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INTRODUCTION

On May 22, 1978, the Midwood Kings Highway Development
Corporation received a grant award from the United States De-
partment of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
(LEAA) to conduct a Community Anti~Crime Program in our area.

The LEAA's stated objective for this type of program reads
"To assist community organizations, neighborhood groups and in-
dividual citizens to become actively involved in activities de-
signed to prevent crime, reduce the fear of crime, and contribute
to neighborhood revitalization."

In order to implement the reduction of the fear of crime, it
was necessary to establish the initial levels of fear present in
the community at the start of the program. This report deals
in detail with the prevalent attitudes in the Midwood section of
Brooklyn, N.¥Y. in June and July 1978. Forthcoming reports will
deal with shifts in attitudes by conducting identical surveys on
an annual basis.

One of the necessities of conducting such an in depth survey
is availability of computer hardware and software. We had no
funds available for this proiject in our original grant award. We
therefore approached Brooklyn College of the City University of
New York in July of 1978 with the completed questionnaires and
asked their assistance. In August, they accepted but required us
to reduce the data to cards on our own. This was done manually
and was complcted in October 1978. In May 1979, we werc finally
notified that personncl was available to write the programs
necessary. The data was run beginning May 22, l979rq All costs

in programming and computer time were waived.
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We now have firm commitments from Brooklyn College for
‘the swift completion and processing of our first follow-up
survey, which should be conducted in July 1979 and ready for
publication by August.

We have directed many of our program components toward
effecting the perceptions of crime and relative safety. It
will be helpful to us, to not only gauge our impacts, but to

be able to sce where w2 must refine and concentrate our efforts

where necessary.



I. DEMOGRAPHICS

l) Sex: Male: 47%
Female: 53%

2) Race: White: 75.8%
Black: 15.6%
Other: 8.6%

3) Occupation: '

Unemployed (includes retirees) 16.1%
Houscwife 25.7%
Student 15.1%
Blue Collar 7.0%
(.lerical 6.5%
Technical 4.2%
Professional 15.1%
Managerial 7.8%

4) Income (annual)

Under $2000 7.8%

2000-2999 11.7%

3000-5999 15.6%

6000-9999 20.0%
10000-14,999 14.5%
15,000 + 25.5%

5) Housechold Size
One 9.4%
Two 20.3%
Three 24.9%
Four 23.6%
Five + 21.8%
. 6) Age

65+ 22.0%
45-64 20.2%
44-25 37.3%
24-15 17.1%
Undexr 15 3.4%

Conclusions: The demographic data of those surveyed closely

matches the overall make-up of our community. The figures relate
a middle class community with a 24% minority population. The
sample population is typical of a residential community, many
pcople who do not work (retirees, housewives), people who are
approaching the upper age brackets in large numbers. This middle
class transitional community is subject to pressures of problems
on the elderly, of crime, and of sufficient income to “"escape"

these pressurces if necessary by moving, a choice we have
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discouraged them from making.

II. ATTITUDES
7) Within the past year or two, do you think that crime

in your neighborhood has increased, decreased, or remained about

the same:
51.4% Increased
9.9% Decreased
23.9% Same
9.4% bon't Know
5.5% New Resident - Don't Know

Public perception relative trend in this area is obvious.
It reflects a negative outlook further explored in other ques-
tions.

11) Within the past year or two, do you think that crime

in the United States has increased, decreased, or remained about

the same?

69.1% Increased
10.9% Decreased
10.6% Same

7.5% bon't Know

It is interesting to note that almost 18% of the surveyed
population considers the national picture worse than the local
one; and that the bulk of the "switch" (13%) comes from those who
considered that crime in the area had stabilized. It must be
assumed that this portion of the population considers our arca
substantially better off than the nation as a whole.

10) How about any crimes which may be happening in your
neighborhood - would you say they are commited mostly by the
people who live here in this neighborhood or mostly by outsiders?

14.1% No crimes happening in neighborhood
10.9% People living here
33.3% Outsiders

24.7% Equally by both
16.4% Don't Know
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Considering the experiences of local police, that the
majority of crimes in this area are committed by local resi-
dents, it is interesting to note that only 10.9% of those
surveyed perceive the situation correctly. We do not con-
sider this particular bit of misinformation as nceding
correction, however, since we would prefer to incrcase Answer
#1 as opposed to Answer #2.

14) How safe do you feel or would you feel being out

alone in your neighborhood during the night?

11.2% Very Safe

34.8% Reasonablc Safe
33.0% Somewhat Safe
19.7% Very Unsafe

The almost 50-50 split between those.-on the "positive" side
and those on the "negative" side of this question is inconsistent
with other measures of attitudes. We had expected a greatcr per-
centage of those surveyed to feel "very unsafe" at night due to
the great tendency of this community to exhibit bkehavioral
patterns typical of fear of nighttime crime. Stores close
early, parks and streets empty out, people become generally
more defensive in their behavior. Perhaps they were unwilling
to admit their fears openly for the questionnaire - but a majo-
rity (52.7%) still significantly felt less then rcasonably safe
out at night.

