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The Lawrence Police Department Crime Analysis Unit

The major goal of the Lawrence Police Department is to provide the
most effective and efficient possible police services to the community. An
essential part of this ongoing effort is the improvement and maintaince of
fhe Department information systems. Therefore, a primary objective in the
ICAP program was to establish a crime aﬁalysis section that would provide
relevant, timely and accurate crime and workload information to support
strategic planning for resource utilization, program development and evalu~
ation. The creation of a unit that would provide relevant, timely and accurate
crime information would also be expected to have a profound influence upon
day-to-day patrol and investigative activities if such information could
be made promptly available in an appropriate format,

The criteria for evaluation were spelled out in the Request for Pro-
posal sent out by the LPD and dated November 1, 1977. The evaluation project
would provide:

Process Measures:

1. Documentation of the development and dissemination
of analysis reports-

Product Measures:

1. Documentation of the establishment of the crime

analysis section.




The Crime Analysis Unit (CAU) was the first program established under
the Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program (1CAP) on August 29, 1977. The
unit is directed by a Crime Analyst, Ron Olin, who reports directly
to the Assistant Chief of Police, Major Darrel Stephens, who is also the
ICAP project director of the LPD, The Crime Analyst is funded directly
from the [CAP program. .

Two other positions are included in the CAU, a computer programmer,

Mr. William Smith, and a Clerk~typist/keypunch operator, Ms. Dixie Collins.
Both are under the supervision of the Crime Analyst, and both are funded

throﬁgh the ldAP prégram.

Figure 1, below, shows the organization of the Lawrence Police Department
including the reporting line for the CAU. Figure 2, following Figure 1, shows
the ICAP project organization. Figure 3 shows the information flows in the
LPD and helps clarify the role of the CAU.

Typically, a request for police assistance is made to the dispatcher who
issues a Dispatch Complaint Record (1) giving the report a case number and
assigning it to an officer. Alternatively, the officer can contact the dis-
patcher Fér a Dispatch Complaint Record if the complaint is initiated directly
with the officer, (See Appendix A for copies of all forms.)

There are a number of reports that must be completed by the officer,
depending upon the circumstances. He may complete an Offense Report (2a,2b),
an lnvestigation Arrest Report (2c) or a Recovered Property Report (2d).

These reports are submitted to the Patrol Supervisor for review. The super-
visor may return them to the officer for clarification as necessary, but
eventual ly they are passed on to the Technical Services Division (TSD). |If

an arrest has been made, the officer will also send a Detention Record (&)
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directly to the TSD.

Persons arrested are processed through the Douglas County Jail. The
officer completes an Arrest Report (5) at the jail; basically this is a
summary of the Department Arrest Report (2¢). The jailer initiates several
forms, the first being the Prisoner Personal Information and Processing
Data Sheet (6a). This is the basic control record on the prisoner during
the incarceration period. In addition to background information, it records
phone calls, the name of the prisoner's attorney, and so forth. The Prisoner
Personal Property Record (6b) is also completed b, the jailer, as are the
K.B.I. (7a) and F.B.!l. (7b) reports. When the prisoner is released or trans-
ferred, a Final Disposition Report (7c) is sent to the F.B.l. and the local
records are sent to the TSD, .

LPD officers are also required to serve Warrants or Motices to Appear
in the Municipal Court. One copy of the necessary notice or warrant is given
to the summoned person and two to the Patrol Supervisor. The supervisor
sends one copy to the TSD and the other to the Municipal Court which ultimately
sends a copy to the TSD as well,

All the reports filed with the TSD are assembled in case form, summarized,
indexed and stored in a large manual '"Rolex'' storage system. Each case is
assigned a Report Dissemination Log (9) sheet so that requests for access
to any item in the file can be recorded. The TSD regularly issues case reports
to the Chief, the CAU, detectives, the Record Unit and County and City attorneys.

CAU personnel condense the data from the TSD and format it for dissemination
te users. The primary form for the information is the Crime Analysis Bulletin
which is distributed to eighty-four persons in seven law enforcement agencies.
The receiving agencies include: the Lawrence Police Department, Kansas Uni-

versity Police Department, Douglas County Sheriff's Office, Douglas County




Attorney's Office, Topeka, Kansas, Police Department, Kansas Bureau
of Investigation and the Kansas Highway Patrol.

The CAU Bulletin is a daily publication that began on September 7,

1977, Its purpose is to provide a variety of information of immediate
use to law enforcement personnel. The Bulletin includes: a recap of

activities for the past 24 hour period and an analysis, updates on past
reported cases, intelligence information, a law enforcement officers
killed summary, attempts to locate, filed interview card summaries, inter-
departmental information and the County warrant list. The number of
reports subject to analysis in the Bulletin varies according to the work-
load, but generally range between 200 and 300 targeted crimes per month.
Generally, targeted crimes have been in the following categories: armed
robberies, non-residential burglaries, residential burglaries, larceny--
Taken from Auto/Auto Accessory, larceny-other, vandalism, motor vehicle
theft and sexual offenses. Examination of crime trends, spatial location
of reported offenses and personal liaison with patrol and investigation
officers are all important tasks performed by the CAU in connection with
the .publication of the Bulletin. Examples of the format of the Bulletin
are included in Appendix B.

Special Analysis of crime information are undertaken at the request

of officers, Department administrators and outside persons, including
five requests for reports on neighborhood crims problems. One report
was done for the Oread Neighborhood Association (Appendix C) and in-

cluded in their request for a neighborhood anti-crime program grant




from the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA). Subsequently,
the proposal by the Oread group was funded for more than $85,000 and their
project will be in effect during the second year of the Lawrence Police
Department 1CAP program.

Special reports were also developed from the computer programs
writtén as part of the ICAP program. The CAU produced report, "A Three
Year Comparative Study of Complaint Data Information, 1975, 1976 and
1977 resulted in statistical evaluation of zone workloads, hourly work-
loads, district workloads and day of the week activity. This report
was transmitted to the Detailed Problem Analysis Task Force and used
in the.decision-making process which made extensive manpower re-
allocations. The text of the report is included in Appendix D, below.
Appendix E contains the '"Victim/Offender Report'' on the characteristics
of burglary, assault, larceny and auto theft recorded in the City during
1977.

The Progress Reports of the Crime Analysis Unit for the period Sept-

ember, 1977 through June, 1978 are included in Appendix F. These reports
detail the activities of the CAU over the period of the project, including
identification of activities, new programs and analytical procedures developed,
special analyses performed, contributions to training and intelligence
gathering and community relations presentations. During the Spring and

early Summer, the CAU emphasized their work with the I1CAP training pro-

gram.




Special Files. As part of the CAU effort to increase the use and

availability of police information, two special files have been developed,

An Arrest File has been developed and records all persons who have
been arrested by the Lawrence Police Department since January 1, 1976.
The file utilizes 3x5 cards and provides a cross-reference of past case
numbers for each individual. The system is regularly updated with
computer generated data.

A targeted crime report filing system has also been created. The
system, which is housed separately from the Technical Services Division
and is available 24 hours a day, is cross-indexed by time of occurence,
crime type and geographical location (patrol district). This system
contains photocopies of regular Department reports.

The Warrant Lists for both the City and the County have been updated

through activities of the CAU. The City warrant list was computerized
to correct numerous filing errors and a lack of accountability in the
system. The bulk of the system, and its lack of adequate organization
had resulted in a totally inadequate situation. The County warrant
list, much smaller than that of the city, is not computerized but is
published in the daily Bulletin and manually updated.

Computear, Although the Department utilization of its computer
access was very limited before the CAU was established, there was more
than a six week backlog of keypunch work. The addition of the clerk-typist/
keypunch operator corrected this backlog by the end of the first month.

On September 1, 1977, the LPD had three computer programs. By June, 1978,
32 programs were in operation including eighteen miscellaneous update and

utility programs plus the following 14 cperaticnal programs.




10

T. A full list of éctIVe municipal warrents which prints out weekly
for each patrol unit, dispatchers, administration and municipal court.

2. A monthly Officer Activity Summary Sheet,

3. A monthly detention log of adult and juvenile arrests. This

_mor B includes
statistical breakdowns as needed for Uniform Crime Reporting.

L. A monthly, bi-yearly and i i
. . yearly program for Uniform Crime Reportin
which Tists workload by zone (of the city) and by hour (reporteg). ’

.

5. A detention list recorded on 3x5 cards for a manual file in the CAU.

6. A monthly Uniform Crime Property Report Summary.

7. A Uniform Crime Report Part | Clearance Sum%ary

8. A monthly, bi-yearly and vearly hour/zone workload study.

9. A monthly, bi-yearly and vearly hour/district workload study.
10. A monthly, bi-vyearly and yearly hour/day workload study.

11. A monthly cross reference listing of complaint numbers and |BM
card numbers, This is used for internal filing accountability.

12. An arrest master number log sheet to track and separate new and
repeat offenders booked into the Douglas County Jail.

13. An intoximeter log sheet to record arrests made under the federally
funded Alcohol Safety Action Project.

14, A detective log sheet which is produced periodically to keep track
of case assignments and dispositions,

The addition of a computer prégrammer and keypunch operator to the
CAU staff as part of the ICAP program has greatly expanded the information
available and its timeliness. The LPD has asccess to an [BM 370/125 computer
Jocated at the Computer Services Agency housed in the Lawrence High School
Administration building. The conditions of use for the computer are far from

jideal for a police department. First, the machine is shared by the High




School and 311 branches of City government. The needs of the LPD are not

given any priority within this system and crime analysis work may have to wait
its turn while water bills or the city payroll are processed. Although some
safequards have been taken, security on the machine is a problem. The operating

hours are weekdays from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and closed during lunch hour.

EVALUATION OF THE CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT

The establishment of the Crime Analysis Unit as the first element in
the LPD ICAP program was a logical choice. The CAU has made a definite,
positive contribution to the overall goal of the Department. The Bulletin
provides daily crime and intelligence data to every officer on the force,
and it has, through the adept handling of the Crime Analyst, served to increase
the communications between patrol and investigative officers. interviews
with officers who use the Bulletin substantiate the observation that a much
more professional and cooperative spirit exists because of this publication.
To lesser degrees, the same trend has resulted from the establishment of
the special files, the capability to make special analyses and the warrant
lists. These efforts go a long way toward convincing the officers that
their efforts can be used and that their reports, citations and arrests
will not be wasted through bureaucratic ineptitude.

The major limitation to the Crime Analysis Unit at the present time
is the computer use. With the support of the |CAP program, the LPD has begun
to use the available computer system for the first time. The results have been
dramatic, but at the same time, it has become completely obvious that the cufrent

system with i.s limitations is totally inadequate for Department needs.
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Computer activity to date has focused on the construction of files
which can be transferred to any system large enough to have a proper compiler.
The results of even this limited development have been seen mostly in the
tasks with high initial payoffs from automation. A good example is the Warrant
File which is a rather simple, low level administrative task for the Depart-
ment. The increase in the number of warrants had progressed to the point
where the older methods of accounting for them was inadequate; control over
the status of a particular warrant at any specific point in the process was
probiematic. As a result, many warrants were known to have simply been lost
in the system. Conversely, there was little formal mechanism for retiring
an undeliverable warrant so the bulk of "active' items in the system confused
the whole process.

The CAU produced programs which allow warrants to be listed by district,
alphabetically, by docket number and so forth. Generalized mechanisms for
making changes and/or updating warrant information were also constructed.
These programs literally brought order out of chaos and made this one aspect
of the Department operations much more predictabie. This organization may
deal with a rather mundane problem but there is no doubt that it has made
a genuine contribution to the effectiveness and efficiency of the Department.
It should be pointed out also that this kind of work is what the computer
does best.

This type of computer application has been repeated in many areas so
that a pattern begins to emerge. Listed above under the description section
is an enumeration of 14 major program operations that were completed as
part of the first year CAU activities. They are all of the basic file,

report or log type of computer application. In addition to their utility



for day to day operations, they form the basis for a management information
system which will aid long range planning.

The Lawrence High School computer is completely adequate, as a machine,
for both short and long term applications. |Its present access, however,
requires a great deal of patience just to process normal, routine jobs and
it is unavailable for the more sophisticated police uses that would result

in high payoffs. No matter how good the files are, they are useless to the

2}
e

officer on the street and even to the investigator unless access is easy and
readily available. Such is not the case with the High Sghool system, and
it never will be.

The current state of computer technology, especially interactive capa-
bilities, make a modern system both adviseable and necessary for the Lawrence
Police Department. A modern integrated system would make the programs already
developed and those currently being designed available to officers in the
field. An officer should be able to call in, and in a matter of minutes
get information on a suspect's status as a career criminal, whether any
warrants are outstanding on the individual and so forth. The ability to
obtain this kind of information quickly not only improves the immediate
performance of the officer but also improves the data collection process
since the field officer has a vested interest in the status of the process.
The currently used High School computer is simply not amenable to interactive
use; the hours are much too limited, the security is inadequate and beyond the
control of the LPD, and access priorities are controlled by other users.

A computer large enough to handle the fixed file system required for
Department management would also be large enough to supply the interactive
capabilities as well. The work presently required to maintain the anti-

quated and cumbersome Rolex file system would not be appreciably increased
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by the demands of an automated system. The added capabilities would be ten-
fold.

It seems almost inevitable, given the advantages of utilization, that
the LPD will eventually have its own dedicated computer system. Other de-
partments, ;uch as the Kansas City, Missouri PD, have experienced various
problems interfacing their CAU functions with the computer operations. Some
of these difficulties can be avoided by concentrating on the product (or
goals) of the application while administrative processes are established.

