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introduction

Robert Lamb, Jr., Region X Director of Community Relations for the U.8. Depart-
ment of Justice, spoke recently in Portland, reminding citizens that "it will
take innovative responses from the community to cut the relationship between

the economy and crime.” This is alsc true of the relationship betwesen the jus-
tice system and crime, cobsolete policing methods and crime, weakened education-—
al systems and crime, all those institutions whose current evelution is creating
the side effect of the rising crime rate.

Crime is so pervasive, however, that in our analysis of causes, we sometimes
lose sight of any solutions. We begin to think that crime, like death and
taxes, will always be with us. This is true, sometimes, even among anti-crime
workers and we must realize thet such sort-sighted visions will only vield ban-
daid results.

This is especially true in community anti-crime work where the process if cften
tedicus with many trials and srrors as citizens lezrn to act powerfully and res- 3
ponsibly in order to impact the quality of life in their neighborhoods.

s

During the past three years, Welghborhoods Against Crime ({NAC} has engaged in
this process. Citlzens have come together to design solutions to their crime
problems and often find out, as thev begin watching out. for each other, that

the way they live their lives changes. But this change is a rewarding one and
there has been overwhelming citizen response and support for our program.
Through citizen efforts, the NAC program was recently granted funding by the
City of Portland and a full-time Community Anti-Crime office has been establish-
ed in City Hall. Like our LEABA grant deszsign, this program will also work in
cooperation with the Portland Police Bureau's Crime Prevention Unit. We believe
these components will continue to make a difference in crime in Portland, in
fear of crime and in citigens taking responsibility for the destiny of their
neighborhoods and their community.
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Problems Addressed

Portland, with a population of 280,000 persons serves as the major urban center for
the State of Oregon. BAll major racial groups reside in the city with the largest
number of minorities being blacks (5.6%) and Spanish-speaking persons {1.7%). Dur-—
ing the past three years, nearly 15,000 Southeast Asian refugees have come to the
city and there is a large and vocal gay community whose population is estimzted at
45,000, A 1974 population survey showed that 26% of Portland's population was under
17 years of age, and that 13% was over the age of 65, These figures are both above
the national average, and represent the groups with the highest crime rate and the
greatest fear of crime. Approximately 15% of Portland's population falls below the
federal proverty guidelines, with 25% of this population elderly.

During the last ten years, Portland has ssen a greast increase in crime. Reported
crimes against property have increased by 193% and crime against persons has increas-
ed by 434%. BAs 3 result, even though there has been some reduction in crime during
the past three years, many of Portland's residents and business people feel that Port-
land is not a safe city. In a 1980 neighborhood survey, residents in every area.of
the city stated that their most serious concern was crime. Fear of crime is z major
problem in Portland. Pear isolates people, in particular the elderly, and prevents
them from partsking in activities which they value. The isolation and fear also
creates a climate that is more conducive to the commission of crimes.

Unemploymernt in Portland is high, 10.8%, which is another contributing factor to
tensions, fear and crime.

Portland-bagsed Tri~County Community Council's 1976 Regional Priority Needs Survey,
which pinpointed crime prevention as a program needing major community emphasig,
ztated that ".,.we have come to the realization that law enforcement agencies, acting
alone, even under optimum conditions of manpower and budget, cannot stem the tide of
criminal behavior. Nothing less that wideszpread and effective community development
tan halt the increase in crime.”

Goals and Measurable Objectives

During our initial eightesn-wonth grant period, we operated under three goals: 1) to
plan and implement an anti-crime program, 2) to reduce fear of crime, and 3) to assess
the impact of cur program. These goals included these obijsctives:

Goal I: Plan and implement a community crime prevention program invelving citisens
working together and with police.

Objective 1: By month 12, fourteen {14) neighbobhood groups or areas will have written
crime prevention plens. By menth 18, ancther zeven (7) will have developed crime pre-—
vention plans.

Achievement: Objective met. Twenty-three neighborhood groups or areas have developed
crime prevention plans . In each of these neighborhoods, citizens
have put their energy and insights into plan development. Many have or continue to
participate in neighborheod organizetions, a fact instrumental in our atteining broad
community support for crime prevention. Police Crime Prevention Division (CPD) pro-
vided a great deal of information in the form of crime statistice as part of this
planning process. In the first year of our grant, CPD provided nearly all the staff
and volunteer training in crime prevention. These are the skills we are passing on to
citizens so that they can pass them on to other citizens. In addition, eight smaller
scale, project-specific plans were drawn up to meet expressed citizen needs in neigh-
borhoods in which the resources or interest in developing more comprehensive plans for
the entire neighborhood have yet to emerge. These plans generally grew ocut of immediate
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While comprehensive plans required support from NAC to meintain networks, the project-
specific plans generally developed after citizens initisted contact with NAC, a fact
resulting largely Erom increasing public awareness of NAC and its capabilities and
from the high valuves Fortlanders place on citizen action at all levels of community
life.

At the outget, however, these citizens likely would not have put their own perceptions
togethexr with those of their neighbors, combined these with crime statistics, and pro-
duced a plan of action. Crime was thought by most to be a matter for police to handle.
Today, in each of the thirtv-one ngighborhoods involved there exists a group of ex-
perienced citizen planners who are gaining increasing expertise at mounting. a coordinates
neighborhood response to crime in their area. At this point it is enough that citizens
know & collective response is possible, even though they still rely primarily on RAC

and £PD for maintenance activities, As we approach continuation of the current grant,
our close gssociation with neighborhood organizations and other ongoing groups will
become increasingly important as a means to maintain community crime prevention with de-
creasing WaC staff support.

Goal I, Objective 2: By month 12 at least seven (7) neighborhocde will be implementing
neighborhood crime prevention plans.

Achievement: Objective met. By month 12, fifteen anti-crime plans were in various stages
of implementation,; & process that increased in intensity through the end of the grant
period. Since the needs assessment and plan development process recognized the unigue-
ness of each neighborhood, implementation activities have been egually diverse. Major
activities hagve included self-defense education and rape preventicon for women, neighbor-
hood watch, anti-sex industry campaigns, apertment watch, anti-vandalism education in
the schools, home securlty checks and free lcoks for seniors and low-income persons,
wvhistle alert, crime bulletins, & community Crime Prevention Division's van for neigh-
borhood presentations, block homs recruitment, telephone reassurance for seniors, a
lock=your-car campaign for businessmen, bicycle marking and registration, participation
in city planning to lobby for crime prevention censiderations, cpllege student escort
service for seniors, and assorted consultations, workshops and forums. In addition,
geveral seed money projects were carried out using funds provided for this purpose in
Cen's grant.

Goal I, Objective 3: Recruilt 25 volunteers in each of seven geographic asreas and, with
Crime Prevention Division, train volunteers to provide crime prevention sarvices.

Achievement: Objective met. A total of 876 wolunteers vere recruited, trained and have
or are providing a variety of crime prevention services. Roughly half way through our
18 month grant period, we noted problems in solely recruiting volunteers for training
by CPD. Good cooperation between NAC, citizens, and CPD enabled us to approach pro-
blems with common purpose, a practice which has helped in many ways to solidify beth
NAC and £FD. We eventually did recruit 24 velunteers, however, and CPD trained 18 of
these by the original model. But we found by month 6 that many more potential volun-
teers were reluctant to commit the time for extensive traiming and to travel downtown
for it. They were, however, still willing to provide a variety of services to area
offices by canvassing, hosting block meetings, plenning and carrying out events and the -
like. ‘Thus, we revizced this objective in December, 1879, to include those volunteers
who, it turns out, form the backbone of each area's activities., They are at ground
level with roots deep in Portland's neighborhoods. We have learned to be flexible in
accepting their services more on their terms, and the pay-cff has been seen in a dev-
eloping pride of ownership of this program among these volunteers.
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Quality of volunteers is uneven across the areas. The personalities of the area
coordinators and thelr training and skills, plus characteristics of each area are

key Taotors. We will be tryving to isolate each in the continuation period in order

to develop metheods to improve where we can. Portland has a high rate of volunteerism.
Opportunities in Tri~County neighborhoods are many and competition for good volunteers
is keen., A variety of training resources is available in Portland for agencies who
use volunteers. We have used these resources. We have also depended heavily in CPD's
competernce and experience in volunteer training and management.

Goel I, Obtective 4: To establish a procedure for updating crime prevention plans
by month 15.

Achlevenent: Obilectlive met. A procedure was due at month 15 and was developed accord-
ing to schedule. Prior to month 15, several groups began re-exzmining their plans on
their own initiative, and some have zlready made revisions.

Soal I, Objective 5: To increase citizen awareness of crime prevention activities in
the City of Portland by 20% by month 18.

Achigvenent: Objective met. By month 12, public awareness activities had included
10,802 flyers, bulletins, and posters, 26 newspaper articles. 9 TV and radioc stories,

5 speeches, and 322 letters, surveys and newsletter articles. We maintained this rate
through month 18, providing a level of awarenesz that enables us to meet our partici--
pation cbjective. The staff technical assistance, access to a copier and to city/
county printing provided by CPD has been critical to the success of many of our projects

in this area.

Goal I, Objective 5: By month 12 participation in anti-crime activities will increase
by 10%.

Achieverent: Objective met. By month 12, 1271 citizens had participeted in community
crime prevention activities. This rate was maintained through month 18, and we were
able to meet the objective. Since planning was 2 major focus in our first twelve
months, participation in the planned activities ogcurred primarily in the last six
months. As with any new program of this type, generating participation was more effec-

tive and took less energy after the public became familiar with NAC's capabilities.

We have particularly pleased with the participation and support NAC has generaged among
public end private agencies, churches, schocls, citizen action groups, and business
peocple.

No one, it seems, is against crime prevention. The chief inhibitors to participation

in crime prevention activities are lack of awareness and inflation. Many of the techni-
gues NAC and CPD recommend are becoming more a2nd more costly as inflation and high

energy cozts Further reduce income available for investment in prevention hardware and
travel to meetings. We will review techniques recommended in each project in the con-
tinuation grant period with special emphasis on information about low or no-cost options.
We will zlso increase our efforts to convey the message for people to use those devices
they already have since in many burglaries in Portland, the victims left doors unlocked,
windows ajar, or alarm systems off.

Goal I, Objective 7: By month 18 to increase the number of contacts between citizens
and uniformed police.

achievement: Objective met. By month 6, 1t was apparent that the rate of contact be-
tween district patrol officers and citizens in their district were not going to occur
as expected. Training was centralized early in the program, and officers could not be

expected to leave their districts.
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Toc, full~time crime prevention officers in each precinct generally handle such con-
tacts. (The prevailing opinion was that precinct CPO's began attending regular NAC/
CPD monthly Joint staff meetings at month 13 which brought them into closer contact
with WAl st=ff who then vsed them more frewuently in their activities with citizens.
Likewize several staff attended in-service training sessions which CPD staff conducted
for all Portland officers between months 12 and 15, helping to crient officers to NAC
and aid them in linking crime prevention concepts with citizen involvement. )
Goal 32, Objective 1: By month 18 to reduce the fear of crime in Portland by using citi-
zen involvemant in coopsration with Police Crime Frevention Division.

2ehievement: Objsctive met. We have done all the activities we set out to do to reduce
fear of crime. However, the $15,000 independent impact svaluation was cancelled with
LEaA's zpproval and on NAC's understanding that such an evaluation would be handled by
American Institute of Research. It was not until month 13 that we discovered AIR's
evaluation would be broad and nationzl in gcope and not, as we thought, =ble to assess
our specific impact. Internal data cellection instruments to measure fear reduction,
then, were not developed by NAC until wonth 15, too late to be of any real values. Such
as we nave been able to c¢ollsct is reported under Goal 3 below.

Goal 3, Gblective 1: To assess the efforts of crime prevention by months & and 12 and
to evaluate the impact of crime prevention programs by month 18; to disseminate this
information.

hchievepent: Objective met. D'y victimization survey i attached.
il e T VEMe Y

In our czentinuation grant, we expanded our geals and objsctive statement to more speci-
fically address the work patterns in pur project. For example, we learned that a neigh-
borhood crime plan is not z static document but an ongoing process that is constantly
being revised, updated and redirected in respense to citizen concern and interest.
Another example is our development of citizen-based neighborhood watch. We initially
felt that citizen wateh programs would form and operate independently in ezch neighbor-
hoond. Howsver, after we began to organize block and neighborhood networks we found
these watches operated more effectively with additional support and information from
our fleld offices including crime alert bulletins, police-community forums and informa-
tion from other agencies. MNeighborhood watch networks could algo be used as neighbor-
hogd infermation networks, emergency praparedness networks, etc.

Goal I, Objective 1: 7o maintain and expand a community crime preventilon program that
involves citizens working together and uses community resources.

Achievenent: Objective met. By month 3, sixteen neighborhoods were inveolved in .anti-
crime projects and planning for their neighborhoods., Projects rangseé from whistle alert
meetings in downtown apartments to an independent, non-HCD locks program in Outer South-
sast Portland. Citizens were involved in accessing the potentizl crime hazard in’a com-
mercial building design to planning ways to maximize safety on a cross city bike trail.
Implementation of these existing crime preventicn plans involved 256 meetings with a
total attendance of 2,Bl6. Projsct cooperation with other zgencies such as Youth Ber-
vices and Neighborhood Mediation were also valuable in the implementation of anti-crime
projects. 32 community resources, agencies, groups and businesses were utilized in

this process.

Goal I, Objective 2: By months 1, 6 or 12, areas with existing plans will have evalvated
the effertiveness of ongoimg programs and will have made revisions as needed.

rchievement: Objective met, Weighborhood evzluation of the effectiveness of ongoing
projects involved several factors.
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Foremost, of course, was a sustained citizen interest in a given project. Bicycle mark-
ing, for example, was often a successful one day event in neighborhood schools and shop-
ping centers, but once most bikes were marked; the interest waned. This is also general-
ly true of property marking and site hardening. Another factor Involved in citizen eval=-
uation of projects was the accessment of other resources. Many anti-crime projects for
youths, for example, were dropped from neighborhood plans when the Portland Pelice Bur-
eau placed Community Juvenile Officers in schools to focus on crime prevention. 2Also
involved in the evaluation process was adaptation of traditional crime prevention models
for such basic programs ss block watch and self-defense. Some neighborhoods developed
sophisticated colar-coded maps for block watch participants while residents in Portlands
vooded but residential areas designed large signs and other signals to nelghbors indi-
cating who was watching out on the street, The evaluation progess involved 272 meet-
ings with an attendance of 3,257. 48 communlty groups, churches and businesses were
involved.

GCoal I, Dbjective 3: By month 12, crime prevention plans will have been written and
implemented in 10 additional neighborhoods.

achievement: Objsctive met, Many of the additional nsighborhoods which began planning
and lmplementing crime prevention, " had not been previously organized for any reason.
Specifically Beaumont-Whilshire and sSullivan's Gulch nelghborhoods were organized a-
round an anti-crime focus and neighborhood watch caempaigns, whistle alerts and the anti-
prostitution programs tooX place in neighborhoods that had only nominal citizen involve-
ment in the past. The anti-crime projects and planning in these additional neighbor-
hoods involved 132 meetings, with 1,620 in attendance and the utilization of 40 commun-
ity resource groups.

Goal II: To increase citizen knowledge of crime prevention technigues available so
that they may respond in poslitive ways to neighborhood crime problems.

. Objective 1+ Prior to implementation of all crime prevention projects, staff and area
citizens will determine effective and economical crime prevention technigues, training
or educmtion appropriate to the project and will incorporate those technigues, training
or education into the proiject.

Achievement: Objective met. Specific edocation and information.on crime preventien
technigues included presentations on site hardening, bicycle registration and whistle
zlerts as well as neighborhood information on crime statistics. This information pro-
cess involved 41 meetings with 812 in attendance.

Specific crime prevention training on skills such as locks installation and home se-
curity accessment was provided in 17 sessions with 2535 citizens attending.

Goal II, Objective 2: By month 3, the Program Coordinator will develop a city-wide
publie information plan that will convey information to the generzal public about crime
prevention technigues.

Achievement: Objective met. Because NAC was a new program and a different direction
for crime prevention In Portland, it was a high priority to get the word out about our
program, the alternatives it provides and our many successes. This was difficult at
first, but once word got around, we became very popular with the media. Staff appeared
almost menthly on television and we were frequent guests on radio talk shows. gur
projects and programs were followed so closely by the major newspapers and the area
presses that we rarely needed to resort to paid avertising or public service announce-
ments. We were particularly creative with the publication of our Weighborhood Watch
manual fnviting the public and the press to an autograph party. We held 14 gelevision
appeararces and participated in 15 radio shows. There were 46 newspaper articles about
us and 17 neighborhood newsletters focused on our projects. (coples of many of these
are attached). We released three public service announcements and distributed 19,734

Flermre
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Goal II1: To develop the capacity for citizens to maintain crime prevention activities
in their own nelghborhoods without staff support.

Ohiective 1: By manth 12, citv-wide self-defense sducation will be pmaintzined without
staff support.

dchievenment: Objective met. One of the most noteable achievements of NAC was our role
in the development of a variety of self-defense education programs in Portland as we
learned that citizens had a variety of personal safety needs. CPD provides a nine-hour
sel f~defense program for women which NAC made available to the neighborhoods. In addi-
tion, NAC worked with a number of existing self-defense professionals in the community
to develop programs that were geared to the needs of elderly people, gay people and
children. We offered low-cost self-defense programs for women that were ongoing and
provided the self-defense groups with evaluation toels and publicitv. 41 self-defense
were held with 658 people completing the courses including 2 classes for gay people,

& for seniors, 6 for children and 12 for women.

Goel ITZ, Obhiective 23 By month 12, Heighborhood Watch will be meintained without NAC
staff in two neighborhoaods,

Achievenent: ObJjective met. The focus of this original gosl was changed zs neighbor-
hood watch programs were developed in 27 neighborhoods. These programs operate inde-
pendently in that block meetings, property identification and the networking is done
by the citizens rather than by the staff as in the traditional police model. Staff
support is utilized, however, to provide organized block watches with new information,
crime alerts and other relevant neighborhood data. Reighborhood Watch programs also
serve as the umbrella for other block projects. Whistle alert and community personal
safety projects are often orgznirzed through Neighborhood Watches, We currently have
378 orgariized blocks with 3,387 program participants.

Goal ITI, Obiective 3: By month 12, 7 neighborhood associations, community groups or

business associations will have appointed standing committees to review crime prevention
needs and development for advocate fur appropriate programs.

Achievement: Obijsctive met. We currently have 11 standing crime prevention committees
in Portland including church groups, srea neighborhood coalitions, business groups, and
gay and socizl COnCern groups.

Goal IV: To incresse interaction between citizens and police in order to: 1)} increase
ecitizen awareness of roles and responsibilities of police in crime prevention, and 2)
to increase police awareness af the variety of citizen needs aznd expectations.

Goal IV, Objective 1: Achievement: Objective met. NAC's role a5 a llalson between the
police and the community established a way to include police in many community events
and to invelve them in community planning and decision making. Community contacts with
police mumber 75. There were 160 contacts by phone and 351 contacts by mail. 3t comm-
unity events, z total of Bl police officers were involved in cooperative processes with
257 citizens. ‘

Goal IV, Q%ﬁea%ive 2: Achievement: Objective met, H¥AC served to inform citizens of
police methods and procedures in order to narrow the gap between the broad expectations
that citizens have of police and what police are actually able to implement., Police con-
sultarions with citizens number 29, with &3 telephone contacts and 5,908 letters.
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Goal V: To assess the impact and achievements of KaAC for program planning.

Objective l: To produce monthly, quarterly and yvear end reports summarizing the achieve-
mants of NAC and to disseminate report information to staff, citizens and police for
program planning.

Achievement: Objective met, HNarrative reports have been produced by both area and
central staff on a monthly basis throughout the duration of the project. Total area
reports number 65 and central monthly reporte which are program comprehensive, number

10, Twoc guarterly reports were produced in the continuation grant along with this writ-
ing, the annual and final report. 275 reports were disseminated to citizens, 75 to police

people and 70 to staff members.

Obdective Z2: To implement a low-cost impact evaluation design monthly in order to col-

lect data that will determine the extent to which crime prevention acgtivities are pro-
ducing intended results, and to serve as a guide for program planning.

Achigvement: Objective met. The Management Information System, an impact evaluation
tool outlined in the continuation grant has been used throughout the continuation grant
period. The regults of that impact evaluation are incorporated in this section {(Goals
and Measurable Objectives) of this report. In addition, the Community Safety Information
Froject, a low-cost research and documentation project for NAC has catalogued the three
vears of neigbborhood crime projects to provide us with a computer data base as well

as Community Safety Informaetion, a publication of abstracts of HAC's anti-crime projects.







Summary of Major aActivites

gur initial efforts in Community Crime Prevention were guite varied responding to most
community concerns and interests.

In our efforts to define how Community Crime Prevention would manifest itself in this
communlty we embarked on hundreds of projects. In that exploration we were also de~
fining our relationship with the Police Crime Prevention Program and documenting what
variables were in affect in varicus neighborhoods to make a project & success in one
area &nd & failure in another,

In the ten month period of our continuation grant, our vwork became more focused, cen-
tering around Weighborhood Watch and personal safety programs while facilitating comvun~
ity crisis crime problems such as ayson or the special victimization of Southeast Asian
refugees, We also began building foundations for dlalogue of police-community relations.

For specific documentation and chronology of our major activities, please refer to the
gquarterly reports (Attachment # '3 ) and the Community Safety Information Project Re-
port {(Attachment 7 4 ).
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Mator Tasks and Services Performed

A consistent focus throughout the Heighborhoods Against Crime program was to institution-
alize crime prevention programs within existing community agencies and organizations.
& large number of community groups and organizations with meny diverse goals and pur-
poses choss to adeopt crime prevention as 2 program priority. We consider this to be,
perhaps, our most important service to the community. Many of these are listed below:

Volunteer Escort Service - The Voluntesr Escort Service grew from goncerned citi-
zens who lived in the Park Block District of downtown Portland and fraternity mem-
bers who attend Portland State University who wanted to be of help to senior citi-
zeng living in the arez., The Ezcort Serviece provides escorts for zenior citizens
five nights a week. It has been very popularly received and is currently going
through the funding process at United Way.

Junior Crime Fighter Poster Contests were originally begun in Southwest Portland

in response to the vandalism there. The contests became a city-wide event in-
cluding involvement with thousands of school children and winning postersz on dis-
pley in City Hall., Finally, billbosrds were made from the number cne postsr. HNAC
compiled a how-to book on this poster contest including long-range planning, sample
lesson plans for teachers in schools and general pitfalls and hints.

Community Safety Information Project is the research arm of Neighborhoods Against
Crime. All information from Neighborhoods Against Crime prejects will scon be on
a computer bank, accessible to other community organizers and planners. Names of
volunteers and contact people in neighborboods, churches, organivations and agen-
cies are listed. EBEach project was cross indexed In the community safety informa-
tion booklet which is now on file in each of the city's five neighborhood offices
as well as public libraries and other community agencies.

Precinct Advisory Councll - FPor several years each precinct of the Portland Police
Buresu has operated a citizen advisory council. WHAC strengthened those councils
by involving citizens in crime prevention work, bringing those citizens in on
Police/Community Forums and providing direction and input into ‘these groups.

Safe Streets Alliance - This &lliance was formed 1ln response to increased attacks
on gay people on city streets and. around Portland bars, The A lliance took steps
to increase the safety of gays by utilizing NAC self-defense classes, setting up
& gystem of harassment reporting in Portland bars, doing much leafleting to warn
gavs of potential dangerous gpots and becoming more public with their concerns.

Indochinese Refugee Population — Weighborhoods Agsinst Crime was one of the first
osrganizations to begin working with the Indochinese population in Portland. Port-
iarnd is 4th nationally in the number of Indochinese refugees who have come to the
city and they immediately became potential victims of crime. NAC brought the comm-
unity together in early stages and printed a crime prevention brochure. We set

up a system for finding interpreters and finally were instrumental in the city's
Gecision to establish an office for Indochinese refugees within the city govern-
ment to ascertain the needs of the refugee population.

Anti-Rape Coalition - NAC brought together all the workers in the city who worked
with rape and violence against womern. This was difficult to do at first because
of the various political stands of workers in this area, but after a year of dig=
cussion two major steps were taken. In June, a city-wide Rape Education Day was
held to help citizens become aware of the variety of anti-rape and violence pro-

grame that were available in the city and to meet people who were involved in
blee o mretomba mnd = Alromtary oF Fhaca srasnirabione weas nradneed alano with man-
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Permanent crime prevention committees were established in the community to
facilitate ongoing community anti-crime projects. The Northeast Business
Boosters is one example of such a committee currently conducting an anti-
prostitution campaign in their area. Grace Episcopal Church alsc establish-
ed a committee where elderly crime concerns are the focus. The Scutheast
Uplift Board, a community board that dezls with land-use planning has es-
tablished z committee, as has the Portland Town Council, & gay rights advo-
cate organization. There are eleven : of these committees at the present
time broadening the base and focus of community crime prevention.

. Project Linkage is a service organization for seniors located on the BC area
of the city. This area has a high percentage of seniors but lacks HCD desig-
nation and is therefore ineligible for Portland HCD/PPB locks program. Pro-
ject Linkage trained 14 volunteer locks installers and purchased over $3,000

- worth of dead bolt locks which they installed in homes and apartments in the
area.

Earl and Pearl - The Inner Southeast neighborhoods, using seed money, produced
three television ads about Neighborhood Watch - the ads involve neighborhood
actors and recently won a Nerthwest area CLEQO award.

Police/Community Forums - Portland has been experiencing a great deal of
racial and anti-police tensions this year. & local black newspaper, some
neighborhood groups and NAC sponsored weekly police community forums during
the months of May and June. These forums involved not only the police chief
but officers who worked in minority neighborhoods community members voiced
concerns and suggestions, the most recent one being the return of walking
beats in some commercizl areas.

Practical Self-Defense for Seniors is a self-defense course developed in
several areas of the city to provide seniors with crime prevention informa-
tion on anti-purse snatch, public transportation survival skills as well as
gome assertiveness and some hold breaking technigues. The class is for both
men and women and i1s taught by senior volunteers including an 76 year old
instructor. -

Self-Defense for Children was developed by NAC and Self-Defense Education
association and provides common sense, non-threatening information to children
on assault and abuse. Role-play iz used as well as kicking and punching. In
one - exercise the children practice eye goughing on cartoon faces. Then the
faces are taken away and the children must provide identification.

Self-Defense for Women - NAC and Self-Defense Educztion Association have es-
tablished & number on ongeing 5 week zelf-defense classes for women which are
held in community schools and churches.

Neighborhood Watch - NAC has organized nearly 400 block watch networks and now
serves as the primary Neighborhood Watch organization in the city. We receive
referrals from the community and the police.

Nedighborhood Watch Manual 1is a widely acclaimed community organizing tool. It
provides not only easily accessible crime prevention information but also comm—
unity networking data,  neighborhood maps, organizing technigues. It may be

one of the most valuable concrete legacies which we are leaving in the community.
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Problems Encountered

Marny of the difficulties which we encountered in the NAC program were due to the relative
newness of the community orime prevention concept and the need for a clear definition of
how that concept would manifest itself in FPortland, a city with organized neighborhood
associations and both centralized and precinct police crime prevention units.

Through much of the initial grant period NAC was in the process of developing a program
that worked cooperatively with Police Bureau programg, but which 4id not duplicate their
services, ) .

Saveral lssues arose in this process. Community corime prevention under citizen control
was very popular in some aresss and the Police Bureau felt their programs were not utiliz-
ed. The Police Bureau had a professional media plan that often upstaged makeghift neigh-
borhcod projects and NAC would feel unsupported. The Police Bureau felt that WAC volun~
teers were not adeguately trained because many did net attend week long sessions provided
by CED. WAC felt that the Police Burezu was eliminating involvement or large segmants of
the pepulation by reguiring such extensive training of volunteers.

Political issues were also brought to play. NAC provided self-defense classes for gays
in reeponse to an increase in assaults on gay people. The Bureau felt that such classes
would increzse the likelihood of street violence.

What was key, however, throughout these struggles was communigation. CPD and NAC never
stopped talking and planning together., Recognizing that informing citizens about crime
prevention was & primery goal for both groups kept the process open and the result at
this point is a city-wide multi-faceted crime prevention effort that utilizes both the
strengths of a2 centralized police bureau crime prevention program and a de-centralized
community anti-crime program. In many areas, we have clearly defined the tasks based
on our experiences of the past three years. For example, NAC now handles the organiza~
tion of all Neighborhood Watch programs in the city.

Neighborhood Watch is a citizen program, and grassroots citizen involvement ig vital to
rezlly make it work, so NAC's neighborhood based approach is most effective.

The Police Bureau handles all commercial crime prevention requaét$¢ utilizing the exper-
tise of their staff and the fact that business people work easily with the Pelice Bureau.

The Police Bureau alse carries on an extensive program of services for senior citizens
and whils NAC's Beighborhood Watch and Self-Defense programs often involve seniors, major
elderly crime problems are referred to the bureau.

NAC hendles crisls crime problems, arson, molesters, etc. supporting citizen plann1§g £
stop these crimes as well as providing lisison information between citizens and police,

eliminating rumors, etc.

NAC sponscrs a variety of self-defense classes within the communify while providing the
—ublic with consumer information on classes that are available to meet the variety of

needs.

Cresting a community anti-crime program that works in cooperation with the police has
been the positive cutgrowth of this initial obstacle.

Police/community tension and mistrust has also been quite high during thelgzant gericd
and NAC has gtrived to play neither an advisoral or complicit role wl?h zither 5159' of
this corflict. Rather, we have institutes police/community forums which focus orr dialogue

and shered responsibilities.
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another obstacle in ocur work was the discrepancy in our view of Portland ag z city with
85 organized neighborhcods and the fact that while these neighberhoods are wrgenized
and in some areas sophisticated in implementing local projects, in other areas the ac-
tual citizen involvement is guite low or interest is limited to a particular area such
&5 land use or traffic. Conseguently, while in some areas we were inter-facing crime
prevention technigues within neighborhoods where networks were already in place, in
other areas we were doing basic grassroots contacts; in reality bringing neighborhoods
together for the first time. This accounts for the rapid developmeni of Reighborheood
Watch networks in the Southeast arza of the clty, for example, and its rather limited
development in the East Central area.

Neighborheood differences were, in fact, another obstacle in our work. There is little
guiding datz on what crime prevention technigues are effective in affluent nelghborhoods
as opposed to which are transient or rental and there are alse attitudinal diffesrences

to consider. Watching out for one another in one neighborhood can be considered "narking®
in another.

In the three year process of our program it also seems that one obstacle has besn the
initial vision of the project which sometimes contradicted what we were learning in the
field. For example, we initially believed that a neighborhocd would design an anti-

crime plan and that their projects would be adhers to that plan. The plan would be static.
What we have found instead is that neighborhood anti-crime planning is a process. That
citizens begin 2 c¢rime prevention project and thet the k¥nowledge they obtain builds eon

to the next project, and so on. Citizens deo not have a clear idea of crime prevention
strategles when they begin, they are developed as they proceed.

This is alse tree in the model we initially developed for Neighborhood Watch which pro-
vided for independent operation within & months time, that Heighborhood wWatch would
operate without HAC staff assistance after they were begun. We have found that cur model
was wrong. That cur Neighborheood Watch programs can be initiated and corganized with a
minimum of staff assistance, aside from initizl training. However, long ferm maintenance,
infusion of crime information and new crime prevention technigues require staff involve-
ment.

The final obstecle in our program was Impact measurement weakness., Because our initial
efforts moved in such a varlety of directions, it was often not clear how and where to
measure the impact. And beczuse our vision of program effectivefiess and integration
only began to crystalize after several false starts, it was not clear how important this
documentation was. We have narrative reports and MIS tallys, of course, but not a great
deagl of datz on the significance of the wide range of projects which we have attempted
and implemented.

The Commenity Safety Information Project in many ways, was an after the fact rectifica-
tion of this problem, utilizing staff information and existing narratives to measure
irpact.

Another facet that contributed to this problem was the de—centralized program structure.
while having sach area office supervised and directed by area citizens was a major
strength of the program, it also made centralized record keeping and contact measurement
difficult.

Ccitizens Advisory Boards place a priority on staff time in the field and much less em-
phasis on record keeping and assessment which is vital in determining effectiveness and
directions in planning.

In detailing the problems encountered in the program, it is apparent that these problems
were good ones to have, that they comtributed to the growth and definition of NAC in a
very positive way and becpuze of cur basic program assets, a supportive and invoived'comm—
unity and talented, proffessional staff, these problems provided the challenges which be-
came the measurement of NAC's success.
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Principle Findings and Results

The HNelohborhoods Against Crime Prodect is s successful project, having met our identi-~
fied gomls of mobilizing citizens in anti-crime projects, increasing person safety options
in the city, improving police/community dialogue and gaining active support among exist-
ing community organizations., However, having met our initial goals, we have begun to

see the breadth of the tasks before us.

Qur Neighborhood Watch program,in which nearly four hundred blocks were organized and
nearly 4,000 participants were involved,serves as a model to the rest of the city on the
value of neighbors coming togesther to break down the isolation in neighborhoods and con~
sequently reducing vulnerabllity to crime. In the three neighborhoods which were first
to organize and maintain Neighborhood Watch (Buckman, Richmond, and Bunnysideithe resi-
dential burglary rate was reduced substantially . They fell 34.4% in Buckman, 27.3% in
kichmond and 20.8% in Sunnyside. 3But, these networks represent limited areas within the
city. OCur primary success has been in low to moderate income areas where crime vulnera-
bility s high. Our program must increase its outreach efforts and determine what adapta-
tlons are necessary so that it will be useful in poorer and affluent nelghborhoods where
isolation is a major contributing factor te crime vulnerability.

In addition, our neighborhood watch networks nmust continue to stablize as their functions
broaden from crime watch to more general neighborhood networking, informing citizens not
only of crime alerts but alsc emergency preparedness and other local concerns.

We have increased personal safety options in the city which were limited three vears ago
to martdal arts and mace cannisters and have both utilized and developed self-defense
resources including whistle alert programs which are effective in apartments and densely
populated areas and street fighting classes especially geared to children, gay people

and senior citizans. 3But these options though  substantial, do not begin to address the
number of people for whom personal defense alternatives should be available. Indeed,
adeqguate personal defense instruction is the alternative to the alarming increase in the
purchase of gung in this country, and may well be the single most counter we have to the
alleviation of fear of crime and assailt, We must Jake personal defense classes available
in schocls and in places of employment to significantly decresse Individuzl vulnerability
to assasult. ”

From the beginning of the Nelghborbood Rgainst Crime program, community-police communica-
tion and cooperation have been a primary goal. We believe that it is important for citi-
zens to realize their responsibility in working toward safer neighborhoods. In anti-crimes
work, we realize that more police officers on the street do not necessarily mean less
crime erd we must make citizens aware of the fact thst it is involved and active neigh-
borhood participation which will finally make the difference in the rising crime rates.

We also believe that the Police Bureau must be open to citizen input, they must address
neighborhood needs for police services and be responsive to citizen concerns.

NAC does not play an advisory or complicit role with either police or citizens in this
exchange. But rather serves as a channel for community understanding of police services
and effective ways to utilize them and also to provide police with information about
citizen and neighborhood needs for cooperative police assistance.

During the past three years at NAC, we have taken these stages toward reaching that geal:

* NAC has provided citizens with information about ECOC, explaining priority
call systems as well as problems, thus clarifying response system for gitizens.
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#*= HNAC has provided citizens with neighborhood crime stetistics from the Police
Bureau and given citizens assistance in analyring those sgtatistics, identifying
particular crime problems and steps toward anti-crime planning.

¥ NAC has an ongoing relationship with the Crime Prevention Division of the Port-
land Police Bureau and makes the community aware of special police problems and
services.

* WAL has served as a facilitator in situations where special community crime pro-
blems or crisis situations have arisen, providing citizens with information and
planning necessary to work toward resolution and decreased tensions.

We belisve that the task of making Portland a safer city for all its residents is a
formidable one reguiring informed and zctive neighborhoeods and concerned and responsive
police. We believe that the work of neighborhoods Against Crime in this zrea has been
vital ard that it should be continuad,

In our project we have utilized the resources of nearly 100 community agencies, churches
and organizetions. In addition, eleven community groups have sstablished ongoing crime
prevention committees which focus on crime prevention projects through their membership,

Perhaps the most significant affirmation of project success, however, lies in the success-~
ful effort by citizens to secure funding for the program through the City of Portland.

In June, 1381, Nelighborhoods Against Crime was granted funding for five a2nd a half area
field offices and a central Neighborhood Crime Prevention Program Manager. The program

is under the Portland's Office of ¥Weighborhood Asscciations. Funding ewarded totalled
165,000 and reflects wide spread citizen support especially in these times of budget

cuts and discontinuations.

The program propesal which the City of Portland adopted is attached. ({Attachment# S )
It reflects not only cur past achisvements, but our vision of our directicn for the
future.






Attachment

Attachment

Attachment

Artachment

Attachment

Attachment
Attachment

Attachment

#
#

ATTACHMENTS

“An Evaluation of Crime Prevention
in the City of Poreland

HAC Media Files
Quarterly Reports 1-10

Community Safety Information Book

Program Proposal to the City of
Portland

Neighborhood Watch Manual

Citizen's Guide to Neighborhood Watch

Junlor Crime Fighter Poster Contest



http:Attachme.nt




ATTACHMENT # 1

AN EVALUATICON OF CRIME PREVENTION

IN THE CITY (OF PORTLAND







AN EVALUATION OF CRIFE PREVENTICH
IN THE CITY OF PORTLAD

OFFICE OF JUSTICE PLAMNING A'D EVALLATICN
PORTLAD, OREGON






AN EVALUATION OF CRIME PREVENTION

IN THE CITY OF PORTLAND

Prepared for the
Crime Prevention Division
Portland Police Bureau .

March 1881

Sherrill L. Whittempra

This report iz the final product of research funded through the City
of Portland Crime Prevention Division, City of Portland Police Bureau,
Portland, Oregon, in conjunction with a community corime prevention
grant from the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration.






CONTENTS

SIMMARY OF PINDINGS

| ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

VRV EN . s v e ersmernssuncvonvressnvannoranmennnanens

PURPCOSE ceseesavanssurconnruosanosssnsanvancossnxonnns

g
PRmmS‘_G'.""I!"-"i."!ﬂll’f'.l’.'-!..'.‘l.l

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION. vesevrnnvsnesnnvonsunassnansn

PART T: PARTICIPATION

Participation LevelS. iceessscerrecsorsesrasvens
Victimization InCidentS..vvescrasnrssarnrencens
Use of Protective Technigues. civvsevrercvrannss
Reporting RateS.vevesnsossnsnunsbonarovonnsnosns
Fear of Crime...eeisvcancsansvossusonsuavnunnes
Sense of COMMUNIEY. sevverevnonsocrsoercnssonnaons
Use of Protective Technigques and Crime
Prevention Participation...c.ecevservasenrsonns
Awareness of Crime PreventioN...veeesceersnssns

PART I1: DEMIGRAPHICS

Crime Prevention Participation...eecicnnsxencne
Use of Protective TechnigueS..cvevssavenesvscns
Awareness of Crime PreventiOn...c.evesresscvenses
Victimization IncidentS..ceeresuvssressnnasaves
Fear Of CrimB. creecivecarisaracscancnccsnsansas

OO SIS s e vs vssosconsanevbavsassvenrsnsuvnnannnses

Wms;.-‘-u---¢.uxao--,--.«c-.w;u.n..-.......-a

APPENDICES

Az

Survey INstrUment. ceesvncessvarnssnevsrsrsnnens

Participation In Six Crime Prevention
ActiViﬁies By SEW“t&&"‘&!Q*O...*’IHQ“”..‘

Comparative Analysis Of Demographic
Characteristics Of Two Sanple Populations...

Page

[

ii

19

19
36
38
38
48

51

65
76
76
76
76
111

116

117

137

14l



1.

11.
1z.

13.
14.

15.
16.
17.
18.

18,

20.

TABLES
Characteristics Of Sample Population..ceevaveeeans

Participation In One Or More Crime Prevention
Activities.#*ﬁﬁi'll‘ﬂ!!Q..ln.ﬁ#”d...ss&ﬁ#"l'.l

Participated In A Crime Prevention Meeting........
Participated In A Rape Prevention MeetingG.isceiessss
Participated In A Security SUIVEY..rcceaarennsenes
Engraved Property.esescssscsscnnsoss errsansanane
Displayed Crime Prevention Sticker.....cicasseusns
Locks/Security Devices Installed..csvesccevrasaans

Victimization Incidents By Participation In
One Or More Crime Prevention ActivitieS.,.evess

Types Of Victimization Incidents By Participation
In Specific Crime Prevention Activities........

Burglary Rates By Participation....cciieecercncesas

Tvpes Of Victimization Incidents By Use Of
Protective TedimigueS.ccereeresarsncnesosnssnscn

Fear Of Crime By Participation In One Or More
Crime Prevention ActivitieS....vencu.. veb ke

Pear Of Crime By Participation In Specific
Crim ?Ee‘}entiGn ACtiViti&Sli.llll!tbtt!'!i‘i!i

Fear Of Crime By Use Of Protective Technicues.....
Pear Of Crime By Types Of victimization Incidents.
Adequate Number Of Police Patrols By Pear Of Crime

Howr Well Know Neighbors By Participation In
One Or More Crime Prevention Activities........

How Well Know Neighbors By Participation In
Specific Crime Prevention Activities........- . s

Rating Of Neighborhood By Participation In
One Or More Crime Prevention Activities....... .

13

20
21
21
21
22
22
22

25

28

30

37

41

42
43
45 -
46

49

50

52



Tables cont.,

28.

29.

30,

31,

33.

34,

35‘

36.

7.

Rating Of Meighkorhood By Particination In
Snecific Crime Prevention ActivitieSs....cevavins

How Well HEnow

Fear Of Crime

Fear Of Crime

Meighbors By Length Of Residency.es...

‘Rating Of Neighborhood By Length of Residencye...us

By How ¥ell Hnow Neldhbors...eesvsvas

By Bating OF Helghborhod s evessanvan

Use Of Protective Technigues By Participstion
n One Or More Crime Prevention Activities......

Use Of Protective Techniques By Participation
In Specific Crime Prevention Activities....v....

Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Participation
In One Or More Crime Prevention Activities......

Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Participation
In Specific Crime Prevention ActivitieS.iceeaass

Avareness Of Crime Prevention By Use Of

Protective

Participation
Activities

Participation
Activities
Participation
Activities

Participation
Activities
And Buying

Participation
Aotivities

Participation
Activities

Particimation
Activities

Te{:l']nii.ﬂ}&ﬁsuuvoo*;\a«z«u«gn----.-...-.‘

In Specific Crime Prevention

BV AOC.erecsnsvensnusvsssonnssssevsnn

In Specific Crime Prevention ,
By Sex And RACE cassxnrrsrrrenenassnsss

In Specific Crime Prevention
B;“F f“la:ita}‘ Smtus‘ﬁhlltt'l!AIIGI'O‘!!

In Specific Crime Prevention
By Type Of Residence And Renting
Residenceunvw;.!ﬂ#'...Dl#..lll.!".'-‘

In Specific Crime Prevention
oy Number Of Peowle In Housshold.....

In Specific Crime Prevention
By Length Of ResidenCy..sceieanarcnes

In Specific Crime Prevention
BY B oyment ciaceecnsvrnansemrrorses

5B

80

62

62

b4

66

67

68

69

70

71

72



Tahles cont.,
38, Participation In Specific Crime Prevention
Activj:ties By Eﬁmm‘h“‘.‘.‘liﬂ““’l‘q"ﬂ--ﬁﬂ‘ 73

39. Participation In Specific Crime Prevention
Activities By Bducational Level......ceesevesness 74

40, Participation In Specific Crime Prevention
Activities By Area OfF Cityv.eceevrvnsnas P

41, Use Of Protective Technicues BY AQB.cuesvsnsovveens 77
. Use Df Protective Techniques By Sex And Race....... 78
43, Use Of Protective Techniques By Marital Status..... 79

44, Use Of Protective Technicgues By Type Of Residence
and Renting And Buying Residente..seesssssvcvscs 80

45, Use Of Protective Technigues By Number OF
p%?le In HO%-’ZSE%?Q}-dIIIQQI!"'O‘%,.I.'Qti!tﬁ‘.#.l Bl

46, Use Of Protective Technicues By Length
Of ReSiOeNCYeeeceeansecsssnssncsarnsrscassnnanns B2

47. Use Of Protective Techniques By Employment......... B3
48, Use Of Protective Techniques By INCOME..veexss cesna 84
49, Use Of Protective Technigques By Educational Level.. B85
50. Use Of Protective Technimques By Area Of City....... B6
51, Awareness Cf Crime Prevention By Age...... wasenmans B7
52, Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Sex And RaCE€..c.ea 87
53. Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Marital Status.... 88

54, Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Tvpe Of Residence
And Buying and Renting ResidentP..veceveceassea.- 88

55, Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Wumber Of
Fao};}ge In Householdfﬂ'l.l’*‘aﬁl"lnﬂf"l’l"lll. 88

56. Awareness OF Crime Prevention By Length
Of ReSideNCV.evansensssasoncorsronsanannan - 89

57. Awarseness Of Crime Prevention By Emplovmsnt........ 89



Tables cont,,

58.
59.
80.
61.

75.
76.
77.
78.
79,

BO.

Awvareness Of Crime Prevention By INCOME..hvoeere... B2

Awareness Of Crime Prevention By Fducational Level. 90

Awareness OF Crime Prevention By Area Of Citv...... 90

Victinization
Victimization
Victimization

Victimization

Incidents BY AQB.esivearsnensncanesss J1
Incidents By Sex Mnd Ra08.ceeernnoarss 92
Incidents By Marital SEALUS. veuernnn. 93

Incidents Bv Tvne Of Residence

And Renting And Buying Recidence...cviavevervenas 34

Vietimization

Incidents By MNumber Of People.

In Household, cvseesn. feeamteseassasneranmanranas 3D

Victimization
Vietimization
Viectimization
Victimization
Victimization
Fear Of Crime
Fear Of Crime
Fea;’of Crime

Fear Of Crime
And Buying

Tear Of Crime
Fear Of Crime
Fear Of Crime
Year Of Crime
Fear Of Crime

Fear Of Crime

Incidents By Length OF Residency..... 96
Incidents By Emploviment....veseescses 37
Incidents BY INCOME.ivvsverssssssvnas I8
Incidents By Educational Level....... 99
Incidents By Area Of City............2100

Ey gge---lsﬁa;n(aaostpuquitb-s.l;thbn}-{]l

By SexX And RECE..eevsversrsnsrasenesstl2

By Marital StatUS..eeccesssssnoenanss 03

By Type Of Residence And Renting
R&siﬁencatw&s‘-t-.!.lw.!("bshllk%&*‘lgé

By Nmmber OFf People In Household.....1l03
By Length OF ResidencV..ecsseessnses. 106
By ENMLOVIENE e e asenesennanennnnenenns 107
BY INCOME.cvsreuvrrnncanssnanreennsns 08
By Bducational Level............0.... 109

By Brea OFf Cift¥.ueievevecsocnncnnssas 110






SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

- One of the most siqnificanﬁ findings of the study was
the very hicgh participation levels. Nearly 84 parcent
of the total sample of 1,042 respondents have partici-

pated in crime prevention activities.

-~ The burglary victimization rates for the participants
and non-participents were not significantly different.
In a pre/most type of comparison, the non-participants
rates increased significantly, but the participants

rates 4did not,

— The fear of c¢rime rates for participants is slightly

higher than the rates for non-participants.

~- Use of protective technicues is occurring at very
high levels, Participants tend to employ these

techniques at a higher rate than non-participants.

- Bwareness of crime prevention ls pervasive through-
out the sample. Participants do, however, terxd to

be more aware of crime prevention than non-participants,

- Eighty-six percent of all burglaries were reported to
the police. Participants tend to report burglaries at

a higher rate than do non-participants.
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OVERVIEW

Since the early 1970's crime prevention programs and activities
have been pronnted in order to reduce crime. Citizens have been en-
couraged to participate in these programs and to utilize crime prevention
technicues. Past evaluations of crime prévention programs have shown
that these programs can impact on certain target crimes, particularly
burglaries {Schneider, 1975; Whittemore, 1977; Rushmuk and Whittemore,
1980). These evaluations have alseo shown that participants utilize
target hardening and other recommeded protective techniques to a greater
extent than other people and that crime prevention participants are more
likely to cooperate with their neighbors in anti-crime activities,

A crime prevention program has exiéteﬁ in Portland since 1973 and
was part of a broad-based anti—crime effort which was administered
through the Mayor's Office. In the sumer of 1977, the administration
of and responsibility for the city's crime prevention program was
assigned to the Police Bureau and the functions, activities, and personnel
of the Crime Prevention Bureau were incorporated into the Police Bureau's
Crime prevention Unit (now the Crime Prevention Division).

During the past two and a half years the Crime Prevention Division's
{CPD)} primary mission has been not only to reduce or prevent crime, bu£
also to reduce the fear of crime among those people who participated in
crime prevention {CP) activities. The CPD has also been attempting to
increase participation in and awareness of crime prevention among the

citizens of Portland. To achieve these outcomes, the CPD has broadened



and diversified its methods of promoting crime prevention technicues
{e.g., neighborhood meetings, block watch groups, protective techniques,
target hardening, security surveys, and site-hardening).

One of the methods that the CPD has employed to increase participa-
tion and awareness is the "multiplier" affect. Citizen groups and
neighborhood associations have been given extensive technical assistance
and their members have been trained to conduct and/or perform crime
prevention services for other citizens and neighborhood residents. The
vrimary intent of this activity Qas to encourage more active involvement
in CP on the part of citizens and neighborhood associations. Thus, the
delivery of CP services would tend to be decentralized and at the same
time CP efforts would be stimulated at the neighborhood level.

Several other techniques have also been employed by the CPD to
help reduce crime, reduce fear of crime, and increase participation and
awareness of crime prevention. Special programs have been developed
which are targeted to the needs of women, the elderly, low income pecple,
and teenagers {e.g., self-defense instruction, site-hardening of homes,
sports trading cards and comic bocks with crime prevention tips).

The CPD has also intensified its media campaign in order to reach
a broader group of people. A number of public service announcements
were developed by the CPD staff and subsequently broadcast on radio
and TV. The CPD staff have also appeared on talk shows about crime
prevention.

The CPD contracted with the Office of Justice Planning and

Bvaluation to conduct an evaluation of the CPD program. In broadly

stated terms, the evaluation was to ascertain if program participants



experienced less fear and fewer victimizations (particularly residential
burglaries) than did non-participants. At the same time, the CPD wanted

. . . ; *
the evaluation to answer the question "Does crime prevention work?"

*
In terms of particimation levels, CP may be "working” too well. The

original evaluation design was modified when it was determined that only
16 percent of the total sample had not participated in some type of CP
activity. Bee "Procedures" section for revised design and participant
definition.
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PURPOSE

In addition te answering the questions posed by the CPD as to
whether crime pre&ention works and whether crime preventicn participants
exparience lower residential burglary rates and 1eas‘fear of crime, the
evaluation was also intended to determine if participation in the crime

prevention program affected or was related to the following areas.

1. Sense of Commmnitvy

Are participants more aware of their neighborhood
association and its activities than non-varticipants?

Is there a relationship between participation and....
how well a person know his neighbors....how a person
rates his neighborhood?

Is there any relationship between knowing one's
neighbors and one's fear of crime? Is there any
relationship between how one rates his neighborhood
and one's fear of crime? ’

Is there any relationship between how long a person
has resided in a neighborhood and perceived fear of
orima?

2. Awareness of Crime Prevention Efforts

Is participation related to awareness of various crime
prevention activities and the CPD's mediz efforts?

3. Use of Protective Technigques

Does varticipation affect the extent to which pro—
tective technicues are employed?

Is use of protective technigues related to victimization
levels and fear of crime?
One other primary purpose was to be achieved by the evaluation.

A comprehensive demographic profile of crime prevention participants



was to be developed. This profile was to describe participants in

terms of their age, sex, race, marital status, type of residence they
live in, whether they rent or are buyving their residence, the number of
people who reside in their residence, how long they have lived there,
their employment status, incoms, sducationzl level and in which area of
the city they live. The relationship between these demographic variables
and awareness of crime prevention, victimization rates and fear of crime

was also to be examined,
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PROCEIIRES

The data used to evaluate the CPD program were collected via a
survey instrsment.containing various questions about crime prevention,
use of protective techniques, chances of being victimized, ratings of
crime in the city and neighborhoods, participation in different types of
crime prevention activities, etc. (See Appendix A.) The survey also
contained demographic/background characteristic questions .and a set of
screening questions and an incident report.

The demographic questions were int&ndeﬁ to elicit information from
the respondents which would provide profile data about the participant
and city-wide/non-participant samples. This information was also to be
used to determine if the city-wide drawn sample was represe;tative of
the city as a whole, and if so, then city-wide victimization rates could
be generated on the basis of the city-wide sample data.

The screening questions and the incident report were used to obtain
information éhmut victimizations. If the respondent answered "ves" to
cne or more of the screening questions, then an incident revort was f£illed-
out. One report was conpleted for each criminal victimization which the
respandentlrepmrted to the interviewer. Only crimes which had been

''''''' comitted against the respondent were counted. Household property crimes
. or vehicle thefts were also counted, if the pr&pefty belonged to or was
shared by the respondent. The information contained in the incident report

was also used by the project staff in order to properly classify the crime.



The survey used in this evaluation was a revision of an earlier
survev (Rifai, 1972) which had been used to develop baseline data on
victimizations and perception of crime in Portland. Although this
instrument was modified for use by this evaluation, many of the original
questions were left intact so that if at all pzssiblé, comparisons could
be made between the current evaluation data and the earlier data.

The survey was administered through a telephone interview., BAn
inperson survey format would have been preferable, but the time constraints
on the vroject (i.e., four and a half months) necessitated that the data
be obtained in the most feasible manmer and as quickly as possible.
However, the phone survey created problems, too, since the interviews
were being conducted at the same time that pelitical phone polls relative
to the November election were being conducted. Once the election was
over, the interviewing became easier and more people were willing to take
the time to respond to the evaluation survey. There were other problems
which ereated other delays and consequeﬁtly, the 1000 plug interviews
ware not completed until the last week of the alloted project time.

The survey interviewers were.coilege students and professicnal
interviewers who were employed by the project to conduct the telephone
interviews. All interviewers were familiarized with the survey instru-
ment and the intent of each survey question. All interviewers received
specific instructions about how the surveys were to be filled—out.
Probing techniques were explained and probing questions were made avail-
shle to the interviewere in case respondent answers were not specific
enough. The college students were not as familiar with interviewing

techniques as were the professional interviewers, so the students were
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given more extensive training ard were ;equired to complete several
practice interviews before thev were permitted to conduct actual interviews.
A list of the names of the interviewers and a description of the purpose

of the survey was distributed to various law enforcement agencies and

city agencies =0 fhat respondents could verify the identity of the
interviewer and the legitimacy of the survey.

The sample was to be composed of kndwn CPD participants, city-wide
respondents and krown victims from the 1977 Crime Prevention Bureau
evaluation survey. The participant sample was drawn from lists of people
who had participated in or received a specific service from the CPD. The
participant sample was to be comprised of people who had attended some
tvpe of crime prevention meeting: people who had had a security survey
conducted on their residence; pecple whose residences had actuzlly been
site-hardened; and pecople who had been burglarized several months prior
to the 12 month time—frame beirg examined for victimization incidents

________ {(September 3, 1979 to SBeptember 1, 1980). The city-wide sample was
svstematically and representatively drawn from a reverse street directory.
This sample was intended to be representative of the city, so care was
taken to draw it according to certain demographic variables (e.qg., area,
census tract of the city: sex, etc.). Another group of people who had
reported being victimized when they were interviewed for the 1877 survey
was also included in the sample. This 1977 prior victim grovp was in-
cludea zo that their current victimization rates and CP behavior could be
examined and contrasted with the other groups in the sample. It was also
intended that this group be a long—term panel {interview/re-interview)

group which would serve as its own control.



A total of 1,042 people were interviewed. There were 428 CPD-
identified participants: 114 had attended some type of CPD meeting;

272 had had a security survey conducted on their residences; 102 had
nad their residence site-hardened by the CPD; and 10 were prior residen-
tial burglary victims. Ninety~two of the respondents were prior victims
from the 1977 survey who were re-interviewed. There were also 452 city-
wide respondents. A breakdown of the various demographic and backaround
characteristics of each of these groups is contained in Table 1.

The original evaluation design intended to compare and contrast the
above identified groups in order to determine the effect of CPD program
participation on burglary vic:timizatim rates, fear of crime, ete. How-
gver, the initial analysis of a survey cquestion {#17) which asked all
zeépondants to recall vhether or not they had participated in or received
six specific types of crime prevention services indicated that a fairly
hich percentage of both the city-wide sample and the 1977 prior victim
agroup had participated, at some time, in these crime prevention activities
(see Appendix B}. Since crime prevention programs have existed in the
city since 1973, it was expected that both of these groups would have
participated, to some degree, in (P activities, Question 17 was included
in the survey in order to measure the extent of this type of general CP
particivation and to find out which services CPD participants recalled
receiving.

A further, and slichtly different type of analysis of Question 17
revealed that only 168 (16.1%) of the 1,042 respondents had not participated :
in any of the six crime prevention activities iisted in this question.

The other 874 (B3.9%) respendents had participated in one or more of these

activities. The mumber and percent of respondents whe had participated

- 10 -
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in none, one, two, three, four, five, or all sgix of the CP activities
are displayed in Table 2.

The CPD staff felt that since the city-wide sample was not a true
non-particicant group it would be preferable to redefine "crime pre-
vention @articiaatéen“ and re—analyze the data using a pure non-participant
group as the control aroup. Thus, a re-analysis of all data was conducted
which examined the effects of general crime vrevention particiration
regardless of when the participation cccurred or who sponsored the crime
prevention activities.

For the purposes of the re-analysis and thus, for the study, a crime
prevention participant was defined as anyone who recalled participating
in or receiving one or more of the six specific types of crime prevention
activities or services listed below, (i.e., question 17}:

1. Attended a crime prevention meeting.,

2. Atrtended a rape prevention meeting.

3. Had a security survey conducted.

4, Marked or engraved property.

5. Displayed anti-theft/erime prevention stickers.

6. Had locks or cother security devices Installed.
Tables 3 through 8 contain the number and percent of all respondents who
indicated that they had participated in each of these six crime prevention
activities,

To examine the effect of participation in CP activities on the other

variables being studied, the data were analyzed in two ways.  First, to

determine the effect of multi-participation (i.e., participation in one,

two, ete,, activities) the participant/non—participant data were analyzed
as they appear in Table 2. The second tvpe of analysis was conducted to

determine the effect of participation in the specifi¢ types of crime

-



prevention services or strategles, (i.e., as the data appsar in Tables
3-8,

Two final notes about the data. First, the city-wide and the 1977
prior victim samples were "lost" as a result of redefining crime prevention
particpation. These samples were incorporated into either the participant
or non-participant groups. Thus, there is no follow-up, per se, on the
1977 prior victim group. Also, no city-wide victimization rates were
generated, since the total sample does not resemble the representative
sample which the city-wide sample was intended to be.

The second note about the data deals with the attempt to compare
the results from this evaluation with the results from tﬁe earlier base-
line data study. To determine if the results could be compared the
demcgraphic characteristics of the two sample populations were analyzed.
(Sze Appendix €.} This analysis yielded significant differences between
the two sample populations. Because these differences could account for
any differences in the results of the two studies, mo legitimate comparisons
can be made bhetween the two studies, and thus, ro conclusions can be drawn

about the differences or similarities in the results from the two studies.

