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PREFACE

This workbook is not meant to be read like a novel, from cover to
cover. Rathét, it was designed as a reference manual; each section of
this workbook can be read and understood independently of‘all other
sections. An Index has been provided to facilitate locating references
to specific topics. Still, while each section of this workbook deals
with a differeht"aspect of using crime rates, all sections are inter-
related. If reading one section will aid in the understanding of an-

other section, a reference is made in the text to the explanatory sec-

tion.

The Introduction and Chapter I of this workbook provide essential,
fundamental knowledge. Anyone interested in becoming familiar with the
data available on crime incidence in Illinois, and the practical uses

for those .data, should find the introduction and Chapter I helpful.

The Crime Rates Workbeok could not have been compieted without the
help of many individuals. The staff of the Statiglical Analysis Center
would like to acknowledge the gracious assistance of Acting Superinten-
dent Michael Spiotto, Assistant Deputy Superintendent James Zurawski,
and Senior Statistician Deo Dantes of the Chicago Police Department;
Jeffrey L. Ives, Paizicia Towner and Tina Loos of thé I11inois Depart-
ment of Law Enforcement; Peter Nardulli, Director of the Institute for
Government and Public Affairs at the University of Illinois at Champaign;
Richard Ku, Project Director at Abt Assoclates, Inc.; Richard Block of
Loyola Univetsity of Chicago and the Center for Studies in Criminal

Justice; and the Staff of the .Institute for Juvenile Research.
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The eatire staff of the Statistical Analysis Ceuter contributed

their time and ideas to this volume, and their efforts are much ap-

" preciated. Special gratitude is due to Chip Coldren, Jean Hutton

Roge, William Kaplan and Stephen Tapke. Each of them composed sec-

tions of this Workbook.

Ruth Perrin
_ Editor
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INTRODUCTION

The Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) was established in early

1977 as part of Illinoid Comprehensive Data Systems program. The Com-

prehensive Data Systems (CDS) program was begun by_the Law Enforcement

Assistance Adﬁiuistration (LEAA) to encourage and support the develop-

ment of‘statg'criminal justice information systems. SAC is the data

analysis component of the CDS prcgram, and a part of the Criminal Jus-

tice Information System unit of the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission.

The CDS Guidelines list the purposes and responsibilities the SAC
ﬁust fulfill. One of the most important of these tasks 1s to ensure
the availabiligy of reliable, trustworthy criminal justice system stat-
istics. 1In bfdet to aééamplish this goal, the SAC plans to:

1) 1Issue a series of téports on the utility of certain sources
of data for criminal justice planning.

- 2) Let interested parﬁies know the kinds anditypes of data

: ava;lable. and how to obtain them. '

The "C:imé Rates Workbook" is one in a series of réports to be
disseminated.byiSAC, all with these same goals. This particular re-
port deals with the utility of crime rates from a management viewpoint.
Crime rates may be loosely defined as the ratio of crimes to the size
of a populatioﬁ. Victimization rates (ratios of victims of crime to
the size of a population) will also be discussed. Botﬁ these ratios
can serve as‘indices of criminal activity in a specified locale. Local
level officials will find them useful when the need arises for allocat-
1ng funds and §éfsonnel. Detailed anazlysis of rates of different types
of crimes, (for example, violent and non-violent crime, personal and pro~

perty crime,) can indicate the amount and type of remedial measures needed.

1




Analysis'of trends in crime rates can indicate what future resource

~allocations will Be required.

Current ressurce allocation and crime rates are_ﬁot, of course,
mutuaily indépendent. The amount of crime reported to the police,
" and even the amcunt of crime that occurs, depends to some degree on the
amount cf available law enforcement. The reader should be awaré that,
while this w;fkbook deals exclusivel& Qith crime incidence data, prac~
tiéal plans for responding to crime must be based not ohly on crime
rates properly galuclated, but alsc on information -about current crime

fighting tactics and expenditures.

This workbook explains the mathematical procedgres for figuring
rates and tren&é. In addition, the.major sources of crime incidence
data for the state of Illinois are aiscussed, and explicit directions
are given formabtaining those data.. In drawing together selections
for inclusion in the workbook, an effort was made to provide a com-
prehensive analysis of crime incidence statistics. Theréfore, entries
in the workbook are limicéd tofdiscussions of crimes. Traffic infor-
mation, juvenile statﬁs offenses, violations of local ordinances and
similar non-criminal topics are not included. This 1is not to say SAC
does not consider these areas to be important topics for discussion of

analysis, Rather, it was felt thig workbook, (and those that are to

follow) should define the topic area (in this case”crime rates") in the

strictest sense, and then cover it thoroughly. For the same reason,
limitations and deficiencies of population data which might be used to

construct rates are not discussed here.
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Tﬁe workbook contains a discussion of the following sources of
Illinois crime data: illinois victimization surveys, Illinovis Uniform
Crime Report (I-UCR) data, Chicago Police Deﬁartment dafa,Land Institute
for Juvenile Research (IJR) dataf Since the workbook is designed as a
management information tool, a crime statistics usérs’,guide, discuss-
ions center oh the sources.of crime data and their use, as opposed to
descriptive analysis of a_particular crime in a particular‘location, or
time. In other words,. the reader will not find‘data on the incidence
of any crime or comparisons between specific crime fates deve}oped from
different sources. What the reader will find is a guide to the infor-
mation sources»and their uses - how and what information is collected,
organized and]présented; source limitations and defic;cucies, (1.e., the
validity and reliability of each source for deriving ctimé rates); com-
parisons of the data gathering methodologles of different sources, and
the consequences of those differences for the data gatheréd; and how to

figure a rate or trend.

Chapter iII, an encyclopedic compilation of crime types and terms
one might enéounter in crime data sources, provides a quick reference
source showiﬁg which crimes are included in each source, and which source
will furnishAthe most realistic estimate of a particuiar crime rate.
Workbook users will find oné dota soﬁrce more appropfiate’than others
for figuring particular crime rates, and for other crimes, users may

want to seek information from more than one source.

Finally, SAC assumes that the information in the workbook, aﬁd esp-
ecially the source reliabiiity ratings, are neither absolute nor static,

but will constantly be changing. Therefore, SAC plans to update the




Crime Rates W6rkbook periodically. Changes wiil be made in the re-
liability raﬁihgs based on new information about, or changes in data
sources., Deﬁailéd sections will be added or re-written to improve
their usefulness. A major source of revisions and updates will be

comments of users. SAC hopes this first edition of the Crime Rates

" Workbook will generate enough feedback so that the first update will

actually be a fairly complete revision within the general format.
Therefore, we encourage the reader to offer comments and criticisms
as to the usefulness of the Workbook as a planning/management tocl.

A comment form is included at the end of the Workbook for this purpose.
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CHAPTER I:

DATA SOURCES



ILLINOIS UNIFORM CRIME REPORTS (I-UCR)

The llliﬁois Uniform Crime Reports (I-UCR) system has been in
operation since ;he beginning of 1972, It was implemented in an
attempt to create a centralized state-wide crime data reporting system,
replacing direct reporting of crime data by local law enforcement agen-
cies to the Faderal Buregu of Investigation (FBI). It was also imple-
mented to improve and expand thebreporting, organizdng, and disseminat-
ing of crime data throughout the state. The reasons for changing to a
centralized state data management system were both legai and practical.

Among the more important reasons were:

1. The Illinois Department of Law Enforcement (DLE)
is mandated by state law to carry out such activ-
ities, as the following excerpt demonstrates:

"The Department shall be a central repository and
custodian of crime statistics for the State and

it shall have all power incident thereto to carry
out the purpose of this Act, including the power

to demand and receive cooperation in the submission
of crime statistics from all units of government.'
(I1linois Revised Statutes, 1976, Chapter 38, Sec~
tion 206-8) '

2. The crime data which are required to be reported
to the FBI consist of seven "Index Crimes" (Murder
and Non-negligent Manslaughter, Rape by Force, Robbery,
Assault, Burglary, Larceny {Theft), and Motor Vehicle
Theft)l. The amounts of these crimes reported to
police rarely represent an adequate estimation of cri-
minal activity in any area.2

lFor definitions and discussions of FBI-UCR classifications see:
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics -~ 1976, pp. 834-837.,

or the Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook published by the FBI,

2WOlfgang presents a good criticism of UCR data in, "Uniform Crime
Reports: A Critical Appraisal," 1963, as does Robison in "A Criti-
cal View of the Uniferm Crime Reports,' 1966,. See bibliographic

listing in this workbook for sources of these and other criticisms
of UCR.

g et
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A data collection system, covering a greater number
of crimes, was desired by state officials and crime
researchers. This was realized in the I-UCR system.
3. Data collection is more easily managed at the state,
rather than the Federal level. Coordination is fa-
cilitated and uniform reporting by local agencies
enhanced. Therefore, the data collecting auzhority in
Illinois, was vested by legislative authority with the
state. More efficient data management would facilitate
the inclusion of more, and useful data in a crime re-
porting system. It would also increase the speed of
- data processing and reporting back to local law en-
forcement agencies.

The Department of Law Enforcement, Criminal Justice Information
Service (DLE-CJIS) supervises the collection, organization, and dis-
semination of I~UCR data as one of its many dutles relating to crime

data3. The data management system DLE-CJIS has created for I-UCR

will be explained with reference to the data flow chart (Table 1).

There are approximately 1,000 law enforcement agencies in
I1linois, and almost all currently report I-UCR data to DLE-CJIS4.
Small and part-time police departments, of which there are about 300,
report thrqugh sheriffs' offices. Thus, there are approximately 700
lay enforcement agencies reporting I-UCR information directly to DLE-
CJIS3. These agencies report the following types of information to

DLE-CJIS on a monthly basis:

?The complete legal mandate to DLE can be found in the Illinois
Revised Statutes, 1976, Chapter 38, Section 206-~1 et. seq.

4The Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics - 1976 lists Illinois
as having 1,020 police agencies (979 general purpose police and 41
special police), while DLE reported in Crime in Illinois --1975 that
1,017 law enforcement agencies reported monthly I-UCR data during 1975.

5Apptoximationa are used in the presentation of these numbers because

reporting 1s variable across time; that is, some agencies file in some
years and not in others, and the number of agencies filing varies from
year to year.
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~offense information;

~arrest Information;

~police disposition information;

~court disposition information;

-property loss, damage, and recovery information;
-homicide information;

-information: about police officers assaulted, battered, and
killed; -

~other management information

¥

Local agenéies may report information to DLE-CJIS via Law Enforce-
ment Agenpy ﬁata Systems (LEADS) computer terminal, magnetic tape, com~
buter cards, computer printout, or I-UCR forms provided by DLE—CJIS
(Step I, Table 1). Regardless of the reporting medium used, a local a-
gency must report I-UCR information in one of two‘general formats: Set
I or Set II. These two formats were desigued to give local agencies an
option of rebof;ihg offense and police disposition information in month-

ly totals; or case-by-case. The following excerpts from the I-UCR

Instruction Manual 1llustrate the rationale underlying the Set I versus
Set II distinction:

Set I is designed for larger agencies where subsidiary
records are usually maintained. It is related more to-
ward statistical counts in those departments where a
large volume of offenses and arrests occur. At the end
of each month a "sort" or recap of the statistical data
submitted will be furnished the agency.

Set II is designed for the smaller asgencies where a lower
volume of offenses and arrests occur. It s oriented more
toward answering the questions of Who, What, Where, When
and How. Agencies desiring to use Set II will be furnished
a recap of the data they submitted including man hours
spent on the various Offense Classifications and Service
Classifications.

It should be remembered that there are no hard and fast

ground rules established in the use of Set I or Set II

and there won't be. It is suggested, however, that agencies

over 15,000 population use Set I and others use Set 1II. Both

Sets provide the statistical data for the State and Federal

Systems; however, Set II provides information that is needed

on a local level for policé administration. Additionally, Set

II eliminates the major portion of subsidiary record keeping

for crime counting and making out statistical reports for other ‘
agencies. .
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TABLE 1

I-UCR DATA FLOW

LAW
ENFORCEMENT
AGENCIES

%

DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT - CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION

SERVICES. (DLE—CJIS)

v

II1a

DATA
PROCESSING
(KEYPUNCH)

——

IT

AUDITING

\ ITIb
FIELD SERVICES

I-UCR STANDARD AND
SPECIAL REPORTS

-offense summary

-police dispositio&

—court disposition
~arrest summary
-property analysis
-offense trends
-arrest trends
~crime index info.

~-etc.

v
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, \?

~>»GOVERNMENT OFFICES, AND
OTHERS REQUESTING
INFORMATION
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Local police agencles reporting in Set I or Set I1I format must
report certain categories of data, and they may choose to report other
optional data. (See the '"I-UCR Mandatory vs. Optional Data section of
this workbook for a discussion of optional and mandatory data for the
years 1972 - 1976). To summarize, the first step of the I-UCR data flow
involves the reporting of crime information to DLE-CJIS by local law en-
forcement agencies. Local agencies report crime information in various
forms, depending on the medium and format used, and che types of optieﬁ—

al data reported.

The DLE-CJIS office in Springfield, receives the monthly I-UCR

.reports and immediately forwards them to the auditing staff. (Step II).

The auditing staff examines data submitted on paper forms to make sure
they are properly coded, complete, and in conformity with I-UCR guide-
lines. /Data submitted via LEADS terminal are not auditted, but LEADS
terminals are designed to reject data in improper fofmae. The auditing
procedure will lead to one of two possible outcomes: 1) The data recelv-
ed ‘are found to be 1in proper format, in which case they are forwarded to
the data processing staff (Step IIIa) which enters them into the com-
puter tape file. 2) The data received are found unacceptable, and the
agency reporting is contacted immediately (for minor problems), or the
Field Services Division is notified (for serious problems). An effort

is made to clear up whatever problems have arisen (Step IIIb). Minor
problems are those that can be corrected by a simple phone or mail con-
tact. Serious problems are those that require more attention by the
trained Field Services staff. Briefly, the Field Services staff will

do whatever is necessary to correct probleﬁs or misunderstandings concern-

ing I-UCR procedures and standards and to help local law enforcement

g st gyt
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agencies imptove the quality of their data and reporting

fw o o e T e at e A Asbe o T . 1oe, RN
‘After all the data for a given month have been received, audit-
ed, accepted and entered into the computer, I-UCR output reports are

compiled and sent back to the agencies that have reperted acceptable

'data.' (Steps IV_and V.) Yearly summary reports are also compiled

upon special request. The compilation of I-UCR reports is not held
up until all agencies have reported. Rather, a cut-off date is used
after which the reports are compiled for those agencies which are not
delinquent in.reporting. This cut-off date marks the administrative
closing of I-UCR data files, although data may be submitted after the

administratiﬁe closing of data files.

It is important to know that the I-~UCR output reports that are

sent to local agencies are not .all identical Various standard re-

;eeés»;reAa;ailagle. ‘Which.ones are issued to‘a particular agency de-

;enés o;i;ggéhe; tﬁe aéeecy fileeisee £ or II and Optionalland/or Man-

datory da;a.v éﬂe;;;rpese‘of tﬂe eepofts is'é; giveslocal 1;w enferce—

]ééc ;g;;eies ;n‘iaea ggncﬁ; cfZQé sie;ation in‘eheir jurisdictions,
P I PP . Ty ' s

and an idea oé how ;ell they are dealing with it. (For a discussion of

éég‘éiffe;entgtyeee ;f e&teut reports compiled by DLE CJIS,*aﬁd~their

oo ES S P LA T R A LS SRS I a x f ¥
contents, see the workbook section on I-UCR Reports )

“ T I s

+«Two key. phases in..the I=UCR .process ensure quick and complete re-~
porting of:crime data .in.Illinois. One.is the‘repofting itself (Step
I). As~mentioeed abo#e ncarly. all :law enforcement agencies mandated
by law to report to DLE arey; in fact, doing so. The mere act of re-
porting crime data does not guarantee the accuracy of the data. The

incoming data must be examined and 'cleaned" before they can be entered
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into a comp@ter file and included in the I-UCR data base. This

second important phase is included iIn the action of the Auditing and
Fleld Services Staffs at DLE-CJIS in Springfield. The auditing staff
examines the crime data submitted on report forms by lucal law en-
foréement 2gencies. They check for mistakes and missing data, and

keep a writteﬁ técord of all errors found. The Auditing Staff may cor-
rect simple mistakes by phone calls to the local law enforcement a-~
gencies concérned, but most contacts are made by the Field Services
Staff. The operations of DLE-CJIS's Field Services DiQision will be
cutlined Selow.

The DLE-CJIS Field Services Division is made up of the following
personnel: 1 Unit Supervisor, 2 Area Supervisors, 10 Field Analysts,
1 Statistician; and 2 Typists. When the Auditing Staff detects a
serious error (or notices the continuing occurrence of any error over
a certain period of time) a record of it is given to ghe Unit Super-
visor., The Unit Supervisor reviewz it and passes it §n to an Area
Supervisor, (each of whom is responsible for a certain geographic area
in the state), wﬂo assigns it to a Field Analyst. It is the respon-

sibility of the Field Analyst tc contact the delinquenit agency and do

‘his/her best to resolve the problem that has arisen. This may involve

a simple phone or mail explanation, a demonstration, or perhaps re-
training, dépending on the seriousness of the problem. The field
analysts must keep records of their actions, which are kept on file and
logged by ehe.Statistician. When an agency has resolved its difficul-
ties, the déta in question are resubmitted and reevaluated. The Field
Services Division and Auditing Staff are extremely important parts of

I1linois crime data collection and organization. They are the key to

TR A L T
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maintaining efficient data collection and accurate data presgptafion;

Given the importance of the auditing and field contact phases of

the system, the individual action of the auditors and analysts cannot

be discounted in an inclusive assessment of the I-UCR system. They are

trained and tesﬁed prior to hiring, and are periodically audited them-
selves. This reduces but does not eliminate the unavoidable problem of
human error. The same notion holds for law enforcementbofficials re-
cording crime data. At this time, very little is knowa about the accu-
racy of data recording and reporting. ?uture issues of this workbook
will include:ah estimation of data reporting and recording accuracy,

and of other aspects of the quality of the I-UCR data.

Every year DLE publishes a volume, Crime in Il1linois, summarizing

offenses and arrests, by type of offense for the state.. Information
in this volume is more detailed for Index than for other crimes. Addit-
ional data arévgenerally available to the public upon request to DLE-
CJIS in'Springfigld. They are available in form of standard reports, on
a monthly or yearly basis. (For a list of these reports, and their
contents, see "I-UCR Reports'".) If data are desired in a different for-
mat (for certaih minor crimes, service codes, speciai time periods,
etc.), DLE hgy need a few weeks to process the request. DLE-CJIS may be
contacted regardihg data requests at the following address:

State of Illinois Department of Law Enforcement

Criminal Justice Information Service

1035 Outer Park Drive, West

Springfield, Illinois 62704
(217) 782-7980




'CHICAGO POLICE CRIME INFORMATION

The ChiCagd Police Department (CPD) is the largest police department
in Illinois (13,075 sworn officers as of May, 1977), (Chicago Police
Department, 1977:11). It is divided into many functional divisions and
services the largest city in Illinois (population, 3,369,359), (U.S.

Census Bureau, 1970).

In addition to reporting certain data to DLE-CJIS,1 the Chicago
Police Department collects, organizes, and disseminates crime data via
its own data ménagement system. That systém was in operation before the
DLE system was established, and differs in some ways from the DLE system.
The following is a descriptive butline of the CPD system, which corre-

sponds to the flow chart labeled Table 2.

When an offense comes to the attention of the CPD, crime information

may be reported in one of two manners: 15 a field report form may be
filled outqat the scent of the crime by an on duty police officer (Step
Ia), or 2) a radio report may be made, in which casg‘the information is
transmitted to CPD by radio, and the information is recorded at the. De-
partment (Step IIb) In addition, all on duty officers inform the Comm-
unication% Division of all offenses which come to their attention. The
Communications Divisipn fills out a Radio Dispatch Card for each offense
called in, and éends those cards directly to the Records Division (Step

Ic).

lthq CPD reports crime data regarding Index, Part I and Part II crimes.
It prepares and sends a computer tape to DLE just as if it was report-
ing to the FBI. There is a 3 month lapse between the end of a month
and the sending of the corresponding tape.

UL —
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There are twelve field report forms used by CPD, any one or more
of which may be filled out by a reporting officer for an offense or non-
criminal 1n¢idenﬁ. (See "Chicago Police Field Reports”, in this Work-
book for a listing of the forms used to report criminal incidents, and

the types of data reported on each). All field reports are reviewed

 cursorily (and corrected if need be) by the officers' superdors or desk

sergeanti (Stép II), who then forward copies of the reports to district
level reviewé%éA(Step'IIIa)} and to the Records Division which also re-
views and/or corrects field reports (Step IIIb). An additional check is
made here by compariné the number of Radio Dispatch'Cards submitted by

Communications to the number of field reports submitted by supervising

officers.

If a field report indicates that further investigation is not
necessary, a copy of the field report is sent to the Data Systems office
to be keypunched and entzyed into a‘computer file, (Step IVa). If the
report indiaates that further investigation is necessary (or if the Re-
cords Division determines so), a copy of the report is sent to any of
a number of different divisions (the Youth Division , Criminal Inves-
tigation Division, ngg Crimes Investigaticn Division, Criminalistics
DMMvision, and other internal divisions of CPD). These divisions will
conduct a foliow-up investigétion and £111 out a Supplémentary Report,
which 1s also reviewed and/or corrected by supervisinz officers (Steps

Ivb, ¢, d, e, and f).

Upon completion of this step, copies of all Supplementary Reports

are sent to the Data Systems office (Step V) where, in addition to the
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Table 2‘
CHICAGO POLICE DATA FLOW Er ‘b
. il
Youth [
Division
Mo l!-: C
DISTRICT Criminal
Investigation
REVIEW
. II[ Gang
REVIEW b Crimes
BY RECORDS Division
_SUPERVISING '
_ SERGEANT DIVISION
We
TWa
Criminalistics
DATA
| JIYAS
SYSTEMS
Other
éf Internal
Parties

PUBLIC AND INTERNAL
OUTPUT REPORTS
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data submitted by the Records Division in Step IVa, all CPD crime
data are entered into a computer filz. The data are sorted and pro-

cessed and published in the form of CPD reports (Step VI1).

The Chicégo folice Department makes a very clear distinction be-~
tween the information it will make available to the general public and
that which it will make avaiiable to other law enforcement agencies.
The bulk of what C¥D will make publicly available is contained in CPD's

annual "Statistical Summary".

The "Statistical Summary'" presents a narxrative of CPD progress
during the year including such information as: Index Crime rate com-
parisons with other cities; new CPD crime reduction programs; Homicide
information; and Divisional activities (Communications, Traffic, Youth,
Bomb and Arson,‘etc.). Some Index Crime 1nformationAis presented by
month and year, gnd by CPD twenty-eight day periods and thirteen period
po}ice years. qume examples are: Index Crimes, by month and pesréod;
by type of offense and clearance ; by district and area. Arrest and
citation totals are presented for Index and other crimes, as are totals
for traffic accjdent information (causes, type of accident, citations,
damage, deaths, injuries; etc.) The following pages are excerpts from
the "Statistical Summary 1976." They should provide an idea of the types

of information provided in that publication.

Much more information than .is available in the "Statistical Summary'

may be made available '"on a demand basis for legitimate law enforcement .

"2

agencies (See '"Chicago Police Department Reports' in this workbook.)

2Quote from an interview with the Assistant Deputy Superintendent of the

Research, Development, and Data Systems Division of the Chicago Police
Department :

gt ot R

s

'\\_1‘»':

S
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- Any requests for srime information from the CPD should be directed
to the Supgrintendent of the Chlcago Police Deparement, at the follow-

ing address:

Superintendent, Chicago Police Debartment
1121 South State Street
Chicago, Illinois 60605
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15. Youth Activities 18. Special Operations Group . 20 Community Seivices
{p Calendar Year (1 January Through 31 December) Calendar Year {1 January Through 31 December) . -
- Total \Cleared or Marine Unit ( ) Calendar Year {1 January Through 31 December)
Coe | Pl
Cases Unfounded Boats Towedto Safety. . . ....ovenunn. 369 - ' -
Navigational | Neighborhood Relations Preventive Programs
Missing, fost or Hazaids Removed .. . ...ooveeunnnn. . 3068 | Police Community . Seminars and Workshops. . ..., ,....... 1565
incapac'itated persons 19,131 18,859 . Workshops, Attendance (a) . . .. ...... 50,000 Attendance .. ....0 vevrrrare... 115882
Rescuesof Persons. .. ... ....couvuunnns 50 ) ) ) . .
Child Abandonment 186 180 Other Pulice Community Meetings, Physical/Facility Security Surveys
B T Canine Unit Attendance .. ...... e e 94,493 Conducted, including follow-up visits . , , 743
i et it e e, A, 320 Arrests .. ........... Ceee s 2,942 _ o
Child Abuse 323 Building & Field Citizen Complaints Handled (b) . . . . . S 7.412 Operations Identification Program
’ fficer Friendly {c) Total Participation. .., , ,,,,..... . 5,988
lect . o.ovnnn,. 518. c.vvivn.n. 514 Searches ... ........... s 1,951 0
Dependent/Neglect ' Schools Visited . . .. .. .......us... 154 ,
Mass Transit Unit Classrooms. . . ... PR . 1,628 Speaking Engagements. ., ,........... 323
. Arrests . e 55,824 Students (audience). . ..... .. e 46,907 Attendance .. ... ettt 16,380
16' MlSSlng Persgns Total Special Oberations Group Summer Youth Activities (d). . ....... N 11,202 ‘ Graphic Arts
' APIESES &+ i e i i e 83,041
Calendar Year {1 Jenuary Through 31 December)® Gur:s Recovered . ....... I I 233 Mobile Exhibit Cruiser Identification Sketches prepared
. . * k Engagements .. ,................ 140 from victims and witnesses .. ........ 212
Juvenile Males (Under 17) Labor Relations Attendance .................... 348,200 Layouts, Maps, Charts, Pasters, Graphs,
Investigations . . . .. ...t i vn vesn e 12,18 Blueprints, prepared. . . .. ..... P 13,346
Reported. ... .. B et e e e re e e 5380 Strikes R 1 Human Relations Activities Photo Negatives & Prints
Located. ........................ 5370 ) fnvestigationsMade . . . ... ......... 389 for Identification & public service. . . . . . 433,224
J ile F les (Under 17) Meetings Attended. . .. ............ - 328 35 MM. Slides for audio visual ., ....... “ 14,229
uvenile Females {Under 14) J : 16 MM. Film for audio visual (feet). . ..... 38,792
Reported. ............ocovvun.. .. 8668 2 H Public & Internal Information Division Slide and film presentations. . . . PR 135
Locateds .......... ... ... ... 7995 19' rﬂ an-Hours For Spema! Eventsj “Publications, Copies Distributed .
‘ Pamphlets and Booklets .. ., ........ 419,738 '
Adult Malt'zs Calendar Year {1 January Through 31 December) | Headquarters Tours (number of persons) . . . 24,904
Reported........................ 2724 143 g’ Speaking Engagements . ........... e 367,
Located. .. ...0vor e 2663 Parades. ..... R PR 21,43 i
‘ o Expositions, Fairs, etc.. . v oo v v i i v v, 12,41 _ :
Adult Females SPOrting EVents. « . oo oes s e 10,60 {a) At least one mec ag per month in ¢ch district (except Centrat), steering committee meetings not included.
Security for Visiting Dignitaries . . .. ....... 23,05 (b)  Neighborhood problems investigated by district community service persannel.
Rei%f:gaa """"""""""""" gggg Labor Controversies. .. . cvvvuveesaen... 1.9¢ i {c)  School year ending June 1976. Series of visits to classrooms, kindergarten through 8th grade, .
Tt o B i Demonstrations. . . . . .. B R 99 (d)  Participation by district personnel in The Mayor's Neighborhood Program. Includss tours, field trips,
» i:sase _:_e;l)’c‘vrtfzi)led. Does not include runaways, TOTAL 79.4 sports events, etc., for ages 8 through 18 and employment referrals for high school youth and young adults.
ee fabie ). O AL e e e e K X i
b
Fl
i
. . - - }"‘
17. Disposition of Juveniles i
K
Calendar Year (1 January Through 31 December) ;>;
Processed Within Department:
School Absentees . ..............000vun.. T T v 46,126 f}
Curfew Violators (Notice to Parents). .. ......... P T s » 2 105,311 &
Community Adjustments @“ﬁ
(Minor Violations Interview & Formal Release to Parents). . ... e e h e e e ten e v oo 12,05% : pt N ,
Referred to Youth Service Agency . .. ..ov iyt uuuiuy e s e v 23,304 3 . District Steering Committee members
Referred to Other Police Agency ¢ y 554 i ] P have OPD;’"“?“V to exchange experi-
' T cen s % ‘ ences and information on respective
Referred to Juvenile Court of Cook CoUNtyY . o e e e, v 14,100 ‘ !-4: ‘E‘ "‘(‘ . {&.‘ E problems at the annual Police-Com-
Referred to Criminal Court. . .. ............ e e i, et 41 & fal iy i/ N Fﬁ .munity Citywide Workshop meeting
' s L . i , Ili\k‘m..mm.. e s ) _held each spring.
V;1qxu‘wz‘SPfES;_MQh}CQEQWFqllce Department, "Statistical Summary - 1976." 5 ' 19

Qi e

I . Source: Chicago Police Department, "Statistical Summary - 1976."

g
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21. Communications

13 Period Year ( 8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977 )
Incoming Telephone Cails Answered(a) . . . ... 4,068,038

Radio Calls Made

~ Dispatching (b). . .. ......... even.. 2576612
Other (Administrative,etc.}. . .. .. ...... 2,344,208
TOTAL. ......... ... el .. 4,920,820

Messages Sent (c)

Facisimife . .. .................... 1,069,754
Teletyps .. ... .. L i L 26,050

Point-to-Point Radjo Messages (d)
Stolen Auto Inquiries
Recei‘ved_ ........................ 8,909

{a). includes all 911 calls received by dispatchers whether
from citizens or other agencies and whether resulting
in vehicles dispatched, referrals made or instructions
given. Also includes 744-4060 Centrex calls.

{b)." Radio dispatch cards made. Does.not include exira

" {assist) cars sent through the initial dispatch.

_{c). To Districts and other Department units. Facsimile

20

transmission used for operational messages; Tele-

type for administrative messages.
(d). Suburban, Statewide and Nationwide.

22. Record Processing

21

23. Field Inquiries

13 Period Year ( 8 January 1976 through 5 Januvary 1977 )

Wanted Persons Inquiries

Computer . ......uivieevenronsnnas 359,158

Manual (@l o . v v v i v e i i ve e e K 56,220

TOTAL. i ittt iv st tansaannas 415,378
Stolen Auto Inquiries

COMPULEr . oo v v v s s st senanvnneas 610,347

Manual (@) . .. ... ii vt eee e e , 34,868

TOTAL. ..t i it ettt ettt ansn 645,215
Inquiries into

NCiC(b)................_ ........ © 616,743
Inquir-ies Vig

LEADS(c). . ... civv et e et e 583,781
Warrants

Registered . . . .. v vineonosanneenas - 175,889

Served. . ... i i c i et e e 108,400

Extraditions and Turnovers. ., .......... 1,541

{a}. Manual searches made when computer was inopera-
tive due to maintenance, reorganization,  etc,

{b). Inquiries into computer at National Crime Infor-
mation Center, Washington, D.C.

{c). Messages via the 48.-state network of the Law En-
forcement Agencies Data System include v-hicle
registration inquiries to Springfield, filinois.

13 Period Year { 8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977 )

Radio Dispatch Cards Sorted . . ... ...... ... s b e e fie e e e 2,338,156
Case Reports Processed. . . . . .. e e r et e e e *515,500
Supblemcntary Reports Processed . ... v vi oo s v eerennansons I v ..o 355,905
Traffic Reports Processed . . . . . e et e e e e e e b e e I IR T *212,875
CopiesMade and Distributed . . . .. ... . i ittt et crev i 6,325,882
Computer Index Entries . . . ... e e i e et e e st et e e e e et e 740,886
Cards Prepared.(Typed) . ..o v v i n i ivecivennanns e e Cueoreannas . 37,558
Auditand Review .. .o v v ittt ittt it st e saess Ch et e e et i er e Ce e e s S LEE .1,5682 559

* Actua! Count for 1976 Calendar Year

Source:

Chicago Police Department,

"Statistical Summary ~ 1976."

st e
e et e -
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24, Records Inguiries

13 Poriod Year ( 8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977)

Numerical Files

Case and Vice Reports Filed ., .. ........ *515,500
Supplementary Reports Filed . . . . . .+... *355005
Traffic Reports Filed . . . .. f e *212,875
Copies Made and Distributed. . . ........ 910,526
Requests Processed (Official and Citizen). .. 329,337
Report Fees Collected . . . .......,.... $660,894

Alpha Files

Index Cards in File Year End ........... 4,479,806
CardsFiled, . . .... ...t nnnn. 596,857
CardsPurged ... ...... ... e, 276,111
SearchesMade .. ... 3 7,558

Propérty Files

Cards Prepared and Filed . ..... R 134,947

Reports Processed and Filed . ... ....... 179,194
Records Center

Records Purged. . .. :. ... ..niiu ... 91 Tons

Record SearchesMade ... . .. .. .. ..... 305,865

A

PR FRVITT RN e A

g

Patrol Specialist Norman Jones, 3rd District, Police Of-
flclcr 'John Brennan, fill out arson report on a burned
vehicle

Source: Chicago Polige Department,

: 3 . MW’ ':};‘x "'{t‘) ':P‘i

25. ldentification

13 Period Year ( 8 January 1976 through 5 January 1977 )

Fingerprints Compared %o Fingerprint Files
Criminal {Arrestees)

Submitted . . ... ...ttt e e 15,960
Found Identical . .............. . 74,336
_ Non—Criminal (Applicants, ete.)
Submitted. . .. ... it e e 39,579
Found Identical . ............ ... ...« 8811
Dead, Injured, Shot, ete.
Submitted . . . ... . et et e 1,935
Found identical ............. ... .. 1,148
Latent Fingerprints (a)
Evaluated ,
Submitted . . ... ... o i i 12,260
Found Suitable for Comparison. ... ..... 8,667
Fingerprints Compared to Latent
Submitted . . ......... . i 19,162
Found ldentical ........¢c0vvian... 1,976
Records .
Arrest Reports Processed . ............ 285,344
Wanted Persons Notices
Filed. .. .. h e 4,149
Cancelled. . . . .. vi i i i 6,067
Record Checks Made
Inquiries at Counter and by Mail .. .... 226,822
Photo Services
Photos Received & Filed. . .. ........ 54,111

{a} “"Dusted” and other prints obtained at crime scene.
Comparisons made to determine presence of persons
criminal or other at scene.

