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CHAPTER III

SUB-PROJECT NO. 1

A STUDY OF THE COST OF LAW ENFORCEMENT

Section 1 - Cost of Law Enforcement Sub-Project Description

The Arizona Criminal Code Commission specified the determination Bf law
enforcement costs by specific offenses and criminal activities as the

first research sub-project. The crimes selected, which are listed be-
low, are identical to crimes selected for Sub-Project 4. This was done
so that correlations could be determined between perceived severity of

offenses and the cost for enforcement of statutes which legislate against

such activities. The crimes selected for gtudy in Sub-Project 1 are as
follows:

Premeditated murder.
Forceful rape.
Armed xobbery.
Purse snatching (Strongarm robbery).
Physical assault with a weapon.
Burglary.
Theft.
Auto theft.
Arson for passion.
10. Arson for greed.
11. Bad checks.
12. Embezzlement.
13. Fraud.
14. Fencing stolen property.
15. vVandalism.
16. Carrying concealed firearm.
7. Incest.
18. Legalized, controlled prostitution.
'19. Generalized prostitution.
20. Consenting sodomy.
21. Sodomy with force.
22. Bestiality.
23. Adultery. ' .
24. Homosexuality between two consenting adults.
25. Overt or public homosexuality.
26. Homosexuality involving a minox.
27. Peeping Tom (Voyeurism).
28. Child molesting.
29. Exhibitionism.
30. _Manufacturing or distributing pornographic material.
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3L. Private gambling.

32. Clandestine gambling.

33. Organized gambling.

34, Possession of marijuana.

35. Marijuana peddling.

36. Possession of hard narcotics.

37. Peddling hard narcotics.

38. Possession of drugs other than marijuana or hard narcotics.
39. Peddling of drugs other than marijuana and hard narcotics.
40. KXidnapping. ' .

41. Hit and run with personal damage.

42. Hit and run with property damage.

Cost i§ cal?ulated for Sub-Project 1 by multiplying the number of incidents
occurring times a determined amount of manpower per incident times the bud-
geted manpower cost per hour. The techniques used for establishing the fac-

tors and collecting the information are outlined in Secti .
: in Section -
ter titled Research Methodology. 3 of this chap

Section 2 - Cost of Law Enforcement Sub-Project Objectives

z; 1968f the International Association of Chiefs of Police recommended that
e ultimate goal of law enforcement in society should be to reach a level

h the law through voluntar i ini
Y means with minimal en-
forcement effort. In order for the Arizona Criminal Code Commission to as-

could be recognized. Conse cement necessary
: . dquently, the ov . . -
No. 1 is to determine the law enfo;c et ipieative of Sub-Project

e i : i
noney for the eotmmenrs 12 X ment cost with respect to time and
; ‘ specific offenses and criminal activities

the oth?r research sub-projects, will
effectivenegs of enforcement for vari-

In order to determine specif

C ic enforc : ,
jectives were established. rcement costs intermediate sub-project ob-

Those cbjectives are as follows:

1. Un%formly and accurately determine the
being expended for the response to,

he selected crim
s 3 e t
ment agencies in Pima ang Maricopayg

a@ount 9f law enforcement time
the investigation of, and the

es for all of the law
ol enforce

2. Determine a cost
per hour for pers 14 .
forcement of criminal statutesP onnel utilized directly in the en-
Determine the total
- nunber of h
agency during the tegt period PHFS expended by type of crime by
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4. Determine the number of incidents occurring by agency and juris-
diction for each of the study offenses during the study period.

5. Process the data described above into computations of manpower

usage and cost per incident so that it can be analyzed and pre-
sented in a meaningful format.

Section 3 -~ Cost of Law Enforcement Sub-Project Research Methodology

Bs presented earlier, the objective of Sub-Project 1 is to determine esti-
mated dollar costs for the enforcement of existing statutes relative to se~-
lected criminal activities. The study is concerned with five of the major
law enforcement agencies in the State of Arizona. Those agencies are: The
Arizona Department of Public Safety, the Maricopa County Sheriff's Depart-~
ment, the Pima County Sheriff's Department, the Phoenix Police Department,
and the Tucson Police Department. In determining the law enforcement cost
for enforcement of the selected offenses, we were required to collect the
information necessary or to compute the following sets of factual informa-
tion:

1. Manpower expenditure per incident by activity type.

2. The number of incidents occurring during the study periods of April
and May 1974 for each of the selected offenses.

3. Manpower cost per man-hour expended.
A discussion of each of these will follow.

a. Manpower Expenditure per Incident by Activity Type

The objective of this endeavor was to determine as accurately as

possible the time required for responding to, investigating, and

resolving a typical (average) incident for each of the selected
study crimes. Through review of the data and records available
within the five Law Enforcement Agencies, we determined that al-
though a part of the data does exist, there was not a sufficient
amount of information nor was it comprehensive enough to calcu-
late total line function time expenditure by crime. Existing
data, generally designed for analysis of calls-for-service, was
inappropriate for this study for several reasons. Those were:

(1) 1In order to determine valid conclusions for the comparison

of agency activity, we needed to have identical dakta capture
techniques. The Time Analysis Reports of calls-for-service

differed between all agencies in format, definition and
classification of manpower involvement.
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(2) The automated data available was the result of statig-
tically processing radio dispatch cards that represented
man-hours "out of service" at the scene of the incident
Furthermore, no accurate accounting of assisting cars .
two-man cars or other personnel involvement existed. '

(3) Because of its radio dispatch origin, the data availabl
represented generally uniformed officers responding to ©
the scene of a reported incident. That is to say, dis-
patch déta analysis does not provide accurate or éttrib -
table.tlwe considerations for investigative personﬁel :
Such'1§ inconsistent with thig study's objective of d.
termining all man~hours devoted to a typical inciden+e_

(4) Within dispatch data analyses
charged to the type of offensé
possibly updated by the officer
consideration for verification o
call-for-service actually was
covered until a thorough inveét

the accumulated time is
reported to the police and
at the scene. There is no
f.what type of crime the
Fhls fact sometimes undig-
lgation is complete.

unsatisfactory as a becs YS1s were considered
however, This data was useq,

as a vali i i
alidation mechanism tq determine the reasonable-

nNess of the stimates acquired from the gel

-

(1) Due to the time co
period was all tha
enforcement time r

(a)

nstraints of the study,
t w? had available for ¢
equirements by crime.

a two-month test
ollection of law
This meant that:
Offense incidents‘occurrin
would not haye been trang
funct%ons by the end of tﬁ

g during the test Period
cted by all logical line
e test period, Therefore,

(b)

of data while other offenses (such as premeditated
nurder) with only a few incidences would have intro-
duced biased data. Further, many of the offenses,
particularly in the sex offense category, would not
have occurred at all.

(2) Participating Law Enforcement Administrators expressed re-
luctance to add this time-keeping worklead on their person-
nel during a period of seagonal criminal behavior increase.

(3) Due to the added workload, individual officers having to
complete the form, might well have responded with gross
inaccuracies because of an attitudinal rejection of the
imposed paper work and a general misunderstanding of its
significance or application.

(4) With approximately 2600 officers completing a time sheet
per day, we would have generated an unmanageable amount of
data.

The second technique which we proposed and which was approved by

all Law Enforcement Agencies required the design and administra~
tion of a survey questionnaire which was completed by all affected
personnel in the study agencies. This guestionnaire requested that
all personnel record from their experience what they believed to be
an average man-hour expenditure by function for each of the criminal
activities identified. The survey instrument is offered as Appendix
A in Chapter VIII of this report.

With regard to the survey instrument itself, several considerations
prevailed. They were:

(1) Only actual line function man~hour expenditure was requested for
the selected offenses.

(2) All respondents were requested to record their time as either a
patrolman, investigator or supervigor. Within these categories,
time was recorded directly for reporting, investigation and
resolution of the specific offenses.

(3) The study did include a request for amount of time required for
report preparation and court appearance.

(4) Though only the estimates of average incident time were used in
the statistical compilation, the questionnaire shows a range
from least to most amount of time. This required some thought
by the respondent and psychologically should have improved the
average to a realistic, well-thought-out response. The tech-
nique was designed to "program" the officers' thinking process
and assure that each respondent approach the questionnaire in
the same manner. Each officer would psychologically formulate
his estimate by the process of "it seldom takes less than and
it seldom takes more than", therefore, "the average time would

be".
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(5)

additionally, each respondent was requested to estimate their
total group expenditure per incident. Therefore, if it is
considered normal for two patrolmen to handle an armed robbery
call, each would estimate the total patrolman time expenditure
for such an incident. 1In this way we were able to capture the
number of cumulative man-hours required in cases where multiple

personnel typically responded to a call for serxvice,

The Time Survey Questionnaire was drafted five times before
acceptance by all agencies. After each draft it was critiqued
by the Criminal Code Commission staff, the Criminal Code Com-
migsion User Committee, and approximately 12 Law Enforcement
representatives. Administration of the instrument was executed
at the Pima County Sheriff's Deparment on a test basis. Mr.
David A. Chauncey of Lawrence-lLeiter and Company was present

durigg its administration to provide any necessary explanation
and identify unforeseen problems.

Slight variations of survey administration technigues were used
because of the unique characteristics of the involved agencies.
Those techniques, for the record, are as follows:

(1) Personal administration to approximately 1350 officers in
the P?oenix Police Department, through roll-call, was im-
practical because of the number of officers. Chief Wetzel
requested, and we approved, that the instrument be distri-
buted through the Research and Development Division of the
Department. Each Swrvey was accompanied by a letter from

Chief Wetzel requestin i i
ef g officer cooperation and Ffurt -
Plaining the purpose of the survey. e ex

(2) zh:‘Tucson Police Department prepared a video-taped presen-
c? ion ?f the purpose gor the study and the need for pre-
ision in data collection. fThis video-taped presentation

was viewed at each roll-call and ; .
distributed at that tige. the questionnaires were

3 \ i i
(3) z?epgizgzzgaagizzzztiziylff D:partment selected a variation
. ‘ ! ion, upervisors from eac -
:zzﬁgzzé ;zcigdlng Headquarters but excluding thethzg and
M ofat}llons, a?tended a8 meeting at which Mr. Russ
Lawrence—Leife: Shgrlff Department and Mr. Chauncey of
survey. . ot Zn 'Company explained the Purpose of the
dietions ihe dﬁ'rylsors returned to their respective juris-
Administered the survey to their subordinates,

Surveys to Headquarters. My, Chauncey

: irveys to the Mesa and
tions at roll~calls during a two-day perigéendale sebmeta-

(4) The Arizona Department of Public Safety, being a statewide
Law Enforcement Agency, presented a unique problem for ad-
ministration of the survey instrument. Because of study
time constraints, geographic location of ocfficers and the
inherent inconsistencies of multiple personal explanation,
it was considered impractical to request that each DPS
Officer complete the survey instrument. The problem in DPS
was further compounded by the fact that there is no clear-
cut line of demarcation between patrol, investigation and
supervision functions. In outlying regions, individual
DPS officers handle the incident from beginning to end.
With consideratiion for these problems, an alternate ap-
proach for surwey administration was used. The approach
required holding a symposium of seven experienced DPS
officers, representing all functions of the Department.
This symposium was conducted by Mr. Chauncey and during
a day-long session, consensus responses for the survey
questions were solicited and recorded.

Incidence Qe¢currence Data Collection

Each of the five law enforcement agencies were requested to re-
cord the actual number of incidents occurring for each of the

42 selected crimes during the months of April and May, 1974.

A form was designed and distributed to each agency listing

those offenses covered by the study. Subsequently, the person(s)
responsible for report classification and incident tallying was
trained to collect the necessary information. At the end of the
two-month period the forms were collected and are the basis for
the data presented in this study.

Though the process of accumulating incidents of offense appears
rather simple and straightforward, problems did exist and should
be explained. First, it should be remembered that the offenses
selected by the Criminal Code Commission and subsequently defined
for presentation to the populations of the survey, are identified
and defined on the basis of distinguishable concepts of criminal-
ity and not necessarily currently existing legal technicalities
or elements of statute composition. Therefore, the definitions
existing were a combination of the common law, current Arizona
statutes and national Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR definitions).
The Arizona statute for the definition of a larcenous act, as an
example, lies somewhere between the old common law definition and
the "model" concept of "theft" where value of property taken is
either superfliuous or secondary to victim involvement. In an ef-
fort to be minimally disruptive of normal paper work process within
each law enforcement agency and with cognizance of the fact that
the majority of this information was currently being collected for
the monthly FBI Uniform Crime Report to the FBI, each responsible
person in each law enforcement agency was instructed to tally of-
fenses reported to or known by the police including "unfounded"
and "attempts". They were instructed to follow the FBI scoring
guidelines for multiple victim and multiple charge offenses there-
by maintaining consistency with current practices and permitting
extraction and validation of data from the monthly FBI Report.
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Cost Per Man-Hour

As stated earlier, the International fati :
) Association i
Police recommended in 1968 that the ultimate of Chiefs of

Y means with minimal en-
the‘goals of law enforcement
ection of the citizenry through

forcement effort. Operationally,
could be determined to be the prot

gzlgicgievengizn, the épgrehension of perpetrators of c¢crimes that
o oo ,ea: lhe provision of services and resolution of problem
; géneral public and general good. Consistent with this phi

losophy, we utilizeq the ¢
: otal D Lthi i
project to caleculate the effectiszaggisnszudget oline aenrs sub-

It was distributed Proportionately to the

rectly in :

Studyyall ggzzzl:rgfatzifiugzgli' hFunCtionally then, within +his

embraci Yy =PUL O hours worked withi " .

whic:ci:g zgzntradltlonal line (or primary) functi:;: aﬁgégatlons"
CY was established havi e or

revent] aving a direct ;

Egrded ;gntigd 1w enforcement. "Hours worked" iﬁifﬁgz zﬁ on e
agency payroll records for Uniformed Patr01m:ze re-

(Deputips), Detect
> ctive Sergea .
cost of all other officerg ants and Detectives. The personnel

S, supervisg ini
:;il ?s all support ang st p o%s and admln}strators as
conngtely to.these determi stributed propor-
sidered first-line Supervisors + Tield Sergeants are
Some assumpti
: lons used in :
hour are as folloys, the caloulation of the cost per man-

(1) Payroll tj i
tlme~keep1ng records were the Source for h
ours
:?ikt;tals include compensatory
' R leave time or ~-ti
(2) i over-time.
Y budget
eprasent one~twelfth of each
. It.also includes budgeted
uFlon and the grant amount
01a% department budget docu~
vere’ _Correctiong responsibilitiesg
' aricopa County Spesy T ounty Sheriff'g Department
inc - eriff'y Department because they were
hamd s _ -
.abllltatlon, ‘ ° 2 - Cost of Incarceration and
ssiss | Department administrative sal-
Lfically fqanes s ezfgrcement functions uniess
or i ivi
_— ot rections activity.

d by dividing the monthly budget

Data Processing Technigues

Upon completion of data capture, the preparation and processing
of that same data was undertaken. Time Distzibution Survey data
was formulated into multiple card layout formats o that it could
be edited for quality control and processed statistically. Sub-
sequent to keypunching and verification by the Department of Data
Processing of the Arizona Department of Administration, the data
was processed on the 2drizona Department of Public Safety IBM 370/
135 Computer. Computer programs were written in ANS COBOL, com-
piled and tested prior to processing.

Output from these programs (included in Section & of this Chapter),

presents in array format the corrected mean time expenditure by
patrol function, investigative function and supervisory function
in the overall handling, report preparation and court time for
typical incidents of each of the study crimes. A narrative de-
scription of the output data reports follows.

Horizontally, the three law enforcement line functions of patrol,

investigative and supervisory are displayed. Within each of these

function categories are seven numeric data elements. They are
headed and defined as follows:

(1) MEAN - This figure represents the corrected numeric mean of
the estimated time for each offense type expressed in hours.

The correction of the mean (average) was computed on the basis

of determining the mean of all regpondents and the relative

standard deviation from that mean, then rejecting all time es-
timates exceeding plus or minus one standard deviation from the

original mean, The remaining responses were then numerically
averaged.

(2) DEV - The standard deviation computed on the basis of the orig-

iral mean and used as the criteria for response rejection.

(3) BASE - The number of responses used in determining the cor-
rected mean, that is, after those responses exceeding plus or
minus one standard deviation were rejected.

(4) ©PCT ~ The percentage that the base used represents of all re-
gpondents within the function category.

(5) NA - The number of respondents who chose to mark the particu-
lar time estimate as "not applicable" through their law en-
forcement experience.

(6) BLK - The number of respondents who chose to leave the time
estimate blank. .

(7) REJECT -~ The number of respondents whose estimates were re-
jected on the basis that they exceeded plus or minus one
standard deviation from the original mean.
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Vertically, each of the study offenses are listed w%th th?ee data
1ines on the output report for each offense. The first line con~
tains respondent estimates of total time involvement. The s?cond
line indicates that respondent's estimate of report preparation
time involved in that offense while the third line estimates the
court time involved should a suspect be arrested and the officer

be required to appear in court.

At the end of each agency's data is a summary representing the
statistical profile of each function category. That profile con-
tains the number of respondents within the function categorv, the
distribution of rank of respondents within that category, the
average number of months of respandents' tenure within that cate-
gory, the average number of months in rank for respondents, and the
average years in law enforcement for respondents. It should be noted
that the average years are expressed in tenths such that a represen-
tation of "66" is interpreted as "6.6" years. All headings on the
output are easily interpreted mnemonically with the following excep~
tions:

(1) "USGT" means Uniform Sergeant and "DSGT" means Detective
Sergeant.

(2) For unit assignments the headings are Patrol, Detective

Division, Administrative, Other Support Functions, and Traffic
Division.

Following the data presentation for each of the five study agencies
is a cumulative profile entitled "all agencies" and combining esti-
mates of time expenditures throughout the State for a statewide
average. Further, following the "all agencies" report is a mean
comparative table in which the corrected mean estimates of each of
the five agencies are displayed horizontally for each of the se-
lected crimes (including total time, report preparation time and

couxt Flme) so that discrepancies in estimates between agencies can
be reviewed.

Section 4 -~ Cost of Law Enforcement Sub-Project Analysis/Conclusions

1.

e

Data Analysis

The following pages present a time

and cost analysi
collected and processed in pursuit ysis by agency of the data

of Sub-~Project 1's objectives. The dat
; j ' 2
izizeiziz giiciizh §tud{ crime type is a total of the patrol and investiga-
n involvement for each crime type. Pri 1 i
: L . or to discussin
each figure presented, it should be noted that Time and Cost Analysis dgta

for each agency is su .
mmarized fo i s s \ :
section. llowing the specific crime in the data

The definition of terms used by data element are:
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MEAN - These figures are the corrected mean estimates of total

time involvement in each criminal activity extracted from the

law enfoivement time distribution survey output. Statistically,

the corrected mean is the numeric averige of those responses

which lay within plus or minus one standard deviation of the

mean of all responses. That is to say that the highest and low-

est 15.87% of responses were rejected assuming normal distribu-
tion. This technique was selected as a measure of central tenw=
dency as an arbitration between the use of a normal mean and the

use of the numeric median displaying properties of both. Justi-
fication for this determination of central tendency was based on

a manual review of respondent estimates resulting in reasonable

but significant ranges yet the inclusion of an occasional esti-

mate greatly exceeding the consensus. Analysis of the Mean Com-
parative Report clarifies reasonable agreement between agencies

of manpower involvement. Where major discrepancies appear, the
great majority are explained by review of the data in Section 6
revealing that an extremely small data base was considered in

that estimate. No numeric measurement of central tendency can
adjust for such conditions. A second explanatlion of discrepancies
also presented in theg data section will be an unusually large stand-
ard deviation relative to the mean indicating that the range of re-
sponses was large, therefore, respondent disagreement as to how much
time was involved. Tor example, the rather large estimate of burg-
lary investigation time on the part of the Pima County Sheriff's De-
partment can be interxpreted to a base of only four acceptable re-
sponges and a standard deviation exceeding the mean. Such condi-
tions, though infrequent in the study, necessarily lower the statis-
tical confidence in the resultant cost estimates for that particular
sub~function

INCIDENCE - The two incidence columns represent the number of each

type of offense occurring during April and May as reported to Lawrence-
Leiter and Company on the Incident Tally Form by each agency. Due to
inconsistencies in crime classification between normal reporting pro-
cesses and definitions of offenses for this study, proportionate dis-
tribution of incidents were made as warranted. For example, theft was
reported as an individual figure. Analysis of crime activity reports
of each of the agencies shows that 57.1% of all thefts are classified
as petty theft. Therefore, where numbers were accumulated, this type
of percentage distribution was used.

ESTIMATED CCST PER INCIDENT - These figures represent the mean esti-
mates of time (expressed in the first columns) times a porportionate
cost per hour as determined in the time and cost summary.

ESTIMATED EXPENDED HOURS - These figures represent the number of in-
cidents reported during April and May times the mean average of man-
hours per incident, producing an estimated personnel expenditure for
cach offense type during the study period.
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e. PLRCENT OF ACTUAL HOURS WORKED - These figures are the percent of
line function personnel hours available to each Department.

f£f. ESTIMATED COéT - These columns represent the estimated dollar ex-
penditures by each agency for the enforcement of the number of crim-
inal incidents by crime type for the test period.

The Summary of Time and Cost Analysis concluding each agency report is
comprised of cumulative totals for that report. Explanation is as fol-
-lows: '

a. ESTIMATED HOURS - This section presents totals for April and May of
the number of estimated hours expended within the patrol and investi-
gative functions for the handling of all study crimes.

b. HOURS WORKED - This table presents payroll records actual hours
expended within each agency by patrol and investi
nel for the test period. The percent that each £
sents of the total hours is also displayed.

gative person-
unction repre-

c. BUDQET - Numbers shown in this column are the monthly fund allo-
cations for each agency,
d. COST PER HOUR WORKED - These fi

the available budget by the act
worked.

gires are determined by dividing
ual number of line function hours

e, ESTIMATED COST - These fi

: gures represent t ]
9nforc1ng the laws relati 3 he comulative costs of

ng to all of the study crimes.

