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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Simi Valley Police Department began an ambitious Crime 
Prevention/Crime Analysis project in October of 1976. IINeighbors 
Against Burglary"~ as the project is titled, is a program designE:.d 
to ellicit the cooperation of citizens in community crime prevention 
efforts. In addition to crime prevention, and equally important, is 
the crime analysis function. Both of these units were established 
during this first year of our program. 

During the first year we accomplished the following: 

Establishment of The Cr'ime Prevention Unit: The first six months of 
this project was dedicated 

to designing and establishing the crime prevention unit. During this 
period of time, several agencies were visited. These visits were 
completed by January of 1977. 

In February of 1977, four officers were identified to fill the 
Crime Prevention Unit. These officers were provided formalized 
training through the California Crime Prevention Institute as well as 
on-the-job training. By April they began developing program strategies 
a.nd interfacing with the citizens. A specific area within the city 
was identified as a target area where the thrust of the program would 
be carried out. An area similar in characteristics was identified for 
control purposes to measure the effects of our efforts. 

The Crime Prevention Unit established such programs as "operation 
Lights Onll~ which involved the lending of timers to persons going on 
vacation and leaving their residences vacant for several days. 

"Operation Identification" was also established as a major 
component of the crime prevention program. The unit obtained over 
100 electric engravers from a local civic organization. These engravers 
were loaned tocitizens wishing to identify their property and were a 
major part of the overall crime prevention techniques. 

Neighbors Against Burglary meetings were he1d in citizen,'s homes in/ 
vari ous nei ghborhoods throughout the year'. 'These same type of meeti ngs 
were held on a large scale in areas experiencing severe problems. 

A door~to-door campaign ,was launched to inform the citizens in our 
targeted area of the burglary problem being experienced. Every home 
was contacted at least once, and some received several contacts. During 
these contacts, citizens were offered security checks and provided 
advice as to ways they could better secure their homes. . 

The Crime Prevention Unit also contacted every victim of a 
residential burglary. These people were offered home security checks 
and provided crime prevention literature. 



The Neighborhood Councils were utilized as ~ vehicle for dissem
inating crime prevention literature, however we were unable to begin. 
the massive security techniques training we wanted in this first year 
of our program. Inroads were established, however, which will allow 
the unit to accomplish this goal in the next project period. With 
only this exception, all other stated objectives of tbe Crime Prevention 
Unit were achieved. 

Establishment of The Crime Analysis Unit: The Crime Analysis Unit 
began its operations early 

in the project year. Personnel from the unit were provided training 
in Crime Analysis at the State University of New York. Several cities 
were also visited in an effort to obtain information from other cities 
that were involved in tactical crime analysis. These technical 
assistance site visitations were conducted in conjunction with those of 
the crime prevention unit. 

Cri:ne Analysis activities actually began just prior to project 
award. The officer assigned to the Planning and Research Unit began 
a. Patrol Manpower Allocation Study. This study provided the spring
board into Crime Analysis. Information was obtained on workload 
activity, location of the activity, the type of activity and the amount 
of time consumed by activity. The study began in ,October of 1976, and 
was therafter institutionalized. A detailed analysis of the data was 
presented in a formalized document which later received national 
recognition through the National Criminal Justice Reference Service. 

During the course of the year, the unit developed and produced 
Daily Crime Information Bulletins, weekly information summaries, beat 
bulletins~ and special information bUlletins. These are informative 
bulletins supplied to all personnel. 

Files, such as a Known Burglar File, Suspect Vehicle File, Alias 
or Nickname Files, and a Stolen Property File, were developed. These 
files are used by the analyst in his daily activities and are also 
available to the officers and investigators. Several of these fi1es 
are computerized for faster 'searching capabil'ity. 

The department has made use of the nlicroprocessor purchased as 
a result of this project. The microprocessor is used to store, sort, 
and analyze the workload data and traffic analysis information. This 
computer is also used for the Stolen, Lost and Found Property file. 

The analyst has developed a great deal of personal contact with 
the officers and investigators. Much of the information that passes 
between the analyst and the users of his information is through direct 
one-to-one contact. 

The analysis unit did not establish a Method of Operation file 
during this project period. I~ith this exception, all of the objectives 
the analysis unit set out to complete were accomplished. The M.D. file 
is under development at this time. 
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TRAINING: Extensive training was provided to all project personnel. 
As stated above, those persons involved in crime prevention 

attended the California Crime Prevention Institute. The Crime Analyst 
attended State University of New York Crime Analysis Institute. 

