares. Mis
de la mitad de los crimenes mayores cometidos aqui en California son robos de
residencia en escala. El riesgo de que usted sea Ia victima de un robo en escala
aumenta cada afio, ya sea que usted sea pobre o rico, sea blanco ¢ negro, joven
o anciane, o viva en casa propia o en un apartamiento.

No crea que al tener una péliza de seguro usted estard protegido. Es cierto
gue necesita una péliza de seguro, pero no hay péliza que le proteja del miedo
que usted siente al saber que su hogar ha sido invadido, de la pérdida de sus
prendas o recuerdes, o de la inconveniencia de tener gue hacer reparaciones después
del robo. Hasta Ia proteccién que el segure le ofrece, llega a ser més costosa cada
afio. por el aumento de robos de residencia en escala.

El Procurador General de California, los departamentos de policia de las ciudades
de Anaheim, Berkeley, Compton, Fresno, Pasadena, Richmond, Riverside, San Ber-
nardino, Santa Ana, y Stockton y los departamentos de alguaciles de los condados
de San Joagquin y San Mateo han unide su habilidad en un programa de anti-robos
en escala disefiado y suministrado por el Concilio de Justicia Criminal de Cali-
fornia. Su comunidad ha sido seleccionada ¢omo una de las areas para el programa
¢onocido como “Crime-Specific Burglary Prevention and Control Program,” o sea |
el programa para prevenir y controlar el ¢crimen de robos en eseala.

Como residente de esta comunidad usted es parte integra del programa para ]
prevenir y controlar robos en eseala, Vera usted una emblema en la cara de este |
folleto—es un sefial de trdnsito dirigicndo la prevencién del “459,” el nimero de ;
Ia‘seccién del Cédigo Penal de California que se refiere a robos de hogar en |
escala-—también estaré en carteles, botones de anuncio y otra materia escrita. Esto_, |
es para recordarle a usted y a su gomunidad, que el prevenir rchos en escala, es |

una tarea que los agentes de policia no pueden hacer solos, ¢Porqué no empieza ‘
hoy mismo leyendo y siguiendo las sugerencias de este folleto? ‘

Anaheim Pasadena San Joaquin County \
Police Department Police Department Sheriff’s Department * ‘
Berkeley Richmond San Mateo County |
Police Department Police Department Sheriff’'s Department * |
Compton Riverside Santa Ana \
Police Department Police Department Police Department

Fresno San Bernardino Stockton

|
Police Department Police Department Police Department \‘
\

EVELLE j. YOUNGER |
Attorney General, %tate of California
an
Chairman, California Council on Criminal Justice

B
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SEGURIDAD MINIMA SIGNIFICA EL PREVENIR LA ENT, 1
! ‘RADA DE UN LADRON POR
PUERTA P VENTANA A MENQS DE QUE USE FUERZA DESTRUCTIVA PARA ENTRAEI?ALQU’ER
La mrayona de los ladrones no qulebran. una ventana para entrar. La mayoria de los instrumentos diseiados en
este folleto cuestan poco y las sugerencias para la seguridad de su hogar no cuestan nada y todos fe ayudan a
v

réducxr los robos en escala, / - g P
: O, f
) LA | i
/ / i w3 1 » \

Revise la seguridad de su hogar. Empiece por la puerta de
1a calle y siga por dentro de )a casa entera, incluyendo
todaslas puertas y ventanas terniinando con s patio de
atras, el cerco y los arbustos, porto’n y cochera.

Los arbustos no deben tapar Ia vista de su puerta de
enfrente. ‘Esto le da oportunidad de aislarse al intruso
para ganar Ja entrada al hogar.

Un.a mirill_a‘de dngulo ancho €n su puerta le permite saber
quien le visita cuando tocan en la puerta,

MIRILLA
1t
V-1

4
DETENCION AUXILIAR - es un pestillo
de una pulgada con un cerradero de guardia
templado y asidero digital.

D Y
FASADOR ABBOLUTG DE Si hay vidrio a menos de 40 pulgadas del
UN RGDILLO D1 he{r?je de cierre, debe seguir las provisiones
adicionales de seguridad que continufan,

/ UNA ALDABILLA ABSOLUTA esuna adicion
barata y no da mal aspecto al titado y a Ia lfave
existente, también sirve para que el ladiohi no
vaya a zafar ¢! e;:asadm' simplemente con una
tarjetilla de credito. Esta manera de entrar es
muy comunen muchas areas, pero tambien

es muy facil el prevenir la entrada.

- PUERTR SENCILLA

ALDAB,ILLA‘ ABSOLUTA

D3

UN P@SADOR DE BASTON de media
pulgada de didmetro por 12 pulgadas de . -
altura instalado en la parte de arriba
y en la parte de abajo de las pyertas
sin llave le ofrece seguridad minima. ®
Muchas residencias con puertas dobles @
usan pasador corredizo de medio
cilindro el cual es muy debil ¥y noes
adecuado,

- E‘,/ b ]
§

g
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(\ e PASADOR DE RASTON :

PUCATA DOBLE

SEGURIDAD ADICIONAL ES EL PREVENIR QUE EL INTRUSO

SALGA POR CUALQUIER PUERTA A
MENQS DE QUE USE’FUERZA DESTRUCTIVA. Esto reduce la posibilidad del robo dgart‘:;cukos grandes
despiies de que el ladrch haya entrado por una ventana y espera salir fdcilmente.

ADVERTENCIA: Una ventana en cada recdinaray en el primer y segundo Ppiso
deben ser disponibles como salida de’emergencia en caso de un incendio
especialmente para niffos Y bueSpedes zit su'casa.  De noche la ventana de la
recamara tal_vez sea la mds rabiday segura salida. Por el peligro de incendio

no se recomienda reja decorativa en las ventanas de las recamaras a menos ’

de que se abran de adentro.

. . I . -
A contmua:‘::on hay illustraciones de pasadores de llave que se pueden usar
como seguridad adicional cuando la residencia este desocupada.

A
D}::TENCION AU).(ILIAR — Un pestillo de una pulgada y de doble
cxlxx}dro con guardias templados. Si el pestillo de doble cilindro
:,sta en uso cuando hay alguien en casa, se debe dejar fa flave en
| para asegurar Ia salida en caso de emergencia de un incendio.

PASADOR ABSOLUTA DE
DOBLE.RODILLA

D-2
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ite It i i Have todas ‘
iempre quite la lave cuando vaya a salir del bogar. Cierre, con
if;fertgs y asegure las ventancs cuando salga. La mayoria d'e_ robos gn j‘
escela son cometidos por personas bajo la influencia de narcaticos asi . |
que no les ayude a mantener el vicio aungue su propiedad no le preacupe. PASADORES AL NIVEL son instalados en
la-parte de arriba y abajo de la puerta que no
i estd fijx de puertas dobles y prestan seguridad
adicional ya que el intruso no 2})uede alcanzar R
a forzar estas cerraduras si estd la puerta \
. cerrada. . . ]
e ori i 4 pulgada que se instala / | ‘ |
El pasador de orilfa es un pestitlo seguro de una pu . t ‘
pm? dentro de 1a puerta. . No es tan caro como otros tipos de cerrojos, ;0 |
pero es igual de efectivo para la segqridad. ) ) A :
¢ i
kY ) :
PASAROR DE ORILLA
n-2 . : .
. ¢ Llame al alguacil o'a la policia cuapdo vea una persona extraita ext 16s alrededores
de su casa. Ellos pueden investigdrle, sin ofenderle. 43 puede, tome €l 0
¢ de la licencia del carro, sin exponerse a peligro o compromiso al acercarse a
— - ’ X una persona o autontovil desconocido.
! identificacion (el nimero de su licencia de manejar) ) )
Marque con e{ nsimero de identificacion (el nime - k
: todgs sus aﬂif-ulos de valor. Esto disminuye el riesgo de robo cuando el R .
co ladrdn ve la identificacion y ta la oportunidad de que usted recobre ‘ k ‘
] su propiedad Quizds I poli {a, el depar to del alguacil, departamento . ) NESNT .
rop Pl vt t0s para ‘ W
de bomberos u otras org ngan whstrumen. V ’
" grabar'ue presten y es tan fdcil como el escribir con un lapiz sobre 1 } k
cuglquier cosa. Este instrumento se puede compsar por menos de diez
ddlares. . - . ‘
| =% i ’
! '
" k PROTECCION DE BISAGRAS ©®
Fl pasatd or;’le 0remt:ecse:r:;:;r;?g:empg:t?l;:S'si::;?x?:sayp\?;?i?;:;: % - Para ianedir %ue s.)zqugn !a p‘uerta de las bisagras, sacando el rodillo
P sepuridad adici i de la bisagra, haga Yo siguiente:
e o spfdad adisioralaprotde 1. Saque dos tornillos opuestos, uno al otro, de las dos hojas de la .
’ % bisagra, ., ,
¢ ¢ . 2. Penctre enel aguiero un clavo o tornitlo mas largo dejandose (1))
una media pulgada fuera del marco de la puerta.
PASADOR DE ORILLA A
PRULSA CONTRA FOREAR 3. ' Taladre el agujero del tornilio en la puerta. Hagase esto en )
B2 -ambas bisagras. Cuando cierre 1a puerta, el rodillo de fa .
bisagra puede ser sacada pero la puerta permanece firme. 2 .
BISAGRA CON TRANCA
’ ' 7
6
£ ‘
.
VENTANAS: Elinteres principal en asegurar fas ventanas es el de eliminar 1 . b
de fos fadrones evitan que%rar vxi’drio porcglue temert z{raer atencion, iminar que fas forcen. La mayoria VENTANAS DO,BLE COLGADAS - Ias aldabas ‘;e estas se pueden forzar, Si
‘ : ‘ ‘ ) ) no las usa, atornillelas cerradas pera no.en las recamaras. Si usa la ventana, taladre

un agujero inclinado hacia abajo en Ya parte superior de 1a ventana de abajo
pasando por Ja parte inferior de la ventana de arriba y luego:encaje un clavo -

© pasador, ._ >

TORNILLO PASADOR

VENTANAS CORREDIZAS -~ El propdsita aqui es de no permitir que la ventana
sea levantada o sacada del carril.