€s reported by that
the resultant figures are
‘s 4 inherent i
2§un:23n§trateg by the fact that all study crimes tggezﬁgirggi. This
and of onzg iéu;hif :g: line function hours worked within thatyagzgc
projections are cois' t’ooo °f a $1,928,333.00 monthly budget. Thesg
generally handled b lfs:heni'mth the fact that the study crimes are not
Safety, ¥ *he line functions of the Department of Public

ccurrence to have any
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778.12
4,998.64
7,771.59
9,575.26
4,310.70
5,264.56
4,863.75
1,705.40
3,158.35
1,389.37
591.59
797.78
14,334.95
4,927.34
9,407.61

~J

78,800.81
=

38,010.08
15,955.56
22,054.52
12,770.23
24,012.35
10,091.70
13,920.65

oo
N~
A
0~
o~
~ o
~ »
O o
< o

49,799.46
70,801.83

ESTIMATED COST

684.45
922.35

88,336.95

135,374.85 13
43,516.20
18,265.65
25,250.55
15,174.90
5,939.70
9,235.20
9,248.85
3,921.45
5,327.40
24,298.95
10,212.15
14,086.80
51,528.75
109,535.40
54,894.45
78,046.80
3,393.00
1,189.50
2,203.50
1,606.80
6,452.55
12,320.10

223,711.80 212,578.93
18,772.65

132,941.25 120,601.29

161,064.15 146,267.01

May
4.584
26.578
.928
4.382
.291
1.544
.251
1.163
.448
2.112
2.722
19.763
2.897
14.067
.099
.627
.034
.158
.287
1.869

% OF ACTUAL

HOURS WORKED

Apr
5.079
31.071
1.050
5.231
.341
1.913
.225
1.104
.587
2.919
2.962
22.694
3.156
16.170
.068
.457
.039
2191
.371
2.553

.7

4,089.3
6,942.3
828.0
1,144.5
259.4
403.3
223.7
303.9
© 400.0
551.6
2,428.4
5,162.0
2,584.3
3,674.2
88.5
163.9
30
41.4
255.7
488.2

ESTIMATED

EXPENDED HOURS

61.0
113.0
35.1
47.3

i
b

4,530.1
7,690.6
936.7
1,294.9
304.6
473.6
201.1
273.2
523.7
722.4
2,642.5
5,617.2
2,815.1
4,002.4
330.9
631.8

111.77
41.93
70.34
78.04
32.76
45.28

117.16
45.86
71.30

102.71
43.55
59.16
93.08
39.12
53.96
61.47
27.17
34.30

110.22
35.26
74.96
68.60
28.33
40.27

167.65
58.77

108.88

149.15
51.45
97.70

198.49
84.60

113.89

105.41
36.23
69.18

ESTIMATED COST
PER INCIDENT

113.11
41.93
71.18
78.98
33.15
45.83

118.56
46.41
72.15

.103.94
44.907
59.87
94.19
39.59
54.60
62.21
27.50
34.71

111.55
35.69
75.86
69.43
28.67
40.76

169.66
59.48

110.18

150.94
52.07
98.87

200.86
85.61

115.25

106.67
36.66
70.01

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

PHOENIX POLICE DEPARTMENT

1,902
487
109

99
197
1,327
1,758
29

7

136

INCIDENTS

89
20

2,107
128
258

3,444

1,915

176

2.15
3.65
1.70
2.35
2.38
3.70
2.26
3.07
2.03
2.80
1.41
1.78
1.83
3.89
1.47
2.09
2.05
5.65
2.67
5.07
4,39
5.91

Investigation
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation'
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation
Investigation

Patrol
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol
Patrox
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol

Patrol
FORGERY & COUNTERFEIT

AUTO THEFT

ARMED ROBBERY
STRONGARM ROBBERY
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT
SIMPLE ASSAULT

PETTY THEFT

FORCEFUL RAPE
STATUTORY RAPE
MURDER & NON NEG MANS

THEFT-GRAND

ACTIVITY
BURGLARY

i
(3]
~1

1
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ACTIVITY

THEFT BY EMBEZZLEMENT

Patrol
Investigaticn

THEFT BY FRAUD
Patrol
Investigation

RECEIVE STOLEN PROP
Patrol
Investigation

VANDALISM
Patrol
Investigation

CONCEALED WEAPON

Patrol
Investigation

INCEST

Patrol
Investigation

PROSTITUTION

Patrol .
Investigation

SODOMY

Patrol
Investigation

SODOMY (BEASTIALITY)

Patrol
Investigation

ADULTERY

Patrol
Investigation

LEWD&L (HOMOSEXUAL)

Patrol
Investigation

LEWD&L {MINOR)

Patrol
Investigation

ACTIVITY .

VOYEURISM
Patrol
Investigation

" EXHIBITIONISM

...65...

Patrol
Investigation

CHILD MOLESTATION
Patrol
Investigation

PORNOGRiFHY
Patrol
Investigation

GAMBLING (ORG.)
Patrol
Investigation

MARIJUANA~POSS.
Patrol
Investigation

MARIJUANA-SALE
Patrol
Investigation

OTHER DRUGS~-P(QSS.
Patrol
Investigation

OTHER DRUGS-SALE
Patrol
Investigation

KIDNAPPING
Patrocl
Investigation

HIT&GRUN PERSON. INJ.
Patrol
Investigation

HIT&RUN PROPERTY
Patrol
Investigation

1.52

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

PHOENRIX POLICE DEPARTMENT (CONTINUED)

ESTIMATED COST

Rpr May 2pr

116.42
35.10
81.32

130.85
39.39
91.46

172.77
49.52
123.24

48.95
19.31
29.64

57.92
30.03
27.89

118.17
52.65
65.52

99.46
36.86
62.60

92.63
45.63
47.00

89.70
47.19
42.51

42.32
22.04
20.28

117.59
52.07
€5.52

132.41
50.70
81.71

PER INCIDENT

Hay

115.05
34.69
80.36

129.31
38.93
90.38

170.74
48.95
121.79

48.37
19.08
25.29

57.24
29.68
27.56

116.78
52.03
64.75

98.28
36.42
61.86

91.53
45.09
46.44

88.64
46.63
42.01

41.82
21.78
20.04

116.20
51.45
.64.75

130.84
50.10
80.74

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

ESTIMATED
EXPENDED HOURS
Agr Max
117.0 147.6
271.1 341.9

93.0 171.7
215.7 398.7
35.6 55.9
88.5 139.0
1,000.9  1,015.7
1,536.7 1,559.5
24.6 To23.1
22.9 21.5
10.8 -
13.4 -
109.6 109.6
186.2 186.2
1.7 18.7
4.8 19.3
26.7 77.4
33.6 97.4
5.2 2.6
8.4 4.2

PHOENIX POLICE DEPARTMENT (CONTINUED)

ESTIMATED COST

Apr

36.66
17.94
18.72

‘68,65
32.57
36.08

115.06
44.27
70.79

102.96
30.42
72.54

149.96
38.22
111.74

139.63
66.11
73.52

160.29
79.56
80.73

162.44
72.15
90.29

169.85
80.73
89.12

143.13
58.50
84.63

131.83
58.67
71.96

§3.61
45.05
49.14

PER INCIDENT

May

36.23

17.73
18.50

67.83
32.18
35.65

113.69
43.74
69.95

101.74
30.06
71.68

148.19
37.77
110.42

137.98
65.33
72.65

158.40
78.62
79.78

160.52
71.30
89.22

167.84
79.78
88.06

141.44
57.81
83.63

130.08
58.97
71.11

93.07

44.51°

48.56

ESTIMATED
EXPENDED HOURS
&I Maz
1.8 -
1.9 -

103.5 116.9

114.7 129.5
34. 41.7

54.5 76.2
1.6 1.6
3.7 3.7
2.0 "5.9
5.7 17.2

545.8 633.9

607.0 705.0

65.3 134.6

66.2 136.6

162.8 255.3

203.7 319.5

128.3 169.7

141.7 187.4

33.0 42.0

47.7 60.8

10.2 61.2

132.8 73.8

448.1 602.S

488.9 657.7

% OF ACTUAL
HOURS WORKED

.030
.136

.006
.034

May

.087
-373

.003
.016

ESTIMATED COST

Apr

7,567.95
2,281.50
5,286.45

6,019.65
1,813.50
4,206.15

2,418.95
694.20
1,725.75

49,483.20
19,517.55
29,965.65

926.25
479.70
446.55

471.90
210.60
261.30

5,768.10
2,137.20
3,630.90

185.25
91.65
93.60

1,175.85
520.65
655.20

265.20
101.40
163.80

May

9,432.66
2,844.25
6,588.,.41

10,991.61
3,308.66 .
7,682.95

3,755.72
1,077.19
2,678.53

49,624.11
19,572.54
30,051.57

859.45
445.14
414.31

5,700.06
2,111.99
3,588.07

732.26
-+ 360.35
371.01

3,368.40
1,491.50
1,876.90

131.03
50.10
80.93

% OF ACTUAL
HOURS WORKED
Apr May
~002 -
.008 -
.116 .131
.463 .496
.038 .053
.220 .292
.002 .002
.015 .014
.002 .007
.023 .066
.612 .711
2.452 2.699
.073 151
.267 .523
.183 .286
.823 1.223
.144 .190
.572 .717
.037 .047
.193 .233
2124 ©.069
.537 .283
.502 .676
1.975 2.518

ESTIMATED COST

Apr

72.15
35.10
37.05

4,254.90
2,018.25
2,236.65

1,727.70
664.95
1,062.75

103.35
31.20
72.15

150.15
39.00
111.15

22,479.60
10,643.10
11,836.50

2,564.25
1,273.35
1,2%0.90

7,146.75
3,174.60
3,972.15

5.265.00
2,501.85
2,763.15

1,573.65
643.50
930.15

4,738.50
2,148.90
2,589.60

18,271.50
8,737.95
9,533.55

May

4,748.13
2,252.66
2,495.47

2,387.55
919.18
1,468.37

102.13
30.83
71.30

445.13
113.69
331.44

25,800.60
12,215.25
13,585.35

5,226.02
2,593.74
2,632.28

11,076.40
-4,919.63

6,156.77 -

- 6,881.32
3,270.12
3,611.20

1,980.96
809.34
1,171.62

2,601.45
1,178.32
1,422.13

24,291.76
11,617.88
12,873.88
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SUMMARY OF TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

PHOENIX POLICE DEPARTMENT (CONCLUDED)

ESTIMATED HOURS

: APRIL MAY HOURS WORKED
: % OF % OF APRIL TN:
- ER o WORKED NUMBER PERCENT WORKED RUMBER PERCENT || NUMBER TERCENT
. NUMpER ERCEE | FERCENT
E sr{ PATROL 15,445.4 38.08 17.32 14,882.0 38.26 16.68 89,200 78.28 89,217 77.35
K 4? l
k| INVESTIGATION 25,116.2 61.92 101.47 24,010.4 61.74 _9l.92 24,752 21.72 26,120 22.65
i
i TOTAL 40,561.6 100.00 35.60 38,892.4  100.00 33.72 113,952 100.C0 115,337 100.00
BUDGET COST PER HOUR WORKED ESTIMATED COSTS
APRIL MAY - APRIL MAY APRIY, MAY
PATROL - - b - $301.,185.30 $289,159.83
INVESTIGATION - - - - - $475,174.05 $465,380.14
TOTAL $2,222,149 $2,222,149 $19.50 $19.27 $776,359.35 $754,539.97

L ' TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

MARICOPA COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

ESTIMATED COST ESTIMATED % OF ACTUAL
INCIDENTS PER INCIDENT EXPENDED HOURS HOURS WORKED ESTIMATED COST
, ACTIVITY MERN Apr May Apr May Apr May Apr May Apx May
BURGLARY - 191 157 131.47 135.87 1,913.9  1,573.2 - - 25,110.37  21,332.59
Patrol 2.55 - - 33.46 34.58 487.1 400.4 2.301 2.029 6,390.75  5,429.42
Investigation 7.47 - - 98.01 101.29 1,426.8  1,172.8  14.951  12.738 18,719.62  15,903.17
AUTO THEFT - 52 41 71.11 73.49 281.9 222.2 - - 3,698.53 3,013.03
Patrol 1.74 - - 22.83 23.59 90.5 71.3 .444 .361 1,187.36 966.83
‘ Investigation 3.68 - - 48.28 49.90 191.4 150.9 2.006 1.639 2,511.17  2,046.20
1
t ARMED ROBBERY - 7 8 275.55 274.46 141.7 161.9 - - 1,859.11  2,195.36 |
Patrol 3.19 - - 41.85 43.26 22.3 25.5 .109 .129 292,58 345.78
Investigation’ 17.05 - - 223.70 231.20 119.4 136.4 1.251 1.48% -1,566.53  1,849.58
STRONGARM ROBBERY - 7 5 182.11 188.21 97.2 69.5 - - 1,275.27 942.42
Patrol 2.55 - - 33.46 34.58 17.9 12.8 .088 .065 234.85 173.57 ;
Investigation 11.33 - - 148.65 153.63 79.3 56.7 .831 .616 1,040.42 768.85 ;
i
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT - 75 79 119.39 123.40 682.6 718.9 - - 8,955.72 9,748.28 b
Patrol 2.07 - - 27.16 28,07 155.3 163.5 .762 .828 2,037.54  2,217.06 :
! Investigation 7.03 - - 92.23 95.33 527.3 555.4 5.526 6.032 6,918.18  7,531.22
. ' smvere assaurr - - - 55.96 61.97 - - - - - -
a Patrol 1.51 - - 19.81 20.48 - - - - - - :
' Investigation 3.06 - - 40.15 41.49 - - - - - - :
. i §
¢ THEFT—-GRAND - 117 90 $2.50 95.60 824.9 634.5 - - 10,822.69  8,603.82 £
Patrol 2.17 - - 28.47 29.43 253.9 195.3 1.246 .990 3,331.17  2,648,27 ¢
Investigation 4.88 - - 64.03 66.17 571.0 439.2 5.983 4.770 7,491.52  5,955.55 £
PETTY THEFT - 154 119 46.32 47.86 543.6 420.1 - - 7,132.03  5,696.55
Patrol 1.31 - - 17.19 17.76 201.7 155.9 .990 790 2,646.30  2,114.00
Investigation 2.22 - - 29.13 30.10 341.9 264.2 3.583 2.870 4,485.73  3,582.55 :
FPORCEFUL RAPE - 2 4 171.35 177.09 26.1 52,2 - - 342.43 707.83 ﬂ
Patrol 3.56 - - 46.71 48.27 7.1 14.2 .035 .072 93.15 192.55
Investigation 9.50 - - 124.64 128.82 19.0 38.0 .199 .413 249.28 515.28 :
|
STATUTORY RAPE - - - 136.58  141.16 - - - - - - i
Patrol 3.02 - - 39.62 40.95 - - - - - - |
Invescigation 7.39 - - 96.96 100.21 - - - - - - |
4 i
MURDER & NON NEG MANS Q- 1 2 431.78 446.26 32.9 65.8 - - 431.65 892.25 %
Patrol 8.01 - - 105.09 108.62 8.0 16.0 .039 .081 104.96 216.96
Investigation 24.90 -~ - 326.69 337.64 24.9 49.8 .261 .541 326.69 675.29 }
;
1
FORGERY & CNTRFEIT - 2 7 99.19 102.51 15.1 53.0 - - 198.11 718.68 5
Patrol 1.75 - - 22.96 23.73 3.5 12.3 .017 .062 45.92 166.79 3
Investigation 5.81 - - 76.23 78.78 11.6 40.7 .122 .442 152.19 551.89 b
i
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TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

MARTICOPA COUNTY SHERTIFF'S DEPARTMENT {CONTINUED) H

ESTIMATED COST ESTIMATED % OF ACTUAL 3
INCIDENTS PER INCIDENT EXPENDED HOURS HOURS WORKED ESTIMATED COST
BCTIVITY MEAN Apr May Apr May Apr May Apr May Apr May
1 1 127.79 132.07 9.8 a.8 - - 128.58 132.88
THEFT BY EMBEZZLEMENT o - - 24.67 25.49 1.9 1.9 .009 .010 24.93 25.76
Pagrol —1;'22 - - 103.12 106.58 7.9 7.8 .083 .086 103.65 107.12
Investigation .
- - 911.33 2,225.20
3 126.60 130.86 221.9 164.1 2, s
THEFT BY FRAUD - 23 o 2335 24.14 40.9 30.3 .201 .154 536.61 210.87
Patxol 1. - - 103.25 106.72 181.0 133.8 1.897 1.453 .  2,374.72  1,814.33
Investigation . -
- - 135.14 139.67
134.74 132.26 10.3 10.3
RECEIVE STOLER FROP o _1 -1 26.50 27.39 2.0 2.0 .010 .010 26.24 2’; .Js_g
Ao cati §‘§§ - - 108.24 111.87 8.3 8.3 .087 .090 108.90 112.
Investigation .
i - - 3,960.93 3,856.46 .
AND, 46.05 47.60 301.9 284.4 . :
v oo 3 5 21 17.7% 18.31 116.1 109.4 .570 .554 1,523.23 1,483.46 ;
Patroi:i i ;.ig : - 28.34 29.29 185.8 175.0 1.947 1.901 2,437.70 2,373.00
Investigation - ;
- - 167.93 577.66 L1
EAL WEA 55.90 57.77 12.8 42.6 ;.
cone e Fou 1 ;5 -—3 io 20.34 21.02 4.7 ©15.5 .023 .073 lg]é.gg gég-:g
;E[‘atroii tion 2‘71 - - 35.56 36.75 B.1 27.1 .085 .29 - -
nvestiga .
S - - - 196.93 203.54 - - : : : -
: eE gatrol 3.35 - - 43.95 45.43 - - - - - -
3 1 igati 11.66 - - 152.98 158.11 - - :
N nvestigation j
- - . 176.96 - - - -~ - - i
! prosTITUTION 5 ;0 - 1’;%) iz 76.96 - - - - - ’Y
Patrol - - - - - - - - - -
Investigation 10.75 - - 141.04 145.77 }’
SOPOMY - - - 114.80 . 118.65 - - - - -
Patrol 1.94 - - zg.gg gg.;i _ _ _ _ _ _
Investigation 6.81 - - . .
v - - . 91.80 - - - - - -
SODOMY (BEASTIALITY) - Bg gi poaped - - - - - -
Patrol 1.57 - - 28‘22 70.51 - - - - - N
Investigation 5.20 - - . .
ADULTERY - - - 72.15 74.58 - - - : : :
Patrol 1.50 - - 19.68 20.34 - - : - - -
" Investigation 4.00 - - 52.48 54.24 -
LEWDEL {HOMOSEXUAL) - - - 118.21 1§§.§Z : - - - - -
Patrol 2.40 - - 31.49 . - N - N -
Investigation 6,61 - - 86.72 89.63 -
LEWDSL (MINOR) - - - 190.63 196.98 - - - : -_-' -
q Patrol 2,43 - - 31.88 32.95 - - - - - -
Investigation 12.10 - - 158.75 164.03 - -

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

MARTCOPA COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT {CONTINUED)
ESTIMATED COST ESTIMATED % OF ACTUAL
INCIDENTS PER INCIDENT E¥PENDED KOURS HOURS WORKED ESTIMATED COST
ECTIVITY MEAN Apr May Apr Hay apr Hay Apr May Apr May
. VOYEURISH - - - 439.59 51.26 - - - - - -
Patrol .87 - - 11.41 11.80 - - ~ - - -
Investigation 2.91 - - 38.18 . 39.46 - - - - - -
EXHIBITIONISM - - - 47.37 48.95 - - - - - -
Patrol 1.21 - - 15.88 16.41 - - - - - -
Investigation . 2.40 - - 31.49 32.54 - - - - - -
CHILD MOLESTATICOHN - - - 189.71 196.08 - - - - - -
Patrol 3.02 - - 39.62 40.95 - - - - - -
"Investigation 11.44 - - 150.09 155.13 - - - - - -
PORNOGRAPHY - - - 93.15 96.28 - - - - - -
Patrol 2,00 - - 26.24 27.12 - - - - - -
Investigation 5.10 - - 66.91 69.16 - - - - - -
GAMBLING - - - 213.20 220.35 - - - - - -
Patrol 75 - - 9.84 10.17 - - - - - -
Investigation 15,50 - - 203.36 210.18 - - - - - -
{ MARIJUANA-POSS. - 24 30 97.88 101.16 179.0 223.8 - - 2,348.48 3,034.73
o Patrol 2.80 - - 36.74 37.97 67.2 84.0 .330 .426 881.66 1,139.04
w Investigation 4.66 - - 61.14 63.19 111.8 139.8 1.172 1.518 1,46€6.82 1,895.69
} .
MARTIUANA~-SALE - 2 3 168.86 174.52 25.8 38.6 - - 338.50 523.41
Patrol 4.23 - - 55.50 57.36 8.5 1z2.7 042 .064 111.52 172.21
Investigation 8.64 - - 113.36 117.16 17.3 25.9 181 .281 226.98 351.20
OTHER DRUGS~PCSS. - 6 7 108.24 111.87 49.5 57.8 - - 649.44 783.77
Patrol 2.67 - - 35.03 36.21 16.0 18.7 .079 .095 209.92 253.57 J
Investigation 5.58 - - 73.21 75.66 33.5 ©39.1 .351 425 439.52 530.20 :
OTHER DRUGS-SALE - 11 1ie 146.02 150.92 122.4 200.4 - ¢ - 1,605.88 2,717.42 3
Patrol 3.52 - - 46.18 47.73 38.7 63.4 »130 .321 8507.74 859.70 ;
Investigation 7.61 - - 92,84 103.19 83.7 137.¢ .877 1.488 1,098.14 1,857.72
XIDNAPPING - -~ 3 240.10 248,15 - 54.9 - - - 744 .44
Patxol . 3.89 - - 51.04 52.75 - 1.7 - .05% - 158.65%
Investigatiocn 14.41 - - 189.06 195,40 - A3.2 - .469 - 585.79
i
HIT&RUN PERSON.INJ. - 2 3 144.58 149.43 22.0 33.1 - - 288.64 448.84 }
Patrol 3.65 - - 47.89 49.49 7-3 11.0 -036 .056 95.78 149.18
Investigation 7.37 - ~ 26.69 9%.94 14.7 22.1 .154 .240 192.86 299,68 E
§
HIT&RUN PROPERTY - 21 22 80.95 83.67 129.6 136.1 - - 1,700.35 1,845.52 ?
Pat‘.rcl.~ . 2.55 - - 33.46 34.58 53.6 56.1 .263 284 703.23 760.72 P
Investigation 3.62 - - 47.49 49.02 76.0 80.0 .796 .869 957,12 1,084.80 i
i
i W
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SUMMARY OF TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