15) How safe do you feel or would you feel being out alone

'in_your ncighborhood during the day?

33.6% Very Safe

36.7% Reasonably Safe
19.5% Somewhat Safe
7.3% Very Unsafe

Here, as expected, the overwhelming majority feels no

gqualms about daytime activity in the arca.
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18) How do you think your neighborhood compares with |

others in New York City in terms of crime? Would you say it

is
13.5% Much more dangerous
14,5% More dangercus
33.8% About average
30.1% Less dangerous
6.2% Much less dangerous

28% of the sample population felt that this area is more
or much more dangerous thén the rest of the city. This is
significant in that considering the prevailing impression of
New York City as a high crime area, it was not expected that
such a substantial portion of the population would consider
Midwood as worse.

24) Which of the following statemehts do you agree with
the most?

41.3% My chances of being attacked or robbed have
gone up in the last few years.

15.1% My chances of being attacked or robbed have
gone down in the last few years.

20.9% My chances of being attacked or robbed have
not changed in the past few years.

22.6% No opinion, Don't know.

A major perceptual question as to trends in crime rates,
41.3% see the situation as it actually stood with increasing
crime rates. Perhaps the 22.6% no opinions reflect new
arrivals or people unwilling to state (as above question #14)
any fears on this subject.

25) Which of the following statements do you agrce with
the most?

23.8% Crime is less serious than the
newspapers and TV say.

24.0% Crime is more scerious than the
newspapers and TV say.



38.6% Crime is about as serious as the
newspapers and TV say.
12,0% Don't Know.

This question merely surveyed the publics perception of
media crime reporting, and the rather even distribution of re-
sponses shows no particular ambivalence toward the media.

21) Would you say in gencral, that your local police are
doing a good job, an average job, or a poor job?

18.9% Good

39.1% Average

31.8% Poor

8.4% No opinion

1.8% No response
The 31.8% xesponse "Poor" rerlec!s a significant citizen disgati-
faction with police performance which has becn evidenced to us
repeatedly throughout program implementation.

22) In what ways could they improve?

7.0% No improvement needed

43.2% Need more police

19.2% Patrol more

17.8% Be more prompt

1.4% Inprove training

1.9% Raisc qualifications

3.0% Raise pay

4,3% Be more courteous, concerned
2.2% Don't discriminate

The thrce arecas cited most often for improvement in police
performance are closely related. The neced for more police man-
power is traditionally cited by the NYPD to improve responsc
time (promptness) and to expand patrol. It is significant to
note however that 37.0% of respondents felt that these two cate-
gories (patrol & promptness) could be improved without an in-
crease in manpower.

23) Which of the recasons above (question 22) would you say

is most important?
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20.6% Patrol more

19.8% Neced more poulice

15.9% Be more courteous, concerned
14.3% Be more prompt

7.7% More training

5.8% Don't discriminate

5.5% No improvement

5.2% Raise qualifications

5.2% Raise pay

It is interesting to note the realignment of answers sim-
ply by asking the respondent to prioritize the list. 23.4% of
those surveyed shifted their answer from more police to other
categories. This shows a significant lack of confidence in

the NYPD standard line - "We need more cops". Perhaps without

a conscious decision, people are refuting, as are crime statis-
tics, the axiom that quantity equals qguality. This is en-
couraging in that it seems to indicate an opcning in attitudes
and perceptions which may allow further accurate pictures to

enter.

III BEHAVIOR

19) Are there some parts of New York City you would like

to go during the day, but are afraid to because of crime?

57.7% No

34.0% Yes

8.3% No response

The key to this question lies in the phrase "you would like

to go to". Those surveyed were not asked about the city as a
whole. We were sceking bechavioral changes caused by perception
of crime. Few residents wint under any circumstances to pay a
visit to our tra ditional high crime areas. But if they
altered their bechavior - to not go to a particular muscum, re-

staurant, ctc. - as 34.0% stated -~ it represents a significant

change.
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20) Are there some parts of New York City you would like

to go during the evening but are afraid to because of crime?

47.0% No

45.4% Yes

7.6% No response
Similar to guestion #19 (above), we targeted the behavioral

alteration. A full 10% of respondents shifited down to fear of
nighttime crime. Should we consider the economic impact alone
of 45.4% of a middle class community not going to places in the
evening which they would otherwise like to go, we begin to

appreciate the importance of perception of crime to the future

of our city.