"Statistical Summary - 1976."
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31. Budget Appropriations

Calundar Year (1 January Through 31 Decemher)

) Personal Services (Salaries, Wages, etc.) o oo vrvneeesee
Contractual Services (8} .« oo vv i a e
Travel........................................‘

Commodities (B) . .+« v vv et
Equipment (Automotive, Communications, ete) . e v e

Improvcments(Buildings)...........................
Specific Purposes (€} .. .« v it
‘Contingencies...i.........,...,,.i..............

TOTAL..................,,......',..,....-...

{(a) . Rentals and repairs of equipment; professional and technica
{(b) Gasoline, repair parts, matetial, supplies, ete,
{c) Special, one - time allocations; alsq pension fund.

. Calendar Year (1 January Through 31

Superintendent. . . ... e e
First Deputy Superintendent. . . .
Deputy Superintendent . . .. .-
T T A L I A I

L S B |

e g

NP O R R N

v

v e ¥ e st s 8o 2T

[ T BRI I IRCIEL L

P N B RN L
.
PEPEEEE S S IR
PR R SR

N LI

O I N I L

i services; utilities; etc.

32. Salary Schedule

December)*

qy.l.---t-.-n.lnqa.

O I LR R B B

PR T T BRI I L A

Asst.DeputySunerintendent,Deput_yChief. R UL I R
Commander, Director, Administrative Asst., Executive Asst., Aide . . .. oo cn s oo

Captain fa). . oo ovecanenrvearrnses
Lieutenant (@), v v oo vveanroqrrsestaersanees
Sergeant fa) .. ..ce i aic e sy et
Investigator, Dispatcher, Youth Officer, ete. [PY R

Police Officer {ab) ... oo v v qonzrranoromervees
Crossing Guard (€). . .« orserrztozggos s ins

L]

PEECECRC R

* Maximum annual rates unless otherwise noted.

e 8 8 b e s e ss ve ey e

.

P I T R B R B

R T T T RO R U I D B B B

(a) Four longevity increases of approximataly 2% not shown.

(b) Progressive rates for Police Officer rank:
Firstsixmonths . .. oo vs v vy ecrs e
o Aftersixmonths. .. ..o v vnv o aantrr o
{ After T2mONths . oo cvvvvvoseroaztpsraesss
} After24monthis . .. ..o v c sty
After36months . . ..o cov v eaer vt
After 48 months (maximum rate, above} ., :
{c) Maximum hourly rates after twenty years.
Starting rate, $3.79 per hour.

-
v

Source: Chicago Police Department, "Statistical

e e r e s s u s e A Y Y
P I IR R I B B ]

[ LA B NS L L B
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Summary - 1976,

.-..-.-----:n-q---v--‘--.-..-u-“

I SR BT O BN L B B BN

PR LR R RN B L

.
P L AT R A B L LN A
O R L LR L B R B

P T SRR R N B B O B

1976
$293,443,712
9,189,300
25,000
8,563,450
1,477,500
393,000
10,000
100,000

$313,201,962

1076
$44,000
39,600
37,300
35,300
32,500
30,650
29 532

27,096
23,628
21,660
20,640 .
6.60

$13,200
14,064
14,940
15,804
16,620
17436

-

|
|
{
\
i
|
|
|
i
|
|
i

DA AT

e i R
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11. AGE, SEX AND RACE OF PERSONS ARRESTED - 1976

flnclude those released without hoving been formally churged)

AGE
- - R -
Undet . Total Aot
CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENYES 18 #1-24j 25-daja5-+ whire |} caes | o | one
i i - BN, Ite ) 'iag-'.o Indlan nene ness | Oilier
Murder end Nonnegligent Monaloughter Ole RS ¥ T ’Zﬂ T r} T ,‘ o+ NJ_O:} N
onns | J 13 110 141 362 5 - - 161
Monatoughter by Negligence 01b | Famnla -~ ST Nty ettt Rt
_— - 2 . 5 i 25 - - - 2
Forclble Rape 02 [ Female - - 1421 428 F-"::.ll - ~-—7§§ 90 607 .
Malo 2754 13741 1 ¥ 26 . : — 2 =
Robbery | Malo_ | _2754| 15671 1374 14875 _ 79f 7281
: 03 :::nle 122 85 100 51”3961 7331 6230]  20] -1 -1 674
rioquvnv-d Avsoult (Roturn A-da-d) o4 [Femalel "131 '"'"l'gg "35672_ ""l-i% “1';'33'
284 1198 1 ~—
Male =
B_ul_q‘;lﬂry--Brtz\-{nq or Entering (23 l—F':':;‘:n—ll.; _él‘!-‘t _Lg—:l‘ L ‘}115-‘_—1.5-3“1;0—{'21 ”
] o Gi;; 7§5 74 79 14 424f 2382] 7354 37 —- 1 1147
Lorconp-Thelt (Excent brtes ¥ . [ Mole |8 533| _3735] 3755| 6764) 1060|2347
xcept Motor Vehicle Theft) 04 :’:;vzulu ;igg 66| 1022| 1526 267] 5689 5785]|21430 56 - 1 2264
Mule 1 857 609( 834 0
Motor Vehiclo Theh - 07 [Female| 119] 65| S |
07 :;n:nnlc 119 65 55 65 4 308{ 1149| 3069 13 - 2 575
Other Avsaulis (Return A - do} i, 498 _?.q.l_s 228 ~-5—1;98 R v
™ o) 08 | Female] 930 218] 3 ""“""'%"“
s 06 752 167{ 23731 4179/11052 49 - - 1971
e | Male § 125{ _ 35] 18 51 1l 240 :
0y [Femaie 12 TTTRTTTATTTRTTI8] 107|107 :
Mal — =
Fo’a'" °"d Cou"."’.l‘l“u ‘o -.l;:’—c_l-. _.-—.-‘—-_——-7.'-——-(2 —hyz‘kn-—-‘%——-gg
Fenale 4 37777 i5f 18| 36 -
|Mule | 856 51 306 618 2 — — —
Froud « 1 { Femnle Bﬂ_ —-—.0—5*——‘_33 "‘_2_2“4‘ __!'__‘21._.‘.‘.;.?}% 5247 206
Erbenst | Male 1 5 1 7 : : — — o=
exaiement 12 [Femule| ~~ 177777 TTTeYTTTTTITTTYTTTT 3 3
) . Male 660 94 — — — 2
Stolen Property; Buying, Recejving, Possessingld '!;e:—nz—l:—-‘—si ~=~34] -'__99 _}56__*__.3_8 _‘1‘_0_'.49.
o i 24 13771 2| 95 280 742 4 - - 117
. Male_ | 3429| B882| 656] 1081 180 -
andatiasm W [Fewale| ~226] " 64] " "6B "ﬁi’“g”L s
. T > 29 498| 2483( 3330 38 el 1 883
Weapons; Corrying, Fossessing, ete. 18 )-:e;n—l: - —:]-6 ——3—3—;— _‘£.4..fl.§ ‘—3.-922 —_1.4'9— + -2‘0—9-9.
T G = 194 501 114 1009} 1389 7541 16| - 1 1161
Prostitution und Commerciolized Vice - 16 [ Femaie -—533-_550-'6]. 2:“;2 --_z_‘;i ——258»19-12
PR — . 470 6329] 1)43] 6558 10 - 1 334
Ropu and Prostitution) e 17 _éiagn-l%a__k%i. T F SO B )
N — i T mErr 34;3 - 16 :'3 120 397 571 4 —— - 140
orcotic Drug Laws Total 18 {Female ..351 _355 "5—1'1"'%,%%—_'&%3 li‘g‘g: 36600
Optum gr Cocaine and Their Derivatives Male — = — - :
| Male | 114] 2 =L
e Horin, Codrme] O P B e - e o I BT
Male 2926; 202 > . —= — S
Mer {Male 1 2926) 20 511783 6
s%mn . b |Femala| 274 167 Tﬁ“%%”&ﬁ %ﬁ 2140 6139
vreotics - Monuloctured NRareotics Mol = —
Which Con Couse T i ekt 22 2 e
{Desmerol, M:lh:;on:-ul.) Prog Addictien [ Femaic [ ——5-——:-4- —_—2—3 “—-5%’--__2 -
: ‘ ‘ 28 36 103 - e -
e I o B e It e I »
. R 1 Y51 W
! 291 124 798] 1301) 3625
[Gembling Yaral 19 ,:‘l:l".:‘.\_‘____ﬁfi%-_élll 292120901829, 3459 ‘ d - ~ -
Female 1; 231 370 " 157]  34€l 573l 675] 4914)  —=f -—=| = | 434
Bookmoking (Horse ond Spen Book) o | Ferale _—_--‘1——-—11 -l 2385 120
9 16 30 28
Mai e i
Numbers und Lettery b nl'::r_:u_l;———"él-“__% -3 "‘%%r‘""%% 212 =
. 58 36 2 - ——
Alt Other Gembling < f‘::‘::‘f-‘; - _ﬂ_@_o_‘ S —5—2§ Jo16) 1685 51l . ~ =
Female ;; 20 33| 135|289 4ss] e 4607 -] - | --| 38
Offenses Agcinet Fomily end Children 20 [Femnle]  14] _—z"g'g '—ﬁ'g'g}"“ggq' --132, 1826 gJ'
: 2[ 127" 1d” 24e
Th <) 238| 1525 ~= -
Driving Under The tnfluence 2 _Fiely;.;l.; - —1*:} —2‘4% - 2320 20961, 245, 3847 : 8
2 17 sel " 34" a7| 142
T 1422] 1917 S -
" e | o 1 64
quor Leaws 22 [Vemale —-—-6-94 ——i;-g———-vgf ——%a___éir_l..agé . . 2
e 3 160j_ 1061 247 6 -~ - 5
[Prunkenees 23 [Femalel ~~ 3777 B it ST TR S . -
Mule 12557] 15204] 1 =
. Mute | 12 598
sorderly Canduct 24 [Feamie | 1‘6.2-9 - -5':5_5.4 7y _l_—g “4_2-3.’7;(231 3‘;%3‘3}—9?2.5%
- p e 1 21149 35324 80;34 1304 - 7 (12432
28 |Female B R e AR AR et '
Mal i
AN Cther Offenues (Except Troffic) 2 -.F-:iﬁ;l "jé%i 26‘;-2 "3-?% I —4':2,-;1; = 5'1'9‘3 "]:'4'861 ‘
2 ) G 4
- i 0] 144] 23G1| 4461}11124 ‘41 - 1 1595
I LT IO A A SN BN thninte
Mn),
Cutfaw and Loltering Low Vielotlons 28 L‘p‘:;‘:ﬁ; ““"l} R Bt sttt B 13 ‘
7Y il 13
ona [Male | 2003 — — — !
vn-Aweys 29 [Female |~ 43477777 e e
= 43471 2175{ 3397 30 - - 740
684| 46216f 77 L e )
YoTAL 216f 49860} 92933 33722288414 70302187789 1671]" -- | 19 [28558

Ll
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VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS

A victimization survey is simply a general population survey which
includes screen questions to identify those respondents gho were victims
of crime, and follow~up questions zbout the crime inciaents. In addition,
victimization surveys usually include quesiions about the attitudes of
all respondents‘toward criminals, the police and the courts. The em-
éhasis is on the Victim, not the crime incident. The original intent in
conducting victimization surveys was to gather informai:ion on crime and
victims to fill in informa*ion gaps left by crime daﬁa from other sources,

as well as to provide an accurate indication of crime rates.

A major distinction between victimization survey data and data such
as Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) originates in the collection and record-
ing practices used. In each case, there is an intermediary between the
victim of crime‘and statistic, and the intermediary ﬁay affect the data
gathered by his or her_influence on the victim, assessment of the situa-
tion and 1ntérpretation of the victim's account of the offense. For UCR
and police data, this intermediary is the law enforcement officer who
acts as a filter between the victim or crime and the reported statistic.
"Filtering'" is the practice, both official and unofficial, by which the
police decide which complaints require action. Filte:ing can lead to

underreporting of crime in UCR and police data. On the other hand, in

victimization shrveys, the interviewer is the intermediary. Interviewers

record all offenses which the victims cénsider to be crimes and which fit

the survey categories for offznses. (See the text section on the Differ-

ences Between Police and Swrver Data.)

Victimization surveys have certain advantages over other sources

A
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of crime dat#..‘For example, victimization surveys furnish information
on "hidden crime“, (Doleschal, 1970:546-571) (crime which does not ap-
pear in policé or FBI data), on the demographic profile of the victim,
on the likelihood of victimization, and on both crime reported and crime
not reported to the police. They also provide more detail about crime
than do police reports, thereby improving our knowledge of the nature
and costs of crime (Maltz, 1975). For example, surveys often provide
information on- the victim-offender relationship, distinguish between
domestic and other violence, describe victims' ;ttitudeé toward police
and victims' reactions ddring the incident, identify which crimes are
likely to be reported to the police and by whom, and estimate the costs

of crime and benefits of reporting crime for the victim.

A majof limitation common to all victimization surveys is that not
all crimes are included. Most victimization surveys cover only UCR Part
I offenses (except homicide). (See glossary for Part I offenses.) Only
crimes in which the victim can be or is willing to be interviewed, is
aware of havingbbeen victimized and has not been a willing participant

in the crime can be included in a victimization survey.

Further limitations involve the chaice of population to be sampled.
Surveys may include interviews with both households and businesses, or
with households alone. They include interviews only with those victims
who live withinvthe geographical limits of the survey, although the in-
cident reported to the interviewer and recorded in the survey data may
have occurred outside thosé limits, Unlike I-UCR data, victimization
surveys collect no data for non-residents who wete victimized within
the survey ateg; Institutionalized persons and young children are also

excluded from most victimization survey populations.
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TABLE 3

. - OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL CRIME PANEL PROGRAM
()

-

Victimization surveys rely heavily upon the honesty and accuracy
of memory of thé respondents. Since no formal sanctions are involved

to reduce fabrication in reporting offenses, any tendency to fiction-

alize the report of incidents, whether intentional or not, will bias
LEAA NATIONAL CRIME PANEL PROGRAM

the resulting data. Additional bias may be introduced by the inter-

viewer. For example, respondents may be reluctant to answer embarras-~

sing questions if they find the interviewer's presence threatening.

i NATIONAL CRIME SURVEYS ; ‘ COMMERCIAL VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS
] ' _
Error will also be introduced by a non-random sample design, since ( : , : , ,
. | 1 | .
each unit in a population must have an equal chance of being selected I .
g - ‘ NATIONAL SAMPLE CITIES SAMPLE NATIONAL SAMPLE CITIES SAMPLE
reliable estimates from sample data. For instance 5 {one-time survey of . {one-ti f
in otder to produce reliable e t P n ’ { {contiauing survey of 12,000 households ‘fg"g(')%ul')"g."ml"f“" 2,000 business ssto.
| . 72,000 households) . in each of the cities b";;‘men:’:;""“ eata- blishments in each of
some error may be introduced into a telephone survey in that only house- "5 below) ' the cities below)
holds with phones can be contacted. |
National Crime Surveys (NCS) : Cities Sample, Chicago Data @ | 1972 IMPACT CITIES® 1973 LARGEST CITIES® 1974 CITIES
3 Atlanta Chicago © Boston
The National Crime Surveys are part of a crime survey program set i o  Baltimore Detroit Buffalo
. . i Cleveland Los Angeles Cincinnati
up by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA). (See Table Dallas New York Houston
_ Denver Philadelphia Miami
Newark , Milwaulkee
3 .) One set of surveys was conducted for 1972, and repeated for 1974 < Portland.Ore. Minneapolis
' , g _Bt. Louis ' New Orleans
in the five largest U.S. cities including Chicago. The Chicago Oakland
) . ‘ ] Pittsburg
‘ . . g v San Diego
surveys included attitudinal questions asked of the total sample, screen ‘ . San Francisco
o : Washington, D,C.
questions to identify crime victims, and incident questions asked of *Cities rointerviewed it 1975,
this victim sample. NCS documents are based on victim sample data, and : I

provide summary tables on single incidents of residential crime. Data ‘
‘ Files are currently available for the National Crime Surveys only. Files
on series crime and on commercial crime appear in separate sections of H from the Commercial Victimization Surveys will be prepared during the

coming months and should be available by August 1977,
NCS documuiciits. f{(See text section on Series Incidents in this workbooksd '

Further details on both victim sample data apd on attitudinal data can

be obtained from NCS computer tapes available from DUALabs..

) /.:b\i
e X

The Chicago surveys polled random samples regarding only the follow-




e i i

e s i e - e <

i+ e r e e i

29

ing Index crimes: rape, robbery, assault, burglary, ;heft and motor
vehicle theft. The population surveyed included all individuals

twelve and over;.residing within the corporate limits of Chicago. In-
terviews were conducted in person with each person in the household.
Follow-up phone contacts were vsed when no one was reached initially,
which happened in about 25% of the cases. Data w;ré collected for twelve
month reference petiods.‘ About 12,000 households were screened for each
of the survey years, and the resulting victim samples of 5,493 and 6,592

were weighted to obtain estimates of crime incidence and rates.

NCS documents provide summary data on crime incidence and rates by
age, sei, race; marital status and income of the victim. Additional
data are given on whether or not the incident was reported to police, in-
volved a stranger as offender or involved the use of a weapon. The type
of weapon is noted if a weapon was involved. Household crime data are
also reported by,tenure of victim and number of units in the structure.
Commercial criﬁe data are reported by characteristics of establishment

and by crime type.

Data Sources

The following two sources are published by the U.S. Department of
Justice, lLaw Enforcement Assistance Administration, National Crim-~
inal Jusfice Information and Statistics Service, Washington, D.C.,

and are available from the National Criminal Justice Reference Ser-

vice, P.0. Box 2436, S.W. Post Office, Washington, D.C. 20024 (202)

655-4000:

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Chicago, Detroit, Los Angeles New

York and Philadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and 1974 Findings, a

National Crime Panel Surveys Report, No. SD-NCS-C-§.

P
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation's Five Largest Cities,

a Natioﬁal Crime Panel Surveys Report, No. SD-NCP-C-3.

Computer tapes of the full sample files, and of the atﬁitude and
cities incident (victim) files for 1972 and 1974 are available from

DUALabs, under the following titles:

Cities Irncident Extract Files,l Cities Complete Sample Files,? ,'

Cities Attitude Sub-sample FilesLZ User Directories, Glossary of

NCS Terms, Hand Book and Guide to Use of the NCS Tape Files. Addi-

tioﬁal information on these files is also avallable from DUALabs

1601 North Kent Street, Arlington, Va. 22209 (703) 525-1480.

DUALabs will also provide the following on request:

1) Special tabulation - a specially prepared series of printed re-
ports based on your specifications.

2) File extracts - an extract containing only those data of {inter-
est ‘Lo you. '

3) Customised files -~ a series of files generated in response to
your specific needs.

4) CENTS-AID II - DUALabs software suited to process NCS files.
For these preparations or for additional information on costs contact

Ms. Deirdre Gaquin at DUALabs (see address above).

lTape coples format option only (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Blocked)

2Tape copies format options either (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Blocked)
or (IBM Standard Variable-Length/Blocked)

3Tapee on commercial victimizations will be available in late 1977,
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National Crime Surveys: national panel sample, state level

National panel design sample surveys are conducted continucusly by
the Census Bhreau for the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
(LEAA) throughout the United States. These random sample surveys are,
like the National Crime Surveys cities sample, part of the Natienal
Crime Paﬁel Program set up by LEAA, (See‘Table 3 . ) Results of these
surveys are available for Illinois, for the years 1974 and 1875, as re-
weighted samples. The portion of the national sample conducted in T111i-
nois was reweighted to represent Illinois. Since the original national
survey sample was designed to follow the demographic profile of the
United States, the national sample data reflect nationai demographic
characteristics. Fortunately, the demographic profile of Illinois is
close to that of the nation, so national sample data reweighted for

Illinois are adequately, though not exactly, representative of Illinois.

The same descriptions of data and sample design given for NCS
cities sample data apply to re-weighted national panel data, except that
the population surveyed was that residing in the state of Illinois and

that the reference period was six months.

The respondents in the total sample were asked attitudinal ques-
tions and screen questions to determine which respondents were crime
victims. The latter group constituted the victim sample. Data in NCS

documents are based only on the victim sample cases.

Although these national survey samples are, in general, carefully
designed and conducted, up to 1975 there were no interviewers or ques-
tionnaires designed for non-English speaking respondents. After 1975,

provisions were made for Spanish speaking individuals. .
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The sample data were weighted to reflect the actual populafion.
The Aesign of the samples has produced results whose validity has been
tested and proven consistent over time. The reliability of estimates
made from the samble data has been calculated in terms of standard errors,
which are available from the Census Bureau. The two national samples
(and thé re-weighted data for Illinois) were conducted with the same

design and, therefore, can be compared to one another.

Data are presented in NCS documents for the total national sample

of victims. Those interested in state level data for Iilinois should

consult with the Census Bureau, Demographic Surveys Division. Data have

been gathered for victim demographics of age, sex, race, marital status

.and income, for victim-offender relationships, for reporting to police,

for time of occurrence and for weapon use.

Data Sources:

1974 and 1975 National Crime Panel national survey reweighted for
Illinois, see general information sources listed under NCS cities
samples sources,

Also available from DUALabsl (See listing under NCS cities samples
sources for address):

National Complete Sample Files2 National Incident Extract Files3,
User Directories, Glossary of NCS Terms, etc.

Available from The U.S. Bureau of the Census:

National Crime Survey Documentation, Demographic Surveys Division,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Washington, D.C.

lTapes on commercial victimizations will be availlable in late 1977,

2Tape copies format options either (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Block-
ed) or (IBM Standard Variable-Length/Blocked)

3Tape copies format option only (IBM Standard Fixed-Length/Blocked)
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Joliet and Peoria sa@ples

Sample surveys were conducted by Abt Associates in Joliet and in
Peoria and publishedvin 1976, as baseline surveys for comparison with
later surveys done in these cities. Data from these surveys are avail-
able as documents which include the questionnaires used, descriptions of
the times each different answer was given to a question (frequency disw-
tributions) and crosstabulations of crime data with certain demograph-
ics. The crimes included are noncommercial robbery, aggravated and
simple assaults, residential burglary in two classifica;ions (A and B)
and household larceny. ('"Residential burglary A" is burglary from a
dwelling unit or structure attached to that unit. ''Residential burglary
B" is burglary from 6ther structures on the property.) No data are in-
cluded for commercial crimes. No distinction is made between single and
series victimizations. Each victimization is counted as one incident.
(See Series Incidents.) Attitude sufveya were done for both viectims and

nonvictims and data from these are included in the published report.

The popuiétions surveyed in each city include all individuals six-
teen and over, residing within ihe city limits. Interviews were con-
ducted over the phone with one adult responding on behalf of the house-
hold. The data were collected for a six month reference period and

weighted to obtain estimates of crime incidence and rates.

Data Sources:

1976 Joliet and Peoria wictimization survey:

Victimization in Joliet and Peoria: A Baseline Survey, Abt Asgso-
ciates, Inc., 55 Wheeler Street, Cambridge, Mass. 02138 (710)
320-6367 ’
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Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Sample

This survey was conducted by Southern Illinois University in the
southern fifteen (non-metropolitan) counties in Illinois, composing the
Illinois Law Enforc¢ement Commissionn Planning Region 20, and issued for

the year 1976. The survey included a general attitude poll with screen

questions to identify a victim sample.

The survey report incliudes details of the sampling methodology of
the field study with information on random digit dialing (RDD) and tele-
phone intervieWing as well ‘as details of data coding and processing.
This report includes data from the public opinion survey which polls
attitudes of the total sample (victims and nonvigtims) on crime and the
criminal justice system. The victimization survey section provides
crosstabulations of crime data with demographic characteristics, and an
analysis of the survey data and data from area Uniform Crime Reports for
each county. The report is intended as a crime profile for the area
and as a basis for later comparisons with future surveys. Data include
all major index crimes, including homicide, and vandalism. Data on mul-
tiple victimizations are reported both as separate incidents and series
incidents (See Series Incidents). The population surveyed includes all

individuals of any age residing in Region 20,

Data Sources:

1976 Region 20 (Greater Egypt) victimization survey

First Report of Citizens' Attitudes about Criminal Justice and
Crime Incidents Occurring in the Southern Fifteen Counties of I11i-

nois, and A Profile of Crime in the Greater Egypt Criminal Justice
Planning Region, Greater Egypt Regional Planning and Development
Commission, 608 East College, P.0O. Box 3160, Carbondale, Illinois
62901, (618) 549-3306.
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IJR SURVEY: "YOUTH AND SOCIETY IN ILLINGIS"

Currently, the largest source of data about adolescent involvement
in crime in Illinois is a study entitled '"Youth and Society in Illinois",
conducted by the Institute for Juvenile Research (IJR). In 1971, 1JR,
with initial support from the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission and
subsequentt support from the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration,
began an extensive program of integrated research projects. Among these
was a survey of a large sample of adolescents, probing the extent of
unrecorded delinquency in Illinois, and the behavioral and demographic
correlates of delinquency. The study's intention was to provide base-

line data for planners in criminal justice.

The large statewide survey provides self-report data on the involve-
ment of Illinois adolescents in delinquent behavior and éome self-re-
port data on juvenile victimizations in Illinois. The sample was drawn
from the total population of Illinois youth, aged 14 through 18 years
old, residing in households in the winter of 1971 -- 1972. Drop-outs from
achool are imcluded in the sample because it was based on households,
but youths residing in institutions were excluded. That means that the
sampie excluded youngsters in preparatory and parochia; achools with
live-in student bodies, those in institutions for ;he disturbed and re-
tarded, those in the custody of the criminal justice system, those liv-

ing in college dormitories, and those in military service.

The sample was divided into three sections: 1) the city of Chicago,
2) the Chicago Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) excluding
the central city, (Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will counties)

and 3) Illinois, excluding the Chicago SMSA. Sampling was done on the
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basis of systematically cho;en clusters, with 32 households in‘each
cluster, and a total of 600 clusters in the state (100 in Chicago, 100

in the Chicago SMSA excluding the central city, and 400 in the rest of
the state). Ultimately, 19,200 households in 41 of the 102 counties in
Illinois were screened to determine if any 14 to 18 year olds lived there.
Seventy-four percent of the adolescents identified in this screening
procedure completed the paper and pencil questiomnnaire, some after re-
peated callbacks. A total of 3,098 completed questionnaires were

obtained.

A disproportionately large number of respondents were sampled out-
side the Chicago SMSA, on the rationale that an abundance of data
already exists on urban violative behavior. The study's designers sought
data representative of delinquency in the state as a whole, which necessitated
attention to the diverse range of communities in doﬁnstate I1linois.
Becaugse the downstate area was so heavily sampled relative to the Chicago
area, and because, according to the 1970 census, the downstate area
accounts for only 38 percent of the households of the state, the sample had
to be adjusted to reflect the actual population disﬁributiﬁn of Illino}s.
This was achieved by differentially welghting the cases in each section
of the sample. Unfortunately, heavy‘weighting‘of the data drawn from
Chicago and the Chicago SMSA diminishes its reliability. (See text sec-
tion on Weighting.) Still, this IJR survey is probably the best source of
information ever assembled about youth in the area outside greater Chicago.
It provides a wealth of information about delinquent involvement in

rural areas and small cities.

Many of the previous adolescent self-report studies employed samples

of students from one or a few high schools, and it may by overly op-
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timigstic to assume that results can be generalized beyond those schools.
The IJR survey had a much larger sample, representative of students and
non-students, from a state which is itself fairly deﬁographically di-
verse. The data should therefore be more representative of thé wide

range of social settings in Illinois than are other studies of juveniles.

The IJR surfey depended upon locating youngsters in their homes.
Thus, all adoleécents living at home had a chance to get into the sam-
ple. By gettiﬁg away from studies of only "official delinquentz (delin-
quents known to the police), IJR estimates of delinquent behavior and de-
linquency correlates more closely approximate actuai detected and unde-
tected behavior. At the same time,'the household sample had slightly
smaller proportions of seventeen and especially of eighteen year olds
than are found in the Illinois juvenile population, because they were
less likely to be found at home. Consistent with this was a slight over-

sampling of younger, less mobile adolescents.

The questionnaire which was used in the survey is 16 pages long
and had 379 questions. It took respondents about 45 minutes to fill it
out. There were two versions of the questionnaire. The first few pages
differed somewhat for those adolescents who were out of school. The
survey instrument included questions on &ll aspects of adolescence in-
cluding school, parents, peers, dating, sexual experience, general atti-
tudes, self-image, criminal victimization and contact with the criminal
Justice éystem. Data on delinquent activity came from a bank of ques-
tions similar to that used by Sﬁort and Nye (1958). Thirty questions
were 1nc1ud¢d covering illegal and quasi-~illegal activities. They ranged
from trivial activities like cheating in school, truancy, and petty theft,
to alcohol use, experimentation with drugs, fighting, automobile viola-

tions and vandalism, to more serious activities like burglary, gang fight-
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ing, use of a weapon in a fight, and strongarm robbery. In addition to
answering these questions for themselves, youths were asked to report
how many of their friends had engaged in each of the activities. While

the youth completed the questionnaire, parents were kept busy by the in-

terviewer who orally administered a parent questionnaire.

It may be contended that self-report data on delinquent involvement
underestimate delinquent involvement, since some youngsters may want to
conceal their offenses. Research by Clark and Tift (1966) indicates that
underreporting does occur for common offenses but that such data distor-
tions may be far smaller than those derived from official statistics.
Because the Short and Nye questions are relatively common, it was poss-—
ible to measure the reliability of the IJR results through a comparison
with previous self-report studies.  Miller (1976) compared responses in
the IJR study to comparable itéms from ten earlier studies and found
that the IJR data for males were similar to previous self~report studies;
however, female rates of involvement were higher in the IJR data. Miller's

results correspond to rising official rates of delinquency among girls.

The self-report items used in the questionnaire present one rather
serious drawback for analysis. The questions are phrased '"How often

have you ever done any of the following: . . ., The. response choices

to a range of delinquent activities are 'never, once or twice, a few

' Because these items ask if the youngster had "ever"

times, end often.'
done an activity, the data are not amenable to causal analysis. That
is, because there is no temporal ordering, the data can be used to ex-
amine the correlates of delinduency but cannot be used to establish

cause and effect argiments. About the best that can be done in that re-

gard is a comparison of the characteristics of each age group in an at-
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tempt to measure maturational differences.

It is nbt possible to determine from survey responses when a young-
ster engaged.1ﬁ én activity and that deficiency makes interpretation
of some of the items extremely ambiguous. For example, one of the most
serious activities measured in the survey is stfongarm robbery. The item
which measures this is "How often have you ever...used -force or threa-
tened to use force to get money from another person.?"._A seventeen year
old answering this question in the present could indeed be referring to
# serious criminal activity, but because the response choices refer only
to the ftequency of the activity and have no reference to when the‘acti~
vity took place, the youngster could just as easily be referring to a
shakedown of a classmate for lunch money when he was 10 years old. It
might be inferred that the youngster who responds that he has engaged in
that behavior "often" is referring to the recent past, but the ambiguity
of the question makes interpretation difficult. Most of the items used
to measure delinquency are less ambiguous in interpretation. The use of
a weapon in #.figﬁt, or breaking into a home or store to steal something
are activities ﬁhich are serious whenever they occut.'.However, without
knowledge of when the activities took place it is not possible to dis-
tinguish between youngsters who recently became involved in criminal acti~
vities, those who were delinquent and are no longer, and those whose
delinquent i;vblvement i8 more persistent. Because one cannot tell how
many incidenfs occurred or when an incident took place, it 13 not possi-
ble to calculate the incidence, or rate of occurrence of a criminal act
for any particular year. However, the data can be used to determine the
prevalence of‘crime within the adolescent population, or the percentage

of the adolesceﬁt population who were ever involved in a criminal activ-

ity.
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The section of the questionnaire dealing with criminal victimi-
cation is composed of "yes or no' questions about whether the respondent

had ever: received an anonymous phone call; had a weapon used against

_him/her in a fight; been robbed; been a victim of theft; been sexually

molested. In addition, three questions asked if the respondent's family
had ever: ha& their car stolen for a joyride; had their car stripped
for parts; had their home broken into.. Like the data discussed in the
previous paragraph, these data can be used to calculate the prevalence
but not the incidence of criminal victimization. The utility of these
questions for'cbmparisons with victimization studies is severely limit-
ed because the items ask 1f the respondent was ever victimized and don't
take memory decay into account. (See Glossary, and Chaoter 1 discussion

of victimization surveys).

Some confusion resulted from the arrangement of response choices
in one part of the questionnaire. On page thirteen of the sixteen page
questionnaire aré two lists of questions in sjide by side columns. The
first column asks "How many of the kids you spend time with have ever
done any of the following:..." What follows: 41s a 1ist of 13 delin-
quent acts, &1th four response choices for each act: 1. all of them;
2. more than half of them; 3. 1less than half of them; and 4. none of
them. In the right hand column is the same list of delinquent acts with
the question "How often have you ever done any of the following:" and
the responses, 1. never, 2. once or twice, 3. a few times, 4. often.
Thus a 4 on the first column means that none of the youngster's
friends had engaged in that activity and a 4 on the second column means
the youngster had engaged in that behavior often. It was possible for

youngsters reading the questionnaire quickly to overlook the reversed

-
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order of the responses, answering the second column as though the res-
ponses 'were in the same order as the first. To take an extremely clear
example, some youngsters responded that none of thelr friends had ever
taken part in a gang fight, yet they themselves had often engaged in
that activity. FIt was determined that about five percent of the sample
had misread :he‘tesponse choices based on an examination of the logical

consistency of the choices. These individuals’ responses were recoded

by reversing the values on the second column.

