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SU~R~Y OF CRIME ANALYSIS 

As a result of the crime analysis undertaken by the 

Criminal Justice Coordinating Council a series of observations 

may be made from this ·study. 

-When the crime rate for major crimes in the County 

of Nassau is viewed within the perspective of other large 
. 

suburban and urban areas in the State it is apparent that 

Nassau County t\as the lowest crime rate for the year 1981 of 

all major citie.s/counties and its overall rate of crime is 

significantly below statewide average. In point of fact in 

1981, total crime in Nassau, in terms of the actual number 

and the number of crimes per 100,000 residents decreased. 

-While it is heartening to observe a lessening of the 

increase of overall crime, we must be cognizant of the fact 

that crimes of violence have increased in Nassau County. In 

the examination of maj,or crimes we observed that the proportion 

of violent crimes has increased for the fifth consecutive year. 

-We note that robberies have increased both in terms of 

absolute number (30.5%) and in incidents per 100,000 (30.4%). 
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Particularly significant was the increase in the number'of 

gasoline station robberies in 1981 (251), which were more than 

twice that of 1980 (120). 

-1981 continued a trend of increase in the use of 

handguns in robberies and, significantly, 1981 was the first 

year in which the u~e of the handgtm became the most 

prevalent method of robbery (42.4%). 

-In contrast to robbery, reported incidents of burglary 

decreased both in terms of absolute number and in incidents 

per 100,000 people. 

-Of particular note this report shows that residential 

robberies (37 in 1969) have begun to occupy a greater percent-
. . 

age of the total nUmber of' robberies. ~i54 in 1981) 

~In examining the clearance rates for +obbery and 

burglary for Nassau County in relation to overall New York State 

averages we find that in Nassau Count~'for robberies there was 

a 20% clearanoerate and for burglaries a 13% clearance rate. 

In contrast the overall New York State clearance rate for 

robberies wa·s 18.5% and for ~urglaries a ];2.2% clearance rate. 

Thus, the Nas'sau .:County _ clearance rate: was .ab(:)'Sre ·the Ne~l York 

·State average. 

-The incidence of major crime in Nassau County, as .. 
measured by Part I crimes, demonstrated a very slight increase 

of .7%,in 1981 when compared to 1980. These seven offenses; 

murder, rape., robbery , assault, burglary, larceI?-Y and auto 

theft; have been chosen to serve as the primary indicators of 
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crime because· they occur with .sufficient frequency to 

provide an adequate basis for comparison and are offenses 

of a violent or otherwise serious nature.* 

The data which was the subject of our crime analysis was 

provided by the New York State Division of Criminal· Justice 

Services and the FBI's Uniform Crime Reporting System. 

Reported incidence of Part II crimes, which include 

all other criminal offenses, decreased 3.6% from 1980 to 1981. 

An Examina:tion of the F.ive Year Trend in Part I Crimes 

As is demonst:r:ated in Table I; reported incidence of 

Part I offenses have decreased very slightly (.1%) in the 

five year time span since 1977. Yet while the total number of 

Part I offenses has decreased, our examination of the violent 

to property crime ratio' pointedly demonstrated that the ratio 

has increased from .0378 to .0598. This is an increase of 63.2% 

in the proportion of violent crimesto property crimeS over the 

five year time i:span • 

*See Appendix A for further definition. 
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TABLE I 

Nil Beau ColVlty. 
nt )'1& \.:. I" ... L!~&.oJu .. 'PD 

PART ONE OFFENSES 1!l76-19111 

Percent Porcent Per .. ent 
Change Change of ToU1 

Ct"ime 1976 1977 1978 1979 l?~O 1981 80-81 71-81 )981 

I"~·· 
32 30 22 34 34 47 38.2 56.7 

Rape 5J. B7 79 74 B3 12.2 4.6 

Robbery 1,158 1.200 l,~!jB 1,315 1,549 2,021 30:.5 Ci8.4 l.6 

AS$au1t 523 676 ,868 '918 1,014 933 (-8. » +38. 1.7 

Violent Crime 1,764 1,993 2,346 2,346 2,671 3,OB4 +15.5 54.7 5.6 

Burglary 11,514 12,878 12,878 12,489 15,687 15,4Bl 11.3) 20.2 28.l 

Larceny 35,923 33.569' 30,421 31,309 " 30,298' 27,784 1.7 11.3 54.5 

Auto 'lbeft 5,769 6,256 5,863 5,901 5.665 6,275 +12.8 .3 n.4 

Propen:y Crime 53,206 52,703 48,596 49,6~9 5.1,550' .51,540 (2.2) 94.3 

Violent/Property 
Cdme Ratio .033~ .0978 .0437 .0472 .0511l .0598 15.4 63.2 ' 

Total Crime 54,970 54,696 .liO, no 52,045 54,221 54,624 .7 1.11 

oIncluLls data reported by NaBBaU County 1'ol,.i.cd Dopart:r.¥:Vlt And Indepeadollt VillagB 1'oUoa Dop4rb1¥lnt •• o. lnc1uies lL'<;Jlig.:nt-Noo-ncgliqent llanicide 

.' " 
\ 
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Crime!; per 1-00,000 People 

Table II gives a graphic representation of the 

possibility of the average .citizens being the victim of -a 

crime in Nassau County. 

TABLE II 

Crime Rate Per 100,000 population 

Crime 1980 1981 0/0' Change 

Violent 
202.1 234.4 + 16 

property 3900.6 3917.4 

Robbery 117.2 153.6 + 31 

Burglary 1187. 1176.6 (- .9) 

part I 4102.7 4151.8 + 1.2% 

Part II 3008.2 2827 ( - 6%) 

All offenses 7110.9 6979 (- 1.8) 

Nassau population *1,321,582 **1,315,685 . (- .• 4) 

* 1980 U.S. Census Data 

** LILCO Estimate - 1/1/81 
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This year the total nurr~er of criminal offenses 

per 100,000 people decreased by 1.8% when (!ompared to 1980 .. 

These findings are in contrast to the past several years 

when, the increase in the number of criminal incidents, 

coupled with decreases in the population of the county, have 

combined to generate yearly increases in the number of offenses 

per 100,000 people. Th~ decrease in t~is measure may perhaps 

be attributed to a temporary stabilization of both these fa.ctors. 

Table III demonstrates the crime rate for impact crimes* 

for Nassau County in comparison to other regions whithin 

New York State as provided by the New York State DCJS. The 

data is slightly different from t..he preT . .tious table "due to the 

f'act that DCJS data utilized preliminary 1980 census data for 

both years while the CJCC table utilizes final 1980 census data 

and LILCO estimate,s for 1981. 

When the !crime rate for major crimes in Nassau is 

viewed within the persepctive of other ,large statistical areas 

in the state it is apparent that NaE!sau County has the lowest 

crime rate for the year 1981 of all major =ities /counties'and 

is significantly below the statewide average. 