MARICOPA COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT {CONCLUDED)

ESTIMATED HOURS

MAY HOURS WORKED
RERIR % OF % OF APRIL MAY
NUMBER PERCENT WORKED NUMBER PERCENT WORKED NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
7.52 20,372 58.10 19,736 68.19
28.42 7.87 1,483.9 28.39 s
PATROL 1.604.2
61 40.66 9,543 31.90 9,207 31.81
71.58 42.34 3,743.3 71.
INVESTIGATION 4,040.7
00.00 18.06 29,915 100.00 | 28,943 100.0
100.00 18.87 5,227.2 1
TOTAL 5,644.9
BUDGET, COST PER HOUR WORKED ESTIMATED COSTS
' APRIL MAY APRIL MAY APRIL MAY
- - $21,047.10 $20,121.67
PATROL - -
- - $53,014.01 $50,759.14
INVESTIGATION - -
TOTAL $392,415 $392,415 $13.12 $13.56 $74,061.11 $70,880.81

- 9 -

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

TUCSON POLICE DEPARTMENT

ESTIMAZED COST ESTIMATED

INCIDENTS PER INCIDENT EXPENDED HOURS

ACTIVITY MEAN Apr May Apr May Apr May
BURGIARY - 725 628 87.11 84.30 4,756.1 4,119.6
Patrol 1.83 - - 24.30 23.52 1,326.8 1,149.2
Investigation 4,73 - - 62.81 60.78 3,429.3 2,970.4
AUTO THEFT - 200‘ 202 56.31 54.48 848.0 856.4
Patrol 1.17 - - 15.54 15.03 234.0 236.3
Investigation 3.07 - - 40.77 39.45 614.0 620.1
ARMED ROBBERY - 41 46 167.20 161.78 516.2 579.1
Patrol 2,45 - - 32.54 31.48 100.5 112.7
Investigaticn 10.14 - - 134.66 130.30 415.7 466.4
STRONGARM ROBBERY - 22 11 111.95 108.32 185.5 92.¢&
Patrol 1.85 - - 24.57 23,77 40.7 20.4
Investigation 6.58 - - 87.38 84 .55 144.8 72.4
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT - 58 85 103.18 99.84 450.7 660.5
Patrol 2.11 - - 28.02 27.11 122.4 179.4
Investigation 5.66 - - 75.16 72.73 328.3 481.1

1

o SIMPLE ASSAULT - - ~ 43.56 42.15 - -

e Patrol 1.13 - - 15.01 14.52 - -

' Investigation 2.15 - - 28.55 27.63 - -
THEFT~-GRAND - 543 526 99.07 95.86 4,050.8 3,923.9
Patrol 1.69 - - 22.44 21.72 917.7 888.9
Investigation 5.77 - - 76.63 74.14 3,133.1 3,035.0
PETTY THEFT - 720 697 45.28 43.82 2,455.2 2,376.8
Patrol 1.15 -~ - 15.27 14.78 828.0 801.6
Investigation 2.26 - - 30.01 29.04 1,627.2 1,575.2
FORCEFUL RAPE - 14 10 199.20 192.75 210.0 150.0
Patrol 3.76 - - 49.93 48.32 52.6 37.6
Investigation 11.24 - - 149.27 144 .42 i57.4 212.4

STATUTORY RAPE - - - 146.35 141,61 -

Fatrol 2.70 - - 35.86 34.70 - -

Investigation 8.32 - - 110.49 106.91 - -
MURDER & NON NEG MANS - 4 5 373.83 361.73 112.6 140.8
Patrol 6.85 - - 90.97 88.02 27.4 34.3
Investigation 21.30 - - 282.86 273.71 85.2 106.5
PORGERY & CNTRFEIT - 17 30 94.69 91.63 121.2 213.9
Patrol' 1.83 - - 21.65 20.85 27.7 48.9
Investigation 5.50 - - 73.04 70,68 93.5 165.0

% OF ACTUAL

HOURS WORKED ESTIMATED COST

Apr May Apr May
- - 63,161.00 52,936.86
2.759 2,310 17,619.90  14,767.22
18.696 15.681 45,541.10 38,169.64
- - 11,261.44 11,004.75
.487 .475 3,107.52 3,036.46
3.348 3.274 8,153.92 7,968.29
- - 6,855.14 7,441.44
.208 277 1,334.64 1,448.20
2.266 2.462 5,520.50 5,993.24
- - 2,463,44 1,192.48
.085 .041 540.50 262.14
789 .382 1,922.94 930.34
- - 5,985.29 8,487.43
.255 .361 1,625.47 2,305.29
1.790 2.540 4,359.82 6,182.14
- - 53,794.63 50,422.12
1.908 1.787 12,187.06  11,422.37
17.082 16.02z 41,607.57 38,999.75
- - 7 32,605.06  30,541.88
1.722 1.611 10,995.84 10,300.56
8.871 8.315 21,609.22 20,241.32
- - 2,788.80 1,927.50
.108 .076 698.53 483.16
.858 .593 2,090.27 1,444.34
- - 1,495.33 1,868.29
.057 .069 363.87 440.76
465 562 1,131.46 1,368.53
- - 1,609,.54 2,748.62
.058 .098 367.86 628.37
.510 -871 1,241.68 2,120.25
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TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

TOCSON POLICE DEPARTMENT (CONTINUED)

ESTIMATED COST ESTIMATED % OF ACTUAL
INCIDENTS PER INCIDENT EXPENDED HQURS HOURS WORKED ESTIMATED COST
ACTIVITY MEAN Apr May Apr May Apr May Apr May Apc M
THEFT BY EMBEZZLEMENT - 34 27 89.11 86.23 275.1 181.2 - -~ 3,653.33 2,328.42
patrol 1.43 - - 18.99 18.38 58.6 38.6 -122 .078 778.21 496,01
Investigation 5.28 - - 70.12 67.85 216.5 142.6 1.180 .753 2,875.12 1,832,.41
THEFT BY FEAUD - 74 82 101.15 97.91 563.9 624.8 - - ~,488.59 8,028.69
Patrol 1.65 - - 21.91 21.20 122.1 135.3 .254 .272 1,621.48  1.73B.61
Investigation 5.97 - - 79.28 76.71 441.8 489.5 2.409 2.584 5,867.10 6,290.08
RECEXVE STOLEN PROP - - 3 81.00 765.38 - 18.3 - - - 235.31%6
Patrol 2.12 - - 28.15 27.24 - . 6.4 - .013 - 82.24
Investigation 3.98 - - 52.85 51.14 - 1.8 - -063 - 152.92
VANDALISM - 655 606 27.89 26.99 1,375.5  1,272.6 - -~ 16,900.13  16,352.92
Patrol .82 - - 10.89 10.54 537.1 496.9 1.117 .999 6,598.83 6,385.17
Investigation 1.28 - - 17.00 16.45 838.4 775.7 4.571 4.095 10,301.30 9,967.75
\
|
CORCERLED WEAPON - 21 22 36.25 35.08 57.4 60.0 - - 762.27 771,01
Patrol 1.47 - - 19.52 1g.89 30.9 32.3 .064 .065 410.35 415.06
Investigation 1.26 - - 16.73 16.19 26.5 27.7 .144 .146 351.92 355.95
1
o INCEST - - - 111.95 108.33 - - - - - -
oY Patrol 2.36 - - 31.34 30.33 - - - - - -
I Investigation 6.07 - - 80.61 78.00 - - - - - -
PROSTITUTION - - 5 83.33 79.67 - 31.1 - - - 399.64
Patrol 2.47 - - 32.80 31.74 - 12.4 - .025 - 159.34
Investigation 3.73 - - 49.53 47.93 - 18.7 - .099 - 240.30
SODOMY - - - 89.11 86.22 - - - - - -
Patrol 1.57 - - 20.85 20.17 - - - - - -
Investigation 5.14 - - 68.26 66.05 - - - - - -
SODOMY (BEASTIALITY) - - - 57.76 55.90 - - - - - -~
’ Patrol 1.62 - - 21.51 20.82 - - - - - -
Investigation 2.73 - - 36.25 35.08 - - - - - -
ADULTERY - - - 59.76 57.82 - - ~ - - -
Patrxol 1.33 - - 17.66 17.08 - - - - - - -
Investigation 3.17 - - 42.10 40.73 - - - - - -
LEWDEL (HOMOSEXUAL) - - - 73.44 71.07 - - - - ~ -
Patrol 1.70 - - 22.58 21.85 - - - - - -
Investigation 3.83 - - 50.86 49.232 - - - - - -
. LEWDSL (MINOR} - - - 101.06 .79 - - - - - -
Patrol 1.99 - - 26.43 25.57 - - - - - -
Investigation 5.62 - - 74.63 72.22 - - - - - -

TIME AND COST ANALYSYS
TUCSON POLICE DEPARTMENT {CONTINUED)
ESTIMATED COST ESTIMATED % OF ACTUAL
INCIDENTS PER INCIDENT EXPENDED HOURS HOURS WORKED ESTIMATED COST
ACTIVITY MEAN Apr May Apr May 2pr May Apr May Apr May i
13
VGYEURISM - 1 3 37.71 36.49 2.9 85.0 - - 38.51 109.23 )
Patrol .B6 - - 11.42 31.05 .9 2.6 .002 .00s 11.95 33.41 ;
Investigation 1.98 - - 26.29 25.44 2.0 5.9 .011 .031 26.56 75.82
3
EXHIBITIORISM - 32 20 56.31 54.48 135.7 84.8 - - 1,802.10 1,089.68 3
Patrol 1.24 - - 16.47 15.93 39.7 24.8 .083 .050 527.22 318.68 3
Investigation 3.00 - - 35.84 38.55 96.0 60.0 .523 .37 1.274.88 771.00
5
CHILD MOLESTATION - 11 22 138.51 134.03 114.8 229.5 - - 1,524.55 2,549.08 5
Patrol 2.5% - - 33.86 32.77 28.1 56.1 .058 2113 373.17 720.89 3
Investigation 7.88 - - 104.65 101.26 86.7 173.4 .473 .915 1,151.38 2,228.19
4
PORNOGRAPHY - - - 94.55 91.50 - - - - - - g
Patrol 1.50 - - 19.92 19.28 - - - - - - €
Investigation 5.62 - - 74.63 72.22 - - - - - - {
’ B
GAMBLING (ORG.) - -~ 1 162.94 157.67 - 12.3 - - - 158.06 z
Patrol 3.77 - - 50.06 48.44 - T 3.8 - .oo8 ~ 48.83 <
Investigation 8.50 - - 112.88 109.23 - 8.5 - .045 - 199.23 i
! MARIJUANA-POSS. - 55 80 63.74 61.68 264.1 384.0 - 3,507.25 4,934.40 <
o Patrol 2.01 - - 26.69 25.83 110.6 160.8 .230 .323 1,468.77 2,066.28 ‘
~ Investigation 2.79 - - 37.05 35.85 153.5 223.2 .837 . 1.178 2,038.48 2,868.12
! €
MARIJUANA-SALE - 15 5 a7.75 94.57 139.9 36.8 - - 1,857.87 472.88 ¥
Patrol 2.84 - - 37.72 36.49 54.0 14.2 .112 .029 717.12 182.47 4
Investigation 4.52 - - 60.03 58.08 85.9 22.6 .468 .119 1.140.75 290.41
14
OTHER DRUGS-POSS. - 4 13 70.52 68.23 21.2 69.0 - - 281.54 888.65 !
Patxol 2.31 - - 30.68 29.68 2.2 30.0 .019 .060 122.18 . 385.50 L
Investigation 3.00 - -~ 39.84 38.55 12.0 39.0 .065 .206 159.36 501.15
3
OTHER DRUGS-SALE - 3 20 115.40 111.87 26.1 173.8 - - 346.61 2,233.33 3
Patrol 3.07 - - 40.717 39.45 9.2 61.4 .019 .123 122.18 788.99 3
Investigation 5.62 - - 74.63 72.22 16.9 112.4 .082 .593 224.43 1,434.34
KIDNAPPING - - 2 198.00 191.59 - 29.8 - - - 382.94
Patrol 3.86 - - 51.26 49.60 - 7.7 - .015 - 98.95
Investigation 11.05 - - 146.74 141.99 - 22.1 - 117 -~ 283.99
b
HITSRUN PERSON.INJ - 3 4 112.48 108.84 25.4 33.8 - - 337.31 434.33 2
Patrol’ 2.61 - - 34.66 33.54 7.8 10.4 .016 .021 103.58 133.64 8
Investigation 5.86 - - 77.82 75.30 17.6 23.4 .096 .124 223.73 300.69 ~
6
HIT&RUN PROPERTY - 91 137 54.05 52.30 370.3 557.6 - - 4,917.58 7,165.17 €
Patrol 1.44 - ~ 12.12 18.50 131.0 197.3 .272 .397 1,739.68  2,535.31 c

Investigation 2.63 - - 34.93 33.80 239.3 360.3 1.305 1.902 3,177.90 4,629.86
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SUMMARY OF TIME AKD COST PHALYSIS

TUCSON POLICE DEPARTMENT {CONCLUDED)

- 89 =~

PIMA. COUNTY SHERIFP'S DEPARTMENT

TIME AND COST AJALYSIS

. INCIDENTS
ACTIVITY MEAM Apr May
BURGLARY - 204 221

Patrol 1.69 -~ -
Investigation 14.12 - -
AUTO THEFT - 37 50
Patrol 1.25 - -
Investigation 1.50 - -
ARMED ROBBERY - 7 4
Patrol 2.22 - -
Investigation 2.50 - -
STRONGA®M ROBBERY - 4 3
Patrol 1.70 - -
Investigation 3.93 - -
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT - 23 13
Patrol 1.53 - -
Investigation 4.60 - -

j SIMPLE ASSAULT - 55 89
o Patrol 1.29 - -
O Investigation 1.60 - -

' rEEFT-GRAND - - 94 95
Patrol 2,03 et -
Investigation 6.83 - -

PETTY THEFT - 125 126
Patrol 1.59 - -
Investigaticn 2.08 - -

FORQ"UL RAPE - 7 6

‘atrol 2.77 - -
Investigation 8.50 - -

STATUTORY RAPE - - -
Patrol 2.31 - -
Investigation 3.0G - -

MURDER & NON NEG MANS - 3 1
Patrol 3.96 - -
Investigation 6.00 - -

PORGERY & COUNTERFEIT - 3 2
Patrol l.02 - -
Investigation 2.16 - -

ESTIMATED COST
PER INCIDENT

Apr

297.23
31.77
265.46

51.70
23.50
28.20

88.74
41.74
47.00

105.84
31.96
73.88

115.24
28.76
86.48

53.33
24.25
30.08

166.56
38.16
128.40

€8.99
29.89
39.10

211.88
52.08
159.80

99.83
43.43
56.40

187.25
74.45
112.80

59.79
19.18
40.61

ESTIMATED
' EXPENDED HOURS

% OF ACTUAL

Ma! &r Maz &r
305.29 3,225.3 3,494.0 -
32.63 344.8 373.5 2.286
272.€6 2,880.5 3,120.5 55.565
53.11 101.8 137.5 -
24.14 46.3 62.5 .307
28.97 55.5 75.0 1.071
91.15 -0 18.9 -
42.87 15.5 8.9 .103
48.28 17.5 10.0 .338
108.72 22.5 16.9 -
32.83 6.8 5.1 .045
75.89 15.7 11.8 .303
118.37 141.0 116.5 -
29.54 35.2 29.1 .233
88.83 105.8 87.4 2,041
55.81 159.0 257.2 -
24.9% 71.0 114.8 .471
30.90 88.0 142.4 1.698
171.09 832.8 84l1.8 -
39.20 is0.8 192.9 1.265
131.89 642.0 648,92 12.384
70.86 458.8 462.4% -
30.70 1s8.8 200.3 1.318
40.16 260.0 252.1 5.015
217.63 78.9 67.6 -
53.49 19.4 16.6 .129
164.14 59.5 51.0 1.148
102.54 - - -
44.61 - - -
57.93 - - -
192.33 29.9 10.0 -
76.47 11.9 4.0 072
115.86 18.0 6.0 -347
61.41 9.6 6.3 -
19.70 3.1 2.0 .021
41.71 6.5 4.3 .125

HOURS WORKED

May

2.620
57.027

.438
1.371

.062
.183

.036

.216

204
1.597

.B05
2.602

1.353
11.859

1.405
4.790

-

.116
.932

.028
.110

.014
.079

ESTIMATED HOURS
APRIL MA
% OF X = OF VST HOURS WORKED
il NUMBER PERCENT WORKED NUMBER PERCENT WORKED NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
g ! PATRO; - —_— [
T i L 4,817.0 28.20 10.02 4,800.3 28.37 9.65 48,092 72.39 49,74
) - 7 72.42
| r INVESTIGATION 12,261.6 '
- . 71.80 66.85 12,122.4 71.63
; - 63.99 18,342 27.61 18,943 27.58 -~
| 17,078.6 100.00 25.71 16,921.
3 {g TOT: . ' ’ 7 100.00 24.63 66,434 lo0.00 68,690 100.00
: {[f
3
3
H BUDGET COST P
i T sen T ER HOUR WORKED ESTIMATED COSTS
2 APRIL MAY AP
1] : B - APRIL MAY
Jl PATROL - -
1 - -
i $ 63,435.92 $ 61,683.91
i INVESTIGATYON - - - '
| | so82. 976 $162,001.39 $155,760.25
| ’ v882,378 $13-28 $12.85 $225,437.31 $217,444.16
’ -

o

Apr

60,635.64
6,482.24
54,153.40

1,913.84
870.44
1,043.40

620.40
291.40
329.00

423.00
127.84
295.16

2,650.80
661.76
1,989.04

2,989.20
1,334.80
1,654.40

15,656.64
3,587.04
12,069.60

8,625.44
3,737.44
4,868.00

1,483.32
364.72
1,118.60

-

562,12
223.72
338.40

180.48
58.28
122.20

3

H

!

,3

ESTIMATED COST f
J

Hay
67,469.15%

7,212.29
60,256.86

2,249.55

561.92
1,687.6¢
4,966.5:3
2,216.7
2,749.7

ST Y 7Y PO

P,

16,255.1€
3,724.9(
12,530.2¢

8,928.94
3,867.7
5,061.%!

1,305.3¢
320.5i;
984.8
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TIME AND COST AMALYSIS

) : f

PIMA COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT (CONTINUED)

: __INCID,
ACTIVITY MEAN * Bpr
THEFT BY EMBEZZLEMENT 4 - €
Patrol - N 1.33 -
Investigation i 2.87 -
THEFT BY FRIDD 1 - 21
- Patroz ;’ 1.31 -
Investigation B 3.43 -
RECEIVE: STOLEN PROP R 1
Patrol - C .94 -
Investigation . 6.57 -
VANDALISH - 164
Patrol 1.25 - o
Investigation ’ 6.25 -
CONCE2ALED WEAPON - 7
Patrol 1.38 -
Investigation 1.25 -
INCEST - - -
Patrol 2.00 -
Investigation 21.50 -
PROSTITUTION ’ . - ‘ -
Patrol 2.00 -
Investigation 2.00 ~
SODOMY - -
Patrol ' 1.00 .-
Investigation - -
SODOMY (BEASTIALITY) - -
Patrol : * - -
Investigation - -
ADULTERY - -
Patrol .75 -
Investigation - -
LEWDEL (HOMOSEXUAL) ' - -
Patrol 2.12 -
Investigation ) 1.00 -
LEWD&L (MINOR) - -
Patrol 1.65 -
Investigation 14.00 -

ESTIMATED COST

ENTS PER INCIDENT
— Hay Apr May
13 78.96 81.10
- 25.00 25.68
- 53.96 55.42
19 89.11 91.53
- . 24,63 25.30
- 64.48 66.23
2. 159.99 164.33
- 36.47 - 37.46
- 123.52 126.87
192 14100 144.83
- 23.50 24.14
- 117.50 120.69
3 49.44 50.79
- 25.94 26.65
- 23.50 24.14
- 442.10 453.79
- 37.60 38.62
- 404.50 415,17
- 75.20 77.24
- 37.60 38.62
- 37.60 38.62
- 18.80 19.31
= 18.80 19.31
- 14.10 14.88
= 14.10 14.48
- 57.76 60.25
- 39.86 40.94
- 18.80 19.31
- 294.22 302.20
- 31.02 31.86
- 263.20 270.34

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

~ ESTIMATED % OF AcTmr,
EXPENDED_HOURS HOURS WORKED
iégg May Apr May
25.2 54.6 - -
8.0 17.3 .053 2121
17.2° 37.3 .332 .682
99.5 90.1 - -
27.5 24.9 .182 175
72.0 65.2 1.389 1.192
8.5 17.0 - -
1.9 3.9 .013 .027
6.6 13.1 .127 .239
1,236.0  1,440.0 - -
205.0 240.0 1.359 1.683
1,025.0  1,200.0  19.772  21.930
18.5 7.9 - % -
9.7 4.1 .064 029
8.8 3.8 .170 .069

PI¥A COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENRT (CO&TINUED)

ESTIMATED COST

INCIDENTS PEE INCIDENT
ACTIVITY MEAN | Apr May AEr © May
VOYEURISM - - - . 33.46  34.37
Patrol .78 - - 14.66 15.06
Investigation 1.00 - - 18.80 19.31
EXHIBITIONISM - 1 - 36.85 37.85
Patrol .96 - - 18.05 18.54
Investigation 1.00 - - 18.80 19.31
CHILD MOLESTATION: - 1 4 239.89 246.39
Patrol 2.01 - - 37.79 38.81
Investigation 10.75 - - 202.10 207.58
PORNOGRAPHY - - - 47.00 48.28
Patrol 1.50 - - 28.20 28.97
Investigation 1.00 - - 18.80 19.31
GAMBLING - - - 141.00 144.83
Patrol 6.00 - - 112.80 115.86
Investigation 1.50 - - 28.20 28.97

I MARIJUANA-POSS. ~ 22 27 94.38 96.93

] Patrol 2.65 - - 49.82 51.17

= Investigation 2.37 - - 44.56 ° 45.76

1.

