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1980 Evaluation of the Home Security Program 
o (,J 

Supplemental Report 

\\ 

Summary of Findings 
c) ~ • " 

Of 260 homes site~hardened during the last 6 montbs of l"978, only 3 households 

o,l'eported one or more forced entry burglaries 2" years 03-24 months} after site ... .. (; , (; 

hardening. 

,A reduction of 70% in ,the ° burglary rate was found between the pre site-
o '), /,' ::, . 

hardening 12 month period aryd th~~ 13-24 month post site-h~rdening period. A 

pr~vious evaluati;n also found a 70% reduction in the burglary rate between pre 

and post site~hardening !? month periods. 

An "analysis of the methods of entry used in the: reported burglaries during the e , 

13-~4 month follow-up period revealed that the majority of entries were a 
'. -"-

result ot the homeowner not complying with recommended site-hardening 

.Introduction 
'I 

The Home, Security Program is a site""hardening project which provides free locks 

and security hardware installation to low-income homeowners in Housing and Community 

Deveiopment (HCD) designated neighbdffioods. J;lderly people are the program's prImary 
i,\ 

bemificiaries. An average site-hardening job consists ,of installing two double cylinder 
'; 

'deadboltlocks, pinning i)fol,lr windows, and placing wire screens on four windows. In 

a.dditiqn, recommendatiQnsare~adeto the homeowner as to proper outside lighting andt 

lands&'ping,in order to reduce the number of windows and doors ~rich are hidden from 
normal view. 

'.' 

PurEose 
\~ ;. 

Previous evaluatiOQsl,2 of the ijome Security Program have in~estigated whether 

this ~rime prevention program was, affecting the burglary rate 1-12 months after the 

homes were site-hardened. These studies jound a 66-70% decrease in the number of 

reported fQrced entry burglaries up ~o 1 year prior to the site-hardenffig date and up to 1 ' '. ' . ' -' JRB 
.. (), 0 t' u NC . c> 
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. 'year after the site-hard~ningdate.Of interest to the Horne Security ProgramJs what 

happens to the ,btirglary crate up to2' year:~ afte; sit~-hardeI11ni c The purposec of, this 
fl . 1,1 , ? 0 .,".~, .' ". . 

o SUi3plemental Report is. to aS$ess theburglarXt'atesofor horn~~ 13-2lf months after· hayin& 0 ~ 0 

'" .. been s1 te~harclened. "",<. 0 c, coo 
- ~ v 0 

<5> 
o 

Evaluation Procedures 
... ~ o 0 

o 

=- ' c1!) & 

o Columbia c R~gion Informa1iori Sharing. System ~(CRISS)recordsof reported forced 

cel)try °burglarie§ we~checkedfor 260 bomes;site-hardeOf!C;f cr'J.Iring July-December 1978 .. 
~ . , D ~ i '. 

Th~, time period in~Fstiga!e,d was .2 years U3~"2,lf mo~ths)aftet the si~e-hardening date. 

Th& 1980 Home Setul,"ity Program:Evaluation1 ba,l(!preyiously lnvest,!gated the time', 
'=' '," ". '"', , "'-'", '. c: <1 '" " " ~ • ,;:' - 'J 

periods: n 3 yea:s (25.,.36 m~o:th~)oPf~ tosite-hardenlr)g datEi;'2) 2 years (13-24 montf:1sl .' 

"prior to~ite.,.harden!ng d~te;,r:3) 1 Jec{r (l-12 months) prior to $ite~hardening. datel~ and 4) 1., /I 

yeat~<l':12mdnths) after sit~-hardening date. 
'. -

'" '" 
Results andDisc:u5sion . . . 

o 

. . ' .... 0 " c'· ;/ . ".' .... 0~ 
. . Results. revealed th~tonly. 3 households outl' of 260'fiomes reported . o~e 9r~ f!\~~e . 

forced entry burglarIes (a total of 6 burglary incide ts) 1.3:-.24 months after site.:.hardening.\':l 
." • <:J- ." 

In aQ,dition, none of these 3 households had report dforcecf entry burglaries occurring itl 
theflrstyear after 5it~e-ha~dening.Two of j:heho~ eholds had~eport~d burglarle,sprior to 

. ,being .site ... hardened 'in 1978,hoWever. . ' n " .' 
;, ~-' . 