* Impact crimes (Robbery and Burgla:y) . have be7n ide~tified by 
Nassau County as crimes meriting pr~or~ty cons~derat~on because 
of the disruption of the lives of indi vidual·s who have been 
victimized. 
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'mBLE III 

CrL'lTle Rate Per 100,000 

IMPACT C'RIME 

(ROBBER.Y AND BURGLARY) 

1977 1980 
1977-1981 

1981 Percentage Change 

8061.8 10094.7- 10278.8 27.5 

5916.9 6989.7 6592.1 11..4 

, 5435.9 6196.7 5659.6* 4'.1 

51?8.6 5567.6 5682.4 9.7 

-9:987.6 
J 5346.8 5724.4 14 •. 8 

4508.9 5021.7 5026.0 11.5 

3828.6 4108.4 413~.8 7.9 

5873.3 6878.1 6909.7 17.6 

1 *~ctual crime statistics for Suffolk County 
"I Dc9~sl.are unavailable and have been inc1ud d for the l~st four months 0:15 

u, e on an est~rnateq basis by the , 
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The ~ollowi.!;9' ,map depicts the rate of occur;~ce . 
1,000 of residents l.Il Nassau County in 1981. \\ of .urpact erfues per 
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IM1'ACT CRll1ES 1981-Btrrgalry-Robbery 
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As stated previously, robbery is categorized with 

the violent Part I of£enses while bu!glary is categorized 

within the property. group. Observation of these two crimes in 

regard to their frequency of OC~ence in relation to respective 

crime groupings demonstrates that they are divergent i.n this, 

measure. Burglary continues to occupy 30% of the number of 

reported property offenses (25% in 1979 and 30% in 1980) l:07hile 

robbery now' Qc~ounts for a greater per':::entage of violent offenses 

by having increased to 65.5% of that group, (in contrast to 

56% in 1979 ano 53% in 1980), The fact that robberies have 

increased in relation to the total number of violent offenses 

is significant in relation to the fact that violent offenses 

have increased also in relation to the total number of Part I 

offenses. 

Robl?ery_ 

The data cited in 'Table IV sets forth the locations and . 
techniques used in the execution of the crime of robbery in Nassau 

County. 

Table IV-A 

80-81 

Locations 1980 1981 
% of Rate of 

81 Total Increase 

Highway/Street 705 970 47.9 37.6 
Gas Station 120 251 12.4 109.7 
Convenience St.ore 148 148' 7:3 
Banks 29' 27 1.3 (-6) 
Other'Commercial 350 364 18 4 
Re~doence 119 154 17.6 32 
Miscel],aneous 78 107 5.2 37 

1579 2021 100' 30.5 
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Table IV-B 

% NlJml:e,r of % TeclmigUe ' '1979 "Ro1:X:eries ' '1980 

Handguns 36.8 485 38.5 
other Fireann 1.8 24 ,2.32 
Nll.fe 13.1 172 11.4 
Other W:~ 3.3 43 2.97 
Srong ADn* 44.9 591 44.9 

100. Dl5 100. 

Number of 
'Robberies 

596 
36 

,176 
46 

695 
1549 

% 
1981 

Number of 
Rob1:eries 

42.4 857 
2.4 49 

12 243 
3 61 

40.1 811 
100. 20.21 

*Defined as those crline.5 cxmni.tted without the use of a weapO(l. 

nIe increase,.in ,the number of robberies in 1981 as CCIlpared to 1980 

can be attributed to a large extent to the i.ncrease in the number 

of street and gasoline station robberies. 'As is shown in T'able 

IV-B, the use of handguns in robberies has continued a steady 

increase for the past three years. ,Commercial robberies continue 

to involve use of handguns (67%), while street r.obberies were 

likely to involve ~trong arm techniques (57%). 

T~ble V indic~tes what percentage of different forms of 

robbery involved the use of handguns~ 
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Location 

street Robberies 
Gas Stat.iens 
Convenience Stores 
Banks 
other Ccmrercial 
Buildings 
Residence 
Miscellaneous 

'Ibtal 

Table V 

Handgun Us~ge in Robberies 

, '1980 

Number of 
Robberies 
Involving 

-:namgun 

13U 
81 

104 
17 

1,92 
48 
24 

596 

Percent of 
lbbberies 
Involving 
Harrigun 

18.4 
67. 
70.3 
58.6 

54.9 
40.3 
30.7 
38.5 

Number of 
Robberies 
Involvin] 
Handgun 

225 
176 

96 
15 

243 
73 
29 

857 

Gas Station Robberies 

1981 

Percent of 
Robberies 
Involving 
Hand,;&.gun __ _ 

23.2 
70.1 
64.9 
55.6 

66.8 
47.4 
28.8 
42.4 

'!he dramatic increase in gas station robberies is particularly 

evident wilen the nmnber of r<;>bberies (251) is carpared \tTith the number of 

gas stations (1072) *. This irrlic.."ltes that there was alnest a one .in four 

probability of a service station being tlE target of a robbery. We also 

note. that a harrlgun was involved in 70% of !5Uch occw:rences. 

Residential Robberies 

In 1981 we have wi 'blessed an increase .in tie n~ and seriousness 

of residential l;!"Jbberi.es. In 1969, of 629 robberies, 37 were residential 

while i.:h 1981 of 2021 robberies 154 were residential. The use of handguns 

. in residential robberies increased 52% within the year time span of 1980-81. 

(I 

*As of Januaz:y 1, 1982 - Nassau County Departnent of ConStme.r Affairs. 

-11-



Burglary 

Burglary denonstrated a very slight decrease :in 1981 (See Table I 

and Table II). ResidentiaJ. hl?3'laries continue to l:e the pr.iJnary fonn of 

burglary in Nassau comprising 70% of the total for- burglari~s 

reported for 1981. Of the .12,398 (80%) burglaries where the 

time of burglary could be ascertained 43.1% occurred in the 

daytime while 56.9 occurred at night. Residential burglaries 

were more likely to occur during the day (57.1%) while non­

residential burglaries occurred at night (92%). 

Bur9:1ary 

Attempt Forcible 
Entry Percent 

No 
Force Percent Only Percent 

Type 

Residential 
Non­
Residential 

9108 

4197 -

84. 

90.3 

549 5. 1179 

i33 .29 315 

From the above chart we note that residential, as 

opposed to non-residential burgl~ry t.argets have higher rates 

of attempted burglaries, and lower rates of forcible entry. 

These factors infer that a res~dential burglar is more easily 

discouraged by sec~e p~emises and more are likely to ·respond 

to a pereeived opportunity for breaking in than the non-resi­

dential burglar~ 
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Bur9:lar'i'es :per Hou'sehold 

The. probability of a household being the targelt of 

a burglary within a given area may be ascertained by comparing 

the total number of households in a given area with the total 

number of household burglaries occurring in that area. 

(For the purpose of this analysis a household is defined as ·a 

social unit of those living together in the same dwelling). 

Even as the county's total population has decreased in the 

past several years,as a result of the more rapid decline in 

the number of people per average household, the number of 

households in the county continue to rise. While decreases 

in the size of average households is a national, state and 

local trend, the Nassau/Suffolk statistical area has the 

largest average size household (3.1 p~rsons) of any of the 

50 most populous metropolitan areas throughout the country,* 

The net result of these factors is that in 1980 there were 

423,401 Nassau households and 11,023 residential burglaries, 

resulting in a rate of 26 burglaries per 1,000 households, 

while in 1981 there were approximately 425,575 households. 

and 10,836 residential burglaries, resulting. in a rate, of 

25.5 burglaries per 1,000 households. 