For example, the KCMO Department established the computer and the CAU operations
as two separate cost centers with the result that the CAU has had difficulty
getting various programming work accomplished. The design of the LPD system
should assure that the product, in this case crime analysis work, is served

by the process, the computer procedures and administration, rather than

having the two functions become competitive or subordinating the crime

analysis work to the demands of the computer operation.

Summary. The establishment of an effective Crime Analysis Unit during
the first year of the ICAP program has been accomplished. The unit has up-
dated the work of the Department, written numerous new programs, created
special files, the City Warrant List and undertaken special analyses in
response to the needé of individual officers, Department administrators,
the ICAP Task Force and persons outside the LPD, such as neighborhood groups.
One of the most significant tasks undertaken by the CAU is the daily publication
of the Bulletin which provides information on current police activity in the
City, updates of past reported cases, intelligence information and other items
that increase the effectiveness and efficiency of police operation in the

field., The publication of the Bulletin and the informational work of the



Crime Analyst both have made important contributions to Department by
‘encouraging cooperation between patrol and investigativ; personnel. In
addition, the utilization of field-collected information by the CAU has
made it possible to begin expanding the data base of the Department,
especially in those areas, such as the Field Interview Card, which must
rely on the cooperation of the majority of the force.

The work of the CAU personnel has been exceptionally productive and
well received by the officers of the Department. The overall evaluation
of the Unit is primarily charged with the task of documenting the establish-
ment of the CAU and recording its dissimination of analyses. This is
appropriate given that the first year of the ICA? program concentrates
on planning and development activities. Beyond éhis, however, the
evaluation found that the CAU has performed extremely well during the

first year and deserves to be commended for their work.




Appendix A
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® {Fage One off LAW ENFORCEMENT CENTER [Case Noj

Dcuglas County, Kansas
OFFENSE REPORT
{COMPLAINTY

I Loccﬁona
gBeof of Occurrence g,_.__._.‘-._,g Zone Code i,_-.m_._....__,._

(2a)

Approved By Dat

!Time!

UCR Code No.

NCIC Agency Ident. Ne.
ﬂType of Offense‘ﬂ

iDcfe & Time Occurredg

[ Homicide-Non-negligent

[0 Robbery-Firearm O Assault O Larceny O Day
{0 Homicide-Negligent {2 Robbery-Knife O Agg. Assault {0 Motor Vehicle Theft 0 Night
® ] pead Body {3 Robbery-Dangerous ] Burglary-Force O Residence [ suicide
0 Forcible Rape (J Robbery-Strongarm [J Burglary-No Force {J Non Residence
’ Other
Victim (Firm) Type of Business e :::::md OO e O O3
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Address g Phone au-...“-..m_...._...
® Street Apt. No, Description of Premises
Last Name First Name Middle Name i IriSe, Race Sex Dute of Birth
Address Social Security Number Helght Weight Eyes Haie
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City State Zip “ode ! Phone Butinusy School Address Butiness Phone
. o
CK IF MORE NAMES IN SUPPLEMENT |
Person Discovering Last Name First Name Middle Name Ir.iSe. Race Sex Dats of Birth
or Repoiting
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;l Relattonship i l
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How Attacked (How Entered-—Stolen)

Means of Attack (Desc. of Weapon or Tools)

Yes No

Desc. of Vehicle Vehicle Towed g o
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IN THE MUNICIPAL COURT OF LAWRENCE, KANSAS

The City of Lawrence, Kansas
vs

{occused person)

(address)

NOTICE TO APPEAR
The City of Lawrence, Kansas, To The Above Named Accused Person.

You are hereby summoned to appear before the Muaicipal Court of
Lawrence, Kansas, on the dayof ., 19, at —o'clock
——m., to answer a complaint charging you with

If you fail to appear a warrant will be ssued for your arrest.
Dated 19

Signature of Official

. Title of Official

| agree to appear in said Court at said time and place.

Signature of Accused Persan

RETURN

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the dayof o,

19—, the notice to appear was served, mailed or delivered.

Law Enforcement Officer
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ARREST REPORT

Douglas County Jail

24 (5)

Lawrence, Kansas

i

T

; Last First Middle Address Arrest No.
Race Sex Age Date of Birth {  Height ; Weight Hair 1 Eyes ; Driver’s Lic. No.
l |
L |
Place Arrested i Date/Time Arrested Arresting Officer
!
!
Charge(s):
rge(s) On sight {J | Vehicle Involved: .
Warrant O | Year Make Type Color
Teletype [0 | Tag No.
Misdemeanor [ Felony (J NCIC O | Towed to:
Complainant {Name and Address) | Witnesses (Names and Addresses)
k4

FACTS OF ARREST: (1If theft or burglary, describe property taken, owner, and value, If drug violation, describe drug. If assault/battery,
name person assatlted, describe weapon used and injuries sustained. If other type crime, give sufficient information for drafting a

complaint.)

Form 420 Nov. 76

Arresting Officer’s Signature
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PRISONER PERSONAL INFORMATION AND PROCESSING DATA (62)

Douglas County Jail , Lawrence, Kansas
[Name (Last, First Middle) | Alias | Arrest No. . Case No. ;
J | ; |
' Current Address . Former Address 1’ Soc. Sec. No. i Tel. No.

f

|

Place of Birth

‘ i
i i
« |

e

i Date of Birth Age Hgt Wgt | Hair | Eyes !Rac;Sexg Identifying marks (scars, tattoos, deformities, ete.)
!

t

!
:
!

;Date/Time Arrested Date/Time Booked Date/Time Released Total Time Detained
? Mo. Days Hours
; Charge(s): Arresting Officer (Name, Agency, Badge No.)

Signature of Arresting or Conveying Officer, Agency, Badge No.

i
i
I
i

{ Bond Amount i Approved by ' Date/Time i Bond Type Date/Time to Appear
| i

. Authorization for Commitment | Issued by and No. Prisoner’s Physical Condition ) j
{ Receiving Officer (Name and Badge No.) Signature of Receliving Officer
i :
! Fingerprints taken by No, of Cards | Photo taken by Booking Officer (Name and Badge No.)
: Previous Arrests (Indicate Charges, Location, Date) ' ' ‘ Court
‘ ' FBI No.
i ) 4
l Defense Attorney (Name and Address) ! Warrant No. |
!’
- Vehicle Year ; Make ‘ Color i TagNo. Year i State | Driver's Lic, No. and State
: i z } ! I

; : i

TELEPHONE CALL RECORD 5 ;‘
Person Called ; Number ‘ City, State i Date ° Time  Comp. ‘' Officer

d

J

'

PROCESSING CHECKLIST | Remarks:

' Form | Off. | Filed
410 | i i
20 : ‘ !
440 : i :
448 ™ X . g '
150 : ! |
62 : b i
0 ‘ - Authorization for Release &
7w f 1 ?
; . Releasing Officer ( Name and Badge No.) f Signature 1
; | .
; * RELEASED TO CUSTODY OF:
' Name Agency Badge No. Signature

Form 410 Nov. 76
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Prisoner’s Personal Property Record

¥

Prisoner's Name Arrest No,
Date Prisoner Searched Searching Officer

Tocker No, Hanger: Yes(J NoO

Currency 3 Kevs

Coins $ Lighter

Checks  $ Belt

Total $ Knife

Wallet Pens/Pencils
Rings

Wateh

Credfit Cards

Other Items

CLOTHING:

Pants Dress
Shirt Slip
Sweater ‘ Panty Hose
Socks Panties
Shorts Bra

Hat Blouse
Trousers Slacks
Coat Shoes

Other Clothing Items

Form 440 Nov, 76
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TOPEKA. KANSAS

W2

PALM PRINTS TAKEN?

PHOTO AVAILABLE?

YES NO

YES NO

b emtmnnnd

IF AVAILABLE, SUBMIT WITH CARD. DQ NOT
PASTE, SINCE PHOTOGRAPH MAY BECOME
SEPARATED INDICATE NAME, DATE TAKEN, FBI
NUMBER, CONTRIBUTOR AND ARREST NUMBER
ON REYERSE SIDE.

EMPLOYER: 17 4. 5 SOVERNMENY. INOIGATE 2PEQIFIS AGENCY
IF MILITARY, LIST SRANCH OF SEAVICE AND $ERIAL NO,

OCCUPATION

STATUTE CITATION CIT

1,
2,
3.

SCARS, HARKS, TATTOOS AND AMPUTATIONS SMT

8ASIS FOR CAUTION ICO

ARREST DISPOSITION ADN

DATE OF OFFENSE DOO

Wisc. Ho, MNU

FAMILY HISTORY: TO BE FILLED IN BY PERSON FINGERPRINTED

Married._____. Separated Divorced Where married
Spouse's first, middle, and maiden name:

Date

Father’s name Living Residence
Mother's name Living Residence
Brothers and Sisters:

Name Age. Residence
Name Age Residence
Name Age Residence
Name Age Residence
Name Age. Residence
Name Age Residence
Children:

Name Age Residence.
Name Age Residence.
Name Age Residence
Nume Age. Residence

5

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

LEAVE BLANK

Miettzd
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FINAL DISPQSITION REPORT

7C

Note: This vital report must be prepared on each individual whose arrest fingerprints have been forwarded
te the FBI Identification Division without final disposition noted thereon, If no final disposition is avail-
able to arresting agency, also obtain subject’s right four finger impressions on this form, complete lett side

Leave Blank

and forward the form when case referred to prosecutor and/or courts. Agency on notice as to final disposition should complete this
form and submit to: Director, FBI, Washington, D. C. 20537, Attention: Identitication Division.

(See instructions on reverse side)

F'BI No,

Name on Fingecprint Card Submitted to FBL
Last First Middle

[f FBI No. Unknown, Fumish:

Date of Birth Sex

Fingermprint
Classification

Final Disposition & Date .
(If convicted or subject pleaded guilty to lesser charge, include
this modification with disposition.)

State Bureau No.

Contributor of Fingerprints

This Fonn Submitted By:
(Name, Title, Agency, City & State)

Signature Date

Title

Arrest No. Date Arrested or Received

{_ COURT ORDERED EXPUNGEMENT:

Return Arrest Fingerprint Card to Contributing Agencys
Certified or Authenticated Copy of Court Otder Attached.

Offenses Charged at Arrest

Right Four Fingers Taken Simultaneously
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e AT INV. SUBJECT
2~9-78

i

Y-3028 Tth & Ky
3630 CPs gt
812 Conn.

was approached in park by
e got scared and

FRER SR ST )
unknown w/m subject.
ran

15 g b 4 e

ROLEX [NDEX cARD

SAMPLE



REPORT DISSEMINATION LCG

D
» '-! o
CASE MNUMBER V ‘C] (),fé»fk COMPLAINANT
/
)
DATE OF AGENCY INDIVIDUAL DESCRIPTICN OF ORAL C
DISSEMINATION REQUESTOR REQUESTOR ITEM WRITTE

L LG

e g

., ‘_4/-"’1/“&{ .“(‘/

o @

T
( 0o ,’C;Z{—‘/”—
(V4

L/
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Name (Last Name First) (Print) DaLB.
Driv Passi Pud _
Adiress - Wickname
Awe Race Sex | Height | Weight Build  °  HanByes | Complexion
' i ! ! K !
Socin! Security No. ' Drivers License No. b State i Type
¥
i
Marks, Scars, Tattoos, Beards, ece.
Cluthing Deseription B ’
(hgnpatinn and Employer or School  faddress)
Jake of Car I Year | Type ' Color 7 License r State
I ] [ ! |

Date and Time \nf nceurrence
FIELD INTERROGATION CARD

LAWRENCE POLICE DEPARTMENT | Location of occurrence

(Officers Information Tile) (Net a Public Record)

Parents or Guardian if Juvenile

Nameas of Persons with Suspect (DOB and address)
1.

4

8.
Reason for interrogation (any crime occurring in arem

L A T e e w 4 — - v B b

Dispusition (it any

Offiver(s) reportinz (last name and badge aumber:
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CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION ' **RESTRICTED TO POLICE USE ONLY#*
TO: EXT 406 or 407
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
LAWRENCE POLICE DEPARTMENT

APRIL 3, 1978 MONDAY ONE HUNDRED FORTY-FOUR
INCIDENTS REPORTED- March 31 through April 2, 1978

(Crime) (No of Offenses) (No Previous leek) (Total)
Burglary-Hon-Residence 1 0 ' 1
Burglary-Residence 2 4 2
Larceny-TFA/AA 2 4 2
Larceny-0Other 14. 3 14
Vandalism ' 2 3 2
Sexual Offenses 1 0 1

Total 22

ANALYSIS

Twalve burg]aries havea been reported in the last two weeks in an area bordered
from 9th to 13th Streets - Kentucky to Indiana. The time frame of these incidents
is difficult to determine because of spr1ng break. The incidents are recorded below
in chronological order.

Y2173 03-17-78 2000 3/11 921 Mississippi coins, 2 purses.

0830 3/16
Y2197 (03-18-78 1500 3/12 1006 Tennessee #2 turntable, receiver, coins \
1500 3/18
Y2202 03-18-78 1700 3/17 1244 Tennessee #2 TV, candlesticks
1606 3/18
Y2202 03-18-78 18606 1244 Tennesses #2 TV, jewelry
Y2207 03-18-78 1500 3/12 1006 Tennessea #1 TV
1500 3718

Y2232 03-19-78 1200 3/11 iOlS'Mississippﬁ jar of candy
1200 3/19 #9

Y2233 03-19-78 1800 3/10 1015 Mississippi  damage only.
1200 3/19 #13
Y2238 03-138-78 1000 3/11 1339 Tennessee #1 receiver, turntable, albums
Y2357 03-24-78 0700 to 1113 Kentucky #2  no loss
2200 -
Y2404 03-27-78 0930 3/27 1117 Kentucry cigarettes
Y2511 03-30-78 2100 to 1127 Indiana $120 cash
2230
Y2521 03-31-78 Q800 3/28 1104 Tennessse #3 speakers, recejver, radio,}teleph:

1000 3/31

Four persons have bsen arvre
February 10, 1878. They are: 1)
@R, B/, 09-16-54, 3) (ERETEED R 7
5-08-56. Infreasei survcw11unce of this area is 1ndwbaueu nwun sp cial aut&ngion
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to developing suspects if more cases are investigated.

