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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. GENERAL BACKGROUND 

The Law Enforcement Assistance Administration funded, 

through the Denver Anti-Crime Council, a $1.2 million neighbor­

hood crime prevention education program called Neighbors Against 

Crime Together -- Neighbors,..::.::ACT. The grant had a twenty month 

duration beginning in January, 1975 and terminating August 31, 

1976. 

Neighbors-ACT had the primary goal of providing opportunities 

for citizen involvement in crime prevention and reduction. 

Emphasis was placed on the reduction and prevention of impact 

offenses such as burglary, robbery, rape and assault. 

To achieve the major objectives of Neighbors-ACT, a public 

media effort for the entire metropolitan ar~a and a crime 

prevention education activity in high crime target neighbor­

hoods was implemented. The public media component informed 

citizens of the crime problem in Denver and their possible 

role in reducing crime. The neighborhood Component augmented 

the media campaign by involving private citizens in an anti­

crime effort through community participation. 

Neighbors-ACT attempted to reduce criminal behavior by 

citizen involvement. The Neighbors-ACT included a strong public 

information and education program focusing on the extent of 

the crime problem, the causes of crime, and accurate and 

practical methods of reducing impact crimes. It was believed 

that ,an effective program would produce citizen involvement 
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in an anti-crime effort which, in turn, would reduce impact 

crimes. 

B. EVALUATION DESIGN 

A survey of the citizens of Denver was conducted prior 

to program implementation and again following the completion 

of the project. 

The pre....:.test ;and .po.st-test: .co.vered f,ive areas: 

1. The extent of victimization in the household, 

certain details of the crime and the victims 

behavior. 

2. The awareness of crime among the public and the 

extent to which citizens fear crime. 

3. The knowledge and attitude of the public toward 

the criminal justice system, including perceptions 

concerning the police and willingness to cooperate 

with the police and courts. 

4. The degree to which citizens practicec~i~e preven­

tion techniques in home security and person~l secur­

ity including the general awareness of and attitude 

toward different methods. 

5. Social and demographic characteristics of the res­

pondents. 

In addi~ion, the post-test explored the public1s exposure, 

recall and opinions of Neighbors-ACT activities. 

The pre-test surveyed over 1,000 households (the exact num­

ber of households and their location being determined by in-

2 



ferential sampling techniques and a saturated sampling of 

high crime areas). A small subset of this sample was given 

the post-test. There is a two-fold reason for using this 

panel design. First, the extent of change brought about by 

the questionnaire itself can be measured. Secondly, the panel 

provides an indepth analysis of the change process. The post­

test was also administered to an independently drawn sample of 

over 1,000 households of the Denver citizenry. 

The initial survey provides baseline data for measures 

of program impact. In addition, these data supplied input 

for planning public media and community crime prevention 

activities. 

The differences between responses on the pre and post surveys 

are the indicators of change in citizens' awareness, attitudes 

and activities. The increase or decrease in the frequency 

of reported victimization are of particular interest. As a 

result of program activities, it was predicted that impact 

crimes, as measured by self-reported victimization rates, 

would be reduced by 5% to 10%. 

It is very difficult to state exactly how much change in 

citizens' awareness of the crime problem and exactly how much 

change in citizen's activitiy with regard to preventing crime 

and cooperation with the criminal justice system is needed 

for one to say that the project is a success. The Neighbors-

ACT program was intended to produce changes in the desired direction 

at the .10 level of statistical significance. 

3 



Overall this project had its crime Feduction objectives 

measured by self-reported victimization. However, the victi­

mization survey did not measure rape reduction due to the 

sensitive nature of the subject matter. The trend in the 

crime of rape will be graphed by police statistics. It is 

hoped that the decrease in rape will be large enough to be 

measured by offenses reported to the police despite the 

possible increase in the reporting of crime. 

There is one 'major weakness in the design of this study. 

It will be impossible to infer that any change observed is 

the sole result of Neighbors-ACT. There are many crime pre­

vention programs operating simultaneously and their differtial 

effects c8nnot be separated. Also, the crime rate and people's 

attitudes fluctuate because of many factors not directly re­

lated to crime prevention programs. This weakness is par-cially 

overcome by asking questions in the post-test which require 

that residents explain what they learned from specific educa­

tional projects of Neighbors-ACT. This will be helpful in 

discovering the relative effectiveness of Neighbors-ACT in 

comparison to similar programs and other sources of information. 

4 
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II. SELECTION OF THE SAMPLE 

A. SELECTION OF TARGET AREAS 

The neighborhood components of Neighbors-ACT implemented 

programs devised for high crime target areas. Information 

on crime prevention was delivered to households in these areas. 

In addition to the saturated ~ducationa1 program, an effort 

was made to re-establish a sense of commullity in these urban 

areas through a variety of neighborhood organizing efforts. 

The target areas were chosen by analyzing 1973 and 1974 

police data on crime in Denver census tracts. These data 

were prepared by the Denver Anti-Crime Council. In police 

districts 1 and 4, ten of the twenty census tracts with the 

highest crime were randomly selected as t!1.rget areas for West-

side Neighbors-ACT. A change in the initial random selection 

was madn because of the primarily industrial nature of one 

census tract. This industrial census tract was dropped from 

tr.e highest crime area and replaced by a census tract in the 

control group. 

In police districts 2 and 3, the process of random assignment 

to an experimental group and control group was repeated for 

Eastside Neighbors-ACT. Therefore, there are four comparative 

groups: two experimental groups and two control groups. 

A ranking system was used to calculate the extent of crime 

in a census tract. The frequency and rank of rape, robbery, 

assault and burglary for each tract was recorded. The ranks 

were slllrnned across crimes and these numbers were ranked to 

C:;' 
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determine the top 20 in the Eastside and Westside of Denver. 

The census tracts selected are listed in Technical Appendix 

#1. 

B. DETERMINATION OF SAMPLE SIZE 

The determination of sample size is a critical question in 

all inferential research and evaluation studies. Below we 

have determined by statistical computations the correct 

sample size to be used in this evaluation. However, because 

sampling theory itself, and the calculations derived from it, 

are highly complex several explanatory comments are in order. 

First, the sample size for any inferential study is not 

determined by the size of the population to which generalizations 

are to be made, A common error made by the laymen is to 

assume that the larger the population the larger the sample 

required. To demonstrate the false nature of this assumption 

one has only to consider that national opinion polls accurately 

predict with samples of U.S. citizens of approximately 1500 

to 1600. 

Sample size is rather a function of (1) the nature of the 

questions being asked and (2) the degree of certainty that we 

wish to have regarding the generalizations we make. 

In the evaluation of Ne!ighbors-ACr we were especially 

concerned with a high degree of accuracy. Thus, if there is a 

10% change in reported victimization due to program activities 

we will find it with 95% certainty. Further, we will find that 

much change by chance alone only 5% of the time. 
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From a technical perspective sample size is determined by 

Type I and Type II errors, amount of change sought and the 

standard deviation of the variable which is being general­

ized. The equation for sample size (N) is ~~) where x is 

found in a statistical table which is entered with a Type I 

error of 5% and Type II error of 15% and y equal to a mean 

change in a variable over the program duration of 'ten percent 

divided by the standard deviation of the variable. 

The number of burglaries in each census tract was the 

variable chosen to determine sample size. The other crimes 

occur with such low frequency that they would require a sample 

size much larger that the budget could support. 

Using the burglary rate it was calculated that 460 households 

would be sampled on the Westside, 136 on the Eastside and 197 

in the Remainder of the city. However, there is another 

consideration in determining sample size. A large enough sample 

to reliably calculate correlation coefficients is needed. 

Assuming 20 variables and 10 times the number of variables as 

as minimum number of cases for each of the three sections of 

the city, a sample of 200 is adequate. 

Combining the above criteria lead to establishing the sample 

sizes of 450, 350, and 200 households for the Westside, Eastside, 

and the Remainder of the city, respectively.for the pre-test and 

post-test. 
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C. HOUSEHOLD SAMPLING PLAN - PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST and PANEL 

1. Pre-Test 

FOr the pre-test the following procedures were used to select 

the blocks within each census tract to be sampled and the 

households to be selected. 

Stage 1 - Select the 20 high crime census tracts on the 

Eastside and West~3ide and draw a random sample 

of 10 cehSUS tracts from the Remainder of the 

city. 

Stage 2 -

Stage 3 -

Draw a random sample of blocks within the 

selected census tracts using a table of random 

numbers. The blocks selected are listed in 

Technical Appendix #2. 

The household sampling procedure to be followed 

by each interviewer are as follows. Starting on 

the northwest corner of each block look on List 

1 and taKe each successive number, This number 

establishes the 1st building to be sample pro­

ceeding to the northeast corner and on around the 

rest of the block. Then every third dwelling 

unit after the initial unit is selected until a 

total of four households have been interviewed 

on each block. 

If the building has more than one household) use 

a List II to select the apartment or household to 

be interviewed. (Lists I and II {not included 
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2. Post-Test 

here} will be a random list of single digit 

numbers) . 

A major problem became apparent as stage 3 of the sampling 

plan was implemented. Interviewers had difficulty in follow­

ing the instruction to begin at the northwest corner of each 

block and select every north dwelling unit. 

During the period of time between the 1975 pre-test and the 

9 

1976 post-test we designed new procedures for dwelling selection. 

The purpose of the new procedures was to remove the burden 

of actually selecting the dwelling units at which interviews 

were to be conducted from the interviewers. 

The new procedures were implemented for the post-test inter­

viewing and were as follows. 

Stage 1 

Stage 2 -

Stage 3 -

Use the same 20 high crime census tracts on the 

Eastside and Westside and the 10 randomly selected 

tracts from the Remainder of the City. This was 

required by the design of the study. 

Draw a new random sample of blocks from each 

census tract. The actual n.umber of blocks drawn 

was greater than the required number in order to 

avoid problems of block replacement. 

During the period between the pre-test and post­

test we hired one person to be responsible for the 

selection of units for interviewing. The person 

hired had served as a crew chief during the 



3. Panel 

10 

pre-test period. This person was given the list 

of blocks on which interviews were to be conducted. 

He then drove to each block and drew a map of 

the block. Using a list of random starts and be­

ginning at the northwest corner of the block 

every third dwelling unit was selected such that 

twice the actual number of units required were 

selected. This was done in order to avoid any 

problems of selecting of replacement dwelling units. 

The addresses of the selected units were recorded. 

An example of the form used is shown in Technical 

Appendix #2. 

With regard to buildings which contained multiple 

dwelling uni~s the same procedure used in 1975 

was used in 1976. 

In order to obtain between 90 and 100 households to be inter­

viewed in both 1975 and 1976 we used the follwing procedure. 

We randomly selected 200 addresses from the 1975 data. The 

overselection was necessary given anticipated attrition due to 

dwelling residents moving. Of the 200 selected it was possible 

to reinterview 91. This number composes the panel study of 

this evaluation. Interviews were conducted by those hired 

as crew chiefs for the 1976 data collection effort. 

11 
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III. DEVELOPMENT OF THE RESEARCH INSTRUMENT 

The research instrument used in the pretest of the Neighbors­

ACT program was developed using a three-stage process. 

The first stage consisted of identifying the major areas of 

concern to Neighbors-ACT for which data needed to be collected. 

Based upon the original proposal and in consultation with Neighbors­

ACT staff the following major areas were identified. 

1. Social characteristics of respondents 

2. Attitudes about crime generally and specific crimes 

3. Knowledge about crime prevention 

4. Attitudes about crime prevention 

5. Crime prevention behaviors 

6. Attitudes about the criminal justice system 

7. Victimization 

After having identified these major areas a search of completed 

studies dealing with the general topic of "Victimization" was 

conducted. Questionnaires used in these studies were examined 

and relevant questions that might be used in this study were 

identified. For areas of concern where no questions were 

available or where those that were available appeared inappro­

priate, new questions had to be constructed. 

The second stage consisted of creating a mock up of the 

questionnaire. This preliminary questionnaire was circulated 

among Neighbors-ACT staff including the neighborhood Neighbors-

ACT offices. Based upon the input from these sources new questions 

were added, .some questidns deleted and question wordings changed. 



Finally, an interview schedule was constructed for validation 

using a sample of Denver residents. The procedures and results 

of this phase are reported in Section V of this report. 

Based upon the validation procedures further modifications 

were made in question wording and some questions deleted. The 

final instrument was then prepared. A copy of the validation 

instrument and the final Pre-test (1975) instrument appear in 

Technical Appendix 3. 

Because the basic design of the Neighbors-ACT program 

evaluation was longitudinal little flexibility existed for 

changing the instrument after the pre-test survey (1975) was 

conducted. That is, it was deemed undesireable to make major 

changes in question wording because of the loss in data com­

parability that would result. The changes that were made in the 

instrument for conducting the post-test (1976) were of three 

types. 

1) Deletion of questions. Based upon discussions with 

the Neighbors-ACT staff some questions asked in the pre-test 

were deleted from the post-test. The primary reason for question 

deletion was the belief that questions did not fit the evaluation 

scheme developed. Rather than include questions on the post-test 

that did not appear as if they would be analyzed, these questions 

were dropped. 

12 

2) Questions additions. At the request of the Neighbors­

ACT staff several questions dealing with services provided by 

social agencies were included in the post-test. 



3) Format changes. Some changes in the format of the 

post-test questionnaire were made. All format changes were 'made 

in order to make coding more efficient and to assist the inter­

viewers in ease of reading the schedule. 

A. RELIABILITY MEASURES IN THE FINAL PRE-TEST (1975) AND 

POST-TEST INSTRUMENTS 

An investigation into the reliability of the survey instru­

ment was conducted. First, the demographic information contained 

in both the 1975 and 1976 surveys was compared to the 1970 census 

data for the City and County of Denver. Secondly, the victimi­

zation rates established in this study were compared to the rates 

found in other sources. Finally, items measuring similar phen­

omenon were interrelated to assess the internal consistency of 

the instrument. These reliability checks were performed only 

on the 1975 data. Because of the need to keep the data com­

parable from one year to the next assessing the reliability of 

the measures in 1975 fixed the questiofr content for 1976. 

B. DEMOGRAPHIC COMPARISONS 

The Census figures for the City and County of Denver for 

1970 indicate that 53.8% of the poeple 15 years of age and older 

were female. The comparable figures from the 1975 and 1976 

Neighbors-ACT surveys were 60.7% and 65.2% respectively. The 

over representation of females in the two samples is probably 

the result of more women being at home during the major inter­

viewing hours. Attempts to increase the proportion of males 

interviewed by increasing night interviewing were not highly 

successful. 
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The age distribution of respondents in the two Neighbors-

ACT samples and as reported in the 1970 Census are shown in 

Table 1. It is apparent that the age catagory for people 15 to 

19 years old is under represented in both Neighbors-ACT samples. 

This under representation results from the fact that only house-

hold heads or spouses 18 years of age or older were interviewed 

in this evaluation. 

TABLE 1 

Age Distribution in Neighbors-ACT- Samples and 1970 Census 

Figures for Denver. 

14 

1975 1976 1970 Census of People 
Neighbors-ACT Neighbors-ACT 15 and over 

15 - 19 4.7% 5.2% 12.0% 

20 - 34 34.6% 32.8% 31.5% 

35 64 43.2% 42.9% 41.2% 

65 & over 17.4% 19.0% 15.3% 

The ethnicity of respondents in. the Neighboro-ACT surveys 

was recorded by interviewers on the basis of direct observation. 

While this method of recording ethnicity has been shown to be 

fairly unreliable it was not possible to directly ask the ethni-

city question. Interviewers were instructed to mark the "Not 

Sure" category if they felt unable to determine the ethnicity 

of any respondent. 

Table 2 presents the comparison among the 1970 Census 

data and the 1975 and 1976 Neighbors-ACT data on Ethnicity. The 

disproportionate representation of Blacks and Chicanos in the 
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evaluation data can be accounted for by the saturated sampling 

among target area residents. 

TABLE 2 

Ethnic Distribution in Neighbors-ACT sample and 1970 Census 

Figures for Denver. 

1975 1976 
Neighbors-ACT Neighbors-ACT 1970 Census 

Black 15.3% 16.3% 9.1% 

White 55.7% 55.1% 72.3% 

Chicano 24.7% 25.4% 16.8% 

American Indian .6% 1.2% .5% 

Other 1. 7% 1.0% 1. 3% 

Not sure 2.1% 1.0% 

The educat ional level of the hea,d of household was used as 

an indicator of household socio-economic status. The categories 

used to record responses in the Neighbors-ACT data do not corres-

pond to those used by the Bureau of the Census in 1970. 

The educational background of respondents in the two 

evaluation samples are presented in Table 3, Also presented is 

the 1970 Census data for the educational level of males 25 years 

and older. While these two data sets are not strictly comparable, 

they do permit a rough comparison. It is apparent that at the 

upper educational levels the Neighbors-ACT data are least 

reliable. 
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TABLE 3 

Years of Schools Completed in Neighbors-ACT Sample and 1970 Census Figures for Denver 

1975 1976 1970 Census Survey 
Neighbors-ACT Neighbors-ACT Of Males 25 Years 

and Older 

Less than 7 7.6% 5.8% Less than 8 10.2% 

7 - 11 30.8% 23.7% 8 - 11 28.4% 

High School 27.0% 29.8% High School 31.9% 
Grad. Grad. 

1 - 3 years 20.0% 20.1% 1 - 3 years 14.0% 
College College 

4 or more 14.6% 20.5% 4 or more 15.5% 
years of years of 
college college 



Inquiries were made into the employment status of the head 

of the household for the prior week. The results may be com-

pared to the employment status of males over 15 years old 

recorded in the 1970 census. The census uncovered that 70.6% 

of males 16 years and over were employed. The Neighbors-ACT sur-

vey found 61.3% of the household heads were ~mployed in the 1975 

sample, while 66% were employed in the 1976 sample. This diff-

erence can be accounted for by the increasing unemployment 

rate and the heavy sampling of high crime areas where unemploy-

ment figures are higher. 

In Table 4 the length of stay in the currently occupied 

housing unit is presented for those in the 1970 census and 

those surveyed by Neighbors-ACT. The more currant data shows 

people residing in the same home for a longer period of time. 

It is possible that the areas nearer downtown, which were 

over sampled because they were the high crime areas, have a 

more stable population that the outlying areas. 

TABLE 4 

Length of Stay in Housing Uuits for Neighbors-ACT Sample 

and 1970 Census Figures for Denver. 

1975 1976 
Neighbors-ACT Neighbors-ACT 1970 Census 

0 5 49.4% 47.9% 59.5% 

6 - 10 years 17.3% 18.2% 14.3% 

11 or more years 33.4% 33.9% 26.2% 
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People were asked if they own or rent their present home. 

Fifty-seven percent and 64% of the Neighbors-ACT survey own their 

homes while fifty percent of the census survey own their home. 

This slight difference may again be accounted for by a more 

stable population existing in high crime areas. 

A comparison of the demographic characteristics revealed in 

Neighbors-ACT survey and the 1970 Census of Denver indicates 

that the Neighbors-ACT sample is representative of the population 

from which it was drawn. Differences discovered between the 

two studies can be explained by idiosyncrasies inherent in the 

sampling procedures for the Neighbors-ACT survey, 

C. VICTIMIZATION RATES 

In Table 5 the rate of victimization established by three 

different methods is presented. The 1975 Neighbors-ACT 

survey based its data on a sample of 1083 households. 'rhe 

Denver Victimization Study of 1972 included a sample of 12,000 

households. The Denver police statistics for 1974 were adjusted 

for unreported crime and appear in the third column of Table 5. 

The differences between the three methods could be due to 

sampling error in the Victimization Survey and the Neighbors­

ACT survey. However, sampling error would result in a random 

fluctuation and this does not appear to be the case. 
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TABLE 5 

Rate of Victimization per 100,00°
1 

1975 1976 1972 Victimization 
Crime Neighbors-ACT Neighbors-ACT StudY2 

Burglary 13,758 16,938 15,802 

Robbery 2,401 2,300 3,767 

Assault and 4,524 4,600 8,622 
Rape 

Car Theft 4,524 3,554 4,441 

a •• , 

1974 Adjusted 
Police Data 

15,291 

3,950 

7,718 

3,530 

1 These data were adjusted upwards to account for unreported crime. The percent 

of crimes that are unreported was established in the 1972 Victimization Study. 

2 In 1972 the Bureau of Census conducted a victimization study in Denver. The 

results are published by the Denver Anti-Crime Council. 



Burglary, robbery, rape and assault were reported with a 

lower frequency in the Neighbors-ACT survey. This is surprising 

because crime has been increasing yearly. Also there was a 

saturated sampling of high crime areas. This should result 

in a higher rate of crime than if all areas of the city had 

an eql1::l,l probability of being sampled. What is operating to 

deflate the rate of crime in the Neighbors-ACT survey? 

One explanation is that in high crime areas people view crime 

differently than in the areas with lower crime. Possibly 

target area residents do not define certain behavior as cri-

minal or they do not recall criminal incidence in the same 

manner as people living outside the target areas. 

A more reasonable explanation is that in collecting the 

Neighbors-ACT data no measurement was made of attempted victimi­

zations. This most certainly would make the Neighbors-ACT rates 

lower. 

There are other less satisfying explanations for the diff­

erences in crime rate found in Table 5. They are pres6nted below. 

The Neighbors-ACT burglary rate was ten to thirteen percent 

lower than the rate discovered by the other methods. This 

difference is small, however, one would expect the burglary 

rate to be higher in 1975 than in 1972 or 1974. The rate of 

robbery established in the Neighbors-ACT survey was also lower 

and by more than thirty percent. 

These findings may be partially explained by the inter-

viewers expertise. In the 1972 Victimization Study the interviewers 
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were given more extensive training in the definitions of var­

ious crime and in the ability to probe possible victimizations 

with the respondent. The survey for Neighbors-ACT included 

more areas of concern so less time was spent on interviewer 

training in the area of victimization. 

There is over a 40% difference between the Neighbors-ACT 

assault and rape rate and the other twu measures. No direct 

inquiries were made into the crime of rape by interviewers 

for Neighbors-ACT. The respondents were asked "During the 

past 12 months, were you or anyone in the household attacked 

or assaulted?" Police data and the 1972 Victimization Survey 

probed deeper uncovering a greater frequency. 

The frequency of auto theft discovered by the three methods 

are similar. However, one would expect the 1975 rate to exceed, 

and not equal, the 1972 rate. 

D. INTER-ITEM CORRELATION 

Questions which are probing the same content area but are 

worded slightly differently should be analyzed to determine 

if the survey instrument is reliable. Reliability is achieved 

when respondents give similar answers to parallel questions. 

Those sampled were asked two questions concerning their 

attitude toward burglary. They were asked to agree or disagree 

with the statements, "I feel very concerned about my (house, 

apartment) being broken into ll , and "I think my home is safe 

from thieves. II These questions have a inter-item correlation 

coefficient of .21. The relationship is in the predicted direc­

tion but not as strong as may be expected. 
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"Is there anything you don't like about your neighborhood?", 

was an open ended question included in the survey. This can 

be related to "Crime is a serious problem in your neighbor­

hood." The interrelationship between these items is at the 

-.25 level. One reason it is not a stronger relationship is 

due to the differences in the structuring of the answers. 

Respondents answered the prior question with anything that 

came to mind while the second item had answers ranging from 

strongly agree to strongly disagree. 

Two items I "I feel very safe walking alone in my neighbor­

hood at night." and "How often do you actually walk in your 

neighborhood when it's dark -- either alone or with someone 

else?", correlate, .40. This demonstrates adequate reliability. 

A correlation coefficient of .35 exists between "I wish 

the police would patrol my neighborhood more often." and "I 

would feel safer if the police would patrol my neighborhood 

on foot." A correlation coefficient of .,...21 exists between 

rtIf I were a witness to a crime, I would be willing to appear 

in court as a witness." and "Are you willing to serve on a 

jury?" both of these coefficients are in the predicted dir­

ection but they represent rather weak relationships. However, 

there are slight differences between the questions so perfect 

correspondence cannot be expected. 

Many areas were :investigated by using more than two items. 

For these areas a correlation matrix will be presented. Table 

6 contains items measuring citizens evaluation of the police 

and police activities in the pre-test. The comparable correlation 
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coefficients for the post-test data are presented in Table 6A. 

The attitude of respondents towards crime prevention is the 

subject of Table 7 (pre-test) and Table 7A (pro-test). The 

three items measuring a general attitude are highly interrelated 

and the two items measuring a specific willingness to take action 

are related. However, these two groups of questions do not 

relate to each other. 

Tables 8 and 8A present the various questions pertaining to 

Operation I.D. There is a correlation of .55 between people who 

display on Operation I.D. sticker and those who mark their pro­

perty in the pre-test. The comparable figure for the post-test 

is .56. This is reasonable since there exist many personal 

property identification programs and all people involved in 

Operation I.D. do not display the sticker. There is a cor­

relation of -.41 between respondents who have heard of Operation 

I.D. and those aware of a personal property ident~fication 

program. Due to the differences in working this is a reasonable 

level of interrelationship. 

The awareness of various anti-crime programs should be 

related, i.e., if you have heard of the Denver Anti-Crime Council 

you might also have heard of SCAT. However, since all programs 

have a different public relations one would not expect perfect 

correspondence. Table 9 and 9A interrelates the extent of 

awareness for various projects. Because most people have heard of 

the Emergency Phone Number the variable does not relate highly to 

the other items. 
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Many questions were addressed to those interviewed concerning 

neighbors willingness to be involved in mutual protection. This 

area is labeled "Neighborhood Watch" and is presented in Tables 

10 and lOA. The results are confusing. The items should be 

measuring similar phenomena but the correlation coefficients 

are low. It remains for future study to uncover this discrepancy. 

This final section provides evidence in favor of the instru­

ment's reliability. Excluding the data in Table 10, the 

correlation coefficients indicate that parallel items elicite 

similar responses. 
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IV. HIRING AND TRAINING OF SURVEY INTERVIEWERS - PRE-TEST AND 

POST-TEST. 

In hiring interviewers for the pre-test, job announcements 

for the position of survey interviewer were sent to the State 

Employment Agency and all its affiliates as well as to the 

East and West Side Action Centers. A total of eighty appli­

cants were interviewed for the positions and thirty-six were 

employed. 

The survey interviewers were trained for two and one-half 

days. The training occured on Thursday 7/24/75, Friday 7/25/75, 

and Saturday 7/26/75. A Saturday was specifically used to 

test interviewer willingness to work on weekends and to test 

for reliability of the person. 

A. THURSDAY: JULY 24, 1975 

1. An introduction to the overall program and R. F. Falk 

Associates, Inc. role in the program began the training. 

Interviewers were instructed in the difference between 

giving information and receiving information. The major 

point of this introduction was to impress on the inter­

viewers that their job was to collect information. The 

importance and use of this information was stressed . 

. 2. A group administration of the interview schedule was 

given to the interviewers. Each interviewer was given a 

copy of the interview schedule and asked to check their 

response to each question as it was read to them. The 

purpose of this administration was: 1) to demonstrate to 
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the interviewer that each question was answerable, 2) to 

begin to familiarize the interviewers with the questions and 

3) to assist us in finding any questions where the wording 

was unclear. 

3. Each question was reviewed in terms of the meaning of the 

words and the specific purpose of the question. Interview­

er~ were encouraged to ask questions in this section to 

insure that the meaning and purpose of every question was 

understood. Familiarization with the questions in terms 

of meaning and purpose was the function of this section. 

4. Basic interviewing strategies were discussed with the 

interviewers. Then a thorough discussion of non-directive 

interviewing techniques was presented. This included the 

use of silence techniques, use of non-verbal reinforcement 

and the restatement of questions approach. 

5. Practice interviewing with the crew chief. Each inter-

viewer conducted an interview with the crew chief in the 

presence of the other interviewers. The crew chiefs, who 

were all experienced, corrected and made suggestions to each 

interviewer. The principals and the supervisor circulated 

between crEWS to additionally correct technique. Each 

interviewer was exposed to a different type of respondent 

in that the crew chief played different types of roles from 

cooperative to resentful to overly cooperative. 

B. FRIDAY: JULY 25, 1975 

1. The first hour was devoted to a discussion and presentation 
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of the procedures the interviewers were to follow in sampling 

households. The importance and role of accurate sampling 

was discussed. The interviewers were given copies of the 

forms they were to use and these forms were discussed. 

2. Practice interviews were conducted for the rest of the 

morning. Each interviewer was teamed up with another and 

they alternated playing the role of interviewer and respon­

dent. These diads were supervised by the crew chiefs, the 

supervisor and the principals. Corrections and suggestions 

were made on a one-to-one basis. 

3. Finding the correct block and household using the 

sampling procedures and forms was discussed for another hour. 

Each interviewer was told to validate block starting points 

with his crew chief during the first day of interviewing to 

insure that the procedure. were understood. Crew chiefs 

were told to meet each interviewer and establish the 

correctness of the starting point on each block. 

4. A detective from the Denver Police Department discussed 

the meaning of terms-burglary, larceny, theft, etc. - with 

the interviewers. The purpose of this briefing was to enable 

the interviewers to accurately categorize responses to the 

victimizati0n questions. 

5. Interviewers were sent out to conduct a sample inter-

view under field conditions. Each interviewer completed one 

. survey with someone who lived in their neighborhood who 

was not a close friend or relative. 
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C. SATURDAY: JULY 26, 1975 

1. Review and discussions of the field interview conducted 

the prev.ious day. The interview schedule was collected and 

checked for completeness. Special problems were handled 

on a one-to-one basis. Questions concerning the meaning 

of anyone question were handled in the group at large. 

2. Interviewers were broken into new diads and continued 

practice interviews rotating roles between interviewer and 

respondent. Crew chiefs id~ntiti~d interviewers showing 

special problems and worked with them directly. In one 

case this required four additional hours of training. 

3. Review of the overall training was conducted for one 

half hour. Emphasis was placed on all the separate steps of 

the interviewing process and how they fit together. In­

dividual questions were encouraged and dealt with on a one­

to-one basis. 

In preparing to hire survey interviewers to conduct the post­

test it was decided that every effort would be made to rehire 

those crew chiefs and interviewers who had worked during the 1975 

data collection effort. In addition, however, a job announcement 

was placed in appropriate agencies as had been done for the 

pre-test. 

We were fortunate in that many of those who had worked in 

the pre-test desired to also work on the post-test. Indeed, 

of the six crew chiefs hired for the post-test, five had pre­

viously served as crew chief or survey interviewer. 
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In order to familiarize the crew chiefs with the instrument 

which would be utilized by their crews of interviewers, three 

procedures were adopted. First, a one day intensive training 

was conducted. Crew chiefs had the instrument explained to them, 

conducted practice interviews and had all questions answered on 

a one-to-one basis. 

Secondly, the crew chiefs then administered the panel 

questionnaires to a total of 91 previously selected households. 

This served the purpose of both collecting the required panel 

data and of having the crew chiefs totally familiar with the exact 

procedures to be used by their crews in post-test interviewing. 

FinallY, the crew chiefs were trained to code the data from 

the instrument to code sheets. They did all coding of the 

panel data. 

D. POST-TEST TRAINING 

Under the direction of the Neighbors-ACT office training of 

post-test survey interviewers was conducted ill one full day. 

This was made possible by the fact that many of the interviewers 

and all crew chiefs were familiar with the process to be used. 

Also, during the 1975 training considerable time had been devoted 

to teaching interviewers how to select households for interview­

ing. Since this was no longer necessary given that dwelling 

units had already been selected a considerable portion of 

training time was saved. 

A detailed presentation of the hiring process is presented 

in Technical Appendix 3. Presented in this appendix are the 

Equal Employment Opportunity Reports for 1975 and 1976. 
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V. CONDUCTING THE PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST 

A. THE PRE-TEST 

Interviewing for the pre-test began on July 28, 1975, and the 

majority of interviews were completed by August 14, 1975. While 

some interviews were conducted after August 14, these were done 

by the crew chiefs. Interviewing after August 14 was necessi­

tated because of special circumstances. The special circumstances 

were: less than four interviews per block had been conducted and, 

some interview schedules were incomplete. Crew chiefs, trainees 

and three additional survey interviewers (ten employees in total) 

were retained to finish all interviewing by August 22, 1975. 

Several problems were encountered during the actual pre-test 

interviewing. During the validation interviewing we discovered 

that interviewers had difficulty in understanding and following 

oral instruction that they should begin selecting households 

from the randomly selected blocks by starting on the northwest 

corner of each block. \fuen errors were made we found that in 

almost all cases interviewers began interviewing one block north 

of the assigned block. 

In order to alleviate this problem for the pre-test we 

developed an assignment form which listed all four streets defining 

each block. We then placed the compass - direction side of each 

street where interviewers should begin. While this procedure 

greatly decreased selection of wrong blocks some interviewers 

still made mistakes. Over the entire pre-test only ten blocks 

were chosen by mistake. On only one of these blocks had all four 

interviews been conducted before the error was caught. When 
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erroneous blocks were selected and detected,crew chiefs were 

instructed to take interviewers to the correct block and walk 

around the block with them. 

In addition to the problem of block selection some problems 

were encountered with particular census tracts, One census 

tract, 17.01, had to be deleted because it encompassed lower 

downtown Denver and did. not have enough residences available to 

be surveyed. 

In census tract 20.00 we fell five interviews short of the 

required twenty-four. Becuase there were not enough households 

available to be surveyed an additional five households were 

selected from another census tract, 13.01. 

Census tract 8.00 had three blocks which had to have alternate 

blocks reselected twice because there were not residences 

available to be surveyed. 

One problem was encountered which arose directly from the 

content of the interview questions. Many of the questions we 

asked delt with household security. Some residents became 

concerned about the content of these questions fearing that 

they may, in fact, be giving out information wbich could be used 

for wrong purposes, Several of these residents called our office 

or the Denver Police Department to confirm the legitimacy of the 

survey. 

We had anticipated such a problem occuring. In antjcipation 

of this we requested that Neighbors-Act notify the Denver Police 

Department, Public Relations Office, of the survey. Also we 

provided each interviewer with a letter of introduction and giving 

the telephone number of R. F. Falk Associates, Inc. Interviewers 

were instructed to show this letter to each respondent. This 
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procedure did not appear to be effective. Therefore, in the later 

stages of the interviewing each interviewer was instructed to leave 

with the respondent a copy of the letter of introduction. This 

procedure appears to have been effective and was also used in 

the post-test phase of the evaluation. 

One final problem encountered by our interviewers was that of 

security locked apartment buildings. Many of the managers, > but 

not all, would not permit the interviewers access to the 

building. Procedures for overcoming this problem were developed 

for the post-test. 

The actual procedures used on a typical day on which 

interviews were conducted went as follows: 

1. Crew chiefs would meet at the offices of R. F. Falk 

Associates, Inc. at 8:30 and be given special instructions 

for the day by the project supervisor. 

a. Crew chiefs would turn in the interview schedule 

from the previous day, approve time records for 

their crews and also approve mileage records. 

b. The project supervisor would check completed 

interviews for problems such as legilibity and 

completeness. Also, problems were discussed that 

may have come up during the preceding day. 

c. Crew chiefs were assigned census tracts and blocks 

on which interviewing was to take place that day. 

They then located their assigned tracts and blocks 

on a large} wall census map, and recorded where 

the northwest corner of each block was located. 
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2. Depending upon the time at which each crew chief had 

agreed to meet their crews, they either proceeded .to meet 

the crews, met their crews at our offices or did 

authenticity checks on the previous days interviews by 

telephoning a sample (10%) of the respondents who had 

given telephone numbers. 

3. Crew chiefs met their crews at locations of community 

service buildings around the city. Interviewers were 

given instructions on where interviewing for the day 

was to be conducted. Since interviewers were permitted 

to use their own automobiles, they then proceeded to their 

destination and conducted their interviews. At the 

end of the interviewing day crew chiefs and inte;!"'viewers 

again met. Interview schedules were turned over to the 

crew chiefs and checked by them. Also mileage records 

and time sheets were completed by the chiefs. Actual 

interviewing was conducted beginning anywhere from 10:00 

a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 

A ·number of administrative problems arose with regard 

to conducting the interviews and most of these could 

be traced to the decision to permit, and in fact require, 

interviewers to use their own automobils. The major 

problems that occurred were: 

a. Having interviewers keep accurate mileage records. 

b. Some interviewers would leave their assigned areas 

after completing their interviews and go home. They 

therefore would not turn in the interview schedules 

until the following day. 
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c, Generally, it was difficult for crew chiefs to know 

exactly where interviewers were at any given time. 

d. If a given block on which interviewing was to be 

done did not have households on it (for example, if 

it were industrial1 interviewers would call the 

office for a new block selection. 

New procedures were developed for the post-test which 

alleviated these problems. 

4. During the time at which interviews were conducted the 

crew cheifs either conducted interviews, circulated among 

areas in which interviewing was being done in order to 

supervise interviewers; or, they completed difficult 

interviews from the preceding day. 

5. At the end of the interviewing day, crew chiefs met 

their crews and collected the interview schedules. These 

were checked for completeness, problems were discussed 

and arrangements for the meeting time of the following 

day were established. 

6. If the end of the interviewing day was before 5:00 p.m. 

crew chiefs returned to the office, went over the days 

interviews with the project supervisor and did telephone 

authenticity checks. 

B • 'THE POST.~TEST 

In conducting the post-test, two major changes were 

made which made more efficient the entire data collection 

process. First, and as previously discussed, the addresses 

and exact locations of households to be interviewed were 

pre-selected. Each crew chief was then given a set of 



diagrams with the exact location of the households to be 

interviewed that day. An example of this form is presented 

on the following pages. 

At the time the crew chief met with the crew, each 

interviewer was given the form and the appropriate number 

of interview schedules to complete. After interviews were 

completed,the form and schedules were returned to the crew 

chief who then reassigned the interviewer. 

The second major change made was that interviewers were 

not permitted to use their cars during the interviewing times. 

Rather, the crew chiefs met their crews, made assignments 

and then drove each interviewer to the assigned block. 

After dropping-off each interviewer the chief then returned 

to each block to collect schedules, handle any special problems 

and reassign the interviewer. This procedure worked very 

well. 

C. MONITORING THE SURVEY 

In order to keep the quality of the data collected in 

these surveys high, a number of quality control devices were 

employed. 

First, the chief of each interviewer crew was assigned 

the duty of not only seeing that interviewer arrived at the 

correct blocks for interviewing, they also did spot checks 

on interviewers and checked to be sure that each interview 

schedule was filled in appropriately. Where problems did 

arise tha crew chi~fs either sent the interviewer back to 

complete the interview or did this task themselves, 
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All interview schedules were checked by the crew chiefs 

for: legibility, completeness and accuracy. On all of 

these counts not less than 90% of the schedules were approved. 

Where problems did arise the interviewer was contacted by the 

crew chief and the problem cleared up. 

In all survey research the authenticity of the data 

collected is a potential problem. That is, it is necessary 

to determine that the responses recorded are those of the 

resident and have not been contrived by the interviewer. 

The problem of "curb stoning" (interviewers filling out 

the interview schedule and never contacting the respondent) 

is a difficult one. 

In order to check on authenticity we had each interviewer 

ask the respondent his or her name and their telephone 

number. Ninety percent of the respondents in the §ample 

gave their name and 73% gave their telephone number. Crew 

chiefs then telephone, at random, some of those who had 

given their telephone number and determined if the person 

had in fact been interviewed. Twenty~nine percent of the 

entire sample was thus telephone to check on authenticity. 

In no case did we find that the person called said they 

had not been interviewed. Thus, we have a high degree of 

confidence in the authenticity of the interviews conducted. 

One reason we had no problems with authenticity may be that 

all interviewers were informed that this procedure would be 

used. 
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VI. DATA EVALUATION: THE PANEL 

A. INTRODUCTION 

Analysis of the data collected on the Neighbors-ACT 

program is presented in the following three major sections. 

We begin by analyzing the data collected on the ninety-one 

respondents in the panel. 

The analysis of the panel data will set the stage for the 

analysis of the full pre-test vs. post-test comparisons 

in the following ways. 

1. First, where we find significant differences in the 

panel data we expect to find corresponding differences 

in the pre-test vs. post-test data. When this is the 

case we have the most compelling evidence for changes 

due to the Neighbors-ACT program. 

2. Second, where no significant differences between 

variables are found in the panel data we expect to find 

no significant differences between comparable varj.ables 

in the pre-test vs. post-test. When this is the case 

we have the most compelling evidence that the program 

produced no significant change. 

3. Third, when we find significant differences between 

variables in the panel data and no significant difference 

between comparable variables in the pre-test vs. post-

test data a problem of interpretation arises. The most 

conservative interpretation, and the one which we 

have followed, is to attribute the panel data differences 
, 

to error caused by the interaction of the instrument 

with the respondent. That is, we attribute the differences 



found in the panel data not to the program but to the 

fact that the instrument itself sensitised respondents 

to issues in 1975. This being the case the same 

respondents in 1976 gave answers to questions which 

they may have recalled or to which they were particularly 

sensitive. 

4. Finally, where we find no significant differences 

between variables in the panel data but do find 

differences between comparable variables in the pre­

test vs. post-test data-the most difficult problem 

of interpretation is encountered. The most conservative 

approach would be to attribute the pre-test vs. 

post-test differences to random error. However, our 

conservatism here may lead to a masking of important 

changes. Therefore, we will discuss these differences 

where they do occur. The reader need be aware that the 

differences are less convincing of program effects and 

may be due to random error. 

B. SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES IN THE PANEL DATA 

A series oft-tests were conducted on the appropriate 

variables for which data were collected in the panel study. 