16) 1Is the neighborhood dangerous enough to make you think
seriously about moving elsewhere?
59.0% No
17.4% Yes, but can't afford to
7.8% Yes, but can't find other housing
7.5% Yes, but relatives or friends nearby
3.1% Yes, but convenient to work
3.4% Yes, plan to move soon
1.9% Other recasons
41% of respondents considered crime sexrious enough to con-
sider moving. The uprooting of a family is onec of the most
serious behavioral changes one can make, impacting not only the
family itself but the community which the family leaves. Rapid
turnover of apartments and housing stock is a fatal sign to any
traditionally stable community. We nmust reverse this particular
attitude since the reasons cited for staying are tenuous at
best. Perhaps morc significant than any other finding in the
questionnaire, we must watch future surveys very carcfully to

sce 1Lf any of these behavioral indicators have revaersed.

26) Do you think pecople in general have limited or changed

their activities in the past few yecars because they are afraid

By T e




of crime?
66.7% Yes
20.7% No
12.6% No response
See comments below (Question 28)

27) Do you think people in this neighborhood have limited

or changed their activities in the past few years because they

are afraid of crime?
72.6% Yes
24 .,4% No
2.9% No response
See comments below (Question 28).
28) In general, have you limited or changed your activities
in the past few years becausc of crime?
55.1% Yes
42.8% No
2.1% .No responses
These last threc questions point out several interesting per-
ceptions of the behavioral patterns of others, as well as direct
evidence of behavioral change by the majority of respondents.
22.1% of "No" respondents changed their answers to "Yes" (if the
ratios base of response Lo Question 28 is held as a constant)
over the three questions. People perceive others as having done
more than themselves to restrict their activities vis-a-vis
crime. They perceive the necighborhood as being untypically
affected in relation to pcople in gencral. This would appear to
point to an unwarranted negativism related through comments like
"everybody in Midwood is living behind barbed wire". The speaker
almost universally exempts himsclf and his immediate acquain-
tences, but is sincere in his belief that others are doing so.

It is still significant to note that %5.5% of respondents

openly admit to restricting their activities in recaction to
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criminality. The word "limited" in the question puts a
psychological connotation on the question different than, for
instance, a person who joined a civilian patrol, which is an

expansion of activity rather than a limitation.
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

X1 SeX

CATEGORY LABEL

MALE

FEMALE

ME AN 1530
MODE 2000
KURTOSTS ~1.996
MINIMUM 1.000
VALID CASES 385

{CREATION DATE = 05/22/7179)

ABSOLUTE

cCuDt FREQ

1. 161

2o 204

TOYAL 366
STD ERR C.02%
STD DEV 0500
SKEWNESS ~0+120
MAX 1MUM 2000
MISSING CASLES (o]

PRILTEST
RELATIVE ALJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
47.0 47 o0
53.0 53.0
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

Cum
FREQ
(PCT)

1556
0.25%0
1.000

05722779



LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

X2 RACE

CATEGURY LABEL

wWHITE

BLACK
OTHER
MEAN 1e327
MO0k 1000
KURTOS1S l.678
MINIMUM 1.000

VALID CASES 3895

(CREATION DATE = 05/22/79)

ABSOLUTE

CODLE FREQ

le <92

2e 60

3e jd

TOUTAL 3485
STD ERR 0032
STD DEV Oab27
SKEWNESS le72%
MAX I MUM 3000
M1ISSING CASES 0

PRETESTY
RELATIVE ADJUSIED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
5.8 75«4
16 15.6
8.6 8.6
100.0 1000
MECDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
7548
Oled

1000

1.159
0393
2.0C0

O0brs22779
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LtEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA (CREATION DAYE = 0S/22/79)
X3 OCCUPATION
. ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CaoE FREQ
UNEMPLOYED le 62
HOUSEW IFE 2e 99
STUDENT 3. 58’
BLULCOLLAR - be 27
CLERICAL Se 29
TECHNICAL 6. 16
PROFESSIONAL ‘ 7.. S8
MANAGERIAL 8 30

Ge 7

Co 3

rotaL 385

MEAN 38503 STD L[RR Cel2b
MO 20000 STD v 2441
KURTOS IS ~le134a SKEWNESS 0 eH542
MINIMUM 1.000 MAX § MUM * Y000
VAL1ID CASES 382 M1ISSING CASES 3

PRLTE

RuLATI
FREQ
(PCY
16a1
257

1561

-l
.
o

1.8

OB

s e e

100.0

0Sr22779
ST
VE  ADJUSTED Cum
FREQ FREQ
) (PCT) (PCT)
162 162
259 4201
152 573
Tel 6844
6e5 709
462 7S el
1562 503
7.9 982
1.8 100.0
MISSING 100.0
- :;;:;-
MEDIAN 3.017
VARIANCE 5957
RANGE 8.000

e T T
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA (CREATION DATE =
Xa INCOME
éAreconv LABEL cooE
UNDER 32000 1.
$2000~2999 2.
$3000-5999 3.
$6000~9999 4o
$10000-14999 Se
$15000+ e
8e
O
' TOTAL
MEAN 4.076 STD ERK
MODE 6,000 STD OtV
KURTOS1S ~0.885 SKEWNESS
MINIMUM 1000 MAX | MUM