*1982 LILCO POPULATION REPORT 

. -13-
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Nassau county 
PJort II - Incidents 

1978 - l"tl1 

CriMr.!S ..l!U.ll. ...u:a -1!ll1ll. ..l!Ul.L . 
" 

Arson 175 231 331 339 

Kidnapping 2 6 2 2 

Drug Offenses 1,439 1,471 1,904 1,956 

Dangerous Weapons 342 457 471 492 

Bribery 3 4 6 3 

Sax OffensGs 310· 273 271 308 

Extortion 0 2 1 0 

Forgery & Counterfeiting 377 443 443 519 

prostitution & Vice 29 95 68 69 

553 606 674 610 Stolcn Property 
t:: 

- 53 0 30 0 CoerClon 

Crimlnal Mischief 18,364 19,610 17,697 16,500 

fr.luJ 84 105 131 177 

Ci.>mblinq 92 120 71 45 

Public Disorder 243 212 142 164 

EIIIbe.:.:olmunt 0 0 3 3 

Simple A •• .lu.1t 1,207 1,462 1,624 1,572 

Family Offensu 192 239 226 206 

Driving while intoxic.lted 2,717 2,671 3,500 4,045 

Unauthorized u.e of a Motor Vehicle 4,813 2,517 
** ** 

Po •• esion of Burglary tool. 88 57 78 86 

Liquoc Law violation. 45 26 ·40 49 

Disorderly Conduc~ 1.322 1,583 1,590 1,385 

'Public Druq Intox ic.:&t ion 2 2 6 8 

Loitering 180 156 150 147 

All Othen 8,285 8,075 8,960 8,255 

Toul 40,856 40,453 38,589 37,198 
• Incll.lles data reporte:l boj HolSsau Cotnty Police Depart:rmnt and indepen:lent Village 

I'olice DepolrtlIEnts. . 
•• ocm no laIqer inclldcs thelia ItoJt1.tiCS 
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P art' II J.ngidents 

In 1981 the Incidence of Part II crimes dropped 

3 e 6% from the 1980 level. Criminal Mischief, ;including vandalism 

accounted for 44.2% of reported Part II c.drnes ( 4 6 • 4 % in 19 8 OJ • 
I 

Two serious crimes that had been rising rapidly appear to 

have slowed their rate of increase. They are; Arson (43~3% 

increase in 1980' and 2.4% increase in 1981), and Drug Offenses 

'22.7% increase in 1980' and 2.7% increnl';P. in 1981. Concerning these 

offenses it should be noted'that although the rate of increase 

of these crimes may have slowed, they continue to occupy a 

larger proportion than previously of the total numb,er of 

Part II Offenses. 

Clearance Rates P~-t I Offenses 

An Offense is "cleared by arrest" or solved for 

crime reporting purposes when at least one person is arrested, 

charged with the commission of the offense and remanded to the 

courts for prosecution. Table VII examines incidence and 

clearance rates for Part I Crimes in Nassau County with a 

~omparison to the New York State averages. Noticeabl? is the 
. 

fac't that statewide clearance rates for Robbery and iBurglary 
( 

are 18.5% and 12.21; whereas the County percentages are 20% 

and 13%. 

-15-
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TABLE VII 

Clearance Rates - Part I Offenses 

Crime 
Number of 
Incidents* 

Murder 47 
Rape 83 
Robbery 2,021 
Assault 933 
Burglary 15,481 
Larceny .29 7 784 
Motor Vehicle £,275 

---~~--

54,624 

Percent 
Number of of Incidents 
Clearances* Cleared* 

41 87.2% 
41 49.4 

405 20. 
583 62.5 

2,025 13. 
3,575 12. 

368 5.9 

7,038 

. 
'NY State** 
Incidents 

. Cleared 

1980 1981 

63.6 61..5 
41.5 40.7 
15.9 18.5 
50. 50 
12. 12.2 
14.3 15.2 

5.3 1.1 

*Data is for Total Nassau County and includes reported crimes 

.. f 

and clearances from NCPD and Independent Village ~olice Departments. 

**New York State Division of Criminal Justice Services-
Annual Report (1980) (1981) 
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Table VIII provides a record of criminal incidence 

by the community of occurrende. In order to compile the 

number of criminal inc~dents per community and then compare 

that analysis with the appropriate. geographical/demographical 

locale it is necessary to utili~e three complete sets of source 

documents. The cownunities are those as identified by the 

Nassau Police Departments' location codes and an~ delineated 

as Incorporated Villages and Unincorporated statistical areas. 

The population data wa.s arrived at from a LILCO e:stirnates for 

Jan. I, 1981 which in turn is based upon the April 1, 1980 

census. The number of criminal incidence per community have 

been extrapolated from the Unifrom Crime Reports of both the 

Independent Police Departm=nts and the Nassau CCiunty Police 

Department. 

Inconsistencies evident in the comparison of the above 

source documents do not obscure the essentiaLl \,.ri:ilidity for their 

use. In some cases communities or areas may exist for the 

Nassau County Police Department crima. report:ing' procedures 

but not have separate data for census' purposes.. When this 

occurred, several reports were analyzed and combined to obtain 

a "best fit I' and these communi ties were then m.arked with footnotes. 

-J.7-
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TABLE VIII 

1'1111 I l\"1,1c11111' 11"1' ('I huo '1\'. ~ 
uy I.:allllWlltyot uuuun:tlllce 

INCORPORATED VILLAGE 

AUTO 

CO~L'ruNITY HOMICIDE Rt\PE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT ARSOH 'NARCOTICS OTHERS TOTAL POP, FCT. 

A'l'LANTIC BEACH 
10 9 20 39 1785 4 

BAYVILLE 
3 45 52 1 2 143 246 7129 2 

5 1 16 33 1 56 112 1192 3 
BELLEROSE 
CEDARHURST 22 15 90 176 8 339 650 6012 4 

CENTRE ISLAND ~ 2 3 2 2 1 11 J78 2 

COVE NECK 1 9 1 1 12 328 2 

EAST HILLS 2 1 88 86 1 1 165 344 7224 6 

EAST ROCKAWAY 4 11 77 177 5 293 567 10839 4 

EAST WILLISTON 1 28 30 55 114 2692 3 

FARMINGDALE 1 e 12 140 207 3 12 518 901 7937 8 

FLORAL PARK 28 4 1!2 308 50 19 11 267 769 16653 3 

FLOWERHILL 1 65 46 213 325 4545 6 

FREEPORT 2 10 147 54 1001 1533 251 16 44 511 3;;75 37953 1 

GARDEN CITY 1 18 :n 251 615 66 5 24 917 1920 22816 3 

GREAT NECK' 3 3 49 65 1 4 141 266 9001 6 

GREAT NECK ESTATES 1 40 60 Ii 2 1 50 160 2915 6 

GREAT NECK PLAZA 1 8 9 88 221 3 2 268 600 5648 6 

HEHPSTEAD 9 18 352 235 ~1150 2143 404 12 128 1780 6231 40577 1 

HEWLETT DAY PARK 
4 8 - 2 20 34 486 4 

" . 
HEWLETT HARBOR 16 19 1 34· 70 1322 4 

HEWLETT NECK 6 2 -' 8 16 469 4 

ISLAND PARK 5 22 93 116 1 9 305 f,51 4'/9B 4 

KENSINGTON 18 9 1 11 39 1154 Ii 

KING'S POINT 4 2 35 69 10 9 84 213 5310 6 

-1'11-
'\ 

\ 



r r 

\ 

.,p-'\ 
!'.--._/ 

INCORPORAT~O VILLAGE 

"~l"!'ot~n IN I on· --lli HI) t:l III i 

LAIU: SUCCESS 
LATTING'IOWN 
LAUREL IIOLLOW 
LAWIU:NCE 
L\'NDROOK 
tlALVEIl:lE 
tlANORIJAVEN 
MASSAPEQUA PARK 1 

MATlNECOCK 
HILL NECK 
HINI::OLA 
HUNSEY PARK 
NEW II¥DE PARK 
NORTII IIILLS 
{1LO UllOOKVILLE 
Ol,O Wl:STDURY 
OYSTER DAY COVE 
PLANOOHE 
PUoNOONE HEIGHTS 
Pl.ANOOtl£ tlANOR 

1/ 
'.;;?t:~i::~~~;".!!~~"'-~~~--""""""~""'-

'I'IIIIIJ': VIII 

1 !Jli., JIIC"~lI\lU Uy cdllu 'l'r'I.oO 
1~\CoIlI~ullly oJ: UUCUITUIU':U 

I\U'IO 
1111 1'1L-llliJ !ll!'ill.r_l~ii1llill1 !~L-l!.lU!1iJ d\ II Y 1 dllK:I'itU' __ .. .TIlI'i)~tlUQN 

12 10 411 
1 9 

1 24 
'IJ, 15 H4 
2U 21 1\11, 
~ 6 172 
1 5 ' c 43 

1 4 24 10] 

11 
:! b III ~n!a 

2 2 3D 
20 8 61 

I 1'1 
IU 1 I lUll 
:I !i 3D 

1 18 
2 

2 

.... 

