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INTRODUCTION 

Increases in anti-crime activities in Dallas in the early 1970's have been 

accompanied by a comparable increase in efforts to determine the effects of these 

crime reduction programs . 

.AB increasing sums of money have been infused into criminal justice programs, 

the need for evaluation has become more apparent. Evaluations of programs serve a 

number of useful purposes: they provide information to assist local administrators 

in deciding whether to continue, modify or stop a program and determine whether 

local funds should be used to support the program after its experimental phase when 

external funding ceases. 

~n many locations throughout the nation where crime reductions have been measured, 

it has been unclear whether there has been an actua.l reduction in cri..'1le or whether 

crime has merely been displaced. There are three forms of displacement: to other 

crimes, to other tactics or targets, and to other geographic areas. 

This study examines changes in the level of crline incidence and attempts to 

determine whether crime was displaced to other geographic areas during a period 

when crime control programs (particularly the High Impact Anti-Crime Program) were 

at a peak in the Dallas area. 

It does not attempt to analyze displacement to other crimes, or to other tactics 

or targets, or the amount of crime geographically displaced. Insufficient data also 

prohibit analysis of the myriad of other factors influencing the crime rate in addition 

to the anti-crime programs and activities of J.aw enforcement agencies. 
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Ordinarily, displacement is considered only when there has been a decrease in 

crime. Actually the crime rate in Dallas increased after the implementation of the 

Impact Program in 1973. The study of displacement was pursued, however, because it 

was felt that Dallas might have had less of an increase than would have occurred had 

the Impact Program not been undertaken. If a suburb had a larger rate of increase than 

Dallas during the period of the program (1973-74), or a rate that seemed to be unusually 

large compared to the trend set by the suburb in 1967-1972, then displacement was 

considered a distinct possibility_ 

The total Index category, consisting of murder and non-negligent manslaughter, 

rape, aggravated assault, robbery, burglary, larceny and auto theft, was chosen for 

this study to examine overall displacement because these seven offenses represent the 

most serious local crime problem. Burglary, theft, and robbery were examined indivi-

dually because it was felt that these categories were the most likely of the Index 

offenses to be displaced. 

Three main types of data were researched; residence of arrestee information, 

Index crime rates per 100,000 inhabitants for Dallas and some of its suburbs, and 

crime counts for Dallas patrol beats adjacent to the suburbs o 

Residence of arrestee data 

Arrestee statistics presented two basic problems: 1) not all arrestees were 

guilty of tIle crimes for which they were arrested, and 2) at best, only 25 percent 

of the offenses reported are cleared by arrest. Even though arrestee data are not totally 

representative of all crimes committed or of the actual offenders committing the crimes, 

it is still considered the best available information for examining the relationship 

between location of crime incidence and residence of offender. 

Nine suburbs submitted complete residence of arrestee data for 1973 and 1974 on 

monthly Crime Displacement Reports. (A copy of the reporting format is included in 

9 

Appendix C.) These jurisdictions were Arlington, Duncanville, Garland, Grand 

Prairie, Irving, Lancaster, Mesquite, Richardson, and University Park. Both large 

and small suburbs of Dallas were included, and t~erefore it was felt that the data 

would be representative of the entire suburban area. 

Information on residence of suspects arrested in Dallas is included in the 

Dallas Police Department's arrest record and was made available for use in the study 

via computer print-out. Since the computerized record was implemented in April, 1973, 

the last nine months of 1973 were compared to the same period in 1974. (For the other 

jurisdictions in this report, the twelve months in 1973 were compared to the twelve 

months in 1974.) 

In January, 1973, the F.B.I. expanded the Uniform Crime Reports I (UCR) definition 

of Index crime to include all thefts, rather than just thefts over $50. :'Although this 

caused an inconsistency to occur in monthly theft data provided by the suburbs--

residence of theft arrestee information represented thefts over $50 in some instances 

and thefts over $200 in other instances, instead of all larceny--it was assumed that 

the problem would not greatly affect the percentage of arrests by residence of arrestee. 

Index crime rates per 100,000 inhabitants 

Published crime rates varied so greatly that, to gain uniformity, rates were 

calculated utilizing the number of Index crimes from UCR, 1967-1973, and population 

estimates from Current Population Estimates 12.74 published by North Central Texas 

Council of Governments in June, 1974. The 1974 UCR will not be released by the FBI' 

until August, 1975, but the suburban police departments provided the amount of 1974 

Index crime on phone contact. 

Crime rate data for 1967-1974 were available for most of the nine suburbs and 

Pallas. Thefts under $50 were added to the Index category for annual data prior to 

1973 to correct for the UCR definition change explained earlier in this report. 
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Inevitable changes in the recording of crime can often cause misleading 

conclusions in statistical comparisons. Oonsequently the police departments 

involved in this study were questioned regarding their reporting policy. It was 

discovered that most of the suburbs had no major departmental changes in reporting 

procedures between 1967 and 1974; the few changes that were made are discussed 

later. Dallas had a major reporting change in 1969 which greatly affected its 

apparent crime rate, so Dallas data before 1969 were not use:1. 

Oomparisons of data may be affected by other factors. Of all the ~rimes that 

are conunitted, only a portion of them are actually reported to the police by the 

public. If the percentage of reported crime remains constant, statistical comparisons 

are valid. If this level changes, comparisons of crime rates may distort what is 

actually happening in the crime picture. An apparent crime rate increase might 

only represent an increase in reported crime. It seems very likely that emphasis 

on the Impact Program might have caused such an increase in reported crime. The 

program received a great deal of publicity, especially during its planning stages. 

A victimization study of Dallas which estimated the proportion of crime that was 

reported to the police was conducted prior to implementation of the Impact Program in 

1972 and another is planned upon its termination in 1975. Only at that time can the 

effect of the program on crime reporting be measured. 

Crime counts for Dallas patrol beats adjacent to the suburbs 

Orime counts for Dallas patrol beats adjacent to the suburbs were provided by the 

Dallas Police Department. Every beat which'-'shared any of its boundary with one of the 

nine suburbs was considered. 

11 

PRESENTATION OF DATA 

Table 1 displays the 1967-1974 Index crime rates per 100,000 inhabitants ffild 

the annual percent increases for Dallas and the nine suburbs. The data used to 

compute the crime rates may be found in Appendices A and B. 

Table 2 presents the differences in the 1973 and 1974 percentages of arrestees 

from Dallas by city and by crime. The discussion of each. city (Dallas, the collective 

suburbs, and the nine individual suburbs) is followed by a table containing the raw 

data used to compile Table 2, as well as a table of crime counts in Dallas beats 

adjacent to the city, where applicable. 

Figure 1 is a map of Dallas and the surrounding area. It compares the rates of 

increase in suburban Index crime rates to Dallas' rate of increase. The year 1972 

was immediately prior to implementation of the Impact Program in 1973, and the Program 

did not reach full operation until 1974, so the rate of increase between the 1972 and 

1974 crime rates was used in Figure 1. 

Figure 2 displays the p'3rcentage of Index arrests in the collective suburbs and 

Dallas by residence of arrestees in a series of circle graphs. (The same statistics 

are in tabular form. in Tables 3 and 4.) Similar circle graphs precede the discussion 

of each suburb. 

Figures 3 and 4 are plots of the 1967-1974 Index crime rates for Dallas and the 

individual suburbs; Dallas was included on both graphs for comparison purposes. 

Figure 5 is a map that sununarizes the conclusions; it shows the crimes most 

likely to have been displaced from Dallas to the suburbs. 
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ANALYSIS OF DALLAS VS. NINE COLLECTIVE SUBURBS 

Dallas' Index crime rate per 100,000 ip~abitants increased 4.6 percent in 1973 

and 13.9 percent in 1974; in the two years prior to implementation of the Impact 

Program, the crime rate decreased 7.9 percent in 1971 and decreased an additional 

9.7 percent in 1972. Not only did Dallas crime increase in 1973 but the rate of 

increase went up in 1974. However, Index crime in the nine suburbs collectively 

increased at a greater rate than Dallas for both 1973 and 1974. (See Table 1.) 