In general, the IJR survey has limited utility for the calculation
of crime rates. The study was designed to measure the extent to which
youngsters engage in delinquent acts rather than yearly rates of invclv-
ement. Therefore, compariscns with official statistics should be made
with the percent of youngsters 14 to 18 years of age, who ever had con-
tact with criminal justice agencies rather than with yearly statistics.
The unit of analysis in the survey is the individual raﬁﬁer than the
incident. What the study does well 1s to provide planners with base-
line informaiion about delinquent involvement, and to provide a large
body of additional information about various other aspects of Illinois
Adolescents. By sampling from all youth in the state, the survey pro-

vides a much broader perspective than that previously available.

Requests for additional information, papers, and data should be

addressed to the project directors:

Gary Schwartz, Ph.D.

Joseph E. Puntil

Institute for Juvenile Research
Department of Mental Health
State of Illinois

1140 S, Paulina

Chicago, Illinois 60612
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CHAPTER II: THE RELIABILITY, VALIDITY, AND

‘INCLUSIVENESS OF DATA SOURCES
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THE RELIABILITY, VALIDITY AND INCLUSIVENESS
OF DATA SOURCES!

Anyone interested in using a data source described in the previous
chapter will want to know how good that source is, that is, its reli-
ability, validity, and inclusiveness. A crime data source is reliable
if the data it contains are accurate. The source is valid if its data
reflect the number and types of crime occurring and not somethimg other
than crime. Data collection may have been limited to data on certain
crimes, however. The data source would then provide an incomplete pic-
ture of the crime situation. The more reliable, valid and inclusive the
data source, the closer is the correspondence between crime as describ-
ed in the data.source and the amount and types of crime actually occure
ring.

A number of events can intervene between the occurrence of a crime
and its recording in any of the data sources. Some of these interveg—
ing events, (for example, the data collector's decision not to record
data on certain crimes), can prevent a crime from being recorded or re-
corded accurately. By studying these intervening events (listed below),
and how they affect the reliability, validity and inclusiveness of the
data recorded‘in each source, we can determine roughly what portion of
the crime that occurs i1s accurately recorded in each data squrce. The
data sources covered in the previous cnapter can then be rarked in order
of their reliability, validity and’ completeness. Such a ranking has

been provided for the reader in this chapter.

IThe statistical definition of reliability and validity are not
applicable here, due to the paucity of quantitative i¢vidence of
the reliability and validity of any of these data sources. Rather
this chapter draws together issues which must be considered in any
measurement of reliability and validity of crime data.
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Some intervening events are necessary for a crime t§ be recorded
in a data source. Detectioﬁ of a crime by a victim, witness, or law en-
forcement officer is such an event. It is impossible to know exactly
how much crime occurs that is not recorded in any data source because
it was not detected. It is also impossible to know how many crimes are
not recorded due to the occurrence of any particular intervening event.
Who is to say, for example, how many casea of rape go unrecorded because
the victim did pot notify the police or a crime survey interviewer?
Any rankiné of the data sources must, then, be a rough estimate of their
reliability, validity and completeness. The ranking found in this chap-
ter will be fevised in future editions of this Workbook, if revisions

are warranted by changes in data gathering procedures, or more exact in-

formation about data gathering methods used in the past.

The data in scre sources are specific to certain locations within
Illinois. Of course, crimes occurring outsiﬁe those locations are not
contained in those sources. Ho;ever, the geographic scope of the data
source was not a factor in ranking the data sources. That 1#, a source
of data for a particular city may provide more, and more accurate data

for that city than a state-wide data source provides for its target area

(the state). The city source would then be ranked above the state source.

This chap&er is intended to be a general recommendation as toc the
utility of each of the sources. Some of the sources provide more accu-~
rate informdtion for some crimes than for others, however. Some sources
contain information for limited areas within Illinois. Data users in-
terested in a specific crime, geographic location or demographic corre-
late of crime ghould see the data source recommendations for each crime

type in Chapter II1 of this workbook.
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Events Intervening Between Crime Qccutrence and Recording g | R
1. Data Collector's Decision as to Who May Report a Crime. Any vic- : ( ::::ni::::raphic aspects. (e.g., race, sex, income, rural or
tim, witness, or law enforcement agent may report a crime to the | FOMmERt  or mon-representative sample data can sometimes
law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the crime's loca- ‘ be weighted to represent the population. (See Weighting.) It is
tion. That agency is responsible for 1isting the crime in its sta- ' also pOSSib;é for a sample to represent some particular subset of
tistics. Cdllection of survey data, however, usually requires the the popu;agion (e.g., women) better tha“ it represents the entire
selection of a sample of the population. Any person or group of . population. 1If demographic categories are not considered when the
sample is designed, it is possible that neither the population nor

people not selected for that sampie; and therefore not interviewed,
any subset of the population will be well represented.

is unable to report a crime to a survey interviewer. (See text : _
; 2, Selection of Crime T
, j ypes to be Recorded. ]
section on the Differences Between I-UCR, Police and Survey Data). ‘ | € Collectors of both po-
: lice and survey data may decide to collect data on all crime, or

The sampling design involves decisions which can eliminate some on only specific types of ¢rimes, e.g., felonies.. If a crime i
*5e . me is

victims from the gample, and ‘1f the sample chosen is not representative not of the specific type interesting to data collectors it will
’ W

not be recorded.

of the population, bilas the data that is collected. Decisions involved

S .
Lo 3.  Selection of a Method of Counting Crimes. Data Collectors may

in sampling design include:
a) The definition of the population at risk. The sample may be de- choose to count each crime as one incident, or if several cri
- ’ mes

signed to include all possible victime, or some selected group, are committed in one incident, théy may choose to record only th
R y the

for example, victims residing in a specific area, or victims other most serious crime. (See Index Crimes ) If a number of incid
. . en—

than businesses. (Please note: Surveys of area residents some- ces of the same type of crime occur to one victim in a short
; span

times include victimizations that occurred outside the geographic of time, they may choose to record one series incident. (See §

¢ ol D e ocep~
limits of the survey.) ies.) The number of crimes recorded in a data source does not ne-
b) The sample selection process. Optimally, the sample will be random. cessarily correspond exactly to the number of crimes that
' < : occur,

It may also be systematic (with a regular pattern), a combination 4. Selection of a Time Period for which Data will be Collected Th
é e

of random and systematic, or at worst, haphazard, with no design more recent the data, the more likely it is that it reflects th
» : 8 the

or regularityu current crime situation. More importantly, data sources cover-

ing a long period of time are less likely to be biased by seasonal

c) The victim age range to be included. The sample may include all

ages, or only a specified age range. differences in crime levels, or by short term influences on the
- crime level.

d) Demographic categories, other than age, to be considered. The

sample drawn may be representativeé of the population in all impor- 5. Petection of the Crime., A crime must be detected except in
’ cases
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when the offendef reports the crime, by either the victim, a law
enforcement officer, or a witness. Dztection involves not only
discovering a criminal act, but defining that act as a crime. Some
lifestyies involve frequent experiences of criminal acts (e.g., as-
saults),'but those acts may not be seen by victims or witnesses as
criminal.

6. Decision.to Report. The victim, witness, law eﬁforcement officer,
or the offender must decide to report the criméi either to the
police or to a survey interviewer.

7. Decision by the Data Recorder That a Crime has Occurred. The
police officer or survey interviewer responsible for recording data
must agree with the ¢rime's reporter that a crime has occurred.

8. Data Recdrder's Decision to Record a Crime, and Accuracy in Record-
ing. Those responsible for data recording can neglect to record
some crimes or record them inaccurately. Quality control measures
are impoftant in minimizing this possibility fér error in the data.
The data‘soufces discussed in the previous chapter, (Illinois Uni-

form Crime Reports, Chicago Police data, the victimization surveys for

Illinois, and Inhtiﬁute for Juvenile Research data,) can be discussed

in terms of the events interceding between crime occﬁrrence and record-

ing. A ranking develops based on the number of opportunities for data
to be left out of, or misrepresented in, each data coilection operation.

Listed below are the data sources, ranked from the most complete and

‘reliable to the least, with discussions as to the effect of each appli-

cable 1ntervenihg event on the data collected. A table is provided at
the end of the chapter, summarizing these discussions and illustrating
the correspondénce between the number and types of crimes that actually

occur and crime as described by each data source.

s
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Illineis Uniform Crime Reports Date

1.

3.

Who may Report a Crime.

Any viccim,_witnesS'or law enforcement officer can report a crime
to a local police agency. A few crime reports come from offenders.
The local pélice agencies are responsible for reporting crime sta-
tistics to the Department of Law Enforcement for inclusion in I-UCR.
Crime Types; |

The I-UCR system requires that all offenses known to the police be
reported. However, all agencies do nof report all types of off-
enges to I-UCR., Index crimes are the most conéistently reported by
victims to the police, and by the police 9 DLE. (See Index Crimes).
Some offéﬁses are reported dirently to state and regulatory commi-
ss;onm (e.g., the Alcoholic Beverage Commission, and the State

Fire Marshall), to the prosecutor's office (embezzlement and other
federal wviolations), or the Department of Defense (miiitary crimes).
None of these offenses are normally found in police statistics or

in the I-UCR. -

Counting Method.

General policy in most police stations is.to record the most ser-
ious offense in cases of multiple offenses, which prevents some
offenses from being included in I-UCR. (See In&éx Crimes).

Time Pgriod.

DLE-CJ1IS requires all law enforcement agencies to report on a month-
ly basié, and to report offense, arrest and court disposition in-
formation bn all crimes occurring within their jurisdictionms.

These requirements ﬁay not be compatible with the data processing
operations used by some police agencies. Some do not use monthly

periodqvand data must be transformed either by the police or at DLE.
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Thig transformation may result in errors in thé statistics. Some
smaller agencies have reorganized their procedures around I-UCR
guidelines, but larger agencies, and agencies with older, more es-
tablished‘ptocedures, find it difficult to change their systems,
or to use two reporting procedures, Delinquent and non-reporting
to DLE results in many such cases. No matter Qhat time period,
(montl, year, quarter, etc.,) is included in an ITUCR report, off-
ense and #irest data may not refer to the same crimes, Frequentiy,
arrests are made months after the crime occurs. This has no bear-
ing on the reliability of the data, but should be borne in mind by
the data users. Similarly, data users should note that offense in-
formation is based on incidents, while arrest information is based
on offenderz, These two types of information cannot be compared.
I-UCR data are available on tape for the years 1972-1976. (Crime
in Illinois 1is available for 1969 through 1976.

Detectionf‘ |

In some cases (e.g., mincer offenses, consumer fraud), no victim,
witness or law enforcement official is aware that a crime has oe-
¢curred. These czses are not iecorded in any dafa source and their
number cannot be determined.

Reporting Decision.

About one half of all crimes are reported to the police, (Maltz,
1975:178). Victims and witnesses may not report a crime because
they feel the crime was minor and/or the loss was not sufficient
to warraﬁt tﬁe time and trouble of reporting._ They may feel the
probability of receiving quick action and helpful results from the
police'is low. They may personally know, fear, live with, or

sympathize with the offender.
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A victim may be a congpirator in another offense which would be-
come known if the victimization were reported {(e.g., theft from a
customer by a prostitute), or the victim may be reluctant to admit
being the victim or a crime (e.g., sex crimes and confidence games).
ictims may choose to take advantage of other heans of compensa-

tion (e.g., insurance claims), rather than report to police and
await results.

7. Recorder's Affirmation of Crime.
The police must find sufficient evidence that a violation of a law
has occurred. If insufficient information is given, the crime may
be recorded as unfounded or go unrecorded.

8. Recording Decision.
Once police have the crime data, the completeness and accuracy of
the data transmitted to DLE depends largely on the processing sys-
tem of éach police agency. Some general comments should be made
regarding‘the possibilities for data error resulting from these

systems!?

Some crimes are Qefined in very broad terms in the Illinois Criminal
Code, forcing local police departments to establish their own guide-
lines for classifying crimes. Distinguishing between simple and aggra-
vated assaults is a good example of this problem, as is distinguishing
between theft and robbery. An offense recorded as a simple assault by
one agency might be recorded as an aggravated assault by another agency.

Thus, the reliability of the I-UCR data for some crimes is questionable.

It 1s reporfedly a common practice among police officers to vary their
reporting of offense and arrest data in order to improve their own or

the department's image (Seidman and Couzens:1974). Arrest data from
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investigating officers or units may be held up in a highly preductive
period to be included in a less productive period. Offense data may
be withheld if the department is interested in seeing the crime rate

decrease. DLE's quality control unit has little control over such prac-

tices.

A police official may decide to report offense information late to DLE
to be able to include data on arrests and cther clearances for those
offenses. This‘crime information is reported for the correct period,
but it is added to the I-UCR data after DLE's administrative cut-off
date for inclusion in their standard reports. The Chicago Police De~
partment, in fact, reports that it delays its monthly reports for three
months. Then, too, some agencies do not report data to DLE every month.
I-UCR daft:a users should be #ware of the number and identity of the agen-
cies that contributed to the data they are using. DLE requires police
agencies to report all crimes, but does not know if they are doing so.
The I-UCK reporting system relies on cooperation, not punitive sanc-
tions,n its collection of crime data. The Chicago Police Department,
which handles a lérge portion of the criminal activity in Illinois, sub-
mits arrest data for all I-UCR crime classifications, but submits off-~
ense data only for Index Crimes. The extent of the cooperation and

accuracy of other reporting agencies is at present unknown.

Chicago Police Department (CPD) Data

L. HWho May Report a Crime.

Any victim, witness, or law enforcement officer can report a crime
committed in Chicago to the Chicago Police (CPD). A few crime re-
ports also come from offenders.

2. Crime Types.

The Chicago Police record data on all types of crimes, but public-

ly available data are generally limited to those published in the
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annual "Statistical Summary." Analysis 1s limited to the scant

data listed there on the Part I and II offenaes. Other law en-

forcement and governmental o}fices with legitimate needs may re-
quest additional data.

Counting Method,

As in the I-UCR data, in incidents involving multiple offenses,

only the most serious offense 1s recorded. (See Index Crimes.)

. Thus the number of crimes listed in CPD data does not equal the

number occurring in Chicago.

Time Period.

Chicago Police have stored data on computer tape since 1962. The

1 2 .
Statistical Summar&gis available for 1960-~1976.

5.-7.581118 as I‘UCR 50-70

8.

Recording Decision.

The Chicago Police Department has its own system of quality con-~
trol. With regard to offense data, the Records Division ensures
that the number of field and radio reports made by officers on the
8Cene matches the number of radio dispatch cards filed by the Com-
munications Division. A policeman may neglect to file field and

radio reports and to notify communications, but how often this

occurs is unknown.

National Crime Surveys: Cities sample, Chicago data

‘ 1 .

Who May Report a Crime,

a) This victimization survey used the residents of Chicago
as the population at risk. Thus, some crimes that befell this
population while they were outside the city are included in
the data, and all crimes comnitted in Chicago against out-of-

city residents are excluded. Institutionalized victims are
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alsd axcluded by this survey from the population at risk. Cow-

merciﬁl crimes are included, but commercial crime data are pub~-
lishedkseparately.

b) The city sample was random. All victims discovered in the
random sample who could be and were willing to be interviewed
are included in the victim sample.

c) Victimé eleven years old and younger are excluded from the
sample,

d) The victim sample data can be weighted to represent the pop-
nlation of Chicago, but data users should remember that weight-
ing is itself an estimation process. (See Weighting,)

Crime Types.

Data were collected on these Index Crimes: rape, robbery, assault,

burglary, theft, and motor vehicle theft. No data are available

for any other crimes.

. Counting Method.

Each single crime incident is counted as one crime, but if more
than one type of crime is involved in an incident, then only the
most serious crime is counted. (See Index Crimes.) Similar crimes
occurring to the same victim at different times are counted to-
gether as one serieg incident. (See Series.) Data on series in-
cidents are published separately. This victimization servey pro-
vides data on the number of crimes as well as the number of vic-
tims.

Time Period.

NCS Chicago surveys were conducted for 1972 and 1974, each cover-
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ing a reference period of one year. (Another is planned for 1978.)
The same data collection methods were used both years and the data
are, thereforg, comparable. With the addition of 1978 data; they
should be uséful for determining trends over time.

Detection.

The Index Crimes included in this survey are ;1kely to be discover-
ed by victims, but some may not be defined by victims as criminal '
acts.

Reporting Decision.

Studies using samples of victims named in police records have shown
that close Eo 90% of the victims of property crimes report the
crime to a survey interviewer, (Hindelang, 1976). Victims of per-
sonal crimes are less likely to report the crime to an interviewer.
Approximately one-third to one-half of these victims do not report.
Any crime involving a victim and offender who are acquainted is
less likely to be reported than is a crime involving a victim and
offender who are strangers, (U.S. Dep't. of Justice, 1972).
Recorder'siAffirmatiog of Crime.

Crimes, as described by victims, must fit the sdrvey's definition
of a crime as understood by the interviewer. Since no punitive
sanctions could be applied to victims for false reporting, some
victims' exaggerations or fabrications may be included in the data.
Recording Decision.

Interviews were validated by the same procedure used to check census
interviews. That is, victims were telephoned to confirm that the
interview had been conducted. Accuracy and complieteness of the
data recorded by the interviewer was never confirmed. Because it

was easler for an interviewer to code a series incident than to code
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several separate incidents, some crimes may be coded as series

which were in fact separate incidents.

National Crime Surveys: National panel sample, state level

1.

Who May Report a Crime.

a)

b)

c)

d)

This victimization survey used the residents of Illinois as
the.population at risk. Some victimizations of Illinois resi-
dents occurring outside the state are included, while victimi-
zatiohs oY out-of-staté residents within Illinéis are excluded.
Institutionalized victims are also not included in the sample.
Crimes against' commercial establishments are included, but com-
mercial crime data are published separately.

The Iliinois victim sample includes victims interviewed in Illi-
nois during the national survey. The national random sample
is composed of panels (groups) of households. The members of
each household are periodically interviewed in person. Only
victims who could be, and were willing to be interviewed were
included in the sample. The number of Illinois victims in-
cluded in the sample was quite small; Data had to be heavily
weighted to c;nsttuct crime and victimization rates for the
state. Crime rates derived from data from this sample must,
then, be viewed as tentative estimates.

Only victims twelve years old and older were included in the
sample.

The data for Illinois from the national sample was re-weighted
to represent Illinois demographically. Unfortunately, non-
English speaking victims could not be interviewed in 1974, and
are not included in the 1974 sample. After 1975, Spanish speak-

ing victims were interviewed.

e e A g *
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2.~3.See NCS: national panel, state level, 2.-3.
Qi% 4, Time Period.

Paniels are conducted continuously by the Census Bureau for LEAA.
Results are available for 1974 and 1975. The reference period
for which the victim was asked to recall crimes was six months,
but the data reflect yearly crime incidence, constructed by
combining all panel data for each year. That is, panels were
asked about victimizations in six month periodé within 1974 and
1975 gnd in other years. All data given for 1974 and 1975 were
combinéd to form the 1974 and 1975 data bases.

S.-7.Same as NCS: city sample, 5.-7.

8. Recording Decision.
Victims were telephoned to confirm that the interview had been

conducted. Accuracy and completeness of the data recorded by

e
b H

the interviewer was not confirmed. Because it was easier for
an interviewer to code one series incident than to code several
separate incidents, some crimes which should have been coded as
separate incidents may have been coded in the 1974 survey as

occurring in a series.

Joliet and Peoria Victimization Surve&s

1. Who May Report a Crime.

a) Tw§ samples were drawn for these surveys, one using the resi-
dents of Joliet and the other the residents of Peoria. Vic-
timizations of Joliet and Peoria residents occurring outside
of Joliet and Peoria are included in the data, while crimes be-

<fh falling non-residents while they were in those cities are not
{

included. Institutionalized individuals and commercial estab-
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1ishments were also excluded from the population at risk.

Heads of households were interviewed for dacg on crimes against
their hquseholds, and on their own personal victimizations,
but'theylwere not aske& for details cf petsohal crimes against
other members of the household.

b) Interviews were conducted by telephone. The sample was selec-
ted from a random list of phone numbers in the Joliet ahd Peoria
exchangeé. Commercial establishments whosé numbers appeared
on the list were excluded from the sample.

c) Only victiﬁs sixteen years of age and clder were inciuded in
the sampie. |

d) Individuals in households without phones were excluded from
the sample. In that the lack of a phone is generally correlated
with poverty, low income victims may be underrepresented in the

data.

- Only -English and Spanish speaking individuals were interviewed.
Indivtduals who speak other languages were excluded from the
sample.

Crime Types.

No data were collected on crimes against commercial establishments.
Data were collected on aggravated and other assaults, robbery, res-
idential _bhrglary and household larceny.

Counting Méthod.

Series crimes were not differentiated from single crime incidents
in this survey. Each crime in a series was counted as a single in-
cident. (See Series.) 1f more than one type of crime occurred in

a single incident, only the most serious crime was counted. (See

@f}
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Index Crimes.)

Homes witﬁ ﬁore than one phone number could, in theory, occur more

than once in the sample. Data from homes wich'moré than one num-

ber were gssigned a welght of less than one to adjust for their

greater'pfobability of being included in the sample. (See Weighting.)
4. Time Period

Interviewérs were asked to recall crimes occurring in the six month

period of May through October, 1976. Future surveys are planned

for a comparable time period. Seasonal variations ih crime rates

preclude direcc’compariéons of these data with any yearly data.

5.~7.Same as NCS: National panel, state level; Se=7.

8. Recording Decision

One advantage of a telephone survey is that it allows for monitor-
ing of intér&iews by supervisors. Approximately 20% of the inter-
views weré'monitored, and the data recorded by the monitor were

immediately checked for conaistency with those of the interviewer.
Inconsistencies were discussed with the interQiewers. No data 3re

available on the number of inconsistencies found.

Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Victimization‘Survey

1. Who May‘Repott a Crine
a) Reaidénts of the southern fifteen counties in Illinois (Region
20) were considered by survey organizers to be the population
at risk, but only heads of households were»actually interviewed.
No distinction was made between personal, hopsehold and comm-
ercial victims for this survey. Institutionali;ed individuals

and residents of university dormitories were excluded from the
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b)

c)

d)
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sample. Victimizations of Region 20 residents occurring outside
the Region are included in the data, but victiﬁizations of non-
residents occurring within the Region are not included.
Households to be interviewed by telephone were gygtematically
chosen from a random list of phone numbers. The 1list included
no numbers in university exchanges. The first one hundred of
every two thousand numbers on the list were included in the
sample.

One adult household member was asked to report on all crimes
against all household members of all ages. The validity of

data for personal crimes against members of the household other
than the interviewee should be questioned, and since children
may be unreliable sources of crime data, data for personal cri-
mes against children are particularly suspect.

According to the survey document, seven per cent of the Region's
hoqéehblds had no phone. Households without phones are not
randomly distributed within the population, but are concentra-
ted among low income households. Crime data for low income

households are, then, probably underrepresented in this survey.

No university housing residents who were victims of erime were
included in the sample. The survey data, then, underestimate

the actual level of crime in the Region.

Data were not weighted before rates were calculated, gince sur-

vey organizers felt their sample to be demographically repre-

sentative of the population,

Crime Types.

Data were gathered on each Index Crime, including homicide, on van~

o
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dalism and'op all "other" crimes.

Counting Method.

Personal crimes, crimes against households, and crimes against
commercial establishments are all included in this survey's data,
and no differentiation is made between these types of crime. Crime
rates pér pérson and per household are presented in the survey doc-
umentation for each crime and for the total of all crimes. Many
of these rates, for example household and commercial robberies per
househmld, are meaningless, Victimization rates are presented,
based on the unsupported assumption that each crime had one wictim.
Data users interested in properly constructing crime and victimi-
zation rataes should see the Weighting and Crime Rates sections of
this Workbook.

Time Period.

Interviews were conducted June 7th through August 13th, 1976, = Re-
spondents were asked to recall crimes that occurred between Thanks-
giving, 1975 and the date of the interview. A respondent's refer-
ence period may span from six to eight and one-half months,
depending upon the date of the interview. The survey's organizers
chose to cbmpare their data with I-UCR data for January through
Juné, 1976, but such a comparison cannot validly be made. In fact,
the data have no valid reference period.

Detection.

In order for a crime to be included in this survey, the victim and
the heéd of the victim's household must have knowledge of the crime
Household heads are likely to be aware of household crimes, but are
less likely to be aware of the details of personal crimes against

other household merbers.
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6.~7.5ame as NCS: National panel, state level, 6.-7. through eighteen yearé of age.

8. Recording Decision, Qwﬁ d) The two hundred clusters chosen for the total Chicago SMSA re-

Telephone interviews were not monitored, but supervisors did check préséht,a small sampling of the juvenile population in those

questionnaires for completeness)and contacted respondents who were areas.' Heavy weighting of the small amount of data collected

relunctant or refused to be interviewed. is necessary to produce data representative of the large Chi-

cago area juvenile population. The validity of the heavily
Fifteen per cent of the questionnaires were checked for coding :

: weighted data is questionable. (See Weighting.)
errors, and on only one-tenth of one per cent of these were errors ]

found. The sample contains a smaller proportion of seventeen and eight-—

IJR Survey: Youth and Society in Illinois

/

=

een Yyear olds than is found in the general population. Con-

1. Who May Report a Crime. wversely, younger adolescents are better represented in the

a) This survey by the Institute for Juvenile Researcinn (IJR) asked sample than in the general population. The data collected,

Illinois youths to report their own delinquent activities, as then, are more representative of younger, than of older, ado-

well as their own and their families' victimizations. The § lescents.

sample was chosen from the total population of Illinois youths . % <;-} 2. Crime Types.

residing in households during the winter of 1971-1972. This

Respondents were asked if they or their friends had committed any

population does not include youths residing in high school or of approximately thirty illegal or quasi-illegal acts ranging from

|
!

_ i
college dormitories, in mental or correctional institutions, or % cheating in school through robbery and burglary. The questions

in military quarters. Some incidents which occurred outside of N about crimes,as stated on the questionnaire, do not unambiguously

Illinois may be included in the data. describe crimes as defined by law. Respondents were also asked to

b) Six hundred clusters of thirty-two households each were sys- report personal victimizations by robbery, theft and sexual moles-

tematically chosen from census data to be screened for the tation, and family victimizations by auto theft, theft from an

preéence of a juvenile. Four hundred cliusters were chosen to ' auto, ahd household burglary.

represert lilinois outside the Chicago Standard Metropolitan Counting Method.

w
.

Statistical Area (SMSA), one hundred to represent the city of The individual, not the incident, was the unit of analysis of this

Chicagd, and one hundred to represent the Chicago SMSA outside

study. Respondents were not asked to report the exact number of

the city of Chicago. times they had committed or been victimized by any type of crime.

RN
et

¢) Juveniles were defined by the survey as individuals fourteen Rather, they were asked to report only that an incident tock place
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often, a few times, once or twice, or never.

Time Period.

Juveniles were surveyed during the winter of 1971-1972, but were
not askéd to’specify the date of any incident fhey reported. This
lack of a reference period for the data, and the counting method
mentioned above, make the célculation of crime rates based on this
data impossible.

Detectioh.

Detection of'the crime by the respondent is likely in all cases in
which the réspondent was a conspirator or victim. However, since
juveniles may not be aware of all family victimizations, family
victimizations may be underrepresented in this data.

Decision to Report.

According to Clark and Ti#ft (1966), some offenses, particularly
common éffenses, are concealed by respondents in self-reporting
surveys, Nevertheless, more of these offenses are reported in

gself-reporting surveys than appear in law enforcement statistics.

Respondents were asked if they had ever committed or been the vic-
tim of crimes, In that the longer the time between an incident
and an interview, the more likely the incident will be forgotten,

respondents probably forgot to report many criminal incidents.

Recorder's Affirmation of Crime.

Respondents themselves decided whether or not their experiences
fit situations described on the questionnaire. The survey data
may, then, contain misinterpretations of questions, exaggerations

and fabrications.

o
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Parts of ;hé questionnaire were ambiguous., Since it is impossible
to know theAmeaning‘given to ambiguous questions by the respondents,
interpretation of some of the data is difficult.

Decision to Record.

Questionnaires were checked for internal consistency of responses,
and obviéﬁs recording errors and fabrications were eliminated from

the data.

The results of the IJR survey were compared with results of pre-~
vious self-reporting surveys of juveniles. General consistency
between IJR and other data was taken as evidence of the reliability

of the IJR data.

TABLE 4

SUMMARY: THE CONGRUENCE BETWEEN ALL CRIMES
AND CRIME AS DESCRIBED IN EACH DATA SOURCE

Key: A = Crime as described in the data source
" B = Crime not described in the data sourr .
C = Not Crimes, described as crime in ;h* data source

Illinois Uniform Crime Reports
A. Crimes:

-of all types,
-pecurring in Iiiinois,
~in 1969 through 1972,
-reported to police,
-affirmed by police, and
-reported to DLE-CJIS.

B. Crimes:

-undetected,
-not reported to police,
-occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense incidents
~-for which police did not find sufficient evidence that
a crime had occurred, or
-not reported to DLE-CJIS.



C. None ' ; c.

P
s

Chicago Police Department Data -Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of

crime reports.

A. Crimes:

-of all types (though data on all types are not widely avail~

able National Crime Surveys: national panel, state level
-occurring in Chicago, : ’
-in 1960 through 1976, A, Crimes:
~detected,
-reported to police, ' ~detected,

-affirmed by police, and

~reported in Illinois to an interviewer in a random
~-recorded by police.

sample of U.S. residents over twelve years of age,
~including Index crimes, except homicide,
B. Crimes: ‘ -if 1974 and 1975,
~whose description by the victim fit the survey defini-
tion of a crime, and
~recorded by the interviewer

-undetected,
-nit reported to police,

-geccurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense
incidents, B. Crimes:
~for which police did not find sufficient evldence that -

a crime had occurred, or

ted b 11 | ~occurring in Illinois to out-of-state residents,‘insti—
-not recorded by police.

tutionalized victims, and victims under twelve years of age,

-including homicides and all non-Index crimes,

- -occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense

{ incidents, :

‘ : -undetected,

-not reported to an interviewer,
-whose description by the victim does not fit the survey,
description of a crime, or
-not recorded by an interviewer.

C. None

National Crime Surveys: city sgmple, Chicago data.

A. Crimes;

~detected,
-reported to an interviewer by a random sample of Chicago
residents over twelve years of age, c.

~including Index crimes, except homicide,
-in 1972 and 1974,

-whogse descriptisn by the victim fit the survey definition -Survey respondents’' exaggerations and fabrications of

of a crime, and crime reports.
-recorded by an interviewer. »

B. Crimes:
Joliet and Peoria Victimization Surveys .

-occurring in Chicago to out-of-city residents, institution- f

alized victims, and victims under twelve years of age, A. Crimes:
~including homicides and all non-Index crimes, ‘
~occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense ~detected,

incidents,
~undetected, ‘
-not reported to an interviewer, |
-whose description by the victim does not fit the survey L -inciuding assaults, robbery, residential burglary and
definition of a crime, or ' | 6(73 household larceny,

-not recorded by an interviewer. K s N -between May and bctobet, 1976,

~reported to an interviewer by random samples of heads
of houscholds in Joliet and in Peoria,
-occurring to victims sixteen years of age and older
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-whose description by the respondent fit the survey def- ; ' -
inition of a crime, and : f 13, 1976,
-recorded by the interviewer. L ~undetected,
N oy -unknown to the responding household head,
B. : | -not reported to an interviewer, :
; . ~whose description by the respondent does not fit the

survey definition of a crime, or
-not recorded by an interviewer.

-Crimes: r

—occurring to victims under the age of sixteen, out-—of- i

city residents, commercial establishments, institution- | c.

alized victims, and victims with no home phone, |

~including all crimes against commercial establishments, i

homicide, rape, motor vehicle theft, and all non-Index i -Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of
crimes, | crime reports.,

-occurring as less serious offenses in multiple offense !
incidents, Institute for Juvenile Research Data

-undetected,

-unknown to the responding household head, ' A. Crimes:

-not reported to an interviewer,

-whose description by the respondent did not fit the survey | ~reported by a sample of youths fourteen to eighteen
definition of a crime, or : _ é years of age residing in Illinois households during the

£ winter of 1971-1%72,

-not recorded by an interviewer.
~including crimes ranging in seriousness from gambling
to armed robbery committed by juveniles; robbery, theft
| and sexual molestation committed against juveniles; and
! auto theft, theft from an auto, and household burglary
( : .committed against a juvenile's family, N o
o =-occurring at any time prior to the interview, and
~which in a respondent's opinion fit the sutvé?TETQefini_

tion of a crime.

-Survey respondents' exaggerations and fabrications of crime

reports.
B. Crimes:

~committed against or by youths who were residents of a
high school or college dormitory, mental institution, or
military quarters,

Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Survey

A, Crimes:
~howicides and various other crimes,
sdetectdd, ~undetected or forgotten by the respondent,
-not reported tc an interviewer, or

~reported to an interviewer by a sample of heads of house-
holds in the southern fifteen counties in Illinois,
=including all Index crimes (including homicide), vandal-
ism, and all other crimes (undifferentiated by type),

~which in the respondents's opinion did not fit the survey's
definition of a crime.

-cccurring to any respondent between Thanksgiving, 1975 ! c.
and June 7, 1976, and cccurring to some respondents between ,
June 7 and August 13, 1976, !
-whose description by the respondent fit the survey def- | ~Status offenses and quasi-illegal acts (e.g., cheating
inition of a crime, and L in school),
-recorded by the interviewer. ] ~Misinterpretations of survey questions, exaggerations
. | i and fabrications. :
B. Crimes: !
~gccurring to non~residents of Region 20, university L
dormitory residents, or residents or Region 20 with no o @;f

home phone,
-occurring to some respondents between June 7 and August
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ENCYCLOPEDIA OF CRIMES, CRIME TYPES AND DEMOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
4 ) FOR WHICH CRIME RATES CAN BE CALCULATED

3
/»«’l\
RN

This encyclopedia contains an alphabetized list of all crimes

{ for which data are available in the sources covered in Chapter I.

! . Also includedlare terms used to describe categories of crime (e.g.,
index crimes,.peréonal crimes) and demographic divisions of the pop-
ulation (e.g., age, race, sex} for which an individual may want to
obtain crime rates. For each of these entries, informatigun is pro-
vided which éhould be helpful in determining the best estimate of

desired crime rates.