0Srs722719)

ABSULUJYE
FREQ

30
a5
60
77
56

Q8

- ——

0.086¢€
l1e002
-0 e217
84000

VALID CASES 370 MISSING CASLES 15

FPRETE

RELATI
FREQ
(PCT
78
11.7

156

——- — - —

ST
VE ALJUSTED
FREQ
) tPCT)
el
12.2
16.2
20.8
151
265
1el
M1SS ING
10040
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

0S5/722/779

cumM
FREQ
(PCT)

8.1

44149
26704
7.000




LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LLCAA (CREATION DATE = 05/22/7%)
x5 HOUSEHOLD SIZE
ABSULUTE

CATE GORY LABEL CODE FREQ
ON le. 36
WO 2e 78
THRCE 3. 96
FOUR 4e 91
FIVE + Se 84

TOTAL 385
M- AN 3.283 STDO ERR 0e06%
MODE 3.000 STOD DEV 1269
KURTOSIS -1.039 SKEWNESS ~0a4175
MINIMUM 1000 MAX 1 MUM 5.000
VAL ID CASES 385 M1SSING CASES 9

PRETE

RELATI
FREQ
(PCY

—— i

ST

v ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)

Qe

2063
24 «9
23 6
2148
1000

MEDIAN

VARIANCE

RANGE

CuMm
FRLQ
(PCT)

29.6

5445

78e2

100.0

3318
1.610
4.000

05722779




- LEAA CRIME SURVEY
nJ
o .. FILE LEAA _(CREATION DATE = 05/22/79)
i B
‘ ¥
.. X6 AGE
i
-
i T ABSOLUTE
- CATEGORY LABEL. COOE FREQ
65+ le 84
T
45_64 2. 77
L I T25_4a 3. 142
: 15_24, a. 65 /
UNDER 15 Se 13
b Oe 4
f TOTAL 38%
>
E
: ME AN 2.596 STD ERR 0.057
. MODE 3.000 STD DEV 1,109
; KURTQOSIS -0.827 SKEWNESS 0.024
3 MINIMUM 1.000 MAX [ MUM 5«000
Qﬁa VALID CASES 381 MISSING CASES 4

AP o

PRETE

RELATI
FREOQ
(PCY
21.8
200
369
169
3ot
1.0

100.0

ST

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
2240
20«2
373
171
3e4
MISSING

- ——————— v —

10040

MLDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CuM
FREQ
{(PCT)
22.0
423
0646

10040

100.0

24708
1.231
4«00C

0L/ 22779
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA ({CREATION DATE = 05/22/79) PRUTEST

X7 RECENT CRIME RATE

RELATIVE  ADJIUSTED

ABSOLUIE FREQ FRLQ
CATE GORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
INCREASED 1. 1o “1.4 514
DECREASED 2. 38 9eG 9e9
SAME He 92 23.9 2349
OAONT KNOW 4 e 36 Uedh Qedh
NCw RESIDENT Se 21 Seb Seb
TOTAL 385 100.0 100 0
ME AN 24075 STD ERR 0,065 MEDTAN
MONG 1.000 STD DEV 1.271 VAR IANCE
KURTQSIS -0.633 SKEWNESS 0775 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.600 MAX | MUM 5,000
VALID CASES 385 M1SSING CASLS o

O5/s22772:

CumM
FRLQ
(PCT )
Hle4
61e3
85.2
G445

100.0

14472
1617
4.000
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

(CREATION DATE = 05/22/79)

X8 SPECIFIC CRIME RATt

CATEGORY LAJYEL

NO

YES

MIZAN
MODU
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

16595
1000
2579
1.000

383

ABSOLUTE

cobt FREQ

1. 202

2. 146

3. 2g

4. 8

Se 2

O 2

TOTAL 385
SYD ERR C.038
STD ULEV 0749
SKEWNESS 1.419
MAX IMUM 54000

MISSING CASES 2

PRETEST

ReELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
5245 5267
379 381
6.5 6 oS
2el 2.1
Ced OeS
Qeb MISSING
100.0 1000
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

CuUM
FREQ
(RPCT)

