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; Sy ® R : N - Of 260 homes site~hardened durmg the last 6 months of 1978, only 3 households

N et ,reported one or more forced entry burglanes 2 years (13-24 months) after site- ,
S LR i i hardening, - . : x ) 2
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L D e - A reduction of 70% in ithe° burglary rate was found between the pre site- )
%ow RS e , hardemng 12 month period and the\\13-24 month post 51te-harden1ng period. A
PR k \%m b & previous evaluation also found a 70% reducnon in the burglary rate between pre j
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. S . o and post sxte—-hardenmg 12 month permds. ;
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! SR ‘ -~ An analy51s of the methods of entry used in the reported burglaries during the 4
‘ e Ce - 13-24 month follow—up per1od revealed that the majority of entries were a

S + g ‘ g result of’ the homeowner not complying w1th recommended site-hardening !
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Pl T o - The Home Securlty Program is a srte-hardenmg project which provides free locks
! e oy
e : and secunty hardware installation to low-mcome homeowners in Housing and Communrty

SR E DeWelopment (HCD) deSLgnated nelghborhoods. Elderly people are the program's prlmary
N T : beneficiaries. An average 51te-harden1ng job consrsts of mstalhng two double cylinder
c cis deadbolt Jocks, pinning four wmdows, and placing wire screens on four windows. In
- - ' ~ addition, recommendauons are made to the homeowner as to proper outside lighting and”’ i
' st - 79712 landscapmg -in order to reduce the number of windows and doors whrch are hidden from -
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year after the sxte—harc’l’enmg date. Of mterest to the Home Securlty Program is what

happens to the mlrglary rate up to 2 years after srte-hardemng 'I'he purpose oi thls

a Supplemental Report is to assess the burglaerates for hornes 13-2# months after havmg oo

been sfce—hardened S S e e e e e
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Columbla Reglon Informatlorl Sharmg System (CRISS) records of reported forced

| entry burglanes wef"ef checked for 260 homes. sn:e-hardened dermg July-December 1978.

Thg time period mvestigated was 2 years (13—2# months) after the 31te-harden1ng date.

Thea 1980 Home Se\_urrty Program Evaluatxonﬁ had preV1ously lnvest;gated the time ",

perlods- 1) 3 years (25-36 month;) or 1o srte-hardenmg date, 2) 2 years (13-24 rnonthe)

p_xg___to sxte—hardenmg date; 3) 1 year (1-12 months) B!L‘_"_‘.' to srte-hardenmg date\, and 4) 1
year (1—12 months) after s1te~hardemng date.
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 Results andfm'seusaion e R e e
Results revealed that only 3 households outl:/ of 260 cﬁomes reported one or more.

forced entry burglar;es {a total of 6 burglary incider

In add;tlon, none: of these? households had report 2d :forced’ entry burglarxes occurrmg in
the flrst year after sxte—-hardening. Two of the hou .eholds hacl reported burglarres El’l to
bemg sxte-hardened in 1978, hoWever. ’ o
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Table lsconta fis the number of repgrted burglarles for all 260 homes up. to 1, 2 and 3
years prxor to slte-hardemng and up to 1 and 2 years followmg stte—hardenmga :
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, These dataoshow that” the reported f.orced entry burglary rate up to 2 years after
srte-hardenmg remaxned essent1ally the same as the rate for the tlme perred up to 1 year
As a reference, the 1980 aCrty-mde resxdentlal burglary rate :

7

Lo - Compar,lson of Reported Burglary Rates 0 0 OQ By '°Gf
Sooa T .. Before aricl After. Slte-l—larclenmg o SRR S
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As seen m Table l, there was a decrease :Erom 10 to 3 in the number of reporte”’r:i ,
burglarles uP to l year prlor “to the 51te-hardenmg and up to. 1 year affer the site- Sty
S "hardemng date. ‘ ThlS 70% decrease Was fo%to exist up 102 yeax‘s after’ s:te—hardemng. |
B 'l’hecobserved decrease in :che burglary;,rate is probably not due to chance3 A

Number of homes =

N

\ » AS stated Jin. the 1980 Home Securlty Prcgram Evaluauon i thls burglary rate L
A decrease must be vxewed m the con ext of two factorss “The ﬂrst factor is that many
i households request locks shortly afte_ belng victimized, thUS the reported rate of burglary &
:Eor thls self-selected EPOUP could bi artﬁlcrally hlgl’b precedmg the mstallatmn of the L
j IOCks‘ F Qr example, a pr evxous StUd)’ found.that 56,5% of the households reportmg cmmes L
o dld 50 :four months or: leswbefore the 51te~harden,1ngl. ‘A second ;factor of consrderatlon is i e
that studlesl‘” haVe mdlcated that in rmost casesn‘ the reportmg rate for burglanes[ ’;u» »'.vf_]ﬁ :
3 ,mcreases after partnczpatxon m crr'nef’ preventlon actmt*es.. e oL A
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Wxth respect tQ theOi.lrst afactor however, data analyszs (see Table 1) reveéled that ‘

o o
the number of . réported, forced entryﬁ burglarles up to 1 and 2 years after the srte- B
hart!emng date was also less than the number of reportedcburglanes up to 2° and 3 years s