Figure 1 reveals that six of the nine suburbs studied experienced a higher rate 

of increase than Dallas in their Index crime rates per 100,000 inhabitants during 

the period 1972-1974. The six cities are located at random around Dallas; there 

seemed to be no displacement trend in anyone direction. 

Tables 2, 3, and 4 indicate that the nine suburbs collectively had a significant 

increase in 1974 in the percentage of burglary arrestees from Dallas and at the same 

time, had a decrease in the percentage of theft arrestees from Dallas. (The residence 

composition of Index crime arrestees in Dallas and the collective suburbs is displayed 

in Figure 2.) The data indicate that, of the four crime categories considered, 

burglary seems to have been displaced overall from Dallas to the suburbs. 

Significance tests on the percentage of Dallas arrestees from the suburbs showed 

increases in 1974 over 1973 in the theft, robbery, and total Index categories. (See 

Table 2.) It is quite possible that crime was displaced from the suburbs to Dallas. 

Crime may very well .have been displaced simultaneously from Dallas to the suburbs 

and from the suburbs to Dalla.s. However, it was not possible with our limited data to 

estimate the amount of crime being displaced in either direction. 

There seemed to be no natural division of th~ suburbs for analysis. No obvious 

trends in the data were discovered. 
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TABLE 1 

INDE:;Q~ CRIME RATES PER 100,000 INHABITANl'S AND THE ANNUAL 
PERCENl' INCREASE FOR DALLAS AND NINE SUBURBS 

% In- % In-
; % In- % In-

City 1967 1968 crease 1969 crease 1970 crease 1971 crease 1972 

Dallas 8708.5 8809.4 1.2 8110.5 - 7.9 7320.2 

Arlington 4027.'1 42'1'1. '1 6.8 50;>1.8 17.0 56'18.0 1;>.) 
15414. 2 - 5.0 5276.9 

Duncanville 2733.2 

Garland 3572.6 3139.8 -12.1 3759.3 19.8 3718.2 - 1.1 ~261.4 -12.3 ~110.3 

Grand 
Prairie 3318.8 3632.9 9.5 5009.1 37.9 5156.8 2.9 4267.4 -17.2 4443.9 

Irving 4434.3 4140.8 - 6.6 4089.0 - 1.2 4037.6 - 1.2 3860.8 - 4.4 3874.2 

Lancaster 2368.8 

Mesquite 2929.8 3296.3 12.5 4041.1 22.6 3950.6 - 2.3 3968.5 0.4 4101.5 

Richardson 3358.9 2967.9 -11.6 3843.8 29.5 3484.8 - 9.3 3437.8 - 1.3 3163.7 

University 
Park 2225.7 2055.5 

Total of ~~* I the Suburbs 3727.8 3683.6 - 1.2 4309.4 17.0 4389.1 1.8 3996.0 - 9.0 3867.5 

1i-Includes all theft. 

% In- '% In-
crease 1973 crease 1974 
-
- 9.7 7659.1 4.6 8726.2 

- 2.5 5646.6 7.0 6350.3 

3333.3 21.9 3990.3 

- 4.6 375.4,.1 20.7 3896.1 

4.1 4886.6 10.0 4154.6 

0.3 4507.7 16.3 5994.9 

270L~.4 14.2 4673.0 

3.3 4201.2 2.4 5272.5 

- 7.9 3221. 2 1.8 3465.9 

- 7.6 24$1.1 20.7 3674.9 

- 3.2 4294.6 11.0 4932.S 

**The Total of the Suburbs is a sum of the suburban statistics that are available for a particular year. In other 
words, 1967 through 1970 totals are based on figures for six suburbs, the 1971 total is based on seven suburbs, 
and 1972 through 1974 totals are based on nine suburbs. 

% In- i 

crease i 

13.9 ! 
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TABLE 2 

THE DIFFERENCES IN 1973 AND 1974 PERCENr AGES OF ,ARRESTEES 
FROM DALLAS BY CITY AND BY CRIME 

+ = increase in percentage of arrestees from Dallas in 1974. 
decrease in percentage of arrestees from Dallas in 1974. 

Sig indicates that a signific~ce test shovved the 1973 ~d 1974 percentages 
~ 

~I-' 
(f.lO 
trJo ... 

o 
o 
o 

I-' 
00. 

f:z:j 

i 
I-' 

to be Sl!nlrlc~t~Y Glrrerent at ·~=Q~)~5_~_ev_e_~_.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_ 
Crime /City Arling- Dunc~- Grand Lan- Richard- Un:iv. Total of 

Category/ ton ville Garland Prairie Irving caster Mesquite son Park 9 Suburbs Dallas 

Burglary +0.08 +2.01 +7.73 +1.12 -11.53 +26.30 +12.45 +14.26 -10.00 +4.18 +2.21 ! 

Sig Sig Sig Sig Sig Sig ! 

Theft -6.01 +11.67 - 5.54 +4.35 +16.26 + 6.06 - 7.57 + 7.37 -23.10 - 6.49 -0.82 : 
Sig Sig Sig Sig 

I 

Robbery +3.52 - - 2.39 +12.22 - 0.84 -33.33 -14.14 +27.78 +30.00 + 4.97 -0.06 
Sig • 

TOTAL INDEX -2.83 ~ 1.27 + 0.54 + 2.72 - 2.47 +10.79 + 3.82 +11.42 -15.42 + 0.01 +0.42 . 

THE DIFFERENCES IN 1973 AIITD 1974 PERCENTAGES OF DALLAS 
ARRESTEES FROM THE SUBURBS 

BURGLARY THEFT ROBBERY 

to.02 +1.13 +1.94 
Sig I Sig 

I 
" 

Sig I 

TOTAL INDEX 

to. 54 
Sig 

~ 
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TABLE 3 
TABLE 4 

TOTAL OF NINE SUBURBS 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 
RESIDENCE OF AIlliESTEE S'fATISTICS 

(APRIL DECEMBER) 1973 - , , 
ARRES-

I 
ARRES-

ARRES- TEES TEES 
ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-

TEES % I 
FROM % OTHER % KNOWN % 

TOrAL FROM OF ALL OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 
i ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL I SUBURBS TOTAL DICTIONS T0.rAL DICTIONS TOTAL , 

Burglary II 2031 1841 90.65 64 3.15 I 126 6.20 0 -

Theft I 4403 3887 88.28 163 3.70 I 353 8.02 0 -

ri.<.Jobery II 779 689 88.45 16 2.05 74 9.50 0 -

TOTAL 
II 88.60 3.67 719 7.73 0 Il\J"DEX 9301 8241 341 -

I
ii T f !i ARRES- 11 

! II ilRRES- !! TBES II 
'i! .. ·1 I ARRJ~S- II TEES Ii FROM 11 or!' UN-

II % I . II. / I' '! n/ I TEES 0 I! FROM ~) ~) a:mER ?u i KNOvLN 'jJ 

- II TCtrfi.L II FROM OF II ALL NINl Oli' II JUHIS- ! OF II JtJ1lIS- ! 0}i' 
.1--_____ q,,---.::.AR::.:l..~RE::::.:::j'S::=T.::::.S_+l!_' ..:::::D:!!A1!::!:!L=..:.AS=--!--==Tc..:::OT.;:;.:lj:.:::\L~li~_S_UB.....;.:....URB_S-t--'T:::...:0:::.::T~AI==-J JI DICTIONS I TOl'AL 1j DICTIONS I TD:J:'AI.. 