106 
14 
22 

~r.n 
)'/4 

97 
65 

234 

7 
410"/ 

42 
204 

42 
III 

II 
\ 

70 
4 
3 

-\!I-

18 

1 

1 2 
67 1 
18 

1 :l 

8 

2 

Iii ~ 
1 
2 1 

" 

111,1. 
Nflilll1'I'J ('ti Q'I'III':WI '1'0'1'111, 1'01', I'{,'I . 

1 28 223 2332 6 
44 68 1'/42 2 

2 ]8 no 1504 2 
12 40!l U'/Ii &.lIb 4 
14 415 1I0!. ~Ol!ill 5 
5 84 204 9195 5 
1 13B 25) 5)91 6 

18 555 !lU 19865 7 
990 2 

II 2" .. !I'll 2 
21 \l7!1 1'110 2072U 1 

2 51 1:17 • 27!lJ 6 
141 619 9011 3 

!i 1'111 I'm IWI Ii 
!l 22" f.17 O!l2U :I 
1 53 172 lZ:iO 1 

4 30 1819 2 
14 19 1495 6 

!I7!1 6 
14 1'1 11116 Ii 

_u 0 
a ~ 

il 
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TABLE VIII 
1991 Incidence hy Crime Type 
uy COIlUIlUIII ty ut UCCU1"CCUCU 

INCORPORA~~O VILLAGE 

AUTO ALL 
COH~IUNITY 1I0MICIDt: RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BtlRGLARY LARCt:NY THEFT ARSON NARCOTICS OTHERS TOTAL POP. PCT· 

PORT WASHING'IDN 1 1 11 6 260 475 105 .. 2 880 1761 15901 6 ROC~VILLE Ct:NTER 1 34 5 446 789 139 7 522 1943 252911 1 ROSLYN 1 13 11 54 116 11 198 404 2211 6 ROSLYN ESTATES 20 9 1 18 411 782 6 ROSLYN HARBOR 1 :7 16 32 56 1615 Ii RUSSI!LL GARDENS 1 20 5 41 1269 6 S.'UlDLE ROCK 10 4 16 30 926 6 SANDS POINT 1 1 23 31 6 1 26 89 2729 6 SEA CLIFF 4 31 60 3 .J.lQ 216 '5346 6 SOUTH FLORAL PK. 1 2 9 13 1 35 61 1512 5 STEWART MANOR 2 12 25 1 U 83 2389 l TUOMASTON 1 2 1 79 29 ISO 172 2682 6 VALLEY STREAM 1 49 18 412 665 5 35 1384 2569 35364 5 WES1'BURY 1 1 22 22 247 363 1 11 553 1221 13707 l WILLIS'IDN PARr. 1 1 7 3 58 150 1 6 303 530 8127 l WOODS BURGH 13 3 11 21 854 • CITY OF 
GLEN COVt: 2 27 50 377 404 81 1 15 561 1518 24305 2 CITY OF 

5 5 66 28 LONG BEACH Jill 908 190 28 101 1767 3479 34140 4 
ro:mDl'I:S 

~ Park, Floral Park ~nter 
, Ci ty, G.udcn City (I.IIl1.noorporatcd) 

·~UIp.it".IJ, &.Ilit IUI\lIiblad 
~l:il.l/lJ I'.u-k, ILtrbor Isle, :,jOrth lDng Delich 
6Llwrll/1Q3, North Lawrence,"Eaat Lawrence 
~la, E.1st Kinoola (uninoorp:lrated) 
80ld Brookvillo, l1rooIcvi11e, Muttont:o..n, Upper Brookville 
l\lrt 1..:.t:i!Un'lton, Port Washin;J1:Cn North, uaxter I::9tatell 

I', 
'.' -20-
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UNINCORPORAn:O ARCA 

Cml~IUN I 1"1' IIOHIClDt:! R ... Pt:! ROBBERY ASSAUI.T 

ALDt:RTSON 3 4 
... Tt.A.'l T [C IlE ... CII 1 8 
1l.'l.OIHN . .1 ., 41 35 
II ...... I' ... RI\ 
f1AYVILLt:! 
bt:LLt.1I0~1:: TERRACE 4 2 
I:ELUiOitE 1 13 19 
~~TtlPAGt. 1 II 15 
CARLI:: PU.CI:: 1 28 17 
E. GAROt.N CIT\' 4 8 
t:!. ttt:AOOW 1 4 34 67 
t: •. IiINEOLA 
E. I!ORWICH 1 :2 
Et.M.ONT 3 1 99 59 
FkA!llU.lN SQUARE 1 2 26 10 
GARDEN CIT'i PARK 8 3 
G ... ROt.N CITY SOUTH 1 i 
GL£N IIEAO 3 
GLENWOOD LANDING 
GRt. ... T NECK 29 29 
GREENVALE 6 2 
IIERRICI<.S 1 

'f 

\ 

. ' 

TAIl/.E VIII 

1 UU'I Iliu 1 1,1 "IIUII lIy' l:r lui. 'IVI)II 
By COIMlunlty of Occurrunao 

BURGJ,ARY 

-l~ 
61 

345 

20 
14 

193 
172 
lei 

34 

439 
:. : .... 

47 
283 
189 
59 
7 

69 
11 

261 
16 
9 

! 

i.'" RCI:!NY 

• 86 
72 

670 

20 
22 

372 
307 
989 
169 
774 

32 
5?S 
252 
186 
31 

70 
lJ 

372 
57 

.30 
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AUTO 
TlleFT ARSON 

1 6 

jO '-

J 
2 :2 

1 6 
"to 

1 15 

1 
1 10 

5 
1 

2 

:I :2 

'. 

NARCOTICS 

j 
:2 

19 

6 
23 
"32 
61 
42 

65 
13 

1 

1 

11 
,1 
:'2 

... 

,. 

' . 

~., ! 

A~L 

°TIIl:!RB TOT"'h POP .PCT 

11B 246 5465 1 
137 2B1 203) 4 

1285 34ii~ 31363 1 
2m 4 

54 ,9. 149' " '2 
31 13 im 3 

133 mo 18016 1 
822 1155 16684 & 
855 2026, 5388 3 
213 496 2B16 3 

1561 2938 39535 1 -~ 1 
61 l~~ 2781 . :2 

1455 25H 27435 5 
733 1231 28784 5 
216 473 7705 l 
73 114 4aU 5 

137 292 4519 , 
40 73 J5il Ii 

701 140.6 692.9 6 
85 167 ·759' 6 
44 :':85 8049 3 

. .,,' 
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1981 Incldonco bV Crill. Type 