The variable numbers, a brief description of the variable, 

mean, standard deviation, the computed t value and the two­

tailed probability for each t-test are presented in 

Technical Appendix 4. The variable numbers can be used 

to locate the exact question wording as presented in the 

codebook. The codebooks for the pre-test, post-test and 

panel study are presented in Technical Appendix 5. 
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The following analysis of the panel data discusses only 

those variab~es for which a significant difference was found 

at the .10 (one-tailed) level of significance. Also, only 

variables of direct importance for evaluating the Neighbors'­

ACT program are discussed. 

In order to assess the overall effects of Neighbors-ACT 

on the area of peoples' knowledge of crime prevention 

programs generally we constructed a multiple item index of 

Knowledge of Crime Prevention Programs. The actual items 

used to measure knowledge were reported previously (See 

page 32 ). It should be noted that the items used in the 

pre-test and post-test are not identical. That is, while 

there is some overlap in the data between 1975 and 1976 

some of the programs we asked questions about in 1975 were 

deleted in 1976 survey. Also, some of the programs we 

asked questions about in 1976 were not asked in 1975. 

Therefore it is impossible to compare this index over two 

points in time. 

A four-item index to measure peoples' awareness of a 

specific crime prevention program - Operation I.D. - was 

also constructed. As Table 15 indicates, with regard to 

this specific crime prevention program, a significant 

difference does appear between 1975 and 1976. In 1976 

many more respondents are aware of Operation I.D. than in 

1975. 
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C. KNOWLEDGE OF CRIME PREVENTION PROGRAMS 

With regard to peoples! knowledge of certain crime 

prevention services presently available) significant 

differences in the desired direction do occur among those 

in the panel. The mean response to the question asking if 

respondents knew of a personal property identification 

program in their community moved from 1.72 to 1.96 indicating 

that more respondents answered "yes" in 1976 than in 1975. 

This tendency to answer affirmatively is reinforced in that 

greater numbers of people aiso said they know specifically 

of Operation I.D. Not only have more people become aware 

of the propert~ identification program) greater numbers also 

report that. they have received information about protecting 

their house or apartment from burglary in 1976 than did so 

in 1975" 

D. VICT I MI.Z AT ION 

Six items measuring whether respondents had been the victim 

of certain offenses during the past twelve months were asked. 

From the period of the summer 1975 to summer 1976, the data 

show that fewer households report being the victim in 1976 

for the 'following incidents. 

1. Having their house or apartment broken into 

and having something taken. 

2. Having something taken from outside the house 

including the automobile. 

3. Having other things taken from household members 

such as purses snatched or pockets picked. 

A slight increase does appear with regard to auto theft. 

That is, more respondents answer "yes" to the 1976 question 
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of whether an automobile was taken than did so in 1975. 

Respondents' answers to the two questions dealing with 

the use of force upon them or other household members show 

no difference between 1975 and 1976. 

E. ATTITUDES ABOUT CRIME 

As measured by their willingness to endorse certain 

statements about crime in the City of Denver the attitudes 

of residents appears to have changed. In 1976 we find that 

respondents who make up the panel study are more likely to 

agree with the statement that "Crime is a serious problem 

in your neighborhood," than they did in 1975. Associated 

with this change in perception is a decrease in numbers 

feeling "very safe walking alone in my neighborhood at 

night." 

The apparent increase in peoples' willingness to say 

that crime is a serious problem and that they fear walking 

alone at night does not, however, carryover to a generalized 

fear of all crime. Rather the fear seems to be crime specific. 

Thus, there is less of a tendency for people to agree with 

the statement "I feel very concerned about my (house, apart­

ment) being broken into,1I in 1976 than in 1975. At the 

same time people are more likely to disagree that their home 

is safe from thieves. Also, in 1976 there is a greater 

tendency for people to agree that there is little they can do 

to prevent getting attacked, than in 1975. It may be that 

the fear of crime has increased when one considers crimes 

involving personal violence and decreased when one considers 

property crimes. 
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What these data may reflect are three trends taking place 

simultaneously. First, people are more aware of crime and 

have some fear, especially of crimes of violence. Secondly, 

people are less concerned about certain crimes because, and 

thirdly, they feel they can not do much to prevent the 

crimes. 

F. .ATT.I.TUDES. ABOUT CRIME . PREVENT ION 

The interpretation about peoples' attitudes about crime 

becomes more plausible when we examine changes that have 

taken place during the year concerning attitudes toward 

crime prevention. 

In 1976 respondents were more likely to disagree that 

crime prevention can only be handled by the police. At the 

same time they were more likely to feel that if people in the 

neighborhood would look out for one another there would be 

a lot less crime. Given that there is no change from 1975 

to 1976 in respondents perceptions that the reason their 

neighborhood does not have more crime is because they stick 

together, the following portrait begins to emerge. 

During the year from 1975 to 1976 a variety of crime 

prevention activities took place in the City of Denver. 

Among these was the Neighbors -ACT program. 

During the year there was an increase in the awareness 

of crime as a serious probelm although people tended to see 

the amount of crime as being on the decline. Accompanying 

the increase in the awareness of crime was some fear, probably 
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associated with crimes of violence. The only offense 

reported more frequently by respondents in 1976 than in 1975, 

was auto theft. However, no decrease was reported concerning 

crimes involving violence. 

In 1976 people tended not to be as concerned about their 

home being broken into, did not feel there home was safe from 

burglars and did not think there was much they could do to 

prevent getting attacked, as compared to these same issues 

in 1975. 

As compared to their beliefs in 1975 the respondents' 

answers to questions in 1976 indicate that they are less 

likely to feel that the police alone can handle crime 

prevention but do feel that if others in the neighborhood 

would assist there would be less crime. However, it appears 

that in 1976 they do not feel that peopJe in the community 

stick together. 

In other words, respondents seem to be faced with a 

situation in which people fear crime but feel that neither 

they nor the police can protect them. The group in which 

they see protection, the neighborhood, does not appear to 

them as sticking together any more than previously. 

Under the above conditions, how effective were the 

actions taken by Neighbors-ACT and others to get people 

to take affirmative actions to protect themselves? 

G. CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES 

In both the 1975 and 1976 surveys a series of questions 

dealing with the actual crime prevention practices engaged in 
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by residents was asked. The actual practices and the mean 

response to each, for both time periods of the panel study, 

are presented below. For all activities a score of 2 was 

assigned if the person engaged in the behavior and a score 

of 1 was assigned if they did not. Where a significant 

difference occurs, in the desired direction, between the two 

time periods, an asterisk has been placed. These tables 

are an abbreviated form of the information found in 

Technical Appendix 4. 

Table 11 indicates that"with regard to what people do 

when they go to bed at night very little change took place 

between 1975 and 1976. In fact, the only significant change 

which did take place was in the opposite direction from that 

which would be predicted from the activities of Neighbors­

ACT and related programs. In 1976 people are less likely 

to leave drapes and shades closed than in 1975. 

Table 12, shows changes in peoples behavior when they 

are gOing out for awhile. No significant changes in the 

desired direction have taken place between 1975 and 1976. 

Where significant differences occur they are in the 

direction opposite tha~ desired. 

Table 13 shows changes in responses dealing with crime 

prevention behaviors engaged in when people go away for a 

weekend or a long vacation. Here several changes in the 

desired direction appear. In 1976 as compared to 1975 

more people stop newspapers, deliveries and mail. It should 

be noted that this table indicates that in 1976 more people 

tell strangers who call that they are going away than in 
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1975. This would not be considered sound crime prevention 

behavior. This particular item however, may not be highly 

reliable. Question wording of this item between the pre­

test and post-test did occur because respondents appeared 

to have trouble with the item on the pre-test. 

Some positive changes did occur between 1975 and 1976 

in terms of the ownership of crime prevention devices. As 

Table 14 shows, more people said they had double-cylinder 

dead bolt locks, bars on windows and Operation I. D. stickers 

displayed in 1976 than in 1975. However, fewer people in 

1976 reported having through-frame pins or rods in tracks 

of sliding doors. 

H. ATTITUDES TOWARD THE POLICE 

As indicated in both Table 15 and Technical Appendix 

4, no significant differences occur among panel respondents 

with regard to their attitudes toward the police. 

Using an eight item index to assess attitudes toward the 

police (see page 61 ) Table 15 shows no significant difference 

between 1975 and 1976. 

I . CRIME PREVENT ION INVOLVEMENT 

A five-item index was constructed to determine 

respondents involvement in crime prevention. These items 

(see page 28 ) were designed to determine the respondents 

perspective on crime prevention. As Table 15 indicates 

no significant differences appear when we compare the 1975 

and 1976 data. It must be noted, however, that while the 
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index as a whole shows no significant change one of the 

items of the index does show change in the desired direction. 

More people are willing to say that they would spend money 

on crime prevention devices in 1976 than in 1975 (see Technical 

Appendix 5). This significant difference is lfwashed out II 

in the five-item index because the other items in the index 

show either no change or change in opposite direction. 

Finally, we constructed a five-item index to determine 

respondents willingness to engage in neighborhood watch 

activities (see page 34). While Table 15 indicates that 

there is no significant difference between mean scores on the 

index in 1975 as compared to 1976 a caveat must be entered. 

When respondents were directly asked if they would be willing 

to watch their neighbors horne, ,the 1976 data show more 

respondents to answer in the affirmative. 
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TABLE 11 

MEAN RESPONSES TO CRIME PREVENTION 

BEHAVIOR ITEMS FOR PANEL DATA: 

ACTIVITIES WHEN GOING TO BED AT NIGHT 
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Question: Here's a list of some steps people might take to secure 

their (house, apartment) when they go to bed at night. 

Item 

Lock 

Turn 

Leave 

Leave 

Leave 

"Do you generally do any of these things? 

X Response X Response 

1975 1976 

Windows 1.61 1.54 

on Alarm 1.33 1.25 

Oust ide Lights On 1.29 1. 34 

Inside Lights On 1.50 1.49 

Drapes,. Shades Closed 1.18 1.73 

Significant 

Difference 

* 



Item 

Lock 

Tell 

Turn 

Leave 

Leave 

Leave 

TABLE 12 

MEAN RESPONSES TO CRIME PREVENTION 

BEHAVIOR ITEMS FOR PANEL DATA: 

ACTIVITIES WHEN .GOING OUT FOR AWHILE 

Question: Here's a list of some steps people might take to secure 

their (house, apartment) when they're going out for awhile 

and no one will be home: Which of the following do you 
usually do? 
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X Response X Response Significant 
1975 1976 Difference 

Windows 1. 76 1.67 

neighbors your going out 1.46 1.48 

on alarm system 1.38 1.23 

outside light on 1.54 1.50 

inside lights on 1.75 1.80 

drapes, shades closed 1.78 1.60 

Set automatic timer 1.41 1.27 



TABLE 13 

MEAN RESPONSES TO CRIME PREVENTION 

BEHAVIOR ITEMS FOR PANEL DATA: 
ACTIVITIES WHEN GOING AWAY ON VACATION 

Question: Here's a list of some steps people might take to secure 

their (house, apartment) when they go away for ~ weekend 

or a long vacation. Do you generally do any of these? 

X Response X Response Significant 
1975 1976 Item Difference 

Tell neighbors your going away 

Turn on alarm system 

Leave outside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

Leave drapes, shades open 

Set automatic timer 

Tell strangers who call 
you're going away 

Stop newspapers 

Stop deliveries 

Have lawn mowed 

Stop Mail 

1. 90 

1.41 

1. 34 
1.60 

1.38 

1.69 

1.05 

1. 67 

1. 66 

1. 75 

1. 72 

1. 88 

1.41 

1.34 
1. 56 

1. 32 

1.23 

1.53 * 
1.79 * 
1.86 * 
1.78 

1.88 * 
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TABLE 14 

MEAN RESPONSES TO CRINill PREVENTION 

BEHAVIOR ITEMS FOR PANEL DATA: 

ITEMS OWNED 

Question: Do you have the following in your (house, apartment)? 

Item 

Double cylinder dead bolt 

Through-frame pins 

Rods in tracks of doors 

Bars on windows 

Operat ion I.D. Sticker 

Beware of dog sign 

Burglar alarm sign 

Night latches 

Other 

X Response 
1975 

locks 1.32 

1.19 

1.09 
1.06 

1.27 

1.09 

1.07 

1. 52 

1.17 

X Response 
1976 

1.48 

1.02 

1.07 
1.13 

1. 39 

1.12 

1.05 

1.56 

1.15 

Significant 
Difference 

* 

* 
* 
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TABLE 15 

T-TESTS FOR SIX INDEXES ON PANEL DATA 

.. a_.-.. __ . ____ . __ .. _._-.- __ -. _____ . _____ ._ .. -~.- _____ ____ .. ______ _ 

0.74 50 0.464 

--..• -_~-.. -.u-.-.. ____ .--_.-___ -__ .. ____ . ______ .--__ -._. ___ .--_.--_ 
NEWVR3 Involvement in Crime Prevention 

~--~<----<----<--------- ---,- --- 1 5 • 7 614---~----i'~ 0 ~ 5 

86 85 

---.~- •• __ - ___ w __ • __ .-_-_--_-- __ - ••• _____ • •• __ *_- _____ ~.-----------

52 -3.51 51 0.001 

-------------- « 

.-... -.-------... _----.---.. -----.... --._-- ..... -----------.---.---
___ ~_~~.YR7 ___ ~.r:0wled~~~Cr~e __ Prey~Y!j:;JQn __ :progra.ms __________ ~ _______ . ______ _ 

2.8667 05524 
90 "lda 89 0.276 

2.9333 0.292 -_ .. --_._----<-------_._----. __ . -~ . 
• _ ••• _. _____ -_ •• __ ._~ __ ---_.-••• _- __ -- ___ ~ ___ • __ -. ____ ____ * ___ u ___ _ 

__ • __ -. ____ .-___ o ___ •• _---~_-- ••• - •• -- •• _______ .-_____ ______ -._ft_._ 



VII. SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN 'l'HE PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST 

A. INTRODUCTION 

In Technical Appendix 6 are presented the information 

required to conduct t-tests to assess whether or not 

significant differences exists between the 1975 and 1976 

data, The' following discussion is based upon these data. 

Our discussion will proceed along the lines~suggested in 

the conclusion to Part VI of this report. 

We begin the analysis of the pre-test and post-test 
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data by first presenting those differences whi(~h are significant 

both in the panel study and in the pre-test vs. post-test 

camparison. It should be recalled that th8se differences 

are the most commanding in terms of drawing conclusions 

about the effect of the Neighbors-ACT program. 

B. PANEL AND PRE-TESTjPOST-TEST DIFFERENCES CONFIRMED 

In comparing differences between the pre-test and 

post-test it definitely appears that residents of Denver 

have become more aware of the police or some orgi:;nization 

in their community having a property identification program. 

Specifically, more know about Operation I.D. and more are 

knowledgeable about the Emergency Telephone Number. It is 

also the case that greater numbers of people report having 

seen or received informatiorl about protecting their homes 

from burglary. 

While it is impossible to use the original index of 

Knowledge of Crime Prevention Programs because of item 

changes between the pre-test and post-test, we can examine 



the index of Awareness of Operation I.D. Table 16 shows 

there is a significant difference in the desired direction 

indicating that more people are aware of this program in 

1976 as compared to 1975. . 

With regard to being victimized, the data indicate that 

in 1976 fewer people report having been the victim where 

someone broke into their house or where someone stole 

something from outside the house. 

Based upon respondents I answers to individual questions 

dealing with their attitudes about crime, definite changes 

took place between 1975 and 1976. As with the panel data, 

in 1976 there is a marked tendency for people to feel that 

crime is a serious problem in their neighborhood as compared 

to 1975. They are also more likely to disagree with the 

statement that fir feel very safe walking alone in my 

neighborhood at night. tI However, once again, we find 

that the apparent increase in the fear of crime does not 

hold for all crimes. Thus, in 1976, when people are asked 

if they feel very concerned about their house or apartment 

being broken into, they are more likely to disagree than 

were people in 1975. It is also the case that among city 

residents in 1976 more feel that there is little they can 

do to prevent getting attacked than in 1975; and, more 

disagree that their home is safe from thieves. 

ThUS, the comparison of the pre-test and post-test 

data support the conclusions drawn from the panel data. 

In 1976 as compared to 1975 Denver residents appear more 

knowledgeable of crime prevention programs, more awaxe 
-'~ 
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of crime and tend to feel that there is little they can do 

to prevent crime. 

The attitudes discussed above appear to be associated 

with certain feelings and positions on crime prevention. 

In particular, while citizens feel crime is on the decrease 

they also tend to agree that if people in the neighborhood 

would lookout for one another, there would be a lot less 

crime. 

The five-item index of Involvement in Crime Prevention 

shows a significant increase bet~Qen 1975 and 1976 indicating 

a increased willingness of citizens to become involved in 

crime prevention activities (See Table 16). This willingness 

is also reflected in respondents willingness to engage in 

the neighborhood watch. 

In terms of actual crime prevention behaviors engaged 

in by citizens, the pre~test to post-test comparison shows 

that they report keeping doors locked when family members 

are at home, more in 1976 than in 1975. However, when 

we examine other specific crime prevention behavior~ we find 

that significant differences between the two years OCC11r 

only in reference to when residents go away for a vacation or 

weekend. That is, regardless of whether respondents are 

ffgoing out for awhile" or "going to bed at night," they are 

no more likely to report taking affirmative crime prevention 

steps in 1976 than in 1975. 
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It is only in reference to "going away for a weekend or 

long vacatioll ll that sigingicant differences are found between 

the 1975 and 1976 data. Specifically, in 1976 respondents 

were more likely to report 'stopping newspapers, de1iveri~s 

and mail or engaging in other crime prevention behaviors 

than in 1975. 
.. 

In 1976 the respondents in the sample were more likely 

to possess certain crime prevention devices than respondents 

in the 1975 sample. The specific devices more frequently 

possessed in 1976 are (1) double cylinder dead bolt locks 

(2) through-frame pi-ns (3) bars on windows and (4) Operation 

I.D. stickers. 

Overall, no significant differences occurred between 

the 1975 and 1976 attitudes toward the police, as shown 

in Table 16. 

The findings presented above are those which are 

sUbstantiated by both the panel data and the pre-test vs. 

post-test data. Therefore these findings are the most 

compelling. However, other differences were uncovered in 

our comparisons of the pre-test and post-test data. While 

these differences do not have the support of the panel data, 

they are ?ersuasive in that they meet the statistical 

criterion of being significant at the .10 level. That is, 

in concluding that the Neighbors-ACT program and similar 

activities in the City between 1975 and 1976, affected 

changes in these variables,we would be wrong only ten 

times out of one hundred. 
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C. DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST NOT 

CONFIRMED IN ·THE PANEL 

The 1976 survey data indicate that citizens of the City 

have taken some precautionary steps to protect themselves 

against crime in addition to those already mentioned. As 

compared to the 1975 data more respondents report that 

they have insurance that covers their personal property 

against loss from theft or vandalism and that they have 

used engraving pencils to mark personal property. 

With regard to respondents' attitude toward crime their 

is a greater tendency in 1976 for them to agree that 

"There is really nothing a person can do to protect their 

home from a burgla.l.' f I' than in 1975 .. While this response 

supports our earlier interpretation that residents are 

developing a sense of despair about crime prevention, the 

despair is certainly not total. Indeed, there is further 

support for the idea that citizens may see crime ~revention 

hopes resting more in the neighborhood. In the 1976 data 

respondents are more likely to agree that one reason their 

neighborhood does not have more crime is that they stick 

together, than was the case in 1975. 

When we cOi.lsider the actual crime prevention behaviors 

in which respondents engage we find significant differences 

though not confirmed in the panel data. When asked what 

steps they take when going to bed at night more say that 

they (1) lock their windows, (2) leave outside lights on, and 

(3) leave inside lights on, than in 1975. When respondents 

"go out for awhile!! they also report leaving outside and 
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inside lights on, in 1976 as compared to their responses 

in 1975. 

Finally, when asked about what they do when they go 

away on vacation or for a weekend the 1976 responses 

indicate that more people leave outside lights on and have 

their lawns mowed than was so in the 1975 responses. 

The only crime prevention device which respondents 

report owning more often in 1976 than in 1975 which did 

not show up in the panel data is night latches. It.is 

also the case that in 1976 respondents are less likely to 

think that "people in general have cut back or changed 

their activities in the past year because they are afraid 

ot crime ... " than in 1975; and they are more likely 

to report that they often watch their neighbors home for 

them while the neighbors are away. 

Just as with the panel data, the pre-test vs. post­

test comparison shows no significant change in people's 

attitude toward the police as measured by the index used 

in -Chis study (see Table 16)'. However, a difference on 

the individual items dealing with police salaries does 

show a difference. Thus, in 1976 fewer people say that 

they feel police salaries are too high. It is also 

interesting to note that in 1976 fewer people agree that 

they would feel safer if the police would patrol their 

neighborhood on foot. 
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Finally, with regard to respondents' willingness to 

engage in crime preventj.on activities, the pre-test vs. 

post-test comparison does show significant differences. 

As measured by the index of Willingness to Engage in 

Neighborhood Watch (see Table 16) the respondents in 

1976 appear much more willing than those in 1975. 

D. PANEL DIFFERENCES NOT CONFIR~mD IN THE PRE-~EST AND POST­

TEST COMPARISON 

The differences found and reported in parts Band C 
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of this section are the most convincing differences about 

changes that are attributable to the Neighbors-ACT program. 

Other differences, namely, those found in the panel data 

and not confir~ed in the pre-test vs. post-test should 

be considered, however. It remains our policy not to 

consider these differences in attributing changes to the 

Neighbors-Act program. 

Concerning victimization, the panel data show respond­

ents in 1976 to report being a victim of a personal theft 

and auto theft less than they reported in 1975. These 

differences were not found in the pre-test vs. post-test 

comparison. 

The panel data also showed that in 1976 fewer people 

were willing to agree that crime prevention can only be 

handled by the police. This difference in attitude was 

not confirmed in the pre-test vs. post-test comparison. 

The only other major discrepancy found in comparing 

panel data differences to pre-test vs. post-test 

differences was with regard to peoples' willingness to 



spend money on devices designed to make their home safe 

from burglars. While the panel respondents appeared 

more willing to say they would do this in 1976 than in 

1975, this was not confirmed in the pre-test vs. post­

test comparisons. 

In conclusion, relatively few of the differences 

found in the panel data were not confirmed ·in the pre-test 

vs. post-test data. This indicates that the interview 

schedule itself was not a major influence on responses. 

Rather, response differences appear to be due to the 

Neighbors-ACT program, similar programs operating in the 

city and unmeasured events occurring between the pre-test 

and post-test. 

E. EASTSIDE AND WESTSIDE COMPARISONS ON POST-TEST DATA 

In order to determine whether the Neighbors-ACT 

program had differential impacts on Westside as compared 

to Eastside residents we analyzed the post-test data 

by comparing the Westside experimental census tracts to 

the Eastside experimental census tracts. The comparisons 

were performed on program relevant variables by using a 

t-test. In Technical ~ppendix 8 are presented the t­

test data. Where a difference between the two areas are 

found, as reflected in the mean value of each variable, 

and the difference is statistically significant at the 

.10 level we have placed an astrisk. 

Technical Appendix 8 indicates that Westside residents 

living the experimental census tracts report that they 

walk alone or with someone else in their neighborhood 

after dark less often than do Eastside residents. 
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Westsiders also are more likely to report carrying theft 

insurance and to have marked personal property with an 

engraving pencil. This latter point appears somewhat 

surprising in view of the fact that Westside respondents 

also say "no" more frequently than Eastside respondents 

to the question asking if the police or .. other organiza­

tions in the community have personal property identification 

programs. 

With regard to victimization, the only offense for 

which a significant difference appears is theft of 

~rticles from outside the home or automobile. Westside 

residents are more frequently the victims than Eastside 

residents. 

Westside residents show a more pronounced concern 

about crime than Eastside residents. Indeed, Westsiders 

report more frequently than Eastsiders that; (1) they 

are very concerned about their house or apartment being 

broken into,(2) that they disagree that their home is 

safe from thieves, (3) that 'crime in their neighborhood 

has not decreased in the past year, and, (4) that crime 

prevention can only ba handled by the police. It is 

interesting to note, however, that Westside respondents 

are also more likely than their Eastside counterparts to 

agree that "One reason this neighborhood doesn't have 

more crime is that we stick together." 

Given that Westside respondents appear to have a 

greater concern about crime it might be expected that these 
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residents would take affirmative crime prevention 

behaviors. The data addressing this question are, 

however, inconclusive. With regard to what residents 

do to protect themselves when they go to bed at night, the 

only behavior which Westsiders report taking more often 

than Eastsiders is leaving inside lights on. This same 

behavior is also the only manner in which W-estside and 

Eastside residents differ when asked what they do when 

they go out for awhile. 

When asked what crime prevention steps they take when 

they go away for a weekend or long vacation, Westside 

respondents report leaving inside lights on. and leaving 

drapes and shades open, more often than Eastside respond­

ents. However, Eastside respondents report leaving out­

side lights on and stopping deliveries more frequently 

than Westside respondents. Thus, it appears that West­

siders do some activities in order to protect themselves 

more frequently than Eastsiders; but, not all activities 

which we asked about were engaged in. 

It is also interesting that in terms of possessing 

crime prevent ion devic_es, Westsiders are less likely 

to have bars on their windows, display a burglar alarm 

sign or have night latches, than Eastside residents. 

It may, in fact, be that lacking crime prevention devices 

contributes to the fear which Westside residents have of 

crime. 
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Finally. Westside residents do report having cut 

back their activities during the past year because of 

crime more than Eastside residents. They also report 

that they watch their neighbor 1 s home for them less than 

Eastside residents. 

F. QUALITATIVE EVALUATION 

In order to complete the evaluat ion of -Neighbors·,· 

ACT we conducted a series of interviews using an open­

ended interview SChedule. This interview schedule 

appears in Technical Appendix 8. 

The opinions expressed are those of persons from a 

variety of backgrounds and experiences who worked with 

the Neighbor-ACT program. These backgrounds include 

members of the Central Advisory Board, working participants 

and sponsors of the Eastside and Westside Action Centers 

and users of the services. 

When asked what the major accomplishments or successes 

of the Neighbors-ACT program were, some said it did what 

it was intended to do. Statistics quoted by sources 

such as news media showed that crime did decrease after 

the inception of the program especially concerning rape. 

Although crime decreased in the entire nation, the 

interviewees still felt the decrease was due to the 

program. Another accomplishment mentioned was the 

employment of community people. As well as keeping them 
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off the unemployment lists, they gained personal experiences 

of community development. Neighbors-ACT opened dialog in 
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the community and respondents felt they could do something 

about their crime situation. From the user standpoint, 

remarks were extremely positive. Many experiences were 

cited where neighbors felt.better about coping with crime 

incidents and more crime prevention methods were being used. 

The program offered the community an alternative to in­

difference about crime prevention. The house to house 

campaign was mentioned as an integral part of Neighbors­

ACT as it involved those who are often the ones victimized 

the ones who can't get out. 

In summary, the program demonstrated that communities 

are not indifferent to their situation and thay they can 

do something about crime prevention. Now that the 

communities are aware of the situation, more has to be 

done to educate the people. There has to be an on going 

program of crime prevention. 

It was a unanimous decision that the main probelm 

lies in the organizational structure of the program. This 

structure caused differences among the components from 

the very beginning. It was felt there were so many 

internal problems that. it was hard to portray a positive 

picture to the community, It seemed there was no control 

of the situation; no one would listen to ideas given. 

The action centers felt the central office had no pro­

actical experience and were not sensitive to the problems 

in the field and the central office felt it had no control 

over the situation. 
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Problems in philosophies and personalities problems 

arose slowing down activity and thus damaging the momentum 

of the program. 

Many changes were suggested to solve this organizational 

structure. These ranged from having one director with 

several assistants carrying out his directives to each 

component being separate. It was strongly '~elt that the 

Community Advisory Boards should have had more control 

over what was done in terms of evaluation and administration 

in the 'community. Another method suggested to improve 

the program was for each person working on the program to 

actually spend time in the field gaining first hand 

knowledge of how the program works. Through this approach 

staff members would possibly understand the probelms more 

Everyone agreed that the neighborhood should be the 

nucleus of all crime prevention activity. All were 

concerned about having a police-sponsored program as the 

interviewees felt the police have a negative repuation in 

the community and there would be the worry of police 

informants, etc. It might actually alienate the neighbor-

hoods. The funding source should definitely be an 

independent agency. 

In conclusion, most respondents felt the communities 

are interested in an on-going community--oriented program 

of crime prevention. The Neighbors-ACT program stirred 

up interest and it can't be dropped; the people must be 
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educated in a house to house effort. This kind of 

program may lead to a total system of social services 

such as child care, elderly care, mental health care-­

neighbors helping each other. 

DESCRIPTIVE TABLES FOR PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST DATA 

Frequently one of the most interesting outcomes of 

large scale data collection efforts such as' that reported 

on in this report is the distribution of responses to all 

the questions asked. The outcomes are especially interest­

ing wh'en the same as similar questions are asked at two 

different time periods. 

In Technical Appendix 9 are presented the percentage 

distribution of responses to all questions asked in both 
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the 1975 pre-test and 1976 post-test. The tables presented 

in the appendix are weighted tables. That is, based upon 

the sampling plan used in this study each table in Technical 

Appendix 9 shows what percentage of all households in the 

City and County of Denver fall into each response cat-

egary for each question. These tables then represent 

conclusions generalized to the City from the sample of 

households used in this study. 
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TABLE 16 

T-Tests For Six Indexes On 
Pre-Test And Pbst-Test Data 

Number 
of Cases Mean S. D. T-Value 

Attitude Toward Police 
Pre 658 25.96 4.658 

-.533 
Post 751 26.088 4.306 

Involvement in Crime 
Prevention Pre 1058 15.803 2.166 

-2.305 
Post 1029 16.053 2.745 

Awareness of Operation 
I.D. Pre 812 '5.986 1.276 

-4.625 
Post 810 6.28 1.284 

Knowledge of Crime 
Prevention Programs Pre 1069 '2.862 .495 

.735 
Post 1016 2.847 .436 

Willingness to Engage in 
Neighborhood Watch Pre 1043 9.994 2.378 

4.658 
Post 1029 ' 9.51 2.352 







IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS OF THE NEIGHBORS-ACT PROGRAM EVALUATION 

A. EVALUATION BACKGROUND 

The Law Enforcement Assistance Administration funded, 

through the Denver Anti-Crime Council, a $1.2 million 

neighborhood crime prevention education program called 

Neighbors Against Crime Together - .. Neighbors-ACT. 

The grant had a twenty month duration beginning in January, 

1975 and terminating August 31, 1976. 

Neighbors-ACT had the primary goal of providing 

opportunities for citizen involvement in crime prevention 

and reduction. Emphasis was placed on the reduction and 

prevention of impact offenses such as burglary, robbery, 

rape and assault. 

To achieve the major objectives of Neighbors-ACT, 

a public media effort for the entire metropolitan area 

and a crime prevention education activity in high crime 

target neighborhoods was implemented. The public media 

component informed citizens of the crime problem in Denver 

and their possible role in reducing crime. The neighborhood 

component augmented the media campaign by involving private 

citizens in an anti-crime effort through community part­

iCipation. 

In order to evaluate the Neighbors-ACT program a 

survey of the citizens of Denver was conducted prior to 

program implementation during the summer of 1975. A survey 

was also conducted at the completion of the program, during 

the summer of 1976. 
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The pre-test and post-test data collected, covered 

five areas: 

1. The extent of victimization in the household, 

certain details of'the crime and the victims 

behavior. 

2. The awareness of crime among the public and the 

extent to which cit izens fear crime". 

3. The knowledge and attitude of the public toward 

the criminal justice system, including perceptions 

concerning the police and willingness to cooperate 

with the police and courts. 

4. The degree to which citizens practice crime preven­

tion techniques in home security and personal 

security including the general awareness of and 

attitude toward different methods. 

5. Social and demorgraphic characteristics of the 

respondents. 

The pre-test sample consisted of 1,083 interviews 

randomly selected from within randomly selected blocks in 

pre-determined census tracts. All respondents were house­

hold heads or spouses, ~ighteen years of age or older. 

The post-test sample conslsted 1,055 household interviewees 

similarly selected. 

In addition to the pre-test and post-test data this 

evaluation utilized a panel design wherein ninety-one 

of the pre-test respondents were reinterviewed in 1976, 
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Also, we utilized an open-ended interview schedule to 

elicit qualitative information about the program from six 

individuals who held key posts in project administration 

or oversight. 

All questions used in both surveys were written with 

the assistance, input and approval from the Neighbors­

ACT staff based upon previous and similar st'udies or 

newly constructed questions. All interview schedules were 

pretested, reliability checks conducted and revisions 

made. 

Special care was taken in the selection, training and 

monitoring of survey interviewers. Where possible survey 

interviewers were hired from among individuals residing in 

the two major areas of study designated as the Eastside and 

Westside. After a thorough training period the interviewers 

were assigned to crews headed by a crew chief. Crew chiefs 

reported directly to the research supervisor of Community 

Research and Planning, Inc. (Formerly R. F. Falk Associates, 

Inc.) the contractor conducting the evaluation. The 

experience of the staff of Community Research and Planning, 

Inc., with local reside.nts hired and trained as survey 

interviewers and crew chiefs was highly favorable. Indeed, 

many of those who conducted interviews for the 1975 pre­

test were rehired to work on the post-test data collection 

effort. 

All interview data were coded onto standard coding 

forms by those who had conducted the interviews and after 

a training session on coding; Code sheets were then used 

for transferring data to punched card format. All key-
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punching was verified. Punched card input was transferred 

to magnetic tape and disk storage and all data processing 

and analysis was performed at the University of Denver 

Computing Center facilities. 

B. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

Evaluation of the data collected was performed by 

first analyzing the panel data. Next the pre-test data 

was compared to the post-test data. Finally results from 

the panel analysis were compared to the results of the 

pre-test vs. post-test analysis. In all cases, where a 

difference between the pre and post measures of a variable 

were statistically significant at the .10 level, the 

variable was considered to have changed over the time period. 

Thus, four possible findings are possible. These are 

summarized below: 

Significant differences found in panel dat~ 

Significant 
differences 
found in 
Pre-Test vs. 
Post-test 
data 

YES 

NO 

YES 

Strongest evidence 
of program impact 

\ 

, 
; 

~ . 

Panel data differences :; 
may be due to other ) 

I 
factors 1, 

NO 

Differences may 
due to technical 
factors such as 
sample size, not 
the prograw . 

No program 
impact 

The strongest evidence of program impact is where 

be 

-

differences between variables is found both in the panel 

data and th~ pre-test vs. post-test data. Where differences 

were not found in the panel data, but are found in the 
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pre-test vs. post-test data the evidence supporing the 

conclusion that the program contributed to the differences 

is slightly less strong. However, these differences should 

still be seriously considered. Therefore, in summarizing 

findings we will use these two sets of findings. 

Where differences found in the panel data are not 

sUbstantiated in the pre-test vs. post-test there is a 

strong possibility that the interview schedule itself 

may have sensitized respondents. Therefore, these 

differences are not considered evidence of program effect. 

Finally, of course, where no differences between variables 

was found in either the panel data or the pre-test vs. 

post-test data, the program was not effective. 

An important caution must be kept in mind when reading 

the following summary of findings. Many events, activities 

and programs in addition to the Neighbors-ACT program took 

place during the time period between the pre-test and post­

test. Many of these events could influence the variables 

for which we collected data. Thus, the differences discussed 

below may not be only due to the Neighbors-ACT program. 

The evidence gath&red in this evaluation shows that 

between 1975 and 1976 Denver residents did become more know­

ledgable about crime prevention programs. They definitely 

found out about Operation I.D., the Emergency Telephone 

number and did receive information on protecting their home 

from burglary. 
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Attitudinally, Denver residents are more likely to view 

crime as a serious problem in 1976 than in 1975. They are 

more likely not to feel safe walking in their neighborhood at 

night and feel that there is little they can do to prevent 

being attacked or having their home burglarized. It is also 

the case, however, that residents report being less concerned 

about their home being broken into in '1976 than in 1975. This 

may be explained by the fact that in 1976 residents are more 

likely to say that crime has decreased as compared to 1975. 

With regard to involvement in crime prevention, people 

say they are more willing to engage in crime prevention be-

haviors including engaging in neighborhood watch activities. 

In fact, the importance attached to the neighborhood as a 

locus for crime prevention activities was manifest in the 1976 

data. Respondents reported watching their neighbor's homes 

more often and agreeing that one reason crime in their 

neighborhood has decreased is because residents stick together. 

In 1976 respondents reported actually engaging in crime 

prevention behaviors which that did not do in 1975. Specifically, 

they report locking doors when family members are home. And 

when they go to bed at night they are more likely to lock their 

windows and leave inside and outside lights on. When they are 

going out for just awhile more people report leaving outside 

lights on. Finally, when residents go away for a weekend or 

long vacation they report that they stop newspapers, deliveries 

and mail, have lawns mowed and leave outside lights on, more 

than in 1975. 



The only offense which receives strong support for having 

decreased between 1975 and 1976 was being the victim where 

someone broke into the house and stole something or where 

someone stole something from outside the house. 

In conclusion the evidence suggests that the Neighbor-

ACT program did not reduce victimization across many crimes 
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but did increase residents knowledge about c~ime prevention 

programs, made them more aware of the crime problem, enhance 

their interest and willingness to participate in crime prevention 

activities and did alter many of their actual crime prevention 

behaviors. 



TECHNICAL APPENDIX #1 

Census Tracts and Blocks Selected as Experimental and 

Control Groups and Randomly Selected Tracts and Blocks 

From Remainder of the City for Pre-Test and Post-Test. 
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PRE-TEST RANDOM BLOC~ BEI~crION PRE-TEST RANDOM BLOCK SE~crION(CoDtiDued) 

Westside EXI!erimentl11 
Eastside Contl'ol 

~ Blocks 
~ ~ 

3.03 102, 104, 213, 50S, SOl, Sl1 
5.00 210, 217, 301, 50S, 621, 806 24.01 110, 202, 203, 210, 504 
6.00 116, 117, 119, 202, 207, 310 2S.01 101, 102, 106, 205, 402 
7.02 108, 202, 304, 412, 507, 511 26.02 101, IDS, 106, 107, 201 
9.01 106, 109, 208, 305, 308, 504 35.00 323, 70S, 721, 805. 813 

14.03 lID, 112, 217, 301, 137, 407 3S.01 404, 520, 604, 605, 707 
15.00 103, 109, 217, 219, 224, 301 37.02 105, 305, 309, 310, 405 
19.00 213, 312, 413, 418, 511, 514 41.01 lilS, 208, 215, 217, 302 
28.02 201, 206, 304, 402, 412, 416 41.02 119, 211, 301, 503, 511 
30.01 511, 605, 706, 710, B02, 807 44.01 112, 411, 515, 710, 802 

83.01 103, lOS, 109, lID, 901 

WestsIde Control 
General City Cnesus Tracts & Blocks 

~ ~ Chosen til Random Number Taole 

4.02 102, 203, 208, 302, 506, 608 ~ ~ 
7.01 201, 207. 304. 310, 315, 412 
B.OO 103, 308, 309, 310, 410. 415 70.01 104, 106, 108, 109, 112, 901 

11.01 103, Ill, 305, 310, 410, 414 68.01 108, 109, 117, 120, 135, 139 
11.02 Ill, 216, 302, 403, 'lID, 411 50.00 106, 1l4, 217, 407, 417, 422 
17.01 108, 112, 203, 204, 209, 217 48.02 201, 304, 312, 406, 408, 412 
18.00 106, 108, lID, 115, 207, 307 47.00 109, 201, 305, 406, 504, 514 
21.00 105, 108, 109, lID, 205, 715 43.03 202, 206, 209, 211, 307, 411 
45.01 103, lID, 114, 207, 310, 601 37.03 106, 302, 407, 408, 502, 505 
45.02 103, 108, 301, 311. 501, 512 34.00 108, 214, 402, 501, 702, 807 

20,00 107, 115, 11'7, 209, 211, 308 
13,01 209, 216, 309, 403, 411, 515 

!;..·stside EXI!erimental 

Tracts ~ 

1S.00 207, 217, 305, 504, 509 
23.00 101, Ill, 203, 406, 613 
24.02 101, 107, 108, 205, 302 
27.01 102, 104, 302, 501, 502 
27.03 103, 202, 203, 205, 501 
31.02 102, lOB, 109, 210, 305 
32.01 10'1, 107, 201, 202, 305 
36.02 103, 210, 316, 317, 506 
41.03 113, 203, 216, 403, 509 
41.04 106, 211, 307, 309, 320 
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POST-TEST RANDOl! BLOCK SELECTION POST-TEST RANDOl! BLOCK SELECTION(Continued) 

Westside EXEerim~ntRI Eastside Control 

~ Blocks Tracts ~ 

3.03 104, 103, 510, 304, 210, 212, 602 24.01 305, 401, 109, 504, 207, 402 
5.00 620, 501, 309, 112, ·109, 306, 101 26.01 106, 304, 203, 206, 204, 402 
6.00 306, 302, 117, 220, 313, 216, 304 26.02 103, l05, 201, 206, 101, 202 
7.02 3D-I, 103, 308, 513, 306, 206, 504 35.00 112, B09, 816, 725, 503, 418 
9.0~ 405, 40B, 201, 105, 608, 106, 511 36.01 412, 404, 605, 103, 30B, 305 

14.03 320, 315, 208, 411, 416, 406, 202 37.02 407, 206, 304, 103, 308, 306 
15.00 411, 321, 223, 113, 225, 115, 201 41.01 115, 209, 307, 106, 104, 110 
19.00 415, 504, 514, 511, 509, 416, 517 41.02 213, 511, 509, 50B, 307, 510 
28.02 103, 110, 106, 306, 205, 107, 209 44.01 211, 709, 809, 408, 115, 405 
30.01 804, 309, 810, 805, 806, 803, 209 83.01 101, 111, 901, 902, 107, 106 

.1 

Westside Control General Citl C~nsus Tracts & Blocks 

II Chosen bl nandom Number Table 
Tracts Blocks 

Tracts ~ 
4.02 511, 103, 208, 408, 115, 405, 504 1 
1.01 202, 407, 211, 303, 406, 210, 305 70.01 106, 110, 109, 112, 107, 104 
8.00 415, 205, 414, 210, 309, 211, 209 II 68.01 121, 120, 126, 118, 117, 101 

11.01 105, 215, 312, 213, 102, 309, 106 
I 50.00 114, 303, 421, 205, 118, 408 

11.02 313, 216, 413, 212, 409, 314, 312· j: 48.02 107, 110, 203, 206, 101, 407 
17.01 204, 208, 217, 107, 203, 110, 112 47.00 303, 212, 412, 310, 305, 106 
18.00 307, 108, 113, 106, 117, 401, 409 43.03 606, 202, 608, 216, 309, 418 
21.00 201, 203, 609, 501, 311, 710. 302 37.03 302. 507, 303, 105. 206. 401 
45.01 205, 403, 702, 202. 104, 510, 408 34.00 210, 101, 603, 303, 515, 509 
45.02 413, :.!07, 312, 702, 406, 106, 202 I: 20.00 201, 117, 311, 112. 104, 113 

13.01 414, 404, 512, 103, 407, 408 

Eastside Experimental 

~ Blocks 

16.00 514, 410, 616, 614, 105, 109 
23.00 404, 110, 707. 801, 510, 302 
24.02 105, 306, 102, 205, 101, 207 
27.01 404, 206, 204, 305, 406, 106 
27.03 1.04, 402, 101, 204, 505, 203 
31.02 304, 209, 109, 106, 210, 101 
32.01 303, 205, 305, 104, 307, 101 
36.02 413, 417, 308, 112, 304, 115 
41.03 212, 611. 506, 110, 503, 616 
41.04 513, 207, 317. 407, 303, 323 



TECHNICAL APPENDIX #2 

1. Neighbors-ACT Pre-Test (1975) Interview Schedule 

2. Neighbors-ACT Post-Test (1976) Interview Schedule 
" 

3. Neighbors-ACT Panel Study Interview Schedule 



NEIGHBORS-ACT PRE-TEST 

1975 

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 



" .1. ' · ~~ "f 
\, .... 