“prior to tthe sxte-hardenmg date., Related +o the second factor, the reported rate of'rﬂ e

© burglary followmg the lock mstauatmn could be: more accurate than those reported rates
founcl prior to the srte-haedenmg. It shguld be noted that gtudies have consﬁtenﬂ,y found
“that approxxrnately 50% of resrdentzal burg&eﬁes are not reported However, recent 3
1n£ormat1on5 suggeste tha“e cmzens who partmpate in crime . prevention actwrtles by
mstalhng locks or orher secuuty dev.&ces report apprommately 97% of forced entry o ‘
burglanes to the pohce. The above - analysis' therefore suggests that tﬁe reported burglary P
ra{es up to "2 and 3 years pnor t6 erte—hardemng could be much h1gher than the 7 or 3 BN

reported, whlle the rate iollowmg Situhargemng is probably a more at:curate reporting " i
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An analy51s of the m‘ethods of. entry used in the re%orted forg:ed,}entry berglarxes m‘ B

[

the 13—24 month tlme permd followmg sxte-hardemng revealed B I TRt SR b

.°, o o B . -‘1" . O A ‘D
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-‘f'-v-, One entry (1 burglary mcxderit) was mede by forcmg the door and breakmg the °

2 s et : - E wat ® e - o “ B R}

: f,—a-‘- A second entry (1 burglary 1ncxﬂent) was via forcmg the door. Subsequent

S analysamndrcated that the homeowner eiected however not 'to have 1nstalled a
o f". : "»deadboit lock on . “thig door, aithough a Remdent;al Securrty 5urvey7

* recommenderi tha’t such a lock be 1nstalled

S T
g
s :

. "1~'A thxrd method of entry (3 burgiary fncndents) was by breakmg a ba%emen’c
;un': ‘.dnn!*::Subggn[_pn‘l' mforgn_,s_r};;og :evealed’ :l:ha‘t ih&homeowner _elE.‘cted not 1;0
‘have wrre screens mstalled over the wmdow m contrast 16 the Resxdent:al
. ‘Secumty Survey recommendatlons. Entry in a fourth bur)glaPy madent at. thls

deadbolt iock. i
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In summary, a review of reported forced en‘cry burglanes mdmates that ﬁ% srte-

hardenmg program is havmg a posmve e:ffect on decreasmg the burglary rates for the - 1

homes parncxpatmg in the Home ‘Secunty Program.

Of 1mportance, thls posnwe effecf
was found up to l and 2 years followmg 51te-harden1ng L
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o f. s ‘makes recommendatlons (e.g., install better locking devices on doors and windows,
. strenythen do@r frﬂmes, 1mprove outsxde hghtmg) to fiﬁ\prove secunty on the
_dwellmg. e L O R ()“ B : ,
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Evaluatxon of the Home Secumty Pro;,ram, Portland Pohce Bureau, Cr:me Preven- 3

valuagonz 1980 (20), 91l . L

‘ z—score 2.18,plsiess than .Oﬁ.u S Sre S o a .

» o:lustxce Programs, Rortland, Oregon, 1977. )

‘tion Umt, Portland, Oregon, 1575, o TR

Beedle, S. and §tang1er, .‘J. Evalua‘uon of the Portland Pohoz Bureau's Home
Securlty Program.  The Bellrmger' A- Perrodxg;,, Revxew of Cnmmai Justxce

Evaluanon of the Cxty of Portland's Cmme Preventmn Bureau Program, Ofﬂce of

.‘G'- 5
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An E.valuanon of Crrme Preventmn m the City of Portland Dra:t'ta Report,°0£f1ce of
Jusuce Plannmg and Evaluauon, Portland, @regon, 1981.( » .
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For Exampie- ST e B e L K ‘ ; ‘
Clty of Portiand. Pohce ‘%ur%au Cnme Prevenmon chnmlzatxon ﬁurVey, Apphed
Social Research Inc., Portland, Oregon, 1980. R § A = _
Soug:%ebook of Cummal Justxce Stansncs, iJ S. Bepartment of Hustxce, Law E%‘r?-w

forcc:ment Asslstance Admlmstt:atmn, Washmgton, D. C‘, 1979,
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The Resmemtral Secur;ty Survey Program is a free service off ered by the Portland 0
Police Bureau's Crime Prevention Division. In this prograrx a <£7<=:prrzsen‘catwe: of the
~ Police Bureau "surveys" a home or apartment to défermine security, risks, and then

. UCIU 6 “|§ D

g, i

N > G ; . . N
. = :
. - 6 R b e o 2]
ot & e @ . LY
A o e Tl e 7
. < . y o R
e @
- . 2 N
e e i e - -
v el s T &
A .
T . e » :
e, P % 7 - » g ; . . T ¢ Vu“
® T e e g el I e e ER sl






