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FINAL PROGRESS SUMMARY

All of the four projecyts .fuuded as“p'art‘of;this,rrifini—bloc'k;gra‘nt:We,r‘,e; o

S

guccessfil in ac complishing most of their obje otiv‘e s "The »"ev‘idenc e

collection, pros ecutionf’a’nd comtnunic‘atiOn‘vpr’o;j ects achieve‘d all their

‘w"

.obJectlves (not all ObJeCthBS Were quantlflable) O;f the pollce pro_]ect

obJectwes, two were met and two Were probably achleved and two ob—

jectives: accomplishment could »n‘o‘t‘ be“determir‘ied. ‘Specifi”c:ﬂ deta‘ils’_ar‘e‘ ‘
corltained in vthe' project final reports, 'and“ther.e'. is. ,nojfﬂneed t'o‘rej‘peat!thé"

information in this summary LR R S e
An analysis of the obje'ctiVe”s of 'th‘eaentire-vmini-.block'g’rant‘i‘n‘dif, o

o

cates positive 'im,pact The purpose of the grant was to expand the

. These prograrn areas were expanded by$245 390 and the four prOJects

L

- The three pa.rtioular o-bje,'CtiVes of theimin-vijbltock grant Were L

specifically met in one area, generally/met in one area, and not met in

. [

anothe® area,

j The police area objective was tokestab‘lishf‘vi;able projectsf‘:th‘at i

utilize to the full extent available manpower on,vbo‘th fexis"ting"and r‘lewg o

g

(:

link the poli‘ce« cloSerﬂto the othér fundamental areas of the oriminal-

‘Manpower Utlllzatlon and Equlpment program areas of the 1973 Plan. e L I R R DT T R L , o
: : : : proved because of the greater availability of the attorney to the police-

c0ntr}ib}uted to the facCOmpli_s‘hme‘rl_t, of MANPOWPR ‘an_d EQUIPMENT.ob— :

st

- ‘projects in order to continue to decrease all aspects of .crime and to“-‘

e
e

_ justice s‘ystem, » there_b’y ine\reas‘in‘gi case solution rates by :Eiv‘e: perCent '

_“and apprehension rates by three percent, and decreasing case dismissal

.fatés‘:'dué to imPrOPe;‘f e;v;'.c_llence procESSing by 25 percent. ’COntaCt ,

»

‘f'_wlith th‘e“‘p'ublic an.d other orirhinal-j‘_us tice ag‘encies was a major part

,
of the pollce proge,ct Also, clearance rates 1ncreased p0551b1y by 14%,

and apprehen51on rates Were 15% hlgher 'Case‘-’edlsmissal rates could

‘ ‘~~,n‘ot be deterrhlned.‘ It‘;app]ear’_s that this objectiye ‘was w‘ellachie\.re‘d.g ‘

~ The objeCtiVe of the ‘pr0secut’ion program area was to provide, .

- prosecutors with.sufficient training and manpower to increase suc-
.cessful case prosecution by ten percent. It is not known if the county
- attorney is obtaining convictions.in ten percent more of his cases. Cases

: ;ali;“ecpr'és',ecuted. faster, and the attorney-police relationship has 1m-— C

: man‘.t . The‘se/achievements. see'm‘,tol" corhplyﬁvs‘iith the intent of the'prose-

" cution objective.

" The objective of the equipment'program area."was to increase

,";;apprehensmn rates by ten percent and to decrease ‘case di‘smissal rates

: ‘by 2.5 percent Accompllshment of thlS obJectWe through the two pro-

_]ects that were funded could not be determmed Both progects would

_tend ‘to achleve -thlS obJectlve aftera con sild'erable l-ength of time, but

- immediate impact is not apparent. "An improved statewide communications

vy e - o gttt oo : -~ T S T o o e e 1 et g s
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this program expansion.
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system and an evidence ‘collectio_n and Pyr“‘?ctésysing‘ unit did result from

L&
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Overall, the mini‘-‘blookieoncept -vvorked, weii and resulted in im-

provements in Utah’s crlmrnal Justlce system.,

s

Sy CREY

. ¢ ) . o ; ST : “’
| Pro_]ect is now contmumg with partnl actmn fuJ!tds support s a

. Segular operatlon of the Salt. Lake Clty Pollce Department Results of

)
‘

the grant 1ncluded :
- Average response time in target area reduced from 8 12 rnlnutes
to 7,29 minutes. i O
- Arrest ‘ratios (number of arre,sts d1v1ded by reported offenses)
for project personnel are. 15% hlgher than arrest ratlos for all
c1ty pollcemen before pro;ec’c began. _ RN
e'
- 600 busmesses and every re51dent in target area contacted for
burglary preventlon techmques,. :

ProSecutorial,As‘sistanceto Iron County, Utah

if
Through a full-time (no prive:tte 'p.ra;cti‘ce,); county prosecutor the .

i

Q £O'llowing- results haVetaken*plac‘{e: S ‘f, | S T

- Average time per case from arrest to tr1a1 reduced an estlmated
35% to 45%'§ . ‘ : ‘ : ‘

Most misdemeanors were handled in ",3'0 to 45 rdays;
o I . : '
- Attorney more avallable to police; practlcally every search
- warrant recelved w1th1n one hour of request

¥
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'Technical Services Division .~

Bnilﬁing com plete d, 'rnost eq‘uipfn ent fo T e;videnc & c ol]\f,,e ction vand'
) e ) R ‘ i - O

' processmg is in operatlon. Serv1ces have been prov1ded to agenc:.es

“ . )

5 , -
in Cache and Rz.ch countles, \and even to- Idaho authorrtles.

’Statewide Communications System Development

‘Combination signal generation and frequency monitor; audio re-

prodnoing,unit§‘ power 'snpply batteries; and offf‘road, all-purpose vehicles

are in operation.’ Full maintenance of system and improved,au“di)o re-

production are now possible. - e \\\/ '
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S'I'RA'I'EGIC PATROL AND COORDINATION EFFORT :
Grant No. 73 DF .08~ 0019 (A)

Report is a separate document’
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MN-Lron County Attorney

e U, S, DEPARVweNT OF JUSTICE | BN Sty Mg
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSlSTANCE ADMINlSTRA'HON ‘ . PROGRESS REFORT . -
N'r € o A - LE'AA GRART Noi «+ | DATE OF REPORT. |REPORT NO.
Hans Q. Chamberlam, Iron Co, Attorney ' B NI L
P. 0. Box 726, Cedar City, Utah 84720 "f.73—-DF—-08~0f11Q(m~ 8/10/74 4| :4‘ i
MPLEMENTING SUQGRANTEE - o TYPE OF RCPO(h “
gUtah Law, Enforcemerit Plannlng Agency TJREGULAR quAm‘anw DSPECIAL R%?L{gsa RIVE E
'Rm. 304,° State:Office' Bulld:mg R ,‘ | B ewac REpoRT- U AH T.‘TE LAW :
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 , o e TAH STA |
%HORT TITLE oF ProJECT Prosecutorial A551stance GRANT_AMOUN':T i . .
Tron County, Utah . - , $14,500. 00 ' P! E"T A
REFORT 15 SUB)FTTED\FQR TNE’ PERIOD , THROUGH o : ¢ L
X g TYPED NAME & TITLE OF PROJECT DlRECTOR
Hans Q." Chamberlain = E‘IFORCEMENT

PLANNN\‘O AGENC‘

- ?QMM“NCE REPORTLHERE (Aad continuation puaoa as tnqulmd.)

. |This project also f unded a part tJ.me deputy
tofore'in Iron County, Utah :

substantlally increased.

Z The main purpose of this grant was, to deterrnlne the Jmpact that a full tJ.me
“ prosecuting ~attormey would have in the criminal justlce system of a"somewhat large -
Jgeographical but small populated rural county located in the State of Utah. :
dlithis project the ooLmty attorney had been functioning only.in a part time tapacity main-{
ifltaining ‘a substantial private praotlce in'addition to his'duties as the county-attomey.

At the outset it is therefore apparent that man hours on the part of the proqe-
cutlng authorrty in Iron: County have been substantially increased due tothis project.
Because of ‘this arrangem,nt the quantity and quality of the man hours: /

I consider this to be a very important fact inasmichias it is

Prior to

county attorney Wthh had never ex:Lsted here

.

pﬁv:.ded has been

¥ not: always the quantlty of time available but the actual quality that’ goes into prosecu- -

tJ.ng that results'in a better-administration of' Jjustice. This project, by -allowing the

1prosecutmg attorney ‘to become ‘someivhat financially independent Wwithout ‘the reliance on.
SREE heavy private prac tice, has dllowed the prosecutmg authorlty to have the independence
. {that is necessary-tp allow the qlallty of prosecution that is now so crltlcally needed
throughout the nation.. This fact has’ led this author to the opinion that in rural counti

1

&

P e

R

es-

+Jqualified, skilled and efflclent prosecutor

| which is so essential to the administration

Inow, as' the civil attorney for the county. -

|facilities, '
‘ The actual Jmpac

" ling and from prel:.rm.nc.nf hearing to trial.

'lof the State of Utah and for that mtter, any state of the Union, a full time, well~

' ; . {by county basis or on: & regional basis whereby a county attorney would serve more than
I jone county, smular to the district attorney system.
= lthe county attorney, as a prosecuting attorney, have. the indepenidence ‘and full time statis

would be :Loqulred to enploy a county attorney to handle its respectlve cn.v11 matters in
the -event the county attorney's work load was such that he could not serve, as he does -

§ fattorney ot be adequate to that of a similarly situated civil attorney or defense

lattorney. not only to grant him the financial independence that is necessary, but to in-
- |sure ‘that he will remain ‘a career oriented prosecuting attomey. Adequate retirement:
benefits must also be aupplled as well as sufflclent offlce, lJ.brary and secretarlal )

of thls partlcular proyect whoreln there has been a i'ull tﬁne
'oounty attorney ‘has resulted in dhorter periocds of tine from arrest to prel:.mlnary hear-
It is.estimated: that from the time of arrest|

is needed. This might be «ddhe on a -county
The dmportant’factor here is that

of justice., It may well be that each county

The salary of the full time prosecutmg ,

- Misdemeanors requiring a trial have '
also been disposed of 15% to 20% faster than in prior months wherein there was not a full

~ ko the preliminavy hearing has been decreased by 20% o 25% and the time between arraign+ .
- ltent and trial has, been decreased by 15% to 20%. ‘

| time county attorney.

Many contested misdemeanors have bcen brou th to trial within 30
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A ‘”'i’to 45 days of a.rrest th.ch nears the goal establlshed of a one. month per:.od of tnme from - R e ‘ S . ’ =
i jarrest to trial. £ this B IRl S“‘“? of U“‘h e ‘ EET N NN , SRR
i : { As has been, J.ndJ.cated in prlor reports, one of Lhe ‘ost. 1mportant aspects o is o Cf ol Law Enforcement Pldnnmg Abcncy = 1, NARRATIVE PROGRESS-REPORT:
h ¥ has been the improvement in the. pollcewprosecutor' relationships. = Law enforcement, Yogn 1 Department of Public Safety oo b o ; %
Ré ’gxé?i?; have been able to secure a search warrant much more readily thal{ befciﬁ e n?ﬁ o S Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 R e _ :
o as a result of the avall- o e B T e e e - s T -
e only #£0. the full time position of the county attorneytbug alsbeen secured at any time -} Moo Grant Amount ', . Grant Number ..l .Dateof Report ' Type of Report )
| pebility of the deputy county attomey. =Search WRrTaR’s RS Seldombas if taken | Jl @ $12 150 ULEPA e | DAprit1, COctober 1 | [lfnteritn
o *‘durmg the day or night and usbally within minutes after thedrequiﬁt-hangs 2’;‘ e f;,,quest,«_ ‘ o a7, 521 - 73-DF-08-0019C | XKXJulyl DJanuarv1 OFinal -
§ “over an hour for the search warrant to be prepared and placed in the - oo Tltle of[ r‘oie‘c'tv- F g — ‘ e |
I e been able to :mvestlgate on an in depth SRR (R womoo roject S : SNt : |
I % & lenn ]al- }_yéctuh\e’lz;mtgta:zigndiysﬁaiéioon it&\own. Again, the county attorney has o f = “‘ Es,tabllshment of a Techm.cal Services Dn.v;Lsn.on in ’che Loga.n -
B Mﬁ:zlis:h:rtmeaand the ‘financial independence to d.lrect hlS attent:Lon to any matter whereln S R B { R S Clty Police Department |
FCer:Lnal aCthlty is suspected. el B e S T | S S Grantee[Agencv/or lnstttutuon SR Report Penod
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L R & _ C Koo Logan Clty Corporatlon S
b ”g N S I | B 61 West 1 North - s T(\ro gWWJ@ l97h SR
S | SRS PP s Logan, Utah 8L4321 = : Y N ,11 S
! Lo ¥ " i 752-3060{, . S Slynulurv ofl’m(mll):rcl tor. o .
e ‘ L Pl oow lmpurlnnt Su_ n.vuse side fur instructions, ’l’lu n.m.lmdt.r ol this page must Lcunlam a narrdllvc r«.porl on
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Hom ‘ - R f1° ' . The new i‘ac:.llty built to house this dlvisn.on has been completed Delivery.
S | o g PLET SN B of ordered equipment and, supplies is ' 95% complete with only a:few items
i o R -+ from one vendor remaining to be delivered, All vendors save two have been
[T L .~ .. paid for those items theyhave delivered, the two yet to be comple“bed are
2T j ; @ v 7, U held up because of still having supplles to dellver or in one case, a
P R : P : _ §l _~" Y 'small problem in delivery of wrong item is holding up complet:.on. :
N . R : R I gD:Lv:LSJ.on has begun to function as anticipated with evidence being processed
: " S 4 .m - . for logan City Police Department, Cache Gounty area town marshals, Rich
| ‘ ‘ : : { ’
[ X ' S e v'_Coun ¥ police agencies and on three occasions, evidence has been handled RS
- ~ SR - -and assistance rendered to Franklin County, Idaho Authorltles. : ; : i
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. i | . 1
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o ‘W.u ' o DISCRETIONARY GRANT ; E R : R o &3 e | Goveraor - L : : - U
L ) PN % LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSIS *@Aucs-m‘ umsmmou SR . PROGRESS REPORT , VA®ND A JACKSON o e e '  ROBERTB. ANDERSEN J
‘ ; , - Chairman . Y S (. W A ~ N Director
i GRANTEE R W Y GRANT NO, o‘Ajr‘E; oF R;Poar REPORT NO. @ v i A
4 Deaprtment of Publlc Sa.fety 173-DF-08-0019(D) 23 Aug 74 ; i &
' : . & Sy : . : E °
e TYPE OF REFORT N . e : ' i
: ; IIHPL!MENTING SUBGRANTEE - \\ . . ‘ A s \ nf E v ‘ . STATE OF UTAH ’ . RS s ‘,‘ :& LJ
A Utah H1ghway Patrol : S ‘ [IREGULAR QUARTERLY E]SPECML REQ‘UEST b e , S LAW ENFORCEMENT PLANNING AGENCY : “r J ooVl
' [X] FINAL REPORT TS BRI S R A © <7 = ~ROOM 304 STATE OFFICE’BUILDING wanes ~:
=z ; - L ; . 4 o DONVER
T : ‘ : °1 R . o J8ras 1"'0“ : . ’ SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 PR R e
i [sHORT 'rm.r- OF PROJECT Statew1de Communi- ‘GRANT AMOUNT , . T ' 14 Fen|Ypresenmative o (s01) 3285731 » ey
v cations System Development Cont, : . $18,140 ' g , ,AonL Carlson e P Y ‘ ISR o R : o
i .. '|REPORT IS SUBMITTED FOR THE PERIOD . THROUGH ‘ Y B o RO S ‘ L : : e
v ToHATURE o7 Pre T ~Apzil = ‘197}% TYPED HAME Avg;l&gog géo.:lezztimscwn A A PLv e Coordlinator . . L September 18, 1974 .. .. -« -
o o .. Colonel R, M. Helm ' §antlslcroft, Judge e n ‘ SEP 2 3 19 '
. ) R ’ 4 . : Superinte‘ndent . ‘z‘;'d DlstrICt Court N . e . ‘ . L ,
7 ICOMMENCE REPORT HERE (Add continjtation pages e required,) A : ; f El ;
b . ) . ‘&;365 }5% M,mer Durham, Camm/sslaner CRdM : k
4 ‘ : . o e a T St System of Higher Education ;C ‘ . b
‘ ‘ ' s ST A PRI R ; 5 ‘Utah Representative
~ } ' The VHF-UHF Signal Generator and Frequerncy Monitor which was returned gion dleion L LtEaAA pDepa‘rt?r:ent of Justice
L IR D actory for orréction has now been returned and is operating effectively. 7en f Goresentative 4 iy 1
N to the‘f Ct ]-'.Y or ¢ : \ ~ ‘p ; Ve K « ‘ Rm. 6519 Federal Building = ‘ X
B R \ , . Fn P, Holmgren I, C‘ammrssmner Denver, Colorado 80202 g : g
E This project ‘has now been completed with the goals and obJectlves as set ’ {1 Etcer Gounty. - enver, ( 2Rele R : ‘
\ fort “’nﬁthe original preject having been met. All of the items which were . ¥ 1 | ;herm N = : Dasy B L | °
" identifieasin the pro;eqt have been purchased and installed and are now Ver County ‘ RRERI ‘ Lo
. 7 functlonmg. . R v K R ' , ,?(P \rtado, Member Final progress report for discretionary grant ’ ‘
g N = N o Y Council - number 73-DF-08-0019, Prevention and Solution = v
« ) i ' o f Cri i ose ith final project reports. ‘ °
. aoblph Hytehings, Chiet B of Crimes, is enclosed with fi : 1.p‘ jec epo;’ts
h : 1 > "E3eof | Police Department - The report covers program activities from May 1,
- ' - 1974 to November 14, 1974, All project compo-
. Limon ackson, Commissioner . R £
- : kiartyﬁrtafl?ubhcs.afety nents haye‘“ended, gxcept flsca;l arrfangements.‘
i ) ° A. Jensan : Sincerely,
& * <O zen Representative ‘S)"%l) : .
= : S ¢ .
. 5 \ . 1 :
i« ; > §1 C. if ter, Judge : K/ . %:’JM
i ’ 0 Juf pile Court ‘ o :
ﬁ . h Y. McClure, Commissioner ‘ Steve VOJteCkV
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PROJECT WGRK SCHEDULE !

i

“May dnd June,
‘a’ grant review and. budget revision,
and preparatlons for 'closzng out’ the f1rst year grant.

 for second year ‘operdtion under the Coalition grant.f

T ds. f1na1 quarter of the f1rst vear SPACE operatlon called for contxnued

fiéld operations and updating procedure.' The; detail schedule for April,
as projected in the last quarterly narrative, -also called for
completlon of the program evaluatlon,

a 2l

All. of the above items were completed However,
approval con the ‘grant change proposalf(zncluded budget rev151on), it was:
necessary to extend the grant period by 15 days. Therefore, the program

_was' not assumed ‘under the Coalition of Specm.l Programs for second year

Please reference. 'the Coal1tzon grant 304"
1974

el

funding until June 16, 1974,
narrative for SPACE progress durzng J‘une 16 30,

‘PROBLEMS AND/OR PROGRAM CHANGES

Grant Change Proposal #3 This change dealt pr1mar11v W1th mod:fy’1ng the
SPACE budget. It entailed an account review and ad;usments which would
allow us to utilize our comserved underrun to cover unant:c:.pated equlpment_
It also allowed us to “reduce the pro;ected SPACE budget
This was essential

cost increases,

due to the fact that the Coalition grant was $53 1000, 00 over budgeted,

The $53,000.00 was awarded out .of 1975 LEPA money. In order-to.continue.
operations until July &, 1975, each component going onto the Coalition had
to make some budget modifications which would reduce future costs..

“The grant change necessitated a grant permd ad;ustment extend1ng the. f1rst

vear program an add1t1onal 15 days., As a result, the ‘City contributed an.
additional $8, 383,47 over the . local contrxbut;ons 1dent1f1ed ‘a8 thelr share

in the ad;usted grant budget.

n
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1974, - June 185, 1974

Aprz‘,l, 1,
Operatrons- We had almost a 1/3 personnel turnover in SPACE patrolmen durxng

0 :
tlus report:ng perlod.‘ The- tra1n1ng and orxentat:lon of the new rep11cements.
created a degree of slow down 1n our regular f:eld work.-

There were some: morale problems dur;ng thas quarter wh1ch seemed to affect ;
the entlre department. As Salt: Lake City was. attemptlng to’ f1na11ze the FY 1975 .
budget and close the books on FY! 1974 “the pohce department became the target
for budget cutback , It was announced {hat 53 polrce personnel would have -to

“be: dropped from the force.. Negotzat:ons took it to 53, persons furloughed from
there +the nmumber - was cut unt11 it was eventuallv reduced to the last 5 hired,
However, the 1nsecur1ty generated through the weeks of. negot1at10ns took it's toll.
Slnce .the last ‘persons hired: would be the first to - go, the budget negotlatrons
affected several SPACE personnel.