.' l i R. F. FALR ~SSOCIA~ES, INC. 
245 Columbine, Suite 206 
Denver, Colorado 80206 

CONFIDENTIAL' . 
Interview 

NEIGHBORHOOD CRIME l'REVENTION EOUCJl.T!ON PROGRAM SURVEY 

\ddres9. of 1I0usehold: 

.. nterviewer 

HELLO. I' H AND AI-1 HELPING TO COLLECT I 
INE'ORHA'L'ION-ADOUT-CR=I=ME~'''''''''I~N~TIIE CITY AND IN TillS AJiliA. 
WOULO YOU GIVE ME A FEW MINUTES OF YOUR TIME TO ANSWER 
SOME QUESTIONS? 

Are YOII the head of the household? 

111 Yes 
[21 Spouse 

Il1 _____ 1\.grees to be interviewed. 

l21 _____ Refuses to be interviewed. 

Why? 

Record tUne interview beginsl 

Record time interview endsl 

5 

i, 

'; ", .. 

'" 

" 

'. 

, l' 

~" ,; 'ft· 

.<~~ :~~. 
,> •• i:]" f ;' . ~.;: 

I'd like to begin by asking you 
a few questions about how you feol 
about some things in general and 
about this neighborhood. 

'r 
1. There are nlany problems facing our 

cQuntry~heBe days. I'm going to 
read YoUta list of pro~)lems and 
woulf! like for you to tell mu if 
you have bee9' paying attention to 
any of them. 

(11 
(2) 
I31 
HI 
(5) 

Poverty 
Inflation 
Crime 
Race Relations 
Unemployment 

«U (2) 
'{,DB No 

(AI Of those problems you have 
paid attention to, Which one 
concerns you the most? ---

(enter item number) 

: \ 2. How did you happen to select this 
particular neighborhood to liVE! in? 
(Mark all that apply. Do not read 
list.) 

!. , , " 

I. 
ii.~" • ; 

H/~"~:1 

l1] __ Neighlxlrhood characteristics-type 
of neighb:lrs, environment, 
streets, parks, etc. 

12} Good schools 
(3)--Safe fran crime 
(4)--Only place housing CXAlld be fouOO, 
-- lack of choice 

(5) Price was right 
16] Location--close to job, family, 

friends, schools, shoj;lping, etc. 
17l __ JIciuse (apart:rrent) or property " 

characteristics-size, quality, 
yard Bpace, etc. 

(8) Always lived in this neighb:lrhood 
{9} Ot:her--specifyl 

}·f':::C"'i,: 

6 
-2-

2-A. {If more than ona reason} Which 
reason would you say was tho 
most important? 

(enter Item number) 

3, Is there anyth'ing you don't like 
about your neighborhood? (Do not 
read list.) 

(1) No, skip to 4 
12]-Traffic, parJdng 
III Enviromental prohlems-trasi •• 

- noise, overcr""'-ling, etc. 
[4] Cr1n~ or fear of crlne 
(51 Public trMSportation problem 
(6) Inadequate scinols, srnpping 

- fac:ilities, etc. 
(7] and E!larent /OCNing in 
[B) Problems with neighb:lrs, charac-

teristics of neighbors 
[91 __ 0thcr-specify: 

3-A. (If more than one answer) Which 
problem would you say is the 
most serious? 

(enter Item number) 

.e. !low often do you actually walk in 
your neighborhood when it's dark-­
either alone or with someone else? 
(READ LIST) 

(11 Every night 
(2)---FCW times/week 
(3)--Pew times/month 
[4]--Lcss often 
(5)--Never 
{O] , Not sure 



5. Is there any part of 
area outside of your 
where you personally 
safe? 

(2) Yes (Go to A) 
(l)--NO 
(0 )----Not sure 

the Denver 
neighborhood 
Would not feel 

S-A. What area or areas is that? 

1. __________________ _ 

2. ____________________ __ 

3, ____________________ __ 

4. 
~(~G-o~tO~B~)~---------------

5-B. now often do you go there-­
just about everyday, or a few 
times a week, or a few times 
a month, less often that that, 
or never? (If more than one 
area named, ask which one they 
go to most. Circle this area 
above and ask about it. READ 
LIST.) 

(1 J Everyday 
(2J----Few times/week 
(3)----Few times/month 
(4)----Less often 
(5) Nevel:' 

II. Switching to another subject: 

-3-

1. Do YOIl have a wa tch dog, even though 
it is also a household pet? 

[3J Yes, dog is a watch dog 
[2]----00'1 is pet only 
(1) No dog 

I' 

2. Do you have a gun in your houoc :.; , 
that is used for the proteotion ' 
of the household? 

(2J Yes 
(1) No 
(O)----Not sure 
(b)=Refused 

3. Do you carry any insur.anco that 
covers any of your personal pro­
perty against loss from theft or 
vandalism? 

(2) Yes 
[l)--No 
(0) Not sure 

, , 

4. Some people use engraving pencils 
to mark their personal property 

)' 

for purposes of security and identi­
fica tion. Do you do anything to 
identify or mark you personal pro­
perty--for example, your TV or 
stereo? 

(2) Yes 
[l)--No 
[O)----Not sure 
[b) Refused 

S. Do the police--or any other organi~ 
zation--in your cOllununity have a " 
personal property identification 
program underway? 

(2) Yes 
(l)--No 
[O)---Not sure 
[b)-Refused 

"; 

-4- 8 

~6. Have you ever seen or received any 
", information about protecting your 

(hcuse,apartment) from burglary? 

" 

, 
,I, • 

\.1.. 
;,', 

(2) Yes (Gc to A) 
[l)--NO 
[O)--Not sure 
(b) Refused 

6-A.Hhere did you see or hear the 
information? 

(Go to B 

6-aoo you remember anything in 
particular that the messages 
said? 

7. (other than a close friend or 
rel~tive) Do you know a policeman 
well enough to call him by his 
name? 

" , 

' .. 

III. I would now like to ask you nbo 
actual experiences you have had 
during the past 12 ~. 

1. During the past 12 months, did 
anyone break into your (house, 
apartment) and take Bcmething, or 
just walk in and take something? 

11) No 
(2)----Yes How many times? 

2. During the past 12 months, was 
anything stolen from outside your 
home or from a place where a hous~ 
hold member was temporarily stayi. 
or from your automobi1e(s)? 

11) No 
(2) Yes How many Umes? __ __ 

3. During the past l~ months, did you 
or anyone else in the household 
have anything stolen from you-­
things like having your pocket 
picked, or purse snatched? 

(1) No 
(2) Yes How many times? __ _ 

4. Within the past 12 months, did 
anyone take something from you or 
from anyone else in your household 
by using force? This would inc Iud 
a stickup, mugging, a bicycle 
forcibly taken away from children, 
or a violent purse snatching? 

[1) No 
(2) Yes lIow many times? ___ __ 

S. During the past 12 months, were 
you or «nyone in the household 
attacked or assaulted? 

How many times? 

." 



--

Does anyone in the household own an 
automobile? (If yes) Within the 
past 12 months has this or these 
automobile(s) ever been stolen or 
tak.en without: permission? 

III No 
[21 Yes 1I0w many tlmes? __ _ 

lias anyone in your household ever 
been the victim of any other crime 
during the last year? 

[II No 
(21 Yes lIow many times? __ _ 

What was the crime? Describe. 

-5-

Intervlewerl For each Yes response 
to Section ItI, QueSEIona-1-7. check 
the type of crimel 

A. (11 Burglary 
12}--lIousehold la}:ceny 
IJ}--Personal larpcny 
( 4)--Robbery 
151--Assault and rape 
(6)--Car theft 
17) ___ Other crime 

B. When did this crime occur? 

month 

C. Did you report this to the police? 

[1) Yes (Go to E) 
[2j No (Go to D) 

D. Can you tell me why you did not 
report ,this? 

(Go to FI 

E. What did the police do? 

(Go to F) 

F. Did YOll or the victim know the· 
offender? 

III YeS 
(2)' No 

I 
, ' 

I Interviewer: For esch ~ response 
to Section III, QuestIons 1-7, check 
the type of crime: 

,:. A. (1) Burglary 
(2)--nousehold larceny 
IJ}---Personal larceny 
[4]--Robber y 
[51---Assault and rape 
16)--Car theft 
171 other crime 

B. When did this crime occur? 

month 

c. Did you report this to the police? 

(11 Yes (Go to E) 
{2} No (Go to O) 

D. Can you tell me 'why you did not 
report this? 

(Go to P} 

E. What did the police do? 

(Go to F) 

F. Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

i, , ' •• ~ 

. ~i~t'; .:~\.~: ~ . 
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Interviewer: For each Yes response 
to Section III, Questions-1-7, check 
the type of crime; 

A. [1] Burglary 
{21---llousehold larceny 
IJI----Personal larceny 
{ 4}--Robbery 
[5]----Assault and rape 
(6)--Car theft 
[1} Other crime 

B. When did this crime occur? 

month year 

C. Did you report this to the police? 

[1] Yes (Go to E) 
i21 No (Go to 0) 

D. Can you tell me why you did not 
report this? 

(Go to F) 

E. What did the police do? 

(Go to F} 

F. Did YOli or the victim know the 
offender? 

(11 Yes 
(2) No 
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IV. Now! would like to read a set of 
statements to you. For each state­
ment, will you please tell me 
whether you strongly agree or agree 
with it, are undecided, dillngree or 
strongly disagree. 

1. Crime is a serious problem in your 
neighborhood. 

[11 Strongly agree 
12)--Agree 
[31--Undecided 
(4)--Oisagree 
[5]===:Strongly disagree 

2. Most policemen are honest. 

\11 Strongly agree 
(2)--Agrce 
(3) --Undecided 
(4) --Disagree 
(5)----Strongly disagree 

3. I feel very safe walking alone in 
my neighborhood at night. 

[11 Strongly agree 
(2)--Agree 
{31---Undecided 
(41 --Disagree 
(5) ____ Strongly disagree 

4. Most higher-ups in the police 
department are honest. 

[1) Strongly agree 
(2)--Agree 
(3) --Undecided 
(4)--Oisagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

, ,;;,':, f 'h~'/ ':, 
11,,"i,~~~ ; 'f·l. , 

':::,'j '" 
5. I feel very concerned about my ,'\, 10 

(house ,apartment) being broken int:o.:i;d .. ' 
(51 Strongly agree 
14)--Agree 
13)--Undecided 
(2) --Disagree 
III Strongly disagree 

...... 

>',,:\,1., I'i, 

" , 

" 

There is really nothing a person 
can do to protect their home from 
a burglar. 

[1) Strongly agree 
[2)--Agree 
[3) --Undecided 
(4 )--OisElgree 
(5)----strongly disagree 

~B-

6. Crime in our neighborhood hae 
decreased during the past year. 

(5) Strongly agree 

11. If I were a witness to a crime, l 
would be willing to appear in court 
as a witness. 

(4)--Agree 
lJ) --Undecided 
(2)--Oisagree 
(1) Strongly disagree 

1. There is little that a person like 
me cnn do to prevent getting 
attacked. 

[5) Strongly agree 
[4)-'-Agree 
\ J )--Unde cided 
[2)--Oisagree 
[l)----Strongly disagree 

8. Crime prevention can only be 
handled by the police. 

[11 strongly agree 
[2]--Agree 
[ 31--Undecided 
[4)--Oisagree 
[5J----Strongly disagree 

, , 

". 

9. If people in my neighborhood would 
just look out for one another, 
there would be a lot leBs crim~. 

'T'" 

[I] Strongly agree 
[2)--Agree 
[3) --Undecided 
[4)--Oisagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

,.j 

" "I 

'". \." '; 
, t" 

[lJ Strongly agree 
(2)--Agree 
(3)--Undeeided 
(4 J --Disagree 
\5) Strongly disagree 

12. The courts do a good job in 
reducing the amount of crime. 

[1) Strongly agree 
12}--,Agree 
[3 J --Undecided 
14]--Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

13. Prisons do very IH:t:.le good in 
helping to stop crime. 

[1) Strongly agree 
(2)--Agree 
[3J--Undecided 
[ 4}--01sagree 
(5) ____ Strongly disagree 

14. One reason this neighborhood 
doesn't have more crime is that 
we stick toge ther. 

'" 

't .• 

Il)~ __ Stron~ly agree 
(2) Agree 
(3}--Undecided 
I ~ )--Disagree 
(S) Strongly di8agreo 

• '\ !';;.:I • 

. ,' ~ ';I~;' ~, I:' 

'~.i; :~"' :":', "." . " ,.' 

15. I wish the police would patrol 
my neighborhood more often. 

(11 Strongly agree 
[2)--Agree 
( 3)--Undecided 
[4)--Oisagree 
{51 strongly disagree 

1" 

16. I would feel safer if the police 
would patrol my neighborhood on 
foot. 

(lJ Strongly agree 
(2)--Agree . 
(3)---Undecided 
( 4)--Oisagroe 
(5) strongly disagree 

17. I think my home is safe from 
thieves. 

(II Strongly agree 
(2)--Agree 
(3)--Undecided 
[4) --Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

.. -... 



V. Now I have some questions about 
things you may do here at home. 

-9-

1. When you or other family members are 
at home, do you keep the doors 
locked all the time, sometimes, 
hardly ever or never? 

(4) Always 
[3)--Sometimes 
[2]---Hardly ever 
[I] Never 

:. 

2. Here's a list of some steps people jifiht take to secure their (house, 
apartment.) when they ££ to bed at~. Do you generally do any of these 
things? (READ LIST) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

[2] [1] (0) 
Yes No N/A 

Lock your windows 
Turn on an alarm system 
Leave outside lights on 
Leave inside lights on 
Leave drapes and shades closed 

3. lIere's a lint of some steps people might take to secure ,their (house, 
apar.tment) when they're going out for a while and no one will be home. 
Which of the following do you usuaIIY ao?---[READ LIST) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 

(2) (1] (0) 
Yes No N/A 

Lock your windows 
Tell a neighbor you're going out 
Turn on an alarm system 
I,eave outside lights on 
Leave inside lights on 
Leave drapes and shades closed 
Set automatic timer to turn lights on after dark 

:. a' 

, I: 

I· ..• !,. 
,~ " 
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4. Here's a list of Borne stsps people mignt take to secure their (house, 
apartment) when they ~ awa~ for a wee end ~ ~ long vacation. Do you 
generally do any of these tlings?- (READ LIST) 

a. 
b. 
o. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 

h. 
i. 
j. 
k. 

(2) 
Yes 

(1) 
No 

[OJ 
N/A 

Tell your neighbors you're going away 
Turn on all alarm system 
Leave outside lights on 
Leave inside lights on 
Leave drapes and shades open 
Set automatic timer to turn lights on after dark 
Don't tell strangers who call on the telephone that you 

are going away 
Stop newspapers 
stop deli.veries 
nave lawn mowed 
stop mail or have neighbor collect mail 

14 

Any others? (Write in) __________________________________________ _ 

5. Interviewer I Observe each of the following. If you are unable to tell 
whether each is present, then ask. 

"'. Do you have the following in your (house,apartment)? 

,: I' 

j'l. 

l 
I 

:' " 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

". 

(21 [11 
Yes No 

(0) 
N/A 

Double cylinder dead bolt locks 
Through-frame pins 
Rods in track of sliding doors 
Bars on windows 
Operation 1.0. sticker 
Beware of Dog sign 
Burglar alarm sign 
Night latches 
Any other crime prevention devices, 

Specify ______________________________________ __ 



-u-
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6. In general, have ~ cut back or 
changed your activlnEies in the past 
year because of crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not at all. 

(l) A great. deal 
(2) --Somewha t 
(1) Not at all 

7. Do YOIl think lieOPla in leneral have 
cut back or c ango tho r nctIvities 
in the past year because they are 
afraid of crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not at all. 

(ll A great deal 
[21--Somewha t 
{ll----Not at all 

O. Would you say crimes in your neigh­
borhood are committed mostly by the 
people who live here or mostly by 
outsiders? (Do not read list.) 

[ll __ NO crime happening in neighb:lrOOc.xl 
(2) People living here 
(JJ--Outsiders 
[4) Equally by both 
[SI __ IXn't ktvY 

9. Would you please tell me if you have heard of any of the following programs 
or agencies? 

1-
2. 
l. 
4. 

(lJ 121 (0) 
Yes No NIA 

Rape Prevention Program 
SCAT (Special Crime Attack Team) 
Operation 1.0. 
Denver Anti-Crime Council 

LO. Have you ever heard of the Emer­
~Phone~? 

11. How often do you watch your neigh­
bor' s home for them when they are . 
away? (READ LIST) 

(1] Yes (Go to A) 
(2) No 

10-1.. Can you tell me what that 
number is? 

(enter number givenl 

(I] Often 
(2)--Sometimes 
(31--Seldom 
(4] Never 

.. 
'. 

',i 

~. "; 

• ':' .' ~Io I' 

VI. Now I would like to ask you some questions about the way you feel about 
the police. 

1. Do you think the salaries of the police in this 
area are too high, about right, or too low? 

(ll __ Too high 
(2) ~bout right 
(l)---TtlO low 
[OJ=Not sure 

2. lIere's a list of phrases people often use to describe the activities of 
the police. Do each of these phrases describe the activities of the police 
in yov,r neighborhood? 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 

12J [1) [0) 
Yes No OK 

Catching criminals 
Enforcing laws 
Stopping crimes before they occur 
Giving traffic tickets 
Bothering people who haven't broken the law 
Being prepared for an emergency, such as a flood 
lIelping people 
Just hanging around 

3. 1I0w good of a job do you I:hink the police are doing for each of the 
following I 

" 

':,' 

'" ' 

n. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

.' I 
-; " .. '~" . 

[41 
Very 
Good 

[lJ 
Pretty 

Good 

[2] [II 
Not BO No 

Good Opinion 

Showing up quickly when called 
Being respectful to people like yourself 
Paying attention to complaints 
Giving protection to the people in the 

neighborhood 
Te&ching people how to prevent crime 



Here's a card (hand respondent 
Card '2) showing seven ways the 
people of Denver rate their police. 
Which one of these would you use 
to rate the job being done by the 
police in your neighborhood? 

17] Sxcellent 
16)--Very good 
15)--Cood 
(4)--Fair 
13)--poor 
(2) --Very poor 
(l]--'l'errlble 
[O)--Not sure 
(bl=nefused 

Which one of the following crimes 
do you think the police should 
spend the mos~ time preJenting? 

III nurglary 
(2J--Rape 
(31--Assault 
( 41--Robbery 
(51 other 

[I. The following few questions deal 
with crime prevention. Would 
yo" please tell me the way you 
feel about the following? 

!low willing would you be to attend 
free ccmmunity workshops in order 
to learn crime prevention tech­
niques? (RETID LIST) 

(1] Very willing 
(21--Somewhat willing 
13 )--Somewhat unwilling 
(-1J- Very unw! 111ng 

lIow willing would you be 1:0 watch 
your neighbors home or apartment 
while they are away if they would 
do the same for your? (READ LIST) 

(lJ __ Very willing 
(21 __ Somewhat willing 
(3J __ Somewhat unwilling 
C4J __ very unwilling 

\ 
\ 

, ' " "/ \Il~<'lo ' ''''1''1 'r·· ... 
, 

.. 
17.'" ,I" .. ,. 
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3. lIow willing would you be to 
money on purchasing devices 
make your (house,apartment) 
from burglars? (RETID LIST) 

(11 Very willing 
(2]--Somewhat willing 
(3]--Somewhat unwilling 
(4] Very unwilling 

spend 
to 
safer 

4. Which of the following would be 
most li~ely to prevellt your home rrom e ng broken into? (Choose 
one only.) 

(I] flaving deadbolt locks 
(2]--lIaving bars on the wiOOO'o'I9 
(3]--lfaving more police patrols 
(4) llaving a b.trglar alarm 

VIII. Finally, I'd like to ask you 
some specific questions about 
yourself. 

'.' , . \(. . f ,~ 
, I 

: .. 1 , ' I 4. Type of dwelling. (Interviewer check 
_~! this but do not ask.) 

5. Have you ever served on a jury? 

.. '., 

I,' 

'-, 

(1] __ 8ingle family 
(2) Duplex, two-family 

• (3) lIigh rise, multiple 
(4) ____ Other (describe) I 

unit 

(21 'les 
[l)--No 
(0) Not sure 

6. Are you willing to serve on a 
jury? 

(2) Yes 
[l]--No 
(0) , Not sure 

7. If you or any member of your family were in need of assistance, who would 
you call first to help you? (Check appropriate answer category.) 

(1) Other family member, relative 
[2]---Priend or neighbor 
(3]--Po11ce 
[4]----Priest, Pastor, Rabbi 
[5]--Lawyer t attorney 
(6)---Othar professional peraon (doctor, social worker, etc.) 
(7) Community organization, Specify ________________________________ __ 

1. What i.s your age? (Enter eXilct age) 

l1a1e, ____ _ Femals ____ _ 
(9) Otherl 
{O] ____ oon·t r.k=no=w~a~n~y~o~n~e~.~n~o~t~s~u~r~e-------------------------------------

. ,', 

18 '. 

2. "0W long have you lived in this 
(house,apartment)? 

[1] Less than one yeaz: 
(2]---One to 5 years 
[3J--6 to 10 years 
(4]===:11 years or more 

8. People have various ways of getting information about crime. ~{hich of the 
following gives yoU information about crimo and crime prevention. (READ LIST) 

3. What was the last year of regular 
schooling completed by the bead 
of your household--the lOa in wage 
earner? 

171 __ Grnduate school degree 
(G] Grilduate 4 year college 
(5)--Partial collegp. (less than 4 years) • 
(4)--lIi9h shcx>l graduilte :; 
[JI--Partial high school (grades 10 or U) 
(2)---;runior lligh scoool (grades 7,8 or 9),. 
[l)--l.ess than 7 yearu of school" -- :., .... 

", 

" " ,I. ' . .:' 

,,' 

a. 
b. 
c. 

, d. 
o. 

(1) (2) 
Yes No 

Radio I WhiCh station ________ _ 
Newspaper 
TV, Which channel 
Talking to friend~s-,-n-e'l~gThrb~ors, and relatives 
Any other sources? 

',", f.' Which of the aources above do you feel is the Jl\oat important to you? .. 
:;< -
,/" (enEer IEem number) ,,": .. ' 



9. What area do you consider your 
neighborhood? 

10. Do you know the names of your 
next door neighbors? 

[1) Yes, all of them 
{2l----Ycs, some of them 
IJ) No 

~l. Do you own or renl your home? 

12. Is everyone who lives here 
related to you? 

[1) Yes 
12]--Uo 

13. Was the head of this household 
employed last week? 

[1) Yes, full-time 
(2)----Yes, part-time 
[J) No 

l~. Interviewerl Check this but do 
not ask ethnicitYI 

[1) Black 
(2)--White 
(3)--Chicano 
141--Native Ameri.can 
(5)--Other 
(0] Not sure 

" ",". 
-15-

-,; 

'" 

!.' . 

.. 
" 

" ' 

.' ,,' 

,:.,. 

.'., 

.. '. " t,:' • 

'h.;~~ : 

", , 

-16-

INTERVIEWER - ASK ~LL RESPONDENTS 

As part of my job my supervisor may wish to call you 
to be sure that I asked all the questions. 

Would you be willing to have my supervisor call you? 

Name of Respondent __________________________________ __ 

Telephone number _________________________________ __ 



" . .1 
NEIGIIBORlIOOO CRIME PREVENTION EDUCATION PROGRAM , , 

VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

Interviewer name: ________________________________________________________ ___ 

Crew Cllief notl~le , ________________________________ _ 

Date interview assigned: .', . 
Date interview completed:~ ____________ _ 

..... 

Did any special problems occur in having this interview completed? 

., . ~ 
This interview hae been checked for: 

r : 

. I 

A. Legibility Yes No ---B. Comple:teness 'Yes-- No --C. Accuracy Yes ----- No 
D. Authenticity Yes--- No Remarks I 

(Call back) -- '.' 

Crew Chief sIgnature 
Date' _______________________________ _ 

': .~ I 

I ~ '.'. ,.;, 

~ - l' " 
~ l"ti> 

. I, '\ 1";,"" 
j: ,;'" 

.,,-



NEIGHBORS-ACT POST-TEST 

1976 

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 





~· ... lumns 
1/1-4 

CONFIDENTIAL 
COMMUNITY RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, INC. 

245 Columbine, Suite 206 
Denver, Colorado 80206 

Interview 

NEIGHBORS AGAINST CRIME 'l'OGETIlER SURVEY 

. /5-8 Census Tract. _____ _ 

~/9 Area (I) Eastside, (2) Weatside, {3} Remainder 
./10-12 Block _____ " ___ _ 

/13-14 

Address of Ilousehold _________________ _ 

Interviewer __________ " ____________ _ 

Hello. I'm (Your Name) of Community Research Associates. 
We are helping to collect inlormatio~ about crime in the city 
and in this area, Would you give me a few minutes of your time 
to answer some questions? {HAND RESPONDENT LETTER AND HAVE 
'fllEM KEEP IT.} This letter introduces me and gives you the 
telephone numher to call to establish my identity, We urge 
you to call this number, or one of the offices if you have 
any questions. Your answers will be: combined with hundreds 
of others in our report and '~onfidentiality is guaranteed. 

Record ti"", interview begins:, _________ _ 

Record tiae interview ends:. ___________ _ 

22 23 

Columns 
1/15 1. First, I would like to know if you are tbe 

(1) Hesd of the household () or 

1/16 
1/17 
1/18 
1/19 
1/20 

1/21 

1/22 

1/23 
1/24 
1/25 
1/26 
1/27 

1/28 

1/29 
1/30 

1/32 

(2) The Spouse ( ) 

Now I would like to ask you a few questions about how you feel about 
some things in general and about this neighborhood • 

2. There are many problems facing our country these days. I'm going 
to read you a list of problems and would like for you to tell me 
if you have been paying attention to any of them • 

3. 

(1) Yes (2) No 
(1) Poverty ( ) ( ) 
{2} Inflation ( ) ( ) 
{3} Crime ( ) ( ) 
(4) Race Relations ( ) ( ) 
(5) Unemployment ( ) ( ) 

L:-=-(A) Of thos~- pr~~lems~ou have paid attention to, which one concerns 
you the most? 

--------~(~e-n~te-r~i~t-e-m-n-u-mb~e-rr)--
- - -- - -

How did you happen to select this particular neighborhood 
to live in? fMARK ALL THAT APPLY. 00 NOT READ LIST.) 

£l} 

(2) 
(3) 
{4} 
{S} 
{6} 
. , 
{7} 

{8} 
{9} 

Neighborhood characteristics--type of neighbors, 
environment. streets, parks. etc. 
Good Schools 
Safe from crime 
Only place housing could be found, lack of choice 
Price was right 
Location--close to job. family. friends. schools, 
shopping, etc • 
lIollse(lIpartment) of property characteristics­
size, quality. yard space, etc. 
Always lived in this neighborhood 
Other-

to Q3A} 

A. {IF MORE THAN ONE REASON), Which reason would you say was the 
"most important? ____ ~ _____ ----~ __ -­

(enter item number) 
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CollIDls 4. Is there anything you don't like about your neighborhood? (DO 
NOT READ LIST) 

1/33 
1/34 
1/35 

1/36 
1/37 
1/38 
1/39 
1/40 

I/H 

1/43 

1/44 

1/45 

1/46 

(I) No 
(2) Traffic, parking 
(3) Environment problems--traah, noise, overcrowding, 

etc. 
[4} Crime or fear of crime 
(5) Public transportation problems 
(6) Inadequate achools, shopping facilities, etc. 
(7) Bad element moving in 
(8) Problema with neighborq, characteristics of 

neighbors 
{9} Other 

( }--[Go to Q5) 

1 ~~ ,,~~ 
:~ 

A. [IF MORE THAN ONE ANSWER) Which problem would you say is the 
most serious. 

(en ter number) 

5. How oiten do you actually walk in your neighborhood when it's 
dark--either alone or with someone else? {READ LIST} 

(1) Every night ( ) 
[2} Few times/week ( ) 
(3) Fe .. times/month ( ) 
[4 } Less often ( ) 
(5) Never ( ) 
[OJ Not sure ( ) 

Switching to another subject: 

6. Do you have a watch dog, even though it is also a household pet? 

{J} Ye", dog is a watch dog () 
[2l Dog is pet ooly ( ) 
{I} No dog ( ) 

7. Do you have a gun in your house that is used for the protection 
of the household? 

(2) Yes ( ) 
[I} No ( ) 
{Ij} Not sure ( ) 
{b} Refused ( ) 

Colunma 
1/41 

1/48 

1/49 

1/50 

1/51 

8. Do you carry any insurance that covers any of your personal 
property ngainst loss from theft or vnndalism? 

9. 

[2l Yes ( ) 
{l} No ( ) 
(O) Not sure () 

Some people use engraving pencils to mark their personal property 
for purposes of security and identification. Do you do anything 
to identify or mark your personal property--for example, your TV 
or stereo? 

{2} Yea ( ) 
{l} No ( ) 
(OJ Not sure () 
{b} Refused ( ) 

10. Do the police--or any other organization--in your community have 
a personnl property identification program underway? 

{2} Yes ( ) 
(l) No ( ) 
{OJ Not sure ( ) 
{b} Refused ( ) 

11. Have you ever seen or received any information about protecting 
your (house, apartment) from burglary? 

{2} Yes 
O} No 
[OJ Not sure 
(b) Refused 

( ) {Go to QUA} 

~ ~GotOQI2) 

12. Other than a close friend or relative, do you know a policeman 
well enough to call him by his name? 

O} Yes 
{2} No 
(O) Not Bure 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

.. ' 

25 



5. 

_'"lumns 

I would now like to ask you about actual experiences you have had 
durin~ the past 12 months. 

INTERVIEWER: (ASK EVERY QUESTION (13-18) BEFORE CO~WLETING INCIDENT 
REPORT SHEET.) 

26 

1/52-53 13. During the past 12 months, did anyone break into your (house, 
apartment) and take something, or just walk in and take something? 

{I} No () [Go to Q14} 
{2} Yes () Hw many timeo1__ [Go to Incident Report Sheet} 

1/54-55 14. During the pP '!It 12 months, was anything stolen from outside your 
home or from a place where a household member was temporarily 
staying, or from your automobile(s)? 

(I) No () [Go to Q15} 
(2) Yes () 110\1 many timeo1__ [Go to Incident Report Sheet} 

1/56-57 15. During the past 12 months, did you or anyone else in the house .. 
hold have anything stolen from you--things like havinH your 
pocket picked or purse snatched? ' 

(1) No () {Go to Q16} 
I~j Yes () IIw many times1__ {Go to Incident Report Sheet } 

1/58-59 111. With1n the past 12 months, did anyone take something from you 
or from anyone else in your household by using force? This would 
include a stickup, mugging, a bicycle forcibly taken away from 
children, or a violent purse snatching? 

0) No () (Go to QI71 
(2) Yes () 110\1 many times1__ {Go to Incident Report Sheet} 

1/60-61 17. During the past 12 months, were you or anyone in the household 
attacked or assaulted? 

OJ No () {Go to Q16J 
12} Yes () 110\1 many times1__ {Go to Incident Report Sheet} 

1/62-63 18. Does anyone in the household own an automobile? {IF YES, CON'rINUE: 
IF NO GO TO Q19} Within the past 12 months has this or these 
automobile(s) ever been stolen or taken without permiSSion? 

(l) No ( ) {Go to Q19} 
{2} Yes () How lI!Uly tibleo1__ Wo to Incident Report Sheet} 

Columns 

3/5 

3/6 

3/7 

3/6 

3/9 

3/10 

3/11 

3/12 

3/13 

3/14 

3/15 

3/16 
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Now, I would like to read a set of statements to you. For each state­
ment, will you please tell me whether you strongly agree or agree, 
are undecided, disagree or strongly disagree. 

19. CRIME IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM 

STRONGLY 
AGREE 

(1) 

IN DENVER. ( ) 

20. HlSl' POLICEMEN ARE nONEST. ( ) 

21, I FEEL VERY SAFE WALKING ALONE 
IN H'l NEIGlIBORIIOOD AT NIGIIT. () 

22. HOST UIGUEIl-UPS IN TilE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT ARE nONEST. ( ) 

2). I FEEL VERY CONCERNED ABOUT MY 
(1I0USE, APARTMENT) BEING 
BROKEll INTO. ( ) 

24. CRUIE IN OUR NEIGHDORlIOOD HAS 
DECREASED BURING TIlE PAST YEAR. ( ) 

25. TUEIlE IS LITTLE TIlAT A PERSON 
LIKE ME CAN DO TO PREVENT 
GETTING ATTACKED. ( ) 

26. CRIME PREVENTION CAN ONLY BE 
lIANDLED BY TilE POLICE. ( ) 

27. IF PEOPLE IN HY NEIGlIBORlIOOD 
WOULD LOOK OUT FOR ONE ANOTlIER, 
TUERE WOULD BE A LOT LESS 
CRIME. ( ) 

28. THERE IS REALLY NO'fllING PEOPLE 
CAN DO TO PROTEC'!' TUEJ.R 1I0ME 
FROM A IlURGLAR. ( ) 

29 ~ IF I SAW A CRnlE OCCUR I WOllI;D 
BE WILLING TO APPEAR IN COURT 
AS A WrrllESS. ( ) 

30. TIlE COURTS DO A GOOD JOB IN 
REDUCING THE AMOUNT OF CRIME. () 

AGREE", UNDECIDED DISAGREE 
('2') (3) (4) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

,'" 

STRONGL 
DISAGRE. -ror-

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
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3/17 

3/18 

3/19 

3/20 

3/21 

3/22 

3/23 
3/24 
3/25 
3/26 
3/27 

28 

STRONGLY 
AGREE 
(1) 

AGREE 
STRONGLY 

UNDECIDED DISAGREE DISAGREE 
("2) (3) ~~ (5) 

31. PRISoNS DO VERY LITTLE GOOD IN 
HELPING TO STOP CRIHE. ( ) 

32. ONE REASON TillS NEIGllTIORlIOOD 
DOESN'T HAVE MORE GRIME IS 
TIIAT 1m STICK TOGETHER. ( ) 

33. I IlISlJ TilE POLICE WOULD PATROL' 
MY NEIGUBORlIOOD MORE OITEN. ( ) 

34. I WOULD FEEL SAFER II' TIlE 
POLICE WOULD PATROL MY 
NEIGlIBORlIOOD ON FOOT. ( ) 

35. I THune MY nOME IS SAFE FROM 
TIlIEVES. ( ) 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

( ) () ( ) 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

Now, I have some questions about things you may do here at home. 

38. When you or other family members are a.t home, do you. keep the 
doors locked all the time, sometimes, hardly ever, or never? 

(1) Always ( ) 
121 Sometimes ( ) 
(3} Hardlv ever () 
{4} Never' ( ) 

37. Uere's a list of some steps people might take to Recure their 
(house, apartment) when they go to bed at night. 

Do you generally do any of these things when you go to bed? 
(READ LIST} 

B. Lock your windows 
h. Turn On "II alarm system 
c. Leave outside lights on 
d. Leave inside lights on 
e. Leave dropes and shadeo closed 

{ZI 
Yea 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

(I} 
He 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

{OJ 
NIl. 
() 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

(b) 
Refuso 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

Columns 

3/26 
3/29 
3/30 
3/31 
3/32 
3/33 
3/34 

3/35 

3/36 
3/37 
3/36 
3/39 
3/40 

3/41 

3/42 
3/43 
3/44 
3/45 

3/46 

38. liere's a list of some steps people might take to secure their 
(house, apartmont) when they're going out for a while and no ono 
will be home. 

Which of the following do you usually do when you are out for a 
while? (READ LIST) 

{2} 
Yes 

a. Lock YOllr windows ( ) 
b. Tell a neighbor YOll're going out ( ) 
c. Turn on an alar~ syste~ ( ) 
d. Leave olltside lights on ( ) 
e. Leave indide . lights on ( ) 
f. Leave drapes and shades closed. ( ) 
g. Set automatic timer to turn lights 

on after dark ( ) 

{1} 
No 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

(0) 
N/A 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

{bl 
Refuse 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

39. lIere's a list of some steps people might take to secure their 
(house, apartment) when they go away for a weekend or a long 
vacation. 

Do you generally do any of theso things? 
{READ LIST} 

{2} 
Yos 

Ii. Tell your neighbors you're going 
awsy. ( ) 

h. Tum 011 an alat1ll s)!stelll ( ) 
c. Leave outside lights on ( ) 
d. Leave ills ide lights on ( ) 
o. Leave drapes end shades open ( ) 
f. Set autcmntic timer to tum lights 

on after dark ( ) 
g. Tell strangers who callan the 

telephone that you are gOing away () 
h. Stop newspapers ( ) 
1. Stop deliveries ( ) 
j. lIave lawn mo-o/ed ( } 
k. Stop mail or have neighbor collect 

"",11 ( ) 
1. Other ( ) 

m 
No 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

(O) 
N/A 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

{b} 
Refuse 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

29 
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Coluams 
40. Do you have the following in your (house, apartment)? 

{2} U} {OJ (3) 
Yes No NIA Don't know 

3/47 4. Double cylinder dead bolt locka ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3/48 b. Through -frame pins ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3/49 c. Rods in track of sliding doors ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3/50 d. Bars On vindows ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3/51 e. Operation 1.0. sticker ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3152 f. Beware of Dog sign ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) l/S3 g. Burglar alarm sign ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3/54 h. Nights latches ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 3/55 1. Any other crime prevention 
devices ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

3/56 41. In general, have you cut back or changed your activities in the 
past year because of crime?--a great deal, somewhat, or not 
at all. 

{l} A great deal ( ) 
{2} Somewhat ( ) 
(II Not at ~ll ( ) 

3/57 42. Do you think people in general have cut back or changed their 
activities in the past year because they are afraid of crime?-­
a great deal, somewhat, or not at all. 

3/56 

(3) A great deal () 
{21 Someuhat ( ) 
( I} Not a t all ( ) 

43. Would you say crimes in your neighborhood are committed mostly 
by the people who live here or mostly by outsiders? 'CDO NOT 
READ LIST) 

(I) No cr.lme i.appening in neighborhood () 
{21 People living he'ce ( ) 
C3l Outsiders ( ) 
C 4) Equally by both ( ) 
[5} Don't know ( ) 
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3/59 

3/60 
3/61 

3/62 

3/63 

3/64 

3/65 

3/66 

31 

44. Would you please tell me if you have heard of any of the following 
programs or agencies? 

{l} C2) CO} 
Yes No D/K. 

1. Denver ViSiting Nurse Service ( ) ( ) ( ) 
(Public Health Service) 

2. York Street Center ( ) ( ) ( ) 
3. Operation I.D. ( ) ( ) ( ) 

45. Have you ever heard of the Emer~encl ~~? 

C1l Yes ( ) {Go to Q45A} 
(2) No ( ) {Go to Q46} 

A. Can you tell me what that number is? 
(ENTER NUMBER GIVEN) 

46. Are you aware that the Denver Visiting Nurse Service has a 
follow-up program for victims of street assault and sexual assault? 

