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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 burglafy, robbery, rape and assault.

To achieve the major objectives of Neighbors-ACT, a public
media effort for the entire metropolitan aresa 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 mneighborhood 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



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
t0o program implementation and again following the completion
of the project.

The pre-=test.and post-test .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 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 ahd courts.

4. The degree to which citizens practice .crime preven-—
tion techniques in home security and personsl secur-
ity dincluding the general awareness of and attitude
toward different methods.

5. Social and demographic characteristics of the res-
pondents.

In addition, the post-test explored the public's 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-



ferential sampling technigues 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 indépendently drawn sample of
over 1,000 households of the Denver citizenry.

The initial survey provides paseline 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 mucﬁ 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.



Overall this project had its crime reduction 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 connot be separated. Also, the crime rate and people's
attitﬁdes fluctuate because of many factors not directly re-
lated to crime prevention programs. This weakness is parcially
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.



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 educational program, an effort
was made to re-establish a sense of community 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 target areas for West-
side Neighbors-ACT. A change in the initial random selection
was mads because of the primarily industrial nature of one
census tract. This industrial'census tract was dropped from
the 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 summed across crimes and these numbers were ranked to



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 Neighbors-ACT 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.



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 1
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 wvariable.

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 ﬁumber 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.



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 -

Stage 2 -

Stage 3 -

Select the 20 high crime census tracts on the
Eastside and Westside and draw a random sample
of 10 census tracts from the Remainder of the
city.

Draw a random sémple 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, u=e
a List II to select the apartment or household to

be interviewed. (Lists I and II {not included



here} will be a random list of single digit
numbers) .
2, Post-Test
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
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 t0 be conducted from the interviewers.

The new procedures were implemented for the post-test inter-

viewing and were as follows.

Stage 1 - Use the same 20 high crime census tracts on the
Fastside and Westside and the 10 randomly selected
tracts from the Remainder of the City. This was
required by the design of the study.

Stage 2 - Draw a new random sample of blocks from each
census tract. The actual number of blocks drawn
was greater than the required number in order to
avoid problems of block replacement.

Stage 3 - 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
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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 units the same procedure used in 1975
was used in 1976.
3. Panel
In order to obtain between 80 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.
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III. DEVELOPMENT OF THE RESEARCH INSTRUMENT

The research instrument used in the pre test 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.
2.
3.
4
3.
6

7.

Social characteristics of respondents

Attitudes about crime generally and specific crimes
Knowledge about crime prevention

Attitudes about crime prevention

Crime prevention behaviors

Attitudes about the criminal Jjustice system

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 gquestions 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.
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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 duestions did not f£it 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.

2) Questions additions. At the request of the Neighbors-
ACT staff several guestions dealing with services provided by

social agencies were included in the post-test.
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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 ﬁenver. 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 question content for 1976.
B. DEMOGRAPHIC COMPARISONS

The Census figures for the.City and County of Deﬁver 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.

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 Neighbors-ACT surveys
was recorded by interviewers on the basis of direct observation.
While this mefhod 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 educational level of the head 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

reliaple.






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 - 8 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

9T



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 &gmployed 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 current 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 Units 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. The
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.



TABLE 5
Rate of Victimization per 100,0001
1975 1976 1972 Victimization 1974 Adjusted

Crime Neighbors-ACT Neighbors—~ACT Study2 Police Data
Burglary 13,758 16,938 15,802 15,291
Robbery 2,401 2,300 3,767 3,950
Assault and 4,524 4,600 8,622 7,718
Rape
Car Theft 4,524 3,554 4,441 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,

6T
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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 equal 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 defiﬁe 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 vietimi-
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 presented below.

The Neighbors-ACT burglary rate was ten to thirteen percent
iower 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 two 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 anyoﬁe 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 fo agree or disagree
with the statements, "I feel very concerned about my (house,
apartment) being broken into'', and "I think my home is safe
from thieves.'" 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.



"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 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
"If 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
Jjury?" 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 mmvestigated 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 gquestions 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 94 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 10A. The results are confusing. The items should Dbe
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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TABLE 6A -
Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring Attitude

Toward Police:;Panel
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TABLE 7

Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring

Involvement in Crime Prevention, Pre-test
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Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring
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TABLE 8

Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring

Awareness of Operation I.D.:Pre-test
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TABLE 8A

Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring

Awareness of Operation I.D.:Panel
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Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring
Knowledge of Crime Prevention Programs: Pre-test
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TABLE 9A

Inter-Item Correlation Coeffigients Among Items Measuring
Knowledge of Crime Prevention Programs:Panel
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TABLE 10

Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring
5
S

Willingness to Engage in Neighborhood Watch:; Pre-test
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TABLE 10A

Inter-Item Correlation Coefficients Among Items Measuring
Willingness to Engage in Neighborhood Watch;Panel
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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. ZEach 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.

Each question was reviewed in terms of the meaning of the
words and the specific purpose of the question. Interview-
ers were encouraged'to ask guestions in this section to
insure that the meaning and purpose of every question was
understood, Familiarizationlwith the dquestions in terms
of meaning and purpose was the function of this section,

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.

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. ZEach
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.

FRIDAY: -JuLy 25, 1975

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.

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.

FPinding 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.

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
viectimization questions.

Interviewers were sent out to conduct a sample inter-
view under field couditions. Each interviewer completed one
-survey with someone who lived in their neighborhood who

was not a close friend or relative.



C. SATURDAY: JULY 26, 1975

;. Review and discussions of the field interview conducted
the previous day. The interview schedule was collected and
checked for completeness. Special problems were handled .
on a one-~to-cne basis. Questions concerning the meaning
of any one 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 identizied 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. Emphuausis 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 éhiefs then administered the panel
questionnaires to a total of 91 previously selected households.
This served the purpose of both cpllecting 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 cenducted in 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. When 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 bheen 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 prcblems
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
availabie 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 légitimacy of the
survey.

We had anticipated such a problem occuring. In anticipation
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



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,,6 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.

¢. 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.



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.

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 interviewers

again met. Interview schedules were turned over to the

crew chiefs and checked by them. Also mileage records

and time sheets were Qompleted 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

problens that occurred were:

a. Ha&ing 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 industrial) 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.

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
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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.

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 the crew chiefs 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: 1legibility, 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 interviewerx
ask the respondent his or her name andAthéifltelephéne |
number, Ninety percent of the respondents in the sample
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 1f 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
21l interviewers were informed that this procedure would be

used.
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DATA EVALUATION: THE PANEL

INTRODUCT ION
Analysis of the data collected on the Neighbors-ACT

progranm 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 variables
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
1o errorxr Eaused by the interaction of the instrument

with the respondent. That is, we attribute the differences
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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.

SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES IN THE PANEL DATA

A series of t-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 variables 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 3832 ). 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. 1In 1976
many more respondents are aware of Operation I.D,. thaﬁ in

1975.
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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 1.9¢ indicating
that more respondents answered "yes" in 1976 than in 1975.
This tendency to answer affirmatively is reinforced in that
greater numbers of people alsc said they know specifically
of Operation I.D. Not only have more people become aware
of the property identification program, greater numbers also
report that tThey have received information about protecting
their house or apartment from burglary in 1976 than did so
in 19758,
VICTIMIZATION
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



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.
ATTITUDES ABOUT CRIME

As measured by their willingness to endorse certain
statements about c¢rime 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, carry over 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,'" 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 1875. It may be that
the fear of crime has increased when one considers crimes
involving personal violence and decreased when one considers

property crimes.



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 %o prevent the
crimes.

ATTITUDES ABOUT CRIME -PREVENTION

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 deces 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 c¢rime 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 people 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?

CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES
In both the 1975 and 1976 surveys a series of questions

dealing with the actual crime prevention practices engaged in



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 than 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 1978 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.

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.

CRIME PREVENTION 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 "washed out”
in the five-item index because the other items in the index
show either no change or change in opposite directiom.
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 home, the 1976 data show more

respondents to answer in the affirmative.



TABLE 11

MEAN RESPONSES TO CRIME PREVENTION

BEHAVIOR ITEMS FOR PANEL DATA:

ACTIVITIES WHEN GOING TO BED AT NIGHT

Question: 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?

X Response

X Response

Significant®

Item 1975 1976 Difference
Lock Windows 1.61 1.54

Turn on Alarm 1.33 1.25

Leave Oustide Lights On 1.29 1.34

Leave Inside Lights On 1.50 1.49

Leave Drapes, Shades Closed 1.18 1.73 *
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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?

X Response X Response Significant
Item 1975 1976 Difference
Lock Windows 1.76 1.67
Tell neighbors your going out 1.46 1.48
Turn on alarm system 1.38 1.23
Leave outside light on 1.54 1.50
Leave inside lights on 1.75 1.80
Leave 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 a weekend

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

X Response X Response Significant

Item 1975 1976 Difference
Tell neighbors your going away 1.90 1.88
Turn on alarm system 1.41 1.41
Leave outside lights on 1.34 1.34
Leave inside lights on 1.60 1.56
Leave drapes, shades open 1.38 1.32
Set automatic timer 1.69 1.23
Tell strangers who call

you're going away 1.05 1.53 *
Stop newspapers 1.67 1.79
Stop deliveries 1.66 1.86 *
Have lawn mowed 1.75 1.78
Stop Mail 1.72 1.88 *
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TABLE 14

MEAN RESPONSES TO CRIME PREVENTION
BEHAVIOR ITEMS FOR PANEL DATA:
ITEMS OWNED

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

X Response X Response Significant
Item 1975 1976 Difference
Double cylinder dead bolt locks 1.32 1.48 *
Through-frame pins 1.19 1.02
Rods in tracks of doors 1.09 1.07
Bars on windows 1.06 1.13 *
Operation I.D, Sticker 1.27 1.39 *
Beware of dog sign 1.09 1.12
Burglar alarm sign 1.07 1.05
Night latches 1.52 1.56
Other 1.17 1.15
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VII.

SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST
INTRODUCT ION

In Technical Appendix 6 are presented the information
required to conduct %—tests to assess whether or not
significant differences exists between the 1975 and 19786
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
data by first presenting those differences which are significant
both in the panel study and in the pre-test vs. post-test
camparison. It should be recalled that these differences
are the most commanding in terms of drawing conclusions
about the effect of the Neighbors-ACT program.

PANEL AND PRE-TEST/POST~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 orgunization
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 information 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 vietim where
someone broke into their house or where someone stole
something from outside the house,

Based upon respondentstanswers 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 "I feel very safe walking alone in my
neighborhood at night.!" 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 1876 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 aware



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 i1if 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 between 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 behaviors we find
that significant differences between the two years oceur
only in reference to when residents go away for a vacation or
weekend. That is, regardless of whether respondents are
"going 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 a2 weekend or
long vacation' that sigingicant differences are found between
the 1975 and 1976 data. Specifically, in 1976 respondents
were more likely to report ‘stopping newspapers, deliverieés
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 pins (2) 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 vpersuasive 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.



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.,” 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 prevention
hopes resting more in the neighborhocd. 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 cocasider 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 alsc 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 Tespondents
report owaing 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
of 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 this 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 prevention 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,

PANEL DIFFERENCES NOT CONFIRMED IN THE PRE~TEST AND POST-
TEST COMPARISON

The differences found and reported in parts B and C
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 confirmed 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
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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 dn 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.

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 Appendix 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
articles from outside the home or automobile. Westside
residents are more frequently the victims than Eastside
residents.

Westside residents show a2 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 be handled by the police, It is
interesting to note, however, that Westside respondents
are also more likely than their Eastside counterparts to
agree thét "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 Westside 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 prevention devices, 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 FEastside residents. They also report
that they watch their neighbor's home for them less than
Eastside residents.

QUALITATIVE EVALUATION

In order tQ complete the evaluation of NWeighbors-

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 kKeeping them
off the unemployment lists, they gained personal experiences

of community development. Neighbors-ACT opened dialog in



73

the community and respondents felt they could do something
about their crime situation. TFrom 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 “felt 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
easily.

BEveryone agreed that the neighborhood should be the
nucleus of all érime prevention activity. All were
concerned about having a police-sponsored program as the
interviewees felt the police héve 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 when 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
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 frpm the sample of

households used in this study.



Attitude Toward Police

Involvement in Crime
Prevention

Awareness of Operation
I.D.

Knowledge of Crime
Prevention Programs

Willingness to Engage in
Neighborhood Watch

TABLE 16

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

Pre

Post

Pre

Post

Pre

Post

Pre

Post

Pre

Post

Number
of Cases

658
751

1058

1029

812
810

1069
1016

1043

1029 -

Mean

25.
26 .

15
16

96
088

.803
.053

.986
.28

.862
. 847

.994
.51

V]

.658
. 306

.166

.745

.276

.284

.495
.436

.378
. 352

T-Value

-.533

-2.305

~4.625

.735

4,658
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS OF THE NEIGHBORS-~ACT PROGRAM EVALUATION

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 rolehin ?educing 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.



78

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
exfent 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 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, -eighteen years of age or older.

The post-test sample consisted 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—tesf respondents were reinterviewed in 1976,



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 studies 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 residents hired and trained as survey
interviewers and crew chiefs was highly favorable. Indeed,
many of those who conducted iﬁterviews 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 trénsferring data to punched card format. All key-



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 ~__YES . e N0

differences

found in Strongest evidence Differences may be
Pre-Test vs. of program impact . due to technical
Post-test YES ¢ factors such as
data . sample size, not

the program.

Panel data differences| No program
NO may be due to other impact
factors

PR

The strongest evi@ence of program impact is where
differences between variables is found both in the panel
data and the 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 eventsAcoulqwinflueneertheyvariables
for which we collected deta.' Thue] the differences discussed
below may not be only due to the Neighbors-ACT program.

The evidence gathered 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 19753. This
may be explained by the fact that in 1976 residents are more
likely to say that crime has decreased as compared to 1875,

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 1876
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 justlgwhile 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,
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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

but did increase residents knowledge about crime 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.



PRE-TEST

¥estside Experimental

Tracts Blocks
3.03 102, 104,
5.00 210, 217,
6.00 116, 117,
7.02 108, 202,
9.01 106, 109,

14.03 110, 112,

15.00 103, 109,

19.00 213, 312,

28.02 201, 206,

30.01 514, 605,

¥Westslde Control

Tracts Blocks
4.02 102, 203,
7.01 201, 207,
8.00 103, 308,

11.01 103, 111,

11.02 111, 218,

17.01 108, 112,

18.00 106, 108,

21,00 105, 108,

45.01 103, 110,

45.02 103, 1408,

213,
301,
118,
304,
208,
217,
217,
413,
304,
708,

208,
304,
309,
305,
302,
203,
110,
109,
114,
301,

E-stside Experimental

Tracts Blocks

16.00 207, 2117,
23.00 101, 111,
24.02 101, 107,
27.01 102, 104,
27.03 103, 202,
31.02 102, 108,
3z2.01 104, 107,
36.02 103, 210,
41.03 113, 203,
41.04 106, 211,

305,
203,
108,
302,
203,
109,
201,
318,
216,
307,

RANDOM BLOCK SELECTION

508,
506,
202,
412,
305,
301,
219,
418,
402,
710,

302,
310,
310
310,
403,
204,
115,
110,
207,
311,

504,
406,
205,
501,
205,
210,
202,
317,
403,
309,

601,
621,
207,
507,
308,
137,
224,
511,
412,
802,

5086,
15,
410,
410,
410,
209,
207,
205,
a1o,
501,

509
613
302
502
501
305
305
508
508
320

811
806
310
511
504
407
301
514
418
807

608
412
415
414
411
217
307
715
601
512

PRE-TEST RANDOM BLOCK SELECTION(Continued)

Eastside Control

Tractsg Blocks

24,01 110, 202, 203, 210, 504
26.01 101, 102, 106, 205, 402
26.02 101, 105, 106, 107, 201
i5.00 - 323, 705, 721, 805, 813
36.01 404, 51C, 604, 805, 707
37.02 ' 105, 308, 309, 310, 405
41.01 = 106, 208, 215, 217, 302
41,02 118, 211, 801, 503, 511
44.01 112, 411, 515, 710, 802
83.01 . 103, 106, 109, 110, 201

General City Cnesus Tracts & Blocks
Chosen by Random Number Table

Tracts  Blocks

70.01 104, 106, 108, 109, 112, 901
68.01 108, 109, 117, 120, 135, 139
50.00 106, 114, 217, 407, 417, 422
48.02 201, 304, 312, 408, 408, 412
47.00 109, 201, 305, 406, 504, 514
43,03 202, 208, 200, 211, 307, 411
37.03 106, 302, 407, 408, 502, 505
34,00 108, 214, 402, 501, 702, 807 ‘
20,00 107, 115, 117, 209, 211, 308
13,01 209, 216, 308, 403, 411, 515



POST-TEST RANDOM BLOCK SELECTION

Westside Experimental

Tracts Blocks
3.03 104, 103, 510, 304,
5.00 620, 501, 309, 112,
6.00 306, 302, 117, 220,
7.02 304, 103, 308, 513,
9.01 405, 408, 201, 105,
14.03 320, 315, 208, 411,
15.00 411, 321, 223, 113,
19.00 415, 504, 514, 511,
28.02 103, 110, 106, 3086,
30.01 804, 309, 810, 805,
Westside Control
Tractsg Blocks
4,02 511, 103, 208, 408,
¥.01 202, 407, 211, 303,
8.00 415, 205, 414, 210,
11.01 105, 215, 312, 213,
11.02 313, 216, 413, 212,
17.01 204, 208, 217, 107,
18.00 3o7, 108, 113, 106,
21.00 201, 203, 609, 501,
45.01 205, 403, 702, 202,
45.02 413, 207, 312, 702,
Eastside Experimental
Tracts Blocks
16.00 514, 410, 616, 614,
23.00 404, 110, 707, 801,
24 .02 105, 306, 102, 205,
27.01 404, 206, 204, 305,
27.03 104, 402, 101, 204,
31.02 304, 209, 109, 106,
32.01 303, 205, 305, 104,
36.02 413, 417, 308, 112,
41.03 212, 611, 506, 110,
41.04 513, 207, 317, 407,

210,
409,
313,
306,
608,
416,
225,
509,
205,
806,

115,
4086,
a09,
102,
409,
203,
117,
a11,
104,
406,

105,
510,
101,
408,
505,
210,
307,
304,
503,
303,

212, 602
306, 101
216, 304
206, 504
106, 511
408, 202
115, 201
416, 517
107, 209
803, 209

405, 504
210, 305 ‘
211, 208 gl
309, 106
314, 312 ;
110, 112 I
401, 409 :
710, 302
510, 408 :
108, 202 . i

109
302
207
106
203
101
101
115
818
323

POST-TEST RANDOM BLOCK SELECTION(Continued)

Bastside Control

Tracts Blocks

24,01 305, 401, 109, 504, 207, 402
26.01 106, 304, 203, 206, 204, 402
26.02 - 103, 105, 201, 206, 101, 202
35,00 112, 809, 816, 725, 503, 418
36,01 412, 404, 805, 103, 308, 305
37,02 . 407, 206, 304, 103, 308, 306
41,01 115, 209, 307, 106, 104, 110
41,02 213, 511, 509, 508, 307, 510
44.01 211, 709, 808, 408, 115, 405
83,01 101, 111, 901, 902, 107, 106

General City Census Tracts & Blocks
Chosen by Random Number Table

Tracts Blocks

70.01 106, 110, 109, 112, 107, 104
68.01 121, 120, 128, 118, 117, 101
50,00 ‘114, 303, 421, 205, 118, 408
48,02 107, 110, 203, 206, 101, 407
47.00 303, 212, 412, 310, 305, 106
43,03 606, 202, 608, 216, 309, 418
37,03 302, 507, 303, 105, 206, 401
34,00 210, 101, 603, 303, 515, 509
20,00 201, 117, 311, 112, 104, 113
13.01 414, 404, 512, 103, 407, 408

ol




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



Denver,

. CONFIDENTIAL

Interview ¢

R. F. FALKR ASSOCIATES, INC,
24% Columbine, Suite 206
Colorado

80206

NEIGHBORHDOD CRIME PREVENTION EDUCATION PROGRAM SURVEY

\ddress of Household:

_nterviewer

HELLO. I‘H
INFORMATION ABOUT CRIME

SOME QUESTIONS?

IN THE CITY AND IN THIS AREA.
WOULD ¥YOU GIVE ME A FEW MINUTES OF YOUR TIME TO ANSWER

AND AM UELPING TO COLLECT

Are you the head of the household?

[1] Yes

2] Spouse

f1] Agrees to be interviewed.
[21 Refuses to be interviewed.

Wwhy?

Record time interview begins:

Record time interview ends:

e

o
‘1,

2,

,is] Unemployment

I'd i1ike to begin by asking you

a few questions about how you feol
about some things in general and
about this nelghborhood.

There are Wwany problems facing our
country these days. I'm going to
read yougza list of problems and
would like for you to tell wa if
you have beep paying attention to

.any of them.

Ty (2)
Y28 No

{1] Poverty

{2} xnflation o

Crime .

Race Relations __

{aA} Of those problems you have
paid attention to, which one
concerns you the most?

{enter ltem number}

How 4id you happen to select this
particular neighborhood to live in?
{Mark all that apply. Do not read

115t¢)

{1]___ Neighborhood characteristics-~type
of neighbors, environment,
streets, parks, etc,

{2] __ Good schools

[3]___ ¢ Tsafe fram crime

" [4)___Only place housing could be found,

lack of choice

[5].___Price was right

16]___ location~-close to job, family,
friends, schools, shopping, ate,

[7]___ nouse (apartment) or property
characteristics—size, quality,
vard space, etc.

[8}___ Always lived in this neighbortood

191 Other~-specifyx

-2

2-A,

3-A,

8
{1f more than ona reason) Which

reason would youn say was the
mogt important?

{enter ltem number)

3. Is there anything you don't like

about your neighborhood? (Do not

read list,)

{1]___ Mo, skip to 4

[2)___ 1 " Traffic, parking

(3] Envirommental problems--trasi.,
noise, overcrowdmg, etc.

[41 Crime or fear of crime

[5] __Public transpartation problem

{6} Inadcquate schools, shopping
facilities, ete.

(7] __ Bad element moving in

8]__ 1 T Problems with neighbors, charac-
teristics of neighbors

{91 Other—-specify:

(If more than one answer) Which
problem would you say is the
most merious?

{enter 1tem number)

4. How often do you actually walk in

your neighborhocd when it's dark--
either alone or with someone else?
(READ LIST)

{1} Every night

[2]__ Few times/week

" Few times/month

fa1 Less often
Never

____Not sure



5.

-3~

Is there any part of the Denver
area outside of your neighborhood
where you personally would not feel
safe? -

Yes (Go to A)

No

Not sure

5-A. What area or areas 1is that?
1.
2.
3.
4.
{Go to B)

Hicw 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 wmore than one
area named, ask which one they]
go to most. Circle this area

above and ask about it, READ
LIST.}

[1] Everyday

{2} Few times/week

31 Few times/month

[4) Less often

{5} Neveyr

II.

*
L

Switching to another subject:

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

(31
12}
1y__ 1

____Yes, dog is a watch dog
Dog is pat only
"o dog

2, Do you have a gun in your house .° .

that 1s used for the protection ) *
of the household? !

[2]___ Yes ' ;.lﬂf,

{1]
fo]
[b]

Not sure
Refused

Do you carry any inbBurance that

covers any of your personal pro~ -
perty against loss from theft or '
vandalism? o

Yes
No
Not sure

Some people use engraving pencils

to mark their personal property

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

(2]
(1]
[0]
{b]

Yes

1

Mtsue
Refused

|

|

Do the police-~or any other organi-:
zation--in your community have a
personal property identification
program underway?
Yes ' : .
No . ) .
Not sure . .o
Refused ' : sy

‘6, Have you ever sSeen or received any

< information about protecting your

(house,apartment) from burglary?
Yes (Go to A)

[o}
) S

Not gure
Refused

. . | 6~A«Where did you see or hear the
information?

{Go to B)

6~B. Do you remember anything in
particular that the messages
gaid?

{(Other than a close friend oxr
relative) Do you know a policeman
well enough to call him by his
name?

1]
2}

. Yes
Nd

'
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III. I would now like to ask you abo

actual experiences you have had
during the past 12 months.

.

1. During the past 12 months, did

2.

anyone break into your (house,
apartment) and take scmething, or
just walk in and take something?

[ay___
(2]

Yes How many times?

buring 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 automobile(s}?

(1]
(2]

No

Yes How many times?

During the past 12z months, did you
or anyone else in the household
have anything stolen from you--
things like having your pocket
plcked or purse snatched?

[1]
[2]

___No

Yes 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 includ
a stickup, mugging, a bicycle
forcibly taken away from children,
or a violent purse snatching?

[1} No
[2} Yes How many times?

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

(1y__ |
2}

Yes How many timea?

-



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

1]
121

No
Yes

How many times?

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

(1]
[2]

What was the crime? Describe.

Yes How many times?

B

Interviewer:

For each Yes responss

to Section III, Questions 1-7, check
the type of crimex

A,

{1} Burglary

{2} Household larxceny
3] Personal lareeny
[41 Robbery

5] Assault and rape
[61 Car theft

{71 Other crime

When did this crime occur?

month year

pid you report this to the police?

{1}
12}

Yea (Go to E)
No {Go to D)

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

{Go ta F)

What did the police do?

(Go to F)
Did you or the victim know the.
offender?

[11__ yes
123 et

-

RO

10

-6~

A,

Interviewer:
to Section ITI, Queastions 1-7, check
the type of crime.

For each Yes response

{1]___ Burglary

121 nousehold larceny
(317 Personal larceny
{4 Robbery
{5]1____Asgsault and rape
[6] Car theft

{717 other crime

When did thias crime occur?

menth year

Did you report this to the police?

[y
(%3]

Yes {Go to E)
NQ {Go to B}

Can you tell me why you did not

.report this?

(Ga ko F}

IWhat did the police do?

{Go to F)
Did you or the victim know the
offendex?

. Yes .
No P

{1)
- {21

Intervievwer: For each Yes response
to Section III, Questlons 1-7, check
the type of crime*

A. [1l)___ Burglary
{2] __  Household larceny
{3) Personal larceny
{4} Robbe:y
5] Assault and rape
16} _car theft
{71 Other crime

B. When did this e¢rime occur?

month year

pid you report this to the police?

(1}
21

Yes {(Go to E)
No (Go to D)

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

(Go to F)

What did the police do?

T1Go to F)
F., Did you or the victim know the
offender?

[1} Yes
{2} No
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Iv.

1.

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
with {t, are undecided, disagree or
strongly disagree.

crime is a serious problem in your
neighborhood.

Strongly agree
[2) Agree

|

|

(31 Undecided
[4) Disagree
{51 Strongly disagree

Most policemen are honest.

111
(2}
[3]
[4]
{5}

___. Strongly agree
Agrece

Undecided
Dlsagree

T strongly disagree

1 5

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

(11
(2)____
{3
(4]
{5]

____Strongly agree
Agree
Undeclded
Disagree
Strongly disagree

Most higher-ups in the police
department are honest.

{1} Strongly agree
[2} Agree

3} Undecided

(4] Disagree

{51 Strongly disagree

5, 1 feel very concerned about my
(houae,apartment) being

{5}
{4]
13}
(2]
i1}

___Strongly agree s
Agree . e

Disagree
Strongly disagree

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

Strongly agree

[4] _ Agree

(3} Undecided

[2} Disagree

(11 Strongly disagree

me can do to prevent getting
attacked.

5]
(41>
13]
{2]
{1]

____Strong ly agree
A ree
Undecided
Disagree
SLrongly disagree

s

Crime prevention can only ba
handled by the police.

8.

(11___ Strongly agree
{21 Agree

{317 Undecided

[4] Disagree

{5] Sbrongly disagrea

If people in my neighborhood would
just look out for one another,
there would be a lot less crime.

Strongly egree
____Agree

7 Undecided
___Disagree

T strongly dipagree

TTundecided e

There is little that a person like

oot
Y]

broken inte.'g
!

12,

13.

14.

There 1s really nothing a person
can do to protect thelr home from
a burglar.
{1} Strongly agree
{2] Agxee
{3} Undecided
{4} Disagree
{5] Strongly disagree
If I were a witness to a crime, I
would be willing to appear in court
ag a witness.
[1} Strongly agree
{2] Agree
[3]__ Undecided
{417 bisagree
{51 Strongly disagree
The courts do a good 1ob in
reducing the amount of crime.
[L]___Strongly agree
12} Aglee
{3] Undecided
i1 Disagree
{51 strongly disagree
Prisons do very little good in
helping to stop crime.
{1}____ Strongly agree
(21 ___ Agree
13} Undecided
[41T Disagree
{51 Strongly disagree
One reasocsn this neighborhood v
‘goesn't have more crime is that
we stick together. .
__8trongly agree
Agree
Undecided
Dlsagree

tronqu disagreo

15, I wish the police would patrol
my nelghborhood more often.

{11___ Strongly agree
{21 "Agree

{317 Undecided

{4) Disagree

{5} strongly disagree

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

[1]____ Strongly agree
{2} Agree

3] Undecided

[4}] Disagree

[5] Strongly disagree

17. I think my home is safe from

thieves.

1]
[2]
13]
(4]
151

_____Strongly agree
Agree
Undecided
Dieagree
Btrongly disagree
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V. Now I have some questions about
things you may do here at home.

When you or other famlly members are
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
apartment) when they go to bed at nignt.

things? (READ LIST)

a.
b.
c.
d.
e,

|

|

[2]
Yes

[T
T
[T

H

Alwa
Somet
ardly ever
Never

[1]
No

ys
imes

[0}
N/A

take to secure thelr (house,

Lock your windows

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 for a while and no one will be home.
following do you usually do? = (READ LIST)

Which of the

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
£,
g.

[2]
Yes

NERREY
T

[1]
No

[o]
N/A

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 and shades closed

Set automatic timer to turn lights on after dark

Do you generally do any of these

4., Here's a list of some steps people
. apartment) when they
generally do any of t

5. Interviewer:

Do

aq

c,
d.
e,
f.

g
i,

2]

Yes

LD FETEETE
L IR
HE T

=

ny

[1}
No

[0]

N/A

others?

" 14
-10-

might take to secure their (house,
gg away for a weekend or a long vacation. Do you
ese thi

ngs?  (READ LIST)

Tell your wmeighbors you're going away

Turn on an alarm system

Leave outside lights on

Leave inside 1lights 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 deliveries

Have lawn mowed

Stop mail or have neighbor collect mail

(Write in)

you

21
Yes

RERRERRY
FHLETETH

have

[1]
No

Observe each of the following.

If you are unable to tell

whether each is present, then ask.

the following in your (house,apartment}? : .

[0]
N/A

TTHET

Double cylinder dead bolt locks
Through-frame pins

Rods in track of sliding doors
Bars on windows

Operation I.D, sticker

Beware of Dog sign

Burglar alarm sign

Night latches

Any other crime prevention devices;

Specify

el



§. In general, have

changed your activIlt

ou cut back or
ties in the past

year because of crime?--a great deal,

somewhat, or not at all.
_____A great deal
Somewhat

[3)
[2)
{1] Not at all

~-11~

7.
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Do you think people eneral have -:
cut back or cEangoa "Ho%r activities .
in the past year because they are -
afraid of crime?--a great deal, = ' -
somewhat, or not at all, o

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

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

A great deal

[2] " somewhat
{11 Not at all - {1]___ Too high
W [2]nbout right
. . (31 Too low
[0] Not sure

Would you say crimes in your nelgh-
borhood are committed mostly by the - v
people who live here or mostly by . ’ :
outsiders? (Do not read list.) .

2. Here's a list of phrases people often use to describe the activities of
I i <. the police. Do each of these phrases describe the activities of the police
g% sgo;iﬁiﬁxpga}:;rng in neighbor . in your neighborhood?
{3) " "outsiders '
Faua [2} (1] (0]
{2} Dm.élw both Yes No DK
a. Catching criminals
b. Enforcing laws
9. Would you please tell me if you have heard of any of the followlnhg programa. g: — —— gfsfﬁénzrgﬁéTﬁscizigiﬁ they occur
or agencies? : a. Bothering people who haven't broken the law
(1] 121 1[0} ' £. Being prepared for an emergency, such as a flood
Yes No N/A g. Helping people
h. Just hanging arcund
1. w—. ___ Rape Prevention Program . -
2. . SCAT (Special Crime Attack Team) oo
3' —— —— ggisggixﬁti:gélme Council k 3. liow good of a job do you think the police are doing fox each of the
C — e . following:

L0. Have you ever heard of the Emer-
gency Phone Number?
i1} Yes (Go to A)
[2] No

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

{enter number given)

11.