=]

VENTANA DOBLE COLGADA

VENTANA CORREDIZA
3

l"
tLe pargcio algo extyafio la manera de ese vendedor? iEra reparador de utensilios

que traia la direccion incorrecta? Su departamento de policia puede indagar
fatcilmente si usced les llama. :

Hay muchos productos obtenibles para asegurar ventanas, he aqui algunas sugerencias:

1
tla VEI;I’IANAS ESTILO PERSIANAS no son seguras. Quitelas ikl
- ¥ cambielas por otras con un vidrio de una sola pieza o de =
otro tipo de ventana para ventilacidn adecuada o
protdjalas con rejas o rejillas. ‘ -
|-
VENTANA CLAVADA BLOOUE CONTHA-RESBALE -
PASADOR DE RESHALG
[~ B VENTANA TIPO PERSIANA
& . t)
No es recomendado que una ventana se asegure media abierta. Esto esuna invitacion ; 2
Ppara que alguien la abra y esto resulta 2 entrada a fuerza, d
Instrumentos que cietran cois Nave no ofrecen seguridad y pueden ser un obstdeul & > |-
fmpidiendo la salida en caso de incendio. o
T
REIAS NFJILLAS

Otra manera de asegurar es el uso de portales y cerco de hierro

PUERTA VENTANAS son las mds fa’cil'de asegurar. Asegure que Ja aldaba trabaje para proteger entradas al primer piso y a los patios.

b bien y que el mango de 1a puerta no estd suclto, Si estd suelto, repongalo.

ALTABA

AVISO: Deje dispantible una ventana en cada recamara en e} primes
y segundo pisa para salir en caso de incendio, particularmente para

nifios y buekpedes en su casa. Dt noche esta serd la mas fakil y
segura salida. ‘

MANO OE aApmify

PUERTA VENTANA




PUERTA CORREDIZA: El objeto de asegurar una puerta

corrediza es el de prevenir que se Tesbale o sea levan{ada’y . L P éngase otco pasador con candado en el lado opuesto.
esta el e 2, Instdlese un par de pasadores de bastdn por dentro (Ndtese
3 que ¢estos se pueden mover sdlamente por adentro)
:‘ 3, Agreguese una dldaba deslizadora como en 1a ilustracich.

08T
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PUERTA CORREDIIA

Una manera facil de asegurar la puerta interior es de taladrar

minima cuando el hogar estd desocupado. -

© TRANCA CORALDIZA CON CANDADD

N . n .

Otra manera de asegurar una puerta corredizz} es el de instalar una tranca corrediza que sirva Fle m:lmma segllmdad.
Para mas seguridad, cuando su residencia este sola, agregue un candado que se abra conla ;msma gve ?ue a
puerta de enfrente. De los muchos aparatos disponibles para puertas cprredlzals, estos son los mas baratos y
Puede usar palos o barras pero cualquier ladron pugde quitarlos facilmente;

mas efectivos para la seguridad. P 5 Arras | ;
no ofrecen proteccign ya que el intruso encuentra fdcil salida de su casa con el botin.

10

' COCHERAS: Un candado en Ia puerta de fa cathera no es adecuado
para prevenir que intrusos forcen el lado opuesio y se metan a gatas.

Uno de estos tres métodos se puede usar para asegurar la puerta:

1 Cualquier persona de estatura normal puede usar este
SECCION CORREDIZA CONPASADOR me’to(lo de asegurar la puerta.

T “ Al
/ » !

i . !,
En todo caso useése un candado modelo de seguridad minima
como es describido en la pdgina 12,

PASADOR DE BASTON

un agnjero inclinado hacia abajo por la parte superior de fa . ALDABAS DE CANDADO: Deben ser de hierro endurecido cs
puerta hacia la parte superior del marco de la puerta. Encaje e instaladas con tornillos de coche que pasen por la puerta
un clavo como en la ilustracion. Esto se usa como seguridad o¢el portal. Usdnse arandelas por dentro, luego que esten

apretadas las tuercas, desfigure la rosca del tornillo con
un martillo para que no se puedan sacar las tuercas.

=

ALDABA DE CANODAGOC
RESBALADORA
2

ALDABA DE CANDADO CON BISAGRA

H-1

1

/7
Nunca esconda una Have afuera de la casa, la mayoria
de los.Jugares donde la esconde son obvios al ladrdhn.

R e e T ki A e e e i e h s e e e a5 0 s g 0 it DS I g o 0 N T bV 291

S . L gees TRABA
CANDADOCS: Hay muches candados de venta de donde escoger. No trate
de economizar al comprar un candado que no le dc la proteccidn que
: hiecesita. ' La manera mas comun de violar un coudado es tratando de usar
“in cortad;;r de pasador grande o una barra para forzar el candado. La
descripcion que sigue se p}zede Nevar a una ferreteria o taller de llaves yes 3 ;
el modelo de seguridad minima de un candado para uso de afuera. roBiLLO 3 | we
1.  Hierro endurecido, traba de 9/32 de pulgada. (Naturalmente N =
trabas mds gruesas prestan mas seguridad) '

2. Mecanismo al enganche doble — tobillo y pie.
3. Fiador de cinco piezas. e

4. Cuar}do sea posible, con cardcter de detencich de ltave. Esto le
previene el sacar la llave antes de cerrar el candado. T TT

MNunca dejé el candado abierto. Esto invita a que se Hleven el candado y =
hagan una llave y lo regresen donde estaba. Despuds el ladron regresa
cuando nio hay nadie en casa y usa la llave para entrar.

ILUMINACION:

CAROADO
PL

minacion en el exterior, especialmente si tiene arbustos
altos cn 2l patio que no puede sacar. Ei miejor lugar
para luces exteriores es debajo del ?Jero, esto hace /
el asalto al nivel de al tierra maks dificil. Usted puede

camprar un cronometro barato o una pila foto-

e!e'ctrica, 1a cual, automaticamente prende las luces al
anochecer y las apaga al amanecer. / ‘ \

Es importante que tenga buena ilu-

l

ILUMINACION EXTERIOR

7

MANTENGA LA LUZ DE NOCHE: La mejor fuente de luz interior es una luz en
la sala, ya esté en casa o no. Esta luz es suficiente para ver la silueta de un intruso

por fas ventanas de su casa, Tambien sirve para confundir al ladrdn de que si hay

o nio hay nadie en casa 6 dormido en e silidn.

MODELO MINIMO DE CADENA APROBADA:

5/16 de pulgadas de acero de )ﬂeacion endurecida. Elenganche debe ser
de construccion soldada continua. Cadena mas liviana o con enganche
abierto se puede cortar con cortador de pasador. No regale su bicicleta,
El vsar algo menos, es invitar a que le roben su bicicleta.

MOTOCICLETAS: Necesitan seguridad adicional, ya ue Son mas caras.
Deben ser aseguradas con una cadena de 3/8 de pulgada v de acero de aleacion
endurecido enganche unido y un candado de igual fuerza.

BICICLETAS: Si no deja su carro abierto, trate su bicileta de Ia misma
manera. Use una cadena y candado aprobado cuando no este’en el asiento.
Encadéneta en su garage con un toruillo de argolla de 3/8 por 6 pulgadas,
puesto en un poste. ,El tornillo de argolla debe estar cuando menos a 3 pies
del nivel del piso, asi es mds difici} usar una barra para forzar el candado.,
Cuando encadene su bicicleta en un lugar pu'blito hagalo en una percha
asido del armazdn ¥ la rueda de la bicicleta. Mantenga la cadena lo mas
alto g 1e permita la bicicleta. Esto disminuye el riesgo de que se pueda
usar 1 na barra.como palanca 6 que se ¢orte la cadena con cortadar de

pasac‘.ar. @ _

TORNILLO DK 030

N\ \\\

ALARMAS

WU/

12 N

BARRERA SECUNDARIA: Si ef valor de sus cosas personales merecen proteccion,
una barrera secundaria sirve de seguridad adicional. En una puerta del ropers con
bi,sagras, instale una aldaba absoluta, de una pulgada. Almacene sus joyas, pieles,
camaras, armas y otras cosas de valor detra’s de esta barrera y asggure las bisagras,
(Pagina 5, proteccion de bisagras.) FEl uso de una alarma en es{e lugar esencial,
previene la entrada de un ladrdn.

LUZ INTERIOR

(XY

BARRERA SKCUNDARIA

ALARMAS: ., Se venden muchas clases.de alarmas. Obtenga los servicios de
una compania de alarmas, eilos Ie aconsejarah cual es el mejor sistema para
+ proteger su residencia. El sistema de rayos de energla es excelente. Algunos

otros sistemas no son tan buenos porque emiten alarmas falsas,

NO DEPENDA SOLAMENTE EN QUE LE PROTEYA UNA ALARMA,
ESTE SEGURO DE USAR LOS APARATOS APROPIADOS PARA

CERRAR.

Cualquier sistema de alarma debe incluir:

i. Una pila que continue en servitio cuando falle Ja electricidad.

2. Que sea capaz de percibir un incendio.

3. Que tenga modo de revisarse para probar que el sistema sigue

funcionando,

4. Unaparato que suene y que sea instalado en el dtico por una

ventanilla de ventilacidn.
Lievese esta lista cuando vaya a comprar un alarma.

ESTE SEGURO DE QUE CERRO CON LLAVE ANTES DE SALIR Y

DEJE UNA LLAVE CON SU VECING.

13
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USE ESTA LISTA PARA SUPROPIEDAD PERSONAL

Si. pupde identificar articulos robados que han sido recobrados por la polici’a, se le facilitard Ia devolucioh.
Los articulos que no tengan nimero eni‘serie pueden ser grab;dos con el ndmero de su seguro social o el ndmero
de su licencia de manejar con un instrumento de grabar. Articulos personales, como jeyas, pueden ser foto-
grafiadas marcando la propia identificacidn por detrds de la foto,

OBIETAS MARCADOS CON TARJETA DE CREDITO
LICENCIA DE R’ANBAR NO. Compania Nimeroen Sexie
Aﬂ{cula Hecho Por.
o
[
3
03

[
AUTOMOVIL, MOTOCICLETA, PATI"N MOTORIZADOQ

Némero en Serie

<% . Hecho Por  Color Lic, No-
LAVADOR DE TRASTES, ESTUFA, BATEADOR
ELECTRICO, TOSTADOR, REFRIGERADOR, ETC,
Al’&l’:u!o‘ ' Héclio Por Ndmero en Serte BICICLETA
Hecho Por  Color Lic. No, Armazon No.
o .
CAMARA, GEMELOS, EQUIPO DEPORTIVO, ARMAS ,
M /(QUIN A DE COSER,; RELGIES Hecho Por Calibre Numera en Serie
Axd’culo Hechao Por N\{mem‘!n Serie

TELEV[SXO'N. RADIO, GRABADORA, ETC.

Hecho Por Nimero en Sarie

14
Articulo

HERRAMIENTA DE MOTOR & APARATOS ESPECIALES

.. Articulo Hecho Por Numere en Setie

L
g9
‘g

WX0d UOTRBOTITIUSPI Kﬁ,.zadoxa
Tessd UOT1EedTITIUSPT Ayxedoxg

wrod jusuubissy/asenboy zoxesds

AL SALIR DE SU CASA SIGA ESTOS CONSEIOS, LE SERVIRAN DE MUCHO,

¢Va a ir al mercado o a cenar fuera de casa?
Una residencia que parece tener gente déntro disuade la entrada de un ladrdn.