Q0«9

S7.4

G965

108G .G

10C.0

loada8
05861
4.000

05722779

3 N ks b e SR
regom e AR S ey e e T SRR 4 T e R O T T R

o

- T TR

e T e, 4217

VR I ARPRTNIG A N e M D Y Y A Y NIk T




LEAA CRIME SURVEY O0Srsz2/7g

 FILE  LEAA (CREATION DATE = 05/22/79) PRETEST
?
L x10 WHO COMMITS CRIME
RECLATIVE ADJUSTED cumM
ABSOLUTE FREG FREQ EREQ
CATEGURY LABEL CODE EREQ (PCT) (PCT) LPCT)
; N3 CRIMES 1. 54 14.0 14 41 14 41
i«
: LIVING HERE 2. 42 10.9 10.9 250
OUTS IDER 3. © 128 33.2 3343 58.3
‘ EQUALLY 4o 95 2447 24 47 831
1 -
§ DONT KNOW S, 63 16 <4 16 o4 99.5
g 8. 2 0eb 05 1000
3
j O. 1 0e3 MISSING 100.0
] T01AL 385 100.0 160 .0
a
- \
ME AN 3.211 STD EKRR 00606 MED TAN 3.250
“ MODE 3.600 STD DEV 1.291 - VARTANCE 1666
i KURTOS1S ~0.045 SKEWNESS —0.039 RANGE 7.000
1 MINIMUM 1.000 MAX 1 HUM 84000
J VALID CASES 384 MISSING CASES 1
4
} ~
ki 4
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

X11 Vs CRIME RATE

CATEGUORY LABEL

INCREASED

DECREASED

SAMLE

OONT KNOW

MtZ AN
MODC
KURTQS!S
HINIMUM

VALID CASES

(CREATION DATE = 05/22

1.621
1.000
1.248
1.0H0

385

ABSU
CODE FR

le 2

TOTAL 3

STO ERR
STD Otv
SKEWNESS
MAX T MUM

MISSING CASES

779)

LulE
EQ

66

42

41

0054
1.059
1.558
5000

PRETE

RELAT]
FREQ
(PCT
6941

109

ST
v ALIUSTLED
FREQ
) (PCT)
69 .1
109
1046
«5
1.8
100 .0
MEDIAN
VARTIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
69.1
80.0
90«6

S8e.2

100.0

1.224
1ea121
44000

O0S/z2/779




LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA (CREATION DAYE = 05/22/7v)

X12 US SPECIFIC CRIMES
ABSOLUIE
CATEGORY LABEL CLDE FREQ
NO le 20¢
YES 2. 143
3. 16
4, 7
Se 2
7e 1
Ba 5
Ce 2
ToTaL 385
ME AN . 1e640 STD ERR 0.054
MUDLC 1.000 STD DEV 1.056
KURTOS IS 17.418 SKEWNESS 3573
MINIMUM 1.000 MAX ¥ MUM 84000
VALID CASES 383 MISSING CASES 2

PRETEST

RLLATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
5443 54 .6
371 373
4,2 442
1.4 1.8
Oeb 0.5
03 0e3
1.3 1e3
0.5 MISSING
100.0 1000
MEDTAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
tPCT)

0484 &6

SBe4
G8e7
100.0

100.0

1.416
1.116
74000

Obr22/779
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FIlLE LEAA

Xla SAFE AT NIGHT

({CREATION DATE = 0S/22/7v)

CATEGURY LABEL

Ve RY S AFL

REASONABLY SAFE

SOMEWHATY SAFE

VERY UNSAFE

MiZAN 26673
NQDE 24000
KURTUOS1IS 2+0069
MINIMUM 1.000

VALID CASES

385

ABSOLUTL

Ca0K FREQ

| I 43

2. 134

3. 127

4. 76

Se 1

e 2

8. 4

TOTAL 38%
STD ERR GeS3
>TO DEV 1037
SKEWNESS Qo772
MAX I MUM 8000

MISSING CASES o

PRETEST
REELATIVE  ADJUSTLD
FrREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
11.2 11.2
33 .8 34 .8
33.0 3340
19.7 19.7
0.3 0.3
0ot 0e%
0e5 05
10040 10040
MCDIAN
VAR IANCE
RANGE

CuUM
FREQ
(PCT ]

112

46 .0

9847

990

9O 5

100.0

2622
1.075
7.000

Csr22/779
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FlLt LEAA

X195 SAFE IN DAY

CATEZGORY LABEL

VERY SAFE

REASONABLY SAFE

SOMEWHAT SAFE

VERY UNSAFE

ME AN 2e 120
MO0 20CC
KURTOS1TS 2e¢5148
MIN1IMUM 1.000

VALID CASES

(CREAYION DATL =

384

CoDL

TOrIAL

STD LRR
STD v
SKEWNESS
MAX IMUM

0o /227 79)