[3] (2] (1}
Very Pretty Not so No

How often do you watch your nelgh- Good  Good Good  Opinion

bor®s home for them when they are ' - !

away? (READ LIST) R

a. Showing up quickly when called

(1] Often o . b. Being respectful to people like yourself
{21~ Sometimea e c. Paying attention to complaints
(3] Seldom R d. Giving protection to the people in the
(4} Never i ', g ; neighborhood

o -1 Teaching 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
palice in your neighborhood?

7]
(6}
5]
[4]
i3]
[2]
1]
(0]
{b]

Excellent
Very good
Good
Fair
Poor

Very poor
___ _Terrible
Not sure
nefused

i

]

. Which one of the following crimes
do you think the police should
spend the most time preventing?

Burglary
Rape
Assaunlt
Robbexy
Other

(1]
{2]
{3}
{4}
(5]

1

{I. The following few guestions deal
with crime prevention. Would
yo! please tell me the way you
feel about the following?

. How willing would you be to attend
free ccmmunity workshops in oxder
to. learn crime prevention tech-
niques? (READ LIST)

(11
(2]
(31
4]

_ - Very willing
Somewhat willing
T somewhat unwilling
___Very unwilling

How willing would you be to watch
your neighbors home or apartment

while they are away if they would
do the same for your? (READ LIST)

Very willing
Somewhat willing

Somevwhat unwilling
Very unwilling

=13~

§

How willing would you be to spend
money- on purchasing devices to E
make your (house;apartment) safer
from burglars? (READ LIST)

{1}
{2}
[31]
{4}

T somewhat willing
SGmewhat unwilling
T Very unwilling

Which of the following would be

most likely to prevent your homa
from being broken into? (Choose

one only.) , o

{1]
{2}
(3]
{41

___Having deadbolt locks
"ilaving bars on the windows
Having more police patrols
" Having a burglar alam

VIII. Finally, I'd like to ask you

1.

some specific questions about 1.
yourself, Lo

What is your age? (Enter exact age)
Male Female 'vfl

s P

How long have you lived in thia
{house,apartment)? e

[1]
[2]
{3}
4]

___Less than one year :
One to 5 years . BRI
6 to 10 years Lo
T 11 years or more

What was the last year of regular
schooling completed by the head
of your household--the main wage
earner?

71
(6}
15}

____ Graduate school degree

Graduate 4 year college
ParL1a1 college {less than 4 yeara) .
41 High shool graduate B
[3) " "Partial high school (grades 10 or i)
{21 Junior high school (grades 7,8 or 9)

[117 "less than 7 years of school . = -

____Very willing ' '1>1f;

4. Type of dwelling,
this but do not ask,)

va——

14— 18

{Iinterviewer check | 5. Have you sver served on a jury?
¢3!
(11"
{0}

Yes
____Single family
T _puplex, two-family

____Not sure
T _High riae, multiple unit

Other (describe):
6. Are you willing to serve on a
jury?
i
' {2} Yes
ﬁ (1]
{0l Not gure

7. If you or any member of your family were in need of assistance, who would

8., People have various ways of getting information about crime.

. Ca
. d.
P - 18

T fo'

_ you call first to help you?

{1}
(2}

[8)

Community organization; Specify

{Check approprlate answer category.}

_____Other family member, relative
Friend or neighbor

T Police

Priest, Pastor,
. Lawyer, attorney
"~ oOther professional person (doctor, social worker, etc.)

Rabbi

Other:

te}

Don't know anyone, not sure

Which of the

following gives you information about crime and crime prevention. (READ LIST)

1]
Yes

Qe
b.

12}

Radio; Which station

Newspaper

TV; Which channel

Talking to friends, nelghbors, and relatives
Any other sources? K

Which of the sources above do you feel 1s the most important to you?

... Tenter 1tem number)

Ll
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9. What area do you consider your
neighborhood?

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

[1} Yes, all of them
12} Yes, some of them
(3} No

11. Do you own or rent your home?
{1] Own
[2} Rent

12.

13.

14.

Is everyone who lives here
related to you?

[1) Yes
[2] Ho

Was the head of this household
employed last week?

(1} Yes, full-time

{2] Yes, part-time
3] No

Interviewer: Check this but do
not ask ethnicity:

{1] Black

[2) White

[3] Chicano

143 Native American
{5} Other

[0} Hot sure

-16-

INTERVIEWER - ASK ALL 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 humber




NEIGHEBORIOOD CRIME PREVENTION EDUCATION PROGRAM

VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

Interviewer name:

Crew Chief narle:

Date interview agsigned:

Date interview completed:

Did any special problems occur in having this interview completed?

This interview has been checked for:

A. Legibility Yes No .
B. Completeness Yes No
C. Accuracy Yes No
D. Authenticlty Yes No Remarks:

(Call back)

Crew Chief signature

Dates




NEIGHBORS~ACT POST-TEST

1976

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE






“olumns
[ /1-4

./5-8

110~-12

/13-14
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CONFIDENTIAL ’

ey

COMMUNITY RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, INC.
245 Columbine, Suite 206
Denver, Colorado 80208

Interview

NEIGHBORS AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER SURVEY

Census Tract .
Area {1} Bastside, {2} Weatside, (3) Remainder
Block

Addreas of Household

Interviewer

Hello. I'm (Your Name) of Cammunity Research Associates.
Ve ure helping to collect information about erime 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
THEM KEEP IT.}  This letter introduces me and gives you the
telephone number to call to establish my identity. We urge
you to call this number, or one of the offices if you have
any questions. Your anawers will be combined with hundreds

of others in our report and confidentiality is guaranteed.

Record time interview begins:

Record time interview ends:

1730

Columna
1/15

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

1/21

1/22
1/23
1/24
1/25
1/26
1/27
1/28

1/29

i/32

23

1. First, I would like to know if you are the

(1} Head of the household ' ( ) or
{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
it you have been paying attention to any of them.

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

{A} Of those problems you have paid attention to, which one conceras
you the most?

(enter item number)

3. How did you happen to select this particular neighborhood
to live in? (MARK ALL THAT APPLY. DO NOT READ LIST.}

{1} Neighborhood characteristics-~type of neighbors,
, environment, streetes, parks, etc,

{2} Good Schools

{3} Safe from crime

{4} only place houaing could be found, lack of choice

{5} Price was right

{6} Location--close to job, family, friends, achools,

. + shopping, etc.

{7} House(apartment) of property characteristica—

size, quality, yard space, etc,
{8} Always lived in this neighborhood
{9} oOther—

Go to Q3A)

N7z

o~

A. (IF MORE THAN ONE REASON]}. Which reason would you say was the
‘most important?

(enter item number)




24
Columaa 4. 1Is there anything you don't like about your neighborhood? (DO
NOT READ LIST}
1/33 (1} No ( ———{Go to Q5}
1/34 {2} Traffic, parking (
1/35 {3} Environment problems--trash, nolse, overcrowding, (
etc.
1/36 {4} Crime or fear of crime (
1/37 {5}, Public transportation problems ( ):
1/38 {6) 1Inadequate schools, shopping facilities, etc. () Go to Q4A}
1/39 {7} Bad elemant moving in ( )7
1/40 {8} Problems with neighborg,characteristics of (
neighbors
1/41 {9} other (
1/43 A. {IF MORE THAN ONE ANSWER] Which problem would you say is the
most serious.
(enter number)
1/44 5. How often do you actually walk in your neighborhood when it's
dark--either alone or with someone else? {READ LIST)}
{1} Every night )
{2} Few timea/week ()
{3} Pew times/month ()
{4} Less often () R
{5} Never ()
{0} Rot sure ()
Switching to another subject:
1/45 6. Do you have a watch dog, even though it 1s also a household pet?
{3} Yes, dog is a watch dog. ()
{2} Dog 1s pet only ()
{1} No dog )
1/46 7. Do you have a gun in your house that 18 used for ithe protection
of the household?
(2} Yes ()
{1} Ko ()
(G} Not sure {)
{b} Refused ()
A}

v Colunms
1/47

1/48

1/49

1/50

1/51

8.

g.

10.

11.

12,

25

Do you carry any insurance that covers any of your personal
property against loss from theft or vandalism?

{2} Yes ()
{1} No ()
(0} 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} Yes ()
{1} No ()
{0} HNot sure ()
{b} Refused )

Do the police--or any other organization--in your communit§ have
8 personal property identification program underway?

{2} Yes )
{1} Mo ()
{0} Not sure ()
{b) Refused ()

Have you ever seen or received any information about protecting
your (house, apartment) from burglary?
{2} Yes

( }———————-{Co to QllA}
{1} Ro (
(0} Mot sure  ( E?‘co to Q12)
{b} Refused (

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

{1) Yes’ )
{2} No )
{0} Not sure )



Calumns

1/52-53

1/54-55

1/56~-57

1/58-59

1/60-61

1/62-63
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I would now like to ask you about actual experiences you have had
duriuy the past 12 months.

INTERVIEWER: (ASK EVERY QUESTION (13-18) BEFORE COMPLETING INCIDENT
REPORT SHEET, }

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

{1} No () {Go te Ql4}
{2} Yes () How many times? {Co to Tncident Report Sheet}

14. During the prest 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)?

{1} Ko

() {Go to Q15}
{2) Yes ()

How many times? {Go to Incident Report Sheet}

15. During the past 12 months, did you or anyone else in the house-
hold have anything stolen from you——things like having. your
pocket picked or purse snatched?

(i)} No () {Co to Ql&} :
{2} Yes () How many times? {Go to Incident Report Sheet }

16, Within the past 12 months, did anyone 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?

(1} No () {Go to Q17}
{2} Y=a () How many times? {Go to Incident Report Sheet]

17. During the past 12 months, were you or anyone in the household
attacked or assaulted?

{1} No () {Go to QiB})
{2} Yes () How many times? {Go to Incident Report Sheet}

18. Does anyone in the household own an automobile? {IF YES, CONTINUE:
IF NO GO TO Q198} Within the past 12 months has this or these
automobile(s) ever been stolen or taken without permission?

{Go to Q19}

{1} No (
( flow many times? {Go to -Incident Heport Sheet}

{2} Tes

e

. Columns

3/5

3/6
3/7

3/8

3/9

3/10

3/

3/12

3/13

3/14

3/15

3/16

27
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.
STRONGLY STRONGL.
AGREE  AGREE" UNDECIDED DISAGREE DISAGRE:
(§D) (2) (3) (4) (5)
19, CRIME IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM
IN DEHVER. () ) () : ) ()
20, MOST POLICEMEN ARE HONEST. () ) () ) ()
21, I FEEL VERY SAFE WALKING ALONE
‘ IN MY NEIGHBORHOOD AT NIGHT. () () () ) )
22, MOST WIGHER-UPS IN THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT ARE HONEST. () () ) () ()
23. 1 FEEL VERY CONCERNED ABOUT MY
(HOUSE, APARTMENT) BEING
BROKEN INTO. ¢) () ) ) ()
24, CRIME IN OUR NEIGHBORHOOD HAS
DECREASED BURING THE PAST YEAR.( ) () ) () ()
25, THERE IS LITTLE THAT A PERSON
LIKE ME CAN DO TO PREVENT .
GETTING ATTACKED. (] () ) ) )
26, CRIME PREVENTION CAN ONLY BE
HANDLED BY THE POLICE. () ) ) ) ()
27. TIF PEOPLE IN MY NEIGHBORHOOD
HOULD LOOK OUT FOR ONE ANOTHER,
THERE WOULD BE A LOT LESS
CRIME, ) () () () (]
28, THERE IS REALLY NOTHING PEOPLE
CAN DO TO PROTECT THEIR HOME
FROM A BURGLAR, () ) () () (]
29, IF I SAW A CRIME OCGUR 1 WOULD
BE WILLING TO APPEAR IN COURT
AS A WTINESS. () ) () ) )
30, ' THE COURTS DO A GOOD JOB IN
BREDUCING THE AMOUNT OF GRIME. () (] ) ) ()



7. B
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— Columns
“otuma STRONGLY STRONGLY a8, ilere's a 1ist of some steps people might take to secure their
AGREE ~ AGREE = UNDECIDED DISAGREE DISAGREE (house, apartment) when they're goipg out for a while and no one
(1) (2) {3) (4) (5) ' will be home.
3/ 31. PRISONS DO VERY LITTLE GOOD IN Which of the following do you usually do when you are out for a
HELPING TO STOP CRIME. () () ) () ) while? {READ LIST)
3/18 32. ONE REASON THIS NEIGHRORHOOD {2} {1} (0} {b)
DOESN'T HAVE MORE CRIME IS : Yes No N/A Refuse
THAT WE STICK TOGETHER. () ) () ) )
s ' 3/28 a, Lock your windowa () () () ()
3/19 33, I WISH THE POLICE WOULD PATROL- 3/29 b. Tell a neighbor you're going out () () () ()
MY NETGHBORHOOD MORE OFTEN. ) ) () ) ) 3/30 ¢. Turn on an alarm system ) () () ()
¢3/ d. Leave outaide lights on () () ) ()
3/20 34, T WOULD FEEL SAFER IF THE v 3/32 e. Leave inside lights on () () () )
POLICE WOULD PATROL MY 1 3/33 f. Leave drapes and shades closed, () () () ()
KEIGHBORHOOD DN. FOOT, ) ) ) () O © 3/ g. Set automatic timer to turn lighte
i ' on after derk ) <) O )
3/21 35, I THINK MY HOME IS SAFE FROM l
TRIEVES. ) () (o ) )
. 39, Here's a list of some steps people might take to secure their
Now, I have some questions aboutl things you may do here at home. ! (house, apartment) when they go away for a weekend or a long
' vacation.
3/22 38. ¥When you or cother familly members are at home, do you. keep the i Do you generally do any of these things?
doors locked all the time, sometimes, hardly ever, or never? {READ LIST}
{1} Alwayas ) s {2} {1} {0} {b}
{2} Sometimes () . ! Yes No N/A& Re fuse
{2} Hardly ever ()
{4} Never () /35 a. Tell your neighbors you're going
‘ away., () () () ()
37. Here's a list of some steps people might take to secure their 3/36 b.  Turn on an alarm system () <) () )
(house, apartment) when they go to bed at night. Y AY c.. Leave outside lights on ) () {) ()
3/38 d. Leave ipaide lights on () () () ()
Do you generally do any of these things when you go to bed? 3/39 e. Leave drapes end shades open ) () () )
{READ LIST} © o 3/40 £. Set autcmatic timer to turn lights
on after dark ) () O ()
(2} (1} {0} (b} 3/41 g. Tell strangers who call on the
) Yes Re R/A Refuse telephone that you are golng away () () () )
3/23 a. Lock your windows () () () ) 3/42 h. Stop newspapers () () () )
3/24 b. Turn op an alarm system () () () () 3/43 i. Stop deliveries () () () )
3/25 c. Leave outside lights on ) ) () ) 3/44 - 4. Have lawn mowed v B ) ) )
3726 d. leave lunside lights on () () () () 3/45 K., Stop mail or have neighbor collect
3/27 e. Leave drnpes and shades closed - () () () () mail () () () ()
3/46 1. Other ) ). (] )
‘. H
)

ey



Coluans

3/47
3/48
3/49
3/50
3/51
3/52
3/53
3/54
3/55

3/56

3/57

3/58

40.

41.

42,

43.

Do you have the following in your (house, apartment)?
(2} {1} {0} {3}
Yea No N/A Don't know
a, Double cylinder dead bolt locks ) () () ()
b. Through ~frame pins () () () ()
c. ‘Rods in track of sliding doors () () () ()
d. Bars on windows () () () ()
e, Operation I.D. sticker () () () ()
£. Beware of Dug sign () () () ()
g. Burglar alarm sign () () () ()
h. Nights latches ) ) ) ()
1. Any other crime prevention
devices () ) ) )

In general, have you cut back or changed your activities 1in

p:stliear because of crime?--a great deal, somewhat, or not
at all,

the

{3} A great deal
{2} Somewhat

()
()
{1} Not at all )

s

Do you think people in
activities in the past
a great deal,

{3} A great deal
{2} Somewhat
{1} Hot at all

general have cut back or changed thely
year because they are afraid of crime?--
somewhat, or not at all.

()
()
()

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

{1
(2}
{3}
{4}
(5}

No crime hiappening in neighborhood
People living here

Outsiders

Equally by both

Poa't know

30

Columns

3/63

3/64

3/65

3/66

-~

44. Would you please tell me if you have heard of any of the following

45.

programs or agencies?

{1} {2} (o}

Yes No B/K

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

2. York Street Center () () ()

3. Operation I.D. () () ()

Have you ever heard of the Emergency Phone Number?

) {Go to Q45A}
{Go to Q46}

{1} Yes (
{2} No ()

Can you tell me what that number is?
{(ENTER NUMBER GIVEN}

A,

46.

47.

Are you aware that the Denver Visiting Nurse Service has a

follow-up program for victims of street assault and sexual assault?

{1} Yes ()

{2} No ()

How often do you watch your neighbor's home for them when they
are away? {(READ LIST)

{1} Often (@)

{2} Sometimes ()

{3}  Seldom ()

{4} Rever )

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 ares too
high, about right, or too low?

{1} ()
{2) ()
()
)

"

Too high
About right
Touv low
Not sure

{3}
to)
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' Columns
olumna 476 52. Which one of the following crimes do you think the police
49. Here's a 1list of phrases people often use to describe the should spend the most time preventing? {READ LIST}
activities of the police. Do each of these phrases describe the
activities of the police in your neighborhood? {1} Burglary ()
: {2} Rape ()
{2} (1} (3} Assault )
Yes No . {4} Robbery ()
! {5} Other ('
3/67 a. Catching crimials () () . :
3/68 b. Eoforcing laws () ()
3/69 ¢. Stopping crimes before they occur () ()
3/70 d. Giving traffic tickets ) ) Now 1'd like to ask you a few questions about things you might
3/71 e. Bothering people who haven't be willing to do about crime prevention.
broken the law () )
3/72 £. Being prepared for an emergency,
such as floods ) () 47 53. How willing would you he to attend free community workshops
3/713 g. Helping people () () in order to learn crime prevention techniques? [READ LIST)
3/74 h. Juat hanging around () )
{1} Very willing )
{2} Somewhat willing ()
{3} Somewhat unwilling ()
50. How good of a job do you think the police are doing for each {4} Very unwilling )
of the followiung: Very govd, Pretty good, or Not so good.
{4} {3} {2} {1} ’ 4/8 64, How willing would you be to watch your neighbors home or apart-
Very' Pretty Not so No ' ment while they are away if they would do the same for you?
Good Good Good Opinion ‘ {READ LIST)
3/75 . a. Showing up quickly when called () () ) ) ; {1} Very willing ()
3/76 b. Beling respectful to people like ! {2} Somewhat willing ()
yourself. ) () ) () i {3} Somewhat unwilling ()
3/77 c. Paying attention to complaints () () (] () i {4) Very unwilling ()
3/78 d. Glving protection to the people l
in the neighborhood ) ) ) ) '
3179 €. Teaching people how to prevent : 4/9 65. How willing would you be to spend money on purchasing devises to
crime : () () () () make your (house, apartment) safer from burglaries? {READ LIST}
: {1} Very willing )
4/5 51. I will tell you seven ways the people of Denver rate their ' {2} Somewhat willing )
police. ‘Which one would you use to rate the job being done by i {3} Somewhat unwilling ()
the police in your neighborhood? {4} Very unwilling )
{7} Excellent (3
(6} Very good () 4/10 56. Which of the following would be most likely to preveat your home
{5} Good ) - from being broken into?* {CHOOSE ONE ONLY}
{4} rair )
(3} - Poor ) {1} Having deadbolt locks ()
{2} very poor () . {2} Having bars on the windows ( )
{1}  Terrible () i {3} Having more police patrols ( ) -
{0} Not sure () i {4} Having a burglar alarm )
{b} Refused () . )
v
]
v
s i
'

e
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Columns
4/11

4/12

4/13

4/14

57. ¥Within the past two years have additional street lights been
installed onh your block?

(1} Yes () {Go to Q57A}
{2} No ( 7{60 to Q58)
{3} Not sure (
A.. Would you say that the new street lights make you feel:
{READ LIST)
{¥} Much more safe ()
{2} Slightly more safe ()
{3} No different ()
{4} Slightly less safe ()
{5} Huch less safe ()
B. Since the new street lights were installed do you walk in
your neighborhood at night: (READ LIST}
{1} HMore often () v
{2} About the same ()
{3} Less often ()
C. Have the new street lights ever helped you t6 observe & crime
in progress which you reported to the police?
(1}  Yes )
{2) No ()
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4/17
4/18
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4/20
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4/23
424
4725
4/26
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4/30

4/31

4/32

58. Have you heard of Nelghbors Against Crime Together, also called
Neighbors ACT?

{IF. PERSON I8 NOT SURE TELL THEM: This 18 a
program on ways to prevent crime by organizing neighbors.}

{1} Yes ()
{2} Wo (

{Go to Q5B8A}
) {Go to Q59]

D. Have you oy anyone else from your house

A. Where did you see or hear about Nelghbors ACT?
{READ LIST}

{1} {2}

Yes No
{1} t.v. () ()
{2) Radio ) ()
{3} HNewspaper () ()
{4} Movie Theater - () ()
{5} Bus () ()
{6} Taxi () ()
{7} Billboard () )
{8} Poster () ()
{9} Speaker () ()
{10} At your door () ()
{11} Block meeting () ()
{12) A neighbor () )
{13} A friend ) ()
{14) Other ) ()

B. Have you réceived'a packet of information on crime prevention

from Neighbors ACT? {IF PERSON IS NOT SURE TELL THEM: The
packet would contaln information on rape, assault, and

burglary.}
(1} Yes ()
{2} Mo )

C. Did someone from Neighbors ACT come to your door to talk

about the program.

{1} Yes ()
{2} Mo ()
{3} Not sure ()

|
iattanded a block
meeting sponsored by Neighbors ACT?

*
(1} Yes ) 3
{2} Ko () :
{3} Not sure ()

\

Continued on Next Page
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§8. Have you heard of Neighbors Against Crime Together, also called

Neighbors ACT? (IF PERSON IS NOT SURE TELY, THEM: This is a
program on ways to prevent crime by organizing neighbors.)

{1} Yes ()
{2} No ()

{Go to Q58A}
{Go to Q59}

A. Where did you see or hear about Neilghbors ACT?
(READ LIST}
{1}
Yes
{1} T.v, ()
{2} Radio
{3} Newspaper
{4} Movie Theater
{5} Bus
{6} Taxi
{7} Billboard
{8} Poster
{9} Speaker
{10} At your door
{11} Block wueeting
{12} A neighbor
{13} A friend
{14} Other

—
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B. Have you received a packet of information on crime prevention
from Neighbors ACT? (IF PERSON IS NO7 SURE TELL THEM: The
packet would contain information on rape, assault, and

burglary.}
{1} Yes ()
{2} RNo ()

C. Did someone from Neighbors ACT come to your door to talk
about the program.

{1} Yes ()
{2} No )
{3} Not sure ()

D. Have you or anyone else from your house attended a block
meeting sponsored by Neighbors ACT?

{1} Yes ()
{2} No ()
{31 NHot sure ()

Continued on Next Page

16.
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4/35
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4/37
4/38

4739
4/40
4/41
4/42

36

J.

Have you or anyone else from your house attended any other
meeting sponsored by Neighbors ACT?

{1} Yee ()
{2} No ()
{3} WNot sure ()

Have you told any of your neighbors you would watch their
house?

{1} Yes ()
{2} No )

Have you exchanged information with your neighbors such as
your name and telephone number?

{1} Yes () )
{2} No ()

Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has helped bring your
neighborhood closer together?

{1} Yes ()
{2} Ko () )
{0} 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
{1} {2) (3} {0}
a., Purchased any 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 cautlious of strangers () () () )

Have you done anything else to protect yourself from crime?

{1) Yes () v
Specify

{2} No o)
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4/49

4/50

4/51
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Finally, I'd 1like to ask you some questions about yourself.

59.

60.

61.
62,

63.

64.

65.

66.

87.

How long have you lived in this (house, apartment)?

{1} Less than one year (
(2} Oue to 5 years (
{3} 6 to 10 years (
{4} 11 years or more (

Sex:

{i} Male

()
{2} Female @

What is your age? {ENTER EXACT AGE}

What was the last year of regular schooling completed by the
bead of your household--the main wage earner? (DO NOT READ LIST)

{7} Graduate school degree

(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)
{1} Less than 7 years of achool

f

PN -~
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Have you ever served on a jury?

{2} Yes ()

{1} MNo ()

{0} Kot sure ()

Are you willing to serve on a Jury?
(2} Yes ()

{1} ko ()
{0} Not sure ()

Do you know the names of your next door neighbors?
{1} Yes, 811 of them

()
{2} Yes, some of them ()
{3} Ko ()

Do-you own your home or do you rent?

{1} own ()
{2} Rent ()

Is everyone who lives here related to you?
{1} Yea ()
{2} W#o ()

a7

17,
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68. Was

(1}
{2}
{3}

the head of this household employed last week?

Yes, Ffull-time ()
Yes, part-time )
No

69.{ INTERVIEWER: CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK ETHNICITY}

{1}
(2}
{3}
{4}
{5}
{0}

Black ()
White ()
Chicano ()
Native American .+ ()
Other ()
Not sure ()

70. Type of dwelling. {INTERVIEWER CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK}

{1}
(2}
{3}

{4}

Single family ()
Duplex, two~family ()
Hiigh rise, multiple

unit ()
Other )

{INTERVIEWER: ASK ALL RESPONDENTS}

As part of my job my supervisor may wigh to call you to be

sure that I asked all the questions. May I have your:

NAME:

TELEPHONE NUMBER
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Interview
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NEIGHBONS AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER
VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

Interviewer name:

Did any special problems occur in having this interview completed?

{2} Ro

{1} Yes. Explain

This interview has been checked for:

{1} Yes {2} No
A. Legibility Yes () No ()
B. Completeness Yes ( ) No ()
C. Authenticity Yes ( ) No ( ).

Remarks:

Crew Chief Signature
DATE:

40

Colunns
! INCIDENT REPORT SHEET ‘
lz/x-a Interview # .
: 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.
2/5-6 Question # 13 () 14 () 15 () 18 () 17 () 18 ()
12/71-10 1, VWhen did the crime last occur?
i
: Month Year
!2/11 2, V¥Was this incident reported to the police?
i
. (1} Yes () {co to 4}
! {2} No () {Go to 3}
i . . - e L P— . i I, - — O S, —
%2/12 3. Can you tell me why the incident was not reported to the police?
i {DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES]}
! {1} Did not want to take time. Did not want to be troubled. ()
{2} Nothing big taken, small theft. ()
{3} Knesw the offender. ()
{4} Handled the problem themsslves. ()
{5} Dbidn't think they would do anything. ()
{6) oOther ()
|
2/13 A, {IF MORE THAN ONE REASON} Which reason would you say was the
most 1mportant?
[ (enter number)
' {GO TO 5) )
f
"2/14 4. What did the police do? (DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES)
{11 Took information or report. Never found itenm, ()
{2} Took fiugerprintsa. ()
{3} Recovered items. ()
{4} Nothing. ()
{5} Other action taken. * ()
{0 TO 5}
2/15 5, Did you (or the victim) know the offender?
{1} Yes ()
{2} Mo ()
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CONFIDENTIAL

COMMUNITY HESEARCH ASSOCIATES, INC.
245 Columbine, Sulte 2086
Denver, Colorado

Iaterview #_ O49(,

NEIGHUDORS AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER SURVEY

Census Tract

(lntarviewer Fill In)

Block
Address of Household

Interviewer:

Hello, 1'm (Your Name) of Community Research Assoclates., We are
helping to collect information about crime in the city und 4in this
area. Would you give me a few min' - ¢ of your time to answer some
questions? ([{{AND RESPONDENT LETTE.:. . This letter introduces me and
gives you the police telephone number to cull to establish nmy identity.
e urge you to call this number, or one of the offices if you have
any questions. ({SHOW YOUR DRIVERS LICENSE AND HAVE RESPONDENT KEEP
LETTER.} Your answers to the questions will be combined with hundreds

of othersg in our report and confidentiality 1is guaranteed.

in
(2)

Agrees to be interviewed
Refuses to be interviewed.
Why?

Record time interview begins:

Record time iInterview ends:

Columns
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1, First, I would like to know if you are the

{1} Head of the household ( ) or
(2} The Spouse )

Haw 1 would like to ask you n few :
questions about how you feel about
gome things in general and nhout this neighborhood. Y

2, There are many problems faclng our countr i
y these days. I'm going
to read you a list of pioblems and would like for you to tel% meb
if you have been paying attention to any of them.

{1} Yes {2} No
{1} vpovucty ¢ ()
{2} 1Inflation () )
{3} Crime () ()
{4} Race Relations {) ()
{5} unemployment () <)
{A} Of those problems you have paid attention to, which one concerns

you the most?

{enter item number)




lumng

How did you happen to select this particular neighborhood
to 1ive in? (MARK ALL THAT APPLY. DO NOT READ LIST.)

(1} Nelghborhood characteristics--type of neighbors,
environment, streets, parks, ete.

{2}
(3}
{4}
{5}
{6}

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, ete.

{7} liouse (apartment) of property characteristics--
slze, quality, yard space, elc.

{8) Always lived in this neighborhood

{9} oOther--

o~ -~

{1F MORE THAN ONE REASON} Which renson would you say was the
most important?  (pyrpR NUMDER)

1s there anything you don't like about your neighborhood? (DO

NOT READ LIST}

{1} Mo { y———1{6o to Q5]
{2} Tralfic, patking (
{3) Envlironment problems--trach, noise, overcrouwding, (
ate.
{4} Crime or fear of crime ()
(5} -public transportation problems : ( i:::::§~
{6) 1Inadequate schools, shopping facilities, ete. { )————=>"{Co to Q4A)
{7} Bad element moving in ( ;::::;;5
{8}  Problems with neighboras, characteristics of {
nelghbors
{9} other (

{IF MORE THAN ONE ANSWER) Which problem would you say 1s . the
most serious. {ENTER NUMBER}

llow often do you actually walk in vour neighborhood when it's
dark-~either alone or with someone else? {READ LIST)

{1} Every night

{2}
{3}

Few times/week
Few timce/month

{4} Less often
{5} Never
{0} Mot sure

I vy o oy
N et Nt N N Nt

Switching to another subject:
Do you have a watch dog, even though it is also a household pet?

(3} Yes, dog is a watch dog ()
{2) Dpog is pet only ()
{1} Nec dog ()

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

{2}
{1
{0)
(b}

Yes ()
Ne ()
Not sure ()
Refused ¢)

Do you carry any insurance that covers any of your personal
property ugainst loss f{rom theft or vandalism?

(2} Yes ()
{1} HNo ()
{0) Rot sure ) Y

Some people use engraving pencils to mark their personal praperty
for purposes of security and identification. Do you do anything

to identify or mark your personal property--—for example, your TV
or stereo?

{2}
(1)
{0}
(b}

Yea )
No ()
Hot pure ()
Re fused ()

Do the police--or any other organization-—in your community have
o personal property identification program underway?

{2}
i1)
{0)
{b)

Yes ()
tio “{
Rot sure

( Go 12
Refused ( )/l to @ }

{Go ta Q11}

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

{2) VYes )
{1} No ()
{0} Not aure . ()
{b} Refused

A.

ghere did you see or hear the information? Check appropriate
OX.

Rarlio ()
T.V. )
Police ()
Other )
B. Do you remember anything in particular that the messages said?
{1} Yes ()
{2} No ()

12. Other than a close friend or relative, do you know & policeman

well enough to call him by his name?