No deje notas que le informan al ladrdn que no estd en casa,

Asegiirese que todas las ventpnas y puertas estah con llave antes de salir. Cierre las puertas de 1a cochiesa
ya que und cochera vatia avisa su auséncia. )

Cuando salga de noche deje por lo menos una luz encendida o el radio tocando. Puede tomprar
crongmetros que enciénden y apagan las Juces de Ja casa durante su ausencia,

No deje llaves debajo de macetas, tapetes, adentro def buzoh, arriba de la puerta o en otros lugares obvios
8

. al ladron.

CUANDO PIENSE SALIR DE VACACIONES O AUSENTARSE DEL HOGAR POR LARGO TIEMPO:

Antes de salir, suspenda las entregas de la Jeche y el periodico. No deje notas.
Arregie que-alguien le co’rte el ce'sped, récoja anuincios y-otra basura regularmente. Si deje algunos jugetes
tirados dardn 1a impresioh que hay gente en casa.

. z . - . -
Avise al correo para que le evien su correspondencia o deje que alguien de confianza se lo Jevante diariamente
Personas que viven en apartamientos deben hacer caso a esto, pues buzones llencs indican que no hay

nadie en casa.

Informe a sus vecinos de su.ausencia para que estén alertas a personas §OSpcchosas. Déjeles una Nave para
que revisen su hogar de vez en cuando. Digales que cambien Ta posicion de las cortinas y persianas.

Descontinue el servicio telefohico temporalmente. Ladrones llaman para tratar de averiguar si hay

alghien en casa
No publique sus planes cuando salga, algunos ladrones leen pe:id’dicos para estar al tanto de las actividades

sociales.

Informe a 1a policia o departamento de alguacil 91 tiempo que va a estar fuera del hogar, quien t,iene 1a llave
a su hogar y adonde se le pueden hallar. Le daran atencidn especial a su hogar, mientras no este en casa.

Si encuentra una puerta o ventana forzada cuando regrese¢, no entr;. El criminal adn puede estar adentro.
Use el telefono de un vecino imediatamente, para llamar a la policiao alguacil,

Si fia ocusrido un crimen, no limpie ni toque nada. Mantenga intacto la escena, hasta que 1a polic{a oel
alguacil pueda revisario para ver si hay alguna evidencia

ACUERDESE:
CIERRE CON LLAVE ANTES DE SALIR

TENGA CONFIANZA EN UN VECINO DEJANDOLE UNA LLAVE,
SEA USTED UN VECINO QUE SE PREOCUPA.

143,600
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. Pnge of . O] Shots Fired BURGLARY REPORT on
; : O Resid. O com’t, .3 Safa [ Attempt {220)
14 Business 13 Residence 10 Store m
Vi 01 HANKISAY, LOAN (cont.) 03 CLOTHING VICTIM'S NAME {Lgat, s, masdie - Fynn nime, it business) PHONES. RES,
s 07 BAR 07  SINGLE FAMILY |04  OEPARTMENT sus
¥ U4 CAH SATES LOT 08 oriEaR 05 ORUG 4
NI 06 TINANCE CUIA, 06 GUN LOCATION OF OCCUARENCE X
g 04 11D SYAND - 08 1I0UDR
S 12 memcaL orsice | 15 Miscalleneous| oo manker
: 13 OFFICE BLDG. J&  scHooL I L T P— MO,] DAY | YEAR | DAY WK, TIME MO.] DAY | YEAR TIME
)8 PAWN fHOP 03 CHURCH 11 Tv/RaioraepLl [R 8 S arwN. REPORTED:
W 10 mEG. o, 06 GARAGE 12 OTHER:
g :? gesr:'ur:»:n': 19 OTHER TR o [J VEH. SEEN:  NO. SEX  DESCENT
AS STATIO ocati
1 Lilig  THEATER 16 No. Stories 0 suse, SEEN:
‘ E 19 WAREHOUSE ‘ 20 ALY ‘{TYPE OF PAOPEATY TAKEN RECOVERED
I 20 OUHER 11 MULTIPLE 22 CORNER
\ . 12 SINGLE 23 DEAD END ST: s s
" - 25 MAIN $T, IRVESTIGATIVE DIVISIONIS! & PERSON NOTIFIED
13 Resid 16 Neighborhood| 25 wiostock F
\ 3 U3 APTPROJECT | O} COMMERGIAL {24 SIOE ST
(R 08 noTeL 02 cowL & HESIO, | 27 OTHER: CONNECTED REPORTIS) ~TYEE & DR, NO,
I 05  MOFEL 03 APARTMENTS
| 06 QUPLEX/TRIPLEX | 04  SINGLE FAMILY
; CODE: V-Victim  R-Persan Regortin 8-Person Who Secured Premises  D~Persan Who Discovered Crime.  W~Witness Day Phane—~X
i
i : ADDF.ESS cITY PHONE 1
i 1 . RES.
Vo Name & Phones Listed Abovs o e rer e e o o e e e e e e e i s e A et et s e oo e e 3
! i ’ 8US,
' ]
|
! H U SR SV S
i | eus, :
. S §
| | e,
[ } 8US, ‘
| I L, NOD, STATE MAKE/MODEL MFG, YEAR TYPE TOP - -COLORS ~ BOTTOM ). D, CHARACTERISTICS
i [
| > .
‘ LEX)] DESCENT HAIR EYES HEIGHY WEI'GHT AGE CLOTHING NAME & ADDRESS IF KNOWN: NAME, BKG. NO, & CHARGE IF ARRESTED,
=1 i '
t.Lu) !
. : al, ‘
€@ :
7] : ;
' 3 X H
: } .
51“5"‘2N°~3 303 Tattoo {cont.} 307 Teeth 311 Eyes 314 Facial Hair 317 Face
3 3 3 NamES 11t MISSING T 1 1 MUST - CHINESE || 1 | NEGRO WICAUC
f T 1 1 MISSING 4
i 300 Amputee 4 4 4 wowDS 2 2 2 cow 2 2.2 CROsSED 2 2 2 GOATEE FEATURES
f 11 Len 5 5 5 INITIALS : 3 i “0::“ 3 3 3 SuNGLASSES 3 3 3 BEAAD - FULL 2 2 2 Hi CHEER BONE
7 2 2 ARM 6§ 6 & PacHuco 4 d FAL S DECAY 4 4 4 GLASSES tbLamg . |4 4 4 MUST - HEAVY 3 3 3 LONG
3 3 3 raor § 5 5 - sTANIDEC 5 5 5 5 MUST - THIN 4 4 4 s°DAD
' 4 a4 4 s 6 6 6 PROTRUDING § 5 sutowe 6 6 6 MUST~-MEDIUM |5 5 5 THIN
HaNG 304 Facial Scars 7 7 7 IRREGULAR 6 6 6 SOUINT/BLINK
wls 5 5 ean L 7 7 7 suaniED 7 7 7 BROWS - HEAVY |§ § & ROUND
Wle 6 6 rmaens U ok 308 Body Scors @ B B UNSHAVEN
= 2 2 2 cuN v 1 amm 315 £ 55 c ;
= 3 ars Compflexion
: OF 301  Deformed i 3 ‘;‘ :ﬁ»ﬂENMU 2 2 2 wamD 312 Hair Type plext
Qb 1 b e - 3 3 3 wAsT 111 CAULIFLOWER 1 1 1 DARK
o 5 5 5 NOse 2 4 2 PERCED
2 2 2 amm 6 6 6 EAR 4 4 4 NECK 1 1 brep 2 2 2 SALLOW
213 3 3 Hano 7T 0 cviunuw 5 5 §  HUHN 2 2 2 PROCESSED 3 3 3 PROTAUDING 3 3 3 Ruoby
gLla 4 a4 o ) 6 6 § CHEST 3 3 3 WIGITOUPEE 4 4 4 CLOSETOHEAD {4 4 4 LIGHTIFAIR
215 5 b fINGERS : ety 4 4 4 cRewcuv 5 § 5 tAAGE 5 5 5 MEDIUM
g 6§ 6 6 BOWLEGGED , 305  Facial Oddity 309 Speech 5.5 6 BALD 6 6 & smaLL
£ - o . : 0 0 BIRTHMARKS 0 0 0 IMPELIMENY 6 6 & AFFO 316 Nose 319 Other:
wl 302 Tattoo Y1 POCKMARKS 1 1 1 ACCENT (uSJ 7.7 7 tonNG
il IR 2 2 2 MOuEs 2 2 2 pccenytothear |8 8 B THIN/RECEGED |1 1 1 CRQOKED
2 2 2 Hano 3 3 J FREGKLES 3 3 3 Lses 9 9 9 sTAAIGHT 2 2 2 nooKED U
3 3 3 FincERs 4 4 4 PIMALES 4 4 4 STUTTERS 3.3 3 UPT\{HNED
" 4 4 chestmeck 18 8 5 wws mick 5 & 5 HARE LIP Qi3 4 44 LoNG Y1
& 6 6 LIPS THIN B & 6 MUMBLES % 6§ 5 BAOAD e
: 303 7 7 7 CHIN-PROTAUDED |7 7 -7 RAPID 1011 wawy 6§ 6 6 fuar .
v v 1 eerymes 8 8 B CHIN RECEDES 1B 8 B SOFT/LOW 2 2 2 BusHy 1.7 7 smaut (IR T S
2 2 2 DEsioNs ‘9 9 9 HOLLOWGCHEEK |9 § O HEFINED 33 3 cuny 8§ 8 B THN
51 instrument Used 50 Entered From 51 Method of Entry 51 Outside Lighting 50 Window 50 Glass*®
i 11 PARTIAL O BYNN DOOR 21 ' BROKE
61  BODILY FORCE 81 BASEMENT 51 OPEN/UNLOCKED
67 HOLT CUTTER/PLIERS 82 UNDERGAOUMD OR PREMISES 12 cooo 02  CRANKISWING 22 REMOVED
63 CHOPPING TooL - :::_22:50"?:: :25' 52 CONCEALMENT 13 NONE 03  FIXED/DISPLAY 23 BROKE WIWRAPPED
64 BAR, PIPE ETC, .. CE5SIBLE BY STAIRS) 53 FROM NOOF WIHOPE - {~ 04  LOUVERED 2 cur
&5 HOOK & .POLE, LINE 84 COURYYARD 54 MORE THAN ) ATTEMPT | 50 Lock 05  SKYLIGHT 25  TAPED & BROKE
St g6 Pass nev 85  FIRE ESCAPE 55 USED HIDDEN KEY 2 cur 06 SLIDING 26 OTHES:
] 67 CvaNNEL LOCRS, VISE | B6  INTERIOR HALL 56 TUNNELED a2 PRIED 07  UP-DOWN TYPE -
b=] = GRIPS. PIPR WRENCH ‘B ADJACENT PREMISES 67 FRIED:BARS/BOARD 33 PICKED 08 OTHER: 51 Door
5 68 SAWILRILL B8 FAONY 58 ZE\QEHED THRU GRILL/ 24 FORCED. HASP 41 DOUBLE
e B ;ﬁ;':\'"mg AMMEH 89 ALAR . 35 FONCED BROKE 51 Screen 32 FRENCH
10 Ssshe, erc, 99 -stoe —— - 36 AemoveD 93 cur 33 - 6ARAGE
7 Cwne 91 watt . 51 Visibility From St,’| 37 pANIC AR DEPRESSED 22 - PRIED 34 Gass
72 OTHER. 97 ROGF 14 PARTIAL 4 38 REMOVED/PRIED HINGE 23 REMOVED 35  PETIUELIVERY
83 FLOOR 16 Go0D 39 SHINMED 2. WD 36 REGULAR
94 VENT 40 OTHER: Py 37 SLIDING
16 Nane 25 OYHER: 38 OTHER:
CHECKED
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Pige  of BURGLARY REPORT
o __ o . OR
22 Pratended to be 2
3 Suspect’s Actions 24 S
U Wore
- 2 1ot rRowL spect 26 indications Thet 24 Safe Jobs
32 e 13 adMED 01 NG SHOES 61 TECHNICAL Sxiis
n&ffn’aogrg;“‘ 26 MALICIOUS ACT 04 umusuAL crotHes oo 2 ronchmmen rxnmoesavc
3 : . 52 A 22 PUNCHpH
n P& LURNING STOLEM 14 ARSON OR ATTEMPT o5 Groves o O TRAER 7:21 cmmg: ::::L "
" ;
B incounn % Seecemne metoon 26 Al T o e 5 o
-, e v - 75  KEY/WORKE
32 HEPAIRIDELIVMAN 11 ALTER WINDOW COVER 41 SILENCEU (FOAW, PAD, ETCI | 25 Evidencs 76 OTHER -?:Ho: cn(::“ét
%] A AIDING VICTIM 21 rOOK LOOT IN V'S, SUIT 42 BYPASSED MECHAN(CALLY o
W] 37 SELKING SOMEDNE CASE, PILLOWCASE, ETC, 43  DISABLED 2y HTS-AvoID/AEMOVE 17 faikeo 1O getk
Gl 38 uuNbICRIPPLED! 34 usEo LooKout 44 PRESENT T oy ot
g INFIRM, ETC, 16 ATE, DRANK ON PREMISES 45 TRIPPED 3 GREASE FROM pAINTS 22 Victim Was
S w0 omem 313 SMOKED ON F 24 FOOTPAINTS
ui 37 useo ToILET 24 Telephone 25 FasRiC smEARg S ATETADY. IN PAPER
2 8HOKE INTO: P N 26 BLOODSTAINS 2 a7 ruNeRaL
2120 Solcited/Ofrored 18 CASK BOX, ToY BaNK FULLICUT/OISCONNEST 27 TODLMAfKS 59 wovING
19 COIN-DPER, MACHINE 5 78 FINGERPAINTS 85 soneeoanon
-~ . U 82  INSIDE BLOG, 55 8uR
331 vonaTIoNs 20 pISPLAY cAse 83 - OUTSIDE BLDG, 28 unxnoww v:sf-%;rugi%gunmo
38 USE PHONE/TOILET 30 RANSACKED 80 OTHER: ) 30 oryeA:
35  EMPLOYMENT 4. DEFECATER ' B
3 wMoRaL acT 4 orHen: % Lights 25 Force 22 Vah, involved
34 MONEY g 82 VICT'S, VI
" 41 BRUTAL AsSau; - VEH. TAKEN
3; SUBSCRIPTIONS 32: Misc. Sex Acts g; f:‘"' OFF POWER 53 GAGGED v 83 OTheR:
INFO AAPE, OR ATTEMPT €9 MATCHES,
z . 2 one TEM CANDLES, £7C, 45 BOUND
OTHER: OBSCENE, PHOFANE 64 TH
WRITING 03  TURNED ONJOFF, ETC. REATEN TO KiLL 22
37 orHen: 04  OTHER; 0 omHeR:. Sh ‘ F
90 ots Fired
11} IDENTIEY ADDITIONAL SUSPECTS ON A SECOND FAGE SHEET.