In that the definition of certain terms varies between data
sources, each entfy in the encyclopedia provides the definition of_
the term used by each source. Comments regarding limitations to
the interpretation of rates based on a unique definition are given

CHAPTER III: ENCYCLOPEDIA OF CRIMES, CRIME TYPES,

where necessary. If an entry does not include a definition from a
AND DEMOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS FOR WHICH

: particular data: source, then the source does not collect data on
CRIME RATES CAN BE CALCULATED - - ‘
: that entry. Thus, this section will also inform the user as to the

available sources of crime incidence data for each eﬁtry.

General comments indicate where caution should be used in in-
terpreting datd from all of the sources. For example, a comment
in the assault entry polnts out that studies have shown victims to
| be reluctant to report assaults when the assailant is known to the
victim. This may cause the incidence of assault to be underestimated

in every data source.

ey

() L

Data from some sources can be recoded to fit the definitions of
other sources. See text section on Offense Coding.
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The appropriate population base for calculating rates is also
mentioned here, if it is other than the general census. For example,
while crime rates for homicide may be calculated using general census
data, motor vehicie theft rates may be more appropriately determined

with data on the number of vehicles liable {(at risk) to be stolen.

Readers will also find an assessment of which data source will
provide the best estimate of crime incidence for each crime, in each
location for which data is available. This assessment is partly based
on the reliability of each data source as a whole, as described in
the preceding chapter. 1In addition, an estimation of the reliability
o£ each data source for the particular crime and location is included
in the assessment. Both of these factors were considered because,
while a data set may provide very reliable information on some crimes
or locations, its measurement of other ¢rimes or locations may be less
reliable. For example, for obvious reasons, the Illinois Uniform Crime
Reports provide better data on homicides than do victimization surveys,
whereas the opposite is true for the crime of rape. Also, Chicago‘
Police Department data are better than the I-UCR for calculating cer-
tain crime rates within the City of Chicago, since the Chicago Police

data include more information for Chicago.

area in Illinois. Chicago Police data and some victimization surveys,
provide information for very limited areas. Still, what information

these sources‘db provide may very well be the best available data for
that particular area. By the same token, an individual may be inter-
ested in calculating crime rates for a very specific area. For these

reasons, we have noted the best possible data source for every area

AR
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for which data are available.

Encyclopedia entries offer the reader concise summaries of the
contents and comparative usefulness of each data source. Armed with
this information, readers can choose the best data source or sources

for their own purposes.
Age

Victim Surveys

All victimization survéys report data on the age of the victim.
(See also offenses against children.) Region 20 (Greater Egypt)
survey report provides data on the age of offender(s). Offender's
age 1s known for about two thirds of the Region 20 cases. Tapes
of NCS data contain information on the age of offender(s) when

it is known, which is more common for incidents of personal crime.

I-UCR

Offender's age is included in I-UCR arrest statistics. If age is
unknown, the offender is classified as Adult or Juvenile. Victim's
age 1s not recorded.

The Chicago Police Department reports to DLE, for inclusion in
I-UCR, the age and sex of all offenders. However, Chicago reports
race of offenders separately. Thus, while it is possible to de-
termine the number of female eighteen year old offenders, and the
total number of white offenders, it is mot possible to determine
the number of white, female, eighteen year old offenders. I-UCR
data contain estimates for Chicago of age by race, and sex by
race data, but these estimates are grossly incorrect.

Chicago Police Data

Age of offender is recorded by the CPD in offense reports, and
date of birth is recorded for victims.

IJR

Age data is available for all respondents.




N

Arson
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I-UCR

Arscn is classified in I-UCR as 1) arson using an explosive
device, 2) arson using an incendiary device, 3) possession of
explosive and/or incendiary devices, and 4) attempted arson.

According to the legal definition arson occurs when a person
knowingly damages property of another worth $150.00 or more, with-
out his consent, or, with intent to defraud an insurer, damages
any property of $150,00 value or more. Possession includes pos-—
session, manufacture, and transport of explosive or incendiary
devices. Many suspicious fires are not recorded as arson in
official statistics because evidence indicating intent must be
found in order to file charge of arsonTherefore arson offenses
known to the police may be an inaccurate estimate of arson occur-
rences. Another source of inaccuracy in I-UCR arson data is the
fact that Chicago Police Data submitted to DLE-CJIS for the I-UCR
do not include arson data.

Chicago Police Data

Arson is classified in CPD data as follows: Axson (by Fire or
Explosive). This coincides with the definition used by I-UCR, ‘
but possession of arson instruments and attempts are not included.
The CPD Bomb and Arson Squad keeps arson data for Chicago in more
detail, but does not mzke it publicly available as a general pol-
icy.

Comments

Persons concerned with arson are usually interested in values of
property lost, damaged or recovered, rather than with the number
of arson cffenses or arrests for any population. Of more interest
are:

— Arson incidents per fire incidents
- Arson incidents per property loss crime incidents
— Arson incident and arrest trends

Other sources of arson data include:

- Illinois Corrections Information System, Department of
Corrections, 201 Armory Building, Springfield, Ill. 627C4;
(217) 782-6963 (for information about persons incarcerated,

*  on probation, or on parole for arson offenses.)

- Iilinois Law Enforcement Commission, Statistical Analysis
Center, 120 S. Riverside Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 60606; (312)

454-1560 (for a report on sources of arson data in Illinois.)
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- Insﬁrance Services Office of Illinois, 175 W. Jackson,
Chicago, Illinois 60604 (for insurance and damage re-
lated information.)

- State of Illinois Dept. of Law Enforcement, Division of
Fire Prevention, 610 Armory Bldg., Springfield, Ill.,
62704; (217) 728-7980.

- Chicago Bomb and Arson Squad, Chicago Police Department,
(312) 744-6273 (for Chicago-specific information.)

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR
For Chicago: Chicago Police Data

Assault (simple and aggravated)

Victim Surveys

NCS surveys report data on both simple and aggravated assaults
and attempts, but exclude from assault data all rapes and attacks
involving thefts or attempted thefts. Aggravated assaults in-
volve serious injury or injury requiring two or more days of hos-
pitalization, and all completed and attempted assaults with a
weapon. The definition of aggravated assault includes the legal
concept of battery. Simple assaults involve no weapon and in-
jury requiring fewer than two days of hospitalization.

NCS survey questions ask if the victim was threatened with harm
and code these occurrences as attempted simple assault; however,
the reader should note that the concept of threat is not included
in the NCS glossary definition of assault.

Joliet and Peoria survey data report aggravated and other zssaults,
but do not report attempts separately from completions. Aggravated
assaults are attacks involving either a weapon or an injury re-
quiring medical attention or both. Other assaults include all
assaults which do not fit the aggravated category. Again, assault
includes the legal concept of battery.

Region 20 codes assaults and batteries in separate categories.
Assaults are threats of harm or attacks with a weapon, including
attempts. Battery is an assault involving injury requiring med-
ical attention, with or without a weapoit present, and including
attempts. Note that the difference between an attempted battery
and an assault is not clear in the Region 20 data.
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I-UCR

Classified in I-UCR in the following manner: Aggravated: Fire-
arm; Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrument; Aggravated: Other
Dangerous Weapon; Aggravated: Hands, Fists, Feet, etc. (Intends
to Inflict Great Bodily Harm); Simple Assault. In Illinois law,
Assault involves causing someone to believe he will be battered
or harmed in some manner.

Chicago Police Data

Assault is classified in CPD data as Simple Assault, Aggravated
Assault, (the distinction being whether or not a dangerous weap-
on was used in the oZfense.)

IJR

This IJR survey measures involvement in aggravated assault with
the item, "How often have you ever usad a weapon in a fight - a
brick, knife, razor, or anything else?'" Simple assault data is
not available from this source. Aggravated assault victimiza-
tion prevalance can be estimated from the item '"Has someone ever
used a weapon against you in a fight?" Simple assault victim-—
izations were mnot measured.

Comments

Assault is coften confused with Battery, and is a crime classifi-
cation that is differentially applied in local police agencies.
Estimates in official statistics are thus inaccurate, and should
be used with caution. In addition, assault by an offender knowm
to the victim often is not reported tn the police or to inter-
viewers. Therefore, assault is underrepresented in all data
sources.

Recommended data source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR
For Chicago: Chicago Police data

Attempts

Victim Surveys

All victim surveys include data on attempts to commit crimes in-

cluded in the survey. For some surveys, attempted and completed

crime data can be reported separately. For details on the avail-
ability of data on attempts to commit a psrticular crime, see the
entry for that crime in this encvclopedisa,

o~
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I-UCR

Attempts to commit many crimes are forbidden in the same statutes
that forbid commission of the crimes, but data on attempt offenses
can be obtained separately from data on completed crimes. (Attempt
offenses for which data are available are noted in this workbook
chapter in the offense entry.) There are 19 attempt offenses in
the I-UCR classificatory scheme, all of which are defined in the
following manner: An attempt occurs when a person, with the in-
tention of committing a specific offense, takes substantial steps
toward the committing of the offense.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD defines attempts as I-UCR does, by Illinois statute, but
does not record separately as many attempt categories. CPD notes
attempts for the following offenses: Attempted Theft; Attempted
Theft of Motor Vehicles; Attempted Forcible Rape; Attempted Rob-
bery.

Recommended Data Source

For all locations: I-UCR.

Battery

Victim Surveys

NCS victimization surveys report all data on battery and attempted
battery with aggravated assaults. (See assaults.)

In the Joliet and Peoria surveys, the battery data are included in
aggravated assault data. Batteries are not, however, differenti-
ated from assaults.

The Region 20 survey differentiates battery from assault by the
presence of injury requiring medical attention or the use of a
weapon. Where neither was involved the crime is an assault.

I-UCR

Battery is classified in I-UCR in the following manner: Aggravated:
Firearm; Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrument; Aggravated: Other
Dangerous Weapon; Aggravated: Hands, Fists, Feet, etc. (Inflicts
Great Bodily Harm); Simple Battery; Reckless Conduct. The offense
of Reckless Conduct differs from Battery offenses in that bodily
harm is not intentionally inflicted. Rather, it results from
careless or reckless actions.

)
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Chicago Police Data

The CPD classifies Simple Battery as physical contact of an
insulting or provoking nature or the inflicting of minor in-
jury without the use of a weapon, and Aggravated Battery as
the use of hands, fists, feet, etc. or other dangerous
weapons to seriously injure a person or persons.

‘Comments

Distinctions between Battery and Assault, or between Simple

and Aggravated Battery are often difficult to make (regardless
of how they are defined in TIllinois law), and definitions of
these offenses vary significantly across police agencies. Rates
are only helpful for making general inquiries into, or in-
ferences about, battery.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Pulice data.

Burglary

Victim Surveys

NCS reports commercial and non-commercial burglary separately.
Burglary is defined as unlawful or forcible entry usually, but
not necessarily acecompanied by theft. Data on attempts are re-
ported separately from completions.

The Joliet and Peoria surveys report data on two types of res-
idential burglary (A and B), but no data on commercial burglary.
Attempts are iné¢luded but data on these are not reported sepa-
rately. ''Residential Burglary A" is burglary firom a dwelling
unit or structure attached to that unit. '"Residential burglary
B" is burglary from other structures on the property.

Regilon 20 also reports burglaries and attempts but does not
present them separately. This survey defines all burglaries as
breaking into or illegally entering a building on the respon-
dent's property or attempts to break and enter.

Burglaries are classified in I-UCR in the following manner:
Forcible Entry; Unlawful Entry (No Force); Attempts: Forcible
Entry. Burglary generally involves the unlawful entering or
remaining in a bullding with the intent to commit a felony or
a theft. This does not include unlawful entering of a motor
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vehicle with'the intention of operating it (which is coded as
attempted motor vehicle theft,) nor does it include theft from
a Motor Vehicle, (which is coded as theft). C(Chicago data in
the I-UCR on the dollar value of each type of property lost or
damaged in burglaries is incorrect. Total dollar value of all
property lost in burglaries in Chicago is, however, correct.
(See Losses, damages.)

Chicago Police Data

The CPD'clasSifies burglary offenses in the following manner:
. Forcible Entry; Unlawful Entry: Forcible Entry (Attempted
Burglaxzy).

IJR

The IJR survey measures involvement in burglary with the item,
"How often have you ever broken into someone's home or a store
or some other place, in order to steal something?"

Victims of burglaries were identified with the question,''Has
your home ever been broken into?"

Comments

Incident and victimization rates for burglary would be better

obtained using as the population base the number of households

rather than the number of people, in the geographic location be-
ing studied. :

Recommended data source

For Illinoié, other than Chicago: NCS national panel, state level.
For Chicago: NCS, city sample.

Children, Offenses “‘nvolving

Victim Surveys

Some victimization surveys provide data on offenses involving
children. All NCS printed reports include data on crimes against
victims twelve years old or older. However, to find data solely
on children (over twelve) one must use NCS data tapes. The Joliet
and Peoria surveys report provides data only on victims aged

_ sixteen and over. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) survey report gives
data on victims of all ages, but these victims are categorized as
twenty-one or adult.
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I-UCR

Offenses against children are classified in I-UCR in the follow-
ing manner: Endangering Life or Health; Contributing to the ,
Delinquency of a Minor; Child Abuse; Paternity; All other Pater-
nity offenses involve the neglecting of a child born out of wed-
lock by its father.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD categorizes offenses related to children according to
state and municipal statutes as follows: Child Abandonment;
Contributing to Delinquency; Contributing to Dependency or Neg-
lect; Cruelty to Children; Employment of Minor in a Pawnshop;
Endangering Health, Life of Child; Person under 18 in Billiard
Room; Sale to Minors of Stories of Bloodshed, Lust, or Crime;
Unlawful Employment of Child; Unlawful Exhibition of Child.

IJR

Five of the victimization questions unambiguously involve
children as victims: aggravated assault, robbery, petty theft,
sexual abuse. However, one cannot tell whether these items
involved one or several offenses, or how old the youth was at
the time of the offense.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicdgo: Chicago Police data.

Commercial Crimes

Victim Surveys

Robbery and burglary are the only crimes covered in the NCS
Commercial Victimization Surveys. NCS printed reports now pro-
vide data on these commercial crimes, including attempts.
Further data on these crimes can be obtained from Commercial
Victimization Surveys (CVS) when these become available. Data
on commercial crime has been excluded from the Joliet and Peoria
data. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) report does not separate
commercial from non-commercial crime.

I-UCR

Data for some law enforcement agencies in Illinois include
place of occurrence: codes for various crimes. Crimes against
businesses could be studied using this code.

v
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Recommended Data Source

For Illindis; other than Chicago: NCS, national banel, state level.
For Chicago: NCS, city sample.

Damages (see losées)
Deadly weapons (see weapons)
Deception

I-UCR

Deception 1is broken into the following categories: Deceptive
Practices; Forgery; Fraud; Embezzlement; Credit Cards; Decep-
tive Altering of Coins; Impersonating An Officer; Attempt to
Defraud; Buying, Receiving, Possessing Stolen Property; Theft
By Lessee; Theft of Labor, Service; Use of Property; Theft of
Logt or Mislaid Property; and Possession of Keys or Devices

to Coin Operated Machines. This is a category including spe-
cial cases of theft as well as the crime of deception, which
may be defined in the following manner: Decepticit occurs

when a person, with intent to defraud, permits, causes, or
induces someone to: relinquish property, deposit property in
an insolvent institution, falsely promote the sale of products
or services, or when a person issues a bad check or other doc-
ument, obtains property, labor, or services using a false,
revoked, etc. credit card, steals a credit card with intent to
use 1t or possesses or receives another's credit card without
his consent. Forgery may be lefined as follows: when a person,
with intent to defraud; makes or alters a document capable of
defrauding another, issues or delivers such a document know-
ing that defrauding will occur, or possesses such a document
with the intent to deliver it. Intent to defraud means: the
intent tc cause another to assume, create, transfer, altemn, or
terminate. any right, obligation or power regarding any pexrson
or property.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD categorizesthese offenses under the general heading:
Deceptive Practices and Related Offenses, which is subdivided
into the following offenses according to state and municipal
codes: Bogus Check; Confidence Games; Counterfeiting Money

(or Securities); Counterfeiting the Certificate of Title for
Motor Vehicle; Use of Stolen, Lost, Fictitious Credit Card,
etc.; Embezzlement; False Pretenses or Impersonation; Forgery;
Fraud; Spiritualism and Fortune Telling; Tampering with Utility
Co. Meter or Counting Device; Unlawful Use of Services; Un~-
lawful Use of Property; Other.
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1JR

See possession of stolen property

Commqug

Deception'is a crime that mainly involves property loss, recov-
ery and/or damage. For this reason interest in rates would cen-
ter around such concerns as the amount of momey involved as com-
pared to money involved in another, or all, property crimes. In
fact, crimes such as fraud, embezzlement, and forgery account for
a great deal of the money lost due to crime. Interest may also
center around the incidence of one type of deception as compared
to all types of deception. Deception is a crime which probably
accounts for a significant portion of "hidden crime, crime which
is not included in official (police, FBI) crime statistics. It
is hard to detect and is also sometimes hard to classify. Rates
of deception, then, may be inaccurate to significant degrees.

Recommended data source

For Illinois other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

DPisorderly Conduct

I-UCR

Disorderly Conduct is classified in the following categories:
Vagrancy, Drunkenness, Prowling, Telephone Threat, Obscene Phone
Calls, False Fire Alarm, Bomb Threat, False Police Report, Peep-—
ing Tom, Confinement to Prevent a Crime, Other-not Drunkenness, Air
Rifles, Fireworks, Mob Action and Related Offenses, Armed Vio-
lence, Public Demonstration, Looting, Maintaining a Public Nui-
sance, Interference with a Public Institution of Higher Education.
The offense of Disorderly Conduct chiefly involves actions which
disturb the peace of or alarm other people (including law enforce-
ment personnel) for no reason. It also involves some actions and
offenses which occur during large public gatherings.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD clagsifies these offenses in a very general manner, as
Disorderly Conduct (a grouping which includes about one half of
the offeanses included in the I-UCR listing above, plus other
offenses), aud 28 Disorderly Conduct in Parks, Playgrounds, and
Airports.

Drug
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IJR defined disorderly conduct as drinking enough to get drunk,

or making an anonymous phone call just to annoy someone. Drink-
ing offenses reported in this study would most likely appear in
official statistics as juvenile drinking, a status cffense, rather
than as public drunkenness.

Comments

Disorderly conduct is an offense category which encompasses a wide
range of behaviors. This fact, coupled with the discretion police
are able to exercise in classifying nearly all crime occurrences,
indicates that this crime classification is subject to more vari-
able application in official statistics than most. Reporting of
disorderly conduct incidences may also vary depending on the abil-
ity of police to handle major incidences of such offenses or large
volumes of them, and on the customary occurrence of them, (large
cities being more likely to experience them, and therefore per-
haps more tolerant of minor infractions). Given the above, in-
cldents called disorderly conduct may be quite dissimilar. In
some Jjurisdictions, where these offenses are of great concern, and
involve much police time, rates by offense type, age categories,
sex, etc. would be of interest.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinols other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Violations

I-UCR .

These violations involve offenses countained in three general I-UCR
crime classifications: 1) Cannabis Control Act violations includ-
ing: Possession of 30 Grams or Less: Possession of Over 10 grams;
Manufacture, Delivery, Possession with Intent to Deliver or Manufac-
ture 10 grams or less: Manufacture, Deliverv. or Possession with Intent
to Deliver or Manufacture Over 10 grams; Casual Delivery: Delivery
to Persons Under 18 years of age; Production of Cannabis Plants:
Calculated Cannabis Conspiracy: Other violations; and Use of In-
toxicating Compounds. 2) Controlled Substances Act viplations in-
cluding: Manufacture, Delivery, or Possession with Intent to Manu-
facture or Deliver Controlled Substance(s); Possession of a Con-
trolled Substance; Manufacture or Delivery of Counterfeit Substan-
ces: Deliver or Possess witli Intent to Delever a Substance Repre-
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sented as a Controlled Substance: Criminal Drug Conspiracy: Fail-
ure to Register, or Re-Register, a {ontrolled Substances Operat-
ion: Delivery to Persons Under 18; Failure to Keep Records and In-
ventories: Other violations. 3) Hypodermic Syringes and Needles
Act violations including: ©Possession or Sale: Fallure to Keep
Records. All these offenses can be thought of as violations of
laws which try to control drug use and traffic, excluding alcohol.

Chicago Police Data

These offenses are classified by CPD, under the heading Narcotics
Offenses, in the following manner: Possession of Dangerous Drugs;
Delivery of -Dangerous Drugs; Possession of Cocaine; Delivery of
Cocaine: Fraudulent Sale/Prescription: Possession of Hashish; Pog~
segsion of Heroin: Delivery of Heroin, Possession of Hypodermic
Needles; Delivery of Hypodermic Needles; Possession of Dangervus
Drugs: Delivery of Dangeuous Drugs; Possession of Marijuana;
Delivery of Marijuana: Possession of Paregoric: Delivery of Pare-
goric: Possession of Peyote: Delivery of Peyote: Forging/Altering
of Prescription:; Delivery of Purported Drugs: Possession of Syn-
thetic Narcotics: Delivery of Synthetic Narcotics: Other Narcotic
Law Violations.

I3

The IJR survey measures these with the items, '"How often have you
ever done any of the following:

lIsed glue, gas or other inhalents...

Used marijuana or hashish (grass, pot, hash)...

Used LSD, mescaline or other psychedelics....

Used heroin (smack)....

Used downers or barbituates(without =z prescription)...

Used methedrine (speed) or other uppers or amphetamines (without a

prescriotion...

Sold any of the drugs listed above,

Note that the item dealing with the sale of drugs 1s ambiguous in
that it does not distinguish between those youngsters who have sold
drugs incidental to their use and those youngsters who might be
classified as drug dealers.

Comments

Violations of drug - related statutes may account for a significant
proportion of hidden crime. Offenses known to police and other
authorities probably are an underestimation of the true total of
violations. It might be desirable to calculate rates of vielat-
ions by citizens in general, as opposed to violations by persons
entrusted with the manufacture, sale, prescribing, storing, etc.

of drugs .and controlled substances which would also be interesting
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in themselves. Urban versus rural, metropolitan versus non-metro-
politan area comparisons would also prove more fruitful than simple
population based rates, as would age, sex, and other group con-
parisons.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Gambling

I-UCR

Gambling is broken into the following categories: Bookmaking;
Numbers-Lottery; Keeping a Gambling Place:; Registration of Federal
Gambling Stamps; Operating Card Games: Playing Card Games: Operat-
ing Dice Games; Playing Dice Games; Owning, Operating, Renting,
Selling Gambling Nevices; Other violations. Gambling generally
includes the playing of games of chance for money, betting on the
outcomes of games, nominations, appointments, running of such op-
erations, and violations of regulations concerning legitimate gamb-
ling operations.

Chicago Police Data

These offenses are classified as gambling and related offenses by
CPD: Bolita or Boli Pul/Office: Bolita or Boli Pul/Runner: Bolita
or Boli Pul/Writer: Bolita or Boli Pul/Station: Bookmaking/Horses:
Bookmaking/Sports: (Game/Cards; Game/Dice; Game/Amusements: Game/
Other; Lottery/Pari-Mutuel; Lottery/Parlay Cards: Lottery/Puerto
Rican National:; Lottery/Mexican-National; Lottery/Other; Policy/
Househook: Policy/Station: Policy/Runmer; Policy/Turn-In; Policy/
Office; Policy/Press; Policy/Wheel: Policy/Other; Wireroom/Horses:
Wireroom/Sports: Wireroom/Numbers; Other Gambling Offenses.

IJR

The questionnaire asked, "How often have you placed a bet with a
gambler on:

- A professional sporting event?

- A numbers game, etc.?"

Comments

Gambling violations represent a significant portion of the crime
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which does not appear in official statistics, and are generally
underestimated in those statistics. It is also a ''low consensus
crime"”, meaning that people do not gemnerally agree on the serious-
ness of gambling offenses or on the appropriate actions to take
regarding gambling offenses. Not only is gambling a difficult
violation to detect, but also reporting to police of gambling vio-
lations is both variable and minimal. Rates should be calculated
with these problems in mind.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Gang Fighting

I-UCR

This offense 1s not dealt with as a separate offense in I-UCR.
Incidences of gangfighting would be scored in I-UCR data as dis-
orderly conduct, assault, or other violations of state statutes.
Unfortunately these gang related incidents cannot be identified
in the I-UCR data.

Y
The IJR survey measures gangfighting with the item, "How often

have you ever iaken part in a gang fight?"

Recommended Data Source

For all Illinois: 1IJR.

Homicide

Victim Suiveys

Region 20 (Greater Fgypt) included homicide and attempted homi-
cide in their victimization survey. The actual number of cases
(two) was too small to allow for generalization. The victim, of
course, was not interviewed. This survey used one person in the
household as a respondent for incidents involving any household
member. No other victimization survey includes homicide.
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I-UCR

I-UCR breaks homicide into the following categories: Murder;
Attempted Murder with Firearm: Attempted Murder with knife or

cutting instrument: Attempted Murder with hands, fists, feet,

etc.: Voluntary Manslaughter: Involuntary Manslaughter and reck-

less homicide: non-vehicle; Involuntary Manslaughter and reck-

less homicide: vehicle. The major distinctions among these cate-
gories are as follows: (1) murder occurs when a person with no

legal justification, causes someone to die by certain actions °

which the offender knows are likely to cause death, or when a per-
son 1s killed by a felon during the commission of a felony regardless
of whether intent was present or not, (2) Voluntary manslaughter
occurs when a person, In a state of sudden cr Intense passion

kills someone, or when a person kills believing he has lawful
justification to kill when he in fact does not, (3) Involuntary
manslaughter and reckless homicide involve the death of a person

due to the reckless actions of others. Chicago reports all Murders and
Voluntary Manslaughters together to DLE. Hence. Chicago data in
I-UCR for Murders and Voluntary Manslaughter are all coded as
Murders.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD. includes the following offenses under the general category
of homicide and related offenses: murder; attempted murder (coded
as aggravated assaults): involuntary manslaughter: voluntary man-
slaughter. The distinctions among these offenses are the same as
those used in I-UCR.

Comments

Homicide statistics are among the most reliable crime statistics,
mainly because deaths are very likely to be reported to police
and investigation 1s likely to be thorough. Rates of homicides
per age group, sex, time period, and the like may be more inter-
esting and revealing than simple rates per population.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Household crimes

Victim Surveys

NCS uses this classification for the crimes of burglary, house-
hold larceny of all amounts, and motor vehicle theft. All of
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these data include attempts. The Joliet and Peoria surveys re-
port includes data on household crimes of larceny, residential bur-

glary A and residential burglary B. (See Burglary). Region 20
(Greate:'Egypt)repor;‘does not use the household crimes designation.

IJR

The only question in this survey which clearly falls into this
category is whether the youngster's home had ever been broken into.

{See Burglary).

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago, Joliet and Peoria: NCS, nation-

al panel, state level

For Chicago: NCS, city sample.
For Joliet and Peoria: Joliet and Peoria survey.

Income of Victim and/or Offender

Victim Surveys

record data on the income of the wictim.
However, data on victim's income are reported by the victim less
frequently than are other demographic data. None of the surveys
report data on the income cf the offender.

All victimization surveys

IJR

Respondents were asked family income: however, adolescents are
relatively unreliabtle sources of family income estimates. There-
fore, interviewers subjectively rated family socioeconomic status
(SES), and an additional SES measure was composed based on father's
and mother's education, father's occupation, and father's and

mother's employment status.

Index Crimes

I-UCR

Index Crimes in the Illinois Uniform Crime Reports include:
Murder, Voluntary Manslaughter, Forcible Rape, Robbery, Attempted
Murder, Aggravated Assault, Aggravated Battery, Burglary, Theft,
Burglary from a Motor Vehicle, and Motor Vehicle Theft. The
total number of crimes committed in these categories each year is

called the Crime Index.
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: c . "NCS data tapes provide information on the extent of the injur-
The FBI's list of Index Crimes differs from the I-UCR list. L) les sustained by the victim, but the NCS reports do not. The
While the FBI counts all attempts as if they were completed Joliet and Peoria surveys report provides data on time lost from
crimes (except attempted murders, which are counted as aggravated work and injuries requiring medical attention. Region 20 (Greater
assaults), attempts are not included in the I-UCR Index. In ad- L Egypt) report presents data on the amount of medical expense re-
dition, the FBI-UCR combine the Index offenses into fewer cate- ) quired to treat injuries. ‘

gories than do the I-UCR. Before I1linois data are sent to the
FBI, attempt offenses are included and the data are translated in- .

to the FBI categories according to the chart below. Chicago Police Data

I-UCR Index Crimes FBI Index Crimes ‘ If a victim is injured, the CPD makes note of it and records the
~ : following information: location of victim on premises: nature of

Murder and Voluntary Murder and Non-Negligent injuries and location on body; where victim is haspitalized. The

Manslaughter : Mansiaughter % : ’ CPD also maintains data on accidental injuries, accidental deaths

. A g and Injuries to police officers on duty.

Forcible Rape Rape by For;e % oo

Robbery Robbery Interference with public officers

Attempted Murder Assault

I-UCR

Aegravated Assault b
Aggravated Battery

Interference is classified in I-UCR under the folldwing headings:

{
Burglary Burglary f Resisting or Obstructing a Peace Officer; Refusing tc Aid an of-
g ficer; Obstructing Justice: Concealing or Aiding a Fugitive; Es-
Theft . Larceny-Theft | @ ) cape; Other: Interference with Judicial Proceedings; Contempt of
Burglary Z o Court; Bribery; Intimidation; Extortion; Violation of Civil Rights;
{ Crimingl Defamation.
Motor Vehicle Theft Motor Vehicle Theft '

Chicago Police Data

The crimes above are listed in order of seriousness from most to The CPD classifies these offenses in the following manner: Aid-

least serious, as defined by the International Association of ~ ing Arrestee Escape:; Concealing or Aiding a Fugitive; Escape from
Chiefs of Police. The Crime Index was designed by that organi- | : Custody; Obstructing Justice: Obstructing Service or Process (of

zation to be an indicator of the volume of serious crimes occur- any civil or criminal process or order of any court); Refusing to
ring in the U.S. When an Index Crime occurs it is likely tec be Ald an Officer; Resisting or Obstructing an Officer; Resisting or
reported to the police. Index Crimes are not, however, the most , Obstructing an Officer While Armed.

‘common crimes, nor is there any necessary relationship between a §,
change in the number of Index Crimes and a change in the number

of other crimes. As an indicator of the volume of all crime, | Recomrended Data Sources
the Crime Index is insufficient. (See also the Glossary defini- ‘ |
tions for Part I and Part II offenses). For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.

For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Chicago Police Data

See I-UCR. i Juvenile

(»n} Victim Surveys
Injury L
NCS computer tapes contain information on victims and offenders by

Victim Surveys

L
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age (see offenses against children) and juveniles mzy be defined
by tape users as including any age range over the age of twelve.
NCS printed documents label victims who are twelve through nine-
teen years of age as juvenile victims, )

Joliet and Peoria surveys report provides data on victims in the
age range sixteen to twenty-one, which could be considered as ju-
veniles. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) survey report has data for
victims of all ages under twenty-one.

I-UCR.

Of fender and arrest information in I-UCR are broken into Adult
and Juvenile categories for each crime type. Those seventeen and
under are classified as juveniles, those eighteen and over as ad-~-
ults. '

Chicago .Police Data

Same as for I-UCR

IJR

Juveniles were defined for this survey as those 14 to 18 years
nld. However, self-report items in the ‘survey would include
crimes and delinquent acts which occurrsd before the respondent’s
fourteenth birthday. :

Kidoapping

I-UCR

Kidnapping is categorized in I-UCR in the following manner: Kid-
napping: Aggravated Kidnapping: Unlawful Restraint.Kidnapping in-
volves unlawful restraint of persons against their will, or sec-
ret confinement by force or threat of imminent force. Aggravated
Kidnapping involves the above actions with the intent to obtain
ransom from the person confiried, or from someone else. It may
also involve the inflicting of bodily harm or committing of a fel-
ony upon the victim, as well as the offender's concealing of his
own identity. B

Chicago Police Data

CPD recognizes the following kidnapping offenses: Non-Aggravated

n
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Kidnapping (persons 13 or over, no ransom); Aggravated Kidnapping
(person 13 or over, for ramnsom: child under 13, no ransom: child
under 13, for vansom).

Reconmended Data Source

Foriillinois, other than Chicago: I-UZR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Larceny (See theft.)

Liquor Control Act Violations

I-UCR

These offenses are classified in I-UCR in the foliowing manner:
Sales to Minors, Drunkards, etc.; Illegal Possession by Minor;
Illegal Consumption by Minors; Misrepresentation of Age by Minor:
Other: Solicitation of Alcoholic Beverages.

Chicago Police Data

Liquor Law Violations in CPD data are as follows: License Vio-
lation: Employment of Minors; Misrepresentation of age by minor;
Minors Drinking: Sale to Minor: Open Container in Vehicle: Sale
during prohibited hours: Other liquor law violations.

IJR

The questionnaire asked only, '"How often have you bought beer,
wine or liquor? Drank beer, wine or liquor without pavtents' per-—
miszion? Drank enough to get drunk?'". These three actions are
status offenses, not crimes. Other status offenses involving
liquor, e.g. possession, are available to minors but were not mea-
sured.

Comments

Violations of this type are suhject to differential enforcement,
interpretation, and reporting. They are also among the more dif-
ficult to detect. Some offenses may be handled by the Alcoholic
Beverage Commission and other such regulatory agencies. O0Official
~data regarding such offenses are probably inaccurate to a degree.

Recommended Data Source
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For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.

I-UCR
For Chicago: Chicago Police data. ——

n

These offenses are classified in I-UCR in the following manner:
Driving Under the Influence of Alcohol: Driving Under the Influ-
ence of Drugs; Unlawful Transportation of Alcohol; Reckless Dri-
Losses, damages . ving: Hit and Run: Drag Racing; No Registration: Revokad, Cancel-
‘ ' led Registration: Improper Use of Registration: No Drivers Licen-
se: Driving with Suspended or Revoked License; Unlawful Use of

Victim Surveys ' Drivers License; Flee or Attempt tc £lude Police Officer. These

offenses, plus Reckless Homicide with a motor vehicle, are crim-
All victimization survey data provide information on dollar value inal motor vehicle offenses, as opposed to minor traffic viola-
of loss, except the NCS printed reports, The Joliet and Peoria 3 tions.

surveys report also includes information on replacement costs for
damages and stolen property.