{1} Yes . () .
{2} Ko ()

e
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I would now like to ask you about actual experiences you have had

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

{1} No () {Go to Ql4}

{2} Yes () How many times?
14. During the past 12 months, was anything stolen from outgide your

home or from a place where a household member was temporarily

staying, or from your automobile(s)?

{1} No () {Co to 015}
{2} Yes () How many timeut

{Go to Incident Report Sheet}

{Go to Incident Report Sheet)

15. During the past 12 months, did you or anyone else in tlie house~
hold have anything stolen from you-~things like having your
pocket picked or purse snatched?

{1} No () {Co to QI6)

{2} Yes () How many timea?l {Go to Incident Report Sheet)

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

{1} No () (Co to Q17) '
{2} Yes () How many times? {Co to Incldent Report Sheet}

17. During the past 12 months, were you or anyone in the household
attucked or assaulted?

{1} HNo () {Go to Q1B8)
{(2) Yes () How many times?

(Go to Incident Report Sheet}

18. Does anyoune in the household own an automobile? (IF YES, CONTINUE:
IF NO GO TO Qi9} Within the past 12 months has this or these
autcomobile(s) ever been stolen or taken without permission?

{1} Ho () {Go to Q19)

{2} Yes () How many timesa? {Go to Incident Report Sheet}

Columns
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Now I would like to read a set on statements to you. For each state-
mgnt, will you please tell me whether you strongly agree or agree
with it, are undecided, disagree or strongly disagree.

STRONGLY STRON
AGREE  AGREE UNDECIDED DISAGREE DISAC
1 2 3 i s
19. CRIME IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM
IN DENVER. () ) () ) )
20. MOST POLICEMEN ARE HONEST. () ) ) ) )
21, I FEEL VERY SAFE WALKING ALONE IN
MY NEICGHBORHOOD AT NIGHT. () () ) ) ()
22, MOST HIGHER-UPS IN THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT ARE HONEST. () ) ) ) ()
23. T FEEL VERY CONCERNED ABOUT MY
(IOUSE, APARTMENT) BEING
BROKEN INTO. ) () ) () )
24, CRIME IN OUR NELGHHORHOOD MAS
DECREASED DURING THE PAST YEAR.( ) () ) () ().
25, THERE IS LITTLE THAT A PERSON
LIKE ME CAN DO TO PREVENT GETTING
ATTACKED, ) () () () ()
26, CRIME PREVENTION CAN ONLY BE
HANDLED BY THE POLICE. () () () ) ()

27, IF PEOPLE 1N MY NEIGHBORHOOD
WOULD LOUK OUT FOR ONE ANOTHER,
THERE WOULD BE A LOT LESS

CRIME, () ) () () ()

28, THERE IS REALLY ROTHING PEOPLE
CAN DO TO PROTECT THEIR HOME
FROM A BUGLAR. () () () () )

29. IF I WERE A WITNESS TO A CRIME,
1 WOULD BE WILLING TO APPEAR IR
COURT AS A WITNESS, () () ) () {)
30, THE COURTS DO A GGOD JOB IN :
REDUCING THE AMOUNT OF CRIME. () () {) () ()

31, PRISONS DO VERY LITTLE GOOD IN
HELPING TO STOP CRIME. ) ) ) () )

32. ONE REASON THIS NEIGHBORHOOD
DOESN'T NAVE HORE CRIME 1S THAT
WE STICK TOGETIIER. () ) ) () ()
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STRONGLY STRONGLY
AGREE AGREE UNDECIDED DISAGREE DISAGREE

1 p) 3 4 ' 5

32, I WISH THE POLICE WOULD
CONTROL HY NELGHBORROOD HMORE

OFTEN. ) () ) ) )

34. 1 WOULD FEEL SAFER IF THE
POLICE WOULD PATROL MY NEICHBOR-

HOOD ON FOOT. (] () () ) )
35. I TUINK MY HOME IS SAFE FROM

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

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

{ } Aluays ()
{ } Sometlmes ()
{ )} Bardly ever ()
{ } Never )

37. 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 when you go to bed?
{READ LIST} '

{2} {1 {c} (b}

Yes No R/A Refuse
a. Lock your windows () () {) )
b. Turn on an alarm system () () () ()
c. Leave outslde lighta on () () ) ()
d. Leave inslde lights on () () () ()
e. Leave drapes and shades closed () () ) )

38. Here's a list of some steps people might tnke to secure their
(house, apartment) when they're going out for a while and no one
will be home.

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

(2} (1) (o} {b)

Yes No N/A Re fuge *
a. Lock your vindows () ) () ()
b. Tell a nelghbor you're going out. () () () ()
c. Turn on an alarm system () () () )
d. Leave outside lighta on () () () )
e. Leave fnside lights on () () () (3
f. Leave drapes and shades closed. () ) () (>
g. Set automatic timer to turn lights

on after dark. () () () . (

—r

!
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48
fiere's n 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 genernily do uny of these things?
{READ LIST]}
(2) (1} {0} {b)
Yes No N/A Refuse
a. Tell your nelghbora you're going
awny.y g () () ) ()
b. Turn on an alarm system () () () ()
¢. Leave outside lights on () ) () ()
d. Leave inside 1ights on () () ) ()
e. Leave drapes and shades open () 3 ) )
f. Set automatic timer to turn lights
on after dark ) ) ) )
g. Don't tell strangers who call on
the telephone that you are going
away () () (] ()
h. Stop newaspapers () () ) )
1. Stop deliverles () () () ()
4. Have lawn mowed () ) () ()
k. Stop mail or have neighbor collect
malil () () ) ()
1. oOther () ) ) ()
Interviewer: (OBSERVE EACH OF THE FOLLOWING. IF YOU ARE UNABLE

TELL WHETIER EACH IS PRESENT, THEN ASK.)
Do you have the following in your (house, apartment)?

{2) {1} (0) (]
Yes Ho N/A Refus
4. Double cylinder dead bolt locks () () () ()
b. Through-frame pins () ) () {)
c. Reds In track’ of sliding doors () ) ) ()
d. DBars on windows ) () () (]
e. Operation I.D, sticker () () () ()
f. Beware of Dog sign () ) () )
g. Burglar alarm sign () () () )
h. Night latches ) () ) )
1. Any other crime prevention
devices ) ) (& )

In general, have youvcut back or changed your activities in the
past year because of crime?--a great deal, somewhat, or not

at all, (READ LIST}

3 A great deal () "
27 Somewhat )

1 Not at all ()
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Do you think people in general have cut back or changed their
nctivities in the past year because they are afrald of crime?--
a great deal, somewhat, or not at all.

{3) A great deal ()
(2} Somewhat ()
{1} Not at all )

Would you say crimes in your neighborhood are commltted mostly
by the people who llive here or mostly by outsiders? (DO NOT
READ LIST)

{1}
{2}
{3}
(4}
(5}

No crime happening in nelghborhood: ()

People living here ()

Outslders (&

Equally by both )

Pon't know ()

Would you please tell me if you have heard of any of the following
programs or agencles?

(1} {2) {o}
Yes No D/K
1. Denver Visiting Service ) () )
(Public Health Service)
2, York Street Center () () ()
3. Operation 1.D. ), () ()
Have you ever heard of the Emergency Phone Number?
{1} Yes () {Go to QA
{2} No ) {Co to Q46)

T

(ENTER NUMBER GIVEN]}

A. Can you tell me what that number is?

Are you aware that the Denver Vigiting Nursge Service has a
follow~up program for victims of street assault and sexual assault?

{1} Yes ()
{2) No ()

llow often do you watch your peighbor's hnrme for them when they
are away? (READ LIST}

{1} Often {)
(2) Soretimes( )
{3} Seldom ()
{4} Never ¢)

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

8.

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

{1} Too high
{2} About right
{3} Too low
{0) Not sure

Columng
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Here's a list of phrases pecople often use to describe the
actlvities of the police. Do each of these phrases describe the
activities of the police In your neighborhood?

{2} (1) {0}
Yes No N/A
a., Catching criminals )y ¢) ()
b. Enforcing laws )y () Q)
c. Stopping crimes before they occur () () ()
d. Glving traffic tickets )y )Y ()
e. Bothering people who haven't
broken the law ()Y () ()
f. Being prepared for an emergency,
such as flood ¢y )y Q)
g.. Helping people () ()Y ()
h. Just hanging around )y ¢y )

llow good of 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) {1}
Very Pretty No so No
Good Good Good Opinion
a. Showing up quickly when called ) () () ()
b. Being respectful to people like
yourself, () () () ()
¢. Paylng attention to complaints () () () )
d. Giving protection to the people
in the neighborhood () () () ()
e. Teaching people how to preveat
crime, () ) () ¢)

Here's u card {HAND RESPONDENT CARD #1)showing seven ways the
people of Denver rate their police, ¥hich one of these would
you use to rate the job being done by the police in your neigh-
borhood? .

{7} Excellent
{6} Very good
{5} Good

{4} Fair

{3} Poor

{2} Very poor
{1} Terrible
{0} Not sure
{b) Refused

e tetalateala el
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52. V¥Yhich one of the following crimes do you think the police
should spend the most time preventing? (READ LIST)

{1) Burglary ()
{2) Rape ()
(3] Assault ()
(4] Robbery ()
{5} oOther ()

Now I'd like to ask you a few questions about. things you might
be willing to do ubout c¢rime prevention.

53.  low willing would you be to attend free community workshops
in order to learn crime prevention techniques? (HEAQ LIST)

{1} Very willing ()
{2} Somewhat willing ()
{3) Somewhat unwiliing ( )
{4} Very unwilling ()

54. Auuw willing would you be to watch your neighboras home or apart-s
ment while they are auway if they would do the same for you?
(READ LIST)

(1} Very willing [
{2} Somewhat willing ()
(3} Somewhat unwilling ( )
{4) Very unwilling ()

65. Mow willing would you be to spend money on purchasing devises to
make your (house, apartment) safer from burglaries? {(READ LIST)

{1} Very willing 4
{2) Somewhat willing (
{3) Somewhat unwllling (
{4) Very unwilling (

Nt Nt Nt Nt

"

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

{1) Having deadbolt locks ()
{2} Raving bars on the windows ( )
{3} Having more police patrola ( )
{4) Navlng a burglar alarm ()

Colunns
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Within the past two years have additional street lights been
ingtalled on your block?

{1} Yes ( ) {(GCotoal
{2) No ( ) [(Go to 58}
{3} Yot sure or
don't know ()
A.  Would you say that the new street lights make you feel:
(READ LIST}
(1) Much more safe ()
{2} slightly more safe ( )
[3) No different ()
{4} slightly less safe ( )
(5) Much less safe ()
B, Since the new street lights were installed do you walk in
your neighborhood at night: {READ LIST]}
{1) More often ()
(2} About the sume ()
{3) Less often ()
C. Have the new street lights ever helped you to abserve a crime

in progress which you reported to the police?

{1) Yes {)
{2} No ( )
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Hlave you heard of Neighbors Against Crime Together or Neighbors
ACT?

(1} Yes
{2} No

( ) (Co to A)
( ) ({Go to Q59)}

Columnsg

IF PERSON IS NOT SURE TELL THEM:
prevent crime by organizing neighbors,

This 1s a program on ways to

A.

IF
on

Where did you see or hear about Neighbors ACT?
{DO NOT READ LIST)}

(1)
{2}
(3
(4)
()
(6}
(7)
{8}
{9}

T.V,

Radio
Newspaper
Movie theatre
Bug

Taxi
Biliboard
Paster
Spenker

{10} At your door
{11} Block meeting
{12} A neighbor
{13} A friend

{14} Other

llave you recelved a packet of info}mntion on crime prevention
from Neighbors ACT?

1 Yes ()
2 No )

PERSUN IS NOT SURE TELL TI{EM:
rape, asdault and burglary.

Have you or anyone else from
meeting sponsored by Neighbors ACT?
{1} Yes ()
(2} No ()
{3) Not sure ( )

.

The packet would contain Information

Did someone from Neighbors ACT come to your door to talk
about the program?

(1} Yes ()

{2} No )

{3) Not sure ( )

Have you or anyone else from your house attended a block
meeting sponsored by Nelghbors ACT?

{1} Yes ()

{2] No ()

{3} Not sure ( )

your house attended any other

Continue on Next Page
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Have you told any of your neighbors you would watch their
house?

{1} Yes ()
{2} No ()

Have you exchanged information with your neighbors such as
your name und telephone number?

{1} Yes ()

{2} No ()

Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has helped bring your
neighborhood closer together?

{1} Yes ()
{2} No ()
{3} Don't know or

not sure ()

Since you heanrd of Nelghbors ACT have you or a member of
your household done any of the following:

Yes No Hoc Refused
Sure
(n {2} (3) {0}
a. Purchased any locks ) () () ()
b, Locked your home more
regularly () () () ()
¢, Left lights on when you
are not at home ) ) )
d. Walk only in well lighted
areas at night <) () () ()
e. Be cautlous of strangers () () () ()

Have you done anything else to protect yourself from crime?

{1} Yes
Specify

]

{2} No ()

(1}
{2}
(3)
(4}

Finally, I'd like to ask'you some questions about yourself?

59, How long have you lived in this (house, apartment)?

Less than one year
Oue to 5 years

6 to 10 years

11 years or more

()
()
)
)

Sex:

Hale (
Female (

-’

avm
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64.

65.

67,

68.

69.

70.
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What is your age?

¥hat wasg the last year of regular schooling completed by the
head of your household--the main wage earner?

{7} Graduate school degree () )
(6) Graduate [4 year college) (
{5} Partial college (less than 4 years) (
{4} Nigh school graduate t
{3} Partial high school (grades 10 or 11) (
{2} Juntor high school {grades 7, 8 or 9} (
{1} Less than 7 years of school

N Nt Nt e

Have you ever served on a Jury?

{2} Yes ()
{1} No ()
{0} Not sure ( ) I
Are you willing to serve on a Jury? ﬁ
(2} Yes () "
{1} Ne ()

{0} Not sure ()
Do you know the names of your next door nelghbors?

{1) Yes, all of them ( )
{2} Yen, some of them ( )
{3} Mo () o

Do you own or rent yeur home?

{1} owm ()
{2} Rent ()

Is everyone who lives here related to you? .

[1] Yes ( ) H
{2) Ko

) o
Was the head of this househoid employed last week? '
(1} Yes, full-time ( )

{2} Yes, part-time ( ) -
{3} Ko ()

Interviewer: Check this but do not ask ethnlcity:

(1} Black

(2] white

(3) Chicano

{4) Native American
{5} Other

{0} Not sure

NN
Sl Nt Nt Nt N N

Type of dwelllng. (INTERVIEWER CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT AS8K)

(1} Single family ()
(2} buplex, two-family { ')
(3} High risge, multiple

unit ()
(&) Ocher ()
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Interview# l)ﬂ k

NEIGHBORS AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER
VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

Interviewer name; —_

Crew Chilef name:

Did any special problems ocaur in having this interview completed?

This interview has been checked for:

{1)Yes {2} No
A, Legibility Yes ( ) "No ()
B, Completeness Yes ( ) No ()
G, Accuracy Yes () No ()
D. Authenticity Yes () Ko () Remarks:

Crew Chief signature

Date:

ar
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INCIDENT REPORT SHEET

Interviewer: If the person answered Question 13, 14, 15;
18 with "Yes", f£111 out one Incident Report Sheet for

each yes answer.

When did the crime last occur?

Month Year

¥ag thia incident reported to the police?

{1} Yes ( ){Go to 4}
{2} No (){Go to 3}

16, 17, or

Can you tell me why the incident was not reported to the police?

( DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES)

{1} Did not want to take time. Did not want to be troubled.
{2} Nothing big taken, emall theft.

{3} Knew the offender.

{4) Handled the problem themselves.

{5} Didn't think they would do anything.
{6} Other

{GO TO 5)

e Yy e T ey
N et N N Mt

¥What did the police do?

{1} Took information or report. Never found item.
(2} Took Fingerprints,

{3} Recovered items.

(4} Nothing

{5} Other action taken

{GO TO 5}

Did you or the victim know the offender?
{1} Yes ()

{2} No )

.~~~ -~
Nl N N Nt

e T

—_ -
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Equal Employment Opportunity Report
Neighbors Against Crime Together

R.F. Falk Associates, Inc.
245 Columbine Street, Suite 206
Denver, Colorado 80206

Compiled by
Jamee Ann Rogers
September 15, 1975
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Equal Employment Opportunity Report
I. Introduction

R.F. Falk Assoclates, Incorporated was.selected on June 9, 1975
to perform the evaluation of the Neighborhood Crime Prevention
42.305 Record Keeping and Certification Education Program, now renamed Neighbors Against Crime Together
’ (NACT). R.F. Falk Assoclates is a newly established, Nenver
based fimm specializing in the application of socilal science

I, Jaree Ann Rogers, certify that R,F. Falk Associates, Inc., ' techniques and methodology to research, evaluation and plsiining
. efforts. The fimm was incorporated in May of 1975 and has had
subcontractor to the Neighbors Against Crime Together, an L.E.A.A.- no previous Fqual Fmployment Opportunity Program reports, plans,
camnplaints or certifications on record with either the state
Denver Anti-Crime council funded criminal justice project, has fornulated planning agency or the Colorado Civil Rights Commission. This
report 1s to document the hiring practices which were in effect
an equal employment opportunity program in accordance with 28 CFR for the temporary employees required for the first phase of the

evaluation during July and August 1975.
42.301 et. seq. Subpart E, and that it is on file at the
: R.F. Falk Associates is required to file this report according
to Title 28, Chapter I, Subpart E of Part 42 of the Code of

Division of Criminal Justice, Federal Regulations. Paragraph 42,302(d) of 28 CFR states that
Rm. 328, State Services Building : a recipient of L.E.A.A. assistance which has 50 or more employees
1525 Sherman Street ' . and wilch has received grants or subgrants of $25,000 or more
Denver, Colorado 80302 and wirich has a service population with a minority representation

: ' ’ of 3 percent or more, is required to file such a report. R.F,
Falk Associates meets all of these criteria: the amount, which

for review or audit by officials of the cognizant state planning U was $89,085.45, the service population, which is ‘the city

and county of Denver at 25 percent minority population, and the
agency or the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration as required total nunber of employees on the subcontract was fifty persons,
by relevant laws and regulations. | 2. HReport of Present Status

A study of the firm's employment opportunities was not performed.

Dr. R.F. Falk and Dr. Donald Q. Brodie were asked to submit an

evaluation proposal based on an R.F.P, from the N.A.C.T. office

) in March 1975. The proposal was written with an estimation of

o the number of ‘hours required to perfommn defined tasks, The

' identification and analysis of any problem areas inherent in the

a utilization or participation of minorities and women in all of

the recepients amployment phases was not undertaken because the

proposal specifically stated that hiring and training of minority

personnel would be accomplished. Specific steps were recamended

! in the proposal, ‘(See Appendix, page a).  Recruitment began in
mid-June through the diregtives of Dr. Susan Wismer, Evaluation
Analyst for NACT. She informed the Eastside and Westside NACT

“offices that R.F. Fnlk Associates were interested in hiring

indigenous survey-interviewers, The neighborhood offices were

! asked to compile a list of individuals who would be interested in

o tamporary full-time work, A list of 30 names was obtained from the

Eastside office by June 12, 1975 (Appendix, pages b, c,-d). The

Westside office, due to reorganization problems, did not submit

a 1list of potential employees until July 2, 1975, (Appendix, page e).
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On June 23, 1975 the job announcement was sent to the Central Order
Taking Unit at the Colorado State Brployment Division (Appendix, page 1),
During that week other offices and agencies were contacted, sane of
which regularly receive the Colorado State Bmployment Dlvisiont's
microfiche. The oiffices on the mailing list were contacted especially
because they are agencies which have a greater minority clientele. See
Appendix, page g. Additional people interested in the position who

had heard about the position formed another list of potential employees
(Appendix, page h and 1). One hundred people applied for the available
positions. The application form took the simple shape of a 3 x 5 card. .
(Appendix, Jj). Each applicant had a personal interview with the project
supervisor. During the interview a job interview form which nssessed
desirable job characteristics was filled out on each person{Appendix k).
The applicants were informed that there were two types of positions
open and the duties and salary of each one. Survey-interviewer was
line staff positiin at $2.75 per hour plus 12¢ per mile. Basic duties
were to administer the survey instrument under direction of the crew
chief, The crew chief position paid $3.50 per hour plus 12¢ 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 assigned and completed, keep time records

and be under the direction of the project supervisor. See employment
contracts or these positions in the Appendix (pages 1 and m),

The breakdown of ethnic and sexual background of all those who applied
is as follows: .

ALL APPLICANTS Am, Indian Black ¥hite Chicano
Male 62 [¢] 26 15 21
Female 38 1 15 8 16
Total 100 1 41 21 37

Due to Withdi-a\mls, those who did not appear for an interview, and people
who did not contact this office to schedule an interview after notifi-
cation, the number who actually had a job interview was much smaller.

ALL INTERVIEWEES Am. Indian Black White Chicano
Male 47 0 16 16 15
Famle 33 1 12 6 14
Total 80 1 28 22 29

There were no educational prerequisites which specified attainment
of certain grade level of regular schooling. The only educational
prerequisite which seemed to moke sense was that a person have the
ability to read the questionnaire and be able to write responses

to open-ended questions. One individual (@ native English speaken)
who was hired was discovered to be unable to read the questionnaire.
The crew chief was callad upon to tutor or coach this person
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until reading the copy was smooth and understood by the interviewer.
Applicants who had some 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 was interest and ease with which
the applicant spoke. Those individuals who did not appear to enjoy
public contact or responded to questions in non-verbal or semi-
verbal ways were not considered as highly desirable employees.

A1)l fifty applicants from the first two weeks of interviewing

were called on July 3 to be informed if they would start on Monday,
July 7. Six people were selected to start on that date to train
for the pre-test validation survey of 100 households, Ethnic and
sexual breakdown of those six is as follows:

VALIDAT'ION SURVEY INTERVIEWERS Black White - § Chicano
_Male 3 1 1 1
Femle 3 1 1 1
Total . 6 2 2 2

Of the fifty interviewed, six were hired to start immediately,
three were not qualified and eleven were told that because of
thelr part-time jobs whose hours conflicted with our projected
starting times, they would be given lesser consideration. The ,
remainder were told that they would still be considered for the
survey-interviewer position, but that they could not be definitely
informed until all interviews had been completed. The job an-
nouncement was closed July 9, 1975 and completion of interviews
was accomplished by Friday, July 18, Two days were reserved for
informing applicants of their job status. The principals of the
fimm decided that additional people should be hired to put the
project easily within the projected schiedule. Instead of twenty-
five intervewers, thirty-six were hired. This increased the
nutber of crew chiefs needed from four to six. After the first
day of interviewing one of the six validation survey-interviewers
quit. She felt that she could not do an adequate jcb because of
the door-to-door work. The five that remined were offered the
crew chief job., One additional crew chief was hired.

CREW CHIEF POSITION Black White | Chicano
Male 4 ° 1 2 1
Fennle 2 1 0 1
Total 8 2 T2 2

The staff, as of July 23, 1975 is listed in the Appendix, page n.
A chart for the employees as of that date follows:
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SURVEY-INTERVIEWER POSITION Black White Chicano
Male 20 7 6 7
Famle 16 6 2 8
Total 36 13 8 15

At 9:00 a.m. Thursday, July 24, training for thirty-six survey inter-
viewers 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-INTERVIEWERS |Black | White | Chicano
Male 32)| o 0 3(2)
Female 2| 1 0 1(0)
Total 5(3) 1 0 4(2)

Of these alternates two did not report for work, a male and femle
Chicano, During the next week crews were restructured. The trainee
position was offered to a male Chicano and femle Black, The male

did not came to work and did not contact us again so the position

was offered to a female Chicano who had been employed from July 7, 1975
and was serving as a crew chief. The trainee position was at the
$2.75 per hour level plus 12¢ per mile, Since this eliminated one
crew chief, crews were restructured. As of Monday, August 4, twenty-
six survey-interviewers were still employed. (See Appendix, page 0).
During that week four more people dropped out. Two stuted that they
Lad other comitments, one was leaving town and another cited trans-
portation problems as her reason for quitting, Twenty-two interviewers
worked until August 8, 1975 to complete the major portion of the task.
The crew chiefs and trainees continued working on another task start-
ing August 11, 1975. At that time the crew chiefs participated in one
day of data coding iraining which enabled them to transfer the infor-
mation fram the questionnaire onto keypunch forms. Since crew chiefs
were assigned duties of coding and interviewing and were no longer
required to perform any supervisory tasks they were reduced to $3.00
per hour, One of the crew chief-coders quit after two days of this
regimen.  He had obtained another part-time job which paid more per
hour and he wanted to pursue that position. On Wednesday, August 13,
three additional people, who were excellent interviewers,: were rehired
to speed up the necessary interviews which remained.

AUXILIARY INTERVIEWERS Black White Chicano
Male 0 4] [ 0
Femle 3 1 1 ) 1
Total 3 1 1 1
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The auxiliary interviewers were employed until August 22, 1875. A
summary of staff positions, salary, racial/ethnic and sexual break-
downs is presented in the following table:

TITLE and SALARY / SEX

Project Supervisor $5.25/5.88

Am.Ind. Black White

Female 1 1
. Totals 1
Secretary $3.05
Fermle 1 A
“otal ) . -
Validation Interviewer $2,75
Male 3 1 1
Female 3 R S
Totals 8 2 2
Validation Coder $2.75
Male 1 1
Totals . —_—
Validation Keypuncher $3.00
Femle 1 1
M 1
Crew Chicts $3.50
Male 4 1 2
Female 2 1 0
. ... .. Totals - 6 2 2
Survey~Interviewer $2.75
Male 20 7 6
Female 16 6 2
Totals 38 13 8

June 20-Sept. 30, 1975
. June SO;Aug. 29,1975
July 7-July 16, 1975
1 (became crew chiefs)
A
2 _ (minus 1 Femle Rhite
July 1l4-July 16, 1975
(became Auxiliary Coc
7.5 hours July 16,197
. 1 July 23-Aug. B,1975
2 (became Crew Chief-(L
2 o (added_ 1 Ele Vihitg)
7 . July 24-Aug.8,1975
8
15

(continued)

o~



TITLE and SALARY / SEX

ETHNIC BACKGROUND
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LENGIL OF IMPLOYMENT

i

Am. Ind. | Black | White { Chicano
Alternate-Interviewer $2.75
Male 2 0 0 2 July 25-Aug,.8,1975
Female A A} e | o
Totals 3 1 0 2
I'rai 2.75 Aug. 4-Aug. 29, 1975
nee ? 1 {transferred l.Crew
Fenale 2 - ——— Chief and 1 survey-
Totals 2 1 1 interviewer)
Crew Chief-Coders $3.00
Male 4 1 2 1 Aug. 11-Aug. 29,1975
Ferale By 1| o] o
Totals 5 2 2 1
Auxili Coder 2.75 Aug. 13-Aug, 29,1975
ey ¥ 1 (rehired Validaéion
Male A 2 Coder)
Totals 1 1
Auxiliary Interviewers $2.75 ' Aug. 13-Aug, 22, 1975
1 1 1 {rehired Survey-Inter-
Femle 2 - - —_ viewers)
Totals 3 1 1 1 -
All Positions NOTE:
Male 27 0 8 9 10 Persons who changed
5 9 titles or salaries
Ferale 2 L L T — not counted more than
Totals . 50 1 16 14 19 once.
Principals of Fimm Am. Ind. | Black | White| Chicmno
President -~ Falk Male 1
V.Pres. & Secy. ~ Drodie Male 1
V.Pres. & Treas. - Riebe BHale 1
Totals 3 1

The principal duties of each of these positions ere set out in outline form in the Appendix,

pages p - r.

Due to the nature of the work and the temporary length of employment,

100% turnover was expected. Fortunately this did not occur,

Retraining

of survey-interviewers would have substantially inhibited meeting pro-

Ject deadlines.

Since thirty-six interviewers were hired at the out-

set the expected attrition did not affect accomplishment of the task.
None of the employees who terminated their employment were reprimanded,
suspended with or without pay, or fired. Voluntary resignations by
sex and race/ethnic background are charted below:

Reasons for voluntary
Regignation/Sex/Title

Am, Ind.

ETHINIC BACKGROUND

Black | White | Chicamo

1.) Did not like nature of work

a) Validation Interviewer
Female

b) Survey-Interviewer
Feanale

¢) Alternate Survey-
Interviewer

Female

2.)

Other comnitments/ leaving
town

a) Crew Chief - Coder
Male

b) Survey-Interviewer
Male
Fanale

3.)

Physical injury
a) = Survey-Interviewer
Female

4.)

Transportation Problems
a) Survey-Interviewer
Fenale

6.)

Did not Appear after
hiring/no further contact

a) BSurvey-Interviewer
Male
Female

(continued)
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Reascns for voluntary BACKGROURD
Resignation/Sex/Title YAm T

Ind. | Black | White Chicano
5.) Did not Appear after
hiring/no further contact(cont, )
b) Alternate Survey-Inter-
viewer
Male 2
Female 1 ;
All Reasons for Resignation
Male 9 - 4 2
Femle . 10 - 4 1 5
TOTALS 18 - 8 3 i
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LEAA Grant
Proposal No. 8387

TASK HO. 4: HIRING AND TRAINING INTERVIEWERS
Qualifications:

' The principals of R. F. Falk & Assoclates bhave all had experience
in the hiring and training of minority personnel, Drs. Brodie
and Falk have had experience in OFO and the New Careers prograus,
In addition, Dr., Falk is the author of a chapter on interviewing
techniques in a forthcoming methodology textbook. Mr. Riebe
directed a Job Corps Center for 3-1/2 years ewmploying a mixed
staff accommodating 2004 corpsmen.

Problems:

i The major problems anticipated in the hiring and training task

are the identification of target area residents who will be willing
to serve as interviewers; and the problem of sustaining the interest
of those hired and trained,

Recommendations:

i He vrecommend that the staff of the Fastside and Hestside Action
' Centers be active in didentifying potential intervliewers. In

: addition, local community leaders should make recommendations.
i Finally, local employment services snd offices should be

K contucled.

Secondly, we recommend that a ltew Careers concept be built into

the research. Specifically, we propose and have budgeted for,

the extensive training of two area residents in social research
technliques, The two individuals ldentified will be involved in v
all stages of the research process for this project. They

will be remunerated for hoth training and participation time,

on an lourly basis.

The individvals selected to participate as researcher tralnees
will work directly with the principals and staff of R. F, Falk
& Ansociates,  In addition, those who complete the training
program will be giyen documents verifylug thelr research skillse.
R, ¥, Falk & Assoclates will serve as o professional reference
for those individuals so desiring. This concept follows that
developed in the New Careers Program and preovides a viable
occupational opportunity. Many firms currgntly exist who need

' qualifled intervicwers and research assistance. Additionally,
govarnment agencies such as the U.8. Census Burcoau {requently
vequire such personnel. The experience of the principals in
the New Careers Program, Job Corps, and 0.E.D. make them
eminently qualified and committed to this concept.

~-f- ) B
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R. F. Falk Assoclates, inc.
245 Columbine Suite 208

Denver, Colorado 80206 )
(303) 320-5841 i

R. F. Falk Assoclates, Inc.
245 Columbine Suite 208

Denver, Colorado 80208
(303) 320-5841

R. Frank Falk, Ph.D.

Donald Q. Brodie, Ph.D. R. Frank Falk, Bh.O,

Donald Q. Brodis, Ph.D,
Charles F. Riebe, P.E.

Employment Understanding (Crew Chief)

I, , understand and agree that I am being
employed by R. ¥. Falk Associates, Inc. on a temporary bagis, effective
July 23, 1975 to be paid for my services at an hourly rate of $3.50.

I further understand and agree that I am employed to supervise
interviewers at locations to be specified and to perform other duties
as assigned.

1 further understand and agree that I now have an automobile
for my use and that I shall use that automobile for tranmsportation
to perform dutles as assigned.

.1 further understand and certify that I have adequate automobile
1iability insurance in case of an accident while on official business.

I further understand and agree that approved mileage for business
will be paid at 12¢ per mile.

I further understand and agree that the methoda of operﬁtion,
all questionnaires and the information obtained thereon are the
" property of R, F. Palk Associates, Inc. and are not to be revealed
or used by ne. ’

(Signature)

Approved for employment by R. F. Falk Asaociates, Inc.