*

Since the size of the N's for the redefined participant and nen-participant
samples was so disparate (874 vs 168), weighting the non~participant sample
was considered. Although the non-participant raw N would be increased to
a size more comparable to that of the participant group, the proportionate
percentages for the non-participant group would remain essentially the same.
Also, when conducting analvtical comparisons between the two groups the
artifically higher N of the non-participants could possibly create significant
statistical differences where none really existed. Consecquently, it was
decided not to weight the non-participant sample. Instead, the participant
sample was treated as six sub-groups (see Table 2) with N's which were more
nearly comparable to the N of the non-participant sample.
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TARLE 1
CBARAUTERIESTICS OF SAMPLE PORPULATIOND

Meetings Segurity Bite Residential  Prior City~-Wide
Tetal N=1042 Surveys Hardening Rurglary Vict ims

N=114 N=272 N=102 N=lQ {1977} Hmgh2

' N=32

AGE
1930 21 42 1 i 7 79
N=150 18.4 15.4 1.0 G. 7.6 17.5
31-40 32 34 6 0 17 85
¥=155 28.1 1z.5 5.9 0. 1B.5 14.6
41-5¢0 1 26 ) 0 14 52
=113 1l4.0 9.5 4,8 0. 15.2 11.5
51-60 13 21 10 1 16 74
N=135 11.4 7.7 8.8 10.0 17.4 16.4
§1-70 15 57 28 ' & 15 72
N=162 14.0 20.9 25,5 60,0 16.3 15.9
-71 and Qlder &8 60 36 3 8. 51
H=164 5.3 22.1 35.3 30.0 B.7 11.3
Missing Cases’ 10 3z 18 0 15 58
N=132 B.8 11.8 17.6 . 15,3 12.8
SEX . ‘
Mzle 33 . in 30 4 32 241
H=451 28.% - a0, g 22,4 £0.0 34.8 53.3
Female a0 159 71 5 &0 216
N=586 0.2 58.9 89,6 £0.0 65.2 6.5
Missing Cases 1 2 1 0 0 1
N=5 0.9 0.7 1.0 G. . ‘ 0.2
RACE
White 102 255 82 8 Rl 413
N=34]1 B&.5 93.8 80.4 80.0 88,0 91.4
Black 5 B 14 1 5 33
HN=66 4,4 2.8 13.7 10.0 5.4 7.3
Other 4 4 2 b 1l 2
N=14 3.5 1.5 2.0 10.0 1.1 t.4
Mizsing Qases 3 5 4 ) 5 4
N=21 2.6 1.8 1.9 o, 5.4 0.9



TABLE 1 CONTINUED

Meetings Security Site Residential Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary Vietims
N=]ll4 HN=272 =102 N=10 [187%) WN=452
N=92

MARITAL STATUS

8ingle 11 25 10 1 16 75
N=132 9.6 9.2 5.8 10.0 18.9 16.46
Married 81 157 34 3 £5 277
N=&17 1.1 57.7 33.3 30.0 70.86 61.3
Separated/Divorced 13 13 11 2 B 33
N=30 11.4 4.8 16,8 20.0 8.7 7.3
Widowed 4 &8 42 4 g SE
N=]1B7 7.9 25.0 41.2 40,0 6.5 12.8
Missing Czases 0 9 5 g 3 9
HN=28 0. 3.3 5.9 0. 3.3 2.0
TYPL OF RESIDENCE

Apartment 16 12 5 0 9 &
H=1G7 14.0 4.4 4.9 G. 5.8 14.4
House 97 260 96 10 83 386
N=G32 B5.1 a5.8 64,1 i60.0 44,2 B5.4
Migsing Cases 1 0 1 0 o 1
H=3 0.8 C. 1.0 g. qa. 0.2
RENT/BUY HOUSE

Rent 16 25 & ] 11 94
N=]52 4.0 9.2 5.5 g, 12.0 20.8
Buy 93 245 95 10 79 352
N=g874 Bl.6 90,1 93,1 100.0 35.9 77.9
Missing Cases 5 2 1 0 2 &
N=16 4.4 0.7 1.0 g. 2.2 1.3
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TABLE 1 CONTIWUED

Moetings Security Site Residential  Prior City~tide
Surveys Hardening Buralary Vickims
MNelld F=372 N=102 N=10 {19773 N=dq52
N=92

NOMBER OF PREOPLE
IW HBOUS ZHOLD

1 9 70 38 e} 13 98
N=233 7.9 25,7 7.3 50.0 14,1 21,7

2 40 104 34 4 21 182
N=372 35,1 39.0 38.2 40,0 22.8 35.8

3 21 38 8 1 13 65
N=148 18.4 14,0 7.8 1e.0 14,1 14,4

4 23 28 & 8] 23 &5
H=145 20,2 10,3 5.9 0. 25,0 14.4
5 or more 20 13 5 0 17 48
=162 17.5 4.8 4.9 G. 1.5 14,6
Missing Cases 1 17 & 0 5 14
=43 0.9 6.2 5.9 0. 5.4 3.1
LEWGTH OF RESIDERCY
1 yr. 11 24 2 1 3 59
W=100 9.6 2.8 2.0 10.0 3.3 13.1
1 + to 2 vrs. & 24 3 0 2 4%
H=86 1.0 8.8 2,9 D. 2.2 10.8
2 + to 4 yre. 25 30 5 0 8 56
N=124 21.9 11.0 4.9 0. 3.7 12.4
4 + to f yrs. 21 21 3 o 11 45
N=101 18.4 7.7 2.9 0. 12,0 10.0
T-10 vrs. 16 27 12 f 13 48
N=114 14.0 9.9 11.8 0. 14.1 1G6.2
10 + to 20 yrs. 12 51 21 3 27 85
N=190 0.5 18.8 20.8 30.4 28,3 18.8
20 + to 30 yrs. 10 44 24 2 13 51
N=144 8.8 16.2 23.5 20.0 14,1 11.3
30 + to 40 yrs. B 31 15 2 8 32
=84 5.3 13i.4 4.7 20.0 B.7 7.1
40 + yrs. 3 10 13 2 2 22
N=52 2.5 3.7 12.7 20,0 2.2 4.,%
Missing Cases 2 10 4 0 5 7
e 1.8 3.7 3.2 0. 5.4 1.5



TABLE 1 CONTIRUED

Meetings Security Site Residential Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary Victims
N=11l4 N=272 N=102 N=10 {1877} N=452
N=0Q2

EMBLOYED
Pulltime 62 161 7 1 37 228
H=436 54.4 37.1 5.9 140.0 40.2 50.4
Part~time 18 16 6 2 10 24
He7g 15.8 5.8 5.8 20.0 10,9 5.3
Student 1 9 5 0 5 18
N=18 0.9 3.3 4,9 0. 5.4 4.0
Retired ‘14 84 64 7 20 111
N=300 12.3 30.8 £2.7 70.0 21.7 24.8
Homemaker 18 46 g g 13 52
N=l137 15.8 16.8 7.8 0. 14.1 11.5
Unemployed 1 8 6 0 1 13
=24 0.9 2.9 5.9 0. 1.1 2.8
Missing Cases 0 8 6 0 6 6
N=26 0. 2.9 5.9 0. 6.5 1.3
IKCOME
0~$%,000 13 37 37 3 12 42
RN=150 15,7 13.6 36,3 0.0 13.0 2.3
$5,000-10,000 21 63 24 3 10 93
Re=214 ) la.4 23.2 23.5 30.0 16.9 20.6
510,000-15,000 16 a6 5 1 1l 59
N=128 4.0 13.2 4.9 10.0 12.0 13.1
$15,000~20,000 18 31 5 2 14 71
N=141 1.8 11.4 4.9 20,0 15.2 15.7
520,000-25,00D 8 28 3 g 15 64
N=114 7.0 9.6 2.8 g. 16.3 14,2
$25,000-30,000 8 i 4] H ] 5 17
N=37 7.0 2.6 0. 0. 5.4 3.8
$30,000-Abhove 6 18 1 0 6 20
N=51 5.3 £.6 1.0 0. 6.5 4.4
Misging Cases 1ls 54 27 1 19 846
N=205 15.8 19.8 26.5 10,0 20,7
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TABLE 1 CONTINUED

Meetings Security Site Residential Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglarcy Victims
N=11l4 N=272 N=102 RN=10 {1977} N=452
N=82

ERUCATIONAL LEVEL
Lesgsy than 8th 2 7 8 1 1 13
Ne=32 1.8 2.6 7.8 10.0 1.2 2.9
B-12th 5 40 16 1 12 58
H=142 4.4 14.7 15.7 16.0 13,8 15.¢
High Schwool 28 64 28 4 25 117
N= 266 24.6 23,5 27.5 40,0 27.2 25.8
Some College 26 59 17 3 25 112
N=243 2.8 21.7 16,7 ig.L0 27.2 25.0
College Degree 25 42 6 o 17 58
N=]48 21.9 15.4 5.9 0. 18.5 12.8
Post Graduate 1s 22 3 0 5 3z
H=78 14.90 8.1 2.9 a. 5.4 7.1
2dv, Degree 12 18 i 0 2 25
N=58 10.5 5.6 1.0 0. 2.2 5.5
Missing Cases 0 20 23 1l 5 26
N=75 0. 7.4 22.5 16.G 5.4 5.8
AREMAS OF CITY
North 19 37 34 3 24 55
=177 16.7 13.6 33.3 30,0 31.58 1z.2
Northeast 38 58 31 & 32 135
N=100 23.3 21.3 30.4 60,40 0.7 28.%
Scutheast .36 134 33 1 lg 136
N=358 31,8 49,3 32.4 10.0 20,7 ic.l
Southwest 17 33 2 o 11 an
N=162 14.8 12,1 2.0 0. 12,0 21.%
Northwe st 4 160 2 0 i 27
N=44 3.5 3.7 2.0 g, 1.1 6.0
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

PART I

Barticinpation Levels

One of the most significant findings of this study is the high
level of participation in crime prevention {CP} activities. CP partici-
pation was found to exist among almost the total sample of 1,042 respondents.
There were only 168 (16€.1%) respendents who had not participated in any
crime prevention activities: the other 874 (83.9%) respondents said they
had participatéd in one or more of the six CP activities they were asked
about., An examination of the frequency data in Table 2 shows that the
majority of the participants have engaged in two, three, or four different
tvpes of CP services. d

Tables 3 through 8 display ghe number and percent of all respondents
who recalled participating in each of the six specific tvpes of CP services.
The most frequent type of CP service which the participants engaged in was
target or site hardening {i.e., had locks or other security devices in-
stalled). The next most frequent tvpe of CP participation was engraving
of valuables, followed by having a security survey conducted, displayving
anti-theft stickers, attending a CP meeting and attending a rape prevention
meeting.

There is an interesting pattern to the type of participation. The
thres most frequently engaged in CP services/activities (i.e., target
hardening by installing locks, ete.,, having a security survey, and engrav-
ing valuables) require more active participation on the part of the par-

ticipant. One needs to call and arrange to have a security survey conducted
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TABLE 2

PARTICIPATION IN ONE OR MORE
CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

¥ 'of
hotivities ¥ %
n 168 16.1
1 155 14,8
2 231 22.2
3 179 17.2
4 la3 17.6
3 91 8.7
& 35 3.4
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TABLE 3
PARTICIPATED IN A CRIME PREVERTION MEETING

Table ¥=1039
ilizsing cases=3

Number of

Respondents Percentage
Yes - 283 37.8
T 646 62.2
TAELE 4

PARTICIPATID I A RAPE PREVENTION MEETING

Table 1N=1038
Missing cases={

Fumber of P Lo
Respondents sreencage
Yesg 137 13.2
o 901 BR.B
TABLE S

PRRTICIPATED IN A SCCURITY SURVEY

Table N=1037
Misging cases=

Number of -

Respondents Percentage
Yes 425 41.0
Ho 612 59.0
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TABLE &
EXGRAVED PROPERTY

Table B=1034
Hissing cases=3

Number of N
Respondents Percentage

Yes 551 53.3
') 483 45,7

TABLE 7
DISPLAVED CRINE PREVENTION BTICKER

Table M=1036
Missing cases=6

tumber of

Resmondents Percentage
Yes 411 39,7
o 625 60.3
TALLE 8

LOCKS/SECURITY DEVICES INSTALLED

Table N=1034
INissing cases=8

Number of P rage

Respondents sreentags
Yeg 634 Gl.3
Mo 440 38.7
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on one's residence: one needs to arrange to have locks,‘ezc. installed
{whether it is done vrivately or the CPD does the site-hardening}; and
one needs to borrow or buv an electric engraver to engrave an ID number
on one's valuables., Each of these activities reguires that the person
know about the pérticular service or activity and then be willing to
take the time and/or invest the money to ensure that the service is engaged
in. Essentiallyv, the tyos of participation these respondents are engaging
in is & higher level of participation and a more concrete type of CP
activity, Participation has evolved from the more passive information
receiving phase to the more active phase of actually applying CP techniques.
Since at least half of the total sample was composed of known CFD
participants, one might assume that the participation levels found in this
study are not surprising. However, the cother half of the sample was
drawn city-wide and was not intended to be infused with CP marticipants.
Consequently, the fact that CP participation was found to be so pervasive
throughout the total sample is a significant findingf
One could conclude that crime prevention programming in the city of
Portland has been quite successful. The efforts to promote participation
in and application of CP technigues have been effective in preducing high
levels of CP participation.

Victimization Incidents

There were a total of 311 valid victimization incidents which were
reported via the survey. A1l of these incidents occurred during the 12
month time~frame being examined by this study (September‘3, L979 to September
1, 1980). There were a number of other incidents which had to be invalidated
because the date of fﬁe incident was outside the 12 menth time—frame or

becauge +he incident was not an actuval criminal victimization.

- 23 -



2 breakdown of all 311 incidents by participation in one or more
CP activities is contained in Table 9. The overall viectimization rate for
the total sample was 29.8 percent. Those individuals who have participated
in two or more CP activities have experienced higher overall victimization
rates than have those who participatad in only one activitiy or in none.

Most of the incidents which have been committed against these people
{(i.e., two or more activities) were property crimes: burglaries, particularly
forced entrv burglaries; attempted burglaries:; and larcenies. These types of
crime are the target crimes of CP and are the ones which are nore likely to
be deterred if CP practices are emploved. Thus, even though these data
ampear to suggest that more CP participation is less effective, what is a
more plavsible explanation is that these individuals have been victimized
to a greater extent to begin with and are attempting to reduce their risk
by engaging in more CP services, which are intended to acconplish this purpose.

An examination of the data in Table 10 lends scme support to this
explanation, Those individuals who have had locks or other security devices
installed (target hardening) had a security survey conducted (recommendations
for target hardening) and have engraved their vproperty (means for identify~
irg stolen proverty) have had a greater number of burglaries (particularly
forced entry burglaries) than those individuals who have not engaged in
these three activities. These CP activities had the highest levels of
participation among all six types of crime prevention activities and are
also the ones which are likely to reduce one's future risk of being burglarized.

In the earlier analvsis, prior to redefining CP participation, the
dates of CP service for all the Crime Prevention Division participants were

known. Wnen the dates of incidents were compared to dates of service, it
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f of Crime Prevention Activities

TARBLE 9

VICTIMIZATION INCIDEHNTS BY
PARTICIPATION IN ONE OR MORE CRIME DPREVENTION AMCTIVITIFRS

Types of
0

Incidents
K=160

1
N=155

N=231

N=1719

N=183

o

N=35

All Incidents *1 *%
N=111

*53%

30 47

i

23

Al

H

75

57

74

57

ag

hB

11

49

100

BURCLARINS
N=63 &
HE%

Forced Entry
N=d44 3
6%
Unlawful Bntry
N=13 3
&3%

17

10

84

109

17

12

lag

10

1laa

lao

ATTEMPTED BURGLARIES
N=23 2
46%

la¢

LARCENIES
H=56 5
38%

Larceny fromBldg.
N=3 : -
333

Larceny from Yard

. 3

N=35
40%
Larceny from House
1

=15
Larceny / Other
M=3 1
0%
#* t= 8 of Incidents
* $= % Reported

67 3

oo

67

50

1

40

S 20

29

50

100

100
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TARLE 9 CONTINUERD

af Crime Prevention Activities

i

¢
N=)16R

=179

¥=183

N=01

N %

All Incidents
REXNN]
533

30 17

33

74

ia

57

&3

A4 20

19

45

27

45

CAR LARCEMITLS
11 46

n=T
145

Larceny [rom
MV/Porced Entry
7 7

‘ N=27

. 3%

Largeny from

MY/Unlawful FEntry
N=17 2
18%

Larceny MV Parts
N=26 2
425

56

75 9

50

50

100

1 100

VANDALISH

CRYMINAL MISCHIEF
k!

M=51
45%

3 40

11

36 15

47

14
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TABLY, & CONTINUED

# of Crime DPrevention Activities

N=16#8

3
H=179

=183

N=31

A1l Incidents H
N=311
53% 30

47

57

6B

49

27

14

50

MISC. MISDEMDANORS
N=34 2
53%

Harassment / Threat
N=12 -
42%

Simple Assault
N=13 1
46%

Pick Pocket/Purseshatch
N5 -
100%

Trespass
M=d 1
50%

50

100

16¢

108

78

e7

FRHY;

100

50

3 100

25

100

17

33

MISC,. FELONIES
N=14 1
57%

Robbery
H=1 -
100%

Agagravated Assault

N=7 - -

20y

Motor Vehlole Theft
=6 1
B34

100

1006

100

180

100

100




TABLE 10
TYPES OF VICTIMIZATION INCIDENTS AY
PARTICIPATION TN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

Types of Crime Preventlen Activities

Crime Pre- RBape Fre- Locks/
vention vention Becurity Eraraved Anti-theft Security
Mesting Meeting Survey ngrave Stickers Devices

Yes Ho Tey No Yes Mo Yen Ho Yes No Yes ¥o
B=393 N=6L6  M=137 =901 N=b25 612 M= 251 =483 Nebi1l  M=625 N=63  H=LOO

BURGLARIES 25 38 7 56 41 22 15 28 25 38 46 17
gggs Gleg 8% 100% auz 88% 82% B6s B6% oo Bligh 91% 71%

Eorze{mnzr{‘"""Is“”"z%"‘”"{_};'e”“z;_“u“% 19l 19 Tzs | T T o
gz% Y4 A% 95% 1005 95% 93% 100% 96% 95% 95% 9 975 0%

Unlawful Entry 7 12 1 18 12 7 10 9 & 13 iz 7
22-;9 57% 7% | 100% 616 75 47k Sl E7% &vs 62% 75% L%

®3 ATIEWPTED BURGLARIES 14 9| 5 18 | 15 « o | 6+ el 45 3 w9
v 3;53 3 57% 60% b 53 L 50% 50 Lo 545 JEk 67%
£ ,

LARCENIES 31 25 5 A 50 29 27 37 19 z23 33 3 22
Nzgé b7 28% 3 387% 28 Lag 30% 5% 35% 35% 27% 555
30&

CAR LARCENIES 33 37 18 52 23 47 HES 24 24 hé Il 26
&m;o n2% L6 5% L 61% 36% b 12% 58% - 37 365 5%
L )

VANTALISH 28 273 9 u2 17 3 32 19 20 2 33 18
N=51 54% 35% L L5% 53 1% 53% 3% b2 Lo 587% 22%
L5%

MISC, MISDEMEANDRS 16 18 B 26 19 15 23 11 17 17 2L 10
T L 6% 1% 5% L% 67% 3065 82% 53% 53% hps 80%
5%

MISC. FELONIES 6 8 2 12 5 9 i1 3 6 8 5 g
Nw;a 33 75% 0 67% 6056 56% 55% 67% b7s . 508 60% 56%
57%

* Missing Cases



was noted that nearly 35 percent of the burglary incidents had actually
occcurred prior to the time that these participants actually became par-
ticipants (i.e., received the CP service). Althcough all participants
drawn from the CPD files were suppose to have received some (P service

at least several months prior to September 3, 1879 (the begimning of the
12 month time-frame) the fact was that a number of these people had become
participants after this time and had done so after they were burglarized,

The hypothesis about participants becoming participants after they
were victimized could have been tested more fully if dates of service were
known (which they are not) for all of the redefined participant sample.

If dates of service had been known then it would have been possible to
determine if the victimizations occcurred prior to participation and if
s0 then one could have assumed that the CP participation was (as the
earlier analysis indicated) a result of the victimization, and thus, once
people are victimized thev are more likely to engage in CP activities.

A more detalled analysis of the burglary victimization rates is con-
tained in Table 11. The overall burglary rates for the 12 month time
period were analyzed for multi~participation levels and for participation
in each of the specific CP activities. The burglary rates for the first
six months and the second six months of the time-frame were also analyzed.
This latter type of analysis was conducted for two reasons.

First, in an attempt to deal with the effect of burglaries which
may have occurred prior to the actual date of participation, the first
six months were treated as a pre-program or pre-participation phase and
the burglaries which occurred during the first six months were treated

as if they had occurred prior te participation. The second six months
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TABLE 11k
TESTS OF SIGHIFICANCE

RETWETRH Compar ison Comparison Comparison WITHIN Comaarison
ZROUP of Overall of Pre- of Post GroUP  of Pre to
COMPARISON Rates Program Program COMPARI~ Post Program
Pates Rates 5049 Rates
Hone vs (One
or More hotivitiesn NeSa L0l .S, None .01
¥one vs One N.S. n.s, .5, One or More n.8.
None vs Two Nn.5. .01 n.S, One .01
None vs Three N.S. Ol N.B. Two .01
None vs Four .G, .01 n.S. Three N.5.
None vs Five 1.5, n.5. .01 Four n.s.
Hone vs Bix NS, 9. Nn.5. Pive .01
Six 01




TABLE 11B

TESTS OF SIGHNIFICANCE

-7 -

BETHWEED Comparison Comparison Comparison| WITHIN Compar ison
GROUP of Overall of Pre~ of Post GROUP of Pre to
COMPARISOM Rates Program Program COMPARI~ Post Program
Rates Rates SON Rates
Crime Prevention P .
Heeting Meeting
Yes vs Mo e W01 .01 Yes -01
. No N.5.
Rape Prevention
Meeting Rape Pre=-
¥ - _ vention
es v5 No - N.S. n.s; Meeting
Security Survey ies fe5.
Yes vs No .01 .01 0 "o n.s.
Engraved Security
Burvey
Yes vs No Na5. n.s. n.s. Yes n.s.
Anti~theft wo n.s.
Stickers
Engraved
Yes vs No n.s. n.s. n.s. tes N.5.
. Ho n.s.
Locks/Becurity
Devices .
Anti-
thaft
Yes vs Ho n.s. .01 Naf.
! Stickers
Yes n.s.
.;{ ..}.:; R i, 5.
1 2
= F T 5 Locks/
pll-p) E;‘ + E-) Security
"1 2 Devices
Yes n.s.
No 01



.wag treated as a post program or after participation phase and the
burglaries which cccurred during the second six months were treated as
if they had occurred after participation. Granted, this is an extremely
artifical way to deal with the situation, but treating the data in this
manner did permit an examination of the potential effect of "prior™
victimizations on "subsequent" participation which otherwise, without
actual dates of service, was not possible.

The second reasmﬁ for analyzing the first and second six months of
hurglary data is more cogent. All crime rates, including burglary rates,
have been steadily riaing. In fact, the burglary rates in Portland for
1980 were nearly 12 percent higher than the rates for 1979, To determine
whether the burglary rates for the respondents in this study were also on
the rise, the burglary rates for the first six months were compared with
the rates for the second six months.

Statistical analyses of the burglary rates for the various parti-
cipant/non-participant groups (see Tables 11A and 11B} indicate that,
except for the security survey participants, the overall 12 month rates
for the participants and non-participants are not significantly different.
The security survey participants did have a significantly higher burglarv
rate than did those people who have not had a security survey conducted.

Compar isons between the participants’ and non-participants' burdlary
rates for the first six months indicate that in half of the comparisons
{(none vs one or more; none vs two; none vs three; none vs four; security
survey; and locks) the participant group had significantly higher burglary

rates. In one instance only, the non-crime prevention meeting people, was
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the non-participant burglary rate significantly higher during the first
six months, In all the rest of the participant/non-participant comparisons,
theré were no significant differences in the first six months burglary rates,

Comparisons of the second six month burglary rates show that the rates
for the participant and non-participant groups are not statistically
different, except in three cases (none vs five; crime prevention meet-
ing; and security survey).

The within group comparisons of the first six months rates to the
second six months rates show that the rates for four participant groups
were significantly higher during the second six months {crime prevention
meeting and those who participated in one, five and six activities). It
should be noted that.the rates during the first six months for these latter
three groups was "0." Those who have participated in two activities showed
a significant decrease in their burglary rates in the second six months.

Arong the non-participant groups, those respondents who have par—
ticipated in no CP activities and those who have not insta&led locks or
other security devices showed a significant increase in their burglary
rates during the séccmd six months.

In general, these results indicate that even though the participant
groups tended to have a higher number of burglaries during the 12 month
period, their burglary rates were not statistically different from the
rates for the non-participant groups. The comparisons between the first
and second six months rates also tend to support the earlier hypothesis
about victimizations "producing" participation, since a number of the

participant groups did experience a higher burglary rate in the first
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six months, and even though the rates did tend to increase during the
second six months, they did not increase at a significant rate. Also,
the comparisons between the participants and ron-participants burglary
rates for the second six months suggest that since the rates were not
significantly different in most cases, that the increasing&rates inpacted
to a greater extent on the non-participants than the participants and
that participation in crime prevention activities may have tendeé to
"slow down'” or dampen the effect of the rising hurglary rates.

The multi-participant data were too inconsistent in their trends to
suggest which level of participation provides greater effectiveness.

The analyses of the data on participation in specific types of CP activ-
ities deo, however, tend to support the effectiveness of engraving,
digplaying anti~-theft stickers, and installing locks and other security
devices. The rape prevention activity participants had low burglary
rates and showed no significant differences or increases in their rates
when comparsd to the non-rape prevenﬁion meeting people. However, the
intent of this strategy is directed more toward sexual assault prevention
rather than burglary prevention and thus, its use and effectiveness for
burglary prevention would be limited.

The securlity survey strategy seems to have some problems, Although
this strategy would seem to be effective, depending on compliance rates,
the burglary rates for this éarticipant group tend to be higher than for
any of the other participant groups. It may be that this group is guite
vulnerable to being burglarized and thus, need to take more precautions

to protect themselves., It is also possible that the effects of having a



security survey conducted are not achieved until z certain period of time
has elapsed. A related possibility is that the recommendations are not
readily implemented or only partially complied with, and thug, the effec—
tiveness of a security survey is diminished. It would seem to be worth-
while and feasible to do periodic follow-ups on those people who have had
a security survey conducted to engsure implementation and compliance on
their oart.

A comparison of the total sample's overall burglary rates during the
first six months and the second six months shows that there was a significant.
increase in the burglary rate during the second six months (5.0 to 7.1).

As stated previously, the city's crime rates are on the rise and the current
data document the reported increase in the burglary rates. The higher burg-
lary rates being experienced city-wide tend to place this study's burglary
data in perspective: these data are not unigue nor abnormally high for

the period of time being examined.

N=ze of Protective Technicues

Table 12 presents a breakdown of the various types of victlmization
incidents by use éf protective techniques. These data tend to suggest
that locking doors, windows, leaving lights on, or having neighbors watch
one's house has minimal to no effect on whether one is victimized or not.
In a sense this is true, because very few of the people who don't use these
technicues were victimized. The fact that only seven people out of the
total sample said that they don't lock their doors and only 1B people said
they don't lock their windows means that essentially everyone in this sample
population employ these protective technigues. Such high levels of use-
age may have drawbacks. Since people will continue to be victimized,

the fact that the majority are "protected™ in the same or in similar
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* Missing Cases

TABLE 12

TYPES OF VICTIMIZATION IRCIDENTS DBY
USE OF PROTECTIVE TRCHNIQUES

Types of Protective Techniques

Leave Leave Oub- Neighbors Turn On
Types of Leave Lights On side Nights Watch Burglar
Incidents Lock Doors Windows Lights On Timer on Houge Nlarm

Yes {is] Yes No Yes o Yes Ho Yes Ho Yes Mo Yes No
N=1033 N=7 N=1G23 N=]18 N=02( N=11% MN=415 H=(12 N=613 N=418% Mg =110 N=133 =

BIRGLARIES
N=613 63 G 60 3 56 H 35 2R 39 24 55 8 13 11
Forced Entry
N=44 44 G 12 2 41 3 24 20 26 18 a8 & 10 34
Unlawful Entry
M=14 19 G 18 1 15 4 il B 13 6 17 2 3 16
ANEPEMPTED BURGLARY
 H=23 23 ¢ 23 g 19 4 g # 13 14 9 20 3 3 19
LARCENIES
MN=56 56 g 55 G 53 3 19 * 6 36 ¥ 19 53 * 2 13 43
CAR LANCENIES 4.
N=70 69 1 67 3 63 7 25 45 51 19 68 2 9 * 6O
VANDALISM .
N=5] 110 ) 49 2 50 1 21 30 31 20 49 -2 4 % 16
MTIEC. MISDRMEANORS R
N=34 34 0 33 0 26 8 13 =+ 20 27 & 30 * 3 6 * 26
MISC. FELOWIES .
H=14 14 & 14 0 12 2 2 % 11 11 3 14 O 2 7



ways and to the same extent means that all "targets® become equalized and
their chances of being "hit" are also equalized. This same logic applies
to the protective techniques of leaving lights on and having neighbors

watch one's house since these techniques are also emploved by nearly 90 per=
cent of all responaents,

Those people who use the less frequently employed protective techniques
of leaving lights on a timer, leaving outside lights on and using a burglar
alarm tend to have experienced fewer victimization incidents. No statistical
anzlyses were performed on these data, so it is not possible to definitely
state whether or Ath the lower number of incidents was actually the result
of or even affected by the use of these protective techniques.

Reporting Rates

The percent of each type of Incident which was reported to the police
are contained in Tables 9 and 10. Eighty-six percent of all burglaries
were reported to the police. Participants tend to report burglaries at a
higher rate than do non-participants {88% vs 67%). Of the 311 valid in-
cidents which respondents said had occurred during the 12 month time-frame,
slightly over half were reported to the police (53%).

The most frecquently given reasons for not reporting irncidents to the
pclice were that they didn‘:t feel there was anything the police could do,
«voothat the incident wasn't serious enough,...or that it was a bother and
they didn't want to take the time to report the incident.

Fear of Crime

In an attempt to measure fear of crime, all respondents were asked
a series of 11 questions which dealt with various aspects of fear ard

crime. The respondents were asked how often they worried zhout being a
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victim of crime. They were asked to rate their chances of becoming &
victim of various crimes....to rate crime in their neighborhood and the
city....to rate the safeness of their neighborhood during the day and at
night. (See cuestions 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, and 12a -~ 12f in the survey in-
strument, Appendix A.)

For each of these questions a mean fear of crime score was calculated.
This score was derived by weighting each of the five response categories
for each question. The weight factors ranged from one to five. The
high fear responses {e.g., very serious, very unsafe, very good chance,
gtc.,} were weighted by five. The low fear responses {e.¢., not at all
serious, very safe, very poor chance, etc.,) were weighted by one. The
fairly high fear responses were weighted by four, the fairly low fear
résponses were weighted by two, énd the moderate fear responses were
weighted by three., After the raw frequencies within each response
category were weighted, the waight@d frequencies were summed and divided
by the number of respondents in that category. The number cobtained from
these calculations is the mean fear score. For example, 100 respondents
rated the crime in their neighborhood. Five rated the crime as very
serious (5 X 5=25); 2] rated the crime as serious (4 X 21=84); 35 rated
the crime in their neighborhood as so-so (3 X 35=105); 22 rated the crime
as not very serious (2 ¥ 22=44); and 17 rated the c¢rime as not at all
serious {1 X 17=17). The weighted frequencies =275. This sum is divided
by 100 (the number of respondents who rated the crime in their neighbor-
hoed). This final calculation yields the mean fear score of 2.75 or when

rounded~-off, 2.8, This score reflects the mean rating of crime In their
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neighborhood for these 100 respondents,. This 2.8 score ils approaching
the moderate level, Thus, on the average, these 100 respondents rated
the crime in their neighborhood as just “so-so."

Tables 13 and 14 display the fear of crime data by participation in
one or more C2 acfivitias and by participation in specific types of CP
activities. The data in Table 13 indicate that those individuals who have
participated in three or more CP activities tend to have slightly higher
fear scores and thus, tend to be more fearful than participants who engage
in fewer activities or those who have engaged in no CP activities,

Rather than participation influencing or affeeting fsar of crime
levels, what seems to be happening is that those individuals who are more
fearful of crime tend to engage in more CP activities. This may be an
attenmot on their part to' reduce their fearfulness.

There is a tendency among all CP participant groups to have slightly
higher fear of crime scores than do the non-participant groups. This
tendency toward higher levels of fear may have existed prior to these
individuals becoming involved in CP activities and in fact, fear of crime
might have been the reason why they became participants. Fear of crime
may be a motivating factor in CP participation, and fear may encourage
participation in the same way that being victimized encourages participation.

The fear of crime data by use of protective techniques {Table 15) shows
that those people who do not lock their doors or windows have much lower
fear of crime scores for those fear measures which zre concerned with chances
of being victimized., These fear scores tend to indicate why they may not
use these protective technigues. They are less fearful and thus are less

concerned or worried about being victimized.
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FARTICIPATION IN GNE OR MORE CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

Pear Heasures

Worry About
Being Victimized

Chanee of Being
Vandalized

Chanee of Being
Hurglarized

Chanee of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having

Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborheood

Rating of Crime
in Ciby

Ratirg of Safety-
Neigtbhoarhood/Day

Ratirg of Safsty-

Neigkborhood/Hight

# of Crime Prevention Activities

TABLY 13
FEAR OF CRIME BY

0 1 2 3 4 5 8
2.3 2.4 2.6 2.9 2.8 3.1 2.9
2.2 2.1 2.3 2.5 2.5 2,5 2.3
2.1 2.1 2.2 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.2
1.8 1.8 1.8 1.7 1.8 1.9 1.9
2.0 1.9 2.0 21 1.3 1.9 2.1
2.0 1.9 z.0 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.3
2.0 2.0 2.1 2.3 2,1 2.1 2.6
2.3 2.4 2.6 2.7 2,6 2.5 2,6
3.7 3.8 3.8 3.9 3.9 3.8 3.8
1.6 1.7 1.8 1.7 1.5 1.7 1.8
3.2 3.4 3.3 2.5 3.1 3.4 3.7
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Fear Measures

Worry About
Beina Victimized

Chance of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Btolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety-
Heighborhood/Night

TABLE 14

FEAR OF CRINE BY
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

Crime Prevention hotivities

Crime Pre- Hape Pre~ Locks/
vention vention Security apti-theft Security
Meeting Meeting Survey Engraved Stickers Devices
Yes/Ho Yeu/No Yes/Ho ‘ Yes/No Yes/No Yag/No
2.8/2.6 2.9/2.6 2.8/2.6 2.8/2.5 2.8/2.6 2.8/2.5
2.6/2.3 2.5/2.3 2.3/72.4 2.5/2.2 2.5/3.3 2.472.3
2.4/2.2 2.4/2.3 2,3/2.2 2.4/2.2 2.4/2.2 2.3/2.2
2.1/1.8 2,0/1.9 2.1/1.8 1.7/1.8 1.8/1.8 1.8/1.8
2.0/2.0 1.3/2.0 2.2/2.0 2.0/1.8 2.0/2.0 1.9/2.0
2.,1/72.0 2.2/2.0 2.1/2.0 2.1/2.0 2.1/2.0 2.0/2.1
2.2/2.1 2.372.1 2;1/2.1 2.2/2.1 2.272.1 2.&/2‘1
2.71/2.5 2.5/2.6 2.7/2.5 2.6/2.5 2.6/2.5 2.6/2.5
3.9/3.8 3.9/3.8 3.8/3.8 3.8/3.8 3.8/3.8 3.1/3.7
1.7/1.7 1.68/1.7 1.771.6 1.6/1.8 1.7/1.6 1.7/1.8
3.3/3.3 3.3/3.2 3.5/3.2 3.,2/3.5 3.4/3.3 3.4/3.3
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FFear Measures

Warry About
Being Victimized

Chance of Baing
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Deing
Sexually Abused

Chance cf Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Hfarassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Salety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Bafety-
Ne ighborhood/Hight

PABLE 15

FEAR OF CRIME BY

USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES

Protective Techniques

Lock

Lok

Lights

Neiaghbors

Lights Outside Watch Burglar
-Doar's Windows on On Timer  Lights On  House Alarm On
Yes/Ho Yes/No  Yes/No Yes/No Yes/Nao Yes/No Yes/tlo
2.5/1.6  2.7/2.2  2.7/2.5 2.7/2.8 2.8/2.8% 2.7/2.7 2.8/2.6
2.3/1.5 2.4/1.9  2.4/2.0 2.4/2,é 2.4/2.2 2.3/2.4 2.6/2.2
2.3/1.1  2.3/1.%  2.3/2.6  2.3/2.2 2.4/2.2 2.3/2.4 2.4/2.3
1.8/1.3 1l.8/1.4 1.8/1.8 1.7/1.8 l.z/1.8 1.8/2.0 1.7/1.8
2.3/1.7 2.0/1.5 2.0/1.9 2.0/2.0 2.0/1.9 2.0/2.0 2.1/2.0
z,ufl.? 2.0/1.8  2.0/l.% 2.1/2.0 2.1/2.0 2.0/2.2 2.0/2.¢0
2,1/1.4  2.172.2 ?.ljzrﬁ\ 2.1/2.1 2.2/2.0 2,0/2.4 2.2/2.1
2.6/2.3 2.5/2.8 2.6/2.3 2.8/2.5 2.7/2.4 2.5/2.7 2.8/2.5
3.8/3.6  3.8/3.6 3.8/3.8  4.0/3.8  3.8/3.8  3.8/3.7  3.9/3.8
1.7/1.3 1.7/1.% 1.7/1.7 1.7/1.4 1.7/1.6 1.5/1.9 1.6/1.7
3.3/2.7  3.3/3.4  3.3/3.4  3.4/3.3 3.3/3.3 3.2/3.4 3.2/3.3



Almost all of the fear scores throughout these sets of tables are
in the moderate to fairly low fear range. There is a tendency for the
"worry" scores to be slightly higher for all respondents. But these
slightly =levated scores are not supported by the other fear scores.

There are only two sets of scores which are consistently above the mod-
erate range: the rating of crime in the city and the rating of safety

in the neighborhood at night. These scores are above the moderate level
and approaching the fairly high fear level, This tvpe of rating on these
o fear measures is pervasive throughout all the fear of crime data,
regardless of which other variable is being‘axamineﬁ with fear of crime.
Thiz suggeéts that the total sample and not just certain participant groups,
believe that crime in the city is more serious than it is in the neighbor-
hoods and that it is less safe in the neighborhoods at night than during
the day.

There is a strong relationship between being victimized and fear of
crime levels. As the data in Table 16 indicate fear of crime levels are
higher for people who have been victimized. There also seems to be a
fairly consistent relationship between the type of victimization and higher
fear scores for the corresponding type of fear measure. ‘Those who have
been the victims of property crimes tend to rate their chances of being
burglarized or vandalized at a higher rate than those who were not victimized
or who were not victims of property crimes.

Being victimized tends to affect the rating of crime in the neighbor-
hood, but not in the city. Thoss who have besn victimized tend to rate

crime in their neighborhood as more serious, but their rating of crime
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"ear Measures

forry About
teing Victimized

Thance of Being
Vandalized

“hance of Being
jurglarized

chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Helghborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Ne ighborhood/Day

Rating of Safaty
Neighborhood/Night

Typeg and § of incidents

TABLE 16

FEAR OF CRIME BY
TYPRG OF VICTIMIZATION INCIDDNTS

1.0

Atbtempted Larceny Migeo. Misc.

Burglary Burglary Larceny From Car Vandalism Misdemeancrs Felonies
n 1 2 ¢ 1 2 o 1 2 3 1 6 1 2 ¢ 1 2 3 4 ¢ 1 2 3 0 1

2.6 3.2 3.5 |2.6 3.5 4.0 |2.6 3.2 3.0 4.5 1.0 (2.6 3.1 3.8 |[2.6 3.4 4.2 = 1.0 |2.7 3.1 5.0 1.5 |2.7 2.9
2,3 3.0 2,% 2.3 3.7 3.0 |2.3 3.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 |2.3 3.0 4.2 (2,3 3.4 2.9 - 5.0 2.3 2.7 5,0 1.0 |2.3 3.2
2.2 2.9 3,5 2.2 3.3 4.0 (2.2 2,9 2,7 4.0 3.0 |2.2 2.7 3.0 | 2.1 2.9 2.8 -~ 3.0 |2.2 2.6 1.5 1.0 |2.3 2.1
}1.61.71.8 |1l.8 2.2 2.0 /1.8 2,1 2,3 1.01.0 ]1.81.71.4{1.81.91.3 - 1.0}1.82,01.011.0 |1.B 1.9
2.0 1.% 1.9 1.0 2.1 2.0 j2.0 2.2 3.3 3.5 2.0 |1.9 2.3 2.6 12,0 2.2 1.5 - 2.0 1 2.0 2.2 3.0 1.9 |2.0 2.6
2.0 2.0 1,9 i2.0 2.5 1,0 j2.0 2.0 3.0 1.5 2.0 |1.6 2.2 1.6 (2.0 2.6 1.5 - 2.0 12.0 2.1 2.0 1.0 2f0 2.1
2.1 2,2 1.4 12,1 2.81.0 ]2.1 2,4 3.7 2.058,0 2.0 2.3 2,4}2.12,52,7 = 5.,012,13.,05,01.0 2.1 3.0
2.5 3.4 3.9 12,8 3.2 3,0 12.% 3.2 3.,33,5 4,0 72,5 3,1 3.4 2.5 3.12.5 - 4.0 2.5 2,9 3.,01.0 (2.4 3.8
3.9 3.8 3.9 [3.8 4.1 4.0 (3.8 3.8 4.} 3.5 4.0 | 3.8 3.7 3.0 3.8 2.9 3.0 - 4.0 73.8 3.6 3.5 3.0 (3.8 1.9
1.71.71,511.71.9 2,0 (1.7 1.5 2,0 2.01.0 |1.41.7 1.6 (1.7 2.1 1.5 - 1.0 ]1.7 1.8 1.5 1.0 {1,7 2.1
3.3 3.6 3.0 |3.3 3.8 2.0 (3.3 3.2 4.7 2.0 13.33,13.2{3.3 3,6 3.5 - 2.0]3.3 3.55.01.0 3.3 3.9
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Fear Measures

TARLE 17

ADEGUATE # F POLICE PATROLS BY FEAR OF CRIME

_ Purse/ Crime In Safety-  Safety-
Adequate Burg- Sexunl Car Wallet Harass~ Neighbor- Crime In Neighhor- Neighbor-
Humber Horry Vandalism lary Abuse Stolen Stolen nent hogd City hood/Day  hood/Hight
Yes 2.5 2.2 2.1 1.7 1.9 2.0 2.0 2.4 3.7 1.6 3.2
No 2.9 2.8 2.7 1.9 2.2 2.1 2.4 3.0 4.0 1.9 3.6



in the city tends to remain fairly stable., A similar pattern of stable
fear levels holds true for the ratings on chances of being sexually abused,
having a car stolen, or having a purse or wallet stolen.

One of the relationships t0 be examinzd when the fear of crime data
were analyzed was whether or not fear of crime levels could be affected by
one's perceptions about frequency and adequacy of police patrols, If
a relationship was discovered between these variables, then it might be
possible to modify fear of crime levels by, for example, Increasing the
frecquency of police patrols. The majority of the respondents in the study
perceived frequency of police patrol in the same or in a very similar way.
Over 80 percent of the respondents said that the police patrolled a few
times a day or occasionally. However, the perceptions about whether or
not this was an adequate mmber of police patrols were quite different.
Were perceptions about adequacy of the number police patrols related to
fear of crime and if so could these perceptions be modified and therefore
modify fe%x of crime levels? Fear of crime levels and perceptions about
adequacy of patrol aré related, but it is one's fear of crime which in-
fluences one's peréeptionﬁ about adequacy of patrol. As the data in
Table 17 indicate, those people who have higher fear scores are more likely
to judge the frequency of patrol as inadequate. This finding is consistent
throughout the fear measures. These data suggest that increasing the
frequency of patrol would probably not affect the fear of arime levels.

People with high fear levels would still tend to perceive the frequency
| of patrol as inadequate.
The effect of taking a self-defense course on fear of erime was, also
-explored, Relatively few of the respondents said that they had taken a

self-defense course (N=162, 15.5%), but nearly 65 percent (N=100, 64.5)
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of these psople rated their chances of being sexually abused as very
poor.  The mean fear score on chance of being sexually abused was 1.6
for the gelf-defense participants and 1.9 for those who had not t2ken a
self-defense course. Those individuals who have participated in self-
defense apparently feel more secure and feel less likely to be sexually
abused,

Sense of Commnity

Since one of the major programming efforts in crime prevention has
involved neighborhoods and neighborhood associations, the evaluation
explored the effect of CP participation on how well people knew their
neighbors and on how they rated their neighborhood. 'The effects of
these variables on fear of crime were also examined.
211l respondents were asked to name their neighborhood association.
Of the 1,042 respondents, only 369 (35.4%) were able to name their
association, One of the nost fz:‘?quentiy given responses was "What's
a neighborhood association?" Even fewer respondents were able to name
or describe activities sponsored by a neighborhood association. Knos-
ledge about and awareness of CP efforts through the neighborhood associations
was practically non-existent. If it is important for citizens to know
about their neighborheod associations and the crime prevention efforts
they are involved with, then it is recommended that more effective PR
about associations arxd CP efforts be conducted. i
Tables 18 and 19 display the information about knowing one's neigh-
bors and participation in CP activities. In general, most of the respondents

indicated that they krnew their neighbors somewhat well to verv well. The
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TARBLE 18
HOW WELL KNOW NEIGHRDORS BY
PARTICIPATION TN ONE OR MORE CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIRS

Eniow
~ Neighbors i of Crime Prevepntion Activities
0 1 2 3 4 5 G
Very Well 47 33 65 49 7 29 15
8.0 21.3 28.1 27.4 42,1 . 31.9 12,9
Fairly Well 44 39 6% 54 45 13 &
26.2 25,2 28.1 30,2 24.6 36.3 17.1
Somevhat Well 40 52 73 44 46 17 11
©23.8 33.5 27.3 24.6 25.1 8.7 31.4
Say ilelle 17 15 25 17 14 4 0
10.1 g,7 10.8 9.5 5.5 4.3 a.
Don't Know 20 16 12 15 5 8 3

11.9 10.3 5.6 8.4 2.1 .8 B.6



m{}g-

¥now NMeighbors

Very Vell

Fairly Well

Somewhat ¥ell

Say Hello

Dontt Know

PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

TABLE 19
HOW WELL KNOW NEIGHDORS DY

Tvpes of Crime Irevention Activities

Crimg Prg- Rape Preg- Locks/
vention vention Security anti-theft Sacurity
Meeting Meeting Survey Ingraved Stickers Devices
Yes No Yo Ho Yeos N Yo No Yes Ho Yes M
150 164 52 262 128 1ae 1a2 133 137 177 204 109
38,2 25.4 n.o 29,1 30.1 3.4 33.0 27.1 33.3 28.3 32.2 27.3
108 1860 20 287 118 166 184 13¢ 125 159 181 lo4
27.0 27.9 20.4 23.5 2.0 27.1 27,9 26.9 Q0.4 25.4 2R.5 6.0
1080 173 38 235 111 152 142 130 101 172 153 116
25.4 26.8 27,7 6.1 28,1 6.5 25.8 2R, 9 24.6 1.5 24,1 29.0
in 32 8 79 35 52 44 46 22 64 53 35
4.6 10.7 5.8 B.8 8.2 B.5 7.3 9.5 5.4 10,2 8,4 .8
19~ 50 11 68 a3 16 13 a6 26 53 43 15
4.8 9.3 B.O 7.5 7.8 7.5 6.0 9.5 6.3 8.5 6.5 9.0



data do not show any clear-cut relationship between CP participation and
how well one knows his neighbors, Similar results are found in the rating
of one's neighborhood by CP participation (Tables 20 and 21). The general
trend here is that the neigh?:x}xh‘rxﬁd rating is good or average. Even length
of residency an«::E knowing one's neighbors and rating of the neighborhood
{Tables 22 and 23} do not seem to exhibit any trends or relationships
excent the very general ones alluded to zbove.

How well one knows his nelghbors seems to have little or no impact
on fear of crime (Teble 24). How one rates his neighborhood does seem to
be related to fear of crime levels (Table 25). As the rating of the
neighborhood progresses downward from average to poor, the fear of crime
soores increase. The rating of crime in the neighborhood and the rating
of safety in‘ the neighborhood at night have increasinagly higher. fear
scores as the rating of the neighborhood goes from fair to poor.

There is little evidence to suggest that participation in crime
prevention activﬁties has promoted or engendered a sense of comminity
among the participants. Whether one knows his neighbors, or how one
rates his neighborhoexd, or how long one has resided in an area seem to
have little relationship with each other o;:' one's sense of community.

The only variables which have a semblance of relationship have a negative
one {i.e., fear of crime ard rating of neighborhood). 211 in all, the
mission of crime prevention to promote a sense of commmity needs to be
re-vamped and re-directed in order to accomplish a goal which is worth
achieving if the proper program . is identified which will eventually be
able to develop the sense of commnity desired.

Use of Protective Techniques and CP Participation

The promotion of the use of protective techniques has been very effective.
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TAULE 20
RATING OF NEIGHRORNOOD BY
PARTICIPATION IN ONE OR MORE CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

-.Zg-

Rake

Neighborhood § of Crime Prevention Activities
0 1 2 3 4 5 &
Goad 103 93 136 11o 120 50 24
1.3 6.4 59.1 62.5 £5.6 54 .8 68.6
Fair 19 24 28 13 15 5 3
11.3 15,6 12.2 7.4 8.2 6.6 B.6
Avegrage 34 22 49 40 40 - 24 7
20.2 14.3 21.13 22.7 21.9 26.4 20,0
Legs than 7 & 7 5 4 3 G
Average 4.2 ‘ 3,9 3.0 2.0 2.2 3,3 0.
Paoor 5 g ' 10 8 4 8 1
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Crime Prevention Activities

TABLE 21

RATING OF HEIGEDORHOOD BY
PARTICIPATION IH SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

Rat Crime Pre-— Rape Pre- Locks/
ﬁﬁTglb Hood vention vention Security Engraved Anti-theft Security
£ 2RO OO Meeting Meeting Survey Btickers Devices
Yes Ho Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes o
Good . 237 297 g9 544 244 3aa 351 280 250 382 jag 2332
6.5 61.8 65.0 60,7 - 57.8 61.6 G4,1 58.2 61.80 61,5 63.2 58.1
Falr 36 72 14 94 41 67 41 67 3s 73 650 48
9.2 11.2 10.2 ia.5 9.7 11.0 7.5 13.9 8.5 11.8 3.5 12.0
Avarage 93 122 27 188 133 112 117 96 94 120 i28 BE
23.7 1%.0 19.7 21,0 24,4 18.4 21.4 20.0 22.9 19.3 20.3 1.8
Less than Average g 23 3 29 11 21 16 16 in 22 L7 15
) 2.3 3.6 2.2 3.2 2.6 3.4 2.9 3.3 2.4 3.5 2.7 3.8
Toor 17 28 4 41 23 22 23 22 21 24 27 18
4.3 4.4 0.4 4.0 5.5 3.6 4,2 4.6 5.1 3.9 4.3 4.5
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Know Neighbors

Very Well
Fairly Well
Somewhat Well
Say Helle

Don't Know

Rate Neighborhood

Good

Fair

Average

Less than Averade

Poor

Length of Residency

HOW WELL KNOW NEIGHBORS BY LENGTH OF RESIDENCY

TRELE 22

1+ to 24+ to 4+ to 7-10 10+ to 20+ to 30+ to 40+
1 yr. 2 yrs. 1 yra, F vrs. YIS, 20 vrs. n vyrs. 40 yrs. yrs.
1a 15 27 410 34 70 52 28 21
18.0 17.4 21.8 w6 298 35.2 36.1 29.8 40,4
18 29 33 19 28 51 49 3z 18
15.0 33i.7 25.6 18.8 24,6 25.6 34.0 34.0 34.6
- 33 26 a7 28 35 52 29 22 7
33.0 n.2 29.8 27.7 30.7 26.1 20,1 23.4 13.5
13 9 15 11 8 12 9 7 2
13.0 10,5 12.1 10.9 7.0 6.0 6.3 7.4 3.8
18 7 12 3 9 14 5 5 4
18.0G 4.1 8.7 3.0 7.9 7.0 3.5 5.3 7.7
TABLE 23
RATING OF NBIGHRORHOOD DY LEMGTH OF RESIDENCY

Length of Residency
1+ to 2+ to 4+ to 710 10+ to 20+ to 30+ to 40+
1 yr. 2 yrs. 4 yrs. 6 yrs. Yre. 20 vra. 30 yrs. 40 vrs. yrs.
54 51 78 62 72 126 86 58 31
854.5 59.3 63.4 82,0 §3,2 63.6 59.7 62,4 59.5
12 9 10 g 14 27 12 S &
12,1 10.5 B.1 8.0 12.3 13.6 g.3 .6 11.5
21 20 28 25 17 32 37 23 7
21.2 23.3 22.8 25.0 14.9 16.2 25.7 24.7 132.5
8 2 5 2 5 k! 3 1 i
B.1L 2.3 4.1 2.0 4.4 1.5 2.1 1.1 3.8
4 4 2 3 6 10 1 3 )
4.0 4.7 1.6 3.0 5.3 5.1 4.2 3.2 11 .5



Fear Measures

Worry About
Being Victimized

Chance of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually abhused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety~
Neighbo;hooéﬁﬂight

TABLE 24

FEAR QF CRIME
HOW WELL KNOW NEIGHBORS

Know Neighbors

BY

Very Fairly  Somewhat Sav Don't

Well Jell Well Hello Know
2.8 2.5 3.6 2.6 2.7
2.3 ' 2.3 2.4 2,3 2.6
2.2 2.2 2.3 2.3 2,5
1.8 1.7 1.8 1.9 1.8
1.9 1.9 1,8 2.0 2.1
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.2
2.1 2.0 2.2 2.1 2.3
2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.7
3.8 3.8 3.8 3.7 3.9
1.5 1.6 1.7 1.7 2.0
3.1 3.4 3,5 3.3 3.7
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TABLE 25
FEAR OF CRIME BY RATING OF NEIGHBORHOCD

Feay Measures Rate Neighborhood

Less than
Good Fair Average  Average : Poor

Worry About
Being Victimized 2.4 2.8 3.0 3.3 3.5

Chance of Being
Vandalized 2.1 2.3 2.7 3.1 3.0

Chance of Being
Buraglarized 2.1 2.2 2.5 2.7 3.2

Chance of Beino
Sexualily Abused 1.7 2.0 1.8 2.1 2.0

Chance of Having '
Car S5tolen 1.8 2.1 2.2 z.4 2.7

Chance of Having
PursefHallet Steolen 1.8 2.8 2.2 2.3 2.2

Chance of Being . .
Harassed 2.0 2.1 124 2.5 2.6

Rating of Crime
in Heighborhood 2.2 2.6 3.0 3.6 3.8

Rating of Crime
in City 3.8 3.7 3.9 - 3.7 4,0

Rating of Safety- ‘
Neighborhood/Day 1.4 1.9 1.9 2.2 2.6

Rating of Safety-
Heighborhood/Night 3.1 3.7 3.6 3.7 4.0
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As indicated in an sarlier discussion, the use of the protective tech-
niques of locking doors and windows, leaving lights on ard having neighbors
watch the house are emploved by nearly the total sample. Even so, as the
data in Table 26 indicate, those individuals who have participated in two
or more CP activities tend to emplov protective technicques at a higher
rate than do the non-participants or those who have participated in only one
CP activity. There is a tendency for the use of these technicques to in-
crease along with an increase in the level of ¥ participation. The same
tvpe of trend ! exists for those protective techniques which are less freguently
employed. As the level of CP participation increases the rate at which
these protective techniques are emploved zlso increases,

Table 27 contains the breakdown of the use of protective techniques
by warticipation ﬁn sp@cific crime prevention activities. The same type
of pattern which exists in the multi-participation data also exists for
these participation data. Those individuals who have engaged in the
six types of CP activities employ the protective techniques at a consistently
higher rate than do the non-CP participants.

There is a direct relationship between CP participation and the use
of protective techniques. Even though non-participants also employ these
techniques at fairly high levels, participants employ them at even higher
levels.

Awareness of Crime Prevention

Awareness of crime prevention increases with increasing levels of
CP participation {Table 28). Awareness of crime prevention is higher among
those who participate in the six specific types of CP activities than it
is among the non-participants. It should be noted that even the non-parti-

cipants are quite aware of CP {see Table 29). The awareness levels for
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USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHMIQUES BY

TABLL 26

PARTICTPATION IN ONE OR MORE CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

k1

? of Crime Prevention Activities

i R L N WO N S
SECERNINASE N=168 = N=155 N=231 N=179 N=183 N=91 N=35
LOCK DOGRS
Yes 167 153 228 179 181 a0 35
99,4 95,7 88,7 100.0 38,9 98.9 100.0
No 1 0 3 0 2 1 0
0.6 o. 1.3 0. 1.1 1.1 0.
Missing Cases g 2 0 0 v o 0
0. 1.3 0. 0. 0. . 0.
LOCK #INDOWS
Yes 164 154 225 174 180 g1 15
97.6 39,4 97.4 '87,2 98,4 1a6.0 100.0
Ko 3 1 & 8 3 0 0
1.8 6.6 2.6 2.8 1.6 0. n.
Missing Cases 1 0 { 0 ] 0 ¥
0.60 0. n. 0. 0. 0. 0.
LEAVE LIGHTS On
Yes 138 132 201 162 173 51 33
82.1 85.2 87.0 80.5% 94,5 89.0 94,3
No 30 21 30 15 10 10 2
17,9 13.5 13.0 8.9 5.5 11.0 5.7
Missing Cases 0 2 a 1 0 o 0
0. 1.3 a. 0.5 0. o, 0.
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TABLE 26 CONTINUED

¢ of Crime Prevention Activitiss

Protective 1] 1 2 3 4. 5 &
Technicues N=168 W=155 N=231 H=179 N=183 N=91 N=35
LEAVE LIGHTS
OH TIMER
Yes 45 40 85 78 a6 51 19
?6.8 25.8 36,8 44,1 52.5 56.0 54.3
No iz 111 144 S8 B5 38 16
71.4 71,8 £2.3 54,8 46, 4 41.8 45,7
Missing Cases 3 4 2 2 2 2 g
l.8 2.6 0.9 1.1 1,1 2,2 .
LEAVE CUTSIDE
LIGHTE: ON
Yeos B8 86 135 115 111 55 23
52.4 55.5 5p.4 64,2 &0.7 60,4 £5.7
No 76 &8 o4 61 71 34 12
45,2 43.9 40.7 34.1 iB.8 37.4 34.3
Missing Cases 4 1 2 3 1 2 0
2.4 0.6 4.9 1.7 0.5 2.2 0.
NETGHBCORS WATCE
HOUSE
Yes i3%9 129 204 164 173' g6 33
82.7 83.2 86.32 al.6 94.5 94,5 24.3
No 27 26 26 1z 1o 5 2
16.1 16,8 11.3 7.8 5.5 5.5 5.7
Missing Cases 2 g 1 i ] 0 ]
l.2 0. 0.4 0.6 0. 0. 0.
TURN ON BURGLAR
ALARM .
Yes 5 o 30 24 30 2B 7
3.0 5.8 13.0 13.4 16.4 30.8 20.0
Ney 183 144 188 152 148 £2 2B
97.0 92.9 85,7 B4.9 Bo.®8 £8.1 BG.0
Mis=sing Cases it 2 3 3 5 1 0
0. 1.3 1.3 1.7 2.7 L.l .
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TABLE 27
USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIOUES DY

PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PRREVENTION ACTIVITIES

Types of Crime Prevention Activities

Crime Fre- Rape Pre-~ Locks’
Protective vention vention Security Engraved Anti-theft Security
Techniques Meetings Meetinga Survey Stickers Devices
Yes Ho Yes HNo Yes No | Yes No Yeag No Yos No
) CON=39] N=/446 =137 M=%01 N=425% =612 N=551 M=483 N=411 N=625 N=§134 N=406
LOUK DOORS .
Yes 387 £43 137 A92 421 607 546 480 408 * '619 631 395
N=1033 98.7 99.7 log.0 89,2 99.3 99.3 89.1 993.6 99.3 99 .4 99.5 85.0
Ho {H=7) 5 2 o K 3 4 5 2 3 4 3 4
H=7 1.3 0.3 6.0 0.8 0.7 8.7 0.9 0.4 a,7 0.6 0.% 1.0
Missing Cases {5} (6) {7} (93 {8} (9
LOCK WINDOWS
" ¥esg 384 636 . 138 BE4 420 598 542 473 4058 6lz2 625 390
N=1023 97.7 98.6 98.5 98,2 98,8 97.9 98.4 98,1 98.5 88.1 98,6 97.17
No 9 9 2 16 5 13 9 9 6 12 9 9
W=18 z.3 1.4 1.5 1.8 1.2 2.1 1.6 1.9 1.5 1.8 1.4 2.3
Missina Cases (N {5} {8} REES] ) {7}
LEAVE, LIGHTS ON
Yas 359 558 127 789 3717 538 502 410 3so 534 570 344
N=920 91.4 g85.6 92.7 B7.9 a8.9 88,2 91.3 B5.2 92.5% 85.9 80,2 AG.2
No 33 8BS 16 109 47 12 48 71 3l 88 62 58
N=11l9 B.4 13.4 7.3 12,1 11.1 11.8 8.7 14.8 7.5 14.1 9.8 13.8
Misging Cases (6} (N (8) {11) (9] {11}
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TABLE 27 CONT.

Types of Crime Prevenkion Activities

Crime Pre-— Rape Pre- Locks/
Drotastiva vant%mﬁ vention Security Engraved Anti-theft Security
wecﬂﬁ??ﬁéé Moetings tectings Survey gtlckore Nevisen

Yes [Ni] Yesg Mo Yes No Yes Ho Yes No Yoo Ho

N=393 N=646  Nel137 N=001  N=425 N=612 - - - - . _
LFAVE LIGHTS QN TIMER , L B=551 N=483  N=411 N=625 = N=G34 N=400

Yez i78 235 63 A50 204 213 257 156 212 200 290 123

N=415 46.0 36.9 46.7 39.4 47.5 35.14 47.2 32.8 52.3 32.5 45.3 31.2
No 409 402 72 538 221 g8 208 319 193 4186 334 271

N=612 54.0 3.1 53.3 6.6 52.5 G4.6 52.8 a7.2 A7.7 67.5 53.7 68.8
Missing Cases {18} {19} {20) (22} (21} {22}

LEAVE OUTSIDE LIGHTS ON

Yes 257 353 91 518 251 157 3313 273 246 362 3180 228
N=613 §6.2 55.3 67.4 58.72 59.6 59,2 61.1 57,4 60.6 58,7 60.5 58.0
No 131 285 44 372 170 246 212 203 160 255 248 165
N=416 3.8 44.7 32,6 41.8 40.4 40.8 38.9 42,6 39.4 41.73 39.5 42,0
Missing Cases {16} (17 {18} (21) {19) {21y

NEIGHBORS WATCH HOUSE

Yes 364 561 1286 798 388 535 513 407 363 539 575 346
N=528 92.6 87.4 92.0 89.0 1.3 A8.0 93.4 84,6 93.4 86.7 91.0 86.89
No 29 a1 11 - 99 37 73 36 74 27 83 57 52
N=110 7.4 12.6 8.0 11.0 8.7 1.0 6.6 15.4 6.6 13.3 9.0 13.1
Missing Cases {7n m {3} {12} (10} {12}

TURN O BURGLAR ALARM
Yes A8 65 22 111 13 &0 82 41 76 5% 112 29

=133 7 17.8 10.2 16,3 12.5 17.5 8.9 17.0 8.5 18.8 8.2 17.9 3.0
Ho 318 574 113 77e 344 547 454 435 328 560 512 177
N=095% 82.4 89.8 B3.7 87.5 2.5 90.1 83.0 31.5 #1.2 3¢, 8 BZ.1 5.0

Missing Cases (17) (18} {183 {2m {20 {21}



Aware of
Crime
Pravention

Yeou

Noy

TABLR 20

AYARENESS OF CRIME PRREVENTION IY
PARTICTIPATION IN ONE OR MORE CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

Aware of '
Crime § of Crime Prevention Nctivities
Prevention
¢ 1 p 3 4 5 6
Yes &7 B 152 140 155 86 i1
39.9 57.4 65.8 78.2 85.2 94,5, AR.6
Ho 101 66 79 39 27 5 4
60.1 42.6 24.2 21.8 14.8 5.5 11.4
TABLE 29
AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES
Types of Crime Prevention Activities
Crime Pre- Rape Pre- Locks/
vention vention Security Anti~theft Security
Megeting Meeting Jurvey Engraved Stickers Devices
_ Yes Mo Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes Mo Yes No
346 174 120 GO 337 382 442 275 328 392 480 236
8R.0 57.9 87.6 66.6 79.3 62.4 go.2 56.9 79.8 62,7 5.7 58.8
47 272 17 301 a8 230 109 208 83 233 154 164
12.0 42.1 12.4 33.4 20.7 7.4 1%.8 43,1 20,2 37.3 24.3 41.0




those respondents who employ the various protective techniques are also
very high (Table 30). Even those p2ople who do not. employ the protective
technicues are quite aware of crime prevention., The fact that all these
groups are highly aware of crime prevention is not surprising. It would
have been garprising if they were not aware of crime prevention,

Since the CPD has been very active in promting media coverage of
CP, the respondents were askad if they had seen or heard a falkshow about
CP or a gublié service announcement (PSA) about CP. Over half (N=594,
57%) of all respondents said they had seen a talkshow and 72.2 percent
(=742} said they had seen a PSA. Of the 333 (32%) people who zaid they
could name the sponsior of the talkshow or PSA, 253 (76%) named the Crime

Prevention Division.
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Yes

Ko

TapLE 30
AWARENESS OF CRIMF PREVENTION BY USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES

Types of Protective Techniques

Leave Leave Weighbors Turn On

Logck Logk Leave Lights On Cukside Watch Burglar

Door s Windows Lights On Timer Lights On louse Alarm
Yesg No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yas No Yes Bo Yes No
714 ) 709 iz 654 67 a07 404 4432 272 657 02 97 616
B9.1 71.4 69.3 66.7 71.1 56.3 74.0 66.0 72.1 65.4 70.8 56.4 72,9 68.8
a1s 2 314 6 266 52 1os 208 171 144 271 48 36 275
Jo.g 2B.6G 30,7 33.3 28.9 43,7 26.0 34.0 7.9 34,5 29,2 43.6 27.1 3i.z2




PERT II

Deroarachics and Crime Prevention Particication

Tables 31 through 40 contain a freguency breakdown of sach of the
12 demographic characteristics by particication in each of the six specific
tvpes of crime prevention activities. These data, along with the rest of
the data in this section, were intended to be primarily descriptive profile
data. As such they are fairly self-explanatory. Only a brief narrative
will accommany these data and only significant points will be discussed
in the text.