. MARIJUANA-SALE - - 1 99.83 102.54
Patrol 2.81 - - 52.83 54.26
Investigation 2.50 - - 47.00 48.28

OTHER DRUGS-POSS.. - 10 3 109.04 112.00
Patrol 2.80 - - 52.64 54.07
Investigation 3.90 - - 56.40 57.93

OTHER DRUGS~SALE - - - 99.64 102.35
Patrol 2.80 - - 52.64 54.07
Investigation 2.50 - - 47.00 48.28

KIDNAPPING - 4 1 194.39 199.67
Patrol 3.09 - - 58.09 59.67
Investigation 7.25 - - 136.30 140.00

HIT&RUN PERSON. INJ. - - - 93.44 95.98
Patrol 2.47 - - 46.44 47.70
Investigation 2.50 - - 47.00 48.28

HIT&RUN PROPERTY - 17 4 62.42 64.11
Patrol 1.82 - - 34.22 35.14
Investigation 1.50 - - 28.20 28.97

ESTIMATED % OF ACTUAL
EXPENDED HOURS HOURS WORKED
Apr May Apr May

2.0 - - -

1.0 - .007 -

1.0 - .01% -

12.8 51.0 - -

2.0 8.0 .013 .056

10.8 43.0 .208 .786

- . 8.0 - -

- 6.0 - .042

- 2.0 - .037
110.4 135.6 - -

58.3 71.6 .387 .502
52.1 64.0 1.005 1.170

- 5.3 - -

- 2.8 - .020

- 2.5 - .046

58.0 17.4 - -
28.0 8.4 .186 .059
30.0 9.0 .579 .14
41.4 10.4 - -
12.4 3.1 .082 .022

29.0 7.3 .559 .133

56.4 13.3 - -

30.9 7.3 .205 .051

25.5 6.0 .492 .110

¥

ESTIMATED COST

Apr, May
473.76 1,054.32
150.40 334.06
323.36 720.26

1,870.60 1,73%.83
517.00 480.82

1,353.60 1,259.01
159.80 328.27

35.72 75.31
124.08 252.96
23,124.00 27,806.40
3,854.00 4,634.40
19,270.00 23,172.00
347.80 152.55
182.36 75.17
165.44 73.38

ESTIMATED COST

Apr May
37.60 -
18.80 -
18.80 -

240.64 984.81
" 37.60 154.48
203.04 830.33
- 154.48
- 115.86
- %8.62

2,075.52 2,618.44

1,096.04 1,382.60
979.48 1,235.84

- 102.35
- 54.07
- 48.28

1,090.40 335.99
526.40 . 162.20
564.00 173.79
778.32 200.82
233.12 59.86
545,20 140.96

1,060.32 256.82
580.92 140.96
479.40 115.86




MAY

NUMBER

PERCENT

72.27

14,258

27.73

5,472

100.00

19,730

HOURS WORKED

PERCENT

APRIL

NUMBER

MAY
% OF
PERCENT WORKED

NUMBER

9.87 15,080 74.42

19.33

1,407.1

107.32 5,184 25.58

80.67

5,872.6

100.00

20,264

36.90

100.00

7.279.7

SUMMARY OF TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

ESTIMATED HOURS

% OF
WORKED

PIMA COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT_(CCNCLUDED)

APRIL
PERCENT

NUMBER

19.66 8.81

1,328.3

PATROL

104.69

80.34

5,427.0

INVESTIGATION

100.00 33.34

6,755.3

TOTAL

ESTIMATED COSTS

APRIY,

COST PER HOUR WORKED

APRIL

BUDGET

MAY

MAY

$27,171.11

$24,972.04

2
5
[}

$113,399.90

$102,027.60

INVESTIGATION

$140,571.01

$126,999.64

$19.31

$18.80

$380,949

$380,949

TOTAL

| l"’ﬁ‘i“‘ % R i " ﬁ -f'!%l‘ A ﬁ'ﬁéA I | -“.
- 3 3 - 3 - -

Activity

THEFT~GRAND
Patrol
Investigation

RECEIVE STOLEN PROP.
Patrol
Investigation

CONCEALED WEAPON
Patrol
Investigation

EXHIBITIONISM
Patrol
Investigation

MARIJUANA-POSSESSION
Patrol
Investigation

MARIJUANA~SALE
Patrol
Investigation

OTHER DRUG-POSS.
Patrol
Investigation

OTHER DRUG~SALE
Patxol
Investigation

HIT & RUN-INJURY
Patrol
Investigation

L

TIME AND COST ANALYSIS

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY

Cost Hours Estimated
Mean Incident Incurred Expended Dollars
2 $376.20 40.0 $ 752.40
4.00 75.24 8.0 150.48
16.00 300.96 32.0 601.92
7 366.80 136.5 2,567.57
3.50 65.84 24.5 460.85
16.00 300.96 112.0 2,106.72
5 37.62 10.0 188.10
2.00 37.62 10.0 188.10
0.00 - 0.0 -
5 94.05 25.0 470.25
1.00 18.81 5.0 94,05
4.00 75.24 20.0 376.20
81 150.48 648.0 12,188.88
5.00 94,05 405.0 7,618.05
3.00 56.43 243.0 4,570.83
7 865.26 322.0 6,056.82
6.00 112.86 42.0 790.02
40.00 752.40 280.0 5,266.80
7 150.48 56.0 ‘ 1,053.36
5.00 94.05 35.0  658.35
3.00 56.43 21.0 395.01
4 846.45 180.0 3,385.80
5,00 94.05 20.0 376.20
40,00 752.40 160.0 3,009.60
1 601.92 32.0 601.92
24.00 451 .44 24.0 451.44
8.00 150.48 8.0 150.48
- 73 -
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Patrold
Investigation

TOTAL

Patrol
Investigation

TOTAL

SUMMARY OF TIME AND CQOST ANALYSIS

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY

(April only)

Estimated Hours

Number Percent % Worked
573.5 39.57 0.69
876.0 60.43 4.42

1,449.5 100.00 1.41

Budget (April

$1,928,333.30

Estimated Cost

$10,787.54
16,477.56

27,265.10

- 74 -

Hours Worked

Number Percent

82,700 80.68
19,799 19.32

102,499 100.00

Cost Per Hour Worked

§18.81

|
|

; " il " - N i‘ i
, : : L

& ° : ‘

{

N o=

O 0o ~30 Ulh Ww
*« s+ & .

.

b
= o

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.

*Based on man-hours estimated in the Law Enforcement Time Distribution

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY

ESTIMATED TOTAL COST PER INCIDENT FOR THOSE

CRIMES WHICH DID NOT OCCURY

Activity

Burglary

Auto Theft

Armed Robbery

Strongarm Robbery
Aggravated Assault

Simple Assault

Petty Theft

Forceful Rape

Statutory Rape

Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter
Forgery and Counterfeiting
Theft by Embezzlement
Theft by Fraud

Vandalism

Incest

Prostitution

Sodomy

Sodomy (Bestiality)
Adultery

Lewd & Lascivious (Homosexual)
Lewd & Lascivious (Minorx)
Voyeurism

Child Molestation
Pornography

Gambling (organized)
Kidnapping

Hit & Run Property

Cost

$ 164.59
169.29
366.80
225.72
263.34
131.67

56.43
451.44
225.72

1,805.76
658.35
1,598.85
319.77

84.65
300.96
150.48
319.77

84.65

56.43
169.29
319.77

75.24
554.90

No Estimate Determined
902.88
583.11
75.24

Survey and a Department of Public Safety hourly cost of $18.81.
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2. Concliusions

The cbjective of Sub-Project No. 1 was to d
cost for the enforcement of specific offens
The data collected and computed through Sub
guantify and provide relativity to the cost
lation with regard to certain criminal acti
presented with consideration for the object
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-
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etermine the law enforcement
es and criminal activities,
~Project 1 was designed to
?f‘enforcing existing legig-
Yltles, This analysis ig
ives of the sub-project.

The Maricopa County Sheriff!

study time responding to,

S Department expended roughly 60% of itgs
theft,

lnvestigating, and resolving burglary and

The Pima County Sheriff!

tine ina oony S s gepartment appears to have expended its
t?e Phoenix Police Department
ninority of its Jurisdiection
ment structure ang behavior.

ﬂ This would indicate that the urban
4s a predominant effect on its enforce-

The Maricopa Count i
: Yy Sheriff's p ;
the least by the time o ond epartment was Proportionately affected

X ed on t eri i
representative percent man~hoursh$o:;:§y trimes with respect to

dents qualifie workéd in line £
d unctions. ' :
the Departn s study crimes during th . S. Only 120 inci
ent of Publjg safety e entire month of April for

Investigatq ng ¢ i
"Vestigation Diviss g aiz %ogd assi
indicat

Ver-time being

gnme§ts in the agency Criminal
€s a sizeable "backup"”
expended,

and a sig-

o

§

1. For the Counties of Maricopa and Pima and the Department of Public
Safety Law Enforcement functions, there are an average of 334,132
line function man-hours expended each month at a total cost per
month of $5,806,224.00. This results in a statewide cost per hour
of law enforcement of $17.38.

Section 5 - Cost of Law Enforcement Sub-Project Opinions and Recommendations

Though the objective of this sub-project was one of quantification and
normally such research does not lend itself to confiquring recommendations
per se, there are some facts which, when reviewed along with facts from other
projects, do lead to recommendations. ‘

There appears to be a strong‘relationship between those crimes which are cost-
ing the most to enforce and_ those crimes about which attitudinal concern is
high as egtablished by Sub-Project 4. We can postulate that this cost is ac-
cunulated either through high volume of incidents at a low per incident cost
(such as burglary), or a low volume of incidents at a high individual cost
(such as murder and rape). Fear of victimization produced a public concern
nearly as high as that for heinous acts. Therefore, it would seem deterrence
of their incidents will provide more available time for preventive patrol and
hypothetically will permit decrease in response time to offenses that do take
place. A major police foundation study recently concluded, states that de-
creased response time will increase arrests and clearances which in turn pro-
vides certainty of apprehension, a theoretical effective deterrent. There-
fore, initiation of legislation which creates deterrent actions for crimes
where motive is other than heat of passion can start a cyclic process of in-
cident reduction.

Tt should be noted in these considerations that better training of police
personnel, increased incentives and benefits, modifications in requirements
of due process and more police officers could all affect the line function
cost per hour. The Criminal Code cannot. Instead, the Criminal Code must
attack the other factor in determination of overall cost - the number of
incidents to which the rate must be applied.

Section 6 - Cost of Law Enforcement Sub-Project Data
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MARICOPA CUUNTY SHERIFF S DFPT

PATROL LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 0T/26/T4
OFFFNSF MEAN _ DEV_ __ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN  DEV ngggT;gl;Trﬂ:EaLK REJECT _ Menn St peyrsory
BURGLARY 2+55 S5.17 58 96 [s] 0 2 T«47 14.63 723 T 6 1 ‘2 1.23 DE: DS
1127710407783 T80 0 7 .78 1057 7 20 862 6 1 5 1. ;z :9: l: i: i : v i
— 2.28_1.26___30_50_12 2 16 3.47 5.24 2165 6 1 4 3.16_1.56 6 31 8 2 3,
THEFT 1.74 1.56 48 80 1 o0 11 3.68 4.97 15 46 15 0 2 .90 .55 :
= S8y TTIRE TR IS T T 0T [0 80 1353 15 53 TSTTISE 1: : : : Z !
( o 2410 1,32 29 48 171 13 2.64__4.18 14 43 16 0 2 1.62 - 1.57 ’6 31 9 2 2 ;
ARMED ROBBERY 3.19 4.41 43 71 14 1 2 17.05 10.39 17 53 7 1 7 1.99 1.93 13 68 1 o0 s
LERL EE-E R LI L S 74t 3.55T 20 62 T T % LIT .90 160 52 5 1T 35—
. 2.94_1.82__ 27 45 19 4 10 4.50_6.16 18 56 B 2 4 3.00 1.58 6 31 8 2 3
STRONGARM ROBBERY 2.55 4.04 35 58 21 1 3 11.33 8.32 12 37 10 2 8 (1-15 1.47 14 73 3 o 2
DOE'S I v T I 7Sl * ) SE B I 2.26 3AT T IT 5510 23 NG — T 36 6 1T s
‘ 3.36_2.00 2338 25 1 11 3.73_6.47 15 46 10 2 5 2.16_1.25 6 319 2 2
N AGGRAVATED assauLT 2.07 1.80 45 75 7 1 7 7.03 6.36 16 50 7 1 8 1.17 1.82 11 57 2 o :
; T34 95 37 6T ¥ T3 2725230 I8 56 T 1T % STET1.09 12 63 3y
_ 2.77_1.62__31 51 17 1 11 3.76_5.15 19 59 8 1 4 3.25 1.50 6 31 7 4 2 |
SIMPLE ASSAULT 1.51 .76 43 71 3 1 13 3.06 2.95 16 50 8 1 7 83 .51 9 47 6 0 4 °
[.07 <47 41 68 3 1 13 1°57 1.53 20 62 8 2 3 W63 W4T 8 42 7T 1 3
1.65 1.21 3% 65 11 2 8 2,50 1.65 15 46 10 2 5 1.00 .69 4 21 10 2 3
THEFT-GRAND 2.17 3.59 52 8 2 0 6 4.88 7.08 21 65 6 1 4 1.00 1.63 14 73 3 ¢ 2
.25 1.23 53 88 2 0 5 257 2,03 19 5% 6 1T % <52 1.2 937 & 1 3
2,61 1,70 26 43 17 1 16 3.22_4.87 20 62 1 1 4 2.80 1.50 5 26 8 4 2
PETTY THEFT 1.31 1.00 43 71 3 2 12 2.22 2.44 17T 53 9 1 s T W74 8 42 8 0 3
S0 W54 46 16 3T g 56 1.59 21 &5 9 1T 1 <55 .37 3 15 10 1T 3%
1.4% 1,09 29 48 13 4 14 2,10 3.29 20 62 9 1 2 1.50 .8% 4 21 12 2 1
u FORCEFUL RAPE 3.56 3.92 37 61 18 2 3 9.50 9.69 9 28 12 1 10 1.88 3.38 14 73 2 o 3
22T 1.057 26 %3 18 2 1% 2.87 2.37 1z 37 12 1T 7 398 ..1.83 II 57 5 1 2
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. MARICOPA COUNTY SHERIFF S DEPT LAY ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07/26/74
PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
DFFENSE MFAN DEV_ BASE PCT NA BLK RE'ECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT_NA BLK RSJEC]
3.68 2.72 24 40 28 3 5 5.50 8.25 16 S0 13 1 2 4.80 6470 5 26 8 3 3
T STATUTORY RAPF 3.0 3.3% 25 &1 3T 1 3 T<39 9,21 14 43 11 2 5 .90 1.97 11 57 5 0 3
1.86 1,41 22 36 31 1 _ 6 2.63 _1.77__ 15 46 11 2 4 1.04 1.03 B 42 8 1 2
3.22 2.15 18 30 34 2 6 4.90 B8.49 15 46 12 3 2 4.60 2.55 5 26 10 3 L I
T PURDERENON REG MANS™  §.01 15.23~ 317 sI° 2% 2 3 24.90720.86T 10 31 13 2 7 5,88 11,04 13 68 3 04 3
_3.85 3,70 26 43 25 3 & _ 7.56 10.49 _ 15 46 132 2 1.69_ 4.74 9 47T 5 1 4
5.90 8.59 26 43 28 2 4 7.15 15.44 13 40 13 2 4 6.64% 16.13 8 42 1 2 2
T FURGERY & CNTRFEIT — 1,757 27886 45 75 10 I 4 5.81 B.64 19 59 g I 3 -787 1.13 7 36 8 0 4
1.28 1.42_ 46 _76_ 10 1 3 2.31_3.42__ 20 629 1 2 .99 .99 7 36 9 1 2
2.71 1.73 23 38 25 3 9 3.25 5.17 16 50 11 1 & 1.50 2.07 4 21 11 3 1
T THFFT BY EFBEZZECMT — I.88° 4.09 357758 22 1 2 7.86 6,95 11 34 1§ 2 5 .78 1.06 8 42 9 4 2
f . -1.22 1.42_ 35 _58_22 1 2 2.78_5.15 14 43 14 2 2 T4 JTT 5 26 9 2 3
. 3 2.33 2,27 24 40 °30 3 3 4,08 3,98 12 37 14 2 4 3.00 1.15 4 21 10 S5 0
1 THEFT BY FRAUD 15187 4010 — 3L 851" 27 1 1 T-87 7.8% 8 25 20 2 2 .85 1.19 9 %7 9 0 1
1.29 _1.21 29 48 27 1 3 2.15__2.82 8 25 20 2 2 .60 1.03 6 31 10 2. 1
2.56 1.31 16 26 36 2 6 4.68 4,14 8 25 20 2 2 2.00 1.15 2 10 11 5 1
T RECEIVE STOLFN PROP  2.02 2.61 32 53 23 1 4 §.25 7.22 & 43 il 1T & 1.11 2.92° 14 73 4 0 1
1.42 _1.67_- 31 51 23 1 5 3.08_2.13 12 37 11 1 8 .70 1.69 10 52 7 1 1 E
2.62 2.03 27 45 28 1 4 5.06 4.34 15 46 12 2 3 1.50 2.14 4 21 10 3 2
VANDAUTSH I35 .95  Z 76 T 0 13 2.16 3.99 18 56 10 1 3 .58 L.A0 10 52 6 0 3 |
L <86 .80 46 76 1 0 13 1.76 .78 16 50 10 _1__5 «29 .39 8 42 S 2 4
1.74 1.12 31 51 16 6 1 1.756 237 15 22 11 1 = 56 W65 5 26 8 4 2
T . CONCFALED WEAPON 1.5% 1;35“;3§‘”35 | 2 4 2L ITI T IE 43 10 2 6 1.07 .92 10 52 S5 0 & .
1.03 .83 33 55 19 1 7 1.51 .87 16 S0 10 2 4 «TL .59 8 42 S5 2 3 %
2.55 1.15 20 33 24 3 13 2.47 2.39 19 59 10 2 1 1.20 .84 5 26 7T 6 1 3
TNCEST 335 6.57 10 16 &t 1 1166 5.87 g 28 16 2 5 1.32 5,46 11 57 1 a 1 |
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MARICOPA -COUNTY SHERIFF S DEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07/26/7 ]
{ OFFENSE MFAN nEyPArgggs PCT_NA BLK_REJECT MEAN __ DEV sy pet Na: SZPE |
_DEV __BASE PCT NA BLK _REJECT MEAN ¢ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MFAN DEV BASE p}é;{lioaagl_x REJEC
| 2.36 3.10 9 15 47 2 2 4.04 2.48 11 34 16 2 3 .67 .80 9 &7 8 1
| i ] . 3.60 2.91 7 1L 48 Z 3 5.16 4.14 12 37 16 2 2 2.06 2.06 2 10 10 5 :
| ROSTITUTION . 230_%.61 10 16 _47_ 2 1 10.75 15.30 4 12 23 2 3 -%4% 1.48 6 31_10 o 3
- 1.50 1.57 9 15 47 2 2 2.00 6.67 5 15 23 2 2 .71 1.40 6 31 1L 1 1 ‘
EJ 3.30 7.83 5 8 49 2 4 2.50 5.35 & 18 23 2z 1 2.00 . .58 2 16 13 3 1
é SODOMY (ANAL) .94 2.14 9 15 48 2 L 6.8l 6.29 8 25 21 2 1 1.00_ .66 6 31 9 O 4
f . 1.35 1.66 9 15 48 2 1 2.12 2.05 8 25 21 2 1 .81 -64 4 21 12 1 2
% .28 2.19 711 48 3 2 3.85 1.29 7 21 21 2 2 3.00  2.89 2 10 13 3 1
SODOMY (BEASTIALITY) 1.57 _2.39 711 49 3 1 5.20 8.04 5 15 26 2 1 295 =67 6 31 8 0 5
1.32 1.84 ¥ 1l 49 3 1 1.83 .80 3 9 24 2 3 1.29 1.02 6 31 9 2z 2
) 3.20 2.37 5§ 8 50 3 2 2.62 1.54 12 24 2 2 2.00 3.00 ¥ 15 11 4 1
. ADUL TERY . l.50 1.12___6_10_ 48 3 3 4,00 10.03 3 9 26 2 1 «58 .28 3 15 13 1 2
; . 1.00 .59 5 8 48 3 4 1.75 .85 2 6 26 2 2 .15 .35 2 10 15 1 1t
=] 2.00 <57 4 & 50 3 3 3.00 .58 2 6 26 3 1 2.00 .00 i 5 16 2 ©
LFWDEL {HOMDSEXUAL? 2.40 _4.10 11 18 45 3 1 6.61 _ 6.04 9 28 19 2 2 1.84 1.29 11 ST S5 O 3
1.59 1.78 11 18 45 3 1 2.50 1.81 7 21 19 2 4 1.25 .89 8 42 8 0 3
3.57T 2.50 771t %8 3 2 45,55 3.92 9 28 19 2 2 2.16 2.58 & 31 10 T 1
LEYDEL {HINOR] 2.43 3.23 19 31 38 2 1 12.10 8.67 i0 31 15 2 5 1.83 2.50_ 14 13 4 € 1
1.65 1448 19 31 38 2 1 4.10 3.08 10 31 15 2 5 1.25 2.69 12 63 6 0 1
' 3.22 3,16 117 18 43 3 3 7.28 7.67 1% 43 15 2 1 2.37 6.93 8 42 T 3 .1
VOYFURIT S ‘ «87 «64 1229 36 1 11 2.91 1.43 & 18 23 2 1 45 30 5 26 10 1 3
R «68 «73 17 28 36 1 & «95 «47 5 15 23 2 2 «25 o4l 3 15 13 2 1
- 2.18 1.66 8§ 13746 3 3 1.50 1.07 6 18 23 2 1 1.00 .58 Z 10 13 3 1
EXHIB ITONISM 1.21 1.23 23 38 31 2 4 2.40 1.01 5 15 21 1 5 73 1.01 i 52 7 O
-7 o ) 3 2
«933 .88 21 35 31 Z 6 1.25 .71 9 28 21 1 1 +87 «73 4 21 10 1 4
S 1.927 1.55 1% 23 37 4 5 Z.25 .96 6 18 21T 1 & 3.33 1.26 3 15 1z 3 1