ABSOLUIE
FREQ

129

141

75

28

0.05u
1.1349
1383
7.000

MISSING CASLES 1

PhETEST

RULATIVLE  ADLJUSTED

FEQ FirtQ
(PCT) (PCT)
335 33 .6
300 30e7
195 19«0
led 7Te3
C.8 \ Oeld
1.3 13
Oe8 Ce8s
Ve d MISSING
1600 100.0
MEOTAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)H

89«8

971

979

99.2

1000

1000

1647
le286

6.0C0C

05722779



TR, TR

LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA (CREATION DAYE = 0L/722/79)

Xlo MAV ING
AHSOVUTE
CATEGORY LAGEL CLOE FREQ
ND le 227
YES CANT AFFORD 2e 67
TES CANT FIND 3. 30
YLS RELATIONS NELAR 4o 29
YES CONVENIENT Se 12
YES SOON S 13
OTHL K T 6
Ge 1
votaL 385
ME AN 1.961 STO &RR UeQ77
MODT 1.0G0 STD ULV 1509
KURTOS 1S 2.287 SKEWNESS l1e721
MINTMUM 1.000 MAX I MUM 8000
vaLlD CASES 385 MISSING CASES 0

PRETEST

RELLAFIVE  ADJULTED

FREQ FREQ
{(»PCT) (PCT)
59.0 59.0
174 17 24
7.8 748
T¢5H TeS
3el e}
det 3e4
el | Y
Ce3 V3
100.0 16040
MCOLAN
HARTANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
590
75«4
8442
GlLe?
9448
YBe 2
G977

10G«Q

1348
24277
7.000

CsS/22779




LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

(CREATION DATE = 05/22/79)

X7 REASON FOR MOVING

CATUGORY LABE

NO

YCS CANT AFFO

YES CANT FIND

YES RELATIONS

YES CONVENIEN

YES SOON

OTHER

ME AN
MOOLT
KURTULUS 1S
MINIMUM

VALiID CASES

L

RD

NEAR

T

40021
2000
~1255
1.000

3680

ABSUOLUTE

CODE FREQ

le Q7

2e 110

3. 65

Qe 34

Se 13

Oe S

Te 13

8e 93

Oe 5

TOTAL 385
STD ERR Q.133
STD LEV 2«02
SKEWNESS 0599
MAX I MU 8000

MISSING TASES S

PRt TE

RELATI
FREQ
(PCT
12.2
2846

169

2442

13

ST

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
12,4

28 9

24 5

M ISS ING

10C.0

100.0

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CuUM

FREQ

(PCT)

12.4

41.3

SBed

67.4

70.8

721

7545

100.0

100.0

3.008
6770
7060

0Sr22/779




LEAA CRIME SURVEY Qbr 22779

-
i _ FILE LEAA (CREATION DATE = 05/22/79)  PRLIEST
?'
’ ” x18 NE IGHBORHUOD VS CITY \
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
. ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREG
CATEGUORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCTY (rCy)
MCUH MORE DANGEROUS le 52 13.5 135 13.5
MORE DANGEROUS 2e 56 14¢5 14 ¢% 2841
ASOUT AVERAGE 3. 130 33.8 33.8 61.8
LESS DANGERQOUS 4. 116 301 201 919
MUCH LESS DANGEROUS Se 24 6e2 6.2 98,2
6. 3 08 Q3 9900
Ze 2 Oeb Oeb 99,5
A
.‘I 8e 2 QebH OeYH 1000
: - TOTAL 385 10040 1000
i .
: - ME AN 3.081 STO tRR Ce063 MEDIAN 34150
ﬁ:} MUDL 30000 STD Chv 1e232 VARIANCE 1e517
KURTUS 1S 0794 SKEWNESS 0216 RANGE 7.000
MINT MUM 1.000 MAX T MUM 84000

s S aknet

VALLID CASES 385 MISSHING CASLS G

T e




LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA (CREATION DATL = 0b/z2/7/79)

X119 Cl1YY CRIME DAY
ABSOULULIE
CATEGORY LABEL coDtE FRLQ
NO le 222
YES e 141
3. 23
4o S
Se 4
TovAL 385
MEAN 165490 5TD ERR 0e0d39%
MDD 14600 STD DV Qe750
KURTOS1IS 4135 SKEWNESS la751
MINIMUM 1. 000 MAX 1 UM S« 000
VALID CASES 3489 MISSING CASES 9

PRETE

RELATIE
FRUEQ
(PCTY

———

ST
Vi AUJUSTLD
FREQ
) {PCT)
ST 7
3440
6ol
1a3
10
1000
MEDIAN
VAR ITANCE
RANGE

cuM
FRELQ
(PCT)

57«7

917

12367
072
4.000

VE/22/79
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G
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CATL GORY LABEL