=iy : L BRI R : ; 3

¢

G

"\\
: At thls same t1me,_the department was under attack for m1nor1ty d1scr1m1nat10n.

here had been some shootmg incidents involving: mlnorltxes and police officers,
as well as accusatmns made concernlng d1scr1m1nat1on on hiring ‘and not enough,
hiinorities on the department. “The ‘issue of ‘gun pohcy and ‘the use of "deadly -
force"ﬂcapped the turmoil, " All of these factors: affected officer. morale, which
w:ﬁn turn had 4. 1mpact along ‘withe! the personnel turnover, on field operatmns.
: . R

Program Evaluatlon by Appl1ed Managem ent Corporatlon (AMC) The federal re-
qu1rement that 10% ‘of the LEAA contr;butwn was to be approprlated for am out.
vside evaluat1on was’ complxed with, but under strong ‘protest, (References Grantk
pe 2d) $20 000, 00 was 1n1t1a11y awarded for an outside consultant to do a pro-
fess1ona1 and obJectrve evaluatlon.‘ This was reduced to $14,500,090 in Grant
Change Proposal #3,. Having conceded to th1s requxrement we made every effort
~to 1mpress ‘the sconsultants with the fact that we expected 1ntormat10n, good or
~bad, "beyond what we ‘were. able to”’ produce ourselves within the department. If
we were forced to utilize $14,500.00 for this service when we’ were short on fund-
“ing in other areas, we anticipated an eval uation which would: be worth the price
‘and of value in futire ‘management of the program. L Oure ant1c1pated quahty and
: content of the report 1nc1uded the follovnng. ‘e DN s

[l

B ‘ . . P
- r.An outszde evaluatlon of any program should be presented in s1mp1e,
ld:t"ect language. The structure of the report should be designed for
- fast 1nterpretatlon,' emphasnzlng the hlghhghts of the f:nd1ngs.« '

vIt should address the guts of the program or methods, strategy, and

concepts of the operat1on ‘and the1r effect in meetlng the program :
: obJectzves.g o V

As 1t ‘turned out, our dlsappoxntment equalled our expenences in the past ‘with
outs1de evaluatzons. Proposed 1nadequaczes in the’ AMC evaluation 'are ajs follows-'

"\- "The AMC evaluatxon on SPACE ‘was’ presented to Lt. Leaver written
in long hand on legal pads,:thh the request that he have his own
vsecretary type it up.. There wias ‘no 1ndex and l1tt1e semblance of
order.'f : g , U s : :

-.,l When’th‘e first draft had been t'};ped Lt.‘ Byrd

Leaver met with Mr,
‘to -discuss the report and make any.. necessary correctrons. At that
txme, Lt.. Leaver request"“:::a:nmrndex to’ 1nsure the proper order of the
‘102 page report.k He further reauested a glossary defxmng the statxstr- .
S (I“{ Lo S e ) - L ! I '(; .
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Narrative Progress Report ‘ ' SRS T
Strategrc Patrol & Coordrnatxon Effort S T e g
JApril 1y S R

“e' . "Methods of Operation::
T Feasrbrhty of Integrat1ng SPACE Methods 1nto the Regular Patrol
‘Funct1on o R ) R I e : \ “; ,

‘of the lend results.
;we did -or d1d notumeet, the quantlfza_ble ob;ectzve

- entire . eval uatron.

“bines rape and molest;

19(74_ june 15, 1974

cal termxnology used 1n the report W1th the hope that the glossary
would make it more understandable.

The mdex was never recelved
'and the - glossary speaks for 1tself. S O P T N o

v

,The outs1de evaluator was’ to. perform an "overall evaluatron" of the -~
“ﬁprogram (Reference.
g“oussed in ‘the pre- select1on meetrngs ‘with representatrves ‘of. consultant
'frrms being. cons1dered for the contract and in further detarl with the
. .consultants selected ;

Grant p.10) ‘The" meanxng “of "overall" was dis~

N Speczfrc areas d1scussed were as follows-"'
SPACE“v.s. The Total Patrol Operatlon
SPACE Strategy VS s Regular Patrol Methods

« . Manpower: Utilization-

Vi

The above xtems were not adequately addressed in the evaluatzon report.

-The statistical compamsons which were introduced in the SPACE. grant
‘as "quantrfzable objectivest

(now . State and Federally requ1red) were
simply 'a medns of attempting to apply a- more tang1ble measurement
JAn overall evaluation should 1nc1ude how and why

v
LRI

" The evaluator did not appear to acknowledge two v1ta1 aspects of the
M‘program which,
caspect 'is the target area characteristics and the purpose for desrgnatrng
the two specific districts as the target site,

in- turn, depreciated the value of the report. The first
Of the h1gher crime .disa
tricts in Salt Lake. Clty, District #5 was heavzer in busrness and indus-"
try,‘ and adequate population for program test1ng.
was. geographic for the combining of two: districts appropriately., Of

all the possible combinations of hrgher ‘crime dzstrrcts, #5. and #7 were.

determined the most unique and best suited for the program, - The "

‘grant included all of the dnformation’ concernrng the site selectzon and

character:strcs.
as a

The consultant however, referred to’ the two drstrrcts
"high crime™ district and a:"low crime" dlstrrct throughout the
It was never the 1ntent of the program. to test the
impact.of SPACE in a low crime area v.s. hrgh crime ared, ‘The: com..
b1n1ng of Districts #% and #7 gave us. a total area of higher crime
which also included other characterrstrcs ideal for testrng the SPACE
concept,z (Note. Referenced grant pages are attached) .

"The ‘second .aspect was the' fact that the major g.rant. objective was to
““reduce incidence of ‘crime in the target area with emphasis on Part I,
‘\Crime and Part Il Crime contributing to Part-I-Crime (priority stipu~

lated. for grant funding by Reglon XII and ULEPA), A‘lthough the re- -
ported crime statistics comparisons in the evaluatmn did: address "art
I Crlmc, they. acknowledged only flVP of the seven exrstlng categor es
and mentioned nothing pertarnrng t,o Part 11 Cr1me contr:lbutzng
I Crime, In addition, the community survey taken by the consultants
and upon which they based many of their concluszons,

to emphasize these specific crime categories, In fact,

the survey and

the summary ‘tend’to-show the lick of understandzng on the part of the -

He coma .
while “at. the same time does not. Jndrcate grand ’
or -petty larceny when drscuss1ng thefts. ‘ '

evaluator as to the differences in crxme ¢lass and catcgory.

z
?l,

o,

Another oonsrderatlon

art:.

was not designed - :

T “N“"“rr‘h‘t'i’?e“"‘l”rogress neport

- ationm,
:should be, given to the numerous resources
form many of the same, services.
C_;fcomputer program analyst,
"*form more complete ‘and obJectrve evidluations,’

‘purpose of evaluatmg LEPA programs within Salt Lake and Toocle oount:es,

" .The AMC’ evaluatzon is attached.
'~referenced in the followxng progress sectron o \thls report.

L prr11 1 through June: 15.
~accomplishment durrng this period. wads the last Town ‘Hall Meeting sponsored by’

- SPACE in: Aprrl.
Ssix: Town Hall ‘Meetings’ sponsored by SPACE.~

‘partment.‘ T ' H0,/

Ryl T

Strategrc Patrol & Coordrnatzon Effort
Aprrl 1 1974 June 15 1974 ‘

[P

¥

- Probably one of the most m:sleadxng aspects of the evaluatron was that

i
- concernrng offrcer act1v1ty.‘ It is assumed that the evaluator's stat1st1csl£
Jupoa wh1ch he based his "time. ser1es analys1s" for, offrcer activity was ‘
“the number of calls for police assrstance within the two’ designated d1s-‘
~trictss By 1nJect1ng thesei statrstrcs as the sole’ contrlbutron concernrng
offrcer actrvxty, is" to “mis’s, the very nature of ‘the program.,

Objectrve #6 called for removrng the opportun1ty for crrme. The ‘grant

provzded funding for the ‘purpose of testing "saturatron" double the man-
power regularly assrgned to a d:lstrlct “lasa crime deterrent. The " evalu—
atron indicated’ there had been a’ decrease in officer activity in District.
#5, ‘and only a: sl1ght increase ‘in- D1str1ct #7..: Since there were twice

‘as many offrcers assrgned to the area, it would appear that either a good
deal was. m1ssrng in the evaluatron,‘ or we had consxderable manpower R
srttzng around dorng nothzng.' : B

The very strategy of‘the Strategrc Patrol & Coordrnatzon Effort was to ;
burld a ¢loser’ and more: personahzed officer-citizen relationship for thef
purpose of deterring and preventxng crlme. A good deal of police assist=
ance was: given through field contacts or from callso made directly.to
SPACE officers. . Many of these actrvrtres were not processed through the.
normal pohce call- system whrch would then be tabulated as "offroer' :
actrv:ty" SR R BONE U '

r Since‘ officer .activity dealt heavily with ;reducing the opportunity for crime,
we must then-challenge the evaliuator's concensus that there was no. ex-
‘j“treme;‘ly’ sivgni,fi'ca'nv't. _c‘hanges,an reported crimes and thosé that were slightly
"srgnrfr’cant were increases.. One must questron whether or not the data used
" by the ‘evaluator to. establrsh his model .for determining probable variations
‘ and significance level or "Autocorrelations and Analysis of Variance of
Reported Cr1mes",(wh1ch we have not yet ‘been able to. 1nterpret) was sound

Takmg into conszderat1on that new. procedure for 1974-1975 now. encourages ‘and often
requires, that a percent of all LEPA/LEAA grants in¢lude funds for outside evalu-
we suggest that a serious analys1s be made of the cost value, Consideration’
available, without cost, which ‘can per-
“Where we now have a research’ analyst and a
‘we-¢an provide expertxse within the department téo per-
In add1t1on, it"is our understand-
ing that a grant has just. been’ awarded to Regron X1I1. LEPA through LEAA for the
We
would therefore strongly propose reconsideration of the $10 000, 00 approprrated
(by request) in the Coahtron of Spec1al Programs grant for an outside evaluation,

7
3t
]

The more pos1t1ve aspects of the evaluation are

L

i

PROGRESS AN,D/OR SPECIAL ACCOMPLISHMENTS

o

The only event which could be consxdered as a- specml :

The partrcrpants numbered 500, the largest -attendance of the
Thrs meetlng prov1ded a health clrnrc
for the target area resxdents and was co- sponsored by the Crty County Health De~

) w.
-G
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" Fieldoperatjons_ were‘ generally majintained at ‘the 'same‘ level‘ reached’ during
_the last quarter,
! off:lcers.ﬁ

. the pe:ghborhood of six minutes",
'a study performed by a Salt Lake City Police ‘Department cadet on the" averagef

Narrative Progress Report , o . o ST Pia_ge Ffve
Strateg1c Patrol & Coordr.aatmn Effort ‘ - ‘ L o R
“Apr:l 1, 1974 - June 15, 1974 . o o SRR : S Y

¥

Consmerable efforts went: into. training. ‘the five :new SPACE‘ ,
It was 1mportant to . provide- them w:.th _more in-gervice training
since they would not be: able to profit- by ‘the speczal Weber State traxmng
recewed by the" or1g1na1 SPACE personnel untll some months later.'

.

Summary of SPACE Progress for the ist Year of Operat1on Relatlve to.- the Program

Objectwes- S ‘ o e S O

A Reduce response txme by two minutes. - Accordmg to the AMC Evaluatron
the. response time of: SPACE officers within the target area was reduced "in
“They- concluded this estimate by comparmg[

,patrol response time in 1973 and the f1gures taken from a- response time. report‘ 4 1 :

compiled by the SPACE project coord1nator.

.The cadet report determined the.

average response time in 1973 to be 8,12 minutes.

. The' SPACE study produced ;

Ve

The base data provided in the grant for response comparrsons ‘when consxderrng
-~ the two minute reduction objectwe,
‘ 'produced a 4 to 5 minute average response. time for the department,

cadet study compared to the 1972 Region XII study “would indicate at least ' a 3

"that call response time deteriorated during that period.

- objective was based on SPACE meeting a 2 to 3 minute’ call response average,
© This was accomplished.
“on response;.
~fully met our objective,’

statistical conclus1ons could have been cons1dered a cr1t1ca1 problem.

“WThe overall effectlveness of SPACE on arrest rates must be termed as positive

a 2 29 average response time or a 5 83 mlnute reduct:on.» ‘

»

.was taken from a 1972 Region XII' study which
The 1973

minute increase in the call response .average for regular patrol for 1973 over
1972, Since- department manpower, equipment, systems and progzams; should:
have reached a high in’ improvements and capabilities during 1973, it is curious
Could the difference
be in the methodology utxlrzed in the studies of is. a problem developzng 1n

this area?  The updated study used in thekevaluanon was good in that it pro-
vided a more cAarrent comparisons However, when the grant was prepared the

When comparing patrol averages.-v.s.
geographic conditions should 'bé considered,

SPACE ‘averages

Although we: success-

the target area was relat1vely small as: compared: to

" While smaller, it .also had more manpower operating w1th1n
In light of these facts, anything less than the above

some patrol districts.
the target boundaries.

2. .Increase apprehension ratio by 3;%. - The AMC evaluation c';onclu'dedk

“due to the increase in area flve (5) and the lack of change in area seven

(7)o

While the positiy‘e response is gratifying, ‘it is necessary to go beyond the AMC -
analysis in order to produce a more realistic evaluation of apprehens1on ratios

for SPACE, ‘For example, SPACE strategy on Part I Crxme relative to the

target area, included empha51s on . non-residential burglary prcventxon and
apprehensxon of suspects in Drstnct #5, whlle cemphasis. was placed on- resrden-

tial burglarres in District #7. Therefore, it is vital that we acknowledge

the fact that wh1le there was a slight decrease in reported residential burglaries
within the ‘residential district (#7), the apprehensmn ratio actually decreased

by 50%. Tlus ratio -is of" greater importance when ‘evaluating the impact of”’
operatronal strategy than the fact that total apprehension ratio remained the same,

e

B I R R T

‘ -'average),

' Table I of the evaluat:on, we nnd an- 1ncrease in reported crime (7 month
and.a: 43% decrease in the arrest ratmo ‘Agdin, we have a’ negatrve

kresult. Cons1der1ng the efforts applred in the target area relatrve to the above

~ descr:bed strategy,‘ it then becomes 1mportant to resolve how and why th1s occured

B The arrest ratio’ for theft,/ the hxghest xncrdent Part I erime, 1ncreased in the
business district from ‘

.18% to .25% with SPACE,

. Within the: res1dentxa1 dlstrxc’t
the arrest ratio for theft decreased from

‘however, . «05% to ,02%. The statist-

©.ical character1st1cs between the two districts seem to indicate that perhaps’ the

~. consider the total arrest ratio ‘a positive overall result.
_often not discovered until sometime after the crime has taken place,

"ktype.s of thefts -within-the business d1str1ct have generated a- faster crime report-

ing, -thus enabling a iaster response and f1na11y resultlng in more- success in,

apprehension. _

(-

1f Are total the arrest ratios in the AMC report,

we find only'three of the :

‘exght categorres show . decreases, and those ‘are only slightly decreased. ‘The,

‘total indicates an 1ncreased arrest rat1o of ,13 over .11 with SPACE in oper-
“ation. : ' el .
’ Patrol Arrest Ratio - Before ’ S'PAC,E‘
15 Distficts - 10 Months
‘ S Non- : : '
; ; , ~ Aggravated  Residential = Residential Auto  Simple’
: Rape Robbery Assault -Burglary - Burglary Theft Theft Assault - TOTALS
0 L1 .33 04 .09 A4 07 Ld0 A1
SPACE Arrest Ratio
2 Districts ~ 7 Months ‘
. Non~ : ' Lo
: e ~ Aggravated  Residential :Reszdentml - Auto  Simple :
L sRdpe.” 'Robbery Assault - ‘Burglary ‘Burglary'. -~ Theft Theft  Assault TOTALS
.20 Lot .56 .02 .08 .18 .06 .18 .13
_Since SPACE was designed’to‘ vary their strategy under a flexible schedﬂule, we

Burglaries and theft are:
This

makes the apprehension of the suspect much more difficult, - In such cases,
Patrol responds to the call but the case is then turned ovet to the Detective
Bureau for investigation and follow-up. Becausc of the SPACE saturation taetrc,
their greatest impact in apprehensxon would be in relation to ‘crimes witnessed
by officers in the field or where a unit mrght be within seconds of a crinie in
progress when it is reported.

These are generally crimes against persons, e.g., rape, robbery, and assault,
Such street crimes are generally witnessed .and/or repbrted immediately, - In
‘the above arrest ratios, these categories show a marked increase which is
consrderably more s1gxuf1cant~than the decrease in areas where SPACE has
little control. R ‘

\
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3. Increase clearance rate by 5%
_objective as follows:’

=

- When the program was designed,
: they are shown in the department's monthly"and annual police activity reports,

“secure this breakdown.,
rease ‘clearance for the various Part I Crime categorzes.
'Part I Crime clearances for the first five months of 1973 as. compared to the frrst

. enthusiastic,
of the increased clearance rate was contributed by Districts #5 and #7,
‘come from the cases~w1th- ~

“just because we don't have the data to perform a quantifiable evaluation,
“must at least acknowledge that both the SPACE special training and the field

" They performed a door-to-door canvas of the. target area,

S L N .Y "Page Seven . ¢

1974 -~ June.15,

. . :
; . ‘ AR N .
[ o . : : B . ‘

R

- The AMC evaluatzon respo‘rded to thrs
"1t was decided. that the objective concern ng the clearance
e

rate would not be evaluated due to the expense of data collectio This proba-
lem. was confounded by lack of definition and meanzng of 'clearanoe rate'",
it was our-intent to compare clearance rates ‘as.

i

4

We had hoped that ‘the computerized information systems would be developed to v

- the point where we could run: the clearances by districts an® determine the exact

clearance rates for District #5 and #7.  Unfortunately, we were not able to
However, the mon‘thly activity reports. do' show total
When taknng the total

there 1s a 14%

flve months of 1974 1ncrease in clearances.‘

The spec1a1 SPACE tralmng at Weber State Un1vers1ty 1nc1uded new and ..,mprovod

methods of securing a.crime scene and the gathering  of evrdence. " When SPACE -
offlcers went into the field d1r‘°ctly following: this tra1n1ng, ‘they appeared very
Although we have no way of knowing for certain what percent

we
would hope that a fair portion of the 14% did in fact,
in the SPACE target area, (Reference: Attachment #1)

jncrease on comnvictions, &« The
0Tt was determined that

4, Increase successful prosedution by a 5%
AMC report responded tol this objective as follows-
convxctlon data would be to expens1ve to collect

This SPACE obJective was projected fOr two reasons- 1) Inspzte of the fact
that we did not have source data upon which to base the 5% ‘increase, in
order to reach the major objective of reduc1ng crime. we felt it .necessary to
.emphasize the importance of the officer's role im upgradrng prosecutmn.
Since ‘recidivism is résponsible for a large percent of crime, the successful
prosecution of repeat offenders would in turn, act as. a crime deterrent.