11\' 1;'.'"11111111 V .. r 11o' .. IIIIUIIUIl 

UNlNCORPORATED ARI::A 

AUTO ALL 
COKHUNITV lIOHJCIOr. RAPt: !!OOBt:RY ASSAULT DURGl,MY LARCENY TIlEFT ARSON "A!!COTICS OTI!P.jRS TOTAl. POP I P~ 

m:WUTT 14 7 111 209 1 Ii 450 198 '951 4 

IIEWLETT PT. 
.. 4 

1I1CICSVILLE :.I 2 3D 27 433 961 5 7 41 1553 3069 43021 8 

INWOOD ,6 23 84 133 3 1 3 328 622 B2BB 4 

.::!E!!lCIIO 1 11 8 2ll 258 :.I • 16 459 974 1~793 2 

LAJU:VIEW 13 10 105 51 7 175 Jli1 252 5 

LEVITTOWN 2 1 26 54 332 761 3 3 55 1799 3036 56771 8 

LIDO " POINT 
LOOKOUT 10 39 74 IB 166 307 4513 4 

LOCUST VALLEY 
2 1 39 54 86 182 3536 2 

KALVERNE PARK 4 J 17 .. .. 32 56 1212 5 

KANHASSET 1 14 15 141 380 a 1 7 672 1233 8481 6 

KASSAPEQUA ' 1 2 59 62 326 1461 :2 B 50 2123 4094 3809~ 7 

K&!!R1CK 1 25 12 272 613 3 16 862 IB04 3~nJ 7 

NEW CASSEL 2 18 39 IB4 107 2 24 350 726 91176 3 

NEW HYDE PARK 
1 39 9 190 481 9 603 1332 14872 3 

NORTH BELLMORE 
16 9 179 159 1 6 U9 819 20422 7 

N. HAS5APEQUA 1 6 11 118 178 1 1 12 408 736 21m 7 
H. KERRICK 1 3 6 90 149 2 314 565 12771 1 

H. VALLl'IY STREAM 9 6 77 98 8 430 618 14526 5 

N. WAHTAGU 3 26 24 1 :2 54 110 125DI • 
( ) 
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UNINCORPORATt:O ARCA 

..... ' ... 

OCt::AIlSIDE 
OLD BETIIPAGE 
O~Sn:1l BAY 
PLAINY.DGE' 
PLAINVIEW 
ROOSEVELT ' 
ROSLYN tl&lGIITS 
S£At"ORD 
SEARIIIGroWN 
so. FANiINGDALE 
so. tlEHPSTEAD 
SO. VALua' STREAM 
Syosst:TI . 
LOCUST GROVE 
UNIONDALE 
WANTAGH 
weSTBURY 
WEST tl&HPSTEAD 
WOODBURY 
WCODHERE 

,; 

1 

1 
4 

1 

~1 

1 
1 

,-

1 .. 

. , . 

.; 
, " 

" 

" 
, .', 

. ~ •. t .-

, . 

ROBIIERY AS§A\!LT 

16 45 
4 3 
3 i7 

1i 13 
80 59 
9 10 

U 23 
2 

B 7 
3 4 

26 5 

l io 
~6 34 
U 26 
23 1'1 

43 35 
2 5 

22 12 

" 

, ' 
w." . 

" 

. 
t, 

" 

, ' 

TAIlLB VIII 

19BI IncidunC8 bV eel •• TVp. 
BV c~~unlty of OCcueeena. 

\ Aum 
BURGLaRY LARCENY TIIEFT 

296 59B 1 
79 64 ' .. 
79 1Q2 1 

1 21 
352 516 
3a2 lOS 
101 119 a 
U6 III 

l7 40 .. 
OJ 154 .. 
43 ;44 
,3~ "7 1 

354 jil~ .. 
2]0 377 1 
187 us' 
205 l6'6 .. 
162 
.~l 
150 

34.9 ," 
2~0 

251 1 

.: 
,,' 

.-

. . , . 

J2J-
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3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

----------------------.--------------------------~---------------------------------.~ 

While tiliere are somea,reas that have offense· :levels 

tha,t are much higher than the county norm, generally crime in 

Nassa.u is a dispersed phenomenon. Indicative of this, :the 

communities wibh the highest concentrations of population 

consistently have the highest number of reported crimes. 

1981 Corml1mi ty 
Rankings 

Number of Rank in Rank in 
Community Incidents 1979 1980 

Hempstead 6231 1 1 
Massapequa 4094 3 2 
Freeport 3575 4 4 
Long Beach 3474 2 3 
Hicksville 3069 5 5 
Levittown 3036 6 6 
East Meadow 2938 7 7 
Valley Stream 2692 10 8 
Elmont 2571 9 9 
Baldwin 2404 Unlisted Unlisted 

Incidents per 1,000 People 

Our analysis shows that communi ties', scoring high in 

crime incidents tend ~o be in the locations of large shopping 

centers with a considerable, transient population. 
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Community * Incidents per 1,000 people. 

1 Carle Place 
2 South Valley Stream 
3 Great Neck(Unincorporated) 
4 Hempstead 

376 
285 
202 
154 
145 
143 
119 
115 
115 
108 

5 Manhasset 
6 Lawrence 
7 Roosevelt 
8 Westbury (Unincorporated) 
9 Hewlett 

10 Farmingdale 

*Communities with less than 5,000 population not represented 

The ten communities with the greatest number of robberies 
and burglaries per 1,000 residents are listed below. 

COInmunity* 

1 Great Neck 
2 Hempstead 
3 Roosevelt 
4 Freeport 
5 Lawrence 
6 Carle Place 
7 Lakeview 
8 New Cassel 
9 Westbury 

10 Rockville Centre 

Impact Crimes per 1,000 people 

41.7 
37 
32.3 
30.2 
28.9 
24.5 
22.5 
20.8 
19.6 
19. 

Two communities that have evidenced change in relation to 
the total crime picture in Nassau County are Long Beach and 
Great Neck. Lang Beach had been consistently identified in pre­
vious analysis* as one of the county's high crime communities. 
There has been a gradual decrease in the number and severity of 
reported criIIlesi\in this city, particularly in view of the number 
of reported crimes per 1,000. Unincorporated Great Neck has had 
a rapid increase in the number of reported crimes in the last three 
years. Ge~~rally, this might be explained by the establishment of 

*CJCC ~. Criminal Activity Reports, 1979-1980. 

-25-



unincOrporated Great Neck 

Total 
Total Residential Impact 

Bur9:laries BurQl.ary Robbery Crimes Total 

·1979 136 97 10 146 804 
1980 158 III 16 174 973 
1981 261 185 28 289 1406 

major shopping centers and the attendant inc~ease in transient 

population flow. 

Of the Part II cJ:-imes, drug offenses, criminal mischief 

and driving while intoxicated accounted for nearly one half 

(48.6%) of the total arrests. Observation of Table IX will demon-

st~ate tbat, over the past five years, arrests for drug offenses 

and driving while intoxicated have risen steadily (24.2% and 

44.4%)respectively. There has also been a major increase (44.7%) 

in t~e numherof persons arrested for possession of a dangerous 

weapon. 

. Age of Arrestees 

The data that follows pr~ides demographic information 

concerning the age lof arrestees. 

(. 

Age Group 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 

12 alid under 263 230 298 274 255 

13-15 1,662 1,615 ~1, 848 1,761 1,594 
16-19 5,483 5.,774 6,309 6,165 5,444 
20-24 3,672 3,864 4,337 5,118 5,134 
25-29 2,117 2,262 2,435 2,9~9 2,949 
30-39 2,297 2,432 2,633 3,107 3,200 
40-49 1,343 1,269 1,247 1,4'21 1,493 
50~59 880 819 742 798 810 

ii 60 and over 306 303 275 341 329 
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Study of the above table shows that there is a trend 

toward increasing age of arrest.ees. Arrests of those of the age 

of 20 and over, are ~.ncreasing, while the arrests of those under 

the age of 20 years is decreasing. 