< p

Chicago Police Data

I-UCR ' . The CPD categorizes criminal motor vehicle offenses in the fol-
lowing manner: Drag Racing: Counterfeiting the Certificate of
Title for a Motor Vehicle: Destruction, Alteration, or Removal

I-UCR statistics include property-related data for all crimes in-

volving property loss. Included in these data are property loss, | ' of Manufacturer's Vehicle identification or Motor Numbers; Fic-
damage and recovery data. (See I-UCR Mandatory vs. Optional ‘ titious License Plates; and Offenses Related to Title and Regis-
Data.) ‘ tration. Data are: also maintained on the following abandoned ve-

hicle offenses:

The Chicago Police Department report to DLE, for inclusion in

I-UCR, the value of all lost o:i damaged goods for each type of o

property crime (burglary, theft and robbery), and the value of e

lost or damaged gocds for each property type. Chicago does not ' {
. report the value of lost or damaged goods for each property type

Abandonied vehicle on pullic way (not immediate tow)

- Abandoned vehicle on public way, arrestee's propertw

for each crime type. Thus, while it is possible to determine the | - Stolen, hit and run, etc, (immediate tow):

dollar value of goods lost in Chicago robberies in 1975, and the ! .

dollar of value of furs lost in all 1975 Chicago property crimes, - Abandoned vehicle on private property (stolen, wanted,
it is not possible to determine the dollar value of furs lost in +  serious hazard to health or community; immediate tow);
1975 Chicago rcbberies. I-UCR data contain estimates of this A

last value, but these estimates, based on the per cent of each ‘ - Abandoned vehicle on private or public parking lot,
property type stolen or damaged im each type of property crime in 1 (owner or agent to tow):

downstate Illinois, are not wvalid.

- Abandoned vehicle on private property, (agent or

owner not available).
Chicago Police Data

- Abandoned vehicle on private property, (not immediate
CPD General Ofifense Case Reports, and Supplementary Reports pro< - | o tow) :

vide space for the recording of property types (money, jewelry,
furs, clothing, office equipment, T.V., radio stereo, househliold ‘
item, consumer item, firearms, narcotics, other) and dollar val- IJR
ues taken and recovered. ’ :

This survey asked the quastion, "How often have you ever-—

Month (See time.)
. - Driven a car without a driver's license or permit?

Rode around ip a ca&r that was stolen for the ride?

=%

Motor vehicle offenses {(crimes onlyj : o : |
- Driven a car too fast or recklessly?"

I
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Note that riding in a stolen car would be classified as motor
vehicle theft in other data sources.

Comments

Interest in this offense might center around offenses per driving
population, rates of offenses involving damage and/or injury in
contrast to those not involving damage or injury, registration
and license offenses, etc.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Motor vehicle theft

Victim Surveys

NCS victimization surveys report data on motor vehicle
theft and attempts, which are defined as stealing, or at-
tempts at stealing, motor vehicles. Motor vehicles were
defined for this survey as motorized vehicles allowed on
public roads. Joliet and Peoria surveys do not include
motor vehicle theft. Region 20 survey reports no data on
motox vehicle theft or attempts. Burglary from vehicles,
which includes all types of motorized vehicles, is reported
in the Region 20 survey.

I-UCR
Motor vehicle theft is classified in I-UCR in the follow-
ing manner: Theft of Autos; Theft of Trucks and Buses;

Theft of Other Vehicies: Theft Attempts: Autos; Theft At-
tempts: Trucks and Buses: Theft Attempts: Other Vehicles.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD recognizes the following motor vehicle theft ofe
fense categories:Attempted Theft of a Motor Vehicle, Theft
of a Motor Vehicle (including Motor Scooters, Motorcycles
and Motor bikes), with or without cartage: Motor Vehicle
Recovery (vehicle previously reported stolen in Chicago);
Motor Vehicle Recovery (stolen outside Chicago).

M.

ILJR
Victimizations of motor vehicle theft are defined by the item,

"Has your car, or your family's car, ever been stolen for a joy
ride?™

Involvement in motor vehicle theft is labelled "joyriding'" and
measured with the item,

"How often have you ever rode around in a car that was stolen for
the ride?"

Comments

Depending on local departmental policies, auto thefts which con-

sist of "joyrides™ may or may not be included in police statis-
tics as true auto thefts. x

For the calculation of rates, the number of registered motor ve-

hicles would be & botter estimate of the population at risk than
would general census data.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state
level.

For Chicago: NCS, city sample.

Parole violations (see probation and parole violations)
Personal Crimes

Victim Surveys

NC3 uses this classification for the crimes of forcible rape,
armed robbery with and without injury, aggravated and simple as-
sault, and theft, as personal larceny with and without contact.
All of these include data on attempts. The Joliet and Peoria sur-
veys report includes data on robbery and assaults both aggravated

and other. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) report does not use the per-
sonal crimes designation.

I-UCR

Personal crimes, defined in I-UCR as 'Violent Crimes," or "Crimes

e

P



95 ‘ ’
96

against Persons’ include Murder, Forcible Rape, Aggravated Assault,
and Robbery. Battery is nct included, nor is simple assault, nor
is Kidnapping. Crimes against persons are thus underestimated in
I-UCR statisties.

* t

'.

E Comments
| ‘

I

Data concerning these offenses are ppobably not accurate because
it is likely that many parole and probation violations occur that
. do nct come to the attention of saw enforcement officilals. Rates
j that are construgtzad should use the number of people on probation
§ ~ or parole as the population base, not the general census.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD uses the same classification for personal crimes as the

I-UCR. o o
? : Recommended Data Source,
LR o i For all Tllinois: I-UCR.

Personal crimes covered in this survey include: occasions when a
youth 1) had been robbed, or 2) had robbed anyone else by force or

threat of force. (See robbery). Race

Recommended Data Source

Victim Survey

A1 victimization surveys report data on race of the victim. The

; Kegion 20 (Greater Egypt) survey also reports data on the race of

| ' offender (s).. That survey found data on offender's race to be

‘ known for less than half the cases. The NCS surveys gathered data

For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state level.
For Chicago: NCS, city sample. ' #

Possession of stolen goods on the offender's race, but these data are available only from
PR . tapes for these surveys. Victims of personal crimes are more like-
‘ N QHQ 1y to know the race of the offender than are victims of property
T-UCR ' » crimes. :
This offense is included in the general offense category of De- 1-UCR

ception under the heading of "Burglary, Receiving, Possession of

8tolen Property." | o ,
. : Race of offender is included in I-UCR arrest statistics (coded as

White, Negro, Puerto Rican, Mexican, Chinese, Japanese, American

IJR , ' . Indian, or Other, but thosi data are suspect. Police officers some-

. ‘ times guess a person’s race and make mistakes, or they mistakenly

The IJR survey measures this with the item, "How often have you i . believe they shouldn't ask an arrestee his race due to laws against

ever kept or used something that you knew had been stolen?" ! discrimination. I-UCR race data may therefore be unreliable. Race
: of victim is availabd- enly for homicide cases.

Recommended Data Source

The published toﬁal number of Chicago offenders of each race is
For all Illinois: TI-UCR ‘ ! correct, but I-UCR data contain estimates of age by race, and sex
by race daqg for Chicago that are grossly incorrect. (See age.)

f
E S
Probation and parole violations % Chicago Police Data

| : The CPD notes the race of victim, offender (when it is known ), and
I-UCR L witness on each offense report.

?5 S, f}
These offenses are classified in I-UCR under the headings Pro- § €““
baticn~Violation; Parole-Revocation. « LR

; o Race of the rospondent was coded by the interviewer as: White,

2
-
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Black, Oriental, or Other.

Rape

Victim Surveys

NCS victimization surveys include data on rapes and attempts. Re-~
verse record checks have shown rape to be underreported in LEAA sur-
veys (LEAA, 1972:8). Questions on assaults are used to identify
rape victims since direct questions were felt to be undesirable in
sich a sensitive area. NCS surveys define rape as carnal knowledge
through the use of force or the threat of force, including attempts.
Statutory rape (without force) is not included. This differs from
UCR usage in that males and wives are included as victims, and sex-
ual assaulis other thaza forcible sexual intevcourse are included as
forms of rape. Joliet ané Peoria survey data do not include rape
incidents. Region 20 survey data inclucde both rape and attempts.
However, that survey uncovered only two actual cases of rape, 80
data on that crime from that source are not reliable.

I-UCR

Rape is classified in I-UCR under the general heading Forcible Rape,
and under the following sub-classifications: Forcible Rape: Fire-
arm: Forcible Rape: Knife or Cutting Instrument; Forcible Rape:
Other Dangerous Weapons; Forcible Rape: Other Forcible Means; At-
tempts: Forcible Rape. The reader should also see the entry for
sex offenses, other than rape, for the classifications: Rape of -
the mentally deranged, and aggravated Incest, as well as other sex-
ual offenses.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD classifies rape offenses into the following two offense
categories: Forcible Rape, and Attempted Forcible Rape.

Comments

Completed rapes may be more accurately estimated in statistics than
attempted rapes, due to the increased likelihood of their being re-
ported to the police or to an interwiewer. This should be taken

into account in the calculation of rates. Compieted rapes, however,
rmay also be underestimated in all sources, dgain due to underreport-
ing. For rate calculations from police statistics, the population

of women over 12 years of age would be a better estimate of the popu-
lation at risk than would the general census population. For rape
rates based on NCS survey data, the total population over 12 should

Pt =¥ §
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be used asbqhe population at risk.

‘Récommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Relationship,_Qiétim/offender (sée victim/offender relationship).
Reporting/non-reporting

Victim Surveys

(Reporting of a crime to the police).’ All victimization surveys
have data on whether or not a criime was reported to the police.

All data sources for these surveys, except the NCS printed docu-
ments, provide further information on the reason(s) why a crime

was not reported.

I-UCR

(Reporting of crime data by the police to I-UCR)}, I-UCR data in-
clude information about which agencies have reported crime infor-
mation to DLE-CJIS each month, as well as which agencies have re-
ported incomplete information according to I-UCR guidelines.

This information is not categorized by crime type, and is not
very helpful in trying to estimate completeness of reporting.

Resistance (See self-protection).
Robbery

Victim Surveys

NCS reports robbery with and without injury, and attempis at rob-
bery. Data are reported separately for residential and commercial
robbery. Robbery is defined as theft directly from a person or
business, by force or threat, with or without a weapon.

Joliet and Peoria surveys report personal robbery (but not commer-~
cial robbery), as an incident in which something was taken direct-
ly from a person by force or threat of force. Attempts are includ~
ed and are not reported separately. The Region 20 survey also re-
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ports and attempts together.

Data on crimes such as robbery, where the victim is unlikely to
be a consplrator or to know the offender, are the most reliable
data available from victimization surveys.

‘I-UCR

Robbery is classified in I-UCR in the following manner: Armed:

Firearm; Armed: Knife or Cutting Instrument: Armed: other Dan-
gerous Weapons; Strong Arm-No Weapon; Attempts: Armed-Firearm:

Attempts: Armed-Knife or Cutting Instrument; Attemptsl: Armed-

Other Dangerous Weapons: Attempts: Strong Arm-No Weapon. Gene-
rally, robbery invalves the taking of property from a person by

the use of force or by threatening the immediate use of force.

Chicago data in I-UCR on the dollar value of each type of property
lost or damaged in robberies is incorrect. Total dollar value of

all property lost in robberies is, however, correct. (See Losses,
damages).

Chicago Police Data

The CPD recognizes the following robbery offenses: Attempted
Armed Robbery; Attempted Strong-Armed Robbery: Armed Robbery;
Strong-Armed Robbery,

IJR

The IJR survey measures involvement in robbery with the item, 'How
often have you ever used force or threatened to use force to get
money from another person?'

Robbery victimizations were determined by answers to the question,
"Have you ever had to give money to a person who used force or

threatened to use force against you?"

Loss of property other than money not measured in this survey.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: NCS, national panel, state
level.
For Chicago: NGS, city sample.

Seasonal variations (see time).

Selffprotectibn,(resistance)

Sex

100

Victim Surveys

The only data on self-protection measures taken by a victim in the
process of being victimized are available from tapes of the NCS
surveys. - -

Victim Surveys

All victimization eurveys report data on the sex of victim for
close to 100% of the victims. However, none of the surveys re-
ports data on the sex of the offender in report documents. Com-
puter tapes available for NCS surveys do provide data on the sex
of offender when it is known. Sex of offender i1s more often
known by victims of perscnal crimes than by victims of property
crimes.

I-UCR

Sex of offender 18 included in all I-UCR arrest statistics. Sex
of victim is avallable only for homicide victims.

Chicago data for age and for sex in I-UCR are correct, but I-UCR

data for Chicago for age by race, and sex by race are not correct.
(See Age).

Chicago'Pblice Data

The CPD nmotes the sex of the victim, offender (when it is known),
and witness on each offense report.

IJR

Sex of respondent is available for 100% of this IJR sample.

Sex offenses, other than rape

Victim Surveys

See rape.

L-UCR

Sex offenses are classified in I-UCR under the general category of
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Sex Offenseé (except forcible rape), under the follcwing classifi-

‘cations: Prostitution: Soliciting for a Prostitute: Pandering:

Keeping a Place of Prostitution; Patronizing a Prostitute; Pimp-
ing; Obscenity; Harmful Material: Tie-in Sales of Obscene Publi-
cations to Distributors; Deviate Sexual Assaulﬁ;‘Iudecent Liber-
ties with a Child:; Indecent Solicitation of a Child; Public In~
decency; Agravated Incest; Incest; Rape of Mentally Deranged:; All
Others; Attempts: Sex Offenses. Pandering involves the compel-
ling of a female to become a prostitute, or the arranging of sit-
uations ipnwhich a female may practice prostitution. Pimping in-
volves the receiving of money or other property from prostitutes,
knowing it was earned unlawfully through prostitution.

Chicago Police'Data

Sex offenses other than rape are classified in the following
manner by the CPD: Contributing to the Sexual Delinquency of a
Child: Deviate Sexual Assault; Incest; Aggravated Incest; Inde-
cent Liberties with a Child; Indecent Solicitation of a Child;
Public Indecency; Obscene or Lewd Conduct (includes: Exhibition-
ism; “Fondling ;Enticing: Obscene or Lewd Phone Calls; Indecent Ex-
posure).

LR

Only victimizations of indecent sexual liberties with a child
were measured. ''Has anyone ever tried to sexually molest you?"
was the measuring item. '

Comments

Sex offenses are differentially reported to officials. It would
probably be useful to separate those offenses involving children,
those involving pornographic materials, and those involving pros-
titution In the calculation of rates, keeping the populati-ms

at risk in mind. :

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Shoplifting (see theft).

Theft (including'petty theft, larceny, shoplifting and auto stripping).

N e e A A o ey e et i e s e e
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Victim Surveys

In NCS victimization surveys, a distinction is made between per-
sonal larceny and household larceny. Personal larceny is further
divided into personal larceny with contact, such as pocket-picking
and purse snatching, and personal larceny witl»>ut contact. Lar-
cenies of all dollar amounts are included. Attempts and comple -
tionsare included. Joliet and Peoria surveys cover only house-
hold larceny and attempts, which are defined as property stolen
(or attempts), not including pocket-picking and purse snatching.
Region 20 reports data on theft which is defined as property stol-
en with no forcible entry, from inside a home or car. Both at-
tempts and completions are included. All these victim survey
definitions of larceny differ from the I-UCR definition in that
they exclude commercial crimes of larceny, e.g., shoplifting and

employee theft.

I-UCR

As of January 1, 1973, all thefts have been reported to I-UCR in
the following categories: Over $150; $150 and Under; Attempts:
Theft. Prior to 1973, only thefts of over $50 in cash or property
were reported. Theft involves the taking of, or exerting of un-
authorized control over, the property of another by deception or
threat. Police do not report thefts in monetary categories, and
they do not report attempts and completions separately. Theft at-
tempts and completions for Chicago are, however, listed separate~-
ly in the I-~-UCR. DLE assigns a proportion of the offenses report-
ed by the Chicago Police Department to each category, basing the
proportions on the ratio of theft attempts to completions in the
rest of the state. Chicato data in I-UCR on the dollar value of
each type of property lost or damaged in thefts is incorrect.
Total dollar value of all property lost in thefts is, however,
correct. (See Losses, damages). Auto stripping does not fall
into the theft category. ULegally, in Illinois, that offense falls
under the Motor Vehicle Code as a Misdemeanor, which 1s not in-
cluded in I-UCR data.

Chicago Police Data

The CPD general offense category of Theft and Related Offenses in-
cludes the following theft classifications: Attempted Theft (Ex-
cept Motor Vehicles); Theft of Auto Accessories; Theft of Bicy-
cles; Théft from Boats and Airplanes: Theft from Buildings (Not
Shoplifting); Theft from Coin Operated Devices or Machines; Theft
of Credit Cards; Theft of Driver's License; Theft or Loss of Both
State License Plates; Theft of Livestock;

Theft or Attempted Theft from Motor Vehicles (Not Accessories);
Pocket Pickinug; Purse Smatching (Without Force); Shoplifting; Use
of Slugs in Pay Telephone, Transit Turnstile, or Transit Fare Box:
Theft of Traller; Theft from Piggy Back Trailer.
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IJR

These four forms of theft were measured:

l)b'Shoplifting, measured with the item, '"How often have you
" ever taken something small from a store?",

2) Stfipping a car for parts, measured with the item, "How
‘often have you ever stripped someone else's car of parts

to use or sell?",

3) Petty theft, measured with the item, "How often have you
ever taken little things without permissiorn from home or
school?", and

4) Larceny, measured with the item, ''How often have you ever
taken at least $20, or something worth at least $20 that
" did not belong to you?"

Comments

The higher the value of property stolen, the more likely it is
that an offense of theft will be reportad; therefore, data on more
serious cases of theft are more accurate in all sources than data
concerning minor thefts. It should be kept in mind that wvictims
may upgrade the real value of stolen property for insurance pur-
poses, - :

Recommended'Data Source

For persénal theft:
‘For Illinois, other than Chicagc: NCS, national panel, state
level. ' :

~ For Chicago: NCS, city sample.
For commercial theft, or personal and commercial theft:

For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.
For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

Victim Survéys

All victimization surveys report data on crime by month of occur-
rence. NCS computer tapes provide information on time of day and
season of occurrence as well. Region 20 (Greater Egypt) report
glves data on time of day fotr each crime type.

3
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Vandalism is a crime that is more likely to be reported as the

S

PR I-UCR
Generally, I-UCR data are available by month or by year, ard
breakdowns for crime types can be made by day versus night cate-
gories. Offense information also incliudes data on the day of
the month offenses are committed.
Chicage Police Data
On each CPD "General Offense Case Report' note is made of the day,
' month,~year, and time of occurrence.
Vandalism
- Victim Surveys
Data on vandalism and attempts are available from the Region 20
victimization survey, which defines the crime as damage to per-
sonal property.
( } I-UCR
Vandallsm is classified in I-UCR in the following manner: criﬁ-
inal damage to property; criminal damage to vehicle; criminal tres-
pass to land; criminal damage to state supported propetty; crim-
inal trespass to state supported land; criminal trespass to vehi-
‘cle; criminal damage of fire fighting apparatus, hydrants or equip-
ment.
Chicago Police Data
This offense 18 classified by the CPD as criminal damage to pro-
perty and related offenses. It includes the following offenses:
damage or obstruction to police or fire signal systems; damage to
property: damage to public (city) property; defacing a house of
worship: defacing a tomb or cemetery.
~ILJR
The IJR.sﬁrvey measures this with the item, "How often have you
deliberately damaged private or public property?"
(”3 ‘ Comménts
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(% cost of ‘damage increases, Often, individual offenses will not in-

- volve much money, but taken as a whole, reported vandalism accounts
for a great deal of loss. 1in some areas vandalism makes up a large
portion of the total of all offenses, or of all property crimes.
Damage offenses should be separated from trespass offenses not in-
volving damage in the calculation of rates of property loss crimes.

Recommended Data Source

For Illinois, other than Chicago and Rugion 20: I-UCR.
For Chicagb: Chicago Police data.
For Region 20: Region 20 Survey.

Victim/offender relationship

Victim Surveys

Data on victim/offender relationship, i.e. whether or not the

victim knew the offender(s) and to what extent, were gathered in
( ' all victimization surveys. All documents, except the NCS nation-
, al panel printed report, provide this data. To obtain this in-

formation on NCS national panel results, users should cori-

sult computer tapes available on these surveys.

I-UCR

I-UCR includes data on offender/victim relationship only in Sup-
plementary Homicide Reports, which must be completed by local
agencies when homicides occur within their jurisdictions.

Weapons, violations for carrying and possessing, and types used

Victim Surveys

Victimization surveys do not cover weapons offenses but some con-
tain data on whether or not a weapon was used in a crime. NCS
victimization survey documents present data on whether or not a
weapon was present during a crime, and computer tapes of data
from these surveys indicate the types of weapons used. The report
from the Joliet and Peoria surveys provide data on presence of a

( weapon and on types of weapons used. The Region 20 (Greater Egypt)

. survey report provides no data on weapons.

e,
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I-UCR

Type of weapon used in the commission of a crime is only recorded

for certain Index offenses: Homidide, Forcible Rape, Robbery, Bat-
tery, and Assault. A distinction is made between two main weapons -
types in these cases: Firearms, and Knives or Cutting Instruments.

I-UCR records some weapons 6ffenses under the general category
"Unauthorized Possession or Storage of Weapons'. Another general
category exists for weapons offenses, which is ‘broken into the
following offenses: Unlawful Use of Weapons: Unlawful Sale of
Firearms; Unlawful Possession of Firearms and Ammunition: Registra-
tion of Sales by Dealer: Defacing of Identification Marks of Fire-

-arms: Firearms and Ammunition-No I.D. Card; Attempts Deadly Weap-

ons.

The #ifference between "Unauthorized Possession or Storage of Weap-
ons" and Unlawful Use, Sale, and Possession of Weapons and Fire-
arms can be recognized through the following distinctions:

- UnauthoriZed Possession or Stcrage of Weapons refers to posses-
sion or storage of certain weapons on land supported in whole or
in part with State or Federal funds:

- Unlawful Use, Sale, etc. of Weapons and Firearms refers to gen-
‘eral violations of the selling and carrying regulations estab~-

lished by Illinois Law.

Chicago Police Data

For any crime involving the us¢ of a weapon, the CPD will note if
the weapon was a handgun, rifle, shotgun, or knife or cutting in-
strument. The following "Weapons Violations and Related Offenses"
are recognized by the CPD: Unlawful Carrying of a Concealed Wea-
pon; Carrying Knife by a Person Under 18:; Unlawful Carrying of a
Loaded Weapon Not Concealed: Defacing Identification Marks on Fire-
arms; Unlawful Discharge of Firearms; Unlawful Discharge (or Pos-
session) of Air Rifle (or Toy Firearm) that Discharges Projectiles.

Numerous other offenses relating to sale, registration, and pur-
chasing of firearms are also recorded by the CPD.

IJR
Three 1temsvapply here, all extremely ambiguous:

"Have you ever carried any kind of weapon (gun, knife, razor, etc.)
in case you had to use 1t against another person?"

Have you ever used a weapon in a fight - a brick, knife, razor,
or anything else?

Has someone ever used a weapoh against you in a fight?

i eang
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Any interpretation of these items is risky. A youth who, at age
ten, threw a rock at a group of boys, and a youth who regularly
carries and uses a switchblade would give identical answers to
these items. The time frame posed in the question, ("ever') is
too indefinite, and the interpretation of "weapons', which is left
to the respondents, is also too indefinite to be useful.

i

Recommended Data- Source
For Illinois, other than Chicago: I-UCR.

For Chicago: Chicago Police data.

e
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CHAPTER IV: ON USING CRIME INCIDENCE DATA
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CRIME RATES

Reducing a vélume of crime data to an accurate énd easily
interpreted figure is vital to planners and policy makers faced
with complex decisions. The most widely used figure of this
type 1s the crime:rate. A crime rate is é way to simplify and
improve the utility of crime data. Specifically, a crime rate is
a fraction that represents an amount of crime in relation to a
4base figure, usually a population est:imate. Calculatiné crime
rates is not difficult, but care must be taken in constructing
the fraction. Figuring a crime rate may also be an important

step in calculating trends. (See Trends.)

In calculating a crime rate, it is important to consider:
1) what rate is to be generated,
2) what type of data will be used to calculate the rate,
3) how the data have been defined, and

4) how these data fit into the fraction model for a crime rate.

First, the rate to be constructed muét be selected. All rates
. are ratios, comparisons of the numerétor (top of ghe fraction) to
the denominator (base of the fraction). Rates are most often expressed
as incidences of Fhe numerator per hundred thousand incidences of the
denominator. For instance, rates can be calculated for crimes per hundred
thousand units of population at risk of being victimized, for incidences
of one type of crime per hundred thousand crime incidents, for attempts’

or completions per hundred thousand crime incidents (attempts and com-

letions), and for estimated offenses reported to the police per

g
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hundred thousaﬁd estimated total offenses. Each of these can be
calculated for;coﬁsecutive time periods and used to describe trends.

(See Trends.)

Second, the typs of crime related data that will be used to
calculate the rate must be chosen. In general, data can be one of
two types: counté or mstimations. Counts are enumerations of crimes
reported to an agency, such as the FBI, other law enforcement agemncies,
and in some cases, insurance companies. Estimations are calculations
of the number of crimes occurring based on sample incidents reported
in a survey, such as data from victimization surveys. If crime types
are being compared in the crime rate, the same type of data should be

used in both the numerator and the denominator. (See Differences

Between Police and Survey Data in this Workbook.)

Third, the definitions of the data used by the data source
should be checked. The geographic area for which the data were
collected should be the same in the numerator and denominator.

Age, sex, and"other demographic limitations of the data should also
match in the numerator and denominator. For instance, if you
intend to caléuléte a crime rate for juveniles in Springfield, the
denominator or base would be the population at risk, the juvenile
population of the city of Springfield. Using the total city popula-

tion or the population of the county would result in an invalid rate.

Finally, this basic model can be used to cdalculate a crime rate
per hundred tﬁousand units of the denominator, where the numerator is

a count or estimate of crime incidents and the denominator is either a
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population estimate or a count or estimate of crime incidents:

. BASIC CRIME RATE MODEL

CRIME RATE = NUMERATOR  ,. 100,000
' DENOMINATOR
The numerétor is divided by the denominator, then the quotient
is multiplied byvfhe constant 100,000 to produce the basic crime rate
per hundred thousand units. The basic crime rate is a siyple expression
of the number of iﬁcidents of a category of crimes per 100,000 people
in the population at risk, or 100,000 incidents of another category

of crimes.

For example, a hypothetical basic rate for armed robhery per
hundred thousand population units, where the numerator (49) is the

number of armed robberies reported to the police, and the denominator

{455,900) is an estimate of the population at risk, would look like this:

CRIME RATE FOR
ARMED ROBBERY - = 10.7 = 49 > 100,000
REPORTED TO POLICE 455,900

In the above example, 10.7 armed robberies were reported to the

police for every 100,000 people in the population at risk.

Again, data sources must be checked for definitions of the data.
Demographic 1imitations imposed on the data by definitions must be
the same in the numerator and denominator. For example, if a data
éource defines forcible rape as a crime which can only occur to

females over the age of ten, data will only be collected from females
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over age ten. A crime rate for forcible rape based on these data should
employ the number of females over age ten as the population at risk.
If 12 rapes were reported to the data source by a population of 2,500,000

females over age 10, the crime rate would be calculated:

CRIME RATE FOR RAPE PER

100,000 POPULATION,WHERE = 0.5 — 12 X 100,000
RAPE IS DEFINED ONLY FOR 2,500,000

FEMALE VICTIMS OVER AGE 10

When ca;culating crime rates using sample data, the sample cases
(dravn from a group smaller than the actual population) may need to be
weighted to represent cases occurring in the actual population. (See
Weighting.) Data source users should first determine if they are using

unweighted data. If so, the numerator should be weighted as in the

following model:

CRIME RATE — SAMPLE CASES X WEIGHT

100,000
BASE X .

For instance, a hypothetical crime rate for theft for a survey
sample,which needs to be weighted to represent the actual size of the
pcpulation (see Weighting for a discussion of the determination of

weights), would be calculated: _ i

) (SAMPLE CASES OF THEFT) (WEIGHT)
CRIME RATE FOR THEFT = 111.3 - .. 27 X 10.1_"100,000
PER 100,000 POPULATION _ 244,900

(POPULATION AT RISK)

Two cautions should be noted here with regard to populations at
risk. ' First, population need not refer to people. Other populations,

for example, populations of motor vehicles, households, or businesses,

i
F—




113

may be more appropriate measurements of the population at risk for
certain crimes. Second, usiﬁg different populations as the population
at risk will reéult in different crime rates. For instaﬁce, in Table 5,
when registered motor vehicles are the population at risk for motor
vehicle theft; the rate appears higher than it does when the rate is
inappropriately based on persons or residences. Table.S examples of
crime rates for rape, and for residential and commercial robbery and
burglary are especially affected by the use of inappropriate popula-
tions at risk. It is exceedingly important that the population at

risk used in the calculation of a crime rate #dccurately reflects the

actual population at risk of being victimized.

TABLE 5

CRIME RATES PER 100,000 UNITS AT RISK
(HYPOTHETICAL DATA)

MURDER
RAPE ,
MOTGR VEHICLE THEFT [ESPRINNII!! |
RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY
COMMERCTAL ROBBERY

A !!IIIIIM
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CRIME RATES
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CRIME RATE PER TOTAL POPULATION

CRIME RATE PER FEMALES TEN AND OLDER

CRIME RATE PER COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS
CRIME RATE PER RESIDENCES

CRIME RATE PER REGISTERED MOTOR VEHICLES
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DIFFERENCES BETWEEN POLICE AND SURVEY DATA

There are in general two types of crime daﬁa: police data and
survey data. The basic difference between the two types is that the
Illinois Unifotﬁ Crime Reports (I-UCR), and all other data gathered
by police é?e counts of reported crimes while the National Crime
Surveys (NCS), Institute for Juvenile Research (IJR) surveys, and all
other surveys are estimations of crime levels based on.sample data.

As shovmn in Table 6, this is one of several criteria for deciding‘Which

data source will best meet the requirements of anyone in need of crime

data.

Another criterion concerns which aspect of the crime is measured.
Different aspects may be measured by the two types of data. In police

data and self-report surveys a crime is measured as an offense, while

victimization surveys measure a crime primarily as a victimization. This

means that in an armed robbery incident with two victims, two victimiza-
tions have occurred during one crime. It is possible to determine the
number of crimes found by a survey, but it is not possible to determine
the number of victims involved in the crimes listed in police or self-

report survey data.

The names given to classes of crime types are also different.
I-UCR data éover Part I and Part II offenses and Index Crimes. (See
Glossary for definitions of these categorles.) These data can some~
times be divided into property and personal crimes. Surveys generally
cover crimes in these categories: personal, household, and commercial

crime, and occasionally, juvenile offenses. These categories may include
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TABLE 6

SUMMARY OF THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN POLICE

COUNTS AND SURVEY ESTIMATES OF CRIME

CRITERION -

POLICE MEASURES

SURVEY MEASURES

type of data

crime aspect
measured

crime types
covered

data source
intermediary
sanctions
reference

periods

scope

geographic basej

ages
covered

dwelling units
covered

counting
method

count

cffense

Index, Part I and
Part IT

victim's report or
officer on scene

law enforcement
officer

prosecution
determined by period
included in police

report

crime reported to

agencies

all crimes committed
in area

all ages
all types

onz crime incident
recorded for each:
single offense,
multiple crime offense,
and each offense within
a series of similar
offenses. »

estimation

victimization or offense

personal, household, and
commercial’

respondent 's report
interviewer

none

determined by survey design
and then by victim's recall

both reported and unreported
crimes

all crimes committed upon (or
by) area residents

may be limited by survey
design

not institutions

same as police, or one crime
incident recorded for each:
single offense, multiple
crime offense, or series
offense.
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different crimes in different surveys.

Police data represent reports of crimes by victims, witnesses,
or police officers, while survey data represent the respondents'’
recollectioﬂs of crimes. The intermediary between the reported
crime and the statistic is a law enforcement officer for police data,
an interviewer for survey data. Only for police data does a ssaction
exist which prevents false data; this is the crime reporter's
liability for prosecution for false reporting. 1In surveys there are
no sanctions for false reporting and victim's honesty and recall

of the crime.must be relied upon.

The reference periods covered in I-UCR or other police data and
in survey data are determined by different factors. .I—UCR data are
reported by month and other police data by month or by police period
(thirteen periods to a year). The law enforcement agency to which a
crime is reported determines the time period for which that crime
will be recorded. A crime occurring in ©ne month may be recorded in the
report for the following month. In surveys, the reference period is
usually limited as part of the survey design. However, the crimes
included in that period are determined by the victim's recollection of

when they occurred.

Crimes included in police data are only those crimes reported to the
agency by a victim, a witness or an officer. Surveys; on the other
hand, iuclude crimes reported to law enforcement agencies and unreported

crimes,
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Police data include all crimes committed within the law enforce-
ment agency's jurisdiction, be it a city, county, or state. Most
survey data include all crimes committed anywhere upon(br by, in the
case of self-report surveys,) remidents of the area included in the
survey. Thus, police data record no crimes befalling jurisdiction
residents when they are outside the agency's jurisdiction, and survey
data record no crimes befalling (or committed by} non-residents when

they are inside the surveyed area.

Victims of all ages are covered in police data,‘while many surveys
limit respondents to individuals within a specified age range, such as
eighteen and over, or between twelve and seventeen. Police data cover
victims and offenders from all types of dwelling units, but surveys,

for methodolbgical reasons, exclude people living in institutioms.

Finally, criminal incidents may include a single crime, several
different crimes, or several crimes of the same type against one
victim. Different methods are used by different data scurces to
count and record the crimes within these incidents. (See text sections
on Offsnse Coding and Series Incidents.) Police generally record each
single crime and each crime within a series of similar crimes against
one victim, but only the most serious crime from an incident including
several differént crimes. Some surveys use this counting method, but
the National Crime Surveys do not. The National Crime Surveys count
each single crime, and the most s¢rious crime from an incident
involving several different crimes, but they do not record each crime

in a series of similar crimes against one victim. Rather, they record
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these crimes"together as one series incident, and they maintain

3

data for series offenses separate from all other data.

i
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OFFENSE CODING

Offense coding is the process whereby a particular behavior

is categorized and recorded as a specific offense. To code an

l ‘ ) b) a definition
offense both a) a description of the behavior, and ,)‘

of the offense must be known. Offense coding occurs in the recording

of both law enforcement statistics and survey data.