Officers should note that another incident of TFA has been reported at
2411 Louisiana. This is the fifth such incident reported there since 03-28-78.
The incidents may be occurring during the hours 2000 to 0700. Increased patrol
1s suggested.

Two incidents were reported in the 200 block of Elm that may be related.
One female reported a harassmant at 0800, 03-31-78. The suspect is:

&Eﬁ ST
63 Chevro]et D/G 84014

An indecent exposure was also reported at 1215, 03-31-78 in the 200 block of Elm.
The suspect was described by the 12 year old victim as:

W/M 5'10" 210 dark brown hair, moustache
driving a sky blue vehicle.

Officers may wish to direct attention to this area during time periods mentioned.
A picture T1ineup s being shown to the victim, 04-03-78. Further info can be
directed to CAU or E. Smith.

INTELLIGENCE INFORMATION

, i 55d) Indiana reported that upon returning home at 1900, 04-02-78,
he observad LWO persons watching his house. The two are jdentified as:

, B/M Tlate 20's )
wrmma, B/ Tate 20°'s

dr1v1ng a black 1973 Pontiac

Grand Prix D/G GZTE9

COElT® has had dealings with these subJects in the past and fears them. Casual
surveillance of the house may be in order, Info from Gillihan.

CASE_UPDATE

An attempt to ]ocabe was made in Bulletin #143, March 31, 1978 for a B/M

selling watches. GEIFVIEEERNEY reports contacting the subject selling watches
at 31st and Iowa. Tha subject is identified as:

ey B/M with bad right eye

RS presented an Ohjo driver's license, his gray or faded green Pontiac had
On]ahowa tags, and he presented a Massachusetts bill of sale for the watches.
Ho NCIC was outsbandwng when check was made.

-
Information has been received on suspect: [EEDEwemmerd indicating that he
is 2 heavy HEY 01n user, He currently resides at ﬁﬁﬁa Hew \th h}ewe he is painting
a house for BFERENEETE  (Info from R. Dailquest). ‘Aﬁkfyi:.ﬁﬁﬂ'
{ 6‘, 180 pasced a Torged prascr1pb1on Oo 07- 78 (5co Bu11eL1P "!26)

Ry shox‘ﬁ bp documented.

WARRANTS

CR 77-473 Bench fon-Appsarance






® ] _ S . .
CASE NO___ DATE N3 oo - ® 7 yiery hal Beavon  ® loss @ syspec®
[ 1 .
BURGLARY-RESTDENCE , R ‘
Y2521 | 03-31-78 0800 3/28| &) Tennessee #3 forced front  jphysical 2 speakers, unk
' 1000 3/31 _ ‘ dooy. force receijver, 2
‘ . radios,
telephone.
$690.00
Y2560 | 04-01-78 | 0200 B W, 6th % pulled screen none unk
out, window un-
Tocked.
BURGLARY-NON~RESIDENLE ‘ .
Y2518 | 03-31-78 2000 3/201 E£%E W, 23rd pried North pry tool none unk
0710 3/31 door, ‘
LARCENY-"kFA/AA
© Y2530 03-31-78 3/29 to Ty Louisiana forced window possible 4 Hubcaps unk
3/31 ‘ ‘ wire. $65.00
Y2546 { 03-31-78 1030 to | & Towa pried drivers | possible }CB, garage unk
1700 door. coathanger {door opener :
$120.00
VANDALIS! ,
Y2557 { 03-31-78 2307 EES Haskell kicked in glass{ physical $80.00 CBA
' : ‘ door, force. damage
Y2556 | 03-31-78 2230 to 33 Pine Cone drove across vehicle- unk
2300 : Tawn,
SEXUAL ORFENSES ~
Y2524 | 03-31-78 | 1215 R Bk Elm exposure W/M, 5'10", 210

dk brn hair,

9¢
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CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION **RESTRICTED TO POLICE USE QNLY**

TO: ' EXT 406 or 407
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
LAWRENCE POLICE DEPARTMENT

JULY 3, 1978 MONDAY TWO HUNDRED-EIGHT

INCIDENTS REPORTED- July 2, 1978
(Crime) (No of Offenses) (No Previous Week) (Total)

Armed Robbery
Burglary-Non-Residence
Burglary-Residence
Larceny-TFA/AA
Larceny-0Other
Vandalism

Motor Vehicle Theft
Sex Offenses

pa—y
NONNYPRWE,O
PP OITNWWOoO

0
1
3
4
12
7
0
2
2

Total 2
ANALYSIS

Officers in the north and downtown districts should pay particular
attention reference indecent exposures that have been occurring over the
past month. The areas of 600 Michigan, the Municipal Pool and the area
of South Park, have experienced problems with indecent exposures. The
suspect in the cases is described as a W/M 5'10" to 6', 120 to 1%0 1bs.,
18 to 25 years old.

Four cases of exposure have been reported in which similar suspacts
are noted: Y-4609 600 Mich. 8-5-/8 morning

Y-4606 600 Mich. 6-17-78 1050

Y-5115  South Park 6-30-78 1530

Y-5159 700 Alabama 7-2-78 1125
Suspect description varies sTightly from the above description, with the
only new information a description of brown shoulder Tength hair. The MO
also varies in these incidents. An older model, medium blue, pick-up with
posts sticking up from the pick-up bed, was noted in one case. Suspect
advised one victim that he Tived in MclLouth (Y5115). KUPD also may have
a related case. Officers should.inCrease.patrol in these areas.

Three self-service car washes were burglarized between the hours of

0000 to 0800, July~k, 1978. They are:

Y-5139 7-1-78 3026 Iowa 0335 to 0615

Y-5140 7-1-78 3236 W 6th 0400 to 0530

Y-5141 7-1-78 2815 W 6th 0000 to 0800
Two of these businesses are watched by a paperboy, limiting the time of
occurrence. Officers effecting car stops should pay attention to plain
view tools or other devicés. Patrol. units.in the areas of coin operated
car washes might also periodically check or conduct surveillance.



OFFICERS KILLED SUMMARY

The Douglas County Minnesota Sheriff's office advised that a deputy, age 23
was shot and killed at approximately 0300 P.M,, 06-29-78. The subject was
arrested previously on a driving while intoxicated charge. After failure to
pay fine , the suspect appeared in court and was sentenced to service of a
jail term. As the victim officer attempted to handcuff the subject for trans-
portation to jail, the suspect produced a 9MM handgun and shot the deputy twice
in the abdomen. The suspect fled the scene. After a high-speed automobile

chase, firing weapon at pursuing officers, the suspect was wounded and taken
into custody.

CAU_INFORMATION

The CAU has numerous books and publications about Crime Analysis and the
Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program. If officers are interested in exam-

ining these materials, they are available on request. Some of the books avail-
able include:

Status Report on Program Implementation and Development -

Program Implementation Guide

Review of Patrol Operations Analysis: Selected Readings from
ICAP Cities

Program Model For Managing A Warrant Service System

Comprehensive Career Criminal Program Guide

Crime-Specific Analysis: An Empirical Examination of Burglary
Offender Characteristics

Crime Analysis in Support of Patrol

Crime Analysis Systems Manual

Crime Analysis Products

Status Report on Program Implementation and Development

Basic Elements of Intelligence

Many other documents -re available upon request. For more information, contact
0lin.

FIC SUMMARY

06-30-78 1300 68 Chev, grn/blk, D/G & , driven by EETEImIEEY

r, rwmgﬁ.s«mwa..m 3

B/M, 11-08-53. Stopped at #9 East 8th St ref = yelling
at shop owner's wife. Recorded by McKenzie.

06-30-78 1300 B/M, 05-04-61 passenger in Chevy

dr1Vén by ”ﬂzﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂ Recorded by McKenzie.

06-30-78 1930 Mercury, blk/blue, J/0 Z20%, driven by FHpEEmS .
W/M, 01-21-59. Stopped at 1800 Maismith ref 10 speed

bicycle that had been cut with bolt cutters. Recorded
by Brothers.

07-02-78 0850 73 L1nco1n whi/blue, SSENEES, New York, driven by

SERES AT «e;fgggggg B/M, 08-12-48. Suopped at 6th

and Tennessae ref fits descr1pu1on of 10-92 suspact.
Recorded by Love and McKenzie.

07-02-78 2010 Pedestrian § A I/M, 02-01-55. Stopped
at 2306 Iowa retv violation of parole. Recorded by
Brothers.

i”
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JULY 3, 19/8 ‘ PAGE 1 ‘ *¥XRESTRICTED INFORMATION®*
CASE_NO DATE TIME LOCATION VICTIM 10 WEAPON 1.0SS SUSPECT
BURGLARY|-NON-RESIDENGE - |
Y5137 107-01-78 0229 © | &4 W, 9th Clark 017 ) Tape recordgr, CBA - BT
' CB, candy SR HAIE
soda pop. S1ng]eton Mar}
$110.76 04-23-61
BURGLARY}-RESIDENCE : .
Y5138 {07-01-78 0325 EZFR Haskell pried bathroom i sharp inst. none
. window screen. '
Y5152 {07-01-78 2220 to £TT3 Massachusetts broke. glass on physicaT | purse, wallht,Male, 20's, 166
2223 : ' rear door. force | Cash. $110 5'10", blk hajr
Y5157 {07-02-78  }1800 7/1 pulled off nane o SR
0730 7/2 screen, shot N/M 13, bld
» window with
BB gun.
LARCENY~{FA/AA : ,
Y5093 ]06-29-78 1930 6/28 pried off of pry tool Chrome ring unk
' 0700 6/29 vehicle. & Tug nut
: ‘ cover. $40
Y5104 {06-30-78 0300 to @ W, 15th St, | FRET oaraad{ entered Tocked { wire to siif CB & 2 unk
0625 vehicle. door. speakers,
‘ $168.00
Y5150 |07-01-78 {2230 6/30 | €7 Tennessee #1 removed distrib- Distributor] ¢FERETIRTIE
0545 7/1 ; utor cap. Cap. $10 18, 5'10“ thin
bld hair.
Y5158 |07-02-73 0000 to 3 Qusdahl entered Tocked | coathanger | CB & Mike unk
0930 F yehicle. * 1 $90.00
. VANDALISH -
Y5108 }06-20-78 {0700 to 10th & Maryland entered unlockgd glue none ETERIITEIR B/M
0800 ' vehicle, squirtiled 01-21-19, 5'9",
glue inside. 180, brn, grey.
Y5130 }07-01-78 12200 EER Maverick sprayed shaving none unk
cream on vehicle.
' PS ° o ® o . k) ) ® °




’ . ® o ® ® Y
' CASF_NO DATE TIME LOCATION VICTIM MO YWEAPON ~L0SS SUSPECT
VANDALISM - con't

Y5132 { 06-29-78 2225 & Craig Ct. thy Lavrencc sawed elm tree hand saw unk unk
down. :

Y5133 | 07-01-78 2345 6/301 6th & Rockledge o removed clothing none unk

' “ from vehicle, |

thrown on ground.

Y5148 | 07-01-78 {1800 6/30} FE@A . 8th broke windshielid. brick $150-$200 unk

1200 7/1 ' damage

Y5154 | 07-02-78° 10308 6th & Maine vehicle struck ] fire unk W/M, 20-25

by object. extinguishgr brn hair
. A ' {'4
Y5162 | 07-02-78 0325 6/24 ™ Maverick drove across vehicle. $245.00  |ARTERITIEAES NI
. Tawns, damage | W/M, 03-02-60
' 5'10", 175, brn hr
SEX OFFENSES
Y5115 } 06-30-78- 1530 South Park exposure £ W/M, 5'10", 160
brn hair
Y5159 | 07-02:78 | 1125 £ Alabama exposure W/M, thin, drk
curly hair.
(
Y
, FIC SUMMARY - con't

N7-03-78 0130 77 Ford PU, green, driven by £
07-25-58.
suspect.

o B/M,
Stopped at 25th and Iowa “ref 10-92
Recorded by 0'Neil.

07-03-78 0215

71 Chevy, grey, D/G B3, driven by TR EIME
B/M, 07-20-56. Stopped at Gth & Michigan ) rc1
subject parked behind Jerry's Pharmacy with vehicle
Tights off. Recorded by Browne and Gardner.

- -
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“‘:f‘” : / _/ K BUFQRAD M. WATSON, JR, CITY MANAGER
e 3

POLICE DEPARATMENT
111 E. 11th St
CITY COMIISSION ' 913-841.7210

MAYOR
MARJORIE H, ANGEASINGER

COMMISSIONEARS
DONALD BINNS
BARKLEY CLARK

- EoCamTE : December 8, 1877
JACK ROSE ; :

Mr. Richard K. Eisner

Oread Neighborhcod Association
1227 Onio .

Lawrence, Kansas 66044

Dear Mr. Eisner:

In response to your request of December 6, 1977, the Crime Ana]ysis Uniu of the
Lawrence Police Department is able to provide a SL&t]SLTC&7 survey of cr1ﬂe in your
area for the use of the Oread MNeighborhood Association.