Except the Rape Prevention Meeting group, the age distribution with-
in each of these CP activities is fairly even. The distribution by sex
is also fairly even, except in the Rape Meeting group. 'The racizl dis-
tribution is also good, except that blac%s are underrepresented in the
engraving and stickering groups. The participation data for tygé of
residence and rent/buy (Table 34) indicate that apartment dwellers and
renters may need to have some type of séeaial CP programming for them,
since they are not that well represented in the security survey, stickering
and locks groups. The same logic applies to the renters, except that
they need to become involved in all the participation groups. The income
and educational level (Tables 38 and 39) of participants is ¢uite high.
Although participation is by cholce, it is possible that the lower income
~and non-college people may benefit by more CP programming tailored to

their nesds.
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TABLE 31

PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY AGE

Participated in CP Meeting

Yes
Ho

Participated in Rape
Prevention Mesting
Yes

o

Security Survey
Yes

No

Engraved Property
¥es

No

Anti-theft Stickers
¥Yas

Ne
iocks /Security Device

Yes

Ho

hge
71 and
19-30 al-4n 4150 51-60 £1-70 Older
52 72 50 57 79 43
34,7 46.8 44,2 42,2 41.1 26.5
98 82 63 78 113 119
65.3 531.2 55,8 57.8 58.9 73.5
31 28 17 13 21 g
20.7 18.2 15.0 9.6 10.9 5.5
119 128 9g 122 171 153
78,3 81.8 85.0 90.4 ga.1 94,4
58 66 1B 40 92 79
318.7 42,9 33,8 29,6 48,2 48.8
a2 a8 75 9% 99 83
61.3 57.1 66.4 70,4 51,8 51.2
84 97 67 78 94 . &8
56.4 63,0 59.8 59.0 49,2 4z.0
85 57 ' 45 55 a7 94
43.6 37,0 40,2 41,0 50.8 58.0
51 58 40 57 a0 63
4.0 37.7 35.7 42,2 46,9 39.1
99 56 72 78 102 98
66.0 62.3 64.3 57.8 53,1 60.9
94 93 67 77 114 102
£3.5 60,4 59.3 57.5 5%,7 63,4
54 61 46 57 77 55
36,5 39,6 Al 7 42.5 40.3 36.6
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TABLE 32
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACYTIVITIES BY
SEX AN RACE

Sex Race
Male ° Temale White Black Other
Participated in C2 Meeting
Yes 150 243 355 23 &
33.3 41.4 7.8 34.8 42.9
o aco 34z 583 43 8
66.7 58.6 §2,2 65.2 57,1
Participated in Rape
Provention Meeting
Yes 33 104 123 B 3
7.3 17.8 _ 13.1 12.1 21.4
Ho 437 479 814 58 11
82.7 gz.2 B6.9 87.9 78.6
Security Survey .
Yes 166 256 382 25 8
35,9 44.0 40.8 3i7.9 57.1
No 284 326 554 41 6
£3.1 56.0 59.2 62.1 42,8
Engraved Property
Yes ) : 262 2886 508 22 9
58.5 48.2 54,4 33,8 64.3
Ho 186 285 426 43 5
41.5 50.8 45.6 66,2 35.7
. Aanti-theft Stickers
Yes 173 235 . 378 18 6
38.4 40.4 40,4 27.7 42.5
Ho 277 346 558 18 &
1.6 59,8 59.6 72.3 57.1
Logks/Security Devices ‘ )
Yes 266 365 563 41 1z
59.8 62.5 60.3 82.1 gs5.7
N 179 21¢ 371 25 2
40,2 37,5 39.7 7.5 14.3
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PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY
MARITAL E8TATUS

Participated in CP Meeting

Yes
Ng

Partiviveted in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yes

Ho

Becurity Survey
Yes

No

Engraved Property
Yes

Ho

Anti-theft Stickers
Yes

No

Locks/Security Devices
Yeu

Hp

TABLE 33

Marital Status

Divorced

Single Married Widowed
3B 281 30 57
29.0 42.4 37.5 30.6
93 355 50 129
71.0 57.6 2.5 69.4
22 84 11 17
18.8 14,0 12.8 9.2
108 530 a9 168
83,2 B8,0 86.3 90,8
a5 229 35 101
35.1 37.2 43,8 54.6
B5 36 45 84
64,9 62.8 56.3 45.4
Fit 3%4 is T
53.8 57.7 48,1 41.6
60 260 41 108
46,2 42.3 51.9 58.4
38 267 26 71
29.0 43,4 32.9 38.4
g3 348 53 114
71.0 56.6 67.1 gl.6
77 368 50 123
59,2 58.9 £3.3 £6.1
53 246 29 63
4.8 40,1 36.7 33.9
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TABLE 34
PRRTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY
TYDE OF RESIDENCE AND RENTING AND BUYING RESIDENCE

Type of ﬁesidence Rent/Buy
Apart-
ment House Rent Buy
Participated in CP Meeting
Yes 36 as7 36 349
33.6 I8.4 23.7 40,1
No _ 71 572 11l¢ 522
66,4 61.6 76.3 59.9
Participated in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yeg 14 122 17 116
13.1 13,1 11.2 13.3
No 93 206 135 754
B6.9 g8.9 8B.8 86.7
Security Burvey
Yes 29 394 41 377
27.1 42.5 27.0 43.4
Ko 78 333 111 492
72.9 57.5 73.0 56.6
Engraved Property :
. Yes 54 496 71 473
0.5 53.7 47.0 54,6
No 53 428 a0 394
49,5 46,3 53.0 - 45,4
Anti~theft Stickers
Yes a2 378 47 389
29.9 40,8 30.¢9 41.5
No 5 548 lcs 508
70.1 59,2 69.1 58.5
Lacks/Becurity Devices
Yesg 43 582 73 551
46.2 £2.9 48.7 63.5
Ho 57 343 77 317
53.8 37.1 51.13 26.5




TARLE 33
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY
NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN HOUSEHOLD

g of People

1 2 3 4 5
Participated in CP Meeting :
Yaog 75 1213 64 €9 Ed
‘ 32.3 33.2 . 43,8 47.8 48.5
Ho 157 248 B2 764 53
2 §7.7 66.8 56,2 52.4 51.5
Pa:ticipatéd in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yes 23 4], 26 23 19
i0.0 11.1 17.8 15.%9 lg.4
o 208 330 120 122 B4
90.0 BE.D g2.2 g4.1 81.8
Security Survey
Yeg 104 148 &0 53 33
45.0 39.9 41.1 36.6 3z2.0
No 127 223 86 92 70
55.0 0.1 58.8 63.4 68.0
Engraved Proparty
Yes g7 159 78 95 59
42.0 53.6 83.4 65.5 57.8
No 134 172 68 50 43
58.0 46.4 46.6 14,5 42.2
Anti-theft Stickers
Yes B7 147 48 72 33
37.7 39.7 32.9 49,7 38.2
Na ’ 144 223 88 73 63
£§2.3 60.32 £§7.1 50.3 £1.8
Locks/Security Devices
Yas 139 235 75 g9 58
60.2 63.3 51.4 68,13 56.9
o a2 136 71 45 44
39.8 36.7 48.6 21.7 43.1
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s

. TARLE 36
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES Y
LENGTH QI RESIDERCY

Length of Residency

1+ to 2t to 4+ to 7-10 10+ to 20+ to 30+ to - 40+
1 yr. 2 yrs, 4 yrs. 6 yrs. YIG. 20 yrs. 30 yre. 10 yrs. VIS,
Participated in CP Meeting
Yes 26 23 49° 47 53 85 56 28 14
28,0 26.7 39.5 46.5 46.9 12.% 38.9 3.1 26.9
Mo 74 63 75 54 60 113 a8 65 3
74.8 73.3 60.5 53.5 53.1 57.1 61.1 69,9 73.1
Participated in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yes 17 11 23 1g 19 19 17 6 3
17.0 12.48 18.5 17.8 15.8 9.6 1l.8 6.5 5.3
Moy a3 758 101 83 94 179 127 87 48
83.0 a7.2 BlL.5 A2.2 83.2 20,4 88.2 93.58 94,1
Sscurity Survey
Yes is 34 50 a5 14 73 70 40 246
3a.0 39.5 1G.3 34.7 38.9 36.9 49,0 43.0 51.0
No &2 52 74 14 69 1258 73 53 25
$2.0 GD.5 59.7 65.3 61.1 63.1 51.0 57.0 49,0
Engraved Property
Yes %6 45 73 56 64 107 74 44 18
56.6 52.3 59.8 55.4 56.6 54,0 51.7 47.3 37.3
No 43 41 44 45 49 31 689 19 32
43.4 47.7 an.2 44.6 43.4 16.0 48,13 52.7 62.7
anti-theft sStickers
Yes 25 27 17 14 51 81 67 36 20
5.0 31.4 ig.2 43.6 15.1 . 41,1 46.5 348.7 39.2
Ho 75 59 76 57 62 11s¢ 17 57 3
75.0 68.6 6l.8 56.4 54.9 58.9 53.5 6L.3 60.8
Locks/Security Devices
Yes 57 57 75 58 65 120 94 59 30
58,2 67.1 61.0 57.4 57.0 60.6 65.7 63.4 58.8
No 4] 28 48 43 45 18 4% 34 21

41.8 32.9 39.0 42.6 43.0 39.4 14,3 36.6 41,2



TABLE 37
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY

EMPLOYMENT
gmploved
Fuall=- Part~ Home- Lin-
time time Student Retired maker employed
Partigipated in (P Meeting
Yes . 177 ag 14 a5 53 ?
40,7 50.0 36.8 3l.8 38.7 4.1
Ho 258 g 24 263 B4 22
59.3 50.0 £3.2 68,1 £1.3 75.¢9
Participated in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yes 69 .18 2 21 22 2
15.% 23.7 5.3 7.0 18,2 6.8
o 366 58 35 277 114 27
84,1 76.3 84,7 93.0 B83.8 53.1
Security Survey
Yes 165 pa:) 15 131 &0 11
3R.0 3B.2 29.5 44.0 44, 37.%
Yo 269 a7 23 167 76 18
2.0 61.8 60.5 56.0 55.8 £2.1
Engraved Property
Yas 270 46 13 132 59 11
62.5 60.5 50.0 44,3 43,7 37.8
Noy 162 30 19 1&4 76 18
37.5 39.5 50.0 55.7 56.3 2.1
Anti-theft Stickers
Yes 165 35 13 122 52 £
37.9 46.1 4.2 41.1 38.5 31.0
No 270 41 25 175 83 20
62.1 53.9 65.8 58.% 61.5 §9.0
Locks/Security Devices
Yesg 268 45 26 173 84 18
gl.2 60.8 68.4 58,2 61,3 62.1
Ko i 165 24 12 124 53 1l
38,1 39.2 31.86 41,8 3B8.7 37.5%
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. {gi_

Fhes

Particinpaved in Hape
Prevankion Meeting
Yes

21e]

Becurily Survey
Yes

No

Engraved Property
Yes

tlo

Anti-thelt Srickers

Yes

Ho

Locks/Securlty Devices
Yen

Ha

)
G0

20
L3.3

130
RE.T

68
45.3

BZ
54.7

£3
4z2.0

87
h8.0

a6
57.3

64
42.7%

L]

LRI

Lan
L9

15
7.6

195
2.4

95
45.3

116
55.0

96
15.7

114
54.3

R
3504

4.6

127
9.6

a6
40.4

103
80.5

48
37.5

BO
62.5

74
57.8

54
42,72

53
41.4

BB, 6

il
63.0

46
36.2

il

17
12.1

123
87.9

52
37.1

ga
62.9

72
51.4

68
48,86

Lo
)

33.6

¢
61.4

BG
1.4

H4
38.86

17
14.7

99
85.3

36
1.3

79
6.7

74
64,3

41
33.7

g1
35.13
15
4.7

62
S4.4

52
45.F

R
G0

21.6

29
78.4

13
35,1

24
64,9

25
67.6

12
32.4

15
411, &

22
5%9.5

26
70.3

11
28.7

]

51.4

22
43.1

41
80.4

1G
9.6

1.4
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TALLE 39
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY
EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

Educatlonal Level

Less than High Some College Post Advance
3th og-12 8chool College Degree Graduate Degree
Participated in CP Meeting
Yesn ] 34 g9 9l 67 38 28
25.0 23.9 37.4 37.8 45.3 8.7 4.3
Mo 24 108 166 150 81 49 30
75.90 76.1 62,6 62.2 54,7 51.3 51.7
Participated in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yag 1 11 32 30 24 15 12
3.2 7.7 1z.1 12,4 1.2 19,2 20.7
Ho 30 131 233 211 124 63 45
96.8 92.3 87.9 87.6 83.8 80,8 75.3
Security Survey
Yes 11 54 161 98 60 37 .27
35.5 38.0 38,1 40.7 40.5 48,1 16.4
No 20 BB 164 143 88 40 31
64.5 62,0 1.9 59.3 59.5 51.% 53.4
Engraved Property
Yes g 62 129 127 1 53 37
25.8 44 .0 48,7 53.1 54.9 68.8 63.8
No 23 78 136 112 52 24 21
74,2 56,0 "51.3 16.9 35.1 3l.2 6.2
Anti-theft Stickers
Yes 19 47 39 91 67 37 21
32.3 313.6 37.4 37.8 4513 47.4 36.2
No 21 . 93 166 156 81 41 37
67.7 66.4 62.6 62,2 54.7 52.6 62.8
ﬁmcks/Security bevices .
You 17 77 155 146 87 58 41
53.1 54.2 58.7 61,1 59,2 75.3 7G.7
No 15 65 109 93 60 19 17

46.9 45.8 S41.3 38,9 10.8 24.7 29.3



TARLE 40
PARTICIPATION IN SPECIFIC CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES BY
AREA OF CITY

Area of the Citv

North North- South~ South- North=-

east east west west
Participated in CP Meeting
Yes ) 21 111 138 45 1&
45.8 37.2 37.9 30.4 36.4
Hes 95 187 223 112 28
54,2 62,8 62,1 69.6 63.6
Participated in Rape
Prevention Meeting
Yas Z& 39 i6 24 2
14.8 13,1 12.8 - 14.9 4.5
Nes 150 259 313 137 42
B5.2 B&6.9 B7.2 Bs.1 95.5
Security Survey
Yes 74 121 185 51 14
42,0 40,7 46.0 31.7 3.8
No 102 176 194 119 30
5R.D 50.3 54.0 66,3 68,2
Engraved Property
Yes 101 139 198 9l 24
57.4 47.0 54.7 56.9 34.5
Mo } 75 157 142 69 20
‘ 42.6 53.0 45.3 43.1 45.5
anti-theft Stickers
Yes ‘B2 120 14k 4R 13
46.8 40.5 41.2 29.8 28.5
No 94 178 211 113 31
53.4 59.5 58.8 70.2 70.5
Locks/Security Devices
Yes 115 15% 250 B9 25
65.7 51.8 0.0 56.0 56.8
No 60 144 107 70 15
34.3 48.2 30.0 44 .0 43.2
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Demcgraphics and Use of Protective Technicues

Again, apartment dwellers and renters (Table 44) may need some special
types of protective techniques which are more suited to their types of
dwellings {(i.e., not their owm}.

Demograhics and Awareness of Crime Prevention

Awareness of CP peaks for those people who have resided in their current
residence for 2+ to 4 years. Awareness of CP decreases with increasing
length of residency. (Table 56). These are elderly people who may not be able
to find out about CP in the usual ways. Could a "word of mouth" or vis-—
itation campaign be of use in increasing the awareness of these people?

Demographics and Victimization Incidents

Although there are a small number of "other®.minorities in the sample
this group seems to be experiencing a fairly high percentage of victimizations.
(See Table 62.)} Is there any special CP programs for thess other minorities
or are they participating in the same type of program that everyone else
is involved in? ({Are these "boat people, new refugees, or....?)

Pemogravhics and Fear of Crime

Those people 71 and older (Table 71) tend to rate crime in the city
as quite serious. Their fear score is higher than is normal for this fear
measure. Their fear score for safety at night is also higher than the usual
scores. Females ({Teble 72) have almost consistently higher mean fear scores
than do males. Apartment dwellers and renters {(Table 74) exhibit a pattern
of higher fear scores than do people who live in houses or are buying théir

residences.

- 76 =



Lock Doors

Lock #indows

Leave Lights On

Lights On Timer

Outside Lights On

Heiglbors
Watch House

Burglar Alarm On

" USE OF

Yes
No
Yes
N
Yes
Mo
Yes
He
Yes
He
Yes‘

Na

TABLE 41
BROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES BY AGE

Age
71 and
19-30 31-40 41-50 51-80 §1~70 Older
149 154 112 132 189 164
59,3 99,4 106.0 98 .5 38,4 100,0
1 1 0 2 3 0
0.7 0.6 o. 1.5 1.6 0.
145 151 111 132 189 162
97.3 57.4 98.2 57.8 98,4 98.8
4 4 2 3 i 2
2.7 .6 1.8 2,2 1.6 1.2
137 141 105 119 171 135
91.3 al1.0 82.9 88.1 89,5 £2.9
13 14 5 16 20 28
8.7 9.0 7.1 11.9 16.5 17.1
45 54 40 58 97 66
30,2 35.1 35.7 43.6 50.8 40,5
104 100 72 75 94 37
69.8 64.9 £4.3 56.4 49,2 59,5
28 105 73 75 96 86
£5.8 68.2 64.6 56.7 50.5 52.8
51 48 40 58 94 77
34,2 31.8 35,4 43,3 49,5 47.2
134 141 106 122 172 138
89,9 91,5 93,8 50,4 89.6 84,1
15 13 7 13 20 26
10,1 8.4 6.2 9.6 10.4 5,9
13 25 20 13 21 15
g.8 16.2° 18.2 9.8 11.0 8.2
135 129 T 120 170 148
91,2 83.8 81.8 9p,2 89,0 95.8



TARELE 43
USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES BY
MARITAL STRTUS

Marital Status

single Married  Divoreced WwWidowed

Lock Dloors Yas 131 610 B0 186
99,7 99,2 100.0 949.5

Ho 1 5 K] 1

0.8 ¢.8 0. 0.5

Lock Windows Yoz 125 610 77 185
85.4 98.95 96.3 98,9

No g 7 3 2

4.6 1.1 3.8 1.1

Leave Lights On Yes 106 565 66 161
B0, 3 1.5 B2.5 B6.1

No 26 50 14 26

19.7 5.1 17.5 13.9

Lights On Timer Yes 36 257 32 79
27.58 42,2 40.5 42,7

No 33 352 47 106

72.1 57.8 59.% 57.3

Outside Lights On  Yes 79 375 48 a3
61.7 61.3 0.0 50.3

No . 49 237 32 52

38.3 38.7 40.0 49 .7

Neighbors Yes 107 571 71 158
Watch House 83.6 2.5 8.8 82.%
No 21 46 a 3z

16.4 1.5 11.3 17.1

Burglar Alarm On Yes 12 84 5 16
9,1 15,5 f.3 B.€

No 1206 511 75 169

80.9 84,5 93.8 81.4
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’ THRUILE 44
. USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNWNIQUES BY
TYPE OF RESIDENCE AND RENTING AND BUYING RESIDENCE

Type of Residence Rent/Buy
Apart-
ment House Rent Buy
Lock Doors Yesg 104 826 150 887
67.2 39.6 . 9g.7 89,4
No 3 4 2 5
2.8 0.4 1.2 0.6
Lock Windows Yes 99 921 142 866
83.4 93.8 94 .4 99.1
No 7 11 g B
5.6 1.2 . 6.0 4.9
Leave Lightz On Yoy 82 835 119 786
TE.8 89.9 78.2 8¢, 1
No 25 94 33 86
23.4 10.1 2L.7 5.9
Lights On Timer Yes 23 392 26 383
21.7 42.7 17.2 44.5
No 83 526 125 477
78,3 57.3 82.8 EB. 5B
Outside Lights On  Yes 64 548 g3 509
£2.1 58,5 62.8 G&.8
No 39 374 1. a5y
37.% 40,5 37.2 41.2
Neighbors Yes 88 837 122 791 .
Wateh House B3.0 90,1 Bl.3 80,7
Mo 18 52 28 g1
17.0 9.5 18.7 3.3
Burglar Alarm On Yes 5 127 11 ils
5.6 13.8 7.2 13,7
No 101 721 142_ 742
54.4 B6,2 82.8 8A.,3
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TRBLE 44
USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES BY
TYPE OF RESIDENCE AND RENTING AND BUYING RESIDENCE

Tvpe of Residence Rent/Buy
Apart-
ment House Rant Buy
Lock Doorg Yag lo4 8926 150 867
87.2 94 .86 88.7 99,4
Ho 3 4 2 5
2,8 GC.4 1.3 g.6
Lock Windows Yes ag 521 142 866
83.4 9g8.8 94,0 59,1
No 7 11 ) ) B
6.8 1.2 5.0 3.9
Leave Lights On Yes B2 B35 11y 786
7.6 89,9 78.3 90.1
No 25 a4 33 ' 886
23.4 10.1 21.7 8.9
Lights On Timer Yeas 23 392 26 383
21.7 42.7 17.2 44,5
No g3 52¢€ 125 477
78.3 57.3 82.8 55,5
Qutgide Lights On  Yes 64 549 493 509
62.1 59.5 62,8 58.8
No 35 374 35 357
37.9 40.5 37.2 41.2
Neighbors Yes 88 B37 122 791 .
Watch House 83.0 30.1 81.3 80.7
to 18 32 28 81
17.48 8.9 18.7 9.3
Burglar Alarm On Yes 6 127 11 118
5.6 13.8 7.2 13.7
No 101 791 141 742
94.4 86,2 92.8 86,3
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TABLE 45
USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES BY
NUMBER OF PFOPLE IN HOUSEHOLD

£ of Peonle

1 2 3 4 5
Lock Doors Yes 231 70 145 145 100
9.1 99,5 99 .3 100,06 88.0
Mo 2 2 1 g 2
0.9 .5 0.7 a. 2.0
Lock Windows Yes 227 365 145 143 10¢
57.8 9g.1 99,3 9B.8& 97,1
No 5 7 X 2 3
2.2 1.@ 0.7 1.4 2.9
Leave Lights On Yes 184 339 133 131 35
75.0 91.4 91,1 84,3 92,2
Ny 49 32 13 14 8
21.0 B.8 8.9 - 8,7 = 7.8
Lights On Timer Yes 97 171 48 49 33
. 42.5 46.2 33,1 34.3 32.0
No 131 199 97 94 70
57.5 %3.8 £6.9 65.7 ‘ 68.0
Outside Lightz On  Yes 129 204 en 34 72
56.3 55.3 £1l.1 64.8 70.6
No 100 165 56 51 30
43.7 44,7 38.9 35.2 29.4
Neighbors Yes 197 330 134 133 99
Watoh House §3.5 88,8 91.8 91.7 96.1
Ho 38 41 12 12 4
16.5 11.1 8.2 g.3 3.9
Burgiar aAlarm On Yes 17 45 18 31 i3
7.3 i2.1 12.4 22,0 12.7
Mo 215 326 127 1lo 89
92.7 87.9 87,6 78,0 £7.3
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Lack Doors

Look Windows

Leave Lights On

Lights Timer On

Qutside Lights On

Heighbors
Watch House

Burglar Alarm On

Yag

No

Yas

HO

Yes

Ho

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yeg

No

Yos

No

Length of Regidency

TABLE 46
USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHHNIQUES BY LENSTH OF RESINEHCY

1+ to 2+ to 4+ to 710 104 to 20+ to I0+ to 4814

1 yr. 2 yrs. 4 yrs. 6 yrs. VLS. 20 vrs. 30 yrs. 40 yIs. ¥Yrs.
a9 85 12] 100 111 197 144 94 52
g2.0 8.8 89 .2 99.0 99.1 49.0 i00.0 logo.0 lo8.0
1 1 1 1 1 z 0 ] 0

1.6 1.2 0.8 1.0 0.9 1.0 0. 0. g.
9B 84 121 98 108 iss 142 94 52
98,0 97.7 97.6 9p.o 94.7 99.5 ng.6 lo0.60 00,0
2 2 3 2 G 3 2 n 0

2.0 2.3 2.4 2.0 5.3 8.5 1.4 0. 1.
87 76 107 87 inml 178 133 B3 46
87.0 88.4 86.3 86.1 BE.6 90.8 42.4 BB, 3 84,9
13 n 17 14 13 10 11 11 5
13.0 11.8 13.7 13.9 11.4 9.2 7.6 11.7 11.5
25 37 38 37 38 85 64 53 29
25.0 43,0 31.4 37.4 33.9 43.6 44.8 57.0 55.8
75 43 B3 62 74 110 79 40 23
75.0 57.0 68.6 62.6 66,1 56.4 55,2 13.0 44.2
67 54 79 55 76 119 72 45 iR
67.7 63.5 63.7 RE.LY 66.7 61.3 50.3 18.9 53.8
32 31 45 13 38 5 71 47 24
32.3 36.5 36.3 41.9 33.3 a.7 48.7 51.1 46.2
BO 79 106 93 1pl1 152 122 B4 46
80,0 91.% 86.2 93.9 8B.6 96,5 B4.7 20.3 88.3
20 7 17 6 13 7 22 9 5
20.0 8.1 13.8 6.1 11.4 3.5 15.3 9.7 11.5
14 10 15 13 16 20 23 16 2
19,1 11.6 12,4 12.5 14.3 1g.2 16.4 17.0 3.8
a9 Ki ) 106 88 96 177 117 78 49
88.4 87,6 87.1 §5.7 B9.8 ga.6 83.0 b6.1

9.9
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TROLE 48
USE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES BY INCOMF

Income
. Greatey
Less than §5,000- 510,000~ S$15,000- $20,000~ $25,000- than
5,000 $10,000 S15,000 &230,000 Lan ., 000 £30,000 £36,000
lock Doors Yes 150 212 126 140 113 37 51
100.0 99,1 98.4 59,3 88.3 in0.¢ 100.,0
o ¢ b 2 1 2 0 0
0. 0.9 1.6 0,7 1.7 0. 0.
Lock Windows Yes 147 209 - 124 139 1314 37 51.
ag.7 87.7 96.59 98.56 298.3 14640.0 100,58
No 2 5 4 2 2 0 ]
1.3 2.3 3.1 1.4 1.7 0. G.
Leave Lights On Yes 125 31 15 17 12 3 .
§3.3 B5%.5 8.3 87.9 89.7 31.% 96.1
Ho 25 31 15 17 12 - 3 2
i6.7 14.5 11.7 12.1 18.3 B.1 3.9
Lights On Timer Yeos 50 B4 49 58 15 20 25
3a.0 39.4 38.6 41,1 3g.4q 54.1 49,0
Ko 97 125 . 78 83 71 - 17 26
66.0 60,6 6L.4 58.9 6L.2 45.9 51.0
Dutside Lights On Yes 80 105 T8 a8 70 24 33
54.1 49.5 62.4 63.3 60.3 64.9 64.7
No &8 107 A7 51 46 13 18
45.9 50.5 i7.6 36.7 39,7 5.1 35.3
Neighbors Yes 127 18D 120 131 104 35 50
Watch House 85.2 84.1 94.5 92,9 89.7 894.6 98.6G
No 22 34 ¥ 10 12 2 1
14.8 i5.9 5.5 7.1 10.3 5.4 2.0
Burglar alarm On Yes 16 la 12 14 19 5 11
10.8 #8.58 10.2 10.1 16.7 13.5 21.5
Ho 132 195 115 125 95 32 4Q

89,2 81.% 85.8 89.9 a3.3 6.5 70.4



Lock Doors

Lock ¥indows

Leave Lights On

Lights On Timer

Cutgide Lights On

Neighbotrs

Watoh House

Burglar Alarm On

" Yes

No

Yes

Ne

Yes

Ko

Yes

No

Yeas

No

Yesg

No

Ve

Ne

TABLE 47

USE ©F PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUES BY

EMPLOYMENT
Emploved
Full- bart- Home= -
time time Student Retired maker emaloyed
431 6 37 298 136 24
29,3 100.0 97.4 ag .3 98 .3 100.0
3 3 1 2 1 0
0.7 G, 2.6 0.7 0.7 0.
429 72 38 295 134 29
Sg.6 94.7 160.0 98.3 47.8 100.0
6 4 0 5 3 ]
1.3 5.3 g. 1.7 2.2 0.
392 &7 22 263 119 26
an.1 g8.2 76.3 88.0¢ 86.9 89.7
43 9 g 36 18 3
8.9 11.8 23.7 12.0 13,1 10.3
167 28 12 137 50 10
38.7 36.8 31.6 46.1 37.9 34,5
264 48 26 160 82 19
§1.3 63,2 68.4 53.9 62.1 85.5
288 51 24 148 73 15
66,5 BB.O 64.9 49,7 55,3 51.7
145 24 13 150 59 14
33.5 32.0 35.1 50,3 44,7 4B.3
397 69 32 260 122 24
91.5 84.8 g4.2 B87.0 89,7 B2.8
37 7 & 39 14 5
8.5 9.2 15,8 13.0- 10.3 17.2
61 14 3 26 19 3
14.3 18.4 1.9 B.7 14.1 16,3
367 . 62 " 35 273 116 28
B85.7 81.6 82.1 91.3 B5.9 89.7
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Lock Doors

Lock Windows

Leave Lights On

Lights On Timer

Qutside Lights On

Neighbors

Wateh House

Burglar Alarm On

Yeou

Ho

Yes

No

Yes

Ho

By

Yes

No

Yes

Ho

Yes

Ho

fducational Level

TARLE 49
USE COF PROTECTIVE TECHNIDUES DY EDUCATIOMAL LEVEL

Less than High Some Collete Post Advance

Bth B-12 School Collecs neqr es Groftua ke NDegreo
32 141 265 239 148 76 57
180.0 - 89.3 99.6 59,2 lat.n 974 9B.3
0 1 1 2 0 2 1
0. 0.7 0.4 0.8 0. 2.6 1.7
32 141 264 233 145 76 57
100.0 99.3 99.2 6.3 ag.0 97.4 98.3
n 1 2 9 3 2 1
0. 0.7 n.a 3.7 2.0 2.6 1.7
26 124 238 218 134 &7 52
Bl.3 B7.2 88.5 BY9.§ 90.5 85.% 8a.7
& 18 28 25 14 11 fi
1g.4d 12.7 0.5 10.4 9.5 14.1 16,3
A 49 96 104 58 34 36
25.8 34.5 36.5 45.4 39,2 43.6 54.5
23 41 167 120 an 44 25
74.2 65.5 63.5 54.6 60.8 56.4 45,5
13 77 155 145 94 45 39
48.8 - 54,2 59.4 60,4 63.5 57.7 £9.6
19 65 106 95 54 33 17
59.4 45.8 40.6 38.6 36.5 42.3 0.4
27 122 240 213 137 70 52
84.4 §5.9 90,2 BB, 4 a2.h 89,7 91.2
5 20 26 28 11 B 5
15,6 14.1 3.8 11.¢6 7.4 10,3 8.8
0 11 26 34 27 1s 8
Q. 7.8 9.8 14.3 18.6 20.8 12.8
31 130 238 204 118 &1 %0
100.0 92.2 90.2 85.7 81.4 79.2 BE.2



Lok Doors

Lock windovws

Leave Lights On

Liohts On Timer

Dutgide Lishts On

Neighbors

Watoh House

Burglar Alarm On

Yes

No

Yes

Np

Yes

No

Yes

Ne

Yeu

Ho

Yes

No

Yes

No

TABLE 50
UBE OF PROTECTIVE TECHNIQUDS BY
AREA OF CITY

Area of the City

Horth-— Bouth=- South~ Narth-

North east gast west wosk
176 287 358 160 42
99.4 39.3 95 .7 99 .4 85,5
1l 2 1 1 2
0.8 0.7 0.3 0.6 4.5
177 285 35% 15¢ 40
100.0 58.3 59,2 96.3 50,9
0 5 3 & 4

0. 1.7 .8 3.7 9,1
160 267 218 137 38
80.9 89,0 g8.8 85.1 86.4
16 33 40 24 &
2.1 11.0 11.2 14.9 13.6
64 127 137 66 21
36.6 42.6 38.7 42.3 47.7
111 171 217 214 23
£3.4 57.4 £1.3 57.7 52.3
107 i1 208 100 27
£0.8 87.4 58.9 £3.3 Hl.4
69 127 145 58 17
38.2 42 .6 41.1 36.7 38.6
157 268 322 143 3B
BE.7 89.3 ag.2 g8.4 86.4
20 32 35 17 6
11.3 10.7 9.8 10.6 13.6
24 23 47 28 11
13.6 7.8 13.2 17.% 25.8
152 272 349 130 32
86.4 92.2 86 .B 82.3 74,4
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TABLE 51
AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY AGE

Ag&c
hware of 71 and
Crime 19-30 3140 41-50 51-60 - 61-70 Older
Prevention
Yes 110 134 B3 94 138 Bl
73.3 BE6.5 73,5 69.6 70,8 49 .4
No 49 21 34 41 56 83
26.7 13.5 26.5 30,4 29.2 50.6
TABLE 52
AWARENESS (OF CRIME PREVENTION BY SEX AND RACE
Sex Race
Mzle Female Black “hite Other
Yes 308 411 BED alt 10
68,3 7Q‘1 70.1 62,1 7L.4
e 143 175 281 25 4
31.7 29.9. 29.9 37.8 ( ZB.6
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TABLE 53
AVARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY MARITAL STATUS

Marital Status

Singie Married Divorced Widowed
Yes ag . 440 62 114
68,2 71.3 F7.5 61.0
Ho 42 177 15 73
31.8 28.7 22.5 23,5
TABLE 54

AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY
TYPE OF REBIDERNCE AND BUYTING AND RENTING RESIDENCE

Type of Residence Rent/Buy
Aware of
Crime Apart-
Prevention ment House Hent Buy
Yes 70 £49 a4 615
65.4 63.6 £l.8 70.4
No 37 283 58 259
34,8 30.4 38.2 28.6
TABLE 55
AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVERTION BY
NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN HOUSEHOLD
Aware of & of People
Crime
Prevention 1 2 3 4 5
Yesg 143 246 107 110 B6
£1.4 66.1 73.3 75.9 83.5
o ag 125 39 3s 17
38.6 33.9 28.7 24.1 16.5
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Aware of
Crime
Prevention

Yag

Ho

Aware of
Crime
Prevention

Yes

Ho

hware of
Crime
Prevention

Yag

No

TARLE 56
AVARBNESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY LENGTH QP BRESINDENCY

Length of Residency
I+ to 2+ Lo 4+ ko 7-10 10+ to 20+ to 30+ to 40+
1 ¥z, 2 vrs., 4 yrs. & YIE. VvES. 28 vyrs, 30 yrs. 40 yrs, YES .
&6 69 161 75 87 1327 91 60 25
66.0 an.2 81.5 4.3 76.3 63.8 63.2 6i.8 48,1
34 17 23 26 27 72 %3 34 27
34.40 1.8 iB.5 25,7 23.7 36,2 36.8 36.2 51.8
TARLE 57
DNWARFNESS OF CRIME PREVENTION DY EMPLOYMENT
Employed
Full- Park~ Home- Un~
time time Student  Retlred maker  Fmployed
331 59 29 187 99 149
75,9 7.6 6.3 55.7 72.3 65.5
105 17 9 133 3% in
24,1 22.4 23.7 44,3 27.7 34.5
TARLE 58
AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY IHNCOME
Income
e Greater
Less than $5,000- $10,000~- $13,000~- $20,000- 525,000~ than
$5,000 $10,000 $15,000 520,000 $25,000 §£30,000 £30,000
91 124 96 109 91 - 30 43
60.7 57.9 75.0 77.3 8.4 81.1 24.3
59 E2¢ a2 32 25 7 8
8.3 42,1 25.0 22.7 21.6 18.9 15.7
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TARLE 39
AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY RDUCATIONAL LEVEL

rducational Level

aware of
Crime
Prevention Less than High Some College Post advance
Bth B~12 School College  Deqree Graduate Degree
Yes 11 13 173 181 120 éﬁ 54
34.4 51.4 65.5 4,5 81.1 B4.6 93,1
No 21 69 a3 62 28 12 4
65.6 4B.6 15.0 25.5 18.9 15.4 6.9
TARLE 60
AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION BY AREA OF CITY
Area of the City
Aware of
Crime Nerth~ - - South- South- North-
Prevention Morth east past yest westh
Yeu 113 202 252 123 31
63.8 67.3 0.2 75.9 70.5
No 64 98 107 kLY 13

36.2 32.7 2%.8 24.1 29.5



TABLE 61
VICTIMIZATION INCIDEWNTS BY AGE

ACe .
71 and
19~3G 31-44 41-50 51~60 61-70 Older
Burglaries 0 140 143 103 128 187 156
93.3 82.3 91.2 94.8 87.4 85,1
One or 10 12 10 7 5 B
More 6.7 7.7 g.8 5.2 2.6 4.8
Attempted 0 ' 144 153 110 133 188 162
Burglaries 88,0 88,7 97.3 88,5 §7.9 898.8
One or 6 2 3 2 4 2
More 4.0 1.3 2.7 1.5 2.1 1.2
Larcenies a 137 153 101 128 18% 163
g1.3 9.7 89.4 83.3 86.4 85 .4
One or i3 2 12 5 7 1
More 8.7 1.3 10.8 6.7 3.6 g.6
Car Larcenies 0 128 148 59 128 185 151
85.3 85.5 B87.6 93,3 96, 4 88.2
One or 22 .7 14 : 9 7 3
More 14.7 4.5 12.4 6.7 3.6 1.8
vandalism 0 139 142 147 133 189 162
92.7 51.6 94,7 88,5 ug.4 98.8
One or 11 13 6 2 3 2
More 7.3 B.4 5.3 1.5 1.6 1.2
MisC.
Misdemeanors 0 142 143 11z 134 1al 159
: 94,7 92.3 gg.,1 29,3 98.5% 97.0
Cne ar 8 12 1 1 1 5
More 5.3 7.7 0.8 0.7 0.5 3.0
Misc. g 148 154 111 132 181 162
Felonies 97.3 99 .4 45,2 97,8 99.5 98.8
1 4 1 2 2 1 2
2.7 0.6 1.8 2.2 0.5 1.2
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Burglaries

Attempted
Burqglaries

Larcenies

Car Larcenies

Vandalism

Mise.

Migdemeanors

Misc.
Felonies

Cne or
HMore

One or
Hore

One or
MHore

One or
More

One or
More

Cne or
More

TABLE b2

VICTIMIZATION INOIDENTS BY SEX AND RACE
Sex Rage
Male Pemale White Black Gther
422 561 234 63 11
93.8 95,7 95,0 a7.0 78.6
29 25 45 2z 3
6.4 4.3 4.8 3.0 21.4
444 571 924 g3 13
98.4 97.4 88,2 95,5 52.9
7 i5 17 3 1
1.6 2.5 1.8 4.5 7.1
430 561 901 a2 14
85.3 95,7 95,7 53,9 106.0
21 25 40 4 0
4.7 4.3 -4.3 6.1 0.
422 551 880 63 13
93,6 94,0 93.5 95.5 82.9
25 35 61 3 1
£.4 6.0 £.5 4,5 7.1
435 561 802 66 12
96.5 85.7 55.9 106.0 85,7
16 25 39 0 2
3.5 4.3 4.1 0. 14.3
437 574 914 65 13
36.0 97.3 7.1 ag.5 92.9
14 16 27 1 1
3.1 2.7 2.8 1.5 7.1
445 578 928 66 14
9.7 ag.4 88,6 100.0 1060.0
6 g i3 ) G
6.6 0.8 1.3 g, 0.
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TRRLE 63
YICTIMIZATION INCIDENTS BY

MARITAL STATUS

Marital Status

Single Married  Divorced Widowed
Burglaries o 123 587 71 181
93.2 85.1 88.8 96.8
One or ' 3 30 9 &
More 6.8 4.9 11.2 3.2
Attempted 0 128 604 748 - 1BS
Burglaries 87.0 97.9 47,5 98.8
Cne or 4 i3 2 2
More 3,0 2.1 2.5 1.1
Larcenies o o 126 583 78 183
9%.5 84.5 37.5 97.9
One or 6 34 2 4
More 4.5 5.5 2.5 2.1
{ar Larcenies ] 123 570 76 184
93,2 2.4 95,0 8.4
Cne or g 47 4 3
More £.8 7.6 5.0 1.6
Vandalism 4] 124 s8¢ 78 184
93,9 95,5 87.5 98.4
One or 8 28 2 '3
More 6,1 4.5 2.5 1.6
Mise. : B 128 588 78 lgz
Hisdemeanors 97.7 96,9 87.5 7.3
Cne or 3 18 2 5
Mote 2.3 3.1 2.5 2.7
Mise, a 129 611 79 184
Felonies E— 97.7 99,0 ag8.8 9f, 4
1 3 6 1 3
2.3 1.0 1.3 1.6
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Burclaries

Attempted
Burglaries

Larcenies

Car Larceniss

Vandalism

Misc.

Misdemeanors

Misc.
Pelonies

One or
Mope

Gna or
More

One or
More

One or
More

One or
More

One or
More

One

VICTIMIZATION INCIDENTS 0y
TYPER OF RESIDENCE AND RENTING AND BUYTING

TABLE &4

RESIDEMCE

Tvoe of Besjdence Bent /Buy
Apart-
mant House Bent Buy
102 g82 140 832
95.3 34.5 g2.1 55.2
5 50 12 42
4.7 5.4 7.8 4.8
104 813 148 857
97.2 9R.0 97.4 88,1
3 13 4 17
2.8 2.0 2.6 1.9
58 295 141 840
91.% 25,0 $2.8 86.1
9 37 11 34
8.4 4.0 2.2 3.9
102 a72 142 822
95,3 93.6 93.4 94.1
5 60 10 B2
4.7 6.4 6.6 5.8
49 898 144 B40
92.5 96.4 94.7 35.1
g 34 8 34
7.3 J.6 5.3 3.9
in4 940% l4s 850
37.2 97.1 6.1 97.3
3 27 6 24
2.8 2.8 3.9 2.7
in4 g2l 147 865
97.2 78.48 96,7 99.¢
3 11 5 g
2.8 1.2 3.3 1.0
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TABLE 65
VICTIMIZATION INCIDENTS BY
NUMBER OF PLOPLE IN HOUSEHOLD

t of Pegple

1 2 3 4 5

Burglaries 0 220 358 136 138 94
S4.4 . 88,2 83.2 85.2 81.3

One or i3 ) 14 10 7 g

More : 5.6 3.8 &8 4.8 B,7

Attempted 0 228 365 143 142 101
Burglaries 397.9 98,1 87.9 87.9 28.1
Cne or : g 7 3 3 2

More 2.1 1.9 24 2.1 : 1.8

Larcenies 0 230 - 358 137 138 a2
98.7 85.7 $3.8 95.2 89.3

One or 3 18 g 7 11

More 1.3 4.3 6.2 4.8 16.7

Car Larcenies 0 224 351 130 137 95
95.1 94.4 89.0 84,5 9z.2

One or 9 21 R B B

More 3.9 5.6 11.0 5.5 7.8

Vandalism ; 224 359 142 138 56
: 96.1 98.5 97.3 85,2 93.2

One or g 13 o4 .7 7

More 3.9 3.5 2.7 4.8 5.8

Misc, 0 - 226 368 147 138 9%
Misdemeanors . 97.0 98.9 97.3 95.2 94.2
One or 7 4 4 7 5

More 3.0 1.1 2.7 4,8 8.8

Misc, D 230 365 144 145 102
Felonies 88,7 98,1 48.6 160.0 89.0
One 3 7 2 0 1

1.3 1.8 1.4 g, 1.0
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TABLE 66
VICTIMIZATION INCIDENTS BY LENGTH OF RESIDENCY

Length of Residency

1+ to 2+ to 4+ to 7-10 16+ to 20+ to 30+ to 40+

1 yr. 2 ¥IB. 4 yvrs. B YIS, YIS, 20 yrs. 30 yrs. 40 vrs. vyrs.

Burglaries 1] 92 an 115 96 108 184 139 53 5@
g2.0 43.0 Q2.7 g95.0 94,7 33.5 9G6.5 98,9 8.2

ne or a & 9 5 3 i3 5 1 2

A.0 7.0 7.3 5.0 5.3 6.5 3.5 1.1 3.8

Attempted 4 a8 n2 122 101 111 192 142 94 52
Burglaries 8.0 95.3 98.4 106.0 97.4 96.5 g98.6 108.0 lo00.0
One or 2 4 2 1 3 7 2 g g

Moro 2.0 4.7 1.8 g. 2.6 3.5 1.4 a. g.
Larcenies a g1 80 118 a4 112 185 140 g2 52
91.c 93.48 55,2 97.0 98,2 23.5 97.2 97.9 100,40
One of g ) [ 3 2 13 4 2 a
More 9.0 7.0 4.8 3.0 1.8 6.5 2.8 2.1 g.
Car Larcenies -0 51 75 115 93 109 180 137 30 50
9l1.0 87.2 92.7 81.1 95.6 95.5 95.1 55,7 96.2
One or 9 11 g9 g 5 g 7 4 2
More 9.0 12.8 7.3 8.9 4,4 1.5% 4.9 4.3 3.8
Vandalism 0 9§ . 79 117 92 110 192 141 91 52
9g.0 41.9 94.4 §1.1 96.5 96.5% 97.% 96.8 lo6.0
one or 2 7 7 g 4 7 3 3 g
More 2.0 g.1 5,6 8.9 3.5 3.5 2.1 3.2 0.
Misc, 0 97 g1 118 97 118 197 143 89 52
Mizdeneanors 97.0 94.2 65,2 96.0 96.5 99.0 99,3 34.7 160.0
One or 3 b 3 4 4 2 1 5 I
More 3.0 5.R 1.8 4.0 3.5 1.0 6.7 5.3 a.
Misc. ] 97 B4 122 89 114 196 143 93 52
Felonies 97.0 97.7 9B8.4 88.0 lon.o 98.5 48,3 98,9 100.0
3 2 2 2 {1 3 1 1 &
Q -
ne 3.0 2.3 1.6 2.0 a. 1.5 0.7 1.1 0.
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ST AL O N L e s g Ty
TICTINII T TUnonmyrs By

PTrmy s dres

Rl

Tonloved

Tulil- SEToe " Home e
nlne P Student  Retired  maker employed
Burglaries ] 1 A 36 289 133 28
303 LT 94,7 a 96.3 87.1 865.5
One or 33 2 2 11 4 1
More S E 5.3 3.7 2.9 3.4
Attempted g 13l -1 36 . 289 135 28
Burglaries - AT 94,7 89._7 23.3 108.¢C
Gne or 13 ! 2 K} 1 o
More . I.a 5.3 0.3 0.7 a.
Larcenies 0 + L4 i 34 263 134 23
TR0 nz 44,7 97. $7.8 79.13
One or 22 3 2 7 3 B
More 2.0 Y 5.3 2.2 2.2 20.7
Car Larecenies 0 385 o iy 282 133 27
20,8 22,1 22.1 97.3 87,1 83,1
One or 4l A 3 8 4 2
More 2,4 7.9 7.9 2.7 2.8 6.9
Yandalism G 413 73 37 294 l3c 28
4.7 45,1 397.4 93.0 84.% 100.0
One or ) a3 3 1 6 7 i
More 5.3 5.0 S 2.8 2.0 5.1 .
Misc. a 221 T o ae 295 133 27
Misdeneanors 36.5 27,4 100.9 98.3 87.1 23,1
one or 15 z ¢ 5 4 2
More 3.4 2.5 Q. 1.7 2.5 h.9
Misc. G - 428 70 s 298 136 29
Felonies 98.2 a7 ) a9d.7 88,3 9.3 160.0
Ons E 1 2 2 1 ¢
1.8 1.3 5.3 0.7 0.7 0.

¥
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Burglaries

Attempted
Burglaries

Larcenies

Car Larcenies

Vandalism

Mise.,

Misdemeanors

Misc,
Felonies

Cne or
More

One or
More

{ne or
More

{ne or
More

One or
More

One or
More

One

TADLE &8
VICTIMIZATIOR INCIDENTS DY INCOME

Income
Less Greater
than $5,000- $10,000- 515,000 520,000~ $25,000- than
$5,000 £10, 000 £15,000 $20,000 $25,000  $30,000  $30,000
142 206 119 1245 108 37 I8
94,7 95,1 93.0 31.5 93,1 100.0 94,1
B 8 9 12 g ¥ 3
5.3 3.7 7.0 8.5 6.9 n. 5.9
147 209 127 137 113 36 51
ag.q 97.7 99,2 87.2 7.4 97,3 160.0
3 5 1 4 3 1 £
2.0 2.3 g.8 2.8 2.6 2.7 o.
143 211 122 133 110 36 45
95.3 93,6 95,3 94,3 94,8 97.3 BE.2
7 3 6 i 6 1 6
4.7 .14 4.7 5.7 5.2 2.7 11..8
143 204 123 134 . 102 4 12
35.3 95.3 96.1 95,0 87.49 91.9 82.4
7 10 5 7 14 3 9
4.7 4,7 3.9 5.0 12.1 8.1 17.6
145 211 i23 131 110 35 49
96,7 98.6 96.1 2.0 84§ 94,6 95,1
5 3 5 10 6 2 2
3.3 1.4 3.9 7.1 5.2 5.4 3.9
144 209 125 135 113 a5 50
36,0 97.7 97.7 95,7 97.4 94,6 8.0
5 5 3 6 3 2 1
4.0 2.3 2.3 4.3 2.6 5.4 2.0
146 212 127 140 114 17 50
37.3 89,1 59,2 09,3 58.3 1648.0 94.0
4 2 1 1 2 0 1
2.7 n.9 0.1 0.1 0.2 o, 0.1



HBurglaries

Attenpted
Burglaries

Larcenies

Car Larcenles

Vandalism

Misc.
Misdemeanors

Misc.
Felonies

ne or
Hore

One or

More

Ons o1
Mare

One or
More

One or
More

fne or
MHore

i

One

VICTIHIZATION IHCIDENTS DY EDUCATIOMNAL LEVEL

Bduecational Level

TABLE Y

iess than High Some College Post hdvance
gth 8-12 School College Degree Graduate Degree
Az 138 251 226 140 73 54
100.0 97,2 94.4 93.0 94.6 93,6 93,1
G 4 15 17 B 5 4
0. 2.8 5.6 7.0 5.4 6.4 6.9
o 141 260 240 145 76 56
93.8 99.3 97.7 98.8 98.¢ 97.4 96.6
2 1 6 3 3 2 2
6.3 8.7 2.3 1.2 2.0 2.6 3.4
32 13s 254 227 143 77 54
180.0 95.1 95.5 93,4 96.6 98.7 93.1
g ? 12 16 5 1 4
0. 4,9 4.5 6.6 3.4 1.3 8.9
12 134 Z58 227 13¢ 72 - 55
100.0 94,4 35.9 93.4 87.8 92.3 94.8
0 g 11 16 18 & 3
0. 5.6 4.1 6.6 12.2 7.7 5.2
32 139 257 236 133 76 54
100.0 97.9 96.6 27.1 89.9 97.4 93.1
0 3 9 7 15 2 4
0. 2.1 3.4 2.9 10.1 2.0 6.9
3z 138 259 230 147 75 56
1a0.0 97.%9 97.4 94,7 92,3 06.2 96.6
0 3 7 13 1 3 2
0. 2.1 2.8 5.3 - n.7 2.6 3.4
32 141 261 240 145 78 57
1op0.0 ge 3 94,1 98,8 9g8.4a 150.0 898.3
0 1 g 3 3 0 1
0. 0.7 1.9 1.2 2.0 0. 1.7



TABLE 70
VICTIMIZATION INCIDENTS EBY
AREA OF CITY

Area of the City

Korth North- South- Soukh~- North-

east sast | west west
Burglaries 0 168 283 339 155 12
54,09 54,3 9d.4 85,7 85.5
One or 9 17 20 7 2
More 5.1 5.7 5.6 4.3 4.5
Attempted 0 174 293 a5l 158 44
Burglaries 58.3 97.7 97.48 87.5 100.¢
One or 3 7 8 4 ¢

More 1.7 2.3 2.2 2.5 0.
Larcenies H] : l6a 288 343 155 44
53.8 96 .0 895.% 98,7 100.0
One or 11 12 18 7 4]

More 6.2 4.0 1.5 4.3 a.
Car Larcenies G 162 288 134 151 42
91.5 96.0 33.0 93.2 25,5
One or 13 12 25 11 2
More 8.5 4.0 7.0 6.8 4.5
Vandalism 0 169 291 345 154 41
95.5 97.0 96.1 25,1 63.2
One or d g 14 8 3
More 4.5 3.0 3.9 4.8 6.B
Mize, 0 189 288 352 158 44
Misdemeanors 95 .5 9s.0 gg.1 98.1 100.¢
Ong or 8 1z 7 3 a

HMore 4.5 4.0 1.9 1.8 a.

Mise, o 172 298 352 181 44
Felonies 97.2 99.3 58.3 99,4 100.0
One 5 Z & 1 0

2.8 a,7 1.7 0.6 0.
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Fear Measures

Worry About
Being Vietimized

Chance of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Deing
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chante of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
PurseMallet Stolen

Chance of Reing
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Heighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Hight

TEAR OF CRIME BY AGEH

TABRLE 71

Age
71 and

19-30 31-40 41~50 51-60 61-70 Older
2.9 2.8 2.9 2.7 2.4 2.6
2.4 2.3 2.6 2.5 2.3 2.1
2.4 2.3 2.4 2.3 2.2 2.1
2.2 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.9 1.7
2.0 1.9 2.3 2.1 1,0 1.8
1.9 1.9 2.0 1.9 2.1 2.1
2.5 2.4 2.1 2.0 1.9 1.9
2.8 2.7 3.1 2.6 2.3 2.4
1.5 3.5 3.9 3.9 3.9 4.2
1.4 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.8 2.0
2.9 2.7 3.0 3.1 3.7 4.9
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Fear Measures

Worrxy Abouk
Being Victimized

Chance of Beiny
Vandal ized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

fChance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety~-
Neighborhood/Night

FEAR OF CRIME BY SEX AHND RACE

TARBLE 72

Sex Race

Male Female White Black Other
2.6 2.7 2.6 2.8 3.4
2.4 2.3 2,3 2.2 2.7
2.2 2.3 2,2 2.3 3.0
1.6 1.8 1.8 2.0 2,1
1.9 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.3
1.7 2.3 2.0 2,2 2,1
2.0 2.2 2.1 2,2 2.2
2.5 2.5 2.5 2.4 3.0
3.7 3.9 4,2 4.0 4.0
1.4 1.9 1.7 1.8 2.2
2,48 3.8 3.3 3.5 4.4
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TABLE 713
FEAR OF CRIME BY MARITAL STATUS

Marital Status

Fear Measures Single Married Divorced Widowed
Worry About

Being Victimlzed 2.7 2.6 2.9 2.6
Change of Being

Vandalized 2.3 . 2.3 2.2 2.2
Chance of Deing _

Burglarized 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.2
Chance of Being ‘

Sexually Abused 1.8 1.7 2.0 2.1
Chance of Having

Car Stolen 1.9 2.2 1.8 1.8
_Chance of Having

Purse/Wallet Stolen 1.9 1.9 2.0 2.4
Chance of Being

Harassed 2.2 2.0 2.4 2.1
Rating of Crime

in Nelghborhood 2.7 2.5 2.8 2.4
Rating of Crime

in City 3.6 3.1 4.0 4.0
Rating of Safety-

Neighborhood/Day 1.5 1.5 1.8 2.1

Rating of Safety-
Heighborhood/Night 3.2 3.1 3.3 4,13
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TADLE 74

FEAR OF CRIME BY TYPE OF RESIDENCE AND RENTING AND BUYING RESIDENCE

Fear Mpasures

Worry About
Being victimized

Chance of Being
Vandaljzed

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Deing
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purzse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Beirnyg
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety-
Heighborhood/Night

Type of Residence Rent/Buy

Apartment Housge Rent Buy
2.6 2.7 2.7 2.7
2,8 2.4 2.3 2.3
2.2 2.3 2.5 - 2.5
1.8 1.8 1.9 1.8
2.1 2.0 2.1 2.0
2.2 2.0 2.1 2.0
2.6 2.1 2.4 2.1
2.7 2.5 2.8 2.5
3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8
1.8 1.7 1.7 1.7
3.5 3.3 3.4 3.3




FEAR OF CRIME BY NUMBER OF PEOPLE

Feay Meagures

Worry About
Being Victimized

Change of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in ¥Neighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety~
Neighbiorhood/Night

TRBLE 75

IN HOUSEHOLD

t of People

1 2 3 4 5
2.8 2.5 2.8 2.9 2.7
2.3 2.2 2.5 2.6 2.5
2.3 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.4
2.0 1.7 1.9 l.8 1.7
1.9 1.9 2.1 2.1 2.0
2.2 1.9 i.? 2.1 2.0
2.2 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.2
2.8 2.5 2;? 2.6 2.5
3.8 1.8 3.0 3.7 3.7
2.0 1.6 1.8 1.6 1i5
3.9 3.2 3.1 3.1 3.4
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Fear Measures

Worry About
Being Victimized

Chahce of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Havirg
Car Stolen

Chance of laving
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Beinq
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood

Rating of Crimeg
in City

Raving of Safety~
teighborhoond /Day

- Rating of Safety-

Ne ighborhood/Night

TABLY, 76

FEAR OF CRIME TY LENGTH

Length of Residency

OF RESIDENCY

1+ to 2+ to 1+ to 7-10 10+ to 20+ Eo 30+ to AN+

1 yr. 2 yrs. 4 vrs., 6 yrs. Yrs. 20 yrs 30 yrs. 40 yrs. YIS,
2.8 2.9 2.8 2.9 2.6 2.6 2.5 2.6 2.6
2.4 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.3 2.4 2.3 2.2
2.3 2.3 2.2 2.4 2.3 2,2 2.3 2.2 2.3
1.7 i.2 1.7 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.9 1.7 1.7
2.0 1.9 1.9 2.0 2.1 1.9 2.1 1.8 1.8
2.1 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.0 2.2
2.5 2.4 2.2 2.3 2.1 2.0 1.9 1.8 2.0
2.8 2.8 27 2.5 2.6 2.4 2.5 2.3 2.5
3.6 3.4 3.6 3.6 3.9 3.9 3.9 4.0 LI N
1.5 1.5 i.ﬁ 1.6 1.8 1.7 1.9 1.7 1.8
3.0 3.0 3.0 3.2 3.2 3.4 3.5 1.8 3.9
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Fear Meamures

Worry About
Being Victimized

Chance of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexuvally ahbused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Keighborhood

Rating of Crime
in City

Rating of Safety~
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Hight

TABLE 77

FEAR OF CRIME BY EMPLOYMENT

Employed
flome

Fulltime Part-time Student Retired Maker Unemployed
2.8 2.6 3.0 2.5 2.8 2.8
2.5 2.4 2,6 2.2 2.3 2.0
2.4 2.3 2.3 2.1 2.3 2.4
1.7 1.9 1.8 1.8 2.1 2.0
2f1 1.7 2.0 1.7 2.1 2.0
1.9 2.1 2.2 2.1 2.2 2.0
2.2 2.1 2.7 1.9 2.2 2.4
2.7 2.5 2.6 2.3 2.4 3.0
1.6 3.8 4.0 3.6 3.8 3.8
1.5 1.5 2.0 1.9 1.8 1.7
2.8 3.2 3.7 3.8 3.6 3.4



- 80| -

TABLE 78
FEAR OF CRIME BY INCOME

Inoome
(ireater
‘ Less Lhan $5,000- £10,000w $15,0800- §24,000- 525,000~ than

Fear Measures 55,000 510,000 §15,000 $20,000 $25,000 $30, 0060 530,000
Worry About ; .
Being Victimized 2.6 2.6 2.4 2.7 2.9 2.5 2.9
Chance of Being
Vandalized 2.1 2.4 2.3 2.2 2.3 2.6 Z.7
Chance of Reing
Burglarized 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.1 2.2 2,4 2.5
Chance of Being
Sexually Abused 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.4
Chance of Having
Car Stolen 1.8 2.0 1.9 1.9 1.9 2,2 2.2
Chance of Having ) ,
Purse/Wallet Stolen 2,0 2.2 1.8 1.9 1.8 2.0 1.8
Chanee of Being
Harassed 2.0 2.1 2.0 ‘ 2.0 2.1 2.4 1.8
Rating of Crime
in Neighborhood 2,5 2.4 2.5 2.6 2.6 1.1 2.8
Reting of Crime “
in Clty 4.1 3.8 3.8 3.6 3.6 3.8 3.7
Rating of Safeby~

Neighborhood/Day 2.0 1.7 1.5 1.5 1.4 1.5 1.5

Rating of Safeby-
Neighborheod/Night 3.9 3.7 3.1 3.0 2.6 3.1 2.6
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TABLE 79
FEAR OF CRIME BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

Bducational Level

Fear Measures Leass than High Some College Past Advance
= fith B-12 School College Dlegres Graduate egres

YWorry about

Being Victimized 2.2 2,5 2.7 2.7 2.8 2.7 2.6

Chance of Being

vandalized 2.1 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.2 2.4

Change of Being

Burglarized 2.2 2.2 2.3 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.3

Chance of Being

Bexually Abused 2.1 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.7 1.7 1.5

Chance of Having :

Car Stolen 2.2 2.1 2.0 2.0 1.8 1.9 1.8

Chance of Having

Purse/Wallet Stolen 2.1 2.1 2.1 2.0 1.8 2.0 1.6

Chance of Being

Harassed 2.3 2.1 2.0 2.2 2.0 2.2 2.1

Rating of Crime

in Neighborhood 2.3 2.4 2.5 - 2.5 2.6 2.7 2.7

Rating of Crime

in City 4.0 3.6 4.0 3.7 .6 3.7 1.5

Rating of Safety-

Ne ighborhood/Day 2.3 1.7 1.8 1.5 1.5 1.4 1.2

Rating of dafaety- &
Nelghborhood/Night 3.6 3.5 3.6 3.4 2.8 2.7 2.5
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FEAR OF CRIME BY AREA OF CITY

Fear Measures

Worry About
Being Victimized

Chance of Being
Vandalized

Chance of Being
Burglarized

Chance of Being
Sexually Abused

Chance of Having
Car Stolen

Chance of Having
Purse/Wallet Stolen

Chance of Being
Harassed

Rating of Crime
in Reighborhood

Rating of Crime

"in City

Rating of Safety-
Neighborhood/Day

Rating of Szafety-
Heighborhood/Niaht

TABLE 808

Ares of the City

Hor th- South~ Bouth- North-

Nocth gast east west west
2.8 2.7 2.6 2.6 2.8
2.4 2.1 2.4 2.1 2.1
2.3 2,4 2.2 2.1 2,4
1.7 1.9 1.8 1.6 1.4
2.0 2.0 1.9 1.8 2.3
2.1 . 2,2 2.0 1.1 1.5
2.2 2.2 2.1 2.0 2.0
2,7 2.6 2.5 2.3 3.0
3.8 .8 3.9 3.5 3.8
1.7 1.8 1.7 1,3 1.9
3.4 3.5 3.4 2.6 3.0



CONCLUSIONS

The promotion of crime prevention participation nas been very
effective and sacéessfui. The participation levels for the respondents
in this study were extremely high. Nearly 84 percent of the total
sample of 1,042 respondents has participated at same time in one of the
following crime prevention activities: site/target hardening by having
locks or other types of security devices installed; engraving valuables;
having a security survey conducted; displaying anti-theft stickers;
attending a crime prevention meeting; or attending a rape prevention
meeting. The data indicate that the more effective CP strategies are
installation of locks or other security devices, engraving and displaying
anti-theft stickers. The potential effectiveness of having a security
survey conducted was not noted in this study., It is sugoested that ﬁdlleww
up on those individuals who have had a security sarvef be conducted and
that the rate at which these people are camplying with the security survey
recommendations be determined in order to find out what may be affecting
the usefulness of this strategy.