NO AVAILABLE PHONE,

8Y WHOM, GIVE DISPQSITION,

14) SUMMARIZE OTHER DETAILS RE
(6) LIST STOLEN ITEMS

IDENTIEY AODITIONAL W)TNESSES, [2) RECONSTRUI
LATING TO CHIME, TION WHERE ViE

(5l INDICATE TIM
~EXCEPT IF CASH 1S THE ONLY ITEM TA LOPEATY SUmPCeTCTTIERE VICTIM AND

KEN- ON' A PROPEATY SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT, FORM

03.05.,0.

{3) DESCRIBE PHYSICAL EVIDENCE.STAT ‘
L . £ LOCATION FOUNG
WITNESSES CAN BE L 4y

OCAYED 8Y DAY INVESTIGATORS IF

S -]
- .
SUPERVISOR APPROVIN Y :
PPROVING SERTAL NO. INTERVIEWING OFFICERS SERIAL NO.  DIVISION OETAIL | PERSON NEFORTING (STGNATURE]

: X
bA - —— :

TE & TIME REPHOBUCED OIVISION  CLERK T T T~ CLEARED BY MULTIRLE

) FOoLLOW UP OR NO.
CLEARED BY ARREST (JYes LINo
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RESIDENTIAL SECURITY INSPECTION
CHECKLIST

File #

Name :

Address: City:

Phone:

Building Type: Single Family Apartment

Attached Garage Detached Garage

‘Vehicles_ Other
Inspected By:
Grid:

Census Tract:
Insurance Company:

Time Spent:

Date and Time:
Followup Inspections:
- Beat Identification:

"Condiom
Outbuildings____

Policy #:

Building Perimeter Recommenda

tions

Unsat. | Fair | Recd.
Shrubbery ’

Lighting

Gates

Garage Doors

Qut Buildings

Vehicles

Vents

Building Interior

Doors Hinges | Type | Locks| Frames

Recommendations

Main Entrance

Side

Back

Garage Door

Sliding Door

Louver Door

Other

Other

Windows Locks | Frames | SecuritylLocation

Recommendations

Double Hung

S1iding

Louver

"Other

- Other

Alarms - Yes No
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Business Name:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Emergency Name:

Type of Business:

Insurance Company:

Type of Insurance:

File #
COMMERCIAL SECURITY INSPECTION
CHECKLIST
City: Phone:
LN Title:
Phone:
Policy #:
Grid: Census Tract Area: Time Spent:
Date & Time:

Inspected By;

Foliaw-up Inspection:

Building Perimeter | Unsat.

Fair | Recd. | Recommendations

Shrubbery

Lighting

Roof

Skylianhts

Vents

Fencing

Building Interior Hinge;

Type !Locks | Frames | Recommendations

Doors

Main Entrance

Side

Rear

Loading

Other

Windows: : Lac.

Security Lockstrames

Recammiendations

STiding

Double Hung

Louver

Other

Locks Type

Loc.

Security)Unsat.

Sat.] Recommendations

Doors

Windows

Exterior
Openings

Safes Type

Loc.

Unsat.|Sat. |Recommendations

Flpor

Wall

Upright

Vault

Fire Box

Money Chest

Alarms Yes

No

Recommendations

Contact - Doors
& Windows

Bean

Sonig

Guard Service
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PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION

1
. . 3 ersonal Major electrical appliances, (T, mixer, Credit Cards
1. Sample letter {AGENCY LETTERHEAD) ronerdty refrigerator, washer; etc.) Company SeAL WO
V. re C OI' DESCRIPTION SERIAL_NO.
4
i Name: _
. ‘ Automobiles, Matareycles, Scooters,
Dear Citizen: i Bicycles,
The Department is attempting to reduce i C -
crime in the City/County through the implementation of a crime é
prevention program called "Operation Identification”". The pur- i Camtas Birocuars, S IMPORTANT
pose of this program is to discourage thefts and burglaries by 4 Vatches ete, porting Goods, 3§$ﬁgj§?$$amsmmwonw
recording the serial numbers or engraving your driver's license i (- DESCRIPTION SERiAL_NO, ~ 2 o
number on portable items such as tools; radios, appliances, 4 Gmf
. » : ¥ AKE
television sets, cameras, and so forth. : * CALBER . SERAL O
i
12
A special decal, prominently displayed on front and back windows, ¢
should discourage burglary by serving notice that the items in ; Small electrical appliances (radics,
Ll the house have been marked and recorded. If marked items are 1 Smm%t”iwaaﬁeud
# S [y 34 RESCRIPTION. RIAL NO. i
gt subsequently stolen, the chance of recovery by a police agency i S Power tools & Miscellaneaus equipment
: would be materially increased, and the property could then be i __ DESCRETION __ _ SERIALMO.
returned to the cwner. i
A member of our department will be in your neighborhood on !
, between and . If you :
wish to participate in this program, please have those articles %
you wish engraved readily available. 3 2
i
Oour primary purpose is to prevent crime. However, crime preven- 4 3. Recording Form
tion is everybody's business, and we need your support. :
' .
Sincerely yours, i
o
(Signed) %

(Agéncy Bead)
(Title)

******'k****v*ak*****}**************

2. Warning decal ‘
ok kR Kk Kk kK k ok ok K kR K ok kK ok ok kok KK KA

WARNING!
 OPERATION
IDENTIFICATION

ALL ITEMS OF VALUE ON THESE }.
PREMISES HAVE BEEN MARKED |-
FOR READY IDENTIFICATION BY
LAY ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES.

s e

;
|
|
T H
%
.
]
b
e
q
¢
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f}#v . INSECURE PREMISES REPORT -~ POLICE DEPT.