By: Donald Q. Brodie, Ph.D.
Vice President

Charles F. Risbe, P.E. ' ’ l

Employment Understanding (Interviewer)

I, , understand and agree that I am being
employed by R. F. Falk Assoicates, Inc. on a temporary basis, effective
July 7, 1975, to be paid for my services at an hourly rate of §$2.75,

I further understand and agree that I am employed to conduct per-
gonal interviews at locations to be specified and toc perform other duties
as assigned.

1 further understand and agree that I now have an automobile for
wy use and that I shall use that automobile for transportation to per-
Form duties as assigned.

I further understand and certify that I have adequate automobile
1iability insurance in case of an accident while on official business.

I further understand and agree that approved mileage for business
will be paid at 12¢ per mile.

I further understand and agree that I will be required to check
in and check out with a supervisor at the beginning and end of each
work periocd at a location or locations to be designated by a super-
visor.

1 further understand and agree that the methods of operation, all
questionnaires and the information obtained thereon are the property
of R, F, Falk Associates, Inc. and are not to be revealed or used by
we.

(Signature)

‘Approved for employwent by R. ¥. Falk Associates, Inc.

By: Donald Q. Brodie, Ph.D.
Vice President

At
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T-tests on Panel Study Variables.

The first variable number which appears is the pre-test wvariable
number.

Readers are referred to Technical Appendix No. 5 for the
pre-~test codebook which gives exact question wording.






hyvarp . STANDARP T DEQREES OF 2«TAIL
0F CASES MEAN T DEVIATION VALUE FREEDON ™ PROBS

VARUOS POVERTY

MERIABLE

11438 0,373 :
91 0,42 90
121068 04392

04672

TTVaRZ0T
L e e L T e P P L e P P PRI PP N R P LI LY L L L L Y L L

VARUQS INFLATION

1.0749 0288 .
91 0430 90

04765
120859 0:250 .

L L e ey N e T R Y Y Y P L PR P P T L

VARUOZ _ CRIHE

1V19097 " TTos32a”
91 0424 $0
1.1099

0+810

VAR203 )
L L Y e L L Ll T L T T RS o P e T L Y Y ]

_._¥ARUDR _ RACE RELATIONS e e e e e —_

142967 TT044567
91 “1,68 90
J1e6066

04096

varzoa
LR R P L Y L L L P L L PRI Y I A T L L T R Y PP N L AL T LY N ]

. VARUQY yNEMPLOYMENT .

1.i7s8a 70,
s1 “1.85 90

04088
Lv2857 '

TTvaRd0S

LA T R T T L L L P L P L PP T R YRR Y R A Y LY L ]

___VARU3I3  HOW OFTEN DO_YOU WALK IN_THE. NEXGHBORIOOD- : ?
3.3’3&% F.u%‘cy RI00D- WHEN - DARK?

91 115 g0
144592

0255

TUVARZ2%

L L L L L e N Y e L L R L LA L L L

—-YARU3S  GUN USED. FOR PROTECTION. -
103133 00467

B3 0.23 L}]
1.301? 04462

0820

TTVARZIT

L R e N i L L L L T L e P Y e T T Y T L PP Y LY Y]
"

70

P

NUBEER . STANDARD.._ T DEGREES OF 2-TAIL
OF CASES MEAN  DFVIATION | VALUE FREEOCH  PROB.
VARUAO ___ INSURANCE AGAINST THEFT. e -
146824 Ty .
85 0460, LY 05532
Lo6a7t 04401 . S
VARZ232 ™,
DL L T L L Y Y e R ey e e L L T T L D LD L L DLl Dbt kg
... YARO41 __ MARK YOUR PERSONAL PROPERTY._. ———
: 1,4157 0,496
a9 0,87 ae 0387
144719 04502 ...

'_VARIABLE

VAR233

LT ey e P L L R T Y DAY LS L I A DY L A Ll LA L L L L

VARU42 POLICE I.D. PROGRAM UNDERWAY ___ __ ..

17273 Geh40
55 8,09 54
149636 0siBo__

0s000

VARZ34 s

ey My Y P P TS L P LS A N L L D L LD L L At L LD L L DL L

VARU4] RECEIVED INFORMATION ABONT BURGLARY PROTECTION

1.4337 Ded09
83 2484 a2 0,008

1:6346 QW4R3_ —e e

VARZ35 .

VARULS KNOW A_POLICEMAN o

145484 04509
4

=1:23 89 0:22)

20
1e6111 0.

VARZ3E ‘
Yy yupnpipprny yepepapeperer T L R R T R L L LR L T DL L LY L L LD L e Ll bl bt
" VARUAT __ BREAK INTQ YOUR HOUSE.AND._TAKE. SOMETHING ———

1415348 04363
91 2,38 90 0019
1.0549 06229

VAR239

—_ VARGA9 __ STOLEN FROM OUTSIDE YGUR.HOUSE

1.2857 0.452
31 ' 1092 f0
lalzs8 04381

00523

17X

VAR241 4

ey pepmppapar s T YT R T PR TSR P ETR LT E L L L L L LG L L L L Ll L D DL Ll bl g



72

. TRRTAULE  KywPFe STANDAPD T ___DEGREES OF 2e7AIL

OF CASLS —  “tan ~ ‘prviaTioN " VALUE ™ FREEOGH  pROB, —

-nw -
- .u.--n.--------.---—-‘---------1--—-----Iﬂ--'---

e JYARUSY  POCKET PICKED OR PURSE SNATCHED
150140 osgos " T -

91 =14135 90 04181

o I 1:0830
vin2ai v 42UGR0 0s206 - —_ JE—

.-...-..----~-ﬁ--.‘-.------."—.-'-...---'-.--------.--.--------I“.-
____VAROS3 __ ANYTHING STOLEN USING PORCE

’ 140220 Oaday

91 0+58 90 04567

e 300110 04108

[

T Vapzas

-.--.-..---h---..----.-------‘-.-1'---.-------------.--.---.-ﬁ-.....
. VARUSS___ ATTACKED OR ASSAULTED
1.0220 dviay

91 058 90 0e567

-l 01058

- VARZAT 7T T
------..-..----.--Duh--.--------------l-l---h.--.--.."-llu-‘-U.-.‘l--
— VARUST _ AuTO STOLEN .
16190 0,105
91 =1e75 90 04083
e be0AR0  0420¢
VAR245 u
---_..-..--.-------..-s------—-.--4-------u-----.-u--------.----.--h
. YARUB3 _ CRIME IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM
2.8901 1.120
91 8496 90 04000

. o 147363 0.7192
vﬂﬂzﬁg e e ey ¢ R Ce e e i e e e o et e e e o

-
O o o 1 7 0 0 0 e oy 1 e e e e e e 00 ) e e 00 e O VY o e e oy e e ke e

_...YARUBA  HOST POLICEMEN ARE HONEST..
2,3426

T0.980 T -
91 0.13 $0 048558

s 243807 0.81%
VARZ7O T

-
L L T R I N TP oy b L L R L L L L L LT TN YL L Y P ey

—- YARUBS _ FpEL SAPE _WALKING IN.NEIGHDORHOOD
2.9889 1.407

90 =117 1] 175
3.2000 Le163 0,

VARZT1

-.--.----~-------‘------.--.------u--c--.-—.----.--nanbﬂb-ubhbtunblﬂ-
YARUBE HIGHER-UPS IN_THE mLanzzr.A.Ann.JmuvﬁT

2,6154 1853

9i 0.94 ya 0:590

245495 G.ba7
vaazz2 t

_VARIAULE NUMEBS |

STANDARD Y DEGREES_OF 2-TAIL

OF cASLS MEAN DEVIATINM TVALUE FREEDOHM PROB,

VARUB? __Concerned about_ house broken into

344945 14l5p
21 6:91 90 0000
212637 Le052

VARZ73

_—-YARQ8A __Crime. has.deﬁ;ensed,inutﬁ? last-year
8222 o8

90 =149 89 04060

3:.U556 04798

VAR274

_ __VARURY? _Little to _do. tQB prgvent getting attacked e
13 1.09%

91 “5448 80 0000

—— 308022 $1a1DA_ .

VAR27S
—__VARU90 Crime-prevention handled only by police . ... . . .. ... .
3.5714 0,921
91 ~1455 90 Ds128
_Aa8022 LeORA . .

- VARU9Y Less crime 1f neilghbaors_watch out .
3,0270 04807

VARZ76

R T L L L L L R T A ey L T T T T P Y e T T
¢

91 4470 90 04000
Lgé}aik_~ 040138 -

———YARU92 _Nothing ta protect home_from burglary-.
3.5000 1o0R2

VAR2T7

P L L L L L oo N A LI LTI

90 118 89 0e24t’
3.7000 140p¢

VARZTS

[ P T T L L T L L L oy e TOF L TR T PP PP PR ENT E T Srw TY

VARU93 Willing to witness_in court or crime

2.0778 0,678 |
90 “0.65 89 04521
241556 01b0¢

VARZ7®

VARU94 Courts do s good job in reducing crime

33077 o8t 77
91 =2.26 90 04026
36044 1144 U

VAR280

LT Ty L e e L YT L P L A PR L R LR P LT P L L P LR AL L DL Ly ]



4

__VARIMGLE  NHUMRFK _ o T
DF CASLS ML AN PEVIATION VALUE FREEDON PROB,

L N T L L L L R e L T L L AP L P L P Y YL L P L S L L]

._..VanUges _ Prisons do 1little good stopping crime

STAHDARD T __DEGREES OF 2-TAIL

2.40¢8 0.972
21 1e19 90 0+238

e 288805 14057 -

TVamzglt T T

L R R R R e e el e L L L T L L AR e T T T Y L PR Y P Y Ry

__._.VARU9s _ Neighbors stick together for less crime

2.8901 0s9460
91 fet7 90 0:241
247473 __ . 04995

wrm"lﬂﬂﬂt’,?“ o

L N e T E e el Lo L L T Y PR P PP T LY R L TR T XY

. YARU97___Police should patrol more often_

2.60483 16092
91 0.37 f0 0715

e et . %3895 lel2B
VARZ283

.VaRU98  Fecl safer if police patrol on' foot

3.1009 1108 o
91 “0s08 $0 04934
. . Lo ety
YARZEA

L e L L L L e T L Y P P S AL L L e L L)

e YARO99 | Think my home is safe from thieves . .

KPELIT 14069
93 =3.68 90 06000
_3e901t 0ey20

Vap2gs T "

LR R T Y L Y R R P Y I DY R L L L L

_ ...MAW100 _ When family at home, keep doors locked
341829 0s8P0

91 1,72 90 04090

3.2967 04675

YARZBE -
R R o e o e e T Ll T LT L Ty penpaspapnsy gy LTI I Y L X Y 3

.. yarlol Becurity steps at night lock windows

qs.

—VARYAULE __ NU¥BFR_ .. ... . STANDAPD . T . _DEGREES_QF 2+-TAIL___

OF CASES MEAN NEVIATIOM VALUE FREEOQH PROD

P e T L L P R T T LY L L T P T T Y e Y T

vagloz _ Turn on alarm system at night

13333 04492
12 0,56 1 04586
1.2500 Q452

VARZ88

0 G Y B o 0 0 TN i e g TR e e 0 G e O e e 9 g b S R g W R O o e O U3 D ST e R

VARLI03 __Cutside lights on at night_

1.2947 04459

91 =040t 90 0ed1T
1e3a07 0,477 _

VAR289

VApioa__ Inside lights on at night _ .

145055 04303
91 0els 90 0.870
149943 0s303

VARZ9D

VAR105 _Drapes closed at night

iv8132 0,397
91 1.30 90 Q4195
1.7363 048283

VAR291

FET T TY Dyapeegupy awpapepparey Ty Y L L L L T T L L L Y T Y P e s

VARLIOS Security steps when out lock windows

17667 04425
90 1042 49 04158
146778 DeRTO . .

VARZ92

[P e L L LT PP L P T PR T T LT T T T Y P e )

VAK10? Tell & neighbor you're going out

148407 04501
a9 “0e¢30 8a 0sT65
1.4831 04503

1.6111 Os400
90 0497 89 0033}
1:5544 04501

VARZ293

Py L T L R LE LT LTV L BT TR IRy T YOppaey e

-yAR108 Turn on alarm system when going out

TTTTUARZET

Lt P L L L AL L P L LY L TR Y P P LY PR Y L L AR DL e e Ll

143846 0.50¢

13 1400 12 04337
1422308 Oshlo o

VARZ94 "

P Y ey e N Y TP Y L PR L LY LT Y LR L L TR Y L F Y T PR T

el









'78

VARIAYLE  NUKRFR . STANDARP _ T DEGREES OF 2=TAJL
OF casts ®EANTUPEVIATIONT  VALUET T FREEDON  PROBY

_VARIAMLE __ NUMBF STANDAPD __ T DEOREES OF 2=TAIL____

OF CASES MEAN  DPFVIATIONM VALUE FREEOQGH ~ PROBs

D R T e e L e Y Y L LT T T LT PN P TP T T PP Yy

_ VARL13 .gursiggﬁlights ﬁf for vacation . o
45

Qoli7R
84 000 83 1.000
1,3852 04478

. ¥YARLQ9  outside lights on when”goinﬁ,out ........ -
1.5838 04501t
90 075 89 04453
e 145000 04503
VARZ95

L L TN A e L L L Y P L P L P PR L LIS L LD L LS L L L Y

VAR110  Inside lights on when gping out_

VARZ9¢

__YAR111 _Drapes closed when going out . __

147528 04434
9 =1,09 1] 0«78
148090 04395 .

VAR4O!

CL T P T P P T T Y TR P PP P T TR Y TR TY T T TN PP Y T T TP err S

VARLI1S Ingide lieghts on_for _vacation.

1,6000 04493
85 0652 LY} 0v604a

1:2647 De490

L T LY 1Y ey i A oy L L LT LT

1.7665 0e412
85 2476 88 04007

e Ya 80867 0sa9f

VaAR29?

i
L T S A T L R N P N T Y T T L L L L)

_VARLI2 Set automatic light timer when going out.
fe4138 0.501

29 14280 28 De212
122759 Qe4ss

VARZ9S - L 3efl5Y Qe ARE ‘

CE I L R L L P R L e P L P R LY P Y L P LY e

_¥ARL13 _ Security steps for vacation neighbors

19070 04292 :
LT 050 85 04620
156837 04322

VaR299

L R e L L L L o Py e N T L LT L T Y Y A P T P Y Y T 1)

VARJO2

L o e T L P T Y TP P L L T LY P R Y L P T P LR Y DL Y Y8 ¥y

___JAElll____Drnpes_lesed ior vacation .

143810 ENTY )
a4 0+50 [k ] 0s372

143218 04470

VARIOI

L T L L T L T T Y R Y P T P PR T Y TR T T PP e

VAR1I S8 S8et _sutomatic light _timer for vacation . .. . __ . ...
146923 04471
26 4,05 2% 04000
1.2308 0s830 . I

TTTVARIOA

L L L L L L L L L P Y T T PN Y TR Y P TR N Y e Yo Y TR PUpRsy Ty

VAR!1_«____I§ll.§£rang?r5§ggdphoneoofaxour absence N
[] ‘ []

85 “8.69 83 04000
15357 0:502

VARIOS

L T e N L S LR R T T L P L L TR PRI T T L T Y TP Y 1 P P Pasesr Y TS

VAR11A  Turn on slarm system for vacatica
Toa1g? 04515

12 0400 i1 1,000

laf!?? 0:515

UARIZ0_Bten nexmEARRES
. 4 N

83 “ta29 62 0077
147952 DRI

VARIoOCT T T

Ll P L L P L L L L Y P P L Y LY A R L L P T P L R L L Y]

VAR3I06 -

EE L Ll L L L o L L L o e e P

VAR121 Stop delivefig§i7 STATE
4 []

15 *“3.04 7% 04003
1.8667 04382

VARIOT R

;l
i



17&

—-NARIAMLE ___NUWRER. _ _ STANDAPR. T DEAREES_QF_2+TAIL
OF CASLs MEAN DEVIATINM VALUE FREEDOM PROB,

WS U g 0y 8042 2 00 6 e P e e s S R S gy T o B i e e Y Rl U AR g A s T OF OB e e 08 P ) O M

¥aRi22 Have lawn mowe

1t7é29 Os432

85 “0,54 84 0e593
1.7882 0«41t 1

VARIO0B
-...--.-.-----—---_u----l-""-n-——--------N-"'l--.--."-.--------.---.U--
vARi23_ __ Stop mail or have it collected.

147294 'Y Y
85 “2429 84 04015
_hetR24_ 0,328

VARI0Y
000 0 e e T e 80 T e 9 e R O e S s i P ) s o R e o e e 0 O e Y

YARL24 Other

164613 04477 :
62 575 L} 04000
e 1:2097 0s410
LELERY] '
bl BN B L L L Y L Y R LA TR T TR YN T Y Y T AL LA L P LI T L I Y Y Y.L T )

¥AR125 _ Security in home dead bolt locks

143218 04470
a7 =240 8¢ 04089
JE Y W L. 7. .1 . 3 0:503 .. '
VARSLL

L e L R L L R Ty L L L L L T L L LT Yy

yArl26 _ Through-frame pins.

felaga 04399
72 3418 T 04002
140278 Delbs

VAR31?

VAR127 Rods in sliding doors

1.0938 Qe202
[ (XY 1] 63 04659
1sU781 04270

TTTvARNLY
Ll R R R L N AN R L P R PR g Y e L L L LY LY T LT Y ¥ YTy yyopye

VAR128 Bars on windows

1.0690 025K

ar ~1:62 LT -Qali09
1.1379 0¢387

VARI{&

bl A L LA L L DLt T LY PR L LT LR L P TR LY S L RP AR TP L PO ey ey vpigngpupupy

79

VARIABLF NUMEE f STANDARD 1 DEGREES OF 2+TAIL -

oF CASLS HEAN  DFVIATION © TVALUE  FREEDOM  PROB.

L o P L T P L Y T R P L T P T Y Y Y PT L L LI L L A L

VARL129 Operation XI.D, sticker displayed

1e2727 Gennep
68 =216 er- 04033
1¢30977 0497

VARILS

L T R T N N N N Y L L YL L P LT LY )

VAR130 _ Beware of dog sign

1eUg76 04299
a2 0457 L} 0367
141220 0.379 :

VAR316

LY E R N L P YN Y L L P T Y L TR Parepepeanyapvy o ey T T XY Y Y T L L Y )

VAR1314 Burglar slarm sign

1407235 04263
68 0.38 87 0e708

1.05888 0237 e

VARILY

L T N N N I P L LYY T LY P PP YY)

VARLI]Z2 Night latches — e+ e
; 125287 83502
ar “0.54 as 0+593
145632 Q4400

VAR}33 Other crime prevention devices

141795 0s.3pP¢%
TR 0450 17 01620

141538 0:363

VAR3LY

L L R R e T L T T e Y Y Y L P P Y P DL L D L L 2

VAR135 Cut_back activities due to crime
144545 04710

88 0.40 ar 0688
144205 0.502

VARI20

LR PP LIS T L Y Y T P PR L L L PR P L P I LR L P T YL L L LY L L L L Lt Lt l



-,YAE!!§~£«-.HQPEFkH‘___W,-m«w__uaréuﬂﬂfr~_ T DEGREES OF 2-TAlL
GF crres YEAN COPEVIATION T LU " FREEGGM ~ pROB,

u___,yAELag.~._02%9219wghgnged_qesaziziegmgugﬂto‘crime

1.9001 0.737 -
Q.49 .} 01625

ae

e 108836 0461

-~--o---.-..--.---..-.-----.---.--..-------___..,...,...------------

VAR140 Operation I.D. . S
192579 0837 —
91 2449 90 04008
— e beope 0300

T Y EPT
——-.YARLA? = Emergency phone number
lelapo 0,307

L L L E T Y TR Y Y i

90
i 100333

2418 89 04033

-'-n----.------——-...—~-u---~--.-------..-.--.-_-...----‘-.._--..._.

— - VAR12A __ How often watch neighbors home
2.U0Q0 fa0RY

0s50 87 04617
SN 'S 2 ¥ *

‘%\}AR 42'9‘ _ TR T R —

—— . YAR145 Salaries of police _ e
241087 0sb40 T
a6

0s00 L1 14000
SeSpsu— LR YT S PY -1

TTVARIIGT : I

bl LA L LET LY YT LT Yy Teympaauery

--..-.-...-..-..--...--....-....-.--.--....--..--..-—-._,,_...........-‘-.-------

__n‘uyagLag_y‘ﬂ_Epligghgst1!4tigﬁmgetchiggvgzimlggls

147188 [T LX]
84 18025 “1.18 63 01242
e 300123 Q4303
VAR3IZ] =12 Qed
——--.—_—---no---n--uuu-------u-—---—---—---m.-..‘--o-.-c--d---.----.
_YAnlay Entforcing laws

1.8312 0,377
77 “1.42 Te. 04159

1¢9091 04280
TTTTVASITY 120

--------.—-------.--—---------.-----e------%.‘---....-.-‘....-nouilﬁ

180

£ STANDARD . T . DEGREES OF 2-TAIL
VARIABLE Dyuzgsgs HEAN T REVIATION VALUE FREEDOK  PROB,

- -
o L L L o R T I e N T L T T Tyt
D e e

S ing_crimes hefore occurrerce . ——
——VAR1AA tapn f.40238 04485
) ~0s54 51 0+595
1:04615 Q4503

VAR3IZ mma e MmmERESmSmeenn. Saeeesmmeseam—,E—.——————
T anla Giving tratfic tickets :
—\vaglag.__ Glvipe t 1.8745 04334
81 ~1452 80 0+13)
1:9381 Ne282

VAR3I34

EE TR L L T L L L LR TR T A L R Ry ey Ny eyt
LLE T YL P LY T L

y Bothering_people I
ABL30 . Botheri 1.2800 04aRp

5 0,96 14 04339
1,2133 0e412

VARIIS

- - L L LT L DL LY Y LD L L T T e R iy
R g e e O e e G

151 Pre d_for emexgency. . ._ ... . ‘
VARLS pare; WY YT
61 “0.69 60 04498
1:8525 04352

VAR336

PR L o R L T L Y L T
CL T Y L LY )

_,_JABLSanmﬂwuelping.pqu%§75 04371

80 =1s39 19 0el67
1.9000 0302 .

VAR3IIT

L L T Y T T yrpuppipn
N L L L LY YT T-IY Y P AT PNy
LY TR XY LD L PN L TR

153 nging. around e e
—_VAR153  Just hang F%i:ga 5TaT0

72 1408 4} 04300
142500 0441¢

VAkaaa ARG NA RN NNt EANEYA aleP N TN NSt N SRR NS
--.--l-h Police tasks showing up quickly _
VARZS 3.1205 [ 13 ]
o 83 “0.48 82 04496

3.1807 0.62p

Py

VARIIY

- L e T T T Y L LY T L AT L o T gy
LLL T YL LY L LY

A



182

_VARIAWLE  RywpFm STANDAPP T
— OF eASES TPLANT T TEVIATION T vALUETT
~..YARY35 _ Being respectful to people
3.2149 Q.28 0 T
83 =0432 82 QsTa8
e 302000 Q4 b5E

__DEGREES OF 2-TAIL
TFREEDGH T TBROG. —

habednd b Ll LY T LT Y 1 T Y Y- gy

TVERIAGTTT
o YARLSE  Paying ﬁttention to complaintg

00 f00™ Du387 -

=0 & 7
S - 12 & ¥ & S BebRg oha 9 0.658
VARIat —— A ~
~—YARIST _ Protection to neighborhood Temesses

0a 310119 04557 : -

S YY1 8
— 341528 0.5480 3 0098
VARIN? e 2220 Da280

LD L L LT T T T T T Ty o vpuppyn

"--"-""-"”"""~-'---~---*-----.-u-.-a-------‘-u-u-un--m

~__VARIS®  Teaching crime prevention
56 216?12 Qe674
» 0e1d7 65 0.7"

I . 245758 0
VAR3IAA 2212 o103

LY .
ana -a--.u-.-p-c-u—---------.-.-..--.----n.---a---.;n----n--b-u--.

S i ot e+ emmain .

VARIABLE __ NUMRFR

183

. [ e, STANDARD T _ DEGREES OF 2-TAfL
0F CASES MEtal  DEVIATION  NALUE FREEDOM  PROBS

.n...u.-------.--_.,-..—--<.-----.-n-nn.---..n-.-u-..----.-m.-.n--n

VARLSY Rating of neighborhood police

5.0706 0.:897
A5 1410 8a 0s251
5:223% 0:99% __

VARI&Y

L T R e Y L R L L L T T L e Y S e LY P Y L L

VARIGL. Willing to attend workshops _

20308 T 0,808
A9 0,88 #a 04380
20829 Qs737__

yARle2  Willing to watch neighbors home

VARIZE -

Ll LT L L L L L LT et s P T PR P Y A L RT R IEr oy Y Py I T e Y T )

l.1573 0439¢
a9 L3 YY1} 88 04008
124270 Q587 .

VAR3I?

L L T T Ty T L O R R T N T L LTIy Y Y

VAR1E3 Willing to buy prevention devices __ .~
2.0000 0987
88 “2451 87 04014
293048 0aBYS

VAR3aA

0 PR e 00 e e T 00 S e O O S e 0 e 20T R S A e A A AL ) O A TS W G O8O W

VARLET Length of residence . R
2.7016 1,133
AY 149 L1 0s1a%
2:8949 04205 e

VAR3IB2

VARL96 Age ;

KRR AT 0,983
84 “{el?7 83 0:+080
3.9048 Q.688

VAR3EE

L P R T L L L L e T e LY PP P Y Y LT T L Y Y Y )

VARlsS Last year of schaoling
. 3.9070 “ 1e560
aé =0.89 as 0e378
4.0349 16409

VAR3al

G N L L L LY P Y L D P P e P LT L AL DL P T Y )
"



84

- NARISBLE _ NuMRFR . STANDARD_ . _ T___ NEGREES OF 2-TAIL
0F CASES utay  PEVIATION VALUE FREEDOM  PROB¢

bbb L b L Rl e bl LD R Rl b bl et L R L AL DL L L L LT T YL P Y P ey
VARLTC. Served on a_Jjury e aiomm
a7 ~1.8% 8s 04068

- 13674 04885 .
Vinige —

vARLTY Willing to serve on a jury

1.6974 04567

76 0493 15 09257
e obeT632 ___0e42p_

VAR3ET
0w 6y e e T s T e 0 e T e S g e e e O a0 S G P S 4 Y 0 e o e e
vARle2 Know_neighbor's names
146322 Gs6R4

a7 =0.26 8¢
1.6552 04544 0 0:738
VARlas f

Lt L e L L P S L L AL L L LT L LT DY DY L Y Y Yoy

a



TECHNICAL APPENDIX #5

Codebooks for Pre-Test, Panel and Post-Test Questionnaires.






FINAL CODEBOOK IOR NEIGHBORS AGAINST

CRIME TOGETHER -~ - PRE-TEST SURVEY
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CODES
COLUMN (S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/1-4 INTERVIEW # Qool-
1g00
1/5~-8 CENSUS TRACT # 0001~
2999
.
1/9-11 BLOCK #% Q01—
999
1/12~13 INTERVIEWER 0l-99 See Below
0l=Alva, Paul 21l=Hughes, Edwazrd
02=Baca, Michael L. 22=Hughes, Johnny E.
03=Beers, James A. 23=Jones, Annie M.
04=Bermudez, Jose 24=McClelland, Mark L.
05=Blacknall, Vanessa A. 25=Medina, Robert E.
06=Brown, John R. 26=Medina, Ruben V.
07=Caplan, Dee L. 27=Metz, Marsha K.
08=Cardenas, Betty A. 28=¥iven, Allen D.
09=Denerstein, Alexander 29=0lguin, Marianne
10=Dorsey, William P. 30=01lguin, Phyllis E,.
ll=Dyson, Yvette 31l=Patton, Brenda J.
12=Franklin, Hal L.R. 32=Perez, Linda J.
13=Gallegos, Nancy 33=Raabe, Thomas P.
l14=Garcia, Christopher 34=R=ed, Dennis E.
15=Garcia, Gerald P. 35=Rendon, Rose Lee
l6=Hendergon, Gail E. 36=Romero, Helen L.
l7=Herrerra, M. Helen 37=Sandoval, John D.
l8=Honeycutt, P. Renee 38=Spillman, Kelvin R.
19=Horton, Robert C. 99=0ther
20=Howard, Steffi R.
_l—
-86
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE __ CODE DESCRIPTION
1/14 Are you the head of the household? 1-2 l=Yes
2=Spouse
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.
1/15 Poverty 1~2 1=Yes
2=No
1/16 Inflation 1-2 l=Yes
2=No
1/17 Crime 1-2 1=Yes
2=NG
1/18 Race Realations 1~-2 1=Yes
2=No
1/19 Unemployment 1~-2 1=Yes
2=No
1/20 0f those problems you have paid 1~-5 l=Poverty
attention to, which one ccncerns 2=Inflation
s you the most? 3=Crime
4=Race Relations
S=Unemployment

{enter iLtem number)



VAROLL

VARO12
VAROL3
VAROL4
VARO1S
VARO16

VAROLl7

VARO1S

VARQLS

VAR020

VAR021

VARO22
VAROZB
VARG24
VAR025
VAR0O26

VAR027

a7

CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
How did you happen to select this
particular neighborhood to live in?
{Mark all that apply. Do not read
list.)
1/21 Neighborhood characteristics~-type b~1 b=no
of neighbors, environment, streets, 1=ves
parks, etc. N
1/22 Good schools b=l b=ne
l=yes
1/23 safe from crime bel b=no ’
: l=yes
1/24 only place housing could be found, b-1 b=no
lack of choice l=yes
1/25 Price was right h~1 b=na
l=yes
1/26 Location--close to job, family, b-1 b=no
friends, schools, shopping, etc. 1=yes
1/27 House (apartment) or property b-1 =10
characteristics~~size, quality, l=yes
vard space, etc.
1/28 Always lived in this neighborhood b-1 b=no
l=yes
1/29 Other--~specify: b-1 b=no
l=yes
1/30 Tctal number of items mentioned 1-~9
. 3
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1731 {If more than one reason) Which 1-8 l=Neighborhood characteristics—--
reason would you say was the most type of neighbors, environment,
important? streets, parks, etc.
2=Good schools
3=Safe from crime
. 4=0nly place housing could be found,
lack of choice
5=Price was right
g=Location--close to job, family,
friends, schools, shopping, etc.
7=House (apartment) Or property
characteristics—-~size, guality,
N yard space, etc,
8=always lived in this neighborhocod
g=0ther~-specify:
Is there anything you don’t like
about your neighborhood? (Do not
read list.)
1/32 No, skip to 4 b=1 b=blank
1=no
1/33 Traffic, parking b-1 b=blank
l=yes
1/34 Environmental problems~—trash, b1 b=blank
. noise, overcrowding, etc. 1=yes
1/35 Crime or fear «f crime h-1 b=blank
l=yes
1/386 Public transportation problem b-1 b=blank
l=yes
1/37 Inadequate schools, shopping bl bsblank
facilities, etc. 1=yes



CODES

COL(S) DESCRIBTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
VAR028 1/38 Bad element moving in b-1 b=blank
l=yes
VAR029 1/39 Problems with nelighbors, charac~ b-1 b=blank
teristics of neighbors layag
VARO30 1/40 Other-—-specify: h=1 b=hlank
layes
VAR03) 1/41 Total number of problems mentioned 0~9
VARD3IZ 1/42 {If more than one answer) Which 2-9 2=Traffic, parking
problem would you say is the most 3=Environmental problems--trash,
serious? noise, overcrowding, etc.
4=Crime oxr fear of crime
S5=Public transportation problem
§=Inadequate schools, shopping
facilities, etc.
7=Bad element moving in
g8=Problems with neighbors, charac~
teristies of neighbors
. 9=Qther-~specify:
VAR033 1/43 How often do you actually walk in 0-5 1=Every night
your neighborhocd when it's dark—- 2=Few times/week
either alone or with someone else? 3=Few times/month
(READ LIST) 4=Less often
S=Never
0=Not sure
VAR034 1/44 Is there any part of the Denver 0~-2 1=No
area outside of your neighborhood 2=Yes
where you personally would not feel O=not sure
safe?
—5_
-89,
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTICN
VARO35 1/45 Total number of areas mentioned 0-4
VARI3G 1/46 Area mentioned or circled 1-9 1=Noxth Denver
2=East Denver, City Park, 32nd &
Curtis
3=West Denver
4=South Denver
S=park Hill
6=Capitol Hill
7=Five Points
8=powntown
9=0ther
VARD3T 1/47 How often do you go thers--just 1-5 1=Every day
about. every day, or a few times a 2=Few times/week
week, or a few times a month, less 3=Few tines/month
often than that, or never? (If 4=Lass ollten
moye than one area named, ask S=Never
which one they go to most. Circle
this area above and ask ahout it.
(READ LIST.)
VARO38 ' 1/48 Do you have a watch dog, even though 1-3 3=Yes, dog is a watch dog
it is also a househcld pet? 2=Dog is pet only
l=No dog
VARO39 1/49 Do you have a gun in your house that 0-2 =Yes
’is used for the protection of the 1=No
household? 0=Not sure
b=Refused
VAR040 1/50 Do you carry any insurance that 0~2 2=Yes
covers any of your personal property 1=No

against loss from theft or vandalism?