The pramotion and utilization of protective technigues has also
been very successful. Nearly everyone in the sample said they employed
the recommended CP protective techniques of locking doors and windows,
leaving inside lights on, and having their neighbors watch their homes when
they (the residents) are away. CP participants tend to employ all pro-
tective technicues at a slightly higher level than do non-participants.
The less fréquently used technigues of leaving outside lights on, having

lights on a timer and using burglar alarms are more frequently employed
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by participants than non-participants.

One of the problems with high rates of CP participation and utili-
zation of protective technigues is that a "saturation" level may have been
reached and consequently, the effectiveness of these activities in pre-
venting crime (particularly burglaries} may have been reduced. At one time
CP participation was more unigue, and thes, there were cther targeés which
were easier to burglarize, With participation and utilizatién levels high,
the majority of the people are protecting themselves in the same or similar
ways and to the same extent, and thus, represent equally difficult targets
to "hit." It is not likely that burglaries will cease to be committed,
and if the above arqument is true and the majority of the residences are
equally difficult to burglarize, then, in a sense, the majority's chances
of being burglarized are also ecqualized.

The effectiveness of crime prevention participation in reducing burg-
lary rates has been somewhat diminished. The results of the data analyses
show that the participant burglary rates were not significantly lower or
different from the burglary rates of the non-participants. These results
may be related to and/or explained by the hypothesis proposed above. Another
factor which may be affecting these results and which could help to explain
wiy the burglary rates for the participants are not significantly lower than
the non-participants, is that city-wide the burglary rates have been increas-
ing. This increase is reflected in the burglary rates for both participants
arnd ron-participants. Even so, there is one positive aspect to these data
which suggest that although CP participation may not have as great an effect
on reducing the burglary rate as it once did, participating in CP activities
still has a tendency to reduce the burglary rate. When the rates for the
participant and non-participant groups were compared across time, the non-

participant rates increased significantly while the participant rates did not.
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sozarsnoly, ins affects of participa;ion dammened or slowed down the
fizovz of thz increasing burglary xates.
Thz owionimizeticon data sugqest that,C? participants are more likelvw

T3 one VioTITLz

od:  participants seem to have expsrienced a higher number

ng o vlcrimizarions, and those who have particivated in more CP activities

~ave sxperisrced a hicher percentage of vietimizations. These data do not

vr mresent & "true” nor accurate picture. Analyses of the burglzrv
3z indicaza that a fairly high p&réenﬁage of the burglary victimizations
ccmurred oricr to the time that these peopl@-becaﬁa participants. Partici-
wwing in U7 zctivities was a reaction to being burglarized; thess burglaries
moouraned’ subssouent participation. The analysis of the burglary data
E““ﬁpﬁa zat involvement in CP after one has been victimized may be a fairly
wwical responge and a commen rationale for CP participation. Thus, it is
milce mrocacle that a n&mber:of all the victimizations whicb were committed
xtainst tne sarticipants cccurred before these people became participants.

Tt is also likely that those people who are participating in more CP activ-
ities are doing s0 in reaction to the high percentage of crimes they have
iiresdr evarisnced. Thus, th@y'nﬁy be engaging in more prevention ectivities
~oanoatnicn oo redoce their chances of being victimized in the future.

2 Zrar of crime data suggest that fear, like heing victimized, may

"2 a muvating factor in CP participation and is part of the rationale for
—articingring in CP activities. Thé fear of crime levels for participants

.
b

it}

slichtly kicher than the levels of the rnon-participants. Alsc, those

‘a0 have varticipated in more CP activities tend to have higher fear of crime
lgvels, The —ossibility exists that people who participate in CP are sensi-
Zizad o the wroblems of crime, are more aware of crime, and thus, become
wora Learrul, Zowever, it is more likely that fear of crime is influencing
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CP participation, rather than the other way arcund. The data indicated

that fear of crime affected perceptions about the adequacy of ﬁh@ number of
police patrols. Also, those people who had lower fear of crime levels were
less apt to use even the most commonly emploved protective technigues. Thus,
it could be hymothesized that those pecple who are less fearful would be less
likely to participate in CP; those who are fearful would be more likely to
participate in CP; and those who are even more fearful would be more likely
to participate in more CP activities thereby attempting to reduce their higher
fear of crime levels. Since the fear of crime levels reflect this pattern,
it is likely that CP participation is a reaction to fear of crime and one
would expect the fear of crime levels for participants to be higher than

for non-participants.

Crime prevention programs may have to make adjustments to accomodate
those people who only join the program gﬁgg{ they have been victimized or
who join to reduce their high fear of crime. These people are attempting
to prevent future victimizations or to reduce their f@ar of crime, and thus,
are using CP participation in a reactive rather than proactive mode. This
makes the job of a crime prevention program much more difficult, and it is also
muich more difficult to ascertain whether or not the program has been sucress-
ful in achieving its objectives, But these uses of CP participation neeé to
be recognized and dealt with by the program pecple.

There are some needs, highlighted by the demographic data, which should
be addressed. Apartment dwellers and renters do not seem to be participating
in or utilizing CP strategies to the extent they need to or should. They may
need more attention and/or specialirzed programs which meet their special con-
cerns. Also, the "other" minorities in the sample seem to be experiencing a

higher percentage of victimizations than their representation in the sample
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rrants. This problem needs to be examined to detsrmine if it ig a3
rieizm. - IT AR 45, than new programs could possibly be develoned wnizn

mnd feln fo alleviate this problem.

r"i

¢ crire prevention participants experience less fear of crime an
IIver victimizatidns? particularly burglaries? WNo. But There are Zactors
wmich seam to beaffecting these results. Does crime nrevention work?
"2 and no, Crime prevention is not working as well as it once aid on
somaally reducing and lowering the burglary rates for sarcicinanes. 12
Ty Dm fnatb the-effectiveness of crime prevention has been diluted rrr che
[zt that so many people are participating in crime prevencion nat 2
“zaruration” level may have been reached and consequently, there iz littls
:iffzrznce among the majority of the "targets"” (i.e., hares) in Porziznd
wi the majority are equally avallable. to be burglarized. The "sdoe" zhar
crima 2revention participants once had, may no longer exist, since nearly
=veryone has the same "edge." The diminished effectiveness of crinme craventimﬁ
-3v also be due to the increasing crime rates. Although crime prevencicn nad
2 'zlowing down® efiect on the burglary rates, it may be that the sharn in-
czaze in burglaries represents a different type of problem whzc” cs;ﬁ%
ravznuion is not yet confronting.

in cther ways crime prevention is working quite well. The promotion of
crire orevention participation and utilization of protective tecnnicues has
waen very effective {(mavbe too effective)., Participation and utiliratic
_zeals are high. People seem to be using crime prevention in an attem?t =0
seduce their fear of ﬁrime and victimizations levels. This may present a

rooiem to the program people, but it aleo is an affirmation for the sercezived
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APPENDIX A

SURVEY INSTRUMENT
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CRIME PREVERTICH DIVISION EVALUATION

RESPORDENT INFORMATICN

flame

VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

CITY OF PORTLAND, 1980

IDENTIFICATION

Pespondent #

Address

Census Tract #

Phone £

TNTERVIEMING TIME

Began

SEGMENT

Meetings

Security Surveys

Ended

Length

1.
2.
3. Site Hardening/Locks
4

. Residential Burglary Victims

Date

5. Prior Victims/1977

CALLBACKS: DATE & TIME

6. Non-Participant/Other

FINAL STATUS OF INTERVIEW

#1
£2 Completed
#3 Terminated
#4 No Contact
Moved/Died
IHTERVIEWER
Fafused

Date Interview Verified By OJPEE Staff:
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Hello. Is this ? (VERIFY RESPONDENT'S NAME)

My name 18 . 1 am working with the City of Portland's Office
of Justice Planning and Evaluation. We are conducting a survey about
crime prevention. I would Tike to ask you some questions about your
neighborhood, about crime and about crime prevention programs, Your
answers to the guestions will remain strictly confidential. The results
of the survey will be reported in summary form only . . . and say how
many peopls said this or that, Your name will not be used in any way as
a result of the interview.

IF THE RESPONDENWT INDICATES WILLINGNESS TO BE INTERVIEWED, GO TO §Q. 1,

IF THE RESPONDENT IS HESITANT, ASK IF S/HE HAS QUESTIONS . . . IF 80 |
ANSWER THEM

IF RESPONDENT INDICATES THIS IS A BAD TIME, TOO BUSY, ETC., ASK IF YOU CAN
CALL BACK LATER, OR OM ANOTHER DAY . . . TRY 7O SET A DAY AND TIME . . .
IF S/HE STILL IS UNWILLING . . . THANK THEM AND TRY SOMEONE ELSE

Ir RESPONDENT WANTS TO VERIFY YOUR IDENTITY, GIVE S/HE THE QJPE PHONE NUMBER

(248-3850) . . . THEN THE CRIME PREVENTION DIVISION NUMBER {248-4128) . . .

DURING THE EVENING AND WEEKEND HOURS, GIVE THE PRECINCT NUMBER . . .

NORTH _ 248-5720 BURGLARY DETATL 248-5774
EAST __ P48-5696 RECORDS 248-5679
. CENTRAL 248-5633

TELL RESPONDENT THAT YOUR NAME IS ON FILE WITH THESE POLICE DIVISIONS . .

IF RESPONDENT WISHES TO VERIFY YOUR IDENTITY, TELL THEM THAT IT'S OK , . .
THEN ASK WHEN WOULD BE A GOOD TIME TO CALL THEM BACK FOR THE INTERVIEW

- 3119 ~



First of all.ceveecenn

i. How do you rate your neighborhood as a place te live? /
(READ 3, 1, THEN 3)
1. good
2. fair

3. average
4. less than average
5. poor

§. other

8, refused
3. dk (PROBE: IS IT A GOOD PLACE TQO LIVE...JUST 50-50, CR A
POOR PLACE TQ LIVED)

2. How well do you know your neighbors? (READ 3, 1, /
THEN 5)
1. very well
2. fairly well
3. somewhat well/know names
4, say hello in passing

5. den't know them

8. refused
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43,
hh,
45.
4h .,
47,
43,
49,
50,
51.
32,
53.
54,
3.
36.
37.
52,
39.
60,
61,
62.
63.

65.

g97.

neizhbeovhood sgsaciation?

Maplewoad
Hontavillia

‘Mt. Scott/Arieta

Me. Tabor
Multnomah
Morthwest

Northwest Industrial

Overlosk
Piedmont
Pleasant Valley
Portsmouth

Reed

Richmond

Rose City Park
Sabin
Sellwood/Moreland
South Burlingame
South Tabor

Southwest Hills/Upper #Aills

Sullivan's Gulch
Sunnyside

S5t. Johns
Svlvan
University Park
Upper Highland
Vernon

Hestwood Hills
Hilson Park
Yoodlawn
Hoodstock

other

refuéad
dk


http:ridle.rr.il

4.

Are vou aware of any activities in your neighborhood
which are sponsored by vour neipghborhood association?

0l. ves {ASK 0 4a)
DZ2. no (GO TO O 5)
“8. refused (GO TO Q 5)

99, dk (PROBE: CAN YOU THINK OF ANYTHING THAT
YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION IS SPONSORING?)

(IF STILL "dk" GO TO O 5}

ba. Would you please nams or describe these acrivities?

How would you rate the crime problem in vour mneirchborhood?
(READ 1, 3, & 5 ONLY)

1 /2 /3 i /5

vary serious S0~S0 not very not at
serious serious all serious

How would you rate the crime problem in the rest of
the City? g
(READ 1, 3, & 5 ONLY)

1 /2 /3 /4 /5
very serious S0~80 not very not at
sarious serious all serious
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11,

12,

13.

How often do you worry abeut being a victim of a crime? /
(READ 3, I, & 5)

1 /2 /3 /4 /5
quite often sometimes geldom not at
aften A all

During the next twelve months,.what are your chances of,.,...
(READ 3, THEMN 1, THEN 5........IF HECESSARY, USE THE PERCENTAGES
FOR PROBING)
vary good 50-50 wpoor very

good chance chance chance poor
charice chance
(9023 {70%) {50%) (30%) (10%)
baeing a ‘
victim of
vandalism? /1 /2 /3 /& /5 /
having your
residence
broken into
or burplarized? /1 /2 /3 /4 /3 /

what are your chances of

being sexually

assaulted by a

stranger? /1 /2 /3 /4 /5 /

having your

car stolen? /1 /2 /3 A /5 .
having your

(purse)/(wallet)

stolen? /1 /2 /3 /4 /5 /

belng harassed
by a stranper? /1 /2 /3 /4 /5 !

Are you aware of any crime prevention activities or
programs in the Ciry? (DO NOT READ RESPONSES) /

1. ves (ASK G 13a)

2. mo (GO TO O 14)

8., rafused (GO TO Q 14)

3. dk {(PROBE: YOU HAVEN'T SEEN OR HEARD ABQUT ANY

CRIME PREVENTION PROCRAMS?)
(IF STILL "dk" GO TO G 14)
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(IF *yes” T0 0 13, ASK Q 13a)
13 a. Please name or describe the crime prevention activities
or programs you are aware of. {D0 NOT READ RESPONSES)

0l. block meetings/neighborhood meetings /
02. ragﬁrpreventicn meetlngs /
£3. meét;ngs for the elderly g /
04. 1locks programs/installing locks /
05, security surveys /
06, self-defense courses /
07, wmarking/engraving property /
08. putting up CP stickers on doors/windows /
09, the CF dog (McGruff) /
10, training volunteers for CP work /
11. other /

i4. Have you ever read about, heard, or seen...;..
a. a talk show on crime prevention? 1. ves [/ 2. no /
b. a public service anaouncement
about ¢rime prevention? 1. ves / Z. no /
(IF "yes" ASK......)

€. Would you please describe the talk show/PSA? /

13. Do you know who sponsored these programs/announcements? /

1. yes, Who!

2. no (GO TO Q 16)
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16.

17.

18.

Have you ever taken a course in seli-defense?

1.

2,

yes /Do you know who sponsored the course?

no (GO TO ¢ 17)

Have you ever participated in or received eny of the
following services:

A

(IF

How

attended a meeting where crime prevention

was discussed? l. vyes / 2. no
attended a rape preventlon meeting? 1. yes / 2, nao
had a security survey? 1. yes / 2. no
marked your property? 1. ves / 2. no
displayed crime prevention stickers? 1. ves / 2. no
had locks or other security devices

installed? 1. yes / 2. no
"yes' TO ANY OF THE ABOVE, ASK Q 18, OTHERWISE SKIP TO ¢ 19)
did vou bhear about these services?

friends /
v | /
radio /
neighborhood association /
at work /
other /
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19,

20.

g,

Have you taken any of the following special precautions

to protect yourself agalinst crime?
installed a burglar alarm system? 1. ves/2. nc/B. refused /
installed deadbolt locks? 1. ves/2. no/8. refused /
purchased a watchdog? 1., ves/2, no/8. refused /[
don't walk alone? l. yes/2. no/B. refused /[
trim shrubbery around house? 1. ves/2. nof8. refused /
post police emergency telsphone
number near phone? i. ves/Z. no/B. refused /
lock car doors when travelling
in car? 1., ves/2. no/8. refused /
have good exterier lighting
on or around home? 1. ves/2. no/B8. refused /
Are there any other precautions
that you have taken which haven't
been mentiened? i, ves/2Z. . no/B, refused /
{I¥ "yas" ASK.....)
What other precautions? /
{(IF "weapon" IS MENTIONED, ASK WHAT KIND....)

Which of the following things do vou de on a ragular’

bazis when you are away?
lock doors 1. ves/2. no/8. refused /
lock windows 1, yes/2. no/8. refused /
leave lights on 1. ves/2, no/8. refused /
leave lights on & on & timer 1. ves/2. no/8. refused /
leave outside lights on 1. yes/2. no/8., refused /
have neighbors watch house 1. ves/2. no/3. refused /
turn on burglar alarm 1. yes/2. no/B. refused /

(IF "yes" TO ANY OF THF ABOVE, ASK O 21, OTHERWISE SKIP TO 0 22)
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(IF RESPONDENT ANSUERED "yes' TO AXY OF THE CP "things" IN @ 20, ASK
¢ 21 . . . OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q 22.)

21. Do you feel that you take any of thase preacautions !
as a result of information vou have received or
heard about from the Crime Prevention Division?

1. was
2. no
3. other

8, rafused

2. dl {PROBE)

DEMOGRAPHICS

Wow . » « L need some information about you, your residence and things
iike that.

22. How long have vou lived at vour present address? /
{PROBE FOR EXACT # OF YEARS . . . OR ASK F0OR
MORTH & YEAR THEY MOVED IN)

23. Is your residence an apartment or sipgle family dwelling? /
1. apartment

2. single family dwelling (type: )

3. opther

3. refusad

g, dk
24, Do you rent or are you buying your (heuse)!(apattment)?‘ /
l. rent

2. buying/own

3. other

4, refused

9, dk
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[ 5%

Jowd.
"

Are you currently emploved/working?

ves/FT (PROBE TO DETERMINE FT OR P1)

yes/PT
no/student
no/retirved
nomemaker
no/unemployed

other

refused

dk

Is your income . .

=y

bi

less than §10,000

less than $§ 5,000 ves/GO TO Q.

no/G0 TO b.

ves/GO TO Q.
no/G0 T0 <.
less than $15,000 yes/GO TO Q.
no/G0 T0 d.
less than $20,000 yes/G0 TC Q.
no/G0 TO e.
less than $23,000 yes/GO TO Q.
no/GC TO f.

less than or greater less than
rhar 530,000 greater than

(GC TO Q. 32)

32

32

32

32

32

/

under 5,000
5,000~10,000
10,000-15,000
15,000~20,000
20,000-25,000

25,000~30,000
over 30,000
refusad

dle



30,

31.

Are you currently emploved/working?

1. .yesfFT {PROBE TO DETERMINE FT OR PT)

2. yes/PT

3. aofstudent

4. wofrecired

5, howemaker

6. no/unemployed

7. other

8. refusad

9. dk

Is your income . . .

a. less
b. .less
c. less
4, less
&, less

£f. less

than

than § 5,000

‘than 510,000

than $13,000

than $20,000

than $25,000

than or greater

€30,000

(GO TO Q. 32)

ves/G0 TO Q.
noe/G0 TO b.

yes/GO TO Q.
no/Go TO c.

vas/GO TO Q.
no/G0 TO d.

ves/G0 TO Q.

no/G0 TO e.

ves/CO TO Q.
nofGO TO f.

less than

greater than

32

3z

32

32

32

1.

4,

/

undar 5,000
5,000~10,000
10,000-15,000
15,000-20,000

20,000-25,000

25,000-30,000
over 3G.,000

refuzed

dk



t\

A, What iz the highest year of school you have completed? /
. less than 8th
2, Bth - 12th
3. high scheol
4., some college
5. college degree
6. post graduate
7. adv, degree
8. refused

9. dk

VICTIMIZATION SCREENING QUESTIONS

Now I would like to ask you some questions about crimes that have been
commi. tted agalnst you durlng the last year ., . . that is from Labor Day
of 197%, September 3, to Labor Day of this vear, September 1, 1980.
These questions all refer only to crimes that have occurred during this
twelve month period. '

33, First, . . . has anyone brokenm inteo your home in the past year?

g. no

1. vy=s . . . #times B. refused 9. dk

Ly
=

Has anyone Ezégg'tb'breék into your home in the past vear?
0. no |

l. yes . . . #times 8, refused 9. dk

35. Was anything stolen from Inside your home even though your
home was not broken into?

0. no

1. wyes . . . #times 8. refused 9, dk
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36,

37.

38.

40,

41,

4Z.

£

Was anything taken from outside your home during the past year?
(e.g. from the yard, a shed, unattached garage, atc.)

g, no

1. yes . . . ftimes 8. vrefused 9. dk

Was your home or your property vamdalized or intentionally

damaged by anyone in the past year?

8. no

1, yes . . . ftimes 8. refused 85, dk

Has anvone stolep your car or other motor vehicle . . . or tried to
steal one during the past twelve months?

6. ne

1, yes . . . #times 8. refused 9. dk

Has anyone stolen anything from inside your ear . . . or tried tol
0. no

1, yes . . . {times 8. refused 9. dk

Has anvone tried to steal something from your car or other motor
vehicle , . . or actually stolen something from it? ({=.g., battery,

hubcaps, mirrors, ete.)

4. no

1, yes . . . ftimes 3. rafuséé‘ g, dk

Has anyone stolen anything from your pocket/purse during the past
year?

8. no

1. yes . . . fitimes 8. refused 9. dk

During the past twelve months has anyone physically attacked you or
assaulted you?

0. no

1. yes . . . fftimes 8. refused 9. dk
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A

43,

44,

45,

4,

lias anyone tried to physically attack you or assault you?

0. no

1. yes . . . fitires 8. refused 9. dk

Has anyone threatened you in any way with violence of any kind?

0. no

l. yes . ., , iftimes 8. refused 9. dk

Has anyone tried or actually taken something directly from vou

by using force or threatening to-harm you?

0. o

1. vyes . . . frimes 8. refused 9, dk

How . . . just to make sure I haven't missed something, did anything
else happen to you during the last vesar . . . has anyone beaten you
« + « threatened or attacked you in gny way . . . or have you had
anything at all taken from you without your permission . . . or taken
forcibly from you? (FROBE: HAS ANYTHING HAPPENED TO YOU WHICH
INVOLVED A CRIME OF ANY KIND , . . ANYTHING WHICH YOU THINK WAS
AGATNST THE LAW OR SHOULD HAVE BEENM AGAINST THE LAW?)

0. no

1. yes . . . #times 8, refused 9. dk

IF THE EESPONDENT ANSVERED "yes” TO ANY OF THE QUESTIONS 33-46, FILL
OUT AN IRCIDENT REPORT FOR FACH THCIDENT MENTIORED,
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RESPONDENT'S NAME #

INCIBENMT REPORT

IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "ves" TO ANY OF THE QUESTIONS 33-46, FILL OUT
AN INCIDENT BEPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT MENTIONED.

Kow, I would like some specific informstion on each incident you have
mentioned. {(IF MORE THAN ONE TYPE OF INCIDENT HAPPENED, REFER TO FIRST
ONE MESTIONED., BRE SURE AND PREFACE THE FIRST QUESTION WITH A STATEMENT
ABOUT THE TYPE OF INCINENT YOUI'RE ASKING FOR INFORMATION ABODUT, E.G.,
CAN YOU RECALL WHENX YOUR HOME WAS BROKEN INIO?)

47. Cen you tell me as accurately as posszible when this happened?
(PROEBE, IF NECESSARY, TO ORTAIN MONTH, YEAR AND TDME OF DAY)

/ /
DATE TIVE DAY OF WEEK

48. Can you tell me exactly where this happened? (RECORD & COMPLETE
DESCRIPTION IF POSSIBLE. PROMPT AND INCLUDE: TOOATIOR, CITY,
STREET, ETC., ROOM I¥ HOUSE, WIKDOW OR DOOR . . . TYPE QOF PREMISE)

49, Will vou please describe the incident as completely as possible?
(BE SURE AND OBTAIN INFORMATION ABOUT TYPE OF ENTRY . . . THROUGH
AN UNLOCKED DOCR OR WIKDCOW . . . A PRIED-QOPEN WINDOW OR DOOR OR
LOCK, ETC, —w=—-=TF THE INCIDENT INVOLVED AN ASSAULT OR THREAT,
ETC., BE SURE AKD FIND OUT IF A WEAPON WAS USED OR WAS FRESENT . .
HANDS OR FEET CAN ALSC BE WEAPONS IF USED AS SUCH)

*
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IF THE INCIDENT INVOLVED A PROPERTY CRIME ASK: 0's 50 & S51.

50. TWould you briefly describe the type of property taken/damnped?

51, Uhat was the total value of the property taken/damaged?

IF THE INCIDENT INVOLVED A CRIME AGATNWST THE RESPONDENT ASK: Q's 52 - 54,

52. Were you physically injured in any way? 1. yes [/ 2. no
(IF "yes" ASK Q 53, IF "no" SKIP TO Q 55}

53, VWhat was the extent of your injuries® (OBTAIN COMPLETE
----- : DESCRIPTION)

S4, ©Did you need medical attention of any kind? 1. wves / 2. mno
(IF "yes™ ASK 03 54 a.) .

54 a. Did you go to the hospital? 1. yes 2. no
{IF "was" FIND OUT HOW LONG THEY STAYED .
TO EMERGENCY OK AS A PFATIENT TOR A FEW DAYS)

FOR_ALL INCIDENTS, ASK 0fs 55 & 56.

55, Was this incident repmrzéd to the police? 1, yes /[ 2. no
(IF "ao" ASK Q 55 a.)

55 a, Why didn't vou report the incident to the police?

56. GS8ince this incident have you taken any protective measures in your
residence or when you are on the streets?

1. ves / 2. no {IF "yes" ASK THEM TC DESCRIBE THOSE MEASURES)

IF THERE WAS ANOTHER INCIDENI, COMPLETE THE NEXT INCIDENT REPORT.
IF NOT, CLOSE-OUT INTERVIEW , . . THANK RESPONDENT FOR HIS/HER TIME,
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APPENDIX B

PARTICIPATION IN SIX CRIME PREVENTION
ACTIVITIES BY SEGMENT
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Table N=1039
issing cases=3

APPENDIX

TABLE

B

1

PARTICIFATED IN A CRIME PREVEMTION MEETING BY SECMENT

SEGHENT  Meetings Security Site Residential | Total Pricr City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary | Participant Victims
I Group {1977)
H=114 H=271 =102 N=10 | N=487 N=92 H=450
|
2ARTICIPATED §
I3y CP MEETINA |
Yes 104 g6 36 3 *[ 229 60 104
91.2 31.7 35.3 3.0 i 46,1 65,2 z23.1
lg 10 185 66 7 é 268 32 346
3.8 68.3 64,7 - 70.0 E £3.9 34.8 76.9
TABLE 2
PARTICIPATED IMN A RAPL PREVENTION MEETING BY SEGMENT
Table H=1N38
"*issing cases=4
SEGMENT  [leetings Security Site Residential |  Total Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary | Participant Yictims
i Group (1977)
M=114 H=271 N=102 N=10 f N=4487 N=92 N=449
1
PARTICIPATED IH !
A RAPE PREVENTION f
HEETING !
Yes 51 37 11 1 § 100 15 22
44.7 13.7 i0.8 14.0 | 20,1 16.3 © 4.9
o 63 234 91 9 § 397 77 427
55.3 86.3 89.2 890.0 I 79.9 83.7 5.1
TABLE 3
PARTICIPATED IN A SECURITY SURVEY BY SEGMENMT
Table N=1037
Hissing cases=5
SEEMENT  Meetings Security Site Residential | Total Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary ! Participant Victims
b Group (1977)
N=114 N=271 H=102 N=10 : H=497 H=391 N=449
PARTICTPATED IN ;
SECURITY SURVEY |
]
Yes an 229 70 4 l 343 26 56
35.1 84.5 (8.6 an.o I 69.0 28.6 12.5
!
|
‘Io 74 42 32 6 ; 154 65 393
64.9 15.5 31.4 60.0 | 31.0 71.4 87.5
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APPENDIX B CONTINUED

: TABLE 4
ENGRAVED PROPERTY BY SEGMENT

Table K=1N34
Missing cases=8

SEGMENT  HMeetings Security Site Residential | Total Prior CisyQHide
: ‘ Surveys Hardening Burglary | Participant Victims
S I Group (1877} ,
=114 N=2569 fl=102 =10 ? N=485h H=91 N=44R
ENGRAVED |
ROPERTY !
Yes 88 156 46 5 | 205 62 194
77.2 58.0 45.1 50.0 [ 58.6 68.1 43.3
o o 113 56 5 | 200 29 254
' 22.8 42.0 54.9 50.0 | 40.4 31.9 56.7
]
TABLE 5
DISPLAYED CRIME PREVENTION STICKER BY SEGMENT
Table N=1036
Missing cases=6
SEGMENT  Meetings Security Site Residential 1 Total Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary i Participant Victims
| Group (1977} N=448
N=T114 N=270 =102 N=10 | N=498 N=42 -
DISPLAYED CP 3
STICKER ?
Yes 72 110 45 4 | 232 651 118
63.2 40.7 45.1 40.0 ! 46,8 66.3 26.3
H
No 42 160 56 6 { 264 31 330
36.8 59.3 54.9 60.0 ! 53.2 33,7 73.7
|
TABLE 6
LOCKS/SECURITY DEVICES INSTALLED BY SEGMENT
Table K=1034
Missing cases=8
SEGMENT  Meetings Security Site Residential | Total Prior City-Wide
Surveys Hardening Burglary y Participant Victims
Group {1977)
N=114 =260 N=101 N=10 ; N=494 N=91 =449
DEVICES 5
INGTALLED é
Yes 85 187 87 10 I 369 he 213
74.6 69.5 86.1 100.0 ] 74,7 57.1 47.4
: ‘
No 29 82 14 0 i 125 39 236
25.4 30.5 13.9 a. I 25.3 42.9 52.6
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APPENDIX C

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS QOF DEMOGRAPHIC
CHARACTERISTICS OF TWQ SAMPLE POPULATIONS

- 143 -



YARTABLE

Sex

Race

Age

Marital Status
Employment
Education

Income

Summary 1978 vs, 1980

PARTICIPANTS

N.S.

N.S.
p .01
p .05
p .05
p .01
p .01

~ 142 ~

NON~PARTICIPANTS

p .05
p .01
p .01
n 01

p .05
p .01
p .01
p .01



1978 1900

VARIABLE N's Sample  Sampie o Sia
SEX n-Hale | '78=383 31.9 43.5 +11.6 01
%Z-Female '80=1,037 68.1 56.8
RACE ¥-White 178=383 az2.7 02,7 + 0.5 M.S
Y~Hon-White '80=1,021 7.3 7.0
prel %-Mon-Elderly  '73=381  64.7 2.1 +2.8  ILS
- #-Elderly '8N=940 35.3 37.0
HARITAL #~Married '78=377 55.3 e&n.7 + 5.4 05
“~Unmarried ‘80=1,016 44.7 39.3
EﬁPL§¥§§2 %-kmploved *78=380 4317 50.4 + 6.7 01
%#-Hot-Employed '80=1,016 56.3 A0 R
EDUCATION  %-less than HS  '78=371  25.7 18.0 - 7.7 N1
deqree
%-HS deg/some '80=967 57.8 52.6 - 5.2 05
college
%-College deq, 16,4 20.4 - +13.D 01
or more
INCOME “«lnder $20,000 '78=331 85.2 75.¢ A 9.8 N1
’ %-$20,000 or more'80=837 14.8 24.4

! For 1978, ”E1dér1y" = 80 yrs. or more. For 1980, "Elderly” = Gl yrs. +

2 "Hot-Employed" incTudes "homemakers"”
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1978 1880

VARIABLE N's Sample  Sample ] Sig
SEX %-Hale '78=338 32.0 36.G +4.0 H.S.
E~Female '80=494 68.0 64.0
RACE %-White '78=338 91.2 81,2 f}
%-Non-lhite '80=486 g.8 8.8
agel %-ton-Elderly  '78=338  71.1 53.9 +17.72
%Z-Elderly '80=456 28.9 46.1
MARITAL %-Married '78=333 62.3 55.8 +5.5 .05
H-Unmarried '80=484 37.7 43.2
EHPLOYEDZ %~Employed '78=337 ig.2 44.0 +5.7 .05
%-Not Employed  '80=484 61.7 56.0
EDUCATION %-Less than HS  '78=331 39.0 17.6 -21.4 01
degree
%-HS deg./some  '80=454 53.6 50.4 - 3.2 M.5.
college
%-College deg. 7.4 31.9 +24.5
or more
THCOME %-Under $20,000 '78=295  B87.2 80.7 +6.5
$-520,000 or more'80=398  12.8 19.3

! For 1978, "Elderly" = 60 yrs, or more. For 1980, “E?derTy“%ﬁl yrs, +

E'"NotwgmpToyed“ includes "homemakers®
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B3
-~

1871 1980

VARIABLE N's Sarmle  Sample D Sia
SEX %-Male '78=338  28.1 50.3  +22.0 05
%-Female '80=543 71.9 49,7
RACE %-White 178=338  97.3 52.3 + 5.0 o1
%-Non-White '80=535 2.7 7.7
"""" AGel ZHon-Elderly ‘78=336  &0.6 69.8 +9,2 .01
#E1derly 180=4824 394 30.2
MARITAL ?-Married 178=333  54.8 64.3 + 6.5 01
: %-Unmarried '80=532 45.2 35.7
EMPLOYED?  %-Employed '78=335  41.0 56.2 +15.2 .01
%-Not Employed  '80=532 59.0 43.8
EDUCATION  %-less than HS  '78=330  28.2 18.3 -9.9 .01
degree .
2-HS deq/some '80=513  62.8 54 .6 - 8.2 .01
colleqe
%-College deq. . 9.0 27,1 +18.1 01
or Bore
INCOME s-Under $20,000 '78=292  72.0 71,1 +7.9 ,01
¥-$20,000 or more'80=439  21.0  28.9

1 Far 1978, "Elderly" = 60 yrs. or more. For 1980, "Elderly” = 61 yrs. +

2 wyot Employed" includes "homemakers"
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ATTACHMENT # 2

NAC MEDIA FILES






TR e

T

for crime

Jordan is calling for area residents io

increase their involvement in crime pre-

vention.

In & federnl grant request scheduled
for City Council approval this week,
Jordan outlines large-scale admipistra-
tive and targeting changes in the Police
Bureau’s eritne prevention program,
placing a greater emphasis on volunteer
efforts and community involvement,

The ordinance calls for application
1o the faderal Law Enforcement Assis-
tance Administration for a $708,000
grant, With some city matching funds,
the award would fund 2 crime preven-

tion program fo boister current efforts

and add new programs.
1f the grdinance and grant are f(:srihw
coming, the foliowing proposals would

be part of the program.
- Citizen advisory groups would
advise police officers in forming crime

prevention programs for specific neigh-
_ . - .go to 18 selected neighborhoods during

y seek fundi
prevention

" Portland Cit}’ Commissioner Charles -

T T T A L T R S P N T T T T

)

2

horhoods. . .

—In cocperation with local col-
lepes, the Police Bireau would establish
special crime-prevention educational
programs for volunteers,

— The program's base would be
broadened until, eventually, crime pre-
vention plans for all of Portland’s
neighborhoods would be formed.

“We envision each neighborhood.
setting up its own crime preveatinn
cominittee to work with the bureaw,”
said James Mciillhp, Jordan’s executive
assistant.

“MeKlllip said the pzogmm actually
will be two parallel projects, one ad-
minigiered by m‘fﬂixans the other by
police,

M We're asicmg for federal funding
for both,” said McKiflip. “One really
can't go without the other,”

The project would include the study
of ¢rime problems and statistics in In.
dividual peighborheods. Fending would

the first vear of the project. The neigh-
borhoods wilt be selected on the basis of

- high crime-rates and high rates of citi-
zen involvement.

Portland’s Crime Prevention Uit
currently employs 18 full-time workers,
If the grant is approved, another seven
workers may be hired, said McKillip. At

" the end of the grant year, however, the
- gtaff would e cut to the earlier figure.

“We're attempting to inplement a

program that relies on wiunteer staff,”

said McKiliip.
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Alizens

By FRED LEESON
Journal Stall Writer

Fueled with a special federa! grant,
Portland police will start a new crime
preventita progrim soon aimed at kelping
14 city neighborhoods confront their spe-
cilic crime preblems.

Citizen volunteers from the pelghbor-
hoods will he selected and given treining
to provide crime prevention advice on
such crimes es burglary, rape, child mo-
lestation or whatever other crimes are
disturbing their areas,

“We need sn enormous amount of citk
z¢én partigipation,” Police Commissioaer

. Charles Jordan sald Thursday, caliing {er
a “gurtnership between the city and

ﬁ&

Jordan urges ‘partnership’ - - .

. neighborhoods to fight crime at the aeigh-

horhood level.”

‘The mew crime preveation approach
differs from recent cilywide activities
that have concentrated on reducing resl-
dentig} burgiaries.

Lt. Tom Potter, In chorge of the Police
Hurepu's crime prevention unil, said the
new approach is aimed at addressing spe-
¢Hie neighborhopd “fears” and o realiza-
tion that police cannot tackle all crime
prevention duties without public help,

A 5444,500 prant from the federal Law
Enforcement Assistance Adminisiration
will pay Tor special training {or 72 citizen
velunteers, The prani alse sets aside
$15,000 to be made availabie to neighbor-

hoods wishing to atiempt Innovative
crime prevention projects.

Potter smid neighborhoods 10 be in-
volved in the program will be chosen next

month by seven citizen policy beards cov. -

ering all 2 Portland neighborhoods. Each
policy board will select twe neighbor-
hoods from its area to participste in the
first vear of the two-year program.

Potter said 2 “small-scale” example of
the new crime prevention method has
been undertaken in the Buckman nelgh-
borheod of Inner Southeast Portland,
where 1 neighborhood safely committes
waos formed affer severnl child molesta-
tions.

He said ihe Buckmeno committee has

arranged 8 system for escorting children
to schoo! and alse has instalied locks end
other securily devices in {he homes of
elderly persons wha fear burglaries.

Persons wishing ta participate [n the
training pragram will be screened by the
Police Buresu. Trainiag periods of aboul
40 hours for each parlicipant ienialively
are scheduled ta start in Cictober, Potter
said.

Police Chief Bruce Haker sald previous
efforts to prevent burglaries have hed 2

“definite impact” on burglary retes
[ “There's no question In my mind Lhat the
" person who follows the adviee of the

crime prevention unlt hes @ math le5!
chance of being & victim of crime,” Bozes

said,
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By KENROTH

st The Oregontan stall L. S
Portland is the f:rst of elght eztses in

the country to receive federal funds.

volvement iu cmme preventmn actw
ties. ;- FTR L
-Charles Jﬁrd:m c:ty commissmser
in cherge of the Police Bureay, said
Thursday that Portland received its”
$439.861 prant ahead of other citles be-
cause it has a record of success irz arime
-, prevention. | RN
" The cne-year grimt wiil a!fcw the
- clty to shift its present crime prevention ..
efforts from & police-staffed operation
to one that wilt call for: naighborhood
invoivemef;t through volunteer work, -
*Jordan said some of the funds will’
bz set aside for community residents to
- use zs they aSSess pmhfems m Ehelr
carea. fooC e
" v Lt Tom Potter, police erime preven-
‘tton unit commander, said 72 volunteers
will work In 14 neighborhoods around’

en positlons to hisunitas well. =~

FREEDOM TRAIN — Steve Bittner of Laurel,
of the b%ationa ﬂaiiway Hss‘cor%cﬁl Soczety, shag

Water line  Law
d%@ldé ﬁ@ S@E P 4 amblt:mzsrreaommeni&tieg& ield a
&€ news conference, packed hoxes ang

By DAV
of The Ore) £ of

OLYMPIA (AP} o They saica fm&i
rites over the Washington Women's
Council Thurgday, i

The eguncll, abolished by W&shmg«
ton’s lirst woman governor, Dixy Lee
Ray, handed out a two-volume report of

T

ESTACADA — The Saut?l I'crk Wa~

ter Board voted Thursday evening to and “joviai wake.”

close down its 27-mile, Memaloose-Ore- Dr. ire.

vesizgat (i
nal Exalghe
-hosnorabded .
Mu‘ims a

gon City water conduit on Jan. 1; 1881,
leaving its approximately 75 users two
years und four months to f}ad altemate
supplies. i
Board Chairman Alan Br:gk ey,
however, piedgeé 1o do what he u:euié b
to keep the line working as long as it is - :
economicaliy feasible and 1o explore al- . schedu% Ents
terngtives toshutting gown the B . -Suit: ’EG{_‘

such as when Pear] Warren, 8 Makah
Indian from Nesh Bay, sald, tears brim.

out o state agency. - P .
"{anate} gruups dﬁn‘t %ave 'the

m §3“‘ls'ﬂ" gmm&% o v

aimed at expanding neighborhood ine

the city. He said the grant will add sev-

held & brief commemorative cerem&ny

There were emotional muments,'

ming In her eyes, that she fears what
could become of wsmens 1ssues wnh-.:

. Nengkt}t}rfzuods to be tised in the‘

pm;ect will bé sefected tater this month,
based on crime rate and how well or-
panized a neighborhood is. Interested
citizen advisory groups should crmtaﬁt
the crime prevention unit,

‘f‘f»;' Jordan said he feels there is (miy 50
far traditional crime prevention efforts
can’ go in controlling prsi:iems hke-
(theft, vandalism and rape. -

Funds wili be spent to traln valum
teers in ¢rime drevention methods and
-te eguip them with devices, such as
eugrav&rs, to be used to mark home-
“owners' property for later 1dentmcaﬂsn
it :t is stolen, Potter said. foi

2+7: He said a training school w&ulﬂ be."
-, 140 fuli operation by October, - '

Jordan added that other programs '
are being considersd fo involve youths
- and curb viclence in the family, both-of

“which could Iessen the potentlai fer .
ﬁ{im&. . .
" - In the original grant pmposai furzds .
were requested to start these programs. . -
Jordars said r;egosi:atinns are stxii pand--‘

power a state agency has,’ she told
_reporters, “This is what worries me.
Everything is political and If you aren't
political, you can't get things done. 1
hope this report won't be f i Ied &way in
spme corner file™ -« 2l .
She ave tribute to farmer GG? Dan
Evans, “a man who had a dream.”
. * . Evpns created the council as part of
his office in 1971. The Legislature gave
1t full statas a3 & state agency jast year,
.but voters rejected the new law when it
. WBS placec% on the November hallat,

<y “Miss Rey wgs left o ponder wheth.

‘fer voters were agalnst any state office
for women, or just creation of .2 new

Swomen's agency. She decided to abolish
“the - toimell. Earller” this summer, but

2 pave it uptlt Sept. 1 to comie un with o
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By JAMEY GOETZE

. ol The Gregonian slef?

¥ The federal Law Enforcement Assis-
tence Administration has awarded a
“Nelghborhoods Against Crime”™ grant
of $245.85% to help Portiand residents
draw up crime-prevention plans and
work with police in neighborhoods,

The grant was appounced Mondsy
In the offices of the Center for Urban
Education, 245 §.W. Bancroft St, the
tiscal agent and prant manager,

A 17-member citizens board will op-
erate the program from seven area
boards throughout the city, said three
members of a Neighborhoods Agsinst

*Crime policy board, which has been

. meeting the past yeer.
Each of the seven ares boards wiil
- have funds te hire one stalf person to
- coordinate neighborhood volunteers in
" crime prevention, said board members
Kathy Glankler, Robert Phillips snd
“ Richard Harris.

This program will work “hand-in-
glove” with the Police Bureau’s cri-
me-prevention unit program, which re-
cently received $438,000 through
LEAA, matched by 343,000 in city
.3y funds, Police Chief Bruce Baker said.

The crime-prevention anit’s funding
wAll be used in part to teach such teck-
nigues g& engraving valuables, install-
fng dead-bolt locks and orgaaizing
block meetings, Lt. Tom Potter said.

Classes to train volunteers under the
program will begin Oct. 17, be said.

The crime-prevention unit will sup-
ply otber support services and resources
tor the neighborhood program, which
will be administered separately from
the Police Bureau by B cifywide citlzens
group, Potter sald,

Buring the 18-month funding of the
neighborhood program, two neighbor-
hoods Iu each of the seven city areas
will be selected as targets, based on
grime-prevenion needs, sald Ms. Glan-
fcler, a resident of the Pledmont distric:
In Nertheast Portiand.

Residents of the target neighbor-
hoods will develop plans for reducing
the crimes that trouble them most, she
sald.

In some neighborhoods, Baker not-
gd, the most troublesome crimes might
te home burplaries, street assaults or
specific problems such as child molesta.
tion, identified during the past year in
Southeast Portland's Buckman neigh-
borhood.

Commissioner Charles Jordan, who
kas Police Buresu and Office of Neigh-
borhood Associstions responsibiiiiies,
sald the LEAA funding for Portland's
two programs is unique.

Portiand officials, he sald, have been
asked by federal officigis to travel to
seven other cities to explain the neigh.
borhoad setwork that has made the po-
lice-residant programs possible.

Jordsn emphasized that the neigh-
borheod program must have resldent
participation te succeed gnd may be«
come part of tuture crime-fighting in
the city.

“I think we're going to find eventu-
aliy that local government, for one res-
son ¢r another, cannot ¢arry out all the
crime-prevention activities,” he said.
agut if within the neighborhoods we
have a cadre of well-trained individuals
... We can carry out those services thal
are 80 necessary.”
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‘Group aims crime fight at neighborhood level

By JANET QOFTIE
#f Tha Oragrnian slof

Armed with determination aod o federsl grant,

- Nelghborhnods Agalsst Crime {5 organizing seven

grase-roots boards to ke setlan [ specitic Portlang
relghborhomis 3y Jensary.

Howeyer, member of s citywide policy board
have no Dick Tracy Mesions aBout whipping nelgh-
horhnod crime,

i fact, thelr solv Ygos bear ltte resemiblance o
the wsusl poilce techriques, sald John Warneken, g
tormer Goose Holiow Foathllls Lesgue president re-
cently hired as pragram director.

Cuttlog weeds and shrubbery that conceal mug-
gers, dlstributing fnformsation on how 1o aveld rapiss
and ¢stablishing "block homes” as refuge from suspl-
¢ious persong 4re smorng the solutioas some aeighbor.
hooda elready have iaed, ’

Helghborhoods Agalnst Crime has 5 $245.555

- grant from the federml Law Enforcememt Assisisnce

Adminlgiration 10 help residents identlly sp2elfic

crime problems in their gwn peighborhoods and seek

satutions Ia ¢ variety of wevs. ’
Neighborboods expects o work hand-n-glove

. wHh the Portiand Police Nureau's crime prevention

unit, which recelved & companion grast of 3439000,
msaiched by 348,000 n oy funds,

However, the plan differs from the Police Buresy
oragrem In inteo, scope ang sdminisiration, explatned
Warpekan,

Running the citywide program is ¢ {7-member
pollcy board made Up ot [4 neighborhood represents-
Hves, two trime prevention unit offlcers and B repre-
sentative of the Center lor Urban Education, the locel
flscai ngeat tor the grand.

Neighbarhoods have beea grouped inlo seven
atess, where hoards are Toeming or siready have
begun meeing.

By the end of December, each of the eres boards
expects to heve & coordinator resdy ie orgesize
series of meetings lor residents, locs! business peapie

" ang speciol {eteTest groups to identify concerns and

write crine redection pigas.

‘Fhe erime prevention uplt's funding, sdministersd
through the Police Bureau. doesn't provide for this
“prassraots’ work, Wameken said. But unlt person.

- nel expact o help restdents with B vedety of suppnrt

services.

Despitz the fsel nope of the federnd money bas
artived In Portiand yer, policy board mambers made )t
ciear o Wammneken In & cecant mesting Thal they want

_none of the time wasted,

They hope, Werneker sald later, to he snccessful
enough o galn kn edditions! year's fundiang and creste
crime reduction programs for all of Portland’s more
that 80 neighborhood szscission arens.

By kesping 1o 5 Ught schedule, they want to devel-
op enough plans (o cover st least haif the neighbor-
hoods within 18 manths,

By then, they aist went the framework of a per-
manent progrem, with a network of communfcation
wad infgrmatios scurces. he snid,

“Citlzeaz are looking to same fongerm results,”

- Warneken said, *The program is not poing 10 be over

wren the grant is dope,”
Thal's pue repson ihe neighborkosd assocfedions

were selesled as the inttial organizing units for the |
[ I ineer-Soutkeast and Jackson in Sowthwest,

program, ihe direcior sald. They wiit be kere when

~ the federal funding runs out,

H The frst wrget neighborhoods are Korthwest Dis-
triet Assgclating, Keaton in Morth Portland, King in ¢

W, UHION AvE,

BALTIMAMN RO,

B3N AVE,

@
FALATHIBL T

W0,

Mzl OunHLH FiaR,

DISTRICTS

4 FONEST sARK, Hw, MOUFTRIAL, NOSTHWEST is.
TRICY, BLANSIOE, OOWNTOWN DOOSE wOLLOW,
ARLINT FEH HEIDHY K, HILL AIGE,

2 LINMTON, BT, JOMNS, PORTEROUTH, UNIVERRITY
PARK, KENTON, ARBOR LODOE, OVEMmL.OOK,

3 COLLAMGIA, PIEDHMONT, WOODLAWH, WUNMBBLGT,
BOIBE ELIOT, KIMG, YERNEN, BABIN, CONCORDIA,

4 (RVINGYOR, ALEMEDA, SHAMT FAGK, BOLLYWON0,
- ROBE C(TY PARK, LAURELNUAST, CENTEER.

5 wr, TABOH, HOHTAVILLA, SOUTH TABOH, XENIL.
WORTH, REEL, EASTHOAELANGD, CRESTON, FOSTER-
POWELL, WHCDETOUK, MT. STOTT-ARLETA, ERANL
HEGHT A, LENTS-JURGE, POWELL BUYTE,

8 xemns, suCksAR, UMY,
BiDE. HOSFORG.ARZHNETHY,
RICHMCHD, BRGOKLYH. SELL.
WOOG-HORELAND,

T 3oUTHWEST WILLS. woME.
STEAL, REALY HEMINYS, BRID-
LEMILE-RQBERT GRAY, VERAMORT,
ASH ZREEK, JACK SON, ARNDLS
CHEEK, COLLINE VIEW, BUALIN
DAME. TEAWILLIGEA, CORBETT,
LAIR ML,

B> aang Ave.

Vizik AVE.

S CLATHOP BY

CRIME FIGHTERS - & Nsighborhoods Againet Crime policy board 18 organiziog pieng for Paniand naighborkanas.

! Also, the push for such e program and the orgeni-
zatiengl offort to get the federsi grant came Irom the
nelghiurhoods more than 8 year sgo, e noted.
However, some sections of the chy, especialiy
guter Northeest. have ac aelghborhood associationa,
Thut's ane resson area ccordinators will he expect-
e fo contact schuol, church, bumsess and other
growps o enlist more citizen Intersst ynd 3id, he sud.
“Thin i¢ an open kind of thing,” he said, sddlng
that the present seven neighburhond groupings conld
change if tocal residents prefer resfignmant,
Applications for the seven aren coordinstor jobs,
with anzual selar{es of $12.065, witl be socepted antll
5 pon, Tuesday st Warneken's oftice in che Canater for
Urbar Educetion, 245 8 W, Baacroft St

inner-Northesst, Grost Park-Laurelhyrst in mid-
Northenss. Lents in puter-Southesst, Buckman-eres %

The simetsble ealls for crime reduction programs |
It 14 nelghborhhods — tws from each area -— by Jujy i‘
11888
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N PORTLAND NEiGHBOﬁHOODS i

By JANET GOETZE

of The Orogonlan sietf LT
Governmantal and aaﬁer pubhz:

agencies In the Portland area are get-

ting some bargains from the $1 million

they spend annually on cifizen partici-. -
pation programs, a c;tlzera& sgmmﬁtee

says.

more for the money by cnnsohdatmg
efforts, the group suppests,

on Citizen Participation will present its

: ‘_ jdeas at 7:30 p.m. Tuesday in the Water

Services Building auditorium, 53.0 8. W
Montgomery St

The committee met wzth other

neighborhood representatives In Sep-
tember to explore ways to dea]l with

budget cuts that were sxpected for the |
city’s Office of Neighborhood Assocla-

fions if the 1.5 percent tax {imitation
measure had pasged in November,

‘The committee was to determine the
range of citizen paﬂiﬁi}atiﬁ‘ﬂ activities

supporied by public agencies and to

seel new ways to fi%’im‘i{?& nmghbﬁ?m}sé

- assozigtions.

The committee's figureﬁ s?uaw that

the city, county, school district, Tri-
. Met, Port of Portland and the nowe-

defunct Columbia Region Association of

_ Governments spend more than $1 mil-
-lion annually for regu!ar eitizen ;::arttm» N

patrem activities,
Over a three-ye&r pam}ﬁ aﬁsihei‘

/$805,000 will be avallable for special -

projects such as crime prevention and

Banfield transitway planaing, the com~

mittee sald In & recent report.

Nearly 10,000 citizen-hours 4 month “

are cogrdinated through the ciiy's ares
neighborhood offices, the report says,

but figures were uﬂavai a’sfe for the

other agencies.

The committee said Et does not ex-

pect financing to increase in the future,

3

. ~inclode consolidating, at area neighbor-
The Citywide Warking Committee

o e e

“Instead, we suggest that a more -

" . comprehensive, sgencywide approach

to citizen participation will yleld great- ©

‘et resuits from the same daiiars " the

report states.
It says CG&SG?iﬁ&ttﬂﬁs aisca coui{s het~ ¢
ter aceommodate budget cuts “if such

.- :eXirgmie MeGsUres are GEcessary as a |
But the agencies mlght get evea7

result of future legislative action.”” | !
The commitiee’s recommendations -

hood offices, the services of such agen- !

~cies as Portland Development Commis- .

sicn, planning and neighborhood envi-
ronment g}ureaas aﬁd stresat mamte- !

= nance.

Gthei* ;}wgi}sats Eﬁsﬂsée %"egaﬂariy )

‘scheduled “field days™ at neighborhood

offices for city staff concerned with
services such as street lighting, as well .
as special schedules for staff members

‘on projects such as wm;}reiaeaswe pt&n'
L amg

. The cerﬁmiitee suggesis that aii
agenmes coordinate citizen participation

-efforts through the Office of Nelghbor- |
- hood Associations Eatiﬂr inter-agaacy :
' agreemenis |

However, ‘raenrd-keepmg, teiephana *
and public notification tasks could be
contracted to the individual neighbor- .
hood offices serving areas affected by

.an agency's work the cﬂmmlttae sug-

gests, ‘
The citywide gn}up also proposes
that Portland begin to follow the lead of
other cities® in establishing neighbor.
hood-conirolled development corpors-
tions {o meet community needs, '
- The committee also indicated it will

- work with state legislators on a propos-

al to give state tax credits to husinesses
that make financial contributions 1o

. neighborhood and community services.

Similar programs dre offered in Mis..
souri and Peaﬁsyévan;a; aseﬂrdmg m;
t%ie;eynrt e i
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Policy boards created - : |
Citywide crime program targets areas

By JANET GOETZE
of Tha Brugsotan aiet B

Citlzens wnow whet crvimes they
fear, ang many have Jdsas about how ta
Heat with prodiems @ thely nedghbor-
hoods.

That's the worklug phliasaphy of
seven aren soondinniors whe have been
hved by the Nelghburhoodr Apalast
Crinse program, funded with o 25055
grast from the federal Lew Enforge-
sl Agalstencs Admisistration,

The jBmpmb program, snssancsd
g Ouiober at ¢ fompsnlen @ 20
LEsA-funded affort Te the Pollce Bu-
tesw’s Orime Prevestion Unll, [ compe
feddng (sitial arpsnizationa] (aske and
moving indo laseed aelghborkoods wiih
the biring of the comdinaiors, sald Iohn
Werneken, projrem dlrecion

Polfey boards, sipde sp pimerfy of
ruprasesiatives from seiphborhood or-
ganlzotions mad pollee advisnry coup-
s, hove been established in seven
aveny of the tey.

Howsyer, severst are seeking more
rapresentatloa from chatth growps,
schiool eommitiees and business organl-

zatiung, Werttzlen said,

The aren pelivy boards cstapllsh the
Wikt programy and supurvise 1he ac-
tivitles of the goordinators, he sald.

A ritywlde program pollcy board of
17 ¢itlzens knd ™o meibers of the

palice crime preventlon unit are con-
tionlng the eltywlde coardinaton that
Yeggan more thon & year g, he sul6.

The 2metahie calls [or arlie-redue-
tfan programs for 14 neighborkoady -
two Irom cach of the oity's seven areas
- by Jaly. .

£rck area then will ples pregrams
I 3t leest two, and possialy up o foo,
more neighbarkoods by the ond of the
grand periog, Wernoken exglalsed. -

The abject Is to orpunsize conitsting
sffvities Bt ihe neighborbond bvel
the crimeprevemsles proprams doay
ade awsy with the federal monsy, the
progrem director 5aid, -

The ares courdinaiors, selenivd by
the area palicy boards, Hove been hired
within 1he paat menth, oithough twy
nve prasdsp o8 of o obe betars taking
on tha new dutles, Wernekan sy,

Conizze Whllarzsan, & fermer high
sthool psychoiog(st wia moved to (2¢-.
gon fram Mew Jersey with her two
lezn-gpe ¢hlidren st year, Was im
firsi of 152 coprélnniors an the job.

She will meet with outer-Southeast
residents ot 730 pan, Thursany at 51,
Peter Cashollc Charch, 5648 5.2, Foster
Road, to {ind oyt thalr eoncerns amt
critne prevention Jdens,
© The outer-Southeast polley boosed
selected Lonts a5 the Inftlel tnrgar
neighborkood. The ered alsa incindes

L

Santoville. Mount Tabor, South Tabor,

Fosier-Powell, Creston, Kepllworih-

Reed, Prsimoreland, Woodstoek, Mount
SeoizeArleta and Erref Halphis,

I Mu Willlamoon said she spplied for
ths prea ebordiiator job after haiping
fae erlme pravention usil Bz & “vicBmi
tation™ survay of the Lends Srex, which
Indicated thet revidenis are concerzad
ghout houde hergiaries and vondallsm,

vin rafkdng ty the peopls — i wasa

Yery lngthy survey - I got very Iater
ssted In fhe Lenis afes and the prod-
{zmy ihe peapde were soelng,” she suld.

b L appited for thls fob betanse | was
frying fo fnd s new aren bo whith
feark” s explgined, "In this, I'm deal
tey dfrevtly with pacple mud osly perd-
pitacally with buregurracy.

o "ine of ihe sice things aboyd Lents
{2 thar geopds sirpady 570 srEasized s
toncerres abowt the ores” said Ms
Willumanny, who has o desh af ke
Southenat Uplft Cilize, 52248 S.E. Fosr
iy Rond, -
& Kulhordne Arewer, whp wotked In
bropdensting for soveral yvears before
decletng 10 move wle onothaer Oeld, I
tha conrdinaior ler North Portined,
with qugrters temporackly 0 the Nelgh-
}t{nrs Morth ofilee, 7508 N. Hereford

Ve,
;A communlly meetlng with the
North Pollon Precloct Advisory Councl

has been gchedutad for 7230 2. F
in Korih Precluee, or old St Joho
Half, 7214 N. Philadtelghia Ave,

Kenton hns been salected 15 i
larger for North Poriland, whisl
fncludes Linnten, 54, lohas, {ni¥
Perk, Portsmouth, Arbor Iodpe
Qverivak.

Morgarel Martln, a Portfend 1
and mether &f theee who diaid
inkz & break from werking ap 2 40
gegree, 15 the raordlzater for ix
Northeost,

Graut gad Laurelhurss parks
been scleceed g5 1hE targel orags &
section of the city, which hisarga
seighhorkood groups in sume Beg
= large afsa wilh no groeps,

Her fab will Inchide seeking the
part of szhoel chneeh snd b
groaps, espacially le greaz thar
have neighbochond growps for o
munizaiton with yesidants, As M
said.

Her office 5ot 23643 NE. 33rd »
near Grint Park.

The toriher-Kortieast orea fnel
the nelghtorhoods of Irvington, AL
de, Groot Perk, Hotlywood, Lau
purst, C.EN.T.ER. end Rose City @
plus the tarritory north npd east to
elty limlts, .

The Inner-Sontheast coordlinete
Jean Gordon, o former dain onalvst
the Multnogman County sherifls of
gnd U jocal povernmsnt aaeistant
Columbla Reglon Association of €
araments God Matrsgolitan Service |
trict. . -

- Infeinl target area Ior loner<Sol
east [s the combined Buckmag
¥ernz zeipkhorhoods in & lerriiory 1
slst inciides Brocklys, Hosloril-aAb
netty, Rickrood, Sunnyside and §
woad-Maorsiang, .

The Sauibwest cooramnio ¢ B4,
smiih, whe took enly rabemant 3
siaie parple gnd probedipn offier
Prinsvifie [n P5YY boiore moviag W
ta Foriland, whurs be wos regred.

Smith I3 a former prosident of 1
Qregan Parsle and Probatlon (e
Associaiion and served aedrly @
yeurs of the slale Domnmunliy Com
fions Advisory Boerd, where he expar

¢ g s ingsrests @ crhniasl divers

snd criMe-preveaniion PrOEMsT.

Eite aren Beard's bkl interesis
n erlmasprevention propremy armi
Zzchsos god Wilion klgh scheals, |
safd feom Bls desh At ke Southwy
nelzhborkocds ofiice 7780 5.W, Capit
Highway, i .

. The Southwast srea Includes Hom
stead, Heoly Heights, Bridlemile-Robe
Gray, Vermont, Ash Creek, lacks:
Creek, Colllns View, Burlingame, Te
wliliger ang Corbett-Lalr UL

3 MeCarthy wiii bogeme 1Y
Northwess aten coordinalor In mid-Fel
rubry when she leaves her job 0% a gy
ner with Tri-Mat, .

Ms. MeCorhy, o Massachuseles m
five and Lowls sad Clark Collope grac
waie, s hos workeid with the diwris
sttornay's Rape Viokm Advucales pro
Erim.

Hor tmeritory wiil loclude Csos
Hplinw. Arilsgisn Heiphty, Hiliside

. Powminwn, Burnzdidn, Hovlvest Dis
' Co o ' C trint, horhowest Iedustrial Neighdor
T ) ’ ’ E ’ . tod g Ferest, Park.

: . o A : - Lagie Martin, & career siglslan
’ T cansselns of Poriland Communily Col
. ’ tege who Is wocking on & masiers &
; ' - grée = crimingd histicn ot Ynjversily n
Poritand, will tecomg 1he inner-North

- gist coorsinazor 1s mid-February,
The Hing enightiorieod Wil he the
inllot wirget In the wren that abse In
- eludes Coumtia, Medessnd, Windlawn







by RON LINDE -

She's no female Dick Tracy. In fact,
b attractive mother oF three has no

ie to strap on a helster and join the
ks of the men iz blue, But what
vargaret Martin dogs  have in
wmmon with the police is a serdous
e to see mighbofhaod cAme

e,

_igeently hired as one of seven

tovrdinators
Against Crime, she will help citizens
devise and implement crime preven-

tion programs in the Farther Northeast

Distriet, az  area  comprised of
lrvington, Alameda, Grant Pork,
Hollywood, Rose City Park, Laurel-
hurst and Center neighborhoods.,
Neighborheods Agning Crime i
funded by o grant of $245,855 from the
Falgral Law Enforeement Agsistance

%

for Neighborhoods

Margaret Martin -

Administration and  is, -soys  Ms,
Martin, o gress-roots  enlerprise
operated completely by ¢itizens.

The program was sonceived g y2ar
ugn by the Portland Policy Board, s
group made up of members of
Portland’s varicus neighborhood asso-
ciations. ’

“We're totally independent nf the
palice. Our job is to serve the eitizens,”
said Ms. Martin, interviewed at her

" eTime,

office at Positive Action Cenrter

woek. ) .
She is answerable to her area board
and meets with members o a regular
basis to hear their concerns and to heip
feerulate erime redustion plans,

Grant Park has been picked os the

tast

first neighborhood in the ciistr:ci to be

studjed.

“Grant Park was picked because it's
a neighborhbod nesr 2 larpe park,
There was concern {hat it might bea
tfrouble spot,” she said,

She explained that primary focus of
the program is to educute eitizens
dbout crime prevention techniques.

“My responsibility s to listen,
elucate, and supervise. I'm a come
fighter behind the scenes.”
Soletions for sutting neighborhood
erime will probably include establish.
ment of block homes, private homes
where pitizens onn take refuge from
suspiclous persuns, Tape prevention
workshops and hmyciﬁ safety programs

~ she sajd,.

nghbmhooﬁ meeizngs amﬂ leafv

,Jeting of erime prevention brochures

ure other Si&ggeﬁmﬁs Ms. M:mm may
prapose.