Name of business

Aadress—House or Block Number

While patrolling your district the reporting officer found
the followings/ conditions to exist at your placs of
business. Your cooperation with our Burglary Prevention
Program in correcting this situation will be greatly appre-
ciated. ’

Describe insecure conditions

Date Time Reported Beat Census
Reporting Officer Serial Number
INSTRUCTIONS:

;ﬁ{; ) lst copy (white) forward to crime analysis section.
P 2nd copy (yellow) leave at insecure premise,
Follow-up Remarks:

Corrective Actionr Person Contacted
Taken 7
Not Taken Date - Time
To be Taken ‘ ‘
Follow~Up Officer. Serial Number
© 190
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BURGLARY PREVENTION
PUBLIC SPEAKING ASSIGNMENT

REQUEST FOR: Speaker on subject of

Film on subject of

Other
LOCATION:
DATE: TIME:
REQUEST BY: of

(Name) ~(Organization)
. (Rddress) , (TeTephone)
OFFICER ASSIGNED: DATE ASSIGNED:
VERIFICATION WITH REQUESTING PARTY
‘ ; (Date)

TOTAL PERSONS ADDRESSED: TIME SPENT: Duty Time Overtime

When completed return to Public Relations Coordinator
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APPENDIX D

SECTION III -~ SECURITY ORDINANCES

.
1. ©Oakland City Ordinance
2. Los Angeles County Ordinance
S
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OAKLAND
POLICE-FIRE AND INSURANCE COORDINATING COMMITTEE
MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE

MINIMUM STANDARDS

I. Purpose

The purpose of this Code is to provide minimum standards to safegquard prop-
erty and public welfare by requlating and controlling the design, construction,
quality of materials, use and occupancy, location and maintenance of all
buildings and structures within a city and certain equipment specifically
regulated herein.

I1I. Development of Model Code

The following City Ordinances were used as quides in developing the model
code: General Ordinance No. 25, 1969, as amended, City of Indianapolis,
Indiana ~~ Section 605-3 ~- ¥211 Housing Inspection and Code Enforcement,
Trenton, New Jersey —— Section 23-405 of the Arlington Heights Village,
Illinois, Code -- Section 614.46 Chapter 3 of the Arlington County, Virginia,
Building Code -- Section H-323.4 of the Prince George's County, Maryland
Housing Code -~ City of Oakland, California Building Code ~-- Burglary
Prevention Ordinance, Oakland, California.

III. Scope

The provisions of the Code shall apply to new construction and to buildings
or structures to which additions, alterations or repairs are made except as
specifically provided ijin this Code. When additions, alterations or repairs
within any 12-month period exceed 30 per cent of the replacement value of
the existing building or structure, such building or structure shall be made
to conform to the requirements for new buildings or struciures.

IV. BApplications to Existing Buildings

(It is the Committee's recommendation that the Code apply only to new con-
struction, additions, alterations or repairs. However, some cities may
wish to include present structures. If so, the following paragraph may be
substituted for III. above.)

All existing and future buildings in the city shall, when unattended, be so
secured as to prevent unauthorized entry, in accordance with specifications
for vhysical security of accessible openings as provided in this Code.

V. Alternate Materials and Methods of Construction
The provisions of this Code are not intended to prevent the use of any mate-
rial or method of construction not specifically prescribed by this Code,

provided any such alternate has been approved, nor is it the intention of
this Code to exclude any sound method of structural design or analysis not

14
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MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE --— OAKLAND Page 2
ge

;ﬁegigiczlly provided for in this Code. Structural design limitations given
1s Code are to be used as a guide only, and exceptions thereto may be

made if substantiated by calculation {4
S j \
a qualified person. ' or other suitable evidence nrepared by

The enfor01ng au?hority may approve any such alternate provided he finds the
groppsed design is satisfactory and the material, method or work offeréd is

for the.purpose intended, at least equivalent of that prescribed in this Coé
in qual}ty, strength, effectiveness, burglary resistance, durability and saf:ty

VI. Tests

Whenever there is insufficient evidence of compliance with the provisions of

:hlihCOde o? evidence tha? any material or any construction does not confo:m

n:te e iegglrements of this Code, or i? order to substantiate claims for alter-
materials or methods of construction, the enforcing authority may require

tests as proof of compliance to be made at
at the expense o i
agent by an approved agency. P ©f the owner or his

VII. Enforcement

ghélg?ltiplekDWelling and.Private Dwelling Ordinances shall be included in the
uilding Codg énd enforced by the Building Official. The Commercial Ordinance
shall be administered and enforced by the Chief of police.

Responsibility for Security

The owner or his designated agent sh ’ 7 i
oWr : g all be responsible fo i i
specifications set forth in this Code. won * compliance with the

IX. Violations and Penalties

i:lshall bi‘unlawful.for any pgrson,.firm, Oor cerporation to erect, construct,
arge, avtgr, yepalr, move, lmprove, remove, convert or demolish, equip, use

occupy or maintain any building or structure. in the city, or cause the saée '

to be done, contrary to or in violation of any of the provisions of this Code

Any person, fi;m, or corporation'violating;any of the provisions of this Code
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punishable by a fine of

not more than $500, or by imprisonment for ; ;
: 3 , not more than s nthé ‘
such fine and imprisonment. ix months, or by both

X. Appeals

In order to prevent or lessen unnecessary hardship or practical difficulties

in exceptional cases where it is difficult or impossible to comply with the

stricF_lette:‘qf this Code, and in order to determine the suitability of alternate
mat?rlals and types;of construction and to provide for reasonable interpre-
tations of the provisions of this Code, there shall be created a Board of

193




MODEL BURGLARY SECURITY CODE -- OAKLAND Page 3

Examiners and Appeals (if none exist). The Board shall exercise its powers
on these matters in such a way that the public welfare is secured, and sub-
stantial justice done most nearly in accord with the intent and purpose of
this Code.

MODEL COMMERCIAL BURGLAR¥ SECURITY ORDINANCE
MINIMUM STANDARDS

1. BAll Exterior Doors Shall Be Secured as Follows:

A. A single door shall be secured with either a double cylinder deadbolt
or a single cylinder deadbolt without a turnpiece with a minimum throw
of one inch. A hook or expanding bolt may have a throw of 3/4 inch.
Any deadbolt must contain hardened material to repel attempts at
cutting tprough the bolt.

B. On pairs of doors, the active leaf shall be secured with the type
lock required for single doors in (B) above. The inactive leaf
shall be equipped with flush bolts protected by hardened material with
a minimum throw of 5/8 inch at head and foot. Multiple point locks,
cylinder activated from the active leaf and satisfying (I, A and B)
above may be used in lieu of flush bolts.

C. BAny single or pair of doors requiring locking at the bottom or top rail
shall have locks with a minimum 5/8 inch throw bolt at both the top
and bottom rails. ‘ :

D. Cylinders shall be so designed or protected so they cannot be gripped
by pliers or other wrenching devices.

E. Exterior sliding commercial entrances shall be secured as in (A, B
& D) above with special attention given to safety regulations.

F. Rolling overhead doors, solid overhead swinging, sliding or accordion
garage-type doors shall be secured with a cylinder lock or padlock
on the inside, when not otherwise controlled ox locked by electric
power operation. If a padlock is used, it shall be of hardened steel
shackle, with minimum five pin tumbler operation with non-removable
key when in an unlocked position.

G. Metal accordion grate or grill-type doors shall be equipped with metal
guide track at top and bottom, and a cylinder lock and/or padlock with
hardened steel shackle and minimum five pin tumbler operation with non-
removable key when in an unlocked position. The bottom track shall
be so designed that the door cannot be lifted from the track when the
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door is in a locked position.

H. Outside hinges on all exterior doors shall be provided with non-
removable pins when using pin-type hinges.

I. Doors with glass panels and doors that have glass paneis adjacent
to the door frame shall be secured as follows:

1. Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass~like material, or

2. ?he glass shall be covered with iron bars of at least ohe half-
inch rQund.or 1" x 1/4" flat steel material, spaced not more
than five inches apart, secured on the inside of the glazing, or

3. Iron or steel grills of at least 1/8" .
i . material of 2" mesh
on the inside of the glazing. sh secured

J. Inswinging doors shall have rabitted jambs.

K. Wood doors, not of solid core construction, or with panels therein
less than 1 3/8" thick, shall be covered on the inside with at

leasF %6 gauge sheet steel or its equivalent attached with screws
on minimum six inch centers. ‘

L. Jambs forhall ?oors shall be so constructed or protected so as to ’
prevent violation of the function of the strike. )

M. All exterior dqors, excluding front doors, shall have é minimum of
60 watt bulb over the outside of the door. Such bulb shall be

II. Glass Windows:

Aa. ‘Acce§sib1e rear and side windows not viewable frbm the street shall
c9n31stVof rated burglary resistant glass or glass~like material.
Fire Department approval shall be obtained on type of glazing used.

B. If the accessible side or vear window is of the openable type it
s@all,be gecured on the inside with a locking device capable of
withstanding a force of 300 pounds applied in any direction.

C. Logvered windows shall riot be used within eight feet of ground level
adjacent structures or fire escapes. o '

D. Outside-hinge§ on all accessible side and rear glass windows shall
be proYlded with non-removable pins. If the hinge screws are
. accessible the screws shall be of the non-removable type.
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Accessible Transoms:

Bll exterior transoms exceeding 8" x 12" on the side and rear of any
building or premises used for business purposes shall be protected by
one of the following: '

1. Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass~like material, or

2. Outside iron bars of at least 1/2" round or 1" x 1/4" flat steel
material, spaced no more than 5" apart, or

3. Outside iron or steel grills of at least 1/8" material but not
more than 2" mesh : : '

4. The window barrier shall be secured with rounded head flush bolts
on the outside.

Roof Openings:

A. BAll glass skylights on the roof of any building or premises used
for business purposes shall be provided with:

1. Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass-like material meeting
Code requirements, or

2. Iron bars of at least 1/2" round or 1" x 1/4" flat steel mate-~
rial under the skylight and securely fastened, or

3. A steel grill of at least 1/8" material of 2" mesh under th
skylight and securely fastened. ‘

B. All hatchway openings on the roof of any building oxr premises used
for business purposes shall be secured as follows:

1. If the hatchway is of wooden material, it shall be covered on
the inside with at least 16 gauge sheet steel or its equivalent
attached with screws.

2. The hatchway shall be secured from the inside with a slide bar
or slide bolts. The use of ¢rossbar or padlock must be approved

~ by the Fire Marshal. ’

3. Outside hinges on all hatchway openings shall be provided with
non~removable pins when using pin-type hinges.

C. 'All air duct or air vent openings exceeding 8" x 12" on the roof or
exterior walls of any building or premise used for business purposes
shall be secured by covering the same with either of the following:

1. Iron bars of at least 1/2" round or 1" x 1/4" flat steel mate-
rial spaced no more than 5" apart and securely fastened or

2. 'A steel grill of at least 1/8" waterial of 2" mesh and securely
fastened. o ‘ , ' S ‘

3. If the barrier is on the outside, it shall be secured with rounded

: head flush bolts on the outside.

T
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Special Security Measures:

A..