. . ' Table· L"contaiflsthe~umber of rep8rted burglaries for all 260 homes up .to 1, .2 and .3. 
.', ",< 0" . ,. '0" ' " . ", , " 

years pri9r1o~ite-hardening ,and up tol and ,2 yea~s ioUbwingsite ... hardening-.. 
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, 0 • ,Table 1 
Compatison §f. Reported Burgl~'ry Rates 0 

Before arid Aft~rSite-Hatdening .' 
G 

<\ 0 

o 

Numb¢r .of homes 
with one or more 
forced burglaries 

'" " 
o 

c C 

N4mberof homes o. 
() . - " Q'" 

o 
Time Period: 0 Up 'to 

3 year;;)5 (2.5 ... 36' months) 
prior to slte,.;hardening· 
date '" 

, 
2 years (13-24 months) 0 

prior to si'te ... hardening' 
date, 

1 year (1 ... 1'2 months) 
prior to .51 te;hardening 
date " 

1 year (l ... 12months) 
following site-hardening 0 

date ' . II 
. '. m 

2 years (13-'24 monlhs) 
ofol!ow~ng site-hardening 
date 

\: -

'" 

~\ 
Ii 

-\1 

Q 

7 

8. 

10 . 

,3 

not burglarized 

OfF 

D 253 

o 

252 0 

" C\ 

o 
'" . 

250 
.0 c " 

Q c 

257' 

o 257 
Occ 

!3 • .: . .o:-=-~. \:' . ~. '.'.Jd"'~' . fi o~!l' .:: 

o these da~aoshow tha~the rt~ported fo,rced entry burglary rate up to 2·'y,¢ars after' 
_ '. 0 ) , 

site-hardening remained essentially the same as, the rate ,for the timeperied up to 1 year 
. \ ' C 

attersite:-hardening. As. a
o 

refe~ence, the 1980cCity-wide" re.sidential h~rglary rate" 
. c .~ (i) ". . o. , . 

increase,dapprQxi,mately 14% over the 1979 rate~ it .' . 

'" o 

. 0 'n , .. 1)'.,' 0 

As s~en in Table 1, there was a decrease<from 10to .3 in thenum~er of report~tf 
burglaries up'to 1 year prior' to'theSite-harden~flg and up to. 1 yearaffe; 'ttle~siie-

.' , . ~ 

"'hqrden!ng date. this .70% decrease wasfo~tP exist up to 2c,years:aftersite-hard~ning: 
TheGobserveddecrease inithe burglary,:rateis probabl¥ "notdtle to chance3• 0 

(t 
, c 

!J Assta~ediin thei9~O Home· Security" PrGg~fmEV~lua~i;n2, thls"burglary rate 

decrease rrnJst beYie~ed in thec~nfxtof two 'factors.rThe ilfirs~ fa~tQris that many 

households request locks stlortly .. afte. being victimi~d, thus the reported rate of burglary 

f?r thl$",s~lf~selected group ;could b • ."artaIcially ,high, preceding the installatio~Qf the 

.II 

{J 

)J ." " .' ~ "t .': , ,,' • 

Iocks,r,)For,example, a pr~v~ous studYfo~d~that .56.5960£ the'housebolds reportingcrim,es . ~ 
did se)tourmonths or' les~before ,the site-hatde~ngl. A "second factor of consideration is . 

. tliat studieslf,5have. indicated ,that in Jllostcase~ therepQrting t~tefo.rO put':811i1ries-' '. 

iJ)creasesafter,participatlonin.crlme:'preventiqn actiVities. b <>.' ,.' . . 
. 1') <;C . , • . ~ 
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, . ,," 'a '" ,;G ~D0' . .. '. (} ,0, ",' 0 (Ji ;,,' 0 OD'" ':' 0 .: 0,; . d:O"....", , ,-
% With respe<;t t~ tp~1irst ia~Jor"howeVer; dat~ an?lysis(see Ta~le 1) revelled that 
the number of ,~f:!'portect. "fprcedentrx, "burglaries up to{\ 1 and 2 y.ears qaltet th~ site: 

c . 0 Cc ) 0 ,:c" • 0 " ._ 

hardening date was also less ttla:n the number ofreportede~urglaries up to 2'and :3 year~ 
Cb .' , . 0 9;u 0 D 0,. . ",', 

prior to <the site-hardening date. Related to the second factor, th~ reported rate d'f 

" 

. .' .. ."'... ,.' , . , 

<D, bur;glart following the lock instaUationcould be "10re . accurate than those reported rates 
foundprlor to' the site~hal'Odening .. It GshQ,uid ;be noteCl that ~tudies6'have consi§tent~yafound 
that approximately .5,0% . ~f residential, bur~rres are not rePaof'~~d. However, recent '" 
information,5suggests that citizens who partitlpate in crime prevention activities by 

lflstaUing lqcks or other ~ecurity devices report c!~prOXHnat~lY "?79i> of forced entry 
burglaries to the police. TheabovebanalysisOtherefore suggests that tf:'ie reporte&burglary 

!/.! c 19 _ 

o 

Q 

rateslJp ~o "~,a(1~ ~ ~ears -pripf to ~ite-hardej1ing c-Oul~ be ~uch hig~er:~n the! or.8 0 

'1~ .. "reported, whilethd rate following she .. har~enlng is. probably a moreac~urate reporting' 
\). G c, (~ 

level. .'> <' 0 
o 

o 
::: .: (b 0 <j \ ~) .", " \."; -<:, • . ' 