2). By injecting this objective, ‘knowing that the informatien was not available, ‘ '

we hoped to bring attentlon to the need: for 1mproved 1nformat1on systems w1th-
in the courts, o : : :

The.yimportance of the successful“prosecut‘ion of suspects can not be igwored .
We

operation were implemented with considerable value placed on successful
prevention of cases. Hopefully, before the end of the second year of operation
the required data for a more quantifiable evaluation will be available,

5, Increase citizens involvement in crime prevention and control by 75%, -
SPACE personnel began community contacts in the target -area October 8, 1973,
Their mission was
four-fold: 1) To get acquarnted with the res1dents and inform them of. the new’
SPACE operation and various benefits we hoped to provide through the program,
2) To generate their enthuszasm and increase their understanding concerning the
citizens involvement in crime preventzon.(Thrs included an invitation to part1c1pate

in the Town Hall Meetrngs to be sponsored by SPACE.); 3) To offer pohce assistance

N %

oy
. s

11

: \\,/ i ;
‘ Strategic Patrol\& Coordinatron Effort
,April 1 1974 1974

s

lune 15,

‘_’objectrve #6 ), and 4) 'I‘o “ake any communzty‘ servxce/compla'nts ind provxde a
. follow=-up on the complamts.‘ 600 business contacts“were made and every °residence
~in the target area was. contacted in this manner 'Thrs/communrty contact segment

, ';of the operatron was perhaps one of the most important aspects of ‘the prograni, . In
‘t_order to" accompl:sh the goals and object:ves\et forth for SPACE it was 1mperat1ve ‘
. ~thdt we increase public’ oonfrdence in the police and develop a tzghter bond of
'*communrcatron between, the polroe and cztrzens of the selected target srte. N

Tyt i . - E o . B ot
‘ : SN i v

'-vAs to; meetmg the 75 ‘rncrease in crt:zcn part:oxpa.tlon, we. fcc] thcro arc two

‘ -areas’ whi¢h, when examxned 1nd1cate that we 'more than fulfxllcd this goal‘

. ~',.1) Increased part:, 1patxon in’ pubhc educatlon programs and 2) Increased crime

“report:ng. ; 2 SRS ‘ I v : 5 SR ' s

D Participation in Public Education Programs: For the purpose of. unrformxty,

, we will?® keep our comparatwe statistics in line with the time frame of *

the consultant's program evaluatron as nearly as possible. Since the ,-f',

' ,commumty contacts began one month ahead of the field operations, our '
time frame for: compan..on stat1st1cs on publ1c educat:on programs will run’
from October 1st to JApril 315t, 1972 1973"and 197321974, The 1972273
"stat1st1cs were taken_ from records maintained by the Salt Lake City Polrce ~
Department Civilian Component« These records include 4 running total.
of crtlzen participants in publ:c educatron programs sponsored by the des
partment, by drstr:cts. “We pulled only those pertarnlng to Drstrxcts #5 and

: , 5 i #7 SR R
o Loy e ’ L 1972 1973 35
W s . ocr NOV. DEC | JAN FEB. MAR APR TOTALS
WM District #5 participants -~ 26 32 27 %k ok * ko 85 -
{ .. . District # 7 participants - .26 -~ 36 14 k% % & .o 7§ i : :
11 e "TOTALS , 52 68 41 . x  x % % 1l e
: . = “%During the period from January 1972 to May 1973, there was a delay between grants. C ya
s ' - which funded the depart;me.ut's Citizen Involvement in Crime Prevention Program, The : . ,‘{""{
¥ " major percent of all department public educatmn _programs were correlated through this - R /5/; e
';* 3 = ' project, In addition, during this sametime penod there was a cornpletc restructuring L i
e c Ty ‘and re-training of the auxilliary police which assrsted with this program’ and the devel~ -1 s ‘,:;f”
] ST B opment of a néw Administrative Services Division in ‘the police dcpmtmc.nt. The results
| ' were that the public educational programs came to a standstill, Although there ‘were a

few speaking engagements performed by pohce officers upon request durmg thrs tzme,
~ the events did not take place in Districts #5 and #7. -

R

 SPACE
"1973 - 1974 FCE , »
OCT NOV DEC . JAN-  FEB - MAR " APR TOTALS
'TargetAreaTOtals 400 1250 % 1507 130 50 500 1,355

"*None in Dec&;mbcr due to the Chicano Santa in the police paddy wagon prOJect which
mvolved some 2,000 youth in the target area, - Excellent for pohce-youth relatrons.
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“The 1973« 1974 SPACE f1gures reflect ‘2 7419% increase ?)ver the same period»i : ~ St B ' . : . “ . ’ R ‘ Cot , R
the year befores ‘pe. unusuall circumstances prevailed from January R e L T T T e ~ A

: through May 1973 w’é““s“halI approlach ‘the evaluatmn from another amngle,-
CIfwe examine ‘the 13 dlstrzcts versus the: target area. (2 distncts) duting |
the same time period in 1973 1974, ‘we frnd that 38, 4% of the partzc:.pahonv;

. N . . : . Y ' ! ' ! ) . ’
- The ‘areas of concern in accordance with grant objectives registered much
lower, ~Part I Crimes indicated the following percentage unreported: - ' i

[~

was withia the 2 district area., .~ - . AR TR o P ' - Rape was high with 80%. (Anticipated) o
e : k ,7,3 : . , i e : N o , Robbery was low: with 0%. ' e ' o
. o te7s - tera - 0 | LR o Theft - L 5a%
RN 1 TR O -QCT " NOV Df/;c JAN  FEB -~ ‘MAR APR. .- ; TOTALS - . \\\}‘ < .7 . Residential Burglary T 43%
Eold ‘ SLCPDTot'\1C1ty ‘ S /’ B R " : ; . ‘ Non~ Reszdenti 1 Burglary 37%'
R w13 Districts - 604 o 1,570 - R - ‘2,!174 ‘ N
é \‘ SPACE Toak e - i"// o (/‘\«, BRI SOETE (R ) . It should ‘be noted here that no drfferences “\ere established to separate petty
T L e Bisiots , o '505 g 830 ER 1,355 ’ ¢ thefts, Part II, from serious thefts or auto thefts, Part 1. In fact, the evala
5%/ S 6“ ‘ . . m— 5 : i ; ‘uatxon narrdative 1nd1cated one of the main reasons: for not reporting thefts and
i '#I‘hrsﬁgure doesnotmclude 14 77zstudentsreachedthroughaSPECNISLCPD educatwnal . residence burglaries was "it wasn't worth it" or ", . . little or no economic
program initiated through the sd1tLakeC1tySchoolD15trlct on moles«bénd selfprotecnon. value" ’ The same reasons were grven for residence burglaries unreported, !
Although this was apubhc educational program, the partmlpants were prmnded The ‘ . : : 1 » ‘ ‘ .
. statistics used for comparison are those activities where citizens part1c1pationwas de~ N S I : ‘.In analyzing the citizens 1nvolvement in reportrng, we should consider that the
: dentuonmot’vatlony : ‘ o RN S SR Ol ‘ B AMC evaluation concernxng officer activity is based upon data taken from the.
pen P S : , SRR o j & P e BT ?K o . . number of pol:ce assistance calls which go through the normal call dispatch t
j . **FlguresforAprilwereunwallablefor’fOtalmtl’ C ST R S ’ -“" R . procedure. The SPACE operation emphasized personal contact between police '
S , : . S B ; and citizens, The officers advised the citizens to call them personally should
R A]though a percentage incredse can not be derivey from the abOVe figures, (;- % = - ,,they need assistance or have information to report. As a result, many calls :
1 i ‘ it does project the probablllty that the SPACE effort did increase ‘citizen in~ 2 (N : ’from cxtxzens, made-‘dlre”etly to 'the Sl.’A.CE office and co.ntaots- in the fi’eld ‘ ‘r
L . . wvolvemegnt in the two dxstr;ct area, far beyond average. existing efforts of the - o : , wquld not shorv‘up in the reg_ul-ar‘ st’a.trstrcal .data, .especrally if it dealt W:th ‘?
i i department. ‘ : e : ,‘-ﬂ” b , L | N 1oL | , crirne preventiony ‘or deterrent aotivzty. _'I‘h‘xs aot:v:ty, the contact, results | 12
O - : ; ‘ Gl ) R ‘ R ,63’“\ » ; ; : M - and follow-up,; reflects a good deal abeut the degree of confidence, motivation ¥
i‘ & 5 Increased Reporting of Crimes: The AMC evaluation report concluded: | R ‘ and 'lntere,st of the community as produced through the SPACE program, Th-e ?
' w,., . the victimization study shows that there could be substantial increases , » _ ‘ i project coordinator monitored these activities and the follow-ups closely. The :
“_“‘ in reported crimes “in -  most ..crime categor1es through increased reportmg - » e - ’ “opportunites and. results presented through these contacts; were considered very _ 1;{
S L , ‘,alone. . However,; we are not ent:rely certain as to how they came to this beneficial by the coordinator and project personnel toward increasing citizen ;
h s conclusion, Their report shows the spercentage of crimes {per- category) not 4 R involvement, The value must be deter;nzned‘ by the opinions of those involved oo
{ ‘ - reported over the past: year as deduced fro'm . their community survey queéstions A R for it can not ’be measured qua"x’itifiably‘withthe present statistioal data, L i
g #20 through #50, but does not prorvxde a sound data base from which to form 4 - o o - k ' . o , . ' ;
L AR T this coneclusion. - None exrsted at -the time of the evaluatmn. However, . their : { ‘ : The AMC report responded to th1s objective by suggestrng we measure attendahce at K
S [ 0 material will be a benefat for momtor1ng crime reporting in the future, i 05 monthly SPACE meetlngss(as_we d‘rd)and bY con}'munlt;y surveys, 'l‘hey di.d 'do a A
} Assumlng their concluSIOnS were based, in part, on ¢itizen attitude toward o~ o commun1ty survey, and compared the results to a 1972 survey performed by
k L pohce, we. must agree that there could have been an fncrease in reporting.: iIB Jerry H. Borup, ‘Ph.D., which 1nc1uded District #7, identified as the low crime
{ . The more personalized approach by SPACE off1cers, should have resulted in a | 'arca and District #10 as a high crime area. (Reference: AMC Report, p. 43.)
ik coitain gain of confldean This in turn, would have encouraged citizens ] ‘ , The Salt Lake City ‘Police Department Annual Activity Reports for 1970 through
e to come forth and report incidents oii cr:me and/or other mfovrmatzon which ”? - o ’1972s show the f°11°W1n8x ﬂ;gures f°f' report ed Part 1 Cr1m~e. ‘
E‘:’ ‘ might prevent a crzme.from takmg.p ace.. . ST ‘ . 3 i | . . . 1970 1971 . ona . ‘
S ‘ Although we are’ srested. in, the prevantlon and control of all types of crlme, | . D§Sh‘f0t‘5#7 (high) ‘ 5,026 4 666 . 5,295 ' ' ' o
the major. goal/of che _SPACE progr'lm specrhed *Part I Crime and Part 1I ' D_“t““ #10 (low) 3{;7(.5 ) 3"379 . 3,857 ‘
contr1but1ng to Part I, e.gs, drug, clbuse, a Part. II Crime which often’ necessi- { ‘

The AMC report attempted to compare citizens attitudes toward police ,basedw
on a high erime district v.s. a low crime district. Since the two SPACE
districts were selected from the higher crime districts and in light of the
above figures, we submit that most of their conclusions projected from the
comparison would be considered invalid.

tates the en'\ctment of a Part I C‘L;;ne to support a drug habit", * In the eval-
uation report; seven areas of crrme were examined ‘to determine the peércentage 1
ofkunrep‘ort‘ed crime. Only four of the seven fall under Part I, burglary, theft, .
’ rape (molest, Part I, included) and. robbery.. The other three were areas for :

% . ... serious consideration but are classed as  Part: 11 Cnmes, none of which are
: :

i
b4
3

H

i :1‘ ; : necessarlly considered contributors to Part .1 Cr;me. These:three categories ; R : ; %
e g being exh:bztlomsm shophftlng and employee losses. Shoplifting and employee. ' 6. Remove opportunity for crime within the target areca., - The AMC evaluation i
B &\_ i losses regrstercd 50% unreported ‘with exhibitionism showmg 60% unreported rcspondcdqto this objec}ivc as follows. ‘The last' objccuve is-probably not ({
A , . , : : measurable as stated. TIt could be considered trivially measurable by . !
i E : L activities aimed at hazard identification," TFollowing this statement, there was % ¢
i 1 f : W ) ! ” |
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o

’n‘bthirng further in the AMC ‘evaluation 'co:ice'rn‘i-ng’ tkis ':ca,b'je'ctive.'

During “the door-to-door contacts made by SPACEJoffid‘,eré, a full account

was made of all physical hazards within the target area,

Businessmen

~and residents were advised on how to burglar proof their establishments

or homes.

in the personal contacts and the fown hall meetings. _
ployee .or business operator who c’ompli,ed Wit‘h even a ‘po,rtion of the advise
given would have reduced the opportunity for erime. - ’

; SPACE officers, having‘ surveyed the area, became very aware of pre
where the major physical hazards existed.

Self—defense and personal safety measures were discussed,both
Every citizen,

emea

ci‘s,.ely
Their patrol pattern maturally .

resulted 'in heavier coverage in the more hazardous areas, This also had

. to have some impact,

A third form of hazard identification deals with determining how many re-
peat offenders are locdated within the target. area,
dealt with awareness and observation.

this phase

Theé strategy surrounding
 Strategy which might deal

with forcing them out of the area would not have solved anything, In

addition,
gain public confidence.

SPACE could not chance harrassment charges while attempting to
The awareness and observation approach called for

the apprehension or arrest of repeat offénders only when there was good

evidence and reasonable cause.

be concentrated;

" Although this objective cannot be measured qﬁantifiably, SPACE did initial
"some major efforts toward reducing the opportunity for crime,
in contrast «to yegular patrol that provide additional capabilities fof reducing

Since SPACE personnel established the
repeat offenders located . in their area and were aware of their prior activities
and methods of operation, this information combined with the physicalrhazards
agé.in provided greater insight as to where and what degree the pat'ro‘lﬁ‘“é'should

s kil i MRS

Three elements

the opportunity for crime are as follows: - ,1')‘.The‘ incrédsed manpower (dqu,ble)‘

“assigned to the target area,

H

¥ Based upon the above information, we must assume that the SPACE program
"removing the opportunity for crime %, : )

was ecffective in

B,
M s

MAJOR OBJECTIVE: REDUCE CRIME WITHIN THE D . ‘
« ' WITH EMPHASIS ON PART I CRIME AND PART II CRIME .
CONTRIBUTING TO PART I CRIME

The AMC report includes a Time Series Study (comparison witha 5 year average
projection) which more or less indicates that thére were no significant changes
in reported crime within the target area during 'the SPACE operation, - They show
six. Part I Crime classifications for the two district area for the months from

allowed more time to didentify the hazards and
moreofficers to initiate preventative patrol and public, education; '2) The
team policing concept produced a tighter and more effective use of manpower;
, and 3) The permanent assignment to the tax‘ge’“?;area allowed a better dgvel-‘”
tropment for pfficer~citizen relationship and stimulated the officers interest
’”and_ insight into crime prevention and. contyol relative to that specific area.

ESIGNATED TARGET AREA

shows an increase in the residence burglary trend, a slight decrease in the robbery

trend and an insignificant changs in rape, auto theft, larceny and non.residence

r

November through May, - Their study, when totaling the results of the two districts,

®
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" eitizen involvement, specifically, the increased reporting of incidents of crime

. et o ) . T ‘ : ’
In _1’.'973 ‘'we projected -a change in: ¢rime tread (Reference:

 through May and compared the SPACE, statistics for the same period in 1974,

- o

i e Lo e , e Wiy e e ST
- Strateglic Patrol & Coordination Effort , ) -
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’ N 1
& B o vs ‘ bz.: ; ,'{) |
bur'glary.l The "iynsigpif’icanvt " changes were mostly increases, Ta'kyén‘i‘ndep'end‘; .
ently, the Time Series Study w‘oyuld,‘suggest that SPACE' made very littlie im'paét
wij;hin the target area, . : ' . : :
We evaluated the reported crime from several other aspects. In the first place,
the mafor objective w'as in conflict with the ‘objective calling for increased

or ,suspiciou‘“s circumstances., In light of the intensified ecfforts generated through
SPACE to increase reporting, we must assume that at least part of the increases
‘were due to success in this area, Inspite of the conflict;in‘g objectives we felt

it necessary to include them both for-obvious reasons, ' . S

3 we. The 15973 Crime
S.tudy/Avc‘l‘acx__;idu‘m to the SLCPD 304 reports). It suddenly became app,arént that

the traditional annual crime pattern was changing and/or could be altered through
applied strategy. Since the AMC Time Series Study was based on the past five

year trend, the results could prove misleading, ‘ . '
. [N ¥

3

We pulled the 1973 reported crime statistics for the target area from J“anvu.ary

We used the same eight crime classifications that AMC used in their arrest
ratio study.k The comparison projected a much .more prominent increase kix'r
the reported Part I Crimes, When comparing the SPACE increases to the total
reported crime  in Salt Lake City under the same classifications, we found the
differences quite significant,!’ The total imcrease for Salt Lake City was 7,1%
while the increase within the SPACE target was 20,5%, k
From a more po;?itive aspect, the SPACE target ratio of total crime increased
only 2% in 1974 over 1973 for the same time period., The total cases reported -
and the percentages are shown in the chart below., » )

» : ‘ . 4

a

. INCREASES 1973 OVER 1974 IN PART I CRIME | '
Time Period: 5- Months, January 1 to May - 31

o o e

. e Cmlimam

; o , . Total .Tnig;zt Area Tbtal ;36 of In¢ ”
' : ; rease
| %' of | Total |2Disticts | % of |13 Disticts: Total 2
i ‘ Increase | 15 Districts SG7-SPAC'E Crime Less 567 | 15 Districts i
1973 Total Patrol 6,313 | 90
1973 1 : BRI , , 5,290 :
1974 Total Patrol 6,765 - 5, |
: Voo - : ' ) ) '
i . * S, 5032
- Change Increase - R 452 242 ’
- % Change 7.1% | 4.5% "
B L3 * | g
Target 173 before SPACE 1,023 16, 2% i/
Target '74 ofter SPACE . 1,233 18. 2%
€L/