All departmental personnel received specific lCAP training during 
the department's annual training program. The training consisted of 
crime prevention and crime analysis functions and purpose. It is felt 
that even more training is needed in this area. 

CITIZEN ATTITUDE SURVEY: The most comprehensive examination of the 
effects of this project was through a Citizen 

Attitude Survey conducted prior to the project beginning and aft~r 
eight months of operation. This was research conducted by an outside 
evaluator. The following are his findings, which we believe support 
the success of this program: 

CRIME SPECIFIC INFORMATION 

The Post-Test Target occurrence of residential burg1ary decreased 
3% in comparison with Pre-Test Target occurrence. This decrease 
is noteworthy since the self-reported occurrence of burglary 
increased ;n the Control area during the same time period. 
The self-reported burglary ratio of respondents to incidents for 
burglary doubled in the Control area between February and 
November 1977. (From 1:14.2 to 1:7) 
Daytime burglary decreased in both Target and Control areas. 
The number of Post-Test Target residences vacant 24 hours or longer 
when last burglarized has increased. 
Burglars appear to have become more selective in choosing a victim 
in the Target area. 
Fewer Post-Test Target burglary v.ictims lost money in comparison 
to Pre-Test Target victims. However, those who did lose money, 
lost larger amounts. 
Post-Test Target respondents lost larger~ more costly property 
than did Pre-Test Target res~ondents. 
Burglars may be increasing in sophistication in the Target area. 
Physical evidence of forced entry has dropped dramatically for 
Post-Test Target burglary victims. 

PUBLIC AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION 

Letters (pamphlets) and newspaper articles have provided the single 
largest source of crime prevention information. Of the two, letters 
(pamphlets) have provided the most numb~r of informed persons in 
the Post-Target area. 

- 3 -
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Knowledge of crime prevention increased two-fold in the Target 
area between February and November 1977. 
More than 1 of every two Post-Test Target respondents has heard of 
crime prevention. 
There is an inverse relationship between burglary victimization 
and having a home inspection. Post-Test Target respondents 
reporting a home inspection also reported fewer burglaries than 
did Post-Test Target respondents having no home inspection. 
Relatively few home inspections (compared to the number of 
residents) have been conducted between February and November 1977. 
NAB efforts to date have made a significant impact on burglary, 
crime prevention awareness and use of crime prevention information 
in the Target area. 

PUBLIC ATTITUDES 

Home security inspections imprQve public attitudes about police 
effectiveness. 
Personal contact between the police and public positively affects 
public perception of police effectiveness. 
Home security inspections improve public attitudes about the police 
regardless of whether or not a respondent has been burglarized, 
The public does not hold the police responsible for burglary 
prevention. 
The criminal justice system and the individual citizen are held 
accountable by the public for crime prevention. 
NAB has improved Target respondents' perception of the police. 
Burglary is seen as the most serious crime in Simi Valley by all 
respondents. 
Vandalism is seen as the second most serious crime problem by all 
respondents. 
The community saturation level for completing various questionnaires 
seems to have been reached. 

pJ.PARn1ENTAL ATTITUDE SURVEY: A ~urvet of ~1l sworn p'ersonnel ~s percep-
tions was conducted prior to project 

activities beginning and after one year of operation. Although the first 
survey indicated that most were highly favorable towards both crime 
analysis and crime prevention, after one year attitudes improved even 
more. On a scale of one to five, crime analysis attitudes improved from 
a rating of 3.68 to 3.86, and crime prevention from 3.68 to 4.07. Many 
of our officers are active in promoting our program to the citizens. 

OBJECTIVES ACCOMPLISHED: There were a total of fourteen specific objec-
tives listed in the original project proposal. 

These objectives covered quite a large range of tasks. The following 
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synopsis highlights those that were successfully completed. 

The first three objectives were achieved through the accomplishment 
of the Patrol Workload Study embarked upon in October of 1976. This 
study provided us with the ability to place manpower in locations 
where the greatest demand for service was occurring. This management 
tool assisted in formulating a day-to-day crime reduction strategy, 
including allocation/deployment decisions. Additionally, this study 
served to increase the quality of decisions made regarding the 
appropriate allocation of department resources. 

During the course of the year we were able to involve Neighborhood 
Councils in crime reduction activities. This was a p~eview rif tne 
events planned fo~ the second year involving the training of Council 
people in conducting security surveys and neighborhood meetings. 