*People can. help prevent crime ¥
they arz informed. It's reaily that
simple. Just knowing how o seeure
your home confributes to the fight
za,gmnss crzme. Jgﬂumnce 5;15{ doesnt

- She said  snother  gont- ﬁf ‘ehe

program is to reduce the fear of crime.
“That will happen us more people
become  aggressive  about  fighting
informed citizens are . jess
fearful.”

- Ms. Martin, bired ot nn annueal
sajary of $12,000, has s background in
community organization, She i5 an
active member of the Irvington
Community Association and resides in
that neighborhood.

She is a graduate of George Mason
University in Virginia and is carrently
errplled in 2 Masier's of Divinity
program ot the Univewsity of the
Pacific, .

She says it wasn't zredentisls but
common sanse that gualified ber to
take the coordinator's job, "I've been
practicing erime prevention for o long
droe, Cail me overly cavtious, but I've
slways been cageful to secnre my home
when I'm away and 1 iake exira
grgcautions when it comes to my
gersonal safety and salety -of my
children”

tep

Yool






{Vitird of fanr caitsh -

iy LINTEA TSCHIRHARE SANFOED
snd ANN FETTER
7T ars Infe the best way 1o ledri s

% Tordien tanguase |s & Lepe recosd

the fommation ped play i aver
antt over wpain whilx we sien, Whes we
Wakd ¥p tEe nexE mornigg, the isfrmae
ton wiil bs permanzatly gorsd = aur
sutennsciogs,

The mediz In Ametles apepte [ some
axicni on that same pringiphe \Wa liston ip
¢ang fyrics, measages 10 the elfect thal
oar mentlag (e Hle cowes aaly fom
. basther pevsen, of messsge abwe the

glorles of helpiessness fegliler some-

whare wiikin us, We watet mlevisss ar
mavles for enjeriainment and foel they
are prelend” - and relevedm io uz Yer

siier countless Ertrayals of raplgis a3

olslsunly Pspehalic man, wa become g%~
e bromigly frald whan we soe 5 g with
kot Zook" I Mlseye.

The falluwing scensrio regresents she
stezzolypes.

A young yeomes (% walkioy down the
steeed, It is dusk, Her armv are Aol ol
grocery bags, Suddeniy xha hewrs o souflie

TR the allsy fo her right. B3¢ stops and

t z . B " N

L

5 3

R 3 - . ;
-4 note about !
clothing . . .
Much hes bees saltf ehout & waodien's
-=glothing provoking repe. The Feoblam
with 1his myili iz deciging What & prowo-
emilve clithing,

Hnless watnes wolk avousd With 6 s
that s2vs “Rape Me they sre ot 2sking
tzz e rapssd by b way they drassd

tlothlng does gaterming how weld

Twomen con defesd themselves In g o
Irentive sitzstlon. L I8 noi Suggesied that
wormes shouid dress i bpping miiy, con-
sianily recdy 10 do batlie, Bul kee are o
fow asperls of dress you nighl wasl to

conslder before going into o valnerabis

L slwatisn, Yee sy greadly enhance your

safety by dressing In 4 way Oatincrenses

reryt mabliiy, .
SHOES — Shors sre, perhaps, the most
Jmporiaal sspeel of your diosy. Whatever

SHEeA yBU wOLT, FIU MUs B aid: 1o keegt -

thiems vo whiie rgnsing nr be be io get
Lot of \hem quickly, Sendale acd platturs
o are nat goed for thls. You wasi o
3¢ able-to tun, keep yoer weimoe End
serhmpe kick In the shovs you Wik
COATS AND BEIRTS o Chack the mo-
bilivy vou hove In & leng ¢oui or Sklrk Are
they 51 Beavy et you can’t nve guish-
-yE Kre {hey sp gkt thol vou can't move
ary BT Rewembor, you tey feed 1o
siemt your ieg [er & ik, youram lor 2
Irike, o gimply Tun mwoy. Be 2uie FON
i o tifs
JACKETH ANI BLOUSES v Jomie of
the cluths wu weal resiict movemend
“““chen botlonss down, £an ymor anas ul-
¢ exlend? San you it yaur erow ohove
ouy &ead o word off 2 bjow? Your grms
_rad Lo be Iree for Lhem do do whal yos
necd them o da, to- -
TEWELRY - Prolmding rings can be
. opod sdges when yi make 2 flsh Srarves
sd neckivges (pariiceiscly whisths) me
angeraus 1f they can be used to sivsngle

o4
LONRG HAIR « [1 s not supommen lor
you ip fe grabbed by the holr denng an
aktack. 1f you wenr your haly under gour
-rgnpterar fiehes, iLis Jess acveatible,

PUKSES — Purges with small strups

wried 54 the hemd are very veinerabla.
ur Bt reection fu gn Aempl te sleat
the prrse §s 1o pull boik, Thit cen escalate
the purse saiching datg 2 war af wilis

Skoulder sttap purses worn beiwees the

2y onul thye ork sve less accessicle. Thin
saps co be cul by raxor biedes A rein
spead stER s better.
RNAESACHS —; i wors over Both
shpdors as Lhey sre meast (0 3e, knope
sacks £an by pulled o from behind and
the doren af Wie put! will uee v op the
pran, stili sizached 18 your kuspiock, [F
Fy art carried over eie hOURET ONY
w ezn diep your shsulder laad Raep-
swek ) ani yum Away.

‘I IPefense of Gus

. Isra

Jnaks arausd. Convimend ehe iz being 24y,
shez coatinues (o walk aid bugt, Bul sud-
dealy LheTe’s 2 man in front of Rer, He s
vushaven, bis bead I8 Hlled detmvard,
pimphasizing the evif ook In & eyes

e maves (oward er, grabs her drviad
the walst, (ken hoids # knife fo hwe troal
ead says, "Dunt screem and you wond
grf fuer, " She drGPE ABr Breveries 19 Mo
sidewsik, She fooks beantifud Her pyes
are jarge with fear. He snigkers sz she
whispars, “Tit do anytbing you sy.” Be
forres her fndo the burhes, B

MOST OF US, naving few girstl onr
rounters with rapists, barmuiate oz 280~
cept of whe rapisis sre {rom seeans ilke
1his i movies or ob teleyision, The med
viian purirsy Ihe repist \bls way or as
dragping ous af @ e hused gver and

drnefing, Wi bg eeih aod with holy gff
over hly bedy. ip the féw porizoyels
wherg the rapist and vielm koow gaeh
oiker, the waman slways secritiy wanlg
14 be roped,

f1 "Gone With the Wind.” Bhet Butler
beenmes exasporaied with Searielt O'Ha.
m's eaynesy. He seonps her udn hls prms
st ylorms up the refostic stilecase of
Tara, while Stazleit s sereeching, Ricking
sod clowing. Bat alos, she 5 just & petite,

“frail weman gad he ¢ domisast man, The

bedroost [s Wiz destinalion; e music
sounds impending dogm, Tie e snenc
we Ser {2 Seaylerl in bed the next morn.
Intg, brusting her kalr, looking mose saliy-
Hall [hxn she g throughobl e entlse
movie. Hiv fash of vellef aegt atcompiiale
meni eads uk o the couclusinn that Al

STREEY SAFE — Bas! defense for womes mavieg
about dhe ity olone is aften to be Jound in simple
precoutions, Af top leli, Rite Yodges wob through
the Pork Blocky, leng hair flawing, o pock on her
botk and honds s her pockets. A betion ledi, vhn
oy tucked her hair fwiieh could be grobhed o puf
hior to the ground] insde her judkat, weurs ber pock

P L

)

—Tun

she noeded wis @ pecd tape.

TIE MOVIE MAKERS overlocked 2
mere reatisie reaction of Searless in i
situotivn, If Beavledt hod dalivarad o peod
Jebs tp Lhe pose or spiked g strong ki to
(e grafn, Rieft would/nover have uie
tured, “Froskly, my doan, § don't gl a
daphit.” In Lhe s2me teap, plear valon,

There Iz disle doult In the viewer's
mind (hat lhie wonen deserve i Worma
viewng such movles, whe fater find
themeeives |6 a sliilfiar situntfon, have m
Anherent saypemse thal delis tiem Mhat they
100 oy Brlpless wnd dessrvie . We mist
remiember that rasists é’te shuse movies
tog. The spennrio lhatfwomen seorsdy
want lo v Toped 220 epd vp loddng il is
played sut Jor them az well, Waenever a
woman fights, pheads o Ssrugghes In a

STEYH WEWLICrowe Svvtuel

gver ane orm where she coutd relocss Bocur it cr o
weapon and wolks un fhe srest neor i oo, Al
1ap right, Sue Gaorgs woilt of 0 hur Hop, hise
attention i B book ond wilh bock erpmed. A
batiam right, s is protected by zheiter ot her back
o sho semais oler? fo actbdty.

55?:,@4«3 kﬁa&ﬁ&é R ,wﬁ/{’?/‘z’?. -

life’?

helptess. submiaslve mander. Lhe rapisl
axpeels 12 vitds ta ised ke {he movle
aerding, .

Partiy Beeaust of Lhe madin’s presenta:
tlon of "typicad” of “normal” mpe, duing
stiystions tha colminole i rape &0 per-
haps tha mindd pfesing for women, This
ig ndlen when wammen wian bellcving the
ald aZage 1 1hey secrelly want 1o be
tapwl, A woman somptlmey (eels thot she
dld spmelking 0 turn Whis prolectly nlee
young sean lnle o ravive masior, Or per
hups de was nat o raving manlos. Vesy
#aly, e remuiaed @ nice yoong mEn whe
poirted ot how mEch monsy Be gpeslon
Rz ar how she *teased™ bl into s pres-
enl state 0f crousal. 3 doey ret seem ke o
=rpal” ripe, The modia®z coneept of wha
the ¢rtim &, & olso skewed. The majority
ef ripe vizllms are betwees 10 and 2
vearsald, . .

WEARE ALL Junlinr WUk e myth of
the beanilf vletm — alonz, young, sins
#he, innocenl, viyrant 2nd helpless, An
@ves greaier zap exdsts In the preseatation
e Lhe vislim’s sesponsz, AR gagry ro-
spugse {ram the viciim is rarely show,
fienetaity. she it tolaily overcame wisk
feny, vk i3 vealistic, [ i5, hawever, not

. ihe entire story.

An Impanant study done by e Gueens

" Benpk Fonudation In Szn Frangdsee Tpuns,

|t camparieg rape vietims e niteinpied
7ape victims, thal I/ & woman's initsl
respanse e 3 polential asyauic was sapor,
the rape world prebally e be com-

pead, 1T Ber liegt Deacting way one of
“fenr; # probiobly would b completed. This -

ix ool tp say chol wamon whe toast with
fear are siupld, uncenl oo deserve lo Be
regpedd. Contrary io whal the mrdia woulsd
bave wr beiinve, the sty shows thul vare
Ted responses do exlan, sad thet varied
yeoponsey do have varied rescliz .
When we do see wosien “defend them-
seives adenustzly, a3 Raquet Welck pod
her [Hend did so weil ls "Hansay Chiy
Boinkers,” e weman & depirtad g5 0
cruel fhe i & Wumen Beng. An averes-
shusigele fan spprogces thesz (vo wWoame
an, Fhey are verhplly assentive in teliing
fim Lhey thay ore s (nizrssed, ol bee
log obie 10 believe ikis, he persists snd
quickly Tds himsell on she parking ot
congrate. Jn Him, only Amazons sad

Cwipmat coavicls are ollewed (5 delmad

thatssalvas, Their defessn ts uted 1o iﬁ{a‘-‘ﬁ?

5wt they are snfenminfze, stmormel akd

desciyve the viewars tunlempl .
Where does the responaibiily for rape

* fall b mudin portrayals? Yoo ftes it falis

an thie wordr. The dlrecors’, praducers’
nnd isleplay writers’ imege of the rapist is
gn viherwlss cormul yoeny mae wlis #
cistroyng mother, rejecliag wile or gl
irieni, myrounded by sedattive., provoss-
Uyt siranfe worses. Unebie o cope, e
Secomes derasged ond vialont, The moezal |
af ke story s Lhat }f women were fost
Lotier women -— oY mshors, wives, gith

Iriends and prlenis! vicims — then the

grobism of rape would 2o 0WEY,, ¢, o

{M A RORE POSMTIVE =ole. we hove
seon gupliy vovstage snd genoesd beiplad- |
nest Irom mast waadesst Woursalism.
Masiy Ineal news shows have hisd neries of
fnterviews with viztims and presented
starjes o3 the el rape orlsls tentary that
Have hoes cooperstlve wih polfice in pre-
senistion af Jacts vheol speciflc coses. The
pebicservice componenis ol many sla-
tons aigo have biem respomstble for Lot
futmallvs covernge of the genersl prok- | -
em. .

I copclusiuz, the consiont barvape o
mard-snck musit, misnformstion In princ
zud on felpvision, and ihe vivid depintiog
of ik aet of tape i e movles dull our
grasry io the trutality of this ofime. For
Bl us, ke BEitarre shusiions shews lead
oz te belave that & roul aever keppen in
someone Wi te erdinary fives we had,
43 woms, we see ourzelver olways In
the helpless ¥ictim role. nad we learn thi
this | what 1z expected of us shatthis &
our ohly feusibie vesponse, By (he sheer
murmber of rapes poripayed and Jack of -
ronssquestes Tor those acls, mes lear ©
spain esd agele that theee iz anthing sm §
consmon sbout foreing thelr wili on wom-

[::9
NEXT: Weapuns and tergels

Froos: inx herk 27 Dedeaty pf Oumpeseen, boemiaed c1
tirds Ysermnarn Tamoard wog #nn P sevaig oy
Drmitoriar & Cb, M1
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Cpy SUZANNE RICHARDS .
"¥ournal Stall Writer

s

taboo sulijest; pever spoken of Inhe
cinssronms Todoy, nlmost pvery

rEw Bers Wk o (me when raps wis &

tion pducativo,

Lonecern over he Enclderz:e a( atlaeks
in the commoqity caused stole superin-
tendant of sehopls Verne Duntan to es-

. coumge schooly i offer prevention lnfor-

A I
~- the subject and Hes keld trafoing clasyes -

fs

mtion,
In respange, most school distiiets huvn
wudeled it to thelr curriculum, .
Probably one of the first was Portiond.
“Wp have Incorporated it Inte our pro-

grom lor the post [our OF live yenrs, slavg

resources have been nvallable says Belty

" Polen, heaith ond salety education special-

ist for Portiand Pubic Schooia
The schoot distriet hos severol flims on

for feachers. Information Is genm?iy are
sealed of the sophomary level spd pemer-

. ity through the health classes. .

Y YTenchars moke s of whatever ro-
suurces sy choose - spenkers, printd

mderizls, flme 10 vardes with the sehool .
yousg woman 10 o Porfland grea high [fod the [otereat,” contigueg Mre. Polen.

" sehotl bas had zome form of rupe preves-

IR TEACHERS have bome traloing
in how io present the Subjoet and we ook

ul il 2% g vigleot pct, uot v sex acl,’” snys .

the educatinn speciallst,

o sofely taple wod adding some self-

dofense techyinues to thelr PE classes be-

fore," sha adds.
Donge Choleers, counseior o¢ Dovid

"Douplay High Schonl, sold, “the whele

purpose of our program Is 1o get the kids

to think for (hemspbees and koow the;n
“own Henke

“{jur eduegtional avrvim distrlct heid

helg, féimm fezrs how to presprt the sub- -
}eet szzirs Mrs. Chalmers, who bag given

i

B

rape pfeyscﬁen &egmentg 7] ih;: psychuyam
gy opd PE classes af her schost,

It Is ueunlly deng as a two-doy progrm
wilh o fiim and ToHow-Mp Aisonsaion.
“When there i e, such a8 1o the puye
chaology cless which devotes o woek (o Lhe
sublect, communlly spetkers nre brovght

Chalmers explains.

women,” s2id Rabertn Hitlon, dlractor of

cursiculum for Hillsboro High School ﬂis— ’

trict.

viewes rapists in prison, pokce offfcers nod
women victimy, The twust is thet oltes

. young women sut Shemalves In b valter

gble position. Preveative sdacation may

. belp them avold this” R
- Every student will see it lmﬁng his ar
trufniog sessiony for ol thy counselors tn -

her jualor ysar. -
t Reynolds ond fecteonlid High
oois, personal defense his been ught

M
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"WE USED 1 film for the first Ume sus:‘f
., 5DHng in health clossey for bath men ond
“M:my teashers wore deallng with ftos -

it is o very reakistle fibm which intzr«‘

f.:t’f#ﬂo“.ow B
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fia Apangnbpun Snmag
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a.j Hhesgead g

1hmngh the physical edieation classes o
o A o d-week unit for the past three

- years, instrntore in both ceools feel 4r i
"4 AT 4] vnlunb[e part of the cur-
- riculwm,

These students dlucuss preventinn oot

R defensc teehn!ques snd talk wlth loenk
.in {o supplement the iul’omuticm," Mrs .

resource peaple

At Grasham High School, dean of wom-
en Argy)l Hensley had 3 special duy fnst
year whin all of the womer's pym dasses
hid & progesm oo rape preveatlan,

SOME SAFETY information ond seff-

defense lechalques ore discussed oo the
Buntor Migh, and pecasipmaly the sixth.

~grade, level hyieachers whe have speciaf
“uncerns or choose o work It inte their

fotal pregram Yot ot this ape ¥ is far

| mpre Buaboniss than ibe high schosl

progomms..
There Is, Bowever, ant grede cchool

» geaaseinr iz Se Davil Douglas dariee,
« Jerry Goble of M3 Park Sthonl, who has
made a sireagaffort ie bring infermation -~

e |

3
Y
V.i,
;5

&pe pmv&némﬁ eduwu@nm oW | part of @@h@@ﬂmg

aril saleguards o e\'erymue tiving In hig
sehool area,

"With thi lurn of WE&QL‘S and what bad
been happentog in the Portiand aren, 1
realized that wa needsl mere awarsnsss,”
explales {foble, why s erpaaized twa
meogrnnts for parents oad rasidents of the
aren as well s b spedal program for Riy
schoot staff sipes ule start of the sz:hml
yoar,

t

e
- Goble shevwed o fil0, handed out sume Jie

pristed materizl on raps siatistisy and .
preveatlon toctics s talied shout sume -
myths. The secotd phise of &y program )

will be annther mesting for Booster Cluh

 members and Ml Park nren residonis oo i
+ Feb. 27 ot 7 pm., withz speaker from (he Z
. Rape Prevestion Ual, b

m.mo

" Geble bopes I this woy o only to @
i

nlert ocal residents io e dangers, it
alse to glee purents e Intormation nod
tools to decuss gafety MesilrE w;ux thelr

pwa ;:J.i]dm;; . i

T

|


http:hiNwd-ml.ss
http:SUper1n-t.he
http:suppleme.nl
http:rc:tfiz.cd
http:nlllow�l.lp




RTLAND — Crime iz a
lem for all of us, net just
Bue-guited enforcers of
iaw. For the next 18
hys Portland will be the
W an experiment in vol-

er neighborhood crime

rntion,

dghborhoods Against
¢ isaprogram bornout of
ey practicul solutions
spme Portiand neighbor-
s have developed to
wt specifie problems.

h agrant of$245,855 from
xderal Law Enforcement
stance Administration
rogram hopes to develop
yperate provention pro-
5 in at least seven target

areas.
Former
Faothills League President
John Werneken is the pro-
gram director of the new or-
ganization, and he has begun
the selection process of seven
stafl members who'll coordi-
nate the progrom {orthe first
seven Larget arens.
Neighborhoods will work in
cooperation with the Crime
Prevention Unit of the Port-
land Palice Bureau, but their
approach igentirely different,
Where police concern
themselves with reminding

residents to lock their doors”

and windows, the neighbor-
hood might devise a volunteer

Goose Hollow

Community Press | —»22(?},76;

syétem {6 huy good quality
locks and install them for all
residents, especially those

unable to install the locks
without help, ..
© Although the LEAA grant

insures funding for only 18
months, Werneken believes
that the structure of Neigh-
borhoods Against Crime ag-
sures lung-term suceess with-
out “ecreating a perpetusl
laxpayer-funded program.”
By using the already exist
ing neighborhood associalion
structure, Werneken hopes.
thal the benefils of the pre-

vention program will remain -

with the neighborhood even if
the program itself dissolves.

~nbmest vusthe

4] - mavnonsr T

',.2 St y " bt 'Y‘
: ..,t.«xsm:ut}'thms,sm PANE
HATEES cg-gqmmm{"_

ylo \3{
“.Jr' ’ PR DY
Pl o r=

i

SR, W
Fighting crime
Program director of Neighborhoods Against Crime

John Werneken hopes that he newly funded agency

will not become a “perpetual taxpayer-funded pro-
gram.”

™
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IN PORTLAND NEIGHBORHOOD

Policy boards
Ci

By JAREY GOETE
o The Dsgarizz tall

Cidtzeny know what zrimes lhuy
faay, and pany beye ideas aboul how 1
deat with problems o thelr zeigabar-
hnods,

Thet's the wezking pi’til:ss}ph} “at
Bgven afen coardingions who hove heen
‘hired &y the Helghborkoods Apaias
Celme prageam, funded With a $15.855
Frant fram ghe federsl Law Enforce-
M Asslstance Administrailon, 3

The J8-month program, seaounced
jesi Qclober a8 & compadion o an
LEAK-funded elffoft In the Pollee B
re's Lrime Proveation Usit, s comg
zting iniisd erponizaitons) tusks and
movikg into fargel nolghbarkoods swith
the hiving of the coordinetors, sald Joka
Wernaken, pragram dirsclor,

Pally hasrds‘ mnids g primerily o
representaiives froms nelghborkaod or
ganizations snd police advisory eocn
sis, have bemn sstabllshed in sevan
2r238 of the sity.

Hawever, saversl ore sexilag mam §
represeatalien {rom church gruu§5.|
sphnnl comemittees 2nd huginess crganks ;
zeiinns Werditken s0id.

. The erea policy boards aslablish 5e
wark progeams and supervise e ao-
sl¥ities of the sonrdloatars, he said,

A estywldu program palicy boars o
17 cillzens sad twe membors of the

created

pollcz erime prevemlen wsit ore gon-
shadng iBe cliywige soordination thay
‘bEgen mola thua & Year nge, he sald,

The #imelsbis calls for crime-radee-
shon progzams for 14 nelpkborhoods —
twe from epch af the ¢Hy's seven arcay
- by fuly.

Eneh gren hen will plag programs
T 8t lenst Lwe, and posaibly ap & four,
mare naighborsods by the end of thy
graal peried, WeroeXon expiatned,

The objest i3 to organize coxtinsing
pelivities of the selghborkesd level o
ke erimse-prvenlion progms don’s
Inde awny whh the federal money, the
progeae divecicr sald,

The sra4 covridinazors, selecred by
the aren policy boords, have been Blrad
wiltle the prst month, slilough iwe
are phosing o1 of alt kohs hefore aklng
on the new dutles, Wersshen sabd.

Covinae Wiltiemson, o former high

gchaql ravchedogisi who moved to Qre-.

pen from Hew Jursey with her fwp
zenenge childron last yeer, was (B
heur of the caordinsions an the oh.

Sta whil mest wihh suler-Southeast
resldents AL 730 pan. Thuvsdey ab Bt
Feter Cathisfic Chureh, 8548 5.6 Faster
froed, 1o flnd aut thelr concerns and
crimiz preventlos leas,

The outer-Soaliesst pefioy bnxsrd
'sufected Lemts s the Intilal farget
nelghbarkood, The orea oise [uclades

P —

Muatsvllly, Bsumt Talar, South Tabar,
FagrerPownll, Cregton, Kysilwerthe
Baed, Eastmorslanit, Woadsioek, Muunt
Heott-Arlete snd Errol Bsiphis,

s, Witlamson sald she saplled for
the apee coardlnatar iob fise hzlplsg
the grime preventlon usf In a “sictimls
xation™ aurvey of the Lents eres, which
fadimmad that resléents nre copcered
abmat house burglaries and vardatism.

“In falling f tie pesple — lo was a
very fengiby survey — § got very Intes
esied In the luniz ores aad (ke prabs
lems the pacple ware seclag,” she spid,

Mt npped tor this = beezuse [ wes
irylng to llnd 2 saw oréa In which w
work™ she explainsd, "o iR U'm daad-
ing srecUy wlih penpie and osly perl-
pherslly with buresucroey.

“Gae of Lhe piee things alout Lents
i thil peopis alresdy pre orpasized ond
coacgened shout the arew sole Ms
Wiliemson, whe hes o desk ol the
Southeast Uglifl Officg, 3224 5B, Foge
ter ftopd,

Ratharine Drewer, who workad ia
Sraadrasting for several yeers befom
deglding to move InwWw ansthey Held, 13
the enordinnior for Norih Farilisd,
with quarters temporaniy [n the Nelghe
bors Morth office, TEGE M. Hevefnrd
Ave, - .
A commuzlly mestlag with the
North Palice Preciest Advtsury Counall

At D AT TE Rl b G

ide crime program targets areas

sae heen sibaduled for 100 pam. Feb. 38
ity Morth Precinet, or oid 5t Johag Cly
Hall, 7234 §, Philiede|ghie Ave,

Kenter s bean szlected as 1B lirss
teepet for Morh Portiead, which also
Inrludes Linnlon, 8t Juhng, Universiiy
Eark, Fortssmuth, s’:ftﬂr ledgs and
Tuartock,

Mnrgaret Murila, a I’miawai nogive
and mother of three who decided to
laje a break from working on n eivinity
degree, is the cmrézaulur for !m‘lher»
Hurtheast,

{irast ong i.a"rﬂhurﬂ parks have |
hean selectod ag fhe 2avget areas in this -

se2ilon of Lhe gity, wisich has organized
nelghbarkood groups in seme oreas ond
2 large sroa with na groups,

Her Job wilf Include seaking the sup-
port of sehosel, hurch gnd businesy
gtoups, sepeclaily b areas shot dos's
neve neighbarhood geovps o com-
aunfetion with residenis, Ms. Martln
saidl.

Her office Is ol 26543 ?‘i E, 330 Ave,,
neny Grasl Park.

The Tartiver. h‘:xﬁmsl ares ingludes
the nelghherucads of Irvinglon, Alsmne-
dp, Grant Posk. Hollywsod, Laurab
parst, CENTER asd Reme {8y Prrk,
plus tha Lertisory marts end east 1o the
city Husdis,

The Innac-Scutkeast caardinntor i
Jean Gordon; & formar Lad anaiyst Jor

-, the Mskcamak Coumy sheeill’s sffice

&nd o Toosl povernmen) ssistamt for
Columbla Wealn Asgsalatlon o! Gav-

Erfimenis antd ?sieirnpulit&n Bervice Dis-

irict.

Ballin soeget aree for inneeﬂSamh-
esst iz ihe combined Buchmen end
Harns nsighborhnods {n o tersbinry thst
oo Inclodes Brookiys, Hosford-Apers
nethy, Richmond, Sunnw?@ and Seln
woad-Farelani.

The Soutkwust mm‘dlnn'm ts Edpar
Smith, wh ook early redlrement s 2
siage parsie end preboiios officer at
TFeinevile in 977 paftve movieg bach
o Partisnd, wheee he wis rmired, :

Sinlie % o former president of the
Cregon Parcie and Probation Cfflcers
Agantisting and served mearly i(wa
yoara wn she stotc Community Correce

tens Advisery Boord, wherd ha exzond- |
gd his lateresis fn crlmianal diversies'

g crime-preventinn programs,
Hiy aven Buard's jehied Inerests e

i In erime-provEstion programs around
“Jazksom and Wilion RIgh sthools, be

said from By dusk at the Southwest
neighboriods ﬁdflcei 7780 B.W. Cepirst

© Highway.

The Suuthvwest aree inciudey Home.
stead, Healy Helphts, Srigiantle-fohert
ray, Vermoat, Ask Crock, Jackaon
Creck, Colliss View, Basiingama, Ter-
wlitiger snd Carbets-Lale 13l
Jil a&Carthy witl b#tome the
Herthwest arez coorgisatar |n wid-Fehe
runry wiien she isaves her je:b a8 & s

.oty wilh Tri-Mel,

s, MeCarthy, 2 MK&?EEHHEQ{{; na-
thve pd Lewids and Clork Qalinge grags
eEtp, nisp bax worked with the dialrict
afterney’s Rape Vicilm Advocaics prov
B0

Her cerrflory =@l inclede Guose
Hellow, Ariiagton Helghls, Hiliside,
Dovwniewn, Garnslde, Kerthwesd Dis.
triel, Tawribnwest indasiri Hefghhog-
froasd 2ad Forast Park.

Lugie Mariin, o corger ossistenl
esnselor at Porfosd Communlty Cob
feae whn {5 warllnpg un a masierss de
gron te crinissi wmloe af Unlversity of
Forthond; wlil becesme the inper-Nortk-
ere coordliatar in mid-Fobruary.

The ing neighhorkesd wh) be the
fnlela) rzrget I 1he eren shab alsooiee
ciudas Columida, Pledmony, Wosdiawn,
Humbsidt, Boise. Edol, ¥eennn Rabin

e R
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Crime prevention planning in the
Buckman and Kerus neighborhoods will
begin Monday, when residents will be
asked to idenlfy problems and suggest
p{)ﬁﬁlble c:mr?s of &ctwn !

A f:ﬁmrnunity meetmg has been

scheduled for 7:30 p.m.at 536 S.E. 17th

Ave,, according to Jean Gordon, inner

Southeast coordinator of the MNeighbor- .

hoods Aguinst Crime program. -,
The 18-month federally funded pmm

ject is designed to develop crime-pre.

vention programs in at least three dozen
Portland neighborhoods.

i~ A companion grant from the federei

Law Enforcement Assistance Adminis-

tration will erable the Portland Police.

Crime Prevenilon Unit to sssist rest-
have been divided into six areas fo de-

dents with their neighborheod plans.

’I‘he baurzéaries of the ﬁuskman-
Kerns neighborhoeds are Interstate 30N
on the north and Southeast Hawthorne
Boulevard on the south, between the

Willamette River and abnut Scsztheas& '

52nd Avenue.’

*Af the meeting, we WHI be identxn
fying what the residents percelve are
the problems of crime in the peighbor-
hoods and coming up with potential

programs to combat these preblems,‘* :

Ms' Gordon said.

The comblneé Buckman-Kems aren
is the first target for the seven inper-

Southeast neighborhoods, which also

include Brooklyn, Hosford-Abernethy,
sunnyside, Echmand and Sel!wcad-

Moreland. . S
Other- neighborhoods in the eity

TE o

» E

@E@ m% m@

atings ¢

velop Individual crime-prevention
plans, . .
A citywide policy board of nelgh-
borhood representatives, which came
up with the anti-crime idena and applied
for the federal grant last year, oversees
the city’s Neighborhoods Against Crime
program,
Area policy boards direct netlvities

in the seven neighborhoods.

Usti! an inner-Southeast hoard is
selected, direction will come from the
Buckmarn Safety Networl, a communi-
ty committee that has initiated anti-
crime activities during the pest year. -

“We don't want this to end up belng’

g process dominated by a hired person,
but the hired person developing the
Ideas of the cemmumty.” Ms. Gordnn
said.

TR TR

Many of th
be done by the
members.

The six pe
Bob Eckland a1
Leegnn Magan,
Hams, commun
tions), Sarn Lz
tor and Lee L
munications an
monthiy meetic

People at
committee s
and js not a my
any major prob

Mz, Beauch
ing for people s
specific tasks,
commitied to t

ot more import

Fingl memb

mittes are SUpp

next general me
al meetings are
day of avery 1

. store.

.
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By DENNIS MeCARTHY _
Journel Stetf Wrier

Criminals thke heed: Bip Irother may

it be walghing you, but Nedghhertioods
nmgeinst Crime is,

Neighbors waiching — aa wolching
out for — relghbors seemg tobe the tver-

‘‘‘‘‘ ilng theme of the seven NAC.otes poli-

Bonrds preticipating Jo o $245,000 fod.

ally funded pogrom 10 comdnt orime i
rortiand,

Partlnzd [s oae of seven chiss natian.
wlda selocied by the Law Enforcement
“slstoncy Adminlsieation 1 oerdiclpate

an i-month program,

Portiunds crime prevenlion specieilsts,
piong with 30 other perzom, inciidieg
representatives fram the glx’ sther «tios,

Hire meeting af the Lloyd Cesnler Sherolim
igl for the frst annuegl Orims Proves.

a Asseclation of Oregon Conterence.

Loeal nelghborkoed crimefighlers ar
Yorimewatchers” hope to show reprisent.
atives of the other six cities wiat Klnds of
rinng org surfacing around Fortiang to

uce crime end fearn whal others are

ag sbewl thedr logal crime problums.

\itheupgh final plaay have ol been for.
myalated, ceighborkepd asiocintions
throughoul 1he city wre discussing a varie
trenl ways: m prevent crizm iﬁ t?mlr,
1 ghburhunds T

Yans are m ba unm§lelad b:! Ap:ii ‘3
v the seven itial target celghborhoody
- Bopchosea-Kerss, Grant Park, Inckson,
!.aan Horthwest, Kepton asd King.

~ny July M, coordloatara of the NAC
i Iect Bope to have plans ready Tor olher
t hhoriogds — 8L fohns, Larelburst,
Leunyside, Fosler (Rosd)Poweli {Baule-

vard}, Goose Follow-Arlicgton Heights

nef Witzag Park,

~“oordinators olsp gre Boplng that two
¢ neighborhood assoclations ineath of

. mrens can ssinblish Neigkberhood

sgalnst Lrime programs belore e grang

wrigdd axpires. |

The imitlal $245,048 LEAAL grom has
3y usad 10 Hlve aren coordinaiors for
v of the sever districts and to establizh
1 ¢Hices e coordicate oeighterhned
ckivities. A compsajon $488,000 lederal
e Iocel molckiog praat l& providiey inl-
fof resourse mnter‘%ul tod traiaing for ms
v rRm,

283 VY GO how 10 ;:revant ‘nejghtot-
«crime,

Residents of the Buekmaz-Kerms nelgh-
arhosc of Southesst Portland, one of the
g “Earpet” nelghtorkoods selectad for
v atiel orime grevestion program, have

ested thut a Neighborhood Come
fomoblies Metwork be estublished lo
rovide aren resldenis with virteetly up-
vike-ivutz origie Informatice. - -

““hey art tatklog shout usig & crime
+ i to piapoint where crime |5 belog
3 abtigd — whan, how, how ofies und
w method wsed — whish onn be avall-
fle 1o sectiog nod biock leaders within
? houss,” save lean Gordon, AT8d coop
t o fnr the Toner-Southeast Cualition
1 fboard.

@

The Buckthon-Kerns neiziborbaed
group olso is considering expansion of he
miblie forums previously held at Wash
tnglon-SMonre: High Sckool to allow
vouths und adulis to diszugs problems of
burgiary, drugs and pimplag io both the
schost and the serreundisg nrea.

Pimplog, or the geollve recrofting of
high schosi-ape picks Tor prostifution by
hose rulslde the school, olso is i cenvern
of the Grant Park Nalghbochood Ansonis-
tion, nceording to Margnret Mariin, wren

coordisalor for the Fast-fentrel poll sg

Lpard.

"They have diseassed ihe possibliRy ﬂi
havlag me or someons ige counsel the
girls on this mattes,” she sald.

fint many of the neighburs' conceras
gaol with problems st the aran parks, no-
ticeahly Grant High Schoc! Purk and Lag-
ralbursl Park.,

“Many of the psopie aze e]éer!y who
are sfrald Lo go oWt of thelr houges," sufd
Mrs. Martin. She suld there alss has beon

ik of emabiishing oo 2scord service forf
the elderly, and biock komes - for sen- |-

iors 0y wrll as sshoglage children,

“My first profoct s pethering veponses
1o & miai survey sept to 150 nelghbors
esking nboui how liten they go out aipne
dutiog the day and af osight, whal they
thinic of pollce Service and ¥ !]m}"w sETR
:}dﬁd reparted cn‘mua in thz phst,” sbe sfd-

- Edgnr Smith, areg mordlnuiur for the
SDulhwesl Neighbortioods Informatica
e, polle¥ boord, said the mafor concern
.o the Sackies Nefghborhood Assoclation

15 rape. Residents have expressest Inierest

in spersoring 2 rupe grevealion progrom
for sigh schoni givls s Jackson High
School, |

Hestdents and bosinessmen in the Lents
mres, Wio have been plapued with youth
burglaries, sar prowly aedt vondalism, cre
tatking about estabiishing o nelphborhood
erime wateh s& nelghboers can “watching
ot for gech other” grd walch sewtomers
{a the areq, says Corlane Willinmsan, niea

coszdingtor for the Ouler Southeost policy

Wanrg. -

Tirugs, drinking aad vondpliss ot
Washlngion Park gad Forest Park ond
sexeal aszaulls snd prostitution aetdviy
wroucd the Seuth Pack Blocks ore among
the chlel coocerns of the Northwess, A

lington Hzighis, Downtows and Gopse!:

Holinw neighbarkood sseociations.

3l MeCarthy, sren coordinstar for the
Nelghborbioods West poiiey board, said
downlowa businaises waat sare fnpt po-

trols, “The selphlors would like somel -

sort of regalar meetlng witk police who
palrol the area éo they can axchuzge ideus
g coocarns,” g Suid,

"We also have besn dizpussing the pos-
sittiny of tepchlog eiderly {resldenis)
crime prevenilon lechniques so they oo
reduce thefr {ear of crime amt how o
veport crime {9 police,” she added.

Kathy Erewer, erea coordinater for the
Morth Porllond Police Adispry Councli
policy hoord, ssid Busiaessmen In the Kea-
s area aiso winild ke to see more police

foot patrols It the e business ares.

Whetever 15 done will be done by the
nelgiibors themsakves, save Conead Rohb,
citlzen Enlson lor Ihe Portiend Police Bu-
remie’s crime preventlon wmit.

‘ f o ? g_ 3 :

“Thlsis thelr progrom, they're planning
it out 6ad they will Tollow througls,”™ suidé
Hohd, 8 veteran potlee uifleer. “We'll pro-
vide some of the muteriuls for carrving

out their ]}mgmm; bul i In thetr bal-
game“ . ..
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LUDIE MARTIN - .

The new Crime Prevention Coordinator for th

1nner Northeast area, Ludie Marfin, has maoved into

his office in the King Neighborhood Facility and
ppened his door to sugaéstions from the community,

- He is one of seven coordinators hired recently in Port-.

1and and the only Black.

~ 287-3692. R

- o T i

The YMt¢

King Neigh

N ntends to i

dents of the

' . : ‘M Yvonne [

Martin says he wants to hear what the major . other, ca
problems are in the neighborhoods for ‘which heJ is %ﬁzﬁ?d Pa
.. responsible. The boundaries are Interstate 5 to'33cd did eﬁmﬁ
- and Broadway to Columbia (excluding Irvington). " ’gﬂ;[ i
He will coordinate programs developed by residents onl%m?( Y gn
of Concordia, Piedmont, King, Columbia, Woodlawn, : tg: cRare
Humboldt, Sabin, Elliot, and Vernon.- . ;F;ffj 32}? 5%58;;

“Becavse there have been major cuts in the Police
Bureau's budget, citizens will have to organize to
fill the vacuum,"” Martin said. "'Our efforts will be to

cational, o
1o inner city

deter crime, by assessing the problems and develop- A commit
ing a plan of action. This z:ag}mat be done withegt g)‘ﬂ? the oo
jnput from the community," he said. T egtkgu-ng pe

The King neighborhood has been designated a Co:,{ CinMSeI
target area, and residents who would like to see 5; 5
changes made or special problems addressed are tcammendact
asked to atiend a meeting Thursday, March 15, plann:& ;a;

arts and pi
iz plaoned

"{he public i«
o+ the staff and

is {zptimistic. “know it will work,” he said.
“'And it is important for the pelople to know that [ do
not work for the Police Burean.” The 18-month pilot

is funded in part by a $245,855 LEAA Neighborhoods s
Against Crime grant. It will be evaluated, and if suc- - Eﬁﬁin@
cessful may be used by other cities in the country. :

The 32-year-old ex-marine hopes to complete :
requirements for a masters degree in Criminal Justice Ten Albe
from the University of Portland in July, Hewelcomes owners havi
yisits to his office at 4815 NE 7th or telephone calls, “ing the Alb

L tion.

At n hrea
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.+ By John Morse
THE SKANNER sindf

.v‘,

i Portiand civic leadcrs clected officiats and mem-
“bers of the police bureau are labeling last week’s -
Crime Prevention Conference “in the L!myd Cantt::r
Sheraton a success.

Over 250 crime prevention workers, mpmbuntmg
. police departments and volunteer organizations from -

“around the state, attended workshops and discusslon:
+'groups that focused on the latest techmques in pre- . o said.
ventative criminzl medicines; ~. © ,

- Joining the Oregon conferees were 70 representa~
‘tives from seven cities that are pari of an experimental . |
~ anti-crime program funded by the federal government

* that seeks alternative methods for handhng the rising
cnmfz ratfes in Amerjean cities. .

.Lée P. Brown, formerly director of J ustlce Serwces
foz Multnomah County and now Public Safety Com-
missioner in Atlanta, Ga., attended, as did Moses B,
= “Jones, area manzger, Department of Justice, Wash- egga, '

“ington, D.C.,; and Poflce cinef of Nf.*wark N.J., Hub;e )

Greeit. v . ‘
The cities, operatmg ander the fec%era.i Law Eﬁ*_,
 forcement Assistance Association, are Portland, Min-. -
‘neapoiis, Newark, Salt Lake Ci‘{}‘, Atlanta and Saic~ o

fand, -

Portlanders aﬁenémg the Thursday and Frzdayg‘,

-symposium had an opportunity to compare the city’s -
" anti-grime program with the other LEAA cities, and
also had an opportunity to share knowledge with
smaller Qregon’ cities suffermg from an mcreasmg
tide of crime. . - - -

“Because Portland is a Earger caty the smal!er
¢cities came to us for advice,” sald Waynetie Chan-
Martin, a representative of the Portland Poiice Crime . to glean ideas that may help local plans for upccmmg
Prevention Unit, "“But we got a lot of good infor- ~ | anh -crime events.- - )
wmatwn from sma? er e:mes, too.”". - : S . o

’ . : foont cz‘rm p 6‘_}

o "{,.r:fm:rmcuws_;uw- T et

Law Eﬁf@m@men'&

tron 1 based in Blbhcal teachmgs (cgm'df—nmp L RPN
“[;Iimmgsy f the E"hle doesn t baCk '-. TN f the Greater
ck it. . £5 act as o Bob Ph:lhps volunteer chaugerscmkos hop ot drugs
' ghy, R‘i’ymlds E;Ap&CtS 4 mi::mm Northeast Precinet Council, said a wIans D o town
ember to prevent gay people - and youth will aid in his grgu%zsr?heast cemmumfy
Iy the school diett . Reynolds op- hall" mesting on drugs in the Northeast CoE oy Jc
sﬂe:ghbozhﬁtx‘i ‘F:Chmlg' eYu hat " The mecting is tentatively sla d for al and socio-
integramn It dnsinuates tha said, and will discuss the psychological and PR
; god educatac:m on f:he;r own; Jogical effects of dmg use and alternaliy ‘
bit hbeml racism.”” o the commumity. . Mavor
x-would like to s8¢ more m? n;yrgszgt t Conference ‘syeahers mehzgecémiirdéﬁ;ef 5 rﬁce
Jiﬁfﬁgﬂswfwasi ??e’[?waé% Rey- Neil Goldschmidt and Portlan
10} rocskivn At

B tions, *
“ media than any other city,”
. listed openness as the key to a cooperatlve relatlon-

: Shi? with the newspeople. " -

in the fight against crime,
“Portland is the leader in cmzez} mvufvemeni in the

- the conferénce. The commissioner described crime

PR
CE P

city's police activitles, Jordan saicf he t:as become well

aware of the natere of crime. ““No program will have

that much effect until we gst mis the real causes of

- erime,” hesaid, |

s Jordan 2zsi‘ed aznempieym&nt reezsm anci ‘rotten
education” as some of the roots of crime. - -

the problems of crime, Jordan emphasized that each
program is Recessary, *“This is definitely not a one-
man show,” he said, “It takes courts, the police
bureau, v@ia:zteers and zrzstxtutmmi change to reverse
the rise in crime.,”’

Others attending the ﬁm«day conference were able

e y"wy.‘-w

v:mt to, do lt but ue re ge:thng"‘iess ;
th PTIIRARY .

“ o

Chnn Martin teamed with i"orﬂand Sgt Roy Kcn-
drick for resentation of a workshop on media rela- -
e probably enjoy better relations with the.
she said, Chan-Martin

We looked good compared to other cities,"” she
Comm:ssnoner Charles Jordan echoed Chan-Mar-'
tin's sentiments concermng the success of the confer-
ence angd that Portland is ahead of other urban areas
crime prevention program,”” Jordan said following -

prevention as an effective way fo *“take a lot or pres-
sure e:)ff the | Iaw enforcement end of the pﬁhce bur-.

" As Portland’s chief elected official in charge of the’

- Although no crime prevention program will solve all*-
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Neighborhood spiri rekindled in Northeast’s Vernon

By JANET GUETZE
_ of The Oragreisn sttt

VERNGN -~ John Hills hos onty
Ibved §r thls Nocthoast Portlnnd peigh-
barhgod since December, bet he olready
1s Imprassed.

“The aren is being upgruded by Lhe
petple wha Hive here and i's time the

city took some Interest bn 4" MI8s safd.

A Lot of Wls nelghbors ugres,

*The kids know each wther for a
few blocks pround. It's Bke thisgs wern
when ¥ was 1 Rid,” suld Ken Dixon, n
Tormpr Caltfornisn who has been B
Portlaad Dearly 15 yoars ond in Yernon
fue fonr.

“gnslcaily, It's & pratiy culer Hite
pelghborhosd,” seid Trene Tote, who
moved from St Johos to Yemon saven
years 0go. But she knows from her val
enteer work with erime preventios pro-
proms that residests dom't repurd gyv-
tryshing as perfect.

Pricisely what concerns Veraon
redidents, and how they want {o
strengthen good qualitiss while ollmi-
neting problems, is what o proup of
peiphbors hopes 1o tearn during 4 meet
ing at 7:30 pom. Wednesduy, Mareh 14,
ju Redeemer Lotheran Chureh, 5431
N.E. 20th Ave.

The nelghborhood houndarles ine
clude Morthoost Wygand and Alssworth
sirpnls, with ap Irrsgular western Hae
Jopeing from Northeast Ninth i 148
avenees, The castern boundary rups
along Northenst 23nd Avenue between
Aittmworth snd Killingsworth and slong
#3rd Avenue between Kitlinpsworth
“and Wypand.

Thet Vernen Nelgiborhood Assocla
sion originally wos ong of sight Model
Cilles coOmmunily groups, bt {0 hos
heen inactive B recent vears,

“We trigd to start It up once bafare
and gol newhere,” Mre, Tale suld, Tan
Iew people ware shouidering fos mapy
organizaifoasl 1nsks, ahe sald,

But throogh her sctivitles with the
Gireattr Mortheast Police Precinet Advl
sory Cauncil nnd the clty’s sew Melgh-
borioads Against Crime program, Mrs.
Talg met more erea resigents snd begat

axchunglap ideas with them, she said.

Several weeks ago, 3%@313, a former

VIBTA (Yolateer In Sorvice to Amerl-
¢n) ond o Lewls and Chark Colieps law
schoo] graduste, decided thet with his
seheoling over, be should spead time In
hig new nelghborhond.

S0 he galled the Nerthesst conrdisg-

“tar of the elty's Offfee of Melghborhood

Agsocistions to find out its name.

The cosrdlpatey, Edns Robertsoen,
expisined the Vernon orpamizution
needed rejuvenation and suggested he
conlact Mrs. Tate ond other interesied
resigdenis, -

With paly two staff peupie the
nelghborheod olfice doesn't do any or-

“gunlting, Mry. Robertzon explaingd, bul

{4 can help neighbors find mesting
plazes, prist notices pod type minutes
and silendance records,

"] let them know about orgopiziog
block poariles and recelving insuronce

¥ :

[ LR j 5
PARTNERS — Ken Dixon {right}

. Bves in Vernon and with law pariner.

Kelth Ralnes {Isit) handlas nsighbor-
hood fegal problems,

{rom {hs at‘ﬁce * Mrs. Kobertsan sud,
“Muny groups huve block parties o fa-
miliorize themzalves with more people
En thely setghborhoad.”
The central offiee tn City Hal['h;z&n
monikly aewsigter with a rangr of ine
formation, From resonrces avalinbie for

commBnity groups fo clty bureay pro--

Jects requiring citlzen camement, |

It aisa channcls “nefghbachoed
needs” reqiests — which heve runged
from streel asd purk Improversents 1o
pablic art — to the respoosible apency
uné checks to see ibgt neighborhonds
recetvs responzes to their requests, ©

“Technical ussistonce” is how Mrs.
Roberison explained the city's Tole in
neighborhood nssockitions,

The bottpm king, she said, s i?;at
mzig%x%;ora do thair own urg:mizlng 112
there Jsn't any srgamizoation,

“Muyba the ity dees ok o lﬂt sf
cltizens,” she guid, “but wio knowy

-better than you whal you need In ym::

neighborhood?

"1 thipk IUs o folr proeess,” dhe ﬁmd
“Otherwise, you may hnve the buremse |
yuey coming lp with somsthing you

#  don'l wantitoll”

Qrganizing 1y what Hils, Dizaa,
$vs. Tote snd other neighbors ore sete
ting ous to do, first by drawing v a (st
of concerns and fioding out how they
shopid be handled.

Inisrests alrsady indentifled, Hilks

said, include housing rehablHtation,, =

vouth Tecreation, selar dilzen secvices

and prevention of home burglaries.

“I'm net the organizing kind, he
suld, “Eul Pl show up at the meetings.”

Mrs. Tate, officc monager ior a
tapdscaping busioess on Nertheosst €Kil
lingsworth Sireet, saié ber Interests n
gauphbarkeod orpanizetios were rekine

-dled ofter laking o crimu prevention

survay In neighbarhoods within the In.
ner-Moriheast Conlitions,

“T touk Lhe survey hosse-to-house |
and mel merg people and found o
how they resily Jelt. Amt thes Igot
angry,” she sald,

Hegides concern fu burg!nﬁes. Arug

problems snd youth gum%zﬂng in ﬁ?ber- A

)

INNER-GITY QRHET - Clalre Moed end her husbend
John Hitls moved into thair home in the Yermon nelgh-
. horhood of Northeast Porlland in Decernber and were  School and A!berta Park, aboul six Blacks away.

Ly Park, she suld, mony Northeast resi-
. dents expressed hasitation 10 ses¥ pos
Her help. '

“Pax some penson they Rave a fear |

of the polise department, which I san't
underytand, becouse they pay the polics
wiges,” ghe saif,

Soinn and kis lyw pariner, Erilh
Hafnes, whi llves near Vernen iy the
 Cosgordhy nelghborhaod, handle legn!
pmble:ns brought to their Morth Wil

liams Avense oifice [rom sovers]
* Nuribeast veighbarhoods.

They expressed interest In streagshe
wing local busingsses npd service
rafessions 80 aeighborheod dollars

aren’t ail spent dowatown,

While they huve thelr concarns, Uie
Vemm: residents aren’t knockiag the

: * Breq,

"Iy somaE ways, it reminds me ol Los

Anpeies in ibe "B Piwon sazd. “Ang
that's alf to the goad. It's & nlea plsce to
ive. T hovan't hod any mafe;' muﬁum-
thons with my cefghbors.”

“It's o nelghbarhood we could ar-
ford to move inw,” sald Hifl's wile,
Claire Mead, a nursing studen) who g
expecting thelr frst child s May,

*The first thing Joho and 1 conldnt'
get gver was how qulet it Is, We
couldn’t sleep ot night,” she suid. "'y
even dark b alght™

White Hills was in fow school, she
prplained, they lived v o Northwest

Portiand spmriment where traffis’

sounds were eonslani aed o po% Se-
Lign's lights ahways glowed.

“aml it's more sisble,” she addest,
“You capt look up and down the street
end see some 'For Soke’ sigas, it gea-
arnlly it's o quiet, stable neighimrhaod.”

e e gt e AR b e 1 e g R A g gt

iHENE TATE

Ohe Breoanmian

saff&hezm by JIKE VIHOENT
immedtately Imprassed with how mulet 11 was, With a
baby dua In May, they are interested in the Vernsn
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Neighborhood
groups plan

The Oregor

crime pr

By JANET GOETZE
of The Dragranien -2 T -

Porlland neighbochoods are work-
Ing on crime prevesilon progruss, and
Io the Buckmun-Keros eree, the foeilng
spems io.be the shmpler the program,
the bettier,

Al o maeting earier this week, some
20 reslients of the two fansr-eosi-side
seighborhonds declded that the steps to
be taken bn the next four moaths should
reguire & fow Jevel of orgacizetlon and
little expenditire of maney nnd shonid
take ndvanisge of exdsting services,

*What we hope to do uldmately is
to cheags uarensoazble fears luis reo-
sonable precoutlons,”’ seid Anne Jop-
-ghim, chilrman of the Buskman-Kerns
Neighborhoods Against Crime Commilt-
le, .

The sommittes, pne of seversi In
sevan sections af the ciy, Is operotiag
under & federnily lunded program
almed at grass-roots crime preveation,

The Pelice Buress hos a compaslon
granl thet snobles s crime prevection
urlt tu nsslst nelghborhood groups.

But declding what's t¢ be dose In

- aach melgbhorhowl 15 the responsibility

al residents, snid Ms Joachlm, wha
fiyre and works Ia the Kerns aren,

The Buchman-Kerns committes,
meeting over the past Iwo monike, hos
started moking decisions about ways ta
ingrense Teskdents” sense of salety.

The guldeiines are prociicsd, Pasticl-
pants want ony programs deveioped
durlng tke 1d-month grast perled wo
continue afier the federal funds siop
fiowing, 1

Seversl Portlend neighborhoosd sep-
rasentatives developed the crime pre-
ventlon |des mnd Jesi vour obtained
$245.800 more from the fegeral Low
Enlorcemen] Asslstance Administra.
Hon. S

They ecrezted o citywide policy
btard of volunteers @ run the grogrom,
sefecied Phe Centar for Urbnn Edaestion
as {Tscal agent for the grant and hired
an sdinistrator,

- Then they divided the city in‘tn SE¥-

en groups o neighborhoods, sech of
which In tarn seiected 2 fommiltes o
Elreean ares coordlnatar, The aren oo
dingiors help with resesrch, surveys
and and wther legwwrk 1n pragusiap
each neigrborhood’s crime- provestion
plan, . _— .

Buckman and Kerns fpgelher worp
namad the flrst tsrget for inner South-
eeyt nel ghborhoods,

Sunnygide 1s No, 2, and ares copr-
dinnfor Jean Gordon oirendy s geibare
feg volurteers for thet nejghboracod’s
ctime-praveatlon commitise, .

Meanwhile, the Buchmen-Kerns
commliter hes deckded to test the use.
fulgess of neighborhond bulietla boards
to provide not onjy informution abputl
crime-preveatipn and emcrgency saiv-
fees, hut alwe Rems of cemesalty nter-
esi.

. This Is envisioned as » Hrst stes in
developiag s nelghborhood commusion-
tigm syitem exiending nto ench block.

 S1aff af the Community Design Cen-
ter wii develoo piens for Lke hufletln

svention

boards, to be constructed by Washlg.
ton-Monrse High Zitoc! sludemis, A
aurllon of the §5000 “seed mosgy”

available to the seven ioner Southeast

seighborhoods witl pay for matedsls,

A grocery store in Kems und saothe
e In Buckman glresdy have lndicsted
{nterest In gonatlng space for the bul-
fetis buards, Me. Jorchim sold,

The Buckman-Kems committes als
agreetl fo make nrrangements (0T 8 wo
men's self-deferse closs In the nelgh-
berhond and t9 sesk the heip of ro-
pe-preventlan specialisty from the po-
ilze erime grevention unit,

The groop declded that Ms. Jonchim
should take a “whistle slent™ idad to o
chiywide meeting of Nelghborhoods
Apnlnst Crime.organizers. .

_ The Ides i3 a slmple ane: Apyons
Tearing nrtock blows the whistle, Also,
anynie who sees o erime belng coimm|te
tad, especiaily personal asseult, cols tha
police then hurries putside to blow the
whistle and scare off the attacker.

Pat Hurk, Bsckman Schood princl
pal, whs sits on [ie neighborhood com-
mitier, 5aid the syslem wos used when
It Hved In the Hyde Purk section of
Chicage. T

“Evergone had the sseme kind of
whistle with o distinctive sound,” he
_sald. They wore dlstriboted free by o
ltcal bank.

The sound of oon whistle ugeally

swelled inte 2 plerclng chorus os neighe - 4

hors responded io the [nisis! alarm, he
suld, ! o

My wlle sl csrles her whistle,
poztly Isr psychological securlty,” he

sxplalned, “it's Hke corrying o weap.:

or.* .

But the program regaires commini-
ty aducntion, so people will know whea
in use the whistie, and o gegree of po-
e cooparation thot might best be core
rled put in all city neighborhoods, the
group pgrasd. N

When it started work earllor this

IN PORTL

L
i

1he

‘yenr, the Buckman-Keres commitiee | °

studied teiphborktiod crime stefistles
with poiles analysts to find auf the facls
of offenses committed. -

The commiiise alse sent the ares
coordlnater to schoots, service groups,
serilor citizons' conters and other nelghe
‘borhood gathering places o fné cut
what ¢rime-relatsd problems are of
concern te regivdents, stodenis and busl-
ELGUTEN ' e
©o - Then planplag beger on projects
that could help cut crime sud would
veileve the fear that sometlmes (maorls
ons Innet-city residents is thelr homes,

The committee wili meel sl 730
pan. May 28 in the loymer Alberilne
Kerr Nursery, Noriheast 28nd Avenue
ned Glisars Streel, fo discuss projects
relaind {0 pregecly safety, such os door
locks, lghting and suto secucity.

. Uommittee members also want to
work oz safety and security plans
afmed at the elderly, Mz Joachim saig,

-+ *These are things Tight ot the lpeal,
nefghborhond level," she ssld of the
committes efforts. ¥it’s o ooe-on-one
thing, 5o that wltlmately nsighbors are
topkine out for eack ather ™

3 s o o
MR Ed Ty 3 4
g:z:,,ﬁg 3{?&?”? LR
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FLOWER CONFEBENCE ~v Mambers of tho P
£an Riododendren Soclely feok nver Soine
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considered In a long- range v
evelopment plnn. B

. By JANET GOETZE
of The Qragonian aisi

If a child is sexually molested, what
ean he ar she do - especially if the .

family or gnother relative?

The YMCA Youth Service Center.
‘and several other community organizu.
tions Is sponsoring a family forum on’
"the problem at 7 p.m. Wednesday, May’
16, at Binnsmead Middle School, 2225
S.E. 87th Ave, ~

An ll-minute flm, “Who Do You |
Teli?" created by three Portland natives
with. backgmuz:ds In psychology, mcn«-

N ?u" ‘Tng botheparents and children, as.welt;

poss ity

molester is the father, a friend of the

*t munication with children. "% %
" “We're aiming at prevenﬁon -

of new city g

' The possibility of & new city south -
and east of Milwaukie will be discussed

eié}gy anci fz[mmakmg. Wiﬁ he a part of

- the conference, gecording to Sally Lew- "
‘15, the center's I_dzreciar anﬂ mordmator :

*of the forum, -

. Outer Southeast Neighborhoods Against
Crime, Binnsmead Community Schoal,

“the Morrison Center family service

" agency, the Portland countil of Parent-
Teacher Assoclations and the erime pre-

. ventlon units &f the Portlend Police Bu-'
. reau and Multnomah County Sheriff's

office.
Ms. Lewis said the forum will em-
sjze_commynity. resources. for pielp-

a5 ways parenis can mazniﬁza“‘ cﬁm-

tm‘augh educahon, but we re dcung 1t

_with the entire famlly, she said. .

- A look st Oregon statistics indicates

“n need for family concern ghout the
A " Sexual molestation of children, she said.

_In eddifion’ to' the. Yauthﬁemce"

. Center, sponsoring agencies include the

Figures from the state Children’s
Services Division show that of 528 child

molestations in 1978, sirangers were

responsible in only 3 ;}er{:em of ihe
ceses, Ms. Lewis said.”

In 28 percent of the cases, ttze fa-
thers of the victims were regponsible

for the molestation; in 24 percent of the.

tases, stepfathers were responsible; 10
gercent of the victims fell {o their moth-
ers’ bayfriends, 8 percent to gther rejg-

‘tives and in 7 percent of the cases, the-

attackers were listed as friends,”

or she sometimes can sometimes avoid
an incident. But the child must know it

Because a child probably knows the o
- would-be molester, Ms. Lewis sald, he

is ail ﬁght to resist someone who may

. be a parent figure, she snid.

The forum will include a discussion

' * by & panel that features Lyun Landay,

of the Partland Police Crimé Prevention
Unit; Shirley Mutschier, volunteer covr

- ginntor of the Portland Parent-Teacher

Association’s block heme program; 2

" {amily therapist, and ag expert in come

.munity service resources,

The 1l-minute film, “Who Do You
Tel¥” emphasizes family and commuzni-
ty resourcss & child can turn to in emer-
geacies that range from a house fire 1o
» personal problems, said Ms, Lewisl

The film was made by the J. Gary
Mitchell Film Co. of San Francisco,

. which has developed other highly ac-

-claimed films in the sociologhca! flfi']d
Ms. Lewis sajd.
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By WALLI sc;;z«mmm
Journa) Staff Writer

She was on her way to school. Et was g
hnght shiny morning.

She never pot there.

Amy, & yenrs old, bzmn-é&maged since
birth, was raped ag she walted for «
school bus on the outskirts of Alhina.
~ “‘And this bastard didn’t even let her
get near the bus,” said a distraught moth-
er who won't ba idenfified bscause "for
sure somebody else is going to hurt us.”

“He just drag her off,” she said. "And
Amy dossa't know enouph fo tell us ex-
actly when or where,” the mother said.
fWhatdowedo®™ L - s

AN EIDERL? man standing in a phone
booth to call his sister in Ohio never got
the ¢ail through. He was beaten, rehbed
anad verbally harassed by a strest gang &t
the intersection of NE 14th Ave. apd Kil-

- lingsworth St.

. *1 don't even want {0 talk gbout zt " lze
told The Journal. “Sometimes I dream

. about it And 1 don't want to do that any-

more.”

The Salvation Army's Moore Streei

" Community Center, joined by the Crime
" Provention Unit of the Portland Police

Bureau, the Oregon Jourdal and KATU-
TV, hope that others will heed those sto-

_ries for a special reason,

They plan a two-day, in-depth eri-

.me-prevention seminar this Friday and

Saturday specifically tailored for the al-
hina community and its problems.

Where to po. Wha! to do. Who lo se¢
for help. How to avoid problems. Haw o

pzevent comimon crimes.

TOPICS WILi rnnge from o patro! offi-
cer'y perspectwe pn crime problems o
fear of crime to home environments that
hoister the instances of crime.

All sesslons will be at ths Moore Sireet
‘Compaunity Center, 5430 N. Moore 5t.