. - . . - ’ i o i
~ Change Increase . o - 210 o | |
- % Change 20,5% 2. 0% 2.6%

;
§
i (; @

oy — S—— F‘ﬁ )
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- : When etaminmg t:he Part I class:fications mdepcndently,,the impact of SPACE . -~ ¢ \\ e . N AT ‘ .
. | . preventative patrol and saturation is réflected in the marked decreases in robbery ‘ i N Liké Jdrug .xbnse, vice cases are developed and rarely repofted.  This 'decrease
‘ : ‘and assaults, Non- resxdentxal burglaries show the hxghest increase at 33%. e ; \\\\ SRR I , is therefore consxdered insxgmfzcant. 1t could be ‘interpreted to show that more
- 1f we then examine the AMC results of the victxmization study, we find that b N T w8 kD effort and. maxxpo\wer was applied to drugrabuse than to prostitution,
. unreported non-residential burglaries registered only 3%, This could be indicative = r SRS e gambling, et¢,, and dot that there was actually: 1935 activity in these areas,
;A of an increase in reportmg rather than an actual increase in.crime, Residential oo o \ O W Only a marked increase, or decrense could lend mcanxngfux support in this analysis. ,
i ) .. burglaries had a 68% increase in reportéd incidents while the victimization study ! N L :\ e ' \‘*’ o ‘ ' ! o
: “%‘ shows 43% unreported, The 68% represents 100 additional reposted b\nglaries R o At ¢y our overall concensus on\ the crlme “within the. SPACE target is as follows- » '
i with SPACE in operation. This is the highest incident inherecase of the cight . A ‘,;f" 'R ~1) There wo,uld have bee:& an even greater increase .Ln actual crime without the
e classifications and when aligned with the 43% unreported resxdential burglaries =/ T o SPACE program. 2) With \more actual crime the reported crime would have
SR & appears to be t:he largest area of concérn., , e ‘4;1'"' el \\\}r‘ .- ‘likely risen on a percentage basis: ,even without the SPACE efforts to motivaté
‘“ o " : o . o e ’ : P ) h ‘ more crime reporting, =~ 3). An increasev in soci?dl and economic pressures contri- - ;
i - ’ : , ' ‘ L o Ty ' ) H N e S “butled to the actual mcrease\\s in crimge and are credited with a portion of the - '
o v . _ ‘ i <L o R W . . . )
C e o " PART 1 CLASSIFICATION BREAKDOWN' ' o I ‘ ;‘\\ e large increase in crime Wxthxn the two SPACE districts as compared to the total
i ; : (January 1 to May 31, 1973.1974) : R S S \\“. H"City increase, The SPACE target atea is located geograplncally in the low'er
; o . : ~ ' : : : : ‘ SRR v :A_‘. . socio~economic area. We submit that the retalliation .to these pressures is more °
: »% | | T - ; Agéraﬁnted Residential © n-écsicbntial Auto 'SmeI? ¢ \'V pronounced among the poer and underprw:zleged s
. 0 \ o ¥ . = ' o : ] N v ’ ‘ o o ) T
{ i = Rape - RObb?W Assault Burglgg" M:ngl(}y Theft , Thelt Assaule \! . At thes end of the first year of operatxon, SPACE had only spent 7% months in
11973 Total Patral” 33 5 2 | 113 168 3 dos (5’48’1 % 4ab j - the field., We propose, as did the evaluator, that more time must be extended
A E i74 Total Patyol 42 166 . 163 ' ”997 618 3'787 so1 ° ‘4,1 ‘ s e . to . determine the real ‘impact of the program. The\ intra- department ‘andlysis,
SN R R A ' H163 ‘ o ! ‘ 9 - ’ along with the AMC evaluation }}éwe established some good base material for
AN Nae _ o ' B I ‘ : . , ualP future evaluatlons but to identify- thg degree of success or failure at this point’
I - . . . 4 * *
b ‘(J;hg}r:ge Increase i ;f ( z) ,‘1; (; 151? ‘ 1:8 . 3651 ' 22 . ?j I F ﬁ would be 1mpos51b1e. . The crime analysis tells ‘us that we must 1ntensify our
F nange i . = b , o e C * o1 + = A : k e B “efforts if we are going to successfully prevent and control crime within the target
g L e o ; : . o . ; . b . o o o Howd area. ‘The AMC report. included several recommendatmns for program changes
i - , oo ) 3 .
» o RV g : , & whi ch we do c ncur w th. Reference: AMC Report 59-63 . 2
;gfg%(:'?Bbd‘omSPACE 4 35 39 146 © 52 534 73 140 ~ | ‘ - ' ° ' ARe : POTE B . ) é '
frgel! 174 ofter SPACE 7 22 20 246 95 611 85 147 . 8 B 1 All of the above information concerning the SPACE evaluation and the AMC
S : v , . - ‘ SRR report were discussed with Mr. Roy Byrd, senior evaluator, on August 19, 1974,
1S Ehange]ncreglse .3 ( 13) (19) 100 43 - 77 12 7 i : : - At that time, Mr. Byrd agreed to prepare a four or five. pags. brief stating
0 3, Change = - + 75% - 37% -~ 48% | + 68% + 83% + - 14¢g +- 16% + 5% R clearly and specifically the results and conclusions of thewAMC evaluation.
N M : ' : o : : : { SRR | Upon receipt of the bricf, we shall forward the document as an addendum to o
R ' e ; SR | this final progress narrative. ; . k.
Co 3 - [s) - ' 5 d o \‘w v P . - . © N :*
! ‘: . - E R . . o ! . 3 : .
S { R PROJECT COSTS
| 5 . Y e
T A complete anal sis of all eight classificati Y g ¢
I P v iz sifications stgxggest that there was an actual % ’ 3 o : As a result of the total project costs, the individual contributions toward the . .. i
R E crime ingrease in some areas which went beyond, mcrcased reporting, ~In our . { first SPACE progra ere as follows: 7"’"”"‘?\ ——
‘ L4 atfempt to determine why such increases had occured, we first turned to Part II \\ irst. year program w \\}? pr—=
crime contributing to Part I crime. -By the time we received the AMC report, .\, \ LEAA $200 000 629 v :
and vealized they did not include anything on Part Il crime, it was too late to A A I8 ‘ Salt Lake Cit ; ‘ ¢ 87’473 279; i , }
oAb hand pull the d:stnct totals, Howcver,‘we did pull the total City figures for ‘\ ‘ iy : - State y ‘ $ 16’667 ' 50 Tow -
b, drug abuse and vice incidents for the same fxvc month period, \\ - T ”Other Federal $ 20’921 ' 6;; ' ki
: o ) . ) »\\ i y , ) \ : ) v . ‘ 7
A We found that drug cases had increased fr 26 B \ i - : ‘ ‘ » ‘ : S &
¢ increase ancc dgrug cases are devaeleqpedozxnnd gsel::ralli:'?’n:): :::orltnedigi";i i e : \ - . ' - oo ToFe]l Contribution $325,061 . .100% s e
”n’ . » y H @ R : \‘ ‘ w
1o sta;is;ical increase can only varify that the drug traffic is definately moving - ' ‘\‘\ ~ Because &f the 15 day. graﬁt ;ened extension, not included in the last adjuste i :
- ' :Ifltcnt leoceaxti;o;cem:}nt has mer:ased in ;fﬁ:m;‘cy' The heart of drug traffic is o - \ L ‘ment of tke budget, the Juxe cost report shOWs oveér runs in personnel and I
R in the innera-c area whic S A / ’ o
1 °7 " within the SPAGE target 1y i ich places a good deal of the activity SRR R \ . supphcs, $9,832,79 and $264,46, respectiyely. Since an underrun of $1,315,68 F%
8 get or surrounding area, Since residential burglaries are ; ! Nl
I3 . M . iy - o Was managed in the equzpment bud get, the. total project overrun was, reduced to {
o a prime means of supporting the drug habit, we could cs‘edxt narcotics nctxvities s . ’ $8,781,03 Salt Lake City paid an addxtujonnl $8,383.47 and Othe/ Federnl % '
i . as a related cause., The total vice ci : R U I . & | |
o ° ie c’scs‘ fk°: Salt Lake City decreased by 29, 6%, E\ (w‘\; (Revenue Sharing) paid $397.56 beyqnd t]u_ in1t1a1 appropnnt;on. BRI |
i o ‘ | ‘ . I R A | ‘ | ~ : S R
P : . . u' : - B L. . e‘{‘ o : B 4 ’
.,,_‘ %E,__ . : ’7:"‘1{ v . ‘ : : i E ’ . LT
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| . ~FINANCIAL REPORTING ‘ : ‘ &
‘We‘ate preeentl; runn:n‘g’ one month beh*nd in f’he f:nancml ;eportmg on th1s
"report.
" made on the final cost report.’

- delivery of some- of the equ:pment items ordered in May’ 1974

L‘.n B [ B gl N

The July 10th . cost report #157 will be submitted along’ with thls
“We are presently. perform;ng an account rev1ey and.have turned upﬂ/

project.
several ‘minor errors in the payroll beneflts.

157 until all unpald obhgatlons are cleared. We are presently awaltxng the/
Payment can’

not be made until these 1tems are recewed ‘We are. also holdxng ‘the - final

: :‘payment to Applled Management ‘Corporation until we receﬁre an. interpretat:.on"
‘brief on their evaluation report. :

Upon payment of ‘the above obhgauons,
we shall submxt the £\1na1 cost reports. o . ‘Df S : . :

S \ . . S PEEEN
o \\:, PR . - . O
o v
L e
Q ) ; .

H : : i 5 N Lo * ; E
DN S B A, i
> . = :

Fifteen . |

‘Correction ad;ustments will: be .
We will not, be ‘able to: do' a final 304 and ] i

¥
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TOTAL CASE CLEARANCES

ey

L PART I

VCZRIME B

-

Coin Aggravatjéd
_Robbery

Assault

Residentiai

Non-

Burglary

Residential

‘ Aﬁfo B
s Theft

: ‘:Si‘mple ; i

) 1973
’Jmmmv
February -
. March
~_Apm
May .

22
. 8
20

: Burgl:'u'y
.69
57

¥

2977
19

22 |

22

“Thest

| 143 -

150
‘182

‘126 |

41

o4

31
29
21

B Ass;tult

2
42

44 o

‘59

TOTAL |

376
322
312

294

o TOTAI.
o (Bcforc SPACE)

26

196 -

8 .

132

27

357

291

dho74:
€4 January |
February ‘
g3 March -

#1 April
Méyf =

10

12|

12

ot

.28

.47
26
19

18
" 16
~3§
26

121
19

20
19

15

742

144

183
269 .

coad |
209

116 -

1
28
27

L 42
42
55

b

1,595
276
296
451
371

, TOTAL
_1. (Afrer SPACE)

2 R N i T

28

115

131

42

o1

270

' 426

1,820

% Change -

17

30%

+ 229

-

1,019

4 379%

124

- ~6%

+ " 5% |

+

14%|
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s 7 . Jamuary 1 - May 31, 1973 R S R e SR
S R T e LR % 'yanwary 1. - May 31, 1974 -

o

¥

i

| TN T S R R L ¢
' ‘ :

;

i

: SR ponl BRI AR : : : e, - T . o

‘ o : ‘ Non_
| . ToTAL - b - .| Aggravated |Residential|Residential| =~ | Auto "
DEPARTMENT | - Rape | Robbery .| ‘Assault ~

a corat  } | & )|Aggravated | Residentid Residential] - Auto . | Simple

DEPARTI\/[ENT ‘. Robbery 5y vAss:y!,ult : Bm‘gla")’ Burglary ‘ Theft : Thef,t =T Assa#l§ - —

Burglary | Burglary | Theft .| = Theft | Assault [

et | s | oa | ome |tz | oesto | 97 89 || 1,267 .

February | 4 |33 |47 | e6 oo ) se6 78 { February | 9 | 32y .72 ] iy 105 1009 ~ G

vl Mmen |8 | o | e | e | 7 | me | 102 | oeel

e g sl | aee | o123 o 7es | 100 94" ) 1,892

Lapm | e | 2o 22 | 2000 A28 Tt o ~, ’ ‘ g
Voo o) 7 Gl g o | a4 g | ars 101 136 1,525

bt e |1 ] s f s bo2er |1t | 406 | 8g

~
0o -
s

705" | 93 | 104

. ToTAls | 32 | i7s 152 1,153 | 468 | 3,492 | agt | 430 .

1

: . .

y T N Ey o ; 3787 | 501 1401 6,765 | . n
rorAts | 42 | 1es | 163 | 997 | G618 : — |

o

o
e -

; Sk - - Non-- o
; BT s - | Aggravated [Residential |Residential g - Auto - ;Simplé -
SPACE- | Rape | Robbery | Assault | ‘Burglary | Burglary | = Theft |~ Theft | Assault

DISTRICT #5: e B A I IR : : ' s
RiE ~ January 0. 4 5 6 1. 6

) - - Non= . R
: Aggriavafgd{ Residential Residential| - | Auto | Simple

2 Rape Robbery | - Assault ‘Bu.tjglgry "Burglarj ‘;'I'he,ft Theft "Assa’ult‘

|DISTRICT #5:

T T

e

Febuwy |~ 1 [ 5 | 2 | 9l 7 4 e | 11 | 12 || g6

: : = - . ; (O ; SO

n

4

i
el

- March

= o April S TR TUCTEE IS S ; i P A

\ 5 May o 1 3 .3 o 13 2100w

e |1 | 0| o ote o far 7 6

60 .| o | 18 | | 128

ey e i T

. Total - | 4 - 20 |16 | 73

€1 €

36 | o371 | 43 | 77 || est

. - - 0 ~ 1 s . - )j
| DISTRICT #7: | L t ~ L o ,
TJaway, | 0 2 | o2 | 13 o F 2B 3,

el el 10 |8 | 72 64 | 388 45 71 G2 H
. b a' g N - N
January - o "1 -3 2|24 b 2 .28 pooo2 10| p 73

February 0 o0 3 U130 8

‘26‘ i 4 ’ 9| "'65- »

Vo) pebiwary | ol el e | | | 36 4 S R I
Much | o | e | e | a2 | e | s | e

e | o | e s | ow | owe | s} o0 SR

o SRR ISR EEE B AR R | RO SRR | ' 6
_May _ 3 R o IR I 6 |14 4 | May S 2. 32 L = ‘

42 {10 | 18 | | 103

b . Tetat | o | 14 | 23 | .73

@ - TOTAL

<\ \TARGET AREA| 4 35 | 39

16 V~“163f 30 .63 | | 382

’ 1‘.';I‘otal O T 12 1 12 103" . 3‘.’i 223 40 76 v

g3 N
PS5

AP{EE';‘\IAREA 7 | e ) 20 175 |- .es | 611 | 85 147 e

e

146 | os2 | 53 73 |» 140 | | 1,023
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| Solf Loke City Pohce Deportmenf
450 South Third East
' Solf Lake C!fy, Utah 84111

‘at 7:30 p.m.

1is through.
~drug service, sanatation, dental health, venereal d1sease, quackery,_

by the S.P.A.C.E. Officers.

bt ‘E s %I:?o e ! } §¢z’* tetanasise o el
3 v TR0 4‘6 ‘%, 4:‘ :
‘z‘““‘b " els o ‘g gesazet : :&.‘i sl : vl t ’a‘g :‘. 6 s,

Sal La,ke City Pohce Dept

Commumty Relatlons Affalrs Unlt

PR

DATE: 4/10/74
FORRELEASE: |
CONTACT- Lt. L;e‘aver

’The Strateg1c Patrol program in cooperat1on w1th the Sa]t Lake C1ty
~Police Department, City and County Board of Health,

Lions Club and "
Utah Cancer Society will be presenting a hea]th fa1r on Apr11 25, 1974
at L1nco1n Jr. H1gh Schoo1 .

“"The Hea1th Fa1n is one of the cont1nuous programs of the . Strateg1c
~Patrol program in tota1 involvement of the Police Department and the
;commun1ty o ,

. . . L,
< BA
AN S Ty : ‘\\

It is our 1ntent1on to make the commun1ty aware of prob1ems and assist
them in the. prevent1on and correction of these type of problems. With

this concept in mind the- fo11OW1ng clinics will be presented at no charge
(free) to the public and will be in operat1on from .7:30 uptil everyone

The clinics are gluacoma, anemia, diabetes, ’hypertens1on,

hearing test and cancer clinic, _ ‘
The Police Officers. from the program w11f§be ava11ab1e for commun1ty

discussions of problems while you are wav/tmg to go through the clinics.
Also, refreshments will be served free of charge, and w111 be prov1ded

: In add1t1on to these c11n1cs the Salt Lake C1ty Po11ce Aux111ary will have

available engraving equipment for burglary prevention. Also, a profess1ona1

,d1sp]ay of locks and security devices” For home and business.

kFrom 7130 until a¥prox1mate1y 8: 15 will be a’ genera1 session at wh1ch t1me
“Dr. Gibbons, Director .
7 speaking on health and community problems and the Po]1ce Department w111

of the City and County Board of Health, will be

give a brief introduction. TR oo

There will be door prizes ava11a&1e on a draw1ng basis for those persons.
44 who attend a11 the clinics.
& win. . R PRGN Ly

The citizen does not need to be present to

S

&"‘!'

v
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April 29, 1974 =

" Lieutenant Samuel C. Leaver , '

s

~ FIFTY THOUSAND WATTS
'CLEAR CHANNEL -
1160 KILOHERTZ

BROADCAST HOUSE
~ SALT LAKE GITY, UTAH 84111,
" TELEPHONE (801) 524-2657

CBSAFH
: SUBSGRIBE \QIAB ADIO CODE

’.»w;’»\

C‘oordinator Strategic Patrol
Salt Lake Pohce Department

450 South 300 East e B _ TR

Salt Lake City’ Utah 84111 L 4 ' o

Dear Lieutenant Leaver:

//‘\

Thank you for your recent appearanoe on KSL Radio s Pubho Pulse
program, - . ~ :

. We feel strongly that your contribution to the program has certamly |

aided us in creating a greater awareness in meeting the challenge

- of serving the public interest, convemence and necessity of our
‘listening audience.

We would appreciate very much, Lieutenant Leaver, a letter from

~ you regarding the good that your appearance on this program might

have done you or your association. Such letters become very im-
portant to a broadcast property in our Public Informatlon file

’ If we can ever be of assistance to you in your Work We would ap-
 preciate the opportunity .

Best personal regards,

Donald E. Bybe

. Vice President and
.Station Manager

'DEB/ho

) 'HEPRESEF ED 53¢ /’200 RADIO SALES ‘
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CALVIN L, RAMPTON
Lo Governor
RAYMONDA JACKSON
Chairman:

g Yo iarbara Burnelt
S r%mzen Representauve

i Jurton L Carlson o
frare P/anmng Coa(dmatar
i

.-Bryant H. Crofz Judge
r" hird: District Court

»wh lrakullch Oml?udsman
- L.ogan C/ty Corp,

s ‘ -
_ii‘r. G, Hofer Durham, Commissioner
J tah Srate System of Higher Education

'ré?/lanon Hazleton ~
} ; mzen Representat/ve

Lt Rex Huntsman, Sheriff -
©{. y-Sevier County =
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; ; Jlex P, Hurtado, Member
¢ . Ogden City Council
4.13aymond A.Jackson, Cornmissioner
$. Department of Public Safety

3
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-Raymond A..Jensen
; ,g/ice President, Utah Jaycees .
! R 5

k :H  Paul C. Keller, Judge
3 lJtah Juvenile Court \

ki : L v

ol % slph Y. McClure, Commissioner
Salt Lake County Cummission

‘gf’;v arbara Gallegos Moore :
e mzen Representat:ve

! g: Timothy Moran, Mayor

Spanish-Fork, Utah. -

: Bennett Petersqn
Davis Co"unry Attorney
gV

ernon B. Romney
Attorney Genera/

J seph L. Smnth Ass/stant Chief
Salt Lake Clry Po/tce Depa(tment

Ernest D. anht Dlrector
g tate Dlwslon of Corrections
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SR STATE OF UTAH
“ LAW ENPORCEMLNI‘ PL ANNH\'(y A(lENCY
‘ROOM 304 STATE OFFICE BUILDING
©" SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114

0

(801) 328 5731 =

Apr1129 1974» o

4 .

D

Lt. Sam Leaver
Salt Lake City Police Department
‘Metropolitan Hall of Justice

Salt Lake City, Utah 84111

: Dear Lt. l'_e,a.v‘er’:' 5

C

, May 1 express my apprecuatlon for your outstandlng presentatlon
“on the SPACE program tq the Governor s ’Task Force on Pollce

Standards. and Goals.”

Your presen{z\a‘tian all‘oWed the members of the task force to
gain a more clear understandmg of the geographlcal team
policing concept and the beneflt it provxdes to the commumty

served

e o

Again, many thanks.

‘ si?cereiy,‘

) Stephen M Studdert

Poli ice Prog ram Coord mator‘

SMs/Id

“cct Assistant-Chief J. L, Smith_

!