Arrests 

The total number of arrests (21,203) in Nassau County in 

1981 decreased 3.3% from the 1980 total. (The last decrease in 
. 

total number of arrests in Nassau CO:?I1ty was in the years 1975-

1976). The percentage of these arrests that were for the Part I 

crimes was app~oximately one-third(33.4%), 54.6% of the Part I 

arrests were for larceny (53.7 in 1979, 53.6 in 1980) while 

burglary accounted for another 25% (27.9 in 1979, 27.6 in 1980). 

While: arr~sts for the violent crimes were 16.8 of the total of 

Part I crimes, the incidence of violent crimes accounted for 6% 

of the reported incidents of Part I crimes • 

-27-
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TAf1LC IX 
TOTAL ARRESTS 
BY CRIME TYPE 

1977-1981 

Crimi! .-illL. ...!2Z!L ..!ill.. 2!!!!L -1lli-

Prrt 7 
Homicide 29 20 40 49 58 

Rape 42 28 38 U .a 
Robbary <!78 443 500 538 5U 
Aggravated A.sault 455 490 517 55!> S4S 
Burqlary 1.823 2.010 .2.087 2.116 1.762 
Larceny 3.892 3.495 4.01n 4.107 3.865 
Auto Thaft 3-16 302 28" 253 245 

Sub-Total 7.035 6.788 7.49( 7.659 7.070 

part II 
Araon 53 49 64 65 64 

Kidnapping 0 1 8 0 

Drug offensell 1.!i34 1.429 1.489 1.854 1.906 
Dangerous Weapons 283 284 374 405 421 
Bribery 7 6 2 5 3 
sex Offense. 193 239 170 244 183 
Extortion 3 a 0 3 
Forgery and Counterfeiting 240 226 222 222 228 
Pro.titution 19 20 99 70 73 
Stolen Property 589 549 645 654 635 
Coercion 1 1 2 1 1 
Criminal Hiscniaf 654 762 1.037 927 gS8 
Fraud 124 130 171 161 173 
Gambling 106 126 164 99 65 
PUblic Diaorda'r 62 347 211 32 37 
Embez:z:loment 0 1 0 1 
Simple Assault 564 643 868 973 800 
Falllily Offenses 115 91 89 63. 60 
Driving While Intoxicated 2.826' 2.725 2.636 3.495 4.082 
Vnauthoriz:ed Vehicle Vse *is 90 lOB 77 163 
Burglar'. Tool. 10 9 6 7 39 
Liquor Law Violations 16 67 26 U 32 
Disorderly Conduct 573 753 873 709 596, 
PUblic Narcotic Intox 2 2 i 7 1 • 
Loitering 3. 62 17 26 89 
All other 2,875 3,168 ' 3,352 3,953 3.598 
Sub-Total 11.048 11.780 12.634 1:~.275 14.138 

TOTAL 18.083 18.568 20.124 21.934 21.208 

* Includes Murder, Non-negligent and Negligent Man~laughter 

Significantly, the percentage, 6f tlose arrested for Part I 

criires w}'X) ,are under the age of 16 has decreased in 1981. 

Less than 16 

Juvenile Arrestees for 
Part I Offenses 

77 
16.4 

78 . 
16.9 
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17.2 

80 
16.2 

81, 
14.5 
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Further analysis of arrestee characteristics indicates 

that the percentage of the total that are males has remained 

fairly constant. In terms of race the percentage of those arrested 

who are white 'is decreasing slowly, while the percentage who are 

black is increasing' correspondingly. 

CHARACTERISTIC 

Sex 78 79 80 81 
Male 15,900 17/.102 18,826 18,643 
Female 2,658 3,022 3,108 3,118 

Race 
White 13 ,420', 14,393 14,861 13,360 
Black 5,088 .. 5,686 6,179 6,171 
Indian 8 9 1 4 
Asian 24 15 62 37 

A separate ana~ysis of community of arrestee's residence was .. 

completed for 1981. Data for arrests made by the Nassau County 

Police Department was prepared by that department. whil~ data for 

arrests made by' local police departments was "abstracted II by the 

Criminal Justice Coordinating Council 'from .the FBI 'Unif9rm Crime 
! 

Reports., The UCR 's, ali; preser.tly filed by:,i;ndependent police 

departments, do not include information as to the residence of 

arrestees. For the purposes of this report we are considering 
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all arrestees apprehended by indep~ndent police departments as 

residing in those communities in which they were apprehended. 

This will tend to increase the appal."ent number of arrestees 

residing in communi ties wi th ind~pendent: police departments. 

Table.X provides a chart of arrests by the community 

of arrestees residence and by the community where the crime 

was comini tted. 

\ 
\l 

I 
~ 
~ 
~ 

I 
i 
~ 
I 
\ 
\)1 

\ 

-.----



r 
'-. ' , 

.' ,1 

Table X 
t!ln I lncloonm by Crlmo 'IVra 

\lY l1ullulluni Ly ut IIn:ulltuu IIUlildullcu 

INCORPORATl:D v:;.r,LAGE 

AUTO ALL 

COIi.'it! N IT¥' HOMICIDE RAPE ROOBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LABCEtf{ TIIgfT ARSON 'NARCOTICS OTIIEBS TOTAL POP, PCT. 

ATLANTIC BEACH . 2 5 ~ ~e u Jm ! BAYVILLE 6 3 15 2 
BELLEROSE 1 1 5 5 12 25 1192 1 

CEDARHURST 3 4 3 6 6 33 55 6032 « 
CENTRE ISLAND 

2 7 9 318 ~ 

COVE NECK 1 1 2 3211 2 
EAST HILLS 1 1 9 11 7224 , 
EAST ROCKAWAY - 7 14 13 1 6 65 106 101139 4 
EAST WILLIS'roN 

:.. 2 5 7 2692 1 

FARHINGOALE 6 7 18 34 1 28 97 191 7937 i 
FLORAL PAIlK L 9 5 29 30 23 172 26B 16653 J 

F LOWE Rill LL 4 4 4545 6 
FREEPORT 15 11 95 102 266 303 9 143 . 689 1611 37953 1 
GAIUJEN CITY2 1 15 8 22 90 1 - lB 171 352 22816 1 
CREAT NECK 1 5 9 1l 1 B 54 119 3001 , 
GREAT NECK ESTATES 7 1 1 1 4 15 2915 , 
GREAT NECK pLAZA 1 5 6 SU. , 
tlEHPSTEAD 1 16 15 . 137 173 Jll 669 Il 1 2ll 1531 3116 40577 J 
tlEWUTT BAY PAIlK 1 1 486 « 
tlEWLETT HARBOR 1 l: 1· 3 6 1322 « 
tlEWLETT NECK 46i 
ISLAND PARK. 2 26 18 25 7 58 136 47911 « 
KENSING'roN 3 2 5 1154 6 
KING'S POINT 2 6 5 21 34 5310 , 
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'1',wl11 X 

INCORPORAT~D VILLAGE 
l!lUl Incl<luIlClJ lJy crlllYJ '1Y ..... 

lIy conlll1unity of Arroatoo uouidonco 

AUTO ALL 

CQMMUNITY HOMICIDE MPE BOllBERY ;'S 5 IWI.T -'ll!,llGLARX l.ABCEHX TIIEFT /lRSON N"ROOTICS OlIIFi!!; TOTAL POP, PC]. 