Coding invoives:putting information into a systematic format.
However, the formats for different data sources are not always
comparable. Law enfércement agencies code crimes according to
Uniform CrimerReports (UCR) definitions (though some variance in
interpretétion of these definitions may exist between agencies).

Survey organizations code crimes according to systems dictated

by their individual needs. Legal definitions sometimes provide yet

another system for coding offenses.

One crime incident may involve several crime types, but often

1 ‘ ed
only the most serious crime would be coded. ¥For instance, an arm

robbéry inﬁolving a homicide would be coded as a homicide by most

police departments and by many victimization surveys.

Victimization surveys have a unique system of offense coding

which involves two designations: incident and victimization. An

incident 1is the specific crime act, (the most serious crime, if more

thar one Criminal act is involved) which is coded. A victimization

is the crime act in relation to the victim(s). For instance, 1if

two people are victims of the same act of armed robbery, two robbery

S
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victimizations have occurred in one robbery incident. Therefore,
the same number of crime acts results in different counts of viétimi~
zatlons and of incidents. National Crime Surveys (NCS) data are

available on computer tapes both as victimizations and as incidents.

Users df;éne data source may need to change the original format
of (recode)‘qffenses to make data comparable with data from different
sources. For instance, NCS survey data tapes include the following
crime codes: "minor assault with theft" and ”minor assault without
theft." The former will fit both the NCS and I-UCR definitions
for robbery, while the latter will fit both the NCS and the I-UCR
claasificatioﬁs for simple assault. To study robbery in I-UCR and
NCS data, NCS tape users would have to recode the NCS data to combine
"minor assault with theft" with all other crime classifications in the
NCS data consistent with the I-UCR definition of robbery. (Please
note: Crime rates derived from I-UCR and NCS data éfe not directly
comparable. Sée section on Differences Between Police and Survey

Data, and section on Crime Rates.)

The speéific details of the crime that are mentioned in the
coding categories vary between coding systems. For éxample, the I-UCR
category "forcible rape' includes the following types of rape:

Forcible rape with a firearm

Forcible rape with a knife or cutting instrument
Forcible rape with other dangerous weapons
Forcible rape with other forcible means
Attempted forcible rape.

The NCS rape category includes the following:

Rape with theft

Attempted rape with theft
Rape without theft

Attempted rape without theft,

P——
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In I—UCRAcoding, theft is not mentioned, while in NCS coding,
weapons preéeﬁt‘are not mentioried., Each saurce, then, provides

additi nal, but different specifics regarding the crime.
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SAMPLING

A sampié is a selected group of members of a population.
Samples are éften selected and studied when thé cost of studying
the population is prohibitive. Data gathered from the sample are
used to make iﬁferences about the entire populatidn.' A population

might be all U.,S. citizens, all U.S. citizens over age twelve or

el white males residing in Springfield, Illinois. 1In any case,

the population must be defined in demograpbic terms so that there
are some limits to the population. All surveys discussed in this

workbook collected data from samples of their target populations.

Every sample design has two basic components: selection and
estimation.  The selection of the group to be sampied is guided by
rules which ensure that the sample is representative of the
populationiiﬁ.all important dembgraphic aspects. The rules must be
clearly expressed and closely followed to allow for later replications

of the study. Estimation is the generalization of sample results to

~ the entire population. For instance, if a survey with a sample of

1,000 persons uncovers 14 aggravated assault victims in a population
of 360,000, the estimate of victims for the whole population might

' 360,000 v
be 5,040, (1,000 x 14 ), ageravated assault victims. (See also

Weighting.)

i
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SERIES INCIDENTS

A series is a group of three or more very similar crimes against
the same victim which the victim cannot clearly recount individually.
For instanéé,,if a man is assaulted in four similar incidents and
cannot clearly recall the details of each incident, he has been a
victim of one ‘series aésault incident. The way these series incidents
are courited in some victimization surveys may give a misleading
picture of the actual number of incidents and victimizations
occurring.

The assault incidents described above could be counted in two
ways. First, each separate assault could be counted as a single
incident, thus: four assault incidents or four single incidents.
This is how police, I-UCR statistics, and many victimization surveys

(such as those for Joliet, Peoria, and Region 20) count all incidents.

Second, each situation like the assault incidents could be
counted as a group, thus: one assault series or one series incident.

This is how the National Crime Surveys record series incidents.

When series incidents are counted as one instead of as several
single incidents, the numbzr of incidents recorded in sunvey data
will underrepresent the number occurring in reality. The NCS
published‘reports do not include series incidents in calculations of
victimizations, incid;nts, or rates, but report them in a sepa}ate
appendix. Ultimately then, the numbers on most NCS data tables

do not represent all crimes which victims recall during survey

interviews.

o
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The distinction between what is a single inci&ént and what is
a seriles incident is made by the interviewer during fhe survey, not
by the victim. Additional data error will be introduced if an inter-
viewer codés a group of incidents as one series incident, instead
of several single incidents. Since the latter would involve three
or more times as man questions concerning the incidents as the former,
there may’iqdeed by some temptation for interviewers to choose to

code more incidents as series than might actually be called series.l

]

1The Panel for the Evaluation of Crime Surveys (1976:174) noted that
the 30 percent drop in the number of series incidents from 1963 to
1974 probably indicates that this improper classifying of incidents
has been diminished. Explicit interviewer instructions discourage
the use of the series device for the Interviewer's convenience.
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TRENDS

Although crime rates provide uvecful informa;ion about past
levels of crime incidence, criminal justice agency bersonnel often
need to know what crime levels can be expected in the futur;. The
purpose of this section is to demonstrate how trends in the number
of crimes'ocgurring can be 1dentified, and how these trends can be
related tb trends in population growth, personnel allocation,

And other variables affecting crime incidence 1evels. With this

information, future crime levels can be forecast, and future '

budgetary and personnel needs can be estimated.

Direction of a Trend

Identifying a trend involves determining both the general
direction and the rate of change in the crime lével over a number

of years. To identify a trend data must be assembled on the number

. of crimes that have occurred in a community in each of several

consecutive years. Graphing these data is often helpful in determining
the direction of a trend, that is, whether crime has been generally
increasing, decreasing, or remaining the same. A line graph based on

hypothetical data is presented below as an example.
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Hypothetical Data

Year . Number of Yearly Change Yearly Percent
Murders _ L Change

1967 100

1968 , 104 +4 4.07%

1969 | 106 +2 1.97%

1970 124 +18 17.0%

1971 110 ~-14 -11.3%

1972 | 112 +2 1.8%

The above graph shows murder to be generally-on the increase.
In fact, except for the point representing an unusually great
increase in 1970, the plotted points show murders to be increasing
along an almbst straight line with a positive (upward) slope.
Not all trends are this easily observed, nor do all trends approxi-
mate a straight line. Mathematical procedures exist to describe
trends that follow curves, but because those procedures are very
complex, they will not be discussed in this workbodk. The procedures
described in this workbook for analyzing trends, and predicting
future crime levels, should only be used with data that generally

follow a siﬁple linear trend.

In Example 1, data for six years were used to determine the
direction of the trend. If only the data for 1970 and 1971 had
been available for the trend analysis, murders would seem to be
trending downward. Drastic but short-lived changes in crime
levels do cccur, so it is not advisable to basé a trend analysis
on only a few years of data. Increasing the number of years con-

sldered in a trend analysis will increase the confidence one can
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have in the analysis. By the same token, caution should be
exercised when monthly or quarterly data are used for a trend

analysis. Seasonal variations in the crime level are common

and should not be mistaken for trends.

Rate of a Trend

‘Once the direction of the change in the crime level has been
established, the rate of change must be determined. The average
of the yearly increases and decreases in the number of crimes is
one expression of a rate of change. For example, in Example 1,

AF2+18-14+2

murder is increasing at a rate of 2.4 ( crimes per

year.

A change in the number of crimes from one year to the next is
frequently éxpressed as a percent of the crimes that occurred in
the earlier year. Thus, when crime is said'to be up {or down) 10%
this year, the difference between the number of crimes occurring
this yedr and the number last year is equal to 10% of the total number
of crimes that occurred last year. Percent change betyeen two years
can be found with this formula:

# of crimes in more recent year - # of crimes in earlier year
# of crimes in earlier year.

The averaue of these yearly percent changes for several years

1s another expression of a rate of change., In Example 1, murder is

‘ (4.0+1.2f1].0-11.3+1.8)
increasing at a rate of 2.68% per year, 3
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Forecasting'from Trends

Direction and rate of changevcan be used to forecast erime
levels a year or two into the future. For example, if 100 murders
occurred this year and murder has been increasing at an average
rate of 2.721per year fbr the past several yearé; Ehen murder can
be expected to increase about 2.7% next year. Next year the number
of murders occurring will probably reach 103, (100+(.027 x 100)).
This forecast was based on the average Yearly percent change in the
number of murders (2.7%). The average yearly change (not percent
change) might have been used, but should not be used in some
situations (e.g., 1f crimes are increasing or decreasing rapidly,
or if the~nuﬁber of crimes per year is small). 1In general, it is

wisest to make forecasts with the average yearly percent change in

the number of crimes.

If some factor contributing to crime is changing much faster
or slcwerv(i.e., at s mach lower or higher rate) than it has in the
recent past, forecasts based on prior rates of change are likely to
be mistaken. A large and unexpected change in any factor contributing
to crime can alter the rate of change in the crime level, and thus
invalidate any prediction based on historical data. Because
crime levels depend on so many constantly changing factors (e.g.,
population,;number of available law enforcement agents, unemploy-

ment), it is best to predict crime levels no more than two years

into the future.
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Trends in Crime Rates

In Exaﬁﬁle 1, the number of murders was used to analyze the
trend (direetion and rate of change) in murders. Murder rates
could have been used instead. That is, the yearly pércent change
in a crime rate (the number of crimes per 100,000 people) could
be calculated. (See Crime Rates.) These changes in the crime rate
could be averaged to find the direction and speed of a trend. For

example, say murders occurred in some community at the following

rate:
Example 2

Year Murder Raté % _change

(murders/100,000 people)
1973 . 4.2
1974 4.6 9.5%
1975 ' 4.7 . 2.2%
1976 5.0 : 6.47%

If murders continue to increase at an average of 6% (2;§igégi§;4)
per year, in 1977 murders will occur at a rate of 5.3 per 100,000

people (5+(.06 X 5)).

Using érime rates to analyze trends has certaln advantages.
Crime rates allow for comparisons among communities, even 1f the
communities differ in size. Further, crime levels tend to rise
and fall with population. Using crime rates allows for the detection
of crime trends associated with factors other than changes in

population. For examplz, if crime and population are both rising
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at the same constant rate, (i.e., have the same percent change
per yeaf, every year) the number of crimes per 100,000 people will
remain fhe éame. If, however, crime is rising at a higher rate
than is popﬁlation, the change in the crime rate may be due to

something other than the rise in population.

Trends in Crime and in Factors Contributing to Crime

-As'wéa:hentioned earlier, crime levels depend on population
and many othér cdnstantly changing factorél(e.g., unémployment,
available law enforcement personnel). If the relationship between
changes in crime and changes in these other factors can be deter-
mined, then‘any available information about changes expected in
factors.bearing on crime levels can be used to make predictions
about future crime levels, or to evaluate the accuracy 6f a forecast

based solely on an average past crime level growth rate. For

~example, say in some community every increase in unemployment is

accompanied by an increase in assaults. If reliable economic
analysts are forecasting an increase iIn unemployment, then an

increasé,in’assaults is likely.

Statistical methods exist for discovering subtle relationships
between crime and crime-related fagtors, but zimple line graphs
showing yearly changes in each factor can demonsfrate all but
the most subtle reldationships. Example 3 below provides line graphs
of the number of stolen cars and the number of youths between

fourteen and eighteen in a hypothetical community.
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The graph clearly shows that in this community the number of
youthe and the number of stolen cars tend to move together. If
this community experiences an increase in the number of resident

youths, they can also expect an increase in car thefts.

The number of law enforcement officers, the number of unem-
ployed residents, or any other demographic or management statistic
could also have been plotted on the graph. Here too, instead of
plotting actual figures,‘rates (e.g., the number of juveniles and
stolen cars per 100,000 people) cduld have been examined.
Plottingsthese additional variables and obserﬁing their relation~
ships to crime levels might be helpful in anticipating crime

trends.

While the simple methods presented here for analyzing the

directipn and speed of a trend, and for making forecasts based
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on trendsLére handy and useful, they do have limitatilons.
Specifically, they must not be used on data that do not. generally
foilow a étraight line tren&. They should no;'be used 1f population
or some other crime-related factor is changing :;pidly. In any
case, predictions based on trends should not be made for more

than two years into the future.

The methods discussed here provide rough estimates, not
exact measurements, of crime trends. Changes in the crime level
of a few percentage points may be the result 6f inexact
measurement, and should not be interpreted as indicating major

changes in the crime level.

f
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WEIGHTING

We;ghting allows ac;urate estimates of a population's
crime.rates to be made from sample survey data. (See Sampling.)
Weighting means that each case in the sample is multiplied by the
inverse of the selection probability for each case, also called
the basic weight. Thus, if one out of eighty units in the
population being studied is included in the sample, then the

basic weight for units in that sample is eighty.

Weighting can also be used to manipulate a sample's demo-
graphic distribution so that it more closely resembles the demo-
graphic distribution of the population. Data from portions of the
population underrepresented in the sample can be given more
weight prior to multiplication by the basic weight. For example,
if 43 Orientals are included in a sample of 1,000 people taken
from a population which is 5 percent Oriental, data gathered from |
the 43 Orientals can be multiplied by a weight of 1.16, (;92_%§Lﬂﬂﬂb_
Data gathered from Orientals Qould then represent 5 percent of the
samplg &ata. By the same token, data drawn from portions of the
population overrepresented in the sample can be given a weight
lesgs thanlone. This decreases their weight in the sample and makes

the data'more representative of the population.

A reliable estimate of crime incidence can be generated from
wedglited sample cases only when the number of cases in every
category for which crime incidence information 1s desired is

eleven or more prior to welghting. For instance, 1if sample cases
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of a vicfimization survey are crosstabulated (separated intc
categories) for crime type and sex, male victims of foréible rape
are likely fo be ten or fewer. Thus, estimates cf victimizations‘
calculated for this group would be unreliablé,-éven though the

weighted‘data have large numbers in the male rape victims cate-

.gory, due'to welghting. Users should note where unweighted sample

cases;ane.too few to allow for reliable estimates. This _
gituation is common when data are separated into more than two

categories.

Weighting in Victimization Surveys

A basic weight is calculated for person, household and incident
in NCS sufﬁeys, and for person and household in the Joliet and Peoria
surveis, This allows for estimates of household and personal

victimizations, of victimization rates, and of incidents of crime.l

Person weights or household weights are the basic weight of
the persdn or household in the sample, as descriﬁed above, with
adjuétménts made-for non-interview (see Glossary), and to bring
the sample demographic distribution closer to the distributioﬁ
of the pqpﬁ&atiom. The difference between person weight and
household weight is that in the former, the basic weight is

determined by the number of persons in the population, and in the

lThis discussicn 1s intended only as a brief overview of weighting

procedures in victimization surveys. For a more comprehensive

description of the procedures used to produce final tabulation

welghts, consult: NCS Handbook and Guide to the Tape Files, Bureau

of the Census' NCS Survey Documentation, or individual survey

documents for Joliet and Peoria. ,
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latter, the basic weight is determined by the number of households

in the population.

The incident weight for personal crimes is different from
the inci&ept we;ght for household crimes. A personal crime
incident weight is calculated by dividing the baéic welght for
the incident by the number of victims involved in that parti-
cular viétimization incident. The household crime incident

weight is the same as the household weight.

To determine the number of victimizations for a type of
pefsonal crime, or to begin calculation of victimization rates,
person weight should be applied to sample cases. To estimate
household incidents or victimizations, household weight should
be applied. To determine personal incidents or household
incidents- and household victimizations, incidant weight should

be applied.

An error was discovered in the weighting of the NCS natiocnal
sample data, which affects the estimates of personal victimiza-
tions énd of total persons. On tapes and printed reports, these
estimates were one and one-half percent too small for data
through the year 1975 (NCS Data News, 1977). While this has
little effect on the data in NCS printed reports for the national
sample, it does create problems for data tapes users. No

decision has been made regarding rewelghting of the data.

T T T T
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Weighting in Institute for Juvenile Research Data, 'Youth and

Society in Illinois"

This sample was drawn in sections corresponding to three
geographic locations in Illinois: the city of Chicago, the
Chicago SMSA excluding the central city, and'the remainder of
I1linois. Because the number of cases from each location was
not proportional to the population in that location, each
section's cases were multiplied by a different weight to construct
a weighted sample with a distribution of cases closer to the
actual distribution of population in Illinois. This weighted

sample should be used to construct indices of crime and victim-

ization prevalence.

The weighting scheme employed was as follows:

# of Weighting # of Cases
Cases in Weighted Sample
City of Chicago 432 2.024 874
Chicago SMSA, 676 1.604 ‘ 1,084
excluding Chicago
Illinois, excluding 1,990 0.579 1,152

the Chicago SMSA

This weighting system places disproportionate importance
on information provided by the relatively few youths in the
Chicago SMSA. The total SMSA including the city of Chicago,
which provides only a third of the sampling clusters and slightly
more than a third of third of the unweighted sample, becomes

with weighting 63 percent of the weighted sample. Since the
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validity of generalizing from so little data to such a large
population is questionable, great caution should be exercised
in interpreting "Youth and Society in Illinois" data for

Chicago, Chicago SMSA, and for the state as a whole.
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CHAPTER V:

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION ON POLICE DATA SOURCES
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CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT REPORTS

_——
:

This section contains examples of Chicago Police Department (CPD)
reports which are not normally made available to the general public,
but which may be requested by law enforcement agencies and other gov-
ernmental offices. Most of the data can be presented by police dis-
trict, by period; and by crime type. In addition to the standard
reports, special reports can be compiled through the use of special

computer programs.

An example of each of these Standard Reports is‘included on the

following pages:

Report #DPOL5060-02 Tabulation Of Arrests By Type Within District

This repdrt_presents the number of arrests made for Index and
some other crimes, for each police district and area. Totals are
given by district and area for all crimes; and by criﬁe type for the
entire city. The following totals are also included in the report:

-~ the number of reports processed; .

~ the number of adult and juvenile arrests made;

~ the number of community adjustments made.

Report #DPOL5060-03 Tabulation Of Arrests By Arresting Unit Within

District

This report provides the following information for the districts

and areas serviced by ghe CPD, as well as for the divisions within
the Department (Patrol Division, Special Operations'Group, Youth
Division, etc.):

- the number of arrests made for Index and Non-Index Crimes

= Index crime arrests made by each area, district and operating
division of the CPD as a percentage of all Index crime arrests.

140

Report #DPOL5060-06 Type Of Weapon On Person Arrested

This report presents the following information for arrests for
Index and some other crimes:

- the number of pistols or revolvers on persons arrested;

- the number of rifles or shotguns on persons arrested;

- the number of knives on persons arrested;

= the number of other weapons on persons arrested;

- the number of arrests for which no weapons were found.

Report #DPOL5060-07 District Of Arrest Vs District Of Residence:

Arrests By Crime Type

For arrests in each general crime category, this report shows
the district of arrest and the district of residence of each arrestee.
Out-of-city and out-of-state residents are also listed by district
of arrest. |

Report #DPOL5060-08 Persons Arrested For Vice Crimes

This report lists the number of arrests for vice (narcotics
or seéx) crimes, in each area and investigative unit, by the type of
vice crime.

Report #DPOL5060-13 Criminal Investigations Divisions Arrest

Activity By,Afresting Division

This reports presents the following information for each inves-
tigative unit, (Robbery, Vice, Homicide, etc.):
- number of persons arrested for the offense of concern to
the unit, as well as for other related offenses;
- the number of persons charged with those offenses;
- the number of persons charged who have been released.
These numbers are broken into adult and juvenile categories, and totals

are given for the following categories:

- the number of reports processed by the section of concern;
- the number of adult and juvenile arrests made;
~ the number of community adjustments made.
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Report #DPOL5060-14 Arrest Activity - CID ~ Totsal Police Department

9 This report presents the following information, in adult and

juvenile categories, for each Criminal Investigations Division and
for the Police Department as a whole:

-~ number of arxrests made for each Index Crime;

- subtotals of arrests made for crimes against persons and
crimes against property;

- totals for Index and Non-Index Crime arrests, and for all
arrests;

- number of persons processed by the Department in relation
to these arrests;

- number of adult and juvenile arrests

~ number of community adjustments.
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residence/hall - porch
residence/garage
CHA - building*
C1A - grounds*
vesidence/private house
apartment/hotel
| warehouse -
; parking lot
. railroad property

CTA platform

CTA vehicle

CHICAGO POLICE FIELD REPORTS

A
gt

The Chicago -Police Department (CPJJ) requires all officers to
record a large amount of information on each field report form. The
following is a listing of criminal incident data reported on field

report forms and manintained on computer tape by the department.

These data represent the information normally used by the CPD in the | other
' | victims'
compilation of output reports. In the case of important special re- sex
race

date of birth

number of victims

parent sex and race (if juvenile victim)
number of offend~rs

quests, the CPD will search its files and extract additional data for
use in special reports. The list does not represent, the types of data

that will be made available to the general public. Certain pieces of | offender’s
sex

information are selected from the CPD data pool for.public dissemina- race
i victim injured (yes or no)

tion in published reports. (See bibliography for a list of CPD pub- weapon used or displayed

handgun
rifle

{ ! shotgun .

e knife or cutting instrument
burglary alarm on premises (yes or no)
alarm circumvented (yes or no)
if safe burglary, method used

lished reports.)

* All asterisked items are explained in the glossary.

GENERAL OFFENSE CASE REPORT

3 peel
incident code¥* H drill
beat cef occurrence i punch
time of occurrence S torch
location code %% removed

taxicab 4 open
delivery truck 51 explosive
newsboy - street i property taken (dollar values)
newsboy - other premises I money
street ! jewelry
school property i furs
H clothing

park property
church
tavern/liquor store
drug store
cleaning store

office equipment

T.V., radio, stereo, etc.
household item

consumer item

supermarket , firearms
currency exchange i narcotics/dangerous drugs
‘ other

gas station |
bank } : property recovered (dollar values)

j ; T same categories as listed above

1 ; e reporting officer’s star (badge) number
L date reporting officer arrived

R.D. number (Records Division number)*

restaurant

appliance store
small retail stere
other business house
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HOSPITALIZATION CASE REPORT

classification
death
suicide v
injury to citizen on public property
attempted suicide :
injury to city employee
accidental injury

beat of occurrence

victim's
sex
race
year of birth

reporting officer’s star number

R. D. number#

RECOVERED VEHICLE SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT

offense classification on Previous report
offense classification this date
date and time of recovery
beat of recovery
location
same categories as on General Offense Case Report
vehicle damage
door lock pulled
trunk lock pulled
window
ignicion pulled
date of original occurrence
beat of criginal occurrence
status
cleared
unfounded
not cleared
exceptionally cleared
if case cleared, how cleared?
arrest and prosecution
directed to family court
complainant refused to prosecute
community adjustment
other exceptional clearance
for all persons taken into custody for this offense
arresting district or unit number
reporting officer star number
R. D. number*

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT

offense classifiqation on last previous report
offense classification as of this date
beat of occurrence

R e
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date of this report
date and time reporting officer arrived for original case
location where offense occurred
same as categories on General Offense Case Report
address of occurrence
Property taken and recovered
Same categories as on Genera} ffenge Case Repcft,
for multiple clearances
R.D. number*
beat of occurrence
offense (classification of last report)
cleared by arrest
exceptional clearance
refused to Prosecute
offender admitted crime
other
for all persons taken into custody for thig offense
arresting district or unit number
Teporting officer star number
R.D. number*

VEHICLE THEFT CASE REPORT

date and time of incident report
beat of occurrence
offense classification
theft
attempted theft
theft and recovery
recovery - foreign beat
date of report
beat/unit assigned
address of incident being recorded
lpzation ‘
Same categories as on General Offense Case Report
docers locked (yes or no)
igrition locked (ves or no)
keys in vebicie (yes or no)
reporting officer star number
R.D. number*

VICE CASE' REPORT

offense classification
beat of occurrence
date and time reporting officer arrived
type of premises where occurred

tavern ‘

restaurant

poolroom

barber shop

drug store

hotel

private residence
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public way

newstand

other
victim
number of offenders
offenders’

sex

race

year of birth
number of arrestees
type of arrest

on view

warrant
address of arrest
vehicle confiscated (yes or no)
reporting officer star number
R.D. number#*

WORTHLESS DOCUMENT CASE REPCRT

deceptive practice classification
forgery
counterfeiting
bogus check
beat of occurrence
date and time reporting officer arrived
victim's :
sex
race
year of birth
type of property or service obtained
offender
sex
race
age
reporting officer star number
R.D. number*

Field reports are also made on Miscellaneous Incident Exception Reports
and Vehicle Tow Reports, but no data on these forms are maintained on

the CPD computer data files.
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I-UCR MANDATORY VS. OPTIONAL DATA

The I-UCR data management system has been developing since 1972.
Different types of data have been collected at different times during
the fiVe-year period between 1972 and 1976. The following are lists
of the data required by DLE-CJIS each year (mandatory data), catego-
rized by reporting form title. Some data were requested but not re-

quired and these optional data are also listed.

DLE-CJIS maintains these data, and some variables listed here
appear in their standard reports. Special reports can be generated

on request for those wishing to look at other variables.

1972
Mandatory — Set I: Optionalz DLE states that no
information was optional in
1972.

OFFENSE SUMMARY

crime code
crime description
offenses reported (including unfoundeds)
unfoundeds '
offenses exceptionally cleared
fail t¢ file complaint or prosecute
prosecuted elsewhere ‘
all other
offenses cleared by arrest
adults
juveniles
vehicle used in offense
police dispositions
adults
arrested, held for prosecution
(includes released on bond)
summoned, cited, notified
released without charge
referred to other agency
juveniles
handled within department
referred to welfare agency
referred to juvenile court
referred to adult court
referred to other agency
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OFFENSE ANALYSIS (AND PROPERTY INFORMATION)

crime code
case number ;
crime description
number of offenses
time
day
night
unknown
place
apartment
bank
building
business place
chain store
coirn operated machine
from vehicle
garage (private)
gas station
highway, street, alley, etc.
motel/hotel
park .
parking/used car lots
residence (private)
school
other (specify)
method
pocket picking
purse snatching
shoplifting
other (specify)
property classification
ammunition
appliances
auto parts
bicycles
cigarettes
clothing
construction equipment
consumables
copper/alloys
surrency
explosives
furnishings
furs
guns
jewelry
office equipment
precious metals
vehicles
other (specify)
recoveries
locally stolen and locally recovered
locally stolen, recovered other jurisdiction
stolen out of jurisdiction, recovered locally

SR

e
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property value
stolen
recovered
destroyed -

AGE SEX AND RACE OF PERSONS ARRESTED

crime code
number arrested
age

sex

race -
alien

1972

Mandatory - Sets I and II:

COURT DISPOSITION

crime. code
case number
crime classification
court supervision
acquitted or dismissed
other (including pending, prosecuted elsewhere in lieu of your
jurisdiction)
guilty
of offense charged
of lesser offense

SUPPLEMENTARY HOMICIDE

number of murders
number c¢f voluntary manslaughters
number of justifiable use of force
number of involuntary manslaughters and reckless homicides
for all the above:
victim
age
sex
race
offender (if known)
age
sex
race
offender-vietim relationship
weapon (or cause of death)
circumstances surrounding death; or motive
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TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT SUMMARY

number 1n physical custody

number of citations issued

number of warrants served

number of traffic deaths,accidental or due to victims negligence
number of traffic deaths due to gross negligence of some person
other than the victim

POLICE EMPLOYEE DATA

number of full-time law enforcement officers
actual
authorized
total part-time le¢w enforcement officers
actual '
authorized .
full-time civilian law enforcement employees
actual
authorized

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED

number of law enforcement officers killed
by felonious act
by accident or negligence
officers assaulted/battered (not including officers killed)
for the following types of activities:
responding to disturbance calls
burglaries in progress or pursuing burglary suspects
robberies in progress or pursuing robbery suspects
attempting other arrests
civil disorder
handling, transporting, custody of prisoners
investigating suspicious persons or circumstances
ambush - no warning
mentally decanged
traffic stops
all other
gub-totals are given for the following categories:
total assaults/batteries by weapon (type of weapon)
firearm '
knife or cutting instrument
other dangerous weapon
hands, fists, feet, etc.
weapon unknown
type of assignment
two man car
one man car
alone
assisted

158

detective or special assignment
alone
assisted
other
alone
assisted
sub~totals are given for the following categories:
with personal injury
without personal injury
total

1972

Mandatory -. Set II:
CFFENSE SUMMARY

line number
case number
crime code
crime
date reported
day of week
time reported
arrival time -
man hours A
incident location
victim name, address
officer ID
case status
unfounded
exceptionally cleared:
failed to file complaint or prosecute
prosecuted elsewhere
all other (includes field adjustments)
cleared by arrest
adult
juvenile
place v
(same as in Set I Offense Analysis Information)
method
(same &s in Set I Offense Analysis Information)
property classification
(same as in Set I Offense Analysis Information)
recoveries
(same as in Set I Offense Analysis Information)
property value
(same as in Set I Offense Analysis Information)

ARREST SUMMARY

line number
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case end arrest number adults
crime code (3 arrested, held for prosecution (includes released on bond)
crime v summoned, cited, notified
date : released without charge
day of week ! referred to other agency
time of arrest / juveniles .
name and alias { handled within department
address ‘ summoned, cited, notified
facts of arrest referred to welfare agency
officer ID raeferred to juvenile court
man hours referred to adult court
age i referred to other agency
sex i
race :
alien ' 5 ; OFFENSE ANALYSIS AND PROPERTY INFORMATION
police disposition
adult 7 case number
arrested, held for prosecution ; offense classification
summoned, cited, notified offense code
released without charge ' beat number
referred to other agency : | number of offenses
arrested by other jurisdiction | i time
juveniles ! day
handled within department and released night
referred to welfare agency ‘ unknown
referred to juvenile court place (by type of location)
referred to criminal court : i ( method ’
referred to other agency | pocket picking
possession of keys/other devices
purse snatching
1973 % shoplifting
' § vehicle used
) from vehicle
Mandatory - Set I: Optional: DLE states that mo | unknown
irnformation was optional in 1973 other
property classification (by type of property)
OFFENSES AND PERSONS CHARGED ; recoveries
! locally stolen and locally recovered
crime code locally stolen, recovered other jurisdiction
offense classification i stolen out of jurisdiction, recovered locally
offenses reported (include unfounded) property value
unfounded stolen
referred to other agency recovered
offenses exceptionally cleared destroyed
failed to file complaint or prosecute
adult
juvenile » AGE SEX AND RACE OF PERSONS ARRESTED
all other |
adult . offense code
juvenile ’ number arrested
offenses cleared by arrest age
adult j (”} sex
juvenile PN LY race
vehicle used in offense alien

police dispositions:

R i

.

e
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1973

Mandatory -~ Set II1:

OFFENSE SUMMARY

line number
case number
offense classification
vffense code
case status
unfounded
referred to other agency
pending investigation
cleared by arrest
adult
juvenile
exceptional clearance

failed to file complaint or prosecute ~ adult
failed to file complaint or prosecute - juvenile

other exceptional clearances - adult
other exceptional clearances - juvenile

day of month reported
day of week
time reported
arrival time
officer badge number
man hours
place (by type of location)
method ‘

(same as Offense Analysis Information Set I)
property classification

(same as Offense Analysis Information Set I)
recoveries .