One of the project objectives was to reduce burglary by 10% 
against the burglary trend-l ine (1972-1975), projections by the end 
of 1977. The projections indicated that by 1977 we would have 
experienced approximately 1750 burglaries. The actual number was 
1424, a trendline reduction of 18.6 percent. During this same period 
of time the number of housing units increased by 1,011. When considering 
the increase in possible targets, the burglary rate was actually reduced 
20.3 percent; a noteable accomplishment. 

Much like the objective to reduce burglary, we also wanted to 
increase burglary convictions by 18 per'cent. Analysis revealed that 
the convictions increased by 48 percent. The reader should keep in 
mind that the sample s)ze is quite small, thus an appearance of a large 
increase in convictions. 

Juvenile crime plagued Simi Valley, particularly in burglary. One 
objective was to reduce this crime by 10% agai'1st trendl ine projections. 
At the end of 1977 the reduction from these projections was 46%. 

The objectives not met in this first year project, such as the 
developmBnt of an M.D. file and the training of Neighborhood Councils 
in crime prevention techniques are goals listed in our second year 
project. We do not anticipate having any difficulties in achieving 
these goals in thi~ coming year. 

SUMMARY: The agency was able to achieve nine of the fourteen objectives 
listed in the original project proposal. Three of the five 

objectives that were not achieved were predicated on a countywide project 
that did not materialize. L.E.A.A. was notified of this in September 
of 1977. 

The project set out to accomplish a large number of things in the 
first year. There was a tendency to want to do everything right away. 
In retrospect it would probably have been more advantageous to move 
more slowly in developing our program, as most of the objectives were 
really designed to be the end result of several year's work. 
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The success of this program, we feel, speaks for itself and is 
well documented bjl the kinds of activities being performed by both the 
Crime Prevention and the Crime Analysis Unit. The project has definitely 
enhanced the department's capabilities of delivering a service to the 
community. The re!w It has been greater effi ci ency . 
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I. INTRODUCTION; 

In May of 1976 ~ the Simi Valley Pol ice Department, through the 
assistance of the Ventura Region Criminal Justice Planning Board, 
drafted and submitted a project proposal requcting funds from the 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration. The project proposal was 
for discretionary grant funding to implement a multi-faceted patrol 
emphasis program involving the development of CI refined crime analysis 
operation augmented by an intensive citizen pay'ticipation crime 
prevention activity. 

On itls own initiative, without outside funding, the Police 
Department launched the Neighbors Against Burg'lary Project and had 
developed cartoons and other techniques for conmnun"lcating community 
crime prevention information to residents. Thiis program was coordinated 
through the Planning, Training, and Research SE~ction of the Adminis
trative Services Division. Likewise, the crime analysis functions 
being performed at that time were limited to simple statistical gathering 
usually utilized in conjunction with other budgetary preparations. 

The delivery of law enforcement services in Simi Valley is provided 
by the Community Safety Agency, an integrated organizational unit 
comprised of Police and Human Resources departments. The Agency 
represents the formal melding of these two dE!partments, one staffed 
primarily with sworn peace officers, the other by non-sworn administra
tive professionals. At the time of application, the Police Department 
was providing law enforcement services to a community of 73,000 people 
residing within 22 square miles. The department was operating with 
fifty four (54) sworn personnel, or 0.7 officers per thousand citizens. 

In many ways, Simi Valley is typical of middle income suburbia, 
r-apid unplanned initial development, fast growing youth crime rate, a 
majority of residents who commute to their jobs and a tremendous growth 
potential. The tremendously rapid growth rate can be exemplified ;n 
that as recently as 1960, only 8,000 resided here; projections of 
ultimate population and land area are in excess of 190,000 and 140 
square miles. 

Burglary has been by far the most serious crime facing Simi Valley. 
During 1975, burglary represented 63% of the total felonies (excluding 
insufficient funds check cases) reported to the Simi Valley Police 
Department. Of the total number of burglaries, 64% were attacks on 
homes. Comparison of neighboring communities and Ventura County as a 
whole, reveals that the ratio residential burglary incidents to burglary 
targets was 1:20 for the City of Simi Valley. During this same time 
period ;n the neighboring community of Thousand Oaks, the ratio of 
homes to burglary was 1:44. 

- 7 -
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It was the belief of the Police Department at this time that the 
burglary problem in Simi Valley was for the most part juvenile related. 
This belief was supported by the fact that over three fourths of all 
burglary arrests in Simi Valley for the years 1973, 1974, and 1975, 
invo.lved children under eighteen years of age. 