O0=Not sure



VARC4L

VARQ42

VAROA3

VARI44

YARJA4AS

VAR046

VARQ47

VARJ4D

VARD49

VAROS0

VAROS1

VAROS2
VAROS53

VAR054

VAROSS

VARDSE

VAROS7

VAR0S8

Sl

CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RL.NGE CODE DESCTRIPTION
1/51 Some people use engraving pencils to 0-2 2=Yes
mark their personal property for pur- 1=No
poses of security and identification. 0=Not sure
Do you do anything to identify or b=Refused
mark your . persondl property--for
example, your TV or stereo?
1/52 Do the.police-—or any other organiza- 0-2 2=Yes
tion--in your community have a per- 1=No
sonal property identification program 0=Not sure
underway? b=Refused
1/53 Have you ever seen or received any 0-2 2=Yas
information about protecting your 1=No
(house, apartment) from bhurglary? O=Not sure
b=Refused
1/54 Where di@ you see or hear the 1-4 1=Radio
information? 2=T.V.
3=Police
=Qther
b=None mentioned
1/55 Do you remember anything in par- b-1 b=No or blank
ticular that the messages said? l=Yes, a spesific answer given
1/56 (Othey than a close friend or 1=2 1=Yesg
relative) Do you know a policeman 2=No
wall enough to call him by his
name? R -
1/57 During the past 12 months, did 1-2 1=No
anyone break into your (house, 2=Yas
apartment) ‘and take something, or
Jjust walk in and take something?
1/58 How many times 1-9
-7=
' : [z
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/59 During the past 12 months, was 1=-2 1=No
anything stolen from outside your 2=Yesg
home or from a place where a house-
hold member was temporarily staying
or from your automcbile(s)?
1/60 How many times " 1-9
1/61 puring the past 12 months, did you 1-2 1=No
or anyone else in the household 2=Yesg
have anything stolen from you--
things like having your pocket
picked or purse snatched?
1/62 How many times 1-9 ]
1/63 within the past 12 months, did 1-2 1=No
anyone take sometiing £rom you or 2=Yes
from anyone else in your household
by using force? This would include
a stickup, mugging, a bicyc;e
forcibly taken away from childxen,
or a violent purse snatching?
i/64 How many times 1-9
1/65 puring the past 12 months, were i-2 1=No
you or anyone in the household 2=Yes
attacked or assaulted?
1/66 How many times 1-9
1/67 Does anyone in the household own an i-2 =Na
autcmobile? (If yes) Within the 2=Yes
past 12 months has this or these
automobile (s) ever been stolen or
taken without permission?
1/68 How many times 1-5



coorg
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
VARISD  1/69 Has anyone in your household ever 1-2 l=No
been the victim of any other crime 2=Yag
during the last year?
VARDGOD 1/70 How many times 1-9
vARdG6L . 1/7L What was the crime? b-1 b=No answer given
l=Answer given
1/80 Card # 1
&
. -G
r94
CODES
CoL{s) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTIOHN
2/1~4 Interview # 0001~
1000
VLROG2 2/15 Type of Crime 1-7 l=Burglary
2=Household larceny
- 3=Personal larceny
4=Robbery
S=Assault and rape
6=Car theft
7=0Othexr crime
VARQ63 2/6-7 Month Q1~12 0l=January
) 02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
06=June
Q7=July
08=August
Q9=September
10=0ctober
1l=November
12=December
VARODG6A 2/8-9 Year Enter last two digits
VARQGS  2/10 Did you report this to the police? 1-2 l=Yes
: Z=No
VAROE6 2/11 Can you tell me why you did not 1-5 1=pidn't want to take time, didn't

report this?

want to be troubled
2=Nothing big taken, small theft
3=Knew the cffender

{=Handled the problem themselv ,
5=pidn't thinkpthey would“do a%?thxng



Vol w

VAROG7

VARQ6S

VAROG9

VARQO70

VAROT71

COL(S)

CODES
DESCRIPTION RANGE

CODL DESCRIPTION

2/12

2/13

2/14

2/15-16

2/17-18

VARD72 2/1%

VARI73

VARQ74

VARNT75

VARQTS

B

VARO77

VARO78
VARO79

COL (s)

Wwhat did the palice da? 1~3

Did you or the victim know the 1-2
offender?

Type of Crime 1-7

Month 01-12

Year

Did you zeport this to the police? 1-2

11~

DESCRIPTION RANGE

1=Took information or report, never
found

2=Took fingerprints

3=Recovered item(s)

4=Nothing 5=0ther Action takan

l=Yes

2=No

l=Burglary
2=Household larceny
3=Personal larceny
4=Robbery

5=Assault and rape
6=Car theft

7=0ther crime

0l=January
02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
08=June
07=July
08=August
08=September
10=0ctober
1l=Novemher
12=December

Enter last two digits

1=Yes
2=No

CODE DESCRIPTION

2/20

2/21

2/22

2/23

2/24-25

2/26=-27
2/28

Can you tell me why yocu did not 1-5
report this?

What did the police do? 1-3

Did you or the victim know the 1-2
offender? -

Type of crime 1-7

Month 01=12

Year

Did you repart this to the poilce? 1-2

1=pidn't w-at to take time, didp't
want to be troubled

2=Nothing big taken, small theft

3=Knew the offender

4=Handled the problem themselves

5=pidn't think they would do anything

1=Took information or report, never
found

2=Took fingerprints

3=Recovered item(s) .

4=Nothing 35=0Other Action taken

l=Yes

2=No

l=Burglary
2=Household larceny
3=Personal largeny
4=Robbery

S5=Assault and rape
6=Car theft

7=0ther crime

0l=Januaxry
02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
06=June
07=July
08=August
09=September
10=0ctcber
1l=November
12=December

Enter last two digits

l=¥ag
2=No



VAROBO

VARQSL

VAROBZ

VAROS83

VAR(GB4

VAROSS

VAROBS

VAR0B7

a7

CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIDPTION
</29 g:noggut§§§% me why you did not 1l-5 1=Didn't want to take time, didn't
3 want to be troubled
2=Nothing big take, small theft
3=Knew the offender
g=ga3d}ed the problem themselves
=Didn't think they would do anything
2/30 What did the police do? 1-3 1=Took information or report, never
found
2=Took fingerprints
2=Reggvered item({s)
L. =Nothin 5=0Other Acti X
2/31 Did you or the victim know the 1-2 Loves g ion taken
offender?
2=No
2/80 Card # 2
_13_
’ 28
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/1-4 Interview % 0001~
1000
3/5 Crime is a serious problem in your 1-5 1=Strongly agree
neighborhood. =Agroe
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
S=Strongly disagree
3/6 Most policemen are honest. 1-5 1=Strongly agree
=Agree
- 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
S5=Strongly disagree
3/7 I feel very safe walking alone in 1-5 1=Strongly agree
my neighborhood at night. 2=Agree
' 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
S=gtrongly disagree
3/8 Most higher-ups in the police 1-5 1=Strongly agree
depayvtment are honest. 2=Agree
3=aUndecided
4=Disagree
S5=Strongly disagree
3/9 I feel very concerned about my 1-5 =Strongly agree
{house, apartment) being broken into. 4=Agree
3=Undecided
2=Disagree

l=Strongly disagree




e

VARQO8S

VRRO89

VAROS0

VARO91

VAR0S2

VARO93

VAR0S4

VARQ95

VAR096

VAR0OS97

VARQSS8

VAR099

CODES

COL (S} DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIDPTION
3/10 Crime in our neighborhood has 1=5 5=Strongly agree
decreased during the past year, 4=pgree
3=Undecided
2=Disagree
l=strongly disagree
3/1L Three is little that a person like 1-5 S=Strongly agree
me can 4o to prevent getting 4=pgree
attacked. 3=Undecided
2=Disagree
1=Strongly disagree
3/12 Crime prevention can only be 1-5 1=Strongly agree
handled by the police. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
S5=Strongly disagree
3/13 If people in my neighborhood would 1-5 l=Strongly agree
just look out for one another, 2=Agree
there would be a lot less crime. 3=Undecided
=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/14 There is really nothing a person 1-5 1=Strongly agree
can do to protect their home from 2=Agree
a burglar. 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/15 If I were a witness to a crime, I 1-5 l=strongly agree
would be willing to appear in court 2=Agree
as a witness. 3=Undecided
4=pDisagree
5=Strongly disagree
_ls_
CODES
COL{5) DESCRIPTICN RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/16 The courts do a good job in 1-5 1=Strongly agree
reducing the amnunt of crime. 2-Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/17 Prigons do very little good in 1-5 1=Strongly agree
helping to stop crime. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/18 One reason this neighborhood 1-5 1=Strongly agree
doesn't have more crime is that 2=Agree
we stick tocgethex. 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
$=Strongly disagree
3/19 I wish the police would patrol 1-5 l=Strongly agree
my neighborhood more often. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagreea
5=Strongly disagree
3/20 I would feel safer if the police 1-5 1=Strongly agree
would patrol my neighborhood on foot. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
S=Strongly disagree
3/21 I think my home is szfe from thieves. 1-5 l=Strongly agree
: 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree

S=Strongly disagree



COL(S)

_/ ; ) CODES
DESCRIPTION RANGE

CODE DESCRIPTION

2=Yes

VARLOO 3/22 When you or other family members are 1-4 4=Always
/ at home, do you keep the doors locked 3=Sometimes

all the time, sometimes, hardly ever 2=Hardly ever
or never? - l=Never
Hare's a list of some steps people might
take %o secure thelr (house, apartment)
when they go to bed at night. Do you
genexally do any of these things?
{READ LIST)

VARLOL 3/23 Lock your windows o- 0=N/Aa
1=No
2=Yes

VARL02 3/24 Turn on an alarm system 0=2 g=§/a

=No
2=Yes

VARLO3 3/25 Leave ocutside lights on 0-2 gfgéA
2=Yes ;

-

VARLO4 3/26 Leave inside lights on 0-2 0=S/A

=No
2=Yeg
varlos 3/27 Leave drapes and shades closed 0-~2 g=§/A
=No
2=Yes
Here's a list of some steps people
might take to secuxe their (house,
apartment) when fhey're going out
for a while and no one will be home.
@hich of the following do you usually
do? (READ LIST)
S -17-
‘ CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
VARLOSE 3/28 Lock your windows 0~2 0=N/A
. 1=No
2=Yes
VARLO7 3/29 Tell a neighbor you're going out 02 0=N/A
1=No
- 2=Yas
VARLO8 3/30 Turn on an alarm system 0-~-2 0=N/A
1=No
2=Yes
VARLO9 3/31 Leave outside lights on 0-2 0=N/2A
- 1=No
2=Yesg
VARLLO 3/32 Leave inside lights on 0-2 0=N/A
1=No
2=Yes
VARLLL 3/33 Leave drapes and shades closed 0=2 0=N,/A
1=No
2=Yes
VARLL2 3/34 Set automatic timer to turn lights on 0-2 0=N/A
after dark 1=No
2=Yes
Hera's a list of some steps peorle
might take to secure their (house,
apartment) when they go away for a
weekend or a long vacation. Do vou
generally do any of these things?
(READ LIST)
VAR113 3/35 Tall your naighbors you're going away 0-2 0=N/A
1=No

102



VARLL4

VARLLS

VARL16

VAR117

VARL18

VARLLS

VARL120

VARL21

VARL22

VAR123

VAR124

VARL25

VARL26

VAR127

VAR128

VARL29

VAR130

CODES

COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE ' DESCRIPTION

3/38 Turn on an alarm system 0=-2 0=N/A
1=No
2=Yeg

3/37 Leave cutside lights on 0-2 0=N/A
1=No
2a¥es

3/38 Leave inside lights on 02 0=N/A
1=No
2=Yes

3/39 Leave drapes and shades open 0=2 0=N/A
1=No
2aYesg

3/40 Set automatic timer to turn lights -2 0=N/a

on &fter dark 1=No
2=Yes

3/41 Do you tell strangers who call on the 0-2 0=N/A

telephone that you are going away 1=No
2=Yesg

3/42 Stop newspapers 0=2 O=N/2
1=No
2=Yesg

3/43 Stop deliveries 0~2 0=N/A
1=Na
Z=Yed

3/44 Have lawn mowed 0=~2 0=N/a
1=No
2=Yeg

' <19~
104
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/45, Stop mail or have neighbor collect 0-~2 0=N/2a
mail 1=No
2=Yes

3/46 Other 1-2 1=Yes
2=No

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

po vou have the following in your

(house, apartment)?

3/47 Double cylinder dead bolt locks 0=2 0=N/a
1=No
2=Yes

3/48 Through-£rame pins 0=2 0=N/A
1=Ne
2=Yesg

3/49 Rods in track of sliding doors 0=N/A
1=No
2=Yes

3/50 Bars on windows 0=2 0=N/3
1=No
2=Yeg

3/5% Operation I.p. sticker 0-2 0=/A
1=No
2=Yag

3/52 Beward of Dog sign 0-2 0=N/n
l=No

-3 -

A=¥ag



PN TN

e
.

CODES

COL (S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODRE DESCRIPTION
VARL31 3/53 Burglar alarm sign 0=-2 0=N/A
1=No
2=Yes
VARL32 3/54 Night latches 0-2 0=N/A
L=No
2=Yag
VARL33 3/55 Any other crime prevention devices 0-2 0=N/3,
1=No
2=Yes
vARLI4 3/56 Other prevention services 1-3 l=Watchdog
2=Gun
3=Intercom system
4=0ther
VARL33 3/57 In general, have‘zou'cut_back or 1-3 3=A great deal
changed your activities in the past 2=Somewhat
year because of crime?--a great deal, l=Not at all
somewhat, or not at all. ”
-
Vr2R136 3/58 Do you think people in general have 1-3 3=A great deal
cut back or changed their activities 2=Somewhat
in the past year because they are 1=Not at all

afraid of crime?--a great deal,
somewhat, or not at all.

VARL37 3/59 Would you say crimes in your neigh~ 1-5 l=No crime happeni i i
" = pening in hb
borhood are committed mostly by the 2=Pecple 1ivi§g herg naighbachood
peop;e who live here or mostly by 3=0utsiders
outsiders? (Do not read list.) 4=Equally by both
S=Don't know
o . _ »-Zl— B
106,
' CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
Would you please tell me if you have
heard of any of the following pro-
grams ox agencies?
VARL38 3/60 Rape Prevention Program 0-2 0=N/A
. 1=Yes
2=No
VARL39 3/61 SCAT (Special Crime Attack Team) 0-2 0=N/A
l=Yes
2=No 2
VAR140 3/62 Operation I.D. - 0-2 0=N/A
: l=Yes
2=No
VARL4AL 3/63 Denver Anti-Crime Council 0-2 0=N/A
1=Yesg
2=No
VARL4Z 3/64 Have you ever heard of the 1-2 l=Yes
Emergency Phone Number? 2=No
VARL43 3/65 Can you tell me what that 1-2 1=911 .
nimber is? 2=0ther»Number or no number given
VAR144 3/66 How often do you watch your neigh~- 1-4 1=0ften
. bor's home for them when they are 2=Sometimes
away? (READ LIST) 3=Seldom
4=Never
VAR145 3/67 Do you think the salaries of the 0-3 1=Too high
police in this area are too high, 2=About right
about right, or too low? 3=Too low

0=Not sure

-



VARL46

VARL4T

VARL4S

VARL4S

*VARLS0

VARLSL

VARLS2

VARLS3

VAR1S54

'VARL55

VARLS6

VAR1S7

107

CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANCE  CODE DESCRIPTION
Here's a list of phrases people often
use to describe the activities of
the police. Do each of these phrases
degcribe the activities of the police
in your neighborhood?
3/68 Catching eriminals Q-2 0=DpK
l=No
2aYas
3/69 Enforcing laws 0=2 0=DK
1=No
2=Yes
3/70 Stopping crimes before they. occur 0~2 0=DK
1=No
2=Yasg
3/71 Giving traffic tickets 0=-2 0=DK
: l=No |
2=Yes *
3/72 Bothering people who haven't broken N=2 0=DK
the law =No
2=Yes
3/73 Being prepared for an emergency, such 0-2 0=DK
as a flood 1=No
2=Yes
3/74 Helping people 0-2 0=DK
1=No
2aYes
3/75 Just hanging around 0=2 =DK
L=No
2=Yes
~23~
108 - -
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
How good a job do you think the police
are doing for each of the followings
3/78 Showing up quickly when called 1-4 1=No opinion
2=Not so good
. 3=Pretty good
4=Very good
3/77 Being respectful to people like your- 1-4 1=No opinion
self 2=Not so goodd
3=Pretty good
i 4=Very good
3/78 Paying attention to complaints 1-4 1=No opinion
2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4=Very good
3/73 Giving protection to the people in 1~-4 i=No opinion
the neighborhood 2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4=Vary good
Card Number 3

3/80



Varls8

VARL5Y

VAR160

VARLG L1

VARLG 2

VARLE3

VARL64

VARLE5

VARLEE

VARLE7

VARLES

VARL69

40B .

CODES
COL(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
4/1-4 Interview & 000L-
1000
4/5 Teaching people how to prevent 1-4 =No opinion
crime 2=Not so good
3xPretty good
4aVery good
4/6 Here's a card (hand respondent 0=7 7=Excellent
Card #2) showing seven ways the 6aVery good
people of Denver rate their police. 5=Good
Which one of these would you use 4=Fair
to rate the job being done by the 3=Poor
police in your neighborhood? 2=Very poor
1=Terrible
O=Not sure
b=Rafused
4/7 Which one of the following crimes 1-5 1=Burglary
do you think the police should 2=Rape
spend the most time preventing? 3=Assault
4=Robbery
5=0thexr
4/8 How willing would you be to attend 1~-4 1=Very willing
free community workshops in order 2=Sonewhat willing
to learn crime prevention technigues? =Somewhat unwilling
(READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/9 How willing would you be to watch 1-4 1=Very willing
your neighbors' home or apartment 2=Somewhat willing
while they ave away if they would 3=Sgmewhat unwilling
do the same for you? (READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
; \ : 4 ~25~-
110
CODES
COL(5S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
4/10 How willing would you be to spend 1-4 1=Very willing
money on purchasing devices to =Somewhat willing
make your (house, apartment) safer 3=Somewhat unwilling
from burglars? (READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/11 Which of the following would be 1-4 l=Having deadbolt locks
most likely to prevent your home 2=Having bars on the windows
from being broken into? (Chiocose 3=Having more police patrols
ona only.) 4=Having a burglar alarnm
4/12 Sex 1-2 =Male
2=Female
4/13~14 Age 13~99 Enter exact age
4/15 How long have you lived in this 1-4 l=Less than one year
(house, apartment)? 2=0ne to 5 years
3=6 to 10 years
4=1l years or more
4/16 What was the last year of regular 1-7 7=Graduate .school degree
schuoling completed by the head 6=Graduate 4 year college
of your household~-the main S=Partial college {less than 4 years)
wage earner? 4=High school graduate
! I=Paxtial high school (grades 10 or 1l)
2=Junior high school (grades 7,8 or 9)
l=Less than 7 years of school
4/17 Type of dwelling., (Interviewer check  1-4 1=Single family

this but do not ask.)

2=Duplex, two-family
3=High rise, multiple unit
4=0ther (describe):



e

VARL70

VARL71

VARL72

VARL73

VARL74 4/22-23

VARL75

VARL76

VARL77

'VARL7S

VARL79

VARLS0

CODES

.

CoL(s) DESCRIPTION RANGE CfDE DESCRIPTION
4/18 Have you ever served on a jury? 0~2 f=Not sure
1=No
2=Yes
4/19 Are you willing to serve on a jury? 0-2 O=Not gure
1aNo
2=\es
4/20 If you or any member of your family 0-8 1=0ther family member, relative
were in need of assistance, who 2=Friend or neighbor
would you call first to help you? 3=Police
(Check appropriate answer category.) 4=Priest, Pastor, Rabbi
S=Lawyer, attorney
6=0ther professional person (doctor,
social warker, ete.)
7=Community organization; Specify
8=0ther:
O=Don't know anyone, not sure
People have various ways of getting
informatign about crime. Which of the
following gives you information about
crime and crime prevention. (READ LIST)
4721 Radio 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
: ~27- .
uz
CODES )}
COoL{S)Y DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
s . 1-30 01=KAAT 14=FHOW
which station 02=KADE 15=KTMN
03=KADX 16=KLAX
04~KBOL 17=KLIR
05=RBPI 18=KLMO
- 06=KB3RN 19=KLZ
07=KBVL 20=K0A
08=KDEN 21=KOAQ
09=KDKO 22=KOSI
10=RERE 23=KPOF
11=KFML 24=KQXI
12=RFSC 25=KRDO
’ 13=RGMC 26=RTLK
27=KVOD
1-2 =Yas
4/24 Newspaper 2mNo
f s 1=-2 1=Yes
4/25 Television - 2aNo
; 1-5 1=KATV Channel 9
4/26 Which station 3=KMGH Channel 7
3=KOA Channel 4
4= KRMA Channel 6
5=KWGN Channel 2
4/27 Talking to friends, neighbors, 1-2 1=Yes
*  and relatives 2=Na
? 1-2 1=Yesg
4/28 Any other sources 2aNG
b=No answer
4/29 tihich of the sources abave do you 1-5 =a
feel is the most. impertant to you? §::
4=d

5=a



113

PR

CODES
COL({s) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1=N.Den. 4=5.Den. 7= 5 pts.
VARLSL 4/30 What area do you consider your 3=E.Den.  5=Park Hill 8= DoSntown
neighborhood? 3=W.Den.  6=Cap. Hill 9= Other
varlgz 4731 Do you know the names of ycur 1~3 l=Yes, all of them
. neighbors? 2=Yes, same of them
3=No
varigs 4/32 Do you own or rent your home? 1-2 1=0wn
2=Rent
VARL84 4733 Is everyone who lives here 1-2 1lsYes
related to you? 2=No
vaRrlgs 4/34 Was the head of this housshold 1-3 l=¥es, full time
employed last week? 2=Yeg, part time
3=No
VARLB6. 4/35 Interviewer: Check this but do not 0~5 1=Black
ask ethnicity: 2=White
3=Chicano
4=Native American
. 5=0ther
O0=Not sure
VARLB7 4/36 Name of respondent 1-2 l=Name given
2=Name not given
VAR188 4/37 Telephone number of respondent 1-2 =Telephone number given
2=Telephone number not given
VARL89 4/38 Craw chief name 1-94 1l=Chris Garcia
2=Helen Herrera
3=Hal Franklin
4=Venessa Blaknall
5=Alan Nireen
6=Willie Dorsey
7=Jamee Rogers
; ) -29~
. . - — s . - — S e 4 .
CODES
COL(S) DESCRIETION RANGE _CODE DESCRIPTION
VARLIO 4/39 Special Problems 1-2 =Yes
2=No
VARISL 4/40 Legibility 1-2 1=Yes
. 2=No
VARL92 4/41 . Completeness 1-2 =Yes
2=No
VARLI3 4/42 Accuracy 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
VAR1S4 4/43 Authenticity 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/80 Card # 4
VAR195 Census Tract 1-3 1=Westside
Z=Eastside
3=Remainder
VAR196 Age 1-5 1=1-14
2=15-~19
3=20-34
4=35-64

5=65~-99
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VAROO1

VAROQ2

VAROO3

VAROO4

VAROOS

VAROOE

VARQO7

VAROO8

VARQQ9

VAROlO

I15

CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPT ION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/1-3 Interview # 001 -
110
1/4-7 Census Tract # 0001~
9999
1l/8-10 Block # 001~
999
1/11-12 Interviewer 01-08 See Below
O01l=Vanessu Blacknall
02=4lex Denerstein
03=William Dorsey
04=Chris Garcia
05=Marlan McMahan
06=Marsha Metz
. 1
118
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/13 First, I would like to know if you 1 = Head of the house hold
are the 1-2 2 = The Spouse
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. . N
1/14 Poverty 1-2 1 = Yes
2 = No
1/15 Inflation 1-2 1 = Yes
’ 2 ='NO
1/16 Crime ’ 1-2 1 = Yes
2 = No
1/17 Race RElations i-2 1 = Yes
2 = No
1/18 Unemployment 1-2 1 = Yes
2 = No
1i/19 Of those problems you have paid attention
to, which one concerns you the most: 1-5 1 = Poverty
2 = Inflation
(enter item number) 3 = Crime
4 = Race Relations
5 = Unemployment

How did you happen to select this
particular neighborhood to live in?
(Mark all that apply, Do not read
list.)



Rl

VARO11

VARO12

VARO13

VARO14

VAROL15

VARO16

VAROL7

¥ARO18

VARO19

VARQ20

VARO21

VARO22

VARQ23

VARO24

VAROZ2S

VARO26

VARQ27

17

) CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIDPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/20 Neighborhood characteristics--type
of nieghbors, environment, streets, b-1 2 *no
parks, etc, l-yes
1/21 Good schools b-1 2 ano
l-yes
1/22 Safe from crime b=1 4 =no
l=yes
1/23 Only place housing could be found, b-1 2 =10
lack of choice layes
1/24 Price was right b-1 2.~10
l=yes
1/25 Location - close to job, family, b-1 2 =no
friends, schools, shopping,etc. 1=yes
1/26 House (apartment) or property b-1 2.=no
characteristics-~size, quality, l=yes
yard space, etc. *
1/27 Always lived in this neighbcrhood b-1 2 =10
l=yes
1/28 Other--specify: b-1 2.7n0
i=yes
1/29 Total number of items mentioned 1-8
3=
118
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/30 (If more than one reason) Which 1-9 1=Neighborhood characteristics—-—
reason would you say was the most type of nieghbors, envirenment,
important? streets, parks, etc.
=Good schools
3=Safe from crime
4=0nly place housing could be found,
lack of choice
- S=Price was right
8=[,occation--close to job, family,
friends, schools, shopping, etc.
7=House (apartment) or property
characteristics-~size, quality,
yvard space, etc.
8=Always lived in this neighborhood
9=Qther--specify:
Is there anything you don't like
about your neighborhood? (Do not
read list.)
1/31 Mo b=1 b=yes
l=no
1/32 Traffic, parking b-1 b=no
i l=yes
1/33 Environmental problems--trash, b-1 b no
noise, overcrowding, etc. 1=yesg
1/34 , Crime or fear of crime ) b-1 b=hio
1=yes
1/3s Public transportation problem b-1 b7no
l=yes
1/36 Inradequate schools, shopping b-1 b=ho
facilities, etc:. i=yes



CODES

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CORE DESCRIDPTION
VARO28 1/37 Bad element moving in b-1 b=plank
I=yes
VARO29 1/38 Problems with neighbors, charac- b-1 b=blank
teristics of neighbors layes
VARQ30 1/39 Other--~specify: b-1 b=blank
l=yes
VARO31 1/40 Total number of problems mentioned 0-g
VAR032 1/41 (If more than one answer) Which 2-9 2=Traffic, parking
problem would you say is the most 3=Enviroumental problems--trash,
serious? noise, overcrowding, etec.
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 neighbors
9=0ther--specify:
« VARO33 1/42 How often do you actually walk in Q-3 1=Every aight
your neighborhood when it's dark-- 2=Few times/week
either alone or with someone else? 3=Few times/month
(READ LIST) 4=Less often
5=Never
0=Not .sure
YARO34 1/43 Do you have a watch dog, even 1-3 3=Yes, dog is a watch dog
though it is also a household pet? - 2=Dog. is pet only
1=No dog
VARO3S 1/44 Do you have a gun in your house that b-2 2=Yes
is used for the protection of the 1=No
household 0=Not sure
b=Refused
— _ 5=
120
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
VaR036 1/45 Do you carry any insurance that 0-2 =Yes
covers any of your personpal 1=No
property against loss from theft 0=Not sure
or vandalism?
VARO37 1/46 Some people use engraving pencils b-2 2=Yes
to mark their personal property for 1=No
purposes of security and identification. 0=Not sure
Do you do anything te identify or b=Refused
mark your personal property-- for
example, your TV or stereo?
VARO38 1/47 Do the police--or any other organi- b~2 2=Yes
zation--in your community have a 1=No
personal property identification 0=Not sure
praogram underway? b=Refused
VARO39 1/48 Have you ever seen or received any b-2 2=Yes
- information about protecting your =No
{house, apartment) from burglary? 0=Not sure
b=Refused
VARO40 1/49 Where did you see or hear the infor- 1-4 1=Radio
mation?. Check appropriate box. 2=T.V,
3=Police
4=0ther
VARO41 1/50 Do you remember anything in 1-2 1=Yes
particular that the messages said? 2=No
VARO42  1/51 Other than a close friend or relative, 1-2 1=Yes
do. you know a policeman well enough 2=No
to call him by his name?
VARO43 1/52 During the past 12 months, did anyone 1-2 1=No
brezk into your (house, apartment) 2=Yes

and take something, or Jjust walk in
and take something?



VARO44
VARO45

VARO46
VARO47

VARO48
VARC49

VAROSO
© VARO51

VARDS2

VAROS3

VAR0OS4

VAROSS

VAROS6
VAROS7

VARQSB

VAROSS

CODES

LB Y

COLUMN(S) DESCRIDPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIDPTION
1/53 How mony times? 1-8
1/54 During the past 12 months, was 1-2 1=No
anything stolen from outside your 2=Yes
home or from a place where a house-
hold member was temporarily staying
or from your automobile(s)?
1/55 How many times? 1-9
1/56 During the past 12 months, did you 1-2 1=No
or anyone else in the household 2=Yes
have anything stolen from you--
things 1like having your pocket
picked or purse snatched?
1/57 How many times? 1-9
1/58 Within the past 12 months, 'did 1-2 =No
anyone take something from you or 2=Yes
from anyone else in your household
by using force? This would include
% stickup, mugging, a bicycle
foreibly taken away from children,
or a violent purse snatching?
1/59 How many times? 1-9
1/60 During the past 12 months, were 1-2 1=No
you or anyone in the household 2aYes
attacked or assaulted?
. 1/61 How many times? 1-8
1/62 Does anyone in the household own an 1-2 1=No
automobile? (If yes) Within the 2=Yas
past 12 months has this or these
automobile(s) ever been stolen or
taken without permission?
1/63 Bow many times? 1-9
=
CODES 122
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/80 Card # 1 1
2/1-3 Interview # 001~
110
When did the crime last occur?
2/4~5 Month . 1-12 0l=January
02=February
03=March
Q4=April
05=May
06=June
07=July
08=August
09=September
10=0ctober
l1l=November
12=December
2/6-7 Year Enter last two digits
2/8 Was this incident reported to the 1-2 1=Yes
police? 2=No
2/9 Can you tell me why the incident was 1-6 1=Did not want to take time, Did not
not reported to the police? want to be troubled.
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 2=Nothing big taken, small theft.
3=Knew the offender. :
N 4=Handled the problem themselves.
5=Didn't think they would do anything.
6=0ther
2/10 ¥hat did the police do? 1-5 1=Took information or report.’ Never

found item,
2=Took Fingerprints.
3=Recovered items,
d=Nothing.
5=Qtber action taken.