SR RN i
i v'aiﬁh{énfﬁﬂt&m‘!ﬂ(ﬁm‘k’ﬁ&f“:

Gy

v*rf;ipfj; j,*;i- »“ ' s P A c. E TONN NALL MEETING

NHEH - APRIL 25, 1974

HHERE - LINcogN JR. HIGH SCHOOL
OUTH STATE STREET

TIME‘- 7 50 P.M P

GUEST SPLAKER - DRs GIBBONS; DIRECTOR CITY COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
HEALTH FAIR - THE FOLLOWING CLINICS WILL BE AVAILABLE:

GLAUCOMA;

ANEMIA, DIABETES, HYPERTENSON, DRUG SERVICE, SANITARIAN,
DENTAL HEALTH, V.D., QUACKERY, AUDIOMETERY (HEARING TEST)

i

CANCER AND STOP. SMCKING CLINICy
REFRESHMENTS WILL BE SERVED THROUGHOUT THE MEETING g

INVITE ALL YOUR FRIENDS AND COME To THE S.P, H C E. TOWN HALL 1EET1NG

1)

i
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{ﬁ"ﬁ%} ABSISTANT CHICFS

-onu

]

April 5,‘197%

Dear COmmunity Leadexr:

The Salt Lake City Police Department agaln requests your
assistance in the advancement of our S.P.A.C.E. Program. We
would like you to announce our ‘sixth Town Hal} Meeting to 'your
.congregation, club or group, as follows.

i . o SaP.A‘CgE.:TOWN;HALL MEETING
'LOCATION: Lincoln Junior High School
‘DATE: April 25, 1974 )
TIME: ©7:30 P.M,
AGENDA: Health Fair - The following clinics will
be available: Gluacoma, ahemia, diabetes,
hypertenson, drug service, sanitarian,
dental ‘health, V.D., guackery, audiometery
-(hearing test),*cancer and stop smoking clinie,
GUEST SPEAKER: Dr. Gibbons, Director City County Health
Department.
»
We would like to thank you in advance for your cooperation and
@ssistance in this endeavor. Together we can make our community
a better place.to live.
. \ | .
' . Sincerely,
J. Earl Jduoes
oo : : T CHIEF OF POLICE
JEJ/ke
§
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‘; T A CONDUCTING - Sgt. G.W. Maughan o N ;
’ o ‘ . "REVIEW OF. PROBLEMS IN AREA = George Scarlet '
= ) "CHECK OF BUV,ILD‘ING PRIOR. T0 MEETING ~ J. Evans ~ B. Long )
‘ X ‘ - DOOR GREETERS - K. Farnsworth, C. Rockelman b
o ' 5 e CARTOONS & KIDS =~ K. Peck, K..Evans, - o I .
REFRESHMENTS - D. Rowley, M. Lefevre, A. Vantielen ‘
' ¥ ‘ “ ‘ ;.’ ) . . ~4 ‘ N - 3 " | » o i i ’c
: Workshops - . - L e SO e e '
Radar - Explanation and observation of radar operhtion:— -
S.L.C.P.D. Traffic division = Assist radar = B. Jacobson o
' : ',Burglary‘p;quntion‘- DetactiVe King - S.L.C.P.D. Burglary ’
’ . ) ' - Squad = Assist Burglary Prevention - V.®Montoya ‘
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= cie S CTOWN HALL MEETING Room A-14 « YRMERZAL DIBTASN Sl on by aale
. : ST / : T N EI CAITE T o Dake Zity. Counby Moalth T Fagn v T
} o CLINCOLN JR. HIGH : ; L ‘ R L .
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* , T o T ~ GEOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS o i
% %, T8 & 6,797 % SEOCRARHI ACIERISTL !
fT K L : ‘ 4‘ 7 608 ol éb ': - , 6,761 % ) o “u'ocatxon- The area is located in-a strategm downtown area with nas:ly def:ned '
IR} 7’716,7‘ g \- : (o : R "~ boundaries (South Temple to 13th South and State Street to 7th East) for data
T . 8,846 % ﬁ ; — SOUIH TEMPLE - collection and patrol procedures. The area covers 17 98 square miles.
i | oo M (phocsiuris. Thy axte o .
. i : SR s, . '8} [ ¢ !
i 1 £2nd Se. fREEWAY 10,950 % § 9, 518 R '1"8 293 % 3 T :‘Wnt}un th:s area there is a city park with 82,8 acres of Tand containing penny (
- - i \ :. .10, 951 >!‘>:<'V‘~ 9,552 %<l 8,065 % e ‘ arcades, recreatxonal devxces, swxmmxng pools and one large. lake. U
n A £ s,000% = T dwlze  f £ o ' - o
U & Sth SOUTH-S 3,468 dok f\ ~ e m;, SOUTH =i _— - B - ?The commex‘cnal floor w1th1n the target boundarlﬂs is estimated at 37,089 acres . - ‘ !
= . t , " @ R @g« . @:’ k rSUNNYSlDE AVE l which 1nc1udes retail sales, wholeéesale operatmns, professmnal serv:oes, and ' i
3 - ‘ ' g 5,'727 L8 ‘E 4,666 * : G , O federal, c:ty and- county offzces.‘. = L R ‘ S o ‘ ‘.q '
, \) ) . ) . thScx E 5 2 *\‘:l a ** ) }.k J | ) . ) - . . L . . )
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L l el ; /AT . 8 2, 847 ' 'theaters within the area. : - N R L R
n a . ~ 13t/ SOUTH- & D | , R . : S N
(L % 8,379 o e T .‘—---l7ch , DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS g
A = 3,857 %k 9,118 =~ 7 4,524 % | \ '
E o § ) L [ 5,155 %% :J}: 4, 369 e . Target area populatlon dencxty is 13 180.
g it n . : iy - g 8 :
i d N ® . " o *
Iy ‘ I . ’ a SOUlH , 4 3.6 percent of t}us populatlon are Negro and 2, 0 percent belong to other ethnic
! T st Lar—d . . ol
SO ) e ey : ! roups. W o S e , e AT - o i
oo YR [ ~’E§-__SDE;.L_EJEEJEILILL?EJBI o G | | i e o \ | | o
(A L 'g“ [é—‘-‘“-g E:-g‘“ uh'! = | .’ TL:‘ ru% “4,, 471 =% 'e"frw. J SRR T 4 . An estxmated 19 867 employees enter the target area daxly for work 1n the var- ‘ \ ’
ol \&5:;, br 2 Lol Gl | 3 4, 629 s ‘____4":::]——"' SR f.f R Sl ious bus:nessea and agenems thhzn the boundaries. B ' =
oHEs [ L“ [ | Lo W l:‘.z?‘ﬁ L i s : L oW i - A ‘ o ‘ -
T R =fles Lol L jpry T HMITS i UNK-767 % ERRE | ,,_SOCIAL ‘AND E.Q?.'ONOMICAL CH‘ARACTERISTICS | ‘ o
o ~'- rﬁw- c=  tem e — e . i . SR i BT - I : ‘ A ‘ C ‘
: 22 { [ Esn ; L}“_‘{ fuaym].’ K : oo UNK- 676 k%" U R o |
T 3 ’\ L".'ﬁ ~ e pal ] : s oo B TR | - ‘The(/,estxmated average income of res1dence w1th1n the area is from $35, 732 to . | : © ok
i okt T _“J’gﬂ =Y thal=nd BLE 1°71 TOTAL CASE LOAD 88, 662 * L g} R L “’ _ $6 ‘776 per year, 22 percent per capita income below poverty standards.
: {3 o [difm (1505 i} = 0ns ‘Districts s & 7. S 14,184 : T T B L , T : C ‘ :
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e ; TE ! dg 9% ; ;‘1 5 i ’»1\::.( A5 DistrictAVerage o 13,3% 392 4.acres of the tnrget areas X
e (T T [60] Wis [RF LR | dCws g  Districts 587% of Total 15.0% e . e e ‘ . : SRR A
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P R =1 proiees B {10 I o O i oo Rl e W Tl — e R ] : , propcrty value prcscnt y-at eac .o 0
. S Bg’tg rL%,;!;'“ 'f'{fv} s [{:ﬂ L EE Ky TLE%L i3 1972 TOTAL CASE LOAD 90, 834 x - | S
Do Em s, o] BeEl e :‘ Districts 5 & 7 14,847 " TRAI‘FIC CHARACTERISTICS
i : K &3 a3 (% i wrze! [: ; IRSRE 5 by i LJ. H ' . o . . ‘
S sf' —~ - " i — 15 District Aycrage 13.3% ! il ;Th‘ere are an estimatved 2.5 square miles of state highways and main,city streets.,
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““F100f7

;‘anuﬁrf

_Resident
U Aeres e

Park:

Vacant”

" Total :

. Units _ Employ, _

~.Cars

-~ Area

~oAeros

©UAcrest

Acres |
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856
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f1151},‘
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0

11157 o
‘fﬂybshf
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. =0-

0.

e

- 5206

900

2073
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'
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1.0
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2.8
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292 -

29,0
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14.5 |
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“high crime areas,
““combinations of dzstricts, districts five and seven were selected as the most umque
i “"‘for alfl target area for the 1mp1ementat1on of & spccia] cnforcement pxogram.

. "D:stncts onée: and srx were desxgnated as the # 2 target areas, :

"sible target areas for special enforcement
. total orime and d1str1cts {ive and scven rated 16. 3%,

o crrmlnal activity, they do present a-édombination of geographic, social,
“oand. demograph:c characteéristics, ideal for testing special enforcement programs

TAJAL

4724 -

- 4631

116.0 -

27,9

526.9

e e T ,'AHNGMWP%°9

i v [ s - 4 PN .

'g;hunxous CRIME.AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS W]THIN CERTAIN choRArHIC AREAS or
jTSkLTLAKECITY UTAH ST

“» S

The Salt Lake Cxty pogrce admzn:stratron has exammcd the possxbihty of
apply:ng team polrcmg strategy through selectwe manpower assxgnment th}un

o-a small ta.rget area since the dcpartment has been unable to’ xmploment such
' operatrons on ‘afull scale,‘- city-wrde basxs. ; : '

All major c:ties have ccrtam areas wh:ch are cons:dered troub ¢’ spots and
After analynng and comparing drstnct characteristics and-

-1

During 1972 Salt Lake C:ty pohce dlstrlcts one, fzve, six and seven combxncd
contnbuted approxxmately 374 of th; cities total criminal.-activity. - The individual
hzgh crrme rating for.these four districts was: distriet six .~ Ist;_district.five . 2nd;

district one ~ 4th; and_district seven - 9th.. When d:vxd:ng‘these distri'cts into fca~
‘districts one and six rated 20.4% of the

‘
]

’ Although districts five and’ seven c‘annot be. conudered the area hxghest in -

economic

and programs’ dxrected toward mcreaszng communrty rnvolvement in erime preven-

(18113

'f'nrcludc ‘the State Capitol,

[ Over half of the area is canyons and land without structures of any kind.
S is-the h:ghest in police calls with larcney one of the highest categories requiring a
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820 ¢

- ' 676‘>
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148
1106
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3 5 976
804

794

777

599

2443

260

36

77,0
48,9

67,2

/82,3

82,5

6.2
13.1-
4,3,

29

12,2

137.2

131,6°

106.2 .

-105,4

o .maximum in investigation time.
obviously. not the most ideal for tcstmg an ovcrall spccral program whxch shou]d
‘includc commumty mvolvcment.« . ( ~ ; v

it w15 "W’“”L |

2938

210 .

3353

©82.8

143, 6

624.0 |

1754 -

5

3352

38,7

7983

5;7662

( 37089 ) ( 391.4 )
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Dzstr:cns one and six consist przmar;ly oi busmcss and industry strucrures which
Salt Palace and various L, D.Ss.
The area

Although this area rates'the highest in calls it is

church offices and grounds,
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‘!7-—18 oeascnves AND EVA@AT:ON e N | / |
17, OBJECTIVES SRR \\18 EVALUATlON IR i L o ’
© Describe in this column each of the ob;ertives tabs For each ob;ectwa descrnbe how the achsevement will U H g Con S.P,A.C.& OBJECTTVES é OPERATION,
g acconplished by this project. See reverse . snde for , be evaluated. See reverse side for required items, - Vo F o ‘ T s
required vtems : : R S R TR B | : )
k o ~ ~ SR T ; T v T’m oueﬁaﬁ’, objee,uw oju‘;‘he S P. A”C,.E P)wg/zam s to )Leduce a/wna
“| The major object'ive of the Stretegic 1 Arn‘ overa‘llhevai‘u'ation ﬁ;‘ill be conducted ‘ " A : A B
Patrol and Coordination Effort is to by -an outside consultant fitrm. In-addia’ e i 2 - '”1 MQM 6’("3‘ Eﬁs Md bé“’e’n (7) ”'n SCIL‘C me‘ c'(’ty The‘ Au'b objec,tweA
| reduce incidence of crime within a tion, the depnrtment administration and | e Mo o _w_,& e
| designated target area of Salt Lake project administration will evaluate the i g‘{ iO ﬂ!ﬂ!‘.& bbjew\)e a)w" IR R B
. | City, Utah, There will be a special progress of the program in the following T T ¢ _ ‘
| emph'asis on Part I Crime and Part II “manner, ; T e | ” Reduce, ILQA)OOMQ L(Jn(’,-
' Crime which contributes to Pax‘t 1 ‘ 2 ERR AN o B .
| Crim? , : N 2) Ine/ceaAa appnahemwn /ca,ao
"V,\Goals set forth for meef:mg this object.we Admmxstratmn evalua.tmn on achievement S i ™ 3) ‘*Inmefbf' dm?ce_me" o
\ax'e as follows. O - . of objectives wxll be. as follows SRR o ; o
. ‘ . Y B e VAL M-
,\ ERS , o : , oy g ( : 4‘) IVL(‘/LQMQ con (etio
4% 1e reduce response time by two ' SN response timer compansons AN AR ‘
1 ~ : ‘ , t
\ , minutes ‘ | . ; , \ Sl 35) Iumeaz.,e u,tczems mvoﬂuemen/t
vinorease'[a.bprehensio'n ratio : \2.k comparisons in apPreh\ension \ . ' é) R"Qmave oppomtum,ty, ‘60)1' Wme" : ‘ ‘
\ < Ry three percent . b oratio s N e B The n;wwamem: of the ove/zau objeo,twa was aacompmhedﬁfcom monthey,
: 2 e (BN R A
3 mcrease clearance rate’ by 3. compamsons in clearance - sl 'ji : )
T fwe percent . ’ ‘rate S ‘ o ; k»numbe?w of !Le,polbted arime eompa/r,ed by tine series anaﬁysus before and
. e A &
o . . ’ — i . a
4., - increase successful’ prosecution ‘4. percentage compansons on \\\ ¥ agtern S.P. A, C E OPWILLOPL‘ Th/bﬂ meaAu/LemeM was éupp!.eme_n,ted with
_ ' by a five percent increase on gonvyictions e U victinization Aiudy Ain the S P A C.E. area /to estimate ihe pﬂopompm oﬁ
._ "+ convictions ‘ ’ S ERRET . i I §
. ) ) oy ) ) 0 : . 3 B . -
W R e T i : . B ' ‘ i : A SRV ’ B -3 BRI / o g Lo
5. increase citizens 1nvolvement 5. comparison in number of . | SRR c / : Me w’uc \‘V"e? umepolute,d
+ o in erime prevention and con-. . ‘citizens involved ; R ' :
: . , VS ari e time in necent yeans inthe
~trol by seventy-five percent : : B Various Mud/cu haue been made 05 respons e Y
TR A A . RN st 0 Au.(lh study was used %o compare nes onAe
6o remove opportunxty for crime i 6. examination of hazard identi- Sa‘e't Lake C'(’ty POLL(‘.Q. Dep e‘n’t ne _lJ P P
~within the designated target ; ~fication records and action it SR 8
. | : ~ n v,cou(s /Z.(Lé onse time exstcmai&s.
... . .area which consists of Salt .. taken . R ‘ A\ L i B t‘me‘é 06 S P A C E 066&(‘.% JCO pre )0
o, Lake Glky Fajlee Districts 3. g b The aPP/Lehen/swn Obje&ttve was measuied by compa}ung the natlo of apnests
and 7. {(Refer to page 18for 3 .
t“get mape) L ' . . Zo )Lepoluted c)wne,é for the ten monthé pfaecedwg S P.A.C.E,. opmai:can 2o "'
. ~7. . S i N . // g
‘ AR A . the seven months of S.P.A. C.E. ope/m,twn aonude/ted in this study. - The
: : , ANH o dwta wa.d obmned “§hom au,toniaxed Police. ILecO/Ldé .
) ~ ij V e RN IR It was deuded that the objeo,twe concejtmng the cﬁea/zanaa nate wouﬂd
o R P ,Eﬂ;ﬁ_wyzot buvuuaxed due to «the exmue 05 dazﬁa coU&ec/twn' This ﬂp/zq:btem, was
e SO § B« 1 S ' i
,/ ks ( : conﬁounded by Zack 06 deﬁ-cmuon and meawmg 05 "cﬁemance nate " ,, |
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o coL(’,ec,tw

: mented wu:h 6u/z,thejr, Ma,tmng in ,team pouung canaep/té 60/L AQMOIL \

anea 40 that ,they would become ve/L y ﬁamdwut with Zhat ared.

' throughdut )o/w/ """

1t was de,te/unmed ihai: conv&c/aon da,ta wm&d be 20 expewswa T

Such a aouec,twn wvu,(’_d have fo be ca/med 0 x: manu.au_y
rom court )w.condzs and police /LQ,C.O/LdA The, coond,cna,twn o& Auch : x
an eﬁﬁomt wou,(&d be dAM&cuLt and ﬂzefceﬂone coa,tey The/ceﬂof\ze, | |
Lt was deo,uied ,tha,t the aonv&atwn objective would nat be. o Zuwted
Cx,tczen mw!.vemem‘. can be meaAwLed by ai;tendance a,t mo ‘h,(’,y - \
me.e;bmg»s éponAOILad by S P A. C E and by commum,ty Surveys. Thé o !

Last objee,twe L5 pnobabﬂy noaﬁ mecuswtabﬂe as Atai:ed 1t couzd 6\%‘ ‘ \

comw[e}ned vauy meaAwLabﬂe by ac,twme,é auned a;t hazafcd
.cden,tcﬁmwon ‘ L

ojumz.naLw tLeA, and o/umuzai’, AHVQATAQWO!’L Tm Mang wws Auppze-\

‘ .pcwwzmen.

S.P, A C.E. paz‘)w&s began 6.cdd ope/zcutwm November 1, 1973

056&0%& wese a,éugned to one 06 /the, pw(ywﬂ duwm in ,t!'w, S.P. A C. E

No)tmaz

B /

p/wcedwte A8 fon .2wo one man paﬂwﬂ u.yuc,té o be ae,twe in each pax/wﬂ

'd,wmmt duning a Ah.aﬁ,t , : ,
\‘mte/z,ey progress /Lepom wene, Aubmu;ted by ,the phoS e.e,t dme.c,tola

OPQ}L(LCLOVL. These “heponts contun activity and

expgnd(me anabysis. Examples of pILOJQC;C' eﬁée@wene& "in the anea

of community relations are especially wx’,dém:: in those reports. ;Evama-

vt/:ows bﬁ the project by the p/iojec,t pmonneﬂ are also gﬁvﬁn.
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: Auah ope)w.i;wn A8 NauembejL 1,

‘ chang&s, in /Lepofuted e/wneé s mtmup:ced x‘,f,me Ae/u.ejs analy/ws

\\ the oppaéwe AA thue ﬁon a poAA,twe. utunwte

 poitted erdimes which are unaccounted fox.
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* INTRODUCTION TO REPORTED CRIME ANALYSIS:

o [ .

,%_‘_‘ g L."?"
The )OLL)L}OOA‘Q. 04 Iw Aewtwn 06 the ana,@géu i ,to documen,t any
o.hange,zs 4n /Lepolz,ted oruimes which ocdu/zfted dumng ihe 54Mt\ée\;en mon/th/.s

of fiekd opma,tcon 06 theS.P.A.C.E. P/Logmm The Lcme pe/pcod of

1973 th)wugh May, 1974

The Ata,twtcca,e me,thodo!_ogy Med xo aubétanixa,te changu, or ho-
~Since
o)u,&nu are Aumma/uzed on a monthly ba/sus An the Satt Lahe City Potice
Depa)v”(men,t mon,th,ey ao/twuty heponrts, mom‘.hly to,talbs of )Lepolbted e/umu

£y

Amce 1969 wejze uAed to genejwbte a r,une AW@A Such a Awu noﬁzeou
many va)uabﬂe,é, Auch a/s enéonaemen;t P_eve,a /socu.o economdc factons, ete.

Time senies analysis ,Lnuo!.veA buddmg mathematical models which

. sdmubate the changes in the cnime series with an additional variable

fon momﬁhA baﬁo/w_ and months afier Nouembe/c 1, 1974, This va/u’,abf.'e

AA caued an Lnxejznup,t ua/uab!_e.

\ 6ound M.om ihe modo,ung p/wce,M L8 negmbwe, a decnrease {4 indicated;

o

AAAOQAMed with an
\eMxmam i a pnobabdwy ﬂeud of Mgmﬁmance ‘ Thwt A5, evén xhough
me amount o5 /Lepafuted c'JLLm(Lé may deoﬂecvse, the decnelise may be %oo
"Am&" Lo be caued A/»gmﬁ.ccan,t. The A&gmﬁ&cance Level aids in
de/tuummng Aﬁ Auch changes may be called "A/tatusucauy ségnificant."
A basic MAuMp-tcOﬂ wsed in fﬂvgoﬂﬁomng ana!,y/su A8 that faepomted
ojum%; are nandom variables; // 48, there ane some. changu in ne-

Fon such variables, Laws of ',

Page -3-
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 chance state 05 mmd and a chanae oppo/z,tun,uty..

- Activity Repom

N PR

pnobabwuty must appﬂy, and ab»so!,u,te changeé 6fwm one y{'m 1\0 .the, nex,t

are not necuaa}w&y meamngﬁux The Aoww_e/s 06 /zandom va/ua,twn m

/Lepolz,ted c)ume,é CU‘LQ mcompﬂe,te knawﬂadge 05 atll 5acto!u> mﬂkuanung

crniminal.- aa,aw,ty ‘and thue p}wbabd,m/tcc behav&on 05 c/wmna@m For
dnstance, ,thefw, 48 noi: a good quamtutcuﬁe. time meaAwLe 0§ éocco~

economw Uafuabl’,e/é whcch a“ act wwmna,e aa/th./ty The/leﬂone, the |

~contribution of such 5aetou canno:(: be mecu.swued on the numbejus of -

sz,the/L, Lt LA not ce)utam why a endime waLs |
commbtted on a gwen day, and not Zhe pfaeaechng day, tha 60Uomng
day or the 5ououzmg week. The euewt might be .the, neéuLt of a

1 A due‘to the
pnobabwwuc nature of e/wmna!_ actwuty thaz Ai:a:tcétccuﬂ techmqueé
which can accoun,t for and meaAww, such variation are necessarily wsec’[‘

in the evw&umon of the S.P. A C.E. Pzwg/zam

'} Aea Five (5) Repon,ted C)wne»s

The monthly da,ta used in Zhe 5ouowx.ng ancw_yéu.s m&& not be
gwen Ain this /Lepd/z,t Mm the Aahe 05 bneuufy The da,ta a}w. avcu,mbﬁe
§rom Pa,tfwz Dwuswn )LQCO/'ZdA of /tha Salt Lake City Po&ce Depwm‘.mewt

These neaond@ are made up Mom the numbens in the Depwwﬂenm moyutMy

wd,?, be given in the 6ouowuzg fables . |
| Table T shows the annuaﬁ :tozfa& 06 oﬂﬁx_am aatwuty 8% (nee 1269
in Mea. 54\1@@ (5). 04§ counse 1977’4 &na&;d@ ng da,tqzh)w%gh May 65

that year.

e :
P i i L LA B . Ll T

Annual totals 60/L eadh ca,tego/zy 05 f(»apo)z,ted c/umus
N .