Sessions Friday will begin 2t § am, gnd -

continge until 5 p.m.
Highlights Friday will include talks by

‘Luelus Hicks IV, president of the Portland.

whapter, Natlonal Association for the

‘Advancement of Colosed People; Charles

—— Lo e e

Jordan, city comraissioner of public safe-

ty; Thomas Kenpedy, Union Avere Im-
provement Program, Portland Develop-
ment Commission; and Ethel Les, staff
assistant to Muitnomsh County Commis-
sianer Gladys McCoy. ' '

OTHER SPEAKERS include Portiand
Police Bureau Capt, William Richardson, §
North Precinet; four Portland Police Bu- §
regu officers, and representatives of the |
medin, Portland State University and the 'f

. Multnomah Couuty Victims' Asssstance

Program.
Scheduled to speak on legal services [s
Ron Wyden, Gray Panthers’ advocate and §

" coordinator of Oregon Legal Services, §

which gives gid to the eiderly.
Throughout the afternoon there will be
disniays, exmi}%ts and crime pre%fentmtz

. fiims,

" Al sessions are free and open to the &
public, except for meailime meetings. & |
spaghetti funcheon Friday will be 1. Tt
will be free for semor cmzans

$ATURDAY’$ EVI:N’{S include ffee ef-

_ graving of property by the Prince Hall

Masons in the basement of the Mg}are
Ceater from 10:38 a.m. to noon.
Workshops bepin Ssturday at 1 p,mﬁ
with Freddye Petett, executive director of
the Urban Leﬂgue of Portlamd giving an
overview, .
The session will cﬁzzi;nue w:th the fol-
lowing spealters: . ;!
Richard Dehazn, vzce pres:c%ent azzd di-
rector of security for Fred Meyer Inc.
Officer Conrad Roub of the Crime Preven-
tion Unit; Ludi Martin, coordinator for the
Northenst area of Neighborhoods Against

"Crime; Lynn Landau, Terry D, McGill and

Diane Julizn of the ﬁrlme Prevention
Unit. .

“WE WANT TO ap{zeal to people Who

. are afraid of poing out of their housss at

night,” sald Doug Wagoner, spearhiecd of
the crime-prevention clinic. *P'm tallking
abput people whe won't even come fo our
center because ihey’ :e afraid to leave
their homes. ‘

"Hopefully, we can change all that. We
don’'t want the North Portland ares aliens
ated. We want community invelvement.”







Lents mm

{Gonlinued from page 1)
wthatIcanbecalled upon
I sn emergency,” said
noberts. “Anotber house on
the block is rented By three
“aung men who are ra more
ke methanthesun iglike the
wwen, but their nares and
address, They're my
neighbors, and we pwe each
""iher seme respect. I can call

e up and say, ‘Larty, conid

3u please furn dowdh your
17 ar ‘Larry, I thing some-
.one’s brealing intoyoar can’
The effest of the Ndghbor-
ond Vatch program can be
reinfgrced with the use of
¢rime prevention window
~tickers, said Roberts, “H
were’s a bad guy on your
ioek and he sees all those
stickers he’ll say, ‘Fley, I'm
surrounded by a bunch of
ad guys, and he'lt probahly
iher get speskier, ysove on
uvnatenn up his agt?
Cj’aining in rape prevention
a4 self-defense for women
ad assistance lor the instal-
ition of new locks are also
availahle through the pro-
gram, said Rpberts.
""" One enthusiastic bosster of
1@ program declared, “One
~eighbor {s worth mare than
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10 ¢f your relatives!”
Altheother extreme was an
elderly resident who left the
meating early, grumblingthat
the program was “a lof of big
brother stailf” He advised

those present who are cone -

cerned about residential
burglaries, “Get yoursell a
gun and blow that sueker
away!" He vomplained that
“The police are dowsn @n
Union Avenur busting the
wheres, and busting vou and
me for seliciting them.”
Hobevts and Cotinne Wil-
lamson, Neighbarhoods

Agalnst Crime area coor-
dinator, conceded that resi-
denis can ng longer afford to

.
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bats local crime

‘line of defense apuinst poten- -

- provide “competilion” for the .

* present, *Don't be afraid to !

‘Goldsehmidt

PR Lt

;re!y on the palice as the first -

tial criminals.’ -

Rose Osborne, an area resi-
dent since 19ig, claimed that
much ¢f ihe problem stems
med from & lack of vouth. -
oriented positive activities to -

energies ol potential juvenile
delinguents, a pasition that,
was supportied by several
others present, ty
Roberts exhorted thoss

volunieer sow and then. Our !
turnout will show the news ™~
crews and {mayor Neil}
that Lents
neighborhood dows exist” |
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RIME FIGHT — City
‘ommissioner Charles
ordan, left; Kathy Glan-
ler, of Neighborhoods
wgoinst Crime, and Hank

bogan, federal adminise

-otor of the law En-
srcement Assislance Ad-
Wnistration;, announce
wo new cime fighting
rogroms fer Portland.

‘It's & sticky notion, but Portland police hope thelr new _
-«“Gs:eratm Flashbaek™ will cut grime at Jocal businesses. ™,
“In o kick-off campaign for Flashback, one of two new’

“ypfd.
-t -The purpose af the tape, acoardmg ta ng Roy Kin-

and faster for patrol officers to find out If burglars have .
- entered the prﬁmwes by breaklng er apenirig a window
: ordnor ‘;:’ o . g i

r-. -

n‘

v emma prevention programs launched Monday, police offi- ,. Thirty trained volugteers will put the tape on all busi.
}, cers began pasting strips of reflectlve tope on windows
10" and :imrs of bsssmesses eio;zg Southwest Bnr?mr Bnuie»

~ drick , of the Crime Prevention Unit, is to make it easier

' Kindrick st{ié that the program, as ar as suthorities
. - know, Is the first of Its kind In the nation. Flashback Is
- the brainchild of Officer Lioyd Higgins.

‘nesses in Northwest Pertland and along Southwest Mace-
_dam Avenue, 85 well as on Barbur Boulevard, .
"o If the test program is successful, Kindrick ' said, rhe
. program may be expanded to other parts of the city.
Police also plan to make a “security survey” of ali
husinpsses slong Barbur Bouleverd, and will recommend
-crime preventlon techniques designed to. make it harder
z‘a}r burgl&rs to ply their trade. .

W i e
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. CLAUDIA J. HOWELLY
Cregon Jeurnas

CRIME FIGHT -— City
- Commissioner Charles
- Jardan, left; Kathy Glon-
.kler, of Neighborhoods

Against Crime, ond Hank
"Deogon, federal adminls-

ratar ol the low Ene
. forcement Assistance Ad-
j"miniﬁr;s*ki«:.‘ra, onnounce

“1wo new._ crime_fighting

pragmms fae Poriiond,

;’f’Erﬁendé‘f‘
seel ruling
‘on land use

Z~ A, private land-use |
: ”wai\_hdog group, not hap-
p;, willy the Oregon Long
' Conservation und Develop-
« inent. Commission decision
o upht}wmg the city of Mil-
*wankis's housing review
: ordinance, has acked the
" Oregoen Ceurt of Appeals
in ru!a :igumsl the LCDC.

b o Wt

.

.

MVVHJwaapm

io ad@&@ﬁ

. A mm:h ‘7 ;{33.‘;9 PO s.nci police

- .a{ﬁcer:. {0 more raad;iy datect windows
hroken or doors opensd at businesses hy
burglars gets under way kMonday in

* three targetareas. . o

: Patroiosn and police Cnm Preven-
< tion Givision-wglunteors M%t visit busi-
negses in i\,m‘t TRt ?or’tl.md dnit along
. Sputhwest Barbur Bgbievard ‘.nd
Southwest Maecadam ,-‘u nue to.invite
businzssmen to placel :zl’s*;“lil g}ﬂc ey of
reflective tops on doors Zndwindows.

Policenen pafrolling ot night will
shine their car-top lighis oo the busi-~
nesses. A bresk in the pattern of
patches across the business front will
indicate someone has brokea la, ex-
-plained Roy Kin drick, Crime Prevention ,
Division infermation of ficer.
There is no charge to husinesses.

TR
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By JANST GOZTZE anyey % () 127

"ol T30 Oraganlan sialt

;é—r Sports competition, puppet shows, a
atloon toss and disco dancing will be

“purt of & “Crime Prevention Fleld Pay"

for children aad youth on Fhiday, Acg.

3L 3 -

© Actlvities arg saﬁﬂﬁfé}({fmm i

‘am. to J pan. In Peninsulz Park on
Morih Albina Avenue betwoen North

-Alngworth Street and Portiand Eoule-

“vard. )

- Free marking of bicycles and smalt
appliznces will be offered during the

event sponsored for ¢ity residents by

Group seeks

-

S a
TR ONIAT CROIE T o nens

The~dlamedn Mothers' Chorus has
Iesnad %%Wamﬂn
to jaln the 15-year-old groa; tand.
ing {ts weskly rehearﬁals at t%zst}?@
mont United Methodist Church,. 287
-NLE, Fremont 5t.

M Rehearﬁ?,‘fm the PTA-sponsored
chorus willbe held on succesding NMon-
- doys, begloning Sept, 10, from 945 to
'11:18 anrin-the-Fireside Room at the
churck. o o

i

LA IR I SN B TR R T, RO

_,-—-"‘M

the Fisdmsat and Eing neiphburhaonds
&$ port of the Innez-Noriheast MNeigh-
barhoods Against Crime program.

The Portlend Police Crime Preven-
tioa Unit's van also will be at the park
ta provide iniormation, said Sharon
McCormock, coordingtor of the aren's
Nolghborhoods Against Crime office.

The pupget shows, with & zri-
me-preveation thems, will ran from [0
a.m. to noon. The disco dance will be
from 430 o S pon. :

Oiler events will isclude a basgket-
bail frea-throw contest from 10 am. to
11 g, tenais contest fvom 11 aan. to
negry 2nd swimming compelition from
110 230 poon.

The balicon toss will be from ] to
1:30 pmmi shoe-seramble relay from
1:30 to I p.m and three-legped race
from 2to 230 pam.

The softbeli throw ard hit compati-
tlon will run from 3 to 4 pan., gad the
half-mite relay wili be from 4 to 4:30
p.m,

Each voungster participuting will
roceite g certificete. Prizes, including
T-shirts and Frishees, zlzo will be
swarded, hs. McClormnack said,

Regidents of the two neighborhoads,
gho szid, "were concernad abont Involve
irg youth In & positive way In crime
provertlon as well g5 doing suome cri-
me-preveation presentations.”
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_ ascomf%ng o the Natlonal’ Mmlcépal Lenglie; id Néw

_' ﬁaunced In the spring of 1980, =

ﬁ"..a .

-{o continue

. selected from more thsh 400 applicantst Selection

OREGomIpr - JO~G~7F

E%m&ﬁd in running for honor

Portland 15 one of 21 natlonal fimzi}sts tor al!-«»

Americon city designatt on, it was anaﬁunced Wed;:ea-
ﬂny, : Re o ¥
Beﬂing}.am. Wash,; aiso ls ene.of the ﬂmﬁ!gés,

York Cliy-based ergazﬂzeﬁcﬁ iimt szzch year saie ‘ts 18,
- gltles for the designatipn, 7
. Leagus representmves *‘ald ihe nomi nees ‘wez‘e

- griteris Included the succass of the citles I meetlng

I'the needs of the elderly and of minoritles, revitalizing
g*ﬁmﬂn core areas; desling with lscat censtm!zxts and
suqtﬁining BLOTIOMIC gr{;wth’ g ¥

Winners In thi nﬂﬂonw!ﬁe :mtesi __wiil be i

Portiand's selection. wis bused éh thre” v p
ieczs crenifon of &’ 10-pié urbsn park on Marguem -

Al Impiem' fon éf'ri it fuéetad antherime

N

program {nvolving & cltywide cltizen network: and
Lty Councl! passage of a comprehensive, and contro-
yerslal, mepdgicry energy consérvation progrom.
Promaﬁon of clifzen particlpation in those projects
e d benchmark in rating ‘th& city, mague z*aprcsﬁnta-
{ves JENRE: i

= Portladd spplication was entercd by Barbara
Walker, & resident active In efforts to purchase and
des gnnte the Mar{ggam 311!1 Eand ;‘ar the uré&n p&rk

ﬁf “ﬂw Anspelafod Pmc )

;Omgon State Poffce say i ’w-ycar-ula WIMon

woman was killed Wednesdsy morning when the car

< ghe was driving swerved Into the path of o truck en
Oregon 730 about onie raile west of Irrigan.

* Mey Rowan wes pronounced dead gl the toese

P in T . ,‘ gz
HRICARET I

T
P m'll‘ peyaad T
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Paily calls
w assist old,
"andicapped

By JANET GOETZE
cETha Drsgenlan stali
- The Creston-Kenllwortk Nalghtus-
. Associatlon 45 Jooklng for people
© care sbout their nelghlors sné for
peuple who nged & flendly cali during
thedoy. )
e The Bouthensk nelghbwrbood og-
1 sation !y orgenizing o lelephons ress-
¢ ioea prugrem for Lhe ellerly, hand-
i »ped and sther péople whe Hye
alone, sald Lazere CreswicH, committee
cosrdinator. .
==*¥e will iry In hove the person
2 zally each day llving o3 the zame
ko7 zearby so they will s able i
et the persot who recelves the reas.
sgring call,” Mre. Creswick mld.
_'Hopefuliy, # wiil strengthen the
shborhood a5 more pogse get (o
. % one anether,” she snid
Nelghtorboad volunteers wiil be go-
ing door-io-dest beglaning Sundoy,
Get. 7, sepiking volunteers whe are will
2w to coll one or s acightors per doy
¢ at least 8 six-month Ume perisd. At
same Ume, the voluntesrs wili e
e dlng for perzons who winid Jike o
recelve o dafly eail, Mrs, Creswick said,
Persons selected to make the colls
=1 be screened Chrough the Portland
i e Burepu's Crime Prevestion Divl
: 3 oand plvea Iirst-old treinleg, sl

i, .

1f the ¢oil recipiont doesn't answer
the telephone oo the first all, coflers
© i try npain foter. M ther: Iy 20 an-
: oy to the second cell, she zald, the
+  2r will rhack the home o contast o
rexi-door pelghbor or the pollee.

To mdntain security nnd privacy,
r=-one lving in the nelghborhood will
1 & o eopy of the comglete 5st of resh
¢ isbelng called, she sold.

The police burenw's Crimu Preven-
tion fHvision has indlcated interest io
belping other ssighborhoodsarganize o
S Wy service, WS Creswicksaid,

“Subscribtirs to the serstce wonld
i anyooe who needs [t, whether 1’5 a
wundicepped person of on offer person
fiving slone,” she sald, A

... The neighborhood associalon boun-
¢ ey include Ssathenst Powell Boule-
1 on e norsk, Sunthesst Foster
¢ 4 and Southeast 801k Avenve ot the
gast, and Sputheast Steele S teet on the
senth.
~~The western boundory foliows
¢ theast 27th Avanee nerihial Holgate
t levard ohd Meioughlin Boulevard
tuch of Holpote,

“1 think 1t's wonderful Bat prople
Givinp here cmme vp with thi Jdes aad
7 1t ny mesting 8 oesl I oour meighe
¢ ood," Mrs. Creswick sald

@@ fo @gy

A%

Ce el 3.2344?&'?%*’.%@:?%“
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i by BAENT WOOAHR
HELLS THERE — Creston-Kenllworit Neighboriood  gram. Volunizers are belng sought 1o make 8 dally call
Assoclztin ls starfing & telephons ramssurence pro- L0 '%?H or two siderly or handisapped neighbors,
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PL._B-
snatches
increase

{Conllnuent from page §
eurily chochs. Apphis.
ants witl be screenet,
Shue bal s, 170 foplse of
Lh#t programm is 10 have
people with thesd skills
in lhe neighborhood;
KeCormack said.
MeCormnok sadd thot
MAC 15 also ronsidecing
® iren escort service, in
which exeafully
sercencd icenswould de |
errabids for senier Citi-
Lens tr arenmpany them |
an thedr aseands Lo peo-
vonl mugpings, which
QECED patiicatarly
argiel grocory stnyey
and baphs, She sald thag
e diffeislty liss in find-

ing vouth pgrowps in-
taresiod in pnrkcipal-
ing.

Thv NAC programalse
offers rape prevenlion
workshops, (o he held in
pekiie buildings s in
homes, MeCormacksaid,

ay PAT JEFFRIES

PIEDMONT - Purses’
. snatehings  in

* {hi
trnian-EH ngewarth
wren have increased 108
peyrent In Grinber, oo
vording ta North Pre-
eingt’s crime anolyst
Fady McFarlanc,

MoFarinno said thai

the ared bounded !:fy 1n-
terstate ond NE 15th Av.
entp and by Fremont
.ot Alnswerih sirgels,
ban nad 1P ‘repprizd
ferse-spmichings this
month compared with

nipe  the previeus
mpnth, with the main

copcentralion akmg NE'
Unien, Killingswertk,

oaed !nterslmc ByanuLs. lhu srea shuufgtxfasert,
Soven of the cpses are | she sald.
thought 1o have becn  Sharom WeCormack,

pumn,wtmimsusmm- Meiphborhenils Against
orpasing viglencs ko Grime PALY Lol the
gk erime, as lf Piedmont MNaigithor
greduating Trem, onc hoed Association rel

o ald m‘ mi‘quing the’

cummuaiiy ol spacifie
serime paiierss, such as

_comantied by e samw . ares conrdinator for'sthis ona; thet sce idan.
' 11Ffe:§ LBy lhe crime'.

‘anaiyvs and reperied to
“the NAC oifier, as woll
‘a8 ie hold bleck mest

stage o the noxt, MeFar centlythatsheislonking' ings where nelghbors

iane said, Women leav- for people willing t
ing basks nrd stores in serve as black espuain

‘may gather o meet one

nother and exchange

-~ smorgency, siluations,

seheduloy 'as thaf they ' Black homes, previ-
will be atert 1o unusual ouslyused as safe homes
ackivities ~ in . ihe for childres coming
ncighkorhond, Tlock' Bame from school, have
caplains may alss dis- maore revenily boon ex-
sgminate {nformalion  tpedod i@ crime previn-
when  needed  on tion, MceCormack faid,
emergency fuel seurepy  She sees o more goneral
and penerally deal with  value in the bloek cup.
{ain prograem ia the crea-

MeCormank svic, X umz af nmghb:}ztmud
. P

se violent acts

it works f“
. for &l
of us

nelworks {or infarma.
tion and suppori.
MeCormack 13 alse
fersdiing for peopls will-
ing 1o learn is check
home seeucity. Thiy o
volvas abaul six hours of
iralming, and then par-
tizipation with a police’
sfTecar on five home se-
iCanilnued on pagﬁ 2)
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: A communityHalloween party that promiisestobea - -..
. . |- {un-filied:affzir;, with apple- bobbing,’ Bingo, cake-- . s
N - walks, fortune telling and other surprises, is being
s . planned for oldsters and youngsters in Northeast Port- -
- land by several organizations. 7 <007, T

. .. The party, which will also feature J.W. Fridayza-3
" .- . local disc jockey, a health screening clinic and a mys~
<25 ; tery Trail Blazer, will be-held at the King Neighbor.~

" ;- hood Facility, 74815 NE"7th from 3 p.n. o 10 p.m.,
Saturday,'October 2730 [ il :
. Everyene is invited and urged to come in costumne,
... Spoasoring organizations include: Northeast Neigh«
.« borhoods, Albina Action Center, the:Urban Leaguoe,i.;
Peninsula- Park Center, 'NE Crime Prevention Pro-.
+ gram and Highland Center: 2o, ooy e L0

-

e SR T

- H
fea il a

i o

-

RIS







Y EUEE R R

By HANK S8CHOUTEN

12 PORTLAND — Telephane -
denth threats on the lvesof Jean
Gordon and ber children have
been made apparentiy ns aresult
ol her efforts to fight purnogs

rng&y and sex-related mdﬁstrms o

in 8% Portlancl

Gordon whg is the Isner
Southeast Cosrdipator [lor
Neighborboads against Crime
soid she received iwo separate
anonymous threats at ber Home. .

=

“You're going to be tnurdered
tonight,” said the esller. Latar in
the evening she recelved a-eall
threatening her ckildren,

The pobice were concerned
ghout the threat becouse the eal-
ler specified “tonighl.” Gorden
toal her ehildrer, lelt her home,
and spent the evening st a
[riend’s, She cancelled ber ap-
paintment to wpeok st o

- neighborhood meeting.

Gordor is spearheading as

BT Ly e

.Agmn&i(}t‘img i :;'

nntx—pomngm;ziay grive as a pan ; ligiong, eéucamn nd buﬁiﬁess ’
of her joby in- Ne1gbborhnudﬁ‘_ﬂema&m . S o
Hordoen sald thet residents m
~¥the Sunnyside,  Richmond; “
“This i m:at my jgsue,” said. Husferti»ﬂtmma&:y‘ and Brook.
Gorden. "“The citizens in the.:l¥n neighborhoods are in agree.
inner Southenst hove identified fmf’;fiﬁ that the pornogvaphy cod
it ag their numbgr—une {:mme wx-lndustry reiated erime situa-
congern” . on is ot of hand, Gordon seid-
yshe iy just actmg on the commun-
ity concerns in the neighbor-
‘haods, “The residents are the |
texperls on the crime in their
mmghbhwhuad " G—«n:lun said.

v ; . . . . '

Gordon arrived al that cnnmlu-
3ion after speaking to a numbgr
of neighbothood npssociotions in'
the Iner Southeast and o re-

L A AT u.w&wwrx g
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;Sexuaé @E@use @? ch Eds‘@ﬂ
- to be family forum topic

--‘_Z-i“" A fsizzz puypets atzd éiscussmns will by the Whitman School ?arent-*?[‘eacher-
; “be included in a family forum on pre- Assoglation, the school's child develop-
- venting the sexual abuse of children ment specialist project and the Ouler-
Thus'sriay at Whitiman School, ?3268 E, Southeast Nexghborh{}{zd& Agamst
Flavel 5t Crime, ~ o
Who Do You Tell?” will be " A panel of ceuﬁselmg and eri- | ¢
f:“ SCTEEHEd to children and aduits from me-prevention specialists will provide
7:30 to 8 p.m. The prngram s syonsored information on sexual abuse and where
S el L ERUR ~ victims and femilies can receive help.
R : S TR R © .7~ 7. The panelists will include Judy
R A e o . Steinberger, @ psychologlst at the Mor-
B T ’ rigat Cenmter for Youth and Family
. : Services; Cynthia Conrad, a case work-
. er with the state Children’s Services
. Division; Mary Beth Wilson; a rape pre-
A B L S S S g e et s et o vention speeialist with the Multnomah
S GRS ma e e e County erime prevention unit; and Vir- s
ginia Martinez and Marilyn Sutten of [ F
Parents United, a self- help greﬂ;} for
families. D
. Personal sefety in'a vgriety of sztaa‘ ‘
* 'tions, from house fires to molestation, -
- will be discussed through drama and |
puppetry, said Jeanne Pace, & child de- |
»eéf}pment specialist st the school. The
. program is designeé tor school«age chil- 8
* dreu. - [
- Professional staff memhars Wl” tead
children in a discussion of the film and
pmwde information on where to seek
help in emergency situations or when
incidents make children “feel. uncom-

fortable,” she said. :\,, :
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By LEE PQRLMAT‘&

" PORTLAND —- After ii*:s:z weeks on the job, Bill
Knudsen's cautious assessment of his role as’
citywide eocrdinator of the MNeighborhoods,
Against Crime program is to make 2 suegessful
venture more visible and more permanent.

Knudsen's predeces‘ser, John Werneken, res-
igned as coordinator of the $245,000 communify-
hased program, funded by the federal Law En-

- forcement Assistance Administration, in late Au-

gust, In the meantime, overall coordination of the
program has been handled by volunteers from the
program’s policy beard. Individuzl area coor-
dinators, hired by and answerable to citizen
boards in each of seven geographic areas of Por’u
land, were on their own, ; )
Knudsen feels the program has weathered the
hiatus well. “The area cooerdinators have
funeciioned well without a program coordinator,
~and hiave become move of a team than they were
before,” he told The Community Press. "L have very
fittle guestion about the staff. I'm still geiting lo
know their individual strengths and weaknesses,
but Um not' making any snap judgments in saying

from high school, decided to pursue crime preven-
tion asalifetime carear, but they are 21l committed
to citizen involvement and cemmumw deveiep— -
ment.” :

. Thisfils in wefi with J{nuﬂsen’s own obje{ziives of

making community erime prevention in Portland

an ongoing activity, rather than just a one-time

experiment. . . . ( : i
"“Wa have an excellent oppo’rtunity here in Pért~
1and to plug into the ¢ity's existing neighborhood
assoeiaiion network,” he said. I realize that crime
prevention isn't a particularly stimulating topic
unless there’s a erisis of sagme kind, but I'4d like io
make it a regular part of assematmn agendas Eil{e

© land-use and traffic are’

Knudsen said he is aware that such grganiza-
tions can expect to see a reduction in city Minding
fortheir activities but he adds, =Y may be naive, but
I think neighborhood associations have a life of
their pwn outside the Office of Neighborhood As-
sociations. The City Council has been very respon-
sive to them, and they've grown to like that”

Kmidsen would alse like to promote the

Neighborhood Watch concept of a community

“you almost have to give u;:a some efficiency.”

-sen has worked in Portland as a junior h!gh school

; m ‘ | wga%ﬁm@

crime preventwﬁ netwmls: anf.:l see 1E: &cmme ﬁhe

- . same wszbzhty and popularity as the -more :ndl--
vidualistic rape prevention and personal safety!

classes. Further, he would like to see Portland take’

. advantage of some of the prometionﬁ technigues

and visual aids developed in other cities, such as
the cartoon character Crime Dog.

I{nudsgn was introduced to these and othei'ﬁ
programs at a recent convention of erime preven-';
tion programs which he atfended. *I was very im-}
pressed with Portland's leadership in this fleld.|
Our system of having the police buréau and reaa~[
dents work logether is happening elsewhere, buti
Portl&szd is acknowledged as a ieader“ 3 ‘

Wh;ch is mt to say that the’ program can’t %}e
improved upon. Participants have comp!amed[
that the “target neighborhood” concept is a poor |
determinant of hew and where eonrdmzztsrs will
invest their time, ' .

|

“funderstand there was a probi&m w1th the way |

some neighborhoods were chosen,” said Knudsen, |

“Their erime statistics indicated that they had a i
problem, but they weren't together enough to ac-

complish anything., You shouldn't select an area \;

i

E

I

}

: X “hased solelyona u sadout, but 1d
that as a group they're a very high quality group of ased solely on a computer readout, but you wou

- people. 1 don’t think any of them, upon graduating

want some sort of guidelines Eer tar‘gettmg your

- activities.”

Discussing his relationsﬁi? to gtﬁer paﬁiéipants
inthe program, Knudsen sajd, *I'mina honeymozan

‘period now. I haven't had time to step on anyone’s 5

toes, but the erganizational setup certainly makes |
it possible. I and the other coprdinators work for ¢
different bosses, I've encountered some logistical
probiems in that my office, the police bureau, the |
funding agent {the Center for Urban Education}
and the neighborhood coordinators are all in dif-
ferent places, but 'm learningtouse the telephone
and Tri-Met. You really can't fault the. current
setup because it best serves the neighborhood vol- -
unieers, and they know what's best for their
neighborhood. When you iry to accomodate them,

A lifelong resident o[ Vancoui@er Wash., Knud-

teacher and as director of the SE and North Pori- |
land vouth service centers. Concerning his current
position he said, “It was the only job application I
had done for which [ had right-on gualificationsin
almost every area. It enables me to continue work-
ing for community development in Portland |
neighborhoods, and with many afthe same actorsI
worked with before.”
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Ty JANET GOETZE o
 The Oragonien stalf o :
i &°A sell-delense clasa that voluotesrs

Lrganized with Bitle fopfare has ene Cilywide program that is completing the sell-dgfense elass and o diwr locks
- d0lled more than 160 women far elght’ the st }'nnr of an lﬁ«ms;m!‘; grant perje. program that Outer Southesst devel-
. wecks of Imm&iou in Soulhenst i’nn« od; tped for Jow.Ineome persons. The pria-
'“' and. . A 524a 200 Emﬁt fmm the Low En- cipal Neighborhdods Agalnst Crimn ;’::Eighburhoods.
?;;‘1} That &ind of respopse Indicates & [Orcement Asslstacye Adminislration gret goes to the Nscal agent, the Cen- .

. ,ﬂ-neeé that the volunisers hope o moot

4 “b¥ finding funds for mere rlasses, oo-
- ryrding to Laose Creswitk, o member
- ¢ the Outer Sputhenst Nedghhorhpods

] crowds

elthzens board, ) ‘rmu*s erims prevention divisian, Mrs,
More than $5,000 bn “seed money” Treswick sxplalned, Outer Southeast

 Agunst Crime B0cd,
" The naighbothoad crime-prevention

*Montavills, Creston-Kenibworth, Reed,

B

sections of the cliy, in which tueget  ton by e citywide cilizens bosrd, Jordlnator to arganize & womed's self-
nelphborhoeds develop cime-preven- The specinl projeets money Is chon defaaﬂze elosy, then kearned the crime
Hon plany um‘.let the direction of an area  neled through the Z’af‘%}:ﬁtﬁd Polles Bu-'*

;ierms that the closs tenchers could aot
wieept, Mrs, Craswick sald.
% Shortly nftervurd, the srea coor-
4 ngtor reslgned to take anelher job,
‘=4 ‘aad the citizens board Bas net hired a
lncement. |
} Without z staif person, the boord
Thaized it wonld have 1o do the work of
Ergﬁnizmg, anpther closs progmm Mrs,
Creswick sald,
~Beard members outiined o program
et conld be wsed by women of all §
5;;;%, steessing self-assertion and physis
sl defense techalqoes fhot don't re-
qules speclal traladpg, she said, The
ard talked tp severs! orgnnizations
iterested In providing such o class,
s, Cheswick sald, and the Oregon
Karate Assuclatlon waos selepted Jor the
tﬁ,dsﬂ cpntract,
Beven lusirnctors, ph:s spéclal
spakem, participate Ln the free clasyes,
sheld from T:30 to 9130 pom. Mondays
Jand 120 3 pum. Soturdgys bo the katote
{ tmnclation’s studle 3t Sonihesst 92nd
dreace and Ramang Street,
Although the instraciars know koe-
uiey the gelf-defense technfgnes they .
Mekeh dom't require training [n (he mar-
u;l arts, Mrs, Creswick sald,
i UWe dide't want o korate class,” she

i

MM

Wit over nnd the hofidoys are op-
~goaching, Individun class nitendance Is
‘lperousing {rom week (o week, Mrs.
Crawilcl snid.

-] think IU's & good progrom,” she
. “If reaRy thrills me that we have

End
s

G@AREIED LOOKS — S‘xal?-{iafanse Inslrucli:ir Dagay $Eﬂerln walghes as the class goes thmugh s practics session
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projeet ig part of o federaily fumded ¥ provided for special profects, such usgu;ludes the Mount Tabor, South Tabor,

sEmsimorelund, Foaster-Powed, Wood-
¥elock, Mount Stﬁt%&t’letﬁ and Lents

. Several menths ago, the Outer
provides  cogrdinator for cach of seven,  fer for Urhon Educaiion, for sdministra Sputheast hoard worked thmug,?x {1z

Trevention diviston wanied contruct

WATL‘H%”%JE. — instructor Dave %arﬁa oversees Laya Fmtfedge and Dabbia
Taylor practics self-defenss skifs karned in Soulteast Portland class.

bad the response, mpedni]j at this tme
of yeur*

A committee from the area ditlzens
board is working oo fsnding for more
¢lasses and studying the possibility of

printing o broclwre 1o expluin the pro-

gram, she said.

. Althoezh B st bay some “seed
money,” the board wonls Lo estebiish
sourzes of ommunity Iundmg for the
day thzi the federnl grunt is gooe, she
expinined.

“We want i keap the clogses free
50 lhat anyone could atlend, ond we'd
like t be sble 1o provide child care,
which we gan't right now,™ Mrs. Cre-
swith said,

Although the courss is intended for
Guter Southeast swomen, Some are cum-
ing {rom other parts of the metropalitan
aren, she soid.

“It shows that peepls wre 50 Inter-
ested that they will drive n long dis-
Lanee to attend,” she said, .

(o
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‘By JAMET GOETZE
&t Tha Sregenian slaff

4

7 Using a hond press and the time of
~“fix volunteers, the Southwest Nelgh-
~borhoods Agalnst Crime saved gt Jeost
81,400 Inst week In printing 4,000 rib-
shons for an educational project that will
:ii}egﬁrz next month,

~. The project, to he conductsd
“through 14 Southwest private and pub-

He schools, is almed at educating chil-
--dren about the costs of vandalism. "~
' Property destruction and deface-
ment have been identified a5 a major’
crime problem in Southwest neighbora

‘hopds, according fo Delt Taylor, presi-

dent of the -Jackson- Community As-
seclatlon end & member of her area’s

,Nelghborboods Against Crime hoard.
= Much of the vandallsm is committed
by children and youth unmindful of the'

‘public and private ¢osts of destructive

*eets, she said, o

. Vandalism cost the natlon's public

‘schools more than $600 million during

‘the 1977-78 school year, the group’s

-research |ndicates. ‘

., Last year in Portiand, the schoo! dis-
ttrict spent 3200,000 on repair costs that
"inéluded replacing roken windows and

removing graffitl from walls,

The figures don't includs damage to

husinesses or to such public property &3
‘parks, bridges and waterwzys, the con
_mittee noted. :

Working with the school gistrict’s

Aren | administrators, the Police Bu-

regu's crime prevention division, and .

SOLV (Stop Oregon Lifter and Vandal-.
ism), the neighborhood group will pro.
vide maferials for teachers {o use jn
classroom projects, Mrs. Taylor said.
The materials are designed for chil
dren in kindergarten through sixth
grade, the years when the message
about property destruction might most
firmly toke root, she said. :

The week of anti-vandalism educa-
tion will climax in a poster contest, in
wiich children use pictures and rhymes
to communicsie anti-vandalismn  mes-
capas, she suir.

FIGHTING CRIME — Six members of Southwest Nelgh-
borhcods Against Crime — Larry Day {from left), Alvce

That’s where the ribbons printed
with the hand press will come in,

They will be given to youngsters
participating in the poster contest so
they can be identified as “Junfor Crime
Fighters," Mrs. Taylor said,

Other prizes, donated by business
people from all over the city, will be
given to top school winners, she added.

When the neighborhood committes
begun pricing the printing of ribbons,

they learned the cost would be around

£1,500, Mrs. Taylor said, 4

“Frankly, our budget couldn’t han-

die thet,” she said.

But the Multnomah Art Center, -

where the group usually meets, had a
hand prese that has been city property
since the 1930s, she seid;

So the group decided to do iy own
printing, at a cost of abput $80, she
seid.

The Nuighborhoods Against Orime
board will ask teachers o comment on

Dingler, Dell Taylor, Joy Stricker, frene Sparks and Bob
Sparks — make ribbons for an anti-crime project,

the informetion packet 5o It can be re-
féggd for later citywide use, Mrs, Taylor
said,

“We're in the talking st‘ags for &
progrent for middie schools,” she said.
“1 think that will gp easler, because we
will know more from our experience in
this program.”

She sdded that SOLV is exploring
the possibility of teking ant-vandalism
gducstions] programs fo schools
throughout the stets,

TR T e
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- By LEE ?ERLM&.?Q

PORTLAND — Alter two weeks on mé.a: fab, Bl
Knudsen's gautious -assessment of his role as

- eitywide couvrdinator of the -Neighborhoods

Against Crime program is lo make & successid

© ventureg more visible and more Rermanent,
Knuidsen's predecessor, John Wernaken, res-.

igned as conrdinator of the $Z45,000 community-

© hased program, funded by the federal! Law En-

- forgement Assisisree Administration, in lale Aw
T omast. In {he meantime, geerall cwrﬁinaimn of the -

program has been handled by volunteers from the -

progrant's poliey board, Individual ares eoor
ciln::amm, hired by and answernbie 1o ciiizen
boards in each of seven geographic areas of Fﬁ}ﬁ»

" land, were or their own.

Knudsen feels the program has weathered the '
hiatus well. “The area ecordinators have
functioned well without a program coordinator,
and have become more of @ tgam than they were
Before,” helold The Community Press. ] have very-
little question nhout the staM 'm stil] gelling o
know Lhelr individual strengths and weaknesses,
bt I'm not making any snup judgments In saying
thist as & grotip they're a very high gualiy group of
people. 1 don’l think ony of them, upon gradualing

rom high sehool, decided to pursue grimg preven-

tian a5 a lifolime career, but they ate ali commitied
o pitizen invelvement and community develop-

- ent v
This (its in wellwilh Knudsen'sownobjectives ol |

making community erime preveniion in Portland
an ongeing activity, rather than just a one-time
experiment,

"We have an excellent opportunity hem in Port-

" land o plug into the city's existing neighberheod -
assotiation nebwark”™ he said. I realize that erime -

provention isnt a particularly slimuisting fopic
unless there's a crisis of some kingd, but I'd lke o
make i 2 regular part o{‘assacz;ztmﬁ agendns %ﬁm
Fanb-use and fraffie are)”

&

s b v e aiai

© Ant %-cg me mos‘d ﬂaw

Medal man |

[——
t

szdseﬂ saig he is aware that such Gwnzzm .

i.mns pan expect (o see o reductien in olty funding
fortheiractivilies but he adds, “I may be natve, but

1 think neighborhaod sssocintions have a ife of -

their own oulside the Oice of Neighborhood As-

sociations. The City Council has been very respon-

sive to them, and they've grown to like that”
Knudsen. would also like to promole tha

1o

-
Bm

™

wamg pr@gﬁ’am vis bl@

oy

Maighborhood Watch congept of a mmmumzy
arime provention network, and seg it achieve lhe -

same vistbility and popularily 4s the more indj- | S

vidualstie rape prevention and persounl salety o

classes, Further, be would like to see Posilond take |y i

advaniage of some of the pramatmnal 2i.chmques
and visual aids developed in other cilies, such a5
tha. earioon characker Cr ima Dop.

T W A T I ey

Staff Sgi’ Allen V
Reuse, son of Mr, and
Mrs, Rebert L. House,
BO1Z 8w Ruby Terrsce,
Fortland, recently was
presented the Army
Commendation Meoul ae
Fort Lewis, Wash,

_The meda} was’
awarded for meritorious
service. Sueh service
can be over an axtended
period of thme or lorout-
standing achigvemen) in
a single situation, The
recipient must have de-
mongirated skilly and
dedication far above the
averuge.

flouse reeeived Lhe
award while nssigned as
an intelligenee seegeant
with the 6th Infantry.
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:nti-crime
tips exieﬂd@d
by workshop

downtown apartment residents and
.- bullding managers is scheduled from 9
" a.m. to noon Tuesday, Jan. 15, in First

Ave, -
Workshop topms wﬂl mclude obser-
~ vation and reporting f suspicious activ-

ty, dealing with panhandlers, locks,
. property engraving and teélephone reas-
gurance programs forelderly persons. .

Downtown Community Association and
Nealghborhoods Against Crime, agcord-
ing to Jill McCarthy, coordinator of the

= ETime-prevention program for North-

west and Downtown Portiand.

*The workshop is the result of &
gengrdal meeting of the Downtown
Community Association,”” Ms.
- McCarthy saild. "'People expressed
- . MAny concerns, and we are covering
those toplics through the workshop,”

Session leaders will Include Officer
Larry Rosson of the Police Bureau's
‘gentral precinet; Lynne Landay, g rape
prevention specialist with the bureau's
‘Crime Prevention Division; and Jim
- Nelson, an elderly programs speciaiist
" with the bureau. :

Others wilt include Michael Stoops,
secretary of the Burnside C{;mmﬁmt?
i:ﬁi.iri{:if and ?ﬁs, McCartiw,

r £ .
- i ERR S S

A crime-prevention workshop for’

Congregatlonal Church 11265w Parlc .

ity, rape prevention and personal safe- -

The session will be sponsored by the

R

1
1

.®







8
Ay

1
I

o
B

Child safefiy\\ < B
focus of mest N@:gh borhood calendar

1\w *x

e Eu{:reasng persenal sareis and the
proteetian of children will be discussed
by the Richmond Neighborhood As-
5ocnatlon at 7:30 p.m. Tuesday, Jan, 22,
In Edwards School, 1715 S5.E. 32nd
P}ace

. Representatives of the Port!and Po-
Iaca Bureau, Muttnpmah County Health
Division and the state Youth and Family
-Sérvices Division will attend the meet-
mg to answer guestions,_said Jean Gor-

Netghﬁcrheods Against Crime program,

*The assorialion pianﬁed the 3éssion

[

Jfollowlag the murder of a 4-year-old

-néighborhood girl, Ruth Ana G’E\Emi

M. Gordon said.
w1« PThe mesting is a m&shanism for
-people to tatk about what happened,

: &Hﬂlﬁu ate their coneerns and formulate -
5

steps to be taken w 1thm the commuxnis

% 13" she szid.

AN

T Those steps, she said, nght include
paremmg tlubs or other support
BEOUPS. : o

.ai

»

? S{z}nns for preschogi chtldr‘en, anj-

jmaliﬁé fitms for ali ages and a trave-.
’ logue on Belgium will be among the

“frpa programs featured st branches of
‘the; Multpomak County Library. this
veea
. Programs, times and §z}t§tmns &re,
Tuesé&? Jan. 22 — Central Library,
‘3@% 5.\, 10th Ave,, stories for ages 3-3,
1 15 a.m.; Central Library, animated
iﬂ'm for a%l 828, 1230 pan, ‘

5 Wednesdzy, Jan. 23 — Albina, 3605
N’E 15th Ave,, stories for ages 3- 5
l[.] J0 a.m, -

1 Thursdaw, Jan, 24 — 8¢, Johns 7510

" N! Charlestor Ave., stories for ages 3-5,

"1t a.m.; Soutawest Hills, 1550 8.W, De-
Switd 51, stories for ages 3-5, 10013 and
lD 4:1 a.m-; Central Library, travelp‘que,

H

Proposals to Improve traffic flow on
Southeast McLowghtin Boulevard will
be outlined before members of the
Moreland Business Assoclation at 2
meeting Thursday, Jan. 24.

" Btaff members of the Metropolitan
Service District will make the presenta-
tion at 1 p.m. in the Bybee-Iilwaukie
branch of the U.S. National Bank of

- Qregon, 7000 5.E. Milwaukie Ave,
don, Inner-Syutheast coordinstor of the -

Other neighborhood meetings this
week {nclude:

" MONDAY

BURNSIDE CONSORTIUM — 7,

p.an. in Baloney Joe's dmp-m center,
321 N.W. Couch St

GUOSE HOLLOW FOOTHILLS
LEAGUE ~ 7:30 p.m. in Ne{ghborhoods

" Wast/Northwest office, 817 N.W. 23rd,

Ave.r discuss planning and zomng pro-

posals,

; Labrag es pﬁaﬁ 'pr@grams

lamd 3pm. ' ’

Friday, Jan 25 — Beimsnt 1038
5.E. 38th Ave., stories for ages 3-5,
16:30 am; Capiioi HHL, 10723 5.W.
Capifol ﬁig%;wa}*, stories for azes 3-5,
10:15 am,; Gregory Heights, 7921 N.E.
Sandy Blyd,, stories for ages 3-5, 13:30
a.m.; Gresham, 410 N, Mais-8t., stories
for ages 3-5, 10015 aau,; Holgate, 7505
S.E. Holgate Blvd., stories for ages 3.5,

10:38 a.m.; Hellywood, 3930 N.E, Han-

‘cotk St., stories for ages 3.5, 10:30 am,;
Midland, 805 S.E, 122nd Ava., stories
for 3-year-olds, 1%:15 a.m., and for 4=
and 5-year-olds, 1045 a.m.; North Port-
land, 512 N, Klllmgswnrth St., stories
for ages 3-5, 10 a.m.; Rockwood 17917
5.E, Stark St,, stories for J-year-olds,
10:15 a.m, and for 4- and -year-olds,
11 am. S

,
’
;j..

NORTH PORTLAND CITIZENS
COMMITTEE BOARD — 7:30 pon. in

-Neigrbors North Qiﬁce, 7508 H, Here» :

ford Ave.

NORTHWEST DISTRICT AS.
SOCIATION ~ 7 p.m. at 2374 N.W.

Pettygrove St.: economic development |
committee will discuss the association’s §.° 5.

blanket sales and APPLE tool bank.

SOQUTHEAST UPLIFT ADVISORY [
BOARD ~ 7:15 p.m, in Southeast Uplift
office, 5224 5.E., Foster Read

'f{}ESDAY

BRIDLEMILE-ROBERT GRAY
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION — 7
p.m. in Southwest Hills lsbrary. 1558
S.W, Dew:ttSr o )

. KING IMPR()VEWIENT ASS0CIA-
TION — 7:30+ p.m. in King Neighbor-
ht}cd Faciiity, 4315 N E. Seventh Ave

LAIR HILL DISTRICT ADVISORY
COUNCIL - 7 p.m. at Walsh Construc-
tion Co., 3013 5.W, First Ave. review
nelghborhood construction guidelines;
plan poll to assess neighborhood inter-

. est in historic district designation.

LAURELHURST NEIGHBORMOOD o
ASSOQCIATION — 7:30 pm. in All &
Saints Roman Catholic Church hall, §
3847 N.E. Glisan 8t.: elact officers; hear }
Jogn Smith, city planning commission §
chairman, discuss proposed comprehen- |
siveplan, | ‘

NOR’E‘HWES‘F DIS’I‘RiCT AS-
SOCIATION BOARD — 5453 p.m. in
Neighborhoods West/Northwast affice,
B17NW, 23rd Ave.

- WEDNESDAY

BURNSIDE CONSORTIUM — 7] '}
601 Wl

p.an. in Downtown Chapel,
Burnside St.: annual meeting.
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Dinner Dance Celebration

A sumptucuy meal, dancing to "live® music, a shot at alﬁj,ﬁaﬂ cagh prize and an evening fiiled with
good fellowshnio are promised at the St. Thomas More Dinrer Dance on February (6. The Sherzton~Lloyd
Center lgcatlon guaranteas gocd Tood and convivial surrdund?nqs! Sponsared by the School Board as

one of only two major fund ralsing efforts this year, the Dinner-Dance proceeds wi{i! he dedicated to
the suppert of our Parish's educationafi-efforts. Tickets are limited. Be sure to take this opportumity
to evidence your support and to join together Tor a rousing good time! Tickets are priceg a2t $100

per coupls and Include admisslon, two dinners and one chance at the prize, Dress for the oceasfon has
been described 23 "gressy, hut not formai.® For tickets and informatlon cali: Rita and Andy Plnkowski,
{2h6-27661 1 Joanne and Kike MoMorine, (244-2220)¢ Christine and Bernle Seitz, (297-4646}1 and Rosemary
and Dick Dewlotz, (292-1313),

Poster Contests S o

The U, 3. Post Office "Mall Eariy” Poster Contest mas held In December Tor grades 4-5.6, Cur congrat-
utations to all those who participated, and especially to Chrissy Pests, who received an Honorable
wentien for ner entry, and to Kathy Weigel, whn was the Portiand Metrooolltan Ares ¥inner!

Tre South ket Heighborhiood Against Crime organization has held {ts Crime Preventiyn Paster Contest.

ot B Y

Congratubations 1o winnérs and participants from the following gradges:
Grage 1: Brian Joycey Grade 23 David McCaffery: Division -2 winngr: Anne Marie Slivinsxl
Grade 3 John Farrap Grasde 4: Kate Doeneyy Division 3I-% winner: Matt Gorman .

Grade 3: Amy Petrone; Grade 6: T. J. Bauer; Division $-6 winmer: Mati Kutter
Postera of ihe Bivigion Wlaners wiil be displayed at City Hail,

Combined Liturgy

wednezcay, Februsry 6, {a the scheduled date for the first South West Farlshes Catholic School
Compined Liturgy, to be celebrated at the Cathedral at 7:30 F. M. WMags will be con-celebrated by
Bishop Naldschmidt and 21l the avalianle parish pastors and priesis. S1, Thamas Mere grades one,
_iwo and three wil| nelp tead the Entrance Song. Each school will have @ family deliver 3 repre-
sentatlve offering from its parish, Everyone lg encouraged to altend.

.

Heart 'O Our Hart

gheeyl Hart gentrously glven her time snd argenlzationsl akills 1o Iwip coorcinate the serivitios
af volunteers necdsd for next wchoo! year. Those who may be ol 1ling io selp out by beinges room
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' K. . -:: ﬁy L% PERLMAN 7 . ;;‘ : .’ " -4 pantwill recelveawmfgﬁﬁgjnciﬁg ﬁ"i?&l:kzirgﬁie
e - o 0. outefCrime” ‘transparencyto iron on thelrT-shirts.. "
MAPLEWOOD - "i’he pfizewinners wor't be -, Cl2ssroom winners will recelve a blue ribben, The:
known for a few days, but as'far as Maplewood ”_42 winners representing each school's kindergar- |
: ten through second grade, third through fourth and

School is concerned, the St}uthwest Portland, .
Neighborhoods Against Crime program s antz- s fifth ﬂqmugh szxih div{smna w"'ﬂ mcewe Specml

erime paster eontest is a winnersto 1y
¥ or, the past weel, ‘chlldren at Mapievfgcd aa
each of the otfer public and pnvate school ip

prizes:' I:‘eb 9 at Alpenrose Dalry from (.“1;:)111}!113;l :
sioner Charles Jordan and Chief Bruce Baker

_ That they have dona. with a vengeance, “All staff
¥ members wore an article of clothing with the con-
test logo thmughout the week " satd 0 Dell

Bouthwest Portland have been receiving iessuns
on erimé and vandalism from their teachers, ut111z~
ing material assembled by ‘I‘erw MeGill ofthe Port- i
land Police Bureau's erime prevention division. §
During the latter part of the week, students have
put their lessons to work' des1gmng posters that
tlustrate the anti-crime, anti-vandalism message. &
I‘he posters are now bem;z ]udged by volunteers 2

zj : ;
Posier q;onte?tt,
. »{“,f, ;m,g 1

- SW PORTMND 3’? Southwest Portland school
'. chlldmn mcewed thelr reward Feb, 2 arAlpenrose
. Dairy for havmg 1earned and exex:uted a iessan in
good eitjzerfship. . Y :
- . :The lessgns, were provided by the S{mt%zwesﬁ
1 Neighborhogods Against Crime ;xrggram, the Port:

. duced inth the school curriculfim during the Iast
s' -week in January, The students were then asked to

- design posters to illustrate theye lessons. PR

*1 The prémwmmm selected {mm more than3 00
emmes b:sf the Metro West 31mm ‘Women's Club,
‘were Anéy Compf, Brenda Streimer and Ashlelgh
Wahi “of Bridlemile School, Erin Callison, Scott

Cullen and Geno ﬁahman{:f of.Capitol Hill, Ryan .
"Helm, Aaron Starr and Kelly Flanagan of Robert ’
{}ray, Steward Kitayama, Julie Watson and Rich |
" Eisenhpwer of Hayhurs!, Jessica Lee; Camille !

- Davis ‘and Jennifer Slovick of Maplewood, R.C.

. Washburn of Markham, Derek Sieles, Jennifer _

. Cole and Baxter Moarhouse of Mary Rieke,
¢ Jeanine Marie Potts,
Mills of 81, Calre, I\evm Bleekmann, Glenn Gaidos
and Marvin Hickey of $L John Fisher, Matt Kutter,
. # Matt Gorman'and Adne Marie Glivinski of St.

.

b e

b
3

Stephen W\lhlte and Fred Squxms of Stevenson

E Beliman of Terwzihger.

the publicland private schools of Soui%awest Port---.
land, Material on erime and vaxzdaigsm was intre--

];:Iame Wilson and Bridget 5

Themas More, Chris Delss. Aaron Leslie and Sean ;
S!.ruckmmm fo[‘ Gegrge Smith, Eric Arterbury, )

. +The young winners, Wém had &émady ra{:m%{i

~dictionaries asthe champs of their elassrooms, re-

- pelved posters from Nike Shoes and gifi certifi- ;
-eates from’ Burger King. Kindergarten through .
} 3 "second grade winners alse received pocket cal-

suiand Policé: Bureaw's crime prevention unit ang - ‘tuldtors, while third through sixth graders won
‘zemeras. Presentdtion of the awards was made hy:
Alyce Dingler, Southwest Neighborhoods Against ¢

- section 1 ~Page 3 1" -

Crime coordinator, Dell Taylor and Larry Day of

‘Southwest Neighborhood Information, commis-

sioner Charies Jerdan 3an pal:ce ch:ef‘ Bruce ;

- Baker. PN ¢

. “As the kids go so go mom, riad gtandma and |
grandpa,” saxd Jcrdan. L ‘ .
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-=ass center for the 8%,
ot wing will ha added

.

By JANETGOETZE .~ . ..°.. ~  Gray, Hayhurst, Maplewoed, Markham,
of The Orogontenslelf ~ - 0 L Smith, Stephenson, Terwilliger, Mary

i With crayons. and paint brushes, Rieke, West Hills, 8t Clare, 5t. Thomas
-more than 3,500 Southwest Portland More and St. John Fisher, o
4 . school children will begin fighting van- . The judging will’ be, organized in

: _da%asm thas_ week. v s, three divisions: kindergarten threugh

o The_ kindergarten- through sixth - second grads, grades d-+ and grades

SRt grades in 14 public and private schoolz- 6. . L e ! .
- will learn about the costs of destrdedve © -, The thwee fivision winners lrom

ncts and students will design their own each participating schoot will receive ’
posters to. carry” anti-vandalism mes- . prizes of calculators ond cameras. o’
BAGES, o L nated by Portland businesses, during a
- The. project, in cooperatiion with . party Feb.§ at Alpenrose Dairy.
public and parochial schools, s spon- " City Commisgioner Charles Jordan ™
sored by the Southwest Neighborhoods =~ and Police Chief Bruce Baker wiil at--'

Against_Crime_and 11 commuaity - “tend the festlvities with the winners =

groups. . . 4o - " and their parents, said Alyce Dingler,

,E i

The ¢rimé-prevention program, sup-. * coordinator of the Southwest Neighbor- -2
ported by & federal Law Enforcement . hoods Against Crime. " 07 ©
Assisinnce Administration grant,-also . - The Southwest Community Rela- ..
had the help of the Portland Police Bu- - tions Team of Patific Northwest Bell -~
reau’s crime prevention division in de-; will -prepare winning posters for dis- .. -
signing the teaching materials, accord- “play in City Hall during the month of
ing to Dell Taylor, a project volunteer. . March. o o ;
Lo ] ;i;:_:' " tryer. .and -
... ‘Bevera! local businesses and SOLV {? ﬁ?ﬁﬂtg iﬁgs‘fﬁi@féj 2:;{;?5 ;::d
{Stop’ OregonLitter and Vandalism) o i ’ in’
; = .-rtheir parents is scheduled for Feb. 27 in
3‘13:?[& supported the endeavor, and SOLV City Hall, Mrs. Dingler said, )
will study it for possible statemdg.?sa, .+ The Seuthwest neighborhoeds are

Mrs_._Tayiﬁrlsaid. W ooedn s 7 hoping to make the anti-vandalism edu-

7

r.

_The ‘projéct is:designed to educate  cational project and poster contest an
children about. what constitutes vandal-- annual event, Mrs, Taylor sald. = & = *3

'

{

1
L

1

i
ism and how it affects individual people-.” " “Vandalism isn't something yowcan |
as well as the public and private pock.. asseks outright,” she said. “1t takes a 3
v : ' I

|

¥

H

)

+

i

1

¥

4

3

-etbooks, Mrs. Taylorsaid. ~ '~ period of time before we will see re-
By designing posters, the youngsters - Usults” N < AN
will have Incentive to think about the ¢ Il we can educate an entife age

3 - -

problems of vandalism, she sald.f s+ level about the problems and costs of .
JThe posters themselves will reip--u vandalism, then there should be some:
force the message within the schools - -eventual resultg,tshesaid. Lt % s

and in local businesses that have offered <.¢" 1f vandallsm was eliminated, the na-. 3
todisplay them, shesaid. .o 3:>¢dtion’s public schoals could save the 5600
Ribbons and prizes will be awarded * million spent. for clean-up and repaiis i {
for top designs in each classroony and iz -during the 1977-78 school year, she pot- 11
¢ each school - edad SR ed, . ) ERTRE O
3 - Parenpsteacher -groups will arrange s That prics lag, national Ogures Ll -
the judging In parochial schools and the . cate, J3 mors then Was spect for texis .
Metro-West Junior Women's Club has®  books. ’ .
assumed the daty for public schools, . Portland public schools spent
Mre. Tayloe sekb s - oo, oo o0 oo, $300,000 on repairs last year, and rmost .

Tha drhnnks rnected fo Darticipets * of that is reckoned a3 the cost ofivan ¢

™
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By JANET GOETZE
ol Tho Cragaaian yigi
s “Toke A Bite Out of Crlme” the
tzncher's smock read as fifth-graders ot
. Maplewprd Scheol pui {lnishing
- - toushes on natl-vandallsm pasters.
- The teacher's slogun 15 part of a na.
tlonal pnti-crime program, aed the post-
© erg are part of a Southwest Portlang |
project to etieate children lo linder-
gurten through gath grade about vanp-
dallsm and its costs,
On Saturday, Feb. 8, more than 40
voungsiers gelected as divisien winners

in a poster-meking contost will atiepd

an ce cream parcy at Alpenrise Dairy
and recelve prizes from Cliy Commis
stoner Chasles Josdas and Pollce Chisf
Sruce Boker.
The antl-vandalizm profect hos been
integraied Into language 2715, soclef 35
* dies and art classes at 14 Southwest
scheols theough the clforts of the
Southweast Meiphborkoods Agpinst
“Crime, public ang parcchlal school ad-

misisirators and the Police Bureau's "'1

crime prevention division.
“rhe children werg amazed ol bew
Couch vandatism dpgie,” said Normm
Sorenson, & [ifth-grede u,uch::r ut Ma.
Mewood
Last };Eur‘ the Portland School Dis-
trlet speni $300,00D for repairs, mostly
{or samage attrihuted o vandalism, ac-
cording o mteriad |e isaching prokets
deveinpad by the coime preveptlon dlvi-

e, .

“Wa ialked about olher ways we
could use tiat meney,” Mrs. Sorensoe
aaid.

Har [ith-graders spggested thal Lhe,
jupds cowld poy for feid trips, T
roem saEpmant, another teacher in U2
tliging, Leacher vides and more Wkﬁ
2 for the Hbrary,

In using ihe srime-preventon mm'
flals, Mrs. Sorenssn soiy, the stidents
_ ealled uhopi laws oo ket Uy protec
guiely as well as specific acts of van
daslsm, such o5 litoring, writhg on

valls, wladow-prenking and Bther

SOUTHWEST HEICHEORUOODS AGAINST CHIME™

 JURICR CRAVE FIGATER
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Property damags,

They siudied the generat altributes
of pasters 45 o Drt preject before dovel-
sping Individuel desiges sod siogans,
she golt -

Jrhe students' posters, hong e e
sehoot aliwave, balp reinforce the mes-
suze npalnst vandalisn,

/ “Teo much vandziism isn't nice st

MEGSAGE DISPLAYEC — Antl-crime posters com.
ploted by Maglewood Sehoel stutlanls sre bung in hsll-

o, ong young arilst wrolt as the eap-
Hen for her creation. .

“Windows Cost Money,” amsther
daeinree beneath a ¢rawing of a school-
house.

+ "Lock things,” one youngsler sug-
gposted, whils naother drew 3 pleture of
a fofled robber Tucng & “Repvy Sofe”
neneath the capfon, “Protect Jewels [n

'ﬂSuta S

ways al sche{ﬁ io relnigres the message against praper
iy damepge and othsr arimes, '

{One young ar’ust ehowed Lhmt f‘ut-
geor lights &ad 8 barking dog can help
prevent crime In & poster titled “Light
Up Your Way To Safety.”

O Feb, 27, Jordan will eificiste at 2
ceremangy In Clty Hall where each
sthool’s bost posters wil] be displayed
through March,

P







STRA GHT L!NES — Mchaei Pysz~
Lka, flfth.grader at Mapiewood
" School, works on poster as part of
* anti-vandalism educational program

being conducted in 14 Southwest
. achools. Local busingsses, school

. personnel and neighborhood leaders

are cooperating on project.

WIN;
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e : COLORFUL GREATION — Kurt
GRIME FIGHTERS — "Take A B;‘te Out of Cﬂme“ reads teacher Nnrma “Dahlke uses colored pens to letter

" Sorenson’s smock as she heips fifth graders at Maplewood School complete  his anti-vandallsm poster. Divisional

o

i
P

posters for a.project involving 14 Bouthwest Fortland schools. Children in - winners from 14 Scuthwest schools
kintﬁergaﬁea through sixth grade are lsarning what acts constitule vandaf wiill have thelr posters displayed in
ism and what they cost soclely and indl ividuals. ity Hall during of March,
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halls

By JOYCE BOLES

Pity the poor dise jockey who got his public
halls mixed up the other morning on KEFHM, The
next game of the Portland Winter Hawks, the hoe-
keyteam would be “tonightin Civic Auditorium”
: e said the hapless fellow
over the air to thousands
% of listeners, While flying
hockey pucks would no
: doubt add the coveted
LoiEsehaks “distressed” look to the
auditorium’s paneling,
plans for what to do with
the hall’s seats and cur-
tain are yel to be an-
{nounced. ' :
= Anti-vandalism post-
. ers will deck City Hall
- later this month now that

the winners have been
chasemn a contest sponsored for young persons
by the Southwest Neighborhood Coalition. Cem-
missioyer Charles Jordan, Police Chief Baker, -
and members of a local kazoo band celebrated
the effort.
A hright sunny day axded in the St igna&zus
" Churclys annual spaghetti feed Sunday. Several
hundred persons showed up ta eat the tratip
tional fare.

Butthe sunny day worked agamst the Portland
Chamber Orchesira, whose concert at the art
musenn drew abaat 150 persons. However, no
harm dane. Most tickets go by the seaspn and are
paidwhetherornot anyene si‘mwsap towarm the
seats, - . - ,
~ Sullivan’s Gulch,: an ‘area how deﬁne{i as be»

' tween the Banlield a.nd Broadway, will no doubt be
kickingup one of the larger fusses about the prop-
osed Portland comprehensive plan. Seems the

plan wants the area to throw outadisproportionate. .
;;amnuumftha hlgh density housingzone and putin ~.° ~

“commercial zoning at the behest of Lloyd Center.
‘We haven't heard the last of this one.

0y’
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UESDAY

R ¢ TIME AGAINST CRIME
. Northwest Asea Neighborhoods |
Self-defense taught N o e
' ciass in self-defense
- A three-week c?ass in self-defense for women focusing on
for women wil begin Tuesday, Feb. 26, confdence-bullding skills, street-
at the Metropolitan Learning Center, Aghting techniques, and general
2033 N.W. Glisan St., under sponsorship . awareness for survival. The class
of the Northwest area Neégizimhaods will be held on Tuesday evering
,Agafnst Crime. /{ 1$ 0 from 6:30.to %30 pm. starting
.. , gr@ﬁﬂfﬂ” “Q 1 Feb, 26, and will run for three
s e = 3 weeks al the Metropolitan Leam-

ing Center, 2033 NW (Glisan.
Women of all ages are encouraged
to attend. To pre-register and for
fus*thez‘lnfomhor} call 22&7233

- i . e i ity
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W@rkého?p
targets drugs

A workshop on “The Impact- of -

Drugs on Black and Poverty Com-

. munities,”” will be held Saturday, .
- February 23rd from 10-4 P.M. at

the King Neighborhood Facility,

4815 NE 7th, . . .
Robert Phillips, Chairperson of

the Northeast Police Preginct Coun-

cil is one of the featured speakers at

the gathering. He will be talking on
the history of drugs and alcohol
abuse in Black and poor families,
Also speakers from the Portland
Police Special Investigation
Division and the House of Exodus
will be hosting presentations. Ad-
ditional speakers from drug and
family counseling agencies as well as
churches will also be available.