(same as Offense Analysis Information Set I)
property value

stolen recovered

recovered

destroyed
incident location
victim's name
victim's address

ARREST SUMMARY

line number

case and arrest number
offense classification
offense code

day of month arrested
day of week

time of arrest

badge number
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man hours

age

sex

race

alien

number of prior arrests

police disposition
adults

arrested, held for prosecution (including released on bond)

summoned, cited, nctified

released without charge

referred to other agency

arrested by other jurisdiction
juveniles

handled within department and released

summoned, cited, notified
referred to welfare agency
referred to juvenile court

referred to criminal or adult court

referred to other agency
referred by other jurisdiction
name and alias
address
facts of arrest

SUPPLEMENTARY. HOMICIDE SUMMARY
(same as in 1972)

COURT DISPOSITIONS
(same as in 1972)

POLICE EMPLOYEE'AND PATROL INFORMATION

Police Employee Data .

number of full-time law enforcement officers
male
female

-total part-time law enforcement officers

male
female
full-time civilian law enforcement employees
maie
female
Manpower Allocation Plan

sub-totals are given for the following types of patrols:

one man vehicle

two man vehicle

onz man foot

two man foot

all other

by the following types of shifts:

day shift

evening shift
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|
night shift ﬂ . ) 1974, 1975
§ other shifts oG r T S
WY - I: Opt 1 - Set I:
{i, totals are given by shift and by patrol type | = Mandatory - Set -bt2ona ==
number of beats patrolled by shift
number cf miles patrolled by department | OFFENSES AND PERSONS CHARGED
f
. i crime code
LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KTLLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED , ? offense classification
officers killed ﬁ offenses reported (including unfounded)
by felonious acts unfounded .
by accident or negligence rzgerred to resgonsi?le iurisgiction
. o . ' . offenses exceptionally cleare
T on the bokionias orec, g% Including officers killed fatled to file complsint or prosecuce
disturbance calls | ?g:i§4le
burglaries all oiheé -
robberies | adult
attempting other arrests ’ i i uvenile
civil disorder § offenses cieared by arrest
handling, transporting, custody of prisoners E, adult y
investigating suspicious persons or circumstances i ‘uvenile
ambush - no warrning i J , '
mentally deranged { vehicle used in offense
traffic stops & police dispositions
all other gj adUltzrrested held for prosecution
sub-totals are given for the following categories: I . sum oned’ cited- nozified
total assaults (by weapon) T umm > :
firearm R released without charge
knife or cutting instrument f 4uven§§£:¥red to other agency
: J
ﬁ;ﬁg: dzzgirogzezeazzn ’ handled within department
type of assi"nm;nt ’ ? c- f summoned, cived, notified
TP two manscar j referred to welfare agency
one man car | referred to juvenile court
alone ; referred to adult court
assisted | referred to other agency
detective or special assignment |
:i:‘;:te 4 \ OFFENSE ANALYSIS INFORMATION
police assaults/batteries cleared |
sub-totals are given for the following categories: 255:::: zizzsification ;:z: gzggzi
with personal 1“3“r¥ (by weapon type) | number of offenses or recoveries
without personal injury (by weapon type) i time
time of assault (by two hour periods) day
night
COURT DISPOSITIONS | ““’;nown - )
~~~~ (same as in 1972) place (by type of locat:ion)
; ‘ method .
' i pocket picking
| use of knives/other devices
o purse snatching
&§;' shoplifting
vehicle used
from vehicle
i
g
i

: . . . s SO . . . . . "
£ .

PR,
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from auto .

from trucks and buses
from other vehicles
unknown

other

property classification

number of items

property code (by type of property)
‘recoveries

(same as 1972 and 1973)

property value

AGE SEX AND RACE OF FERSONS ARRESTED

stolen
recovered
destroyed

offense code
number arrested

age
sex
race

~alien (illegal entry)

1974, 1975

Mandatory - Set II:

OFFENSE SUMMARY

line number

offense classification
offense code

case status

unfounded (false or baseless
complaints)

referred to responsible
jurisdiction

residence of persons arrested
Unknown
Resident of Bordering State
or Other State

Indiana
Towa
Kentucky
Missouri
Wisconsin
Other State

Resident of Chicago
Resident of St, Louis
Resident of Your Jurisdiction

By County, or:
Resident of Bordering City/Town
in Your County

Resident of Other City/Town in
Your County

Optional Set II:

case number

day of week

arrival time

officer badge number
man hours

incident location

et e et s g e

o T T T

N

S

166

pending investigation victim or complainant's

cleared by arrest: name
adult address
juvenile

exceptional clearances:
failed to file complaint or prosecute — adult
failed to file complaint or prosecutz - juvenile
other exceptional glearances - adult
other excepticmal clearances - juvenile
day of month reported
time occurred
place _ .
(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974)
method
(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974)
property classification '
(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974)
recoveries '
(same as Offense Analysis Information, Set I, 1974)
property value .
stolen
recovered
destroyed

ARREST SUMMARY

|
PR

line number

offense classification

offense code

day of month arrested

age

sex

race

alien

police disposition
adults

case and arrest number

day of week

time of arrest

officer badge number

man hours

regsidence of persons arrested
{saihe ag :*.zense Analysis
Information, Set I, 1974)
name and alias

address

arrested, held for pros- facts of arrest
ecution (including released
on bond)
summoned, cited, notified
released without charge
referred to other agency
arrested by other jurisdiction
juveniles
handled within department and released
sumoned, cited, notified
referred to welfare agency
referred to juvenile court
referred to criminal or adult court
referred to other jurisdiction
referred to other agency
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LAW ENFORCEMENT EMPLOYEE AND PATROL INFORMATION
same as 1973, except for the following change:

number of miles patrolled by the department newly categorized

as: number of patrollable miles (streets, roads, highways,

etc.)

SUPPLEMENTARY HOMICIDE REPORT
same as in 1972, with the following additions:
day of month
time of day

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED
same as in 1973

COURT DISPOSITIONS
same as in 1973

1976, 1977

Mandatory — Set TI: Optional - Set I:

OFFENSE AND CLEARANCE REPORT

crime code
offense classification
offenses known to law enforcement agencies
unfounded '
referred to responsible jurisdiction
offenses exceptionally cleared
failed to file complaint or prosecute
adult
juvenile
all other
adult
juvenile
offenses cleared by arrest
adult
juvenile

OFFENSE ANALYSIS (PROPERTY) INFORMATION

beat identifiers
beat number

line number
case or incident number
offense classification

offensé code N officer’ ID
time occurred shift

day of month reported man hours

nlace (by type of location)

method .

pocket picking
use of keys/other devices

sub-beat number

onsasr”
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purse snatéhing
retail theft
shoplifting

alter, transfer, or remove label or price tag
transfer merchandise to another container

under-ring

from motor vehicle (attached motor vehicle parts only)

from auto
from trucks and buses
from other motor vehicles

from motor vehicle (all commodities except attached

motor vehicle parts)
from auto
from trucks and buses
from other motor vehicles
unknown
other
none or does not apply
property classification
number of items
property code (by type of property)
recoveries
same as in 1974
property value
stolen
recovered
destroyed

ARREST AND POLICE DISPOSITION REPORT

line number

case or incident report

offense code

number arrested

age

sex

race

police disposition
adult 17 and over

arrested - held for prosecution

(including released on bond)

summoned, cited, notified

released without charge

referred to other agency

arrested by other jurisdiction
juvenile 16 and under

handled within department and released

summoned, cited, notified
referred to welfare agency
referred to juvenile court

referred to criminal or adult court

referred to other agency
referred by other jurisdiction

employed

Y = Yes

N = No

S = Student

M = Military

CJIS status
parole
probation
escapee

court supervision
work release
bond
new arrestee
repeater
residence of persons arrested
by county or out of county
resident of Chicago
resident of St. Louis
resident of your jur-
isdiction
resident of bordering
city/town
resident of other city/
town, your county
resident of rural area
of your county
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1976, 1977

Mandatory - Set TI:

OFFENSE SUMMARY

line number
case or incident number
cffense classification
offense code
case status
unfounded (false or baseless complaints)
referred to responsible jurisdiction
pending investigation
cleared by arrest
adult
juvenile
exceptional clearances
failed to file complaint or
prosecute - adult
failed to file complaint or
prosecute - juvenile
other exceptional clearances -
adult
juvenile
case administratively closed
day of month reported
time occurred
place

beat identifiers
beat nimmber
sub~beat number
officer ID
shift
man hours
day of month arrested
time arrested

Optional - Set II:

arrival time

beat identifiers
beat number
sub~beat number

officer ID
man hours

same as Offense Analysis Information - Set I

method

same as Offense Analysis Information - Set I

property classifiation

same as Offense Analysis Information - Set I

recoveries

same as Offernse Analysis Information - Set I

property value
stolen
recovered
destroyed

o S

SRS 2. 2%

o

A

R

ARREST SUMMARY

line number

case or incident number

offense classification

offense code

day of month arrested

age !

sex

race

police disposition
same as Arrest and Police Disposition
Report

time of arrest

beat identifiers
beat number

sub-beat number

officer ID

shift

man hours

employed
same as Arrest and
Police Disposition
Report

CJIS status
same as Arrest and
Police Disposition
Report

residence of persons

arrested
same as Arrest and
Police Disposition
Report

name and alias

address

facts of arrest

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS KILLED OR ASSAULTED/BATTERED:

same as in 1973, 1974, 1975

COURT DISPOSITIONS:
same as in 1972, 1973, 1974, 1975

SUPPLEMENTARY HOMICIDE REPORT:

same as in 1974, 1975; with the inclusion of the following

situation codes:

situation
single victim/single offender
single victim/unknown offender (s)
single victim/multiple offenders
multiple victims/single offender
multiple victims/multiple offenders
multiple victims/unknown offender(s)
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I-UCR REPORTS

I-UCR data fall into two conceptual categories, 1) manpower
statistics (beat identifiers, man hours, time of arrest, day of
week or month, etc.) and 2) crime statistics (offense, arrest,
disposition, property stolen or recovered, etc). Law enforcement
agenciles submit these data to DLE~CJIS, and receive in return com-
pilations of their data on management reports. These agencies re-
ceive individual reports containing only the data they have sub-
mitted, and summary reports, containing aggregated data for several
(or all) agencies. Individual reports are available to no one
without the consent of the agency submitting the data. Summary
reports are available to law enforcement agencies and to the general

public.

A few things ﬁust be kept “n mii:d regarding I-UCR management
reports. Some law enforcement agencies report data to DLE-CJIS in
Set I format, some in Set II. All mandatory data are not always re-
ported, and different agencies report different kinds of optiocnal
data.. Thus, summary reports are not available for all types of I-UCR

crime information categories, nor are they necessarily accurate rep-

rzsentations of the particular crime data categories included in I-UCR.

What information is available depends on what local agencies have

sent in, and the agencies' timeliness and efficiency.
g

Some examples of statewide summary reports are included in this
section of the workbook. Most of these reports are issued annually
and made available as soon as they are compiled. The examples pre-

sented here include:

MBS | G -

s SRS
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TAMANTOAD _NANN
Report #UCR30G70P-000

3
i CRIME INDEX AND CRIME RATE COMPARISONS FOR 19 ~19

SMSA's, rural areas, and cities

oY

In this report, the following information is presented for
each of the seven index Crimes, for requested years and geographic
areas: !

~ the population of the geographic area based on‘the most

accurate estimate available (e.g., the most recent decennial

census, - census updates, FBI information, special censuses);

- the number of Index Crimes known to police per 100,000 popu-
lation;

~ total number of Index Crimes known to police;

it
Q
(na
b
-

g for the seven Index Crimes;
- percent change between the compared years in:

population

‘Index Crime rate per 100,000 population
total Index Crimes

subtotals for each Index Crime.

* ¥ F Ok

Report #UCR3110P .
I-UCR AGENCY MANHOUR UTILIZATION REPORT

These reports provide the following information for an agency
or group of agencies:

- for each offense classification:

number of offenses known to the agency or agencies;
total manhours involved in responding to the incident;
number of arrests made by the agency or agencies;
number of manhours involved in the arrests;

total manhours involved for each crime classification.

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X

Report #UCR3240A
I-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY ANALYSIS REPORT (offenses-
property-value)
These reports provide, for offenses involving property loss,
damage, or recovery, the following data:

- the total number of offenses known to the police;

- epch type of offense as a percent of all property related
offenses;
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~ the dollar value stolen for each property crime type, and the
total dollar value stolen for all property related crimes.

- dollar values recovered for each property crime type, and for
all property offenses. )

- dollar values destroyed for each property crime type, and for
all property offenses.

Report #UCR3280D
I-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY ANALYSIS REPORT (plgce-time—value)
- OFFENSE: ’

These reports provide the following information for any
property-related offense known to the police:

~ the number of offenses committed during the day, the number
committed at night, and the number committed at an unknown
time, in each of a number of location types;

- offenses in each location type as a percent of the total for
all locations;

~ total dollar values stolen, destroyed, and recovered for
each location type, as well as for all locations.

Report #UCR3280E
I-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY ANALYSIS REPORT (property type-
time-value)
OFFENSE:

These reports present the following information for property

related offenses known to the police:

- the number of items of each property type stolen or destroyed

during the day, the number stolen or destroyed at night, and
the number stolen or destroyed at an unknown time;

- the number of offenses involved in each property type;

- offenses for each property type as a percent of offenses for
all property types;

' - dollar values stolen, recovered, and destroyed for each pro-
perty type.

N
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Report #UCR3420P

ADULT AND JUVENILE ARREST TREND __  month, 19 compared

with month, 19

These reports present the following information fer all adults
arrested, for all juveniles arrested, and for all adults and juveniles
arrested):

- subtotals of arrests for each month of concern;

- the difference between the two months;

- the percent change in the arrest total from month to month.
Report #UCR3540P ‘

OFFENSE AND CLEARANCE TRENDS annual 197 compared with annual

197 _

For each type of offense this report presents the number of
offenses known to police, offenses "actually occurred," and offenses
cleared in azach of two years, the difference between the two years,
and the percent change from vear to year.

Report {#UCR3620P-00022

12 MONTH OFFENSE TREND REPORT FOR 19

These reports provide monthly and yearly offense totals for
each crime type.

Report #UCR3940P-0005

OFFENSE SUMMARY

For every I-UCR crime classification, the following information
is provided:

- number of offenses known to the police;

- the number of known offenses determined by the police to be

unfounded, and the number of unfoundeds as a percent of all

known offenses

~ the number of known offenses which have been referred to
another (the responsible) jurisdiction;
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- the number of offenses actually occurred, which is all known
offenses minus unfoundeds and those referred to other respon-

sible jurisdictions;

- the number of offenses cleared, which is broken iuto the
following categories, for adult and for juvenile offenders:

* exceptional clearance-
victim or complainant fails to file a complaint,

* other exceptional clearance,

* offenses cleared by arrest,
* total number of coffenses cleared, and offenses cleared

as a percent of all known offenses.

Report #UCR3940P-00006
POLICE DISPOSITIONS

Police Disposition information normally accompanies an offense

summary. This report presents the following information, for each

crime classification:

for adults:

— the number arrested and held for prosectution;
( - the number summoned,; cited, or notified;
- the number released from police custody without
having been charged with the committing of an offense;
~ the number released to another law enforcement agency;
- the total number of arrests made, adults.

for juveniles:

-~ the number handled within a police department without
any formal action being taken;

-~ the number summoned, cited, or notified;

-~ the number referred to welfare agencies;

-~ the number referred to juvenile court;

- the number referred to adult court;

~ the number referred to another type of agency;

~ the total number of juvenile arrests made.

Report FUCR4040P-00006
CRIME INDEX BEAT ANALYSIS

These reports present the following information for each law enforce-
meiit agency, by beat and block number:
(’ ~ total Index Crimes known to police

- subtotals for each type of Index Crime.
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Unnumbered Report
CROSSTABULATION OF CRIME TYPE BY BEAT

These reports present the number of crimes in each classifica-
tion occurring in each beat and totals for each classification in

all beats and all classifications in each beat.
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TIME PERICD COVERED . STATE OF YLLINOIS
BY REPORT. NEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT — BURFAU OF IDENTIFICATION |

CRIME STUCIES SECTICN
=DATE ¢ SEPTEMBER 05, 1974

LANNUAL REPGRT FOR 1973 ‘ DATE REPORT
REPORT NO & UCR3110P

-JANMUARY THRU DECEMRER FRINTED
I - UCR AGENCY MANHCUR UTILIZATION REPORTY

b e R L TN T -

TCTAL NUMBER 0OF 1-UCR-ax-———ARFA OR JURISDICTION

CONTRIRUTING AGENCIES: 386 ° COVERED BY REPORT REPORT TITLE i
OFFENSE ' . NUMBER NUMRER - c e
CODE  OFFENSE CLASS AND TITLE . OFFENSES MANHOURS  ARRESTS MANHOURS  TOTAL M/H . |
+ ’ % . i » . . ;:
OFFENSE OFFENSE TOTAL NUMBB# 12709\ - |26 451.5 1
CODE CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENSES  681.0 3 . 263.7)| TOTAL MANFOURS |
% , 3246 6 6.0 Ign6. |
- 0122 ATTEMPT - OT WONS 9 . 9345 '8 14,0 107.5° I
€120 VOLUNTARY MANSLAUMGHTER . 2 32.9 3 ?2l.4 54,3 !
2141 INVL 4AMSL/RECK HCNM N/V o MANHOURS REPORTED 4 1.2 48.9
0162 TNVL 4ANSL/RECK HCM VEH INCIDENT TO OFFENSE | 4 4.0 29.0
BCMICIDE TGTAL = 1 RS 761.8 2946.3 |
| FORCIALE RAPE » : , Q
2211 FCRCIALE RAPE - FIRFARM | 10 27.1 13 23,0 50.1 I
n212 FORCIRLE RAPE = KNIF/CT . 8 19 ~ , C 20 21.3 }
6213 FORGCIRLE RAPF = OT WFN . - 4 24 TOTAL NUMBER 3,0 | - 43.0 i
n214 FNPRCIARLE RAPE =~ OT MEAN , 69 . 378 OF PERSONS ARRESTED 19.5 518.3 ' [
0220 ATTFMDTS — FORCIRLE RAPE © 42 125 _ 3.9 159.2 i
FORCIRLE RAPE . TGTAL 133 57445 - T.4 791.9 %
' ol
RORRERY . . | . ﬁ
0311 ARMED - FIREARM 272 Q35,7 67 14.9 (.
0312 ARMED — KNIF/CT 22 5046 10 MANHOURS REPORTED 66,8 o
0313 ARMEQD = QT WPN ‘ 22 62.9 B INCIDENT TO ARREST 89.5 |
0320 STR ARM-NO WPN 141 240,9 46 . 92,9 |
5 0330 ATTEMPT - ARMED ANY WPN o 40 115.8 16 3041 145.9 i
¢ 0340 ATTEMPT - STR ARM=NO WFN 3S. 5442 9 T 3642 Q0.4 i
| i ROPRERY . , TOTAL 532 1460.1. 156 . 440.3 1500.4 i
b é “} B «m“
B W - - - C ;;}) 5

o,
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STATE 0F ILLINOIS PAGE ', 1 . J?
pEOADTIET 0ZI(NNL i)F“m"T\lENT 0OF LAW ENFORCEMENT = RUREAY OF TOENTIFICATION i
SINT-AsniAL FIPRTY 1:7«-.—‘ CRIME STUDIES SECTION DATE GF REPGRT: AUSUST 204 1§74 . :
REPORT NGI UCR32404 = B g
TIME PERIOD COVERED I1-UCP STATE SUMMARY PRAPERTY ANALYSIS REPORT ot . i
GEARPABKIL 3EF L3 BY REPCRT ( OFFENSES/PROPERTY VALUE ) . . g
L DATE REFORT ' .
STATE 18 uui\{ms-.——l . L PRINTED : . 1‘
- . n . c. 'Y ) . . ::
CEFRSES AREA OR JURISDICTION . REPORT 7ITLE . . L
DCES 107 1NCLUDE | COVERED BY REPCRT . ‘ ; o
Alig ’7'{5 . : . i
' DALLAR DOLLAR DOLLAR . « i
i . ToTAL T PERGENT VALUE VALUE : VALUE
. FFINes i - DPFFENSES DIST STOLEN RECAVERED -+ . - DESTROVED ' - .- .‘[%
1 - ¥
RNAATEY : 4.0 DOLLAR VALUE OF s68, WA DOLLAR VALUE OF :
onanL Ly TOTAL NAEER 2.9 PROPERTY STOLEN 11505,5964 PROPERTY DESTROYED. =~ - ° f
PIGSI £8 Y 3£ wnTAp v, OF OFFENSES he2 - T 1144112 T i
TREFT bR . - 14633,283 v irmen
nATAY VEMILLE TR TS « §UR=TATAL 23349 ~ . 12.% 23,507,499 154653 ,R33 A53,173 I
o g ~ 22351 : 21,155,232 14,592,047 3214633 . i
N TAUCKS SHA L §F e 4ny - 1 &AD,SSE 817,340 : 31,695 : :
NTREQ VeI LES : S0 2, 708 4 ) & 3
22500, EutrLes 10 PERCENT DISTRIBUTIN AN _ 24eub28 . ' a5 ats ’
——VANLALT§ AL %QCSFP%%}T;R&F%E 55,842 1a.22'| 3,026,930 L
LRI ) 19130¢ ' 59, 196,173 10,288,544 | - 4,638,301 ‘
— e },3
. . o - b
: . rand to DOLLAR VALUE OF FROPIRTY RECOVERED, . )
. INCLUEES G oRFESE SODES 4 tals DOES NOT INCLUDE VALUE OF PROPERTY : i
1010 (ARSON- EXPLOSIVE DEVICE) o STOLEN QUTSIDE CF REPOPTING AGEXCY'S i
A 1020 (:RSON- INCEOLARY . : . © JURISDICTION MUT RECOVERED BY TiE !
DEVICE). ’ L . RERCRTING AGENCY, (RECOVERY CODE 86). :
‘ |
ANDALISM ’ ' !
INCLUDES ONLY CFFENSE CODES : : .
,, 1310 (CRIMINAL DAVAGE TO . ' .
PROPERTY), 1320 (QRDMINAL . . s
DAVAGE TO VEHICLE), AND 1340
(CRIMINAL DAMAGE TO STATE . . .
SIPRORTED PROPERTY ). : ' .
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STATE AF TLLINOLS ) o PACE 2
< REPDRYINA SEFIDNT TIME FFRION COJIRED NECAPYHUERT OF LAY ENFURCENINT - RUAZAL OF IOENTLFICAYION ° ¢
SER)~ARKUAL 1976~ BV REFORT CRINE STUDLES SECYION DAYE OF PECORVI AUGUSY 20y 3974-=
) . REROPT NOi UCR3I2800 - 2 I
1-UCR STATE SUMVARY PROPERTY ANALYS)S RECAR Ve REFORT TITLE DATE RIFORT
CLOGRAPMHIC AREA 3 . § FLACEZYIHS/VALUE ) FRINITD
CEFTNSLS JOVERID) BV SUB-RITORT,
TAVE ©F HUINDL Scapmem— IR DOiS NOT INCLUDE ATIMITS,
3y 1 oo OFFENSET RURGLARY - “ K .
; DOLLAR OOLLAR DCLLAR
oAY KIGHY UNKNOWN TOTAL PERCENT VALUE VALUE VALUE
PLACE © -0fFENSES_  OFFLASSH  CEFENSES  CFFENSES  DISY STOLEN RECOVERED .  DESTROYED
. e 3484 8.0 58,863
+ PLACE OTFRISE . TIME (CSERSE COMITTED, 4 .0 DOLLAR VAILE OF 0 DOLIAR VAIUE O
T DAY 1S 6 AM. to 6 .M. ’74 2.0 FROPERTY STOLLN. 46,789 PROPERIY DESTROXTD.
v : NIQIT IS 6 P, © 6 AM. 1 «0 0
LS CARAGE . 43 ol 19357 1o
BUSINESS PLACE 5921 i3.% 205894469 331,848 72,173
SEHAIN STORE 50 143 in 211 5 1784912 FTIN 9,680
CHRES 104 167 13 128 .8 86,4180 5,267 9.181
CC1It OPERATEN HACHINE 29 o4 15 ren ? 54001 410 200
COLLEGE OR UNIV. RES. HALL 13 23 17 TOTAL MMIIR ol 11,860 109 0
CENSTRUCYION S1TE a2 137 114 OF GIFRSIS. .8 244,140 24330 14558
DEPDY-VRAIN ' . 16 " el 20 R4 | 1.3 95
ORUS STORE 3] 5 [ won .2 DOLLAR VALUE OF JROCERTY REDIWERED, 490
TLEVAYED STATION [ 4 2 12 .0 DOES YOI TRCLIDE VALUE OF BOPIRTY 258
FAR® BUILUING s 43 29 103 o2 STOLEN TN ANOIHER JURISDIGTION AND 36
VFIRK PLSTIRE 0 ] [ RECWAERED. BY 1113 REPORTING AGENCY. °
FARK PEN OR CORAL 0 2 2 FIMCINT DISTRRUTION BOVERY QODE 66). - [}
CAKLCE (PRIVATE) %293 1401 924 FADS MLAZE OONMIRDIUTLS «003
CAS STAVION 141 614 “ 70 MOTAL NI 0 971728 16,069 Se222
GYH 1CCEERS ) 4 f. 4 ] OFFENSES. 884 27 [}
HIGHRAYS~STREETS-ALLEVS-ETC. 24 68 13 21,135 74413 801
LIOUOR STORE 16 6t 2 T4, o2 29,242 163 1,002
WEDICAL OFFICES~HOSPITALS 48 121 26 201 5 67,849 . 14668 110
¥OMLE KOME . L™ e 35 2 R} T74963 3,108 s00
VOTEL—HOTEL . 70 120 , 5% 245 .3 103,919 34342 16
PARKS 0 $4 18 £3 o? 13,841 14309 178
FARK NG /HEN USED CAR LOTS -6 133 [ 100 4 45,879 23,287 $70
PHARKALY ] . 2% 2 % ol 14,996 857 258
RESICENCE (PRIVATE) LY 1157 3 20231 86,3 4,509,099 365,308 6o 157
Y SCHOMS 302 . 643 296 1240 2.8 Coa2me812 29,860 434164
. SRORTIKC CODDS SYORE ? 133 t 8 s [ 60 13
TERMINLL BUS [} [ [ ] 0 1176 (] S0
IREIN 2 3 1 46 .2 8,646 14374 259
VAREHOUSE 36 10 3 188 o3 1M, 28,261 659
DINER NS 2430 2303 I 211.) 12.5 24437,856 5369369 10,642
) '
107AL 15351 . 19200 9093 43728 100.0 18,640,594 ° 144054996 2304711
. L )
. N { +
i3
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.
.
.
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. . ’ . .
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AZPPPTING PRRIOD:

SENGRAPHIC £REA s

STATE OF ILLINNY S~g——— AREA OR JURISDICTION
QOVERED BY REPORT

PROPERTY CLASSIFICATION

PRGPERTY TYoE

AMMUNTITION

caTTLE

FINL

SFEFP

SWINE

NTHER AN!MALS/LIVESTOQK
ENIMALS/DCMESTIC

LPPLIANCES
AT-LETIC EQUIPMENT
RPUIIN VISUAL EQUIP
2UTa PARTS
BICYCLES

20ATS

BOAT EQUIPMENT
CL4ERES

CRECKS (NCN=-NEG)
CrECKS {NEGOTIZBLE)
FEATILIZER .
FERBICISES
FESTICINES

CTHER CHEMICALS
CIGARETTYES/TORACCO
CLATHING
CONSTRUCTION EQUIP
CCNSTRUCTICN MATERIA)L
CCNSUMABLES

COPPER ALLOYS
CREBIT CARDS
CUrRRENCY

neRUGS

EXPLOSIVES

FAHM ECUIPMENT
FISKINGA SQUIPMENT
FURNTSHING S

FURS

GRAIN (”L

DEPARTMENT OF LAW E
SEMI-ANNUAL 1974 ~a— TIME PERIOD COVERED

BY REPORT

I1-UCR STATE SUMMARY PROPERTY ANAL YS!
(PROPERTY TYPE-T[ME-VALUE)

DAY NIGHT UNKAOWN

STATE OF ILLINOIS

NFORCEMENT - BUREAU

CRIME SYUDIES SECTION

OF IDENTIFICATION

DATE REPORT —s==DATE OF R
PRINTED

S REPQRT ~at—— REPORT TITLE

OFFENSE: THEFT —e——OFFENSE OOVERED BY SUB-REPORT
D@ﬁigg[INﬂﬂDEﬁJTEQUS

TOT AL
NG OF  ND OF  'NO OF  NO OF N3 OF  cong
ITENS  ITEMS  ITEMS ITEMS  OFFNS  DIST
P ieo f 42 o1
295 132
‘| 983 . 32 0.
4 3 .0
TIME PERICD IN WHICH 1014 90 o1
ITE“S WERE STOLEN OR 486 54 o1
DESTROYED. DOES NOT 380 277 b
INCLUDE ITEMS RECOVERED. 853 357 .5
' ' 246 40 .1
‘ 228 87 .1
4028 6359 9.1
6641 13829  h9.6
15 ' 222 .3
Lel TOTAL NUMBER OF ITEMS 41 5
133 . STOLEN CR DESTROYED. La9 12
{\78 * b
431 | .5
1086 122 1002 NUMBEX UF b .0
16 - 10 T 8 OFFEI\SES T #0
352 ) 0 .0
384 - 126 9 519 R ,
1209 881 165 2255 . 4
6018 3584 529 1013} mg&ym{h‘gw
420 686 1295 2401 o T
7157 5386 6174 18717 e
5083 4871 281 10235 &
29341 6504 4539 40390 343 .5
422 238 48 708 110 .2
5801 4261 AR08 10870 5650 8.0
at 1599 68 1758 93 ol
19 10 1 30 .. 24 .0
132 138 52 382, 217 .3
423 305 103 831 - 241 .3
7153 632 803 2193 720 1.0
24 21 8 53 45 0
510 21 3264 857 23" . .o

PER

DOLLAR DOLLAR

VALUE VALUE

STOLEN RECOVERED
i

. 690
2,255
DOLLAR VALUE STOLEN a0
| 0
3,515

DOLLAR VALUE RECOVERED,

DOES MOT DNCLUDE VALUE
CF PROZERTY STOLEN (Ug-
SIDE REPORTING AGENCY'S
JURISDICTION EUT RECOVERED

‘BY REPORTING AGENCY.

0
150,869
459532
2,516
69858
3,499
1794584
278,960
502,390
581,152
96|832
183,049
10,686
1,229,935
44716
T84
97,664
33,010
154,586
59,173
18,331

’

1
2912
14,046
16,539
20374
1746
12,657
1,009
293
18,930
" 14982
16,771
84579

L

PAGE 7

EPORY: AUGUST 20, 1974
REPORT NO: UCRZ280E =~

OQLLAR
VALUE
OESTROYED

5

820

0

0

-181

150

189

40

0

10

3,411

36024
9

vAlUE DESTROYED

28
336
515

3131
1,828

14463
40

165
150
24470

9]

T T

Eb 2 P s F g s
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TTLUTINCTSSUNTFORM TRTYMETREPORT STATETOF "ILTINDLS

PAGETT Ty

MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM OEPARTMENTY DF LAW ENFORCEMENT - BUREAU OF IDENTIFICATION : ¥
CRIME STUDIES SECTION REPORYT DATE MAY 15, 1975 ?

JUTTSUTCTTON REPTIRTNT UIR3G207 :
CCUNTY HAME SEQ. PAGE 43 .. i
_ﬁCIC nqnasa ADULT AND JUVENTILE ARREST TREND 7

D e T e Sy O - S ———— - "

RAR 1975 COMPARED WITH FEB 1975

TOTAL ARRESTS
TOTAC ADULTS ARKESTED T TITAT JUVENTUES ARRESTED 1 AUUCYS FLUS JUVENTUES i
1975 1975 757715 1 1975 1975 75775 1 1075 1975 . 75775 o
OFF. CFFENSE MaR FEB PCT 1 MAR FEB Y 1 MAR FEB PCT b
TCODE CUASSIFICATION OTIFF CHG "1 DIFF CHG™"1 D1IFF CHS i
. ) : !
I 1
AGGA AVETED SXTTERY ~TUTAT Z % 2= 5051 0 0 0 1 2 5 = 50
«0440 AGGPAVATED ~ HAN/FIS/FT 0 1 1= .100=- 1 0 V] 0 0 1 0 1 1~ 100~
0445 AGGRAVATED = HAN/FIS/FT 1 o 1+ o ! 0 o 0 0 L 1 o 1+ 0 :
04607 "STHPLE "BATTERY - 14 ) 2=TT 6T 0 0 0 0=l 1 3 2= 674 l
! [
AGCGRAVATED ASSAULT TOTAL o] 4 4-~ 100~ 1 0 0 0 9 1 ¢] &4 4- 100~ h
¥0540 ZGCREVATED = RANTFISTFT U Z 2= L00="1 U 0] o] ot ) r4 2=100= H
0545 AGGRAVATED - HAN/FIS/FY . 0 2 w2~ 100~ 1 0 0 0 0o 1 0 .2 2- 100~ i»
. ‘ 1 1 i
T T T BURGLARY" . TTTOTAU I 0 1+ 701 o 0 0 01 1 0 1&"“0'"——‘%
0620 UMLAW ENTRY (NO FORCE) . 1 0 1« © 0 I 0 1] 0 0 I i 0 1+ 0
- 1 I\
TAEFT TUTAC LY T T=—"100="1 3 T Z¥F 200V ) ra ¥ SOF
30820 $150 AND UNDER . 0 1 1- 100- 1 - 3 1 2+ 200+ 1 3 2 1+ 50+
E » I :
*CRIME INDEX OFFENSES-SUBTOTAL 1. 4 3- 75- 1 3 1 2+ 200+ 1 4 5 i~ 20~
’ 1 -t
: T 1 . L
1100 DECEPTION TOTAL 4 3] ' 4+ 0 I 0 0 0 0 I 4 0 4¢e 0 i
, [ 1
TT1300° VANDALISH TOTAC I 0 1¥ 1) 2 0 0 0 0! 1 0 1+ 9 i
: 1 1 : b
2000 CONT SUBSTANCE ACT TUTAL 0 2 2~ 109~ 1 U 0 0 0 ! o 2 2= 100- k
: T 5 R !
2200 LIQUOR CONT ACT TOTAL 1 0 1+ 0o ! 3 0 3+ 0o I 4 0 . 4+ o] ¢
’ . I 1 it !
2400~ MOTOR VEH™OFFENSES ™ TOTAC 5 3 3F100%°1 T 0 TF——0—"1 4 3 13T
‘ 1 ! s
2800 OISORDEPLY CIONDULT TOTAL 3 3 0 o 1 2 0 2« ., 0N 1 ] 3 2+ 67+ |
T )
{ 1 , ‘ !
NCN INDEX OFFENSES-SUBTOTAL 17 13 4t 31+ 1 6 0 5+ o 1 23 13 10+ 11+ 4
- — A— - a4 8 eem— ——— 8 by I -—-.l - - a I
e : 1 1 :
GRAND TOTYAL 18 17 1+ 6+ 1 9 1 8+ a0G+ 1 . 27 18 e+ S0+
!

C TS U e