The Police Department believed that the marriage of L.E.A.A. and 
local resources would enable the department to establish a crime analysis 
and crime prevention unit to assist the patrol division in dealing with 
the burglary problem. The crime analysis role would be to provide 
current data for manpower deployment and burglary solvability. This would 
be accompanied by an intense crime prevention campaign oriented toward 
eliciting citizen cooperation and participation. (NAB Program) 

The purpose of this evaluation is to determine the effectiveness 
of that Program. The role of the evaluation is in a broad framework, 
which will attempt to make the process more salient to all of those 
involved in project activity, thus attempting to overcome some of the 
major problems which plague evaluations in similar projects. Evaluations 
generally contribute very little to the operation of projects and do 
not have much i~oact on project decision making. This is because 
results usually become available after the project has ended or after 
projects are so advanced that preliminary results are not relevant to 
the present operation of projects. 

The project h~s stated objectives which require analysis at three 
. different levels: the community, the criminal justice system and the 

departmental. 

The analysis of project NAB's impact upon the community was 
accomplished through two victimization surveys; one conducted prior to 
NAB activities beginning and the other at the end of the first year 
program. The questionaire attempted to measure the degree of victimi
zation, the degree of reporting and unreporting which takes place 
among residents, security precautions taken by residents, demographic 
characteristics of residents and attitudes toward police effectiveness 
in the apprehension of burglars. 

The evaluation will assess the impact of project NAB on other 
components Nf the criminal justice system. The original proposal 
expressel\ two concerns that will be addressed in this evaluation. The 
first concern was the interrelation between burglary prevention and 
crime scene investigation. It was orginally proposed that the effective
ness of NAB could be measured by a county planned crime Specific Project. 
This project never materialized! thus this evaluation tool never 
materialized. 

A second criminal justice concern is the issue of technological 
transference to other agencies. The transference of community organi
zational techniques and the knowledge gained from this interaction of 
target hardening will be of interest to this evaluation. 
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The impact of the project upon the Simi Valley Police Department 
must be assessed. The department administered an attitudinal survey 
prior to the start of the project and reissued the same survey at the 
end of the grant period. The comparison of the two surveys should 
provide feedback as to the impact of the project upon the department. 

The reader mu;t be cognizant of the methodology employed in 
determining how this first year effort was carried out. The basis of 
this year was to establish the N.A.B. program. In developing a program, 
many approaches are experimental. In order to better assess our 
efforts, we chose to concentrate in a particular section of town 
experiencing an acute residential burglary problem. This area was 
termeEl the IITarget areal!. Another neighborhood similar in demography 
was chosen as a comparison. This section was termed the "ControP area. 

Although citizens were not denied our services, there were no 
outward attempts made to solicit their participation. The program 
has now been expanded to include the entire city. An officer is assigned 
to each of the Neighborhood Councils that divide the city. They are 
responsible for development of Neighbors Against Burglary programs in 
each Cov~cil District. The successful programs developed in the first 
year are now being applied to all neighborhoods. 
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ANALYSIS OF PROGRAM OBJECTIVES 

In the original project proposal, specific objectives were listed. 
These objectives are measureable. They will be addressed in detail 
throughout this evaluation. The following is a listing of each objec
tive accompanied with a brief analysis of how that objective was achieved. 

OBJECTIVE 1.1: To increase police agency capability to place manpower 
in a more effective position to prevent criminal attack 

and/or effect apprehension of criminals. 

ANALYSIS: This objective was met through the successful completion of 
the Patrol Manpower Allocation Study. The department now 

deploys its manpower according to workload needs. The Workload Study 
received national acclaim when it was placed into the National Criminal 
Justice Reference Service. Approximately three hundred agencies 
throughout the world have received copies of this study. This tech
nology transfer extended to the State level when the department partici
pated in a Technology Fair put on by both L.E.A.A. and the California 
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training. See Appendix A. 

OBJECTIVE 1.2: To orchestrate the efforts of the crime analysis and 
crime prevention units to assist the patrol force in 

formulating day-to-day crime reduction strategy, including allocation/ 
deployment decisions. 

ANALYSIS: Once again the reader is referred to the Patrol Manpower 
allocation Study in fullfilling this objective. Printouts 

generated from this study provide information by hour, day, week and 
month. See Appendix A. 