VAROE0

VARQG1

VAROG2
VARQE3

+VAROG4

VAROGES5

VAROG6

VAROS7

VARQG8
VARQE9

VARO70

VARO7Y

VARQ72

COLUMN(S)

DESCRIPTION

CODES
RANGE

PR

CODE_DESCRIPTION

2/11

2/12-13

2/14-15
2/16

2/17

2/18

2/19

COLUMN(S }

DESCRIPTION

Did you or the victim know the
offender?

1-2

When did the crime last occur?

Month

Year

Was this incident reported to the
police?

Cz+- 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

1-2

= P

CODES
RANGE

QL-12

1=Yes
2s=No

Ql=January
02=February
03=March
04=April
Q8=May
06=June
Q7=July
08=August
09=September
10=0ctober
1l=November
12=December

Enter last 2 digits

l1=Yes
2=No

1=pDid not want to take time,
want to be troubled,

2=Nothing big taken, small theft.

3=Know the offender.

4=Handled the problem themselves.

S=Didn't think they would do anything.

6=Qther

Did not

1=Took information or report.
fcund item.

2=Took fingerprints.

3=Recavered items.

4=Nothing.

S=0ther action taken.

Never

1=Yes
2=No

124
CODE DESCRIPTION

2/20-21

2/22-23
2/24

2/25

2/26

2/27

2/80

When did the crime last occur?

Month 01-12

Year

Wag this incident reported to the
police?

Can you tell me why the incident was

not reported to the police?
(DO NOT READ RESPQNSE CATEGORIES)

What did the police do? 1=3

Did you or the victim know the off-
ender?

Card #

n

0l=January
Q2=February
03=March
C4=April
05=May
06=June
07=July
08=4jugust
09=September
10=0October
11=November
12=December

Enter last 2 digits

1i=Yes

2=No

4=Did not want to take time.. Did not
want to be troubled.

2=Nothing hig taken, small theft.

3=Know the offender.

4=Handled the problem themselves.

5=Didn‘*t think they would do anything.

6=Qther

1=Took information or report,
found item.

2=Took fingerprintcs.

3=Recovered items.

4=Nothing

5=0ther action. taken,

Never

1=Yes
2=No

2



VARO73

VARO74

VARQ7S

VARQO76

VARO77

VARO78

RPN

VARQ79

VARQS8O

VARO81

VAROS82

VARO83

VARO84

S
CODES

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/1-3 Interview # 001~
110
3/4 Crime is a serious problem in your 1-5 l=Strongly agree
neighborhood. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
S=Strongly disagree
3/5 Most policemen are honest. 1-5 1=Strongly agree
2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/6 I feel very safe walking alone in 1-3 1=Strongly agree
my neighborhood at night. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5aStrongly disagree
3/7 Most higher-ups in the police 1-5 1=Strongly agree
department are honest. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/8 I feel very concerned about my 1.5 I=Strongly agree
(house, apartment) being broken into. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=8trongly disagree
3/9 Crime in our neighborhood has 1.3 1=Strongly agree
decreased during the past year. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
§=8trongly disagree
-11-
126
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIZ2TION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/10 There is little that a person like 1-3 1=Strongly agree
me can do to prevent getting attacked. 2=4gree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/11 Crime prevention can only be 1-5 1=Strongly agree
handled by the police. 2=Agree
- 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=3trongly disagree
3/12 If people in my neighborhood would 1-5 1=8trongly agree
look out for one another, there would 2=Agreps
be a lot less crime. 3=Undecided
g - 4=Disagree
S5=Strongly disagree
3/13 There is really nothing a person 1-5 1=Strongly agree
can do to protect their home from 2=Agree
a burglar. 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/14 I I were a witness to a crime, I 1-5 1=2Strongly agree
would be willing to appear in court 2=Agree
as a witness. 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
SaStrongly disagree
3/15  ° The courts do a good job in
reducing the amount of crime. 1-5 1=Strongly agree
2=Agree
3=lndecided
4=Digagree

-12-

5=8trongly disagree



“

VAROBS

VAROS8G

VAROB7

VARO88

VARO8%

VARO90

VARO91

VAR0S2

VARC93

VARQ94 -

VARQSS

CODES

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIDTION
3/18 Prisons do very little good in 1-5 1=Strongly agree
helping to stop crime, 2=Apree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=8trongly disagree
3717 One reason this neighborhood 1-5 1=Strongly agree
doesn't have more crime is that 2=Agree
we stick together. 3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=3trongly disagree
3/18 I wish the policé would patrol 1-5 1=Strongly agree
my neighborhood more often. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=8Strongly disagree
3/19 I would feel safer if the police 1-5 1=8trongly agree
would patrol my neighborhood on ifoot. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
3/20 I think my home is safe from thieves., 1-5 1=Strongly agree
2=Agree
3=Updecided
4=Disagree
5=3trongly disagree
3/21 When you or other family members are 1-4 1=Always
at home, do you keep the doors locked 2=Sometimes
all the time, sometimes, hardly ever 3=Hardly ever
or never? 4=Never
-13-
128
CODES
COLUMN( 8) DESCRIPTION RANGE  CODE DESCRIPTION
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)
3/22 Lock your windows b2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse
3/23 Turn on an alarm system B2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Regfuse
3/24 Leave outside lights on b=2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse
3/25 Leave inside lights on h-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse
3f28 Leave drapes and shades closed b=2 2=Ves
1=No
, 0=N/a
b=Refuse

Here's a list of some steps people
might take to secure their (house,
apartment} when they're going out

for a while and no one will be home
Which of the following do you usually
do? (READ LIST)



YARO96

VAROS7

VARO98

VARO99

VAR100

-

VAR101

VAR102

VAR103

VAR1Q04

VAR10S

VAR106

VAR107

VAR08

VAR109

VAR1l0

VAR111

COLUMN(S)

DESCRIPTION

129

CODE DESCRIDPTION

3/27

3/28

3/30

3/31

3/32

3/33

3/34

COLUMN(S)

Lock your windows

Tell a neighbor you're going out

Turn on an alarm system

Leave outside lights on

Leave inside lights ou

Leave drapes and shades closed

Set automatic timer to turn lights on
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 vacation. Do you
generally do any of these things?
(READ LIST)

Tell your neighbors you're going away

~15-

DESCRIPTION

b2

b-2

b-2

CODES
RANGE

2=¥es
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
O=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yeg
1=No
O=N/A
b=Refuse

2aVes
1=No
0=N/A
bmRefuse

2aYes
1=No ,
O=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yesg
1=No
O=p1/A
b=Rofuse

2=Yesg
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
O=N/A
b=Refuse

130
CODE DESCRIPTION

3/35

3/36

3/37

3/38

3/39

3/40

3/41

3/42

Turn on an alarm system

Leave outside lights on

Leave inside lights on

Leave drapes and sh;des 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 Deliveries

b-2

b-2

2aY¥es
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2aYes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refues

2aY¥es
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2aYes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yesg
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse



VAR112  3/43

VARLL3  3/44

VAR114  3/45

VARL1S  3/46

VARL1E  3/47

VAR117  3/48

CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION

Have lawn mowed b-2 2=Yes
1=Nao
O=N/A
b=Refuse

Stop mall or have neighbor collect b=2 2=Yes

mail 1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

Other b-2 2z=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

Interviewer: Observe each of the

following. If you are
unable to tell whether
each *=3 present, then
ask,

Do you have the following in your ’

(bouse, apartment)?

Double cylinder dead bolt locks b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

Through~frame pins bh-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

Rods in track of sliding doors b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

COLUMN(S)

DESCRIPTION

CODES
RANGE

CODE _DESCRIPTION

132..

VAR118  3/49

VARL19  3/50

VAR1Z20 3/51

VAR121  3/52

VAR122 3/433

VAR123 © 3754

VAR124  3/55

Bars on windows

Operation I.D. sticker

Beward of Dog sign

Burglar alarm siga

Night latches

Any other crime prevention devices

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.

b-2

b=-2

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
O=N/A

" b=Refuse

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refuse

3=A great deal
2=Somewhat
l=Not at all



CODES

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION

VAR125  3/56 Do you think people in peneral have 1-3 3=A ‘great deal
cut back or changed their activities 2=Somewhut
in the past year because they uare i=Not at all
afraid of crime?-~~n great deal,
somewhat, or not at all,

VAR126 3/57 Would you say c¢rimes in your neigh- 1~5 1=No crime happening in neighborhood
borhood are committed mostly by the 2=People living here
people who llve here or mostly by 3=Qutsiders
outsiders? (DO NOT READ LIST.) 4=Equally by both

5=Don't know
Would you please tell me if you have
heard of any of the following pro-
grats or agencies?

VAR127  3/858 Denver Visiting Service 0-2 1l=Yes b=Refused

(Public Health Service) 2=No
O=Don't Know
VAR128  3/58 York Street Center 0~2 1=Yes b=Refused
2=No
0=Don!t Know
FaR129 3/60 Operation I.D, 0~2 1=Yes b=Refused
2=No
O=Don't Know

VAR130 3/61 Have you ever heard of the 1-2 1=Yes b=Refused
Emergency Phone Number? 2=No

VAR131 3/62 Can you tell me what that 12 1=911
number is? 2=0ther number or no number given

VAR132 3/63 Are you aware that the Denver Visitinpg 1-2 1=Yes
Nurse Service has a follow-up program 2=No
for victims of street assault and
sexual assault?

~19-
e it . - - . c oL - - — va— -y — — -
134
CODES )
COLIMMN(S) __ DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
VAR133 3/64 How often do you watch your neigh- 1~-4 1=CGften
bor's home for them when they are 2=Sometimes
away? (READ LIST) 3=Seldom
4=Never

VAR134 3/85 Do you think the salaries of the 0-3 1=Too higp
police in this area are too high, 2=About right
about right, or too low? 3=Too low

O=Not sure
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?
VAR135 3/66 Catching criminals Q=2 i=§es
- = o
O=Dont EKnow
VAR136 3/87 Enforcing laws Q-2 2=Yes
- 1=No
0=Don’t Know
VAR137  3/68 Stopping crimes before they occur 0-2 §=§es
=No
Q=Don 't know
VAR138 3/69 Giving traffic tieckets 0-2 §=§es
=No
? O=Don't know

VAR139 3/70 Bothering people who haven't broken , 0-~2 2aYes

the law 1=No
O=Don't know

VAR140 3/71 Being prepared for an emergency, such 0-2 2=Yes

3s a flood 1=No

=20~

0=Don't know



VAR141

VAR142

VAR143
VAR144
VAR145
VAR146

VAR147

VAR148

VAR149

VAR150
VAR151

VAR152

CODES

vV

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/72 Helping people 0~-2 2=Yes
1=No
O=Don't know
3/73 Just hanging around 0-2 ., 2=Yesg
i=No
O=Don't know
How good a job do you think the police
are doing for each of the following:
3/74 Showing up quickly when called 1-4 1=No opinion
2=Not so good
. 3=Pretty good
4=Very good
3/75 Being respectful to people like 1-4 1=No opinion
yourself 2=Not sc good
. 3=Pretty good
4=Very good
3/76 Paying attention to complaints 1-4 1=No opinion
2=Not "so goced
3=Pretty good
4=Very good
3/77 Giving protection to the people in 1-4 1=No opinion
the neighborhcod 2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4=Very good
3/78 Teaching people how to prevent 1~4 1=No opinion
crime 2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4=Very good
-2l
136 :
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION BANGE CODE DESCRIPTION —
3/7¢ Here's a card (HAND RESPONDENT CARD b-7 7=Excellent
#1) showing seven ways the people of 6=Very good
Denver rate their police. Which one 5=Good
of these would you use to rate the 4=Fair
job being done by the police in your 3=Pcor
neighborhood? 2=Very poor
1=Terrible
. 0=Not sure
b=Refused
3/80 Card Number 3
4/1-3 Interview # - 001~
110
4/4 Which one of the following crimes 1-5 1=Burglary
do you think. the police should spend 2=Rape
the most time preventing? 3=Assault
(READ LIST) 4=Robbery
" 5=Qther
4/5 How willing would you be to attend 1~4 =Very willing
Iree community workshops in order to 2=Somewhat willing
learn crime prevention techniques? 3=Somewhat unwilling
(READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/6 How willing would you be to watch your 1-4 1=Very willing
) neighbors home or apartment while they 2=Somewhat villing
are away if they would do the same 3=Somewhat unwilling
for you? (READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/7 How willing would you be to spend 1-4 1=Very willing

moaney on purchasing devises to make
your (house, apartment) safer from
burglaries? (READ LIST)

2=Somewhat willing
3=Somewhat unwilling
4mVery unwilling



VAR153

VAR154

VAR1S55

VAR156

VAR1S7

a

' VAR158

VAR1S59

VAR1EO

VAR161

VAR162

PSRNV

VAR163

VARLG64

VAR165

v 46

VAR167

VAR1E8

VARLE9

VARL170

VAR171

VARL172

137

CODES
COLUMN(S3) DESCRIPTION RANGE DESCRIPTION
4/8 Which of the followinp would be most 1-4 1=Having deadbolt locks
likely to prevent your home from 2=Having bars on the windows
being broken into? (CHOCSE ONE ONLY) 3=Having more police patrols
4=Having a burglar alarm
4/9 Within the past two years have 1-3 1=Yes
additional street lights been in-~ 2=No
stalled on your block? 3=Not sure or don't know
4/10 Would you say that the new street 1-5 i=Much more safe
lights mzke you feel:;(READ LIST) 2=Slightly more safe
3=No different
4=81ightly less safe
5=Much less safe
4/11 Since the new stree lights were 1-3 1=More often
installed do you wald in your 2=About hte same
neighborhood at night:(READ LIST) 3=Less often
4/12 Have the new street lightes ever 1-2 1=Yes
helped you to observe a crime in 2=No »
progress whickh you reported to the police?
4/13 Have you heard of Neighbors Against 1-2 1=Yes
Crime Together or Neighbors ACT? 2=No
Where did you see or hear about
Neighbors ACT?
4/14 v b-1 =No
=Yeg
4/15 Radio b-1 2=No
1=Yes
4/16 Newspaper b-1 3=No
1=Yes
4/17 Movie Theater b-1 2=No
1=Yes
-23-
) 138
conES IPTION
B DESCR A
COLUMN(S) _ DESCRIPTION RANG.
) b-1 - 2No
4/18 Bus =Yes
b-1 - 2 No
4/19 Taxi 1=Yes
) - =~ 2=No
4720 Billboard b-1 "%zYes
, b-1 " 2=No :
a/21 Poster 1aYes "
b1 2=No
4/22 Speaker 1=Yes
’ - - aNo
4/23 At your door b-1 %nYes
b-1 -2 aNo
4/24 Rlock Meeting ) 1=Yes
- =2 =No
4/25 A neighbor b-1 %FYGS
- = 2~No
4]26 A friend b-1 1 aYes
-1 * 2=No
4/27 Other b * {=Ves



VAR173

174
VARXXH

175
VARIZRR

178
VARXZX

VAR177

VARL78

VARL7?D

VAR180

VAR1BI

VAR182

VaR183

VAR184

VAR1BS

VAR186

VAR187

VAR188
VAR189

VAR1G0

DESCRIPTION

CUDLES

CODE_DESCRIPTION

COLUMN(S) RANGE
4/28 Have you received a packet of infor- 1-2 i=Yes
mation on crime prevention from 2=No
Neighbors ACT?
1/29 Did somecne from Neighbors ACT come 1-3 1=Yes
to your door to talk about the program? 2=No
3=Not sure
4/30 Have you or anyone else from your 1-3 1=Yes
house attended a block meetin 2=No
sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 3=Not sure
4/31 Have you or anyone else from your 1-3 1=Yes
house attended any other meeting 2=No
sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 3=Not sure
4/32 Have you told any of your neighbors 1-2 1=Yes
you would watch their house? =No
4/33 Have you exchanged information with 1-2 1=Yes
: your neighbors such as your name and 2=No
telephone number?
4/34 Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has 1-3 =Yés
helped bring your neighborhood closer 2=No
together? 3=Don't know or not sure
4/33 Purchased any locks 0~-3 1=Yes
2=No
3=Not sure
O=Refused
4/36 Locked your home more regularly 0-3 1=Yes
2=No
3=Not sure
O=Refused
- —25— - - - e
l40
. CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
4/37 Left lights on when you are not 0-3 1=Yes
at home. 2=No
3=Not sure
O=Refused
4/38 ¥alk only in well lighted areas 0=3 =Yas
at night 2=No
3=Not sure
- 4=Refused
4/39 Be cautious of strangers 0-3 =Yes
2=No -
3=Not sure
O=Refused
4740 Have you done anything else to pro- 1-2 1=Yes
tect yourself from crime? 2=No
4/41 How long have you lived in this 1-4 1=Less than one year
(house, apartment)? 2=0ne to 5 years
3=6 to 10 years
4=11 years or more
4/42 Sex: 1-2 1=Male
2=Female
4/43-44 What 1is your age? 18-99 Enter exact age
4/45 What was the last year of regular 1-7 7=Graduate school degree
schooling completed by the head of 6=Graduate (4 year college)
) your household--the main wage earner? 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)
1=Less than 7 years of school
4/46 Have you ever served onm a jury? 0-2 2=Yesg
1=No

-26~-

Q=Not sure



VAR191

VAR192

VAR193

VAR194

VAR195

VAR196

+ VAR197

VAR198

VAR199

VAR200

VAR201

VAR202

COLUMN(S)

DESCRIPTION

CODE DESCRIDTION

RANGE
4/47 Are you willing to serve on a 0-2 2=Yeg
Jury? 1=No
0=Not sure
4/48 Do you know the names of your next 1-3 1=Yes, all of them
door neighbors? 2=Yes, some of them
3=No
4/49 Do you own or rent your home? 1-2 1=0wn
2=Rent
4/50 I8 everyone who lives here related 1-2 1=Yes
to you? 2=No
4/51 Was the head of this household 1-3 1=Yes, full-time
employed last week? 2=Yes, part-time
3=No
4/52 Interviewer: Check this but do not 0-§ 1=Black
ask ethnicity: 2=White
3=Chicano
4=Native American
S5=0ther
O0=Not sure
4/53 Type of dwelling. (INTERVIEWER 1-4 1=8ingle family
CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK) 2=Duplex, two-family
3=High rise, multiple unit
4=0ther
w27
142 .
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
4/54 Special problems 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/55 Legibility 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/56 Completeness 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/57 Accuracy 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/58 Authenticity 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/80 Card # 4

-28~
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-

VARGOL

VARQO2

VARQO3

VARDO4

VARGOS

VAROOG

VARQQ7

VAROOB

VARQOQ

VARQ1O

VAROLL

COLUMN(S)

CODES

DESCRIPTION RANGE

CODE DESCRIPTION

143

1/1-4
1/5-8

1/9

1/10-12

1/13-14

COLUMN(S)

0001~
1100
0001~
5999

Interview #

Census Tract #

Ares 1-3

Block # 001~
989

Interivewer 01~-27

DESCRIPTION

1=Eastside
2=Westside
3=Remainder

01=Billie Arnold
02=Denise Baca
03=Michael Baca
04=Erma Bingham
05=Vanessa Blacknall
06=Sister Mary Daniel
07=Melba Dardano
08=Alex Denerstein
09=¥illie Dorsey
10=Terry Dunn
11=Chris Garcia
12=Fred Hillman
13=8al Jaramillo
l4=Robert Knott
15=Roger Leftwich
16=Mark McClelland
17=Marlan McMahan
18=Marsha Metz
19=Barb Montoya
20=Gearge Pettes
31=Ray Sanchez
22=Andrew Schlesinger
23=Janis Smith
24=Jeanne Solano
25=Andrew Thompson
26=Jerry Trujillo
27=Vincent Vasquez

CODE DESCRIPTION

143

1/15

1716

1/17

1/18

1/19

1/20

1/21

First, I would like to know if you
are the 1-2

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 1f you have been paying attention to any
of them.

Poverty 1-2
Inflation 1-2
Crime 1-2
Race Relations 1-2
Ungmployment ' 1-2

Of those problems you have paid attention
to, which one concerans you the most: 1-3

{enter item number)

How did you happen to select this
particular neighborhood to liwe in?
(Mark all that apply., Do not read
1ist..)

i=Head of the household
2=The Spouss

1=Yes
2=No

=Yes
2=No

1=Yes
2=No

1=Yes
2=No

1=Yes
2=No

1=Poverty
2=Inflation
3=Crime

4=Race Relations
S=Unemplaoyment



VARO12

VARO13
VARQ14
VARO15
VARQLE
VARO17

VARO18

-
VARO19
VARO20

VARO21

VARO22

VARO23
VARO24
VARQ2S
VARO26
VARO27

VARQ28

14D

CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIDTION
1/22 Neighborhood characteristics--type b-1 2=No
of neighbors, eaviroument, streets, 1=Yes
parks, etc.
1/23 Good Schools b-1 2=No
1=Yes
1/24 Safe from crime b-1 2=No
1=Yes
1/286 Only place housing could be found, b-1 2=No
lack of choice 1=Yes
1/28 Price was right b-1 - 2=No
1=Yes
1/27 Location-~close to job, family, b-1 2=No
friends, schools, shopping, etc. 1=Yes
1728 House(apartment) or property b-1 . 2=No
characteristics--size, quality, 1=Yes
yard space, etc. -
1/29 Always lived in this neighborhood b-1 2=No
. 1=Yes
1/30 Other--specify: b-1 2=No
1=Yes
1/31 Total number of items mentioned 1-9
e® ’ 3w
146
CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/32 (If more than one reason) Which 1-9 1=Neighborhood characteristics-—«
reason would vou say was the most type of neighbors, eavironmeént,
important streets, parks, etc.
2=Good schools
3=Safe from crime
4=0nly place housing could be found,
. lack of choice
5=Price was right
6=Location-~close to job, family,
friends, schools, shopping,etc.
=House(apartment) or property
characteristics--size, quality,
yard space, etc.
8=Always lived in this neighborhood
9=0ther~-~specify:
Is there anything you don't like
about your neighborhood? (Do not
read list.)
1/33 No b~1 b=blank
1=No
1/34 Traffic, parking b-1 b=blank
1=Yesg
1738 Environmental problems—- b-1 b=blank
trash, noilse, overcrowding, etc. 1=Yesg
1/36 Crime or fear of crime b-1 b=blank
1=Yes
1/37 Publie transportation problem b~1 b=blank
1=yes
1/38 Inadequate schools, shopping b-1 b=blank
facilities l=yes




YARQ29
VARO30
VARO31

VARO32
VARO33

" VARO35

VARO36

VARO37

VARO38

VARO39

VAR040

VARO41

VARO42

4

VAHO43
" VARO44

VARQ4S

CODES

CODE DESCRIPTION

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE
1/39 Bad element moving in b-1 b=blank
i=yes
1/40 Proplems with neighbors, charac- b-1 b=blank
teristics of neighbors i=yes
1/41 Other--speclfy: b~ b=blank
i=yes
1/42 Total number of problems mentioned 0~8
1/43 (if more than one answer) Which 2-9 2=Traffic, parking
problem would you say is the most 3=Environmentla problems--trash,
serious? noise, overcrowding, etc,
4=Crime or fear of crime
S=Public transportation problem
g=Inadequate schools, shopping
facilities, etc.
7=Bad element moving in
8=Problems with neighbors, charac-
teristics of neighbors
9=0ther--specify:
/44 How often do you actually walk in 0-5 1=E3ery night
your neighborhood when it's dark--~ 2=Few times/week
either alone or with someone else? 3=Few times/month
(READ LIST) 4=Less often
S5=Never
0=Not sure
1/45 Do you have a watch dog, even 1-3 3=Yes, dog is a watch dog?
though it is also a household pet? 2=Dog is pet only
1=No dog
1746 Do you have a gun in your house that -2 2=Yes
is used for the protection of the 1=No
househeld 0=Not sure
b=Refused
. —5-
CODES 148
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
1/47 Do you carry any insurance that 0-2 2=yes
covers any of your personal 1=no
property against loss from theft O=not sure
or vandalism?
1/48 Some people use engraving pencils b2 2=yes
to mark their personal property for 1=no
purposes of security and identification. Q=not sure
Do you do apything to identify or b=refused
mark your personal property--for
example, your TV or sterec?
1/49 Do the police--or any other organi- b-2 2=yes
zation-~in your community have a 1=no
personal property identification Q=not sure
program underway? b=refused
1/50 Have you ever seen or received any b-2 2=Yes
information about protecting your 1=No
(house, apartment) from burglary? 0=Not sure
b=Refused
1/51 Cther than a c¢lcse friend or relative, 0-2 1=Yes
do you know a policeman well enough 2=Na
to call him be his name? 0=Not Sure
1/52 During the past 12 months, did anyone 1-2 1=No
break into your (house, apartment) 2=Yes
and take something, or just walk in
and take something?
1/53 ° How many times? 1-9
1/54 During the past 12 months, was 1-2 1=No
anything stolen from outside your 2=Yesg
home or from a place where a house-
hold member was temporarily staying
or from your automobile(s)?
1/85 How many times? 1-8



CODES

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION - RANGE  CODE DESCRIPTION
VARO48 1/58 During the past 12 months, did you i-2 1=No
or anyone else in the household 2=Yes

have anything stolen from you--
things like having your poacket
picked or purse snatched?

VAR047 1/587 How many times? 1-9
VARO48 1/58 Within the past 12 months, did 1-2 1=No
anyone take something from you or 2=Yas

frem anvone else in your household
by using force? This would include
a stickup, mugging, a bicycle
foreibly taken away from children,
or a violent purse snatching?

VARO49 1/59 How many times? 1-9
VAROS0 1/60 During the past 12 months, were 1-2 1=No
you or anyone in the household 2=Yes
attacked or assaulted?
VAROS1 1/61 How many times? 1-9
.
| VAROS52 1/62 Does anyone in the household own an 1-2 1=No
¢ automobile? (If yes) Within the 2=Yes

past 12 months has this or these
. automobile(s) ever been stolenm or
B taken without permission?

VAROS53 1/63 How many times? 1-g8
1/80 Card # 1 1
- -T-
150
- CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE_DESCRIPTION
2/1-4 Interview # 0001~
1100
VAROS4 2/5-6 Question # 13-18
VARQOSS 2/7-8 Month 1-12 Ol=January
02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
06=June
07=July
08=August
09=September
10=Qctoher
1l=November
12=December
VARO56 2/9-10 Year ) Enter last two digits
'VAROS7 2711 Was this incident reported to the 1-2 1=Yes
. police? - 2=No
' VAROSS 2/12 | Can you tell me why the incident was 1-8 1=Did not want to take time. Did not
. not reported to the police? want to be troubled.
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 2=Nothing big taken, small theft.
3=Knew the offender
4=Handles the problem themselves.
5=Didn't think they would do anything
. 6=Qther
' VAROS9 2/13 (IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which 1-6
reason would you say was the most
important?
VARO60 2/14 What did the police do? 1-8 i=Took information or report. Wever

found item.
2=Took fingerprints.
3=Recovered items,
4=Nothing.
5=0ther action taken.



VAROG1

VARO62

VARQG3

VARQB4
VAROGS
&

VARQG6

VAROGT

VAR0O68

VAROE9

VARO70
VARO71

.VARQ72
VARQ73

VAROT4

CODES

Lol

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION

2/15 Did you or the victim know the 1-2 1=Yes

offender? 2=No

2/16~17 Question # 13-18

When did the crime last occur?

2/18-19 Month 01-12 0l=January
02=February
03=March
J4=April
05=May
06=June
07=July
08=August
Q09=8Septembher
10=0ctober
1l=November
i2=December

2/20-21 Year Enter last 2 digits

2722 Was thils incident reported to the 1-2 1=¥es

police? 2=No

2/23 Can you tell me why the incident 1-6 1=Did not want to take time. Did not

was not reported to the police? want to be troubled.

(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 2=Nothing big taken, small theft.
3=Knew the offender. ’
4=Handled the problem themselves.
5=Didn't think they would do anything.
6=0Other

2/24 (IF MORE THAT ONE REASON) Which 1-6

reason would you say was the most

important?

-
CODES 152
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
2/25 What did the police do? 1-3 1=Took information or report. Never
found item.
2=Took fingerprints.
3=Recovered itmes.
4=Nothing.
=0Other action taken.
2/26 Did you or the victim know the 1-2 1=Yes
offender? 2=No
2/27-28 Question # 13-18
2/29-~30 Month 01-12 01=January
02=February
03=March
04=April
Q0S=May
06=June
07=July
08=August
" . 09=September
10=Qctober
1i=November
12=December
2/31-32 Year ‘ Enter last 2 digits.
2/33 Was this incident reported to the 1-2 1=Yes
police? 2=No
2/34 Can you tell me why the incident was 1-6 1=Did not want to take time., Did not

not reported to the police?
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES)

want to be troubled.
2=Nothing big taken, small theft.
3=Knew the offender.
4=Handled the prohlem themselves,
5=Didn't think they would do anything.
6=Qther



'ARO75

'ARQ76

TARQ77

7ARO78
TARQ79

JAROS0
JARO81

JTAR082

"ARO83

"ARQB4

'AR08S

"ARO86
TARQB7

TAR088
JAR089Y

7AROS0

¥

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION

CODES

CODE DESCRIPTION

RANGE
2/35 (IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which reason 1-6
would you say was the most important?
2/386 What did the police do? 1-8 1=Tack information or report. Naver
found item,
2=Took fingerprints,
3=Recovered items.
4=Nothing.
5=Qther action taken.
2/37 Did you or the vietim know the 1-2 1=Yes
offender? 2=No
2/38-39 Question # 13~18
2/40-41 Month 1-12 Ol=January
02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
06=June
07=July
08=Aygust
09=September
10=0ctober
li=November
12=December
2/42-43 Year Enter last two digits
2/44 Was this incident reported to the 1-2 1=Yes
police? 2=No
2/45 Can you tell me why the incident was 1-6 1=Did not want to take time. Did not
not reported to the police? want to be troubled.
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 2=Nothing big taken, small theft.
3=Knew the offender
4=Handled the problem themselves.
5=Didn't think they would do anything.
6=0ther
' ~11-.
CODES 154
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE _ CODE DESCRIPTION
2/46 (IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which 1-6
reason would you say was the most
important?
2/47 What did the police da? 1-3 1=Took information or report. Never
found item.
2=Took flngerprints.
3=Recovered items.
4=Nothing.
S5=Qther action taken.
2/48 Did you or the victim know the 1-2 1=Yes
offender? 2=No
2/49-50 Question # 13-18
2/51-52 Month 01-12 01l=January
' 02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
_06=June
07=July
08=August
09=September
10=Qctober
11lsNovember
12=December
2/53~54 Year Enter last 2 digits
2/55 Was this incident reported to the 1-2 1=Yes
police? 2=No
2/56 Can you tell me why the incident 1-8 1=Did not want to take time. Did not

was not repaorted to the police?
(DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES)

=12«

want to be troubled.
2=Nothing bilg taken, small theft,.
3=Knew the offender,
4=Handled the problem themselves.
5=Didn't think they would do anything.
6=0ther



CODES :

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CONE DESCRIPTION
AR091 2/57 (1F MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which 1-8
reason would you say was the most
important?
ARQ92 2/58 What did the police do? 1-5 1=Took information or report. Never

found item.
2=Took fingerprints.
3=Recovered items.
4=Nothing,
S5=Qther action takemn.

‘AR093 2/59 Did you or the viectim know the 1-2 1=Yes
offender? 2=No
"AR094 2/60-61  Question # 13-18
When did the c¢rime last oceur?
TAR0O95 2/62-63 Month 01-~12 Ol=January
02=February
03=March
04=April
05=May
* 06=June
’ 07=July
08=August
Q9=8September
10=0ctober
11=November
12=December
VARQ96 2/64-65 Year Enter last 2 digits
YARO97 2/66 Was this incident reported to the 1-2 1=Yes
police? 2=No
VAROS8 2/67 Can you tell me why the incident 1-6 1=Did not want to take time. Did not
was pnot reported to the police? want to be troubled.
{DO NOT READ RESPONSE CATEGORIES) 2=Nothing big taken, small theft.