In the first nine months of 1977, the Police Departmant respondad to and/or
investigated, 17,809 calls for service. A call for service is any self-initiated
or dispatched police activity. This involves many types of calls, from a dog bite
or checking a suspicious person to a homicide investigation. Calls for service do
not necessarily indicate a violation of statutc or ordinance.

The area boundaries, as defined by the Oread Neighborhood Association, incor-
porate -parts of three of the Police Department's recording zones. (See attached map.)
The statistics included in this letter are totals of zones 10 and 16. Due to the
activity in zone 41 (downtown), those statistics have been deleted.

2,231 calls for police service were received in the first nine months of 1977
in zones 10 and 16. This represents 12.5% of the.17,809 incidents reported in the
City of Lawrence. The targated offenses of intcrest to your group are individually
displayed balow. These numbars are, again, nine month totals for the offenses
occuring in your area. : ~

Target Crime X Zone 10 Zone 16 ‘ Total
Homicide 0 0 0
Rape 1 0 <1
Robhery 1 0 T
Assault 11 . 12 23
Burglary 50 45 85
Larcenies 87 57 144

Auto Theftt o 4 8 12




b1

Zone 10 Zone 16 Total
Vandalism 17 50 _ 67
Sex Offenses 2 0 2
Prowler-Pesping Tom 28 17 45"
Dog/Animal Calls 54 30 84
Distubrance/Fights 37 ' .47 84
Littering , 0 0 0

Totals 357 - 308 665
Of the 2,231 calls for police sarvice in the ONA area, 29.8% involve the targeted crins
above. These statistics indicate that there are an average of 8.17 police calls for
service in the ONA area each day. This is an average of Z.43 targeted crimes per day.
As statistically anparent, the crimes of burglary and vandalism are the offenses that
could best be combatted .by your group's activities.

The first seven targeted crimes are used in Uniform Crime Reporting statistics
and are reported to the Federal Bureay of Investigation as Part One Offenses.

No statistical information can ba obtained at this time on the victims of the
above crimes. .

I hope that this information is of assistance in determining the types and extent
of the problems that exist in your area. I¥ there is other information that you
desire, please notify me. . .

Yours truly, ) .

W. Ronald 01in
Crime Analyst

R. Richard Stanwix
Chief of Police

WRO/dc
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INTRODUCTION

The Lawrence Police Department recorded over sixty-seven thousand calls for
service in the three year pariod, 1875 through 1977. During this time period
many changes occurred which affect the statistical completeness of the information
available to the Police Departmen The later one-half of 1977 is the most
complete due to upgrading keypunch interpretation and the computer programs
which compile the data contained in this report.

Statistical evaluation of the data reveals a disparity in distribution by
times received, typas of calls and gpographica1 areas. This special ana?yvis
is designed to compare the available data for use in developing more responsive
guidelinas Tor po]wce manpowear allocation and deployment.

Five major areas of concern ara compared in this report. These include:

Zone Workload  (Part I and Other),
Zone YWorkload  (by total aCL1V1by>
Hour lorkload,

District ,orRWDad and

Day of the Week Activity.

O = W N ==
e e A e

A three year comparison is included in esach of these five areas. The raw
‘data that is used to compile this report varies in compl eteness, and in some
cases, accuracy. The information that has been gathered is still useful, for
comparative purposes even though all of the totals do noL necessary match
LhrOUOOOUL the three-year period.

The data in this report repraesents total "calls for service." These numbars
include all requests for police service, patrol field activity, cr ‘.es, invest-
igations, arrests and case clearances. Each call received by Comnunications at
the Law Enforcement Center is entered on an IBM card. The IBM card is thea used
for recording officers activity and passed on to the Technical Services Division.
The TSD enters on each card a code for LOHE, day, date, time and disposiuion of
the occurrence. Other information about the Sp°C1x1C case such as cowplainant
and officers/unit assigned is also recorded. This is the source of the data used
in this report.

Interested officers may examine the raw data in the Crime Analysis Unit at
their convenience.
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WORKLOAD BY Z0OliE

The City of Lawrence is divided by a system of zones (see map - pags thres).
The information recorded for the three-year period 1975-77 is recordad below. The
first comparison is that of activity by zons.

Number of Calls -

1975 1975 , 1977

ZONE NO.  PART ONE OTHER TOTAL  PART ONE OTHER TOTAL  PART ONE OTHER TOTAL
o1 143 1011 | 1160 160 1076 | 1235 150 1151 | 1301
2 3 18 21 1 5 6 0 8 8
3 0 22 22 0 19 19 3 12 15
4 79 419 | 498 107 563 | 675 10 624 | 728
5 158 1010 | 1168 171 1032 | 1203 189 989 | 117
6 10 80 90 27 154 | 181 8 89 96
7 172 . 853 | 1025 140 816 | 954 72 1123 | 1195
3 206 1145 | 1351 229 1373 | 1602 259 | 1522 | 1781
9 118 843 | 951 119 1043 | 1162 121 883 | 1004
10 172 947 | 1119 198 1169 | 1367 233 1368 | 1601
11 171 953 | 1124 144 891 | 1035 131 948 | 1079
12 33 194 | 227 22 270 | 292 22 359 | 381
13 12 64 76 9 58 67 21 98 | 119
1 1 43 aa 2 31 33 7 74 81
15 47 265 | 313 36 322 | 358 64 363 | 427
16 195 1025 | 1220 145 1085 | 1230 165 1319 | 1484
17 95 542 | 637 98 635 | 736 34 768 | 902
18 122 575 | 697 84 683 | 767 114 857 | 971
19 179 1096 | 1263 179 1159 | 1338 133 1177 | 1310
20 15 109 | 124 22 140 | 162 11 95 | 105
21 120 296 | 416 65 399 | 464 153 464 | 617
22 372 1766 | 2138 404 1848 | 2252 359 2290 | 2646
23 41 201 | 332 32 208 | 240 46 333 | 379
24 41 279 | 320 35 279 | 314 30 313 | 343
25 4 48 52 8 85 4 17 134 | 151
26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ? 2
27 1 5 6 1 5 6 0 3 3
28 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 2
29 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 1
30 1 11 12 2 8 10 1 10 11
3] 2 37 39 5 46 51 1 28 29
32 3 7 10 2 6 8 1 1 2
33 6 61 &7 8 53 61 5 104 | 110
‘ 12 83 95 19 128 | 14 1 95 95
35 a7 286 | 331 35 273 | 308 12 570 | 582
35 7 54 61 19 67 86 31 167 | 192
37 23 113 | 136 18 90 | 102 24 136 | 160
33 .60 228 | 288 || 35 286 | 321 60 276 i 335
39 a 3 12 15 00 8 g 1 17 1g
0 0 4 2 0 2 i 2 1 2 3
41 216 1952 | 2171 260 2172|2432 339 3680 | 4018
42 41 322 1 363 .4 54 350 | 404 50 305 { 355
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ZONES

//I\'

P




47

1975 1976 1977

ZONE MO.  PART OME OTHER TOTAL  PART OME OTHER TOTAL  PART ONE OTHER OTAL
0 4 4 1 16 17 1 4z | 43

22 1 4 5 0 3 3 1 0 1
45 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1
46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
47 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
48 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1
29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 c
TOTALS 2935 | 17072 120007 || 2897 18868 121765 |1 3076 | 22806 |25882

(6.82%) (7.51%) (8.41%)

These totals indicate that over a thres-year period an average of 7.5% of all
calls for service involve Part One offenses. The remaining 92.5% invelve other
incidents. This rate is growing at about 0.8% each year.

A second evaluation of workload by zone involves the cemparisen of calls by
zone with an average of activity by day and hour. This recorded below:

COMPARATIVE LISTING BY ACTIVITY

NO. 1975 1976 1977
ZONE AVG AVG - TOTAL ZONE AVG AVG  TOTAL ZONE AVG AVG  TOTAL
NO DAY HOUR HO DAY HOUR NG DAY HOUR :

U 41 ]5.97.25 | 2171 41 6.7 [.28 | 2432{] 41 |8.2 |.34 [ 3010
21| 22 5.8|.24 | 21381122 ;6.2 |.26 | 2252|| 22 |7.2 |.30 |, 2645
3 8 13.71.16 | 1351}| 8 4.4 .18 | 1602|| 8 |4.9 |.20 | 1781
411 19 | 3.5 .14 | 1263110 ;3.7 1.16 | 1367/ 10 4.4 |.18 | 1601
51| 16 | 3.4 [.14 | 12201} 19 | 3.7 |.15 | 1338|| 16 |4.1 |.17 | 1484
6 513.21.13 | 11631 1 3.4 |.14 | 1235(| 19 |3.6 |.15 | 1310
7 1]3.1].13 | 1160116 13.4 ;.14 | 1230|| 1 |3.6 |.15 | 1301
8l 11 }3.07.12 | 112841 5 13.3 .16 | 1203{| 7 |3.2 |.14 | 1195
9{f 10 | 3.1 /.13 | 11191 9 3.2 .13 | 1162{] 5 (2.2 |.13 | 1178
10 7 12.87.11 | 1025|111 2.8 |.11 | 10354] 11 |3.0 |.12 | 1079
11 9 | 2.64.11 961 ({ 7 2.6 |.11 954 |1 9 2.8 .11 | 1004
121) 18 1 1.9 1.08 697 |1 18 . 2.1 |.09 767 1 18 2.7 |.11 971
131 17 | 1.7 1.07 637 [{ 17 2.0 |.08 7361117 |2.5 .10 902
14 4 1 1.4 .05 4981 4 ;1.8 {.08 675| 4 |2.0 1.08 728
S1501 21 111 les 416 i1 21 1.3 .05 | 484l 21 1.7 |.07 617
16 42 1 .95 | .04 3631142 1.1 .05 | 404135 |1.6 {.07 582
17{1 23] .91 .08 | 332}:15 }1.0 |.04 358 (] 15 1.2 1.05 427
184 35 | .90 .03 331{!33 | 0.5 |.04 321 1| 12 [1.0 |.04 381
1900 24 | .83 1.04 320 {1 24 1 0.9 ;.04 314 {123 |1.0 l.0¢ 379
20| 15 .86 {.03 3131135 10.8 {.08 308 i1 42 1.0 |.04 356
21|t 38 | .79 .03 289 1112 10.2 ;.03 | 292l 26 le.s (o2 343
221 12 i .62 :.0% 2271123 (0.7 1.03 ; 250,138 0.9 |03 335
231 37 .37 ;.01 | 136; 6 {0.5 .02 | 1S11i3¢ [0.5 |.02 92
26; 20 1 .33 1.0 § 1240120 . 0.4 .02 ¢ 162]:37 (0.4 |.02 160
2501 3% 0 .26 ;.00 ©  950-3% 0.4 .02 | 147025 0.4 |.02 151
261l 6 2cilon 1 9o 137 10.30.00 3 10813 j0.3 Loy bo119
271 13 1.20 00030 764025 (0.3 :.01 1 9420132 j0.3 L0110
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MO. 1975 C 1976 1977
ZONE AVG AYG  TOTAL ZQOUE AVG AVG  TOTAL ZOME AVG AVG  TOTAL
NO DAY HOUR NG DAY HOUR NO DAY HOUR
28 33 | .183}.007 67 || 36 | .24 |.01 8611 20} .29 .01 105
29 36 | .16 |.008 61 (] 13| .18 !.008 67 61 .26 |.01 96

30 25 | .14 {.005 52 1] 32} .17 |.007 61| 34 ) .22 |.009 81
31 14 | .12 1.005 44 11 311 .14 |.008 5141 14} .22 {,009 81
32 31 | .11 |.004 3941 14 | .09 }.004 331, 43| .11 [.005 41
33 3 (.06 [.003 22 3| .05 {.002 1911 31 .08 }.003 29
34 2 | .06 {.002 2111 43| .05 |.002 1741 39 | .05 |.002 18
35 30 | .03 |.001 12 1130 | .03 [.001 10 3| .04 |.002 15
30} .03 }.001 11

36 32 1 .027].001 10 {1 32 { .02 {.0009 8
37 43 | .02 |.001 10 1139 | .02 |.0009 8 2| .02 |.0009 8
" 38 27 | .02 |.0006 6 2 | .01 [.0007 6({ 27 | .008{.0003 3
39 39 | .11 |.00% 39 |1 27y .01 |.0007 6| 40 | .008[.0003 3
40 44 .01 1.0005 51144 | .008].0003 311 28 1 .005 10002 2
41 40 | .01 [.0004 4 1128  .005}.0002 21y 26 | .005).0002 2
42 47 | .002}.0001 11129 | .005.0002 211 32 ] .0051}.0002 2
43 26 0 0 0 |]40 ; .005}.0002 21129 | .003.0001 1
44 28 0 0 0 {145 | .003{.C001 111 44 | .0C3{.0001 1
45 29 0 0 0 {148 | .G03].0001 1y 45 | .003 [.0001 1
46 45 0 0 01126 | .003:.0001 11} 46 | .003.0001 1
47 46 0 0 0 {149 | .003!.0001 1)} 47 | .0031.0001 1
48 48 0 0 0|46 0 0 01y 48 0 0 0
49 49 0 0 0147 0 0 Q) 49 0 0 0

¥

The zones used to divide the City and record police activity are représentative

of neighborhood areas but do not represent egual population or geographical content.
Neither do they represent an equal distribution of calls for police service.

The activity represented by the above information has been noted on twe maps
(next two pages). The first map is a representation of the eleven most active zonzs
in 1977. The seconc map indicates the percentage of total City activity that each

zone records.