OBJECTIVE 1.3: To increase the quality of decisions made regarding the 
appropriate allocation of department resources, particu

larly as they impact on patrol practices. 

ANALYSIS: This objective is also met through the Patrol Manpower 
Allocation Study. 

OBJECTIVE 1.4: To demonstrate the efficiency of involving neighborhood 
councils in crime reduction activities. 

ANALYSIS: The full impact of this stated objective was not realized in 
this first year. Steps were taken to raise the level of 

awareness on the part of the neighborhood councils. Presentations were 
made to these bodies, informing them of our desire to involve them in 
this project. Their assistance was sought and obtained in several 
incidents. One noteable project in'which they did lend their support 
was in a mass literature handout to residents of a high burglary 
neighborhood. 
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OBJECTIVE 1.5: To train members of neighborhood councils and of tho 
Simi Valley Police Department in crime prevention 

techniques. 

ANALYSIS: Members of the Police Department all received training in 
crime prevention with those assigned specifically to Crime 

Prevention receiving intense training. (See section on training). , 
The first portion of this objective, however, was not met. Members of 
the Neighborhood Councils did not receive training this year. This was 
an ambitious project for the first year and although it was not achieved, 
chances of success in the upcoming year appear very strong. 

OBJECTIVE 1.6: To initiate, serve as a catalyst to, and maintain 
community attempts to reduce burglary by 10% against the 

burblary trend-line (1972-1975), projections by the end of 1977. 

ANALYSIS: Statistically, this objective is clear cut. Had the burglary 
trend continued at the 1975 rate, by 1977 we would have 

experienced approximately 1750 burglaries. The actual number of burg
laries for 1977 was 1424, a trendline reduction of 18.6 percent. During 
this same period of time, the number of housing units increased by 
1,011. When considering the increase in possible targets, the burglary 
rate was actually reduced 20.3 percent. 

OBJECTIVE 1.7: To reduce departmental, juvenile court and adult court 
prosecutor rejection of burglary cases by 20 percent 

using 1975 data as baseline. 

ANALYSIS: This objective was dependent upon a countywide project 
which never materialized. In a letter to Mr. Robert Heck, 

dated September 7, 1977, this, and two other objectives were deleted 
from the program. This will be attempted in this upcoming year as 
part of the County Career Criminal Program. 

OBJECTIVE 1.8: To increase the conviction rate of Simi Valley burglary 
cases by 18 percent by the end of 1977. 

ANALYSIS: The Simi Valley Police Department filed thirteen burg1ary 
cases in 1975. In 1977, with fewer actual burglaries, the 

D;stl~ict Attorney accepted and filed twenty five burglary cases. Of 
the twenty five cases filed, twenty one convictions were obtained. In 
the baseline year, eleven convictions obtained of the thirteen filings. 
Percentage wise, there was a forty eight percent increase in the cases 
fil ed over that of the basel i ne year. Add it i ona 11 y, there was a forty 
eight percent increase in the number of convictions. Although this 
number of burglary convictions appear nominal, the reader must bear 
in mind that over 80% of Simi Valley burglaries are juvenile related. 

OBJECTIVE 1.9: To integrate the burglary prevention-arrest-prosecution 
services of this portion of Ventura Region as a demo.n

stration project. 

ANALYSIS: This objective was predicated on the Ventura County Crime 
Specific Project, which never materialized. Refer to letter 

of 9-7-77 displayed in Appendix J. 
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OBJECTIVE 1.10: To build capacity in-house for: program evaluations, 
interpretation of crime analysis and evaluation results, 

transmitting crime prevention techniques to the community. 

ANALYSIS: In the early stages of project development Dr. Glen Fry, 
the Director of the Model Evaluation Project funded by the 

National Institute of Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice, provided 
technical assistance in developing our evaluation model. This evalua
tion covers the areas of crime prevention and crime analysis. This 
objective will have been met at the time this evaluation is accepted. 

OBJECTIVE 1.11: To increase the burglary clearance rate by 5 percent 
by implementing the Rand Study recommendations with 

respect to the collection and use of physical and fingerprint evidence. 

ANALYSIS: This objective was tied to the County Crime Specific Project 
which never materialized. Refer to letter of 9-7-77 display 

in Appendix J. 

OBJECTIVE 1.12: To reduce the incidents of involvement of youth in the 
crime of burglary by 10 percent against the trend-line 

projections. 

ANALYSIS: Baseline data indicated that 381 juveniles were arrested for 
burglary. In 1977, 207 juveniles were arrested for burglary. 