3=Knew the offender.
4=Handled the problem themselves.
5=Didn 't think they would do anything.

6=0ther
- =13~
156
CODES -
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
VAR09Y 2/58 (IF MORE THAN ONE REASON) Which i-6
reason would you say was the wmost
important?
VAR100 2/69 What did the police do? 1-5 1=Took information or report. Never
found item.
2=Took fingerprints.
. 3=Recovered items.
. 4=Nothing.
f«0ther action taken,.
VAR101, 2/70 Did you or the victim know the 1% 1=Yes
offender? 2=No
2/80 Card# B 2
3/1-4 Interview # 0001~
1100
VAR102 3/5 Crime is a serious problem in your 1-5 1=8trongly agree
. neighborhood. © 2=Agree
3=lindecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree
VAR103 3/6 Most policemen are honest, 1-5 l=Strongly agree
2=Agree
. 3=Undecided
. 4=Disagree
5=8trongly disagree
VAR104 3/7 1 feel very safe walking alone in 1-5 1=8trongly agree
my neighborhood at night. 2=Agree
3=Undecided
4=Disagree

S5=Strongly disagree

' -14-




VAR 106

VAR 108

VAR 107

VAR 108
-

VAR (109

VAR 11C

VAR 111

VAR 112
s
VARS1i3
VAR;1i4
VAR 115
VARF116
.

' VAR"117

VAR 118

COLUMN(S)

DESCRIPTION

CODE DESCRIPTION

187

3/8

3/9

3/10

3/11

3/12

3/13

3/14

COLUMN(S)

Most higher-ups in the police
department dre honest,

I feel very concerned about my
(house, apartment) being broken into,

Crime in our neighborhood has
decreased duridg the past yeor,

There is little that a person like

me can do to prevent getting attacked.

Crime prevention c¢an only be
handled by the police.

If people in my neighborhood would

look out for one another, there would

be a lot less crime.

There is really pothing 2 person
can do to protect their home from
a duirglar.

—~15.

DESCRIPTION

CODES
BANGE

. 1=Strongly agree
2=Apree

3=Undecided
4=Dispgree
S=8trongly disagree

I=Strongly agree
2mAgrae

3»Undecided
4=Disagree
S=8trongly disagree

1=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree

1=8trongly agree
2=Agree

d=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=*Strongly disagree

1=2Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Digagree
S=Strongly disagree

1=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Nigagree
S5=8Trongly disagree

1=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Digagree
S5=Strongly disagree

CODE DESCRIPTION

158

3/15

3/16

3/17

3/18

3/19

3/20

3/21

If I were a witness to a c¢rime, I
would be willing to appear in court
as a witness.

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

Prisons do very little good in
helping to stop ¢rime. -

One reason this neighborhood
doesn't have more crime is that
we stick together.

I wish tﬁé-police would patrol
my neighborhood more often.

I would feel safer if the police

would patrol my neighborhood on foot.

I think my home is safe from thieves.

1-5

1-5

1-5

1=8trongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=DNisagree
o=5trongly disagree

1=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=ndecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree

1=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree

1=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree

1=S5trongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree

1=8trongly agree
2=Apree

3=Undecided
4=Disagree
5=Strongly disagree

I=Strongly agree
2=Agree

3=Undecided
4=Disapgree
5=3trongly disagree



VAP 119

VAR 120
VAR 121
VAR 122
-

VAR 128

VAR 124

*o

-~

VAR#135
VAR Izé
vaR: 127
van:lza '
YARA29
vap130

L e

VARE31

- COREST

CODE _DESCRIPTION

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE

3/22 When you or other family memhers are 1-4 l=Always
at home, do you keep the doors locked 2=Sometimes
all the time, sometimes, hardly ever 3=Hardly ever
or never? 4=Never
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)

3/23 Lock you windows b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

3/24 Turn on an alarm system b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

3/25 Leave outside lights on b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

3/26 Leave inside lights on b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

3/27 Leave drapes and shades closed b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

Here's a list of some steps people
might take to secure ther (house,
apartment) when they're going out
for & while and no one will he home.
Which of the following do you usually
do? (READ LIST)
————— m‘ ) . :17—
CODES Jeo
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION R RANGE _CODE DESCRIPTION
3/28 Lock your Windbws b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b>Refused
3/29 Tell 2 neighbor you'rs going out b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
. b=Refused
3/30 Turn on a2n alarm system b~2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused
3/31 Leave outside lights on b-2 2=Yes
1=No
=N/
b=Refused
3/32 Leave inside lights on b-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused
3/33 Leave drapes rnd shades closed b-2 2=Yeg
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused
3/34 Set automatic timer to turn lights on b-2 2=Yes
after dark 1=No
0=N/A
b*Reiused

Here's a list of some steps people

might take to secure their (home
apartment) when they go away for

v

a

weekend or a long vacaticn., 00 you
generally do any of these things?

(READ LIST)

s
e
P



COLUMN(S)

DESCRIPTION

" WOUERS

RANGE

CODE DESCRIPTION

VAR132 3/3%
v4Rri3d 3/36
VAR134 3/37
VARA3S 3/38
VAR136 3/39
V‘ARJ.37 3/40

VAR138  '3/41

VAR139  3/42

COLUMN(S)

Tell your neighbors you're going awav

Turn on an alarm system

Leave outside lights on

Leave inside lights an

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

-19.

b-2

b-2

b-2

b-2

b-2

2=VYes
1=No
O=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=Na
0=N/A,
h=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
o=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

DESCRIPTION

CODES
RANGE

162

CODE DESCRIPTION

VAR7140  3/43
VAR141. 3724
VARIL42  3/45

VAR143  3/46

VAR 144 3747
VAR 145 = 3/48

VAR146  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

b-2

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No

=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes
1=No
O=N/A
b=Refused

2=Yes 3=Don't Know
1=No

0=N/A

b=Refused

2=Tes 3=Don't Know
1=No

0=N/A

b=Re fused

2wYesg 3=Don't Know
1=No

O=N/4

b=Refused



QOUIRN(S) DESCRIPTION

RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION

VAR 147 3/50 Bars on windows b=2 2=Yes 3=Don't know
1=No
O=N/A
b=Refused

]

VAR. 148 3/51 Operstinan 1.D, sticker b=2 2=Yes 3=Don't know
1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

VAR: 149 3/52 Beware of dog sign b=2 2=Yes 3=Don't know

1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

VAR: 150 3/53 Burglar alarm sign b2 2aYes 3=Don't know

1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused

VAR, 151  3/54 Night latches b-2 2=Yes " 3=Don't know

1=No
0=N/A
b=Refused
VAR. 152 3/55 Any other crime prevention devices b-2 2=Yes =Don 't . know
i 1=No !
O=N/A
. b=RE fused

VAR: 153 3/56 In general, have you cut back or 1-3 3=A great deal
changed your activities in the past 2=Somewhat
year because of crime?--a great deal, =Not at all
somewhat, or not al all.

: -21~
: CODES 164
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE _DESCRIPTION

VAH2154 3/57 Do you think people in general have 1-3 3=A great deal
cut back or changed their activities 2=Somewhat
in the past year because they are 1=Not at all
afraid of crime?--~a great deal,
somewhat, or not at all.

VAR'155 3/58 Would you say crimes in your neigh- 1-5 i=No crime happening in veighborhood
horheood are committed mostly by the 2=People living here
people who live here or mostly by 3=Qutsiders
outsiders? - (DO NOT READ LIST.) =Equally by both

5=Don’'t know
- Would you please tell me if you have
heard of any of the following pro-
grams or agencies?
VAR 156 3/59 Denver Visiting Service 0-2 1=Yes
(Public Health Service) 2=No

0=Don't know

VAR 157 3/60 York Street Center 0-2 1=Yes

- 2=No
" 0=Don't knew

VAR 158 3/61 Operation I.D. 0-2 1=Yes

2=No
0=Don't know

IO

VAR 159 3/62 Have you ever heard of the 1-2 1=Yes
Emergency Phone Number? 2=No

i

' VAR.160 3/63 Can you tell me what that 1-2 1=911

: aumber is? 2=0ther number or no number given

VAR 161 3/64 Are you aware that the Denver Visiting 1-2 1=Yes
Nurse Service has a follow-up program 2=No

for victims of street assault and
sexual assault?



VAR 152

VAR 163

VAR.164

VAR 165

.
VAR 165

N
VAR'167

VAR 168

s .

VAR 169

VAR170

jou

VAR2T1

VAR 172
VAR 173
VAR 174
,VAF 1'75

VAR 176

165

CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
3/65 How often do you wateh your neigh- 1-4 1=0ften
: bar's home faor them when they are 2=Sometimes
away? 3=Seldom
4aNever
3/66 Do you think the salaries of the 0-3 1=Too -high
police 1in this area are too high, 2=About right
about right, or too low? 3=Too low
O=Not sure
Here's a list of phrases people often
use to describe the activities of
the police. Do each of these phrases
describe the zctivities of the police
in your neighborhood?
3/67 Catching criminals 0-~-2 2=Yes
=No
. O=Don't know

3/68 Enforcing laws 0-2 2=Yes .
1=No
O0=Don't know

3/69 Stopping crimes before. they occur 0-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=Don't know

3/70 Giving traffic tickets 0-2 2=Yes
1=No
0=Don 't know

3/7% Bothering people who haven't broken 0-2 2=Yes

the law 1=No
O=Don't know
3/72 - Being preparsd for an emergency, such 0-2 2=Yes '
as a flood 1=No
0=Don 't know
-23=
: CODES 166

COLUMN{(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION

3/73 Helping people 0-2 2=Yes
1=No
O=Don't know

3/74 Just hanging around 0=-2 2=Yes
1=No

. O=Don't know
How good a job do you think the police
are doing for each of the following:

3175 Showing up quickly when called 1-4 1=No opinion
2=Not s0 good
3=Pretty good
4=Very good

3/76 Being respectful to people like 1-4 1=No opinion

yourself 2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4aVary good

3777 Paying attention to complaints 1-4 1=No opinion
2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4=Very good

3/78 Giving protection to the people in 1-4 1=No opinion

the neighborhood 2=lot SO good
. .~ 3=Pretty good
4=Yery good

3/79 Teachlng people how to prevent 1-4 1=No opinion

3/80

crime

Card #

2=Not so good
3=Pretty good
4=Veaery good

3



k

s

VAR. 177

VAR 178

VAR 179

2

VAR 180
VAR 181

VAR: 182

e

VAR 183

VAR 184

VAR- 185
VAR 186

VAR, 147

VAR 188
VAR 189

VAR. 190
VAR- 191

VAR, 192

VAR 193

187

CODES
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION
4/1-4 Interview # 0001~
1100
4/5 Here's a card showing seven ways b7 7=Excellent
the people of Denver rate thelr 6=Very good
police, VWhich one of these would 5=Good
you use to rate the job being done 4aFair
by the police in your neighborhood? 3=Poor
2=Very poor
1=Terrible
O=Not sure
b=Refused
4/8 Which one of the following crimes 1-5 1=Burglary
do you think the police should spend 2=Rape
the most time preventing? 3=Assault
(READ LIST) 4=Robbery
5=0ther
4/7 How willing would you be to attend 1-4 1=Very willing
free community workshops in order to 2=Somewhat willing
learn crime prevention techniques? 3=Somewhat unwilling
(READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/8 How willing would you be to watch your 1-4 1=Very willing
neighbor's home or apartment while they 2=8omewhat willing
are away i1f they would do the same 3=Somewhat unwilling
for you? (READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/9 How willing would you be to spend 1-4 1=Very willing
money on purchasing devises to make 2=Somewhat willing
your (house, apartment) safer from 3=Somewhat unwilling
burglaries? (READ LIST) 4=Very unwilling
4/10 Which of the following would be most 1-4 1=Having deadbolt locks
likely to prevent your home from 2=Having bars on the windows
being broken into? (CHOOSE ONE ONLY) 3=Having more police patrols
4=Having a burglar alarm
. ~25~
CODES 168
COLUMN({S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPYION
4/11 Within the past two years have 1-3 1=Yes
additional street lights been in- 2=No
stalled on your block? 3=Not sure or don't know
4712 Would you say that the new street 1-35 1=Much more safe
lights moke you feel: (READ LIST) 2=81ightly more safe
i 3=No different
4=81ightly less safe
S=Much less safe
4/13 Since the new street lights were 1-3 1=More often
installed do you walk in your 2=About the same
neighborhood at night: (READ LIST) 3=Less often
4/14 Have the new street liéhts ever 1-2 1=Yes
helped you to observe a crime in 2=No
progress which you reported to the police?
4/15 Have you heard of Neighbors Against 1-2 1=Yes
Crime Together or Neighbors ACT? 2=No
Where did you see or hear about
Neighbors ACT? .
4/16 v 1-2 2=No
1=Yes
4/17 Radio 1-2 2=No
. 1=Yes
4/18 Newspaper i-2 2=No
1=Yes
4/19 Movie Theater 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/20 Bus 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/21 Taxi 1-2 1=Yes

2=No



VAR 194
VAR’ 195
VAR 196
VAR 197
VAR 198
VAR: 109
VAR 200
VAR{201

L3
VAR, 202
VAR® 203
VAR

204

VAR' 205

3
VAR.206
VAR 207

VAR: 208
VAR 209
VAR 2113
VAR. 2i1
VAR 212

VAR 213

VAR 214

CODES

400

COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE DESCRIPTION
4/22 Billboard 1-2 i=Yes
2=No
4/23 Poster 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/24 Speaker 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/25 At your door 1-2 1=Yes
2aNo
4/286 Block Meeting 1-2 1=Yes
22Na
4727 A neighbor 1-2 l=Yes
2=No
4/28 A friend 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/29 Other 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/30 Have you receilved a packet of infor- 1-2 1=Yes
mation on crime prevention from 2=No
Neighbors ACT?
4/31 Did somecone from Neighbors ACT come 1.3 1=Yes
to your door to talk about the program? 2=No
3=Not sure

4732 Have you or anyone else from your 1-3 1=Yes
house attended a block meeting 2=No
sponsored by Neighbors ACT? 3=Not sure

4/33 Have you or anyone else from your 1-3 1=Yes
house attended any other meeting 2=No
gsponsored by Neighbors ACT? 3=Not sure

- . X
170
CODES

COLIMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE DESCRIPTION

4/34 Have you told any of your neighbors 1-2 1=Yes
you would watch their house? 2=No

4/35 Have you exchanged information with 1-2 1=Yes
your neighbors such as your name and 2=No
telephone noumber?

4/36 Do you feel that Neighbors ACT has 1-3 1=Yes
helped bring your neighborhood closer 2=No
together? 3=Don't know or not sure

4/37 Purchased any locks 0-3 %:ggs

3=Not sure
O=Refused

4/38 Locked your home more regularly 0-3 g=§gs

3=Not sure
O=Refused

4/39 Left lights on when you are not 0-3 1=Yes

at home. 2=No
3=Not sure
O=Refused
4740 Walk only in well lighted areas 0-~3 1=Yes
at night. 2=No
3=Not sure
O=Refused
4/41 Be cautious of strangers 0-3 1=Yes
2=No
3=Not sure
O=Refused
4/42 Have you done anything else to pro- 1-2 %fgzs

tect yourself from crime?

. =28



VAR 216
VAR. 217
VAR™ 218

VAR 219

VAR 220

-

-

VAR 231

VAR 222

- -+

VAR: 223

VAR: 224

VAR 225

VAR-226

VAR 227

VAR 228
'\b(, -
VAR 229

VAR. 230

VAR 231

CODES

ot

COLUMN({S) DESCRIDPTION RANGE CQDE DESCRIPTION
4/43 How long have you lived in this 1-4 1=Less thon one year
(house, apartment)? 2=0ne to 5 years
3=6 to 10 years
4=11 years or more
4/44 Sex 1-2 1=Male
2=Female
4/45-48 What is your age? 18-99 Enter exact age
4747 What was the last year of regular 1-7 7=Graduate school degrea
schooling completed by the head of g=Graduate (4 year college)
your household--the main wage earner? 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 or9)
1=[,ess than 7 years of school
4/48 Have you ever served on a jury? 0-2 2=Yes
1=No
O=Not sure
4/49 Are you willing to serve on a 0~2 2=Yes
Jury? 1=No
O=Not sure
4/50 Do you know the names of your next 1-3 1=Yes, all of them
door nelghbors? 2=Yes, some of them
3=No
4/51 Do you own or rent your home? 1-2 1=0wn
2=Rent
4/52 Is everyone who lives here related 1-2 1=Yes
to you? 2=No
4/53 Was the head of this household 1-3 1=Yes, full~time
employed last week? 2=Yes, part-time
3=No
A ~29- .
CODES 172
COLUMN(S) DESCRIPTION RANGE CODE_DESCRIPTION
4/54 Interviewer: . Check this but do not 0~5 1=Black
ask ethnicity: 2=White
. 3=Chicano
4=Native American
5=0ther ;
0=Not sure N
4/55 Type of dwelling. (INTERVIEWER 1-4 1=Single family '
CHECK THIS BUT DO NOT ASK) 2=Duplex, two-family
3=High rise, multiphe unit
4=0ther
4/56 Special problems 1-2 1=Yes
’ =No
4/57 Legibility - 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/58 Completeness ‘ 1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/59 Authenticity C1-2 1=Yes
2=No
4/60 Crew Cheif 1-6 1=Vanessa Blacknall

~3Q-

2=Alex Denerstein
3=William Dorsey
4=Chris Garcia
S5=Marlan McMahan
6=Marsha Metz



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.



TECHNICAL APPENDIX 6

T-Tests on Pre-Test (1975)
and Post-Test (1976) Variables

173

PRE-TEST POST~TEST

NUHMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICANT
VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D, OF CASES MEAN 5.D. T-VALUE _ DIFFERENCE
VARDOS Poverty

1081 1.188 .391 1055 1.191 394 -.177
VAROO6 Inflation

) 1081 1.198 .298 1055 1,098 297 7,768 *

VARDO7 Crime .

1081 1,137 344 1055 1.112 .315 1,755 L
VAROOS Race Relations

1081 1.347 476 1055 . 1,291 454 2,779 ®
vAROO9 Uncmployment :

1081 1.212 409 1055 1.198 .399 +801
+ARD33 How Often Do You Walk In The Neighborhood When Dark

1077 3.574 1.508 1044 3,494  1.472 1,237
«ARD39 Gun Used For Protection

1050 1.269 443 969 1.257 437 612
-ARD40 Insurance Against Theft

1046 1.594 491 1025 1.65 477 -2,632 L4
-ARO41 Hark Your Pergsonal Proparty

1060 1.298 458 1036 1.371 .483 -3.553 4
.ARD42 Police I.D. Program Underway

859 1.617 486 8s1 1.744 452 -4,272 ®
ARD4A3 Received Information About Burglary Protection

1029 1.429 495 1011 1,501 5 -3.268 *
ARQOAG Kncw A Policeman

1065 1.701 458 1050 1.673 469 1.388 *
ARD4T7 Break Into Your House And Take Something

1681 1.104 .305 1055 1.084 .278 1.586 b
ARD49 Stolen From Outside Your House .

1081 1.167 .374 1055 1.114 .318 3.53 *

NUMBER C 7 NUMBER
VARIABLE  OF CASES ~ MEAN 5.D.  OF CASES
VARO51 Pocket Plcked Or Purae Snatched

1081 1.018 .131 1055
VAROS3 Anything Stolen Using Force

1081 1,015 W21 1055
VAROSS Attacked Or Assalted

1081 1,031 W72 1055
VAROS7 Auto Stolen

1081 1,026 .159 1055
VARO83 Crime Ts A Serious Problem

1078 2.776  1.084 1052
VAROS84 Most Policemen Are Honest

1079 2.602 ,976 1047
VARO8S Feel Safe Walking In Neighborhood

1076 3.113 1.16 1045
VARQ86 Higher~Ups In The Police Dept. Are Honest

1078 2,748 .932 1047
VAR087 Concerned About House Broken Into

1079 3.724 1.059% 1048
VAROBS Crime Has Decreased In The Last Year.

1076 2.8 .866 1048
VARD89 Little To Do To Preveant Getting Attacked

1079 2,785 1,089 1044
VARO90 Crime Prevention Handled Only By Police

1079 3.54 .985 1047
VAR091 Less Crime If Neighbors Watch Out

1079 1,978 J767 1045
VAR0S2 Nothing To Protect Mome From Burglary

1079 3.469 1.027 1048
VARO93 Willing To Witness In Court On Crine

1077 2,147 845 1052
VARGS4 Courts Do A Good Job In Redueing Crime

1079 3.294 1.005 1052
VAR095 Prisona Do Little Good Stopping Crime

1078 2,631 1,015 1047
VAR096 Neighbora Stick Together For Less Crime

1075 2.935 1.025 1044

1.014

1.011

1.024

1.025

1.638

2,57

3.237

2.689

2.158

3.12

3.208

3.515

1.783

3.389

2,050

3.278

2,567

2.815

.118
.106
152
.155
.655
.893
1.146
867
.998
.892
1.121
1.044
.681
1.063
<722
.99;
.944

.944

T-VALUE

.743

.811

.994

.148

29.405

.789

-2.477

1.512

35.094

-8.387

~8.816

.568

6.204

1.765

2.848

.368

1.505

2,736

174

" SIGNIFICAN

DIFFERENCE



176

NUMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICANT
VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN §.D. OF CASES MEAN 8.D. T~VALUE DIFFERENCE
VARD97 Police Should Patrol Hore Often

1077 2.536 1.032 1046 2.515 1,03 469
VARO98 Feel Safer If Police Patrol On Foot

1076 3.096 1.084 1049 2,986 1.071 2,352 L
VAROD99 Think Hy Home Ia Safe From Thieves

1076 3,313 1.04 1050 3.443 999 -2,939 *
VAR100 When Family At Home, Keep Doors Locked

1072 3,244 .878 1047 3,343 .797 ~2,719 *
VAR101 Security Steps At Night Lock Windows

1058 1.58 494 1043 1.616 486 -1.682 *
VAR}02 Turn On Alarm System At Night

288 1,236 425 515 1.157 364 2,653 L
VARIO3 Outside Lights On At Night

1032 1.337 473 1026 1,455 498 ~5,509 *
VARL04 Ingide Lights On At Night ’

1063 1.424 494 1044 1.46 499 1.664 *
VARIO5 Drapes Closed At Night

1063 1.776 417 1043 1.838 .369 ~3.615 *
VAR106 Security Steps When Out Lock Windows

1059 1.795 404 1040 1,782 413 .729
VAR1IO07 Tell A Neighbor You're Going Out

1046 1.441 497 1029 1.389 .488 2,405 *
VARIDS ‘furn On Alarm System When Going Out

292 1.257 .438 530 1.162 .369 3,142 &
VARLO9 Outside Lights On When Going Out

1021 1.525 .5 1006 1.59 .492 -2.95 L
VAR110 Inside Lights On When Going Out

1051 1.709 455 1031 1.748 L4348 2.0 *
VARI11 Drapes Closed When Going Out

1048 1,744 436 1024 1.812 .391 ~3,734 *
VAR] 12 Set Automatic Light Timer When Going Out

478 1.32 467 628 1,218 413 3,779 *
VARI1] Security Steps For Vacation Neighboras

1034 1.832 374 1006 1.854 .353 ~1.365 L
VARI 14 Turn On Alarm System For Vacation

297 1.263 441 517 1,118 391 2.434 *

= T T T ————

176

NUMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICA..
VARTABLE OF CASES ~ MEAN s.D. OF CASES  MEAN ~ S.D.  T-VALUE DIFFERENC:
VAR11S Outside Lights On For Vacation

985 1,396 489 978 1.44 497 -1.977 #
VARL16 Inside Lights On For Vacation

1027 1.601 49 1002 1.617 486 - .738
VARIL7 Drapes Closed For Vacation

1015 1.328 A7 981 1,251 434 3.805 *
VARL18 Set Automatic Light Timer For Vacation

434 1.419 494 610 1.277 .448 §,755 *
VARL19 Tell Strangers On Phone Of Your Absence

1015 1.055 .228 990 1.032 177 2,531 %
VARI20 Stop Newspapera

920 1.645 479 909 1.696 .46 -~2.323 . *
VARI21 Stop Deliveries '
‘ 883 1,649 478 922 1.707 455 -2.64 L]
VAR122 Have Laown Mowed

964 1,672 W47 927 1,702 .458 ~1.407 L]
VAR123 Stop Mail Or Have It Collected .

1006 1.698 459 992 1.8 4 -5.3 *
VAR124 Other

921 1.774 418 768 1.171 .376 31,143 *
VARI25 Security In Home Dead Bolt Locks

1032 1.347 476 1027 1.448 .498 ~4.702 %
VAR126 Through~Frame Pins

929 1,136 .343 173 1.11 313 1.636 L]
VAR127 Rods In S51iding Doors

813 1.098 .298 752 1.097 .296 .066
VARI28 Bars On Windows

1040 1.075 . 264 986 1.095 .294 1.614 %
VAR129 - Operation I.D, Sticker Displayed

1043 1.221 415 1031 1,295 456 -3.86 *
VAR130 Beware Of Pog Sign R

1028 1.060 .238 958 1,053 .225 675
VAR131 Burglar Alerm Sign

951 1,069 .254 898 1.076 .265 - 579
VAR132 Night Latches

1051 1,589 .492 1029 1.651 WAT7 2,92 *

Pt ol
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NUMBER NUMBER SIGNYFICANT

VARIABLE OF CASES HEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T~VALUE  DIFFERENCE NUMBER NUMBER T T STIGRIFICANI
VARTABLE OF CASES HEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN  S.D.  T-VALUE DIFFERENCE
|

VAR1I33 Other Crime Prevention Devices , VARLS57 Protection To Neighborhood . .

885 1.124 .33 934 1,11 .313 927 952 2.962 611 968 2.978 .572 - .592 .
VARI3S Cut Back Activities Due To Crime . VARISS Teaching Crime Prevention

1071 1.455 .672 1049 1.488 .654 1,145 i 803 2,564 .666 889 2,583 .651 - 592
VARL36 People Changed Activities Due To Crime VARIS9 Rating Of Neighborhood Police

1052 1.873 .679 1037 1.828 .687 1.506 * . 1039 4.855 1.163 1001 4,837 1:.111 358
VAR140 Operation I.D, , - VARLEL Willing To Attend Workehops

1074 1.254 436 1036 1.221 415 1.782 * ! 1066 2,027 .857 1049 2.086 885 ~1.558 *
VARL42 Emergency Phone Number | VAR162 Willing To Watch Neighbors Home

1073 1.116 2321 1031 1.073 W26 3.379 L 1068 1.24 .352 1049 1,282 .568 ~-1.725 *
VARL44 How Often Watch Neighbor's Home ; VARI63 Willing To Buy Prevention Devices

1061 2,171 1.139 1051 2,031  1.041 2,948 * ) 1068 1.966 .904 1049 1.987 .854 - .549
VARISS Salarics Of Police VARLG7 Length Of Residence

640 2,205 .626 594 2,099 565 3.126 ® _ 1073 2,633 1,147 1055 2,683 1.118 -1.018
VARL 46 Police Activities Catching Criminals VARL96 Age

798 - 1.66 474 1008 1.755 W43 ~4.403 * 1081 3.664 934 1050 3,755 .822 =2.371 *
VARIAT Enforcing Laus VAR168 Last Year Of Schooling ‘

909 1.798 402 1022 1.853 354 ~3,173 & 1059 3.874 1.567 1019 4,151 1,56 -4.038 *
VAR148 Stopping Crimes Before Occurrence ¢ VARL70 Served On A Jury

618 1.416 493 1018 489 .823 .823 1061 1,214 R} 1051 1,225 417 - ,611
VARI49 Giving Traffic Tickets VARi71 Willing To Serve On A Jury

982 1.903  .296 1025 1.912  .283 - .697 990 1.684  .463 956 1.684  ,465 0.
VAR1SO Bothering People VAR182 Know Neighbor's Names .

882 1.365 L482 1029 1.367 482 - .09 | 1074 1,678 701 1053 1.603 641 2.576 *
VARIS1 Prepared For Emergency ‘f

767 1.682 466 998 1.645 479 . 1.634 & .
YARLS52 Helping People ‘!

963 1,827 .379 1626 1.858 .35 ~1.896 X P
VARI3] Just Hanging Around ‘

941 1.392 .488 1030 1.358 A48 1,556 * t
VARIS54 Police Tasks Showing Up Quickly ¥

1003 2.9 .692 985 2,923 669 ~ .754 |
VARLSS Being Respectful To People . R

1015 3.091 .663 1015 3,054 641 1,278 |

! .

VARLS6 Paying Attention To Complaints ‘

963 2.926  .682 966 2.949  .591 - 833 ]

v - s -



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 guestion wording.






TECHNICAL APPENDIX 7

T-Tests on Westside Experimental and

Eastside Experimental Variables For Post-Test

179

WESTSIDE EASTSIDE

EXPERIMENTAL EXPERIMENTAL

RUMBER NUMBER STIGNIFICANT
VARTABLE OF CASES HEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE
VAROO6 Praoverty

241 1.207 406 179 1.14 .348 1.816 . #
VAROO7 Inflation

241 1.108 .311 179 1.084 .278 .832
VAROOB Crime

241 1.112 2316 179 1.089 .286 74
VAROO9 Race Relations

241 1.34 475 179 1.274 447 1.457 *
VARO1O Unemployment , X

241 1.228 421 179 1,145 .353 2,193 *
VARO34 How Often Do You Walk In Neighborhood When Dark

237 3.624  1.452 176 3.284  1.489 2.32 *
VARD36 Gun Used For Protection )

230 1.196 .398 158 - 1.291 456 -2,122 *
VAR037 Insurance Against Theft

234 1.679 468 174 1.575 .496 2,146 %
VARO38 Mark Your Personal Property

238 1.382 .487 178 1.303 ,461 1.687 *
VARD39 Police I.D. Program Underway

180 1.6% 478 145 1.752 434 ~2.013 *
VAROAO Recelved Information About Burglary Protection

225 1.524 .501 171 1.538 S5 - .276
VARO4 1 Know A Policeman

238 1.676 469 179 1,687 465 - ,238
VARQ42 Break Into Your Home And Take Sometlilng

241 1.079 .27 179 1.117 .323 -1,278
VARD43 How Many Times

19 1.105 315 21 1.381 921 -1,293
VARDS4 Stolen From OQutside Your Home

241 1.145 .353 179 1.089 .286 1.792 *

VARIABLE =

VARO45

VARO46

VARO48

VAROS0

VARO52

VARLO2

VARI03

VAR104

VARIOS

VARLI06

VAR107

VAR108

VAR109

VARL10

VARL1L

VAR112

VARL13

VARL14

'NUMBER NUMBER

OF CASES  HEAN _ S.D. OF CASES  HEAN
How Many Times .
34 1.324 ,684 18 1.167
Pocket Picked Or Purse Snatched
241 1.012 W11 179 1.028
Anything Stolen Using Force
241 1,004 .064 179 1.017
Attacked Or Assalted

241 1.017 128 179 1.045
Auto Stolen . .
241 1,012 111 179 1.006
Crime Is A Serifous Problem

<241 1.685 .599 179 1.62
Most Policeman Ave Honest
239 2,527 .878 178 2.674
Feel Safe Walking In Neighborhood
239 3.331 . 1.059 176 3.33
Higher-Ups In The Police Departmwent Are Honest
239 2,703 .86 178 2,719
Concerned About House Broken Into
240 1.95 ,832 178 2,326
Crime Has Decreased In Last Year
240 3.254 .9 179 3.067
Little To Do About Getting Attacked
238 3.067 1.108 176 3.17
Crime Prevention Handled By Police Alone
239 3.356  1.047 178 3.539
Less Crime If Neighbors Watch Out

240 1.804 .672 176 1.813
Nothing To Protect Home From- Burglary
240 3.225 1.055 178 3.354
Willing To Witness In Court On Crime
241 2.087 .722 179 2,028
Courts Do A Good Job In Reducing Crime

240 3,263 973 179 3,324
Prisons Do Little Good Stopping Crime
237 2.578 .863 176 2,472

_S8.D.