Lt., Tom Potter of the Crime
Prevention Division and Sharon
McCormick, Inner Ne Neigh-
borhood Against Crime Coor-
dinator, will also be present to falk
about crime prevention issues
related to drug use,

Anyone wishing to sign up for
pre-registration should coniact
Sharon McCormick at 287-3692,
The workshop - registration is
scheduled from 9 10 10 AM., on
Saturday, and there is no workshop
charge, Lunch will be provided as a

courtesy of the Portland Police
. Bureau Crime Prevention Division,

%Wb OBSERVER, a/zg/ g0







TS
“fagions

-8 sug
E o gt H
== Pyities
{onls in
¢ church
1,

re

. 1TAn
4 mended
== ol the
d and
L pitrk,
Hired an
“me up
ied to

et of o

t3 retain
f=eratown
11t plan.
. by the
ter this

¢ wanted
¢« alcohol

a0 carry
T, any
v, more

s“ht itis

tmrnev’

v | forbid
wen heer

Hsston-

fr.said the
rinking
without
rrilies like
that there
| ‘aining
of them

sumended

LPCessary
aent of
WS,

fr roement

lemeanoes
Th ’I‘U
stion, 2

i ving the

o0 from
“ty Code
n these

wnd David
‘‘‘‘‘ st that

gffﬁ'ﬁh(ﬁ
: ]1aVL’ had

gl e v

Ty e

Kt wp o e

e
She L y
T g, R, 4
ke,
f B

e

X . P
. N A
- 7"”:

carhy chengy

e, de

Bt P

PRESICRTRSRPIN. VY. XS PR gt .
b i

- -

ﬁ;,‘

S rw v

- m -

\ ORI WML
mﬂw@%‘u \-mm’ sif .nr}»; i ,“’gfy-?‘{:ﬂ?‘:w

S .
. Rl
r‘qwn'_u"}!n 3 L
EE R A

g m‘rvnw“"“

R R R

A e
e ;

PR N

relatively few incidents of serious crime. .

{This was noted by members of the task
force) Why, then, are laws against
minor afinses so often unenforced?

Tuke he hauor law, for instance, as
it apphics to the parks, **Why, the kids
all ask, ™ says Gepson, “'do the people
who go to the shows in Washingon
Park drink wine without o permit, while
nobody without a permit can drink wine
in the Seuth Park Blocks?"” To defy the
law, they I up coke botles and hide
them iy paper bags. When a girl hides 2
boule under her skire, Geplord asks:
**Whart an an officer do?’

Although drug abuse poes on night
and dity m the park, "*Very rarely have
we donsd them passing  dangerous
drugs,” * says Officer Roger Heddiger.
“One-aday vitamins and even small

Lits of pressboard passing for hash have |

tuened upin the fab.*”

The rasons for some park laws are
difficult 10 understandd, It is lawful @
steep oriche grass but dgainst the law o
sleep ors bench, And, says Schwab, it
is agairgt the law to sit on any fence
surrauring a park. She cites this as the
reason or the removal of the seats
foroerl y attached 1o the brick wall by
the drinicing fountain on Salmen and
Park. The wall is now used for a seat
and is sddom without a sitter. Unfor-
tunately, people are prone to sleep
where they feel the most comfortable
and loit «r whers thoy plesse,

Two miner offenses have become 2
mujor i sve; yrination and defecation,
This ocaers not only in the park but
even mure often in the Sculpture Park
by the Museum School. The proposal to
put rostrooms in the park has beepn
questionsd on two counts: the cost of
mainterunce ind the possible misuse by

sex offenders. Street people we not-
. encouraged te use the public rest rooms -

in the surrounding area.

The only

" recourse to date is to drive the offenders

from the park. Members of the horse
patrol, when on duty, have been able to
keep this situation under control. They
can see farther and get there faster to
prevent an incident than either the foot

. patrdor the prowl‘tars,

s

Horge patrof

Many letters of appreciation for the
horse patrol have come in to the Police
Bureau; and Lincola Reed, minister of
the First Congregational Church, at SW

. 11th and Park, says: '"All sorts and

conditions of people are using the Park
Blocks now compared to a year ago, |
rejoice in that, end I aetribute this in

* large part to police presenca, first zn

officer and now the mounted patrol, T do
think a bad ¢rowd drives out z good
crowd.””

Mot only did people begin to feel safer

with the advent of the horse patrol but, -
. with g horse to break the ice, they beg:m

ta be more aware of each ather.

‘Geplord rells me of twoy women who
had stopped to admire the horses. They
had lived for some time in the same
apartment but had never spoken, After
a chat with the horse patral, they
walked off together, no longer stran

gers. .
“Cormmunication,”” says Geplord,
*'is 90 per cent of the problem on the

 South Park Blocks.””

The beginning of communication
may also be the start of sammhmg
better for the Park Blocks,

Already crime figures for the area arg

improving, While arrests {or possession

e et e s AL 4 A e e T T L g s

nearly doubled from 1978 w 1979,
assaults were down in 1979 to about
half the 1978 figures, according to

B%fwwﬂw
1: the past few months, residents of £

the area have met with members of the
Police Bureau's Central Precinet Crime ;
Prevention Unit in an effort to organize -
crimu-prevention meetings in the vari-
ous apartment comnplexes, After a re- |
cent fatal shooting in Front of Jeanne 3
Manor, residents there worked out a
whistle-alert-and-response system.
MNangy Cunpingham vic
the Downtown Community Associa-
tion, is helping other buildings o or

ganize similar efforts,
““if addition, the Portland City Coun-
¢il’s recent approval of the AX apart-
ment zone development plan, which
will encourage apartment construction
in the area, also signals a go-ahead on
city-subsidized amenities such as land-
scaping and street improvernents for the
arez. Although Schwab criticized the
improvement projects as dangling a
“carrat’’ for high-income developers
who don't need encouragement to
build, last week she said she is not
worried about displacernent of moder-
ate-incarne housing from the area. 'l
just want to make sure we don’t do it all
up for high-income housing,”” she said,
“*If the city is going to be putting in
money for 2 carrot, we should be Lssizzg
it to bring in moderatg-income people.’
Regardless of the kind of development
encoyraged, the plan will make a
- significant difference in combatting the
problems that have plagued the South
Park Blocks in the past, said 5chws§
- **We see that with parks all over,”’ she
added. **The hffavmr Lhey are used the
safer they are.

]Dy Frederi e
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Number 43 Friday, Fehruary 29, 1980

by ANNE DONELSON

SEPTEMBER: A woman Is
violently raped and beatenin her
Montgomery CL apartment, She
s lefl partially paralyzed and
ernationally damaged.

JANUARY: A man s shot while
pursiing a robber, He diesin the
park blocks.

FFBRUARY: Three men accost
a man  and demand hiswallet,
He resists; they slash his throat.

Scenarios such as these are
disturbing studentis and area
residents alike, The park blocks,
from W Salmon 10 PSU, tranquil
and scenic during the day, at
aight are virually deserted,

what began as a class project
for one PSU student has snow-
balied as a proposed “escort
service”  and  has  attracted
widespresd suppornt, :

- Kathy Edgecomb, night stu-
dent at 25U, founded the service
with live athers (o combat the
increasing  vulnerability of
siudents  and  older residents
around campus after dark. in-
tended as an"action project” for
a speech class, the service has
garnered support from both stu.
dent and communily agencies.

“We're more or less Irying 10
raise the awareness of people,”
said Edgecomb,

A preliminary  planning
meeting on Feb, 20 was attended
by represenigtives of various
concerns  interested  In ime
proving securily on campus and
in outlying areas. A P55
newsletler reporter, a campus
security officer and a Portland

Police detective also attended
the meeting.

Edgecombs plan atfirst was an

informal buddy-systern whereln
a “footpool” was loosely:
orgenized at the beginning of
the term. The faculty members
will be asked to read a prepared
staterment and those gaing'in the
same  direction  after  class
towards car or bus would walk
together,

“People can do without a cen-
trally organized system,” said
Edgecomb, "“The impetis has to
come from the siudents. The
professors will read the state-
ment, telling people where the
phones and security are. It'l} take
people getling o know each
other a little in class,”

This_plan was amended by a
regresentativefrom _the NW
Neighborhoods office, Jill_Mc-
Caithy, McCarthy, working with
The Uowntown Communily

“Asgociatign, wanted to set up an
Tscort service for the downtown
area {olfically incuding (e park
blocks and PSU campush She s
Thadaling her plan loosely aftera
similar one wel up i the
northwest section of Pordand
alter a series of rapes sparked
community concern and actian

1 want to formalize the
program. The interest {inthe MW
priviect) kind of dwindled, so i
want to take advantage of
volunteers and make people
realize this is a serious commit-
ment,” Edgecomb said,

The service began to take
shape with the participation of a
third factor—a local fraternity

Lt

b
<
-

e+

oo 7

+

L B D e

§ S e b Fiee ol

WAIT UNTIL DARK—Park blocks and campus  Fears of many prompted the formation of an

quiet at night with a high incidence of crime,

 housed near campus,

Boh Mok, president of Sigma
Deltz Omega at 15th and Hall,
was approsched by McCarthy a

TR I P -

N

the meeting to see i the group

“could valunteer cscort services

one  night a week 1o area

_residents. The fraternity, locking

escort service to hegin this Monday. File photo. |

far a communily service project,
feftit would be beneficialto both

to volunteer.
{See PSU, page 4) .
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{Continued from page 1)

“We're on far Monday night
for sure, and Tuesday on an

informal basis. IU's an experi- -
~ment, and we hope the other

fraternities will 1ake a night so
eveniually the whole week is
cavared.”

The program as it stands now is
the Monday {and Tuesday night
on volunteer availzbility) from 6~
12, and other evenings on the
“taotponl”  system.  Campus

- security will zlso escort a studenr

berween class and car at night,
depending on their manpower.

& ~UWe try .to emphasize that .
peopie should pairup asmuchas
possible at might,” said John

Waniala, head of Campus Securis

“We have limited people
available for escort services, so
we ry (o emphasize the com-

mon sense things. We welcome,

the escort service.”

The service provides for
residents  and  studemis  from
Burnside 1g the freeways border-

“Ing PSU. Itis availableto menand
women who are way of walking .

anywhere in these perimelers
unescorted, '

ey L -

ah crime ar

@

“We will walk them 1o their
cars, ar hames, or 10 g bus stop
and wail with themn for a bus,”

said Mark, "We can'ispend alot |

of time with them, like go to a
movie, but we can walk them 1o
and {rom one,”

The downtown area, on police

aps encompassing the campus

north 1o Burnside, east o -
Willamette and west to Gouose -

Hollow, is a consistentdy high -

crime area. Those siatistics can

be misleading-~as density of
both commergial and residential
population pushes the statistics
up, they still maintain the same

perceniage as crime in outlylng &« 090 o5waa 5

areas,

The mosi freguent crimeinthe -

rampus fs larceny, followed by
assaull and ¢car break-ins, accor-
ding Lo police demographics for
1979, - - .

Those wishing to use the es-
cort service can call Sigma Delta
Omega on Monday and Tuesday
from & p.m. to midnight at 227-
5720. Interested volunieers ran

contact ldiMeCarihy at 223-3331

:f_—g-;r more infarmation,

Of the theee incidents men-

tioned ar the beginning of the -

article, ne suspects have yet
been {ound,
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Volunicers neéded

“Cleanup lady’ g@fs

call from City Hall

Hy JAMEY GOETZE
o T Qeaganles winl

“Is thls ths cloneing lady?" the cal-
fers ask Dedl Toylen coordlmster of
Fartland's yard cleamyp Snturg? for

_sunlor citixens aod the handicap

*Yas, I'm the one,” she says chees

" tuliy from 8 bk ro0m fn the maver's

alflce, where she hos rocelved absul
344 telephone ontls from persons unable

“ig glear Junaary's storm debeis from
-thelr yards.

Mra, Taylor, 8 Southwest peighbor.
ir{ ‘ender who bas boen thpped belore
Clty Hall neaded somsone with
savey to 0 o short-ferm loby, was colled
b fust month after cHy staff rernived
dorens of ¢8lis for help.

Bersuse of gkt oty dudpets, Moyor
Connle Mclreudy decided (o rz’zm%ml
voluntoprs to do Lhe job,

el hes & proven lrack record,

~demonsiraied  orgsalantionat - gbilitles

and she's worksd wBh commuelty

- folks " sold Patll Ineobsen, coordingler

of Forjiond’s Offize of Helphborhopd

v+ Agsoclations, wha recommended Mrs,
7 Fayior as clennap stratepist.

Hrs, Tavlor & presideet of the Jadk.
gon Melghborhood Associniion and
beiped orpenize ber arew’s neighhor.

' haed conliion, Soathwest Nalghher-

heod Inlormation Inc

She directod 2 progrom of aotlevim.

-dnlism education n Southwest schotls

and serves on s sifywilie Neighbor

hoads Agalust Crime policy bourd,

She nise hos served on fhe city's
‘varlonce committer, bodget ndvlsory
committens, the Oflies of MNeighborhood
Associniions review somnmities and the
Munllnpmoh Sckoof Reuse Taszk Force

She olsd has been on auctioneer, fin
sritigues stores snd once hedped operale
o 72 0BR-scre castle snuch iy Cosads,

{F 3h she seld she wonlde't want to
B0 Ine lntter agoin,

She has wurked In the moyor's of-
Her it the past when city of fleinds need-
g brochures or pamphlets o7 specinl
evems.

.

*Ihls is even my old desk,” she said,
patting the dark wood covcred w::h
aftes fom ielephons codls.

Her meler conrers aow Is Esﬁfisg e’

2ot more trucks donated for the debrls
pitkup on Socurday, and able bod%aa 1
11 ths trucks.

Sha sgld, however, that the jsh of
getting the debris stacked up on rarhi
135 beep golng well &

“We're dowa fo doout 35 o'

yeards oeedlng it stecked, and Pvepet it
figured oul how that with be dons"she
satd, We've gxst 1o nove i, dona tsy
Thursdsy evening.”

Southenst Portlesd, from 44th Ave:
aile esst 1 the clfy Umlis was Baidest
nlt by the lze and smpw the? bowed
boghes pod coaolied tree nths, 3

“The Mutro East éaycees hive bien
doing & fantastle Job cieaniog ap !zz at
afes,”™ she suid,

Sﬁveml reighborhond asssolatons .

and arop Helphborhoods Aguinst (Hine
groaps have “adopted” householdy uad
she Bos heard from individast lien-
teers whe spent severe] days u%:;lslﬂg

. up yords, Wimming Hnbs and wiling

firewoed selore stacklng the bémﬁ&
"W hod seme that would o

pimast dally,” she spid, “One man um.

 finlshed thot os8 you gave ma Jegsr

| siny nnd iU was S eRsy yonz‘é %em' i

e thyee loday,
A Worth Portlang va]unreer. Tr daa
Seasn, pot My sectlon of the oty spend
in the cisonsp offart by hasfing disls
more than # wosk belfore ﬂze clitypide
dnre .

“ thlnk he's in o E:u.zsia*zss thg }m
ah Difseasen now, nod he bod meks
avalbable,” she sold, “When wu're
working with volunteers, yoo dont 121l
them 30 walt unlil Morch 8 30 thed can
ds it todey. There weres's very duny
yords fnere bot |4 wos sloe o kv
ored wf the map cleared.” ;

In nddlting to sworking with son-

tiers, Mrs, Toylor hos conrdiuaied ofer-
mmns w:ih the ity hureuus of Papiic

DELL TAYLOR

Warks aad Parks, where stef{ members :

have fdentlfled domplog sies shat wvifl
st Interfers with Portland's continuing
clganup of pelill oreas. ’

On Spturdsy, Nortbwest KEAC’T it ]
arganizetlon of citbzen’s band rodie op-
2ratara, will belp with dispniching, Mrs.
Tayior soid. Several four-wheel drive
graups wili send members 1o hs:l's with
hnuilng. |

Sttt

* 7 £l ety
. = Phelo by GEOFF A7

ORat I'm éilii losking for m
teiicks and more hands,” she said, 2

I wlsh we could ;_el hoid of 0w
'nhmper.

"In patting Eel»phm}e -#timber &
pY ard my eay feels {lal,” she langt

Mthough she doesn't mind being co
the elly clenning lﬂdy,

“However, I dop't do winda’w&;
nsserted .
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QFF CEALE'Z —_ Am{mg putsl c dnd communily ef!fcéﬁ?

ghionding the celsbration o} thedifth snnlveesary for the

Kieg Naiphborhood Faclity wers {from feft} City Com-
}

VEIOPIMENL prupusa; |: FuevRtv,
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'iy ucegs ‘M"ﬁ@%@ Loving managem%m

L e et
: anmkfuzeﬁnnxs
TOP MAR - Jomss Loving, direcior of ths King Nalghborhood Facllity,
© 46156 K.E. Baventh Avae., recelves pigudils for hla work duﬂzzg CRIHRGHY
m&?klng the fifth anniversary of community bullding.

By JANET GOETZE
al The {irsganian sia8

Baflding directsr Jares Loving was
given e bouquets last wesk ns public
oflicials and comtiunity residents cele-
Wrated the fitth anntversory of the King

- Neighborhood Facilily, 4818 N.E. Sev-

enth Ave,

Y think it's been su::cassiul Imge}}'
becnuse of ihe nelghborhood soppart
M has recelved znd the fsb he hes
done,” Clty Commissfaner Churles Jor-
don sald,

The eveut wys a blé ol bumble pie
for Jurdon, who, as Modet Clties direc-

lor ¥ 1870-72, recommended agninst.

the commraclty bullding behind King
Schuol.

At the e, Jordan sold, he fenree
thy strugiyre - planned &< & comauni-
ty focus for service ngenctes - would

. fall {n lts purpose hecouse other offfce

spaces were emply In the innec-Northe
gast ared, o

“We should throw e bouquet Hm's
way,” Jorden gid, "1 tsink he's walted

mzsmonar GhB?!SS Jurdaw Rep. Bub Duncan, D-Omg,
and Thalma Carlsos, the head of the advisory commit«
1o for the community bullding. 4

e;g?z' yeuss lo Izt me know 1 was
wrong.'

The King, Vernoa tnd Sobin neigh-
harhoods pooled neighberhood deveinp-
meni funds, receivid thraugh the Model
Cites propram, 10 pisn the faaility,

Working throush the Mode! Cities
C}uzms Planning Board gnd the {ity of
Paortland, o neighborhood commitiee
guined $555,008 fr construction funds
frem the 1.5, Depzriment of Housing
ond Urban Development, Loving soid in
i Interview before the {estivities.

‘DeNorvol {inthank, o former Port-
lacer wis hos resided fs Eapene for
many years, was the profect arehiiest,

Loving, who represented the Boise b
ngighborhood on the Moedel Cities |
boaegd, was Mred ng hujlding direstor I
1574, while comstrucifon was vnder
WY,

" He Hoed ug four {enants (o ogcupy
the buliglng for tse first 5iK months
after it ogened in October 1075, 2nd the

“lolewing year 1 wis felly ocz:upled 5

Eaid, A
22 "It had besn projecisd thet H wanld
nt be 108 percont cecapled [or the [irst
three years, but T < It o Jess than 134
years,” he suid.

s “Sloce 3874 there hove been 12 10
i4 tepmnts o the buildieg, sey right
now we hgve §3," Loving snid. “it var-
tes with the space nesds of the Individe-

- ol leneuts.”

i The [aciiity 18 ogersted under joint

‘ngreement by the eity and the schaol
“dlatrict, which owwns the tand. -

S An pdvisory cosunitise of communi-

"ty reslients asd ity ang scheol Atstrict

Fepresenintives help dlrect operstions,
ot nddiion Lo renting space, the ad.
Vlsory commitles &lso mpkes the neigh-
borkeod facility available for a variety
Df communily meettngs.

.o The tenants include service agenclos |

for children, youlk and sepjor citizens.
Some offer ald or referrsl services for
hendicapped persons or for those seek-
Irg job opportunilies.

The ares Otllce of Nelehborheod
\AsSeCIIRDNS And 18e coorpinater mg_’_%_gf?
“Ier-Norihest Melghborhopds Agamst |
Cme propram afso are i the nbilding.

Other Lenants tnclude Baost Educd.

JAonel Teient Ssarch, for young people

Bepding secoadury or vocationsl edugs-

tlong pnd Child Fipd, lor handicopped

chlidrer requring educationn? services.

-Direction Services grovides [nfor-
matipn on progesms {or hasdicepped
chitdren; Highland Adult Activity Pro-
Eram serves menizily retzoded adulls;
ard Highlund Community Servises pro-
vides cpumseling und recrentlonal pro-
grams for low-income persons. :

et Sl
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Self-defense taught

A i

" A three-week class in self-defense |
for women will begin Tuesday, Feb, 26, |
at the Mefropolitan Learning Center, §
2033 N.W. Glisan St., under sponsorship |
of the Northwest area Neighborhoods |
Against Crime, ‘ i

ORZGONIAN, 2, [ /es |
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Notes from City Hall

By Charles Jordan,

Commissinner of Fubhc Saf ely

It is late night. You've just wil-
nessed @ crime, A police officer is
urgently needed and you’re wonder-
ing Fow do I get @ police car (o the
scene right away?

Call the Police Emergency num-
ber 760-6911 and first tell the
operator the address of where you
are, the reason for the call and the
telephone number of the phone you
are using,

Dan't hang upil!

The operzior may need more in-
formation for your safety and the
safety of the cfficers responding to
yanr ¢erdl 8o, clay on the line and
answer all the questions. {If it's safe
to doso.)

Beprepared to provide a physical
descnption of the suspect; {.e., male
or femszle, height, weight, hair
eolor, skin coler, type of clothing,.
tvpe of car, anything odd or unusual
abour the suspect and the time of
day you saw the incident,

A police officer will respond in
mosteases within 3 to 5 minutes,

This is one of many questions I
will explore in this column each
week It is of vital importance that
citizens know and understand what

their police officer’s job is and how
he or she goes about it. It is equally
important that citizens understand
what their rights are and how to
conduct themselves during a **stop’’
to receivve the best service from a
police agency.

ftisevening, You'reina }zun'y fo
the grocery store. You look in your

rearview mirror and see red lights -

Jlashing, Nervous and o little upsel,
you pull over fo the curb, The off-
icer turns on the bright overhead
spotlights. You don’t ke [t It is
ermnbrossing o you and you're won-
dering, what next? Do | get out of
my car? Will the cfficer approach
my car? What information will he

want? What information must 1.

provide? Can [ be arresied? Can the
officer search my car? What about
confiscating my property?

The grocery store on the cornor
was fust rebbed by a person wearing
g green jacket, blue gloves, grey
pants and a cap. You're coming
hame from a friend’'s house and
You're wearing a green jacket, black
gloves and light blye pants. Does the
police officer have probable cause
to stop you? Restrain you? Question

you?l Arras% you as a possibie
suspect?

You feel an officer hus violated

your rights...during your encounter -

with ¢ police officer eny number of
things may have happened that you
Jeel were a violation of your righis
as a citizen. Who do you call?
Where do vou go? What infor-
mation will you need? How will
your complaint be processed? How
long will an investigation take?
What aliernative do you have?
Your guilt or innocence is & mat-
1er of the cours, The street 5 no:
the place where the 'aw skonld be
debated or decided by citizens or
officers. It is my hope that these
scenarics will serve as a valuable
resource to those who choose to
read them, need them and wse them.

In response to much community
concern, [ hope that eash week you
will fingd answers 1o your guestions
in several key areas. I believe that
gur citizens and pelice will work

“together so that conflict will be

mininiized when they boﬁ}ﬁdgrﬂ
stanc one another’s expecizrions,

rights and responsibilities.

ALFRED L. HENDERSON
Editor/Publisher
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By JANET GOETZE
‘of The Oragonlan atafl

With crayons and paint brushes,
more than 3,500 Southwest Portland
school children will begin fighting van-
dalism this week.

The kindergarten through sixtt’
grades in 14 public and private schools
wil) learn about the costs of destructive
acts and students will design their own
posters to carry anti-vandalism mes-
sages

The project, in cooperatnon w1th
pubHe and parochial schools, is spen-

"sored by the Southwest Neighborhoods
‘Against Crime and 11 community
_groups.
... .'The crime-prevention program, sup-
. ported by a federal Law Enforcement
“Assistance Administration grant, also
_“had the help of the Portiand Police Bu-
‘reau's crime prevention division in de-
=signing the teaching materials, accord-
ing to Dell Taylor, a project volunteer,

#everal local businesses and SOLY
(% Oregon Litter and Vandalism)
have supported the endeavor, and SOLV
“iwill study it for possibie statewrde use,
" Mrs. Taylor said.

\,-‘ The project is designed to educate
chrldren about what constitutes vandal-
.'ism and how it affects individual people
as well as the public and private pock-
etbooks, Mrs. Taylor said. .

- By designing posters, the youngsters
er have incentive to think about the
problems of vandalism, she said. - -

The posters themselves will rein- “

force the message within the schoagls
“and in local businesses that have offered
to display them, she said.

Rtbbons and prizes will be awarded

for fop designs in each ciassroom andin

.each school. :
‘Parent-teacher groups will arrange

the judging in parochial schools and the:

Metro-West Junior Women's Club has
assummed the duty for public schoois,
Mrs. Taylor said.

The schools expected to partrcrpate

are Brldiermle Caprtol Hill, Robert

© eventual resu]ts

Gray, Hayhurst Maplewood Markham
Smith, Stephenson, Terwilliger, Mary
Rieke, West Hills, St. Clare, St. Thomas
More and St. John Fisher.

The judging will be organized in
three divisions: kindergarten through
second grade, grades 3-4 and grades
5-6.

The three division” winners from
gach participating school’will receive

prizes of calculators and cameras, do-

nated by Portland businesses, during a

party Feb. 9 at Alpenrose Dairy. -,

City Commissioner Charles Jordan
and Police Chief Bruce Baker will at-
tend the festivities with the winners

“and their parents, said Alyce'Dingler.

coerdinater of the Southwest Nerghbor-
hoods Against Crime, .

The Southwest Commumnity Rela-
tions Team of Pacific Northwest Bell
will prepare winning posters'for dis-
play in City Hall durrng the month of
March.

ception for the top student artists and
their parents is scheduled for Feb. 27 in
Crty Hall, Mrs. Dingler said.

The Southwest nerghborhoods are
hoping to make the anti-vandalism edu—

«cational project and poster contest an

annual event, Mrs, Toylor said. .
"Vandalism isn't something you can
assess outright,” she said. "It takes a

-_penod of time before we wrll see re-

sults," .. o S
"My we ¢an educate an ent}re age
level about the problems and costs of
vondalism, then there should be some
she said. &y
1f vandalism was ehmmated the na-
tion's public schools could save the §600
million spent for clean-up and repairs
during the 1977-78 school year, she not—
ed. :
" That pnce tag, nattonal frgures 1ndr-

- cate, is more tharl was spent for text-

boolts. ‘

Portland pubhc schoois spent
$300,000 on repairs last year, and most
of that is reckoned as the cost of van-
dahsm, she said,

A ribbon- cuttmg ceremony and re- .
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A six-week course on self-defense
* Jfor women will begin March 31, with
: ggistration continuing this week at
mommanity schools around the city.

I The series of twice-a-week sessions
‘wdi cost $16.50, and some scholarships

*."

4

.-are available, according to Sherry

- ; *.Sylvester, coordingtor of Neighbor-
.~ hoods Against Crime for outer-South-
5 snst Portland,

Ne:ghborhnods_Against Crime and
he Self-Defense Education Assogiation

(;--%re sponsoring the course, which will
“.i Jdciude basic_ fighting techniques, de-
. *.fense apainst weapons, attack savoid-
iﬂ. wance, and the psychologicel and ieg&i

=aipects of seli-defense,

== Information on scholarships is avail-
-#ble through the Neighborhoods
-Against Crime office, 310 S. W Fnurth

Ave.

’ '.Z %1+ The class Jocations and times are:

, “_ﬁckl&y Green Community School, 1315
-_rN. Afmsworth St 6:30-8 p.m, Mondsys
- 7rand Wednesdays; Alameda Community

cwSchool, 2732 N.E. Frement St, 6:30-8

;Zﬁp‘.m, Mondays and Thursdays; Met-.

= ropolitan Learning Center, 2033 NW.

' *33%%&&%1 St., 8:30-8 p.m. and 8-3:30 p.m.
. Mondays and Wednesdays; Mount Ta-
" por Communlty School, 5800 S.E. Ash
2 :%t, 6:30-8 p.m. Tuesdays snd Thurs-
I*ﬁaygf Binnsmead Community School,
' 2225 §.E 87th Ave., 5:30-8 p.m. Mss-

OREGON IR

to area women

days and Wednesdays; Karate for Wom-

en studio, 1720 S.E, 12th Ave, 6:30-8

p.m. snd 8-8:30 p.m. Mandays ang
Wedaesduyﬁ,

Classes scheduled

A three-week series of self-defense
classes for women will be offered at the

Mount Scott Community Center, South-|

east 72nd Avenue and Harald Street,
April §.23. .

The free ciasses, offered. fmm Tiod
poa. on successive Wednesdays, are
available through the Portland Police
Bureau’s Rape Prevention Program snd

will be taught by velunteer instructors.

Participants must attend zll three
classes and early registratlon 15 re-
guired. Additional information 15 gvall-
gble from the Crime Prevention Divi-
sion of the Portland Police Bureau, ..

;3[2,7/5‘0_
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THE WI&NEHS — City Commissicner Charles Jordan

cuts the ribbon, opening display of Southwaest school
children’s antl-crime posters that will remain in City
Hali's second figar art gallery through March, Southwest
Nelghborhoods Against Crime sbonsored. poster cone

3

o . Stefl phatos by TIM JEWETT
test and anti-vandalism aducation program. At ceremo-

.ny were {fram left) Pat O'8rien of neighborhond group,
Commissloner Mildred Schwab with Baxter Moorhouse,
- Commisstoner Francls lvancis with Andy Compf., Thirty-

seven primary-schocl studants have posters on display.

GO City Commissione
Charles Jordan holds Gabrie! Bell-
man, Terwilligar School firsi-grader,
for better view of 37 Southwsst
school children's anti-crime posters
In display organized by Southwest
Nelghborfioods Against Crime,  ~
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Preventing vandalism

The ¢hild who commits destruc-
tive acts won't nececsarily turn out
to be a hardened criming!l. For some
‘youngsters, such behavior is a pass-
ing phase, but for others. it is not,

" - Habits learned early, whether good

or bad, often determine the kind of

. person one is going-to be as he or

she grows up. S
Criminclogists agree that a dis-

" _ proportionate share of serious crime

1§ committed by youngsters under
20. While society debates over how
to cope with this growing social
cancer, hardly anybody can argue
that here, as well as in other aspects
of life, the adage, “an ounce of pre-
vention is worth & pound of cure,”
applies,

With that in mind, the South-
west Neighborhoods Against Crime
last winter undertook a project In
13 southwest Portland public and
private schools aimed at shaping
‘young minds in the direction of re-
sponsible behavior.

Behind the project was the
knowledge that last year $300,000

was spent tn repair damage in Port.
Jand schools caused by vandalism, |
That was money which could not be
used for enriched science programs,
music programs and field trips.

Cooperation from the schools
wis excellent. Anti-vandalism
materials were used in class studies.
Students learned how destructive
acts hurts each one of them and
how they could promote responsi-
ble citizenship among each other.

The studies were climaxed by a
poster contest on an antl-vandalism
theme for grades from kindergarten
through 6. Division winners were
honored at an awards party at
which City Commissioner Charles
Jordan and Police Chief Bruce Bak-
er were among the participants. A
rant for awards was provided by

top Oregon Litter end Vandalism

{(SCLV) g :

Nobody can say what the long-
range impact may be. It is & fair |
assumption that the children in-
volved will be more likely to steer
clear of the criminal road for hav-
ing had this experience.







By Srepkame L. M mhael

Women in the North and North-
east areas of the city will be
provided axn opportunity to attend
self-defense pourses next month,

Persons atiending the courses
have to be af least I4-years of age.
The sessions are being sponsored by
Neighborhoods Against Crime and
the Rape Prevention Prog;am of the

-5 L L oo Bl Sy

Portland Police Crime Prevention

E@@ Sp@ﬁ

JDivision, The $-hour classes wili be
held at the North Precinct, 7214 N.
Philadelphia. Self-defense classes
will begin atvarious times of the day
to help facilitate homemakers and
working women. Courses are
scheduled for Tuesday, May 6, 13

and 20th, from %:30 p.m. to 9:30

p.m., and Wednesday, May 14, 21
and 28th, fram 9 a.m. til noon.

All sessions will deal with asser-
tive training, preventive {aw and
what to do it you are attacked,
raped or physically abused. Basic
street fighting techniques will be
taught with an emiphasis on getting
away from the *traditional” lady
like way of fghting, (such as scrat-
ching, biting, ete.). A more realistic
view of hov to protect yourself by
attacking back and how to escape
from an att acker will be explained.

‘Women altending the courses will
be guided to realize the full potential

B oy i

Eyrrndl

OBEERIER,,

and natural strength of their bodies,
All self-defense moves will be cen-
tered around a woman’s best
natural weapons, which includes the
voice, feet and fists. Lessons will
also focus upon a man's most

vulnerabie targets which aren’t.

readily thought about.

Biatistics from last year show a‘

I7-percent increase in the number of
rapes reported in the ¢ity as opposed
to 1978 figures. National statistics
indicate that one out of every four
women are sexually abused in some

form before they reach age 1B, Also

national figures show over one-
million battered wife cases are
1eported annually,

For more Information abcut

f"wsmcnstrength." the self-defense

course for women, coniact Lynn
Landau at 248-4126. Registration
for the free class is requ;red '

——







“Yes, certain crimes have increased
1 {the Hollywood) area, but my job's
ot to dwell gn the bad, the fear, but
1stead on what we as citizens can do
o feel secure,” said Margaret Martin
» a gathering of Hollywood
feighborhood Association members,
‘Martin, director of the Neighbor-

oods Against Crime organization’

orks closely with the Portland Police
lepartments’ Crime Prevention Bu-
zau. She came to drum up support for
Neighborwatch,” “a simple way for
eighbors to watch out for the each
ther.”

With a rash of rapes plaguing the

rea, many have voiced the feeling that

eighbors must become more neigh-
orly, less isolated. ““The feeling is that
yo many people shut themselves in,
nd don't pay attention to what is

happening around them,” said one
member. '

Admitting that this type of problem
is not new, Martin still showed pride
for Portlands’ efforts at neighborhood
organizatior. “There’s no fancy, long,
involved training involved in becoming
a block leader,” said Martin, “just an
hour or so of briefing and two hours a
month.”

Monthly block meetings would be

held to impart security and safety tips. .
YQfficers in the Crime Prevention -

Burcan wifl come ont and discuss the

_fine points, like how to tell what is and’

is not an emergency occurrence, and
how to get the most appropriate resulis
when reporting it,” said Martin.

Police are
information

imgért
locks,

also - eager to.
about proper

. with city commissioners, and let them
" neighborhoods.

"with your elected officials,”

security systems, and general ‘burglar-
proofing.’ ) ‘
Martin sited San Francisco as a
model example of successful neighbor-
hood organization. “The block there
have delegates that meet monthly

know exactly what's going on in there
We should have
something where you can meet directly f

Martin - also urged residents to
register for classes offered in
conjunction with the Crime Prevention
Bureau. “Everyone’s concerned with
the rapes — old, young, men, and
women. We have preventive programs
for groups as small as five or as large
as 60. It only takes one or two hours to
get the information actoss,” said
Martin. . V






. Jdoe Gonzales,

contest

One 342 act of destruc-
tion al the Fernwood Middle
School blossomed into a
school-wide anti-vandalism
campaign.  Four-hundred-
twenty-five of the scheols’
support from the student
body., "I shows that the
students really care about
vandalism,” said Gina
Copp, Crime  Prevention
representative for the Stu-)
dent Council.

It all came ahout because
of damage dene to one of
the schools’ elevators, The
Sudent Coungil was assessed
the §42 for repairs — and
wanted to do someibing
about i “We wanted o be
able to say, ‘yes, we can
make a difference.”” said

Copp.

" The 425 entranis were
whittled down to 32 semi-
finalists, and from there {o
five winners, who were
Shawn Konsella {first place),
Willy Rovlance (second),
Penmy Falleur (third), Lisa
Lacaden {fourth}, and Reba
Rainwater {Afth).

Konsellas' grand prize
was.a one-week bicycle tour
of gither the Oregon Coost,
Central Oregon, or Central
Washington courtesy of the
Riding High Bike Touring

© Company. Runners-up ‘re-’

ceived a ten-speed bike, or
anii-crime  t-shirts, bike
tocks. and chains,

Tudging the contest were
Norm  and
Helen Sioll, Adelle Zell, and
Nora Womack.

The winning posters are
on display in the U.S. Bank
lubby at 1901 NE 42nd Ave,
until April 31,

630 students took part in a
poster  contest  depicting
their views of vandlism.
The contest, co-sponsored
by the Fernwood Student
Council and Meighborhoods
Against Crime recelved wide

7







Tc:s battle crime - | o

Group Wmsﬁmg inthe ﬁ?‘k’

By JANET GOETLZE
ol The Sregonian ahafl
Shrill svhistles heard in the Seuth
. Porlt Bincks may menn crime prevee-
tlon s at work &mung dawntown resl-
St dents.

Daring the past meats, Sanny Cun-
ningham, vice chirman of t3e Down-
[towa Communlty Associatlon, hos pr-

. pamizzd gpartment hoase mestiops
olong the park blocks & provide crle
- me-prevention lnformulise sad is-
‘ treduee “Whistie Alert" 1o residents.
. Al the Ione Pleza, mgee than 70 resi-
., denls were given whistles, Other meet-
. " Iogs htve been held of the Jesone Mon-
ar, the Roosevelt Hoelel and for Portlang .
Smdent Services lenants.

U you're pn the strez apd feel
threatesed or soe Lthot somebody else 1s
In {roudk, How the whistie,” Ms, Coa-
ninghins frestricted Lhe residents, meost
of them over 5.

“H you heor ancther whistle blow-
Jug, Join tn ord muke 9% mach aoise o5

: you can.”" she soid, “Turn en lighis 10
+ .- . liiuminate the ores,  possibie, Then
© make sure someone cafls the police.”
. “Whistis Alest” systems hove heen
uspd b other peighborhoods across the
country snd are being conslderpd in
~ several greas of Portland, seeording o
Jil McCartsy, West/Northwest coor-
< dinatgr for the Neighborheods Apuinst
© o Crime propram.
e MOz of the Vy's muke the Suuth
+Park Blocks sale i5 (o foke over with
‘gwf things so the undesirable eleman
oot siay, sald Ruth Hayward, o
1 1Downtows Dommunity Assoeiating
X board member,
% ‘I She ned giher area resldanw huve
o ;1 » worked with Ms. McCarthy jo orgonize
Xhcuivities to assure safsty In the South
"% Purk Biocks.
3+ These will include free eoncerls on
. Wednesday avenlngs daring lune and
LA s tarly July E?lmugh Lhe Portland Park
T L S Bureas. ’
. _ o 3e v ahase nr:: we}l attended ang
b . . - ’ L. tiyell-apprecinged, they're going Lo try lo
. L .o L S Laget funding from the calieral groups
©*alang the Park Blocks to contliue the
|+ rEonceris” Ms, Hoyward zafd,
- 'a:, Mounted pollcemen aiso will retura
vy fOr 3 sgcopd yeor 10 poirel verlous
.’bﬂl’k&; inciuding the park blocks, where
./ xmany of the 7,000 downteven restdents
" Ypay lhey hesiale td walk nt nlght, 115
°;Lontlnﬂzd,
. Bob Mark, president of the Sigma
*ﬂelta Omega {rulernity at Portlond
L *Sra:e Linjversily, autiined a free escort
Zserviee the siudenls il peovide on
L 3Monday and Tuesdoy aiphis in the
3 rlvwntown oren. .
-;g; Twa giher fraternities ore expeﬂmé
stp help extend the service (o nti:er

7, 15e
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. Gl pholog by JOEL mvza
GRIME EI3HTER — fone Plaza resitent Florence N, Orwonpdfltis fycr “Wnkg.
tia Alerl," 8 crime-prevention program staried for apartmant residants near £
South Park Blocks, An svaning ascort sarvice and Park Blogks cancarm plse
ara planned to help fight tepr of erime in ared.

ﬁ

e AT A AT i SR T e ]

e A

-

BEG E.*“‘*s-HE‘;TLE — Elata Wlnn {Iezz} gals the mwessage es ?iwgarm Gnulé .
preciicas for "Whistls Alerl,” a orime-pravention progrem belng Introduced
to eperimant dwellars around (he South Park Blocks by Downtown Comn= %
munity ﬁsmelaﬂsﬂ and the west 516& Na?ghherhnnds Aaalnsi Cgrms

sened”
Eaowing how 10 prevent or pveid -
cime siugtions shauld help older per-

elctims than those whase autez“ hehnw'
lor mukes them sppear to be “easy

NP S

FEATETONEN A% PE

T m[ghts of the week, Mork sald,

>4t The pacorls have identilicotlon .
‘z:udges. with thefr plotures, fhat hove

*heen pravided by the crime prevention
wél’«’ist(ﬁﬂ; he shid.
ST White older persos are crime vies
" ‘3lims ts¢ often than those ln ether age
agrnupg the 2flects of Lhe crinsg may be
Smopnified for them, Jim Nelson, of the
S¢rime prevention dlvision, toid the o3
_ssembled Tesidents.
P -;.. For Instance, be sald, a 28-year-old

-rnl] and sufler ¢ {ow bruises. Hul an
" iiokder wamun may break a hl;} B 8 siml- |
“lar Tall. .

'3 Siatisties indicale that mesl pt}rsew |

:snatchings sad robberies are fikely (o
voceur in fate afternoen hours around
*cﬂmmemla conters, Nelsog said,

e ,uA He sdvised womes nol 10 earry
ﬁparsasi bt suggested Both men and |

iwomen whose purse 13 smazched may

S

marks,” he sald,

< *Have a plon for umargm@ sltua-
toss 56 you zon pot wutomntically asd
not freeze Ia fear,” Nelson seld, ™ you
et declsively and withoul hesitatios,
your chances of belng hurl are 3.

’wamen pul hi]l[oltﬁ& in ingide facket or! ‘

P ‘m%porie[s.

47 Shopping (rips are sefest i :om~§

vpleted during morning hours wius L
Vlripnd, he zaid,

W e

sons jose fears of golng oul, he 520d.

“Ban't lock yourtell behind the
doop,” Weison ssid, “Tet obt and bs-
core lnvolved with ifs, bt do D pru-
dently.” .
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Escorts

.add safety
tonights

By JANET GOETRE . . #
wi The Qregznian bt ’

- An escort servide to make down-
fown o sgier place t¢ walk has boen
refuvesated through Nelghborhoods
Agelng Crlme nnd Porlioad State Unk
versity volumteers,

A dozen studests, mane of them
Slgme Dein Omege® fraternity men-
bars, hove vodusiesred for the escord
service operaied B:30-11 pm. Mondoy
thraugh Fridoy, sald Bob Mork, the
coordinster, .

The fraternily srrmsged o simllur
gucort service lost winter on Mondny
and Tugsday nights at the request of the

Downtswa Commanity Aguclation. the*

nrea nelghivrhood group,
When Pertland State's clusses start-

“ed In September, unlversity officisls

-~ Gents sttesding night classes and wem- 5
* &n workieg inte hours =re ths most fre- - |

’

sgreed 0 ief the escort seyvice operale
sut of the campus secarBly office, and
¢otlegawlde recruitment of mave volun-
teers ie under way, said Mork.

} “Vasted users
{ider people Hviog dovniows, siu-

gquent users of the servics, the poordina-

{ar snid. : .
Students and worksres uswllly wanz

someone (¢ sceompany fhemy L0 bus

-, 6tops, 284 downiown resldents piten

wont to be met ot 4 bus stop or walked

" to & friend’s apartment or cuitural
syent, b sald. .

They cail the escart serddcs In the

o campys securily offize sad specliy

where and when they wish to be met
and whers they wont o wilk Jo the
downiown aran, sald Maorlk,

Ko eehicies nre ovollabde, so the ser-
vice Is pravided only iz the downtown
“enre grea, ke sald. coe

The service aren. boondarles oxtend

« from Southwest Front Aveaue to S031h-

west 1Bih Avenue, between West Burn-

 slde Strast snd Interstote 40§, Mark

said, .
The week-nlghts sseort servies Is
belng organized with $1,648 fo “seed

* money™ from a federsl graat awarded

Portland Neightborhoods Agninst Crime,

sald Kate Pepdiston, the West-Nurth-
- gxplained Sunny Cunoingham, the

wst coordinator of the profect.
Program go Lrial .

Aork recalves p gfipesé for IS coope
dinption gervices duping o three-month
irlat perlod, nod after Ylesember the
program wiil be evalualed fo see I It
can cantinue g8 an ellvolunteer basis,
Ms. Pendinton sl :

The university |5 donallag ihe afflee
space, which makes the cusvent argani
zation apd coordloation ezsier than hls
carlier experience of {rying ta do the
work out of his fratersiiy house, Mork
pitdl

“Wetze making for sludent volom-
teers heenuss they are avalishle in the
area, bai we also want other people
whe tve downtown," he ssld.

Tre volunteers are meds gware of
pagic self-defenss” techmigues and how
4wl usth alder oprsons Who 10y

 Alert” progrom srgunlzed through te Hity

becouse ¢f the fear of golng mut st

2 sﬁﬁrk‘;ﬁé 4

. pies by GEOFF by
*;%_LNK%NG SKFELY — B dosk In the Portiand Siate University securlty ofl
downtown escort ssrvice operaled week nights through - Students sre the vslunieer eseorts and adminisira
Neighborhoods Agalnst Crime, has & ielephone and  epplaud the plan, he says. ’ o

<,

T T 4

8

Thay also lesex about tha “Whistle gﬂ?@)&g@«l,
£5 ,(?L
Dowsntows Commnulty Associntion. 3305 o
« The program Js sn effert & saufp
downtown resldents and workarg with
whistles and logtristions to blaw them
H'they see romeose in irouble or susple
tlows activity around & bullding.
The simuitaneous sounding of sever-
al whistles can scate oftnekers s bur-
Elers and nssure o would-ke vietim that
the nelghbors pre comipg with help,

geighborhoud's represenintive nn the
arca Malghborhoed Against Crime 3
bottrd, . .
“aAll oar volunteers have whistlss
ﬁtmi?ed ia thei; Y] curdt;s{.)" sn|§ Mark... :
m very hapiy ebout the escart EARSASTIRTINCIE T e+ LY
service,” snld Ms. Cunningham, who ERitgy R T %5?{:5&!“ T
itves nlong the South Park Blocks,  © © Bisd R . CHIME
She worked with Mock and 3l : . )
MoCarthy, Ms. Pendielon's pretlecessor VORLUNY IR
ns the aptl-crime coordinntor, more ESrony
than o year sge in planning the eseort ’
service and the Whistle Alert progeass,
“{0’s hard to believe that what start-
2t a8 0 vision kas seleelly material
{zed,"” she sald. .
YSenfors erd women, In particuiar,
lose & while dimension (o thelr lives

el

el
RIFISHBORNO R

:» A

SAFETY PATROL — Tha idantifluatlen card al Bob Mork, coordingior o
asport sg(?lce f_c_;{ peCPe Who walls downiown al nlght, haz 2 whisiie o ¢

aight,” she sald. "Now [ feel 2 donr Iy
noeping, and | Just can'l say encugh
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Slallphﬂ!ehvsa& HAYIS
NEW DIRECTOR w- Sherry Svivastor hes been namec cliywide direcior of
the Nelghborhoads Agalns! Crima program. The federal grant supporiing
the community-based demonstration projact will end in Augush, hut Ma,
Sylvaster snys inmlved cifizens may keep ma programs golag.

1, but crime

£y JANET GOETZE
42F%e Oragonian aiafy

The proot that has sapported Ports
land’y three-yoar-ald Meighborhoods
Apainst Crimse progrem will sun naf |
Uz surmser, but the new direstor s
oplimistie that community-based crime
prevention will continue,

Sherry Bybvester, 32, wihe has Deett
sgordinglor ol the Outer-Southeast
nekghborhoods’ program lor the past 15
monihs, beeame (he cltywide dirscior
Febs, § after former director Bill Knuds.
en declded to return 10 youth wark.

“In the past three yenrs we Zuve
vore oy realize that the most lesting
effect we gan have on eliminating
neighboshond erime is o build stronger
nelghhothomts,” suid Ms. Sylvestor.

Blnck-wateh orgunizotions alresdy
have braught reducticas [n property
erimes and Wurgluries nnd are balng
nénpled 1o nid the clderly, the disabled
sud others ho peed special attention In
emergenties, she sald,

‘Whistle Alert profects, im which res-
idents grmed with whistles alerd their
neipghhors v crimes In prigress sad
scare awoy sssallants, have been Intze.
duced in seyeral sections of the efty, xhe
noted.

. In oddilion ts these programs,’
HWeighbortheods Agalnsg Crime alse has

provided citizens with educatinngl

mudarials m erime prevention.

Home sdeurity surveys gad cam-
palgos {of new Incks hove beem com-

preve

' ducted, and sell-defense witkshops

have been ofgunized [or women, ghi-
dren, the elderly ond homosexunis

‘The latter program was created.als | )
" peven nress, with boards of voluntedes

fay gay notlvists asked the Northwast
neighborhoods’ eooréingzny what could
be done nbout strest ollacks — “goy
boshing” - sround dewntown estab-
{ishments thot heve homogexual po-
trons, she sald.

Ms. Sylvester sold she wanls 10 see
the crime preventlon programs rontinee
and expond. “Thtes years 35 pid enough

time Lo do the indk that has developed

for us,” she said.
*1 think that In n Tot of wnys crime
prevesiion t8ononew feld,” she con-

dnged. “IL ook us {ime 0 expiore o fof:

of crime-prevention models befire We
Tewmt some thut would work fn Pon-
lond neighborboods, Also, it took us
some time te resilze o progrom that
wirks in ame neighborhood doesn's sez-
sasatlly work In gnother.”

in the fall of 1978, Purtland's Nefgh-
tirhonds Agninst Crime recelved ny 18-
monkh, $245,800 grant from the federn]
Law Priorcement Assistance Admiois-
tenllen.

A committee of melghborheod lead-
ers from throtghout the ity had devel-
oped ihe proposal ond, to Keep it inde-
pendent of ity adiministration, selacked
{he Center for Urbon Educativn ng the
gronl’s flsenl ngeut.

At the same timse, the Portland Po-
lice Bureau received  companion groni

ntion

of $438,060 Jor crime-prevestiv aelivl
tes Qg Lo provide leshnlal smilaoce
o citizens' gldorts. |

Neiphbariosds “were clustered Into

gilected to develop erime-prevesticn

steategies for thalr home communitios.
£aeh ores borrd hired & coordlnmtor,

ptd $12,000 anounlly out of Lhe gmnt

maney, to help eorry out the commur-

Ly directives.

Portiand's progrem palngd o second
18-months grand but, in Hoe with fader-
#t guidzlines ior demonsteation prefects,
It was-ooly 75 percent of the Initinl
funding.

With the mowey abest @ rum oul,
Norlhnmund Routheast nelghborhods
50 for hove shows the strongest interest
in malssining e stall position to courd].
amte thalr pngoing progrow snd perhaps
contifee technical nssisaace throughe
put the city, sald Mg, Sylvester,

*5'm hoping that we =it b nble o
sce some {unding, efther fom the sinte
or cven n ioesl foundntics, L0 muiniain
o3 lepst one stafl person on 8 cliywiie
level,” sald Knthy Glankler, a Piedmont
nglghborhood tesident ad chalrman o
the citywide policy bhonrd,

The podlee Crime Preventlon Divie
sion |s farlng is own budget cuts, but
even without those, i wes organized Lo
provide lechnial assistance io neigh-
borhoods, gof hefp them formulsls ozi-
me-prevention plans, shesald,

“T kave the feeling that ctime prav

ive:

..
vcntion i Portiand s not dead &t mr.
welghborboed Bvel,” sak . Gl
kler. “How we come phogt securing
fumisi i madntain it has ao£ i}tﬁ?ﬁ) :iecid—

The citywide palicy boofd will be
consldering 1het polnt during ihe next
several months, she sald, Ms. Sylvester
sl she beliaves thol recent remmnsky by
Prosident Keagan and Chief Jusiies
Warzen Barger abou crime in the citleg
may be on Indleation of costinged Ted+
ernl Interest in cime-prevention nctivls
thes, With that in mind, she's orgonizing
a wirk progras that includes Incrensed .
public sducotion in crime prevection,

W veully meed a citywide Joeks
orifinnnce, stmilwr (o the smoke nlarm
ardinanee, tiat would require iandiords
to have ndequate joeks,” she cominued.
She apd the ored comrdinators receive
umerous regquesty R security SUTVEYS
end locks from enters, whi make up
pbout 45 percent of Portlond's populas
tlon. But the neighbothood program &
svaileble only forowssr-ooeugied hous-
ing.

Y1 thing the droagest yoason 1 fed
optimistie iy that we have o lai of £l
ens invelved iy the Nelghborhonds
Apainst Crime program ood they are
very skilted ot orpanizing sround com-
smanity [ssues," said s, Syivester.

“Peaple want te feel safs and Lhey
alse wont W fesl = part of their com-
munity. Thiss (tngs 2o hand in himd .
she snid,
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¢ Self defense
7 set for'seniors ”

*Pracijcal Self-Defanse,
a seminar for senjors will be
held Thursday, Feb. 19 and
26 at Grace Memorial
Episcopal Church at N.E,
17th and Weidler.

‘ » , Sponserﬁé by Neaghbnrv
S . . hoods Against Crime, tech-

B - nigques for "how to be safe
on the streets” will be
featured, Whistles will be
piven out, courtesy of ihe
. Whistle . Alert . Program.
I Preregistration is reqmred
call 2870418, -

coast - and

LTI
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By LONEL FIBHER
Caerespomdent, The Oragentan '

. Fear, anger and 8 growing seose of .
valacrobifity tripgered by @ rocent rope
were the calalysts for an essault pre-
vention mesting Tusaday night of the
Northwest Servive Center,

“I was hoartepiag o sez close o
250 prople turs ouf on & cold, rainy
night with only & {rw days® notice,”
sakd Mareln Ruf!, nroe toordinatos for
Nelziborhoods Agalnst Crime, whao or-
gnnized the meetng ou beball of & con-
vemnsd groug of Morthwest Portland
redidents.

* "They came {p ug ofter 0 {rfend hog
heen sexmiy nssafted soveral weeks
ape,”’ explrined Ms. Ruff, one of six
orea conrdinators for the ngem.’y, which
i5 federaily Tunded by the Law Enforce-
maent Assistence Adminisirgtion,

, The result wng b program of three
spenkers: Mz, fulf, Lomra Altsehul, ss-
sistast rape viethm sdvecste frows the
Mulinomah County district sflomey’s

Ot g s WD e

i

oflice, and Denmo Wianah E(i}iN re« .

porigrpredtcer, oppeaTing &8s o villide
teer speuker for the Portlond Paii&:ﬁu
Teau's Crime Preveotion Division. * ™%

*The respouse woy excellend,” com. |
mented Ms, Altschal, 37, who addressed ™
the group on the fopol and investigative
ramificotions of repe prosscution.
“Emoton ran high, with an inderlying
current of rexl outrage and determing
fioy 10 do whatever was RLORGSATY ia
, help and protect themscives” ¥

er, vulnerability Smmgg@mi

* That's the whale focus of Neighbm-« :

-huods Against Crims, she explalned —

gelting people to come tagether, {o edus |

cate and orgaalze themselves bintk by
biock, laking mwnsibﬂ;&y for anch
“other gnd each other's bomes. ¥4 net-

work of sformsd, congerned and sop.
, portive pefghbars enn €0 more t9 pro-
tent themselves than any pollee foree
gver eoufd,"

“Crom fast June through Febunry
of thiz year there huve been 23 reprsin

.

the Merthwest District’ &ssoclation
prea,’” Mo, Raff sald, “Siuce fsmusry .
slone there hove boun 141 sewual as-
snull cases reporied ln Portlond, and 12

of thewn have been fe the welghborhoods

gorth of Bupnside.”

e,

?mw c!ﬁ.e we e e ran i) vl&!ﬁeze

-~ w——ﬁr/’ o ;—w—-ﬁr’*ﬂr‘v-'r—r« -

Part of the reason for the Jarge turs- .
~oul Tagsdoy night, sho stspeels, is be-~
rests Ehe promotionad fler pinpolnipd .
-the loratlon of the recent ropes. “That -
" readly drove home o 4 et of people just -

v

i,

*

she paid,
Spt, Scott Smith, who s in charge of

« the Forvsed pulice ssx crimes dotpll,

sonfirmed Ms. Rulf's stalistiss, He
stressed, however, that of the 12 coses
Involving the Northwest nelghbor-
hawily, nine suspecis have hees arrestsd

An seven of the tases, one case resulied

In ne prizecution and four cases are =
endor investigalion, .
Smith offergd ndditionn stallstics

: ot Portland sex erimes — 82 percent of

The £

m’m&p &

wg@mm

IN PORTLAN
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' yrevention meeting

rapes oeeur belween § pam. 2nd 6 aum, |
52 percent of the fispects were srmed,
56 perceni of the cases took place in
private resldencet, 17 percent outside
and 37 percent e suspects’ vehichos,

"84 many peoventive measues ore
ensty effecied," sald Faith Potts, 32,
anokher wssistant mpe victim sdvocate,
wha ottended the Topsday mesting. -
“I'm Just ke everyone eise. I heve o
Toek fulling off & hioges, and 'm -

ways waking for tomorrew o Tix it

Wi nwed 10 get (n euch other ubaous
sueh things, look out for oné gnother,
secure ench ather's homes. Asd we
have 16 pass along information on spe-
eific prodems we've all had, sirenpth-
ening each other through, ¢uflective
wworensss.” '

After the mezting, the audience
spligdercd intp reighborhood groups.
" with people shurieg phone nambers amd
vows 0 sustsin the evenlng’y MOmER-
tagm, she sgid.
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Praposed plans for the expansmn gf .

Hatch Lumber Co., 7838 S.E. Foster
Rosd, will be cutlined for the Foster-
Powell Neighborhood Assoclation at
7:30 p.m. Monday at Marysville School,

. 7733 8.E. Raymond St.

Other neighborhood méti'ngs this

“week include;

'ALAMEDA NEIGHBORHOOD - AS-

" SOCIATION — 7:30 p.m. Sunday at the

Bravis home, 2800 N.E. Ridgeway St
discuss proposed changes for traffic
slgns near the Fremont Bridge access
ramps, a proposed pedestrian signal at

Alameda School and animal contro%
problems.

CRESTE)"LKENILWORTH NEIGH-

-BORHOOD ASSOCIATION — T30 p.m.

Monday at Kenilworth Preshyterian
Church, 4028 S.E. 34th Ave.: discuss the

' : " Meighborhoods Apainst Crime program.

HUMBOLDT NEIGHBORHOOD IM-

PROVEMENT ORGANIZATION —

- 7:30 p.m. Monday at the Albina Malti-

Service Center, 53022 N, Vancouver
Ave.: & Metropolitan Service District
representative will putline bachyard
burning regulations.

NORTHWEST DISTRICT ASY

P W
@;«Ij mflﬁ’ﬂ.

RO&E CITY PARK CITIZENS aS-
SOCIATION BOARD — 730 po}
Wednesday at the Hunting rssidence,
2430 MLE. 615t Ave. N

SOUTHWEST NEIGHBORHOOD
INFORMATION INC., — 7:30 p.m. [
Wednesday at the Multnomah Arts Cen-
ter, 7780 5. W. Capito] Highway.

WOODLAWN IMPROVEMENT AS-
SOCIATION — 7:30 p.m, Wednesday at
the Gdd Fellows Hall, 700 N.E, Dekum §
St.: discuss ne ghharheod cr;me»pfeven-
tion pians

IZASTMDR&L:&NB NEIGHBOR-
HOOD ASSCCIATION ~— 7:30 nm.
Thursday at Duniway School, ??(%Q S.E.
Reed College Place,

HILLSIDE NEIGHBORROQD AS-: -

SOCIATION ~— 7:30 p.ra. Thursday at
Hillside Center, 633 NW. Culpepper’
Terrace, .

SUNNYSID£ NEiGHBORHGGB 35*
SOCIATION — 7:30 p.m. Thursday at
Sunnyside United Methodist Charch,’
3520 S5.E. Yamhill St discuss 8 pro-

posed block coordinator system and the |

status of historic preservation activity.

SOCIATION BOARD — 5:30 p.o, Mon- |

day at the Neighborhoods West/North-
west office, 817 N.W. 23rd Ave,

RICHMOND NEIGHBORHOOD AS-
SOCIATION — 7:30 p.m. Monday at

the PACT Senior Center, 3568 S.E. Divi- | -
- glop St discuss concerns about taverns | 7

rear the senior center, a. proposed

aeighborhood cleanup and a p;’opt}sed 1 ' e

solar greeahouse pro;ect

CONCORDIA COMMUNITY AS-
SOCIATION — 7:30 p.m, Tuesday szt
Cengordla College, 2811 N.E. Holman

-8t.; discuss & proposed handyman pro-
gram and way$ to make houses energy-
.efficient, . -

MARSHALL PARK N%ZIGHBGI{*
HOOD ASSOCIATION - T30 pm.
Tuesday at the Rogers residence, 10710
8.W. l4th Ave.: discuss the proposed
rental of 8 wood chipper for neighbor-

heed cleanup and hear Police Bureau_

cnme preveniion information.

* REED NEIGHBORHOOD AssoCiA~

TION — 7:30 p.m. Tuesday at the Hni
racidonea RITTQF Hird Avs
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- Association formed B

o of the Qraganiss e

o WHE the soap of & zieuti holt fock

" und the chink of recycioble glass, the
! Pesumont-Wilshire Nelghborhood As-

*- speintion has orgunized In Norlhest

i
i

Portlend,
More thon 108 people particignted

: "j in tha Aprii & megeting 8¢ Beaumoni

¢

:

Sehou 10 choosy afflcérs and hesr
i ! Dhout ceime-prevantion and recyeiiog

¢ programy that erg under way o the
- grep, seld Baren Mosterson, who wass
“ glected president.

-1 “A urighborkood assorlation hos |

. heen do the backs of our minds for some
33 thme,” Mrs. Mastersan szid.
gj_\ “£¢ Morihart, who moved here

- Irom Southesst restoneKentlworth),
T wanted 1o get nn asseefntion sturfed.”
* she said, *He called me. | alwoys Bave
- my fost in things sropnd hery,”

. They puthered o proup of aeighbm;

'sirufmd by-laws and sest gul notives for

* the meeding,
“Over o hundred peep%e Is prerty
- gowdt for a fest meeting,™ she said,

The sssoclation beundarles exiend

from Mortheast 33rd Avense io 47th

 Avenue, with Proscott Sireet s the

. Energy class free

A free seminar on eaergy trends,
poiicies nod reasWable resources js
scheduled from 6:30.18 pom. Wedsgy

- dny, Aprit 22, o the Forum Ropm of

. Portlend Communliy Cotlgge‘s Rack .

-+ Lreek Campus.

. 1 . The seminar will be presenied 213’

* the Oregon State Univers! ty EBRFEY BX-

. ie;;sﬁera SErViCE,

;Neighb@rs aim at crime, @‘ecyci g

I+ By JANET GOETZE

norikern border. The Irregulor solthern
beundary rues slong Alsmeda Rldge op
Sisklyen and Stonisn streets and Wist-
erin Brive,

Marlhart, who helped start o recy-
cing program in Cresion-Henilwarth,

has mode arrongoments for the piekup

uf reoyulable materials on the thind Sot-
urdzy of every month af Bezumont
Schosl, Hortheast 42pd Avesus aod
Fremont Street, |

The groug hopes the resaie of plazs,
metol cans, cardboard and used mefor
ol In eontainers wili Relp bulld an pse
sointion tressury.