B.

Safes:

Commercial establishments having $1,000 or more in cash on the

premises after closing hours shall lock such money in a Class "g"
safe after closing hours.

Office Buildings (Multiple occupancy) :
All entrance doors to individual office suites shall have a deadbolt

%ocgdwith a minimum one inch throw bolt which can be opened from the
ingide. ‘

Intrusion Detection Devices:

A.

If it is determined by the enforcing authority of this ordinance that
the security measures and locking devices described in this ordinance
do not.adequately secure the building, he may require the installation
and maintenance of an intrusicn detection device (Burglar Alarm System).

Establishments having specific type inventories shall be protected
by the following type alarm service: ‘

1. silent Alarm~-Central Station~-Supervised Service
a. Jewelry Store -- Mfg., wholesale, and retail
b. Guns and ammo shops .
c. Wholesale liquor ’
d. Wholesale tobacco '
e. Wholesale drugs
£. Fur stores

2. Silent Alarm
a. Liquor stores
L. Pawn shops
¢. Electronic equipment
d. Wig stores
€. Clothing (new)
f. Coins and stamps
g.  Industrial tool supply houses
h. Camera stores '
i. Precious metal storage facility

3. Local Alarm (Bell outside premise)
' a. Antique dealers :

b. Art galleries

c. Service stations

VII. Exceptions:

No portion of this Code shall supersede any local, state or Federal
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' laws, regulations, or codes dealing with the life-safety factox.

Enforcement of this ordinance should be developed with the cooperation
of the local fire authority to avoid possible conflict with fire laws.

MODEL PRIVATE DWELLING SECURITY ORDINANCE

MINIMUM STANDARDS

Exterior Doors:

A. Exterior doors and doors leading from garage areas into private family
dwellings shall be of solid core no less than 1 3/4 inches thickness.
[}
B. Exterior doors and doors leading from garage areas into private family
dwellings shall have self-locking (dead latch) devices with a minimum
throw of one-half inch.

C. Vision panels in exterior doors or within reach of the inside activa-
ting device must be of burglary-resistant material or equivalent as
approved by the Building Official.

D. Exterior doors swinging out shall have non-removable hinge pins.
E. In-swinging exterior doors shall have rabbited jambs.

F. Jambs for all doors shall be so constructed ox protected so as to
prevent violation of the function of the strike.

'sliding Patio-Type Doors Opening Onto Patios or Balconies Which Are
Less Than One Story Above Grade or are Otherwise Accessible From the
Outside: -

A. 2All single sliding patio doors shall have the movable section of the
door sliding on the inside of the fixed portion .of the door.

B. Dead locks shall be provided on all single sliding patio doors.
The lock shall be operable from the outside by a key utilizing a
bored lock cylinder or pin tumbler construction. . Mounting screws
for the lock case shall be inaccessible from the outside. Lock
bolts shall be of hardened steel or have hardened steel inserts
and shall be capable of withstanding a force of 800 pounds. applied
in any direction. The léck bolt shall engage the strike sufficiently
to prevent its being disengaged by any possible movement of the
door within the space or clearances provided for installation and
operation. The strike area shall be reinforced to maintain
effectiveness of bolt strength.
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C. Double sliding patio doors must be locked at the meeting rail and
meet the locking requirements of "B" above. o

Window Protection

A. Windows shall be so constructed that when the window is locked
it cannot be lifted from the frame.

B. Window locking devices shall be capable of withstanding force of
' 309 pounds applied in any direction.

C. DLouvered windows shall not be used within eight feet of ground level.

It Shall be Unlawful to Furnish Overhead Garage Doors with Bottom Vents.

Exceptions:

No portion of;this Code shall supersede any local, state or Pederal
laws, regulat;ons, or codes dealing with the life~safety factor.

Enforcement of this ordinance should be developed with the cooperation
of the local fire laws. ' :

MODEL MULTIPLE DWELLING SECURITY ORDINANCE

MINIMUM STANDARDS

Exterior Doors:

A. Exterior doors and doors leading from garage areas into multiple
dwelling buildings and doors leading into stairwells below the
sixth floor level shall have self-loking (Dead latch) devices,
allowing egress to the exterior of the building or into the garage

' area, or stairwell, but requiring a key be used to gain access to
?he interior of the building from the outside or garage area or
into the hallways from the stairwell. S

B. ~Exteriqr doors and doors leading from the garage areas into multiple
. dwelling buildings and doors leading into stairwells shall be
equipped with self-closing devices, if not already required by
other regulations, ordinance, or code.

. Garage Doors:

Whenever parking facilities are provided, either uhder or within the
confines of the perimeter walls of any multiple dwelling, such facility
shall be fully enclosed and provided with a locking device.
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V. Window Protection:

III. All swinging Doors to Individual Motel, Hotel, and Multi~Family Dwellings: - A. Windows shall be so constructed that wh t
i when

he window i §
cannot be lifted from the frame. is locked it

A. All wood doors shall be of solid core with a minimum thickness of

3/4 inches. ; .
1 3/4 inches B. Window locking devices shall be capable of withstanding a force of

- 300 pounds
B. Swinging entrance doors to individual units shall have deadbolts o applied in any direction.

with one-inch minimum throw and hardened steel inserts in addition

to deadlatches with half-inch minimum throw. The locks shall be

so constructed that both deadbolt and deadlatch can be retracted by

a single action of the inside door knob. Alternate devices to equally
resist illegal entry may be substituted subject to prior approval of
the Police Department.

C. ILouvered windows shizll not be used withi

n eight feet of gro
adjacent structures or fire escapes. g ground level,

VI. Exceptions:

No portion of this Code shall supersede any local, state or Federal

C. An interviewer or peephole shall be provided in each individual laws, regulations, or codes dealing with the 1ig oty o
e-safety factors.

unit entrance door. ‘ , E

Enforcement of.this ordinance should be developed with the cooperation
of the local fire authority to avoid possible conflict W1th fire laws.

E. Doors swinging out shall have non-removable hinge pins. i , 4

D. Door closers will be provided on each individual entrance door.

F. In-swinging exterior doors shall have rabbited jambs.

G. Jambs for all doors shall be so constructed or protected so as to %
prevent violation of the function of the strike. '

IV. Sliding Patio-Type Doors Opening Onto Patios or Balconies Which Are Less : L
Than One Story BAbove Grade or Are Otherwise Accessible From the Outside: o ' —

A. All single sliding patio doors shall have the moveable section of
the door slide on the inside of the fixed portion of the door.

R ke Ml
A\

B. Dead locks shall be provided on all single sliding patio doors. The L
lock shall be operable from the outside by a key utilizing a bored {3 T
lock cylinder of pin tumbler construction. Mounting screws for the j,o4
lock case shall be inaccessible from the outside. Lock bolts shall -7
'be of hardened material or have hardened steel inserts and shall.b&
capable of withstanding a force of 800 pounds applied in andelrec—
tion. The lock bolts shall engage the strike sufficiently to prevent

~its being dlsengaged by any possible movement of the door within the
space or clearances provided for installation and operation. The
strike area shall be relnforced to malntaln effectiveness of bolt
strength.

— .C.. Double sliding patio doors must be locked at the meetlng rall and
~meet the locklng requirements of "B" above.- :

; _ ‘ ’ 203
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LOS ANGELES

ORDINANCE NO. 10,163 dev1ce which is so fastened as to protect the

cylinder from wrenching, prying, cuttlng or
' pulling by attack tools.

An ordinance adding Chapter 67 to Ordinance No. 2225, the
Building Code, relating to security provisions. 2. DEADLOCKING LATCH is a latch in which the latch
: bolt is positively held in the projected position

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Angeles dq‘ by a guard bolt, plunger, or aux111ary mechanism,

ordain as follows: 3. DEADBOLT is a bolt which has no automatic spring
action and which is operated by a key cylinder,
thumbturn, or lever, and is positively held fast
when in the projected position.

Section 1. Chapter 67 (beginning with Section 6701) is
added to Ordinance No. 2225 entitled "Building Code" adopted
March 20, 1933 to read:

4. LATCH isg a device for automatlcally‘retalnlng the

CHAPTER 67 door in a cloced position upon its closing.

SECURITY PROVISIONS
SECTION 6706 - TESTS
ECTION 6701 -~ PURPOSE ..
s , » sliding glass doors. Panels shall be closed and locked.
The purpose of this chapter is to set forth minimum Tests shall be performed in the following order:
ds of construction for resistance to unlawful entry. ]
standar o a. Test A. With the panels in the normal position, a
concentrated load of 300 pounds shall be applied
separately to each vertical pull stile incorporating
a locking device at a point on the stile within
six inches of the locking device in the direction

' rarallel to the plane of glass that would tend to
. open the door. ot

SECTION 6702 - SCOPE

The provisions of this chapter shall apply to gnclosed
Group F. G. H. I. and J Occupancies regulated by this Code.
EXCEPTION: The requirements shall not apply to enclosed
Group J Occupancies having ne opening to an attached building
ORI B rompletel detaChed b. Test B. Repeat Test A while simultaneously adding
~ a concentrated load of 150 pounds to the same area
of the same stile in a direction perpendicular to

the plane of glass toward the interiocr side of the
door.

SECTION 6703 ~ LIMITATIONS

No provision of this Chapter shall require or be con-
strued to require devices on exit doors contrary to the
ui ts specified in Chapter 33. _
s ’ ' ’ ¢. Test C. Repea: Test B with the 150 pound force in
- the reversed direction towards %he exterior side
of the door. ;

SECTION 6704 - ALTERNATE SECURITY PROVISIONS

The provisions of this Chapter are,th inten§ed~to pre—:
vent the use of any device or method of construction not
specifically prescribed by this Code when such alternate
provides equivalent security basad uypon a recommendatlon of
the County Sherlff. ' :

d. Test D. E. and F. Repeat A, B, and C with the mov-
able panel lifted upwards to its full limit within the
confines of the door frame.

SECTION 6707 ~ TESTS
g - FINITIONS L : ‘ ,
SECTION 6705 - DE Sliding Glass Windows. Sash shall be closed and locked.
For . the purpose of this Chapter, certain terms are Tests shall be performed in the following ovder.
defined as follows:. a. Test A. Wlth the sliding sash in the normal position
a concentrated. load of 150 pounds shall be applied
separately to each sash member incorporating a

1. CYLINDER GUARD is a hardened ring surrounding the
exposed portion of the lock cylinder or otherx
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ORDINANCE NO. 10,163 - Los Angeles Page 3

locking device at a point on the sash member within
six (6) inches of the locking device in the direc-
tion parallel to the plane of glass that would tend
to open the window.

b. Test B. Repeat Test A while simultaneously adding
a concentrated load of 75 pounds to the same area
of the same sash member in the direction perpendic-
ular to the plane of glass toward the interior side
of the window.

c. Test C. Repeat Test B with the 75 pounds force in
the reversed direction towards the exterior side of
the window.