LAKE SUCCESS 1 1 10 6 2 8 211 un , 
1 :2 3 :2 

LATTINGTOWN 
LAUREL HOLLOW 1 1 5 1 21 29 1~8t :2 

LAWRENCE 5 1 2 1 B 4 27 43 611' 4 

LYNBROOK 
4 2'1 48 43 1 40 220 389 2015' 5 

HALVE run: 1 2 9 '4 5 48 69 9195 5 

HANORIIAVEN 
2 1 15 18 5191 , 

HASSAPEQUA PAM 1 4 l:l 22 21 1Ii 135 211 19865 7 

HATXNECOCK 
990 2 

HILL NECK 
1 1 1 4 9 911 a 

HINEOU.6 3 12 10 15 19 11~ 165 agjU 1 
5 , 

HUNSEY PARK 
NEW IWE: PARK 1 3 5 10 17 1 46 83 9811 3 

1 1 1861 , 
NQRnl HILLS , 
OLD B.ooKVILLE:' 1 5 11 14 2 11 126 170 8928 a 

OLD ton:STOURY 1 2 1 :I 4 4 3D 52 3258 1 

OYSTER BAY COVE 
1 3 5 9 lilt a 

PLANDOME 
7 7 1495 , 

PLANDOttE IIEIGilTS 
979 , 
8B6 , 

PLANDOHt HANOR 
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T.lblD X 
190\ lncldoncl! bV CrimI! Type 

.J.!l'_ 1:"11"11111111 Lr III 1\1 :t!1!!.!~I.!U!!!!!. ~!!!!.!!~!L 

INCORPORATED ViLUGE 

AUTO ALL roMMUNIl'1 tlOI:!ICIQI:: !lAI!E !l0RnERY lISSAUl:! ntlRGI·A!!Y IMCt;tlX !Imt:~ aR!i°!i_..&l!COTlCS OTIIERL '[Q!P,L EO!! I !!CT. 
PORT WASUINGTON8 1 2 2 25 20 1 2 172 225 15901 6 ROCKVILLE Ct:NTER :z 13 10 35 103 20 201 384 2S291l 1 ROSLYN !i Ii 25 36 .. a:m , 
ROSLYN ESTATt:S J 1 1 3 Ci 782 , ROSLYN HARBOR 2 1 J IG15 6 RUSSt:LL GARDENS 
SADOL£ ROCK 1:169 , 

1 1 1126 6 SANDS POINT 1 5 4 1 1 25 37 2729 , SEA CLIFF 2 1 1 2 1 J lD 42 5346 6 SOUTII FLORAL PK. 1 2 1 1 1 Ii 13 25 1512 5 S'reWART HANOR 1 1 1 1 \) 15 2189 .. 1 
TtiOKASTON 1 1 4 6 268Z , 
VALL£Y STREAM 1 1 15 30 23 1 13 138 222 35364 5 WESTBURY . 1 2 7 13 26 !i 55 109 13707 1 WILLISTON PARK 1 1 1 15 5 3 51 79 8127 1 WOODS BURG" 

1 i 854 4 CI'N or 
GLEN covt:9 1 4 40 15 79 Ii4 4 5 32 247 491 24105 2 CI'N OF 
LONG BEACH 8 ·21 30 82 214 :I 9 97 936 1399 34140 4 

tu:Illllll:S ri 

~F10r.ll r..u'k, .'lor.ll rark Olntor 
3Glrdo.ln Citv, G.I.nl.m Citv (unincorporabld I 
411L!n,llltu..d, &.1st 11u11lDtoad 
51l11and P.lrk, ILlroor lela, N. toOlJ lloiICh 
/jI....lWl:\!l1al, N. I....Iwrcnoo, E. l.lwronoo 
7"tlnuol.l, l~IlIt H111uolll (w; lncol1 lOr.ltuUl 
IIOld I1rookv111u, IIna)jcvll1ll, Huttontu..n, Uwur Ilrookvlllu 
91\Jrt W,ullllr)lton, i\Jrt W,\UhlI\lJoon NorU,; 1~IlILur i:!utdblU 
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UtnN~RPORATl::O ARCA 
. ~ 

CObL'IUNIT'{ HOHICIO!:: RI'IPE ROBBERY 

A£.Bt:RTSOH 
3 

1.Tt.ANTIC BEACH 

BALD~*tf° 2 .. 
BAY jl1.RK 
B1.YV~JLLE -.' 
BELIXIiOSE TERAACIl 

BE1.t.MOI\& 

IlETltP"Gt: 1 1 .. 
CARLE; PLACE 
E', cARDt:N CIT'{ 
.,. Hl::ADOW 2 1 3 

E •. "I~EOLA 
,. 

E, NORWicH 1 

EUIONT 1 2 17 
FRANla..lN SOU1.RE 1 3 4 
GARDEN CITY PARK 2 
GARDt:N;',CXTY SOUTH 
ClLt;N HE1.0 
GLENHOOD LANDING 
GRt:AT NECK, 1 4 
GREENVALE ' 

HERRJCl<S , ~ 

\ 

By 

ASSI'IULT 

2 
·3 

17 

12 
7 
1 

14 

1 

25 
4 
2 
2 
3 
2 

16: 

1 

.... 't., 

'rable X 

l!JUl Incldunctl uy Cr 1 me 'l'Ype 
community of Arrestee ReBidftnn" 

BURGLI'IRY 

S ... ·· 
3 

25 

1 

19 
18 

Ii 
2 

J1 

4' 
]0 
6, 
7 
1 

69 
3 

17 

Io1.RCI:!NY 

.. 
38 

22 
16 

6 

25 

:! 

51 
lB 

6 
2 

70 
5 

20 

~34-
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AUTO 
THEFT 1.RSON 

~ 

1 
1 

.. .. 
1 

2 

3 
2 

2 
1 1 

1 

- ,-
1 

1.LL 
NI'IR~TICS OTHJ::RS TOT1.!. POP. ~£T 

is ~3 55 5465 3 
2 12 20 2033 4 

18 159 264 31363 1 
4 5 2J39 4 

l' 2 494 2 

~ 1 1 1933 J 

16 1110 171 10016 , 
-22 129 199 16684 8 

1 '17 31 5)88 J 
2 2816 J 

25 174 ~11 -:19535 3 
,.; 3 
15, 21 2781 2 

38 225 392 27435 5 
i:s 99 142 :18784 5 

17 34 7705 3 
12 17 4224 5 

1 _ 137 282 4519 6 
2 19 33 3561 6 

5 89 161 6929 Ii 
1 10 12 759 6 

8049 3 
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UNINCORPORATEIl AREA 

:~ 

! • v' 

,i' 

-. 

1 

1 
1 
1 

6 

1 ' 

2 .. 

ROBBERY 

'" . 
.' Ii 

9 

7 
.,. Ii 

'", 

2 
1 5 

2 
4 4 • 

2 
2 
2 
1 

.' 
Table X -_._----;" 

. ~ . 
1901 Incidence by Cr~me Type 

•• nY..$.!:!!L'"lI!!U.!:L!!.f.. Arrnii to", 'nlllll "nnrm 
. j.'! 

1 3 

15 :17 
25 ~4 

3 ~4 
9 , 23 

50 83 
, 
1 
1 3 

12 8 
30 3,3 

B 21 
16 ~3 

4 '7 
2 ~O 
7 . 1,7 
8 21 
~ 10 . 

,', 

19 

.' 50 
35 
10 
~2 
71 
" , 

5 
5 

.. 
11 

5 
22 
.69 
20 

23 
18 
22 
13 
,1 

" 
-35-

: 

AUTO 

1 -, 

(, 

i! 

1 
1 

2 

:z 
1 

1 

l 
1 

2 

29 
II 

6 
7 

68 

43 

25 
7 

7 
9 

10. 
3 
1 

36 

241 
70 
3,0 
40 

471 

9 
21 

1 
58 

38.7 
103 
131 

46 

67' 
92 
93 
63 

1 

, " 

* 

172 
166 

54 
~8 

751 
.. 1 

15 
11 

1 
92 

508 
157 
28t 

99 

121 
140 
157 

92 
3 

"':.' 