Certain zones consistently have more activity than others. Two, in particular,
are zonas 41 and 22. These two zones record more activity on a regular basis than
any athers. This is primarily the result of a hign concentration of business estab-
lishments and major thoroughfares which create high traffic patterns in.each. Police
response to the City's calls for servicé must take these two major zones, as well as
the others, into consideration.
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The workload distribution of calls for service indicates that somz timas are
considzrably more active than others. Of the 68,000 calls for service ragistered
in 1)73, 1576 and 1977, it is evident when divided by our current shift timetatie

that a disparity betwaen shifts existis.

1975 1976 1977
TOTAL % TOTAL % TOTAL %
CALLS CALLS CALLS

PURTUREFORNPRPFI SE ST ERESE S S SR

U RRPIPR SR SRR E N

SHIFT Qitt |
0700~ 1500 6641 31 6611 29 8400 35

T St

SHIFT TWO
1500-2330 7153

-

&
S

6878 30 9791 3@

SHIFT THHEE 4

2300-0700 7459 3 9194 41 6609 26

[RNPIR AP
t

[S 2

PR

s e e .

TOTHL 21,253 100 22,603 1Q0 25,300 100

(*0000 Hour totals are inaccurate for 1975 and 1976. The City keypunch operator
entered zavo on avery card wiich did not precisely fit into an hourly st Fucture.
As a resuli, the data is exaggerated for these two years).

A graph d‘p’ ting hourly activity fcllows this section (next page). 107 totals
reprasent the mest accurate assessment of the worklozd p1cbur Since the
is the most aCCJratn of any availehle year, included balow is the total hour7J it
mary by Part I, Other and Total Calls for service

Calls for sorvice are more active during shift number two (1800-2300). Nearly
409 of all activiuy is recorded during this time. Shift two also has thz highest
parcmn:aqa of Part Cn:A offenses to total calls. In 1877, 14.5% of shift twoc cails

vere Paprt One offenses. This contrasts to tha2 other srlfts as noied:

COMPARISOM OF PART ONE OFFEMSES TO ALL
Racorded Incidents-1977

- R Qg 1rme
SH'IT,C et =t -‘\l' [whv e .LVJ
e (e . .

.
concludad from these s

< con o he tatistics that the highest incid
on snifo roshar e, As such, shift two should be assicned 4C% of th
rosoirs2a.  Shifis one and three creace uther pron.nr:. 1t is possib
oTfensza are baing ca:niiz:d cn shift thrze and reporiad on shift one.
Fant oerch oF tho tuo rvemyining shifts soowld ha”m no jess than 300 of
anogach oo Slequati coverags covid ziss ke providsd by a stoggars
=e wyeneoant hishoactivity periods.
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NUMSER OF CALLS FOR SERVICE

LEGEND

1975 1 s

]9 7(7 [t |

1977 1

1600
1500
1400
1300
1200
1100
1000

900

800

700

{

SHIFT ONE

WORKLOAD 8Y HOUR
1976/1976/1977

SHIFT TWO

SHIFT THREE

07 08 09

10 11

12 13 14 15

16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23

HOUR OF THE DAY

00 01 o2

03 04 05 06
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1977
Shift Cne
Hour, Part One Other Total
0700 61 438 A9
0300 121 898 1019
0900 179 968 1147
1000 166 980 1145
1100 161 1026 1187
1200 102 982 1144
1300 197 1113 1310
1400 178 1270 1448
Total 1225 7675 6950
Shift Two
Hour, Part Cne Other Total
1500 162 d56 1118
1600 230 1074 1304
2200 170 1216 1335
Total 1418 8373 9797
Shift Thres
Hour Part One Other Total
2300 136 1040 176
0000 220 1136 1356
0200 69 774 843
0309 63 733 801
0400 4z 529 571
Total 6396 5013 ISSiE]
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WORKLOAD 8Y DISTRICT

The Lawirence Police Department divides the City into six working districts !see
map - next paga). The following numbers of calls were recorded for each of the
districts from 1975 to 1977. '

1975
NO. OF CALLS AVG AVG AVG 4 DISTRICT NO.
DAY SHIFT ___ HOUR |
1) 6,092 16.7 5.6 .70 30 122
2) 3,535 9.7 3.2 .40 16 125
3) 3,140 8.6 2.9 36 | - 16 122
4) 2,767 7.6 2.5 .32 14 126
5) 2,391 6.6 2.2 .27 12 123
6) 2,231 6.1 2.0 .25 11 121
Total 20,147
1976
HO. OF CALLS AVG AVG AVG A DISTRICT NO.
DAY SHIFT___ HOUR
1) 6,527 179 6.0 75 30 124
2) 3,818 10.5 3.5 .44 17 125
3) 3,258 5.9 3.0 .37 15 122
0) 3,055 8.4 2.8 .35 14 125
5) 2,745 7.5 2.5 .31 13 123
6) 2,408 6.7 2.2 .28 11 121
Tatal 21,862 .
1977
MO. OF CALLS AVG AVG AVG A DISTRICT MO.
DAY SHIFT ___ HOUR
1) 7,166 19.7 6.6 .82 23 124
2) 4,456 12.2 4.1 .51 18 125
3) 3,871 10.6 3.5 44 15 126
4) 3,660 10.00 | 3.3 42 15 122
5) 2,941 8.1 2.7 .34 12 123
6) 2,707 7.4 2.5 .31 11 121
Total 24,816

-

The datz compiled on district activity mzasured over the last thyree vears con-
ciusivaly indicates a need for change. District 124 consistently has more activity,
as much as twice the recorded activity of one-half of the other aisuricts in the City.
Tnese statistics indicate that a realignment of districts is nesded if an equal amount
of work 15 anticipated Trom each meimber assigned to patrol duty.

A gr
map.

o

phical representation of numbar of calls by district follows the district
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A comparison of workioad by day of the week is compiled balow. This comparison
indicates the activity recordad in the last tnree years. 1975 and 1976 dats is somz-
what inaccurate, but is still believed to give an indication of what workloads existed
in those years.

1975 1976 1977
DAY OF WEEK MO. OF CALLS % NO. OF CALLS pe NO. OF CALLS e
MON 1304 13 2312 - 13 3282 13
TUES 1523 15 2393 14 448 14
WED 1412 14 2650 14 3408 13
THUR 1395 14 2637 15 3661 15
FRI 1532 15 2869 16 4149 17
SAT 1621 16 2690 16 ‘ 4068 ' 16
SUN 1221 12 2076 12 2991 12
TOTAL 10,008 . g3 17,632 . 100 25,007 100

The statistics indicate, in this case, a fairly consistent pattern of activity
exists throughout the week. Supervisors should note a need for manpower Thursday
through Seturday and a decreased manpower need on Sundays.

E graptiical representation of workload by the day of the week is included on
the next page.

Yot
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LEGEND
1975

WORKLOAD BY DAY OF THE WEEK

R : o 1975/1976/1977
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SUnHARY

The data compiled and summarized in this report indicates that thar
parities and inequibﬁes in the workload by zonas, hours, districts and d

ﬂ.‘

(654
oo
—
J
1M
o
i
¢

RS
weal. As a resuit, several suggestions can be made to reailocate existing resources

to better utilize personnzl.

a) Shift Changes--

Three equal shi

s may not be needed, Avai]ablc statistics

1fL
indicate that the shifts should contain the following number

of personnel:

Shift One (0700-1500) - i&

Shift Three (2300-0700) - 14

0 (
Shift Two  (1500-2309) - 18 Gfficers (40%)
0 (
(46 Officers are used in this exampie).

This could provide move officers when an increased warkload is anticipzted.

b) Permanent Shifts--

There would be difficulty arranging the prescribed manpower

indicated above.
5 .~ . . %
Officers guing to school could bz assigned to straight shift two to increa
manpower. Another alternative is the creation of permanest shifis,

c) District Realignment--

The existing districts are no ionger ads quatn divisions for
assigning police activity. A more egual distribution would

allow more time for officers activity, To]]ow-uv and/or
service. A sample design for new districts is Tnblhﬂﬂj (ne
page) in this report. A blank zon2 map of the City is also
included for individual ideas of district ;&4.1ocat10n. Eit
district division should ideally contain 16.8% of all recor
activity.

Supﬂr"iaorq stiould be aware o
day to provide manpower assignmants to cover busy days.
Tha sumzavry inciudza in this report providas for a move equai di
workload assignuents to every patroi oxfi er. These changss wou‘d ass
officer ir the opportunity LO ha actively involved in the assigna¢ di
ailowing tire for investi gative aLP1v1L1e3 as \9:1 The’changas cutl
report ara only sungestions dnd attanpt o provide & starting :
{szussic ivia S
i

FRTN ~t
(WY f.i‘:}" Lot

. It is hopad thet nositive changzs will ba initis
emn dizcoverad in this comparative analysis.

-

se

Xt

ch

dod

T the varied activity levels by
5
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OFFENDER/VICTIM ANALYSIS

The Crime Analysis Unit of the Lawrence Police Department was initiated
in August of 1977. The organizational meetings for the unit stressed the
development of management information concerning past criminal occurrences.
An evaluation of this type is believed to be qf value for allocating patrol
and crime prevention resources as well as for informational purposes. The

Offender/Victim Study was suggested during these meetings.

Methodology

The CAU inherited a copy of each criminal investigation report written
in 1977. These were organized according to criminal offenses and examined.
Some catagories, such as homicide, rape and armed robbery, contained such a
small total sample that they were not considered for computerized evaluation.
Other crimes were Examined based on the criterion of repetition. If crime
types could be selected that had similar or identical characteristics, such
as: a. offender; b. modus opérandi; c. c¢eographical or time similarities
or other data, then the study could be of value to the management of police

resources. Four crime types were selected for examination using this criterion:

1. burglary
2. assault
3. Tlarceny
4. auto theft

The CAU determined that the volume of cases in these four areas was
too great to allow individual examination of cases. A random selection pro-
cedure was agreed upon to limit the cases for study.

One small difficulty with this decision was immediately discovered.
Case numbers are assigned chronologically. As a result, there is no complete
case number listing of cases by crime type. To correct this, it was neces-
sary to hand search the case files and hand record case numbers. This

process produced four lists of case numbers, one for each crime type. The
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unforeseen advantage to this solution .:as the accurate record of the
numerical order in which cases were filed in the CAU.

The case number Tists were keypunched and given to the CAU programmer.
The programmer then ran the case numbers through a random number format at
the Computer Service Agency (CSA). The case numbers selected by the program
were used to determine which cases were studied.

A fifty-seven question checklist was developed for the study. The
checklist (Figure 1) includes information about the crime, victim, suspect,
MO and other information. An instruction sheet (Figure 2) was also developed
to identify one hundred sixty-six separate characteristics within the
checklist. Upon the completion of the checklist and instruction sheet, the
study was ready for data gathering.

Several officers and the CAU secretary assisted in the data gathering
phase of the study. However, one officer was on light duty for medical
reasons and was transferred to the CAU. This officer spent nearly two months
gathering data for this report. The primary reliance on one officer for
data gathering assisted in the consistent interpretation of reports. The
information was obtained by reading each report and then by entering the
appropriate alphabetic and numerical codes on the checklist. This proved
to be an enormously time-consuming project. Nine hundred cases were examined
and then keypunched. The 1977 reporting year was over by this time and the
rest of cases in each crime type had been selected and reviewed. The results
were then turned over to the programmer.

The CAU programmer worked with an outside consultant, Mr. Tom Roth, and
compiled a program for the data using an SPSS package. The program was then
run at one of the computers housed at the University of Kansas. The result-

ing data, interpreted by Mr. Roth, is the remainder of this report.
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FIGURE II

INSTRUCTION SHEET
CASE NUMBER

UCR NUMBER

DATE REPORTED

DAY REPORTED - 0-Sun, 1-Mon, 2-Tues, 3-Wed, 4-Thurs; 5-Fri, 6-Sat.
TIME REPORTED - (military hours only)

DATE OCCURRED

TIME OCCURRED - (military hours only)

ZONE NUMBER | |

LOCATION (address)

NUMBER OF VICTIMS INVOLVED

NUMBER OF SUSPECTS INVOLVED

VICTIM NAME (Or business & data on reporting party)
VICTIM ADDRESS

" RACE - W-White, B-Black, C-Chinese, J-Japanese, I-Indian, M-Mexican, 0-0ther.

SEX (M or F)
AGE
HEIGHT 0-5'
1- 5';5'5”
2- 5'6"-5"'11"
3~ '6-6'5"
4- 6'6" +

WEIGHT 0-100
1- 101-149
2- 150-199
3- 200-249
4- 250 +
EMPLGYED (Y or N)




20.

21,

22.
23.

24.

25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.

VICTIM DEMEANOR 0~Calm
1-Excited
2-Nervous
3-Angry

VICTIM ALCOHOL USE (Y or M)

VICTIN DRUG USE (Y or N)

VICTIM RESISTED 0-None

: 1-Before Crime
2-During Crime
3-After Crime

VICTIM INJURIES O-None Visible

| 1-Upset
2-Minor
3-Serious
4-Death

SUSPECT NAME

SUSPECT ADDRESS

RACE { W, B, C, J, I, M, 0)

SEX (M or F)’

AGE

HEIGHT (as with victim)

WEIGHT (as with victim)

" EMPLOYED (Y or M)

SUSPECT DEMEANOR (same as victim)
SUSPECT ALCOHOL USE (Y or N)
SUSPECT DRUGS (Y or N)
WEAPON 0-None

1-Gun

2-Knife

3-0ther

67




37.

38.

- 39.

40,

41.