4. Test D, E, and F. Repeat Tests A, B, and C with
the movable sash lifted upwards to its full limit
within the confines of the window frame.

SECTION 6708 - DOORS -~ General

A door forming a part of the enclosure of a dwelling unit
or of an area occupied by one tenant of a building shall be
constructed, installed, and secured as set forth in Sections
6709, 6710, 6711, and 6712, when such door is directly
reachable or capable of being reached from a street, highway,
yard, court, passageway, corridor, balcony, patio, breezeway,
private garage, portion of the building which is available
for use by the public or other tenants or similar area. A
dooxr enclosing a private garage with an interior opening
leading directly to a dwelling unit shall also comply with
said Sections 6709, 6710, 6711, and 6712.

SECTION 6709 ~ DOORS - Swinging Doors

a. Swinging wooden doors, openable from the inside
without the use of a key and which are either of
hollow core construction or less than 1 3/8 inches
in thickness, shall be covered on the inside face
with 16 gage sheet metal ‘attached with screws at
six (6) inch maximum centers around the perimeter
or equivalent. ILights in doors shall be as set
forth in Sections 6714 and 6715.

b. A single swinging door, the active leaf of a pair

: of doors, and the bottom leaf of Dutch doors shall
be equipped with a deadbolt and a deadlocking latch..
The deadbolt and latch may be-activated by one
lock or by individual- locks. Deadbolts shall
contain hardened inserts or equivalent, so as to
‘repel cutting tool attack. The lock or locks shall
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be key Qperated from the exterior side of the door
and engaged or disengaged from the interior side of
the door by a device not requiring a key or special
knowledge or effort. EXCEPTION:

1. The latch may be omitted from doors in Group F
and G occupancies.

2. P°°¥S may be Key or otherwise operated from the
inside when not prohibited by Chapter 33 or
other laws and regulations.

3. A swinging door of width greater than five (5)
feet may be secured as set forth in Section 6711.
A straight deadbolt shall have a minimum throw
of one inch and the embedment shall be not less
than 5/8 inch into the holding device receiving

the projected bolt; a hook shape or expending lug

deadbolt shall have a minimum throw of 3/4 inch.
All deadbolts of locks which automatically acti-~
vate two or more deadbolts shall embed at least
1/2 inch but need not exceed 3/4 inch into the
holding devices receiving the projected bolts.

c. The inactive leaf of a pair of doors ard the upper
leaf of Dutch doors shall be equipped with a dead-
bolt or deadbolts as set forth in Subsection (b).
EXCEPTION: '

1. The bolt or bolts need not be key operated, but
shall not be otherwise activated from the
exterior side of the door.

2. The bolt or bolts may be engaged or diséngaged
automatically with the deadbolt or by anothexr
device on the active leaf or lower leaf.

3. "Manually operated hardened bolts at the top and
bottom of the leaf and which embed a minimum of
1/2 inch into the device receiving the projected
bolt may be used whenh not prohibited by Chapter
33 or other laws and regulations. ..

ﬁ. Door stops on wooden iambs for in-swinging doors shall
be of one piece construction with the jamb or joined

by a rabbet.
e. " Nonremovable pins shall be used in pin-type hinges

which are accessible from the outside when the Qoor
is closed. : '
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£, Cylinder guards shall be installed on all mortise or
rim-type cylinder locks installed in hollow metal doors
whenever the cylinder projects beyond the face of the
door or is otherwise accessible to gripping tools.

SECTION 6710 - DOCRS ~ Sliding Glass Doors.

sliding glass doors shall be equipped with locking de-
vices and shall be so installed that, when subjected to tests
specified in Section 6706, remain intact and engaged.
Movable panels shall not be rendered easily openable or
removable from the frame during or after the tests. Cylinder
guards shall be installed on all mortise or rim-type cylinder
locks installed in hollow metal doors whenever the cylinder
projects beyond the face of the door or is otherwise accessible
to gripping tools.

SECTION 6711 ~ DOORS - Overhead and Sliding Dooxs.

Metal or wooden overhead and sliding doors shall be secured
with a cylinder lock, padlock with a hardened steel shackle,
metal slide bar: bolt or equivalent when not otherwise locked
by electric powei operation.

Cylinder guards shall be installed on all mortise or rim-
type cylinder locks installed in hollow metal doors whenever
the cylinder projects beyond the face of the door or is other-
wise accessible to gripping tools. :

SECTION 6712 - DOORS — Metal Accordion grate or grille-type
doors. ‘ ‘ _

~ Metal accorxdion grate or grille~typs doors shall be equipped
with metal guides at top and bottom and a cylinder lock or
padlock and hardened steel shackle shall be provided. <Cylinder
guards shall be installed on all mortise or rimstype cylindex
locks installed in hollow metal doors whenever the cylinder
projects beyond the face of the door or is otherwise acressible
to gripping tools.

SECTION 6713 - LIGHTS - In General.

A window, skylight, or other light forming a part of the
enclosure of a. dwelling unit or of an area occupied by one
tenant of a building shall be constructed, installed and
secured as set forth in Section ‘6714, and 6715; when the
bottom of such window, skylight or light is not more than
a street, highway, yard, court, passageway, corridor; bal-
cony, patio, breezeway, private garage, portion of the build-
ing which is available for use by the public or other tenants
or similar area..
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'A window enclosing a private garage with an interior
o?en;ng leading directly to a dwelling unit shall also comply
with said Sections 6714 and 6715.

SECTION 6714 - LIGHTS -~ Material.

. Lights within forty (40) inches of a required locking
device on a door when in the closed and locked position and
openable from the inside without the use of a key, and lights
with a least dimension greater than six (6) inches but less
than forty-eight (48) inches in F and G Occupancies, shall be
fully tempered glass approved burglary-resistant material ox
guarded by metal bars, screens or grilles in an approved manner.

SECTION 6715 - LIGHTS - Locking Devices.

a. Sliding glass windows shall be provided with locking
devices that, when subjected to the tests specified
in Section 6707, remain intact and engaged. Movable
panels shall not be rendered easily openable or re-
movable from the frame during or after the tests.

b, Other openable windows shall be provided with sub-
stantial locking devices which render the building
as secure as the devices required by this section.
In Group F and G Occupancies, such devices shall be
a glide bar, bolt, cross bar, and/or padlock with

. ‘hardened steel shackle.

c. Special louvered windows, except those above the first
story in Group H and I Occupancies which cannot be
reached without a ladder, shall be of material or
guarded as specified in Section 6714 and individual
panes shall be securely fastened by mechanical fasten~
ers requiring a tool for removal and not accessible
from the outside when the window is in the closed
position. :

' SECTION 6716 - OTHER OPENINGS ~ In General.

Openings, other than doors or lights, which form a part
of the enclosure, or portion thereo¥, housing a single occupant
and the bottom of which is not more than sixteen (16) feet above
the grade of a street, highway, yard, court, passageway, corridor,
balcony, patio, breezeway, or similar area, or from a private

. garage, or from a portion of the building which is occupied,

used or available for use by the public or other tenants, or an
opening enclosing a private garage attached to a dwelling unit
which openings therein shall be constructed, installed and
secured as set forth in Section 6717.
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SECTION 6717 - HATCHWAYS, SCUTTLES AND SIMILAR OPENINGS

a. Wooden hatchways less than 1-3/4 inch thick solid wood
shall be covered on the inside with 16 gage sheet
metal attached with screws at six (6) inch maximpum
centers arouns perimeter.

b. The hatchway shall be secured from the inside with a
slide bar, slide bolts, and/ox padlock with a
hardened steel shackle,

¢. Outside pin-type hinges shall be provided with non-
removable pins. _—

d. Other openings exceeding ninety-six (96) square
inches with a least dimension exceeding eight (8)
inches shall be secured by metal bars, screens, or
grilles in an approved manner.

Section 2. This ordinance shall be published in the Journal
of Commerce and Independent Review, a newspaper
printed and published in the County of Los Angeles.

(seal) WARREN M. DORN
Chairman.
Attest: JAMES S. MIZE

Executive Cfficer-Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Los Angeles

I hereby certify that at'its meeting of December 8, 1970,

the foregeing ordinance was adopted by the Board of Super-

visors of said County of Los Angeles by the following vote,
] to Wit H i )

Ayes: Supervisors Kenneth Hahn, Ernest E. Debs,
Burton W. Chace and Warren M. Dorn.

Noes: None.
{Seal) o - JAMES S. MIZE
‘Executive Cfficer-Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Los Angeles. ; : R :
Effective date January 8, 1971.

© (95918) Dec. 18
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SECTION IV -~ BUSINESS MACHINE IDENTIFICATION GUIDE

COMPILED BY

.SAN DIEGQ POLICE DEPARTMENT
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BUSINESS MACHINE IDENTIFICATION GUIDL

rThe following is intended as a guide to assist field officers and

investigators in locating the serial and identification numbers on some

of the more popular business machinés subject to theft, and where possible
to provide an approximate market value of these machines. The list is, of
course, incomplete containing only the most popular and the most valuable
machines. The information offered,is to be used as a guide, not an

absolute.

Where the serial number of a machine is part of; or on the same line as a
model number, carriage length, ete., an officer making a computer check of
possibly stolen eqguipment should check the number both ways, with and

without the model number or other number, as it may have been reported to

the police either way. Example: Underwood typewriters list the carriage

length immediately to the }eft of the serial number; appearing as 11-8746523.

The 11 is the carriage length, eleven inches. When checked for stolen, the

number should be run with*and»without the "11",

Where noted in the guide, certain information aside from the serial number
will be psinted on the serial number plate. If this information is
missing, the officer may in most instances presume that the original

‘plate has been removed and a facsimile attached. Also where noted, the

officer should check to see that no more than the allowable number of digits

are present in. the serial number. Many times a thief will simply stamp an
extra digit or two before or after the serial number to avoid discovery by

computer check.
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ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS

I.B.M. ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS

Model A 20 to 25 years old, Gray case, dark blue keys. Serial
number 0 to 499,999. 11" or 12" carriage. Very few stiil
in use, most have been reworked, parts exchanged with other
I.B.M.'s. Run carriage all the way to the right:y bSerigl
number is on the frame, under the carriage on the left side,
either on an attached tag or stamped directly into the frame.
Value $50 to $75.

Model B - 15 to 20 years old. Usually gray case and gray keys.

Serial nﬁmbers 500,000 to 999,999. 11" or 12" carriage.
Run carriage to right, locate serial number on frame under
carriage on left side. Model B Execuﬁive same but possibly
13" carriage, more deluxe model. Moddel B value $100,

B Executive $110.