LEAA CRIME SURVEY

[

FILE LEAA (CREATION DATE =

X20 CITY CRIME NIGHT

code

NO le.
YES %a
ICN

G e

Se

Coe

Te

e

Oe

TOTAL

ME AN 1695 STD ERK
MODE 1000 STD DtV
KURTOSIS 1S+ 790 SKEWNESS
MINIMUM 1.000 MAX I MUM
VALID CASES 363 MISS ING

05/722/779)

A SOLUTE
FREQ

180

VedAy
0962
34183
9e000

CASES 2

PRETEST
ReLATIVE  ADJUSTLD
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) teCT)
4648 47V e0
49,2 a5 o4
3¢9 349
l1e3 13
0.8 Qebs
Ge8B 0s6
Geb Cel
0e3 0.3
Ceb M 1SS ING
100.0 10040
MEDIAN
VAR IANCE
RANGE

05/s22/779

CuM

FRLQ

(PCT)

470

V24

963

977

9B e 4

99 .2

Y997

100.0

100.0

1566
0925
8000



LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

(CREATION DATE = (0S/722/7v9)

x21 CITY PQLICE RATING

CAT=ZGORY LABEL

GOOn

AVCERAGE

POOR

DONT XNOW

ME AN
MOOZ
KURTUSIS
MIN]MUM

VALID CASES

24375
2.000
40299
1000

381

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

le 72

2e 149

e 121

4 e 32

Se 2

6. 3

8a 2

Oe 4

TOTAL 385
STL ERR Ue053
STO LEV 1.033
SKEWNESS le2l10
MAX I MUM 650000

MISSING CASES 4

PRETE

ReLATI
FREQ
(PCT

itie?

—— - o —

ST
Ve ADJUSTED
FREQ ¢
) (PCT)
189
39,1
31.8
8.4
OebH
Ceb
Ge5
MISSING
100.0
MLDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM

FREOQ

(PCT)

18.9

©8.0

8G9 .8

9B e 2

SB.7

QYe S

10040

100.0

28290
1.0L7
7000

0S/722/779




LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE LEAA

. X22 IMPROVE POLICE

éATEGORY LABEL

NO 1MPRJOVEMENT

MORE POLICE

MORE PATROL

MORE PROMPT
IMPROVE TRAINING
RAISE QUALIFICATIONS
RAISE PAY

MORt: CONCERN

DONT DISCRIMINATE

M= AN 3.154
MODE 24030
KUKXTQS 1S 2093
MIN] MUM 1.000
VALID CASES 370

(CREATION DATL = Qb/22/79)

ABSULUTE
CopE FREQ
1. 26
2. 166
3. 71
4. 66
5 5
6. 7
7. 11
Be 16
9. 3
Oe 15
rotaL 385
STD LERR 0e090
STO DEV 1.854
SKEWNESS 1.613
MAX I MUM ©.000

MISSING CASES

1S

PRLTEST
RLLAY Ive Anuussh&
FReQ FREQ
(PCTY) (PCT)
68 70
4146 43,2
1864 19,2
171 17.8
1.3 19
1e8 1.9
269 30
42 443
2e1 2e2
3oy MISSING
1000 10040
MCDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)

695

873

L8e 6

905

Y3

97 b

10600

1000

2.494
3.437
£§.000

05722779

s o - aaE I

-y Tt w2y

o e — %
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY GSr22/779

FILEC LEAA (CREATION DATE = C9H/22/79) PRLTLST
x23 IMPORTANT PULICE IMPROVEMENT
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREO EREQ
CATEGQORY LABEL CUDL FREQW (PCT) (PCY) (PCT)
NO IMPROVEMENT le 20 He2 5eb Seb
MORE POLICE 2. 72 1847 19 .8 2543
MORE PATROL 3. " 79 19.5 2046 45,9
MORE PROMPT 4. 52 13.5 1443 602
IMPRUOVE TRAINING S . 28 7.3 % 679
RAISE QUALIFICATIONS 6. 19 4.9 Se2 731
RAISE PAY 7. 19 a.9 5e2 78.3
MORZ CONCERN HBae 58 15,1 159 Y42
DONT DISCRIMINATE 9. 21 545 5ot 10040
Oe 21 Seb MISSING 1000
TOTAL 385 100.0 10040
ME AN 4,497 STD ERR O0el2t MEDIAN 3.788
MOOE 3.000 STD LEV 2451 VAR TANCE 6.008
KURTOSTS ~1e143 SKL WNLSS Cet 78 RANGE 8,000
MINTMUM 1.000 MAX FMUM Y e000

VALID CASES 364 MISS ING CASES 21



]