, Ani~ ~alysis of the ~'ethods .of.. 'entry used in the re~orted. for~eq;entr~o btiirg!ades, in '" q'l 

9the 13-24-month time. period.f.olIowfng site-hardening revealed: . . 
0" " . 0 Q CI 

,? 0 o 
o 

" o 

!,) 0 0 (') 0 c-

ODe ~ntry' (IN burglary .incidefit) was mage 8y forcin~ the dobrand breaking t~e 0 

8 dOQt j~mb. .,' 
o 

... ~ o~A: sec~nci'entry (1 burglary inddent)" was via forcing'the door. Subseqltent 6 
D. ,C. " .c IOU· " 

- '" 

~Clly~is,,indica:t:e.d that the .,homeowner ~lected. however not to"have lnstalled a 
d~adbolt olock on thiS door, although 'a Re~denti~l Q ~et;urity cSurvey7" 

, °0 

~ecommended that such a ~ock be-installed." oj's 
{J 

.0 
'" • t. '0 

, , A ,'third meth()d~fentry' (3 burglq,ry ~nciqerrt~) was -by b1"e~Rin~a bi'Sefnent"'. 

'oi ~~=-,,~y,~~ ~W~P.QOW;l,=-suhsequent,iPf~r!natlon revealed> tha:t:.:th~ horoeo~er~~l¢_ct~d~ no't. t(t.o~ ,,c... . 

ihave wilzescreens in$talled over': the wifidowin ~contras.t to the Reslclential 
" (it ~:-" . ,', 0 ~: .','" " ~:;",.:"., .' . '; ',p-;;' . '. (., 

. Security Surve,y recommenae.tions.~ 'fntryin a~fourth burglary inqident at this 

" 'o" sa<fu'e' 'aqqikss may have been made possiple by th; ho~~er not 10ckingth~ '" 
"" .,""' ; \,.)-. 

dE$dbolt: iock. 0' " " "~ .<> 
;.~:> 

" 

: .J!O 
'0 "D" og c;:~) 

q . ". :,'. 0. '.;', _ ' . '.. ~. _ Of 13, . • 0 ." ? . 

, ",:? ~? The' ~bov~ ~alysis :i~,icates that':the maiodty cof ealles' were ~resttlt Q;ft~6:"' 
, .' homeowner notcomp1vng witl). recommendations· made in toe Res!dentl~~Secudty S4rvey,f 
. -", .," . ',.0 .. " . _,." ,", _:._ ... ~.",;.q .' '. '<)' " " 0 ,)~, 
')()(lemethod.,of'entr,y...J¥as~.due. t<'l.!a\lure .. In.,the "si!e.;;hardenlng materials'''install<:~.·' This 

<JpO~f! !aSsit~"h~den¢d In t97~t' Sinoce that;·~jm¢ more¢ffettivesite"h'ardenin~ mat~~l~ 
are now used..iiS the Home S~~dtyqPrpgtam to prev~n1P the do~t jamJ:>s frc!UbeingbrQken~ iii 
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,,0 '. I~ sU~mary; a review 'Of ~eportedDforc~dentry burgl~~ieS indicates that'11le site-

" " "011 hardemn~ p~ogratl1 i~ haviflg a positi~e etfect on decreasing. the burglary rates for the 
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importance, this positive effect 
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. "Police Bureau "s'lrveys" a· home or apartment to d~ermi1r1e securltYr, risks, and then 

.11 makes recomrnenCfations(e.g.,lnstall better locking dev4¢es on doors and windows, 
stren9then d~.r . tr22mes, improve ooutsldelighting) to tfiffiprove 'security on the ' 
dw~lhng:" Q;~:, I~ 

Data RetrievaiOperatol' for this project: Delores Cf,leich 

. (I 

o 

o ' 

. ' 

, ~) 
.l ..... Q • 

...... , ... 

C!J 0 

o 0 

"' 0 

,(I 

o 

, 
'0 
o 

fJ 0 
, P' 

{) 

" 

',~ , 

6 0 

o 

- .'1, 

o 

o 

o <!l 

It 
_~)J;~ @ ~ ~ 

Ol'J 

D 

<? ' 

o 

a 

o 
.. 0 

(J 

o 

'-' 

0'" 

a, 

'. U 

o 
D 

o 

----~-- ---."-"""'-.--;" 

o 

I:' Q 

o 
"1 " 

_: ",,-, _ .. 0 ~_ 

0" 

o 
o 

00 

o 

o 

o 

.D 

a 

.. , Q 

o o 

" 

o o 

,11 

.. 

o • 

o 

\J 

011," 

Or; 

<!t 

o 
o 

o 

I l; 
I 

·0 

) 

(1') 
j ) 
iC) 'f 

'i C 

r: 
," 1 

fJ 

. \ 
'. t 

'J' 1 

\ 
I 

" , 
" J , . 

J' 