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PAGE 1 o
UAUATSTMELT [NENZMATICY SYSTEM DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENSORCEMONT - BJREAJ JF I[DENTIFICATION ;
CRIME STYDIES SELTIUN DATE CF REPURT JUNE 12, 1975 &
GEALAAPHIL A% LA REPIRT NO  UCR3540P .
STATE OF LLLINCILS , SEQ. PAGE t . ;
[ r’z'
0O FFENSE AND CLEARANCE TRENDS L
ANNUAL 1974 COM2ARFD WITH ANNUAL 1973 p
DFFENSES KNOWN YO THE POLICE ! OFFLENSES ACTUALLY OCCURRED I TOTAL DFFENSES CLEARED |
. 1974 1973 74413 1 1974 1473 : 74773 1 1974 1973 74413 3
CFe, (FFENSE ANMUAL  ANNUAL PIT 1 ANNUAL  ANNUAL PCT I  ANNUAL  ANNUAL pCT - |
€I)E CLASSIFICATION DIFF  CHG I ) DIFE  CHG T DIFF  CuG i
' 1 t
R I B L TOTAL 2206 2047 . 159+ o+ 1 1980 S1074 112+ 6+ 1 7 1407 “ 1483 124+ 8+
L1 MUIIED 1414 1191 223+ - 19+ | 1282 1070 212+ 20+ 1 1005 733 25T+ 3s¢
. 1 I
ATVEMPY - wj3DER 317 334 21~ 6~ I 305 326 21~ 6- 1 240 276 36~ 13-
13121 ATTEVOY ~ Zjacan+ 221 247 26 11 1| 217 238 21~ 9~ 1 167 154 27-  14-
3122 ATTEWAT <« <NIS/CT 4y bt S+ 11+ 4y 44 2+ 5¢ 1 L &2 37 S5¢ 14+
s2123 NTTENOT = T 4PN 34 37 3~ 3= 1 3l 36 5~ l4= 1 22 35 13- 37-
3124 ATIEYRT = JAN7/EIS/SY 13 10 3+ 30+ 1 11 8 3+ 38+ | 9 10 1~ 10-
DL VOLURTGSY #ARSLAUSHTER 17 5 48~  54- | 35 3% 49~  §5A- | 11 48 37~ 77-
0141 [4VL MENSL/IECK MO N/V 38 46 8~  17- 1 36 46 10- 22~ 1 23 257 264- 9l
0142 [LvlL “AMSL/IFCY WO VEH 400 3e7 13+ 3+ 1, 327 347 20~ 6= 1 3238 154 175¢ 113+
. 1 !
€IIT5aLL Faps TOTAL 5131 4785 346+ 7¢ 1 3050 2671 385¢ L4+ | 1472 1169 309+ 25+
o 1 {
9 FGRZILLE Fank - 4371 4060 31+ 8¢ 1 2532 2216 386+ 17+ 1 1276 984 292+ 30+
3211 FARICIrLE UPE = EIEEARY 119 111 8+ T+ 1 110 39 11+ ile | 45 39 6+ 15+ i
921?  STICILLE IAPET = KNIF/CT 143 100 43+ 43+ 1 127 93 346+ 37+ | 57 47 10¢ 21+ !
5217 FCRCIALE FAPE 9T Wy 14 31 17-  55- 1 9 28 19-  68= 1 5 12 7-  sa. |
2214 EMACIALE RAPE = AT M3AN 4095 3818 277+ T+ 1 2338 1596 3450+ 17+ I 1169 286 283+ 32+ !
PV ATTEMPYIS - FOICIALE QA4PE 75 725 35+ 5¢ 1 474 455 19+ 4+ § 202 185 17+ G+ ;
) . 1 1 {
LARRERY TITAL 49974 43665 L6308+ L&+ 1 34701 31126 3575+ 11+ I 13492 12213 1279¢ 10« :
1 I ;
©ARMLN=ATY WIADYY 30393 25111 5192+ 21+ I 2288% 19867 3018+ 15+ I 8212, 7102 1110+ s i
AW ARMTU =~ FIFARA 21157 3013 18139+ 601+ I 17407 2928 . 14559+ 497+ | 5608 727 483l 671+ L
ALY AI4TY = KNIF/CT 3556 415 2441+ 826+ | 2714 403 2311+« 573+ | 1156 132 1027+ 139+ 3
C1y  AZMEL = (T WoN 5299 21678 163F8=- 74= | 2634 16336  13R52=-  A4=- | 1433 6236 4798~  71- :
9320 ST? Atmay) 4Py 18428 17675 753+ 4 1 10849 10540 329+ 3¢ 1 5055 4875 180+ 4t 1
13T ATTIYPT = AYMED FIREAFM 2 0 2+ 0 1 2 ‘) 2 D 1 0 0 0 ) b
Y237 ATTEYPY = AJMZD 739 523 216+ elt 1 L52 373 89+ 24¢% 1 97 125 28~ 22~ ‘v%
7340 ATTcVPT = STP AR4=NC WP 502 357 145+ 414 | 403 346 137+ 40+ | 123 111 17+ 15+ b
1 1 4
AGLE AVATIC BATTERY TITAL  3408) 32128 1952+ A+ 1 33258 31360 1092+ S5¢ L 23434 20571 2753« 13e |
20410 ACRBAVILFD = FIOEARY 1043, 935 108+ 12+ 1 1015 901 114+ 13+ i 593 479 86+ 18+ i
P53 ASEAVATED = KMIF/CT 1535 1314 222+ 17+ 1 1404 1271 225+  18% ! 913 778 1ele 13+ i
3Cw1) ANCDAVFTED = OT woN 2238 2240 2~ o 1 2206 21990 1o 1+ 1 1294 1274 20+ 2+ §
5545 ANS-AWATEN = RANMJEIS/FT 7282 7066 216+ 3¢ 1 7130 6915 215+ 3r 3 4535 4557 21=- 0 ?
O%ss  SIeRfy g eTTENY 21129 . 17594 3506+ 20+ [ 22552 17131 3421+ 20¢ 1 15478 12308 26567+ 2le. i
Ml SEZSLTLS L)vnnnT 98t 2979 209%= 10- 1 449 2953 2099~ T~ | b4? 7756 128~ 17- i
: ! ot L
AL,c2vAT T ASSAULT  TITAL  759u6 59977 17009+  28¢ | 5433y 42231 12098+ 29+ | 39553 31920 T638¢  24» :
$2513  ALSTAVATED - FIA£ARY YGUTY 7552 4634 441 ° 6178 5933 245+ 4+ 1 3632 3294 136+ 4e

£
{kﬁv
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TLUINOTS=UNTFORY CRIME REPDRT
. MAMAGEMTHY INFOIMATION SYSTEN

DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCUEMENT - BUREAU OF IDENTIFILATION

STATc OF ILLINOQIS

PAGE

REPORT DATE

1
JUNE 11, 1975

___ANNUAL 1974 CRIME STUDIES SECTICN REPORY NO.  UCR3620P=- 00022
GEQGRAPHIC AREA
AGENCY =
COUNTY = 12 MONTH OFFENSE TREND REPORT
NCTT NI= ‘
FOR
1 97 4
CEF. CFFENSE ) : ‘
CODE CLASSIFICATION JAN FEB MAR APR MAY  JUNE  JULY  AUG  SEPT ocr NQV DEC TOTAL
HOMICIDE TOTAL 1 4 1 2 3 11
0110  <UFDZER 1 % 1 2 3 Il
. ___FCRCIALE APE -TOTAL 1 1 1 2 7 1 3 2 1 8 7 1 35 j
T 0227 FCRCIGTE RARE =~ KNTF7CT 1 1 1 3 3
0213 FNACIJLE RAPZ OT WPN . . 1 1 i
. 0216 FDFCIALE RAPE - OT MEAN 1 1 2 3 . b 1 5 5 21
TTTD2207 ATTEWPYSTT RO JPUE RAPE 3 2 3 1 I 1o
, R3BIERY TOTAL 2 4 5 8 4 7 .5 7 15 1! 5 8 81 :
< 0311 AvMED = FIWEAQM 2 3 3 5 4 5 1 5 7 5 1 4 45 _j
@ 0312 AFMED - KNIF/CT 1 1 ’ 2 |
€313 ARVED ~ (T WOH 1 1 2 1 5 :
03207 STRTAIESNT WA | 2 3 2 5 3 2 i8
0337  ATISYPT = ARMED 1 1 1 3 2 8
0340 ATTEMPT = ST ARM-NO WPN 1 1 1 3
ATTEWRPTED MURIER TOTAL S 1 1
0121 ATYENPT - FIXEAZM 1 1
AGGRAVATED OBATTERY TOTAL 6 6 13 10 11 13 11 8 6 12 9 12 17
,__ 0&1C LGGPAVATED = FIREARM 2 1 2 2 2 4 2 15 i
TTORASTT T AGGEAVATEDTEURRIF7LY I 2 2 2 T 1 I I 5 Ie I
0430 LGGRAVATED = OT WPM ! 3 7 3 6 6 7 3 2 5 3 3 49
0640 AGGRAVATED = HAN/FIS/FT. 2 1 4 4 4 5 1 3 3 3 3 4 37 i
T A —2RTRYR f
AGGFAVATED ASSAULT TOTAL 1 7 4 5 8 5 10 6 5 7 5 5 68 I
0510 LGSPAVATED ~ FIREARM 1 5 2 2 6 3 6 1 2 4 2 3 37 i
TTBS20T AGGFAVRATED = KRTF/LY Z 2 I 3 3 [ Z T 5 i
0530 2GGRAVATED - 0T WPN 1 3 1 1 1 L 1 2 A B I
. 0540 AGGRAVATEN = HAN/FIS/FY 1 1 1 1 1 5
ATTSMPTED MURDER PLUS ;J
. AGGY AVATFD BATTERY PLUS
T AGGRAVATEN KSSAULT T TATAT T I% I7 15 I3 bg:! 2T % IT 1y Iz 17 188 |
. . . i
)
|
3 i
; T 7™ |
C () ()
r - e |
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TLLINCIS=UNIFCRA CRIVE REPCAY STATE UF JLLINCIS PAGE 1 3
=  PANAZEMENT INFCR¥ATICH SYSTEM DEPARTMENT CF LAW ENFLRCEMENT = BUNEAU CF ICENTIFICATICN REPORT LATE JANUARY 15, 1977 . . y
EANL2L 1973 COIMINAL JLSTICE INEVRMATILN SERVICES REFNRY M. UC335402-0000% i
AN 14231434 ‘ = |
LOLATY wIMNEE2CO ;
ACIC WC. 1CLCALE 0 F F E N S E S U M M A R Y ’ i
1 1 : !
_ I ¢ F F E N S E S ¢ L E A R E D | ; I
e - 1 T - 1 ! -
: 1 I_EACEPTICAAL CLEARANCES CLEARES 1 TCTAL 1 i ,:,
CFFENSES REF 10 | UFFENS&S 1 FAIL 7C FILE EY 1 CFFENSZES 1 ; &
- CEFe OFFENSE KACWN TC UNFCUNCED  RESP. § ACTUALLY I COPRLAINT CTHER ARREST L CLEARED I ” H
{ose TLASS1FICETION POLICE M KM3EG PCY  JLRYSG ! GCCURRED I £LULT  JUV, ACLLT  JUY, AOLLY . JUVv, I NLMUER PCY I ‘ Lol
e e e 1 1 -1 ! i
- : o1 1 X 1 - | B
PIMICISE 1012 11 L0 g1 141 1 0 Q ¢ £ 1.1 16 911 . |
Ciil BYTEFPT - PURLER 1 €6 0 I 11 1 1 0 0 ) 3 11 16 911 i g
- C1zl EIVENET = FIRELPM 5 9 0 e 1 51 1 0 2 c 2 01 4 &0 1 -
ciz2 PITEMFT = KMIF/CY 5 e e 1 5 1 (I ¢ g 4 11 5 19y ! . L
2123 FYTENPT = C1 wAS 1 L, ¢ 0 I 11 C Y 0 0 1 01 1 1001
- ! 1 1 L - i
FCECIZLE RLFE TCTL k] 310 01 28 1 4 0 n ] i) 2.1 13 4¢3 !
€216 FUFCIELE RIPE it 3 12 T 23 1 2 2 B 0 7 21 11 & 1 ! i
- 0iil FCACIALE RAFE — FIRELAN 3 ¢ ¢ 01 3 1.0 G 0 1 0! 2 611 - 4
Céile FCSCI8LE AeFE_= KNIF/CT € 09 g1 5.1 o) 0 ) ) 1 2.1 3 _3e1 ! i
eld FCACLELE REFL = L1 MEAN 1% ERER) ¢ 1 12 1 1 B [} 0 5 01 o 53,1 )
- Cezv SIVEwP1S - FURCIELE RAPE 5 ¢ ¢ ¢ 1 51 P 0 ¢ S ¢ 01 2 4c'l - i
¥ 1 i : I ! i
i AlELLFY T2y il 418 E 2 g i 411 I 5 1 0 e 1 36 1 138 24 1 !
“i G LRFLE-2IT WESFCN 14 102 0 1 161 ! 5 1 0 0 53 61 85 401 g
§__0:1: LPPEL ~ FISELEY 120 11 0__I 11y I 4 0 0 ) 43 31 50 42 % !
i ol SAYEC - KNIF/CT i1 1 )1 20 ] G 0 0 0 [ 21 T 351 ; 1
S OV BEEL = C1 ¥iN 22 1 4 ¢ 1 22! 1 1 6 0 E 11 8 361 - | i
L:zd STE. LAV=HEL aF) 21t £ 2 91 211 1 4 9 3 0 21 it 1 5y 211 . - t i
C2iv LAYTedFT = ZRNMELD FIREARY 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ 1 41 C (4 [+] [¢] Z c1 2 s5C 1 i »
- vk AYTeNET - £3FLL XNLF/CT 5 ¢ 8 0 ! 5 1 0 0 0 g 1 9! 1 261! - i
$337 S1Vi2BY - 23tEL Z ¢ 0 0 1 5 1 a [} 9 ¢ z 91 2 4c 1 i i
(290 AVILwil = 5iR 4RF=KC WFN S ¢ 0 1 25 1 G 0 0 [ 5 61 1L 44 1 : i
- : 1 1 ' : 1 1 ol i -
2GCReu2Tcl E2TTERY TOTAL 21¢ 2 1 g 1 416 1 27 2 ... 0 0 2:8 23 1 230 85 1 ,' i
CILS | BLUFAVATEC - FIREARM 46 ¢« 0 1 4u 1 3 0 0 0 37 31 43 $3 1 :
- €~ 0 BCGRAVATEL = RKNIR/CT &4 ¢ ¢ 0 ! R 7 2 0 o €1 31 73 €11 T
S13) LOCABVATEL = LT WEA 168 2 -1 T 155 1 ig 0 o ] 111 16 1 139 89 1 i
€33 ZLCREVEIEC ~ PANJFIS/FY Z€ ¢ ¢ 0 1! 26 i 5 ) 0 [} 1s 11 25 &S 1 .
- - C 1 l 1 1 -
ACCAAvATED ASSRULLY  T3TAL 1¢4 11 a_ ! 123 1 s ¢ 0 0 116 § 1 135 83 1 ; v
R LCGREVEIIEL - FIRE/ARM 101 o o ¢ 1 Wl g 0 0 12 11 80 75 1 ! i
- ciu LLLALYATED = KANIF/CT 25 12, o 1 3b 1 0 0 0 e < 61 31 8z 1 ! ;
Lt BCCFAVATEC = CT WwEN 2} . o 1 211 i 0 Q c 16 1.1 21100 1 ; ;
530 sCCREVETLL = F2NIFIS/FT 3 ¢ o 0 1 31 0 ) 0 Q 3 01 3 1081 i o
- 1 ! 1 1 - i H
1 1 1 1 H 4
GARNT TCTaL 643 T4 1 6 1 $2y 1 50 3 3 9 451 72 1 575 62 1 t :
- SLE=1CTAL (LESS *) 642 14 1 0 1 529 1 50 3 0 ¢ 451 21 576 62 1 c i z
TLIsL A1TENPIS D ¢ 0 01 59 1 3 9 0 o 18 1t 25 51 1 ! 4
ACJ TCTAL (LESS ATTENPTS) EEE 14 & 0 -1 YO 41 3 0 0 413 ¢5 1 348 63 1 ; *t
‘,, . g N i'
- NCT NCRHuELLY TACLULLEC IN CRIME STATISTICS B 0’ §
; iy : [ A o
C (] € |
i 8
o s s ¥ v Es
“Sw
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i TLLINCIS~UNIFCAY CRINME REPCAT STATE CF ILLINCIS PAGE 2
FANASSYENT INFCAMATICN SYSTEM DEFARTMENT UF Law ENFCACENENT - BURELU GF ICENTIFICATICN REPORY CATE JANUARY 15, 1977
H FARININBEY 5] . CRIMINSL JLS]’H‘"- INECENMATICN SERYILES REPLCAT Ala  LLO3G4LOP=QRLCAA
{ .
Yo RiCkFCAD
: LOUATY 2 INAERRCE
| ACIC M. 1010400 P o L I C ¢ 05 S P C &I T 1 C NS
{
: A 0 N 11 S 1 A m y £ N 1 L E <
X 1
; ARAESTEL  SLMMCA~ RELEASE RELEASE I HINCLE  SUMMON= REFER REFER REFER REFER
' CFF. CFFEASE PELD FCR CITEL CR wlTMOLT JO OVFER  TOTAL I wITRIN CITED R WELFARE JLVENILE _ACLLT CTHER _ TOTAL
cice CLBSSIFicaTICN PRCGELLT NCTIFIED -ChARGE  AGEACY ARREST 1 CEPY ACTIFIED AGENCY COULARI COLRT AGEACY ARREST
i
rovicate TOTAL 1¢ ¢ . v vl g 0 0 1 8 ) 1
91¢t ATIEFET ~ MUR[ER 16 ¢ 0 bl 191 3 0 ] 1 0 0 1
a2lit 21YErEY = FirffaM 4 ¢ g 0 o i g ¢ ¢ a o ¢ a
Cizs 21386FT ~ KNLE/CT € ¢ 0 ) 5 1 0 0 0 . 1 [\ [ 1
G123 BTTE%2T = 1 wéAS 1 ¢ o 0 11 0 o 5 ¢ 0 0 0
1
t FLRCLELE RaFE TGTAL 1c ¢ [} ) . iv 1 U 0 0 2 0 [ 2
i gz10 FCACIELE R4FE : 16 ¢ 0 0 10 1 0 0 o 2 o c 2
‘ g:11 FCAll8uE G2FE « FIRESIN 1 ¢ ¢ 0 B e ¢ ¢ ¢ ] 6 0
BoL2 FCACISLE m2FE = KNIF/CT 1 TG a U 11 0 ¢ ) 2 [ ) 2
. Jél4 FCALIZGLE RLPE - CT MEA £ - R o, b V) 0 6 0 ¢ e o
' . 1 - .
. ACCECFY TCT2L <¢ ¢ 0 0, S6 I 0 0 0 &2 0 ) €3
dz1) ARMLT=2NY WELFIN £y ¢ N ) 94 1 o) 0 o 17 ¢ < 17
Py aiill sEREL - F1AfgP 47 e P ] a1 1 G o 0 8 i e g
© S Y LFMEL = AMLF/CY 4 3 0 0 41 e a [} ? o [\ 7
= R BT 2AMEC = CT wEA z c s 0 31 ¢ 4 ¢ 2 < e 2
i i L322 SYR_LAV=NT WEA it a 4 0 2ol % Q 1 33 Q Q 13
i { ¥R NiVab Pl = SFFEC FIREZRM < ¢ 2 ° 5 ] 0 0 0 ) [) 0 . o
. Uity ATTERPT « £AMEL RND1F/CT | ¢ i 0 11 ¢ ¢ ) ¢ 0 ) 0
i Sail LIYE8pY - fPEED z Q [} h] 2.1 1] g 1] a Q4 ) Q
: EPY ATIEFFT = SUF LAN=AC WFA € ¢ ) o - bl v 0 [} 11 0 0 1
' 1
i ACGASVITEL E2TTERY TCTAL 262 ¢ 9 0 262 1 0 0 qQ b 1 0 39
! céd ACCREVITEL = FIREARN 2] ¢ o 0 311 u [ ¢ 3 3 [} 3
! S48 LCCHAVATEL = KNIF/ST &7 ¢ o 0 &7 1 ¢ 0 ¢ 3 o 0 3
. : Ca3ud ACGriveltl = LT WA 123 { Q i) liz. 1 2] aq g 22 1 a 23
] ) BCCFAVETEL = FANJFIS/FT iz [ ¢t 0 32 1 G 0 [ 1 [3 0 1
. 1
: L5332ueTID ASSALLT  TOTAL 1k ¢ 2 o 128 1 Q 2 0 y) Q a 1
N EL ACCEev2TEL = FIFLARY ) ¢ 4 o 8l 1 0 ¢ ¢ 1 e 0 1
: GEzd 2LLRIVETLL = KMIF/ET ze 0 ¢ ¢ 61 o 0 e 5 ¢ 2 5
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GLOSSARY

Administrative closing date~ Refers to the date at which the files
from which I-UCR reports are obtained are closed to incoming
data and reports are compiled from the data on file.

Arrested, held for prosecution- This is a Police Disposition cat-
egory which includes persons arrested by police and liable for
possible criminal proceedings in court. The arrestee may be
held in custody or released on bond or recognizance.

Bias~ That characteristic of a measuring instrument which tends to
result in a misrepresentation of what is being measured.

Bounding~ NCS describes this as 'the procedure of excluding from
reported data any event known to have occurred outside the
specified reference period.'" This excludes from data fox
a current survey any event reported in an earlier survey as
having occurred prior to the current survey's reference period.

CHA~ Chicago Housing Authority.
CID- Criminal Investigations Division.

Charged-~ A formal allegation that a specific person(s) has committed
a specific offense(s).

Clearance~ This refers to the resolving of a case by police. Offenses
are generally cleared by arrests of persons. Offenses may be
exceptionally cleared under certain circumstances, such as:
suicide of the offender; death of offender for other reasons;
refusal of victim to cooperate in investigation and/or prosecu-
tion of the offense and offender; prosecution of the offender
for a less sericus charge; etc. Generally, four conditions must
be met for an offense to be exceptionally cleared:

1) The identity of the offender is established.

2) Enough information has been gathered to support an
arrest, charge, and prosecution, for an offense.

3) The offender's location is known.

4) Some reason, beyond police control prevents arresting,
charging, and prosecuting of the offender.

Cluster sampling- The cost of sampling is sometimes reduced by mak-
ing the unit to be randomly selected a group or cluster of ele-
ments. The IJR survey randomly selected clusters of households
and employed systematic sampling within each cluster. This and
similar procedures are known as multi-stage c¢luster sampling,
the selection of samples within samples.

Community adjustment- This refers to informal action taken by police
officers in response to incidents or offenses. These are sim-

ilar to station adjustments in that they do not involve formal
charges.
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CPD~ Chicago Police Department

Crime code- In I-UCR, the numerical code given by DLE-CJIS to each
of the crime classifications it uses,

CVS~ Commercial Victimization Surveys, (See Table IIl1).

Data management system- For the purposes of this workbook (part-
ticularly the section about I-UCR}, a data management system
will mean the system that operates in the collecting, sorting,
organizing, and disseminating of data. !

Delinquent in reporting- Law enforcement agencies are delinquent
in reporting when they have not submitted data to DLE-CJIS in
time for it tc be included in I-UCR reports.

DLE~-CJIS- Department of Law Enforcement - Criminal J?stice
Information Service, located in Springfield, Illinois.

Error- The difference between a computed or estimated result and
the actual value of whatever is being measured. Error can be
caused by many factors. See measurement error, sampling and
non-sampling error.

"
Exceptional clearances—- see ''clearances

Field report— Forms on which on duty police officers are required
to report offenses and non-criminal incidents. These forms
carry information which is maintained in police departments,
and information forwarded to DLE-CJIS.

Handled within department- This police disposition category speci-
fic to juveniles is also called ''station adsttment”f Juve-
niles who are handled within the department are dealt with
informally by the police. No formal charges are made. Gen-
erally, a warning is given and the juvenile is released to
parents, relatives or friends.

Household- 1) NCS uses '"household consists of all persons, whether
present or temporarily absent, whose usual place of residence
at the time of interview is the housing unit, aad ali persons
staying in housing unit who have no usual place of residence
elsewhere."

2) The IJR survey defines this as a group of rooms or
one room used as a separate living quarter by a group of per-
sons living together, or by one person 1iving alone. A hous-
ing unit may be identified if it has either a separate entrance
or separate cooking equipment.

Tncident code- A number used by CPD to identify crime types; simi-

lar to I-UCR crime codes, thiough different code numbers are
used.

TIJR- The Institute for Juvenile Research

o
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Index Crimes- see the entry for Index crimes in Chapter III of this
workbook.

LEAA~ Law Enforcement Assistance Administration

LEADS- Law Enforcement Agencies Data System. This is a network of
computer terminals, located in state, councy, and municipal
police offices. Approximately 120 law enforcement agencies
submit I-UCR data via LEADS terminals, which are connected
to a central computer in Springfield.

Line number- This is an important, mandatory entry on I-UCR Set IT
Offense and Arrest Summaries. Since data are entered case-
by-case in the Set II format, this facility exists to indi-
cate offenses which involve more than one line on the form.

manhours (arrest)~ Refers to the time spent by an officer in the
arrest of an offender.

manhours (offense)- Refers to the time spent by an officer in re-

sponding to an offense complaint, or in the investigation
of an offense.

Measurement error- All errors in estimates based on samples, ex-
cept sampling error. Measurement error includes nonresponses,
incorrect responses, editing, etc. (See sampling error)

Memory decay- Also recall decay. A name given to the phenomenon
that the greater the distance between the date of interview
and the date an event cccurred, the more likely it is that
the event will be forgotten.

Multiple victimization- Victimization of the same person on more
than one occasion. This is a broader concept than series
victimization, in that multiple victimizations do not neces—
sarily refer to crimes which are similar in detail. They

may be several different types of crimes happening to the
same victim.

NCIC number- The National Crime Information Center Agency Identi-

fier, found on all I-UCR reports. It uniquely identifies each
law enforcement agency.

NCS- National Crime Surveys. A research program instituted by the
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) as the National
Crime Panel Program. (See Table III.) NCS includes the Na-
tional Household Survey and the National Commercial Survey, the
set of City Household Surveys and the set of City Commercial

Surveys. The ccllecting agent for all of the NCS programs is
the Bureau of the Census.

Nop~-Interview- Failure to secure data for a unit that is a member of
a designated sample. In a sample of households, this could be
due to a upit being demolished, under construction, vacant, etc.
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Non-sampling error- See measurement error.

Nonstranger—- Also net-stranger. Usage in NCS documents denotes an
offender (see offender) who is known to the victim either by
sight, or as a casual acquaintance. or is well-known or related
to the victim.

Offender- In police statistics, an offender is an individual arrested
and charged with & crime. In NCS usage, an offender is a person
who is alleged by an NCS respondent to have committed a crime in
one of the seven major categories surveyed. This is comparable
with common criminal justice usage of the term "suspect' except
that the NCS respondent, not a criminal justice agency, makes

- the determination.

Part I, Part II and Index Offenses- These are important offense
groupings, often used in the presentation of crime information.
Part I offenses include the following crimes: murder and non-
negligent manslaughter, manslaughter by negligence, forcible
rape, attempted forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault,
burglary, attempted burglary, larceny~theft, motor vehicle theft.
In comparison, Index Crimes include all of the above offenses
except manslaughter by negligence and attempted rape. Part II
offenses include simple and attempted assaults; arson; forgery
and counterfeiting; fraud; embezzlement; buying, receiving and
possessing stolen property; vandalism; carrying and possessing
weapons; prostitution and commercial vice; sex offenses other
than forcible rape, prostitution and commercial vice; narcotics
and drug law violations; gambling; offenses against family and
children; driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs;
liquor law violation; drunkeness; disorderly conduct; vagrancy;
all other offenses; suspicion of offenses; curfew and loitering
violations (juveniles only); and runaways (juveniles only).

See the FBI Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook for a detailed dis-
cussion of Part I, Ii and Index Offense definitions. See also
the Index Crimes entry in Chapter III of this workbook, and
Crime in Illinois, a DLE publication, for discussions of nation-
al versus state Index Crime definitions.

Personal incident- In NCS usage the "crimes of rape, robbery,
assault, personal theft, and corresponding attempts,'" (See
rape, robbery, assault and personal theft.)

Police disposition- Method of terminating police handling of a case.
The police have several methods (dispositions) available to
them, e.g., "arrested, held for prosecution," "released with-
out charge,''and ''released to other agency."

Radio report- This is an alternative to the field report, used by
police when a field report need not (or cannot) be filled out
at the scene of the crime. Information is radioed to the
department and recorded there.




Random digit dialing (RDD)- A technique used in telephone survey
sampling in which a random list of telephone numbers is gen-
erated for valid exchanges in the area being surveyed. Tele-
phone interviews when used with RDD can be as representative
as in person interviews, and can be done at a fraction of the

cost.

Random sample~ A type of sample in which population units are
assigned numbers and a set of random numbers is generated
which contains the numbers of the units which will compose
the sample.

Recall decay- See memory decay.

Reference period- A period of time within which a crime must have
occurred to be included in a given data source.

referred to adult court- A police disposition category which in-
cludes juveniles apprehended by police whose cases have been
placed before the adult criminal court.

referred to juvenile court- A police disposition category which
includes juveniles apprehended by police whose cases have been
placed in the juvenile court.

Referred to responsible jurisdiction- This is a police disposition
category for incidents which were reported to a law enforcement
agency, but which occurred outside the agency's jurisdiction.

Referred to welfare agency- A police disposition category for juve-
niles who have been apprehended by police and whose cases have
been referred to a welfare agency.

Referred to other agency- A police disposition category for juveniles
who have been apprehended by police and whose cases have been
referred to agencies other than courts or welfare.

Release without charge- A police disposition category including
adults who have been apprehended by police and who have been
released from police custody without any formal charges being
made.

Reverse record check- A process in which victims of crimes recorded
by police are intszrviewed, and the interview results checked
against police records. These checks were used in NCS pre-
tests to determine what reliability of reporting could be ex-
pected in victimization surveys.

RD number- Records Division number; an identification number used
by CPD Xecords Division.

Sampling~ A method of measurement using a representative part (sam-
pie) of a group to infer something about the group as a whole.
(se¢y sampling error, systematic sample, cluster sample and random
sample.)
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Sampling error- Error which arises because any particular sample
does not include all the units in the population and, there-
fore, may not be a precise reflecticn of that population.
(Sei measurement error)

gcreen questions~ Used in survey interviews, these are introduc-
tory questions intended to identify all victimizations
(within the scope of the survey) that occurred in the survey's
reference period. Details of the victimizations uncovered
by the screen questions are gathered in later questions.

Self-report items~ Questions which ask an individual to report
his own involvement in activities which violate the law.
These are almost always anonymous in order to increase the
accuracy of the reporting.

Series incident or victimization- At least three victimizations
of the same person, very similar in detail, for which the
victim cannot recall dates and other details well enough
to report the incidents separately. (See multiple victim-
izations, incident, victimizations and the text section on
Series Incidents.)

SMSA- G3Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area. A Census Bureau
classification consisting of a city with 50,000 or more
inhabitants, or a city plus contiguous areas with a combined
population of at least 50,000 (Census Bureau, 1974).

S0G~ Special Operations Group of the Chicago Police Department.

Standard error- The expected variation among estimates derived
. from all possible samples of a population. The standard

error indicates the reliability of the estimate based on a

survey sample. '

Status offense- An act which is criminal only when committed by
a juvenile offender, e.g., running away, purchasing alcohol.
The offender's status as a juvenile makes it illegal for
him or her to commit such acts.

Stranger~ 1In NCS documents these represent offenders who have
been identified by victims as being people whom they do not
know by sight, by acquaintance or by relationship.

Summoned, cited, notified- A police disposition category which
includes adults and juveniles who have heen served with court
summonses, police notices, or citations. Juveniles served
with traffic citations are not included in this category.

Systematic sample-~ A type of sample in which every n-~th unit in
a list 1s selected to be in the sample. This assumes that
there is no regular numeric pattern to the wnits on the
original list. This type of randomizing is easier and more
economical than a simple random sample. (S¢e random sample.)
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Telescoping~ . The incorrect placement of the time of occurrence of
an event as reported by a respondent. Forward telescoping
occurs when an event is recalled as being more recent that it
actually was and backward telescoping occurs when an event is
reported as occurring earlier than it actually occurred. These
result in non-sampling error. (See measurement error.)

Time frame—- See reference period.
Trend- The general direction or tendency followed.

Unfounded~ An offense is classified as unfounded if upon receiving
a complaint, a police officer discovers that a crime did not
really cccur, or is unable to find any evidence of a crime.
For example, a theft may be reported, and subsequent investi-
gation verifies that property was borrowed, not stolen. A
crime may be reported, but an officer may arrive at the scene
of the crime and find no persons, no evidence of criminal activ-
ity.

Victimization~ A specific criminal act as it affects a single victim.
That is, in a single crime incident involving two victims, two
victimizations have occurred. (See incident and series victim-
ization) ,

Victimization rate- A measure of occurrence among population groups
at risk. It should be noted that this is not necessgarily the
probability of a given person being victimized nor a ratio of
population units victimized to those exposed to risk. Certain
units in the population at risk may have a greater probability
of being victimized than do other units in that population. (See
vulnerability, and the text sections on Weighting and Crime
Rates.)

Vulnerability~ +The iikelihood or risk of being victimized. This
includes certain demographic or occupational characteristics,
such as being youngz or being a policeman, which increase risk.

Weighting~ A manipulation of sample data which allows estimates of
a population’'s crime incidence or rates to be made from sample
data. Sample data are weighted (multiplied) hy a basic weight
( the inverse of the probability of each case being included in
the sample), and if necessary, by a corrective weight to bring
the sample's demographic distribution closer to the distribution
of the population. (See text section on Weighting.)
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USER'S EVALUATION OF THE SAC CRIME RATES WORKBOOK

This evaluation form is intended to provide the SACAwith some
feedback on the usefulness of the Crimes Rates Workbook as a planning/

management tool.

1) For exactly what purpose(s) did you consult the Crime Rates

Workbook?

2) Was the CrimebRates Workbook adequate for your needs?
a) Adequate for most of my needs.
b) Adequate for some of my needs.

¢) Adequate for few of my needs.

d) Adequate for none of my needs.

3) If the Workbook did not meet your needs, what changes would

increase its usefulness to you?

4)  Vhat additicnal information or additioral data sources woqld

you like to see included in future editions of the Workbo&k?

5) Would a different format have been more useful to you? If yes,

please suggest a more useful organization of the material.
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6)

7)

8)

9)
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Can you point out specific parts of the text that are not clear

or additional terms that need to be defined?

In what capacity did you use this report?

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

£)

Researcﬁer

Educator

Student

Criminal justice agency employee

Government employee other than criminal justice. (Specify)

Other (Specify)

If you used this report as a criminal justice agency employee,

please indicate the sector in which you work.

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
£)
g)

h)

Law Enforcement (police)
Prosecutor's office

Public or private defense services
Courts or court administration
Probation

Corrections and Parole

Criminal justice planning agency

Other criminal justice agency (Specify type)

If you used this report as a criminal justice employee, please

indicate the type of position you hold.

a) Agency administrator/manager

b) Program or management planner

c)

Program or management evaluator/analyst
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b
d) Budget planner y -
e) Budget evaluator/analyst
f) Statistician

g) Other (Specify)

10) Additional Comments:

Thank you very much for your comments. Please return this

form to:

The Statistical Analysis Center
Illinois Law Enforcement Commiésion
120 South Riverside Plaza

Chicago, Illinois = 60606
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