• Uurglary II 1332 I' 193 14.49 11 957 I 7l.S5 Ii 163 112.2411' 19 ! 
Theft ~ 878 I 190 21.64 I 533 60.71 Ii 146 16.63 I 9 I 
fi.obl)ery II! 156 II 32 ! 20.51 83 53.21 I! 39 25:00 J 2 I 

II I H ,I! 1 \ 

~Ji;~EX I 3285 II 547 16.65! 2148 65.39 !l 538 16.38---1Jlll...---:::..52...:....-_--If __ 1_ . ..:-581 

il.RRE's-

1.43 

1.03 

1.28 

(APRIL-DECEMBER) 1974 ., 
I ARRES- ARRES-

I 
n 
!I ARRES- I TEES TEES f 

I ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-
1 

TEES % I FROM % OTHER % KNOWN % 
I TDrAL FROM OF ALL OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 

ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL SUBURBS TDrAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL 

2,785 92.86 95 3.17 

I 
119 3.97 0 -Burglary ! 2,999 

I 

87.46 306 4.83 489 7.71 0 -Theft I 6,339 5,544 
! , 

65 7.62 0 Robbery I 853 754 88.39 34 3.99 I -
I 

TOTAL I 
89.02 524 4.21 841 6.76 0 -INDEX i 12,435 11,070 

1974 
I i I': "lJP:~'S II' AR,H,!~-:-S---·r--·--,· 

I 
; 1 l~ t ,J.le - ~, 

APJl.ES- i TI!~ES I TEES I I 
ARRES- TET~S !I FROM I'! QII' UN- \ 

TErES % " ],HOM % '\l arlft.m % ! KNOWN Ii rr, : 
TOl'.A[J :W.ROM Oli' ALL NINE! o.F .1 JURIS- OF 1/ ,TlnUS- I (~F I 

__ . __ ---H~ARR=LE:::::::S:.::.:TS~f_D=A:.;.::I='L=ilI3~ TOTAL lisUBURBS II TO:rAL
1 

If!l' DICi'IONS TOfAL II' DICTIONS l TO'PJd.'J I :-------! 
F::'1:rg 1. ary 1679 II 307 18.28 . i 1141 l 67.96 Ii 222 13.22 II 9 '/ 0.54 I. 

r t I ! 11 
I,! 167 ' 15.15~ 1 728 1,66.06 11 190 17.24 'Il 17 I 1.54! 

, II I ! 
53 25·48 I 103 1 49 . 52 II 50 24.04 J 2 J~j 

L~~02··f:A:i·:=~~=::====:==::==:=1&--66~I\U,~--+'--~U---~l---I'I· 35 " 0.90,I,i I,NDf~X 3889 61..8 .. 2572 l66.14 II 634 16.30 u __ • _ • 
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208 
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FIGURE 2 
22 . 

Percentage of Arrests* in Nine Collective Dallas Suburbs 
and Dallas by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

D dallas 
suburbs 

1973 

65.4 

3285 arrests 

9301 arrests 

*index offenses only 

other 
jurisdictions 

total 
of 9 

suburbs 

dallas 

unknown 

1974 

66.1 

3889 arrests 

12,435 arrests 

ANALYSIS BY CITY 
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ANALYSIS BY CITY 

Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 

by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

Darlington 

1973 

512 arr~sts 

other 
jurisdictions 

arlington 

1974 

603 arrests 

27 

unknown 

Tables 2 and 5 showed that there was no change in the percentage of arrestees from J 

Dallas in any of the four crime categories researched. There are no Dallas beats adjacent 

to Arlington to examine. Table 1 revealed that Arlington' s Index crime rate increased 

at almost the same rate as Dallas' crime rate for both 1973 and 1974, and neither of 

Arlington1s increases in 1973 or 1974 was out of the ordinary (see Figure 3). The only 

conclusion to be drawn from the data was that there was no significant displacement to 

Arlington during these two years. Actually, this was.not too surprising since another 

suburb, Grand Prairie, separates Dallas and Arlington (see Figure 1). 
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TABLE 5 

ARLINGTON 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

1973 
! ARRES- I ARRES-

ARRES- TEES TEES 
ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-I TEES 

I 

I % FROM % OTHER % KNOWN % 
TOTAL FROM OF ARLING- OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 

.1 ~ON 
I 

ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TOTAL DICTIONS TarAL DICTIONS TOTAL 
! I II 

Burglary 1 198 10 5.05 
I 

148 74.75 
I' 

36 18.18 4 2.02 

,I 
Theft 

I 
142 18 12.68 I 85 59.86 I ~ 37 26.06 2 1.41 

31.03 I 18 62.07 Robbery I 29 2 6.90 I 9 0 -
I 

TOTAL I 7.81 I 64.84 I 1.76 INDEX 512 40 332 131 25.59 9 

1974. 
i 

II 
ARB.ES- ARRES-

ARRES- TEES TEES 
il ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-
II TEES % FROM % OTHER % KNOWN % 

TarAL FROM OF I ARLING- OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 
! ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TON TarAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL 
I 

! 

Burglary 234 12 5.13 169 72.22 51 21.79 2 0.85 

Theft 120 8 6.67 67 55.83 45 37.50 0 -

Robbery i 48 5 10.42 16 33.33 27 56.25 0 -' 

! ---
TOTAL I INDEX 603 30 4.98 389 64.51 182 30.18 2 0.33 
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Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 
by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

DduncanVille 

1973 
4.3" 

. dallas 
other 

jurisdictions 

duncanville 

1974 

93 arrests 86 arrests 

unknown 

Thmcanville did not have significant differences in the 1973 and 1974 proportions 

of arrestees from Dallas for the categories of burglary, theft, and total Index. There 

were no robbery arrests in 1973, so no difference could be calculated. (Tables 2 and 6.) 

The city's Index crime rate increased 21.9 percent in 1973 and 19.7 percent in 

1974. The 1974 increase was in line with Dallas' 13.9 percent increase, although the 

1973 increase was quite a bit higher than Dallas' 4.6 percent increase. It was 

impossible to determine if these increases were unusually high, because Thmcanville 

crime rates prior to 1972 were not available. (Table 1 and Figure 4.) 

31 

There are three Dallas beats adjacent to Duncanville. All three beats had 

increases (1974 over 1973) in the number of thefts and robberies. (See Table 7 ). 

One of the beats had a 24 percent decrease in burglaries and another beat had only 

a small burglary increase of 9 percent. The third beat (Beat 424) had a 26 percent 

increase in burglary counts in 1974 in spite of the fact that one of the Impact 

projects (Expansion of Tactical Deployment) had extra manpower policing the beat 

for residence burglaries for 171 days out of the year. 

The change in burglary COllllts from 1973 to 1974 in the beats adjacent to 

Thmcanville indicated a possibility that burglary was displaced frolh Dallas to 

Thmcanville. There was no evidence to substantiate displacement of theft, robbery, 

or total Index. 
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TABLE 7 
TABLE 6 

DUNCAlIJVILLE 
DUNCANVILLE 

CRIME COUNTS IN DALLAS BEATS 
RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

1973 Crime Counts in Dallas Beats adjacent to Duncanville: 
i I I II ARRES- ARRES- ! 
I I TEES TEES I 

I ARRES- I 

I ARRES-

I 
TEES I FROM OF UN-

I TEES % FROM % % ~ KNOWN % 

II 
I OTHER 

TOTAL FROM OF 
I, 

DUNCAN- OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 
ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL VILLE TOTJi.L I DICTIONS TarAL ' DICTIONS TOTAL 

1I 
, 

I II 
! B,lrg1ary 1; 48 4 8.33 I 44 91.67 0 - 0 -

I ! 

I Tneft i .30 4 1.3 . .33 2.3 76.67 It .3 10.00 O . -! II 

I I I 
I I iI 

Robb8ry 0 0 - ,I 0 - I 0 - 0 -
! I 

TOTAL II 
93 12 12.90 77 82.80 4 4 . .30 0 INDEX Ii -

~i.AS Ii BURGLARY -I THEFT 
, 

ROBBERY 
BEAT j! 