DEGREE OF FORCE 0-Mone
1-Threatening
2-Pulling
3-Shoving
4-Striking
5~Cuttjng

. 6-Shooting

‘STRJbTURE DESCRIPTION 0-Business
1-Apt
2-Single Family
3-Duplex
4-Hotel
5-Motel
6~-Institution
7-Other

SAFEGUARDS 0-Alarm

l-éars

2-Security fence
é—FTood1ights
4-Security officer
5-Watch dog

METHOD  0-Broke Window

1-Other window entry
2-Forced door
3-Other door entry
4-Force through waf]
5-Other wall entry

TOOL O-Prying 4-0Other

1-Breaking

2-Cutting

o 2 » PRTPRUAD. U
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43,

44.

45.
46.
47.

48,

49.
50.

69
NONE _ -

LIGHTING 0-Well 1it
1-Some 1ignt
2-None
3-Unknown
SEASON O-Winter (Dec 21-Mar 21)
1-Spring (Mar 21-June 21)
. 2-Summer (June 21-Sept 21)
3-Fall (Sept 21-Dec 21)

VISIBILITY (visible to the public - Y or N)

WITNESSES IDENTIFIED (Y or N)

.OSS CLASSIFICATION O0-Currency
1-Jewalry
2-Clothing
3-Motor Vehicle
4-0ffice Equipment
5-TV, Radio, Stereo
6-Firearms
/-Household Goods
8-Consumable Goods
9-Livestock

No entry for miscellaneous

VALUE O-under $50

1-$50-$100

2-$101-5500

3-$500 or more.
CRIME SCENE PROCESSING (Y or M)
DETECTIVE FOLLOW up (Y or N)




51.

52.

53.

54,

55.

56.
57.

INITIATED CALL 0-Victim
1-Witness
2-Police
3-0ther
SUSPECT ID DEVELOPED BY 0-Patrol
1-Detective
2-Both
3-0ther
DATE OF ARREST
AUTHORITY 0-Dispatched
1-Warrant
2~Prior Knowledge
DISPOSITION 0-No Prosecution
1-Convicted - lesser charge
2~Convicted - as accused
3-Paroled
DATE CLEARED
CLEARED BY O0-Arrest
1-Exceptionally
k 2-Unfounded

3~Unknown
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In this report, the characteristics of burglary, assault, larceny,
and auto thaft incidznts in Lawrence, Kansas in 1977 were examined. The

findings reported in this summary are limited by several factors, including

.

small sample sizes resulting when the data was broken down or disaggregated

.

(for example, separating suspects by race or groups). As a‘'result, many

.

of the statistical analyses generated by the computer analysis do not have

sufficient power to validly detect associations or correlations in the data,
Thus, the presentation of findings rests on dascriptive information.

1. Burglary

< 1.1. Structural Characteristics of Burglary Incidents

Results presented in this section focus on such variables
as the type of structure victimized, point of entry, and method

of entry.

Table 1 indicates that single family homes were most frequently
burglarized (52%); apartments were the second most frequent target
(42%). ©Not surprisingly, the hizhest category for nonresidential

burglaries was businesses (72%), though other locations accounted for

sed

jrie

more than 14% of these incidents. Nonresidential burglariss compr

approximately one-third of the cases studied.

Table 2, point of entry, shows that the most frecuent means of
entry for residsnce burglaries was nonforce door (36%), followed by
forced door (25%). Breaking windows and other window entries (nonforce)

each accounted for 19% of the total cases. Doors and windows, then,
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accounted for 99% of illegal entries., For nonresidential burglaries,
almost half the entries were made through a broken window (46%),
followed by forced doors (29%). Nonforce entries accounted for 23%

of nonresidential cases as compared to 55% for residence crimes.

Table‘3, type of property stolen, shows a preference for currency
(45% residential, 717% nonresidential) or goods that could be
quickly converted into cash, such as teleQis;ons and radios (297
residential, 13% nonresidential). Other types of property appeared

to be taken infrequently and accountad for ounly a small parceﬁtage

of cases,

As shown in TaBle 4, the extent of property loss was broken
down by time of d&y of occurrence (day, night, and'unknown). Rasults
for residential burglaries showed a slight tendency for daytime crimes
to have smaller losses then nighttime incidents (daytime loss $101-500,
25%; more than $500, 15% versus 377 and 27% nighttime). Overall,
the most fraquent losses were in the $101 to $500 range (35%),

followed by less than $50 (32%).

Temporal Characteristics of Burglary Incidents

Temporal characteristics of burglérias include day éf waek,
time of day, and month of year during which the crimes occurred.
(Through an error on my part in setting up the analysis, only time of
report was analvzed, not time of occurrence. A short additional

analysis will be needed to retrieve that data).
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Table 5 indicates that 44% of residential burglaries were reportead
bztween 1500 to 2399 hours while 41% were reported between 0800 and
1599, and 14% betweer 0000 and 0799 hours. This pattern suggests

théﬁ victimized citizens are reporting burglaries at two primary times -
in the wmorning, following a nighttime entry, or in the late afternoon,
following returh from work or school.

The majority of nonresidential burglaéies were reported betwesn
N700 and 1199 (54%) suggesting that businessmen discover the entry
during the morning following the break-in (947 of nonresidential

.

burglaries occurred at night or unknown times).

Days of the week (Table 6) showed no diszernible daily pattern
for residential burglaries by night and nonresidential burglaries.
Daytime residential burglaries, however, were more likely to occur

on weekdays (81%) than on weekends (19%).

Month of reporting is found in Table 7. The data revealed little
consistent seasonal variation, but showed relatively higher frequencies

during those months in which transitions take place in the student

population (April - May, 30%; August - September, 31%).

Suspect/Victim Profile

0f the 228 residential burglary reports with victim information
included, the typical victim was a white (91%) male (70%) batween 19
and 27 vears of age (52%). The typical suspect, on the other hand,

was a white (55%) or black (35%) male (94%) either less chan 15 (37%)

[}

or 19-27 (33%} years old (sse Tables 3, ¢, 10, and 11).




1.4, Other Characteristics

Other characteristics of burglaries include the geographic
distribution of offenses and the enviromnmental aspects of the
crime location, including its visibility and lighting.

Table 12, incidence by planning zone, indicates that residential
burglaries tended to be clustered in zones 8, 10, 11, and 22 which

rogether accounted for 457 of all cases. For nonresidential burglaries,

zone &1 accounted for 87 of the total offenses.

Since few reports indicated whether the crime scens was lighted
(9%, residence; 8% nonresidence), it is impossible to present any
relationships between lighting‘conditions and coccurrence. Of the 121
cases with visibility information coded, one-~third indicated that the
crime would be visible to the public. Witnesses were more likely to

be found in daycime (26%) than nighttime (13%) residence offenses.

2. Assaults

2.1. Temporal Characteristics of Assaults

.

Assaults were found to be fairly evenly distributed throughout the
week, although weekends tended to have a slightly higher incidence
(17% versus 13% per day average - not é statistically significant
difference). Assaulfs were more likely to be reported during evening

hours (1600-2400, 55%). (See Tables 13 and 14.)

Although only 22% of all assault reports indicated that the

8]
(a1
kty

snse was visible to the public, 50% cf the total cases indicated

a witness was available.

T
oy
e

it



2.2.

Suspect/Victim Characteristics

The typical victim was a white (%4%) male (31%) who suffered
minor injuries (52%). The extent of injury incurred was not
statistically associated with the degree of force expended by the
suspect, primarily due to the predominance of striking as thé
principal means of attack for all categories of injury.

The typical suspect was a white (61%) male (83%) between 19

~

and 27 years of age (38%). The suspect was most frequently described
as angry (717%) and unarmed (67%). The.suspect's-uge ;f alcohol was
noted in 26% of assaults, though intoxication was not statistically
correlated with the overall level of victim injury. Nonetheless,
suspect intoxication was noted in 447 of serious injuries

as opposed

to 397 of minor injuries reported.

In terms of victimization patterns, whites tended to assault
whites (96%) while blacks tended to assault blacks (67%). As noted
earlier, the small samples for minority-related offenses makes any

strong comparisons between groups highly unreliable.

Zones 1, 23, and 41 accounted for 32% of 21l assults in the

¢ity.

Larcenv

Regarding larceny, the most frequent categories in this sample

were purss snatching (I19%), larceny from autos (17%), larceny from

larceni

uildings (15%), and shoplifting (15%). Examined across all categories,

{0

3 did not vary significantly by day of week, ranging Ifrom a low
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of 12% on Sunday to a high of 16% on Monday. Larcenies were most likely
to be reported during daylight business hours (0800 to 1599, 56%)
probably reflecting the greater opportunities that are available for
shoplifting, purse snatching, etc., while stores and schools are open.

The typical larceny victim was a white male, under 186 years of

o

age. (See Tables 30-33.)

Auto Theft .

Results indicated that auto thefts were most likely to be reported
on Sundays (25%) with little variation between the remaining days
of the week. Auto thefts were also more liekly to be reported between
1000 and 1200 hours (30%). Zones 5 and 41 accounted for 15% and 23%

respectively.

The typical victim was white (67% of all cases with victim
race entered), between 19 and 27 years of age (427%). Suspect descriptions,
noted in approximately one-third of the ceses, indicated that the

typical suspect was a white (58%) male (85%) under 16 years of age (58%).

.



77

TABLE 1

TYPE STRUCTURE

- Single

Category Business Apartment Family Duplex Motel Institution ther
it % # % # A # A #1017 # 7 %

Residence 3 1.3 95 41.8 118 151.9 1 0.4.] 0 0 0. 0 1014 .4

Nonresidence! 82 71.¢9 0 0 8 7.0 0 0 2 11.7 5 4.3 |1706.¢

-




TABLE 2

POINT QOF ENTIRY
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Broke Other Force Other Force Other
Category Window Window Doox Door Wall Wall

# 1% i %, i % & A # 9 & A
Residence 43 |18.9 43 18.9 58 25.4 | 83 36.4 1 0.4 0 0
Nonresidence 52 5.6 12 }110.5 33 28.9 1 14 12.2 1 1.0} 2 1.7




TABLE 3

TYPE OF LOSS

————

Motor Office v House Congumey | Liv
__Catepory Currency Jewelry Clothing Vehinle Fquipment Radilo Gun Hold Goody Stoc.
[ ' T
it V3 # % # % i % # % # AR A % # pA i
Residence 102 (44.7] 20 | 8.8 6 2.6 3 1.3 4 1.7 66 {28.9] 5 (2.2(10 4.4 12 5.3 0
Nonresidence BO [71.4 3 2.6 4 3.6 0 0 3 2.7 14 (12,51 0 {0 2 1.7 7 6.3 1

6L




VALUE OF L0OSS

TABLE 4
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Category LT $50 50 - 100 1101 - 500 . GT 300
ft % it A # Y # yA
Residence = Day 25 34.2 5 6.8 18 24.7 11 15.
Residence - Night 26 29.2 6 6.7 33 37.1 24 26.
Residence - Unknown | 22 27.5 11 13.8 28 35.0 19 23.
Nonres. ~ Day 4 1.00
Nomres. - Night 36 | 42.8 9 10.7 26 30.9 13 | 15.
Nonres, - Unknown 7 30.4 3 13.0 9 39. 6 26.







: TABLE 5
!
\

INCIDENCE BY HOUR OF REPORT®

Catepory 01 1 21 31 4] 516 7 8 9| 1ol 1t 12| 13| 14{ 15| 16| 17{ 18|19 20{21{ 22 |23

5.714.9]3.5{ 4.4 3.1

[ ]
n

Z13.501.,313.501.3 0 11.311.3} 1.7} 2.2) 2.214.414.8/6.0618,415.3]7.5|112.3% 0.7
Rasfdence

FA (8383 (L33} (4] (5] (5){LO)(LDI(LEN(1(L2)N(L7)] (28) (15) (8)|(13)1(11)] (8)|(10}|(7)

i A et -, s o e

Nou- % 11.712.6]4.410.,7/1.716.1{0.8/10.5/19.2)10.5/6.1|7.9|2.6]12.612.614.4]| 1.7t 3.5/1.710.8(1.711.712.6! 0
restidence

tleolo ol @lololwlanl enlanl alolo lolole Lol wmlolololol oo

a Cell N's in parentheses

8




TABLE 6

Thursday

Category Sunday Mounday Tuesday Wednesday Friday Saturday
‘ _# 4 i 4 i 4 it 4 il 2 | # 1 X il Z
Resldence ~ Day 5 18.6-] 7 [12.1] 7 Q2.1 | 7 flaar {1 |18.9) 15 [25.4( 6 | 10.3
Resldence - Night | 15 {17.0 | 10 {l1.4} 15 117.0 9 |10.2 15 17.0] 10 (11,4 14 15.9
Nonresidence 21 |15 8 |06 18 {13 . 18 {13 21 | 15 15 |10 13 9

<8
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! TABLE 7
ALL BURGLARIES BY MONTH
Janunary February March April May June July August SepLemPcr October wf\;;)vexnb;r Dpece‘r‘;lljt-
T ”’7}"”""! | F % | 8 % | # x| # || F x| # x| # % [ F]Z[7 %]
""'"l';“;—::“;'l"w' 8.4 |23 9.2 ] 39 15, 36 14.4 28 11.2 ] 28 1.1‘.2 370 4.8 40 116,0)] 26 [10.4{27 JL0.8 | 26 -;(

€8
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TABLE 8
VICTIM AGE
Category 0-15 | '16-18 | 19-27 | 28-35 | 36-45 46-65 | 65+
# % it % #t %) # % it 4 i# % .| %
All Burglaries '
110.4! 8 |3.6 {115 52 |39 |17.6] 22 |9.9]24 [10.9(12 %.4}
TABLE 9
VICTIM RACE
Category White Black " Indian | Mewican
i % # A # % # %
All Burglaries |,4g g7 5 | 14 |6.1 | 5 |2.2 1 | 0.4
Residence 200 {91.3 | 14 [7.0 | 4 2.0 1 0,5
Nonresidence 8 8.9 0 0] 0 0 0 0
TABLE 10
SUSPECT AGE
Category 0-15 16-18 | 19-27 | 28-35 | 36-45 46~65 65+
|1z ls |l 2 le 1 zle] | £ 1 % |2l =
\ Burgliaries ] ] y N -
ALL Burgiaries ., 57 | 1821 s 35 4| slo o]z 257113




TABLE 11

SUSPECT RACE
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Category White Black Japanzase Mexican - Indian
it % # Z t A # % # %
All burglaries 44 | 56 27 35 1 1.3 2 2.5 4 | 5.1




TABLE 12

BURGLARY BY ZONE

WCategory 1y 213 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 120 13| 14 .15 16 | 17 18 191 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24

i 8 0f 0| 12 10 1 12 38 12 34 21 2 3 1 4 13 4 8 12 1 7 17 2 3
Residaenca

A1 3.2 01 014.9) 4.0]| 0.4 4.