.&,-,i;}‘ .n

" R N : N
. M . )
. S . : -
!
S ¢ ) &
RN )
Y, S @
AN &
3 ;
A
i
i
4 n
AN - e , *
N e d
oo = T

=

R

o TABLET

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
733 993 9518 9563 10310

*Ino&udeé data 5oln 1/74 /th/wugh 5/

The. humbers »m Table T show that. of ficer activity in Area five

1974%
4128 t

(5) was fairly co»jwtan,t §rom 1970-3973. 1969 was somewhat zowmnxhqn-
other yearns. |

Table 11 Al’lOWA the pertinent nesulits 05 the mme series

: ana/ayéu;og /the»mqm:hzy officen ‘ae,i,\wajdata for Area gfive (5).
" The complete analysis is given in Appendix One of this hepont.

TABLE 11

Time Senies Analysis Results
Oﬁﬂice‘z; activity, Mea give (5)

o Internupt Estimate ~31
* Upper 95% Confddence Limit 34
Lowen 95% Confidence Limit -99
Signigicance Level - ‘ .24

The smallen the significance fLevel, the more certainty attached
to the estimated change. From Tabﬁe: 11, the significance Level of Lhe

; utfmaied change ,c'zs‘ .24.  Therefore, there .is about one chance .in

four the éAt{ma/ted dQMeaéé, Ain offlegh activity in Area five (5)

during SgP.A;C.E.‘ operation was due to chance, on some other factonr
{nfluencing erdminal aetivity. The estimated decrease {8 Less than

'ﬂowz.pe/t‘c:en;t of previous gwnx:hey average. On the basis of the results

| in Table TI, it 4s neasonable to conolude that Zhis decrease 4s noi |
o veay Mgmﬁx,can,t | |
- Table IIT /slww/:s annacce tomu o4 /Lepozz,ted !&mcemu in Area 5.we
(5) sdnce 1969,
e S .‘ 5
Page ~5-
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TABLE 111 L o

\:\," E R e

% 1969 - 19Mo 971 . 1972 1973 lo7aw
', 65, A0 923 805 938 388

‘ *Inctudeé daia for 1/74 through 5/74 v 5
© . Table IV éhOWA the nuww oﬂ the tcme Awu. ana/&ym on ‘
moruthﬁy numbess \06 nepomted Za)caemeb ' B
TABLE 1V

Time series analysis nesults
Larceny, Area §ive (5) :

Interupt Estimate | 5

Upper 95% Confidence Limit \ 7
Lower 95% Confidence Limit -21
Significance Level .38

"The estimated decrease 4n /Lepon,ted Aea §ive (5) £a}acem.u was

6we per month during S.P.A.C.E. opejza,aoyw There {s a mne,ty-ﬁwa

‘, percent p/z.obabo&,ty thaz the change, was be,two_en a demeaée o4 ,ﬁuenty—‘

one and an increase 06 Aeuam per month. - The p/wbabd,ufg /tha/t the
uama,téd dec'JLeaAe was due Zo some othen sounce of umwuon in ne-

ponted chimes is about two ‘w 54\;0_. .T heregone., ,:.;,t L8 heasonable to |

conclude that an insignifidant decrdase ocewred in reponted Larcenies

in Area give (5) du)zing:-i?lS.P;A.C.-E. §ietd operation. :
. Table V}Ahom the n@p&&téd numbeis of rapes in Area 5 since
1969. B : ' ) | |

" RAPE, Anea five (5) ) . N

1969 1970 . 1971 1972 1973 1974%
9 5 9 5 1 4

Page -6~ ‘ , S
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“3
‘wTabf.e V[ pfceéewté the time AW%K amwybu ne,wm 6on thue data.
e TABLE VI |

//ﬁ’ n‘,i:
g s Tune Sendes Analyam ReAw&tb
ho : RAPE, Area five (5)

EAER R ¢ Tntenaupt Estimate -.10
"L Upper 95% Confidence Limit .54 ~
~ Lower 95% Confidence’ Limit -.75
&gmﬁ&canae Level R 4

The Mgmﬁ&cance £eue€ Ain t!ws Anstance says ,tha,t the chances are

three ou,t 06 four thaz the e/sz‘,una,ted change was due,/to nandom vardation

vaJ&one. The}neﬁone, it is mozst /LeaAonabze Zo cono@ude that no change

occu)aed Ml hapes duning S.P.A.C.E. O}Oe/l.ai}(.on |

| Tab?,e V11 pne/sem‘/s annual numbejw of auto theﬁm in Aea §ive

{5) Awae 1969 A ,
TABLE VIT | '

Auto Theft, Area peven (7)

1969 1970° 1971 " 1972 1973 . 1974*
166 175 182 o4 113 45

*Ina@ude/s r'a,ta fon 1/74 through 5/74. ‘
1t /{A Antenesting to nole that grom Table VII ,tha,t the, Level. o4
auto theft has been Rowor dwring the Last two years than for 1969

- Zhrough 1971,

7ab£e VIIT shows ihe heAults of -the mQ Ae/uu analysis 06 the
monthly auto theft data since 1969.’ , '
o | TABLE V111

Time, Senies Anaf.ﬂu ReAuUA
Auto Theft, Anea five (5)

Inteupt Estivate 1.0
Upper 95% Confidence Limit 5.5
. Lowen 95% Confddence Limit -3.5
Signifdicance Leue,e .62

o
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The ut«)ﬁdxéd chdn‘ge An auto theéz: in Afcea\‘ﬁzcv'e { S)WxZA positive;

: howeue/z., iha probability a‘hwt .thx/s change 48 due £o chance is Ihnee

Ruidenee burglaries, Area five (5)
v

Tntevwpt Estimate -4
Upper 95% Congidence Limit L W R
Lower 95% Confidence Limit 3.9

‘ ,S&gmucance Level o .82

The Mgmﬁmanae Level x.nd,ccaxu that the uumted decrease in
resddence buxgﬂa&y was p/wbabﬂy due fo chance™t uw‘:»\qu,t of fivel.
The/zaﬂo/ce, there was no sdgnifLcant change in residence bunglany m‘
A)cea five (5) duning S.P.A.C.E. f4etd operations. -

Table XI Ahows non-residence bwcgmu gon A/w_a give (5) unae‘

1969 on an annuat bais.

‘5‘? , .
| . Page -8~

T SR e i

out 06 6wa The/tgsolce, .the_ most /Lewsonabze conclusion 4 thwt no ‘
change occwaed m awto .theﬁt. in Aned five (5) during S.P.A.C. E,
5&@8@[ opma,twn e ey y
Table IX AhOWA anmwue /tota,&s aﬁ /Luw{ence bu/ag&my in Mez, 54.\/@ o
(5) since 1969. 5o B | :
-\ . TABLE IX | o
Resddence Burglary, Area §ive (5)
1969 1970 1971. 1972 1973 19747/ | -
166 22] e 179 174’ 207 72 TN
*Inctudgb data fon 1/74 #hrough 5/74. | | |
Tabze X shows ihe time Ae)u.eé analyé&é /LQ/AUM 06 the monthty
U Le TABLE X B
@ Time Series Analysis Results '

¥:

S °
e Lo s : ‘
Non=Residence Burglaries « 0
Ared give (5] ‘ R
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 o 1974% B
207 ' \250 218 133 . 18 64 v
‘ ' . . ’ . . Ve ‘ \,.
*Inotudes data fon 1/74 thuough 5/74.  ° 7 | ;,%g“
: The/ce, has been a dee)cecmmg Me.nd in such /Lepoa,ted ojume dweing
o the Rasi w0 yea/us | (
| Table XIT shows iﬁe time series analysis nesults 5o/L non-
hesidence burglaried reported on & montMy basis. ‘
PEIREN " TABLE XIT
Time Series Analysis Ruum B | o Va
@ Non-resdidenge burglaries, Area 6we (5) (( .
Intevupt Estinate | o -2.0
A Upper 95% Confidence Limit 4.0 o
Lowesr 95% Confddence Limit ‘ -8.0- e
S&gmﬁ&eance Level . .52
) ® The nesults of the time series analysis show that an x.mu.gmﬂ&can,t
| decrease in non-resdidence bu/ngzwuéu ocouned dumngts.P..A. C.E. §ield
operation. | | |
{ , T(ibze‘XIII shows annual numbers of robberies in Anea 5 since 1969,
. L TABLE X111 -
IR R
Robberies, Area five (5) i,
« 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 l974* P .
36 40 63 46 = " 54 10 i <y
*Tneludes data fon 1/74 through 5/74. i o | |
Tabﬂe XIV shows the pentinent nesults of the time senies anaﬂyzsu
0f zthe monthly nepon,ted nobbery data. ‘
(4 Page ‘.,9- ) “t
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}Ln }wbﬁe/uu during S.P. A.C.E. fietd opmmon.

~ averages one pe/u man,th, on abou,t 6oluty PQ/LCQ.M over prae,v,coub yea/us' -

' SL(MMARV

e wi Lo

i Sl TABLE x1v

Tma Sendes AnaJiyAus Reéum
~ Robberies, Aiea five (5)

<

0

' \\ }‘In,tejmu)ot Estimate 2
0 .
9

- ~ : 1
 Upper 95% Confidence L&mut e 1.
R me 05% Confddence Limit . ~3.

ngmﬂx,canco_ Levet . a2

Tl he Lime senies ana!.yzws Ahows a pnooabze Mgm,ﬂx.cawt deoJLeaAa

Th,us dacﬂeabe

mom:hl’_y ave/uage . AR
AREA FIVE (5) REPORTED CRIMES

OvojLaU_ Lhere wene m% exﬂteme,(iy A,cgmﬁman;t changus uz /zepomted |
erimes w Aiea 5we (5) qu,ng S.P.A. C. E. ope)naf,wn Mom Novembejt, 1973 '
x:hlwugh Mag, 7974 There Wa.A a sLight dee/ceaAa in oﬁﬂ&ce}n ac/uw/ty
‘ (49) and Larceny (7") and a Larger peﬂcen,tagewwe dee/LeaAe, in nobbeju,e/s

(400) The other ca,tegoue/s 06 /Lepofuted criminal ac,uuuty in Aea 6 we'
(5) showed ho Mgmﬁmanx: change,b du/ung S. P A.C. E. opejna;(;con

none of the crdme ca,tegouo/s ane there any mdcca,aoyvs on mc)cewsed
/\/cepon,ted eniminal ac,twuty

ILLUSTRATION ONE

Changeé Ain /Lepom‘ed Wmma,e ac,twuty in Afw,a ﬁwe dwung S.P.ALC. E

ope)ta/twn

REPORTING_CATEGORV kCHANQE S

 Offdcen activity
Larceny
‘Rape_ °

Auto Theﬁz .

Reﬁ&dence Buﬂgﬁankeb

Non-#esidence BungﬁanLeA

Robbaju,e/s o

FOoOOoOC 1}

N

ILCMMWO% one Aunimafuzezs th%e conc,euuom.‘~

]
S

o 1969

0= no change e f‘f = «Lne/LeaAe

5

= dé_‘,e‘/teccsa
; REPORTED CRTMES ANAL?SLS AREA SEVEN (7) |

Tab!,e XV Ahau)zs annual_ to;ta,& 06 oﬁé&ceﬂ ao,th,ty in A/Lea seven
‘ . (7) sdnce 1969 i ‘} ,, |
| , | o TABLE XV »
g . Oﬂﬂweﬂ Ae,twg,ty, Afcea Aeuen (7) s

1970 1971
5025 4666 =

T ’*Inc,@ude/.s data ,50/1 1/74 thﬂough 5/74.

1974*
2364

1972
5296

1973

'-1A592 5506

Tabze XVI shows /the pe/z,tcnen,t ne,bum 06 the i:Lme senies

B anal,yéu of momﬁh&y /LQ}OOILth o“me}a ae,th,ty in Mea Aeuen (7) since
- 1969 ‘ _
TABLE XVI
: .TJMZSW%AYICK,@M,{AR&W e T
L Oﬁﬁx.cm Ac,th,ty, A/cea Aeven (7) < ?
Inte&nupt'Eéthate ,; BRI TEEE ]7 ! :/j
~ Upper 95% Congdidence Limit = N 3
- Lowern 95% Conﬁ&dence Limit —37'
» SLgmﬁ,ccance”\eve,e S 39
The numbefu.» in Ta,bﬂejVI &ndAcMe ithe sLight po/subwuty of an -

aue/aage, LVlC‘/LQMQ. 0f sevew
: aatwdy pe/n mon,th in A/w.a seven: du)ung S.P.A.C.E. ‘or\e/m,aon.

Tabl’.e, XVII AhOWA /Lepomte.d Lanceny Ln A/Lea AQUQH (7) sdnee.

1969 on an armwui basis.

\ I

. ~TABLE Xviz
; g La/nceny, A/LQCL seven - (7)
g9 1970 19mM 1972 1973 1974
'382 485 429 364 453 223

*Tnoludes data fon 1/74 through 5/74

g AL L - B :
BN I . : ; ,‘ i | . - S g A N :
S _ ; ’ g
:

teen, on abowt ﬁOLUL pe/memt in officer RN

T e e

) « . 4 K ‘




TABLE WIIT fdbﬂe XXI pneéentz the annuaﬂ numbeAA 05 nepanted auto theﬁxm

v

oo

R Tine Sendes Analysis Resutts . in Anea seven (7) since 1969,

Lanaeny, Anea seven (7)

e

TABLE XYI

- Tk | o et e s ‘ -
‘%f’ - .‘"‘vs;‘, : .:Xg:i;f{f; ‘} The numbeaA Ln Tabze XX Andtcated Ihat eééenzxaﬂzy no changeA | }
éé o }ﬁ Tabze XVIII Ahaum the aeauﬁiz 06 the xxme éenLeA anaKyAAA ? (‘;?iI;TI, acaumed An th@ "umbeﬂé 06 4€P0ﬂi2d ﬂapeé duﬂ&“ﬁ the openaixonaﬂ o i
§?‘§}‘ 75 if ’:f{ appt&ed 2o the monthﬂy numbeﬂé of neponted zanceny in Anea AQUQH (7) :‘ ‘¥f EV:._‘, Pe&Lod of S P.A. C E. &n Anea seven (7). - : ﬁ
c; ,I}% g?"lf

o ”g:I .

§ o
=

g‘Intemnupt Eéxxmate B R L e e 1L L SRS N TR ST S I
_Uppen 95% Confidence LLMLt v: o MTB e e e R e Auio Thef £, Area Aeven (7)
Lower 95% Confidenve Limit Loo=3.4 S SRR E T e B [ S O P T ;~v‘-, L : - R
‘ - St TR e ‘k 1969 1970 1971 1972 "1973.k 1974%

Significance Levet .27 - T .g: 5 06 103 65 ey R A e
The numbeaA in. Tabze XVIII 4nd4aate a Aﬁ&ghtzy A&gnLﬁicant X'; | "*‘:';5‘\~G‘gg‘ e *i cﬂud d 5 j/ . , / ROE RS o e EE BRI | & f
DR I L " eA ot on 1/7 znnoug 5/74.

ot

g

o 3

1 ?‘(- Fh inorease in neponted tanceny Ln Mrea Aeven (7) dunIng S. P A C E 40 o ' ' B DN RN ‘
i Tubﬂe XXII Aho%é'the pQMthent deéuﬂié oﬁ the t&me Am&&&éf » j i |

i many |

 flerd openaxxon The avenaga monthﬁg anneaAe &A about 12/ over 2
L anaLyALA peaﬂohmed on the monthzy daia maring up Zhe tozaﬂé in

i pnev&ouA monthﬂy auenageA., i { ik _ ~
R 'g:_ Y Tabﬂe XXI T . R - o , S 2

i

"

Tabﬂe XIX éhoWA annuaﬂ toiuﬂb 05 ‘hapes in AMea Aeven (7) Aane 19699 i '
; ; ; TABLE XXII <

-

| TABLE xzx | o
e Txme SQ&LQA AnaZyA&A ReAuﬂiA
CAuwto Theﬁzz Anea Aeuen (7)

~'X3‘T i L R ' RAPES Anea seven (7)

b ‘;1969',v 1970 1o 1972 - 1973 1974% R T I R P T"ie“ﬂupt Eéixmaie ¥ -
e S 7 4 8 9 4 30 TR L T L i ~ Uppern 95% Confidence Limit

U SRS S B o B R ‘."‘, Lower 95% Confidence Limit - o : SRR
~*Inc£udeé daia for. 1/74 thnough 5/74. E S B | B ~ Signifleance level . 73 - ’ SR

w;w o

w Ny ¥

g

SRS

‘,»"'h\“
R
L

Tabﬂe XX AhoWé thu pe&t&nent neAuﬁtA oﬁ ihe‘tuwe AQ&L@A anaﬂyéaé The numbenA 4n :abﬂe XXII LndLaated ihat eééenixazzy no change

appi&ed o the monihﬂy data mak&ng up Tabﬂe XIX . ‘a e ’,_;}I,“-,‘ ‘II:*’ITX";X;?;‘ { ,ﬁiik ‘IX‘ occun&ed Ain nepohted auio Iheﬂxz in A&ea Aeuen (7) dun&ng s.P. A.C. E

1

- TABLE XX ‘I;, , o ":# Y o e opeﬂaixon

- Time Senies Analysis Resubts » Tabﬁe XXIII Ahoum xhe annuaﬂ totazé 05 meponzed neALdenixaz

RAPES, Area. seven 7y ‘ Famyu‘fvuf b
‘ : e _§, ; b ‘ buﬂgﬁa&&eé Ln Area Aeven (7) A&nce 1969.
;Intemnupt Estimate . 04;; !
- Upper 95% Congidence Limit - - 'k, u60 O
Lower, 95% Congddence Limit —~ -~52{g
~“849n¢6&cance Level R A <89

R q'“f?""~ TABLE XXITI

ReA&denae BungﬂamLeé | - S R N
Anea seven’ 7y : ' TR 1

1969 19700 1971 1972 1973 1974k | i
139 2% 185 18 221 103 n -

e
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B &Uw,eru in A/Lea AQUQVL (7) dwu_ng S P A. C E. ope/za,uon

, 1 *Indudu data o 1/74 ath)tough 5/74 S

/‘ Tab!;e XXIV Ah.OWA the nuww 05 z:he x;une AW?A ana,egzsu 60/L

f f Lo  monthly numbenA 05 nepo&ted neALdence buhgﬂan&eé Ln Anea Aeuen (7)« 2
e TABLE XXIV . |

o Time Seju.ez; Ana,CyAw Ru;u,m

1 Resddence Buigharies, Atea Seven (7) |

’é;{; : ‘Intennupt Estimate . 56

e Upper 95% Confidence Limit 1. 2

R - Lower 95% Cdpifddence Lunot . 000

AR Significance Level L LT |

é a The numbers in Tabﬁe XXIV Lnchaxed that a 4&9n¢54cant Lnaneaée :
;Evp“ : ocaumnad 4n nepokted numbené 06 neALJénca buhgka&&eé in Area. Aeven (7)
W0

R B A during S. P A.C.E. opvza;bwn. Tm me)zea.?bed averaged about. 56% over

3 | j ) bt : o i (\ .
aév B | pne—s P A C E. monthﬂy avenageA ;”y‘ iR L ﬁi[g

Il ‘  Tabe XXV AhOWA annua£ toiulb oﬁ nepa&ted naneneb4dznce |

Eé g ’buﬂgfaALeA Ln.Anea Aeven A&nce 1969 ‘ ; g'f , BT

co | B ; : o s

[ M o TABLEXXU‘

EE ¥ k~ : o Non—neAAdence Bungzaa4e¢

fEn " e, - Area seven (7) e

i 1969 - 1970' ; 1971 o972 1973 C1974%

L 8 79, M5 a4 453
N | S DT e
Vo , *Incﬂudea daza 60& 1/74 zhnough 5/74 B e L
‘§ ,7 | Tabﬁe XXUI bhoum the results of the: ixme 42&4@5 araﬂyAcA appﬁ&ed
§” ff C fo monihzy totals of neponted non—neAAdenae,bungianAeA An Anea Aeven (7).
| R - TABLE XXVT B |
’Efzij‘o L E TXme Senvdces Ana£y54¢ Results -