DifferenS!~ 

11974 
I Difference I Difference 

NO. ir973 1974 Amt. 1% 197.3 Amt. % 1973 1974 Amt. % 
II 

424 I 324 408 84 26 409 618 209 51 9 34 25 278 

435 I 381 417 38 9 386 490 104 27 27 48 21 78 

436 I 3.31 251 -80 -24 .334 .399 65 19 11 1.3 ;2 18 

10.36 1076 -- -- -- - -- -- -- --Tar.AL 40 4 1129 1507 .378 3.3 47 95 48 102 

1974 

I I I ARRES- ARRES-
ARRES- TEES TEES 

f 
, 

I ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-
TEES % FROM % ' OTHER b! KNOWN % I I p t, 

I' 1 TarAL FROM OF DUNCAN- OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 
I· I· ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL VILLE TarAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL f ! , 

I ~ i 58 6 10.34 48 82.76 6.90 !Burg1ary i 4 0 -
Theft I 4 1 25. 00 3 75.00 0 - 0 -I 

I 
2 2 100.00 0 Robbery 

1 
- 0 - 0 -

I 
TOTAL I 

INDEX I 86 10 11.63 72 83.72 4 4.65 0 -
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Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 

by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

t------JI garland 

1973 

garland 

991 arrests 

other 
jurisdictions • unknown 

1974 

1274 arrests 

Garland experienced an increase in the percentage of ourglary errestees from 

Dallas and a decrease in the percentage of theft arrestees from Dallas in 1974. 

There was no significant change in the robbery and total Index categories.(Tables 2 and 8.) 

Garland's Index crime rate increased only 3.8 percent in 1974 after a 20.7 

percent increase in 1973; Dallas had just the opposite trend, a small increase 

in 1973 and a much larger increase in 1974 (see Table 1 ). 

Three Dallas beats adjoin Garland. There was a considerable increase in 

thefts in 1974 in all three beats. Beat 221, had a 9 percent increase in burglaries; 

in the same beat, Dallas tactical units funded by an Impact grant were deployed on 

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

35 

residential burglaries for 143 days ;n 1974. H t t· ~ owever, ac lcal units were deployed. 

on business burglaries for 62 days of the year ;n'~ Beat 222 ~ adjacent to Garland, ~~d 

the burglary count rose 32 percent. Two f th thr b t o e ee ea s experienced robbery 

decreases of 14 percent and 61 percent. (Refer to Table 9.) 

Burglary and robbery may have been displaced from Dallas to Garland, but theft . 

and total Index crime appeared to maintain their same levels. 
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TABLE 8 

GARLAND 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

19'73 
!ill ~ If ARRES- fl ARRES-

III ARRES- ,I TEES I TEES 
I .ARRES- I TEES I FROM OF UN-

1 

I I TEES % FROM % I OTHER % KNOWN % 
I TOTAL . FROM OF I GARLAND OF , JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 

I

':') .A..TffiESTS JL.::::;DAL=L!!.!AS===--+-=-T.:::.:OT::.:cAL=---H----:.._-l--=T:..::o:..::.T~AL:::!.._..7I:_1 ::::.:DI::.::C:..::.T..:!:..I~ON:!!::S+-T=-:OT~AL==__H----=::D.:.:IC~T:..:I,.:::.O~NS~_+,~T:..:::O.::..:TAL====-_l 
!-Bu-rg-l-ar-y....;ill--:;.:;-'--45.;.;.;.1~ I~ 71 15 .74 1 313 69·40 II 54 11. 97 13 2.88 

Theft /' 225 37 16.44 148 65.78 33 14.67 

Robbery II 46 8 17.39 30 65.22 6 13.04 

7 3.11 

2 4.35 

TGl'AL 'I 
INDEX H 991 !I 151 15.24 672 67.81 132 13.32 36 3.63 

1974 

/1 

. ARRES- ARRES-
ARRES- I TEES TEES 

ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-

I TEES % FROM % OTHER % KNOWN % 
I TOTAL FROM OF GARLAND OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 

ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL 

Burglary il 409 96 23.47 284 69.44 26 6.36 J -0.73 

Theft 679 74 10.90 513 75.55 77 11.34 15 2.21 

!' Robbery 
It 

40 6 15.00 I 28 70.00 6 15.00 0 -

TO'f.AIJ i 
I 

INDEX 
I 1274 201 15.78 913 71.66 141 11.07 I 19 1.49 
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TABLE 9 

GARLAND 

CRINE COUN'l'S IN DALLAS BE.A'l'S 

Crime Counts in Dallas Beats adjacent to Garland: 

f ·:~~:~"~S !' 1i THEFT n ROBBEHY . 

)
' "";:;,'!~~' I Ii I' D.:Lffel'€;nce 1.,,::---..... , ==~! DJ" f'''r:.yr.· .. ,.,:-.! 

. l----:-:-~ .... ~;;-_.-_J 

1221 

I 
222 

i 22;3 

i TOTAL 
i 

1973 1973 ,197L;. i .;'Ir."t. 1. % i,; 1("73 lor?' i ~'·'1.1· ; (/ I --'-'-"--r-=.:;.~-t.=.:...::..:.....-t-'~-f,--=:::..::...l..:::.-+~..!..::!:.+-~~~~ 7 ; 7 t",! rll, lJ. l I! . 

:: 535 581 ,!! 9 561 I 701 i 140 ! 25 11 18 ! 27 I 9 I 5C 
i ' i ! f 11 /' /' ! 
" 292 386 94 i 32 II 463 1 544 I 81 jl 17!1 22 19 ! - 3 -14 

/' ,I !l I I I' 23 ' 9 I -14 1111 -61 

til-~-:-~ 11-:-0-: ! 2: , :: Ill::: 11-~-:-: 1-:-:-: i: II 63 55 I -8 !-13 



Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 

by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

I grand 
1.-_....J pralfle 

1973 

737 arrests 

other 
jurisd ict ions 

grand prairie 

1974 

880 arrests 

39 

unknown 

Only robbery had a significant increase in the 1974 percentage of arrestees from 

Dallas. (See Ta.bles 2 and 10.) One of the two Dallas beats adj acent to Grand Prairie had 

a~29 pereent decrease in robbery counts in 1974. The other beat had a 24 percent decrease 

in·burglaries, while both beats had increases in thefts. (See Ta.ble 11.) 

The above facts would seem to indicate that Dallas robbery and burglary could 

have been displaced to Grand Prairie. The most surprising factor to be considered 

is Grand Prairie's Index crime rate; in 1974 it dropped 15.0 percent below 1973 and 

was still 6.5 percent -r.·?low 19721 s level. According to this, crime displacement 

from Dallas to Grand Pra~rie, if it existed, was not significant. 
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TABLE 10 

GRAND PRAIRIE 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

1973 

I 
I ARRES-

ARRES- TEES 
I ARRES- I TEES FROM 

I TEES % FROM % arHER 
TarAL FROM OF GRAND OF JURIS-

I 

I ARRESTS DALLAS TarAL PRAlRIE TOTAL DICTIONS 
I 

Burglary 286 33 11.54 202 70.63 50 

I Theft 
I 

182 28 15.38 122 67.03 32 

I 36 2.78 26 1 Robbery I 1 72.22 9 
• I 
r TOTAL ! i 
I 737 83 11.26 507 68.79 144 f INDEX 

1974 

! 11 

I I ARRES-t 

,I ARRES- TEES 

i' 
ARRES- TEES FROM 

TEES % FROM % OTHER 
I TarAL FROM OF GRAND OF JURIS-
I 

ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL PRAIRIE I TarAL DICTIONS 

II 
474 60 12.66 325 68.57 89 Burglary I 

Theft I 147 29 19.73 92 62.59 24 

I " I Robbery II 60 9 15.00 40 66.67 11 

t TOTAL I 

I . INDEX I 880 123 13.98 603 68.52 151 

ARRES-
TEES 

OF UN-
% KNOWN 
OF JURIS-
TOrAL DICTIONS 

17.48 1 

17.58 0 

25.00 0 

I 19.54 3 

ARRES-
TEES 

OF UN-
% KNOWN 
OF JURIS-
TarAL DIOTIONS 

18.78 0 

16.33 2 

18.33 0 

17.16 3 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

0.35 

-

-

0·41 

% 
OF 
TarAL 

-
1.36 

-

0.34 

I~. 