{l} Yea ( ) 
{2} No ( ) 

47. !low often do you watch your neighbor's home for them when they 
are away? {READ LIST} 

{l} Often ( ) 
{2l Sometimes ( ) 
{31 Seldom ( ) 
{41 Never ( ) 

Now, I would like to ask you some questions about the way you feel 
about the police. 

48. Do you think the salaries of the police in this area are too 
high, about right, or too low? 

(II Too high () 
{2} About right ( ) 
{3} Too lev ( ) 
(O) Not sure () 

.-
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:alumna 

3/67 
3/68 
3/69 
3/70 
3/71 

3/72 

3/73 
3/74 

3/75 
3/76 

3/77 
3/78 

3/79 

4/5 

-- --~~~~ ~---------------------------

49. Here's a list of phrases people often use to describe the 
activities of the police. Do each of these phrases describe the 
activities of the police in your neighborhood? 

{2} {1} 
Yea No 

a. Catching crimials ( ) ( ) 
b. Enforcing lawa ( ) ( ) 
c. Stopping crimes before they occur ( ) ( ) 
d. Giving traffic ticketa ( ) ( ) 
e. Bothering people who haven't 

broken the law ( ) ( ) 
f. Being prepared for an emergency, 

such as floods ( ) ( ) 
g. Helping people ( ) ( ) 
h. Just hanging around ( ) ( ) 

50. now good at a job do you think the police are doing for each 
of the following: Very good, Pretty good, or Not so good. 

{4} {3} {2} {l} 
Very' Pretty Not so No 
Good Good Good Opinion 

B. Showing up qUickly when cslled ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
b. Being reapectful to people like 

yourself. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
c. Paying attention to complaints ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
d. Giving protection to the people 

in the neighborhood ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
e. Teaching people haw to prevent 

crime ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

51. I will tell you seven ways the people of Denver rate their 
police. Which one would you use to rate the job being done by 
the police in your neighborhood? 

O} Excellent ( ) 
{6} Very good ( ) 
{5} Good ( ) 
{4} Yair ( ) 
en Poor ( ) 
{2} Very poor ( ) 
O} Terrible ( ) 
{OJ Not sut:e ( ) 
(b) Refused ( ) 
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4/6 

4/7 

4/8 

4/9 

4/10 

52. Which one of the following crimes do you think the police 
should spend the most time preventing? {READ LIST} 

{I} Burglary ( ) 
{2} Rape ( ) 
{l} Assault ( ) 
{4} Robbery ( ) 
{5} Other ( ) 

Now I'd like to ask you a few questions about things you might 
be willing to do about crime prevention. 

53. How willing would you be to attend free community workshops 
in order to learn crime prevention techniques? [READ LIST} 

(I) Very willing ( ) 
{2} Somewhat willing ( ) 
{l} Somewhat unwilling () 
{4} Very unwilling ( ) 

54. Uow willing would you be to watch your neighbors home or apart­
ment while they are away if they would do the same for you? 
{READ LIST} 

{I} Very willing ( ) 
{2} Somewhat willing () 
{l} Somewhst unwilling () 
{4} Very unWilling ( ) 

55. How willing 1V0uid you be to spend money 011 purchasing devises to 
make your (house, apartment) safer from burglaries? {READ LIST} 

(1l Very willing ( ) 
{2} Somewhat willing ( ) 
{3} SODlewhat unwilling () 
£4} Very unwilling ( ) 

56. Which of the following would be most likely to prevent your home 
from being broken into?' {CHOOSE ONE ONLY} 

{l} Hsving deadbolt locka ( ) 
{2} Having bars on the windows ( ) 
{l} Having more police patrols ( ) 
{4} Having a burglar alarm ( ) 

...... 
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Columns 

4/11 57. Within the past two years have additional street lights been 

4/12 

4/13 

4/14 

installed on your block? 

(l) Y"s 
{2} No 

() {Go to Q57A} 

{J} Not sure 
~ ~Go to Q58} 

A. WOUld you say that the new 
(READ LISTI 

01 Much more ssfe 
(Z) Slightly more safe 
{J} No different 
{4} Slightly less ssfe 
(5) Much leBs safe 

B. Since the new street lights 
your neighborhood at night: 

0) More often ) 
(2) About the same ) 
0) Less often ) 

street lights make you lee1: 

were installed do you walk in 
{READ LIST} 

C. Have the new street lights ever helped you to observe a crime 
in progress which you reported to the police? 

OJ Yes 
{2} No 

( ) 
( ) 
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4/15 

4/16 
4/17 
4/18 
4/19 
4/20 
4/21 
4/22 
4/23 
4/24 
4/25 
4/26 
4/27 
4/28 
4/29 

4/30 

4/31 

4/32 

58. Have you heard of Neighbors Against Crime Together, also called 
Neighbors ACT? {IF PERSON IS NOT SURE TELL THEM: This is a 
p'rogram on ways to prevent crime by organizing neighbors.} 

O} Yes 
(2) No 

( ) 
( ) 

(Go to QS8A) 
(Go to Q59) 

A. Where did you see or hear about Neighbors ACT? 
(READ LIST) 

B. 

0) {Z} 
Yes No 

{l} T.V. ( ) ( ) 
{Z} Radio ( ) ( ) 
{J} Newspaper ( ) ( ) 
{4} Movie Theater ( ) ( ) 
{5} BUB ( ) ( ) 
{6} Tax! ( ) ( ) 
{1) Billboard ( ) ( ) 
(8) Poster ( ) ( ) 
(9) Speaker ( ) ( ) 
flO} At your door ( ) ( ) 
(11) Block meeting ( ) ( ) 
(12) A neighbor ( ) ( ) 
(I3) A friend ( ) ( ) 
(14) Other ( ) ( ) 

Have you received'a packet of information on crime prevention 
from Neighbors ACT? {IF PERSON IS NOT SURE TELL THEM: The 
packet would contain information on rape, assault, and 
burglary. } 

(l) Yes 
(2) No 

( ) 
( ) 

C. Did someone from Neighbors ACT come to your door to talk 
about the program. 

(1) Yes 
(2) No 
{3} Not sure 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

\ 
D. II ave you or anyone else from your houseiattended a block 

meeting sp,onsored by Neighbors ACT? , 

O} Yes 
e2} No 
{3} Not sure 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

Continued on Next Page 
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58. Have you heard of Neighbors Against Crime Together, also called 
Neighbors ACT? (IF PERSON IS NOT SURE TELl, THEM: This is a 
p"rogram on ways to preven t crime by organizing neighbors.) 

{l} Yes () 
(2) No () 

{Go to Q5aAI 
{Go to Q59} 

A. Where did you see or hear about Neighbors ACT? 
(READ LIST) 

(J) T.V. 
{2! Radio 
(3) Newspaper 
(4! I-Wvie Theater 
(5! Bus 
{6) Taxi 
O! Billboard 
(al Poster 
(9! Speaker 
(IO! At your door 
f 11 I Block 'l>e.:ting 
!l2l A neighbor 
{13! A friend 
(I4! Other 

(I) 
Yes 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

(2l 
No 

) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

n. Have you received a packet of information on crime prevention 
[rom Neighbors ACT? f IF PERSON IS NO'll SURE TELL THEM: The 
packet would contain information on rape, assault, and 
burglary. ) 

{1l Yes 
(21 No 

( ) 
( ) 

C. Did someone from Neighbors ACT come to your door to talk 
about the program. 

{l} Yes 
(2l No 
O! Not aure 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

D. Have you or anyone else from your house attended a block 
meeting sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 

(l) les 
(2) No 
(3) Not sure 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

Continued on Next Page 
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4/33 

4/34 

4/35 

4/36 

4/37 
4/38 

4139 

4/40 

4/41 

4/42 

E. Have you or anyone else from your house attended ilny other 
meeting sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 

(1) Yes 
(2) No 
O! Not sure 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

F. Have you told any of your neighbors you would watch their 
house? 

G. 

H. 

I. 

J. 

{O Yes 
{2l No 

( ) 
( ) 

Have you exchanged information with your neighbors such as 
your name and telephone number? 

0) Yea 
(2) No 

( ) 
( ) 

Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has he1ped bring your 
neighborhood closer together? 

0) Yes ( ) 
(2) No ( ) 
{OJ Don't know ( ) 

Since you heard of Neighbors ACT have you or a member of 
your household done any of the following: 

Yes No Not Refused 
Sure 

(l) {2} OJ (D) 

B. Purchased Bny locks ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
b, Locked your home more 

regularly ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
c, Left lights on when you are 

not at home ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
d, Walked only in well lighted 

areas at night ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
e, Been cautious of strangers ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

Have you done anything else to protect yourself from crime? 

Cl} Yes ( ) 
Specify 

{21 No ( ) 
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CoIUlllOB 

4/43 

4/44 

4/45-46 

4/47 

4/48 

4/49 

4/50 

4/51 

Finally, I'd like to ask you some questions about yourself. 

59. How long bave you lived in tbis (hOUSd, apartment)? 

f1) Less than one year ( ) 
(2 ) Oue to 5 years ( ) 
O} 6 to 10 years ( ) 
(4) 11 years or more ( ) 

60. Sex; 

(il Male ( ) 
(2) Female ( ) 

61. What is your age? {ENTER EXACT AGE} 

62. What was the last year of regular schooling completed by the 
bead of your household--the main wage earner? {DO NOT READ LIST} 

(n Graduate school degree ( ) 
(6) Graduate (4 year college) ( ) 
(5) Partial college (less than 4 years) ( ) 
(4) High school graduate ( ) 
(J) Partial high school (grades 10 or 11) ,() 
(2) Junior high school (grsdes 7. 8 or 9) () 
(1) Less than 7 years of school ( ) 

63. Have YOll ever served on a jury? 

64. 

65. 

{2} Yes ( ) 
( 1) No ( ) 
(OJ Not sur" () 

Are you willing to serve on a jury? 

(2 ) Yes ( ) 
(0 No ( ) 
{OJ Not sure ( ) 

Do you know tbe names 

(I) Yes, all of them 
{2} Yes, 90me of them 
(3) No 

of your 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

next door neigbbors? 

66. Do you own your home or do you rent? 

OJ Own 
{2} Rent 

( ) 
( ) 

4/52 67. Is everyone who lives here related to you? 

OJ Yea ( ) 
{2} Ho ( ) 
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Columns 
4/53 68. Was the head of this housebold employed last week? 

4/54 

4/55 

(IJ Yes, full-time 
{2} Yes, part-time 
(3) No 

( ) 
( ) 

a9.{INTERVIEWER: ClmCK THIS BUT DO NOl' ASK ETHNICITY) 

(0 Black ( ) 
(2) White ( ) 
{3] Chicano ( ) 
{4] !lative American ( ) 
{5} Other ( ) 
{OJ Not sure ( ) 

70. Type of dwelling. (INTERVIE~~R CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK) 

0] 5il1gle family ( ) 
{2} Duplex, two-family () 
{l] lIigh rise, mUltiple 

unit ( ) 
(4) Other ( ) 

{INTERVIEWER: ASK ALL RESPONDENTS} 

As part of my job my supervisor may wi~b to call you to be 

sure that I aslced a11 tbe questions. May I have your: 

NAME: 

TELEPHONE NqMB~R, ________________________ ___ 
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4/5& 

4/57 
4/58 
4/59 

4/60 

NEIGBBOns AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER 

VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

Interviewer name: 

Interview 

Did any special problems occur in having this interview completed? 

(2) No 
{I} Yes. Explain 

39 

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

Thio interview has been checked for: 
{I} Yes (2) No 

A. Legibility Yes .No ( ) 
B. Completeness Yes no ( ) 
C. Authenticity Yes No ( ). 

Remarks: ____________________ _ 

Crew Chief Signature 
DATE: ______________________ __ 

Columns 

I 2/1-4 

.2/5-6 

: 2/7-10 

! 2/11 
I 

j 2/12 

I 
2/13 

j 
2/14 
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INCIDENT REPORT SHEET 

Interview 11 

Interviewer: If the person answered Question 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, or 
16 with "Yes", till out one Incident Report Sheet for 
each yes answer. 

Question # 13 ( ) 14 () 15 () 16 ( ) 17 () 18 ( ) 

1. When did the crime last occur? 

2. 

3. 

Month Year 

Was this incident reported to the police? 
O} Yes () {Co to 4} 
{2} No () {Co to 3} 

Can you tell me why the incident was not reported to the police? 
(DO NO'r READ RESPONSE 'CATEGORIES) 

(1) Did not want to take time. Did not want to be troubled. ( ) 
(2) Nothing big taken, small theft. ( ) 
{3} Knew the offender. ( ) 
{4} lIandled the problem themselves. ( ) 
{5} Didn't think they would do anything. ( ) 
{6} Other ( ) 

A. {IF MORE THAN ONE REASON} 
most important? 

Which reason would you say was the 

(enFer number) 

{GO TO 5} 

4. What did the police do? {DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES} 

{I} Took information or report. Never found item. 
{2} Took fingerprints. 
{3} Rec~vered items. 
{4} Nothing. 
{5} Other sction taken. ~ 

{GO '10 5} 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

2/15 5. Did you (or the victim) know the offender? 

O} Yu ( ) 
{2} No ( ) 

..... 



NEIGHBORS-ACT PANEL STUDY 

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 
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J , ' 
CONFIDENTIAL 

COMMUNITY HESEARCl! ASSOCIATES, INC. 
245 Columbine, Suite 206 
Denver, Colorado 

Interview # (y .. rc 
NEIGlIOORS AGAINST CRIME TOGETIIER SURVEY 

CenslllI Tract _-:-::-__ ,--_-::-,..,-,--,,-,-_____ _ 
(lnterviewer Fll1 In) 

Block ____________ __ 

AddreSS of Uousehold _______________ __ 

Interviewer: 

41 

00110. I'm (Your Name) of Community Research Associates. We are 
helping to collect information about crimo in the city and in this 
arall. Would YOIl give me II. few mill' .. ", of yOllr timo to answer some 
questions? [llANO RESPONDENT LETT!':.'. _ This lettor introduces me and 
gives yO\l the pol ice telephone number to cllH to esLllbl1sh IlY identity. 
We urge you to call this number, or one of the offices if you have 
IIny questions. [SilO\\' Y,C)UR DRIVERS LICENSE AND IIAVE RESPONDENT KEEP 
LhTIER.} Your answers to tho questions w:UI be combined with hundreds 
of others in our report and confidentiality is gUllrlluteed. 

(I) 

(2) 

____ Agrees to be interviewed 

____ Refuses to be interviewed. 
Why7 __________________________________ ___ 

Record time intervIew begins: _______ -'-___ _ 

Record time interview cnds: 

t~ 
~ 

t; 
! 

, .. 
" :1 

'i 

f.~. ." M 
r: 
f.' 
t 

1 

. f,- -,. 

ColllJlUls 

1. First, I would like to know it you are the 

(1) !lead 0 f Lhe household () 01' 

(2.) The S\louse ( ) 

2, 

~ow I would like to ask yoU n lew questions about how you feel Ilbout 
Borne things in general and Ilbout this noighborhood. 

Thero aro many problems facing our country these days. I'm going 
to rend you a list of pi'obiems and would liko for you to tell Ine 
if you hnve been paying attention to Ilny of them. 

{ll 
(1) Yes 12} No 

l'ov"rty ( ) ( ) 
{2l Inflation ( ) ( ) 
{3} Crime ( ) ( ) 
{4 } Race Rllintlono ( ) ( ) 
{5} Unemploy"""nt ( ) ( ) 

(A) 
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Of those problems you have paid attention to, which you the most? one concerns 

lentc~ item number} 
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3. lIow did y()u happen to select this particular neighborhood 
to li vo in? (UARK ALL THAT APPLY. DO NOT !lEAD (,1ST. J 

(II 

12) 
()} 
14 ) 
(51 
(6) 

!71 

(SI 
(9) 

Neighborhood eha rllcterlstlcs--type of neighbors, 
cnv( ronrnent. stTt!ctB, parka. etc:. 
C.ood schools 
Safe from crime 
Only place housing could be found, lack of choice 
Price was rig/It 
Locatlon--close to .10b, family, friends, schools, 
shopping, etc. 
1I0us", (apartment) of property characteristics-­
size, quality, yard space, etc. 
Always lived 1n this Ileighborhood 
Other--

~ 
(~~~(GO 
( ) 
( 

to Q3A) 

~(H' MOllE THAN ONE- !lEASON) Which renson would you say was the I 
~ost importnnt? (ENTER NU!Il3EP.) 

4. Is thuru nnything you don't lJke about your neighborhood? (DO 
NOT READ LIST) 

5. 

(1\ 110 
(2) Trafflc, pnrkinK 
(JJ Environment problems--trach, 110ise, overcrowding, 

etc~ 

(4) Crime or (car of crime 
(51 Public transportation problems 
(6) Inadequate schools. shopping facilities, etc. 
(7) nad el~m"'"t movine in 
(8) Problems lilth neighbors, chsracteristics of 

neighbors 
(91 Other 

( ) (Go to Q5) 

; ~{., " ,'AI 

:~ 
(If MORE THAN ONE ANSWER) Which problem would you say is the 
mos t ~e r i ous. (ENTER NUMBER I 

How often do you actuall y walk in your neighborhood when it IS 

dark--either alone or with someone else? {RBAD LIS1'} 

(I} f.very l1iKht ( ) 
(21 f.;v times/wcck ( ) 
OJ PeW tJUles/month ( ) 
(4) Less often ( ) 
(5) Never ( ) 
(0) Not surc ( ) 

Switching to another subject: 

6. Do you have a watch dog, even though it is also a household pet? 

(3} Yes, dog in s varch dog () 
(2) ik>g 1a pet only ( ) 
III No dog ( ) 
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7. Do you have a gun in your house that is used for the protection 
of tho household? 

(2) Yes ( ) 
[I} No ( ) 
(0) Not sure () 
[b} Refused ( ) 

8, Do you carry any insurance that covers nny of your personal 
property against loss from theft or vandalism? 
(2! Yes ( ) 
(1) No ( ) 
(0) Not sure ( ) 

9. Some people use engraving pencils to mark their personal property 
for purposes of security and identification. Do you do anything 
to iduntlfy or mark your personal property--for example, your TV 
or stereo? 
{2} Yea ( ) 
(1) No ( ) 
(OJ Not nure ( ) 
(b) ReCused ( ) 

10. Do the police--or any other organization--in your community have 
a personal property identification program underway? 
(21 Yes 
11) 110 
[O} Not sure 
{hI Refused 

( )---{Go to Qll } .( >r-... 
( ~(Go to QlZ) 
( ) 

11. Have you ever seen or received any information about protecting 
your (house, apartment) from burglary? 
{2} Yea ( ) 
{l} No ( ) 
to) Not sure . ( ) 
(b) Refused 

A. Where did you see or hear the information? Check appropriate 
box. 

RurHo 
T.V. 
Police 
Other 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

B. Do you remember anything in particular that the messages said? 
(I) Yes ( ) 
(2) No ( ) 

12. Other than Ii close friend or relative, do you know II. pOliceman 
well enough to call him by his name? 
(j) Yes ( ) 
(2) No ( ) 
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I would now Uke to ask you about actual experiences you have had 
during the past 12 months. 

·~5 

13. During the past 12 months, did anyone break into your (house, 
apartment) and take something, or just walk in and take something? 

(II No () (Go to QI41 
(21 Yes () II"" IDany times1__ {Go to Incident Report Sheet} 

1<1. During the past 12 months, was anything stolen from outside your 
home or from a place where a household member was temporarily 
staying, or from your nutomobile(s)? 

(II No () (Go to 0151 
121 Yes () II"" many time:d__ (Go to Incident Report Sheet I 

15. During the past 12 months, did you or anyone else in the house­
hold hnve anything stolen from you--things like having your 
pocket picked or purse snatched? 

( II No () (Co to Q 16 I 
(21 Yes () 110l0I many times1 ___ (Co to Incident lIeport Sheetl 

16. Within the past 12 months, did anyono tuke something from you 
or from anyone else in your household by using force? This would 
include a stickup, mugging, a bicycle forcibly taken away from 
children, or a violent purse snatching? 

(II No e) (Co to QI7I 
12) Yes () 11010' IIk~ny tlmes1 ___ (Go to Incident Report Sheet) 

17. During the past 12 months, were you or anyone in the household 
attucked or assaulted? 

(r.o to QIB) 
11010' many times1__ (Go to Incident Report Sheet) 

(I J 110 () 
(2) Yes () 

18. Does anyolle in the household own all automobile? (IF YES, CONTINUE: 
IF NO GO TO Q191 Within the past 12 months has this or these 
automobile(s) ever ueen stolen or taken without permission? 

(l) No ( ) (Go to Q19) 
(2) Tel> ( ) lIov many Umes1 __ (Go to Incident Report Sheet) 

Coluruna 
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Now I would like to read a set on statements to you. For each state­
m~nt, will you please tell me whether you strongly agree or agree 
w1th it, are undecided, disagree or strongly disagree. 

STRONGLY STRO:1 
AGREE AGHEE UNDECIDED DISAlJREE DISA( 

1. --r- ~ i §.-

19. CRUIE IS A SERIOUS PRODLEM 
IN DENVER. e ) ( ) ( ) e ) ( ) 

20. MOST POLlCEMEN ARE HONEST. e ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

21. I FEEL VERY SAFE WALKING ALONE IN 
MY NEIGlWOIUIOOD AT NIGIIT. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

22. HOST InGIiER-UPS IN TilE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT ARE 1I0NEST. ( ) ( ) ( ) e ) ( ) 

23. r FlmL VERY CONCERNED ABOUT MY 
(1I0USr., APARTMENT) OEING 
BROKEN INTO. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

24. CRIME Itl OUR NEIClIHORIIOOD IlAS 
DECREASED DURING TilE PAST YEAR. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

25. 1'IIERE IS LITTLE TllAT A I'ERSON 
LIKE ME CAN DO 1'0 PREVENT GETTING 
ATTACKED. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

26. CRIME PREVENTION CAN ONLY BE 
HANDLED BY TilE POLICE. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

27. IF PEOPLE IN MY NEIGlJUORJIOOD 
"OULD LOOK OUT FOR ONE ANOTHER, 
TlmRE WOULD DE A LOT LESS 
CRIHE. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

26. TIIERE IS REALLY NOTliiNG PEOPLE 
CAN DO 1'0 PIIOTECT THEIR /lOME 
FROM A BUGLAR. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

29. IF I WERE A WITNESS 1'0 A CRIME, 
I WOULD DE WILLING TO APPEAR IN 
COURT AS A WITNESS. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

30. TilE COURTS DO A GOOD JOB IN 
REDUCING 'fHE AMOUNT OF CRII1E. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

31. PRISONS DO VERY LITTLE GOOD IN 
HELPING TO 51'01' CRII1E. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

32. OIlE REASON TillS NEIGlIBOlUlooD 
DOESN'T IIAVE MORE CRIME IS TIIAT 
liE STICK TOGETHER. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
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33. 

34. 

35. 

I WISII TilE POLICE WOULD 
CONTROL MY lIEIGIIDORlIOOD MORE 
OITEN. 

1 WOULD FEEL SlifER IF TilE 

STRONGLY 
AGHEE 

! 

( ) 

POLICE WOULD PATROL MY NElGlIIlOR-
nOOD ON FOOT. ( ) 

I Til INK MY /lOME IS SAFE FROM 
TIlIEVES. ( ) 

AGREE UNDECIDED DISAGREE ---r ~ .1 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) ( ) 

Now, I have some questions about things you may do here at homo. 

36. When you or other family members nre nt home, do you keep the 
doors locked all the time. sometimes, hllrdly ever or never? 

{ I Always ( ) 
( ) Sometiwcs ( ) 
( } /lardl, eve~ () 
( J Never ( ) 

31. lIere's a list of some steps people might tllke to secure their 
(house, npartment) when they ~ to bed at night. 

JO. 

Do you generally do any of these things when you ~o to bep? 
(READ LIST) 

12} {I} (o) 
Yes No ilIA 

a. Lock your windows ( ) ( ) ( ) 
h. Turn on an alarm aystelD ( ) ( ) ( ) 
c. Leave outaide i1ghts on ( ) ( ) ( ) 
d. Leave inside lights on ( ) ( ) ( ) 
e. Leave clrapna and ahudes closed ( ) ( ) ( ) 

Ilere's n llst of some steps people might take to secure their 
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S1'RONG1.Y 
DISAGHEE 

~ 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

{bl 
Refuse 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

(house, npartment) when they're gOing out for a while nnd no one 
will be home. 

Which of the following do you usually do when you are out for a 
while? (READ LIST) 

(2) (ll (o) ( hI 
Yes No NIA Refuse 

a. Locl your Windows ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
b. Tell a neighbor you're gOing out. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
c. TUfn 011 lln alarm aystem ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
d. Leave out Bide lights on ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
B. Leave in01de lights on ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
f. Lesve drapes and shades cloaed. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
g. Set automatic timer to tum lights 

on after dark. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

Columna 
39. 
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lIere's a list of some steps people might take to secure their 
(house, apnrtment) when they go away !£r. !!: weekend 2!. !!: long 
vacation. 
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Do you generally. do any of these things? 
(READ LIST) 

(2) (1) 
Yes tlo 

CO} 
NIA 

(b) 
ReCuse 

a. Tell your neighbors you're going 
away. 

b. 'l'urn 011 an alarm system 
c. Leave outside lights on 
d. Leave insIde lights on 
e. Leave drapes and shades open 
f. Set automatic timer to turn lights 

on aCter dark 
g. DOll' t tell strangers who call on 

the telephone thst you are goIng 
awny 

h. Stop newspapers 
i. Stop deliveries 
j. lIuve lawn mowed 
k. Stop mall or have neighbor collect 

Dlui1 
1. Other 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( l 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

Interviewer: (OIlSEHVE EACII OF TilE FOLLOWING. IF YOU ARE UNAIlLE . 
'l'ELL WHETHER EACH IS PRESEN'l', 'fllEN ASK. I 

Do you have the following in your (house. 
[2J 
Yes 

A. Duuble cylinder dead bolt locl<s ( ) 
b. Through-frame pillS ( ) 
c. iloda ill trae\<" of slidlng doorll ( ) 
d. Dnrs on windows ( ) 
e. Operation 1.0. sticker ( ) 
f. Beware of Dog sign ( ) 
g. Burglar alarm sign ( ) 
h. Night latches ( ) 
1. Any other criltle prevention 

devices ( ) 

apartment}? 
{l} (0) 

Ilo NIA 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 
( ) ( ) 

() ( ) 

{b} 
Refus 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

41. In general, hnve you ;cut bnck or changed your nctivities in the 
past year because of crime?--a great deal, somewhat, or not 
nt all. [READ LIST} 

3 A great deal () 
7. Somewhat ( ) 
1 Not at all () 
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42. Do you think people in general have cut back or changed their 
act i v it ies I n the past year because they are Ilfraid of cr1me?-­
a great deal, somewhat, or not at all. 

(3J A great deal ( ) 
(2J Somewhat ( ) 
(11 Not at all ( ) 

43. Would you say crimes in your neighborhood al'e cOllullitted mostly 
by the people who live here or mostly by outsiders? (DO NOT 
£lEAD LISTI 

(IJ No crime happening in neighborhood () 
{2J People living here ( ) 
(JJ Outsiders ( ) 
(4J Equally by both ( ) 
{5} Don't knoll ( ) 
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·14 • Would you please tell me if you have heard of any of the following 
programs or agencies? 

01 /2) (0) 
Yes No D/K 

1. Ocnver Visiting Service ( ) ( ) ( ) 
(Public Health Service) 

2. York Street Center ( ) ( ) ( ) 
3. Operation 1.0. ( ) ( ) ( ) 

15. lIave you eve r heul'd a f the Emergency ~ Number? 

(IJ Yea () (Go to QAl 
(2) No () (Go Lo QI,6) 

~--~-------~~------~--------~ A. Can you tell me what that number is? 
{ENTER NUMDER GIVENI 

46. Are you aware that the Denver Visitin~ Nurse Service has a 
follow-up program for victims of street assault and sexual assault? 
(II Yes () 
{lJ No ( ) 

'17. How often do you watch your neighbor's hnme for them when they 
are away? (READ LIST) 

(I) Often () 
(2J S~etimes( ) 
fJ I Seldom () 
(4) Never () 

Now I would llko to ask you some questions about the way you feol 
about the pollee. 

8. Do you think tho salaries of the police In this area are Loa 
high, about right, or too low? 

I I J Too hil'h ( ) 
/21 ~.bout right () 
(3) Too low ( ) 
(0) Not sure ( ) 

'·Ii 
I 

i 
I 

I 
I 

, I 
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49. 

50. 

Here's It list 
actl v it ies of 
activities of 

of phrases people often use to describe the 
the police. Do each of these phrases describe 
the police In your neighborhoo~? 

Catching criminals 
Enforcing 1aw9 

121 (I) (OJ 
Yes No NfA 
() () () 
() () () 

a. 
b. 
c. they occur () () () Stopping crimes before 

Giving traffic tickets 
Bothering people who haven't 
broken the 1a ... 

d. 
e. 

f. Being prepared for un emergency. 
such as flood 

g. Ilelping people 
h. Just hanging sround 

() () () 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

How good of a job do you think the polico are doing for each 
of Lhe following: Very good, Pretty good or Not so good. 

{4} (J) {2} (I) 
Very Pretty No so No 
Good Good Good Opinion 

a. Sholling up qu ickly when called ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
b. Being respectful to people like 

yourself. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
c. Paying uttention to complaints ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
d. Giving protection to the people 

in the neighborhood ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
e. Teaching ,people ho ... to prevent 

crime. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 
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the 

51. lIe1'0' s 11 card (llANO RESPONDENT CAIto NlJ showing seven ways tho 
people of Deliver rate their police. Which one of these would 
you use to rate the job being done by the police in your neigh­
borhood? 

(71 E"cellent ( ) 
(6) Very good ( ) 
{5} Good ( ) 
{4} .'air ( ) 
{J} Poor ( ) 
{21 Very poor ( ) 
(I) Terrible ( ) 
{Ol Not sure ( ) 
{bl Refused ( ) 

#i-''' 
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52. Which one or the following crimes do you think the police 
should spend Lhe most time preventing? (READ LIST) 

(1) Burglary 
(2) RJlpe 
(l) Assault 
(4) Robbery 
15) Otiol!r 

Null' I'd liks tu ask yuU a few queslions about things you might 
be willing to do about cr~ne prevention. 

53. Jiow willing would you be to attend free community workshops 
in order to lelll"n crime prevention techniques? (IlEAD, LIST] 

5<1. 

55. 

11) Vcry willing 
(2] Som""hut willing 
(3) Somllwhat unwilling 
(4) Very lInwH] Ing 

/low willing would you be to watch your neighbors home or apart-I 
men t wh 11 e they are uway i C they would do the same for you? 
(READ LIST) 

(II Very willIng 
(2) Somewhat willIng 
I l) Somewhat unwHUng 
(41 Vcry unwillIng 

liow willing would you be Lo spend mon~y on purchasing devises to 
make your (house, apurtment) safer from burglaries? (HEAD LIST) 
[1) Very willIng 
121 Somewhat w11 lll1g 
(l) Somc..,hat unwilling 
(4) VCry unwilling 

56. Which of Lhe follOwing would be most likely to prevent your home 
from being broken into? ICIIOOSE ONE ONLY} 
III llaving deadbolt locks () 
{2l !laving bars on the Windows ( ) 
(J] !laving more police patrols ( ) 

51 

(4) Uaving a burglar alarm () i, 

~~'~--------~--~ =4 ..... 

Colullns 
7. Within tho past two years have additional street lights been 

installed on your block? 

(1] Yeo (Co to AI 
{2} No (Go to Q5B] 
(ll Not lIure or 

dOl\'t know 

A. WOUld you fmy that Lhe new street lights make you feel; 
{HEAD LIST] 

(1] Hueh Dlore lIafe 
(2] Slightly more ssfe 
(3) No different 
(4) Slightly less sufe 
{5] Huch leos lIate 

n. Since the new street lights were installed do you walk in 
your neighborhood at night: (HEAD LIST) 

[1] Hare of len ( ) 
(2) About the Burne () 
(J] Lells often ( ) 

52 

c. Have the new street lights ever helped you to 
in progress which you reported to the police? 

abserve a crime 

(l) Yea () 
(21 No () 
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58. Have you heard of Neighbors Against Crime Together or Neighbors 
ACf? 

(1) Yes 
121 No 

(Go to A) 
IGo to Q59) 

IF PEnSOliis-NcYr SUIlE TELL TUEM: 1'hi6 is a program Oil ways to 
prevent crime by organizing neighbors. 

r
· 1\-.'I~r(! did yo;;;~;-~hp.ar about Neighbors ACf? 

(DO NOT HEAD LIST) 
(1) T.V. 
(2) Rildio 
(ll NC\Jspaper 
(4) Hovle theatre 

I (51 Bus 
(6) Tad 

I (7) BUlboard 
, (S) Poster 

(9) Speaker 
(10) At your door 
(II) "lock meeting 
(12) A neighbor 
(lJ) A fdend 
(14) Other 

n. Have you received a paclcet of infonnation on crime prevention 
f rom He 11~hbors ACf? 
I Yea () 
2 No () 

IF PER SUN IS NOT SURE TELL TIIEM: The packet would contuin information 
on rape, assault and burglary. 

C. Did someone from Neighbors ACf come to your door to talk 
abou t the program? 

(1) Yes () 
(2) No ( ) 
(l) Not 9ure ( ) 

D. Have you or anyone else from your house attended a block 
meeting sJlonHored by Neighbors ACf? 
(11 Yua () 
{Zl No ( ) 
Il) Not aure ( ) 

E. Have you or anyone else from your house attended any other 
meeting sponsored by NeIghbors ACf? 
II) Yus { 
(2) No ( 
e31 Not 8ure ( 

Continue on Next Page 

we; - « A 
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F. lIave you told nny of YOllr neighbors YOII wOllld watch their 
hOllse? 
( 1) Yea () 
(2) No () 

o. Have YOIl exchanged inIormation with your neighbors such as 
YOllr name Ilnd telephone number? 

II. 

[1) Yes () 
{2} No () 
Do you Ieel that Neighbors ACf hns helped bring your 
neighborhood closer together? 

e 11 Yea ( ) 
(2) No ( ) 
131 Don't know or 

not aure ( ) 

1. Since you heard of Neighbors ACf have you or a member of 
YOllr household done any of the following: 

Yua No Not Refuged 
Sure 

(11 (2) (3) 101 

a. Purchased ony locks ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

b. Locked your horne more 
regularly ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

c. Left Ught8 on when you 
( ) ( ) are not at home ( ) ( ) 

d. Walk only in well lighted 
( ) ( ) areas at niRht ( ) ( ) 

e. Be cautious of strangers ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 

J. nave you done nnything else to protect yourself from crime? 

(l) Yea ( ) 
Specify 

(2) No ( ) 

Finally, I'd like to ask YOII some questions about yourself? 

59. !low long have YOIl liv~d in this (hollse, apartment)? 

ell Less than one year () 
{2} aile to 5 years ( ) 
(3) 6 to 10 years ( ) 
(4) 11 years or more ( ) 

60. Sex: 
Hale ( ) 
Female ( ) 

.... 
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61. What Is your ago? 

62. lI'hat was the last year of l'egular schooling completed by the 
head of your household--the main wage earner? 
(7) Graduate school degree ( ) 
[6J Graduate r 4 year college) ( ) 
[5) Partial college [less than 4 years) () 
[4) "feh school graduate '( ) 
[JJ Partial high school [grades 10 or 11) ( ) 
[2) Junior high 8chool [grade8 7,8 or 9) ( ) 
r I) tess than 7 year8 of schor,l 

63. lIave you ever served on a jury? 
(2) Yes 
[1) No 
[0) Hot sure 

64. Are you willing to serve on a jur~? 
[2) Yes 
(1) Nco 
(0) Not Ollre 

65. Do you know the names of your next door neighbors? 
el) Yes, all of them ( ) 
12J YeB, 80me of them ( ) 
(lJ No ( ) 

00. Do you own or ren t your home? 
III INn ( ) 
(2J Rent ( ) 

67. Is everyone who lives here related to you? 
(1] Yes () 
[2) 110 () 

68. \fas the head ot this househcHd employed last week? 
[lJ Yes, full-time 
{2} Yes. part-time 
{J} No 

69. J/ltervlcwer: Check this but do not ask ethnlcity: 

70. 

(lJ Black 
(2) White 
(3) Chicuno 
(4) !lative American 
15/ Other 
(0/ !lot SUre 

Type of dwelling. 
[l) Single family 
(2) Duplex, t'lio-falDlly 
[l} 11igh rise, multiple 

IInit 
(4) Other 

(INTERVIEWER CHECK TillS BUT DO NOT ASK) 
( ) 
! ) 

J 

- - • 
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NEIGIIDORS AGAINST CRIME TOGE'fIlER 

VICfIMIZATION SURVEY 

Interview# 1)'-1 lz 

Interviewer name: ___________________________________________________ __ 

Crew ChIef name: ______________________________________________________ __ 

Did any special problems occur in having this intprvipw completed? 

This interview has been checked for: 

!l)Yes {2}No 

A. Legibility Yes ( ) No ( ) 
D. Completeness Yes ( ) No ( ) 
C. Accuracy Yes ( ) No ( ) 
D. Authenticity Yes ( ) No ( ) Hemarks: 

Crew ChIef signature 

Date: ________________________ _ 

56 



lu ..... 

INCIDENT REPORT SHEET 

Interviewer: If the person answered Question 13, 14,15, 16, 17, or 
18 with "Yes", fill out one Incident Report Sheet for 
each yes answer. 

1. 1\t,en did the crirre last occur? 

Month Year 

2. Was this incident reported to the police? 

(I) Yes (){Go to 4) 
(2) No (){Go to 3) 

3. Can you tell me why the incident was not reported to the police? 
( DO NOT READ HESPONSE CATEGORIES) 
(1) Old not want to take time. Did not want to be troubled. ( ) 
{21 Nothing big taken, small theft. ( ) 
(J) Knew the offender. ( ) 
(4) Handled the problem themselves. ( ) 
(S) Dhln't think they would do anything. ( ) 
(6) Other ( ) 

fGO TO 5) 

4. What did the police do? 

{I} Took information or report. Never found ite~. 
(2) Took Fingerprints. 
(Jl Recovered ltemB. 
(4) Nothing 
(S) Other action taken 

(GO TO 5) 

5. Did you or the v.ictim know the offender? 

11) Yeo () 
12l No () 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

-~--~-~- ----~---
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX #3 

Equal Employment Opportunity Reports for 1975 and 1976. 



Equal Employment Opportunity Report 

Ccmpiled by 
Jamee Ann Rogers 
September 15, 1975 

Neighbors Against Crime Together 

R.F. Falk Associates, Inc. 
245 Columbine Street, Suite 206 

Denver, Colorado 80206 



-..... au 

42.305 Record Keeping and Certification 

I, Jroree Ann Rogers, certify that R.F. Falk Associates, Inc., 

subcontractor to the Neighbors Against Criroo Together, an L.E.A.A.­

Denver Anti-Crime council funded criminal justice project, has fomulated 

an equal enployment opportunity program in accordance with 28 CFR 

42.301 ct. seq. Subpart E, and that it is on file at the 

Division of Cr:lminal J\lStice, 
ran. 328, State Services Building 
1525 Shennan Street 
Denver, Colorado 80302 

for review or audit by officials of the cognizant state planning 

agency or the Law Enforcement Assistance Mninistration as required 

by relevant laws and regulations. 
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Equal Employment Opportunity Report 

1. Introduction 

R.F. Falk Associates, Incorporated was selected on June 9, 1975 
to perfonn the evaluation of the Neighborhood Criroo Prevention 
Education Program, now renamed Neighbors Against Crime Together 
(NAcr). R.F. Falk Associates is a newly established, flenver 
based finn specializing in the application of social science 
techniques and methodology to research, evaluation and plul'lIling 
efforts. The finn was inoorporated in May of 1975 and has had 
no previous F.qua1 Fhlployment OpportWlity Program reports, plans, 
complaints or certifications on record ~~th either the state 
planning agency or the Colorado Civil Rights Comnission. This 
report is to document the hiring practices ~llich were in effect 
for the tanporary employees required for the first !ilase of the 
evaluation during July and August 1975. 

R.F. Falk Associates is required to file this report according 
to Title 28, Chapter I, Subpart E of Pnrt 42 of the COOe of 
Federal Regulations. Paragraph 42.302(d) of 28 CFR states that 
a. recipient of L.E.A.A. assistance which has 50 or IlJJre employees 
and ~hich hus received grants or subgrants of $35,000 or IlJJre 
and v,hich has a service population with a minority representation 
of 3 percent or IlJJre, is required to file such a report. R.F. 
Fall, Associates meets all of these criteria: the amolmt, ~hich 
was $89,985.45, the service population, \\hich is the city 
and county of Denver at 25 percent minority population, and the 
total nunber of employees on the subcontract ~as fifty persons. 