E _ MARICOPA COUNTY SHERIFF S DEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRTBUTION SURVEY N7/26/74
% . PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
OFFENSE MEAN ~ DEV _ BASE PCT NA BLK ggggg[__ggﬁg___ggy___gAsgwch_anpLK REJECT MEAN  DEV___BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC
CHILD MOLFSTATION 3.02 4.68 28 46 28 2 2 11.4%4 8.72 g 28 13 2 '8 2.45 1.7 10 52 3 1 S '3
To96 1.6T 26 43 28 2 4 3706 9. 19 1l 34 13 2 6 1.40° .82 8§ 42 5 3 3 é
_n_},42—_g:a3___29"“;§“_3g___;_ 5 5.40 8.26 15 46 13 2 2 4.00 _4.91 4 219 5 1 é
PORNDOGRAPHY 2.00 .50 3 5 S4 2 1 5.10 15.28 5 15 24 2 1 .61 5.14 8 42 9 1 1
7200 .50 3 5 %4 2 1 1.80 4.32 515 24 2 1 JA5  1.62 Z 21 1& o0 1Y
3.66_ 1.50 3 5 54 2 1 2.50 5.79 5 15 24 2 1 2.50 .71 2 10 15 2 O
{ GAMRLING {ORG.) .75 132 2 3 55 2 1 15.50 7.81 2 6 ‘27 2 1 1.05 5.34 7 36 11 o0 1
—T1.00 1015 7y 55 2 1 2200 2.31 36 27 2 1 e iiT & 21 14 0 1
__3.00__2.00 3 555 2 @ 5.00 2,25 2 6 21 2 1 3.50 2.12 Z 10 14 3 ©
MARIJUANA—-PDSS. 2.80 2.90 45 75 8 1L 6 4.66 T.27 21 85 6 1 4 1.7 1.87 11 57 2 1 5
Ce1 1o 18 40766 8 1 Il sl ILET T 23 1T 6 1 2 1-167 .91 8§ %2 6 2 5
) 2.98 1.80__ 34 .56 15 3 ¢ 3.95_4.07 22 68 7 1 2 4.75 2.04 4 21 8 5 2
; ' _HAR!JUAM&lSALE 4.23 5.10 19 31 36 2 3 8.64 11.02 14 43 14 2 2 1.70 2.45 13 68 4 O 2
par PIR2T2I26T 719 31 38 23 3733 2.63 12 37 13 2 5 L7179 .90 ¥ 36 8 1 3
! 3.55_ 2.71 18 30 36 3 3 .07 6.33 13 40 15 2 2 6.50 3.21 4 21 i1 3 1
OTHFR DRUGS—PCSS. 2.67 3.46 29 48 23 2 6 5,58 9.06 17 53 i1 2 2 1.84¢ 1.25 11 57 3 O 5
190 1.34 27 45 23 2 8B 3.93 1.99 16 50 11 2 3 1.46  «86 7 36 . 7 1 4
3.23 2,37 26 43 27 2 3 4.58 5.77 17 53 11 2 2 3.75 2.84 4 21 10 3 2
OTHER DRUGS—SALF 3.52 S.42 17 28 39 2 2 7.61 10.5¢ 13 40 15 2 2 143 1.63 12 63 6 0 1
¥o23ILBY L 15 25 39 2 4 70 2.53 L0 31 15 2 5 19 1.28 7T 36.10 1 1
3.46_2.79 15 25 40 2 3 4.69 6.52 13 40 15 2 2 4,00 3.32 2 10 12 3 2
KIDNAPP ING 3.89 7.89 23 38 33 2 2 14.41 19.70 12 37 17 2 1 2.85 3.48 10 52 S O 4
728221 - 2T 35 33 2 4 .47 .88 13 40 18 2 1 1117 .97 8 42 8 1 2
3.60 4.12 15 25 38 4 3 6.81 6.18 11 34 17 2 2 22.46 11,00 3 15 12 3 1
HITERUN PERSONJINJ. 3.65 4.75 36 60 17 2 5 7.37 7.84 8 25 21 2 1 2.06 6.,7L 12 63 4 0 3
71T 2,600 38 63 11 2 3 2.92 2.02 7 21 2L 2 2 i3 1.33 11 57 6 1 1
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MARJCOPA COUNTY SHERIFF
S DEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07726774 ‘
- PATROL :
‘ NFFENSE MFAN _ DEV___ BASE_PCT NA Dncs e ayE SUPERVISORY
: EAN _ DE SE_1 BLK REJECT MEAN _ NEV___BASE PCY NA BLK REJECT MEAN___DEV __ BASE PCT NA BLK_REJEC
; . 3.46 2.8%4 27 %5 25 2 6 5.83 4.47 6 18 22 2 2 3.56 11.31 4 21 10 2 13
| HITLZRUN PROPERTY 2.55 153 39 65 T 2 12 3,627 3.70 8 25 19 2 3 Z.33 1.35 5 &7 5
| - ® - 0 5
: 1,59 .84 38 _63__ 7 2 13 1.15 2.05 8 25 19 2 3 1.83 -89 6 31 7 2 &
; Z.42 1.21 21 35 20 4 15 4.00 4.57 7 21 2 -
g Tz 2 4.20 2.51 5 26 10 3
i !
i}
— e ___PATROL_PROFILF __ . __INVFSTIGATIVE PROFILE . _.SUPFRVISORY PROFILE
| NO. RFSPONDANTS 060 NO. RESPONDANTS 03?2 NO. RESP
i NO. S 0O . ONDANTS 019
i PTHN CORP USGT DSGT_NFT__LT _ CAPT _ PTMN CORP USGT DSGT DET__ LT _ CAPT _ PTMN CORP _USGT DSGT NFT LT CAPT
i 057 001 002 "000 "0007 " 000 000 010 T 005 001~ 002  Oi4 0067 000 000 005 008”002 000 004 000
; PTRL DET ADMN SUPP  TRAF PTRL DET ADMN SUPP TRAF PTRL DET ADMN SUPP TRAE
NS5 000 002 002 001 - on6 _ 024 _COL 001 _ 000 008 004 __ 003 004 000
AV MTAS TN FUNCTION 00058 ~_4Av MTHS IN FUNCTION 00050 AV MTHS "IN FUNCTTON 00050 '
AV MTHS IN RANK 00060 AV MTHS IN RANK 00064 AV MTHS IN RANK 00039
i3 AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000066 AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000089 AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000138 '
'}
{ e o e
B : |
6 al
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PIMA COUNTY SHERIFF S DEPT LAW _ENFORCEMENT TIME NISTRIBUTION SURVEY 01/26/74
PATROL INVEST [GATIVF SUPERVISORY 1
OFFENSE MFAN _ GEV__ BASE PCT NA _BLK REJECT MFAN  DEV _ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN DEV __ BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC'
BURGLARY 1.69 5.96 39 92 O 1 2 T 14412 15.66 4 22 & 3 3 1.00 .61 3 397 &1 1 3
N BB 8.7 39 921 1 1 233 1.29 3 16 8 3 & 1.06 6.26 4 se 1 2 1
_2.11_1.52 _ 20 _47 15 1 6 6.00_4.55 3 _16 8 3 4  3.00 1.5% 3 37 1 2 2
- AUTQ THFFT 1.25 i.24 35 83 2 1L 4 1.50 4.27 3 16 9 5 1 1.00 .64 4 so o0 2z 2
T30 3.93 38 90 2. 1 1 1.18 .94 z 22 9 &5 0 56 .28 % 50 0 3 L.
. t.89 1.42 14 33 19 4 5 2.16 _1.60 3 16 9 5 1 1.83 .74 3 37 0 3 2
{ ARMED RNBBERY 2.22 6.87 31 713 8 1 2 2.50 4.58 2 1 10 S 1 1.50 .93 4 s0 1 1 2
97 .88 26 61 100 1 5 3250 1.66 7 1L 10 5 1 .67 .87 %4 50 1 2 1
- - 2.91_2.02 12 28 19 6 5 3.00 1l.44 2 11 10 5 1 2.75 .89 4 5p 1 2 %
STRANGARM R{BBERY 1.77 2.44 20 47 18 2 2 3.93 9.78 4 22 8 5 1 1.00 .68 3 37 1 1 3
65 .85 19 45 19 2 2 1.66 <15 316 9 5 1 .56 <65 ¢ %0 1 2 1
’ i 2.68_1.94 _ 11 26 25 4 2 2.50_ 1,11 2 119 5 2 3,00 .89 4 50 1 .2 1
- ‘ AGGRAVATED ASSAULT .53 1.96 32 76 5 0 5 4.60 11.57 s 2T ¢ 3 1 1.10 .54 s 62 0 1 2
@ 1,027 7.36 35 83 0 1 1.75 1.20 % 22 9 3 2 .65 63 5 62 0 2 1
i ) 2.31__1.09 11 _26_18_ 4 __ S 2.25  l.17 4 22 9 3 2 1.83 .80 3 37 06 2 3
STMPLE ASSAULT 1.29 4.12 37 88 2 1 2 1.60 1.29 s 21 7T 3 3 257  +69 s 62 0 2 1
78 6.47 36 85 3 2 1 .39 .52 5 27 7 3 3 .50 .31 3 37 0 3 2
1,56 .90 16 38 15 T 4 1.62 .99 4 22 8 3 3 1.00 .55 3 .31 0 3 2
 THEFT—GRAND 2.03 5.27 31 73 1 O 1 6.83 5.56 6 33 5 3 4 1.00 .61 3 37 1 1 3
1.0~ 7.82° 31 173 10 0 1 1.34 3.73, 8 44 5 3 2 1.00 .55 3 31 1 2 2
2.15 7.15_ 13 30 21 __4 4 3.28_3.87 8 44 5 3 2 2.33_1.52 3 37 1 2 2
PETTY THEFT 1.59 7.41 35 83 5 0 1 2.08 2.49 6 33 S5 5 2 .66 <41 3 37 o0 3 2
765 .88 30 11 & 0 6 1.00 .60 6 33 o5 5 2 15 .99 225 0 & 2
1,90 .57 1L 26_18 6 1 1,41 .80 6 33 5 5 2 1,00 .45 5§ 50 0 3 1
FORCEFUL RAPE 2.77 3.92 20 47 18 2 2 8.50 13.82. 5 271 8 4 1 1.80 1.91 5 62 0 1 2
T.38 1.33 19 45 19 2 2 2.50 1.86 z 22 8 & 2 .00 .76 5 62 ©0 2 1 -
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PIMA COUNTY SHERIFF s pDEPT o LAW_ENFORCEMENT TIMF DISTRLA : '
_OFFENSE MEAN D PATROL : . . IN:;::?G:::EY TLzelIn -
. 2 ’ EV___BASE PCT NA BLK REJECf MEAN _DEV _ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV BAggp§§¥I§2R§tx rEsE
T STATUYORY RASE *:.::- jf::-—1§ :9 28 2 <4 2 2,37 3.61 4 22 9 & "1 3.70 2.86 > 82 _10 2 1‘
=5 -31" "40507 28728 I T3.007TISTT T T T g oy e e l_,_.”,_ ;
1.75 12.58 11 26 29 1 1 2.00_1.00" 3 16 10 : : I.SO o ; 5(? 0/ e
L SeSR 15 . =00__-26 5 50 @ 2z 32
,_ . 2.58 2.37 6 14 32 2 2 2.00 2.52 2 11 10 s 1 Z2.50 1.12 3 31 o ¥ 2
T PURDFRIKON NFG MANS — 3196 7194 1430 2% T & 8500 206 I 5 IZ 50 Z 871263 -
. - 4 50 b3 ) 2
1.80_ 1.84 14 33 26 0 2 25.00 12.12_ 2 11 12 3 1 2.37_1.09 4 561 2 1
. ) K 4.62 &.22 &8 19 31 2 1 6.00 «00 2 11 13 3 O 4.00  2.95 4 50 1 2 1,
FORGFRY & CNTRFFEIT .02 .68 I3 3023 2 4 216 II.T0 3 T6 Q@ 3 I BS-1: Ba— 35T I 5
-8110-73 16 38 23 2 1 1.50 1.11 2 11 5 2 .62 .65 % 50 t 2 1
1.60 .82 5 11 31 5. 1 2.00 1.00 3 16 10 5 0 1.50 2.36 3 37 1 3 1
THEFT BY ERBEZZECHT 1533 1i46 2477715 0 3 2-87 8V1% 6 33 7T & 1 SR IT5D T 5g  N— ;
) .93__8.50___ 26 61.15 0 1 1.12 1.28 6 33 T 4 1 262 .65 4 S0_ 1 2z 1
g; 1.68 1.67 8 19 28 3 3 1.50 1.50 5 27 8 4 1 2.66 .96 3 3y 1 3 14
S TREFTBY FRAU Ti30 36T 819 TR T T LR IS O e e PR S P LIS -t A e e
-J/3_1.35 7 16 32 1 2 1.33_ 1.07 3 16 9 4 2 275 .29 4 502 2
1.83 1.28 3 7 23 1 3 1.50 .50 5 27 9 4 g 2.00 .58 2 25 2 3 1
RECETVE STOLEN PROP L9 T1ies™ 13 50 27 11 65T 201% 738 6 3 2 175 .7 4 50 2z 1 1
1-0L_9.09 13 30 27 1 1 2.50 1.79 4 22 6 3 5 275 .92 4 50 2 1 1
2,21 1.25 7 16 29 1 5 6.50 3.60 4 22 6 3 5 1.50 2.29 3 37 2 2 1
anoansn [25 553 3890 T T2 YA NS 1) S A T 7 e R S S50 .50 337 1 3T
b7 442 36 85 2z 1 3 1.56_3.05 4 22 8 5 1 .50 .12 3 37 1 3 3
1.88 5.34 19 45 19 3 | 8.50 4.9
CORUEALFIT WEAPDN 136 1228 20 47 19 0 3 1 - S e >t 2t
«25 1217 L 227778 5 1 17600 i Y S 53
- +G6 919 22 52 19 0 1 1.62 .84 4 22 8 5 1 .91 .26 3 37 1 3 1
.9 . ,
sy : 0: L i: 1: 32 j:, : 2 1.50 1.29 2 11 9 5 2 1.25 L1711 4 50 1 2 1
. . o 21.507 2%, 1% Z 1T 1T 53§ 1.25 2.8% 225 & 1.1
PIMA CDUNTY SHERIFF S NEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME OISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07/26/74
. ‘ PATROL | INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
OFFENSE MEAN _ DEV _ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN__ DEV _ BASE PCT NA_BLK REJEC
.50 .00 1 2 38 3 0 4.50 4,95 2 11 11 5 0 1.50 .71 2z 25 4 2 0
2209 00 T A0 16.75 21.57 2 11 1L 5 O 3,00 1.41 7 35 & 2 0
PROSTITUTION 2.00 .82 2 4 35 3 2 2.00__ .00 1__5 12 5 0 2.00__ .00 1 12 s 2 0
.83 22.08 3= 7 35 3 1 1.09 .00 1 5 122 5 0 .50 .00 1 12 5 2 o0
17007 5% Z 4 36 3 1 .00 5.35 6 0 13 5 0 3.00 .00 I 12 5 2 0
SONOMY {ANAL) __1.99 .00 1 2 36 5 0 200 6,29 0 0 13 5 O .00 .66 6 0 5 3 ©
46.00 .00 1 2 3 5 0 .00 2.05 o o 13 5 o0 00 6 0O 0 5 3 0
v T2.007 T Uh0 172738 5 ¢ .00 1.29 0 0 13 S5 0 .00 2.89 0 0 5 3 0
SODOMY (BEASTIALITY) .00 2.39 C_ 0 36 & O .00  8.04 0 0 13 75 0 .00 .67 O 0 5 3 0O
| .00 1.86 0 0 36 6 0 .00 .80 0 0 13 5 0 .00 1.02 o ¢ 5 3 o
ATy 0 0 36 & 0 00 1.5 @ 0 13 5 O .00 3.00 6 0 5 3 0
ADULTERY .75 .00 1 2 35 & 0 .00 10.03 0 0 13 5 0 .00 .28 00 5 3 0
- .50 .00 1 2 35 & 0 .00 .85 o 0 13 5 0 .00 .35 6 o 5 3 0
& L00TLs7 03660 <007 <58 6 0 13 5 0 .00 0G0 6 5 3 0
' LEMD&L (HOMOSFXUAL) 2.12__ .81 4 9 29 4 5 1.00 .90 15 12 5 0 1.50 .71 2 25 4 2 0O
.87 11.38 8 19 29 4 1 1.00 .00 1 5 12 5 0 1.00 .00 2 25 4 2 o0
TS0 524 37 133 5. 1 .00 3.92 6 0 13 5 0 3.00 .00 Z 25 % 2 0
LEWDEL {MINDR) 1.65 1.32 11 26 25 3 3 14,00 6.18 3 16 9 5 1 1.75_ 2.15 3 37 2 2 1
1.00 9.11 13 30 25 3 1 3.00 2.22 2 11 9 5 2 .83 1.11 3 37 2 2z 1
T4 Z.57 7 16 3L 3 1 5.75 6.01 2 1l 1L 5 0O 233 2.52 3 37 2 2 1
VIYEUR T SH- 278_15.63 7 16 28 6 1 1.00 .00 15 12 5 0 237 .17 2 25 4 2 0O
.62 15.69 7 16 28 6 -1 1.00 .00 1 5 12 5 © . e37 .17 2 25 4 2 O
I027 .63 7% 33 6 1 760 .bo I 5 12 5 @ S157 35 IS % 20
EXHIBITONISH <96 15.57 7 16 30 4 1 1.00 .00 1 5 12 5 0 1.00 .00 2 25 3 3 0
<59 15.70 7 16 20 4 1 .75 .00 1 5 12 5 o0 .87 L7 2 25 3 3 0O
1.60 .76 3 7 34 & 1 N0 .96 0 ©0 13 5 0 1.50 .71 Z2 253 3 0




_PIMA- COUNTY SHERIFF < NFDE

PIMA CNUNTY SHFRIFF S DEPT

LAW ENFDRCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTIéN SURVEY

07/26/ 74

i
r
i
i
i
)

]

oS

g Y 5
DFFENSE MFAN DEV,PAT%?\EE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _DEV [gxgérég?;xsmk REJECT MEAN _ DEV eASslépii\?;gRBLx REJEC %
* CHILD MOLESTATION 2.010 2.11 16 38 23 1 -2 10.75 6.08 - 422 9 3 O L-6o Aeew %0 1 2 1 !
‘ 1.07 .91 (733 2 =T 4 3.00 .82 Z }u ) 3 z 1.006 s22 % 50 i ] 1 §
. 2.16 2.97 9 21 30 2 1 8.50 4.04 2 ‘11 10 5 1 3.00 .27 3 37 1 2 2 j
P ORNDGR APHY |50 "1 2 4 35 5 0 1.00 .00 1 5 12 5 © 1.00 .00 1 12 4 3 O |
23700731 1 g4 357 5 0 .75 .00 T 5 12 5 [+ 1-00. .00 T 12 % 3 [¢]
‘ 35 5 0 .00 _5.79 0 0 13 5 0 2.00 .00 1 12 4 3 0O
. \1'{5—9—_—.':,5-”‘: : 35 5 0 1.50 .00 1 5 12 5 0 1.00 .00 1 12 4 3 O
—_— e o j.:z 5::? s—% 3% 5 0 2% —-o0 1 5 12 5 0O 6560 I 12 &% 3 0
z‘oo 1412 4 35 5 O 1.50__.00 1 5 12 5 O 3.00 00 1 12 6 30
' - T a5 8 ¢ 1 2.37 1.88 4 22 8 5 1 68 1.23 4 50 o0 2 2
MARIJUANA-PDSS« 2.65 3.12 35 83 6 : | '
Y28 4%5 337778 7 (¢] Z 1.66 .16 3 16 ;] 5 Z 1.25 .51 4 50 4] 3 1
2.2 2.74 25 59 15 1L 1 2.12_2.07 4 22 8 5 1 2,50 .76 5 62 0 2 1
T HARIJUANA-SALE ';;81—-;.i9 20 47 20 0 2 2.50 2.95 3 16 9 5 1 1.56 .96 4% 50 0 2 2
— 65450920 4T 210 T oS0 ITE 316 9 5 L 7546 % 50T 0 2 2
'? 3.00 3.43__17_40_23__0 2 2.16_2.32___3 16 9 5 1 2.87  1.43 4 50 0 2 2
OTHFR DRUGS-POSS. 2.80 1.32 17 40 18 1 & 3.00 2.22 2 11 9 5 2 1.5¢ .81 5 62 0 2 1
1.56~ .69 13 306~ 19 1 9 250 1. 80 3 16 9 5 1 1.007 .45 3 37 0 3 2
2.10 _2.26 16 38 21 3 2  1.83 1.38 3 16 9 5 1 2.00 1.03 4 50 0 2 2
OTHER DRUGS-SALE 2.80 5.38 10 23 30 1 1 2.50 2.06 3 16 9 5 1 1.65 .72 5 62 0 2 1
ZT25IZL9T 10 23730 L 1 ~I50 5 2T 3 16 9. 5 1 BT L4 T %50 0 & 2
1.97__9.1]__”~2;~g1*_30 12 2.16_ 2.32 3 16 9 5 1 2.25 1.03 4 50 0 2 2
KTDNAPP ING 3.09 3.82 18 42 22 1 1 7.25 14.87 4 22 9 4 1 2.62 1.66 4 50 1 1 2
1% T.14 14 33 23 1 & 3,50 1,19 Z IT 9 4 3 1.06 .50 % 50 1 2 1
2.92 2.24 1 16 29 3 3 1.50 11.30 3 16 10 4 1 7.66 7.37 3 37 1 3 1
HITERUN PERSON.INJ. 2.47 6.27 19 45 21 1 1 2.50 .00 1 5 12 5 0 2.50 1.12 3 37 2 2 1
(37 T.06 1838 22 13 15000 1T 5 12 5 0 1525 <87 % 50 2 2 0O