I~"~ 

" , 

1:­
I~:. 
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TABLE 11 

GRAND PRAIRIE 

CRII~ COUNrs IN DALLAS BEATS 

Crime Counts in Dallas Beats Adjacent to Grand Prairie: 

,fiJI::.fi,J;S ". Blrt~I'!.T !\r~:'\r fl' T_T-,1F'II1io"l,t' l't .--.---.. -~ .. ---.. 
, _ ' "J~.r.J .. _ ~_: __ ---:.....:_=.l.W:::..._::.., ___ -r-.h.='O'=BJ=3}~=;RY 

,::~','!: .' ! 1,'D.i..fferenc.e '\li I' l D:i.i'i'erenee l,·."" • D' £,., '---- .. --": 
i'\)' ,197J I 197 /" tAmt. i ~{, 11 J.973 11971" 1 Amt. 1 % II 19?/'",r~t~i~r\11_2~~~~L_=J 
1 ;-, -1 -:t-I--- I!' - 1\ I l i i 11 1973 ~ /' i

l 
~ '~-. 

,: , , jl! \ .. ' ! II ; 436 "331 i 251 'I' -80 I, -24 III 334 399 65 i 19 I 11 13!' 2 { 1° 
I ! I \ :! . 235 ! 59 11\ 34 I:,' 0 

! 518 ': 282! 326 I 44 16 II 176 i L 21 15 I 6 
I I ,. I I 1'1"1, I -

613! 577 j -36 - 6 11 510 634 11124 'I
i 24 32 28!-4 

, I H ! 

__ --",,_--'-__ -1-1 _--L_.....1;l,L1 __ ..L-_-Li __ i!..----..!LII __ .....l.-_-Li __ 1--__ -' 

-29 

TOTAL -13 
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Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 

by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

DirVing m:~~§W~H))~i~~1 d a II a s 

1973 

333 arrests 

irving 

other 
jurisdictions • unknown 

1974 

476 arrests 

Both burglary and theft had significant differences in the percentages of 

arrestees living in Dallas in 1973 and 1974; burglary had a decrease and theft 

had an increase. The percentages for robbery and total Index did not change in 

1974. (Refer to Tables 2 and 12 and above graphs.) 

Irving's Index crime rate had a high rate of increase in 1973, and then it 

doubled in 1974 to 33.0 percent. Both increases were higher than Dallas I respective 

rates of increase. (See Table 1 and Figure 4.) 

•• . -•• 

.~ t 

f 
; 
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There are four Dallas beats adjacent to Irving. One of them had a decrease 

in the number of thefts; two other beats had only small theft increases. This 

evidence supports a possibility that theft was displaced to Irving. Two beats had 

large enough decreases in robbery to effect a decrease in the total robberies for 

all four beats, indicating that robbery may have been displaced to Irving. All 

four beats increased in burglary counts, although Tactical Deployment had extra units 

working business burglaries in two of the beats; Beat 511, worked 57 days during 

1974, had only a six percent increase in burglaries, while Beat 533 was worked 45 days 

during 1974 and burglaries increased 13 percent. (Refer to Table 13.) 

It is highly probable that theft and robbery were moved from Dallas to Irving. 

The significant increase in the Index crime rate is the only factor that might 

indicate displacement of total Index crime, but on the other hand, considerable 

displacement of theft and robbery would explain an increase in the Index crime rate. 
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TABLE 12 

IRVING 

RESIDENOE OF ARRESTEE STATISTIOS 

1973 
ARRES-

ARRES- TEES 

I ARRES- TEES FROM 
TEES % FROM % arHER % 

I TarAL FROM OF IRVING OF II JURIS- OF 
I ARRESTS DALLAS TarAL TOTAL II DIOTIONS TOTAL I , 

Burglary I I 
I 

110 22 20.00 83 75·45 5 4.55 
I' 

Theft 108 9 8.33 82 75.93 17 15.74 

Robbery I 17 I 5 29.41 9 52.94 I 3 17.65 I. 
11 

'J.'O'J.'AL I 

I INDEX 333 53 15.92 238 71.47 II 41 12.31 

1974 

I I! I ! I ARRES-
t I ARRES- TEES 

i I ARRES- TEES FROM 
!. I TEES % i FROM % arEER % 

/, TOTAL FROM OF IRVING OF JURIS- OF 
ARRESTS I DALLAS TOTAL TOTAL DIOTIONS TOTAL 

1 Burglary I 177 15 8.47 139 78.53 21 11.86 
I 61 15 24.59 44.26 Theft t1 27 19 31.15 
Ii 

Robbery I 21 6 28.57 15 71.43 0 I -
TOTAL 

II INDEX 476 64 13.45 333 69.96 74 15.55 

ARRES-
TEES 

OF UN-
KNOWN 
JURIS-
DIOTIONS 

0 

0 

0 

1 

ARRES-
TEES 

OF UN-
KNOWN 
JURIS-
DIOTIONS 

2 

0 

0 

5 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

-

-

-

0.30 

% 
OF 
TarAL 

1.13 

-

-
,,-

1.05 

~I 

'I~~. 

,-. 

,~.~.,-.. -' 

{ .' ~ ... -. ". 

J 

'I' .--' _. . i 

" .• >~.~ 

.. -., -

I~CFII 
,0- .... ". ,.' 
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TABLE 13 

IRVING 

ORIME OOUNTS IN DALLAS BEATS 

Orime Oounts in Dallas Beats adjacent to Irving: 

DALLAS I BURGLARY THEFT ROBBERY 
BEAT I Difference Difference I Difference 
NO. 11973 1974 ilmt. % 1973 1974 ilmt. % 1973 1974 ilmt. % 

I 
- 8 9 2 29 511 97 103 6 6 403 372 -31 7 

518 282 326 44 16 176 235 59 34 21 15 -6 -29 

525 !1171 198 27 16 404 423 19 5 31 28 -3 -10 

533 ,1 165 187 22 13 265 289 24 9 12 17 5 42 

;1_- -- - - -- -- -- -- - - - -

1\ 
II 

1248 1319 6 71 69 -2 - 3 TOrAL II 715 814 99 14 71 

I 



Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 
by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

o lancaster 

1973 

f:;ii~~?li~~5ill d a II a s 
other 

jurisdictions 

lancaster 

1974 

41 arrests 40 arrests 

unknown 

Tables 2 and 14 revealed no differences in the proportion of arrestees from Dallas 

in 1973 and 1974 in any of the four crime categories. ~lring the same time period, 

there were no decreases in the burglary, theft or robbery crime counts in the three 

Dallas beats adjacent to Lancaster. (Tactical units Here deployed on residential 

btITglaries in addition to routine patrol for 86 days in Beat 423 and burglaries 

increased 79 percent. See Table 15 ) . 

The 1974 crime rate for Lancaster increased 72.8 percent over 1973. This was 

the largest rate of increase of Dallas and the nine suburbs studied. A captain in 
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the Lancaster Police Department suggested two possible explanations for the 

large increase. 1) The department named a new chief in 1973 who concentrated on 

improving reporting techniques. 2) In 1974 the department focused on the juvenile 

problem; that year they took into custody or interrogated in the field 189 

juveniles, 120 juveniles more than the previous year, for an increase of 173.9 

percent. Y~ny of these juveniles were probably Index offenders. (These suggestions 

were mention only as factors to be considered.) 