» Model C Recent Models. Different case colors and keys. Serial

numbers 1,000,000 to 3,000,000 on standard and 2,000,000 to
4,000,000 on Executive model; Run carriage all the way to
right, locate serial numbei on the frame under the carriage
on the left. Model C Standard value $175, Modél,c Executive
value $195. | |
Model D  Current model. Diferfent color cases and keys. Sérial,numbeis

Contain seven digits. Plug machine'in to run cafriagé to: |
right, Serial number is under carriage rails on left side.‘
Must look UNDER carriage to see Serial plate, which faces
to left rather than straight up. Model D Standard value $600, -
Model D Executivé value $800. |

‘ §g§g: All the above machines are "type-bar" machines with standard

keys. The below machines utilize a "type~ball”.
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Model 721  “"Selectric" Current. The “"Selectric" series uses a type-ball

e . ROYAL ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS
instead of standard keys, and is easily identified by this

féature. Serial numbers 4,000,000 up. Machine MUST be plugged :{ Several different sizes and models, mahy foreign-made for
in to move carriage to right, then 1lift top of machine to expose : Royal. vValue, depending on age, may run from $20 to $100.
serial number stamped on left hand side of inner case. V%lue $225. : Very low prices that lock suspect may be pexfectly valid,
Model 721 D.I. and 725 D.I. "Selectric”. These machines differ from the ; as the used value of a Royal is very low. Seréal number should
standard Selectric in that there is a lever for'adjusting the ;ﬁ be fougd on a metal tag or stgmped igto the frame under the
| depth of typing impression located immediately to the right of the é | | carriage rails on the right side.k Aggin, i? may be necessary
"key~ball", the chrome ball carrying the type. Serial number | ; with some machines t? plgg them in to run the carriage’to the
located same as standard "Selectric". Model 721 D.I. Value $250, | left. all serial numbers on Royal electrics should be prefaced
Model 725 D.I. value $300. S , i with REP~13 or REP-12, REP-11, etc. The YREP" should always

belpresent. The pext two numbers are the carriage length in

REMINGTON ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS inches. It is recommended that computer'checks of the serial

There are several different models, series, case types and colors, should be run both with and without the first letters and

as many machines marketed under the Remington name arve forelgn—made. carriage length.

Used Remington typewriters are generally worth from $50 to $120, SMITH CORONA ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS

) , . y d machines. . . R
with higher prices only for very recent, extremely goo Again, there are several different models, sizes and varied

They do not hold value like the I.B.M.'s. Serial numbers may be

serial number series. Prices may run from $20 to $80 used.

. i g onl
of varying lengths but the tags or plates should in most case o Serial numbers are stamped into the frame of the machine

be long enough to hold the original number of digits. Serial on either left or right side. Most newer Smith-Corona
G numbers are located under the carriage on the ?i?ht side. It may machines use carbon tape‘rather thaﬁ the standard inked
L ~be necessary to plug the machine in to xun the carriage to the fabric tape. The tape spools, two of them, are located on
éf . left. The serial number on all Remington electric typewriters both sides of the keyboard. To locate serial numbers, lift
‘ will be preceded by the letter "E". In the past stolen Remington  the top cover and look immediately under the lower edge of

Blectrics have eluded officer-initiated‘cpmputer.check by change

; ' . the tape spools. ' ‘ B
. - 2
of the letter "E" to "8", "B" or other letter or number of similar v
‘configuration. If the machine does not bear this "E", it shquld
be considered suspect, e
214 : ‘ 215
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ADLER ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS

‘ both ways. - Some Remington c u 7i :
Same information as for the Smith-Corona, but the serial number S alculators will have the serial

' number affixed to a metalli i 5
is stamped into the frame on the right side of the keys. To lc tape instead of stamped or engraved,

This may be peeled up wit i
locate, 1lift the top cover. P p with a knife blade or key to check for

3 . another serial number beneat i :
UNDERWOOD ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS : ath. If the tape is the only serial

; ; o number, it is valid, thou
Most common are the full-size "Scriptor" and "Forum" models, and ’ gh oF cowes the tépe ey pave heen

» replaced. Value used from ! S
the compact "Praxis" and "Editor II" models. The serial number om 50 to §100.
‘ : ‘ OLIVETTI CALCULATORS

is located on the flat portion of the frame under and between

Older models are very la ~ ,
the rails on the right side. To locate, plug the machine in and y large and heavy, black/gray or black/silver;

‘ newer models are the size of das pewri ink i
run the carriage to the left by pressing the "tab". The serial of a standard typewriter and pink in

‘ ; color. The serial number i - : .
number will be preceded by an "E" and the carriage length; 11, 12, v is hard-etched or stamped into the frame,

visible through an oblong h i :
or 15 inches, etc., and will appear as "E 11-1234567". The serial < ong hole in the bottom pan. The serial

’ ’ number is preceded by a model whi Wy
number should be seven digits, no more. The standard manual Y which should read "D-24, D-25", etc.

Example: D-24 807586. vValue: (
Underwoods will have the serial number in the same place, and the TR s

: : VICTOR CALCULATORS
carriage length preceding the serial number, but without the

Many different sizes, colors, etc. Serial. i
letter "E". The Underwoods do not as yet have a "street price", ! ! erial number is stamped en

' the bottom pan, keyboard end. o
but the above models sell for $500. r R here are two rows of numbe;s, the

top row being a six-digit (no more) model number. The bottom row

| CALCULATORS : is the serial number, which may be of varying length. Value $170
REMINGTON CALCULATORS | " : to $195.
There are basically two series of Remington calculators, the % ADLER ELECTRIC/ELECTRONIC CALCULATORS
large-case (American made) and small-case (German made). All 2 ’ Most common are the 1200 series, 1201, 1204, etc. The make and

Remirigton calculators have an oblong hole cut into the bottom pan, model are clearly marked on the top of the case. The set is

through which the serial number is visible. It will be either usually black/gray plastic, with a fwelve-colunn capability windon

hand-etched, which looks suspicious and is easily defaced, or on the top. The serial number is on a small metal plate attached

‘stamped. The first few numbers are followed by a letter. This to the bottom pan with two phillips-head screws. < This plate can

is the model designation. Example: 99N1234567 "99N" is the model be removed easily and a fake attached, but the original plate will

number. It is very important to y:n computer checks of the number contain information bésides the gerial number indicating type of

machine, model, A German maintenance code on the top line using
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some symbols, and on the bottom line, ."Made in Japan”. The :
k ‘ ' either printing type or window~readout models of varying value.

machine is made in Germany and assembled in Japan. Depending ~
All have the model mmher and company logo impressed into the

M on capability {square root, memory, etc.) prices run new from
’ face of the machine, and the serial number plate with additional

$169.50 to $300.
information attached té the rear of the machine with plastic

UNICOM CALCULATORS
pop-rivets.

Several thousand Unicom calculators have been sold in southern
' "ROTARY" TYPE CALCULATORS

- California over the last two years. These calculators are among

These are the older, manual, mechanically~cranked calculators

the most expensive, and most will be found in profegsional

W B i i e i

; ; characterized by their multiple banks of numbers running up and
buildings rather than retail stores. All Unicom machines are ‘
| down the keyboard (5 rows of 1's, 5 rows of 2's, etc.). Most of
5 marked somewhere on the exterior, but also have the serial number ) ,
i ; ' these are Smith-Corora, Marchant, Friden, or Remington, They
' stamped into the interior frame, accessible only by removing the

have very little value since the electric and electronic calcula~

ety

1 outer case. Model 500P is an electric printing {paper-tape fed)

tors were developed. All are large-case machines and very heavy,

calculator having an off-white case with blue or gray front key ‘
some models weighing 60 pounds. Most originally sold for

ke
M
§
3
s
?
H
¥

panel. Unicom 500P is impfessed into the plastic front, and the -
’ $300 to $500, now range from $10 to $50, even for recent models.

serial number plate is attached to the rear of the machine with .
: . . The serial numbers on almost all known models are on a metal

»

two plastic pop-rivets. This plate should also contain informa- ' ’
o ' o tag on the bottom pan of the machine, and usually preceded by

tion"on model #, operating voltage, and the company logo. On this
, a model number of varying length.

particular model, the serial number may be of any length, combined
: PAYMASTER CHECKWRITERS

with letters as well as digits. Price new $675, used $350 up. %
. , One basic model, usually blue-gray or gray; The serial number

Model 801 and 802 are electronic, baftery—powered, window-readout

~1is found on a aetal tag riveted to the back of the méchine,

portable calculators with € column capability. The 801 is 1-1/2". ‘
\ _ | . which also carries the model number and original selling pricé

X 6-3/4" x 4", weight 30 oz. Though the carrying case is marked ‘ : : ,
‘ , of the machine, ranging from $139 to $179. Used value is

with logo and model, the machine itself is not. Serial number is

i e

from a low of $20 to a high of $50.

all digits, not more than seven. Price new $159. Model 802 is , :
N.C.R. AND R. C. ALLEN CASH REGISTERS

E _~ : slightly smaller, weighs 20.0z. "Unicom 802" is 1-1/2" x 6-1/4"

- » The serial number is located cn a small metal tag riveted just
- x 3-1/4", weight 20 0z. Same serial information as 80l1. Price '

above the front edge of the cash drawer. If this has been

- new $159.50. The remainder of the Unicom calculators are larger, _
. ‘ - removed, run the cash drawer all the way out and locate the

218_ 219

e S Sk




release catch at top rear center of the cash drawer. Pull

to the rear or lift up and remove the drawer. The serial number
should be reprbdueed on a small metal plate riveted to the
bottom of the cash drawer.

REMINGTON CASH REGISTERS , ?
Many different sizes and models. Some have the serial |
number oh a metal plate riveted to the front or rear of the
machine. Others have the serial numﬁer WRITTENKIN GREASE PENCIL
on the bottom of the cash drawer. Tilt the ma;hine on the side
to expose the number. APPENDIX E

ANSAFONE TELEPHONE ANSWERING DEVICES . : BIBLIOGRAPHY
There are several models now being used in officés, most of
them approximately 11" x 14" x 5", ail—metal cased, with a
twoFtohe'gray finish. ™Ansafone” and "Dictaphone" tags are
epoxied to the face of the machine, and the serial number is
found on a metal tag riveted to the béttom pan. The tag should
bear the Dictaphoné company logo, operating voltage, a three-
digit model number , and thg six-digit or lower serial number .
Prices new are from $375 to $795, with a used price for the
leaét‘expénéi&e model around $225. ggx_Ansafbne device selling

for less ﬁhan $125 should be considered suspect.-
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