PIMA COUNTY SHERIFF S DEPT

LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME

DISTRIBUTIOMN SURVEY -

PATROL

INVESTIGATIVE

07726414

SUPERVISORY

OFFENSE MEAN _DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV __ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC
1.59 2,70 11 26 28 1 2 2.00 .00 1 5 12 5 0 2.83 .71 3 37 2 2 1

HTITERUN PROPERTY 1.82 4,00 3685 5 0 1 1.50 .50 316 10 5 0 .66 .48 3 37 2 2z 1

_1.02 1.09 32 76 6 0 4 1.00 .29 2 11 10 5 1 275 25 3 31 2 3 90
1.50 2.46 14 33 22 4 2 2.00 .58 2 11 10 5 1 2.00 .58 2 25 2 3 1
PATROL PROFILE . _ _INVESTIGATIVFE PROFILE SUPERVISORY PROFILE

NO. RESPONNDANTS 042 NO. RESPONDANTS 018 NO. RESPONDANTS 008

PTMN CORP USGT DSGT DET LT  CAPT  PTMN CORP USGT DSGT DFT LT _ CAPT  PTMN CORP_USGT NSGT DFT LT CAPY

0397000 0027 0007 001 T 000 000 064 0n0 T 006 00l 0i3 000 000 000 009 005 001 001 001 000

PTRL - NFT ADMN SUPP TRAF PTRL DET = ADMN SUPP TRAF PTRL. DET ADMN.  SUPP TRAF

938 003 __ 000 001 00O 001 017__ 000 _ 000 _ 000 005 003 000 000 000

AV MTHS TINTFUNCTIDN Q0014 ——

AV MTHS IN RANK 00014
AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000029

AVTMTHS IN FUNCTTON 00028
AV MTHS IN RANK 00026
AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000051

AV MTHS IN FUNCTTON 00050
AV MTHS IN RANK 90025
AV YRS IN L ENFQRCE 000071

—AS—.

b e AN o T 7S




PHOENTX §0Llce DEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07/26/7% ‘ : 1
: . PATROL INVESTIGATIVE ) SUPERVISORY ‘ ‘
GEFENSE MEAN __ DEV_ _BASE_PCT NA BLK REJECT_MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN_ _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK RFJEC
RURGL ARY 2.15 5.18 276 83 38 2 15 "3.65 7.53 SO 56 17 13 9 1.09 1.81 5% 75 1 & 7T
1-30 3.0l 285 86 38 4 & I-58 3.27 53, 59 17 15 & J83 T -73 43 59 I3 & 10
2.47 2.91 224 67 _66__14 27 2.76_2.43 _ _46_ 51 17 16 10 2.50 2.38 %0 55 12 8 12
AUTO THEET -—1.7o_v3;i1' 272 82 43 5 11 2.35 13.01 36 40 28 23 2 .78 .88 51 10 S 6 6 |
1.0 2-71 283 85 42 4 2 1.70 13.01 36 &0 28 2& 1 61 %22 48 66 15 8 1
1.99 1.90 174 52 113 13 31 2.42 3.48 32 35 29 26 2 1.59 2.72 39 _54_ 18 12 3
ARMED ROBBERY f;:aa 3.31 219 66 91 7 14 3.70 9.02 36 40 26 24 3 1.70 3.42 52 72 9 5 6
] I 66 2 335 214 &4 97 9 11 23T 8.59 37T &1 26 24 2 .91 .72 L0~ 85 10 T 15
; 3.01  4.53_ 168 _50 139 16 8 3.52 4.27 29 32 21 25 8 3.17 5.52 43 59 18 9 2
5‘ STRONGARM ROBBERY 2.26 2.91 228 68 82 5 16 3.07 17.11 38 42 27 22 2 1.18 2.66 51 70 9 5 T
i .50 1.4 736 711 81 3 11 1.8% 1T7.51 37 &1 2T 23 2 <89 .61 34 &7 12 B8 18
2.34__1.97_149__ 45 126__20 36 2.55 7.26 33 37 28 23§ 2.51 2.20 32 44 17 10 13
f _AGGRAVAT?b ASSAULT 2.03 1.83 265 80 23 7 36 2.80 8.17 41 46 26 20 2 1.10 1.40 57 79 5 &4 &
, & Y527 2794 287 90 22 & 5 1.75 T.31 50 4% 26 21 2. .63 .59 43 59 9 1 13
. ! 2.22 _1.61 202 61 72 18 39 2.00 2.94 36 40 27 22 4 2.13 2.34 32 44 15 11 14
STMPLE ASSAULT 1.41 1.44 278 83 22 5 26 1.78 13.51L 39 43 27 21 2 .58 .84 48 66 13 & 5
TI17 72,617 29§ 90 22 6 4 1.21 13.60 39 43 27 21 2 .56 48 38 5Z 16 10 8
= 1.78__1.29 196 57 84 19 38 1.87 2.57 39 43 27 22 1 1.71 1.46 26 36 20 13 13 |
THEFT~GRAND 1.83 1.85 272 82 19 7 33 3.89 9.84 4T 52 18 18 6 «88 1l.14 57 79 5 5 5
» 1.31 «93 258 777 20 5 48 2.11 5,98 49 55 18 20 ‘2 54 <64 43 59 9 8 12
2.24 1.59 202 61 76 19 34 2.47_2.00 40 44 18 20 11 2.08 2.22 32 44 16 13 11
PETTY THEFT l.47 3.50 307 92 7 7 10 2.09 11.14 49 55 20 19 1 57T 91 46 63 14 & 6
.09 2.5% 315 95 K 6 3 1.24 11.40 47 52 206 21 1 «59 «50 3% 48 18 10 9
_ 1.51 1.03 171 51 62 25 73 1.85 1.22 37 41 20 21 11 2.10 l.44 24 33 23 11 14
FORCEFUL RAPE 3.05 4,11 161 48 143 13 14 5.65 3.42 19 21 33 28 9 1.69 2.13 48 66 8 4 12
1.94 1.80 162 48 144 13 12 302 1.42 20 22 35 28 6 .85 .94 49 68 9 & B8

‘r

|

BEERERE

[ PHCENIX POLICE DEPT LAW_ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 0r/28/74 ;
[ PATROL- INVESTIGATIVE : SUPERVISORY '
: OFFENSE MFAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC

2.95 3.31 113 34 180 17 21 3.93 4.91 2% 26 35 29 1 2.82 5.65 40 55 19 11 2 §
T STATUTORY RAPE 2767 2,927 104 31 197 18 12 5.07 3,51 16 1¢¥ 38 28 7 .58 1.69 45 62 13 6 8 %
. 1.81 _1.30 98 29 200 16 17 2.63 2,20 17 19 38 29 5 <74 L7640 55 13 9 10 %
2.83 2.29 T4 22223 18 16 3.68° 5.41 19 21 40 29 1 2.07 1.96 26 36 22 12 12 §
T RURDERENON NEG MANS %4039 5.05 1237 37 180 17V II 5.91 10.35 23 25 37 27 2 3.37 6.21 49 68 13 & 6 /
5 2.82  5.40 '1;§“_§a;;§g 16 4 4,02 10.40 23 25 37 27 2 1.83 2.97 47 65 16 6 3 f
t i 4.58 6,47 100 30 202 21 8 5.20 9.92 20 22 38 28 3 3.50 5.77 35 48 22 8 7 é
T FORGERY © CNTRFEIYT 1088 30807 2597 78 53 8 II 359 14377 38 &4Z 2% 25 2 G0 TIL56 BT 56 20 5 5 é
1.40 3.14 272 82 48 1 4 1.82 3,37 36 40 24 26 3 «50 .62 34 47 23 6 9. i

2.30 1.93 128 33 153 26 24 2.87 3.14 31 34 26 26 6 2.11 1.68 18 25 29 9 16

. T THEFY BY EMBEIZEUMTT  LJ80T 2005 178 53 125 11 17 AT7T 8069 4l 46 24 19 5 [.3% 327 49 68 17 & 2

l ' 1.28 l-QZ_"l7§u_53;}2§~.11 19 2.22 1.21 34 38 24 21 10 «72__ .78 33 45 21 7 11

2.30 1.91 99 29 182 25 25 2.29 2.00 31 34 24 21 13 1.56 3.49 33 45 27 8 4

' ‘"Eg‘——fﬁspr*sv4Fvaun“““"‘*“2t07"3:34"’“nq"‘29“569 67 ¥.59 9.58 2T 30 36 22 & 1,02~ 2,35 38 52 21 1T 6

1 1,41 2.03 103 31 210 14 4 2.77 13.11 27 30 36 24 2 <77 .98 32 44 24 9 7

2.34 2.03 65 19 233 17 16 2.68 4.40 24 26 37 24 4 2.41 2.03 18 25 32 10 12

T RECFIVE STALEN PROP 2.5 2789 T30 39165~ 19 T3 §.32 18,10 46 51 22 16 5 111 2.72 4l 56 19 & 8

1.79 4.11 143 43 165 18 5 2.62 2.50 37 41 22 18 12 <66 1.06 39 54 20 9 4

7.55 6.07 115 34 193 21 2 3.19 1.99 31 34 23 20 15 1.85 2.19 21 29 25 12 14

VANDALTSH <99 1.3% 287 8§ 12 5 27 I.52 6.57, 36 40 25 26 2 <65 1.4F 46 63 17 8 1

+B4 2.27 303 93 121 4 96 .68 28 31 26 26 9 .41 .34 29 40 19 10 14

1.40 1.02 117 35 129 29 56 1.28 1.43 19 21 28 30 12 l.14 1.43 15 20 27 14 16

T CONCEALTD WEAPON I 567 Y80 2497 75 %9 5 2B T.%3 3708 4% &9 20 23 2 <78 1.39 53 13 100 & 3

' 1.1t 2.42 272 82 50 5 & 1.02 1.44 42 47 20 26 1 59 .50 43 59 14 8 7

1.48 .99 158 47 86 12 75 1.69 1.13 37 41 21 25 6 1.48 1.54 33 45 19 12 8

TNCEST 2UT0T 4037 4% 127264 20 & 3.36 3.5 1L 1237 30 11 I.76 1.73 28 38 29 8 7
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——___PHCGFNIX POLICE DEPT LAW _ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY . 07/26/74 1
OFFENSE @ng__AoEvijjggég PCT _NA BLK REJECT MEAN __ DEV '§X§§T§E§I§XEBLK REJECT _MEAN _ DEV eaégP§Z¥xﬁgang REJEC
L 1.90 2.33 42 12 265 20 4 2.22 2,12 12 13 37 vazr 8 ;:5;——:;11 ~;; 27 3;—~1o 12
3.137 2093 T 29 8276 21 5 2.8%  3.6% 1o’“ff"‘§f‘"32‘“T6‘“““"'z:b3“‘2.25”““15*“20'"52'“fz“”ii““‘
PROSTITUTION 1.89 1.85__ 59 17 247 17 _ 8 3.21 7.16_ 29 32 30 29 1 l.16_ 1.22 20 27 34 10 38
' 1.18 .95 56 16 247 17 11 1.77 7.19 28 31 30 30 1 <69 .47 20 27 35 12 s |
i 19271741 Z1 12258 21 11 2.31 1.3% 15 16 30 30 1i4 11877 1.387 12716 36 13 13
SONOMY {ANAL ) 2.34_3.48 29 8 280_18__ 4 _2-41_2.20 12 13_39_32 & 1.37 1.11 18 25 40 8 &
1.68 1.75 26 7 280 19 6 1.62 1.36 14 15 39 32 4 .83 1.00 1;_-é6 46 8 S5
279 3.81 1775 285 19 & 2.68 2.42 11 12 39 372 7 1.85 1.80 12 16 42 10 8
SODOMY {BEASTIALITY) 2.42 %.07 13 5288 z1 3 2.18 _2.10 8 8 44 32 5 .99 1.18 15 20 43 8 " ‘
2.06 1.92 19 5 288 22 2 1.36 1.53 9 10 44 32 4 <71 1.02 19 26 43 g 2
2.787 3,81 1% 4290 ZI & 3.00 3.29 8 8 44 33 & 1.75 1.62 10 13 %4 i0 8
ADULTERY }:13 1.38 28 8 272 23 8 1.04 2.60 11 12 43 32 3 =51 1.31 14 19 47 9 2
L i; 1.18 .82 29 8 %74 22 6 l.41 1.49 6 6 43 33 7 <32 .89 13 18 47 10 2 7
,T T.557 3.1 207 % 285 24 2 1.31 2.67 11 12 43 33 2 .10 1.38 12 16 47 10 3 !
lEHRGL_LﬂgﬂQ§§£E5£L__._%zﬁlu"3:3Z__~2l__18_3?l_ml§__Ll____u_§;§9;_3:!5 17 19 33 30 9 1.03 1.70 32 44 28 7 5 |
1.84 1.28 57 17 242 19 13 1.90 1.21 19 21 33 31 & .73 <73 26 36 29 8- g9 ;
2,85 4.35 46 13 260 21 4 2.50 2.51 19 21 345 32 & 1.75 1.77 17 23 3% 9 12 ?
LEWJEL (MINDR) 2.60 2.86 62 18 238 20 11 4.19 3.70 18 20 36 28 7T 1.58 1.76_ 32 44 25 71 8
2.01 2.96 70 /g; 238 20 3 2.22 1.85 17 19 36 30 .6 .81 88 26 36 25 T 14
3.21 5.89 50 15256 23 2 3.36 3,89 18 20 36 32 3 L.75 3.22 29 40 31 8 &
VOYEURISHM +92 .99 117 35 181 17 16 <96 .76 8 8 40 32 9 <68 1.73 32 44 31 8 1
-85 2.85 130 39 182 18 1 .93 .52 11 12 40 33 s «35 .37 17 23 31 10 1%
L33 1,173 52157278 23 78 I.357 1.1 10 1T %0 33 % .61 1,59 18 2% 38 10 &
EXHIBITONISM 1.67 3.11_ 14343 167 14 7 1.85 2,31 23 25 34 28 4 +78 1.84 29 40 34 6 3
. 1.20 2.47 148 644 168 13 2 1.25 .83 20 22 34 29 ¢ «37 .42 16 22 34 9 13
1.97 1.317 8L 24 211 23 16 1.39 1.06" 16 17 34 30 9 1.7 1.71 15 20 37 16 10

D S, . e ——— - e o -

: R { P

PHCEMNIX .POLICE DEPT 7 LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY . 07/26/74 R
PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY 1
GFFENSE MEAN  DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK RFJECT MFAN NFV _ BASE PCT NA BLK RFJECT MEAN _ DEV ~ BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC
CHILD MbLESTATION 2.27 2.80 163 49 132 12 24 3.63 2.56 18 20 34 29 B 1.69 2.32 45 52 16 6 5
% 1068 L.74 167 507135 II™ IE 2207 1.3% 15 16 3% 31 9 6T .90 31 &3 16 8 17 5
} . . 2.80 3.31 97 29 189 25 26 3.04 3.62 17 19 35 31 6 1.82 2.64 33 45 24 10 5 ?
L PORNOGRAPHY 1.56 3.91L 19 5 288 21 3 3.72 3.11 11 12 46 29 3 .57 1.19 13 18 48 9 2 |
' 17387 T.%8 775 288 22 & 207 2324 011 %6 31 2 .35 .80 11 15 48 9 4
, _.3.00 3.53 12 3293 21__ S 2.83 2.27 9 10"46 31 3 -67 ~1.50 10 13 56 9 3
[ GAMRLING (0RG.) 1.96 8.37 24 7285 20 2 5.73 24.36 18 20 40 28 3 1.58 4.87 15 20 &7 9 1
Y 15 1.87 217 67284 22 4 30735015 119 40 30 2 1.22 1.037710 137 47 § 6
_ 1.90 B8.44 20 6 288 20 3 4.00 5.19 1T 19 41 30 1 1.35 3.13 15 20 47 9 1
_ MARI JUANA-PNSS. 3.39 7.76 266 80 22 4 39 3.77 6.04 47 52 21 19 2 1.53 4.04 S6 77 8 4 4
i 2367 (.25 235710722 3 17 o TATTETE T 45 50 21 217 2 V6T .95 45 62 11§ 1L
f ' _ __2.98 _2.14 201 60_&T T 76 3.27_5.91 45 S0 21 21 2 ;212? 3.78 44 61 15 9 - 4
, ;) MART JUANA-SALE 4.08 4.75 129 38 172 15 15 4.14 6.92 38 42 26 22 3 1.65 4,91 43 S9 20 & 3
: t{ 20827 1039 1097 327172 1% 3% TBTTBNE T 3842 26 724 1 S8BT 1.0 36 50 217 f @
: ; 3.64 2.59 100 30 182 16 33 3.03 3.62 29 32 26 23 11 2.06 4,40 33 45 25 9 5
OTHER DPUGS-POSS. 3.70 3.80 220 66 B84 8 19 4.63 T.74 43 48 24 20 2 1.66 4.96 54 75 11 4 3
2;67 1397771987759~ 84 T 42 2.80 8.26 &0 &4 24 23 2 .15 1.13 46 63 12 6 B
ﬁg:agﬂng.Js_ulps 50 105 9 49 3.60_ 3.00 33 37 25 23 8 2.23 4.03 41 56 19 9 3
OTHFR DRUGS-SALE 4.14 5.14 106 32 198 16 11 4.57 12.79 34 35 30 23 2 1.60 4.%4 42 58 21 . & 3
P - S WA N - X- MY S (- F: N 3 2OIETTIOST 25 28 2§ 2% 11 S0 1.22 36 50 22 1 1
i:67 3.03 86 25 200 18 27 4,27 4.68 29 37 29 25 6 1.75 4.26 35 48 26 8 3
X1DNAPPING 3.00 2.25 96 29 208 15 12 4.34 4,35 13 14 41 28 7T . 1.81 2.98 39 S4 18 6 9
22137 XY TT2T 209 16 IS5 25T 2.1Z7 13 (& &0 28 7 SFTT 1085 3534 177 8 8
_._3.09 3.80 56 16 245 19 11 4.33  4.19 {2 13 41 28 8 2.56 2.65 26 33 26 11 11
HITERUN PERSMN.INJ. 3.06 3.23 243 73 61 71 20 3.69 2z.82 26 29 29 21 1 1.76 2.3%4 46 63 14 T S

200971338 235 1067 7 2 Z.27 T1.86 2T 23 29 29 10 .81 1.07 39 54 16 9 8
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PHOENIX POLICE DEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 0726774
- PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY:
OFFENSE MFAN  DEV BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN __ DFY _ BASE PCT NA& BLK REJECT MEAN _DEV__ BASE PCT_NA BLK REJEC
2.69 1.71 145 43 100 14 72 2.28 1.95 21 23 306 306 8 2.07 1.6% 21 29 24 12 15
HITERN PROPERTYY 2317237277289 87 16 6 20 2.52 2.68 23 2% 29 28 9 1.09 2.27 %3 59 21 7 1
1.80 1.18 282 85 18 5 2% 1.98 2.00_ 23 25 30 29 7 <69 .50 34 47 22 9 7
1 s 1.52 2.66 25 28 31 30 3 1.93 1.57 23 31 27 110 12
?.19 1.58 207 62 78 11 3 ;
PATROL PRAFILE . . INVFSTIGATIVE PROFILE ~ = SUPERVISORY PROFILE
- NTS 31 N1. RESPONDANTS 089 ND. RESPONDANTS 072
:?yvgggggvggcr DSgT DET__LT _ CAST  PTMN CORP USGT DSGT DET LT __ CAPT  PTMN CORP USGY NSGY NET €T CAPT
35" "Go0 001 " day Tooez 048 0006 033 000 000 002 053 001 000 002 000 055 016 000 090G 001
PTRI. DET  ADYN SUPP TRAF PTRL DET  ADMM SUPP  TRAF PTRL . NET  ADMN  SUPP TRAF
312 012 ao0s 002 0900 012 N67___ 002 007 001 035 016 __ 014 _ 005 _ 0DO1L
AV MTHS IN FUNCTION 00037 TTTAV MTHS TINTFUNCTION 00040 AV MTHS IN FUNCTION 00043
AV MTHS [N RANK 00040 AV MTHS IN RANK 0N069 AV MTHS IN RANK 00054
AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000039 AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000091 AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000128
[ .
| —
N
i
; ) T ﬁﬁ ! T R
=
TUCSON POLICE DEPT LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07/26/74
PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPFRVYISORY
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P PORNOGRAPHY 1.50 .80 7 5123 4 3 5.62 7.25 12 20 38 4 4 2.00 .00 3 15 16 0 9O
1703 1,10 g 6122 5 1 2.20 1,27 10 1T 38 % b6 1667 .00 T8 16 0 9
2.14  2.06 7 5122 5 3 3.75_3.88__ 14 24 39 4 1 2.00 1.00 3 15 16 0 0
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T95 .88 104 5T 8§ U0 2% 1.28 .82 3255 8 4 14 L75 .33 13 &8 3 0 3
2.62 1.83 80. 58 19 2 356 2.43 2.19 40 68 8 3 T 4.11 _2.36 9 47 6 g 4
1 MARiJQANA—SALE }.84 3.00 72 52 56 0 9 4,52 7.30 27 46 22 4 5 1.57 4.22 10 52 7 0 2
E g 1225 710357 77107758 “%s 110 Z.6Y T YT.717 28 48 23 & 3 STETIUesT 11 57 = 5T
! ’ 3.064 2.33 5137 61 O 25 3.40 4.01 27 46 23 4 4 3.50  2.41 7_3p 10 0 2
% OTHFR DRUGS-POSS. 2.31 2.39 93 47 33 0 11 3.00 3.75 31 53 20 3 4 1.98 1.92 (3 &8 4 0 _ 2
% 1.1 817793 67 327 1 1T .71 2-35 33 56 20 3 2 S7sT W97 15 13 A 0 1
% o },p§<_z.2é 66 48 42 1 28 3.20 3.17 31 53 20 3 %4 3.95 2.3z .10 52 & 0 3
% OTHER DRUGS-SALE 3.07 3.2L S99 43 710 O 8 5.62 9.98 20 34 29 S5 4 1.33  3.02 7 36 10 O 2
é 1734222763745 69 I 4 2T T 2SI 2237 29 5 2 L1868 1019 & &2 10 0.1
é 3.70 3.10 48 35 72 1 16 4.54 4.80 22 37 29 S5 2 3.50  2.41 7 36 10 0 2
ﬁn KIDNAPPING 3.86 7.46 42 30 88 2 5 11.05 10.51 19 32 31 4 4 - 4,85 4,10 7 36 10 0 2
%% V.88 7247 45 327 B7 3 2 2R3 1269 15 25 3T 4 3 “1.06 .68 & 21 16 0 5
% S.60 7.23 32 23 98 3 4 5.92 5.06 19 32 32 4 3 S5.50 1.89 5 26 12 0 2
% HITERUN PERSAN.INJ. 2.61 2446 99 T2 23 1 14 5.86 T.94 20 34 29 6 3 2.25 3.88 11 7 1 ~ 1
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DEPT OF PUBL IC SAFETY LAW ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVFY

PATROL INVESTIGATIVF

SUPERVISQORY

OFFENSE MEAN DEV__ BASE PCT NA BiK REJECT MEAN  DEV__ BASE PCT N4 BLK REJECT MEAN ° NEV___ BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC
CHILD MOLESTATION 7.00 N0 1 o o o o0 22.50 13.44 2 o o o0 o0 2.00 .00 1 sO0 1 @ O
%00 .00 I 0 0 0 ¢ 10,007 8.%49 270 ¢ 0 0 250700 i7s071 o 0
8.00 .00 10 06 0  13.50 1485 2 06 0 O O N0 1.75 6 0 1 1 o
PORNOGRAPHY .00 .80 ¢ o 1 0o o0 .00 T.25 o o 2 0 0 .00 .00 6 0 2 0 o0
SO0 1.0 o0 1 0 0 SO0 1227 0~ 0 2 0 0 L007 .09 0 @ 2 @ ©
. .00 2.06 0 0 1 o o .00 3.88 6 0 2 0 o .00 1.00 0 0 2 o o f
GAMALING {ORG.) .00 6.87 o 0o 1 0 © 48.00 .00 1 50 1 0 0O 6,00 .00 1 s0 1 o o j
L JORNY 09 & U0 L 0 O T15.000 LU0 I 50 I 0 0 3.007 .00 I S0 1 o0 @
200 _3.17 0 0 1 0 4@ 24.00 .00 1 50 1 0 ¢ 1.00 .00 1 s 1 0 o |
MARTJUANA~PNSS. 5.00 .00 1 0 o0 0 -0 3.00 .00 1 50 1 o0 Q@ 15 .35 2 0 o o o E
: 37007500 T 0 0 0 O© Z00 .00 I~ 50 1T 0 © V50 .00 2 0 0 0 o0 ?
2.00 .00 1 0 06 0 o 3.00 .00 1 50 1 0 0 4.00 .00 1 50 0 1 © ‘
) MART JUANA-SALE 6.00 .00 1 0 o o0 @ 40.00 .00 1 50 1 0 0 3.00 2.83 2 0 0o o o
3 - FL00T L0000 00 800 .00 I 50 I 0 0 .25 1,06~ 2 0 0 0 0
!T _ 4400 .0 L 0 o0 0 © 24.00__ .00 1 50 1 ©0 0 3.00 1.41 2 0 0 0 o ;
OTHER DRUGS-POSS. 5.00 .00 L ¢ o o o 3.00 .00 1 s0 1 0 o0 75 75 2 0o o o0 o |
3.007TI00T T 0 0 00 200,00 1 50 1 0 0 30 w00 2z 0 0 0 0
4.00 .00 1 0 0o o0 o 3.00 .00 1L 50 1 o o© 4,00 .00 1 50 0 1 0 E
~ OTHFR NRUGS-SALE 5.00  .no L o o o o0 40.00 .00 1 50 1 0 o 3.00 2.83 2 0 0 o0 o0 é
3,00 70N 10— 800 .00 I 50 I 0 0© .25 1.0% Z 0 0 0 © ;
5.00 .00 1L 0 0 0 o 24.00 .00 1 50 1 0 9 3,00 1.41 2 0 0 o o
KIDNAPPING 2,50 .00 1 o o o6 o0 28.50 27.58 2 0 0o 0 o0 2.00 .00 1 s 1 0 O
12007200 [0 0 0 0 3050 LI 27 0 0 0 0 <50 .00 1750 I 0 O©
$.00 .00 1 0 o o o 15.00 12.73 2 0 0 0 o .00 1.89 6 6o 1 1 =1
HITERIIN PFRSON.INJ.  24.00 .00 i o0 o o o 8.00 .00 1 50 1 o o 1.50 1.41 2 o o o0 0o
2 0 ©0 0 0

12500 - 00 T 0 ¢ 0 [y 1.00 .00 1 50-1 [4] o] 12125
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: DEPT DF PUALIC
{ . PUBLIC SAFETY i LAY ENFOPCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 07726174
; : PATROL ’ L
k QEFENSE ) INVESTIGATIVE :
MEAN _DEV_  BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ OEV __ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN NEY Bhggp§i¥xggR;LK REJEC
8.00 .00 1 0o o o0 o 2.00 .00 1 56 1 o o 2.00 1l.41 2 o o o o
HITERUKN PROPERTY T4 0N I 6 6 ¢ 0o -00  G.%48 00 2 0 6 50 od S o -
B . v o a4
n 300 .00 1 0 0 6 0 200 .88 9 _0_2 o o 250 .00 2 0¥ 0 a o
3.00 .00 1 0 0o 0o o 00 1.78 5 ©0 2 0 o0 3.00 .00 1 s0 © 1 o
__PATROL_PROFILE e oo — . INVESTIGATIVE PROFILE _SUPERVISORY PROFILE
; NO. RESPONDANTS 001 NO. RESPONDANTS 002 | o
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; T Opg, 000 Lboo 000~ 0dg 00 000~ 000 "H02_ 000 000 nod 000
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§ 091 000 _ 000 000 00N 000 002 ONO 000 000 ) N oer oher
j 081 _000 000 000 000 000 00z 000 000 001 000__ 00
i AV BIHS IN FUNCTION' 00000 AV 'MTHS "IN FUNCTIGN 00006 Av'MTRS“lﬁ'EUNg?iﬁgqébdigqo
: AV S IN PANK 00000 AV MTHS IN RANK 00007 AV MTHS IN RANK 00024
YRS IN { ENFORCE 000000 AV YRS IN L ENFORCE 000005 AV_YRS I[N L ENFORCE 000055
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ALL AGENCIES LAW_ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION_SURVFY 07/26¢74
PATROL INVESTIGATIVE oo SUPERVISORY
DFFENSE MEAN _ DEV _ RASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV _ BASE PCT NA BLK REJEC
BURGL ARY 2.09 5.59 487 85 52 8 27 A#.89 11.16 123 61 39 20 17 1.23 1.52 94 78 13 S 8
' S P U Y T ST AT T R & I Y A PO PL AN T T T AR 2 Y T T S s 1 R
2,57 2.69 369 64130_20 52 3.08_3,28 119 55_41_23 18 2.64_2,2_61_50_25_14 20
AUTD THEFT 1.5 2.51 477 83 60 1 27 3.01 9.32 88 4& 71 32 8 .78 .86 82 68 16 8 14
TO8TIIOS TR BT BT T % IS5 6,13~ 95 4T I 32 1 P L P Y - P oy - TS VAN |
2.14_1.85 286 50199 21 65 2.62_2.99 81 40 73 3& 1L 1.59_2.49 63 52 32 18 7
ARH?U ROBBERY 2.5L 3.81 400 70 132 10 29 8.07 12.46 91 45 A64 31 13 1.7¢ 2.90 88 73 15 6 11
I 58207 %02 70 14T I3 15 2R TS5 9949 64 3T 5 AT TITE 59 %9 20103
. 3.21_4.72_301 52 224_28 18 4% _4.75_ B4 42 66 33 16 3.17 4.69__TL 59 32 14 3
STRONGARM ROBBERY 2.12 3.03 382 66 145 9 35 5.35 14.20 96 48 61 30 12 1.18 2.19 86 71 17T & 11
201545398 769 1459 I3 216 T0T82 T0F 5262 3T 2 ST 6T 50" &1 23 17 35
2462 2.41_268 46 223 28 52 3,34 5.70 93 46 64 31 11 2.43 2.18 52 43 32 15 21
I AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 2.01 2.25 455 80 45 9 58 4.53 7.79 109 54 49 25 16 1.11 1.40 90 75 10 5 15
E; T[40 3317512 89745 B8 6 974,487 120 60 49 28 4 <62 .86 1T &% 15 I IT
! 2,29 2.83 373 66 141 24 27 2.85_3.79 95 47 53 27 24 2.25 2.25 54 45 27 18 21
SIMPLE ASSAULTY 1.33 .2‘08 496 86 33 8 34 2.48 8.07 118 59 50 26 5 <61 <91 81 67 22 8 9
TUTT2TE5 5207 9T AT 10 Y I3 797 Y20 60 50 2T 2 S5RGBT 55 27 14 12
1.70_1.24 33358 142_ 30 66 1.97 2.04 9849 55 28 18 1.32 1.29 42 35 36 19 23
THEFT-GRAND 1.81 2.53 468 81 45 8 50 4,96 9.64 115 ST 46 24 1% -89 1.16 90 75 12 & 12
1.23 Z-IET—FOS a8 46 & T4 2.05  4.08 121 &80 46 26 3 57 o3 15 62 19 11 15
2.28 1.70_325 56 154 26 66 2.68 3.25 101 50 48 27 23 2.29 2.06 51 42 3020 19
PETTY THEFT 1.42 .3.3% 525 91 22 10 14 2.45 T7.96 122 61 46 27 4 <65 .83 71 59 25 9 15
C9TTR2IONTTS34 932 Y04 128 7515 125 8T %5629 T S59TTTIATTT5e T GG 3ITIS IS T
1.51 _1.04 296 51 111 36 128 1.71 1.86 102 51 49 30 18 1.44 1.21 36 30 &0 17 27
FORCEEUL RAPE 3.28 5.16 315 55 211 19 26 8.68 13.02 82 41 70 38 9 2.24 3.35 92 T6 14 5 9
To02 20473207 58 2 IE T T9 T T8 2T90 TS0 56T I T 3630 LBSTTIT20T T 6 18T T I
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¥ ;’f ALL AGENGIES LAW ENFORCEMENT TEME DISTRIBUTION SURVFY Q71267174
i
GFFENSE MEAN __J?.ijﬁ;g;g_?@;z_ NA_BLK REJECT _MFAN_ _ DEV «_I.gzzégg?zaf&&.gga_,e_gz.j‘een. __osx_pggg;g i‘i‘i’égg_g EJEC
3.68 4.09 221 38 292 25 33 5.23 S5.99 73 36 T4 39 13 3.37 5.41 65 S& 32 17 6
T STAYUTORY RAPF T T TBES 2078 TTI99 34331 27 19 7.04 8.00 66 33 80 40 13 1,53 220 79 &5 23 B 10
’ ' 1.70_3.20 210 36 334 21 & 2.46_ 1.74 65 32 80 41 13 ;j; 92 66 55 26 12 16
2.92 2.97 147 25 373 25 26 4.06 5.59 57 33 84 42 & 2.42 2.60 44 36 39 19 18
T HUANEREFAN NEG MANS T T 5I07T T B a4 234 740D 28% 227 29 15.9% 2061 637 31 94 39 T 3,84 8.0% 79 65 23 513
3.04 _5.06 268 43 29122 10 5.17 9.98 63 31 90 37 9 1.92 4.80 76 63 28 9 1
5.33 8.75 187 32 324 29 31 8.25 15.81 58 29 92 38 11 4.65 8.74 62 51 36 12 10
T FURGERY & CNTRFEIT T 17773039 39769 141 I3 20 4.68 11.15 86 43 68 35 10 «90 1.41 61 50 &1 T 11
; 1.30__3.40 416 72 135 13 7 1.90 2.85 87 43 68 36 8 +54 .68 47 39 44 9 20
5 2.24 2.31 211 36 285 38 37 3.08 3.96 75 37 T4 36 14 2.00 1.67 2226 53 16 19
; TTTTTYREFY BY ERBEZZEUMY T LO773038T 34T 597199 14 1T 5.T0 10.61 86 43 73 30 10 .34 2.87 /5‘ 62 38 & 3
i ' 1.17 _2.53_ 344 _60 199 16 12 2.02 2,88 90 45 73 32 .69 .73 '51 42 80 11 18
}: _ 2.16 2.2%4 188 32 309 38 36 2.87 4.10 86 43 T4 32 7 1.78 2.93 50 41 49 17 &
—— & T THAFFT BY FRAUD 276 3.32 219738319 19 T4 5.73 8.17T 65 32 95 32 1.14 2.20 60 50 43 19 8
: 1.11_1.54_ 219 38 320 17 15 2.57_8.69 68 34 95 34 2 .60 .90 46 38 47 13 14
2,37 2.34 147 25 384 22 18 3.34 4.02 57 28 96 34 12 2.45 1.71 33 2T 56 18 13
RECETVF STOLFN PROP 2.?8"‘?7??‘“??? 4472735 25 21 5.37 13,807 102 51 S& 24 15 1.53 4.04 83 &9 28 5 &
1.49 3.72 265 46 27125 10 2.31__2.16 83 41 58 26 32 «+68 1.20 71 59 32 11 6
2.38 4.51 221 38 313 30 7 3.39 3.16 87 43 &1 31 20 2,12 2.70 43 35 42 19 16
VANDALTSH 1.66 1.89 517 S0 22 7 25 2.00 '5.33 10T 50 S5 37 6 «56 1.18 74 &1 28 11 7
~ _.e19 _2.29 525 _92 23 10 9 <94 1.00 92 46 S6 37 14 <40 .34 55 45 29 15 21
1.58 1.66 287 50 204 43 37 1.56 1.74 74 37 65 44 16 1.17 1.17 36 30 43 23 18
CONCEAUED WEAPON 1053 1.%% 41T 7T 105 7 %8 159 Z2.35 97 48 63 318 <82 119 83 69 23 a7 &
~ JL1e09 2,81 455 79 106 1 3 1,09 1.08 96 48 62 35 & +58 46 70 58 26 14 10
k 1.50 1.04 259 45 166 17 129 1.73 1.57 84 42 64 35 16 1.16 1.32 43 35 35 21 21
TRCEST 45T RLze T TY 12 464 2T 9 6.10 9,35 54 ZT7T 95 472 @ 1.84 2,88 53 44 53 9 %
:
o T S T T P
SRR U O TR T T N T T AN R
ALL Asfﬁgtss _LAW_ENFORCEMENT TIME DISTRIBUTION SURVEY 01/26/74
. PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
OFFENSE MEAN NEV  BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN  NFV  BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__ BASF_PCT NA BLK REJFC
1.69 2.27 72 12 465 27 7 2.59° 2.20 46 23 95 44 14 .96 1.02 39 32 55 13 13
3016277377537 9TATT 29 L2 Z.8375064T 497 24 95 44 11 2.33 2327 26 21 62 20 12
PROST ITUTION 2.09 3.38 94 16 446 24 1 3.60 9.83 56 28 98 40 5 1.26 _1.54 38 31 63 12 7
1.54 4.49 100 17 446 24 1 1.81 5.58 57 28 98 41 3 .60 .87 36 30 &5 15 4
208 18T T 6T YN 46T 287 15 Z2.50 251 53 26 99 41 6 1,80 1.43 25 20 &8 17 10
SODDMY {ANAL ) 1.89 2.84 51 8 483 28 9 3,98 10,58 46 23 102 44 7 1.25 1.05 31 25 69 11 9
1.65 5.98 57 9 482 30 2 1.78 1.69 37 18 102 44 16 .73 .90 29 24 T2 12 7
2082772095 38 T 67492 317 10 374873096 4k 22710% %4 8’ 2,26 1.89 20 16 157 1T 8
SODAMY (BEASTIALITY) 2.00 3.27 38 6 496 33 4 3.18 9.09 33 16 119 44 3 99 1.02 29 24 73 11 17
1.43 1.76 35 & 495 35 6 1.43 1.24 25 12 113 44 11 .88 .97 27 22 T4 13 6
2083 30L& 286 & 499 3410 32097 2.89 26 I3IL 45 9 187 1.86 16 13 717 18 9
ADULTERY 1.22 1.23_ 46 8 %78 35 12 2.81 7.36 32 16 120 44 3 .48 1.16 20 16 83 13 4
! .87 .73 40 7 479 35 17 1.41 1.30 18 9 120 45 16 <30 .77 18 15 85 14 3
g T.597 2,58 35774 49‘4’“‘3"9‘""3‘"‘—2".9 2205 21 Y0120 46 1Y <35 T1.29 157127 8 16 3
| _LEWNEL (HOMNSEXUAL) _ 2.41_ 2.41 10418 427 28 12 4.18 5.22  S4 27 98 41 6 1.26 1,50 %2 43 51 9 8
1.64 3.38 109 19 427 30 5 1.71 1.4C 46 23 98 42 13 .75 .72 42 35 55 10 "13
AT 36 I 1278557 3310 3.217 3VI% T &8 24 1007 43 8 1272 1,82 28 23 &3 14 15
LEWDEL (MINOR) P27 _2.67 124 21 398 28 21 6.84 8.56 66 33 81 39 13 1.82 1.89 61 50 %2 S 8
1.69 3.68 133 24 397 30 & 2,47 2.23 6C 30 81 41 17 .89 1.41 60 30 4 9 T
z .777““475‘8‘“?)’7‘*”1‘6—4?3—33"_‘8‘-'-—'3782’1799'—_675- 32 A& 43 g 7.20° 3.867 A9 40 s5Z 14 &%
VNYEURT SM 1.10 3.09 215 37 324 28 4 1.26  1.79 34 17 104 44 17 .70 1,41 54 45 53 11 2
<8l 3.74 214 37 325 30 2 .85 .51 36 18 104 45 14 .34 .35 30 25 S6& 14 20
15071027 867 15 395 36 851 LS50 ZOnTT 46 237104 &5 % 1227 1.32 2218 65 16 1T
EXHIBITONISM . 1.55 3.0 257 45282 23 9 2.35 2.58 60 30 86 40 13 .79 _1.54 49 40 54 9 8
1.05 3.31 262 45 284 22 3 1.22 .88 66 33 B6 39 8 62 .48 39 32 57 13 11
TL89T V29 I%5 25 361 34 31 1.99 1.83 &5 32 81 40 1 1.787 1.%46 28 23 63 17 12
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®  ALL AGENGIES - . LAW ENFORCFMENT TIME PISTRIBUTION_SURVFY 07/2617%
PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
OFFENSE MEAN _ DEV __ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAM _ NEV__ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _ DEV__BASE PCT N& BLK REJEC.
CHILD HMDLESTATION 2.35 2.7T 282 49 235 17 137 . 6.8t 9.31 69 34 T4 41 15 1.87 2.35 72 &0 28 ¢ 11
1 1.527"1.54 286 50 237 iT7 31 2.57 2.25 L 35 714 43 11 «B2 .84 43 35 30 13 3%
f i 2.91 3.13 177 30 323 34 37 4,13 5.33 72 36 19 43 5 2.56 _2.77 38 31 43 18 21
é PORNOGRAPHY —:::;«*;’0; 34 5501 32 & 5.35 8.05 32 16 122 40 5 «97 2.00 27 22 79 13 !
% [755 ~7.25 36 6 500 3% 1 2,06 2.-32 30 15 122 42 5 517 .93 19 15 8% 12 5
3.07 2.87 27 4505 33 6 3.08 3.73 29 14 124 42 & 1.50  1.34% 9 7 _87 14 10
GAMBLING (0RG.) ”;;;3—~7;;9 40 7 498 30 3 7.13 23.14 36 18 119 39 5 1.69 5.52 26 21 79 12 3
T-58 4.06 40 7 496 33 2 7.9l %.49 3% 17 119 &1 5 1.12 1701 17 1% 82 12 9
Z.66 6.61 36 6 500 31 4 4.25 13.22 35 17 120 41 3 1.94_2.74__ 22 18 82 15 .
MART JUANA-POSS. ;;57 z.é? 469 82 44 5 53 3.65 5.41 118 59 45 28 8 1.54 3.29 92 76 13 7 8
BT I.67 %&& 8L 45 & 56 1.97 3.98 120 60 4% 31 3 L0 .8% 12 60 20 19 18
2.90 _2.08__ 344 60 96 13 118 3,11 4.32 117 58 45 30 7 2.55 3,25 69 ST 29 17_.4&.
I MARIJUANA-SALE 3.56 4.41 240 42 284 17 30 5.05 B.63 84 642 72 33 10 1.68 4.17 T4 61 31 .8 7
S 220 T.91 2327 40 285 19 35 Z<.35 4.35 86 43 2 35 & .86 1.00 63 52 36 10 11
? 3,51 _2.59 198 3% 302 19 52 3.88 4.88 77 38 74 34 1% 2.46 3,77 52 43 46 14 8
OTHF® TDRUGS~POSS. 3.12 3.43 362 43 158 11 40 4.37 6.89 99 49 65 30 S 1.67 3.95 92 76 18 6 &
1799 1.39 306 53 158 L1 96 2.36 5.64 96 48 65 33 S .80 1.0Z 17 64 23 10 10
- . 3.0%_2.37 25444 195_15 107 3.72_3.78 92 46 66 33 8 2.55_3.45__65 54 35 15 5
OTHER DRUGS—~SALE 3.51 4%.66 190 33 337 19 25 5,56 11.7¢ 72 36 84 35 8 1.63 3.67 70 58 37 B S
273§ 3.49 211 36 336 20 4 2.57 2.44 &3 3% B3 36 11 LT5T 1215 59 49 &2 10 9
3.65 3,07 _155 27 342 22 52 4.37 5.42 68 34 83 37 11 2.14 3.66 54 45 48 13 S
KIDNAPP ING 3,30 5.35 184 32 351 20 1% 8.61 13.62 56 28 98 38 7 © 2.50 3.19 67 S5 35 7 11
7.05 3,95 (893573527 8% B 2.75 T3.7T8 597 29 97 38 5 To86T 1039 637 52 37110 9
_3.52 5.09 117 20 410_29 15 5.73 6.06 49 24 100 38 12 3.31__5.80 45 37 52 18 5 J
HITERUN PFRSON.INJ. 2.97 3,57 3%8 69 122 11 40 3.98 6.22 58 29 92 40 9 2.05 3.74 19 55 27T 9 5 i
196 1672 383 67 12% i1 53 336 1.63 %71 2392 %2 18 L96” ToT2™" 8% 537 31 iz Ti5 1
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ALL AGFNCIES ) LAW ENFORCEMENT TIMF_DISTRIBUTION SURVFY 07/26/74
) PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISDORY
OFFENSE MEAN  DEV  BASE PCT NA BLK REJFCT MEAN  DEV ~ BASE PCT NA BLK REJECT MEAN _0OFV _ BASE PCT NA BLK REJFC