This was a reduction of 46% in the number of juveniles involved in 
burglary. This does not take in to account the increase in population 
which definitely has an effect. 

OBJECTIVE 1.13: To enhance the interface between Youth Services and 
Burglary Investigators and the generalist patrol 

officer. 

ANALYSIS: This objective was achieved through the efforts of our Crime 
Analysis Unit. The Analysis Unit collected data from both 

patrol and investigations. That information was collated, analyzed 
and disseminated back to the different users in the form of information 
bulletins. These bulletins are displayed elsewhere in this document. 
This completed an information feedback loop from patrol and investi
gations back to patrol and investigations. 

OBJECTIVE 1.14: To decrease the rate of unreported burglary. 

ANALYSIS: This objective is covered quite thoroughly in the victimi-
zation surveys conducted twice during the project. The 

report was generated by an independent researcher and is displayed in 
the Community Awareness section of this report. As is evident in that 
report, this objective was successfully met. 
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CRIME ANALYSIS 

It was felt by project staff that in order to accomplish the 
objectives listed in the original grant application, the crime 
analysis unit would, in the course of the project, have to accompl"ish 
the following tasks: 

A. Provide the link between heightened citizen awareness and 
participation as developed during the NAB crime prevention unit 
activities, the ongoing generalist law enforcement and patrol 
function conducted by our Fi'eld Operation Division, the ongoing 
specialized investigative function conducted by our Field Support 
Division, and the ongoing data collection and research functions 
conducted by our Administrative Services Division. 

B. Provide the Simi Valley Police Department with the crime-oriented 
planning capability identified by the National Advisory Commission 
on Criminai Justice Standards and Goals in it's Criminal Justice 
System v'olume by adopting Standard 1.1. 

C. Increase the number of cases cleared by arrest by correlating the 
M.O. of arrested suspects to other current offenses. 

D. Provide investigative leads for generalist field officers. 

E. Provide current crime information, thus providing a better linkage 
between both field officers and investigators as well as various 
work shifts of field officers (as recommended by the Rand report on 
detective services). 

F. Maintain alphabetical and suspect description files tross 
referencing M.O.'s of arrested suspects with other offenses. 

G. Provide crime pattern bulletins for the generalist field officer, 
thereby increasing their awareness and increasing the potential for 
earlier arrests. 

H. Provide adequate information in order to identify, thus allow 
better patrol response as well as specialized citizen awareness 
activity by the Crime Prevention Unit to localized "hot spots". 

I. Aid in the coordination and establishment of special crime 
suppression task forces. 

J. Provide periodic reports of special nature which will identify 
crimes, locations and suspects susceptible to selective enforcement 
task force methods. 

K. Identify and suggest elements of special training needs for appro
priate development and implementation by our training unit. 

L. Provide crime reports which will enhance local management decision
making. 

- 13 -

--- ---"------------~----------~~-



The philosophical belief of the management of this agency is that 
the Crime Analysis Unit is a focal point for the collection and 
dissemination of information. This is based on a systems approach 
in that all crime information can have an impact and can be impacted 
by any or all units within a police organization. An analogy which 
best describes the relationship of the Crime Analysis Unit to the rest 
of the department is that of a wheel with the hub being the Crime 
Analysis and the spokes being the tie-lines to the other factions of 
the department. 

With these considerations in mind, the Crime Analysis Unit was 
placed in the Administrative Services Division. It was felt that the 
unit would be neutral in that division. It would also have easy 
access to already existing files. All crime reports are processed 
through that division, thus data collection could be accomplished with 
little adverse effect on the total system. The information collated 
and analyzed is then dissiminated back to those persons most in need 
of the information. 

This system has proven to be very effective in accomplishing it's 
goals. The remainder of this chapter will exempl if,Y how this was 
achieved. 

Standard 1.1 of the National Advisory Commission on Criminal 
Justice Standards and Goals, Criminal Justice System Volume, calls out 
the need for crime analysis to include management information for 
Crime-oriented planning. The Simi Valley Police Department Patrol 
Workload Analysis project instituted in October of 1976 fulfills all 
of these standards and is the basis of departmental crime oriented 
planning. Th~~orkload Analysis Program provides workload activity 
by time of day~ location of crime, and the amount of time consumed 
by each call for service. This informatiJn is then correllated to 
the ty~e of officer generated activity which provides management with 
the ability to deploy manpower into those areas most in need of 
police services. 