2. Report of Present Status 

A study of the finn's employment opportlmities v.as not perfonned. 
Dr. R.F. Fa1k and Dr. Donuld Q. Brodie were asked to submit an 
evaluation proposal based on an R.F.P, fran the N.A.C.T. office 
in March 1975. 'Ihe proposal was written with an estiIration of 
the number of hours required to perfOlm defined tasks. The 
identification and analysis of any problem areas inherent in the 
utilization or participation of minorities and \Ioren in all of 
the reccpients ClnploYIOC'nt phnses wn.s not undertuken because the 
proposal specifically stated that hiring and training of minority 
personnel l\Ould be accomplished. Specific steps \\I'!re recarrnended 
in the proposal. (See Appendix, page a). Recruitrrent bef::1ln in 
mid-June through the dire<;tives of Dr. Susan Wismer, EvaluatiOn 
Analyst for NAcr. She infonned the Eastside and Westside NAer 
offices that R.F. Fnlk Associates ~~re interested in hiring 
indigenous survey-interviev.~rs. The neighborl100d offices \rere 
asked to canpile a list of individuals v.ho v.ould be jnterested in 
tanpol"ary full-time v.ork. A list of 30 nllllJ3s v.as obtained fran the 
Eastside office by June 12, 1975 (Appendix, pages b, c, d). The 
Westside office, due to reorganization problem, did not sutmit 
a list of potential E!IJlloyees until July 2, 1975, (Appendix, page e). 
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On June 23, 1975 the job announcEm:mt was sent to the Central Order 
Taking Unit at the Colorado State Employment Division (Appendix, page f). 
During that week other offices and agencies "ere contacted. same of 
llhiell regularly receive the Colorado State Einploynxmt Division's 
microfiche. 'The offices on the lroiling list were contacted especially 
because they are agencies which have a greater minority clientele. See 
Appendb, page g. Additional people interested in the position who 
had heard about the position fonned another list of potential employees 
(Appendix, page h and i). One hundred people applied for the aVldlab1e 
positions. TIle application fonn took the Simple shape of a 3 x 5 carei, 
(Appendix, j). Each applicant had a personal interview with the project 
supervisor. During the interview a job interview fonn l';11ich assessed 
desirable Job characteristics was filled out on eacl1 person(Appendix k). 
TIle applicants were informed that there \\ere two types of positions 
open and the duties and sa1ary of each one. Survey-interviewer was 
line I;,-taff positiL.n at $2.75 per hour plus 12Sl per mile. Basic duties 
\tiere to acluinister the survey instrurent under directlon of the crew 
chief. 'The crew cl1ief position paid $3.50 per hour plus 12Sl per mile 
and required that an individual be reliable, be able to have transpor­
tation and provide transportation for survey-interviewers. keep an 
accurate tally of surveys asSigJled and canpleted. keep time records 
and be under the direction of the project supervisor. See anployment 
contracts or these positions in the Appendix (jJages 1 and m) • 

'I1le breakdo.m at: etlmic and sexual background or. all those who applied 
is as follows: . 

AU, AWLTCANrS Am. Indian Black White Chican a 

Male 62 0 26 15 21 

Female 38 1 15 6 16 

'rotal 100 1 41 21 37 

Due to withctral\aIs, those IIho did not appeal' for an interview, and people 
who did not contact this office to schedule an interview after notifi­
cation, the nurrber \Iilo actually had a job interview was much sna11er. 

AIL INl'ERVI L\\"EES Am. Indian Black White Chican a 

Male 47 0 16 16 15 

FannIe 33 1 12 6 14 

Total 80 1 28 22 29 

There ~ere no educational prerequisites which specified attainment 
of certain grade level of regular schOOling. TIle only educational 
prerequisite IIhich seaned to make sense was that a person have the 
ability to rend the questionna.tre and be able to write responses 
to open-ended questions. One individual (a native English speake~ 
1100 \ws hired was discovered to be unable to read the questionnaire. 
'The crew chief was called upon to tutor or coach this person 

- i\W+ .. 
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until reading the copy was srooth and understood by the interviewer. 
Applicants who had sane previous supervisory experience or question­
naire research experience were given some preferential standing 
in the selection for crew chief positions. During the interview­
ing the quality most looked for \IUS interest and ease with \\11ich 
the applicant spoke. Those individuals \lho did not appear to enjoy 
public contact or responded to questions in non-verbal or semi­
verbal ways lIere not considered as highly desirable aJployees. 

All fifty applicants fran the first too weeks of interviewing 
were called on July 3 to be infolmed if they \\QuId start on lbnday, 
July 7. Six people \lere selected to start on that date to train 
for the pre-test validation survey of 100 oouseholds. Ethnic and 
sexual breakdown of those six is as follows: 

VALIDATION SURVEY INl'ERVIEWERS Black White Chicaoo 

Male 3 1 1 1 

Fanale 3 1 1 1 

Total 6 2 2 2 

Of the f!fty iIlterviewed, six were hired to start inrnediately, 
three "ere not qualified and eleven were told that because of 
their part-time jobs Ilhose hours conflicted with our projected 
starting times, they \IQuld be given lesser consideration. The 
remainder were told that they "QuId still be considered for the 
survey-interviewer position, but that they could not be definitely 
informed wltil all interviews had been canpleted. TIle job an­
nounCEment was closed July 9, 1975 and canpletion of interviews 
was accanp1ished by Friday, July 18. 'lWo days \\ere reserved for 
informing applicants of their jclJ status. The principals of the 
firm decided that additional people should be hired to put the 
project easily within the projected schedule. Instead of h;~nty­
five interv8\\'ers, thirty-six were hired. This increased the 
nmber of crew cl1iefs needed from four to six. After the first 
day of interviewlllg one of the six validation survey-interviewers 
quit. She felt that she could not cb an adequate job because of 
the d:)()l~to-door oork. The five that remained were offered the 
crew chief job. One additional crew chief was hired. 

CIlEW C1IIEF IUSITION Black VIllite Olicaoo 

Male 4 1 2 1 

FEIln.1e 2 1 0 1 

Total 6 2 2 2 

'The staff, as of July 23, 1975 is listed in the Appendix. 
A elllUt for the enployees as of that date follov.s: 

page n. 

." 
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&JIM.l'-INl'EIWIEWEIl I-OSrrION Black White Chicano 

Male 20 7 6 7 

Famle 16 6 2 8 

Total 36 13 8 15 

At 9:00 a.m. 'I1Jl1rsday, July 24, trnining for thirty-aix survey inter­
vie\rers and six crew chiefs was scheduled. Seven people who were 
hired did not show up. Additional people were hired to fill gaps 
left in various crews on July 24, 1975. 

ALTERNATE SURVEY-INl'EIlVIEWERS Black White 

Male 3(2) 0 o 3(2) 

FannIe 2(1) 1 o lCO) 

Total 5(3) 1 o 4(2) 

Of these alternates too did not report for oork, a Innle and fannle 
Oltcano. During the next week crews were reslructured. The trainee 
posItion lias offered to a male QJicano and fam~e Blacle. The male 
did not cane to l\Qrk and did not contact tiS again so the position 
was offered to a fanale Qlicano "'ho had been employed fran July 7, 1975 
and was serving as a crew cllief. The trainee posit.ion was at the 
$2.75 per hOl~ level plus l~ per mile. Since this eliminated one 
crew chief, crews were restructured. As of Monday, AlJ!,'1Ist 4, twenty­
six survey-interviewers were still anployed. (See Appendix, page 0). 
During that week four ITOre pc.-ople cIropped out. TIIo stated that they 
l.old other ccmnitmP.nts, one was leaving town and another cited trans­
portation probluns as her reason for quitting. 'I\yenty-tllo interviewers 
oorked until August 8, 1975 to canplete the major portion of the task. 
The crew chiefs and trainees continued \lorking on another task Stlll·t­
ing August 11, 1975. At that time lhe crc'W chiefs participated in one 
day of elata cocIing training whicll enabled than to transfer the infor­
nation fran the questionnaire onto keyplmch forms. Since crew chiefs 
were assigned duties of cocIing and interviewing and were no longer 
required to perform any supervisory tasks they were reduced to $3.00 
per hour. On.: of the crew chief-coders quit after too days of this 
regiIl'P.lI. lie had obtained another part-time job which paid ITOre per 
hour and he ",anted to pursue that position. On Wednesday, August 13, 
three additional people, \lho \\ere excellent interviewers, were rehil'ed 
to speed up the necessary interviews which remined. 

AUXll.IARY INl'EIWThlYERS Black White Chicano 

Male o o o o 
}'amle 3 1 1 1 

Total 3 1 1 1 

-
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'llle auxiliary intervie\rel's were anp10yed until August 22, 1975. A 
sumnary of staff positions, salary, racial/ethnic and sexual break­
clowns is presented in the following tuble: 

Tl'ILE and SALARY I SEX El'IINIC BACKl:iIaJND LENGf11 OF a!Pl.OYMENl' 
---------

Am. Ind. Black White ~ 

Project SUpervisor $5.25/5.88 June 2O-Sept. 30, 1975 

Femle 1 1 

Totals 1 
-- - ----------- ~ -~--- ----------- --- -- ----~ ------~---

Secretary $3.05 June 3O-Aug. 29.1975 

Femle 1 -~~, 
, 'Otal 

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

Validation Interviewer $2.75 July 7-July 15, 1975 

Male 3 1 I 1 (became crew chiefs) 

FannIe 3 l l 1 

Totals 6 2 2 2 (minus 1 Famle ~bite 

Validation Coder $2.75 July 14-July 16, 1975 

Male 1 ..L (became Auxiliary Co<.. 

Totals -- -- ,------- -- ----

Validation Keypuncher $3.00 7.5 hours July 16,19~1 

Femle 1 1 

a. 1 
----------

Crew Oli.:fs $3.50 

~lale 4 1 2 1 July 23-Aug. 8,1975 

FannIe 2 1 2!... ...L (became Crow Chief-u. 

___ '!btals 6 " 2 2 2 (added 1 1Iale I'Ibite) 

Survey-Interviewer $2.75 

Male 20 7 6 7 July 24-Aug.8,1975 

Famle .-.!!L 6 2 8 

Totals 36 13 8 15 

(continued) 
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TTI'LE and SALARY I SEX EI1INIC fl.ACKl3IUlND LENGl'Il OF ElIPl,OYAIENl' 

Am. Ind. ~ White Chicano 

Alternate-Interviewer $2.75 

~lale 2 0 0 2 Jl\ly 25-Aug.8,1975 

FannIe l .l 0 0 

Totals 3 I 0 2 

l'rainee $2.75 Aug. 4-Aug. 29, 1975 

Fam]e 2 l 1 
(trlU1sferred 1 Crew 
Chief nnd 1 survey-

Totals 2 1 1 interviewer) 

Crml Chief-C.oders $3.00 

llale 4 1 2 1 Aug. ll-Aug. 29,1975 

Farole l l -2... 0 

Totals 5 2 2 1 

Auxiliary Coder $2.75 Aug. 13-Aug. 29,1975 

Male .L l 
(rehired ValidaUon 
Coder) 

'rotals 1 1 

Auxiliary Intervjewers $2.75 Aug. 13-Aug. 22, 1975 

Femle 3 l I I (rehired Survey-Inter-
viewers) 

Totals 3 I I 1 

All PlJsitions NJl'E: 

Male 27 0 8 9 10 Peroons \\hO chnnged 

I 8 5 9 
titles or salaries 

Farole 23 - not COtulted rote the.., 
Totals 50 I 16 14 19 once. 

PrinCipals of Finn Am. Ind. Black ~ ~ 
President - Falk Male I 

V.Pres. 8. Seey. - Drodie 1lale 1 

V.Pres. &. Treas. - Riebe Male l 
Totals 3 I 

The principal duties of each of these positions are set out in outline form in the Appendix, 

pages p - r. 

Due to the nature of the l\Ork nnd the tanparary length of mployment, 
100,{, turnover was expected. Forttulately this did not occur. Retraining 
of survey-interviewers \\QuId have substnntially inhibited meeting pro­
ject deadlines. Since thirty-six intervjewers were hired at the out­
set the expected attrition did not affect acccmplishrnent of the task. 
None of the anployees I\ho tel1ninated their anployrnent were reprirnnnded, 
suspended with or without pay, or fired. Voluntary resignatioos by 
sex nnd race/etimic backgrotuld are charted below: 

Reasont3 for voluntary E1lINIC BAa<rnooND 
Resignation/Sex/Title Am. Ind. Black White Olicaoo 

1.) Did not like nature of \\Ork 

a) Validation Interviewer 

FannIe I I 
b) Survey-Interviewer 

FannIe 1 I 

c) Alternate SUrvey-
Intervi8llcr 

Ji'emle I I 

2.) Other commitments/ leaving 
tOIID 

n) Crew Chief - Coder 

Male 1 1 
b) Survey-Interviewer 

Alale 3 2 I 

Fanale 2 I 1 

3.) Physical injury 

a) Survey-Intervi6\\Cr 

Female I 1 

4.) Trnnsportation Problans , 
a) Survey-Intel'vi8ller 

Fel1lale 1 ] 

5.) Did not Appear after 
hiring/no further contact 

a) Survey-Intervi6llCr 

lIale 4 2 1 1 

FernIe 2 I 1 

(oootinued) 
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Reasons for voluntary 
Resignntion/Sex/Title h~IC ~ 

-----------F~~.~r~n~d~.-1_B~lg~~~~Wh~it~e~jCh~ic~an~o 
5.) Did not Appear after I 

hiring/no further contnct(cont.) 
b) Alternate Survey-Inter­

viewer 

Male 
Farale 

All RerunJs for Resignation 
Male 

Farale 

'lOl'ALS 

1 

1 

9 

10 

19 

4 

4 

8 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

5 

7 
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TASK 110. 41 IIIRItlG AND TRAINING UITERVll:.mmS 

Qualifications: 

LEM Grant 
Proposal No. 8387 

The principals of R. F. Folk & Associlltes have all had experience 
in the hirinr. and training of minority personnel. Drs. Brodie 
and Folk have had experience in OEO and the lIew Careers programs. 
In addition, Dr. Falk is the author of a chapter on interviewing 
tecl\niquea in a forthcoming methodology textbook. Mr. Riebe 
directed a Job Corps Center for 3-1/2 years employing a mixed 
staff accommodating 200+ corpsmen. 

Problems: 

The major problems anticipated in the hiring and training task 
arc the identification of target aren ri!sidents who will be willing 
to serve as interviewers; and the problem of sustaining the interest 
of those hired and trained. 

Recommendatiolls: 

We recommend that the staff of the Eaotside and Ilestside Action 
Centers be nctive in identifying potential interviewerc. In 
addition, local community lenders should make reconlmendations. 
finally, local employment services and offices should be 
contucLed. 

Secondly, we recommend tha t a tlew Careers concept be bui! t into 
the res(!urch. SpeCifically, we proposC' and have budgeted for, 
the extensive training, of two area residents in social research 
teclmi.ques. The two individuals identified will be involved in 
all Btuges of the research process for this project. They 
w11l be remunerated for both training and particfpation time, 
on an hourly basis. 

The individuals selected to participate us researcher trainees 
will work directly w1th the principals and staff of R. f. fal k 
& /lnsociates. In addition, those who complete the training 
prollrcun will be giyen documents verifying their research skills. 
H. }" ~'alk & Associates will serve as Q. professional reference 
for those individunlll so desiring. This concept follows that 
developed in the New Cureera Program und provides a viabl,. 
occupational opportunity. Hnny firms currllntly exist who need 
qualified interviewers nnd research osaistancl!. Jldditionally, 
governlllcnt og(!ncies such as the U.S. Census Duroou frl'quently 
require such personnel. The experience of the principals in 
tbe New Careers Program, Job Corps, snd O.E.O. milks them 
eminently qunUrted snd committed to this concept. 

-a-
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R. Frank Falk. Ph.D. 
Donald C. Brodie. Ph.D. 
CharleB F. Riebe. P.E. 

R. F. Falk Associates, Inc. 
245 Columbine Suite 206 
Denver, Colorado 80206 

(303) 320·5841 

Employment Understanding (Crew Chief) 

I, ' understand and sgree that 1 am being 
employed by R. F. Falk Associates, Inc. on a temporary basis, effective 
July 23, 1975 to be paid for my services at an hourly rate of $3.50. 

I further understand and agree that 1 8lI1 employed to supervise 
interviewers at locations to be specified and to perform other dutieD 
a6 assigned. 

1 further understand and agree that I now have an automobile 
for my use and that I shall use that automobile for transportation 
to perform duties as asai.gned. 

I further understand and certify that I halle adequate automobile 
liability insurance in case of an accident while on official business. 

I further understand and agree that approved mileage for business 
will be paid at l2¢ per mile. 

I further understand and agree that the methods of operation. 
sll quectionnaires and the information obtained thereon are the 
property of R. P. Yslk Associatea, Inc. and are not to be revealed 
or used by .. e. 

(Signature) 

Appraved for employment by R. F. Falk Associatea, Inc. 

By: Donald Q. Brodie, Ph.D. 
Vice President 

R. Frank Folk, Ph.D. 
Donald C. Brodie, Ph.D. 
Charles F. Rlebs, P.E. 

R. F. Falk Associates, inc. 
245 Columbine Suite 206 
Denver, Colorado 80206 

(303) 320-58~ 1 

Employment Understanding (Interviewer) 

I, , understand and agree that I Sm being 
employed by R. F. Falk Assoicatea, Inc. on a temporary baSiS, effective 
July 7, 1975, to be paid for my services at an hourly rate of $2.75. 

I further understsnd and agree that 1 lUll employed to I!onduct per­
Bonal interviews at locationa to be specified and to perform other duties 
as ass:i.gned. 

I further understand and agree that 1 now have an automobl,le for 
my use and that I shall use that aut.omobile for transportation to per­
form duties as assigned. 

I further understand and certify that i have adequate automobile 
lisbility insurance in case of an accident while on official business. 

I further understand and agree that approved mileage 'for businesa 
will be paid at 12¢ per mile. 

I further understanJ and agree that I will be required to check 
in and check out with a supervisor at the beginning and end of each 
work period at a location or locations to be designated by a super­
visor. 

I further understand and agree that the methods of operation, all 
questionnairea and the informat:i.on obtained thereon are the proper~y 
of R. F. Falk Associatea, Inc. and are not to be revealed or used by 
\lie. 

(Signature) 

Approved fOJ: employment by R. If'. Falk Associates, Inc. 

By: Donald Q. Brodie. Ph.D. 
Vice President 



TECHNICAL APPENDIX #4 

T-tests on Panel Study Variables. 

The first variable number which appears is the pre-test v~riable 

number. Readers are referred to Technical Appendix No.5 for the 

pre-test codebook which gives exact question wording. 
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DESCRIPTION 

Are you the head of the household? 

There are many problems facing 
our country these days. !'m going 
to read you a list of problems-and 
would like for you to tell me if 
you have been paying attention to 
any of them. 

Poverty 

Inflation 

crime 

Race Relations 

Unemployment 

Of those problems you have paid 
attention to, Which ~ concerns 
you the most? 

(enter item number) 

I 

CODES 
RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

0001-
1000 

0001-
9999 

001-
999 

01-9S See Below 

21=Hughes, Edward 
22=Hughes, Johnny E. 
23=Jones, Annie M. 
24=McClelland, Mark L. 
2S=Medina, Robert E. 
26=Medina, Ruben V. 
27=Metz, Marsha K. 
28=Niven, Allen D. 
29=Olguin, Marianne 
30=Olguin, Phyllis E. 
31=Patton, Brenda J. 
32=Perez, Linda J. 
33=Raabe, Thomas P. 
34=Reed, Dennis E. 
3S=Rendon, Rose Lee 
36=Rornero, Helen L. 
37=Sandoval, John D. 
39=Spillrnan, Kelvin R. 
99=Other 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1~2 

1.-2 

1-2 

1-5 

CODE DESC.~PT!ON 

l=Yes 
2=-Spouse 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=Yes 
2 ... Nc 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l"'Yes 
2"No 

l=Poverty 
2=Inf1ation 
3"Crime 
4"Race Relations 
Sa(Jnemployment 

·85 



~ - ---- -~------

COLeS) 

VAROll 1/21 

VARon 1/22 

VARD13 1/23 

VAR014 1/24 

VAR01S 1/25 

V1\.R016 1/26 

VAR017 1/27 

VAROIB 1/2B 

VAR019 1/29 

VAR020 1/30 

'---

COL(S) 

VAIU>21 lin 

VAR022 1/32 

VAR023 1/33 

VAR024 1/34 

VAR025 1/35 

VAR026 1/36 

VAR027 1/37 

DESCRIPTION 

How did you happen to select this 
particular neighborhood to live in? 

(Mark all that apply. Do not read 
list. ) 

Neighborhood characterist:i.cs--type 
of neighbors, environment. streets, 
parks, etc. 

Good school .. 

Safe from crime 

Only place housing could be found, 
lack of choice 

Price was right 

Location--close to job, family, 
friends, schools, shopping, etc. 

House (apartment) or property 
characteristics--size, quality, 
yard space, etc. 

Always lived in this neighborhood 

Other--specify: 

~ctal number of it~ns mentioned 

-3-

DESCRIPTION 

(If more than one reason) Nhich. 
reason would you say was the most 
ilnportant? 

Is there anything you don't like 
about your neighborhood? (Do not 
read list.) 

No, skip to 4 

Traffic, parki.'lg 

Environmental problems--trash, 
noise, overcrowding, etc. 

Crime or fear .;:tf crime 

Public transportation problem 

Inadequate schools, shopping 
facilities, etc. 

CODES 
!'lANGE 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

1-9 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-9 

b-l 

b-l 

b-1 

b-1 

b-l 

b-l 

CODE DESCIUPTION 

b"'no 
l=yes 

b=no 
l=yes 

b=no 
l=yes 

b=no 
l=yes 

b=no 
l=yes 

b=no 
l=yes 

b=no 
l=yes 

87 
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CODE DESCRIPT!ON 

l=Neighborhood characteristics-­
type of neighbors, environment, 
streets, parks, etc. 

2=Good schools 
3=Safe from crime 
4=Only place housing could be found, 

lack of choice 
S=Price was right 
6~Location--c1ose to job, family, 

friends, schools, shopping, etc. 
7-House (apartment) or property 

characteristics--size, quality, 
yard space, etc. 

B=Always lived in this neighborhood 
gmOther--specify: 

b=b1ank 
1=0 

b=b1ank 
l=yes 

b=blank. 
l=yes 

b=blank 
1=-yes 

b=blank 
l"'yes 

b=blMk 
l=yel3 



CODES 
;CO~L~(S~l~ ____ ~DE~S~C~RI~P~T~I~ON~ ______________________ ~R~GE 

VAR028 1/3a 

VAR029 1/39 

VAR030 1/40 

VARon 1/41 

VAROJ2 1/42 

VAR033 1/43 

VAR034 1/44 

COLIS) 

\'1\11035 1/45 

VAn03G 1/46 

V./Ul037 1/47 

VAR03a 1/4a 

VAR039 l/49 

VAR040 1/50 

Bad element moving in 

Problems with neighbors, charac­
teristics oe neighbors 

Other--specify: 

Total number of problems mentioned 

(If mare than one answer) Which 
problem would you say is the most 
serious? 

How often do you actually walk in 
your neighborhood when it's dark-­
either alone or with someone else? 
(READ LIST) 

Is there any part of the Denver 
area outside of your neighborhood 
where you personally would not fe.el 
safe? 

-5-

DESCRIPTION 

Total number of areas mentioned 

Area mentioned or circled 

b-1 

b-l 

b-l 

0-9 

2-9 

0-5 

0-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

0-4 

1-9 

How often do you go there--just 1-5 
about every day, or a few times a 
week, or a few times a month, less 
often than that, or never? (If 
more than one area named, ask 
which one they go to most. Circle 
this area above and ask about it. 

CREAD LIST.) 

Do you have a watch dog, even though 1-3 
it is also a househc,J.d pet? 

Do you have a gun in your house that 0-2 
is used for the protection of the 

'household? 

Do you carry any insurance ~~at 0-2 
covers any of your personal property 
against lass from theft or vandalism? 

-6-

CODE DESCRIPTION 

b=blank 
1-yes 

b=blank 
l"'yes 

b=blank 
'ayes 

2=Traffic, parking 
J=Environmental problems--trash, 

noise, overcrowding, etc. 
4=Crime or fear of crime 
5=Public transportation problem 
6=Inadequate schools, shopping 

facilities, etc. 
7=Bad element moving in 
a=problems with neighbors, charac-

teristics of neighbors 
9=Other--specify: 

l=Every night 
2=Few times/week 
3=Few times/month 
4=Less often 
5=l'Iever 
O=Not sure 

l=No 
2='ies 
O=not sure 

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

CODE DESCRIPTIC~ 

l=North Denver 
2=East Denver, City Park, 32nd & 

Curtis 
3=West Denver 
4=South Denver 
S=l?ark Hill 
6=Capitol Hill 
7=Five l?oints 
8=Downtown 
9=Other 

l=Every day 
2=Few times/week 
3=Few tiues/month 
4"'L-oss ol:ten 
5=Never 

3=Yes, dog is a watch dog 
2=Dog is pet only 
l=No dog 

2=Yes 
1=1'10 
O=Not sure 
b=Refused 

2='ies 
l=No 
O=Not sure 



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

CO!.(S) 

VAI((141 1/51 

VAR042 1/52 

VAR0<13 1/53 

VARJH 1/54 

VAR!)45 1/55 

VAR046 1/56 

VAR047 1/57 

VAE'.:l40 1/5a 

COL(S) 

VAP.o~9 1/59 

vA.It050 1/60 

VAIlOSl 1/61 

VJI.:'l.OS2 1/62 

VAR053 1/63 

V~054 1/64 

V.;R055 1/65 

V r..RO 56 1/66 

v!>.R057 1/67 

V\Rosa 1/6a 

OESCRIl?TION 
CODES 
Ri.NGE 

Some people use engraving pencils to 0-2 
mark their personal property for pur­
poses of security and identification. 
Do you do anything to identify or 
mark your personal property--for 
example, your TV or stereo? 

Do the police--or any other organiza- 0-2 
tion--in your community have a per-
sonal property identification program 
underway? 

Have you ever seen or received any 0-2 
information about protecting your 
(house/apartment) from burglary? 

Where did you see or hear the 1-4 
information? 

00 you remember anything in par­
ticular that the messages said? 

(Other than a close friend or 
relative) Do you know a policeman 
well enough to call him by his 
name? 

During the past 12 months, did 
anyone break into your (house, 
apartment) and take something, or 
just walk in and take something? 

How many times 

-7-

DESCRIPTION 

During the past 12 months, was 
anything stolen from outside your 
home or from a place where a house­
hold member was temporarily staying 
or from your automobile(s)? 

How many times 

During the past 12 months, did you 
or anyone else in the household 
have anything stolen from you-­
things like having your P9cket 
picked or purse snatched? 

How many times 

~li thin the past 12 months, did 
anyone take something from you or 
from anyone else in your household 
by using force? This would include 
a stickup, mugging, a bicycle 
forcibly taken away from children, 
or a violent purse snatching? 

How many times 

During the past 12 months, were 
you or anyone in the household 
attacked or assaulted? 

How many times 

Does anyone in the household own an 
automobile? (If yes) within the 
past 12 months has this or these 
automobila(s) ever been stolen or 
taken without permission? 

HOW many times 

b-l 

1-2 

1-2 

1-9 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

-1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2=Yes 
I-No 
O=Not sure 
b-Refused 

2=Yes 
1=No 
O=Not sure 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 
1=No 
O=Not sure 
b=Refused. 

l=-Radio 
2=T.V. 
3=Po1ice 
4=Other 
b=None mentioned 

b=No or blank 
1=Yes, a spe~ific answer given 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=No 
2=Yes 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

1==No 
2"'YeS 

l=No 
2=Yes 

l=No 
2"'Yes 

l=No 
2=Yes 

l=No 
2 .. Yes 

r-. 
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COL(S) 

VJ\Il.°S!) 1/69 

VAfI,060 1/70 

'!Al\:\Gl 1/71 

1/80 

COL(S) 

2/1-4 

V1\.R062 2/15 

VAa063 2/6-7 

VAR06A 2/8-9 

VAa065 2/10 

VA...'t066 2/11 

DESCRIPTION 

Has anyone in your household ever 
been the victim of any other crime 
during the last year? 

How many times 

What was the crime? 

Card t 

-9-

OESCRIPTION 

Interview ;i 

~e of Crime 

Month 

Year 

Did you report this to the pOlice? 

Can you tell me why you did not 
report this? 

COOr.:; 
RAr-lGE 

1-2 

1-9 

b-l 

1 

CODES 
RANGE: 

0001-
1000 

1-7 

01-12 

1-2 

1-5 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l'"No 
2"Yes 

b~No answer given 
l""Answer given 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

J.~Burglary 

2=Household larceny 
3=Personal larceny 
4=Robbery 
5=Assau1t and rape 
6=Car theft 
7=Other crime 

Ol=January 
02=February 
03=March 
Q4=<April 
05=May 
06"'June 
07=July 
08=>August 
Q9=September 
10=October 
ll=November 
l2=December 

Enter last two digits 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=oidn't want to take time, didn't 
l,ant to be troubled 

2=Noi:hing big taken, small thef·t 
3=Kne' .... the offender 

9:r 

4=Handled the problem themselves , 
5~Oidn't think they would do anyth~ng 



COLeS) 

VAR067 2/12 

VAR068 2/13 

VAR069 2/14 

VAR070 2/15-16 

VAR07l 2/17-18 

VAROn 2/19 

COLeS) 

VAR:J7 3 2/20 

VAROH 2/U 

VA3.07S 2/22 

VA.'lQ76 2/23 

VARon 2/24-25 

IIAR07ll 2/26-27 

VAROH 2/28 

DSSCR.!PTION 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

Type of crime 

Month 

Year 

Did you report this to the police? 

DESCRIPTION 

Can you tell me why you did not 
report this? 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim kno~ the 
offender? 

Type of crime 

Month 

Year 

-11-

Did you report this to the police? 

CODSS 
RANGE 

1-3 

1-2 

1-7 

01-12 

1-2 

CODES 

-- ------1Jl:j-------

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Took information or report, never 
found 

2=Took fingerprints 
3=Recovered item(sl 
4=Nothing 5=Other Action taken 
l=Yes 
2=No 

InBurglary 
2=Household larceny 
3=Personal larceny 
4=Robbery 
5=Assault and rape 
6=Car theft 
7:0ther crime 

Ol=January 
02"Pebruary 
03=March 
04=ApriJ,. 
OS=May 
06=.June 
07=July 
08=August 
09=September 
lO=October 
11=November 
l2=December 

Enter last t~~ digits 

l=Yes 
2=No 

RANGE COOS DESCRIPTION 

1-5 l=Didn' t W' ... i1.t to talee time, cidn' t 
want to be troubled 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft 
3=Knew the offender 
4=!iandled the problem themselves 
5=Didn't think they would do anything 

1-3 l=Took information or report, never 
found 

2=Took fingerprints 
3=Recovered item(s) 
4=Nothing 5=Other Action taken 

1-2 l=Yes 
2=No 

1-7 laBurglary 
2=ffousehold larceny 
3=Personal larceny 
4-Robbery 
5=Assault and rape 
6=Car theft 
7=Other crime 

01-12 01=January 

1-2 

02=I:'ebruary 
03=March 
04=April 
OS>=May 
06=June 
07=July 
08=August 
09=September 
lO=Octcber 
11=Movember 
12=Decernber 

Enter last two digits 

l-Yes 
2=Mo 



----- - ~-~-----~ 

COL(S) 

VAR080 :/29 

VJUl.081 2/30 

VAR082 2/31 

2/80 

.. 

COL(S) 

3/1-4 

VARDS3 3/5 

VAROS4 3/6 

VAROS5 3/7 

VARoa6 3/13 

DESCRIPTION 

Can you tell me why you did not 
report this? 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

Card i 

DESCP.:t!'TION 

Interview i 

-13-

Cl:ima is a serious problem 1:1 your 
neighborhood. 

Most policemen are honest. 

I feel very 5afe walking alone in 
my neighborhood at night. 

Most higher-ups in the police 
depa~~~ent are honest. 

;--------

CODES 
RANGE 

1-5 

1-3 

1-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

0001-
1000 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

97 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l-Took in£orm~tion or report, never 
found 

2~Took fingerprints 
3=Recovered item(s) 
4=No~~ing S=Other Action ta~en 
l=Yes 
2=No 

2 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 

.9.8 

3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
53 Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

VAR087 3/9 I feel very concerned about my 1-5 5=Strongly agree 
4=Agree (house, apartment) being broken into. 
3=Undecided 
2=Disagree 
l=Strongly disagree 



COL(S} 

VAROSS 3/10 

VAR089 3/11 

VAR090 3/12 

VAR09l 3/13 

VAR092 3/14 

VAR093 3/15 

COL(S) 

VAR094 3/16 

VAR09S 3/17 

VAR096 3/18 

VAR097 3/19 

VAR09S 3/20 

VAR099 3/21 

DESCRIPTION 

Crime in our n<:ighborr.ood has 
decreased during the past year. 

Three is little that a person like 
me can do to prevent getting 
attacked. 

Crime prevention can only be 
handled by the police. 

If people in my neighborhood would 
just look out for one another, 
there would be a- lot less crime. 

There is really nothing a person 
can do to protect their home from 
a burglar. 

If I were a witness to a crime, I 
would be willing to appear in court 
as a witness. 

OESCRIPTION 

The courts do a good job in 
reducing the ar.lount of crime. 

Prisons do very little good in 
helping to stop crime. 

One reason this neighborhood 
doesn't have more crime is that 
we stick together. 

I wish the police would patrol 
my neighborhood more often. 

-15-

CODES 
RANGE 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

COOES 
RANGE 

1-5 

I-S 

1-5 

1-5 

I would feel safer if the police 1-5 
would patrol my neighborhood on foot. 

! think my home is safe from thieves. 1-5 

CODS DESCRIPTION 

5=Strongly agree 
4=Agree 
3=Uodecided 
2""Disagree 
l=Strongly disagree 

5=Strong1y agree 
4:XAg::ee 
3=Undocided 
2=Ol,.sagree 
l=Strongly disagree 

1:Strong1y agree 
2=Agree 
3:Undecided 
4=Oisagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Ois agree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=oisagree 
5=Strongly di3agree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Oisagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Strongly agree 
2-Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
Z--'Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 



COLIS} 

VAR100 :3/22 

VARiOl 3/23 

VAIU02 3/24 

VARi03 3/25 

VA!U04 3/26 

VARlOS 3/27 

COL(S) 

VAIUOS 3/28 

VARl07 3/29 

VARlOS 3/30 

VAIU09 3/31 

VAIU10 3/32 

VAIUll 3/33 

VAIU12 3/34 

VAIU13 3/35 

( 
DESCRIPTION 

CODES 
RANGE 

When you or other family members are 1-4 
at home, do you keep the doors locked 
all the time, sometimes, hardly ever 
or never? ~ 

Here's a list of some steps people might 
take tt~ secure their (house, apartment) 
when they go to bed at night. 00 you 
generally do any ot these things? 

(READ :t.IST) 

Lock YOUl: windo,,"rs 

TUrn on an alarm system 

Leave outside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

Leave drapes and shades closed 

Here's a list of some steps people 
might take to secul:e their (house, 
apartment) when they're going out 
for a While and no one will be home. 
Wbich of the following do you usually 
do? (llEAO LIST) 

-1:7-

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

CODES 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

4=Always 
3=Sometimes 
2=liardly ever 
l=Never 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2='ies 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2='[es 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2='les 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2"''les 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2='ies 

DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

Lock your windcms 0-2 O=N/A 
l=No 
2='les 

Tell a neighbor you're going out 0-2 O=N/A 
l"'No 
2=Yes 

TUrn on an alarm system 0-2 O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

Leave outside lights on 0-2 O=N/A 
l=No 
2='ies 

Leave inside lights on 0-2 O"'N/A 
l=No 
2"'Yes 

Leave drapes and shades closed 0-2 O"'N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

Set automatic timer to turn lights on 0-2 O=N/A 
after dark l=No 

Here's a list. of some steps people 
~i take to secure their (house, 
apartment) when ~~ey 90 away for a 
weekend or a long vacation. Do you 
generally do any 04 these things? 
(READ LIST) 

Tall your neighbors you're going away 0-2 

2='[es 

o "'N/A 
l"'No 
2='ies 

102. 



COLtS) 

VARl14 3/36 

VAR1l5 3/37 

VARll6 3/38 

VARl17 3/39 

VAR118 3/40 

VAR1l9 3/41 
~ 

VAR120 3/42 

Vl\Rl2l 3/43 

VARl22 3/44 

COLtS) 

VAR.l23 3/45, 

Vl\Rl24 3/46 

VAR125 3/47 

VAR.l26 3/48 

VAR127 3/49 

VAR128 3/50 

VAR129 3/51. 

\ 
VAR130 3/52 

DESCRIP'l'ION 

Turn on an alarm system 

Leave Qutside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

Leave drapes and shades open 

Set automatic timer to turn lights 
on after dark 

00 you tell strangers who call on the 
telephone that you are going away 

stop newspapers 

Stop deliveries 

Have lawn mowed 

-19-

DESCRIPTION 

stop mail or have neighbor collect 
mail 

Other 

Interviewer: Observe each of the 
following. If you are 
unable to tell whether 
each is present, then 
ask. 

00 you have the following in your 
(house, apartment)? 

Double cylinder dead bolt locks 

Through-frame pins 

Rods in track of sliding doors 

Bars on windows 

operation I.D. sticker 

Beward of Dog sign 

·?r -

CODES 
RANGE 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

0-2 

1-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

CODE DESCRIPT10N 

O=N/A 
l=No 
.2·~es 

O=N/A 
l"'No 
2'"'l:es 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=~es 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2"'Yes 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

O=N/A .' l=No 
2=Yes 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

O=N!A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

l=Yes 
2=No 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2"'Yes 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

O=N/A 
l=No 
2=Yes 

O"'N/A 
l"'No 
Z-Yes 

1.04: 



'" 

.1 

" 

COLtS) 

VAl:U31 3/53 

VAR132 3/54 

VARl33 3/55 

VA..u.34 3/56 

Vl\Rl33 3/57 

~ Vl' !U36 3/58 

VARl37 3/59 

COLtS) 

VAlU38 3/60 

VAlU39 3/61 

VA1U40 3/62 

VARl4l 3/63 

VARl42 3/64 

VARl43 3/65 

VARl44 3/66 

VARl45 3/67 

CODES 
DESCRIPTION RANCE 

Burglar alarm sign 0-2 

Night latches 0-2 

Any other crime prevention devices 0-2 

Other prevention services 1-3 

In general, have ~ cut back or 1-3 
changed your activ~ties in the past 
year because of crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not at all. 

00 you think people in general have 1-3 
cut back or changed their activities 
in the past year because they are 
afraid of crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not at all. 

Would you say crimes in your neigh­
borhood are committed mostly by the 
people who live here or mostly by 
outsiders? (Do not read list.) 

-21-

DESCRIPTION 

Would you please tell me if you have 
he~d of any of the following pro­
grams or agencies? 

Rape Prevention Program 

S~ (Special Crime Attack Team) 

Operation I.D. 

Denver Anti-Crime Council 

Have you ever heard of the 
Emergency Phone Number? 

Can you tell me what that 
number is? 

How often do you watch your neigh­
bor's home for them when they are 
away? (READ LIST) 

Do you think the salaries of the 
police in this area are too high, 
about right, or too low? 

1-5 

CODES 
RANGE 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-4 

0-3 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

O"'N/A 
l=No 
2 .. Yes 

O"'N/A 
l=No 
2-Yes 

O"'N/A 
1-No 
2=Yes 

l=Watchdog 
2=Gun 
3=Intercom system 
4=Other 
3=A great deal 
2=Somewhat 
l=Not at all 

3=A great deal 
2=Somewhat 
l=Not at all 

l=No crime happening in neighborhood 
2=Peop1e living here 
3=Outsiders 
4=Equally by both 
5=00n't know 

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

CODE DESCRIPTION 

O=N/A 
1=Yes 
2=No 

O=N/A 
1=Yes 
2=No 

O=N/A 
l"'Yes 
2=No 

OaN/A 
l"Yes 
2=No 

1=Yes 
2=No 

1=911 
2=Other Number or no number given 

1=Often 
2"Sometimes 
3=Seldom 
4=Never 

1=Too high 
2=About right 
3=Too low 
OsNot sure 

lO~ 



COLeS) 

VARl46 3/68 

VARl47 3/69 

VAR148 3/70 

VAR149 3/71 

"VAIU50 3/72 

VAruSl 3/73 

VAIUS2 3/·/4 

VARlS3 3/75 

COLeS) 

VARlS4 3/76 

VARlS5 3/71 

VARlS6 3/78 

VARl57 3/79 

3/80 

DESCRIPTION 

Here's a list of phrazes people often 
use to describe the activities of 
the police. Do each of these phrases 
describe the activities of the police 
in yo\\r neighborhood? 