Mrs. Masterson wos concernsd
about & aerfes of daytlme barplares
that stnrted I the eren gast of 42nd
Avente turing the early months of the
yhur,

As president ‘97 the Alnm&du Pris
mary Sthool's Farent-Tepcher Ssocls-
tion, shr had heard o crime-prevention

tulke by Murgaret Martln, the Neighbor-

hovds Aguinst Crime cosrdisator for
e East-Central area.
She decided the nefghborhood soidd

use home-seeurily informatico sod o

“Welghbar Wateh® progrem, In which
resldents ngrez oo o block-by-block be
sts t4 wateh out {or ench other.

She canvassed the aren 10 Eind older
peaple on fixed {ncomes who peeded:

", desd-bolt beeks and belp In fostaBation.

The Incks are part of o piot praject

"approved by the Eost Cenizal Neiphbor.

hoods Agntast Crime boord. They are
hought through federal crime-preven-
Uon money that will be gvallable o
Portlend throsgh Jidy. X

In addition tm the locks, she bay
starfed telling oider resldents shout the

“Whistle Alert” syetem %gé'!' hos been

; .

introduced [n oiber nelghborhoeds, She
and Mz, Martin glve the okder peapls
whizties to blow to werd ofl sttackers
grd to olert neighbors that ﬁprzy need
" hefp.

"Evervbody [s so grateful? said Ms,
Martin, “They dog't even seem to mind
kot they have to meke thelrown o
rangements bo hove dhe locks piton.”

Tirough the Portiand Polics Bureny,
a similar Jocks progrom Is eesiiphie
uefghboerhoods designoted for fedpral
Housing ard Community nawln@nm
nssistance. .

Hul Begemont-Wilshire mﬂ mher
Eest-Gentral nelpkborhomds don't have
{hut esignation, M. Marthn siid,

After the first of Moy, Ms Murda
prpacts fo have o grevp of voluntesss
troined o do the heme-securily surveys
nnd o install Jocks for the jow.dacome

‘eiderly a5 part of the orea's r:rlm;-pre

vuniion peageom.

- iz b meantime, she ood M, M -5

tersnn ore fliiing the requests for the

“pitol prograrg In Beaumaat-Wilshire,

“When I'm out ridlng my ke, |
stop and fidl to people abms e lncky
amwt what they should do'if they see
somethisg suspjclm sroimd a uslgh-
bor's houge,"” she sald.

¥ have & fewr block c&ptaius oW,
but | went i get Nedghbor, Watch exe

- panded,” Mrs, Masterson suid, - .
*People shouido't think they're

crazy i they calf o nelghbor or the po-
Tice if something funny I golng on neRt
dner,” she spid “it's good for people to
kpow each other nnd make a coll I they
see samething susplolous,

“4 Enven't heard of any mere hor-
" glaries sloce we smrled the Tocks pm-

grum m‘ozmd here.”

Phuteby GEOFF PAAKE

LOC;{ING UP — Keren Mastersen, prezidmt of the nawly formed Boau-
mont-Wilshlre Nelghbarhood Assuclation, Is helping Jow-income efderly
nelghbors install dead-boltl lecks as part, of 8 sxinfapravention pmg;am
spongcred through the Erst (’:aazsal Nalohborheods Agalnst Cslme baged, .
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Former int

By Nyewusi Askor(

Ms. Agnes Barbozn was 3,000
willes away when she received the
pheabing news that her azn, Petor
Alarig, 25, had {afien from the third
floagr of the Psyehintric Ward ut
Oregon Siate Hospital. The infor-
mation read: Head badly erushed:
fractured spinal vertabrae; a bload-
clol fergming near the brain; internal
bleeding; o broken leg snd foot; aa
asncontrollable flow of spinal [luid
from the nose; in addition 10 a con-
cussion. Stunmed by the news, Ms,
Barboza inmédialely returned to
Pordand, oniy o lind that the news
she had received, wasn't nesrly as
tragie s the evens leading to her
son's condition.

Arriving back iy Portiand, Ms.
Barboza discovered thet Peter, prior
o reveiving multiple injuries sul-
fered from the {31, had also sufl-
Fered sovious hend In}iciey duiing
incarcerni{on 2t the Rocky Butie
jail. He wasn's expected to live, It is
here that the tragic story unfolds.
L.In May of 1979, Peter Alarid was
conlined at Rocky Buite jail, Facing
felony chatges, he was housed in the

 maximum securiiy section knows as

A-Tank, A-Tank consist of 14, 5x7

feel cells, with n S-foot corrldor on

the cutside known as *'the walk-

winy.'” The [irse cell of A-Tank s ~

known as the **Day Room’' and at-
the dime,was completely bore. It has
a conecrede Door, three giec walls, o
steel ceiting and bars covering the

" floor, unconsciniis.

frent portios of the tank. The }mm ane of your brother's en-
‘remaining i3 gells have {our steel  velopes.”™ The news uniied the Bar-
bunks, with toflet and sink fixed to  boza Tamily as pever before,
the back walls, I iz in ong of thess”. % However, by the time the Barboza
eoiia’ thal Foier iy allegesd 1o have
spent ours, on a bare concrete - resources [o help Peter, another
‘thain of evenls were already in
Mews of Peter's condition waos. molion; evends that were in direct
described in o note, smuggled out of retation Lo what had happened io
the fuil, and given 1o Peter's brothes,  him at Rocky Butte.
David. It read in par: ! don’t - When H was
kseew you, but I wand to baip your
Brother out, Yeur brother was - Peier's condition warranted medical
knocked out eold ['or g couple of - 'attention, he was maved (o Portland
. kours, where {hey (gustds) drogged - Adventist Hospital, On the day of
him inta o celi naked with sothing - his release from this hospital, he was
" but a goncrefe floer; no shirt, .. laken to the Oregon State Hospital

decided by

‘. jacket, no blanket or anything. Gef . {Peyehlntzic Ward in Salem, and
" alawyer to pet your bristher pat s o'}

“kept there from June 1, [975 untf
“Fune 20, 1579, His next admittonce

haspital. (P.5.3 1 got your addrcsa:

3utte jai

temily were able o arganize their

“Judge Robert
- telephone. Ms. Barboza way never

TAuthorities at Rocky Buette that

to OS5 was July 25th. He was kept
there until September 241h, During
this time, eleetro-shecks were ad-
minitered (0 him under strange and
adverse meihods,

According Lo reports obtained
ihrough Legai Aid from the Psy-
chiatric Division of Qregen State

. Haospizal, the hospital obtained:

permission to administer the shock
treatments, from Cirgeit Court
E. lopes wig

consulled,

On April 17, 1981, Peter Alarid

filed = S20MHOBO soit ngainst Rick

Gaskell, & Rocky Butte puard,
charging violation of his civil rights.

The circumsignces suryrounding
the “incident®” et Rocky Butle, is-

told by Peter simself, Poter alleges:
L We were allowed 2 § hour o
day walk in the corridor notside our
eall, in whiiah we were expouoted to
shower, phene our friends or
famify, and toke 2 walk in the
cortidor as our daily exercise during

“ghat time, The other 23 hours, we

were fovked in our cells, in which
there wis no room to walk, and
were expected Lo et gur three moals
a day admist ihe grotesque smell of
out fesking and smelly (oilets.

-“Approximately four guards,
headed by officer Rick Gaskeil
appeared in the corridor at the Mront

- of our cell. Another officer at the

end ol the corrider, managing the
locking mechanism opened our cell
(Plense turn to page 14 col. 53

May 22, 180
Volume Xl Number 32
25¢ par copy

USPS959-680-855
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Lomm

Onc of the issues raised o the
Gbserver’s polize/communizy
relations forums is the harassment
of northeast women angd girls by
cusiomers saming into the com-
gunity ieoking ler prostitutes.
Polige officers were enceuraped by
forum participants to get creative in
projecling commuaity women as
well as discouraging prostitution.

Sirategies are being planned to
dead with this conesrn through a

newly formed proup colled the

Police und Community Interaction
Commirtee. The planning commit
tee |s made up of representatives
from the MNortheast Business
Hooslers, Neighbothood Against

Crime and Police Burean personnel

from Norsh Precinet, Bast Precinct
and Crime Prevention staff,
Saveral neighbarhood
assgcistions over the past few
months kave complained about
harassment of **neighbothocd
women'’ by johmns on Union
Avenue, Vancouver and Witiiams

nity attacks prostitul

Avenue, Husinesses om Union
Avenue have boen alffected by

prostitates loitering on the streel’

and  discouraging - potential
cusiomers from entcring decent
establishments. The Polics and
Community Interaction Committes
is gontacting N.E. community
groups and business for thels rene-
‘tion ko tactics ranging Urom oo anti-

johr eampaign to special police .

details La arvost proslives,

8haron MeCormack, Inner NJE. -
coordinator for Neighborheods

Apainst Crime stated that initial
response  {rom neighborhoed
associations and cemmunity groups
gave pesitive support 10 an
sgeressive campaign io discourage

“men from alf over Portiand and -
Vareouver, - Washinglon. from-
soming o NE for the wrong

reasans. Those of us who five in NE
know we have good neighboerhoods
ang businesses.

Qur image of ourselves is that sur -

. women are decent people who
deserve respeck. We wint 1o

x

challenge anyone putside of our |

also know there are other strious
crifne issues to work. However, this @
first cfdrt has muinal support and
coulkd be the beginning of serious i
cooperative efforts between com- |
munity people, busipesses wnd i35
police to develop safety newworks 3.
in our arga.
The Interaction Ceammit{es bag
long ronge goals to work on erime
preveation, neighborhood watch
programs, safe shelters established
at businesses on major streeis and
posting of crime stalistics and crime |
prevention respurces s NE
. businesses and community agencies,
as some of the ideas that have
afrendly been Jooketl at, according to ¢
Dioug White, NEBB president,
Anyone wishing 1o become in-
valved or have commenls or
suggesiions can contuct Sharon

McCormack at King Facility, (287- 1 direedon of Jamos Freoman Richsrdson, Mem-
bore will noon knoek on doors in the community

_ 3692} or Doug White {288-5061).

o oo bt o A S0

L

durlng a Portland
to rutee funds for the team.

{Photo: Richard J, Brewn)






‘bor “buddy system") have been set up,

. €redit Union, similarly organizing area  lives.
Tesidents but in that instance to pain - “*Power — real pa;ver -~ ig buiit in .

By LIONEL FISHER
Corraspongont, Tha Dregonlsn

Triggered by several nexghbcrhecd
rapes and a growing sense¢ of vulnera-- §
bility and fear in the community, 250 ¢
Northwest Poriland residents furned .
out on a coid, rainy April night te Ie&m
whal they couid do about it. E

Two fnonths later, where has all the N
_anger, outrage and delermination gone?

The results of that meeting aren't
epsily measurable, according to Marcla
Ruff, ares coordinator for Neighbor-
hoods Agamst Crime, W%w argamzed
the mesting. fer e

“Buf that doesxz’t mean aczhmg hap~
pened,’” she guickly added.

“Nothing very dramalic, perhaps,
The crime statistics haven't altered. But
the quality of Iives in this neighborhood
has definitely been touched,”

In the 10 weeks since the emotional
gathering in early April, 15 follow-up |
meetings have been heid, Ms. Ruff said,
“An average of six blocks have been
represented al each meeting, affecting a
total of approximately 50 blocks north
of Burnside,” o
“Block Watch" netwurks {a neigh-

telephone-contact “irees” started and
escort groups formed. Tnformation con-

cerning specific neighborhood crimes ; Photo by LIDNEL FISHER -
has been passed along to develop collsc- LORGANIZER — Marcia Ruff says
tive preventive awareness. - - - . quality of life i better since an Apru

o MBut the real progress’ has come . me&?mg alarted residents to crima in
through nelghbor meeting reighbor in a Northwes't Port!and
common cause, then reinforcing the _ )
supportive social network with subse- “ she sazd “T%ie papzziaimzi compnses ‘
quent planned and chance meetings,” -very diverse types of people. The agen»
she said. . . ¢y has had real successes.in places such |

“As g result, people have begun t0  as Buckman, Sepnyside and Richmond
feel not-so zselated not 8o impotent and  in the southeast, where there are many
remote because’they fingliy ore actively more singie-family homes and fewer
participating in something, rather than - transients. Also, their main focus has '_
merely reading ahout it heen ot }eSSwemsmonal crimes such as -~
: “Clty people tend to act and react a5 home burglaries. Here, the advatscas
individuals,” she continued. “Now have been much more subtle.” a

LI
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they're learning to respond asa unit — | There has been no high drama, she
as a block or entire nelghborhood —  expiasined, no-focal incidents to signify
when the clrcumstances warranti,. ~large breakthroughs. ,
That's really important,” ' © 0 “But the real progress comes in be- -

Ms. Ruff is one of the sfx ares coor~  ing able to unite the neighborhoed, not -
dinators for the Neighborhoods Against only - for protection but for political
Crime agency, funded by the Law En- clout,” shesald. + -
forcement Assistance Administration] “It comes in getzmg the people to
She has held the post since February. actively participate in the govermmental
Previously, she spent 214 years with process of forcing the changes neces- |
the Northwest Neighborhood Federal sary to improve the quahty of their -

preater econemic contrgl. . tiny increments. That's what nsighbor. |
“1+°¢ mack harder {6 track dnwa hood crime prevention is realty all

TS TR 11
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Ail-cay rape Workshop due i

More than a dozen community -
groups will present an all-day session

about rape and domestic viclence Setur-

day, June 20, in the Smith Memorial |

Ballroom of Portland State University,
The sessions, scheduled from 14

am. to 4 p.m., will include a panel dis-

cussion on the legal problems faced by
victims of rape and domestic violence, 2
fitm on the psychological effects of the |
crimes, and neighborhood organizing -
techniques to e!iminate asszzuiss agaist -
women,

Demousirations on self-defense
techniques for older persons and chil-
dren algo will be given, said Sherry
Sylvester, coordinator of the Portland
Neighborhoods Against Crime program,
& workshop sponsor,

Qther sponsors include the Mult-

nomah County Rape Victlm Adwea%es,,

Women's Crisis Line and the Oregin -

Coalitfon Against Domestic Violenge,~
Support will be provided by .the

YW C.A. Women’s Resource Center,
‘Cemmﬁmty Law Project, Burnsgide

Community Council, Womenstrength

Inc., Bradley-Angle House, Raphael ® °
House, Shelter House, Transition House, . *
Clackamas County Women's Center,”

the.Self-Refense Education Association | i
~and Karate for Women. 0

EXTRA
PLEASURES AT
NO EXTRA.
COsT;
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\riii-crime
proposal .
on agenda

By JANET (DETZE | Looe T
41 The Dragorin sbalf : .

A progeesl for ety sippors of .

ﬁm

1 again vrsithe Ciry Councll agonds for .
Wednesaay, but commissteners sill
wers mulllzg the smount and sourees of
the money at an aminded ordinance
was Hled Jey 10 Lt

The oitenhased progrum, storted
45 8 {edemily finenced pllol projent
thres yearsago, would shift o the O
fise of Neghyorhood Associotiens ape”
der & propjssl the councll reviewed
briefiy Jurz 34, s

The orijul propossh, introdaced by -
Commimbczer Charles Jordan, sought
$1185,600 ¢ eoolingancy Tonds o cone
tiene the pogram slisr July 1, when
the federn} patt caded. -~ . ¢

Howewe, oiher commissioners said
they wantsl o see [( ather (laznciag
coull b arecged without tapping the
] conzingeney fopds, which slresdy hove
N siznble retyizsts [rem other hureaxs, in-

tlading pole sod parks e
. Another guestion was how. many
- ¥ sren coorcthators should be ncloded in.
the program, Seutheast resldents sald
they won}io refoin 1wo coordinators
beceust thee section of the city has 40
percent of the population ond abodl &
third of theeity's land gren. © T

Jordan filed ab amended ordinance’
ta provide for Inner-Southeast and Out-
% er-Southeat coordlinntors, said Mary
%4 oy Culvin,oneof his nssistants.

But Lh & question of funding was not
seltled beduse severt] comimissioners
have been sl of lown.

] third thd commissioners suppori
the ¢ooceq, but it’s the funding that
needs to besuttied,"” she said,

‘fhe proptsad is Bsted on the counci
coleddns fir Wednesdny, when Com-
missiener Mika Lindberg will be out of
wivn, Jt Ty be held over untll Thurs-
diy, when be will refern, Ms. Calvin
said, However, If four commissicners
fee} their encerns about funding have
been met,they moy wini o voia on
Wednesday, she sald. o

The pripesal was initally filed wih
o9 emerg ecy clause ko there would ko
ae gap in e progrum operations. wod
* fnur pommisslonsrs mush 0pprove 26
emerpensyorEaance. ’

The pogrem's ceniral office hag
¢ heen keptopenal the Cenger {or Urhinn
s Fducaiion,the administrator of the fed-

eral prant, expecting ihat Cisy Council

peiien wasld provide funding rstroac-
tive to Ju¥y §, sald Poatti Jocabsen, dires-
tor of the Dffice of Neighborbood AS
socistions. ' ’

The proposed erdinancs would pay.
for § ¢rine-prevention program mana-
ger, = hei-thme secretory snd cris
me-prevestian specinlists In the thty's
‘five neightorhood offices. |

Aren seighborhond beards. actiog
usnder corgrack with the city, woaid hre
the crimegreveption specialists,

Thel yrangement Is simdler o e
one used 1 hirs neighborkaod coordine-
tors and the origingl Nelghburhoods
Againgt Cdme conrdiniors, )

The dtizep-based pragram |t de-
¥ signed {o neignborhond residents o
assess thuir own crime problems and
arrive ot mlatfaes thad mest thelr spe-
clfls gesch,

‘The Fabice Buresu's criime-proven-
tlon spechiists bove nssisled the sitizen
pragram #ih informaiion sud technical
i But Eave ot participaied in neigh
bothpod prgenizig sfioris for long-
funge crigeprevenlion snivily,

ErE
4

HNeighborh oxig Apsingi Crime progesm o
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Anti-crime

Eiy JAPEEY GOETZE
of The Oregonkan siail . '

. The City Councll wili review con-
tracts for area Neighborhoonds Against
Crime coordinators Wedaesday fn what
i expacted to be the next-to-iast step in

transferring a federal pilot pre;ect to

tocal administration.
. The program, started three years

ago 1o enabie residents {0 devejop cri- -

me-prevention. strategies for their

- neighborhoods, will be supported in the
- 1881-82 fiscal year with $180,000 in
- city funds.

Neighl}orhﬁod boards in six Sectmns

a _ of_ the city will be responsible for hiring
» ang directing the work of area coor-

dinators under a contract with the city,

o " .said Patti Jacotisen, director of the ci-
.- tv’s Office of Nezghhorhocd Assoria-
c tsens

: The contract, s;milaz G the OI}E useci
!:o hire neighborhood office coordina-
tors will he on the City Council agenda
at. 9 .. Wednesday.

1A program manager, who wd% re-

) pz}rt {0 Ms. Jacobsen, is expecied {o ke

hired through civii service procedures
in”Iate Aupusgt or September 1o conl-

o pk_ete the program’s transition, she said,

- Last month, the council approved

" the budget expenditures for one parl-

.t fime and five full-time coordingtors
-. who will work al neighborhood offices
. throughout the city, Ms, Jacohsen said.

» .t Cooraingfors in North and North-

. past Portland ané two in Southeast

Portland who started under the fedaral-

f‘; Ay funded project are expected to re-
" main in the ¢ity program, she said,

* % They include Vada Grimsrud, whose

no-

@ be @mmd

E‘@"WS

oy city

offica is in the Police Bureaw’s North

Precinct: Sharon McCormack, working {°
with Inner-Northeast nelghborheods in
the King Neighborhoed Facility; Pam
Stivers, working with outer-Southeast
residents {rom the Southeast Uplift of-
fice, and Jemn Gordon, the inner-South.

east coordinator at the Southeast Neigh-§. -~ :

berhood Facility. .

A boarg rﬁpresersti;’;g Wast!North‘
west and Burnside neighborhoods must
hire a cogrdinator, whose desk will be
in the Meighborhoods Wast/Northwest
office, Ms, Jacobsen sald. L

A Southwoest aezgﬁbcrhaod hoarﬁ :
will ‘kire o haif-time coordinator to

wotk ouf of the Multnomah Art Center,

ghe said.

“The types of services pmwéed at
the neighborhood leve! will remain es-
sentiplly the same,” Ms. Jacobsen said.
“The difference beiween the federal
and local programs will he in the fund-
fng source, the administrative structure

. and the responstbillty for programs.”

To meet federal requirements under
the original projeet, program poiicy was
set by a city-wide hoard of neighbor-
hood representatives and the fiscal ad-
ministration for the federai grant was

Jhandied by the Center for Urban Educa-

tion, an agency of Ecumenical Mims-

tries of Qregon.

- Under the city pr‘ogram, ne1ghh[>r~

- hoad area hoards will set policy for

their localities, Ms. Jaeobsan said.
Fiscal administration, reporting
procedures and Infermational services

“will be handled by the propram mana-
.ger working in the Office of Nezghﬁar«

hood Associations, she said.







. . . . . * 4 . :
City acts to contract, fund anti-crime program- .
. : K : . 3! s : ; h ‘ : i o T

- The Portland City Councll Wedsestay authorized  * Commissioner Charles Josdon, who intenduced the  Southenst Asion refugses. He sajd the federal BOVEr.
sontragty far the onerstian of Nejghborkoods Againal. resefution; suld the federnl cutback wifl creats s major  memt will provide linznclal suppert for relugess for
Crime programs throuph the ciy’s Office of Mern-  colls for she Portbunu srss, which hes same 10,630  o0e yrar onhy.
sorheed Associations. -

The move allows ety fugaing for one year of
proprams proviousiy pnid for with federsl Hovsing
ang Comrminity Bevelspment fuads, -

The cley will provide §192,000 to eperate Be pro-
grams through contiacts with zix neighborbood o
pendzations, which will be responsible for Wring and
dirceling the work oF area coordingtors.,

An overall program mannger will be hired by the
Office of Nelghtorheod Assoclations through city civil
service procedurss, .

- The crime-preventlen progrem was begus hren
years 0go o help rasidents of certidn neighbarhoods
deveiop crime-provention stentegies, Coordintars
wh started 1n the federal praprom (s Morth, Northe
#ast and Southeast Portland will be trangferred fo the
city-tended program. - .

In pther action, the councli approved s manage-
ment plan {or Pionper Courthouse Supare thet io-
chudes vstablishment of 2 gor-proliz corporation to
avoraes thi downlown block with the ity Pork B
Tesu.

Farther councli aetien wib be required, however, -
befoge such s corporation could Tumetion.

The counell alss aathorized the Portland Bavelop-
ment Commission 10 procesd with construciion of the
segre, Poirick LoCrosse, the commission’s eXacutive
direcior, sald the upency expects o moke cerstructiog
decisions in Dorember.

. i He saig the commission will either proceed with
: v, ., construction of (ke basic 5.5 million sguare o fn-
s clisde o number of eliernatives in the desfgn, - -~

. He said Tri-Matl, which bopes to feass space In the
) \ ; < sguare, has teaatively badgoted $200.890 to hielp with
E o e theoost
Y . o The Fricads of Pigpeer Syuore bes raived spme |
E - Cre BAB0JI00 of the $1.5 million = privers funds peeded 1o

© L cemplets the project, be snid,

TFhe eouncl also approved a resclotion prottsting -

- Lhe [pderal government's plans to cut fandiap for
asslsting refugees whe bave resettled in the Imite
Hises, - '
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ATTACHMENT # 3

QUARTERLY REPORTS 1-10

Note:  These reporis have previcusly been
submitted to LEAA.







ATTACHMENT # 4

COMMUNITY SAFETY INFORMATION BOOK

Note: This book has been sent undey separate
cover.







ATTACHMENT # 5

PEOCRAM PROPOBAL TO THE CITY

OF PORTLAND
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PROPOSAL II

PORTLAND NEIGHBORHOODS AGAINST CRIME

. PROGRAM PROPOSAL:

Introduction

The primary goal of Neilghborhoods Against Crime is to create and
strengthen neighborhood crime prevention networks to reduce
vulnerability and fear of crime. And thus, through the gathering
of informed citizens, the issues which are contributing causes

of crime can be examined and solutions can be explored.

Nelghborhoods Against Crime is a community based program with staff
members located in six neighborhoed centers throughout the city.
Citizen committees in all six areas assist in setting priorities
and planning anti-crime programs for their neighborhoods in each
area.

Citizens and NAC staff working to identify community crime problems
and to generate nelghborhood based solutions has helped in beginnin
to meet our goal. The activities of NAC citizens participants

and volunteers reflect agreement with the Tri-County Community
Council's 1976 Regional Priority Needs Survey that "we have come
to the realization that law enforcement agencies working alone ever
under optimum conditions of manpower and budget, cannot stem the
tide ¢f criminal behavior. Nothing less than wide spread and
effective community involvement can halt the increase in crime.”

Tasks and Strategies

We propose to continue the development of "effective community in-

- volvement” through programs which are unigue to community based

anti-crime planning.

First of all, Neighborhoods Against Crime serves the neighborhoods
as a facilitator and information rescurce on nelghborhood crime
prevention work. NAC provides both information from crime statist:
and alternatives for community action against various types of crir
NAC coordinates segments of the community; churches, organization:
parents groups, schools and existing agencies, connecting people
who are interested in working on similar crime problems. This
alse serves to increase general communication and cohesiveness

in the neighborhood. '

NAC is the cocordinating neighborhood agency that takes on special

.community crime concerns, whether this involves community

forums to discuss nelghborhood probklems, such as the‘ﬁeeda of a
new refuges community or the quick mmbiliza@ion~requzred'wh@n a
neighborhood is ravaged by an arsonist, rapist or molester.






NAC is invelved in the neighborhood process so that crime prevention
questions are asked regarding other issues. If we put a park on
this corner, for example, will it create additional crime problems.

Within this role as a community anti-crime resocurce, we have several
pracise strategies to continue our work.

We now have some Neighborhood or Apartment Watch programs going on
in 3% of the city's 66 neighborhoods and within those areas, wve
have organized over 300 Neighborhood Watch blocks. Several of our
Neighborhood Watch networks have been operating for over a year and
have shown substantial decreases {from 18%-37%) in residential
burglary.

Our Neighborhood Watch program is unigue in a number of ways:

1. Through staff and citizen cooperation, initial bklock contacts
and planning originate in the neighborhoods rather than in an out-
side agency.

2. Meetings focus not only on traditional crime prevention methods
such as site hardening and property marking, but also on block
crime problems that are $pec1f1c to the neighborhood.

3. Using the Neighborhood Watch Manual, a neighborhood anti-crime

guide designed by NAC and neighborhood volunteers, each citizen is

- able to effectively organize, explain and play a role in implement
crime prevention programs in the neighborhood.

4, The Neighborhood Watch Manual alsco plays a rele in the most
important compoment of WNelghborhecod Watch, monitoring and follow-up
Fach Neighborhood Watch bleock becomes part of a larger network
which provides monthly information to NAC Area Coordinators on
crime averted and reported. The NAC Coordinator alsoc provides
residents in the network with crime statistics and special crime
alerts. For example, "there have been a number of battery thefts
in your neighbcocrhood." Neighborhood Watch blocks are connected to
residents on adjacent blocks and become part of a system that can
be used for other community needs, from creating formal communicati
grapevinges to pravmalng the base for emergency preparedness.

We also use the Whistle Alert pxog&ct within our Nelghborhaod Watck
program, providing whistles to seniors and wemen. This combined
with our self-defense programs for seniors and children create a
sglf~help personal securlty gystem.

Nezghb@xhood wWwatch becomes, also, an umbrella program for other
anti~crime and crime related work. It is a way to teach the
citizen how to best utilize police seIVcha, beginning with the
Home Security Survey requests when organizing the block and often
providing the setting for technical assistance for the Crime Preve:
elderly, rape prevention and other community education programs.






NAC provides a variety of services at community request. NAC's
self-defense classes for seniors and for children, which are
available nowhere else in the city, are one example. We have
conducted community forums on drugs, park problems, school vard
problems. We alsc currently have on hand over $9,000.00 in dead-
bolt locks which we make available to low-income residents who do
not live in HCD designated neighborhoods.

One of our goals in the upcoming year is to institutionalize that
program within the community. Toward that end, we have these
specific objectives:

}.ll

To develop community funding adeguate to pﬁovidé the hardware

to operate the program.

2.

3-.

To continue training volunteers to provide free locks installat

To create a distribution plan for the program which would more

eguitably include renter residents as well as home owners.

4.

To involve locks program participants in other crime prevention

projects. In homes where locks are installed, we would also
work with the residents regarding Neighborhood Watch, Whistle
Alert and other community anti-crime programs.

NAC programs are flexible. We consider the resident of a block or
neighborhood to be the best judge of what projects will succeed on
that blﬁck or neighborhood.

Project Cbjectives

I,

ir,

TII

Iv

A city wide program with Neighborhood Crime Prevention Coordin:
in Southeast, Fortheast, Northwest, Scuthwest and North Portla
who will facilitate and assist citizens in neighborhood anti-
crime planning.

Continued building of NWeighborhood Watch on a block by block
basis, utilizing existing neighborhood networks and working
with interssted citizens to create new networks.

Continued special programs such as Self-Defense ?or Seniors,
Self-Defense for Children, Burnside Victim's Assistance, and
wWhistle Alert which increase persconal safety.

Goordination of neighborhood and agency responses to special
community crime problems. Working with the Police Bureau,

the Parks Pureau, Nelghborhood Mediation, refugee resettlement
Youth Service Centers and other appropriate agencies to
develop sclutions that will work in the neighborhoods.


http:9,000.00




v, continued administration of the Home Security and Free Locks
Program in non-HCD areas and development of & community funded
volunteer locks program that will meet broader citizen needs
throughout the city.

VI Continued involvement in facilitating police community relation
NAC will continue to make citizens aware of ways to effectively
utilize police services. NAC will also inform the Police
Bureau about citizen needs for specific police services, proble
areas and projects which may not be working in the community.

Program Model

Neighborhoods Against Crime has operated since November, 1978, as
an independeéent program, fiscally managed through the Center for
Urgan Education and governed by a city-wide citizen board.

MAE was initially funded by LEAA. NAC has worked in cooperation
with the Crime Prevention Division of the Portland Police Bureau
and the O0ffice of Neighborhood Associations.

A key component in our success is the fact that we have been gasily
accessible to the community. Several of cur field offices are in
established neighborhood centers and this is a primary consideratic

in our continuation.

An immediate program alternative which would be both fiscally and
strategically effective would be to place Nelghborhocds Against
Crime Area Coordinators in the five Field offices of the Office

of Neighborhood Associations. We currently have NAC Coordinators
in the Southeast, Northeast and Northwest facilities and we would
like to place a coordinator in the Southwest and North Portland
offices. This would not only increase the services offered at the
neighborhood centers, but also the potential of both organizations
for outreach,.

Program Summary

Central Office: The Central Office of Neighborhoods Against Crime
includes the Program Director and the Administrative Secretary.

The Central Office is responsible for program coordination and
administration, publLCLty and public education programming,
development of community resources and serves as the liason betweer
the program, +he Police Bureau, ONA, federal and state. crime
prevention agencies. The Program Director is responsible for
program evaluation and data analysis and also maintains the
monthly reporting system. The Program Director is responsible

for staff development, archives and research.






Area Coordinators: Are responsible for seeking neighborhood

input on special crime problems and facilitating the process to
design and implement solutions to those problems. The Area
Coordinator is responsible for identifying existing neighborhced
organizations and individuals to make them aware of the avallabilit
of neighborhood crime prevention services as well as technical
assistance and crime prevention assistance from other agencies

and including them in.a broader anti-crime network.

Spaecific BArea Brograms:

Northeast Office:

The Northeast Neighborhood Against Crime Office and the East
Cantral Office are currently doing Neighborhood Watch programs

in Humbelt, Sabin, Concordia and Eliot neighborhoods. The office
is working with SE Asian refugees, specifically about harasswent
problems, and developing crime prevention networks. in Piedmont.
NAC has provided drug infeormation programs in the past, crime
statistic information and numerous rape prevention programs. The
Practical Self-Defense for Seniors class is organized in this area
and Project Linkage, a senicr service organization, is training
volunteers for locks installation. ' '

Northwest/Southwest*

Currently in Northwest the Volunteer Escort Service is looking
for ways to operate independently, reflecting the success of

that project. Interest in Rape Preventlon is very high in this
area and many networks and self-defense classes are being created.
Project Jackroll--the Victim's Assistance Project on Burnside

1s greatly reducing vulnerability in that area and Self-Defense
and Apartment Watch for Seniors is very strong here.

Southeast:

In Southeast we have the largest concentration of Neilghborhood
Watch blocks., Over 100 blocks are organized here and the Scutheas
office is involved in monitoring that program, training new block
coordinators, providing neighborhoods with ¢rime stats. The South
Office is also working with ESL and the Resettlement Center on SE
Asian Crime problems. In the Outer Southeast Nelghborhoods, the
independent locks program is very strong. Self-Defense Classes
for children were designed and first held in the Southeast.

North Portland:

The North Portland office holds a great many Whistle Alerts,

and public crime prevention information meetings. Because our
North Portland Office is located in North Precinct, the Coordinatc
there is involved in assisting the Precinct Officers in the
deliverance of direct crime prevention services. We plan to move
the Coordinator to a neighberhood facility in order to develop






a broader citizen base for NAC programs there.

At the present time we also have staff members working in offices
at PACT in Southeazst, an independent office in Hollywood and at
the Burnside Community Council. We propose to consolidate the

work of these offices as shown and place one staff member in the
Scuthwest Neighborhood QOffice.






NEIGHBORHOODS AGAINST CRIME

Annual Budget

Personnel

Program Director

Bookkeeper

Administrative
Northeast Area
Southeast Aresa
Southwest Area
Northwest Area
North Portland

Fringe Benefits

Secretary

Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator

Calculated at 9.24% based on:

Program Director

Bookkeeper

Administrative
Northeast Area
Southeast Area
Southwest Area
Northwest Area
North Portland

Secretary

Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator

Health Insurance calculated at

Program Director -

Bookkeeper

Administrative
Hortheast Area
Southeast Area
Southwest Area
Northwest Area
Morth Portland

Ccpa Audit

Secretary

Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator

Program Director

Northeast Arvres
Southeast Areca
Southwest Area
Northwest Areca

North Portland

Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator
Coordinator

Coordinator

16,000.00
10,800.00
9,761.00
$15,000.00
15,000.00
15,000.00
15,000.00
15,000.00

PICA 6.13%
SAIF .51%
Unemployment

1,478.00
- .987.00

902.00
1,386.00
1,386.00
1,386.00
1,386.00
1,386.00

47.15 per month:

576.00
576.00
576.00
576.00
576.00
576.00
576.00
576.00

2060.00

Tocal Travel calculated at 18.5 cents per mile

00
00
GO
00
ao

4o

468.
468.
468.
168,
468.

468.

2.6%


http:1,386.00
http:1,386.00
http:1,386.00
http:1,386.00
http:1,386.00
http:15,000.00
http:15,000.00
http:15,000.00
http:15,000.00
http:15,000.00
http:9,761.00
http:10,800.00
http:16,000.00
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Office Supplies

Central Office 24G, 0O
Northeast Office 120.00
Southeast Office 120.00
Southwest Office 120.00
Northwest Office 120.00
North Portland Office 120,00
Typewriter Rental £48.00

Office Space Rental

Central Office @ 180.00 per month 2915.00
Northeast Office @ 100.00 per month 120G,00
Southeast Office @ 100.00 per month 1200.00
Southwest Office € 100.00 per month 1200.00
Northwest Office @ 100.00 pexr month 1200.00
North Portland Office @ 100.00 per month 1200.00
Phone, postage, bulk mail, printing, publicity
Central Office 3436.00
Northeast Office 1206.00
Southeast Office - 1206.00
Southwest Office 1206.00
Northwest Office 1206.00
North Portland Office 1206.00
Total Program Cost 149,385.00
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BUDGET PRCPOSAL 11

Personnel

Neighborhood Anti~Crime Proiect Coordinators {5}  86,250.00
Salary B15,000 + fringe (15%)

Community Anti-Crime Program Director 18,400.00

Salary @16,000 + fringe (15%)

Local Travel 2,808.00
Qffice Supplies | 723.00
Typewriter Rental 648,00
Communication Costs - 2,340,00

Postage and Phone

TOTAL 111,166.00

NOTE ON BUDGET II: This budget reflects a 26% reduction from
ocur original budget. It assumes space rental provided by the
Office of Neighborhood Associations as well as bulk mailing
assistance. This budget provides for a Neighborhood Anti-Crime
Proiect Coordinator to be located in each of the five ONAL
Offices. NAC is currently operating seven field offices.


http:111,166.00
http:2,340.00
http:2,808.00
http:18,400.00
http:86,250.00
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PROPOBAL TIX

Neighborhood Anti-Crime Project Coordinators will provide
concentrated community crime prevention assistance in inner-
city nelghborhcods and neighborhoods with a high vulnerability
and incidence of crime.

Assistance will include:

*Qrganization, monitoring and maintenance of Neighborhood Watch
programs

*Planning assistance, referral, skills and support on critical
crime issues and special crime problems

*Facilitation of involvement between police and citizens to improvs
the guality of police services and citizen utilizetion.

Neighborhoods includedraxe:

Inner Northeast: Inner Southeast Westside
King Buckman Dawntown
Eliot Brooklyn - Burnside
Boise Kerns Forest Park
Homboldt Hosford-Abernathy Northwest
Vernon : Richmondg Corbett
Sabin Sellwoad-Moreland Goase Hollow
Woodlawn Creston-Kenilworth Lair Hill
Concordia

Piedmont

City-Wide Anti-Crime Planning Assistance will by provided by
the Program Director with assistance from the Project Coordinators
Planning Assistance will include:

*Workshops and training for citizens in the development of anti-
crime planning skills

*Information and planning assistance regarding city personal safet
programs

*Provide public education about community anti-crime programs

Neighborhoods to receive anti-crime assistance are:

Holliywood Fortsmouth Reed Mit. Bcott
Foster-Powell Arbor Lodge Lents Kenton
St. Johns Overlook Burlingame  Montavilla

Ifrvington Woodstock Grant Park South Tabor
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BUDGET PROPOSAL IIL

Personnel

Neighborhood Anti-Crime Project Coordinators (3} 51,730.00
Salary @ 13,000 + fringe

Community Anti-Crime Program Director (1) 18,460,00
Salary @ 16,000 + fringe

Tocal Travel 1,872.00

18.5¢ per mile

Qffice BSupplies 480.00
Typawriter Rental 648.00
Communications Costs ‘ 1,560.00

-Postage and Phones

TOTAL 76,582.00

NOTE ON BUDGET III: This budget reflects a 49% reducticn from
our original budget. It assumes space rental to be provided by
the Office cof Nelighborhood Associations as well as bulk mailing
assistance. This budget provides for 2 Neighborhood Anti-Crime
Project Coordinateors to be located in inner city community centers
It provides for additional community assistance to be provided

for the city by the Community Anti-Crime Program Director.


http:76,582.00
http:1,560.00
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AGAINST
CRIME

May &, 1981

THE NECESSITY FOR STAFF SUPPORT IN COMMUNITY ANTI-CRIME WORK

Introduction

The function of Neighborhcods Against Crime is to provide
ocn~going community assistance to citizens on a neighborhood

by neighborhood basis by providing skills and support for

" creating neighborhood anti-crime networks, persconal safety
programs, home security awareness and crime prevention planning
£or particular community crime problems.

In addition, NAC provides citizens with information about
ways to effectively utilize police services and provides the
Poliee Bureau with Information on community crime prevention
needs.

Nelghborhood Anti-Crime Prodect Coprdinators:

Staif assistance is required to maintain an effective neighborhood
watch network in the developmental stages (perhaps the first
three years;}.

Staff assistance is reguired to provide direction, referral, skill:
ané support to neighborhoods with critical crime rates and/or
special crime problems such as refugee populations or a new
housing project or crisis crime problems such as an arsonist,
rapist or molester in the area.

On-going community staff support is necessary in neighborhoods
with high vulnerability and incidence of crime to facilitate
involvement and communications between police and citizens. This
community staff support should play neither an advisarial or
complicit role with either police or citizens, but rather should
provide the channel for community understanding of police services
and effective ways to utilize them and also to provide police

with information about ciltizen and community needs for cooperative
pelice assistance.

City-Wide Community Anti-Crime Planning Assistance

In city-wide community anti-crime work we have found these
things to be true: .

Neighhorheood Watch networks are developed most easily in neighborh
that already have a s0lid, organized base. Many identified

PORTLAND, OREGON - (503) 226-7233
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fortland neighborheoods are, in fact, loosely corganized with
little existing citizen involvement. Because neighborhood

crime ig a major concern of Portland residents, crime issues

and c¢rime prevention programs are effective in bringing citizens
together to work jointly on neighborhood anti-crime proiects.
This then begins the groundwerk for a more organized, networked
neighborhood which can maintain a Neighborhood Watch and other
community anti-crime projects which require citizen involvement.

Community crime prevention staff assistance is necessary to
provide skills and training for neighborhood volunteers and
community workers to assist citizens in the development of
anti-crime projects. :

Personal safety, and the ability to defend oneself against
assault is an increasing concern for women, seniors, gay people
and children. Persconal self-defense skills are a vital part
of community anti-crime programs. We have also found that a
variety of methods are needad to teach self~defense skills to
the wide range of citizens reguesting them. Classes for children,
to cite the obvious example, vary greatly from classes for
""" senior citizens.
There exists, within the city, a number of self-defense and
assault prevention programs. But with few exceptions, these
programs are not readily accessible in the neighborhoods.

Community crime prevention staff assistance is necessary to
provide neighborhcod groups with information on accessing
neighborhcood concern for personal safety, effective neighborhood
planning of self-defense skill programs, available self-

defense training resources and neighborhood follow-up and
evaluation in order to integrate self-defenss projects into
larger neighborhood anti-¢rime planning.

The Home Security and Free Locks program surrently funded by
HCD and administered through the Police Bureau is an important
component in coverall city crime prevenilon efforts. A great
deal of information about the availability of this program

is provided to citizens by the NAC program.

In addition, NAC has several independent locks programs going

on in areas that are not HCD designated. These programs

utilize hardware provided by LEAA Seed Grants and volunteer locks
installers.

Good locks for gitizens is a basic function ¢f a community safety
program, but it is also very expensive. The existing

program provides no assistance to low-income renters, nor does

it include participant involvement in cother crime prevention
programs.
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Community crime prevention staff assistance is needed to develop
a city-wids Homs Security and locks program that:

*provides hardware furnished through community commercial rescurces
*trains volunteer locks installers on a neighborhood basis so

that each volunteer will be providing services in his/her own
neighborhood
*locks program participants would be included in other neighborhood
anti-crime programs
*locks program guldelines could be @xpand@d to include projects

for low-income apartment dwellers and renters as well as home
OWNners

In addition to community crime prevention staff working within
the neighborhood, there is also a need for centralized city-
wide program administration in order to:

1. Provide public information about available community anti-
crime programs as well as other crime prevantion resocurces.

2. To pass on anti-crime plan information from one area of the
¢ity to another, thereby assisting neighborhoods in research
and planning.

3. To act as a liason with CPD, ONA, Neighborhood Mediation,
Youth Service Centers and other city agencies involved
in anti-crime planning in order to coordinate joint efforts
and to avoid project duplication.

4, To document, evaluate and access the impact of neighborhood
anti-crime programs.

5. To provide administrative support to neighborheood anti-crime
prevention coordinators, thus allowing their focus to remain
anti-crime organizing and networking.
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gﬁ%@@aﬁug“a“ Central Office i
GRINE

May 7, 1981

TO: Bill Bhodes, Executive Assistant
Commissioner Charles Jordan

FROM: Sherrvy Sylvester, Program Director
Neighborhoods Against Crime

RE: COOPERATIVE EFFORTS BETWEEN NEIGHBORHOODS AGAINST CRIME
-~ AND TEE CRIME PREVENTION DIVISION OF THE PORTLAND POLICE
BUREAU

Neighborhoods Against Crime is community based anti-crime programmir
which works in cooperation with the Crime Prevention Division's’
public education and technical assistance crime prevention
programs. Listed below are examples of how this joint effort

works: :

NEIGHBORHOCD WATCH PROGRAM

Neighborhoods Against Crime
NAC makes initial contact with
citizens, trains citizens in
Jeighhborhood Watch technigues,
citizen holds block meetiggs
makes anti-crime plans, brings
neighbors together, informs
hlock about available police
services

Crime Prevention Division
Provides public=- education ang
media on home security. Make:
referrals to NAC, provides
home security surveys.

SPECIAL COMMUNITY CRIME PROBLEMS, (REFUGEE PSPB%%TIG&Q, CRITICAL

CRIME RATES, LOCALIZED RAPIST,

Neighborhoods Against Crime

Identify problem, brings
community together to talk,

if necessary, facilitate anti-
crime planning, informs
citizens about available -
poclice services, responds to
citizen fear, hostility, etc.

PORTLAND, OREGON

ARSONIST, EBETC.

Crime Prevention Division

Provides crime stats and data
Provides technical informatior
when necessary

Assists in anti-crime plan
implementation when necessary

(503) 226-7233
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POLICE/COMMUNITY RELATIONS

Neighborhoods Against Crime Crime Prevention Division

Provides NAC with information
on police methods and planning
in neighborhoods. Meets with

Responds to citizen concerns,
makes citlizens aware about
available police services,

as well as police planning
and methods in neighborhoods.
Assists citizens in planning
wayvs to effectively utilize
police services in neighbozr-
hood. Provides information
to the Police Bureau about
citizen concerns. Facilitates
meetings and discussions
between police and community
when necessary. :

NEIGHBORHOOD NETWORKING

Haeighborhoods Aqainst Crime

Provides workshops, information,
materials, suppert and assistance
to bring together unorganized
groups in neighborhoods in

order to work on crime prevention
projects. Provides information
to c¢itizens on how to utilize
other related services, i.e.,
ONA, Youth Service (enters,

local community groups, eto.

"PERSONAL SAFETY

Neighborhoods Against Crime

Informs community about personal
safety resources, presents
assistance in planning community
safety programs, coordinates
self-defense classes for
children, elderly, gay people
and womern.

Provides whistles and whistle
alert programs in neighbor-
hoods and apartments

Provideaes escort services to
seniors

community when necessary.
Assists NAC in determining
effective ways to utilize
police services in neighbor-
hoods.

Crime Prevention Division

Provides crime stats and
public crime prevention
awareness progyams

Crime Prevention Division

Provides public information
on sexuzal assault

Provides public infotmation
on elderly assault, purse
snatech,ete,

womanstrength, seli-defense
program.






HOME SECURLTY AND FREE LOCHES PROGRAM

Neighborhoods Against Crime

Referral to police home security
program

Organizes training of neighborhood
locks volunteers

Provides locks for residents in non-
HCD areas :

ELDERLY PROGRAMS

Meighborhoods Against Crime

PFractical self~defense classes
for senlors

Crime prevention information

and referral to CPL Elderly
crime rep.

COMMEBRCIAL CRIME PREVENTION

Neighéaxhoods Against Crime

Crime prevention information

to business community. Facilitates
community/business anti-crime

" planning

Referral to CPD Commercial
crime rap.

*EMOoLe:
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‘Crime Prevention Division

Provides home security surveys
to the community

Provides locks training for
volunteers

provides. locks for residents
in HCD areas

Crime Prevention Division

Extensive elderly information

and assistance program

Crime Prevention Division

Provides business security
surveys and additicnal
commercial crime prevention
programs

These cxamples do not reflect total activity of either

Neighborhoods Against Crime or the Crime Prevention Division.
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B?E@@g ” Central Office
AGAINST - 50000 orger “55204
GRINME

April 27, 1981

MANAGEMENT INFORMATION REPORT: Grant Status at month 27
GOAL I: To maintain and expand a community crime prevention progran
that invelves citizens working together and uses community resources.

Objective 11 21 neighborhoods with existing crime prevention
plans will begin or continue to implement those plans

At month 27 there are currently 35 nsighborhoods with existing
crime prevention plans. Direct impact:

Meetings - 768
Attendance 8,448
Community resources utilized B34

Goal ITI: To increase citizen knowledge of crime prevention tech-
niques available so that they may respond in positive ways to
neighborhood crime problems.

Objective 1: Prior to implementation of all crime prevention
projects, staff and area citizens will determine effective and
economical cryime prevention techniques, training or education
appropriate to the project and will incorporate those technigues,
training or education into the project.

Direct impact:

Crime prevention technique
information/education meetings g1 Attendance 1,929

- Crime prevention training 39 Attendance 534
Objective 2: Program Coordinator will develop a city-wide public

information plan that will convey information to the general
public abocut crime prevention techniques.

Direct impact:

Television appearances 27 Newspaper Articles 111
Radio appearances : 36 Newsletter Articles 39
Public Service Announca. 15 Flyers , 39,213

PORTLAND, OREGON (503) 226-7233
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Goal I1I: To develop the capacity for citizens to maintain crime
prevention activities in their own neighborhood without staff
sUpPori. ‘

Objective 1: City wide self-defense education will be maintained
without staff support.

Community self-defense classesn:

Children 20 Attendance 1320
Gays 7
Seniors 19
Women 42

Obdective 2: Neighborhood Watch will be maintained independently
in 2 nelghborhoods: ) .

Neighborhood Watch is going on in 15 neighborhoods.

We have 353 block volunteers and 3,177 participants in this
program.

Objective 3: Seven neighborhood associations, community groups
or business associations will have appointed standing committees
to review crime prevention needs and develop or advocate for
appropriate programs.

We have 11 standing crime prevention committees at this time.

Goal IV: To increase interaction between police and citizens in
order to: {(A) Increase citizen awareness of roles and responsibilitis
of police in crime prevention and (B) to increase police awarenssg
of the variety of citizen needs and expectations. '

Information to police about citizens:

Person 201 ) Attendance at meetings
Phone 441 Police 123
Letters laz Citizens 561

Information to Citizens about polics:

Person 87
Phone 189
Letters 17,613






-24-

Goal V: To access the ilmpact and achievements of NAC for future
community anti-crime planning.

Objective 1 To produce monthly, guarterly and year end reports
summarizing the achievements of NAC and to disseminate report
information to staff, citizens and police for program planning.

Direct impact:

Area Reports 1a7

Coordinator city wide reports 27
Quarterly Reports 16
Annual EHeports 2

Reports disseminated

Citizens 675
Police 189
Staff 174
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May 7, 1981

T0: Mary Lu Calvin, O0ffice of Justice Planning

FROM:  Sherry Sy1§esté?, Director, Neighborhoods Against Crime

RE: Community Safety Information Project

Neighbotrhoods ﬁgéﬁnst Crime implemented the Community Safety Information

Project under the dirvection of Terry Breward Chadwick in ovrder to
fulfill the following objectives:

1. Develop a project summary format to contain information relating
to MAC projects implemented

2. Summarize each NAC project using the format developed

3. Develop summaries of technical information on crime prevention

collected by HAC

4, Collect information on current c¢rime prevention activities by local
groups and write profiles summarizing those activities

5. Collect information about neighborheod resources available for crime
prevention projects including people with skills or information
to share and groups or agencies invelved in crime prevention

6. Write abstracts and key word descriptions of projects, technical data
and crime preventicn rescurces for entry onto a computerized data
base .

7. %eveéﬁg a plan for making the data accessible to neighborhood groups

and individuals

This project was completed ast week, including a detailed report of over one
hundred NAC community anti-crime projects. The report and format design will
be pubtished within the next few weeks.

AC has worked closely with ONA on this project and plans are presently being
nade to expand the Community Safety Information Report to include more general
neighborhood planning data.

¥e will forward the report to you as soon as it is available. We are delighted
with 7t. It is an excellent neighborhood resource.

PORTLAND, OREGON (503) 226-7233
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THE . ROLE OF NEIGHBORHOODS AGATNST CRIME IN COMMUNITY-POLICE RELATION,

From the beginning of the Neighborhoods Against Crime Program,
community police communication and cooperation have been a

primary goal. We believe that it is important for citizens to
realize their r@s§$n$ibiiity in working toward safer neighborhoods.
In anti-crime work, we realize that more police officers on the
street do not necessarily mean less crime and we must make citizens
aware of the fact that it is invelved and active neighborhood
participation which will finally make the difference in the rising
crime rate.

We also believe that the Police Bureau must -be open to citizen
input, they must address neighborhood needs for police services
and be responsive to citizen concersn.

NAC does not play an advisarial or complicit role with either
police or citizens in this exchange. But rather serves as a
channel for ammﬁunity understanding of @elie@ services and
effective ways to utilize them and also to provide police with
information about Gltizeﬁ and neighbﬁyhaaﬂ needs for cooperative
police assistance.

During the past three years at NAC, we have taken these steps
toward reaching that goal:

*NAC -has provided citizens with information about ECOC, explaining
priority call systems as well as problems, thus clarifying
response systems for citizens. ‘

*NAC has provided citizens with neighborhood crime stats from the
Police Bureau and given citizens assistance in analyzing those
stats, identifying particular crime problems and steps toward
anti~-crime planning.

*NAC has an on-going relationship with the Crime Prevention Division
of the Portland Police Bureau and makes the community aware of
special police programs and services.

*NAC has served as a facilitator in situations where special

community crime problems or crisis situations have arisen, providing
citizens with information and planning necessary to work toward

PORTLAND, OREGON .(503) 226-7233
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problem resclution and decreased tensions.

We see Neighborhoods Against Crime continuing in this role. We
alsd see that NAC could take addltzomal steps to improve citizen-
police involvement:

*NAC can provice practical expertise to the Police Bureau about
neighborhood involvement, providiﬁg training and information

to the Bureau akout citizens in sgec1flc neighboxhaods in the
city.

NAC can provide on—going citizen contacts with precinct officers,
theraby creating avenues for officers to have positive contacts
in areas where they are worklnq

- NAC could assist in providing clarified ?Qllce Bureau grievance
procedures foxr citizens.

NAC can assist in clearly identifyving citizen concerns about police
services and work with both citizens and police to see that those
concerns are resolved.

We bhelive that the task of making Portland a safer city for all
its residents is a formidable one requiring informed and

active neighborhoods and concerned and responsive police. We
believe that the work of Neighborhoods Against Crime in this -
area has been vital and that 1t should be continued.
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February 25, 1981

Bill Rhodes, Exscutive Assistant
Commissicner Jordan's Office
Ccity Hall Room LDL

Portland, Oregon

Dear Bill:

You mentioned that Commissioner Jordan was going to be involved
in some national talks about crime preventions needs in cities
and I wanted to pass along a few of my notes regarding community
based crime prevention.

For some time the lines between the NAC program and CPD were
blurry--there was a great deal of overlap and soma duplication.
More recently we are seeing clearly the distinction between
neighborhood crime prevention, how it works and its values, and

how it differs from the crimes prevention services provided by

the police bureau.

What is fundamental, of ecourse, is that strong neighborhocds,
neighborhoods that have a communication network and an organization
to deal with local problems, have a much greater potential for re-
ducing vulnerability to c¢rime than do neighborhoods where residents
are isolated. This is most apparent in neighborhoods like Buckman
~ and Sunnyside where existing organizations allowed for the creation
of effective anti-crime networks. Building strong neighborhecods
while increasing education and skill levels of residents about
reducing crime vulnerasbility is the most significant step that can
'b@ taken to create safer pzaces to live.

.._..-m-""' . , ) .

This goal is simple enough to state, but the process, as we have
learned at NAC, ig as varied as the neighborhoods and the individ-
uals who live there. -Our programs vary widely from neighborheood

to neighborhood and this reflilects, I.beliede, another key factor
in community based crime prevention. That is, the neighborhood
generated project. We have learned at NﬁE‘Eﬁ“ﬁﬁTK”le =6 ARd listen

more.” CitilZeéns are not LnLerested in another gcvernmenﬁ _a@gency
'teTIiHg them what & wrohg and whit EHéy should dc. wWhen dedling’
with crime, especially, programs must respond to the desires of
the residents. For in responding to those desires, rather than
some need derived from stats or planners, we most clearly address

the c1t1?cus fears--the erippling side affect cf crime.

?’OP\I LAND, OREGON (503) 226-7233
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Consegueéntly, we identify and utilize volunteers who have a

broad community committment, rather than those trained specifically
for a single program, we design programs that take place within

+he context of other neighborhood activities., For example,

a crime prevention network is also heing used for emergency
preparedness {ice storms, lava flows), we have self-defense

. classes for mothers and children in the same community centers,

our volunteers are often trained in their own homes, . . 1t
goes on, I'm sure you know what we do.

Our task, therefore, is guite different from the crime prevention
programs in the police bureau which provide information and crime
data materials to citizens.

NAC plays a c¢ruclal role in neighborhood process--making sure that
citizens' concerns about crime are addressed, that the approaches
are effective. We design, adapt, implement and try again until

we create a project that i35 integrated into the daily patterns

of citizens. In this way we get projects that will create some
lasting change-~that will have some impact on crime and make
people's lives safer and more comfortable.

Obvicusly, I could go on. It seems that we have been testing -
several crime prevention models in the three years of our grant
and from this experiente we know now what can work.

I'11 be anxious to hsar w&as‘haypans in Washington and plan to
talk with you later next week.

Sincerely,

Sherry Sylvester
Program Director
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April 9, 1981 e

Mr. Rill Rhodes, Executive Assistant

- Commisslonesr Jordan's Office

City Hall Room 404

. Portland, Oregon 97201

Dear Bill:

1 appreciate very much your support for our program and your
assistance in helping idencify some options for continuation.

I will try to briefly summarize and update the program informatio:

you asked for in terms of goals, objectives, target populations
and costs. . - -

Qur goal, of course, is to reduce citizen fear of crime a;;M—\\\\\

the vulnsrability of neighborhoods to crime. We have found
that neighborhoods where citizens are not isclated from one
another and where there is a communication and involvement
have a better chance at making a dent in the crime rate. This
does not mean that each citizen suddenly takes on every
"civic challenge." But it means that residents know who
lives on thelr block, are aware of where the elderly live, if
there are medical problems or irregular schedules. This aware-
ness coupled with a2 Neighborhood Watch network that includes
as components sécurity checks and property making, ongoing
information about area crims such as battery theft or assault
and an avenue whereby citizens can determine a need for local
crime prevention training such as self defense classes, whistle
alerts which are set up close by through citizen/NAC coop-
pration and you have a neighborhood that has taken steps which
will reduce crime in thelr area. This group of citizens is
also more confident, less afraid, because they have reduced
their volnerability to crime and they know it.

/

Cur strategy is to continue building Neighborhgod Watch o a
block by block basis focusing on areas in Southeast, Northeast,
Southwest, Northwest and North Portland. Within the Neighbor-
hood Watch is the whistle alert program, home security. raps
prevention and other basic anti-crime plans another ilmportant
aspect of our Neighborhood Watch program is that we link up and
provide citizens with information about other agencies within

the city who are working with crime related issues. We work with

PORTLAND, OREGOM (503) 226-7233

i

R ———






-

NAC--2

the Youth Service Centers, the Neighborhcood Quality Division,
Senior Centers, PTA's, churches, the Planning Bureau and the
Office of Neighborhood Assoclations.

The monitoring system built Intc Neighborhood Watch provides
on going followup to the citizen and also a way through the
block and larger neighborhood network to continue to explore
and implement other related plans for building safer and
stronger neighborhoods.

After mectling with you on the locks problem, we have alsc con-

- sidered the possibility that locks could be included under

the nelghborhood watch plan., We could install locks for
gualified low income residents on blocks where NAC and citizens
were building a Nelghborhood Watch. This would, then, do

more than provids the resident with a piece of hardware. It
would also include him/her in a more comprehensive crime pre-
ventlon network. It would serve some other purposes as well,

making the impact of locks easler to determine since we would

know exactly where they are within the block watch and might
also be a way to meet the concern expressed at the meeting

that renters were not included in the existing locks program.
For example, rather than having a stockpile of locks available
to citizens who call in to reguest only that ssrvice, hardware
and installation (by NAC volunteers) would be part of the
Neighborhood Watch program, thereby putting it within the
context of a focused anti-crime approach. Low income eligibilit
guildelines could be determined within this framewerk along

any lines which seemed necessary.

Another area where we have worked effectively and want to
continue to work 1s on special community crime problems. NAC
has plaved a role in both informing the public about the availl-
ability of police services and the bast wav te utilize them and
providing input to the police on community needs. There needs
to be community people who can work with SE Asian groups, for
example, or guickly pull together the Sunnyside Arson watch

and NAC with its broadbase of c¢itizen involvement functions
well in this role,

Something that I think that it is important to say is that in
the last decade or so we have all become increasingly alarmed,
outragaed and frustrated by the rising crime rate. It may have
seemed to those of us working in the areas of public safety
that our efforts against the rising tide of crime were bandaids
and that crime would not really be curbed until the economic,
or the employvment situations improved, the judicial system
changed or whatever. And, of course, thess are powerful factor
But we must not let ourselves be overwhelmed by the crime
problem. Crime can be significantly reduced and we are finding
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that Neighborhoods Against Crime and programs like 1t are
the way to make that reduction. It is, afterall, a fairly
new task for citizens to take on, since only recently we
considered crime prevention a police probliem. . . I havs
many thoughts on this, obviously.

Qur program i% currently operating on a ten month grant for

a little under $130,000. We would like to consolidate two

of our field offices, operating with five area coordinators
in Southeast, Hortheast, Northwest, Southwest and North
Fortland and a Central office for program coordination. We
can stay very close to that figure for annual operation.

Qur present LEAA grant will end August 15. Our field offices
are scheduled to close on June 30. :

The citizen board under which we operate has difected me to
fully explore continuation and thelr input would be vital
before we complete any final plans, but basically, this is
where we are at.

If you need performance statistics, or other 1nf$rmatlon,
please give me a call.

Thanks again for ydﬁgmhelp

=

LE gram Director
?fffs t Crime
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Commissioner Charles Jordan
City Hall Room 404

1220 8. W. 5th

Portland, Qregon 57204

Dear Commissiorner Jordan:

Attached is a program proposal and budget for the Welghborhoods
Against Crime program and a recent position paper defining
NAC's reole within the Portland crime prevention comrmunity.

Both reflect the spirit and direction of the citizens who
baegan NAC and who have guided NaC's programs to their present
scope and success. They also reflect a more clearly defined
focus and goal which are the product of much of our learning
from the LERA grants.

We have explored the possibility of funding from the state,
but all avenues seem highly unlikely at this time. It seems
more likely that there will be eventual federal money for
community crime prevention (HB 2972 for example) but there
are no funds available now.

Qur grant ends August 15 and our neighborhood offices will clo
on June 30. Because interruption or discontinuation of our
program would create a critical gap in Portland crime preventi
capabilities, we are reguesting vour assistance in securing
local funding for our program.

I would be happy to meet with you to discuss this proposal and
I would like to thank yvou for your continued support and
encouragemant.,

Sincerely,

Sherry Sylvester, Program DRirector
Nelghborhoods Against Crime

PORTLAND. OREGON - (503) 226-7233






ATTACHMENT # 6

NEIGHBORHOOD WATCH MANUAL

Note: This publication has been sent under
geparate CoOvVer.







ATTACHMENT # 7

CITIZER'S GUIDE TO NEIGHBORHOOD WATCH

Note: This publication has been sent under
separate cover,







ATTACHMENT # §

JUNIOR CRIME FIGHTER POSTER CONTEST

Note: This publication has been sent under

separate cover.
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