The crime rate alone would seem to suggest that Lancaster was a victim of 

crime displacement. There were no significant changes in the percentage of arrestees 

from Dallas and no increases in crime counts in adjacent beats in Dallas; con~equently, 

none of the other data supports this hypothesis, and in fact, would tend to negate 

the possibility of displacement. One possible explanation might be that crime was 

displaced from areas of Dallas other than adjacent beats. Of course, this is 

certainly feasible in whe case of all the suburbs, but our limited information 

precludes any analysis of this aspect of crime mobility. 
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TABLE 14 TABLE 15 

LANCASTER 
LANCASTER 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 
CRINE COUN'l'S IN DALLAS BEATS 

1973 
ARRES- ARRES-

ARRES- TEES TEES Crime Counts in Dallas Beats adjacent to Lancaster: 
ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-

TEES % FROM % OTHER % KNOWN I % 
TOTAL FROM OF I LANCAS- OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 

i ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TER TOTAL I DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL 

I Burglary! 22 6 27.27 I 16 72.73 0 - 0 -
J 

I I 
I 

8 72.73 0 0 ! Theft 11 3 27.27 - -

i Robbery 3 1 33.33 2 I 66.67 0 - 0 -
I 

TOTAL 
INDEX 41 13 31.71 28 68.29 0 - 0 -

337 

TOTAL 

R0I3B:EiHY ~ 

l iD'; J.-'·<'~··rr· 'lr. -"" : 
I ..... J. \:; .-::-~~_~-J 

1973 1974(rAi!CL~; 

22 .1 44 I 22 I 100 i 
I : 

26 I 30, 4 I 15 

17 ! 24 7 I 41 

651981 33 ~51 

1974 
i Ii )1 ll.RRES- ARRES-
I ARRES- TEES TEES I 

I 
ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-I 

I 
TEES % FROM % OTHER % KNOWN % 

I TOTAL FROM OF LANCAS- OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 
I ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TER TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL 
I I 

I Burglary' 28 15 53.57 13 46.43 0 - 0 -
I 

I Theft 6 2 33.33 4 66.67 0 - 0 -, 
I 

r 
1 0 1 100.00 0:·. I Robbery - - 0 -

i I TOTAL 
INDEX 40 17 42.50 22 55.00 1 2.50 0 -
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Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 
by Residence of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

o mesquite 

1973 

328 arrests 

W;W~~:1il:1;;~~ri d a II a s 

mesquite 

other 
jurisdictions 

1974 

295 arrests 

unknown 

In 1974 Mesquite's Index crime rate was unusually high (see Figure 3 ), and it 

also increased at a greater rate than Dallas r crime rate per 100,000 (see Table 1 ). 

The only significant di££erence that Mesquite had was an increase o£ 12.45 in the 

percentage o£ burglary arrestees £rom Dallas in 1974. (Tables 2 and 16.) The burglary 

crime counts in the five Dallas beats adjacent to Mesquite do not, however, support a 

theory of displacement; every beat had an increase in burglaries in 1974. 

Theft also increased in all five beats, but robbery decreased enough in two of 

the beats to cause an overall decrease in the total adjacent beats. (See Table 17.) 

51 

It is likely that burglary and robbery were displaced from Dallas to Mesquite. 

There is no data in this study to verify any Dallas displacement of the£t or total 

Index crime to Mesqui~e. 
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TABLE 16 

MESQUITE 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

1973 

LJ 
AR.RGS- ARRES-

ARRES- TEES TEES 
ARRES- ! TEES FROM OF mr-

TEES % I FROM % arHER % KNOWN % 
TarAL FROM OF IMES~lIITE OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF 
ARRESTS DALLAS TarAL TOTAL DICTIONS TarAL DICTIONS TOTAL 

I Burglary I 
I 

102 23 22.55 74 72.55 5 4·90 0 -- . 

'Theft II 112 48 42.86 51 45.54 '13 11.61 0 -

Robbery 9 7 77.78 2 22.22 0 -' 0 -

TarPL I ! INDEX 328 112 34.15 171 52.13 45 13.72 0 -

1974 
I I I ARRES - ABRES-
!, ~- ~ ~ 

I i ~~;; % FR:ES 
% :~ % :O~~- % I I TarAL FROM OF MESQUITE OF JURIS- OF JURIS- OF b ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL 

: Burglaryjr. ~1=6=0==-F~=5=6~~3~5=.0=0-T1 ---8-0--~5~0~.0~O-it~~2~2~~~13~.~7~5~~~2~~+-~1~.~2~5 

Theft ,I. 51 18 35.29 19 37.25 14 27·45 

I Robbery 22 14 63 .64 3 13 . 64 I 3 13 .64 

TOTAL I 
INDEX 295 112 37.97 128 43.39 51 17.29 

o 

2 9.09 

4 1.36 
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TABLE 17 

MESQUITE 

CRIME COUNTS IN DALLAS BEATS 

Crime Counts in Dallas Beats adjacent to Mesquite: 

I DALLAS 
_. 

BURGLARY THEFT ROBBERY 
I BEAT Difference Difference I Difference 
iNO. 1973 1974 .AJnt. % 1973 1974 A"1lt. I % 1973 1974 ilmt. % 
r I 68 60 I -61 I 223 174 ' 242 39 258 412 154 23 9 -14 

! 226 248 295 47 19 . 402 585 183 46 25 21 - 4 -16 

I 321 

I 
269 296 27 10 390 491 101 26 7 8 1 14 

I 

I 323 117 . 266 149 127 336 530 194 58 14 15 1 7 
I 
I I : 326 208 263 55 26 326 407 81 25 7 19 12 171 
~ 

1362 346 
- -- -- -- - - - -::1016 34 1712 2425 713 42 76 72 - 4 - 5 
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Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 

by Residence of Arrestees 

o richardson dallas 
other 

jurisdictions .unknown . 

1973 1974 

ric&'1a rdson 

199 arrests Hn arrests 

The Index crime rate in Richardson rose a minimal 1.8 percent in 1973 and a 

greater 7.6 percent in 1974. Although less than Dallas i increases in the same 

period, Richardson'S increases followed a three-year decline in the crime rate. A 

possibility of displacement exists. (See Table 1 and Figure 3.) 

Tables 2 and 18 show that both the burglary and total Index categories exhibited 

significant increases in the 1974 percentages of Da11asite arrestees, 

In all five Dallas beats adjacent to Richardson, ~he burglary count increased. (See 

Table 19.) Tactical Deployment worked residential burglaries in three of the beats during 

55 

1974; units were deployed 143 days in Beat 221, 98 days in Beat 235, and 118 

days in Beat 237. This would seem to indicate that this one particular Impact 

project is not displacing crime to Richardson. 

Thefts increased significantly in all the beats. Robberies were reduced in 

two beats and remained the same in one beat to keep the collective increase for 

all five beats down to six percent. 

If any displacement to Richardson has occurred, burglary and robbery seem to 

be the source of it. 
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TABLE 18 

RICHARDSON 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

1973 
I I ARRES- ARRES-

ARRES- TEES TEES 
ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-

TEES % FROM % OTHER % KNOWN 
TOTAL FROM OF RICHARD- OF JURIS- OF JURIS-
ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL SON TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS 

j I i I Burglary 105 18 17.14 77 73.33 10 9.52 0 

40 16 40.00 14 35.00 10 25.00 0 ! Theft ! 