CODes 
RANCE 

Catching criminals 0-2 

Enforcing laws 0-2 

Stopping crimes before they occur 0-2 

Giving traffic tickets 0-2 

Bothering people who haven't broken Q-2 
the law 

Being prepared for an emergency, such 0-2 
as a flood 

Helping people 0-2 

Just hanging around 0-2 

-23-

DESCRIPTION 

How good a job do you think the police 
are doing for each of the fOllowing: 

CODES 
RANGE 

Showing up quickly when called 1-4 

Being respectful to people like your- 1-4 
self 

Paying attention to complaints 1-4 

Giving protection to the people in 1-4 
the neighborhood 

Card NUIDber 3 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

0=01< 
l=No 
2-Yes 

O=OK 
l=No 
2"'Yes 

O=DK 
l=No 
2=Yes " 

O=DK 
l=No 
2"'Yes 

O=DK 
l=No 
2=Yes 

O=DK 
l=No 
2::aYes 

O=DK 
l=No 
2=Yes 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=No opinion 
2"'Not so gooc.\ 
3"'Pretty good. 
4"Very good 

l==No opinion 
2"'Not so good 
3=-Pretty good 
4""Very good 

l"'No opinion 
2"'Not so good 
3"Pretty good 
4"Very good 

l=No opinion 
2"'Not so good 
3""Pretty good 
4"'Very good 
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COL(S) 

4/1-4 

VAR158 4/5 

VAlU59 4/6 

VARl6(} 4/7 

VARl61. 4/8 

VARl62 4/9 

COL(S) 

VARl63 4/10 

VAlU64 4/11 

VARl65 4/12 

VARl66 4/13-14 

VAlU67 4/15 

VAR.l68 4/16 

VARl69 4/17 

DESCRIPTION 

Interview * 

Teaching people how to prevent 
crime 

Here's a earn (hand respondent 
Card i2) showing seven ways the 
people of Denver rate their pOlice. 
Which one of these would you use 
to rate the job being done by the 
police in your neighborhood? 

Whicn one of the following crimes 
do you think the police should 
spend the most time preventing? 

CODES 
RANGE 

0001-
1000 

1-4 

0-7 

1-5 

How willing'would you be to attend 1-4 
free community workshops in order 
to learn crime prevention techniques? 
(READ LIST) 

How willing would you be to watch 1-4 
your neighbors' home or apartment 
while they are away if they would 
do the same for you? (READ LIST) 

'. -25-

OESCRIPT:tON 

How ~1illing would you be to spend 
money on purchasing devices to 
make your (house, apartment) safer 
from burglars? (READ LIST) 

Which of the following would be 
most likely to prevent your home 
from being broken into? (Choose 
one only.) 

Sex 

Age 

Bow long have you lived in this 
(house, apartment)? 

What was the last year of regular 
schooling completed by the head 
of your household--the main 
wage earner? 

T~~e of dwelling. (Interviewer check 
this but do not ask.) 

conES 
RANGE 

1-4 

1-4 

1-2 

18-99 

1-4 

1-7 

1-4 

COD~ DESCRIPTION 

l=No opinion 
2a Not so good 
3-Pretty. good 
4 .. Very good 

7"E~:cellent 
6"Very good 
5"'Good 
4=Fair 
3"Poor 
2=Very poor 
l=Terrible 
O=Not sure 
b-Refused 

l=Burglary 
2=Rape 
3=Assault 
""Robbery 
5=Other 

l.=Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3=Somewhat unwilling 
4nVery unwi!ling 

l=Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3=Somewhat umTilling 
4=Very unwilling 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=>Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3=Somewhat unwilling 
4=>Very unwilling. 

l=Having deadbolt locks 
2=Having bars on the windows 
3=Having more police patrols 
4=>Having a burglar alarm 

l=Male 
2=Female 

Enter exact age 

l=Less than one year 
2'"One to 5 years 
3"6 to 10 years 
4~11 years or more 

7=Graduate school degree 
6=Graduate 4 year college 

no 

S=Partial college (less than 4 years) 
4=High school graduate 
3-Partial high school (grades 10 or 11) 
2-Junior high school (grades 7,8 or 9) 
l=Less than 7 years of school 

l=single family 
22 0uplex, two-family 
J=High rise, multiple unit 
4·0the~ (describe): 



~ 

COOES 
.::C:::.O:::.L~(S:"I"--__ :::.DE:::.:S:::.:C:::.:R:.::!::.:P~T:..::I:.::O::.:N ______________ RAN::.::..;:::,:G;,,:E:..--:::C J,g DESCRIPTIO~ 

VARl70 4/18 Have you ever served on a jury? Ow2 O=Not sure 
1 ",No 

VARl71 4/19 

VARl72 4/20 

VARl73 4/21 

" 

COL(S)_" 

VARl74 4/22-23 

VARl75 4/24 

VARl76 4/25 

VARl77 4/26 

VAll17S 4/27 

VARl79 4/28 

VARl80 4/29 

Are you willing to serve on a jury? 

If you or any member of your family 
were in need of assistance, Who 
would you call first to help you? 
(Check appropriate answer category.) 

People have various ways of getting 
information about crime _ Which of the 
following gives you information about 
crime and crime prevention. (READ LIST) 

Radio 

-27-

OESCRIPTION 

~1hich station 

Newspaper 

Television 

Which station 

Talking to friends, neighbors, 
and relatives 

Any other sources? 

~~ich of the sources above do you 
feel is the most important to you? 

0-2 

O-B 

1-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-30 

1--2 

1-2 

1-5 

1-2 

1-2 

1-5 

2"~es 

O=Not sure 
l"'NO 
2"'\(es 

l=Other family member, rela~ive 
2qFriend or neighbor 
3-Pol.j.ce 
4~Priest, P.astor, Rabbi 
S=Lawyer, attorney 
6mOther proiessional person (doctor, 

social worker. etc.l 
?=Community organization. Specify_ 

B=Other: ____________________________ _ 

O-Con't know anyone, not sure 

, ____ .-+,_-/oc> 

1;12; 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

Ol"'KAAT 14=F'JiOW 
02Z1KADE 15=KIMN 
O~=KADX 16=KLAX 
04-KBOL l7"'KLIR 
05=KBPI 18=KLMO 
06=KBRN 19"KLZ 
07=KBVL 20=KOA 
OB=KDEN 2l=KOAQ 
09=KDKO 22=KOSI 
10=KERE 23=KPOF 
11=KFML 24=KQXI 
12=KFSC 25=KRDO 
13=KGMC 26=KTLK 

27=KVOD 
l=Yes 
2"No 

l=Yes 
2".No 

l"KBTV Channel 9 
2~KMGH Channel 7 
3=KOA Channel 4 
4'" KRblA Channel 6 
S~KWGN Channel 2 

l-Yes 
2"'No 

l=Yes 
2 .. No 
b"No answer 
l=a 
2=b 
3-0 
4 .. d 
S .. e 



COLIS) 

'IlARl81 4/30 

VAR.l.82 4/31 

V'ARl83 4/32 

VARlS4 4/33 

VARl85 4/34 

VARl86 4/15 

'IlARlS7 4/36 

'IlARlSS 4/37 

VARl89 4/38 

.~ .. 

COL{Sl 

'IlARl90 4/39 

VAltl91 4/40 

'IlARl92 4/41 

'IlARl93 4/42 

VARl94 4/43 

4/80 

VAR195 

VAR196 

\: 

DESCRIPTION 

What area do you consid~r your 
neighborhood? 

Do you know the names of your 
neighbors? 

00 you own or rent your home? 

Is everyone who lives here 
related to you? 

Was the head of this household 
employed last week? 

Interviewer: Check this but do not 
ask ethnicity: 

Name of respondent 

Telephone number of respondent 

crew chief name 

-29-

DESCRIPTION 

Special Problems' 

Legibility 

Completeness 

Accuracy 

Authenticity 

Card Ii 

Census Tract 

Age 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-3 

1-2 

1-2 

1-3 

O-S 

1-2 

CODE OESCRIPTION 
l"N.Den. 
2=E.Den. 
3a W.Den. 

4=S.Oen. 
S=Park Hill 
6=Cap. Hill 

l=Yes, all of them 
2"Yes, some of them 
3=No 

l=Own 
2"'Rent 

b'Yes, full t.ime 
2=Yes, part time 
3=No 

l=Black 
:2=White 
3=Chicano 
4=Native American 
5=Other 
O=Not sure 

l=Name given 
2=Name not given 

7* S pts. 
8= Downtown 
9= Other 

1-2 l=Telephone number given 
2=Telephone number not given 

l=Chris Garcia 
2"'Helen Herrera 
3=Hal Franklin 
4='Ilenessa Slaknall 
5=Alan Nireen 
6=Willie Dorsey 
7=Jamee Rogers 

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

CODES 
RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

1-2 l=Yes 
2=No 

1-2 1:oYes 
2=NO 

1-2 l=Yes 
2=No 

1-2 l=Yes 
2=No 

1-2 l=Yes 
2=NO 

4 

1-3 1"Westside 
2"'Eastside 
3=-Remainder 

1-5 1"1-14 
2=15-19 
3=-20-34 
4-35-64 
5=-65-99 

U~ 
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COLU~I)/ (S 1 

1/1-3 

VAROOl 1/4-7 

VAR002 1/8-10 

VAR003 1/11-12 

COLUllN(S) 

VAR004 1/13 

VAR005 1/14 

VAR006 1/15 

VAR007 1/16 

VAR008 1/17 

VAR009 1/18 

VAROI0 1/19 

\: 

DI::SCnII'TION 

Interview {I 

Census Tract {I 

Block {I 

Interviewer 

-1-

DESCRIPl'ION 

First, I would like to know if you 
are the 

CODES 
nANGE 

001 -
110 

0001-
9999 

001-
999 

01-06 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

There are many problems facing cur country 
these days. I'm going to read you a list 
of problems and would like for you to tell 
me if you have been paying attention to any 
of them. 

Poverty 1-2 

Inflation 1-2 

Crime 1-2 

Race RElations 1-2 

Unemployment 1-2 

Of those problems you have paid attention 
to, which one concerns you the most: 1-5 

(enter item number) 

How did you happen to select this 
perticular neighborhood to live in? 
(Mark all that apply. Do not read 
list. ) 

CODE DESCRrPTION 

See Below 

01=Vaness~ Blacknall 
02=Alex Denerstein 
03=William Dorsey 
04=Chris Garcia 
05=Marl an ~lc~lah an 
06=Marsha Metz 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

1 '" Head of the house hold 
2 '" The Spouse 

1 Yes 
2 No 

1 = Yes 
2 '" NO 

1 =: Yes 
2 '" No 

1 '" Yes 
2 "" No 

1 .. Yes 
2 No 

1 Poverty 
2 '" Inflation 
3 '" Crime 
4 '" Race Relations 
5 ,. Unemployment 

IlS 

116 



CO['UMN(S) 

VAROll 1/20 

VAR012 1/21 

VAR013 1/22 

VAR014 1/23 

VAR015 1/24 

VAR016 1/25 

VAR017 1/26 

VAR018 1/27 

VAR019 1/28 

VAR020 1/.29 

COLUMN(S) 

VAR021. 1./30 

VAR022 1/31 

VAR023 1/32 

VAR024 1/33 

VAR025 1/34 

VAR026 1/35 

VAR027 1/36 

\ 

DESCRIPTION 

Neighborhood characteristics--type 
of nicghbors. environment, streets. 
parks, etc. 

Good schools 

Safe from crime 

Only place housing could be found, 
lack of choice 

Price was right 

Location - close to job, family, 
friends, schools, shopping,etc. 

House (apartment) or property 
characteristics--size, quality, 
yard space, etc. 

Always lived in this neighbcrhood 

Other--specify: 

Total number of items mentioned 

-3-

CODES 
RANGE 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-1 

b-l 

b-1 

b-1 

1-9 

CODE DESCnIPTION 

2..&no 
l-yes 

2 zno 
l-yes 

2 -no 
1"'yes 

2·=-no 
1"'yes 

2 =no 
1=ye5 

2,=no 
l"'yes 

2 "'no 
1=ye5 

2.=no 
1=yes 

117 

--- .. --------.. -.. --

DESCRIPTION 

(If more than one reason) Which 
reason would you say was the most 
important? 

Is there anything you don't like 
about your neighborhood? (Do not 
read list.) 

No 

Traffic, parking 

Environmental problems--trash, 
noise, overcrowding, etc. 

Crime or fear of crime 

Public transportation problem 

Inadequate schools, shopping 
iacil1..ties, etc, 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-9 

b-1 

b-l 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-l 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

1=Neighborhood characteristics-­
type of nieghbors, environment, 
streets, parks, etc. 

2'=Good schools 
3=Safe from crime 

us 

4=Only place housing could be found. 
lack of choice 

5=Price was 'right 
6-Location--close to job, family, 

friends, schools, shopping, etc. 
7=Rouse (apartment) or property 

characteristics--size, quality, 
yard space, etc. 

8=Always lived in this neighborhood 
9z 0ther--specify: 

b=yes 
1"'no 

b=no' 
1=ye5 

b=no 
1"'yes. 

b=ilo 
1"yes 

b"llo 
1"'yes 

b=no 
1-yes 



COLUMN(S) 

VAR028 1/37 

VAR029 1/38 

VAR030 1/39 

VAR031 1/40 

VAR032 1/41 

~ VAR033 1/42 

VAR034 1/43 

VAR03S 1/44 

COLU1IN(S) 

VAR036 1{45 

VAR037 1/46 

VAR038 1/47 

VAR039 1/48 

VAR040 1/49 

VAR041 1/50 

VAR042 1/51 

VAR043 1/52 

DEscn IPTION 

Bad element moving in 

CODES 
RANGE 

b-1 

CODE DESCIHPTI0N 

Problems with neighbors, charac- b-1 b=blnnk 
teristics of neighbors l .. yes 

Other--specify: b-1 b"'blnnk 
1-yes 

Total number of problems mentioned 0-9 

(I f more than 
problem would 

one answer) \Vh ich 
you say is the most 

2-9 2=Traffic, parking 
3-Environmental problems--trash, 

serious? 

How often do you actually walk in 
your neighborhood when it's dark-­
either alone or with someone else? 
(READ LIST) 

Do you bave a watch dog, even 
though it is also a household pet? 

Do you have a gun in your house that 
is used for the protection of the 
household 

DESCRIPTION 

Do you carry any insurance that 
covers any of your personal 
property against loss from theft 
or vandalism? 

-5-

0-5 

1-3 

b-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

0-2 

Some people use engraving pencils b-2 
to mark their personal property for 
pUrposes of security and identification. 
Do you do anything to identify or 
mark your personal property-- for 
example, your TV or stereo? 

Do the police--or any other organi­
zation--in your community have a 
personal property identification 
program underway? 

Have you ever seen or received any 
information about protecting your 
(house, apartment) from burglary? 

Where did you see or hear the infor­
mation? Check appropriate box. 

Do you remember anything in 
particular that the messages said? 

b-2 

b-2 

1-4 

1-2 

Other than a close friend or relative, 1-2 
do you know a policeman well enough 
to call him by his name? 

During the past 12 months, did anyone 1-2 
break into your (house, apartmenc) 
and take something, or just walk in 
and t~~e something? 

noise, overcrowding, etc. 
4:Crime or fear of crime 
5~Public transportation problem 
6=Inndequate schools, shopping 

facilit ies, eCc. 
7~Bad element moving in 
8"'Problems with neighbors, charac­

teristics of neighbors 
9=Ot~er--specifY: 

l=Every night 
2=Few times/week 
3-Few times/month 
4=Less often 
5=Never 
O=Not sure 

3-Yes, dog is a watch dog 
'2=Dog is pet only 

l=No dog 

2=Yes 
1-No 
O=Not sure 
b=Refused 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2=Yes 
l.=No 
O=Not sure 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Not sure 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 
1-No 
O"'Not sure 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 
1=No 
O"'Not sure 
b=Refused 

l=Radio 
2=T.V. 
3"Police 
4=Other 

I-Yes 
2=No 

l"'Yes 
2=No 

1.19 



VAR044 

VAR045 

VAR046 

VAR047 

VAR048 

VAR049 

VAR050 

VAR051 

COLUMN(S) 

1/53 

1/54 

1/55 

1/56 

1/57 

1/58 

1/59 

1/60 

VAR052 • 1/61 

VAR053 

VAR054 

VAR055 

VAR056 

VAR057 

VAR058 

VAR059 

1/62 

1/63 

COLUMN(S) 

1/80 

2/1-3 

2/4-5 

2/6-7 

2/8 

2/9 

2/10 

DESCRIPTION 

How muny times? 

During the past 12 months, was 
anything stolen from outside your 
home or from a place where a house­
aold member was temporarily staying 
or trom your automobile(s)? 

How many times? 

During the past 12 months, did you 
or anyone else in the household 
have anything stolen from you-­
things like having your pocket 
picked or purse snatched? 

How many times? 

Within the past 12 months, did 
anyone take something from you or 
from anyone else in your household 
by using force? This would include 
a stickup, mugging, a bicycle 
forcibly taken away from children, 
or a violent purse snatching? 

How many times? 

During the past 12 months, were 
you or anyone in the household 
attacked or assaUlted? 

How many times? 

Does anyone in the household own an 
automobile? (if yes) Within the 
past 12 months has t.3is or these 
automobile(s) ever been stolen or 
taken without permission? 

Eow many times? 

-7-

DESCRIPI'ION 

Card # 

Interview # 

When did the crime last occur? 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Can you tell me \\'hy the incident was 
not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEDORIES) 

What did the police do? 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

CODES 
R.AJ.'lGE 

1 

001-
110 

1-12 

1-2 

1-6 

1-5 

CODE DESCRIPTfON 

1=No 
2 .. Yes 

l=No 
2=Yes 

CODE DESCRIPI'ION 

1 

01=-January 
02=Februury 
03=March 
04=April 
05=May 
06=June 
07=July 
08=August 
09=September 
10=October 
11=November 
12,.December 

Enter last two digits 

1=Ye5 
2=No 

1=Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3=Knew the offender. 
4=Handled the problem themselves. 
5-Didn't think they would do an~'thing. 
6=Other 

l~Took iniormation or report. Never 
found item. 

2mTook Fingerprints. 
3=Recovered items. 
4=Nothing. 
S:Otcer action taken. 



VAR060 

\'AR061 

VAR062 

VAROS3 

",VAROS4 

VAR06S 

VAROSS 

VAR067 

VAROSS 

VARoa9 

VAR070 

VAR011 

VAR072 

COLUM~(S) 

2/11 

Z/12-l3 

2/14-15 

2/1S 

2/17 

2/18 

2/19 

COLU1Jl\(S, 

2/20-21 

2/22-23 

2/24 

2/25 

2/26 

2/27 

2/S0 

OEseR r PT ION 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

When did the crime last occur? 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Ca· you tell my why the incident 
was not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender 

DESCRIPT.IO:-l' 

When did the crime last occur? 

Month 

Year 

-9-

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Can you tell me why the inCident was 
not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPO~SE CATEGORIES) 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the off­
ender? 

Card /I 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

01-12 

1-2 

1-6 

1-5 

1-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

01-12 

1-2 

1-6 

1-5 

1-2 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

01'"Jllnuary 
02=February 
03"Uarch 
04=April 
05"'May 
06"'June 
07-July 
08=August 
09=September 
10=October 
11"November 
12=December 

Enter last 2 digits 

1=Yes 
2=No 

1=Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3=Know the offender. 
4=Handled the problem themselves. 
5=Didn't think they would do anything. 
6=Other 

1=Took information or report. Never 
fcund item. 

2=Took fingerprints. 
3=Recovered items. 
4=Nothing. 
5=Other action taken. 

1=Yes 
2=No 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

01=January 
02=February 
03=March 
04=April 
05=May 
OS=-June 
07=July 
08=August 
09=September 
lO=October 
11=November 
12=December 

Enter last 2 digits 

124 . 
. ~ ".' 

~"'Did not want to take time. Did not 
. want to be trOUbled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3=Know the offender. 
4=Handled the problem themselves. 
5=Didn't think they would do anything. 
S=Other 

l=Took information or report. Never 
found item. 

2=Took fingerprints. 
3s Recovered items. 
4=Nothlng 
5=Other action taken. 

l=Yes 
2=No 



COLUMN(S) 

3/1-3 

VAR073 3/4 

VAR074 3/5 

VAR07S 3/6 

VAR076 3/7 

VARon 3/8 

VAR078 3/9 

COLIDIN(S) 

VAR079 3/10 

VAR080 3/11 

VAR081 3/12 

VAR082 3/13 

VAR083 3/14 

VAR084 3/15 

DESCRIPTION 

Interview # 

Crime is a serious problem in your 
neighborhood. 

Most policemen are honest. 

CODES 
RANGE 

001-
110 

l-S 

1-S 

I feel very safe walking alone in 1-5 
my neighborhood at night. 

Most higher-ups in the police l-S 
department are honest. 

I feel very concerned about my 1-5 
(house, apartment) Deing broken into. 

Crime in our neighborhood has 
decreased during the past year. 

-11-

DESCRI?TION 

1-5 

CODES 
RANGE 

There is little that a person like 1-5 
me can do to prevent ge~ting attacked. 

Crime prevention can ooly be 1-S 
handled by the police. 

If people in my neighborhood would 1-5 
look out for one ano~her, ~here would 
be a lot less crime. 

There is really nothing a person 1-5 
can do to protect their home from 

a burglar. 

If I were a witness to a crime, I 1-5 
would be willing to appear in court 
as a witness. 

The courts do a good job in 
reducing the amount of crime. 

-12-

1-5 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l~Str()ngly agree 
2"Agree 
3-Undecided 
4"Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

l-Strongly agree 
2"'Agree 
3-Undecided 
4"Disagree 
SnStroogly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3"'Undecided 
4=Disagree 
S~Strongly disagree 

I=Strongly agree 
2"Agree 
3=Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
S"Strongly disagree 

1"'Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5u Strongly disagree 

1::Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3"'Undecided 
4=Disagree 
S-Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Di:sagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

1"Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3"Undecided 
4-Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

l"Strongly agree 
2:oAgree 
3"Undecided 
4-Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2"'Agree 
3-!.Indecided 
4-Disagree 
S:oStrongly disagree 
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COLUMN(S) 

VAROSS 3/16 

VAR086 3/17 

VAR087 3{18 

VAR088 3/19 

VAROS9 3/20 

VAR090 3/21 

COLUMN(S) 

VAR091 3/22 

VAR092 3/23 

VAR093 3/24 

VARQ94 3/25 

VAR095 3/26 

. \ 

't. 

D8SCRIPTION 

Prisons do very little good in 
helping to stop crime. 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-5 

One reason this neighborhood 1-5 
doesn't have more crime is that 
we stick together. 

I wish the police would patrol 1-5 
my neighborhood [lIore often. 

I would feel safer if the police 1-5 
would patrol my neighborhood on j!oot. 

I think my home is safe from thil~ves. 1-5 

When you or other ftunily members are 1-4 
at home, do you keep the doors locked 
all the time, somet~nes, hardly ever 
or never? 

-1.3-

DESCRIPTION 
CODES 
RANGE 

Here's a list of some steps people might 
take to secure their (house, apartment) 
when they gO to bed at night. Do you 
generally do any of these things? 
(READ LIST) 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Strongly ag'l'ee 
2-All'ree 
3"'Undecided 
4=Disap;ree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5~Strongly disagree 

I=Strongly agree 
2"'Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

1=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
5=Strqngly disagree 

I=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

l=Always 
2=Somet imes 
3=Hardly ever 
4=Never 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

Lack your windows b-2 2=Yes 

Turn on an alarm system 

Leave outside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

Leave drapes and shades closed 

Here's a list of some steps people 
might take to secure their (house, 
apartment) when theY're going out 
tor a while a~d no one wi~~ be home . 
Wh1Ch of the rollowing do you usually 
do? (READ LIST) 

1=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

b-2 2=Yes 
1=No 
OaN/A 
b=Refuse 

b-2 2"Yes 
1=No 
O""N/A 
b=Refuse 

b-2 2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

b-2 2=Yes 
1=No 
O=N/A 
b-Refuse 
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COLUMN(S) 

VAR096 3/27 

VAR097 3/28 

VAR098 3/29 

VAH099 3/30 

VARIOO 3/31 

VARIOI 3/32 

VAR102 3/33 

VAru.03 3/34 

COLUlIN(S) 

VARI04 3/35 

VARI05 3/36 

VARI06 3/37 

VARI07 3/38 

VARI08 3/39 

VARI09 3/40 

VAnllO 3/41 

VARlll 3/42 

DESCnIPTION 
CODES 
RANGE 

LoCk your windows b-2 

Tell a neighbor you're going out b-2 

Turn on an alarm system b-2 

Leave outside lights on b-2 

Leave inside lights ou b-2 

Leave drapes ;lnd shades closed b-2 

Set automatic timer to turn lights on b-2 
after dark 

Here's a list of some steps people 
might take to secure their (house, 
apartment) when they go away for a 
weekend or a long vaca"ion. Do you 
generally do any of "hese things? 
(READ LIST) 

Tell your neighbors you're gOing away b-2 

-15-

CODES 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2-Yes 
I-No 
O-N/A 
b-Refuse 

2 .. Yes 
I-No 
a-N/A 
b-Refuse 

2"Yes 
I-No 
aaN/A 
b-Refuse 

2"'Yes 
l"No 
OaN/A 
b"Refuse 

2 .. Yes 
l=No 
O-N/A 
b"'Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O-r;:'IA 
b"'n~fuse 

2=Yes 
I=No 
O"'N/A 
b .. Refuse 

2"'Yes 
l=No 
O-N/A 
b.-Refuse 

DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

Turn on an alarm sys"em b-2 

Leave outside lights on b-2 

Leave inside lights on 0-2 

Leave drapes and shades open b-2 

Set automatic timer to turn lights b-2 
on after dark 

Don't tell strangers who call on the b-2 
telephone that you are going away 

Stop newspapers b-2 

Stop Deliveries b-2 

2",Yes 
l"'No 
O"'N/A 
b .. Refuse 

2",Yes 
l=No 
O"'N/A 
b-Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O"'N/A 
b"Refues 

2",Yes 
I-No 
O-N/A 
b-Refuse 

2 .. Yes 
l"'No 
O",N/A 
b=Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

2",Yes 
1-No 
O .. N/A 
b=Refuse 

2=¥es 
l .. No 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

12", 
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- --~---------

COLUMN(S) 

VARl12 3/43 

VARll3 3/44 

VARl14 3/45 

VAR115 3/46 

VARU6 3/47 

VAR1l7 3/4 8 

-- ........ -

COLUMN(S) 

VARU8 3/49 

VARU9 3/50 

VAR120 3/51 

VAR121 3/52 

VAR122 3/53 

VAR123 3/54 

" 

VAR124 3/55 

DESCRIPTION 

Have lawn mowed 

Stop mail or have neighbor collect 
mail 

Other 

Interviewer: Observe each of the 
following. If you are 
unable to tell whether 
each :!'l1 prasent, then 
ask. 

Do you have the following 
(house, apa,rtmen t)? 

in your 

DOUble cylinder dead bolt locks 

Through-frame pins 

Rods in track of sliding doors 

DESCRIPTION 

CODES 
RANGE 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

Bars on windows b-2 

Operation 1.0. sticker b-2 

Beward of Dog sign b-2 

Burglar alarm sign b-2 

Night latches b-2 

Any other crime prevention devices b-2 

In general, have l2E. cut back or 1-3 
changed your activities in the past 
year because of crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not at all. 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2-Yes 
leNo 
O"'N/A 
b"Retuse 

2"Yes 
l"'No 
O"'N/A 
b:oRefuse 

2:oYes 
l=No 
OeN/A 
b"'Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b-Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O"'N/A 
b=Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2=Yes 
leNa 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=Na 
O=N/A 
b"Refuse 

2=Yes 
l=Na 
O=N/A 
b"Refuse 

2::Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b"'Refuse 

2=Yes 
leNa 
O=N/A 
b=Refuse 

3=A great deal 
2=Samewhat 
l--Not at all 

131 

132. , 



COLUMN(S ) 

VARl25 3/56 

VARl26 3/57 

VARl27 3/58 

VAR128 3/59 

'ifAR129 3/60 

VARl30 3/61 

VARl31 3/62 

VAR132 3/63 

COLUMN(S) 

VAR133 3/64 

VAR134 3/65 

VAR135 3/66 

VAR136 3/67 

VAR137 3/68 

VARl38 3/69 

VAR139 3/70 

VAR140 3/71 

DESCRIPTION 

Do you think ppopto in ~oneral have 
cut back or cLunKud tbulr activities 
in the past year because they are 
nfraid of crime?--a great denl, 
somewhat, or not at all, 

Would you say crimes in your neigh­
borhood are co~nitted mostly by the 
people who live here or mostly by 
outsiders? (DO NOT READ LIST.) 

Would you please tell me if you have 
heard of any of the following pro­
graxs or agencies? 

Denver Visiting Ser\'ice 
(Public Health Service) 

York Street Center 

Operation I.D, 

Have you ever heard of the 
Emergency Phone Number? 

CODES 
RilNGE 

1-3 

1-5 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

1-2 

Can you t~ll me what that 1-2 
number is? 

Are yo~ aware that the Denver ViSiting 1-2 
Nurse Service has a follow-up program 
for victims of street assault and 
sexual assault? 

-19-

DESCRIPTION 

How often do you watch your neigh­
bor's home for them when they are 
away? (READ LIST) 

Do you think the salaries of the 
police in this area are too high, 
about right, or too low? 

Here's a list of phrases people often 
use to describe the activities of 
the ~olice, Do each of these phrases 
describe the activities of the police 
in your neighborhood? 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-4 

0-3 

Catching criminals 0-2 

Enforcing laws 0-2 

Stopping crimes before they occur 0-2 

Giving traffic tickets 0-2 

Botheril)g people who haven't broken. 0-2 
tile law 

Being prepared for an emergency. such 0-2 
as a flood 

-20-

CODE DESCnIPTION 

3-A 'great delll 
2-Somewhll.t 
1-Not at all 

1-No crime happening in neighborhood 
2-People living here 
3"'Outsiders 
4-Equally by both 
5-Pon 1t know 

l .. Yes 
2 .. No 

b=Refused 

O"Don't Know 

l=Yes 
2"'No 
O=Don}t Know 

l"'Yes 
2"'Na 
O"'Don I t Know 

l=Yes 
2=No 

1=911 

b=Refused 

b=Refused 

b=Refused 

ZaQther number or no number given 

1=Yes 
2=No 

COPE DESCRIPTION 

1=Often 
2=Scmetimes 
3=Seldom 
4=Never 

1=Too high 
2"'About right 
3=Too low 
O=Not sure 

2=Yes 
1-No 
O-Pont Know 

2",Yes 
l"'No 
O-Don't Know 

2=Yes 
l"'No 
O-Pon't know 

2=Yes 
l=No 
OeDon't know 

2"'Yes 
1-No 
O=Don't know 

2='{es 
leNa 
O=Pon't know 
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COLUMN(S) 

VAR141 3/72 

VAR142 3/73 

VAR143 3/74 

VAR144 3/75 

VAR145 3/76 

VAR146 3/77 

VAR147 3/78 

COLm.!N(S ) 

VARl4S 3/79 

3/80 

4/1-3 

VAR149 4/4 

VAR1.50 4/5 

VAR151 4/6 

VAR152 4/7 

------

DE"iCRIPTION' 

Helping people 

Just hanging around 

How good a job do you think the police 
are doing for each of the following: 

Showing up quickly when called 

Being respectful to people like 
yourself 

Paying attention to complaints 

Giving protection to the people in 
the neighborbood 

Teaching people how to prevent 
crime 

-21.-

DESCRIPTION 

Here's a card (HAJ.'ID RESPONDENT CARD 
#1) showing seven ways the people of 
Denver rate tbeir police. Which one 
of these would yOU use to rate the 
job being done by the police in your 
neighborhood? 

Card Nymber 

Interview # 

CODES 
RANGE 

0-2 

0-2 , 

1-4 

1-4 

1-4 

1-4 

1-4 

CODES 
RANGE 

b-7 

3 

001.-
110 

Which one of the following crimes 1-5 J 

do you think the police should spend 
the most time preven~ing? 
(READ LIST) 

How willing would you be to attend 1-4 
free community workshops in order to 
learn crime prevention techniques? 
(READ LIST) 

How willing would you be to watch your 1-4 
neighbors home or apartment while they 
are away if they would do the same 
for you? (READ LIST) 

How willing would you .be to spend 1-4 
money on purchasing devises to make 
your (house, apartment) safer from 
burglaries? (READ LIST) 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2-Yes 
1-No 
O-Don't know 

2-Yes 
I-No 
O-Don't know 

I-No opinion 
2"'Not so good 
3=Pretty good 
4=Very good 

l=No opinion 
2=Not so good 
3=Pretty good 
4"'\'ery good 

l=No opinion 
2=Not "so good 
3"'Pretty good 
4=Very good 

1=No opinion 
2""Not so good 
3=Pretty good 
4=Very good 

1=No opinion 
2=Not so good 
3=Pretty good 
4=Very good 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

7"'Excellent 
6=Very good 
5=Good 
4=Fair 
3==Pcor 
2=Very poor 
lotrerrible 
O=Not sure 
b=Refused 

l--Durgla ry 
2=Rape 
3"'Assault 
4=Robbery 
5:cOther 

1=Very willing 
2~Somewhat willing 
3=Somewhat unwilling 
4-Very unwilling 

~=Very willing 
2=Somewhat 'villing 
3=Somewhut unwilling 
4=Very unwilling 

1=Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3=SomewhaC unwilling 
4-Very unwilling 
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COLUMN(S) 

VAR153 4/8 

VAR154 4/9 

VAR155 4/10 

VAR156 4/11 

VARl57 4/12 

VAR158 4/13 

VAR159 4/14 

VAR160 4/15 

VAR161 4/16 

VAR162 4/11 

. ---~ ... -

COLUMN(S) 

VAR163 4/18 

VAR164 4/19 

VAR165 4/ 20 

V '36 4/21 

VAR161 4/22 

VARl68 4/23 

VARl69 4/24 

VAR170 4/25 

VARI71 4/20 

VAR112 4/27 

\. 

DESCRIPTXON 
CODES 
RANGE 

Which of the followinr. would be most 1-4 
likely to prevent your home from 
being broken into? (CHOOSE ONE ONLY) 

Within the past two years have 1-3 
additional street lights been in-
stalled on your block? 

Would you say that the new street 1-5 
lights make you feel: (READ LIST) 

Since the new stree lights were 1-3 
installed do you wald in your 
neighborhood at night:(READ LIST) 

Rave the new street lightes ever 1-2 
helped you to observe a crime in 
progress which you reported to the police? 

Rave you heard of Neighbors Against 
Crime Together or Neighbors ACT? 

Where did you se~ or hear about 
Neighbors ACT? 

TV 

Radio 

Newspaper 

Movie Theater 

-23-

DESCRIPT ION 

Bus 

Taxi 

B111boa-rd 

Poster 

Speaker 

At your door 

Block Meeting 

A neighbor 

A friend 

Other 

1-2 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

CODES 
RANGE 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 

b-l 
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DESCRIP~.~I~ON~ ____________________ __ 

-

I=Huving deadbolt locks 
2=Huving b:'J.rs on the windows 
3"Having more police patrols 
4:oHaving a burcrlar alarm 

l .. Yes 
2-No 
3:oNot SUre or don't know 

InMuch more safe 
2=Slightly more safe 
3=No different 
4=Slightly less safe 
5-Much less safe 

l=More often 
2=About hte same 
3=Less often 

l=Yes 
2=No .' 

~=No 
l=Yes 

2=No 
l"Yes 

DESCRIPTION 

2'No 
l=Yes 

2 'No 
l=Yes 

:-.2 "'No 
l-Yes 

• 2--No ."\ 

l"Yes 

. z.=No 
I-Yes 

• z.o·No 
l .. Yes 

-2 2 No 
i-Yes 

G2=No 
l"'Yes 

- 2·..:No 
1 "'Yes 

2=No 
l"Yes 
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-------

COLUMN(S) 

VAR173 '1/28 

174 
VARIl:M -1/29 

175 
VARIES 4/30 

176 
VAR:t&I 4/31 

VAR.177 4/32 

VAR178 4/33 

VAR179 4/34 
4 

VARlaO 4/35 

VARl8I 4/36 

'--

COLUMN(S) 

VARl82 4/37 

VAR183 4/38 

VARl84 4/39 

VAln85 4/40 

VAR18S 4/41 

VARlS1 4/42 

VARl8S 4/43-44 

VARl89 4/45 

VARl90 4/46 

CUDE:J 

nESCRIPTION RANGE 

Have you received a packet of infor- 1-2 
mation on crime prevention from 
N~ighbors ACT? 

Did someone from Neighbors ACT come 1-3 
to your door to talk about the program? 

Have you or anyone else from your 
house attended a block meeting 
sponsored by Neighbors AL~? 

Have you or anyone else from your 
house attended any other meeting 
sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 

Have you told any of your neighbors 
you would watch their house? 

Have you ex~hanged information with 
your neighbors such as your name and 
telephone number? 

Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has 
helped bring your neighborhood closer 
together? 

Purchased any locks 

Locked your home more regularly 

-25-

DESCRIPTION 

1-3 

1-3 

1-2 

1-2 

1-3 

0-3 

0-3 

CODES 
RANGE 

Left lights on when you are not 0-3 
at home. 

Walk only in well lighted areas 0-3 
at night 

Be cautious of strangers 0-3 

Have you done anything else to pro- 1-2 
teet yourself from crime? 

How long have you lived in this 1-4 
(house, apartment)? 

Sex: 1-2 

What is your age? 18-99 

What wa~ the last year of regular 1-7 
schooling completed by the head of 
your household--the main wage earner? 

Rave you ever s~rved on a jury? 0-2 

-26-

CODE DESCRIl'1'ION 

l=-Yes 
2"No 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 

l",Yes 
2=No 
3"'Not sure 

1=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 

1=Yes 
2=No 

1=-Yes 
2=No 

1=Yes 
2=No 
3=Don't know or not 

1=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

1='{es 
2=No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 
4=Refused 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 
O=Reiused 

l=Less than one year 
2=One to 5 years 
3"6 to 10 years 
4-11 years or more 

l=Male 
2"Female 

Enter exact age 

sure 

7=Graduate school degree 

140. 

6=Graduate (4 year college) 
5=Partial college(less than 4 years) 
4=High school graduate 
3~Partial high school(grades 10 or 11) 
2-Junior high school(grades 7,8 or 9) 
l=Less than 7 years of school 

2"'Yes 
luNo 
a-Not sure 



CODES - ------- ------

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

VARl91 4/47 Are you willing to serve on !l. 0-2 2"Ye5 
jury? l=No 

O=Not sure 

VARl92 4/48 Do you know the names of your next 1-3 1=Ye5, all of them 
door neighbors? 2"'Yes, some of them 

3"No 

VAR193 4/49 Do you own or rent your home? 1-2 1=Own 
2=Rent 

VAR194 4/50 Is everyone who lives here related 1-2 1 .. Yes 
to you? 2-No 

VAR195 4/51 Was the head of this household 1-3 I=Yes, full-time 
employed last week? 2=Ye5, part-time 

3=No 

VARl96 4/52 Interviewer: Check this but do not 0-5 1=Black 
ask ethnicity: 2=White 

3=Chicano 
4=Native American 
5=Other 
O"'Not sure 

~ VAR191 4/53 Type of dwelling. (INTERVIEWER 1-4 1=Sin&'le family 
CRECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK) 2=Duplex. two-family 

3=High rise, multiple unit 
4=Other 

-21-
"1'-

142. 
CODES 

COLffim(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

VAR198 4/54 Special problems 1-2 l=Yes 
2:No 

VAR199 4/55 Legibility 1-2 1=Yes 
2=No 

VAR200 4/56 Completeness 1-2 1=Yes 
2=No 

VAR201 4/57 Accuracy 1-2 1"'Yes 
2=No 

VAR202 4/58 Authenticity 1-2 1=Yes 
2=No 

4/80 Card # 4 

\. 

-28-
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VMOOl 

VAR002 

VAR003 

VAR004 

VAMOS 

VAR006 

VAROQ7 

VAR008 

VAR009 

VAROI0 

VAROll 

COLUMN(S) 

1/1-4 

1/5-8 

1/9 

1/10-12 

1/13-14 

COLUlIIN(S) 

1/15 

1/16 

1/17 

1/18 

1/19 

1/20 

1(21 

-------------. 

DESCRIP1' rON 

Interview /I 

CensUs 'I'!'ac~ # 

Area 

Block # 

Interivewar 

-1-

DESCRIPTION 

First, I would like to know if you 
are the 

conES 
RANnE 

0001-
1100 

0001-
9999 

1-3 

001-
999 

01-21 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

There are many problems facing our country 
these days. I'm going to read. you a list 
of problems and would like fot' you to tell 
me if you have been paying attention to any 
of them. 

Poverty 1-2 

Inilation 1-2 

Crime 1-2 

Race Relations 1-2 

Unemployment 1-2 

Of those problems YOU have paid a.ttention 
to, which one concerns you the most: 1-5 

(enter ieem number) 

How did you happen to select this 
particular neighborhood to live in? 
(Mark all that apply. Do not read 
list .. ) 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l"'Eastside 
2-Westside 
3'"Remainder 

01~Billie Arnold 
02=Denise Baca 
03=Michae1 Bacs. 
04=Erma Bingham 
05=Vanessa Blacknall 
OS-Sister Mary Daniel 
07=Melba Dardano 
OS=Alex Denerstein 
09=Willie Dorsey 
IO"'Terry Dunn 
II-Chris <;arcia 
12=Fred Hillman 
13=8a1 Jat'arnillo 
14=Robert Knott 
lS=Roger Leftwich 
16=Mark McClelland 
17=Marlan 11cMahan 
lS=Marsha Hetz 
19=Barb )1ontoya 
20=George Pettes 
21=Ray Sanchez 
22=Andrew Schlesinger 
23=Janis Smith 
24=Jeanne Solano 
2S=Andrew Thompson 
2S=Jerry Trujillo 
27=Vincent Vasquez 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Head cf the household 
2='The Spouse 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=Yes 
2"'No 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=-Yes 
2=No 

l=Poverty 
2"'Inflation 
3"'Crime 
4"'Race Relations 
S'-Unemployment 
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VAR012 

VAR013 

VAROH 

VAR015 

VAR016 

VAR017 

VAR01a 

YAR019 

VAR020 

VAR021 

VAR022 

VAR023 

VAR024 

VAR025 

VAR026 

VAR027 

VAR028 

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

1/22 

1/23 

1/24 

1/25 

1/26 

1/27 

1/28 

1/29 

1/30 

1/31 

Nei~hborhood characteristics--type 
of neighbors, enviroument, streets, 
parks, etc. 