Appendix A of this report portrays the Workload Study as imple
mented in Simi Valley. This report has been listed with the National 
Criminal Justice Reference Service as well as the Association of Police 
Planners and Research Officers Project Index. Technical assistance 
has been provided to numerous agencies within the State of California 
as well a~ agencies throughout the United States, Canada and other 
parts of the world who were interested in establishing similar 
programs. Oyer 300 copies of this project have been sent to agencies 
throughout the world. This has been made possible through the ICAP 
progran:. 

Due to a myriad of other functions considered more pressing in 
this first ye.ar, the M.a. file was not completely established. Efforts 
did begin to meet this objective during the last two months of the 
project. The Department anticipates having a functional automated 
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M,O. file by late Spring or early Summer of 1978. It is anticipated 
that this file will be an integrated system providing known suspect 
information according to M.D. as well as sex registrant and known 
narcotic user information. Programming is currently underway at this 
time. 

Through programs developed by thG Crime Analysis Unit, each 
division is made aware of criminal activity in a much more effici'ent 
and formalized manner. This translates into d;sseminatlon of timely 
crime data information. The Crime Analysis Unit~ through the assis
tance of the other divisions within the organization~ have identified 
three areas of major concern to both investigators and patrol officers. 
Burglary, traffic problems and other major felonies that correspond, 
but are not limited to~ the seven major offenses identified by the 
FBI are the targeted crimes. Burglary is the incident the Crime 
Analyst concerns himself with most. 

The first process performed by the Crime Analysis Unit is the 
col1ection of data. This is accomplished by the Analysis Unit receiving 
every report generated within the department. This "Includes the primary 
source documents such as crime reports, arrest reports, and suppl~
mental reports~ in addition to secondary source documents such as 
miscellaneous reports~ field interviews and traffic citation information. 
A copy of each of these reports is displayed in Appendix B. These 
reports are received on a daily basis and are used in the remaining 
analysis processes. 

After the collection of the data, the analyst collates the data 
by extracting information qnd placing it in certain fi1es and plotting 
their geographical locations for further analysis. One of the tools 
used in the c.ollation process i's the plot or pin maps. The analyst or 
his clerical assistant plots the crimes on three specific maps. One 
map depicts burglary, the other traffic, and on miscellaneous felonies. 
The focus of the analyst is on burglary and more specifically residential 
burglary. These maps are updated daily. 

The system used to maintain these maps is very simple and contain 
two months worth of data. Acetate is placed over the maps and small 
adhesive dots are used to locate the crime. The dots are color coded 
as to the time of day the crime is committed, in the case of burglary, 
and by type of crime, in the case of traffi c problems, and mi sce 11 aneous 
felonies. Each map has two p~eees of acetate; one to depict current 
month data, the other to depict the previous months occurrances. 

These maps provide visual reference of crime locations for the 
field officers and investigators as well as the uses applicable to the 
analysis process. The maps are leoated in the briefing room of the 
Police Department. These maps provide easy identification of possible 
"hot spotsll relating to geographical locations. especia1'ly clusters 
of similar offenses. 

The analysis unit has developed a "Known Burglar File. 1I This 
file contains all suspects having been arrested for burglary in the 
past. They are listed by geographical reporting districts and in 
alphabetical order. The file is available to all personnel thtough 
our normal records checkout process. See Appendix C. 

- 15 -



A IISuspect Vehicle File ll has also been developed. This file 
contains suspect information by vehicle type and color or other 
distinguishing characteristics. This file, like the Burglar file is' 
available to all department personnel. See Appendix C. 

A third file developed during the past year is our "Nickname 
File". This file is maintained in the Alpha:Card.lndex, which like 
the previous files, in addition to being accessable to the crime 
analyst, it is also available to all departmental personnel. 

Once the data is extracted from all available data sources and 
collated into the var'ious files, the information is then analyzed. 
The analyst attempts to provide leads and identify possible suspects. 
This is primarily a manual process. The analyst reads all reports 
and attempts to correlate suspects to crimes. The identification of 
both similar offense patterns and geographical offense patterns or 
clusters is a part of the overall process as well as searching the 
various files to identify perpetrators. 

After the patterns have been identified, time and day frequency 
distributions are prepared. These frequency distributions provide 
information to the analyst which can narrow the time span when parti
cular crimes are occurring as well as the day on which they are taking 
place. 