I Robbery 12 6 50.00 5 41.67 1 8.33 0 

II 

.. ...-'" i TOTAL I 

60.30 16.08 i INDEX I 199 45 22.61 120 32 2 

1974 
i I 

II ARRES-
ARt"':ES- ARRES-

I I TEES TEES I 
! ARRES- TEES FROM OF UN-
I TEES % FROM % I OTHER % KNOWN 
I 

1 TOI'AL FROM OF RICHARD- OF JDRIS- OF JURIS-I 

I SON I ARRESTS DALLAS TOTAL TOTAL DICTIONS TOTAL DICTIONS 
I 

I 

I 38 63.64 6 4.96 i Burglary I 121 31.40 77 0 

19 9 47.37 2 10.53 8 42.11 0 I Theft j 
I I 

9 7 77.78 0 2 22.22 0 Robbery -

TOTAL 
INDEX 191 65 34.03 102 53.40 23 12.04 1 

• >1 .",-

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

-

-

-

1,,01 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

-

-

-

0.52 

! 

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

~.~: • 
1,-­

i--

I'~"""" ~ < .... ",. ,,- • 

TABLE 19 

RICHARDSON 

CRIME COUNTS IN DALLAS BEATS 

Crime Counts in Dallas Beats adjacent to Richardson: 

DALLAS I BURGLARY THEFT 
BEAT I Difference Difference 
NO. 1973 1974 Amt. % 1973 1974 Amt. % 

I 
I 

581 46 9 561 701 140 25 221 II 535 

234 11443 517 74 17 626 811 185 30 
IJ 

235 Ii 290 345 55 19 527 576 49 9 

236 !l 207 275 68 33 462 733 271 59 !i 
237 I~ 249 350 101 41 360 449 89 25 

!1 - - -- -- -
TOTAL I! 1724 2068 344 20 2536 3270 734 29 

-[ 
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ROBBERY 
Difference 

1973 1974 Amt. ~ 

18 27 9 50 

38 31 - 7 -18 

13 13 :0 0 

6 10 4 67 

3 2 - 1 -33 

78- 83 
- 6 5 

._'----



Percentage of Arrests for Index Offenses 
by Residence' of Arrestees 

Residence of arrestees: 

~ university 
1.----1 park 

1973 

51 arrests 

other 
jurisdictions 

university park 

_unknown 

1974 

44 arrests 

University Park's crime rate had extremely large increases of 20.7 percent and 

48.1 percent j.n 1973 and 1974 compared to Dallas I increases. 

The theft category incurred a significant decrease in the proportion of arrestees 

who resided in Dallas. None of the other proportions showed significant change. (Tables 

2 and 20 and the above graphs show this.) 

University Park differs from the other suburbs studied in its unusual composition 

of arrestees: the majority of its arrestees are from Dallas rather than from the 

suburb itself. Two facts explained this. First, it is a relatively small geographic 

area located adjacent to another !!suburb lt , Highland Park, both of which are completely 

'} 
'. 

1.,-,-, r""-' 
.,; ~" 

, 

I,,~ ... 

-_._---
··_,·_·_,'v .... , ,,_. 
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surrounded by Dallas (see Figure 1). Second, since it is a very affluent community, 

the majority of University Park's citizens would have no motive to commit burglary, 

theft, or robbery. 

An increase in thefts in each of four Dallas beats adjacent to University Park 

supports the residence of arrestee data as an indication that theft was probably 

not displaced to the suburb. Beat 523 had a 13.percent decrease in burglaries, 

and possibly a few burglaries were displaced to University Park. 

Three beats had robbery decreases. In Beat 231 helicopters funded by the 

Helicopter Alert project (an Impact project) were deployed over the area for 76 

consecutive days on business robberies and business burglaries; robberies decreased 

3 percent, but burglaries increased 26 percent (See Table 21.) 

Burglary and robbery very possibly were displaced from Dallas to University Park 

during the time of the Impact Program. The location of University Park relative 

to Dallas heightens the likelihood of crime displacement, and the affluence of the 

suburb makes it a logical target for burglars and robbers, in particular. 
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)
'11 TCJrIlL 
. ARRESTS 

; Burglary I 
I . , 
· ... I 
; r~hel t 'I 
: 
, 1/ ; Robbery 
I 

I '?O'l'Jl.L II i DiDEX II 

10 

4 

51 

ARRES­
TEES 

FROM 
DALLAS 

6 

27 

2 

TABLE 20 

UNIVERSITY PARK 

RESIDENCE OF ARRESTEE STATISTICS 

1973 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

60.00 " 
96.43 

I 50.00 

I 
74.51 I 

ARRES-
TEES 

FROM 
UNIV. 
PARK 

o 

o 

o 

3 

1974 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

5.88 

II ARRES-

II 
TEES 

FROM 

I CJrHER 
JURIS-

I DICTIONS 

3 

1 

2 

9 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

30.00 

3.57 

50.00 

17.65 

ARRES-
TEES 

OF UN­
KNOWN 
JURIS­
DICTIONS 

1 

o 

o 

1 

jl I I' II ARF.ES- ARRES-
ij ARRES-. TEES TEES 

% 
OF 
TOTAL 

10.00 

1.96 

II ilRRES- I TEES FROM OF UN-

:1 k~TS ~~ ~OTAL I Vi· ~~AL I ~1i~NS ~arAL ~~~~NS ~~AL 
~;------!rj~==~~I~==~~~~1r~~--~~~*I~~~~~~~~~~~-+~~~ 

I Burglary! 18 9 50.00 6 33.33 I 3 16.67 0 
· I 

; Theft I 15 11 73.33 1 6.67 I 

• I I Robbery I 
J 'fO/fAL I 
! INDEX I 

5 4 

44 26 

80.00 o 

59.09 10 22.73 

3 20.00 o 

1 20.00 o 

7 15.91 1 2.27 

,--.,~, 

.-,1 

..-e. 
~.~,'. ~. 

--~ .. -.,-, 

••••• ~. 1 

'. 
,,~ ~ f , 

; 
Ii 
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TABLE 21 

UNIVERSITY PARK 

CRIME COUNTS IN DALLAS BEATS 

Crime Counts in Dallas Beats adjacent to University Park: 

DALLAS I BURGLARY II THEFT !l ROBBERY l . 
BEAT Difference II I Difference II Difference I 
~O. 1973 1974 Amt. % II 1973 1973 1974 Amt. I-~ 1974 . Amt. ! % : o I 

231 2£:9 339 70 26 494 659 165 33 I 29 28 - 1 - 3 
I 

i 
232 94 119 25 27 491 576 85 17 12 16 4 33 

I I 

I 
523 212 185 -13 325 358 33 -11 .j • - 27 10 45 40 - 5 ! 

! 

! 
526 203:- 273 70 24 408 551 143 35 _4!± 38 - 6 -14 I 
TOTAL 

1
778 916 138 18 1718 2144 426 25 130 122 =--s- - 6 
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SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS 
AND CONCLUSIONS 

The original concept o~ the study was narrowed to answering the question, 
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nIf crime has been reduced in an area of high anti-crime activity, has an actual 

reduction occurred or has it merely been displaced?" 

The absence o~ either a crime reduction or a lessening o~ the rate o~ increase 

of crime in Dallas during the period studied tends to allay the original concern 

about pushing crime outward into the areas surrounding the central city. 

This fact, however, did not remove ~ll concern regarding the potential displace-

ment o~ crime. There~ore, the scope o~ the question was modi~iGd to: n In lieu o~ an 

actual reduction of crime in the central city, has the rate at which it was climbing 

increased, relative to surrounding areas, or have these adjacent cities expe~ienced 

proportionately more than the central city and/or more than their own previous levels 

of incidence?" If the answer to the latter question were 11yesn, the possibility of 

displacement existed. These questions have all been examined in this study, with no 

conclusive proof of crime displacement being presented. In cases of suspected dis-

placement, the ~ollowing are crimes shown by the data to most likely have been 

displaced from Dallas to the particular suburbs: 

Burglarx 

Duncanville 
Garland 
Lancaster 
Mesquite 
Richardson 
University Park 

Theft 

Irving 
Lancaster 

Robbery 

Garland 
Irving 
Lancaster 
Mesquite 
Richardson 
University Park 

No Apparent 
Displacement 

Arlington 
Grand Prairie 

Figure 5 displays this information and reveals that there might have been a 

tendency for burglary and robbery to be displaced from northeast Dallas to the 

surrounding suburbs of University Park, Richardson, Garland, and Mesquite. 
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GRAND 
PRAIRIE 

FIGURE 5 

GRIMES MOST LIKELY TO HAVE BEEN DISPLACED 
FROM DALLAS TO THE SUBURBS 

University 
Park 

~ 

DALLAS 

j.". , '·:1 

&:\~ 

I, " ,'-.1 

Theft 

Robbery 

No apparent 
displacement 

! 
I 

J' 
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All the evidence examined indicates that burglary and robbery were probably displaced 

more than theft and total Index crime. No other trends are discernihle. 