Good Schools 

Safe from crime 

Only place housing could be found, 
lack of choice 

Price was right 

Location--close to job, family, 
friends, schools, shopping, etc. 

House(apartment) or property 
characteristics--size, quality, 
yard space, etc. 

Always lived in this neighborhood 

Other--specify: 

Total number of items mentioned 

-3-

COLUloIN(S) DESCRIPTION 

1/32 

1/33 

1/34 

1/35 

1/36 

1/37 

1/38 

(If more than one reason) Which 
reason would you say was the most 
important 

Is there anything you don't like 
about your neighborhood? (Do not 
read list.) 

No 

Traffic, parking 

Environmental problems--
trash, noise, overcrowding, etc. 

Crime or fear of crime 

Public transportation problem 

Inadequate schools, shopping 
facilities 

CODl::S 
RANGE 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

l.-9 

CODES 
RANGE 

l.-9 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

b-1 

CODE DESCIUP'l'ION 

- 2"'No 
1-Yes 

2=No 
l=Yes 

2=No 
l=Yes 

3=No 
l=Yes 

CODE DESCRIPTION 
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l=Neighborhood Characteristics-­
type of neigubors, environment, 
streets, parks, etc. 

2=Good schools 
3~Safe from crime 
4=Only place housing could be found, 

lack of choice 
5=Price was right 
6=Location--close to job, family, 

friends, schools, shopping,etc. 
7=House(apartment) or property 

characteristics--size, quality, 
yard space, etc. 

8z Always lived in this neighborhood 
9=Other--specify: 

b=blank 
l-..No 

b=blank 
l"Yes 

b=blank 
l=yes 



\, 

VAR029 

VAR030 

VAR03l 

VAR032 

VAR033 

.. VAR034 

VAR035 

VAR036 

VAR037 

VAR03S 

VAR039 

VAR040 

VAR041 

VAR042 

VAR043 

VAR044 

VARQ45 

COLUMN(S) 

1/39 

1/40 

1/41 

1/42 

1/43 

l/44 

1/45 

1/46 

DESCRIP'l'ION' 

Bad element movin!; 1n 

Problems wt~h nei~hbors, charac-
teristics of neighbors 

Other--spedfy: 

Total number of problems mentioned 

(if more than one answer) Which 
problem would you say is the most 
serious? 

How often do you actually walk in 
your nei!;hborhood when it's dark-­
either alone or with someone else? 
(READ LIS'I") 

Do you have a watch dog, even 
though it is also a household pet? 

Do you have a gun in your house that 
is used for the protection of the 
household 

-5-

CODES 
RANGE 

b-l 

b-1 

b-1 

0-9 

2-9 

0-5 

b-2 

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 
CdDES 
RANGE 

1/47 

1/48 

1/49 

1/50 

1/51 

1/52 

1/53 ' 

1/54 

1,/55 

Do you carry any insurance that 0-2 
covers any of your personal 
property against loss from theft 
or vandalism? 
Some people use engraving pencils b-2 
to mark their personal property for 
purposes of security and identification. 
Do you do anything to identify or 
mark your personal property-~for 
example, your TV or s~ereo? 

Do the police--or any other organi- b-2 
zation--in your community have a 
personal property identification 
program underway? 

Have you ever seen or received any b-2 
information about protecting your 

(house, apartment) from burglary? 

Ct~er than a cl~~e friend or relative, 0-2 
do you know a policeman well enough 
to call him be his name? 

During the past 12 months, did anyone 1-2 
break into your (house, apar~ment) 
and take something, or just walk in 
and take something? 

How many times? 

During the past 12 months, was 
anything stolen from outside your 
home or from a place where a house­
hold member was temporarily s~aying 
or from your automobile(s)? 

How many times? 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

b"'blank 
l-yes 

b"'blank 
l"yes 

2~Traffic, parking 
3~Environmentla problems--trash, 

noise, overcrowding, e~c. 
4=Crime or fear of crime 
5~Public transportation problem 
6~Inadequate schools, shopping 

facilities, etc, 
7=Bad element moving in 
8=Problems with neighbors, charac-

teristics of nei~hbors 
9=Other--specify: 

l=E~ery night 
2~Few times/week 
3=Few times/month 
4=Less often 
5"'Never 
O=Not sure 

3=Yes, dog is a watch dog? 
2=Dog is pet only 
l=No dog 

2=Yes 
l==No 
O=Not sure 
b"'Refused 

CODE DESCRIPTIO~ 

2=yes 
l=no 
O=not sure 

2=yes 
l=no 
O=not sure 
b=refused 

2=yes 
l=no 
O=not sure 
b"refused 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Not sure 
b"'Refused 

1=¥es 
2=No 
O=Not Sure 

l=No 
2=¥es 

l=No 
2 .. Yes 
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T. 

VAR046 

VAR047 

VAR048 

V'AR049 

YAR050 

VAR05~ 

t' VAR052 

V'Al~053 

VAROS4 

VAROSS 

VAROS6 

'VAROS7 

, VAR058 

VAR059 

VAR060 

COLUMN ( S) DESCIHP1'ION 

l/5a 

1/57 

1/58 

1/59 

1/60 

1/61 

1/62 

1/63 

1/80 

During the past 12 months, did you 
or anyone else in the household 
have anything stolen from you-­
things like having your pocket 
picked or purse snatched? 

How many times? 

Within the past 12 months, did 
anyone take something from you or 
from anyone else in your household 
by using force? This would inclUde 
a stickup, mugging, a bicycle 
forcibly taken away from children, 
or a violent purse snatching? 

How many times? 

During the past 12 months, were 
you or anyone in the household 
attacked or assaulted? 

How many times? 

Does anyone in the household own an 
aUtomobile? (If yes) Wi thin the 
past 12 months has this or these 
automobile(s) ever been stolen or 
taken without permission? 

How many times? 

Card # 

-7-

COLtnlN{S) DESCRIPTION 

2/1-4 

2/5-6 

2/7-8 

2/9-10 

2/11 

2/12 

2/13 

2/14 

Interview # 

Question # 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Can you tell me why the incident was 
not re~orted to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 

(IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which 
reason would you say was the most 
important? ______________ _ 

What did the police do? 

-8-

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1-2 

1-9 

1 

CODES 
RANGE 

0001-
1100 

13-18 

1-12 

1-2 

1-6 

1-6 

1.-5 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=No 
2=Yes 

1=-No 
2=Yes 

1 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

Ol=January 
02=February 
03=March 
04=April 
05=May 
06-June 
07=July 
08=August 
09=September 
10=October 
11=November 
12=December 

Enter last two digits 

150 

1=-Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3$Knew the offender 
4~Handles the problem themselves, 
5-Didn't think they would do anything 
a-Other 

1~ook information or report. Never 
found item. 

2~Took fingerprints. 
3~Recovered items. 
4"'Nothing. 
5$Other action taken. 



VAR061 

VAR062 

VAR06S 

VAR064 

VAR065 

VAR066 

VAR067 

'- - ~ 

VAR068 

VAR069 

VAR070 

VAROn 

.VAR072 

VAR073 

VAR074 

COLU~m(S) DESCRIPTIOU 

2/15 

2/16-17 

2/18-19 

2/20-21 

2/22 

2/23 

2/24 

Did you or the victim know the 
o£iender? 

Question 1/ 

When did the crime last occur? 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Can you tell me why the incident 
was not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEC~RIES) 

(IF ~!ORE THAT ONE REASmn Which 
reason would you say was the most 
important? 

-9-

CODES 
RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

1·-2 

13-18 

01-12 

1-2 

1-6 

1-6 

Ol=Janun.ry 
02"'February 
03"'March 
v4=April 
OS=May 
06=June 
07=July 
08-August 
09=September 
lO=October 
11=November 
12=December 

Enter last 2 digits 

l"'Yes 
2"'No 

l=Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3x Knew the offender. 
4=Handled tne problem themselves. 
S=Didn't think they would do anything. 
6=Other 

~---.--- -'-~----

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

2/25 

2/26 

2/27-28 

2/29-30 

2/31-32 

2/33 

2/34 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

Question {I 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Can you tell me why the incident was 
not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 

CODES 152 

RANGE CODE D~SCRIPTION 

1-5 

1-2 

13-18 

01-12 

1-2 

1-6 

l=Took information or report. Never 
found item. 

2"Took fingerprints, 
3=Recovered i~mes. 
4=Nothing. 
S=Other action taken. 

1=1es 
2=No 

01",January 
02::Pebruary 
03=Uarch 
04=April 
OS.sMa.y 
06=June 
07=July 
08"'August 
09=September 
10=October 
11=November 
12=December 

Enter last 2 digits. 

1=Ye5 
2"No 

l"'Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big ~aken, small theft, 
3=Knew the offender. 
4=Handled ~he problem themselves. 
5=Didn't think they would do anything. 
6"'Other 



'AR075 

'AR076 

'AR017 

!AR078 

fAR019 

IAR080 

IAR081 

IAR082 

"AR083 

'AR084 

'AR085 

'AR086 

'AR087 

IAR08S 

!AR08S 

!AR090 

com;s- ------ --- ------

COLU1m(S) DESCRIPTION RANr.E CODE nESCRrp~rON,~ __________________ _ 

2/3S (IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which ren!-1on 1-6 
would you say wns the most important? 

2/36 

2/37 

2/38-39 

2/40-41 

2/42-43 

2/44 

2/45 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

Question # 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
pOlice? 

Can you tell me why the incident was 
not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 

-11-

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

2/46 

2/47 

2/48 

2/49-S0 

2/51-S2 

2/S3-54 

2/S5 

2/S6 

(IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which 
reason would you say was the most 
important? __________________ _ 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the vict.im know the 
o-tfender? 

Question # 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
police? 

Can you tell me why the incident 
was not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 

-12-

1-5 

1-2 

13-18 

1-12 

1-2 

1-6 

CODES 

1~TQok information or report. Never 
found item. 

2-Took fingerprints, 
3-Recovered items. 
4 .. Nothing. 
5"Other action taken. 

Ol"'January 
02"'February 
03"'March 
04=April 
OS=May 
06=June 
07-July 
08=AlJgust 
09=September 
lO=Octoher 
11=November 
12=December 

Enter last two digits 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3=Knew the offender 
4=Handled the problem themselves. 
5=Didn't think they would do anything. 
6=Other 

154 
RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION 

1-6 

1-5 

1-2 

13-18 

l=Took information or report. Never 
found item. 

2=Took fingerprints. 
3=Recovered items. 
4=Nothing. 
5=Other action taken. 

l"'Y.es 
2=No 

01-12 01=January 

1-2 

1-6 

02-February 
03=March 
04"Aprll 
OS=May 
Oa'"June 

'07"'July 
08=Aul<ust 
09=September 
10=October 
11"November 
12"'December 

Enter last 2 digits 

l=Yes 
2,.No 

1=Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing bi~ taken, small theft. 
3=Knew the offender. 
4=Handled the problem themselves. 
5=Didn't think they would do anything. 
6"Other 



\ 

AR091 

AR092 

'AR093 

'AR094 

lAR095 

;AR096 

vAROa7 

VAR098 

VAR099 

VAR100 

VARlOt 

VARI02 

VARi03 

VARl04 

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

2/57 

2/58 

2/59 

2/60-61 

2/62-63 

2/64-65 

2/66 

2167 

(1F MORE THAN ONE REASON) \Vh ich 
reason would you say WQ.S the most 
important? 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

Question /I 

When did the crime last occur? 

Month 

Year 

Was this incident reported to the 
poliee? 

Can you tell me why the incident 
was not reported to the police? 
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 

-13-

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

2/68 

2/69 

2/70 

2/80 

3/1-4 

3/5 

3/6 

3/7 

(IF MORE TRAN ONE REASON) Which 
reason would yoU say was the mos~ 
important? 

What did the police do? 

Did you or the victim know the 
offender? 

Card# 

Interview # 

Crime is a serious problem in your 
neighborhood. 

Most policemen are honest. 

I teel very safe walking alone in 
my neighborhood at night. 

-14-

CODES 
RANnE 

1-6 

1-5 

1-2 

01-12 

1-2 

1-6 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-6 

1-5 

0001-
1100 

1-5 

1-5 

1-5 

conE m:SCHIP1'rON 

I-Took information or report. Never 
found iteVl. 

2-Took fingerprints. 
3a Recovered items. 
4-Nothing. 
5-0ther action taken. 

l=Yes 
2=No 

01",January 
02-February 
03=March 
04"'April 
05=May 
06=June 
07,.July 
08=August 
09=September 
lO-October 
11=November 
l2"'December 

Enter last 2 digits 

l=Did not want to take time. Did not 
want to be troubled. 

2=Nothing big taken, small theft. 
3=Knew the offender. 
4=Handled the problem themselves. 
5=Didn't think they would do anything. 
6=Other 

156 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

1=Took intormation or report. Never 
found item. 

2sTook fingerprints. 
3~Recovered items. 
4=Nothing. 
F,AOther action tal~en. 

l=Yes 
2"'No 

2 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3"Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5x Strongly disagree 

1u Strongly agree 
2-Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5=Strongly disagree 

1=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Pisagree 
5=Strongly disagree 



VAR'105 

VAR 106 

YAH 107 

Y.t\R'108 

VAR'l1C 

VAR.lll 

VAIt 112 

I 
,VAR 115 

VARl'11.6 

!' • 
YAR"l17 

" 
VAR 118 

COLU~m(S) DESCRIPTION 
CODES 
RANGE 

'3/8 

3/9 

3/10 

3/11 

3/12 

3/13 

3/14 

Most higher-ups in the police 
departm~nt are honest. 

1-5 

I feel very concerned about my 1-5 
(house. apartment) being broken into. 

Crime in our neighborhood has 1-5 
decreased dUring the past year. 

There is little that a person like 1-5 
me can do to prevent getting attacked. 

Crime prevention can only be 1-5 
handled by the police, 

If people in my neighborhood would 1-5 
look out for one another, there would 
be a lot less crillle. 

There is rea.11y nothing 11" person 
can do to protect their home from 
a llurglar. 

l-S 

coLutm(S) DESCRIPTION 
CODES 
RANGE 

3/15 

3/16 

3/17 

3/18 

3/19 

3/20 

3/21 

It I were a witness to a cr~me, I 
would be willing to appear in court 
as a witness. 

The cour~s do a good job in 
reducing the amount of crime. 

Prisons do very little good in 
helping to stop crime. 

One reason this neighborhood 
doesn't have more crime is that 
we stick together. 

I wish the' police would patrol 
my neighborhood more often. 

I would feel safer if the police 
would patrol my neighborhood on foot. 

! think my home is safe from thi.eves. 

1-5 

1-5 

l-S 

1-5 

1-5 

l-S 

1-5 

CODE PESCnIPTION 

,I-Strongly aGree 
2-Agree 
a-Undecided 
4-Disagree 
S-Strongly disagree 

I-Strongly agree 
2-Agree 
3 .. Undecided 
4-Disagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2'"Agree 
a-Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
S-Strongly disagree 

I"'Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3"'Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
S"'Strongly disagree 

l"'Strongly agree 
2"Agree 
3-Undecided 
4=Disagree 
5u Strong1y disagree 

1=Strongly agree 
2-Agree 
3"'Undecided 
4"'Disagree 
5~STrong1y disagree 

1=Strongly agree 
2'"Agl'ee' 
3=Undecided 
4'"Disagree 
5"'Strong1y disagree 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

1=Strongly agree 
2"'Agree 
3=Undecided 
4"Pisagree 
b~StronglY disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2=Agree 
3"Undecided 
4"'Pisagree 
5:Strongly disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2'"Agree 
3"'Undecided 
4=Pisagree 
5-Strongly disagree 

1-Strongly agree 
2-Agree 
3··Undecided 
4'"Pisagree 
S"Strongly disll.gree 

l"Strongly agree 
2:Agree 
a-Undecided 
4=Disagree 
S=Strong1y disagree 

l=Strongly agree 
2"'Agree 
a"Undecided 
4=Disll.gree 
5=Strongly disagree 

I-Strongly agree 
2-Agree 
3=Undecided 
4=Disagree 
S"Strongly disagree 
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VAP 119 

VAEl 120 

VAll. 121 

VAR122 

VAR123 

VA1I..:l2.4 

VAR!125 

VAll. 1'26 

VAll.: 127 

VAR"l28 

V'AR~29 

VAP:.t30 

I,":. 

VAR'l31 

COLU~fN(S) DESCRIPTIO:"l 
COPES 
RANGE 

3/22 

3/23 

3/24 

3/25 

3/26 

3/27 

When you or other [:"Imily memhers are 
at home, do you keep th~ doors locked 
all the time, sometim~s, hardly ever 
or never? 

Eere's a list of some steps people might 
take to secure their (house, apartment) 
when they go to bed at night. Do you 
generally do any of these things? 
(READ LIST) 

Lock you windOWS 

Turn on an alarm system 

Leave outside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

1-4 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

Leave drapes and sbades closed b-2 

Here's a list of some steps people 
migbt take to secure ther (house, 
apartment) wben they're going out 
for a while and no one will be bome, 
Which of the following do you usually 
do? (READ LIST) 

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 
COD:SS 
RANGE 

3/28 

3/29 

3/30 

3/31 

3/32 

3/33 

3/34 

Lock your windows 

Tell a neighbor you're going out 

Turn on an alarm system 

Leave outside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

Leave drapes :nd shades closed 

Set automatic timer to turn lights on 
a.fter dark 

Here's a list of some steps people 
might take to secure their (home, 
apartment) when they gO away for a 
weekend or a long VllClltlon. Do you 
generally do any 01 these things? 
(READ LIST) 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l"'Al.wa.ys 
Z-Somctimes 
3"Hn.rdl~· ever 
4"Never 

2=1es 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 
l"'No 
OaN/A 
b"'Refused 

2 .. Yes 
l=No 
O=N(A 
b-Refused 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
'b"'Refused 

::!=Yes 
l=No 
O=NjA 
b-Refused 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2=¥es 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 
l:No 
OuN/A 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2=¥es 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2=¥es 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2"'Yes 
l"'No 
O"N/A 
b"Refused 

2=¥es 
l"'Ho 
O=N/A 
b"Reiused 
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\. 
~" 

----------

., ., 

VAR132 

VAR.133 

VAR'134 

VAR:l.35 

VAR.13El 

VAR.l37 

VAR138 

VAll..l39 

COLUMN(S) 

3/35 

3/36 

3/37 

3/3 8 

3/39 

3/40 

3/41 

3/42 

--------

DESCRIPTION 

Tell your nei~hbors you're aoing ~wav 

Turn on an alarm system 

Leave outside lights on 

Leave inside lights on 

Leave drapes and shades open 

Set automatic timer to turn lights 
on after dark. 

Don't tell strangers who calIon the 
telephone that you are gOing away 

Stop newspapers 

-19-

.... OUr.;:) 

RANGE CODE DESCIUPTIm{ 

b-2 2"Yes 
leNo 
O-M/A 
b-Refuaed 

b-2 2-Yes 
laNo 
O*N/A 
b-Refused 

b-2 2-Yes 
1-No 
O=N/A 
b"Refused 

b-2 2=Yes 
looNo 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

b-2 2=Yes 
l=No 
O"'N/A, 
b-Refused 

b-2 2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b"'Refused 

b-2 2=Yes 
l=Mo 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

b-2 2=Yes 
l=No 
O=<N/A 
b=Refused 

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

VAR:J.41 

VAR:::L42 

VAR.:1.43 

VAR 144 

VAR 145 

VAR.l46 

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

3/43 

3/44 

3/45 

3/46 

3/47 

3/48 

3/49 

Stop deliveries 

Have lawn mowed 

Stop mail or have neighbor collect 
mail 

Other 

Interviewer: Observe 'each of the 
following. If you are unable to 
tell whether each is present, then 
ask. 

Do you have the following in your 
(house, apartment?) 

Double cylinder dead bolt locks 

Through-frame pins 

Rods in track of sliding doors 

CODES 
RANGE 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2"'les 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2"Yes 
l""No 
D=N/A 
b"Refused 

2"'Yes 
l=-No 
O-M/A 
b-Refused 

2 .. Yes 
l'"No 
D=N/A 
b"Refused 

2 .. Yes 
l"'No 
O"'N/A 
b=-Refused 

Z-Yes 
l"No 
a-MIA. 
b"'Refused 

3=Don't Know 

3=Don't Know 

3"Don 't Know 
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\. 

!fAR 147 

\ 
VAR"148 

VAR~ 150 

VAR. 15'1 

VAR·.152 

VAR:: 153 

VAR: 154 

VAR'15,s 

VAR ;1.56 

VA.R 157 

. VAli.158 

I 
VAR'l5.9 

i 

: VAR.160 

VAR 161 

cnw.t'I(S) 

3/50 

3/51 

3/52 

3/53 

3/54 

3/55 

3/56 

COLUMN~S2 

3/57 

3/58 

3/59 

3/60 

3/61 

3/62 

3/63 

3/64 

DESCRIPTIOM 

Bars on windows 

Opera.ti'Jn I.D. sticker 

Beware of dog sign 

Burglar alarm sign 

Night latches 

Any other crime prevention devices 

In general, have ~ cut back or 
changed your activi~ies in the past 
year because ot crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not 0.1 all. 

-21-

DESCRIPTION 

Do you think people in general have 
cut back or changed ~helr ac~lvities 
in the past year because they are 
atraid of crime?--a great deal, 
somewhat, or not at all. 

Would you say crimes in your neigh-
borhood are commitced mostly by the 
people who live here or mostl·y by 
outsiders? (DO NOT READ LIST.) 

Would you please tell me if you have 
beard of any of the following pro-
grams or agencies? 

Denver Visiting Service 
(Public Health Service) 

York Street Center 

Operation I.D. 

Have you ever heard ot the 
Emergencl Phone Number? 

Can you tell me what that 
llumber is? 

Are you aware thnt the Denver Visiting 
Nurse Service has a follow-up program 
for victims of street assault and 
sexual assault? 

-22-

RANGE 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

b-2 

1-3 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-3 

1-5 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2-Yes 3:Don't know 
l"No 
(looN / A 

b-Refused 

2~Yes 3~Don't know 
1=NCi 
O-N/A 
b-Refused 

2=Yes 3=Don't know 
l:No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 3=Don't know 
l=No 
O=N/A 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 3=Doti't know 
1=No 
O=N/~ 
b=Refused 

2=Yes 3=Don't.know 
1=No 
O=N/A 
b=REtused 

3=A great deal 
2=Somewhat 
l=Not at all 

-- ---

CODE DESCRIPTION 

3=A great deal 
2=Somewhat 
l=Not at all 

164 

1=No crime happening in neighborhood 
2=People living here 
3=Outsiders 
4=Equally by both 
5=Don't know 

1=Yes 
2=No 
O=Don't know 

1"'Yes 
2=No 

. O=Don't knew 

1"'Yes 
2"'No 
O"'Don't know 

1=Yes 
2"No 

1"911 
2"0ther number or no number given 

1=Yes 
2=No 



VAR'163 

VARiM 

VAR16E; 

VAR 168 

VAR·170 

i-' 

VAB-in 

VAR172 

'lAR 173 

VAR 174 

I 

. VAF 175 

VAR 176 

\. 

COLU~rn(S) DESCRIPTION 

3/65 

3/66 

3/67 

3/68 

3/69 

3/70 

3/71 

3/72 

!::Qt,m.!N! S) 

3/73 

3/74 

3/75 

3/76 

3/77 

3/78 

3/79 

3/80 

How often do you watch your nei~h­
bor's home for them when they are 
away? 

Do you think the salaries of the 
police in this area are too hi~h. 
about right, or too low? 

Here's a list of phrases people often 
use to describe the activities of 
the police. Do each of these phrases 
describe the activities of the police 
in your nclighborhood? 

Catching criminals 

Enforcing laws 

stopping crimes before they occur 

Giving traffic tickets 

Bothering people who haven't broken 
the law 

Being prepared for an emergency, such 
as a flood 

-23:" 

DESCRIPTION 

Helping people 

Just hanging around 

How good a job do you think tbe police 
are doing for each of the following: 

Showing up quickly when called 

Being respectful to people like 
yourself 

Paying attention to complaints 

Giving protection to the people in 
the neighborhood 

Teaching people how to prevent 
crime 

Card # 

CODES 
RA..'lGE 

1-4 

0-3 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

0-2 

CODES 
RANGE 

0-2 

0-2 

1-4 

1-4 

1-4 

1-4 

1-4 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l"'Often 
2"'Sometimes 
3"'Seldom 
4"'Never 

l"'Too·high 
2=About right 
3-Too low 
O-Not sure 

2"'Yes 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

2=Yes .. 
l"'No 
O"Don't know 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

2"Yes' 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

2=Yes 
l=No 
O=Don't know 

l=No opinion 
2"Not so good 
3=-Pretty good 
4=rVery good 

1"'No opinion 
2=Not so good 
3"'Pretty good 
4"Very good 

l=No opinion 
2'"Not so good 
3"'Pretty good 
4"Very good 

1=No opinion 
2"Not so good 
3=Pretty good 
4"Yery good 

1"'No opinion 
2=Not so good 
3-Pretty good 
4:=Very good 

3 
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VAR~ 177 

VAR 178 

VAR 179 

VAR 180 

VAR 181 

VAR·.lB2 

-; .. 

, . 
VAR 183 

VAB·~ 184 

VAR~1.85 

VAR' 186 

, 
VA&; ld7 

VAR'18S 

VAR;' 1S'9 

VAR. 190 

VAR· 191 

\:. VAR. 192 

VAR 193 

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 
CODES 
RANGE 

4/1-4 

4/5 

4/6 

4/7 

4/8 

4./9 

4/10 

COLUMN(S) 

4/11 

4/12 

4/13 

4/14 

4/15 

4/16 

4/17 

4/18 

4/3.9 

4/20 

4/21 

Interview # 0001-
1100 

Here's a card showing seven ways b-7 
the people Ot Denver rate their 
police. Which one of 1:hese would 
you use to rate the job b~ing done 
by the polioe in your neighborhood? 

Which one of the following crimes 1-5 
do you think the police should spend 
the most time preventing? 
(READ LIST) 

How willing woul.d you be to attend 1-4 
free community workshops in order to 
learn crime prevention techniques? 
(READ LIST) 

How willing would you be to watch your 1-4 
neighbor's home or apartment while they 
are away if they would do the same 
for you? (READ LIST) 

How willing would you be to spend 1-4 
money on purchasing devises 1:0 make 
your (house. apartment) safer from 
burglaries? (READ LIST) 

Which of the following would be most 
likely to prevent your home from 
being broken into? (CHOOSE ONE ONLY) 

'-25-

DESCRIPTION 

Within the past two years have 
additional street lights been in-
stalled on your block? 

Would you say that the new street 
lights m9~e you feel: (READ LIST) 

Since the new street lights were 
installed do you walk in your 
neighborhood at night: (READ LIST) 

Have the new street lights ever 
helped you to observe a crime in 

1-4 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-3 

1-5 

1-3 

1-2 

progress which you reported to the police? 

Have you heard of Neighbors Against 1-2 
Crime Together or Neighbors ACT? 

Where did you see or hear about 
Neighbors ACT? 

TV 1-2 

Radio 1-2 

Newspaper 1-2 

Movie Theater 1-2 

Bus 1-2 

Taxi 1-2 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

7=Excellent 
6-Very good 
5-Good 
4=>Palr 
3=Poor 
2a Very poor 
1-Terrible 
O-Not sure 
b=Refused 

l=Burglary 
2=Rape 
3"Assault 
4=Robbery 
5=Other 

l=Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3=Somewhat unwilling 
4=Very unwilling 

l=Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3"'Somewhat unwilling 
4=Very unwilling 

l=Very willing 
2=Somewhat willing 
3=Somewhat unwilling 
4=Very unwilling 

l=Having deadbolt locks 
2=Having bars on the windOWS 
3=Having more police patrols 
4=Having a burglar alarm 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure or don.' t know 

l=Mucn more safe 
2~Slightly more safe 
3=No different 
40 Slightly less safe 
5=Much less safe 

1=More often 
2=About the same 
3=Less often 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l"'Yes 
2=No 

2=No 
l:Yes 

2=No 
1=Yes 

2=No 
1"Yes 

l=Yes 
2=No 

1=Yes 
2-No 

l=Yes 
2=No 

167 

168 



- ----- - --~ -

VAR· 194 

VAR' 195 

VAR 196 

VAR 197 

VAR' 198 

VAR: 199 

VAH' 200 

VAR: 201 

,'-
VAlf· 202 

VAH" 203 

VAR 204 

. 
VAR' 205 

VAlt 207 

vAi: 208 

VAH 210 

VAH.211 

.VAH 212 

VAR 213 

VA~ 214 

\. 

- ---------- - -~--------

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 

4/22 Billboard 

4/23 Poster 

4/24 Speaker 

4/25 At your door 

4/26 Block Aleet ing 

4/27 A neighbor 

4/28 A friend 

4/29 Other 

4/30 Have you received a packet of in for-
matioD on crime prevention from 
Neighbors ACT? 

4/31 Did someone from Neighbors ACT come 
to your door to talk about the program? 

4/32 Have you or anyone else from your 
house attended a block meeting 
sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 

4/33 Have you or anyone else from your 
house attended any other meeting 
sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 

-27-

COLUMN (S) DESCRIPT ION 

4/34 

4/35 

4/36 

4/37 

4/38 

4/39 

4/40 

4/41 

4/42 

Have you told any of your neighbors 
you would watch their house? 

Have you exchanged information with 
your neighbors such as your name and 
telephone number? 

Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has 
helped bring your neighborhood closer 
together? 

Purchased any locks 

Looked your home more regUlarly 

Left lights on when you are not 
at home. 

Walk only in well lighted areas 
at night. 

Be cautious of strangers 

Have you done anything else to pro­
tect yourself from crime? 

-28-

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-3 

r-3 

1-3 

CODES 
RANGE 

1-2 

1-2 

1-3 

0-3 

0-3 

0-3 

0-3 

0-3 

1-2 

DESCRIPTION 

1=Yes 
2-No 

I"'Yes 
2"'No 

l-Yes 
2'"No 

I"Yes 
2"'No 

1=1e5 
2 .. No 

1"Yes 
2=No 

l=Yes 
2"No 

1=Yes 
2=No .' 

l=Yes 
2=No 

1=1es 
2=No 
3=Not sure 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=-Not sure 

CODE DESCRIPTIOn 

1=1es 
2=No 

1=Yes 
2=No 

1=-Yes 
2=No 
3=Dan't know or not sure 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

l=Yes 
2:.No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

l=Yes 
2'"'No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

l=Yes 
2"'No 
3=Not sure 
O=Refused 

l=Yes 
2=No 
3"'Not sure 
O=Refused 

l=Yes 
2=No 

... gO 
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VAR 215 

VAR 216 

VAa:. 217 

VAR' 218 

VAR 219 

VAR 220 

VAH- 221 

VAR 222 

VAR' 22'3 

--

VAR::. 224 

;;... -

VAR 225 

VAR"226 

VAR 227 

VAR'228 

~.,. 

\o •• {'-

VAR: 229 

VAR.Z30 

VAR 231 

COLUMN(S) DESC!UI''1'tON 
CODES 
RANGE 

4/43 

4/44 

4/45-46 

4/47 

4/48 

4/49 

4/50 

4/51 

4/52 

4/53 

How long have you lived in this 1-4 
(house, apnrtment)? 

Sex 1-2 

What is your age? 18-9~ 

What was the last year of regular 1-7 
schooling completed by the head of 
your household--tl1e main wage earner? 

Have you ever served on s. jury? 0-2 

Are you willing to serve on a 0-2 
jury? 

Do you know the names of your next 1-3 
door neighbors? 

Do you own or rent your home? 1-2 

Is everyone who lives here related 1-2 
to you? 

Was the head of this household 1-3 
employed last week? 

-29-:-

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION 
CODES 
RANGE 

4/54 

4/55 

4/56 

4/57 

4/58 

4/59 

4/60 

Interviewer: Check this but do not 
ask ethnicity: 

Type of dwelling. (IIITERVIEWER 
CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK) 

Special problems 

Legibility 

Completeness 

Authenticity 

Crew Cheif 

-30-

0-5 

1-4 

1-2 

:\,-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-6 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

1-Less than one yoar 
2-0ne to 5 years 
32 6 to 10 years 
4-11 yenrs or more 

1"Male 
2-Female 

Enter exact age 

7=Graduate school degre~ 
6 x Graduate (4 year college) 
53Parti~1 college(less than 4 years) 
4=High school graduate 
3=Partial high school(grades 10 or 11 
2=Junior l1igh school(grades 7,8 or9) 
1=Less than 7 years of school 

2=Yes 
l"'No 
O"Not sure 

2=Yes 
l=-No 
O"'Not sure 

I=Yes, all of them 
2=Yes, some of them 
3=-No 

l=Own 
2"'Rent 

I=Yes 
2=No 

l=Yes, full-time 
2=Yes, part-time 
3=No 

CODE DESCRIPTION 

l=Black 
2=White 
3=Chicano 
4=Native American 
5=other 
O=Not sure 

l=Single family 
22 Duplex, twa-family 
3=High rise, multiphe unit 
4"'Other 

l=Yes 
2=No 

l=Yes 
2=No 

I=Yes 
;J=No 

I=Vanessa Blackn~ll 
2:Alex Denerstein 
3"'William Dorsey 
4=Chris Garcia 
5=Marlan McMahan 
6=Marsha Metz 
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX 6 

T-tests on Pre-Test (1975) and Post-Test (1976) Variables 

Variable numbers refer to the pre-test. Readers are referred to 

Technical Appendix No.5 for the pre-test codebook which gives 

exact question wording. 
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NU~mER NuMBER - 51GHlfICA1'i 

VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE 

TECIINICAL APPENDIX 6 

VAR051 Pocket Picked Or Purse Snatched 
.118 .743 lOBI 1.018 .131 1055 1.014 

T-Tests on Pre-Test (1975) 
and Post-Teat {1976~ Vsriables 

VAR053 Anything Sto] P.U Using Force 
lOBI 1.015 .121 1055 1.011 .106 .811 

PRE-TEST POST-TEST VAR055 Attacked Or ~ssalted 
NUMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICANT 1081 1.031 .112 1055 1.024 .152 .994 

VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE 
VAR057 Auto Stolen 

VABD05 Poverty lOBI 1.026 .159 1055 1.025 .155 .14B 
1081 1.188 .391 1055 1.191 .394 -.117 

VAR083 Crime Is A Serious Problem 
VAROO6 Inflation 1078 2.776 1.084 1052 1.638 .655 29.405 " 1081 1.198 .298 1055 1.098 .297 7.768 II 

VAR084 Most Policemen Are Honest 
VAROO7 Crl_ 1079 2.602 .976 1047 2.57 .893 .789 

1.112 .315 1.755 ... 
VAR08S Feel Safe Walking In Neighborhood 

1081 1.137 .344 1055 

VAROO8 Race Relations 1076 3.113 1.16 1045 3.237 1.146 -2.477 " 
1.291 .454 2.779 A 

VAR066 Higher-Ups In The Police Dept. Are lIone8t 
1081 1.347 .476 1055 

.AIUl09 Unemployl!lellt 1076 2.746 .932 1047 2.689 .667 1.512 '" 1061 1.212 .409 1055 1.196 .399 • 801 
VAROO7 Concerned About lIouee 6roken Into 

.AR033 How Often Do You Walk In The Neighborhood When Dark 1079 3.724 1.059 1048 2.158 .998 35.094 .. 
1077 3.574 1.508 1044 3.494 1.472 1.237 

VAR088 Crime lIae Decreased In The Last Year. 
.AR039 Gun Used For Protection 1076 2.6 .666 1048 3.12 .692 -6.367 " 

1.257 .437 .612 
VAR069 Little To Do To Prevent Getting Attacked 

1050 1.269 .443 969 

.AR040 Insurance Against Theft 1079 2.785 1.089 1044 3.208 1.121 -6.616 '" 
1.65 .477 -2.632 A 

VAR090 Crime Prevention lIandled Only By Police 
1046 1.594 .491 1025 

.AR041 Hark Your Personal Prop~rty 1079 3.54 .965 1047 3.515 1.044 .568 
1060 1.298 .456 1036 1.371 .483 -3.553 '" VAR09l LeaD Crime If Neighbors Watch Out 

.AR042 Police I.D. rrogram Underway 1079 1.978 .767 1045 1.763 .661 6.204 '" 859 1.617 .486 851 1.714 .452 -4.272 ;; 
VAROn Nothing To Protect Ilome From Burglary 

AM43 Received Information About Burglary Protection 1079 3.469 1.027 1046 3.369 1.063 1.765 .. 
.. .5 -3.268 '" VAR093 ·Willing To Witness In Court On Crime 

1029 1.429 .495 10 11 1.501 

AR046 Knew A Policeman 1077 2.147 .845 1052 2.050 .722 2.848 '" 
1.673 .469 1.368 '" VAR094 Courts Do A Good Job In Reducing Crime 

1065 1.701 .456 1050 

AR047 Break Into Your 1I0uoe And Tako Something 1079 3.294 1.005 1052 3.278 .999 .368 
1.084 .278 1.586 '" VAR095 ~risonB Do Little Good Stopping Crime 

1061 1.104 .305 1055 

AR049 Stolen FrOlll Outside Your Bouse 1076 2.631 1.015 1047 2.567 .944 1.505 '" 
1.114 .318 3.53 w 

VAR096 Neighbors Stick Together For Less Crime 
1081 1.167 .374 1055 

1075 2.935 1.025 1044 2.815 .944 2.736 ;; 



VARII.DLE 

VAIUl91 

VAR098 

VAIUl99 

VAnlOO 

VARIOI 

VAR102 

VAR103 

VARl04 

VARI05 

VARI06 

VARI07 

VARI08 

VAR109 

VARlIO 

VARlll 

VARI12 

VAKI13 

VARl14 

NUMBER 
OF CASES MEAN 

NUMBER 
S.D. OF CASES 

Police Should Patrol More Often 
1077 2.536 1.032 1046 

Feel Safer If Police Patrol On Foot 
1076 3.096 1.084 1049 

Think My Home Is Safe From Thieves 
1076 3.313 1.04 1050 

When Family At lIome. Keep Doors I.ocked 
1072 3.244 .876 1047 

Security Steps At Night Lock Windows 
J058 1.58 .494 1043 

Turo On Alarm System At Night 
288 1.236 .425 515 

Outside Lights On At Night 
1032 1. 337 .1,73 1026 

Inside Lights 00 At Night 
1063 1.424 .494 1044 

Drapes Closed At Night 
1063 1.776 .417 1043 

Security Stepa When Out Lock Windows 
1059 1. 795 .404 1040 

Tell A Neighbor You're Coiug Out 
1046 1.441 .497 1029 

'fun, On Alarm Syste", When Coing Out 
292 1.257 .436 530 

Outside Lights On When Going Out 
1021 1.525.5 1006 

Inside LightB On When Coiug Out 
1051 1.709 .455 1031 

Drapes Closed When Coing Out 
1048 1.744 .436 1024 

Set AutoJllJltic Light Timer When Going Out 
478 1.32 .467 6~8 

Security Steps For Vacation Neighbors 
1034 1.832 .374 1006 

Turn On Alar. Syate. For Vscation 
291 1.263 .441 517 

S.D. T-VA!.UE 

2.515 1.03 .469 

2.986 1.071 2.352 

3.443 .999 -2.939 

3.343 • 797 -2.719 

1.616 .486 -1.682 

1.157 .364 2.653 

1.455 .498 -5.509 

1.46 .499 1.664 

1.838 .369 -3.615 

1.782 .413 .729 

1.389 .488 2.405 

1.162 .369 3.142 

1.59 .492 -2.95 

1.748 .434 ,-2.0 

1.812 .391 -3.734 

1.218 .413 3.779 

1.854 .353 -1.365 

1.118 .391 2.434 
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SIGNIFiCANT 
DIFFERENCE 

• 

• 

* 

* 

* 

---- .. - ~---

NUMBER 
VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. 