LEAA CRIME SURVEY CSrsz22/779

FILt LEAA (CREATION DATE = 35/22/79) PRETESTY
X224 CHANCES OF CRIME
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CuM
. ABSOLUYE FREQ FREQ FRFQ
CAYEGORY LABEL CO0k FREQ (PCT) (PCT) {(PCT)
CHANCES UP le 158 410 G413 41.2
CHANCES OOWN 2e 58 1501 151 564
CHANCES SAME 3e 80 208 20.9 77.3
DONT KNOW 4. 83 13.8 138 911
Se 11 269 249 9440
6o S 1.3 1e3 9543
7e 6 16 16 5649
e ) 3 | 21 99.0
9 4 1.0 1.0 100.0
Oe 2 Teb MISSING 1000
TUTAL 388 100.0 1000
ME AN 2.488 STD ERR 0e06YG MEDIAN 2.078
MOD* 1.C00 STD ULEV 1751 VAR IANCE 3.067
KURTOSIS 24437 SKEWNESS 16495 RANGE 84000
MINIMUM 1000 MAX IMUM -~ 94000

VAL ID CASES 3863 MISSING CASES 2
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LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILe LEAA

(CREATION DATE = 0%/22/79)

xX25 CRIME SERIOQUSNESS

CATUGORY LABEL

LESS SERIQUS

MORE SERIOUS

AZDUT SAME

DONT KNOW

ME AN
MJDE
KURTOSIS
MINI MUM

VAL ID CASES

28467
3.000
3.958
1.000

383

ABSOLUTE

CULDE FREQ

le 91

2e Qe

3 148

G e 40

S5e V4

Be 4

Oe 2

TOTAL 385
STO ERR 0069
STD DEV lalaon
SKEWNESS 1,052
MAX I MUM 8.000

MISSING CASES 2

PRtETE

RELATI
FRLO
(PCT
2346
23.9

38e4

St

VE

)

ADJUSTED
FREQ
tPC1)

MISSING

100.0

MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

QSrs22/7S

CumM
FREQ
{PCT)

H6e4

98 e &

99.0

100.0

100.0

26557
le312
74000




— LEAA CRIME SURVEY 0&Sr22/779

4 — FlLE LEAA (CREATION DATL = 0b/22/79) PRETEST

; . x26 ACTIVITY CHANGES

RELATIVE  ALJUSTED CUM
; . ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FRCQ
c - CATEGURY LABEL C ubE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
% YES le 254 66 e O 66e? 6be7
1 NO 2. 79 20.5 20a7 874
. 3. " 26 6e8 6 o8 9442
‘z
’a 40 19 449 Se0 992
! 8. 3 0B 0.8 100.0
§
- 0. 4. 1.0 MISSING  100.0
; TOTAL 385 100.0 10040
i ME AN 1.549 STD LRR 0.Cb2 MEDIAN 1.250
: N MODRE 1.000 STD DUV 14008 VAR IANCE 1.017
: . KURTOSIS 12.558 SKEWNESS 24917 RANGE 7.000
3 MINIMUM 1.000 MAX 1 NUM 8.000
| © -
VALID CASES 381 MISSING CASES 4




. LEAA CRIME SURVEY 05/22/79
N
- FILE  LEAA (CREATION DATL = 05/22/79)  BPRETEST
“
x27 Nt IGHBORHOOD ACTIVITY CHANGES
o ! ,
RELATIVE ADLJUSTED CuUM
ABSOLUTE EREQ FREQ FRLQ
o CATEGORY LADEL C OOE FREQ (PCT) tPCT) tPCT)
YES 1. 2786 72.2 720 72.6
“
N 2. 94 24 .4 24 o5 971
3. g Zel 2.1 9.2
8o 2 0.8 0.8 100.0
A
0. 2 0eb MISSING 10040
N TOTAL 385 100.0 10040
o ME AN 1.342 STD CRR 0.039 MEDIAN 1.189
MODS 1.000 STD DEV 0.7273 VAR IANCE 0.597
KURTOSIS 410517 SKEWNESS 5.344 RANGE 7.000
N MINIMUM 1,000 MAX IMUM 8.000
VALID CASES 383 MISSING CASES 2

. — e e et e e ot



i

LEAA CRIME SURVEY

FILE  LEAA (CREATION DATE = 05/22/79)
x28 PERSONAL ACTIVITY CHANGES
. | ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
YES ‘ 1. 210
NO ‘ 2. 163

3. 2

4. 3

7. 1

8. 2

0. 4

rotaL 385

MEAN 1.514 STO ERR 0.040
MOD¥ 1,000 STO DEV 0780
KURTOSIS 30.149 SKEWNESS 4.200
MINIMUM 1.000 MAX I MUM 84000
VALID CASES 381 MISSING CASES a

PRETES?T
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCY) (PCT)
545 551
4243 a2.3
0.5 0e5
0e8 0.8
0e3 0e3
05 05

1.0 M 1SS ING
160.0 1000
MEDIAN

VAR IANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)

97 e9

Y8e 4

99e2

995

100.0

10040

1e407
O0.608
7000

¢

05/722779




END