It is very difficult to directly relate any possible displacement to the Impact 

Program since the majority of the Impact projects address improvements to the criminal 

justice system which processes offenders from the entire city. (There are only two 

projects, Expansion of Tactical Deployment and Helicopter Alert, which have a direct 

effect on defined locations in the City of Dallas, and of course, whenever they were 

deployed in beats adjacent to any of the suburbs studied, the results of their efforts 

were examined.) This fact makes it difficult to measure the amount of displacement 

in an area caused by the total Impact Program. 

The data compiled for this study and the analysis of the data have produced a 

useful base for future comparisons, as crime control efforts proceed in the Dallas 

area. A greater understanding has also been gained of the importance of the additional 

categories of information necessary for more exhaustive studies of crime displacement. 
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CITY 1967 1968 

Dallas 791,523 808,936 

Arlington 71,899 76,932 

Duncanville 8,989 10,176 

Garland 63,875 68,666 

Grand Prairie 43,329 45,583 

Irving 76,291 82,013 

Lancaster 9,479 9,801 

Mesquite 44,201 47,295 

Richardson 34,029 37,636 

University 
Park 23,365 23,388 

Total of the 
Suburbs* 333,624 358,125 

APPENDIX A 

1967-1974 
ESTIMATED POPULATIONS 

OF DALLAS AND NINE SUBURBS 

1969 1970 197J 

826,733 844,401 866,355 

82,317 90,032 96,154 

11,519 14,105 15,657 

73,816 81,437 89,01l 

47,953 50,904 52,889 

88,164 97,260 100,859 

10,135 10,522 11,132 

50,605 55,131 58,108 

41,626 48,582 51,108 

23,412 23,498 23,498 

384,481 423,346 471,627 

71 

1972 1973 1974 

883,881 911,992 942,462 

102,693 109,676 118,640 

17,379 19,290 21,903 

97,289 106,336 118,838 

54,952 57,.095 59,765 

104,590 108 ,~60 113,046 

11,778 12,461 13,332 

61,246 64,553 68,412 

53,766 56,562 60,042 

23A98 23,498 23,647 

527,191 ~'57, 931 597,625 

*The Total of the Suburbs i8 a sum of the suburban statistics whose Index crimes are available 
for any particular year ... In other words, 1967 tp-.l'ough 1970 are based on figures for six 
suburbs, the 1971 total is based on seven suburbs and 1972 tl~ough 1974 totals are based on 
nine suburbs. 

SOURCE:. Current Population Estimates 1974 published by NOTCOG, JUne, 1974. 
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[_ City 1967 

Dallas -
--- . 
ArUngt.on 2,896 

Duncanville -
--

Garland 2,282 

Grand Praj.rie 1,4-38 

Irving '? .., ~~ "') 
.. ) J ... " .... __ ,J 

Lancaster --

Mesquite 1,295 

Richardson 1,14~ 

University Park -

Total of the 
Suburbs** 12,437 

*Includes all theft. 

APPENDIX B 

Nill.ffiER OF INDEX* CRTh-lES 
REPORTED TO DALLAS AND NINE SUBURBS 

1967 - 1974 

. 1968 :;"969 1970 1971 1972 

- 71,996 74,387 70,266 65,068 

3,3C8 !T,142 5,130 -5,206 5,419 
.~ 

- - - - 475 

2,156 ?, '775 3.,028 2,903 3,026 

1,656 2},,~O2 2,625 :2 ,2:;7 2,442 

3,396 .5,605 3,927 3 .. 894 4,052 

- - - - 279 

1,559 2,045 2,178 2,306 2,512 

1,117 1,600 1,693 1,?5? 1,701 

-- - - 523 483 

13,192 16,569 18,581 IB,846 20,]89 

73 

1973 1974 

69,850 82,246 

6,193 7,53/+ 
. 
643 874 

3 .. 992 4,630 

2,790 2,483 

4,8$9 6,777 

337 623 

2,712 3,607 

1,822 2,081 

583 869 

i 

2],961 29,478 

HThe Total of the Suburbs is a sum of the suburban statistics that are available for 
a particular year. In other wordS, 1967 through 1970 totals are based on figures for 
six suburbs, the 1971 total is based on seven suburbs, and 1972 through 1974 totals are 
based on nine suburbs. 

SOURCE: -1967 ;. 1973 
1974 

Suburbs: 
Dallas: 

UCR 

phone contact 
Dallas Police Department Crime Swmm~J, December, 1974. 
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(From Jurisdi.ction Hi thin or 
Adjacent to Dallas Area) 

I i'.- -'B:p;cti~;~-' ~~3~lCY-===-='~r ~_~~Ii~~~'~f~~~:~~~i ti'---

lei ty State Han th: _ 

I:' ~ J~c0~ss ------ 14. Rsport.i!lg Period 

I Texas Year: 'T--" R31)Qr-te~d .P~~-~-f-Rr.>-~S-1-'2t''':'::-on-C-G-9f ;'..l~~s,?~ee .. , :1 P.XPL.ANATORY NOTES: 
Juris- Juris- J,::r'l~- ::-tur::oer o~ - ~ 

'
diction of diction of Other dlctlon "naex Crilles 11. Enter name of your agency, 

Total Reporting City of Jl~ris- Not as Reported 2. Enter complete mailing 
Index Offenses City Dallas dictions Known to UCR address. 

b .--i.e 2 ~. (eL- (f) 3. Enter month and ;year covered ---+--~~-+--~~~----r 

Total index 

}I:-Jrder and non- " :1 --I 

:n8gligent man­
.~laUf"-llter ---+-----+--------1-- I ._------1---------1 

Forcible rape 

by this report. 
(a) For each category, enter 

total arrests covered by 
this report. 

(b) Enter number of persons 
arrested Hho reside in your 
jurisdiction. 

(c) K~ter n~mber of persons 
1----- 1--' 

Robbery (d) 

arrested who reside in City I ~ 
of Dalla.s. i 
Enter nunber of persons who 
reside in jurisdictions 
other than (b) and (c). 
Enter the n~11lber for l.Jhom ,A..ggravated 

assault 

Burglary 

Theft over $ 200 

Auto theft 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS: 

(e) 

(f) 
residence is not known. 
Post number of index 
offenses as tallied for the 
FBI's UCR reports. 

Fi:~RSOH COl'1PLETING THIS FORH: 
• Follow procedures and definitions as used by UCR I Name 
• Count juveniles Hho are taken into custody under such circumstances that were they 1'------------------1 

adul ts, an arrest lrlould have been made. Ti tle 
· Include arrests bv,other jurisdictions axd turned over to you for prosecution. Do 

H 
:xl 

o 

not count arrests that you make for other jUriSdJ..· ctions. I 'I',:::lc:::phone Number 
Hail returns (and request additional forms ~~d return envelopes) to: . ~'I 

Crime Displacement R8ports I RE1!,ARKS: IVl 
Dallas Area Crjminal Justice Council 
2008 Jackson street 
Da,ll:'ls, Texas 75201 J 
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