" . 

.. , 

I'DI' 

6958 

43028 
8288 

12793 
5252 

56171 

4513 
3526 

1212 
84111 

"380!)fi 
24373 
?676 

148.72 

20422 
21257 
12771 
14526 
12508 

"'':, 

reT 
4 
4 

B 
4 
2 
5 
B 

4 
:2 

5 
6 
7 

1 
3 
3 

7 
7 
1. 
5 
8 

j 
: , 
d 
'i 
,.j 

'I 
'-.£ 

11 
;j 

,I 
.u,,~_~~1 
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Table X 
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Community of Airestee . 

The ten communi ties with "the greatestllunIDer of arrests 

in 1981 are: 

Number of 
. Rank Community Arrests 

·1 

1 Hempstead 3116 
2 Freeport 1633 
3 Long Beach 1399 
4 Levittown 754 
5 Roosevelt 613 
6 Massapequa 50f) 

.7 Glen Cove 4~1 
8 Elmont 396 
9 Lynbrook 389 

10 "Rockville Centre 384 

• 

,-

1\ .. 

-37- . '. 



The ten communities with tpt-; highest arrest rates 

per 1,000 residents are: 

Rank 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

,Community 

Hempstead 
Roosevelt 
Freeport 
Long Beach , 
westbury (Unincorporated)" 
New Cassel 
Farmingdale 
Great Neck (Unincorporated) 
Glen Cove 
Lynbrook 

Arrests per 
1,000 people 

76.8 
43.5 
43 
41 
37.8 
29 
24 
23.2 
20.2 
19.2 

In view of,the 'communities with the highest percentage 

of impact crime arrests, it is apparant that these communities, 

rather then being characterized by the relatively g,reater size 

'of the community, as in the case of the communi ties ~ith the ',' 

greatest absolute number of arrests, are unified in that they 

share generally fower economic levels. 

The ten communities with the greatest number of persons 

arrested Eor Impact crimes per 1,000 resi4~nts are as follows: 

community 

1 Hempstead 
2 Freeport 
3 Roosevelt 
4 Lakeview, 
5 Glen Cove 
6 Westbury (Unincorp) 
7 New Cassel 
8 Great Neck (Unincorp) 
9 IDng beach 

10 mvOOl 

-38-
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III!pact Crimes 
per 1,000 

11.5 
9.5 
8.4 
5.7 
4.9 
4.2 
3.8 
3.3 
3.0 
2.7 

I 

k 
i 

1\ 

I! 
1 
\ 
1 
I· 
I 

I 
i 
t 
I ' 

I 

1 
j, 

I 
I, 
t 

I 
I 
f 
i 

I 

, 
i 
I 
i 

I 
~ 
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AP.PENDIX A 

PART. I OFFENSES 

1'~ Murder and'Non-Negligent Manslaugh~r. 

lb. Negligent Manslaughter. 

2.. Rape: 

Forcible Rape. 
Attempted Forcible Ra;Je. 

3. Robbery: 

Handgun. 
Othf'! Firearm. 
K •J C - I m.e or uttlOg nstrurr.ent. 
Other Dangerous Weapon. 
Strong-Aim.. 

. 4. Assault: 

Handgun. 
Other Firearm. 
Knife orCuning Instrument. 
Other Dangerous Weapon. 
Strong-Arm. 

-5" Burglary: 

Forcible Entry., 
Unlawful Entry - no for~ 
Attemp1:2d Forcible Entry. . 

6. Larceny-Theft {except motor vehicle theftL 

7. Motar Vehicle Theft:: . 

Automobiles.. 
Trucks and 8 uses.. 
Other Vehicles.. 

-39,· 
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Ranking of Nassau Communities by Ii 

Crime Occurrence Ii APPENDlX B APPENDIX B If 

I: 
!: 

Ca."iIr.u.~i ty Ii 
.co:n:1u.."1i ty Nmfr..er of Rank Crines 'Per Rank Ji Crimes Per Rank Impact Crirres Rank Inpact Cri.ne Rank NurnJ:er of Rank Cri.nes 1,'000 

il 
i 

Per 1,000 I, Crimes 1,000 Per 1,000 UninCOIpOratm 
J! Unincorporat£rl Areas 

I I : Areas ~ f 

.All:::ertsan t ; 
246 :tl 45 78 6.4 91 . I LidojPt. IDokout' 307 64 .52 70 8.6 79 • Atlantic ~ach 287 65 14~ 11 33.4 4 Locust Valley 182 76 52 69 11.6 62 Baldwin 2404 10 77 33 12.3 57 l1alverne Park 56 97 46 76 2.5 108 Bay Park ! Y.anhasset 1233 30 145 9 18.3 22 Bayville 94 86 190 5 40.5 2 iolassapequa' . 4094 2 107 18 10.1 72 B211erose Te.zrace 73 92 38 89 9.3 75 lvErrick 1804 16 88 28 14.5 40 Be1lnore 1340 27 74 42 11.4 63 New cassel 726 45 75 38 20.8 16 Bethpage ~ 1355 26 81 32 10.9 66 New Hyde Park • 1332 29 90 26 15.4 37 Carle Place 2026 12 376 1 24.5 13 North BelJ..rrorE! 819 41 40 85 9.5 74 . E. Garden City 496 58 176 7 13.5 47 N. Massapequa 736 44 35 94 5.8 96 E. l-Eadow 2938 7 74 41 12 60 N • .Merrick 565 94 44 80 7.3 88 E. l·tineola . . N. Seaford 

.E. Norwich 150 81 54 64 17.2 29 N. Valley StrE:am 618 50 42 82 5.9 95 Elnont 2571 9 94 '25 13.9 45 . N. Wantagh 110 85 9 . 110 2 .110 Franklin Squcxe 1231 31 43 81 7.5 86 CX:eanside 2134 11 64 54 9.3 76 G3.rden City Old Bethpage 267 68 44 79 13.6 47 Garden City lark 470 59 61 58 8.7 78 Oyster Bay 470 58 73 46 12.7 55 Garden City ~ outh 114 83 27 102 .1.9 III :r:J.aU-JEilge 53 98 5 III 114 Glen Eead Plainview ~ 282 67 62 56 15.3 38 1814 15 65 51 13 51 Glen\o.'CXX:l LanC.ii"lg 73 91 20 106 3 107 Roosevelt 1681 19 119 12 32.4 5 . Great Neck 1406 25 202 4 41.7 1 Roslyn 
Greenvale 167 78 220 3 29 9 . Roslyn Heights 496 Sa 76 37 16.9 31 Herricks 85 89 10 109 1 113 Seaford 1195 33 75 40 7.9 85 Hewlett . 798 ;42 115 14 18 26 t Searingtown 
Eewlatt Ft. So. Fanningdale' 580 52 35 91 5.5 100 Eicksville 3069 5 71 48 10.9 66 So.. Henpstead 156 80 49 72 14.4 41 Inwoo::'i 622 49 75 39 15.9 35 So. Valley Stream 1533 21 285 2 10.4 70 Jericho 974 37 76 . 36 18 27 mosset 1440 24 74 44 18.2 25 Iake\Tiew 346 61 66 : 50 22.5 15 niondale 1475 23 74 43 13.7 46 
l.evitto.-m 3036 6 53 65 6.3 93 Wantagh 1555 20 48 73 6.1 94 Wesfurry 1113 34 115 13 23.5 14 

W. Hempsteaa 1335 28. 73 45 11.2 65 
~.f 629 48 88 29 13.4 49 
T'ib::x:1-ne.re 1021 34 60 59 10.2 71 ., 

"'. 

" , 
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