?.60 2.09 310 5% 192 23 46 2.92 3.67 49 26 9% 43 13 2.52 5.22 54 45 46 16 &

‘“"‘ﬁTTtﬁuN‘PRUP?RTY“‘*“”“ZTIG“‘z:%2”“501‘"67”“31 I X 276 6,027 &% 37 89 &L 5 119 .87 74 61 35 9 2
1.46 1.16 409 71 34 8 120 1.54 1.64 S6 28 90 42 11 .65 .76 54 45 38 14 1%
1.92 1.55 303 53 154 24 90 2.26 2.77 &5 24 93 43 14 1.83 1.67 39 32 47 17 17

e o mee we EATPOL PROFILE e .. JNVESTIGATIVE PROFILE _SUPERVISQORY PROFYLE

ND. RESPANDAMTS 571 NO. RESPONDANTS 199 NO. RESPONDANTS 120
PT¥N CPRP USGT DSGY OFY LT CAPT  PTMN CORP USGT NSGT DFT LT CAPT  PTMN CORP USGT NSGT NFY LT CaAPT
T 5557 A0IT 006 00LT T 08T 000 0007 254 "005 T001 T0067 1327 00T 000 000 77005 7079 0277 001 60T 001

PTRL DFET AN SUPP TRAF PTRL DET ADMN  SUPP  TRAF PTRL DET  ADMN SUPP TRAF
490 N21 OPT 005 Q48 028 159 003 nns 001 055 030 018 o011 npe
AV MTHS INTFUNCTEIPN 00038 777 7777 AY MTHS IN FUNCTION CCO40 AV MTHS TN EUNCTION 00047
AV MTHS TN PAMK 00040 ~ AV MTHS IN RANK 00058 AV MTHS IN RANK 00051
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MFAN COMPARATIVE

ey

PATROL INVFSTIGATIVE ' SUPERVISORY
NFFENSE MCSD __ PCSD PPD TP0 0Ps MCSD  PCSN_ pPD _ TPD __ DPS MCSD___PGSD __PPD __ TPD ___OPS__
BIFRGLARY 2.55 1.69 2.15 1.83 3.50 T-47 1%.12  3.65 4.73  5.25 1.23 1.00 - .89  1.27  1.%50
1712 S88I.30 T8 2 00 T YLTB T 23T TITSE T IVES O£LS0 2y 1,08 Y ) Yy <50
2.28 _2.11_ 2.47 3.95 3.00  3.%7 €.00 2.76 _2.92 1.75 3.16_ 3.00 2.50 1.83 4.00
AUTQ THEFT 1.75  1.25 1.70 1.1  5.00 3.68  1.50 2,35 3.07 4.00 .90  1.00 - 78 .91 .18
” L87 TOTTLLIO T 00 | 91 RN U ¥: TS W+ I 1 - s 1) 51 <56 Ny S| LA .50
2.10  1.89_ 1.99 2.39 __ 3.00 2.64  2.16 2,42 2,78  3.00 1.62 _ 1.83  1.59  1.43__ 3.00
ARMED ROBAFRY 3.19 2.22 2.38 2.45 8.00 17.05 2.50 3.70 10.14 11.50 1,99  1.50  1.70  1.8S .87
1°76 I97TTTICE8T T ILA0T 4700 RIATTT 3TEN T 2031 20383004 TJ1Y 6T .91 Y] 50
2.9%__ 2.1 3.0l 3.68 4.00  4.50  3.00 3.52 5.1 5.00 __3.00 _2.75__3.17 _ 4.50__3.00
STRONGARM ROBBERY 2.55 1.70 2.26 1.85 6.00 11.33  3.93  3.07 6.58 6.00 1.15 1.00 1.18 i.l4 87
.43 -85 T I.&0 <927 3,00 2726 1URG 1°8% %6 3.500 ] .58 Y1 AR ¥ St Y
’ 3.36  2.68 _ 2.34___2.93__ 5.00 3.73  2.50  2.55  3.34 _ 6.00 2.16  3.00 2,51 3.12, 3.00__
|  AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 2.07 1.53 2.03 2.11 4.00 T.03  4.60 2.80 5.66 10.00 1.17 1.10  1.10 1.5% .87
:o; 1735 R0 ¢ > I 90 SR DR - AN 1 DA Y- R P4 £ SN G 4N W & Sl A1) .78 <65 .’&3"“;66"‘""‘—:5@”‘
i L 2,77 2.31  2.22  2.85 _ 3.C0 3.76  2.25 2.00 2.94  5.50 3.25 1.83 2.13 3,72  3.00
SIMPLE ASSAULT 1.51  1.29 l.4l  1.13  2.00, 3.06 1.60 1.78 2.15 5.00 .83 “57 .58 .72 .25 °
YL 07TTTTUTET 1L e <58 2.00 1.57 130 1071 .93 (00 <63 50 255 .38 <25
e e 1485 1.56 178 3427 2.00 2,50  1.62  1.87  1.50  1.00 1.00__ 1.60  1.71 _ 1.16  2.00
. THFFT-GRAND 2.17  2.03 1.83 1.69 4.00 4.88 6.83 3.89 5.77 16.00 1.00 1.00 -88 297  1.00°
13257 10007 71031 B0 ZIU0 2LET I3 20YYT Y6 400 <52 106 < 5% <48 50
e o 2461 2.15 _ 2.24 __2.70  6.00 3.22  3.28  2.47  3.31  6.00 2.80__2.33 2.08  2.52  3.00
PEYTY THEFT 1.3 1.59 1.47 1.15 2.00 2.22  2.08 2.09 2.26 1.00 LT1 .66 +5T +69 <75
<90 <65 I.08 P ) 00 1567 1.00 I.2% 87 Y00 <55 .15 259 48 <58
. 1.44  1.90  1.51 _1.40  2.00 2.10  1.41 1.85 1.64 1.00 1.50 1.00 2.16  1.55 2.00
FORCEFUL RAPF 356 2.77  3.05 3.76 3.00 950 B.50 5.65 11.24 21.00 1.88  1.80 1.69 2.88 1.50
24 WD T ¥: IR WAL 7 S WA % S A (¢ VBT Z.507 3.027 20573700 .88 I.00 -84 -Ja 15
i 3-68  3.06_ 2,95  4.72  2.00 5450  2.37 3.93 6.25 6.50 4.8B0  3.70 2.82 4.68 4.00

MEAN COMPARATIVE

PATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPFRVT SORY
DFEFFNSE MCSD  PCSD PPD TPD. npPs MCSD__ PCSD___#PD IPO_ DPS MCSD __PCSD PP PO nes
STATUTORY RAPFE 3.02  2.31 2.67 2.70 3.00 7.39 3,00 5,07 8.32 9.00 .90  1.50 1.58 2.32 1.50
T.86 .75 12817 12T Z.060 2.63 2.00 2.43 2.09 3,00 1.0% 1.00 Iy 7 .94 .75
i 3.22 2.58_ 2.83  3.50 2.00 4.90 2.00 3.68  4.96  5.00 4,60  2.50  2.07_ 3.47__ 4.00
MURDERSNON NEG MANS 8.01  3.96  4.35  6.85 16400 24.90 6.00 5.91 21.30 80.00 4,88 2.87 3.37 8.34% 10.00
3085 IVE0 2082 3.34 1.40 7.56 25.00  4.02  %.35 32.00 .69  2.37  1.83 2.02 2.00
5.90  4.62  4.58  8.63  7.50 7.15 6,00 5.20 13.93 20.00 6.64 _ 4.00 3,50 8.50 1.00
FORGERY € CNTRFFIT 1.75 1.02 1.88 1.63 3,00 5.81 2.16 3.59 5.50 32.00 .78 .58 «90  1.1%4 2.00
To26 T Ter T4 95T 2000 P75 T Nt VT Bt W S 2y 0 99 TS T osd  TL58 T ET00
2,71 1.60  2.30 2,07 2.00 3.25  2.00  2.87  3.18 16.00 1.50  1.59  2.11  2.50 .00
THEFT BY FMBFZZELMT 1.88  1.33  1.80 1.43  5.00 7.86 2.87 4.17 5.28 80.00 .78 .68 1.36 1.38 10.00
1722 =93 1.28 <10 3760 2.8 LJi27 20232 1287218700 14 62 .72 .55  Z2.00
2.33__ 1.68_ 2.30  2.10 3.00 4.08 1,50 2.29  3.23 32.00 3.00 2.66  1.56  1.80 .00
1 THEFT BY FRAUD 1.78  1.31 2,02 1.65 1.00 7.87 3.43  4.69 5.97 16.00 .85 91  1.02 1.88 8.00
—3 TP I73 LA TS LI 00 2. TS Y33 2077T1.87 TTB.00 60T LI TR T80
i e 2.56__1.83__2.34 _2.10 2.00 4.68  1.50 2,68  3.31_16.00 2.00 2,00 2.4l 2.00  4.00
RECEIVE STOLEMN PROP 2,02 1.94 2,54 2.12 3.50 8.25 6.57 6.32 3.98 16.00 1.11  1.75 1.11 1l.60 «590
1742 1,01 1779 -89 2.00 3,09 ’ 2.50 2627 L2270  6.B0 <70 .75 66 <69 <37
~_~__tw"___-""__'_m“m“,;.62‘_”2.51__"g~55”_“1,8?___§3pqﬁ___*§:96 6.50_ 3.19  3.33_ 10.00 1.50 _1.50_ 1.85 2.00  2.00
VANDALISH 1.35 1.25 «99 <82 l.00 2.16 6.25 1.52 1.28 3.50 .68 .50 «65 <59 «37
.85 .61 < 8% .55  1.04 1.267 1.56 .96 <73 2.00 .29 +50 41 «38 «37
JbeT4 1088 1.40_ 1.27_ 2.0G 1.76 __ 8.50 _ 1.28__ 1.11__ 3.50 .80 1.66  1.1% <93 2.00
CANCEALED WFAPON 1.55  1.38 1.54 1.47 2.00 2.7TL  1.75  1.43  1.26 .00 . 1.07 1.00 <76 .T7 .37
1703 Q96T XJTE T LITTTZ2o00 T (SR2 1002 Y -1 =00 W71 -3 - 59 47 .25
2455 1.93__ 1.48 .43 2.50_ 2.47 _ 1.50  1.69  1.66 .00 1.26  1.25  1.48  1.15 _ 2.00
IRCEST 3.35 2.00 2.70  2.3& <00 11.66 21.50 3.36 6.07 16.00 1.32 1.25 1.78 3,37 «50
“‘ 2736 50T L1900 796 =00 ZI0% T 4.50 2227 IlBE T 4.50 S6TTTTLIIS0TTTIL 0T L 20T .50
——— e —— 3400 2.00  3.13  3.95__ .00 5.16_ 16.75 _ 2.85 _ 4.25 14.50 _ ___2.00 _3.03 _ 2,03 _1.31___.00
IS




MEAN COMPARATIVE
: “>:pA7RaL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
OFFENSSE MCSD _ PCSD __ PPD PN oPs MCSD___PCSD__ PPN PN pPS MCSD _ PCSH_ PPO. TPD___ OPS
PROSTITUTION 2.30 2.00 1.89 2.47 ~00 10.75 2.00 3.21 3.73 £.00 «48  2.00 1.16 1.50 3.00
b - 1756 CEY IS T I.DZ SO0 00 1.0 LLTT T TICST T ZIN0 T .50 v69 - 60 250
o 3.30 _ 1.00_ 1.92 1.7% .00 2.50 .00 2.3}  2.23 4.50 2,00 3.00 1,18 1.70 .50
SODOMY ( ANAL) 1.94  1.00  2.34 1.57 .00 6.81 <02  2.41 S5.14 17.00 1.00 <60 1.37 «BY .50
T35 4B 00168 BT <00 217 SO0 YXS8Z Y.ET  6.00 oy ) w00 .83 Y 50
3.28 __2.00 2.79 _ 3.16 .00 3.85 .00 2.68  3.16 15.00 3.00 .00 1.85 3.00 .00
SODOMY { BEASTIALITY) 1.57 G0  2.42 1.62 .00 5420 <00 2.18  2.73  4.50 .95 <00 -99 62 «50
T32 s {2 R Bof o 7. =87 pYt1s] 1-68% .00  1.3% 1258 Y.37 1.29 =00 Ay 4 “87 250
3.20 .00 2.78_ 2.25 -09 2,62 -00  3.00 3.80 1.00 2.00 N0 1,75 1.7S .00
ADIRLTERY 1.50 «75  1.13  1.33 .00 4.00 .00 1.04 3,17 3.00 +58 .00 .51 1.50 -50
Loon 50 I.I8 <65 =00 1,75 JO0TTIEL T L. 2700 715 psT¢) .32 “62 50
' o 2.70 .00  1.55  1.15 .60 3.00__ .00 1.31 3.60 1.00 2,00 .00 .10 1.00 .00
{ LEWDEL (HOUOSFXUAL) 2.40  2.12  2.67 1.70 4.00 6.61 1.00 3.36 3.83 5.00 1.84  1.50  1.03 1.12  1.00
- I.59 LATTTTUIBET T L9 T 3T 00 Zo50 1000 1WY0T Le4E 2.00 1.267 100 iy 87 -1
? , 3.57__ 1.10 2.85 1.81 _ 3.00 4.55 <00 2.50  3.15  6.00 2.16  3.06  1.75  1.50 200
LEWDZLL (MINOR} 2.43  1.85 2.60 1.99 .00 12,10 14.00 4.19 5,62 11.00 183  1.75 1.58 2.58 1.00
= L0687 TYI00TTT ZJ0TTTTIT20TTRInT BLT0T 3000 T 2e?2T IIe3T 3060 1,25 .83 8T .75 .50
' 3.22  1.47  3.20 _ 3.33  8.00 To28  5.75  3.36 2,75  6.00 2.37  2.33  1.75  2.85 .00
- VOYFURI M o .87 .78 .92 +86 «50 2.91 1.00 96  1.98  3.50 T .45 .37 «58  1.42 .25
» 68 52 <85 w59 50 S95T 1SN0 =93 -85 YJiZ =25 37 «35 .38 «257
~ 2:18_ 3.07 _1.33 1.82 1.00 _ 1.50 1.00 1.35 1.82 1.37  1.00 .75 .61 1.42 3.00
EXHIBITOMISH 1.21 =96  1.67 1.24 1,00 2,40 1.00 1,35 3.00 4.00 <73 1.00 .78 1.20 25
293 J59T1.20 S627TILOO 25 PO M - 3- T -4 NS W ¥ 4 J8Y ~87 37 .3a 25
. o by@2 1,60 1.97  1.75  1.00 2.25 -00__ 1.39 2.04 2.37 3.33  1.50_ 1.74_ 1.37 200
CHILD HOLESTATIONM 3.02 2.01  2.27 2.55 1.00 I1.44 10.75 3.63 7.88 22.50 2:45 1.68 169 2.87 2.0D
) D T2t O r St V'Y R I § 4 4. 00 3.04 3,00 Q3L TTT2L26 T 10,00 Nee0” T 1,007 .67 T L89 .50
— 3.42 _ 2.16 _2.80  3.2% 8.00  5.40 8.50 3.04 3.50 13.50 _ 4.00__ 3.00_ 1.82  3.30 .72

B R EE

i _MEAN COMPARATIVE
. pPATROL INVESTIGATIVE SUPERVISORY
NEFENSE MC3D __ PCSD PPD on nes MCSD pCSD_ pPO TP0 DPS MCSh__ PCSR__pPR___ IPD nes
PORNOGRAPHY 2.00  1.50 1.56 1.50 .00 5.10 1.00 3.72 5.62 .00 .6?..‘ 1.00 «57  2.90 .00
X007 723,00 1,38 7U1.08 T U007 180 T T W75 2.02 TTU2.20 T .00 T TLa5TT1.007 T I3 TTILo@ T Toe T

(3.66 1,50 3,00 __2.14 __ .00 __ 2.50 .00 2.83__ 3,75 .00 2.50__ 2.00 __ .61 _ 2.00___ .00 _

GAMILING (NRG.) L5 6.00  1.95  3.77 « 00 15.50 1.50 S5.73  B8.50 48.00 1.95  1.00 1.5% 3.02 .00 g
100 1080 1.15  [.35 L a0 2,00 L2 3U73T 2LiyTisLanT  TisTT 1,067 T1.J22 87 3.80
L 3.00 2.00 1490 4437 L00__ 5.00_ 1.50__ 4.00 _4.85_25.00 3.50  3.00  1.33  4.25  1.90
MART JUANA-POSS. T2.80  2.65 3.39  2.01  5.00 5,66 2.37  3.77  2.79 3.00 1.97 <68 1.3  1.66 .75
R "1 Ga PY-Y: M e 1 S95TET60 Zo6T  L1IB6 Z.1&  1.28 2.00 17167 1.26 w61 .75 50
e me 1t v —m 2.93 _ 2.82 2.98__ 2.62 2.00_ 3,95 2412  3.27 2.43 3.00 475 _2.50 2.22 %.11  4.00
MARI JUANA-SALE 4.23 2.81 4,08 2.84 6.00 8.64 2.50 4.14  4.57 30.60 1.7 1.56 1.65 1.57 3.00
7242 YIRS T 2,627 IT25 T 4L 00 P O e £ et T I I s b0 L ol
e . 3455, 3,00 3084 3.04  4.00_ 6.07_ 2.16 3.03 3.40 24.00 6.50 2.8T7 2,06 3.50  3.08
1 DYHFR NRUGS~POSS. 2.67 2.80 3,70 2.31 5.00 5.58 3.00 4.63 3.00 3.00 1.84 1.50 1.66 1.98 .75
%; = EOL T\ -1 I DY Y IS % § Sy N {4 20927 1.507 TZ.80 LU702.90 1,467 1.007 J75 7 LTS5 .50
! ‘ 3.23_ 2.10 _3.44_ 3.06  4.00 4.58  1.B3  3.60_ 3.20  3.00 3,75  2.00 2.23  3.55  4.00
OTHFR NRUGS~SALF 3.52 2.80 4.14  3.07 5.00 T.61  2.50 4.57 5.62 40.00 1.43  1.65 1.60 1.33 3.00
223723728 2008 LU34 3000 301750 2076 2.06 8.0 o719 5E: 3 U 1) JI8T1.25
3456 19T 367 3.70 5.00__  4.69__Z16__ %.27 _4.54  264.00___ 4.00__ 2.25 1.75__ 3.50 __ 2.00

RICKAPEING 3.89 3.09 3.00 3.86 2. 50 14.41 7.25 4.34 11.05 28.50 2.85 2.62 1.81 4.85 2.00

T2.28T T To%4 T 2013 TIVREIL00 G427 3050 2051 2.13 3050 11T 1.6 JTTT 1466 50
. . 3:60 _ 2.92  3.09___5.60___ 4,00 $.81 1.50 _ 4.33 _ 5.92_15.00__ 22.66 __7T.6&__ 2.56___5.50 __ .00
HITERUN PERSOM, INJ. 3.65 2.47  3.06  2.61 24.00 737 2,50  3.69 5.86 8.00 2.06 2.50 l.76  2.25  1.5%

2.17 1.37 72049 1250 12.00 292 1.50 2.287T Lo T LT T 1.13 7T 1.28 .81 .G 1.1:

386 1259 2.69_ 2 +56 8. [uY)

v - — S - et

HITERUN PROPFRTY 2.5% 1.82 231 L.4% 4.00 362 1.51 2.52 2.63 « N2 2.33 ~6€ 1.09 -85 5

———

]
-
_5-83 __Z.00  2.28 _ 3.35_ 2,00 ___ 3.56 _2.83 _2.07_ 3.31 2.90
g
—

TS TTL.02 T80T L9067 30607 T T UL ST T IOA T T L9687 1.8 L 08T T T1.83 T L8 T T LeS T W38 .55

2.42  1.56 2.19 _ 1.79 _ 3.00 __ 4.96 _2.00 1.52 _2.20 .00 4.20  2.90  1.93 _ 1.50 3.00
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