NUMBER 
OF CASES 

VARUS 

VARI16 

VAR117 

VARU8 

VAR119 

VAR120 

VARI21 

VAR122 

VARI23 

VAR124 

VARI25 

VARI26 

VAR127 

VAR128 

VARI29 

VARI30 

VAR131 

VARI:32 

----

Outside Lights On For Vecation 
985 1. 396 .489 

Inside Lights On For Vocation 
1027 1.601 .49 

Drapes Closed For Vacation 
lOIS 1.328 .47 

978 

1002 

981 

Set Automatic Light Timer For Vacation 
434 1.419 .494 610 

Tell Strangers On Phone Of Your Absence 
lOIS 1.055 .228 990 

Stop Newspapers 
920 1.645 .479 

Stop Deliveries 
883 1.649 .478 

Uave Lawn Mowed 
964 1.672 .47 

Stop Mail Or Uave It Collected 
1006 1.698 .459 

Other 
921 1.774 .418 

Security In lIome Dead Bolt Locka 

909 

922 

927 

992 

768 

1032 1.347 .476 1027 

Through-Frame Pins 
929 1.136 .343 173 

Rods In Sliding Doors 
813 1.098 .298 752 

Bars On Windows 
1040 1.075 .264 986 

Operation 1.0. Sticker Display~d 
1043 1.221 .• 415 1031 

Beware Of Dog Sign 
1028 1.060 

Burglar Marna Sign 
951 1.069 

Night Latche8 
1051 1.589 

.238 958 

.254 898 

.492 1029 
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SIGNIFlCA.. 
S.D. T-VALUE . D-rFFERENC~ 

1.44 .497 -1.917 

1.617 .486 - .738 

1.251 .434 3.805 

1.277 .448 4.755 

1.032 .177 2.531 * 

1.696 .46 -2.323 

1.707 .455 -2.64 * 

1.702 .458 -1.407 * 

1.8 .4 -5.3 

1.171 .376 31.143 

1.448 .498 -4.702 * 

1.11 .313 1.636 

1.097 .296 .066 

1.095 .294 1.614 * 

1.295 .456 -3.86 

1.053 .225 .675 

1.076 .265 - .579 

1.651 .477 2.92 * 



I7'l. 178 

HIlMIlER NUMBER SIGNIFICANT 
VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFrnREll~1l NmmllR NUHBER--- ---------- -- ---SrGlfI FlCAIf& 

~_E __ .QF~~_HEAN __ ~_ OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE 
-- --- ---- -------~ 

VARI33 Other Crime Prevention Devices VAR157 Protection To Neighborhood 
885 1.124 .33 934 1.11 .313 .927 952 2.962 .611 966 2.976 .572 - .592 

VARl35 Cut Bsck Activities Vue To Crime VARI56 Teaching Crime Prevention 
1071 1.455 .672 1049 1.466 .654 1.145 803 2.564 .666 889 2.583 .651 - .592 

VAR136 people L~anged Activities Due To Crime VARI59 Rating Of Neighborhood Police 
1052 1.873 .679 1037 1.828 .687 1.506 1<' 1039 4.855 1.163 1001 4.837 1.111 .358 

VAR140 Uperation 1.D. VAR161 Willing To Attend Workshops 
1074 1.254 .436 1036 1.221 .415 1.782 I< 1066 2.027 .857 1049 2.086 .885 -1.556 * 

VARU2 Emergency Phone Number VAR162 Willing To Watch Neighbors Home 
1073 1.116 .321 1031 1.073 .26 3.379 j\ 1068 1.24 .552 1049 1.282 .566 -1.725 * 

VARl"4 11011 Often W,)tch Neighbor's Home VAR163 Willin8 To Buy Prevention Devices 
1061 2.171 1.139 1051 2.031 1.041 2.948 I< 1068 1.966 .904 1049 1.!lB7 .854 - .549 

VAltI .. 5 Salaries Of Police VAR167 Len8th Of Residence 
640 2.205 .626 594 2.099 .565 3.126 {O 1073 2.633 1.147 1055 2.663 1.116 -1.018 

VARl~6 PoUce Activities Catching Criminsls VAR196 Age 
798 1.66 .474 1008 1.'755 .43 -4.403 '" 1081 3.664 .934 1050 3.755 .822 -2.371 '" 

VAR147 Enforcing Lll\ls VAR166 Last Year Of Schooling 
909 1. 798 .402 1022 1.853 .354 -3.173 * 1059 3.874 1.567 1019 4.151 1.56 -4.036 * 

VAR148 Stopping Crimes Before Occurrence VARl70 Served On A Jury 
S18 1.416 .493 1018 .489 .823 .823 1061 1.214 .41 1051 1.225 .417 - .611 

VAR149 Giving Traffic Tickets VARl71 Willing To Serve On A Jury 
982 1.903 •. 296 1025 1. III 2 .283 - .697 990 1.684 .465 9&6 1.684 .465 O. 

VAR150 Bothering People VAli.182 KnO\l Neighbor's NBmP.s 
882 1.365 .462 1029 1.367 .462 - .09 1074 1.678 .701 1053 1.603 .641 2.576 * 

VAU51 Prepared For ElIlCrgency 
767 1.682 .466 998 1.645 .479 1.634 • , . 

VAR152 lIelping People I 
963 1.827 .379 1026 1.658 .35 -1.896 " 

, 

VARt53 Just lIanging Around 
941 1.392 .488 1030 1.358 .48 1.556 * 

VARlS~ Police Tasks Shoving Up Quickly 
1003 2.9 .692 985 2.923 .669 - .754 

VAat55 Being Respectful To P~ople 
lOIS 3.0!H .663 1015 3.054 .641 1.278 

VAIllS6 Paying Attention To ComplaintD 
963 2.926 .6112 966 2.949 .5!H - .833 

I 
~ [ 
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX 7 

T-Tests on Westside Experimental and 
Eastside Experimental Variables For Post-Test 

Variable numbers refer to the post-test. Readers are referred to 

Technical Appendix No. 5 for the post-test codebook which gives 

exact question wording. 





TECHNICAL APPENDIX 7 

T-Tests on Westside Expec1mentsl and 
Eastside Experimental Variables For Post-Test 

WESTSIDE EASTSIDE 
EXPERIMENTAL EXPERIMENTAL 

179 

NUMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICANT 
VAR~LE ~~AS==ES~ __ ~~~~ __ ~S~.D~.~ ____ ;O~F~C~AS==E~S __ ~ME~AN~ __ ~S~.~D~. ____ ~T-_V~AL~U~E~D~I~F~FE~RE~N~C~E ___ 

VAR006 

VAROO7 

VAR006 

VAROO!} 

VAROIO 

VAR034 

VAROJ6 

VAR037 

VAR0311 

VAR039 

VAR040 

VARD41 

VAR042 

VARD43 

VAR044 

Proverty 
241 

Inflation 
241 

Crime 
241 

1.207 

1.108 

1.112 

Race Relations 
241 1.34 

Unemployment 
241 1.228 

.406 179 1.14 

.311 179 1.084 

.316 179 1.089 

.475 179 1.274 

.421 179 1.145 

Jlow Often Do You Walk In Neighborhood When Dark 

.348 

.278 

.286 

.447 

.353 

237 3.624 1.452 176 3.284 1.489 

Gun Used For Protection 
230 1.196 .398 158 1.291 .456 

Insursnce Against Theft 
234 1.679 .468 174 1.575 .496 

Mark Your Personsl Property 
238 1.382 .487 178 1.303 .461 

Police 1.0. Program Underway 
180 1.65 .478 145 1.752 .434 

Received Information About Burglary Protection 
225 1.524 .501 171 1.538 .5 

Know A Policeman 
238 1.676 .469 179 1.687 .465 

Break Into Your lIome And Take Sometliing 
241 1.079 .27 179 1.117 .323 

UO\I Many Tll!les 
19 1.105 .315 21 1.381 .1l21 

Stolen Fro .. Outdide Your lIome 
241 1.145 .353 179 1.069 .286 

1.616 

.832 

.174 

1.457 * 

2.193 

2.32 

-2.122 * 

2.146 * 

1.687 

-2.013 * 

- .276 

- .238 

-1.278 

-1.293 

1.792 * 

VARIABLE 

VAR045 

VAR046 

VAR046 

VAR050 

VAR052 

VARI02 

VAR103 

VAR104 

VAR105 

VARI06 

VARI07 

VARI08 

VARI09 

VARllO 

VARlll 

VAR112 

VAR113 

VAR114 

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

NUMBER NUMBER 
OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. 

Jlow Many Times 
34 1.324 .684 16 1.167 .363 

Pocket Picked Or Purse Snstched 
241 1.012 .111 179 1.028 .165 

Anything Stolen Using Force 
241 1.004 .064 179 1.017 .129 

Attacked Or Assalted 
241 1.017 .128 179 1.045 .207 

Auto Stolen 
241 1.012 .111 179 1.006 .075 

Crime Is A Serious Problem 
-241 1.685 .599 179 1.62 .619 

Most Policeman Are Jlollest 
239 2.527 .878 176 2.674 1.028 

Feel Ssfe Walking In Neighborhood 
239 3.331 1.059 176 3.33 1.202 

lIigher-Ups In The Police Department Are Honest 
239 2.703 .86 178 2.719 1.019 

Concerned About House Broken Into 
240 1.95 .632 178 

Crime IIss Decreased In Lsst Year 
240 3.254.9 179 

Little To Do About Getting Attscked 
238 3.067 1.108 176 

Crime Prevention lIandled lIy Police Alone 
239 3.356 1.047 178 

Less Crime If Neighbors Watch Out 
240 1.804 .672 176 

Nothing To Protect Home From Burglsry 
240 3.225 1.055 1"18 

Willing To Witness In Court On Crime 
241 2.087.722 179 

CourtB Do A Good Job In Reducing Crime 
240 3.263 .973 179 

Prisons Do Little Good Stopping Crime 
237 2.576 .663 176 

2.326 1.118 

3.067 .909 

3.17 1.154 

3.539 1.026 

1.813 .671 

3.354 1.096 

2.028 .714 

3.324 .975 

2.472 .991 

I 

SIGNIFIC. 
T-VALUE DIFFEREN 

1.06 

1.13 

-1.231 

1.6 

.657 

1.08 

1.536 * 

.009 

- .169 

-3.779 * 

2.091 * 

- .913 

-J. 786 * 

- .135 

-1.209 

.633 

- .634 

1.135 



VARIABLE 

VARI15 

VARI16 

VARI11 

VAlli 18 

VARI20 

VARI21 

VARI22 

VARI2l 

VAR124 

IIARI25 

VARI26 

VAlli 27 

VARI28 

VAJll29 

VA1U30 

VARl31 

VAP.132 

VARD3 

NUMBER NUMBER 
OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN 

Neighbors Stick Together For Less Crime 
236 2.699 .949 116 

Police Should Patrol More Often 
237 2.371 .977 177 

Feel Safer If Police Patrol On Foot 
238 2.933 1.065 117 

l'hink nOD>e Is Safe From Thieves 
239 3.515 .965 177 

Lock .~ur Windows 
239 1.632 .483 

Turn On Alarm System 
83 1.133 .341 

Outside Lights On At Night 
238 1.424 .495 

Inside Lights On At Night 
239 1.523 .501 

Draves And Shades Closed At Night 

177 

101 

168 

174 

240 1.883 .322 173 

Lock Your Windows 
239 1.803 .398 178 

Tell A Neighbor Your Going Out 
239 1.406 .492 171 

Turn On Alarm System 
67 1.126 .334 108 

Outside Lights On When Going Out 
233 1.554 .496 165 

Inside Lights On When Going Out 
235 1. 762 .427 173 

Drapes And Shadeo Closed When Going·Out 
234 1.868 .34 171 

Set Automatic Light Timer When Going Out 
114 1.167 .374 126 

Security Steps For Vacation Neighbors 
231 1.87 .337 166 

Turn On Alarm System For Vscstion 
84 1.19.395 102 

2.875 

2.621 

2.636 

3.305 

1.621 

1.158 

1.482 

1.431 

1.884 

1.809 

1.38 

1.139 

1.594 

1.659 

1.86 

1.198 

1.837 

1.137 

S.D. 

1.051 

.993 

1.018 

.981 

.486 

• 367 

.501 

.497 

.321 

.394 

.487 

.347 

.493 

.475 

.348 

.37 

.342 

181. 

SIGNIFICANT 
T-VALUE DIFFERENCE 

-1. 752 

-2.55 

.941 

2.172 

.229 

- .476 

-1.155 

1.851 

- .031 

- .153 

.531 

- .265 

- .794 

2.258 

.231 

.62 

.91 

.962 

VARIABLE 

VARI34 

VAR135 

VAR136 

VAR137 

VARI38 

VAR139 

VARI40 

VAR141 

VAR142 

VAR143 

VAR144 

VAR145 

VAR146 

VARI47 

VAR148 

VAR149 

VAR150 

VAR151 

NUMBER NUMBER 
OF CASES HEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. 

Outside Lights On For Vacation 
227 1.37 .484 156 

Inside Lights On For Vacation 
229 1.633 .483 

Drapes Closed For Vacation 
225 1. 24 .428 

Set Automatic Timer For Vacation 

164 

163 

110 1.282 .452 122 

Tell Strangers On Phone Of Your Absence' 
227 1.031 .173 ·160 

Stop Newspaper 
216 1.681 .467 . 138 

Stop Deliveriea 
210 1.676 .469 151 

Hove Lawn Mowed 
223 1.7 .459 139 

Stop Mail Or lIave It Collected 
223 1.825 .381 166 

Other 
158 1.165 .372 

Security In Home Dead Bolt Locks 

129 

235 1.43 .496 171 

Through-Frame Pins 
160 1.075 

Rods In Sliding Doors 

.264 

158 1.057 .233 

Bars On Windows 
219 1.064 .245 

Operation 1.0. Sticker Diop'layed 

143 

135 

168 

235 1.268 .444 IJ4 

Beware Of Dog Sign 
223 1.04 

Burglar Alarm Sign 
191 1.037 

Night Lstches 
234 1.624 

.197 152 

.188 147 

.465 176 

1.449 .499 

1.524 .501 

1.147 .355 

1.238 .427 

1.05 .219 

1.725 .448 

1.742 .439 

1. 719 .451 

1.769 .409 

1.078 .268 

1.485 .501 

1.112 .316 

1.061 .275 

1.137 .345 

1.31 .464 

1.039 • .195 

1.095 .295 

1.739 .441 

1 .. 

SIGN I FlC.\, 
T-VALUE DIFFERENC 

-1.54 • 

2.159 • 

2.335 • 

.76 

- .914 

- .886 

-1.369 * 

- .387 

.885 

2.299 • 

-1.097 

-1.097 

- .801 

-2.329 

- .922 

.049 

-2.083 • 

-2.503 • 
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NUMBER NUMBRR SIGNIFICANT NUMIlER NUMBER SIQnnCAN 
VAJlIAJlt.E OF CASES HEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE 

VARI52 Other Criwe Prevention Devices VARI75 Protection To Neighborhood 
215 1.116 .321 153 1.116 .323 - .059 218 2.936 .539 166 2.861 .592 1.218 

VAR1S3 Cut Back Activities Due To Crime VAR176 Teaching Crime Prevention 
240 1.567 .705 178 1.466 .674 1.485 191 2.563 .6 155 2.626 .695 - .897 

VAR154 People Changed Actlvltied Due To Crime VARI77 Rating Of Neighborhood Police 
237 1.861 .726 173 1. 798 .698 • fl87 229 4.886 1.194 167 4.665 1.175 1.836 • 

VARIS8 Operation 1. D. VAR179 Willing To Attend Wo:rkshops 
238 1.239 .428 116 1.233 .424 .142 240 2.154 .936 176 2.136 .946 .193 

VAR159 Emergency Phone Nuuber VAR180 Willing To Watch Nelghbor l s Roue 
233 1.069 .253 178 1.079 .27 - .382 239 1.213 .459 178 1.455 .722 -3.921 

VAR162 110\1 Often Watch Neighbors 1I0me VAR181 Willing To Buy Prevention Devices 
240 1.846 .988 179 2.279 1.071 -4.232 • 240 1.962 .178 177 2.068 .883 -1.274 

VARI63 Salaries Of Police VAR215 Length Of Residence 
133 2.113 .586 98 2.031 .564 1.074 241 2.896 1.145 179 2.469 1.153 3.765 ". 

VAlliM Police Activi ties Catching Criminals VAR217 Age 
232 1.784 .412 172 1.727 .447 1.309 233 46.919 19.62 171 44.55 20.466 1.199 

VAR165 Enforcing L""8 VAR218 Last Year Of Schooling 
237 1.84 .368 170 1.818 .387 .577 226 3.867 1.509 113 4.555 1.416 -4.675 .' 

VAR166 Stopping Crimes Before Occurrence VAR219 Served On A Jury 
236 1.352 .479 113 1.405 .492 -1.089 240 1.163 .37 178 1.236 .426 -1.832 .. 

'lAR161 Ghing Traffic Tickets VAR220 Willing To Serve On A Jury 
239 1.921 .271 114 1.925 .264 - .15 211 1.64 .481 161 1.683 .461 - .868 

VAR168 Bothering People VAR221 KnOll Neig/lbor'a Name 
2.38 1.311 .464 174 1.448 .499 -2.836 240 1.538 .619 179 1.827 .634 -4.66 * 

VAR169 Prepared For Emergency 
230 1.63 .484 115 1.651 .418 - .436 

VAR170 \Ielpiog People 
237 1.869 .338 173 1.815 .389 1.465 '" 

VAli17I Just Blillging Aroung 
239 1.31 .463 174 1.494 .501 :-3.802 * 

VARI n. Pollce 'ranks Sh<nlillg Up Quickley 
225 2.916 .625 165 2.794 .685 1.604 .. 

VARI73 Being Respectful To People 
233 3.004 .653 171 2.93 .619 1.16 

VAli174 Payins Attention To Complaln~8 
2.19 2.94l .551 164 2.866 .592 1.264 



TECHNICAL APPENDIX 8 

Interview Schedule Used For Qualitative Evaluation 





NEIGHBORS AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER EVALUATION S'rUDY 

1. What was/is your role in regards to the NACT program? 

2. In your opinton, what were the major accomplishments of the 
NACT program as a whole? 

Of the action center component? 

3. In your opinion, what were the major problems of the NACT program 
as a whole? 

Of the action center com~onent? 

4. What changes would you make in the total program if it were 
refunded? 

In the action center component? 

5. Should the kind of method being used in the NACT program, that of 
organizing neighborhoods, be continued as a method of crime 
prevention? 

6. Is there a more effective way to teach the public about erime 
prevention? What is it? 

1. Is there anything else you would like to add? 

185 



TECHNICAL APPENDIX 9 

Descriptive Tables 

Tables in this appendix show the percentage distribution of responses 

to all questions in the 1975 and 1976 surveys, generalized to the 

total population of households in the City and County of Denver. 
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1975 PRE-TESf 1976 POSf-TESf 
VAlUABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES 

1975 PRE-TESf 1976 POST-TEST 
VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VAR014 Only Place Housing Found 

No 92.07 90.25 
VAROO·' Head of Household Yes 7.93 9.75 

111 ssing 2.03 
lIead 63.32 55.24 VAR015 Price Right 
Spouse 34.601 44.76 No !l4.80 82.75 

Yes 15.14 17.25 
VAR005 Poverty 

lIissing .28 2.47 VAR016 Location 
Yes 81.98 81.25 No 75.94 84.03 
No 17.74 16.28 Yes 24.06 15.91 

VAR006 Inflation VAR017 Good Property Characteristics 
llissing 1.62 No 89.16 83.70 
Yes 91.60 91.49 Yes 10.84 16.30 
No 8.40 6.88 

VAR018 Always Lived There 
VAR007 Crime No 80.32 62.08 

lIissing .21 1.07 Yes 19.68 17.92 
Yes 88.58 90.23 
No 11.21 8.70 VAR019 Other 

No 88.30 93.64 
VAI!008 Race Relations Yes 11. 70 6.36 

Missing .40 1.99 
Yes 69.62 72.98 VAR020 Total Number of Items Mentioned 
No 29.99 2:5.04 One 1.96 3.30 

'I'wo 88.42 79.48 
VAR009 Unemployment Three 7.54 11.59 

llissing .65 1.61 Four 1.31 '1.11 
Yes 79.09 79.94 Five .44 .56 
No 20.19 18.45 Six .07 .29 

Seven .20 
VARe'" Most Concerned Pro\)lem Eight .06 .07 

llissing 7.13 10.58 
Poverty 7.32 11.35 VAR021 Which Reason Most Important 
Inflation 35.42 27.50 Missing 39.14 80.72 
Crime 21.99 26.07 Neighborhood 10.05 5.84 
Race flelations 4.58 4.81 Good Schools 1.55 1.62 
Unemployment 23.56 19.70 Safe from Crime .85 .21 

Only Place Housing 
VAROn Neighborhood Found 3.68 .73 

No 8~.73 70.25 Right Price 7.28 1.76 
Yes 17.27 29.75 Location 13.63 4.49 

Property 6.42 2.66 
VAR012 Good Schools Always Lived There 10.IJ1 1.41 

No 96.65 90.00 Other 6.'/8 .56 
Yes 3.35 10.00 

VAR022 Nothing I Don't Like 
VAROt" Safe From Crime lIissing 44.57 42.68 

No 98.72 98.69 No 55.43 57.32 
Yes 1.28 1.31 



VARIABLE 

VAH02J 

VAR024 

VAR025 

Traffic 
Missing 
Yes 

-

1975 PIlB-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

94.06 
5.34 

Environmental Problems 
Missing 89.31 
Yes 10.69 

Crime 
1Iis5lng 
Yes 

93.06 
6.94 

VAR026 Public Transportation 
Missing 99.17 
Yes .83 

VAR027 Inadequato Schools 

VAR028 

VAR029 

VAR030 

VAR031 

VAR032 

Missing 98.64 
Yes 1.36 

Bad Element 
Missing 
Yes 

96.44 
3.56 

Problems with Neighbors 
Missing 92.01 
Yes 7.33 

Other 
1lissio& 
Yes 

Total Number of 
One 
Two 
Three 
Four 
five 
Six 
Seven 

88.78 
11.22 

Problems Mentioned 
43.35 
50.69 

5.11 
.78 
.07 

.07 

Which Problem Most 
Missing 

Serious 
74.71 
2.59 
4.77 
3.81 

Trafflc 
Envjronmental 
Crime 
Transportation 
Schools 
Dad Element 
Neighbors 
Other 

.46 

.64 
1.38 
4.16 
7.49 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

91.60 
8.40 

87.60 
12.40 

88.22 
11.78 

98.71 
1.29 

98.40 
1.60 

95.98 
4.02 

93.32 
6.68 

93.71 
6.29 

51.27 
39.94 
6.14 
2.03 

.48 

.14 

91.40 
1.13 
2.16 
1.61 

.15 

.27 

.93 
1.27 
LOB 
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VAlUABLE 

VAIl033 

VAR034 

1975 PRE-TEST 
PEI1CENTAGES 

Walk in Neighborhood 
Not Sure 

When Dark 
.26 

12.89 
17.47 
10.58 
16.31 
42.49 

Every Night 
Few Times a Week 
Few Times a Month 
Less Often 
Never 

Any Place Not Feel 
Not Sure 
No 
Yes 

Safe 
H.1S 
30.84 
54.98 

VAR035 Total Number Areas Mentioned 
44.99 
40.85 
11.51 

VAR036 Area Mentiol'.3d 
Missing 
North Denver 
East Denver 
West Denver 
South Denver 
Park lIill 
Capital Hill 
Five Points 
Down Town 
Other 

1.82 
.83 

45.37 
2.59 
7.64 
2.99 

.92 
1.10 

14.16 
6.94 
8.51 
9.78 

VAR037 How Often Do 
Missing 
Every Day 

You Go There 
47.15 

VAR038 

VAR039 

Few Times a Week 
Few Times a Month 
Less Often 
Never 

Watch Dog 
Missing 
No Dog 
Pet 
Watch Dog 

Gun for Protection 
Missing/Not Sure 
No 
Yes 

3.05 
3.97 

10.73 
17.23 
17.87 

.40 
57.48 
10.72 
31.40 

2.70 
72.10 
25.20 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

1.17 
11.04 
21.29 
16.29 
13.89 
36.32 

.33 
47.76 
15.67 
36.24 

7.02 
69.55 
23.43 
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VARIAI3LE 

VAR040 

VAR041 

VAR042 

VAR043 

VAROH 

VAR045 

VAROH 

1975 PRE-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

Insurance 
Not Sure 
No 
Yes 

Against Theil 
4.49 

32.83 
62.68 

Mark Personal Property 
Not Sure 2.32 
No 65.93 
Yes 31.75 

Police Identification 
Not Sure 
No 
Yes 

Received Information 
Missing/Not Sure 
No 
Yes 

Program 
18.08 
27.89 
54.03 

About Protection 
4.59 

49.27 
46.14 

Where Information 
111s51ng 

Heard 
55.47 

Radio 
Television 
Police 
Other 

1.64 
11.21 
11.09 
20.60 

Remember Anything Messages Said 
No 64.82 
Yes 35.12 

Know Policeman 
llissing 
Yes 
No 

1.61 
31.18 
67.21 

Break 1n and Take Something 
No 90.51 
Yes 9.49 

VAR048 Number of Times 
llissing . 
One 
'l'wo 
Three 
:Four 

VAR049 Anything Stolen 
No 
Yes 

90.51 
7.32 
1.72 

.19 

.27 

83.89 
16.11 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

2.27 
28.BO 
68.93 

2.11 
60.48 
37.42 

18.10 
21.43 
60.47 

3.71 
46.53 
49.75 

.45 
32.74 
66.81 

92.01 
7.99 

92.28 
6.46 
1.19 

.07 

88.97 
:11.03 

190 

VAR050 Number of Times 
Missing 
One 
Two 
Three 
Four 
Five 
Six 
Seven 

1975 PRE-TEST 
PERCENTAnES 

83.89 
12.51 
2.37 

.44 

.17 

.26 

.31 

.06 

VAR051 Pocket Picked/Purse Snatched 
No 98.09 
Yes 1.91 

VAR052 Number of Times 
Missing 
One 
Two 
Three 

98.09 
1. 79 

.06 

.06 

VAR053 Take Anything Using Force 
No 98.58 
Yes 1.42 

VAR054 Number of Times 
Missing 

VAROS5 

VAR056 

One 
'fwo 
'l'hree 

Attacked/Assaulted 
No 
Yes 

Number of Times 
Missing 
One 
Two 
Three 
Four 

VAR057 Auto Theft 
No 
Yes 

VAR058 Number of Times 
Missing 

98.58 
1.25 

.11 

.06 

96.95 
3.05 

96.95 
2.53 

.38 

.13 

97.42 
2.58 

97.42 
2.39 

.06 

.07 

.06 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

88.95 
9.73 
1.20 

.06 

.06 

98.55 
1.46 

98.75 
1.25 

98.86 
1.14 

98.86 
1.14 

97.83 
2.18 

97.82 
2.12 

.06 

97.13 
2.87 

98.39 
1.61 
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1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 

VARIABLES PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARIABLE PERCBNTAGES PERCEN'rAGES 

VAn059 Victim of Any Other Crime VAn066 Report to Police 

No 96.82 Missing 72.33 79.19 

Yes 3.18 Yes 14.75 12.53 
No 12.92 8.28 

VAR060 Numbe!:" of Times 
~Iiss ing 96.82 VAH059 Which Heason Most Important 
One 2.92 (POST) Missing 98.87 

Two .20 No TimE! .14 

Three .06 Small 1'heft .42 
Knew 01' fender 

VAR061 What Was Crime Handled Themselves 
No Answer 99,32 Do Nothing .21 

Answer .68 Other .36 

VAR062 Type of Crime VAH067 Wha.t Did Police Do 
lIissing 72.73 7B.99 Missing B4.B2 87.54 

Burglary 6.02 7.86 Took Information 8.60 B.69 

Household Larceny 12.82 9.06 Took Finger Prints .90 .62 

Personal Larceny 1. 75 1.04 Recovered Items 1.15 1.17 

Robbery .40 .72 Nothing 3.29 1.46 

Assault 2.08 1.39 Other .Action 1.24 .53 

Car Theft 1.22 .93 
Other 2.08 VAR068 Know Offender 

Missing 74.86 79.35 

VAR063 Lion lh Yes 3.73 3.34 

Missing 74.18 79.23 No 21.41 17.31 

January 1. 75 l.H 
February 1. 75 1.55 VA,R06o Type of Crime 
Liarch 1. 72 1.34 Missing 92.91 94.62 

April 2.14 2.68 Burglary .61 2.00 

May 2.53 2.31 Household Larceny 2.66 1.93 

June 3.57 2.43 P~rsona1 Larceny .58 .36 

July 5.87 2.82 Robbery .63 .29 

August 1.87 2.85 Assault .46 .14 

September 1.11 .42 Car Theft .71 .68 

,October 1.21 1.23 Other 1.44 

November 1.00 1.29 
December 1.30 .72 VAR070 Month 

Missing 93.19 94.83 

V/.R064 Year January .06 .07 

MiSSing 72 .54 78.80 February .27 .20 

1973 .06 March .50 .47 

1974 B.39 April .64 .83 

1975 19.01 5.86 May f.31 .68 

1976 15.34 June .44 .27 
July 1.38 .96 

VAR065 Report to Police August .44 1.07 

Missing 72.33 79.19 September .51 .07 

Yes 14.75 12.53 October .23 

No 12.92 8.28 November .83 .14 
December .20 .42 
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1975 PRE-TE8'l' 1976 POST-TEST 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 
VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCEN'I'AGES VARIABLE PE RUENTA GES PERCENTAGES 

VAR07l Year VAR077 Month 
Missing 92,72 94.62 Missing 97.96 98.68 
1974 2,22 Jalluary .11 .06 
1975 5.05 1.38 February .06 .06 
1976 4.00 March .27 .22 

April .19 
VAR072 Report to Police May .06 

Missing 92.85 94.70 June .58 .28 
Yes 4.20 3.47 July .19 .27 
No 2.95 1. 83 August .20 .35 

September .06 
VAR073 Why Not Reported October .07 

~Iisslng 97.25 98.45 November .33 
No Time .06 .07 
Small Theft 1.28 .54 VAR078 Year 
Handled Themselves .41 .20 Uissing 97.96 98.53 
Do Nothing 1.00 .48 1974 .58 
Other .06 1975 1.45 .22 
Knew Offender .20 1976 1.25 

VAR067 Which Reason Most Important VAR079 Report to Police 
(POST) Missing 99.73 Missing 97.85 98.60 

Knew Offender .14 Yes 1.20 .77 
Do Nothing .14 NO .95 .63 

VAR074 What Did Police 00 VAROOO Why Not Reported 
1Iissing 96.06 96.53 Missing 99.05 99.37 
Took Heport 1.58 2.30 No Time· .11 
Took Fingerprints .24 Small 'I'heft .26 .07 
Recovered Items .74 .47 Knew Offender .20 .21 
Nothing 1.04 .63 Handled Themselves .14 
Other .34 .07 Do Nothing .24 .14 

Other .21 
VAR075 Know Offender 

lI.issing 9.l.69 94.91 VAR080 ReaSOn Most Important 
Yes 1.22 1.23 (POST) Missi.ng 99.93 
tlo 5.08 3.86 lIandled Themselves .07 

VAR076 Type of Crime VAR081 What Police Did 
}Ilssing 97.91 98.53 Missing 98.80 99.23 
Burglary .06 .22 Took Report .34 .69 
Household Larceny .29 .33 Recovered Items .40 
Personal Larceny .13 .27 Nothing .26 .07 
Robbery .37 .07 Other ',.20 
Assault .60 .50 
Car Tbeft .40 .07 VAR082 Know Offender 
Other .26 Missing 97.85 9S.60 

Yes .34 .41 
No 1.81 .99 
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1975 PIlE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 
VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARIABLE PERCENTAGEL PERCENTAGES 

VAH078 Type of Crime VAR083 Crime is a Serious Problem 
(POST) Missing 99.85 Missing .19 .48 

Burglary -- .15 Strongly Agree 9.49 42.79 
Agree 36.05 51.36 

VAR079 lIontb Undecided 12.74 3.25 
(POST) Missing 99.93 Dlsagree 40.54 1.83 

January .07 Strongly Disagree 1.00 .29 

VAR080 Year VAR084 Most Policemen are Honest 
(POST) llissing 99.85 Missing .13 .81 

1975 .07 Strongly Agree 5.26 3.24 
1976 .07 Agree 60.70 59.23 

Undecided 16.31 20.52 
VAR08l Reported to Police Disagree 13.87 13.51 
(POST) Missing 99.85 Strongly Disagree 3.74 2.68 

No .15 
VAR085 Feel Safe Walking in Neighborhood 

VAR084 What Police Did Missing .60 1.26 
(POST) Missing 99.85 Strongly Agree 4.04 4.12 

Took /!eport .07 Agree 38.84 38.05 
Nothing .07 Undecided 11.97 11.11 

Disagree 34.75 35.20 
VAR085 Know Of lender Strongly Disagree 9.80 10.25 
(Pam) llissing 99.95 

No .15 VAR086 Most I!igher-Ups are Honest 
Missing .33 .95 

VAR086 Type of Crime Strongly Agree 3.19 2.33 
(POST) Missing 99.85 Agree 49.62 48.85 

Burglary .15 Undecided 28.71 31.39 
Disagree 14.99 14.18 

VAR087 lIon th Strongly Disagree 3.17 2.31 
(POST) Missing 99.93 

July .07 VAR087 Concerned About Being Broken Into 
Missing .13 .92 

VAR088 Year Strongly Agree 19.31 22.28 
(POST) lIlssing 99.85 Agree 51.57 54.28 

1975 .07 Undecided 4.30 3.95 
1976 .07 Disagre~ 23.49 17.93 

Strongly Disagree 1.19 .63 
VAR089 Reported to Police 
(POST) Allssing 99.85 VAR088 Crime Uas Decreased 

Yes .15 Missing .44 1.02 
Strongly Agree 1.54 .97 

VAR92 What Police Did Agree 19.81 23.20 
(POST) llissing 99.85 Undecided 40.35 42.21 

Took /!eport .07 Disagree 33.77 27.65 
Nothing .07 Strongly Disagree 4.09 4.94 

VAR(ll}3 Know Offender 
(POOT) Missing 99.85 

No .15 







VARIABLE 

VAR089 

VAR090 

VAR09l 

VAR092 

VAR093 

VAR094 

1975 PRE-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

Little to be Done to Prevent Getting Attacked 
llissing 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Crime Prevention Only 
Missing 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Less Crime if People 
Missing 
St rongly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Nothing a Person Can 
Alissing 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Willing to Appear 
llissing 
St ron gl y Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Courts do Good Job 
Missing 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

as 

.13 
3.52 

29.54 
8.35 

51. 78 
6.69 

Handled by Police 
.13 

2.20 
19.50 
4.79 

64.94 
8.61 

Would Look Out 
.13 

20.74 
65.70 

6.81 
5.94 

.68 

do to Protect 
.13 

3.16 
21. 79 

4.:i5 
62.31 
8.27 

a Witness 
.38 

18.87 
62.76 

9.90 
6.60 
1.48 

.13 
1.94 

24.51 
23.55 
40.21 

9.67 

Home 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

1.32 
4.69 

28.40 
7.95 

48.80 
8.84 

1.10 
2.03 

19.72 
4.05 

60.31 
12.79 

1.14 
31.68 
60.74 

2.68 
3.19 

.57 

1.13 
2.09 

24.11 
4.55 

58.96 
9.17 

.63 
1.8.42 
65.54 
11.35 

3.25 
.81 

.48 
1.34 

24.74 
24.31 
38.57 
10.56 

VARIABLE 
1975 PRE-TEST 

PERCENTAGES 

VARv95 Prisons do Very Little Good 

VAR096 

VAR097 

VAR098 

VAR099 

VARI00 

VAR:t0l 

Missing .~O 
Strongly Agree 11.~1 
Agree 40.60 
Undecided 24.75 
Disagree 20.51 
Strongly Disagree 2.63 

Neighborhoods Stick 
Missing 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Police Patrol More 
Missing 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undiceded 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Together 
.40 

3.37 
41.57 
17.41 
33.48 

3.77 

Often 
.33 

10.07 
50.14 
12.41 
26.02 

1.02 

Police Patrol on Foot 
Missing .33 
Stron gly Agree 
Agree 
Undecided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

6.42 
27.09 
12.70 
50.02 
3.44 

lIome Safe From Thieves 
Missing .47 

1.68 
31.63 
9.49 

49.72 
7.00 

Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Undedided 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 

Keep Doors Locked 
Missing 
Never 
lIardley Ever 
Sometimes 
Always 

When Going to Bed at 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

.72 
5.67 
9.90 

34.53 
49.'18 

Night Lock Windows 
2.22 

41.64 
56.14 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

.54 
9.63 

46.21 
24.75 
17.42 

1.46 

.89 
1.27 

43.36 
21.61 
27.50 
2.37 

.62 
12.18 
45.76 
13.90 
26.72 

.83 

.54 
7.35 

26.66 
16.65 
46.92 

1.88 

.34 

.90 
25.39 

8.09 
58.56 
6.72 

.71 
3.91 
7.95 

37.84 
59.59 

1.22 
38.78 
60.00 

199 
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1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 
VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCEN'rAGES VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES 

VAR102 Turn on Alarm VAR113 Vacation, Tell Meighbors 
NIA 72.30 46.74 NIA 4.42 3.90 
No 21.10 44.34 No 13.74 11.39 
Yes 6.60 9.19 Yes 81.84 84.71 

VARI03 I,eave Outside Lights on VAR114 Turn on Alarm System 
NIA 4.38 2.31 NIA 72.85 47.12 
No 61. 72 50.39 No 19.49 42.59 
Yes 33.90 47.30 Yes 7.65 10.29 

VAR104 Leave Inside Li.,:hts on VAR115 Outside Lights On 
N/A 1. 76 1.05 NIA 8.17 6.41 
No 57.59 53.08 No 52.96 49.50 
Yes 40.65 45.87 Yes 38.87 44.09 

VAR105 Drape Closed VAR1l6 Inside Lights On 
NIt.. 1.75 .98 NIA 4.71 4.35 
No 23.27 16.77 No 37.38 33.86 
Yes 74.98 82.25 Yes 57.92 61. 79 

VAR106 When Going Out tor Awhile. Lock Windows VAR117 Drupee Closed 
NIA 2.03 1.70 NIA 5.88 7.03 
No 21.07 23.18 No 61.39 66.06 
Yes 76.90 75.12 Yes 32.73 26.91 

VARI07 Tell Neighbor Going Out VAR1l8 Automatic Timer 
N/A 3.36 2.81 NIA 55.90 38.45 
No 54.93 61.40 No 23.03 41. 75 
Yes 41.71 35.79 

VAR119 Tell Strangers Who Call 
VAI\10S Turn on Alarm N/A 5.53 5.18 

H/A 72.21 45.93 No 88.94 91.35 
No 20.33 44.44 Yes 5.53 3.47 
Yes 7.46 9.63 

VAR120 Stop Newspapers 
VARI09 Outside Lights On N/A 12.98 11.64 

N/A 5.52 4.63 No 27.82 23.42 
No 42.57 34.65 Yes 59.20 64.94 
Yes 51.91 60.72 

VAR121 Stop Deliveries 
VARllO Inside Lights On N/A 17.22 11.17 

N/A 2.80 2.34 No 26.73 22.74 
No 27.97 21.89 Yes 56.05 66.09 
Yes 69.23 75.77 

VAR122· Lawn Howed 
VAR111 Drapes Closed NIA 11.29 10.71 

NIA 3.13 3.10 'No 25.12 23.16 
No 25.51 19.48 Yes 63.58 66.14 
Yes 71.36 77.43 

VAR123 Stop Llail 
VAR112 Automatic Timer NIA 6.87 5.39 

NIA 51.83 36.57 No 25.65 15.71 
No 30.38 46.68 Yee 67.47 78.90 
Yes 17.78 16.55 

~ 
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VARIABLES 

VAR124 

VAR125 

VAR126 

Other 
Missing 
Yes 
No 

Dead Bolt Locks 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

Through-Frame Pins 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

1975 PRE-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

15.08 
18.35 
66.57 

3.60 
60.10 
36.30 

13.48 
74.01 
12.52 

VARI27 nods in Sliding Doors 
MIA 23.54 

65.48 
10.98 

No 
Yes 

VAR12H Burs on Windows 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

VAR129 1.0. Sticker 
ilIA 
No 
Yes 

VAR130 Beware 01 Dog Sign 
N/A 
No 
Yes 

VAR131 Borglar Alarm Sign 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

VAR132 Night Latches 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

VAR133 Other Devices 
NIA 
No 
Yes 

3.53 
89.98 
6.50 

3.10 
73.42 
23.49 

4.37 
90.62 

5.01 

10.47 
82.75 

6.7£) 

2.39 
41.35 
56.26 

15.99 
74.22 
9.79 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

26.22 
60.54 
13.24 

2.37 
51.87 
45.23 

25.82 
63.84 
9.66 

27.90 
62.18 
9.42 

5.93 
86.64 
7.36 

2.51 
67.70 
29.52 

8.06 
87.46 
4.48 

12.99 
79.59 

7.42 

3.13 
33.45 
63.35 

10.69 
78.07 
10.70 

202. 

VARIABLE 
1975 PRE-TEST 

PE!lCENT AGES 

VAR134 Other Services 
Missing 
Watching 
Gun 
Intercom 

. Other 

VAR135 Cut Back Activities 
Missing 
Not At All 
Somewhat 
A Gread Deal 

VAn136 People in General Cut 
Missing 

VAR137 

Not At All 
Somewhat 
A Gread Deal 

Crimes by Outsiders 
Missing 
No Crime 
People Here 
Outsiders 
Equal 
Don't Know 

90.79 
3.39 
l.20 

.20 
4.43 

.67 
65.77 
23.61 
9.96 

Back Activities 
2.06 

27.88 
52.74 
17.32 

1.05 
2.35 

21.35 
44.01 
11.36 
19.89 

VAni38 Know Rape Prevention Program 

VAn156 
(POST) 

VAR157 
(POST) 

VAR161 
(POST) 

NIA .72 
Yes 78.27 
No 21.01 

Visiting Nurse Service 
Don't Know 
Yes 
No 

York Street Center 
Don't Know 
Yes 
No 

Follow-up Program 
Missing 
.Yes --
No 

1976 POST-TEST 
PERCENTAGES 

.56 
61.98 
30.49 
6.97 

1.53 
33.46 
51.26 
13.75 

.63 
1.56 

22.58 
41.31 
17.39 
16.53 

1. 53 
55.86 
42.61 

2.40 
26.79 
70.80 

.87 
24.78 
74.35 

203 
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