HE e «Non~ne44denae burglaries, - Anea Aeven (7)

;E 1f g G Intennupt Estimate Sl  ;' R ,.15 ;;‘s

t S (r\%*s Upper 95% Confidence Limit - 3.75

L e &;%) Lower 95% Confddence Limit o =3.45
1 {g“~ S Significance Lewel B .94
ol g | . : -
pe ~ T ai wmﬂ e

The numben4 Ln Tabﬂe XXV1 Ahow ihat ebAentxalﬁy no ahanga

- ocfuﬂned in the numbenb 06 nepohted monihﬂy non—neAI”ence bungzané ,
jf4n Area 7 dunLng S.P. A.C.E. openat&on. B

Tabﬂe XXVII éhOWA xha annuaz numbess 06 &Obbeﬂ&eé in Aneayaeven |

<

m Acnce 1969 Q,‘w S ~.,f St ST

TABLE XXVTI
RobbemLeA Anea seven (7)

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974%
3N 24 00 27 2. 2

"*Indude/s data m 1/74 th/wugh 5/74. | i
Table XXUIII AhOWA the neéuziz 06 *he t&me,éeiceé 4na£y544

aﬁ monthty numbené 05 nobben&eé in Anea Aeven (7)

e

- TABLE XXVITI

TLme Senies AnaﬂyA&a Results
Robbe&&eé, A&ea,éeuen (7)

" Imthum: Estimate

R 19 5
Upper 95% Condidence LAMLI - 1.53

Lower 95% Condidence L&m&t R -1 15
S&gn&ﬂ&aance Leve@ ‘ 783,f

The numbenA An Tabﬁe XXVIII Ahow that no A&gn&d&cant LhangeA

Ain nobberies occun&ed An Anea seven (7) dun&ng the S. P A.C.E. operation
~ time peﬁaod T SIS ‘~if ‘ o =

SUMMARV AREA SEVEN 7) REPORTED CRIMES

Ouenazz there was’ a Aﬂxght 4ncnea4a &n 055&cen activity in

‘;Anea seven (7) during the S. P A.C. E pnognam openat&on. This &ncheaée

Vamounted iv about Aeventeen pe& monzh on an avenage of four penaent per

month over. pnevaoua monthé Thene qu a 4£4ght Aherease 4n.&epanied

Th45,4naneaéed
v =5 -

e T

s



Sl gt s b s

f aue}naged abowt 60(1)(. pm mom&h ofz. .twe,aue pe/teen,t ovejc p/r.e,\)wuzs monthl.y
' .a.ue/LageA. The mozst ugmﬂ&can,t chanqe An ang o_a,tegony 04 /Le;oofuted

cyumu An elthen a/ce,a was the mojz.ea/se w nepo/uted /ze/sx,dene.e bungﬁa/u,e»s, :

in A/w,a seven (7). Thu mcﬂewse avmaged aJ&mow Acx pm mon/th

Con 36 ovejL pne\u,ows monthly auezzage,é The, ugncﬁ caam_e Level
‘ aAAouated uu,th th,u.s umia,ted mmeaxse 4/5 .05. That s, :(:he/te -4;6
a4 one in mw.;u:y chance zthcut the wefaeaz;e oacwmed by chanae a&one

‘ ‘The othe/z ca,tegauu of nepo}uted arimes in A»Lea AQU?_VL ( 7 ) Ahowed

S umm&wb@y no change du/ung S.P. A C. E. apojuxuon TRLusthation

Two Aumma/uzus /thezse, }Leéww
ILLUSTRATION TWO -

: Changeé in Repafuted Clume/s o -
In Anea Seven (7) Duung S.P.A.C.E Opeﬂa:(xon

+ = ,én’e)LeaAe 0= no change RES deanewse

CRIME CATEGORY . CHANGE

Officen activity
, Larceny
B Rape
- Auto Thegt .
Residence Burnglaries
Non-nesdidence bwcgﬂcuue,é
 Robbery \

o+t O+ +

 REPORTED_CRIMES ANALYSTS SUMMARY

The, fLeAuLtA be,m)een the o afceaxs choAcn forn S.P. A C E opa}za;(xon

ane Aomewha,t dx.“e/aen/t A/Lea Mue (5), the h,Lgh ojume a}cea, showed

deojnecwed e/wmnaﬁ ae,twut Y An .two 06 ,the Adx c/z/(me aa,tegouu as we&?,

s decjzeazsed oﬁﬂmm activity. T htvm were 1o {nereases in any of x:heg

ojwne caxegouu. In A/L(’.a. Aeven (7 ), the Low c/u.me cvz.ea :two of xhe

84X c/wne cai:egoue«s aA we,u’, as 066&0@.’!. ac,tway mc/necused T he/w_ wese R

no-decheases in any oﬁxhe enime aa;teg‘quwsw The most Mgmﬁx,can,t

0
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change in uthvc a/nea wws the mmme Ain )LQAA.dQVlC‘.Q.' bwlgw,ceé An

E Mea. seven (7).
- be negligble;

The ne,t aombwad change 60& the two areas wow&d

thai: A8, zthe changu in each a)Lea_ oﬂﬂée,t one anotheﬂ.v

1¢ Ahouﬂd be n‘ated that fthe‘changuadmwwd here are for neponted

o/wrma Thelieﬁone,ki/t A5 poz‘s&ébke that ahahgeA in‘/cepmtihg could

acaount 5on Aome of the changus One punpcme 06 x:he, w/weg».s

condu.c;ted du/ung 1974 was. Lo eé/tabwh p/ze,éewt zevw of umepom(:ed

efume,é and thojwby 20 uamwte the Ampact 05 )Lepomng zeve& on .

Ratern in this reponrt;
that section.

aq
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S P A C. E PERSONNEL OPINION SURVEV

| In May, 1974, an op&nLun.Aukvey waé canducted oﬁ 0654cen5 aAA&gned
:@»‘in the S.P.A.C.E. Pnognam
J‘Aahuey, the numen¢ca£ Aummqhy 05 theAe nabponAeA and ;e, ueAt&onnaada
& o 'ane g/wen m Appmatu Tu)o 05 XZI’LLA documo.nt Tha aue/zage n.upo;use,a |
Soo ane géven dn Tab!.e I bekow.
';mentat personned 5nom Painot Tha564c, Ete, The Aeaulxz 60& the T30
: othen neApondeniz are atbo g&uen An Table 1. |

; TABLET
: Avenage RebponbeA Lo OpAHLOH 5on SGP.A.C.E. 2
, Devdation from . -
QMH,RMpmwe MMmme 2 Depantmental . T2
e Numbem Reaponée - Seonre Avenage . Scone
[ ~3.08  l46 0 =26 -.36
2 “2.67 29 oo =4 02
3 2.17° ' -1u14 S .08 T2
4 2,92 1.00 44 .87
-5 2.25 -91 . -6 =04
6 2.42° -.43 7 v . -.08 =21
7 2.50° =20 -.64 ~.49
8 3.00 o 1.23 -.09. =.18
N 2.58° : .03 ~.05 . =31
| ) 10 2.92° - 1.00 -19 -4
o 11 2.17 1.4 40 - -T1.13
: 12 2.83= . .74 =9 o 1.46
13 1.67 - -2.57°  =.50 to=.84
15 2492 1.00 - 41 =T
R A 2.42 . ~.43 -,05" - =1.55
17 - 2.83 ., 74 o= - 0-1.52
18 - 2.25 -.91 - ~.63 , .37,
19 ‘ - 2.58 03 0 =62 ‘ o
20 ) 2.75 51 - ~.03
- Avenage 2 57 ‘ ~.146

The puﬂpaée 04 th&é 4unvey was Lo deienm&ne if any pnobﬁem areas
QXLéi'&n tehmé of monaﬁe, Aaixéﬁaciaon, management ete. , 5on s.p. A.C. E~
operation., Such &nﬂonmaxxon woutd be useful 5on S.P.A.C\E. management

‘ dangng conttnued‘openazxan, Fuaihea, A anjzpﬂobZQMA QX&AI which are

o
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Abouz 60 ué Ihebe oﬁﬂ&cenA heApOnded iv Ih&A '

The Aunuey qu qféo gLuen 2o othe& depami« :

« .

R R N T e - o T

grom the bvel'ta&ave)mgé nesponse (difference).

4

‘f’unLque 2o S P. A C.E. aA companed to ihe nest of the Salt Lake City
Police Depaniment then some ¢n44ght wouzd be gained into the Ampact

04 the;s.P;A.c.g;.conaepz On‘&ndtv&duaﬂé in S.P.A.C.E. paiﬂoﬂb. The
Admefoﬁéenua%ioné will be used fon positive as well a$ negative B
differcnces. 1

The appnoach 10 the analysis 06 the Aunvey results was xo make |
a companonn of each avenage score io the overall average scoke.
Thiﬁ was done becaaae no thonm" 5bn‘the answens on‘tha questionnaire
exists. Then the avenage‘izone fon S.PEA.é.E. hespondents was
compared 1o the overall departmental average response. These
diéﬂenehceé &e&é thengéompaned 1o the ouenakﬂ avénage'diﬁﬁeﬁence be-

Aween S.P.A.C.E. and the remainder of the depa&ihent. Such aompani@gnz

ffdne‘ca££ed'"2v- Scores." If a 2 score ih clode zo‘zeno, then the average

response difference on that qaeétion,doéé not differ 5ign£5£aani£y

1§ the 2 Aéone 48

“much Rargern, on smaflek, thaw zero, then the opposite concbusion is

made. Usding a xubte 0§ nomal pnababiﬁiiieé it,may be determined that

:45 a 2 scone is Rarger than ? 5, on Amalzem~ihan ?1 5, then ihc

p&abab&ﬁ&tj L4 aboux 5¢6teen in sdxteen that Zhe d&ﬁéenence A5 A&gn&ﬁ&aant,

“Thehedone, 1.5 and ~1 5 wene chern as the significance breaks 6an Zhe

2 scones given in Table 1.
In add&t&on %o the 2 score companxéon a statistical anaﬁyﬁ&a wah

app&&ed xb ihe avexage daﬁﬁenenceé to datenane Af thene L8 a d&ﬁdanence

‘4n Zhe ovenatﬂ average scohes beﬂueen S.P.A.C. E. and zhe nest of zhe

depaﬁiment fte Lesdt ubed L4 aaﬁzed a TLIeAt A 6¢na€ nhote on the

\\\\
\‘\
A
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| mank and §ive ;bung athe. wou@)lu 2e

neversed grom this;

and §ive to one.

: [l . / :
RS : ’

survey conce/mé zthe meamngA 06 thv numbe/u.s /Le,auLung The quusaonnme

) ‘wa,z, deé,cgned Ao tha,t cm aﬂ: queé/tcona, e.xcept numbefr. nuZe, /LeAuLt

m a mark of one, iwa, /th)w, ,}{mm on dwe with one bung the be,ét

%Léogn hine has the nating

zhwtu

60)(2’ ,(,n pméom,(—ng '.wa dna,@,s”' -

& apd five is best. Therer .
b S

‘W," o . : )

fwe/w. trhans formed by one to Mue, /tova to 6owL, th/zee to three; four to Awo;

As deArcgned Zhen, the Lower the score the bv/ttm the

. i opmwn of the /Le,éponden,t.

\

, DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The T-xut for compariison on overall avefaagu between S.P.A.C.E.
and the nest 05 zhe deparntment was statistically significant. The

T value was -2.09 and the associated ségnificance Level was .05,

The/mﬂo/w., the p&ababwy 45 one.in twenty that ihe. difference 4s
s001e8 ocowvred due .to Awnp&,ng e}mon on-othen chane_ev Furnthen,

the average scote for . P. A.C.E. Was Lower .tha.n 50& zthe Hest 06 the

| depa)wnent 2

From Tabze 1, S.P.A.C. E. pejLAOVLVL&C hated /Le,apomse. number one.
exaepixonw&@y "pad" and nesponse /tﬁwuteen excep:(;wna!,&q "good "
numben one deals ouc,th the cu:wcza,twn of peapzu talents by manage-
meit. ThuA, nespondents 5)wm S.P.A.C. E. must 5ee£ thwt mone e“e_cxwe

wtc&cza,twn cow?,d be made. of thein individuak abilities. Response

thirnteen con‘cmms an Andividuals knowledge of managements' éxpectwtéorw -
| o4 him.

Since ithe average response was excepiionally small compared

to othen nesponses, Lt 4is /ieazsonabﬂe, 2o conclude zhat S.P.A.C.E. 'pe/wonnét

d o betieve that management does a very good job of communicating its
(,’. »" '?" ‘ ' . EREE ¥ : . '
I ~
; i. g R ‘
s Page -2~ ¢ ‘ :
“ , v Yoo s o
— i " 3 . W
Pt * . f e :
}/ 14 A3 o o & . T

Reéponée '

ex:oeata,twm 0 an And,w&ducce %o thaz md,w,cduwe. ‘Thus qu,u:e
pobubty A4 dua to i’:he ﬂmmng which zthe wvol’_ved o“»cce/w

. /)Le,ce,wed prion to xhe survey. and beﬁone S.P.A.C.E. 64.0,&( opuaﬂ.on

1%

# e et e e
i N

o ‘Othe/L cuceaus“ whmh have 4ome Andications of bung "goouﬁ" An the eyes
| 06 S.P.A.C.E. /aupondem ma@ude job Aa,u/séac,twn and jOb aha&eenge

Other aneas wh,cch have Aonw, mdma,uon 0§ being "bad" An the eyes
’05 S.P.A.C.E. nupondem a/ze management »LVLtQ/LQAI Ain em;oﬂoyee
pe}monneﬁ and pnoﬁubx_ona,z gnowth, coondination 06 ac,tw@t&u uz

Lhe d,wuwn, conaﬂwatwe nesolution of conflicts between individuals,
and /LQWMdA for com)oe/tence and performance.

The comparison of s P A.C.E. hesponses fo OIhe/L )LDAROMM

“éhom thcbt $.P.A.C.E. pejusonne,z feel that their managememt\dou
- a sdgnifdcantly better job of keeping them abreasi of new technical

gde‘;v)éiqp}ﬁ'ejn{té and of infonming them-of what is godng on than the

mamagym An other divisdons and sections. On the other hand,
S.P.A.C. E nupandenu don'z 5@9,?. thein managemen,t 48 as interested
in theit joe.)usonaﬁ and p)wée,é‘s.wna,e ghowth, that thein jobs are as
cha&&engmg, on Zhat they can commu;uca,te“aa openly with thein |
,ma@gerheni as management in other sections and divisions. There
L8 a sLight indication that S.P.A.C.E. personnel have more knowledge.
of manageme;w ¥ expecxmtcona of them than do othe/us , D
In summany, S.P. A C.E, personnel hada cloan notcom of what i
expected of them. They 5@@1’. that better use cou,ed be made of Ztheir
abw,ue/s by nanagement " Possibbe improvements in managemen,t Anterest
Ain pe/uéonnez pnogaéu.anai_ and pe/wonae ghowth, in the caondcnauon

of thein: dc,twme,é, in the. conAz‘J,;,uc,tcv.e zw,wlu,f:wn of conﬁ&cu,

, Page -21-
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’{. : B W = o
St and n hecognition 05 compe,tence and pmﬂonmam.e coubd be made, acaond— ‘
3 T Aing %o ,\oejusm«mu vw/ws S.P.A. C.E. pmonne,e ﬂee,ﬂ zhaz thwz f‘(abA
= a/Le chwﬁkengwg and AaxuﬂyLng on ihe avenage However, ihey do not
ﬂ ‘ feel as pou,twe about jOb chau’,e.nge as di i nespondents from other
}f‘ ~ dwuswms An the depaniment. S.P.A.C.E. management does a?:be,treli
: ' | A ‘ /than avefwcge, jab of' (zaepwg pe}&sonn@e mﬁonmed 0f new deueﬁo;omem
‘, [ B and Au:m,twnzs when compared 2o other Aee;aoyus and d,ww,com Indw&dua,u
Ain the S.P.JA\.C.E. program hate thein managmgn,tu!,owe)c in tenmé. 06
Tl © gnowth interest and open communications than do personnel in other | -
j( 5 «wcutcows and depa/utmem
oL ‘ “v14 shoutd be /Lemembmad that the results of this analysis nep—
' Ny r-§ "/zéAem: the avenrage, opinions of Zthose mdcudua& who /Lwoonded to
' 5 - ,the\ opinion suwvey 4n the 8.P.A.C.E. program and other depaa,tmenmt
%  divitsions and sections.
o B
%{w«é RL-” ; v"’
g N . fﬂ‘\—
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dou )
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e e ANALYSIS OF HOUSEHOLD AND BUSINESS SURVEYS \\

i

i

,zmwzovucrzou o AR

Beguung in Feb/LU.CULy, 1974, household and business Awweyzs
-we)w, aondao,red in z:he S. P A C.E. commuywty The objectives 06 This
Awwey wefte
De,te/wu.ne the Level of pubue Auppozz,t 05 Police acwwu,caé.
2) Dete/umne the public's interest An muoﬂvememt An W
plteven,twn and comoﬂ . ' . :
3) ‘Devdope a measure of the number of umepomted cndimed m
| the S.P.AC.E. wrea. )
A que&ixonna;ma was daue,eope;i don the above purpose and L8 éoqyzd
Ain Appendix Four of zth,w evatuation document. ~The Quus,tionhai/w‘
: Scon/su.ted of sdixty-nine possible. neépone,é, in addition, a mcu,&—.m
questionnaire conce)mmg som jvzre&"‘bamu was given to each mmem@e
nespondent. A handom Aamp!.e of J_n,te/téec,téon/s was taken in the

S.P.A.C.E. area; an intenviewer took five uvtejw.{_ewzsﬂw the p/w:wn«cty

AN

\\,1\1

55 each dintersection for the /mwem‘,ca!: Anterviews . \Since thiso
was not always possible forn the commercial m;te/nmewa a. max{mum
, 06 6we. business interviews was conducted fon each Location. Th,u.s
methodology wouzd be called stratified nandom Aampze/s with cew\KtM
AubAampﬂe,é bg A/tam/tcwxm. ,, ‘ |
The Me&w&t& 0f the interviews were coded b _/ the mte}w&ewm onto
a /'LQA)OOW.S(’. 5o/zm wh,ach was &uﬁm keypunched onto Atandmd ught Yy column

/‘

e‘ancus The, nuw&tmg data ww.s xfén mampuﬁwted by statistical plwglcamé

deugnvd 501u the Aummazucza,twn 0§ Auch data.