\a)

15.5| 4.9 | 13.9| 8.6 {0.8] 1.2 0.4 1.6 5.3} 1.6/ 3.2 4.910.4(2.8]16.,9(0.8) 1.2

Non-- #1 81 0]0]| 5 6 0 4 8 4 4 2 0 2 0 5 6 6 3 3 0 6 7 0 0

residence

%1 7.4V 0l0j4.615.5] 0| 3.7] 7.4|3.7) 3.7/1.8] o] 1.8/ o1/ 4.6|5.5|5.5| 2.7 2.7 o |5.5/6.4! 0/ 0




TABLE 13

ALL ASSAULTS BY DAY OF WEEK

SUNDAY MONDAY TUESDAY WEDNESDAY THURSDAY " FRIDAY SATURDAY

it % # A # % # % # 4 o # %

16 |16.3 10 p0.2| 13 |13.3 | 14 14.3 | 11 1.2 17 |17.3| 17 | 17.3

| TABLE 14
ASSAULT BY TIME OF REPORT
0 20 31 4]5] 6 8 10 [11 [12 |13 |14 |15 |16 [17 |18 |19 |20 |21 |22 |23 |24

i 6 40 1) 4100 0 4| 5] 4|3 25191593} 77]7]1
y 6.1{7.1|4.1 1.04.0{ 0] 0] 1.0f 0]1.0{4.1{5.1}4.1{3.1{3.12.0{5.1/9.2/5.1/9.2{3.1}7.1|7.1{ 7.1 1.0

(8
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TABLE 15
‘ASSAULT BY ZONE
t
! 4 5 7 8 9 10 11 13 15 16 17 18 19 22 23 37 38 |41 b2

10 4 6 1 7 3 5 5 6 1 1 2 3 5 7 11 1 4 10

3

1
—

6.1y 1.0{ 1.0{ 2.0{ 3.1} 5.1} 7.1] 1.2} 1.0} 4.1/10.2

(%

0.2y 4.1} 6.1} 1.0} 7.1} 3.1} 5.1

TABLE 16

ALL ASSAULTS VISIBLE TO PUBLIC

Yes No Milssing

it % # % tox

88

22 22,4 473 74.5 {3 3.1




TABLE 17

~

ALY ASSAULTS BY WITNESS AVAILABLE

YES NO
# % 7 %
49 50.0 48 49.0
TABLE 18

VICTIM RACE BY DAY OF OCCURRENCE

Category White Black Indian
# % # A it %

Sunday * 15 20.8 0 0 | 1 20.0
Monday S 12.5 0 0 0 0
Tuesday s 1.1 1 14.3 0 0
Wednesday 9 12.3 0 0 1 20.0
Thursday 9 12.5 2 28.6 0 0
Friday 10 13.9 3 42.9 1 20.0
Saturday 12 16.7 1 14.3 2 ‘ 40.0
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. TABLE 19
- VICTIM INJURY
No Injury Upset Minor Serious
& o # A 3 v 2 A
18 18.4. 18 18.4 51 52.0 11 11.2
TABLE 20
VICTIM INJURY BY SUSPECT INTOXICATION
Category No Injury Upset Minor Serious
# Z { Z { 7
Intoxicated 6 54.5 29 11 39 4 44
Not Intoxicated 5 45,5 10 71 28 61 5 56
TABLE 21

VICTIM INJURY BY VISIBILITY OF PUBLIC

Category

No Injury
Upsect
Minor

Serious

27.

(2%




TABLE 22

" VICTIM INJURY BY DEGREE OF FORCE
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i

Category None Threat Pull Shove Strike Cut Shoot |

" g Lo 1 sl g #l 3 s log el el Lo lel
No Injury 0 0 5 127.8 0} 0 6 133.3 7 {38.9 00 0 '0
Upsat 0 0 4 122.2 4122.2 3 116.7 7 38.9 0(0 010
Minor 0 0 2] 3.9 1} 2.0 4 7.8 41 180.4 21]3.9 142,
Upset 1 9.1 1 9.1 G 0 0 0 6 |59.5 3427.3 0t o




TABLE 23

AGE OF SUSPECTS, ALL ASSAULTS

0 - 15 16 - 18 19 - 27 28 - 35 36 - 45 |45 —~ 65 65+
& g # A i 2 # % i % t % i %
33 33.7 9 9.2 37 37.8] 6 6.1 5 S5.11 7 7.1 1 1.
TABLE 24
SEX
Male Female
# e # %
81 82.7 16 16.3
‘TABLE 25
SUSPECT RACE
Wnite Black Indian Mexican 9th?r
Missing
#. 4 - # % i* % i ‘o
60 61.2 ¢ 26 26.5 7 7.1 1 1,0 4 4,1




TABLE 26

~

SUSPECT DEMEANOR

Calm Excited Nervous Angry
!
# % t | % Lo # %
16 | 16.3 8 | 8.2 4 14,1 70 } 71.4
TABLE 27
SUSPECT ALCOHOL
Yes No Missing
{ A # 4 it ' A
25 }25.5 48 | 49.0 24 } 24.5
TABLE 28
SUSPECT WEAPON
None Gun Knife Other
it % | %4 FF A i %
i
66 |67.3 | 4 141 | 992 | 18 9.
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TABLE 29
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TABLE 30
LARCENY BY TYPE
I\ .
Purse: Shop- From Auto From Coin
Plckpocket Snatch Lift Auto Access., Bicycle Bullding Machine Other Missing
i % # 4 i % it % it % i % # pA it % it % il %
2 1.1 35 18,9 28 |15.1]32 |17.3] 1 0.5 29 |15, 30 16.2 3 1.6 |23 12,9/ 2 [1.1
TABLE 31
ALL LARCENIES BY DAY
MONDAY TUESDAY WEDNESDAY ;IIIURSDAY FRIDAY - SATUliDAY SUNDAY
it % # % # % it % it % # % i 3
30 16.2 26 14,1 25 13.5 26 |14.1 29 |15.7) 27 14.6 | 22 11.9
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TABLE 32
ALL LARCENIES BY TIME OF REPORT
i
\
0 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 100 1100 12 V13 |14 |15 ) 16 | 17 } 18 | 19 [ 20 | 21 | 22 23
7ol j 2 0 1 41 121 14 70 15| 120 15| 12| 16 | 13} 11 7 3 7 7 10 1 1
2 10.50 1.1 0.5 1.1] o0 | 0.5 2:2 6.5 7.6| 3.8/ 8.1} 6.5 8.1| 6.5| 8.6 7,0| 5.9| 3.8/ 3.2 3.8/ 3.8/ 5.4| 0.5] 0.5
" d
TABLE 33
ALL LARCENIES VICTIM AGE "
0-15 16-18 19-27 28-35 36-45 46~65 65+
b ln # Vx| a k a | # x| % “.

88 147.6| 9 |4.9]47 P5.4115 |8.,1113 &.O 11 (5.9 2 |1.1
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AUTO THETFT BY DAY OF WEEK

SUNDAY MONDAY TUESDAY WEDNESDAY THURSDAY FRIDAY SATURDAY
i % A% i % it % # % i % I %
10 }25.6 6 |15.4 6 15.4 4 10.2 3 7.7 6 15.4 4 10.2
TABLE 35

AUTO THEFT BY HOUR OF REPORT

4 5 6 7 8 9 |10 {11 |12 {13 {14 |15 16 | 17 118 (19 |20 |21 22 23 | 24

2.5 2.5 0 }2.5

(9,1
o

10.0} 0 0 | 0 {7.5{5.0/5.0 |15.0/15.0{15.0(2.5 5.0 {2,5] 5.0{2.5 | O

N
st
(@]
[3%]
et
—
<
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4 0 0 0 3 2 2 6 6 6 1 2 1
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TABLE 36

AUTO THEFT BY ZONE

8 10 11 |13 |15 | 16 | 17 |18 19 |21 22 | 36 |37 38 41
% 2.5110.0 10,0} 2.5}2.52.5 {5.0{2.5 |10,0 {2.5 |2.5 [2.5 |2.5 |2.5 | 2.5 [22.5
# 4 4 11 | L j1 2 1 |4 N A T IS 1] 9
TABLE 37
VICTIM RACE
White Black Indian Missing
# V4 i % it % # %
27 67.5 2 5.0 2 5.0 9 22,5
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TABLE 38
VICTIM AGH
1-15 16~18 19-27 28-35 36-45 | 46-65 65+
R R I 2
1 13.2 12 16,5/ 13 [41.9 4 |12.9] 4 12.9‘ 5 2.5 2 |5.0
TABLE 39
SUSPECT RACE
White Black Indian
it 4 it % it % R
7 58 3 .25 2 17

66
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TABLE 40

SUSPECT SEX

Male Ferale
i - # 4

10 83 2 17

TABLE 41

SUSPECT AGE

16-18 | 19-27 28-35

4 &, 3 & 4 i
# /n, {-’ io o 7:;

3 251 1 | 8 1 8
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CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPORT
OCTOBER 31, 1977

The Lawrence Police Department's, Crime Analysis Unit began operation on August
28, 1977. The Unit is composed of an analyst, keypunch operator/secretary and com-
puter programmer. The Unit has completed numerous and varied tasks since its con-
ception. Below is a general review of the activity of the Crime Analysis Unit and
its activities of the last two months.

Dixie Collins, the Crime Analysis Unit's secretary and keypunch operator was
hired to correct a keypunch time lag that was present 1in the way the Department
processed its reports. When Mrs. Collins came to work, the city keypunch operator
was over six weeks behind in Police Department report responsibilities. Mrs. Collins
corrected this backlog in the -first month and currently is able to maintain a three
day time lapse average for Police report keypunch processing.

Sam Smith, the Unit's computer programmer has completed many projects since the
first of September. Mr. Smith has written, tested and run nine new computer programs
since coming to the Crime Analysis Unit. In addition to the nine programs, he has
- five more programs pending, either written or in the developmental stages. The new
programs assist in creating or modifying programs to batter aid analysis of police
operations and resource allocation. '

The CAU publishes a daily Bulletin which %ecaps all prior criminal activity in
each 24 hour period, lists analysis and gives other bits of information usaful to

officers. The Bulletin was initiated on September 7, 1977. Thirty-nine Bulletins
have been published to date.

The two-month statistics indicate a wide use for information that is developed
and an acceptance by officers of the Unit as a valuable investigative aid.

The Bulletin'is currently distributed daily to eighty-one (81) persons, including
representatives of six separate police agencies, Those agencies are the:

1) Lawrence Kansas Police,

2) Douglas County Sheriffs O0ffice,

3) Douglas County Attorneys Office,
4) Kansas University Police,

5) Kansas Bureau of Investigations and
6) Topeka Police Department

In two months of existence the CAU has directly or indirectly aided in the
jdentification of suspects in seventeen specific instances, involving more than fifty-
seven (57) recorded criminal acts. Of these cases, nine arrests were made and five
are still pending from on-going investigations. They have included arrests for homicide,
burglaries, motor vehicle thefts and others.

The CAU Bulletin has completed analysis on six hundred forty, (640) "targeted
crimes" as well as reviewed every police report written by officers since August 28,
1977. These reports subjected to analysis include:
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10 armed robberies,

43 non-residential burglaries,
81 residential burglaries,

96 larceny-TFA/AA
244 larceny-other

27 motor vehicle thefts,
132 vandaTlisms, and

12 sexual offenses.

The CAU has received sixty-seven (67) formal bits of intelligence or crime
information as well as countless numbers of information informally from officers.
Forty-seven (47) Field Interview Cards have been processed and turned over to
Detective Schmille. Eleven (11) specific crime trends have been identified and
passed on to officers. Four special analysis projects have been completed for
various police officers.

A special analysis project reviewing nearly one years past activity of the
police department is currently underway. Over 2,463 cases are involved in the
analysis. Random case numbers have been selected and the process of reading each
report and recording pertinent data is being completed. Al1l residential burglary
information (159 reports) has been completed and keypunched. 510 other cases will
be similarly reviewed.

The first two months of existence for the CAU have been developmental. However,
the Unit has been favorably accepted by officers and enjoys a good working relation-
ship with the different divisions. Through changes in filing methods, new approaches
in computer programming, and increased analytical experience, the CAU will be able
to better serve the Lawrence Police Department.

. Y. Ronald Olin
Crime Analyst




CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPORT
DECEMBER 5, 1977

The Crime Analysis Unit accomplished a variety of tasks in November of 1977,
as indicated in the unit's statistics. Movember was the third month of operation
for the Unit.