.383

165

.129

1.028

1.202

1.019

1.118

.909

1.154

~ SIGNIFIC.
T-VALUE DIFFEREN.

1.06
1.13
-1.231
1.6
.657
1.08
1.536 *
.009
- .169
-3.779 *
2.091 *
- 913
-1.786 *
- 135
-1.209
.833

- 634

1.135



181. 1e
NUMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICANT NUMBER NUMBER SIGNIFICA
VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES  MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE VARIABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES MEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENC
VARL15 Neighbors Stick Together For Less Crime VAR1 34 Outside Lighta On For Vacation
236 2.699 949 176 2.875 1,051 ~1,752 * 227 1,37 484 156 1.449 .499 -1.54 *
VARL16 Police Should Patrol Hore Often VARL35 Inglide Lighta On For Vacation
2317 2.371 977 177 2,621 .993 ~2.55 229 1.633 .483 164 1.524 501 2.159 Sk
VAR117 Feel Safer If Police Patrol Oa Foot VAR136 Drapes Closed For Vacation
238 2,933  1.065 177 2.836 1.018 941 225 1.24 428 163 1.147 .355 2.335 *
VARD 18 Think Home Is Safe From Thleves VAR137 Set Automatic Timer For Vacation
239 3.515 .965 177 3.305 .981 2,172 * 110 1.282 W452 122 1,238 427 .76
VARLI20 Lock Lour Windows VAR138 Tell Strangers On Phone Of Your Absence’
239 1,632 .483 177 1.621 486 $229 227 1.031 .173 160 1,05 .219 - .914
VARIZ) Turn On Alarm System ’ . Lo VARL3Y Stop Newspaper
83 1.133 341 101 1.158 .367 - 478 216 1.681 467 - 138 1,725 A48 - .886
VARE22 Outside Lights On At Night VARL40 Stop Deliveries
238 1.424 495 168 1,482 .501 -1.155 210 1.676 469 151 1.742 <439 ~-1.369 ®
VARI23 Inside Lights On At Night VARL41 Have Lawn Mowed
239 1.523 .501 174 1,431 487 1.851 * 223 1.7 459 139 1.719 451 - .387
VARI24 Drapes And Shades Closed At Night VARL42 Stop Mail Or Have It Collected
240 1.883 322 173 1.884 2321 - .03% 223 1.825 ,381 166 1.789 409 .885 ’
VAR125 Lock Your Windows . VAR143 Other
239 1.803 .398 178 1.809 2394 - 153 158 1,165 372 129 1,078 .268 2.299 *
VAR126 Tell A Neighbor Your Going Out VARL44 Security In Home Dead Bolt Locks
239 1.406 492 171 1.38 487 531 235 1,43 .496 171 1.485 .501 ~1.097
VAR127 Tukn On Alarm System VARL4S Through-Frame Pins
87 1.126 .334 108 1.139 347 - .265 160 1,075 264 © 143 1.112 .316 -1.,097
VARI28 Outside Lights On When Coing Out VAR146 Rods In Sliding Doors
233 1.554 498 165 1.594 493 - .794 158 1.057 .233 135 1.081 .275 -~ .801
VAR129 Inside Lights On When Golng Out VAR147 Bars On Windows
235 1.762 427 173 1.65¢9 475 2,258 & 219 1.064 .245 168 1.137 . 345 -~2.329 *
VARI30 Drapes And Shadea Closed When Going-Out . . VARL48 Operation I.D. Sticker Displayed
234 1.868 34 171 1.86 .348 .231 235 1,268 444 174 1.31 464 - .922
VARIL31 Set Automatic Light Timer When Going Out VAR149 Beware Of Dog Sign
114 1.167 374 126 1.198 4 - .62 223 1.04 .197 152 1.039 .195 049
VARI32 Security Steps For Vacation Neighbors VAR150 Burglar Alarm Sign
231 1.87 .337 166 1.837 .37 91 191 1,037 .188 147 1.095 .295 -2.083 *
VAR133 Turn Ou Alarm System For Vacsation VARLS51 NHight Latches
84 1.19 .395 102 1,137 2342 .962 234 1.624 L4085 176 1,739 JAk) -2.503 »

P
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NUMBER

NUMBFR SIGNIFICANT

VARTIABLE OF CASES MEAN §.0. OF CASES  HEAN S.D. T-VALUE DIFFERENCE
VAR152 Other Crime Prevention Devices

215 1.116 2321 153 1.118 2323 - 0539
YAR153 Cut Back Activities Due To Crime

240 1.567 .705 178 1,466 674 1.485 L]
VARIS54 People Changed Activitied Due To Criwe

237 1.861 .726 173 1.798 698 .887
VARISS Operation 1.D,

238 1.239 428 176 1.233 424 .142
VARLS59 Emergency Fhone Number -

233 1.06% .253 178 1.079 .27 - ,382
VAR162 tlow Often Watch Neighbors Houe

240 1.846 .988 179 2.279 - 1.071 -4,232 *
VARI63 Salaries OF Police

133 2.113 .5B6 98 2.031 .564 1.074
VARLIGS Pollce Activities Catching Criminals

232 1,784 412 172 1.727 A48T 1.309 *
VARLIGS Enforcing Laws

237 1.84 ,368 170 1.818 387 577
VARL66 Stopplag Crimes Before Occurrence .

236 1,352 479 173 1.405 492 -1,089
YAR167 Glving Traffic Tickets

239 1.921 271 174 1.925 264 - .15
VARI6B Bothering People

238 1.311 464 174 1.448 499 ~2,836 *
VARIGS Prepared For Emergency

230 1.63 484 175 1.651 418 ~ 436
VAR170 Helping People

237 1.869 .338 173 1.815 .389 1,465 4
VAR171 Just Bunging Aroung

239 1.31 463 174 1,494 .501 ~3.802 #
VARI72 Police Tanks Showiug Up Quickley

225 2.916 .625 165 2.79 .685 1.804 *
VAR173 Being Respectful To People

233 3.004 .653 171 2.93 619 1.16
VARITS Paying Attention To Complaints

219 2,941 .551 164 2.866 592 1.264

184

NUMBER NUMBER SIGNITICA
VARTABLE OF CASES MEAN S.D. OF CASES  MEAN s.D. T-VALUE  DIFFERENCI
VARITS Protection To Neighborhood

218 2,936 .539 166 2.861 .592 1.278
VARL76 Teaching Crime Prevention

197 2,563 .6 155 2,626 .695 -~ .897
VARL77 Rating Of Neighborhood Police

229 4,886 1,194 167 4.665 1.173 1.836 *
VARL79 Willing To Attend Workshops o

240 2,154 936 176 2.136 946 .193
VAR180 Willing To Watch Neighbor's Home

238 1,213 459 178 1.455 .722 ~3.921 &
VAR1B1 Willing To Buy Prevention Devices

240 1.962 .778 177 2.068 .883 -1.274
VAR215 Length Of Residence

241 2,896 1,145 179 2,469 1.153 3.765 g
VAR217 Age

233 46,979 19.62 171 44.55  20.466 1.199
VAR218 Last Year Of Schooling .

226 3.867 1,509 173 4,555 1.416 -4 .675 *
VAR219 Served On A Jury

240 1,163 .37 178 1.236 .426 ~1.832 *
VAR220 Willing To Serve On A Jury

211 1.64 .481 16} 1.683 .467 ~ .868
VAR221 Know Neighbor's Name

240 1.538 619 179 1.827 .634 -4 .66 bd
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NEIGHBORS AGAINST CRIME TOGETHER EVALUATION STUDY

What was/is your role in regards to the NACT program?

In your opinion, what were the major accomplishments of the
NACT program as a whole?

Of the action center component?

In your opinion, what were the major problems of the NACT program
as a whole?

Of the action center component?

¥What changes would you make in the total program 1f it were
refunded?

In the action center component?

Should the kind of method being used 1nAthe NACT program, that of
organizing neighborhoods, be continued as a method of crime
prevention?

Is there a more effective way to teach the public about crime
prevention? What is 1t?

Is there anything else you would like to add?




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 househclds in the City and County of Denver.






188" -

! 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST
‘ VARIABLE PERCENTAGES _PERCENTAGES __
1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST
VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARO14 Only Place Housing Found
. No 92.07 890.25
VARGO4 Head of Household Yes 7.93 9.75
Missing 2.03 —-—
Head 63.32 55,24 VARO15 Price Right
Spouse 34.64 44,76 No . ‘84 .80 . B2.75
- Yes 16.14 17.25
VAROOS  Poverty
Missing .28 2.47 VARO16 Location
Yes 81.98 81.25 No 75.984 . 84.03
No 17.74 16.28 , Yes 24.06 ) 15.87
VAROO6 Inflation VARO17 Good Property Characteristics
Missing —-— 1.62 No 89.16 83.70
Yes 91.60 81.49 Yes ’ 10.84 16.30
No 8.40 6.88
VARO18 Always Lived There
VAROO7 Crime No 80.32 §2.08
Missing 21 1.07 Yes 19.68 17.92
Yes 88.58 90,23
No 11.21 8.70 VARO18 Other
No 88.30 93.64
VAROO8 Race Relations Yes 11.70 6.36
Missing .40 1.99 .
Yes 69.62 ' 72.98 VARG20 Total Number of Items Mentioned
No 29.99 23.04 One 1.96 3.30
Two 88.42 79.48
VAROO9 Unemployment Three 7.54 11.59
Missing .65 1.61 Four 1.31 4.71
Yes 79.09 ' 79,94 Five .44 .56
No 20.19 18,45 Six 07 .29
Seven .20 —
VARC"; Most Concerned Problem Eight .06 .07
Missing 7.13 10.68 : ’ :
Poverty 7.32 11,85 VARO21 VWhich Reason Most Important
Inflation 35.42 27.80 Missing 39.14 80.72
Crime 21,99 26.07 Neighborhood 10,05 5.84
Race Relations 4,58 4,81 Good Schools 1.55 1.62
Unemployment 23.56 19.7¢ Safe from Crime .85 .21
Only Place Housing
VARO11 Neighborhood Found 3.68 .73
No 82.73 70.25 Right Price 7.28 1.76
Yes 17.27 29.75 Location 13.63 4,49
" Property 6.42 2.66
VARO12 Good 8chools : Always Lived There 10.481 . 1.41
No 96 .65 80,00 Other 6.78 .56
Yes 3.35 10.00 .
VARO22 Nothing I Don't Like
VARO13 Safe From Crime Missing 44,57 42.G8
No 98.72 88 .69 No 55.43 . 57.32
Yes 1.28 1.31
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1875 PUB-~TEST 1976 POST-TEST 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST

VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES
VARND23 Traffic VAR033 Walk in Nelghborhood When Dark )
Missing 94.66 _ 91,60 Not Sure . .26 1.17
Yes . 5.34 8.40 : Every Night 12.89 11.04
Few Times a Week 17.47 21.29
VARO24 Environmental Problems Few Times a Month 10.58 16.29
Missing 89.31 87.60 Less Often 16.31 13.89
Yes 10.69 12.40 ~ Never 42 .49 36.32
VARO25 Crime VARO34 Any Place Not Feel Safe
Missing 93.06 88.22 Not Sure 14.18 -
Yes 6.94 11,78 No 30. 84 -
Yes 54.98 -
VAR0O26 Public Transportation
Missing 29.17 88.71 VAR035 Total Number Areas Mentioned
Yes .83 1.29 44.89 _—
40.85 -—
VAR0O27 1Inadeguate Schiools 11.51 —
Missing 88 .64 98.40 1.82 -
Yes 1.38 i.60 .83 --
YARO28 Bad Element VAR036 Area Meutioned
Missing 96.44 95.98 Missing 45.37 —
Yes 3.56 4.02 North Denver 2.59 -
East Denver 7.64 —
VARO28 Problems with Neighbors West Denver 2.99 -
Missing 92 .67 93,32 South Denver .92 -
Yes 7.33 6.68 Park Hi1l1 1.10 —_—
Capital Hi1l 14.16 -
VAR0O30 Other Five Points 6.94 —
Missing 88.78 83.71 Down Town 8.51 -
Yes 11.22 6.29 Other 9.78 —-—
VARO31 Total Number of Problems Mentioned VAR037 llow Often Do You Go There
One 43.35 51.27 Missing 47.15 -
Two 50.69 39.94 Every Day 3.05 -
Three 5.11 6.14 Few Times a Week 3.87 -
Four .78 2.03 Few Times a Month 10.73 -
Five 07 .48 Less Often 17.23 -
Six — .14 Never 17.87 —
Seven .07 -
VARO38 Watch Dog
VAR032 Which Problem Most Serious Missing .40 .33
Missing 74.71 81.40 No Dog 57.48 47.76
Traffic 2.59 1,13 Pet 10.72 15.67
Environmental 4.7 2.16 Watch Dog 31.40 36.24
Crime 3.81 1.61
Transportation .46 .15 VAR039 Gun for Protection
Schaols .64 27 Missing/Not Sure 2.70 7.02
Bad Element 1.38 .03 No 72.10 65.55
Neighbors 4.16 1,27 Yes 25.20 23.43
Other 7.49 1.08



1975 PRE-TEST

VARIABLE PERCENTAGES
VARO40 Insurance Against Theft
Not Sure 4.49
No 32.83
Yes 62.68
VARO41 Mark Personsl Property
Not Sure 2.32
No 65.93
Yes 31.75
VARO42 Police ldentification Program
Not Sure 18.08
No 27.89
Yes 54.03
VAR043 Recelved Information About Protection
Missing/Not Sure 4.589
No 49.27
Yes 46.14
VARO44 VWhere Information Heard
Missing 55.47
Radlo 1.64
Television ) 11.21
Police 11.08
Other 20.60
VARO45 Rememwber Anything Uessages Said
No 64.82
Yes 35.12
VARO46 Kunow Policeman
Missing 1.61
Yes 31.18
No 67.21
VARO47 Break in and Take SBomething
No 90.51
Yes 9.49
VARO48 Number of Times
Missgsing 90.51
One 7.32
Two 1.72
Three .19
Four .27
VARO49 Anything Stolen

No 83.89
Yes 16.11

1976 POST-TEST

PERCENTAGES

2.27
28.80
68.93

2,11
60.48
37.42

18.10
21.43
60.47

3.7
46.53
48.75

92.28
1.19

.07

88.97
11.03

180

VARLABLE

VARO50

VAROS1

VARQO52

y

VARO53

VARO54

VARDHS

VAR(058

VAROS7

VAROSS

1975 PRE-TEST

PERCENTAGES
Number of Times
Missing 83.89
One 12.51
Two 2.37
Three .44
Four .17
Five .26
Six .31
Seven .06
Pocket Picked/Purse Snatched
No 98.09
Yes 1.91
Number of Times
Missing 98,09
One 1.79
Two .08
Three .06
Take Anything Using Force
No 98.58
Yes 1.42
Number of Times
Missing 98,58
One 1.25
Two .11
Three .06
Attacked/Assaunlted
No 96.95
Yes 3.05
Number of Times
Missing 86.95
One 2.563
Two .38
Three .13
Four -
Auto Theft
No 97.42
Yes 2.58
Nunmber of Times
Hissing 97.42
2.39

.06

.07

.06

181

1976 POST-~TEST

PERCENTAGES

88.95
9.73
1.20

.06
.06

97.13
2.87

98,39
1.61



VARIABLES

VARO60

VAROB1

VARO62

VAROB3

VARO64

VAROG65

PERCENTAGES
VAR0O59 Victim of Any Other Crime
No 96.82
Yes 3.18
Number of Times
Missing 96 .82
One 2.92
Two .20
Three .06
What Was Crime
No Answer 89,32
Answer .68
Type of Crime
Missing 72.73
Burglary 6.92
Household Larceny 12.82
Personal Larceny 1.75
Robbery 40
Assault 2,08
Car Theft 1.22
Other 2.08
Month
Missing 74.18
Jawuary 1.75
February 1.75
March 1.72
April 2.14
May 2.63
June 3.57
July 5.87
August 1.87
September 1.11
October 1.21
November 1.00
December 1.30
Year
Missing 72.54
1973 .08
1974 B.39
1975 19.01
1976 -
Report to Police
Hissing 72.33
Yes 14.75
No 12.92

1975 PRE-TEST

1976 POST-TEST
PERCENTAGES

78.99
7.86
9,06
1.04

1.38
.93

78.23
1,11
1.85
1.34
2.68
2,31
2.43
2.82
2.85

1.23
1.28
.72

78.80

5.86
15.34

79.19
12.53
8.28

VARDG6

VARO59
(POST)

VAROB7

VAROGS

VARDE9

VARO70

VARIABLE

Report to Police
Missing

Yes

No

1975 PRE-TEST
PERCENTAGES

72.33
14.75
12.92

¥hich Reason Most Important

Missing

No Time

Small Theft

Knew Offender
Handled Themselves
Do Nothing

Other

What Did Police Do
Missing

Took Information
Taok Finger Prints
Recovered Items
Nothing

Other Action

Know Offender
Missing

Yes

No

Type of Crime
Missing

Burglary
Household Larceay
P=rsonal Larceny
Robbery

Assault

Car Theft

Other

Month
Missing
January
February
March
April
May

June
July
August
September
Qctober
November
December

84.82
8.60
.80
1.15
3.29
1.24

74 .86
3.73
21.41

92.91

2.66
.58
.63
.46
.71

1.44

93.19
.06
.27
.50
.64

1.31
.44
1.38
.44

.23
.83
.20

193

1976 POST-TEST

PERCENTAGES

79.19
12.53
8.28

98.87

* .14

.42

.21
.36

87.54
8.69
.62
1.17
1.46
.53

79.38
3.34
17.31

94.62
2.00
1.93

.36
.29
.14
.68

94.83
.07
.20
.47
.83
.68
.27
.96

1.07
.07
.14
42
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1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST

1975 PRE-TEST

VARIABLE

VARO71

VARO72

VARO73

VARQO67
(POST)

VARO74

VARQ75

VARO76

PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARIABLE PERUENTAGES
Year VARO77 Month
Missing 92,72 g4.62 Missing 87.96
1974 2,22 - January .11
1975 5.05 1.38 February .06
1976 - 4,00 March .27
April .19
Report to Police May .06
Missing 92.85 94.70 June .58
Yes 4,20 3.47 July .19
No 2.65 1.83 August .20
September .06
Why Not Reported October —_—
Missing 97.25 98.45 November .33
No Time .06 .07
Small Theft 1.28 .54 VARQ78 Year
Handled Themselves .41 .20 Missing 87.96
Do Nothing 1.00 .48 1974 : .58
Other - .06 1975 1.45
Knew Offender - .20 1976 -
Which Reason Most Important VARO79 Report to Police
Missing - 89.73 Misging 97.86
Knew Offender - .14 Yes 1.20
Do Nothing —~— 14 No .95
¥hat Did Police Do VARO80 Why Not Reported
Missing 96.06 96.53 Missing 89,05
Took Report 1.58 2.30 No Time- .11
Took Fingerprints .24 - Small Theft .26
Recovered Items .74 .47 Knew Offender .20
Nothing 1.04 .63 Handled Themselves .14
Other .34 .07 Do Nothiog .24
Other -
Know Offender .
Missing 93.69 94.91 VARO80 Reason Mosi Important
Yes 1,22 1.23 (POST) Missing -
Mo 5.08 3.86 Handled Themselves —-—
Type of Crime VARO81 What Police Did
Missing 97.91 28.53 Missing 98.80
Burglary .06 .22 Took Report .34
Hlousehold Larceny .29 .33 Recovered Items .40
Personal Larceny .13 27 Nothing .26
Robbery .37 .07 Other +. 20
Assault .60 .50
Car Theft .40 .07 VAROB2 Know Offender
QOther .28 -- Missing . 97.85
Yes .34
No 1.81

18

1976 POST-TEST

PERCENTAGES

98.68
.06
.06
.22

.28
.27
.38

.07

98.53
.22
1.256

98 .60
.77
.63

99.37

.07
.21

.21

98.60
.41
.99
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1975 PHRE-TEST 1876 POST-TEST . 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST
VARIABLE PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARIABLE PERCENTAGEL PERCENTAGES
VARO78 Type of Crime VARO83 Crime is a Serious Problem
(POST) = Missing —~— 98,85 . Missing .18 .48
Burglary - ) .15 Strongly Agree 9.49 42,79
Agree 36.05 51.36
VARO79 \Month . . Undecided 12.74 3.25
(POST) Missing - 89.93 ) Disagree 40.54 1.83
Januyary - 07 . Strongly Disagree 1,00 .29
VARO8B0 Year VARO84  Most Policemen are Honest .
(POST) Missing - 99.85 Missing .13 .81
1975 - .07 Strongly Agree 5.26 : 3.24
1976 - .07 « Agree 60.70 59.23
Undecided R 16.31 20.52
VAR0O81 Reported to Police Disagree 13.87 13.51
(POST) Missing - 09.585 Strongly Digagree 3.7 2.68
No - .15
VARO85 Feel Safe Walking in Neighborhood
VARO84 What Police Did . Missing .60 1.26
(POST) Missing - 99 .85 Strongly Agree 4.04 4.12
Took Report - .07 . Agree 38.84 38.05
Nothing ) .07 Undecided 11,97 11.11
Disagree 34,75 35.20
VARO85 Know Offender . Strongly Disagree 9.80 ) 10.25
(POST) Missing — 99,85 ‘
No - .15 VAR086 Most Higher-Ups dre Honest
Missing .33 .95
VARO86 Type of Crime Strongly Agree 3.19 2.33 !
(POST) Missing —— 99 .85 Agree 49.62 48,85
Burglary - .16 Undecided 28.71 31.39
. Disagree 14.99 14.18
VARO87 Month _ Strongly Disagree 3.17 2.31
(POST) Missing - 09.93
July —-—— .07 VARO87 Concerned About Being Broken Into
Missing .13 .92
VAROB8 Year Strongly Agree 19.31 22.28
(POST) - Missing ~— 99.85 Agree 51.57 54,28
1975 - .07 Undecided 4,30 3.95
1976 - .07 Disagree 23.49 17.93
Strongly Disagree 1.19 .63
VAROB9 Reported to Police
(POST) Missing - 99,85 VAR0O88 Crime Has Decreased
Yes - . .15 Missing .44 1.02
Strongly Agree 1.54 .87
VARO2 ¥hat Police Did . Agree . 19.81 23.20
(POST) Missing - 99.85 Undecided 40.35 42.21
Took HReport —— 07 ) Disagree 33.77 27.65
Nothing - .07 Strongly Disangree 4.09 1.94

VAROS®3 Know Offender
(POST) Missing - 99,85
No — .15
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1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST : 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST

VARIABLE _PERCENTAGES _PERCENTAGES VARIABLE ) PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES
VARO89 Little to be Done to Prevent Getting Attacked VARLOS Prisons do Very Little Good :
: Missing .13 1.32 Missing .20 . .54
Strongly Agree 3.52 4.69 Strongly Agree 11,381 9.63
Agree 29.54 28.40 Agree 40.60 46.21
Undecided 8.35 7.85 Undecided 24,1756 24.175
Disagree 51.78 48.80 Disagree 20,51 17.42
Strongly Disagree 6.69 8.84 ) Strongly Disagree 2.63 1.46
VARO90 Crime Prevention Only Handled by Police VAR0O86 Neighborhoods Stick Together
Missing .13 1.10 Missing .40 .89
Strongly Agree 2.20 2.03 Strongly Agree 3.37 1.27
Agree . 19.50 19.72 Agree 41.57 43.36
Undecided 4.79 4,05 Undecided 17.41 . 21.61
Disagree 64.94 60.31 ’ Disagree 33.48 27.50
Strongly Disagree 8.81 12.79 . Strongly Disagree 3.77 ’ 2,37
VARO91 Less Crime if People Would Look Out VAROB7 Police Patrol More Often '
Missing .13 . 1.14 Missing .33 .62
Strongly Agree 20.74 31.68 Strongly Agree 10.07 ' 12.18
Agree 65.70 60,74 Agree 50.14 . 45.76 |
Undecided 6.81 2.68 Undiceded 12.41 13.90
Disagree 5.94 3.18 Disagree 26.02 26.72
Strongly Disagree .68 .57 Strongly Disagree 1.02 .83
VAR092 Nothing a Person Can do to Protect Home VARO88 Police Patrol on Foot
Missing .13 . . 1.13 Missing .33 .54
Strongly Agree 3.16 2.09 Strongly Agree 6.42 7.35
Agree 21,79 24.11 Agree 27.09 26.66
Undecided 4.35 4.55 Undecided 12,70 16.65 ‘
Disagree 62.31 58.96 ‘ Disagree 50,02 46.92
Strongly Disagree 8.27 . 9.17 . Strongly Disagree 3.44 : 1.88
VARO93 Willing to Appear as a Witness " VARO99 Home Safe From Thieves
Missing .38 . .63 Missing .47 .34
Strongly Agree 18.87 18.42 Strongly Agree 1.68 ) .90
Agree 62.76 65,54 ) Agree 31.63 25.39
Undecided . 9.90 11.35 Undedided 9.49 . 8.09
Disagree 6.60 3.25 Disagree 49.72 . 58.56
Strongly Disagree 1.48 .81 Strongly Disagree 7.00 6.72
VAR094 Courts do Good Job VAR100 Keep Doors Locked
Missing .13 « .48 Missing .72 yat
- Strongly Agree 1.94 1.34 Never b.87 3.91
Agree . 24.51 24.74 Hardley Ever 9.90 7.95
Undecided 23.55 24.31 Sometimes 34.53 37.84
Disagree 40.21 38.57 ’ © Always 49.18 59.59
Strongly Disagree 9.6 .
ety & 7 - 10.88 VAR101. VWhen Going to Bed at Night Lock Windows
N/A 2.22 1.22
No 41.64 . o 38.78

Yes 56.14 60.00

e



VARTABLE PERCENTAGES
VAR10Z Turn on Alarm
N/A 72.30
No 21.10
Yes 6.60
VAR103 Leave Outside Lights on
N/A 4.38
No 61.72
Yes 33.80
VAR104 Leave Inside Lights on
N/A 1.76
No 57.59
Yes 40.65
VAR105 Drape Closed
N/A 1.75
No 23.27
Yes 74.98
VAR106 VWhen Golng Out for Awhile, Lock Windows
N/A 2.03
No 21.07
Yes 76.90
VAR107 Tell Neighbor Golng Out
N/A 3.36
No 54.03
Yes 41.71
VAR108 Turn on Alarm
H/A 72.21
No . 20.33
Yes 7.46
VAR109 OQutside Lights On
N/A ° 5.52
No 42.57
Yes ) 51.91
VAR110 Inside Lights On
N/A 2.80
No 27.97
Yes 69.23
VAR111l Drapes Closed
N/A 3.13
No 25.51
Yes 71.36
VAR112 Automatic Timer
N/A 51.83
No 30.38
Yes 17.78

1975 PRE-TEST

1876 POST-TEST
PERCENTAGES

46.74
44,34
9.19

2.31
50.39
47.30

1.05
53.08
45,87

.98

16.77

82.25

1.70
23.18
75,12

2.81
61.40
35.79

45.93
44,44
9.63

4.63
34.65
60.72

2.34
21.89
75.77

3.10
19.48
77.43

36.57
46.88
16.55

VARIABLE PERCENTAGES
VAR113 Vacation, Tell Meighbors
N/A i 4.42
No . 13,74
Yes : 81.84
VAR114 Turn on Alarm System
N/A 72.85
No 19.49
Yes 7.65
VAR115 OQutside Lights On
N/A 8.17
No 52,96
Yes 38.87
VAR118 Inside Lights On
N/A . 4.71
No 37.38
Yes 57.92
VAR1i7 Drapes Closed
N/A 5,88
. No 61.39
Yes 32.73
VAR118 Automatic Timer
N/A 55.90
No 23.03
VAR119 Tell Strangers Who Call
N/A 5.53
No 88.94
Yes 5.53
VAR120 Stop Newspapers
N/A 12.98
No 27.82
Yes 59.20
VAR121 Stop Deliveries
N/A 17.22
No 26.73
Yes . 56.05
VAR122 ' Lawn Howed -
N/A 11.29
‘No 25.12
Yes 63.58
VAR123 Stop Mail
N/A 6.87
No 25.65
Yee . 67.47

1975 PRE-TEST

1976 POST-TEST
PERCENTAGES

3.90
11.39
84.71

47.12
42.569
10.29

6.41
49.50
44.09

4.35
33.86

61.79

7.03
66.06
26.91

38.45
41.75

5.18
91.35
3.47

11.64
23.42
64.94

11.17
22.74
66.09

10.71
23.16
66.14

5.39
15.71
78.80

L ad
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1575 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST 1975 PRE-TEST 1976 POST-TEST
VARIABLES PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES VARIABLE . PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES
VAR124 Other VAR134 Other Services
Uissing 15.08 26.22 : ) Missing 80,79 -
Yes 18.35 60.54 : i Watching 3.39 -
No ’ 66.57 13.24 Gun 1.20 ' -
. Intercom .20 -
VAR125 Dead Bolt Locks * Other 4,43 -
N/A 3.60 2.37
No 60.10 51.87 VAR135 Cut Back Activities
Yes 36.30 45,23 Missing .67 .56
. ) Not At All 65.77 61.98
VAR126 Through-Frame Pins . *  Somewhat 23.61 30.49
N/A 13.48 25.82 A Grend Deal 9.96 ’ 6.97
No 74.01 63.84 ' )
Yes 12.52 9,66 VAR138 People in General Cut Back Activities
Missing 2.06 1.83
VAR127 HRods in Sliding Doors Not At All 27.88 33.46
N/A 23.54 - 27.90 Somewhat 52.74 51.26
No 65,48 62.18 ‘ A Gread Deal 17.32 ' 13.75
Yes 10.98 9.42
VAR137 Crimes by Outsiders .
VAR128 Bars on Windows . . Missing 1.05 .63
N/A 3.53 5.93 ‘ No Crime 2,35 1.56
No 89.98 86.64 People Here 21,35 . 22.58
Yes 6.50 . 7.386 Outsiders 44 .01 41.31
Equal 11.36 17.39
VAR129 I.D. Sticker ‘ Don't Know 19,89 16.53
N/A 3.10 2,51 : .
No 73.42 67.70 VAR138 Xnow Rape Prevention Program .
Yes 23.49 29,52 N/A .72 : -
Yes 78.27 : --
VAR130 Beware of Dog Sign : : No 21.01 -
N/A 4.37 8.06
No 20,62 87.48 VAR156 Visiting Nurse Service
Yes 5.01 4.48 : (POST) Don't Know - 1.53
Yes - 55.86
VAR131 Buorglar Alarm Sign , No ) - 42.61
N/A 10.47 12.99 :
No 82.75 79.59 VAR157 York Street Center
Yes 6.79 7.42 (POST) Don't Know - . 2.40
. Yes — 26.79
VAR132 Night Latches No - 70.80
N/A 2.39 3.13
No 41.35 . 33.45 VAR161 Follow-up Program )
Yes 56.26 . 63.35 - (POST) Missing - .87
Yes —-— 24.78
VAR133 Other Devices k No — K 74.38
N/A 15.99 10.69 :
Ro 74.22 78.07

Yes 8.79 16.70 °



YARIABLE PERCENTAGES
VAR138 Know SCAT
(PRE) N/A 1.04
Yes 56.94
No 42,02
VAR140 Know Operation I.D,
N/A .74
Yes 77.55
Ho 21.71
VAR141 Know Denver Anti-Crime Coupcil
(PRE) N/A 1.25
Yes 36.75
No 61.99
VAR142 [Hleard of Emergency Phone Number
Wissing .65
Yes 89.00
Ho 10.35
VAR143 What is Number
Missing 40.89
911 42.74
Other 16,37
VAR144 Watch Neighbors Home
Hissing 57.94
Often 22.75
Sometimes 13.65
Seldom 2.65
Never 3.00
VAR145 Police Salaries
Kot Sure 58.30
Too High 26.12
About Right 12.14
Too Low 3.45

1975 PRE-TEST

204 .

19768 POST-~TEST

PERCENTAGES

1.88
79.71
18.41

2.54
91.01
8.46

9.63
88.33
. 2.03

.69
39.587
33.01
12.96
13.77

41.68

5.81
38.14
13.36