@
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IR SURVEV SUMMARY - CRINE TRENDS AND POLICE SERUICES A f‘jﬂ';é g | ;
'MMIWmmMMM%ummmuWMMWmMM | > z@@mm,wumM@mmmmwmmmwwmmmu

\\\\ ' B
ta thue da.ta that the pnobabb&(,tg L8 abou,t .04 tha,t the d&ﬂﬁeﬂenc%

‘ dxAmct in the S. P A C. E./a/m,,\ and by iype o4 x.n,tmu,cew el f s

- o L S ‘ TABLE TI. o T EEERE s | Ean “were due z:o chance alone. In boxh aizea/.s, a &ungm )O/LO)OO)UCLOH of
L L s RESIDENT IAL __CO_M.M_ER. CI..AL oo ToTAL o b o B the nes onden,ta ekt that enime was increasin fhan deryLeaM Tn
N o Area 5 S 113 68 - 1'8]'*‘ | o ool e p 6 g ng

LR ‘ : Mea. 7 E L 274 S 32 s : : 606 e > . T B 1 - | : | Me.a. 6«(.\)2, (5)’ sz‘J’leAémen al’ld ﬂ&écdam ha,d UQij AMILW opLMOM

DI - = ‘ SRR BT (R SRR : In A/Lea Aeuen 7 buAuaeMmen were. UQ/L Ldae,e aJZm /51: A ut
I o : The ne/sum of the Aampl’.a Ahow xha,t a gltea.i:ejc pnopomon 05 . R R N ' i ( )’ Yy Y {atmo 0 0 06

\

] o b o e S e i ﬂmee) o, e,e,e thaz e)wma u on zthe mcfaezue Theée mwm CUL
dold /L%Ldem ,Ln,teij.e\@ were conducted «U’l Anea seven (7), whdie xhe BT R R Y I B g \ ¢
‘ : [EDRR . oReE Mefcu.tcng Ain u,cew oﬁ the 5ae,t ,thwt /Lepoiz,ted eniie \":ﬁe’fﬂ@/@d at

PP v

o : ‘I.a)Lgm plwpolutcon o4 buAmeAA ,Ln,tenmewb we/w_ mfzen in A/Lea 5we (5) IR | ? _
T . T Rt B I P abou,t the same Levels, on even dacyzewsed durin the MJC ew yeans.
{0 This moAt p/wbabﬂy neﬁ«’iec,té .the dc“an chanacte}u,aao/s 05 afhe e eyt ] S i g P few y ,
e ; R , - e B R R R S (o Lt «w pozvs,cbi_e xha,t the r’ubuu,ty gwen na,tconaﬁ Local cnime na,te/s
7o ; ‘ T B e I | w /Lecen,t eaius d acaoun,t or these opinions. 1t was also o d
IS . Table II bhOWA :the /Le,épome,a %0 qautwn numbm tweJiue on the 0 Tt S y s 6 P foun |
AR [ R L b ey “ ,tha,t agmajornity o ose Lntejw&ewed ekt /tha,t zthe national and £ aJ&
A N queAi;wnnawLe Th,{,é utem M{% 15011. the opinion of the ‘LeApOndent aon— v . i 5 ; & yrad J tbth § o¢
__ %, P il T b R e e/uune /tai:e/s are mmeaung, and ::hwt those who f§eel thai ‘these /m,teé .
] _ ceaning x:he ﬂw.nd 05 the ojume nate in hu nughbonhood ' ST N B in G :

=

a/Le mchecwmg a)w, Lcke,(’,y io 4 ee,e that nughbonhood cfwneé are ,cnejtea,ungu

e R FRIR G e 2N . LR PR . N
& : . : R . 15}

S e | S g TABLE 1 ;_j T S R o B ‘
o , SO R : e e o T B IR ~ : Tabze 111 éhOWb the nesporses to ueAaon numbe)L owteen. This
' S e \Ne,éghbo/zhoad CIbune'RaIe Tnend T bl g P 4 6 A

[

, ke , S T utem a/.,kzs onthe/ws ondemﬁb opinion o th

L _ . INREASING  DECREASING  NOT CHANGING ~ TOTAL o 6 P opint e s q“az‘ty o4 "e‘ghbonhOOd

CHH Area 5. "36‘T§§%§“ 2T (127 8% (50%) - 172 . . N

U Business 22 (37%) 72y 31 (51%) 60 b - e | |

3 A ~ Resddence 44 (39%) - 14 (13%) .54 (48%) . 112 o (R0 NS O e P TN S T o | | TABLE 111 | |

T C Area 7 \'1?; 250%;‘ o 2 83%3' - 123 ggS%; v 308 | " <, HL A A e L T 5
2w Business = 63% o %) 9 .(30%) 30 e Tl S g PR : ua,&(,t of Ne hboft ood Po S
 Residence 132 (48%) 23 (08%) 118 (44%) 273" | g‘,gg e e untity 6 edghbonhaod Potice Sewvice,
o TOTAL 21y 46 a2 475 el e Sl e ABOVE AVERAGE AVERE&;_ POOR TOTAL

ﬂ L i poLcce Aejuu.ce

N

W Area 5 61 (357 6 (3%) T75
- : F/wm Tabﬁe II the/ce were twelve persons mimvwed who did not Business ‘ 23 %37%% . 36 (5 4 éew/o% 16753
Re,udence o 38 (34%) - - % o2 (2%). 112
Aea 7 DR ( 21%) o ;177 9% . 30 (10%) 302
Business o 10 (3a%) 15 (52%) 4 (14%) 29
Residence . 85,,(3]‘7) oL - 162 (59%) 6 (10%) 273
TOTAL 166 ... 285 36 hy ‘477

B's [ - S lce,é;oond o thus quezsnon, a:hey would be O/&Lééf{.ﬁ«(,ed aA "dan 1 know"
n Lo R 50/;, pwzpwsu of ﬂws anaﬂyaus Tha'aboue numbe)us Show ihar. p@'wan,t«.

0 B el agewise, more people in Atwa. seven (7) geet /thaf/ cuine &8 on 'th"' |
S _ -~The numbmwcii Tzibk’e III ,cndwa,te,d a Mgmﬂ&cam: dL{%ULQVLQQ in

* S e Ancréase thah in A)Lea 5»;\10_ (5).. Th,us dLﬂﬁQ/lQVlC(’. b Amtwacaﬂej

the plwpo/utwm in eaah caxegofz Y be,tween Afceaa ﬁwe (5] andweven (7)
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SURUEV SUMMARV = CR'IME VICTIMIZATION o ‘

R j TABLE IV

T bl

[\ - B ” ThM dx.éﬁe/umce u moMa notabf,e m zthe "pacm.“ caxegony Abou,t &

ﬂmee tune,é as. many /Leépondem pnopomonwtdy, 6e,&t /tha,t pa&cce

glw,,ﬁ e A

, ‘ Bung£ang UAszmA'Y;f“- X
‘ 2 CCYES - N0 TOTAL
) Anea 5 .22 (T2%) - ]5§f‘88%)v 18T
’(’BuA&neAA 18 (26%) 50 (74%) - 68
 ,"Re64dence 4 (4%) 109'(96%§ -~ 113
o Anea 7 27 (9%) ‘279€91% 306
. Busdnessd 10 317) 69%) 32 ‘ b ; o
 Resdidence 17 (6%) . 257 (94%);1 274 T e Y
' TOFAL | 49 R 438 487 . ‘ <

‘;} S dervice us paon in Mea Aeven {7) aA Ain Mm 5we (5) This p,w-
' pofvtwn was one UL Aeuen 50& buunubh.m an Mea Aeuen (7) and one /cn -
R ten ove/mu’, 6on A/Lea seven (7) In Area 5we (5) :the p/zopou;wn was"

»i B 5 ’\abou,t one in ihwiy~¢hnee In Alw,a 6&\10, (5), a £a)xgu )Olwpomon % S

Py f;ﬁ_;

‘0,5 bu,éukebbmen 6@1’1: police Ae)wx.cus to be poon than dui nu&dem L S

R | It is. e,eea/n Mom the numbers An Tabﬂe IV that a !Langeja
‘ It is a&o no.tabze 6/Lom Tab!_e 111 zhat a Lafcge pe}naen,tage 05 thow R i th d M M i ( ) b i .
B L : ‘ o pra omon of Lne Tes on ents in Aea {ive. 5 we/w, Uk o
. 5 L utte)w&eu)ed 60,6’,1: thai: poace Ae)w&ce,é &nJ‘hQ/UL nug/Lbanhood was 3 R 3 : : 4 P aary . :
LT : ol o udeddms dwung 1973 than in Mea seven (7‘). Th,w wou,?.d be
R S "avejtage" on "above ave/ucge " In A/tea ﬂwe (5), n,me/ty—zseuan ; (o , R ‘ ‘ ’

£

TR | expected because Area five (5) is considered to be a "high
S oejw_en,t 06 the /Lupondenu chd auenage O/L above, Ain Area seven O R ER B R , ‘
s N\ » orime" area and-Area seven (7) a "Cow enime" area. In each
(7), this pe/tcen,tage waé n,me/ty pmcen,t 1t u; /cecusonablie to - , ' ,
R ‘ : a/cea., u& appea/w thcu: a bqueM 48 about six iumaa as Lcke,(’.y :
N cono,ﬁude ﬂnom Tabﬂe III /tha,t Zhe vasi majo/u,ty 06 /Leuden,tb apd ‘

\i,xo be bWLgtaMzed as s a /LeAx.dence. In Anea,&wa (5),
L buameébmen, 5@&@ tha,t nughbonhood police AQ/!.\M.CQ s at Least S, '
o ’ o

G , f adequwte Ixt was ﬂu/z,thefa de,te/umned ﬁ/wm the suwwvey. /Le»sum that

‘ww.s a,&so de/tvumned Zhat each /Le/s&dent bung&vuzed uz the Aamp?_e

“ was bung&amzed once; ten 06 ihe ughteen bw.s»me,éz.se/s bu/zgl&a/uzed

Lo et /thmseﬂ who geel tha,t overatl poaee Ae/uu.ceb are adequa,te on be,ttefa ET e
' ' ‘ . ' SR S were bungﬂa/u,zed moice ihan once m Maa 64,\;0, (5) In Area Aeuen :

"o aU’, 04 Salt Lake City /tend z:o be,ueve that po&ce zsefwuze in

=~
Do

(7}, Awo 06 the Aeven,teen )Leb&dem who Aud zheg had been bwigi’.auzed

)
11 . N3
.

 Zhein ouwn nughbonhood 45 adequate on be,tte/L It wa/s abso 6ound

’,

wvw, bu/ngza)uzed again dummg 1973 60& Mrea seven commefzuwﬁ

. . ihcbt Zhose. who felt :tha,t onimes were not changing on_ dem«aAmg : : .
v PR nupondem In A/w_a seven (7), ate commww,uu, bu/zg!,a/z,ce/s wese 42
ot fub‘(:ed po&ce Ae/wu:u éﬂ&gl’bt@g’ better than thozse who ﬁeLt ejume ~ . .

fr. ‘ i . Q@

‘ ‘W(Lé on. ihe_ mo/wcwe e e e :

| lxapomted 0 the pabcae, howeuejc, seven oﬁ the /ceg&den,tca,@ |

‘ N /Le,éponden,té who wese bu/tg!.a/uzed oLLd noi nepozz,t the wudemta
Table v Ahou)zs the. numbejw 06 /cupondem who Aax.d tlza,t .they Iy

S e DR I Zo zthe poLf_ca 06 thooe nozf /Lepomng the bwtgﬂa/uu, thnee, /sa,cd the :

were. buﬂg!ialmzed dwung 1973 ot e nl s s B s e .

i

"‘/z.etuon was becawse ut was not thazt unpo/utamt /th/z,ae sald the /zea,éon ,

Lk

B - : e ‘ § 1 o i Cwas z;ha,t the )ooLcce are narely able o do anyithing abotut At and one

gave no heason.
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In A/Lea 6&\1@ ( ), iwo 06 /the, ughieen buAmeéAmen bwtgza/uzed
‘
cud noxt nepo/ut ﬂ’le\t@\Mga@WleQA In both ¢Mtana\u the )w_cuson gwen

05 the 5owL

';‘iI iA§£§;gl§i*

i & : = ~ g B
oo SRR o SERCNS | MUNSE
e S » : L

a

 Thegt Vietins

WaA thazt :the po&ce )La/Le,ey ean do anyzth,mg abowt w .‘VE'S[ Sl

=

N0
52 (84%)

b -

e SR o S

o

"‘,/Lepow”gu: L ol

- premises..

SR A/Lea 64\)@ h%&dem buﬂg&a}uzed two Aud that they dcd not !Lepofuﬁ

ihe buﬂg/&a}uu i:o the potice. The reasyits gwen wme the same. Mﬁ o

60& business bwzgzauu The pouce WOcu’,d p)wbabty nc»(,~ be abﬂe. iio do

. any/thx.ng abou,tu‘: G S Sl ‘;,». |
Tabze v Aummafu,zeA the uMepoued bwlgﬁafocu 60/1, A)Lea/s 5wa &(5)

and seven (7). :
| TABLE v
BWngLy Vx.a,tun

- Q§;ﬁ§REP0RTED, : ‘,UNREPORTED e TUTAL
Aeas TE(BZA) 4 8% L 77
Business 16 (89%) {119) - 18

Residence 2 (50%) i 2 ,(5.0%) RN N I
Avea 7 20 (78%) 7 (26%) 21
Busimess - 10: (1007) cooooo0(%) 100

Residence 10 (59%) 7 (Me) &\ 7

TOTAL -38 (78%) 'I'I '}(22%) R S 49 :

'0uena£e {rom Table V, about one. in give bungﬂan&eé in the

s P A c E. commuyu,ty L4 umepofz,ted The pnopomon 05 umepo/uted

‘ bu/tgza/z,ce/s at )LeA,cdenceé LA much IughejL z‘:han fon bu/.s,mu»su. In

mow: caz.sus, bu/ngZafuteA which wre not /Lepofuted beaawse zthe ucwmzs

feel ihwt Mzt@e wdi be done abowt it Tha aomequenceé 0§ some 05

/the bwzgza/z,ce/s wene 80 ummpozzzam: as ia not wanant the we,t/um

&

Tabke VI AhOWA zhe numbe/z.é 06 ice/sponden,t/.s wha zscud theg wejw, B

”wc,am/s 05 ,theﬂt Mom the yand ga}mge, au,tomobd,e, on. bw,sweéé

.“‘?v";’ l n  B i~ , page;gég§ f"' ‘,u  L

T Busdness .
L R‘eﬁé_idenga o
S Mea 70

Business

32%)
6%)

| 7

52 .(171)
9 (28%)

46 (68%)

‘,J54 83%) {
23 (72%) -

Rzu.denae o
TOTAL.

I.t is dem ﬂlwm Tabﬁe

'U oo nu&dw& in Mea Aewen

& "“‘**'f?%fzowea '*:thtz p/wbdb"' £

o)

- squaned. émtwae_ Zo- bo_ 01

u a fL&éLdQVLt 05 Area five

"=; s, P; A c E. aneaé

Anea 5
Business :
Resdidence
. Anea 7 ‘
- Business
Resddence
TOTAL -

R AL DUE i

43 516%)_ 231 (84%)

L ,‘Vd,cﬁﬁejzence occinned by chance akone.

 REPORTED
: ]6 ZSS%; :
11 (50%)

21 (40%

37 (462)

81 (17%) 406 (83%)

VI tha,t thene us ume dqfée/tence in che |

(7 ) wha ACLLd thaaﬁ they had Aome,thmg

y E&vu& Maoua/tel wufh the nawﬁtam: (‘.h(:-

o Thejteﬂone, /the/w, L4 abowt one chcmce An 100 that the. Aamp&

(5)

o 0' ;
TABLE vir
The 61: U,ccamzs

- UNREPORTED
<13 (45%5 ‘
i 'H, (50%)
o 29%)

| 37 (a0%)

5 (56%) . 4 (44%)
16 (37%) o 27 (63%)
 ah (sa)

5 (71%)

Page zqe_f*,

43
81

| _ovmau pnapowom 05 ne/spondenté who we)w :thest ux.o,tx.ma ,m 1973 be,tween :

Meazs 54.\:0, (5) and AQ.\JQVL (7) //Howeue)c, thezua was a Iughe)n p/wpomon

, Moﬁen Mom thein yand, gcvcage on. a.wtomobd.e :than in Area 6we (5 )

"qu;ﬁf;MmmmmmmmmMWMWMWmemmwﬂwmmw

Tha,t 44 a /LQA&deVl«t Ain Area -

seven (7) us Ammﬁ&canﬂy morie. !Ldzaey %o be g theft uiatin J:han o

Tabﬂa UII Ahgu)zs the /Lepo/uted and non-/zeponfed theﬁté in zﬁha ‘

:;‘

TOTAL -

© 0
52

T T R




Ffwm Tabl’,e VII, mone. Ihan hcu’_ﬂ 015 a!;(’. theﬁu Ain the S P.A. C. E - . i , S | v L ’
| commuwty weae uwze:oomd Thefw i a Mgmé&cawt Mamacae | G o : u i mdemt Mom Tabze, vm thaz on/ay a smabl plwpomon of
dc“mence bWeQVt Areas five (5) and seven (7) in /cepomng fuu:e)s , “31”_ : E g ‘thoua LvaLQwed vae u,co,tcmzs of @ /Lobbe/Lg during 1973 Ouejtaﬂi
Thus L6 ez,peuaﬂf _/ ewdent An fcezs cden/tuu& theﬁ:&s, abou,t ijce Ihe ‘; J - e xm pnopomon Waé abowt Aeuen 05 500, on Aught?.y mone than one
P"Jl‘lgﬂtagf’— 0§ thedis a/ze unfaepomted in Anea seven ( 7) fnaéxdvnau k| @ | gr ‘ An 1 O(Jv wathen, /the/w, us no A-LQYLLSLQaFLt d&ﬁﬁeﬂence in the
as companed 1:0 Area five (5) au&dencu | | L 0‘ | ; pejmen,taguu(,ée aompa}uAOnA be,tween Afcew.s we (5) and. seven {7) |
K In Atea §ive (5), Zhe majon cause. gwen 6011. non-lLep0/d;cng of i i E . "‘k M would be exmated a buAuf\ A8 mone Ldze,éy to be /LObed ‘than S
theﬁu was that the muden,t waA ot .tha,t wpontaM Two 05 xﬁhe ‘, { S ;a ;Le,é,cden,t i85 in e,{,thezc 0§ the areas. | | | | .
thinteen not reporting Aud it was beoauée it was noxﬁ Ldady that . R ALL comme/nwve nobberies wene ftepowted In Area 61%' (5) one nobbery
angih,mg would be done. , ‘ v b : { T }wcu» noi /Lepon,ted by a nesident becauzse u‘. was not comade/wd to |
In Aea seven (7); A&x/teen of the xhuwy~one /Leépondem who (:L(.d j ! s be a Ue/Ly ,meo)z,tan;t &nuden,t In A’Lw Aeven (7), one 06 the ’lMLd@W
not /Lepo)r,t iheﬂté did npt do 50 becawse the incident wcus noxt ,cmpofz,tan,t | ) B : ﬂ\ EJ o ) , : )wbbed also dcd not /w_po/z,t Zhe. fwbbe/tg becau.ée ,ct was not though,t io'
N ~enough; nine of the nespondents not nepamng thedts did not do s0 | | oy { . be &mpozutan,t enough , .
~because Ihe_/ thouqht the police wou,?.d not be able to do an jtlung g0 ST  The /Le,uden,tcal uvte/wwu)é con,tazmed a Aeataon on sex cAimes. .
about u:, one. said thai: the po!xce. were noZ quick enoagh in fLeApond; | | R E: PSR Que,é,tl.om mgaan ex!ubotwmu o)L peepe/u.s were aAhed dirneetly by -
ing; and five gave Othelc o1 no heasons. | };\' T N | G - the w,tejwwwm. A sepanate mcu!ipack quuimnncwce !Legandmg hapes
 Table VITI show athe humbers of /zobbejcy udetims dwung 1973 An | T | L E o and mol’_eéu was given to the fwspondent at the end of the interview.
ihe S.P.A.C.E. community. ‘ o a o ] e ‘Table IX shows the /LeAuLté of the abemomi/peepm quuuon.
| omBLE VI e ey | | TABLE IX | |
IR ' CNO o 'TOT‘AL | | : . } | Exh&bu:comi/?’eepm chumé »
Area 5 “‘(2°/) | T*s (98%) T8 Ol T | o EE
Y Resioe J2As. 6 (or&) 68 S VES e T0TAL
Residence 1 (1 . 112;(99%) 113 SRR | I | TR Aea 5 - 5(4%) Tﬁa (96%) ~  TTT3
- Area 7 4 (13) ° 302 (99%) 306 S IR I Mea 70 1 (4%) 262 (96%) 274
 Busdness 1 .(3%) ¢ 31 (97%)" 32 (R , TOTAL 17 (4%) 370 (96%) 387
%e){s(ﬁlence . :; H"/Z; %8733) igg% %g% , 5 g Au IZ 4s obvious grnom Table IX that the chances of being /t‘h;: qutcm : |
1} : % sl S ,» i e 0f a peeper on exhibuiéoy;ézs«t are uniform between Areas give (5 ) and
" L Pdée 30~ pae . - ~seven (7). 1t = of interest 0 note xha,t one in-twenty-five peopﬂa \ |
I: | Y | :" {g , B A thue arneas heported thaz thet _/ had been the u,munm o4 such an Q
ﬁ el B ! o "Pagei%
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Tabﬂe X Ahowz; the. /Lepomﬂg 05 exhcbmomi/paapefc encounte/w |
by the nuwm 05 ihe S, P A C.E. a/aea. e
‘~Exh,€b£,tionié:t/Peepe/L Vmﬂm o

REPORTED UNREPORTED o TOTAL -
‘ Aiw,a 5 B E“ﬂ 4(80%) . . T~ &5
L S Aea 7 50%) 6 (50%) 12
B A TOTAL ' (41%) 10 (59%) 17

| It 48 obkué 5/wm Tab!,e X zhaz OUQIL the ewtune S P. A C.E. afw,a,
mone ihan halﬂ o4 the exh,cb,(,uomt/ peepe/L u&o,tun.»s did noxt /Lepozut
athe mua’ent.
' J(:he pbeice would nox