During November, a total of 277 reports were subjected to analysis. This is,
of course, in addition to the evaluation of all reports written by officers of the
Lawrence Police Department.- OFf the 277 targeted crimes, the numerical break down is
as follows: ,

1 Armed Robbery
15 Non-Residential Burglaries
43 Residential Burglaries :
33 Larceny-Theft from Auto-Auto Accessories
125 Larceny-0ther
47 Vandalism
9 Motor Vehicle Thefts
4 Sexual Offenses
277 Total

~ The daily Crime Analysis Bulletin now has a distribution of 84 to members of
six separate police agencies. The targeted crimes are analyzed in the Bulletin.
Also published in November were seventeen (17) pieces of formal information on
intelligence or analysis, identification of eight (8) crime trends and thirty-eight
(38) Field Interview Cards (FIC). Five (5) suspects named in the Bulletin and
implicated in at least eleven (11) crimes were arrested.

From October 1, to November 30, 1977, twelve (12) special analyses were con-
ducted and distributed to officers, investigators, merchants and neighborhood
groups. A special analysis on offender and victim studies is.still under way
with progress being made.

W. Ronald 01in
Crime Analyst
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CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT

JANUARY 3, 1978

SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER, 1977

Targeted Crimes ' Sept. Oct. Total
‘Armed Robbery 1 9 10 °
Non-Residence Burglary 20 23 43

" Residential Burglary T 35 91
Larceny-Theft ffom Auto/Auto Accessories 39 57 96 .
Larceny~Other 110 134 244
Motor Vehicle Theft 11 ‘16 27
Vandalism | 55 77 132
Sexual Offenses 8 4 12

TOTALS ' 300 355 | 655
Formal Inteiligence Received 22 45 67
Field Interview Cards .22 .25 47
Identification of Crime Trends ' 8 3 11
Special Analyses Completed 0 o 4 C 4
Suspects Identified 11 6 17
Suspects Arrested : 4 5 9

W. Ronald Q01in
Crime Analyst
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CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPGRT
JANUARY 3, 1978

December, 1977, was the fourth month of operation for the Lawrence
Police Department's, Crime Analysis Unit. During the month of December,
" a total of 198 reports were subjected to analysis. Of the 198 targeted
crimes, the reports were numerically divided as follows:

6 Armed Robberies
11 Non-Residential Burglaries
35 "Residential Burglaries
21 Larceny-Theft from Auto/Auto Accessories
83 Larceny-Other
- 29 Vandalisms
10 Motor Vehicle Thefts
3 Sexual Offenses (Including 1 rape).
198 Total

The daily Crime Analysis Bulletin maintained a circulation of eighty-
four persons from six agencies in December. The Bulletins contained
twenty-five (25) pieces of formal intelligence or analysis, the identification
of ten (10) crime trends, and twenty (20) Field Interview Cards. Sixteen
(16) suspects were identified, of which three (3) were arrested. The addition
of an Officers Killed Summary in the Bulletin has been favorably received.

The FBI recap of all officers killed is placed in the Bulletin in an effort
to demonstrate the mistakes that are commonly made which contribute to police
officers deaths.

The Crime Analysis Unit also compiled two (2) special analyses, met
with representatives of the Oread Neighborhood Association, the Douglas
County RApe Victim Support Service and Women's Transitional Care. Information
of the LPD reporting procedures were provided P1a1nf1eld N J., Police after
a request from that agency.

The offender/victim analysis of one years past cases is moving along with
the completion ofeight months of data. The first sample of six hundred and
sixty-nine (669) cases is ready for keypunching. Work has already begun on
the remaining four months reports. ‘

W. Ronald 0Tin
Crime Analyst
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CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPORT
FEBRUARY 10, 1978

January, 1978, was the fifth month of operation for the Lawrence Police
Department's, Crime Analysis Unit. During the month of January a total of
225 reports were subjected to analysis. Of the 225 targeted crimes, the fol-
lowing various offenses were recorded:

5 Armed Robberies
21 HNon-Residential Burglaries
36 Residential Burglaries
26 Larceny-TFA/AA
95 Larceny-Other
32 Vandalisms

9 Motor Vehicle Thefts

1 Sexual Offense

225 Total

The Crime Analysis Bulletin maintained a circulation of eighty-two persons
in six criminal justice agencies. The Bulletins contained twenty-nine (29) pieces
of formal intelligence or analysis, the identification of seven (7) crime trends
and reviewed fourteen (14) Field Interview cards.

A quarterly report of the discretionary grant which finances the Crime‘
Analysis Unit was compiled and submitted during January. In addition, a tr1p
was undertaken January 22, by M. Hall and R. 0lin to visit Crime Analysis Units
in Dallas, Arlington and Fort Worth. Several useful items were learned in this
trip that will be implemented during February.

W. Ronald OTlin
Crime Analyst




108

CRIME AMALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPORT
MARCH 3, 1978

February, 1978 was the sixth month of operation for the Lawrence Police
Department's, Crime Analysis Unit. During the month of February a total of
188 reports were subjected to analysis. Of the 188 targetad crimes, the
following various offenses were recorded:

3 Armed Robberies
15 Non-Residence Burglaries
36 Residance Burglaries
28 Theft from Auto/Auto Accessories
72 Qther Larcenies
24 Vandalisms
7 Motor Vehicle Thefts
3 Sexual Offenses
188 Total

The Crime Analysis Bulletin increased circulation to e*ghty three persons
in six criminal justice agencies. The Bulletins contained 16 pieces of formal
intelligence or analysis, the identification of eight crime trends and reviewed
fourteen Field Interview Cards. Two arrests resulted from information included
in the Bulletin resulting in the clearance of eleven burglary cases.

Several changes were implemented by the CAU in February. A method‘of ace-
tate overlays now allaws three months activity to bes shown on maps in the squad
room. The Bulletin now pub11shea active county warrant 1ists and task force
meetings are also mentioned to promote attendance,

Meetings were held with representatives of Social Impact Research for the
purpose of evaluating the CAU. SIR also has received two hundred names and
phone numbars of persons who have had contact with the police. These names/

numbers will be used for a citizens survey on levels of satisfaction with police
performance.

The CAU has provided two representatives of the Daily Kansan with detailed
statistical information on crime around the campus area. This information was
used for stories about student victimization. The Journal-World, Kansan and
KLWN also reported the start of the telephone survey.

A d1spatchers meeting was held by the TSD which allowed Sam Smith to explain
ways of changing the IBM card reporting proceduras These changes have been
implemented and provide more accurate statistical data for analysis purposes.

o,

k. Ronaild 01in
Crime Analyst

WRO: de
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CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPORT
APRIL 10, 1978

March, 1978 was the seventh month of operation for the Lawrence Police
Department's Crime Analysis Unit. During the month of March a total of 239
reports were subjected to analysis. Of the 239 targeted crimes, the following
various offenses were recorded:

3 Armed Robberies
9 Non-Residence Burglaries
41 Residence Burglaries
40 Theft from Auto/Auto Accessories
99 Other Larcenies
36 Vandalisms
10 Motor Vehicle Thefts
_1 Sexual Offense
39 Total

The Cr1me Analysis Bulletin increasea circulation to include the district
sergeanL for the Kansas Highway Patrol. This increased outside participation
in the Bulletin to seven agencies. The Bulletins contained tuenty—unreﬂ (23)
pieces of formal intelligence information or ara1ys1s, the identification of
eight (8) crime trends, reviewed nineteen (19) Field interview cards and pub-
Tished eighty-two (82) new county warrants.

X

The Crime Analysis Unit computerized the municipal court warrant 1ist, The
warrant file contained nearly thirteen-hundred names in February of 1978. The
Tist of warrant names, addresses, charges and bond amounts was computerized and
is now distributed weekly to each patrol unit, dispatchars, administration and
the Municipal Court. This list corrected numerous filing errors that existed
through a lack of accountability in the system. It also appsars to have increased
the volume of warrant arrests made by officers. MNumerical comparisons are not
available but eighty-five warrants were cancelled, paid or served the week of
April 10, 1978. This appears to be an excellent start to correcting existing
problems.

Tom Roth, an outside consultant from the Kansas City Police Department,
visited the Crime Analysis Unit and assisted in preparing a program to evaiuate
the victim and offender study of 1977 reports. Preliminary contacts have been with
the Kansas University computer service to use thair computer for the analysis.

Several public speaking engagements were accepted in March to discuss the
function of Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program and the Crime Analysis Unit
in Lawrence. These preqe:tat1ons Jncluded an appearance at a Kansas bn1vers1tv
class interested in police service.

Prowect Manager and Crime Analyst at tended the Integrated Criminal

sio Proqrau Project Managers Conferzance in Kansas C1Lj, Missouri, March
978. Tours of the Lawrence Police Department were given to the Crime

of the Arlington, Texas Police Department anc Mr. Bob Heck of the LEAA.

i

k. Ronald 0lin
Crime Analyst




CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT
PROGRESS REPORT
MAY 5, 1978

April, 1978 was the eighth month of Oﬁeration for the Lawrence Police
Department's Crime Analysis Unit, During the month of April a total of 271
reports were subjected to analysis. Of the 271 targeted crimes, the following
various offenses were recorded:

1 Armed Robbery
11 MNon-Residence Burglaries
33 Residence Burglaries
40 Theft from Auto/Auto Accessories
113 Other Larcenies
60 Vandalisms
8 Motor Vehilce Thefts
5 Sexual Offenses
71 TOTAL

The Crime Analysis Bulletin contained seventeen (17) pwece% ot formal
intelligence or analysis, the identification of eleven (11) crime trends
reviewed three (3) field interview cards, five (5) case updates and one nev
county warrant. Nine (9) cases of officers killed ware.also included for
informational purposes. One suspect noted in the Bulletin became the object
of intensified vnvcstqat1on which resulted in his arrest. Fourteen (14)
burglaries may be traced to this suspect.

A completed outline of the Known Offender program was developed by the
Crime Analysis Unit and the Technical Services Division Office Manager, This
was prasented to the ICAP Task Force and accepted. The program is now scheduled
to become part of the officer's ICAP training and will be implemented soon
afterward. ‘ '

The Crime Analysis Unit also completed six special analysas including the
ICAP quarterly progress report, a special analysis for the Douglas County Shari+tf,
and four miscellaneous administrative reports. The Crime Analyst attended an
LEAA sponsored Crime Analysis workshop in Colorade Springs, Colorado, April
20 and 21, 1978.

¥, Ronald Q1in
Crime Analyst




Lnidde ARALYSTS UHIT

. 11
PROGRESS REPORT

JUNE 5, 1978

May, 1978 was the ninth month of operation for the Lawrence Police
Department's Crime Analysis Unit. During the month of May a total of
338 reports were subjected to analysis. Of the 338 targeted crimes, the
following various offenses were recorded: -

7 Armed Robbery

13 Non-PResidence Burglaries

28 Residence Burglaries

56 Theft from Auto/Auto Accessories
129 Other Larcenies

79 Vandalisms .

16 Motor Vehicle Thefts

10 Sexual Offenses
338 TOTAL

The Crime Analysis Bulletin contained Lwonty (20) pieces of formal
1nte771g°nce or analysis, the identification of eighteen (18) crime trends,
reviewad fifty (50) field interview cards, eleven (11) case updates and
seventy-four (74) new county warrants. Ten officers killed summaries were

also reviewed. One suspect noted in the Bulletin was arrested and his arrest
cleared several sexual offenses.

ICAP training to all officers gave an opportunity to familiarize the
patrol and detective divisions with the CAU. On May 2, 1978, one hour of
instruction was given about the CAU uses. This exposure resulted in much
more informational exchange taking place. For example, the CAU received
50 FIC's ‘in May compared to 3 in April. Other sources of information were
also enhanced through this training. ,

The CAU put out numerous spacial analyses and reports. Among these were
the 3-year comparative report and procedural instructions for the new officer's
activity log and known offender program.

W. Ronald QO1in
Crima Analyst
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LRide ATALYSIS URIT
. 12
PROGRESS REPORT
JULY 6, 1978

June, 1978 was the tenth month operation for the Lawrence Police
Department's Crime Analysis Unit. During the month of June, a total of
257 reports were subjected analysis. Of the 257 targeted crimes, the
following various offenses were recorded,

3 Armed Robberies
18 MNon-Rasidence Burglaries
40 Residence Burglaries
32 Theft from Auto/Auto Accessories
116 Other Larcenies
44 Vandalisms
13 Motor Vehicle Thefts
8 Sexual QOffenses
257 TOTAL

The Crime Analysis Bulletin contained seventeen (17) pieces of formal
intelligence or analysis, the identification of fourteen (14) crime trends,
reviewed seventy-seven (77) field interview cards, three (3) case updates,
eighty-nine (89) new county warrants, with six (6) being cancelled. Seven
(7) officers killed summaries were also reviewed. One suspect noted in the
Bulletin was arrested and his arrest cleared a grand theft auto. There
were also five (5) attempts to locate put out.

ICAP training was completed on June 6th, with the final 8 hours presented
in two & hour blocks. Th1s session further explained the CAU functions and
new procedures introduced to the officers by the Task Force.

Included in June's Bulletin was an article wwitten in the Crime Control

o 5 1 it o it i o s

Digest on PCP. The article covered the dangers to off1chs when encountering
persons under the influence of PCP.

The CAU also compiled statistics and reports for eight spec1a1 an~1yaes,
two (2) of which were sent to outside community agencies. The CAU assumed
the preparation of the three (3) year comparative reports in June. Thase
monthly reports are now available after the completion of the UCR computer
run. A fully computerized comparative report prcgram is under dsvelopmant.

W. Ronald Q1in
Crime Analyst