Through the use of the vari ous fil es the analyst attempts to 
correllate the crimes with possible suspects. It is at this point 
that the files establ ished by the analyst become very important. The 
collection and collation of data is reviewed and brought together to 
formulate specific statements or predictions about crime patterns, 
trends and special problems. 

Once this information has been obtained and the analysis process 
completed, the information must be disseminated to those areas or 
persons within the department who are most capable of effecting the 
problem. There are numerous methods of dissemination; the following 
are those employed by this agency. 

DAILY ACTIVITY RECAP - This is a one page document produced on a daily 
basis. It is a synopsis of the activity having 

occurred in the past twenty-four hours. This recap contains information 
on burglary, traffic, miscellaneous events, arrests, field interviews, 
and special information that might be necessary for a patrol officer to 
know. This information is cross referenced by beat, reporting district, 
time, DR#, type of incident, location, and any pertinent comments 
pertaining to that event. The daily recap is published by noon each 
day. See Appendix D. This information is used by all members of the 
department. 
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WEEKLY RECAP SUMMARY - This document is formated in the same manner as 
the Daily Recap, however, in addition to being 

divided by type of crime, the information is broken down by beat. All 
divisions are provided this information. See Appendix D. 

BEAT BULLETINS - This bulletin is also formated in the same fashion as 
the Daily Activity Recap, however, the information 

contained is for specific geographical locations or beats. This bulletin 
contains a spot map indicating where the activity is taking place. 
These bulletins are maintained in a beat folder which contains additional 
information about specific beats. This document is published weekly. 
See Appendix D. The Beat Bulletin is used almost exclusively by the 
patrol officers. 

FIELD INTERVIEW SUMMARY - The Field Interview Summary is forma ted by 
beat and by reporting district, day of the 

week, time of day, location, subjects name, age, reason for field 
interview, and the officer who conducted the field interview. The 
primary users of this information are the investigators. This is 
produced on a weekly basis. See Appendix D. 

ARREST SUMMARY - The Arrest Summary is formated like the Weekly Activity 
Summary. This information is used primarny by the 

investigators and was generated at their request. See Appendix D. 

SPECIAL INFORMATION BULLETINS - These are memurandums generated on an 
as needed basis. Their primary purpose 

is to call specific attention to a particular problem or problem area. 
These bulletins may be given to a particular officer, group of officers, 
or to all personnel. They are generated on an as needed basis. See 
Appendix D. This is used to identify "hot spots" and other similar 
problems. 

The analysis unit has assisted in the coordination of several 
special task forces created to combat specific crime problems. For 
example, each year the department fields a Christmas Burglary Task 

.. .. " 

Force to combat the large increase in residential burglaries which occurs 
around that time of the year. Special task forces were established 
throughout the year which targeted specific problems. One such task 
force dealt with a robbery problem experienced for a short period of 
time. Another task force was launched in an attempt to curtail 
commercial roof top burglaries. During the operation of these special 
task forces, the problems previously being experienced were substan
tially reduced or eliminated. 

The analysis unit has developed several computer programs to assist 
in the analysis process. In addition to the workload analysis project, 
the department's traffic activity has been computerized, which provides 
management information regarding traffic accidents and traffic citations. 
The unit also operates and maintains a computerized stolen property 
file. This file contains all stolen property regardless if it has an 
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identification number or not. The by-products produced vary and 
provide information to many areas within the department. The areas I 
best served by these printouts are the Administrative Services Division 
by producing information needed for the Uniform Crime Reports~ Inves-
tigations receive printouts listing the property taken and can query I 
the computer to find out if a particular piece of property was taken. 
Patrol has these same programs available to them. See Appendix E. 

The Crime Analysis Unit did not establish an M.D. file during this I I 

first year, however, steps have been taken to move in that direction. 
It is the Program Managers goal to have an M.D. file established and 
operational by July of 1978. Work has begun in this area and the July I 
date is not unrealistic. 

In summary, the Crime Analysis Unit has spent most of this first 
year is establishing itself both operationally, and organizationally. I 
the unit is now providing information to all areas of the department 
on a regularly scheduled basis. A free flaw of communications has 
been established with both patrol officers and investigators. The I 
Crime Analysis Unit is respected by both , and the analyst is often 
sought by these officers to assist them in problems they may encounter. 

During the upcoming year, the analysis unit will be adding an II 
M.D. file, which should begin to provide some depth to the analysis 
process. Many of the manual files discussed above will also be 
computerized. The major objective is to eventually maintain a semi- I 
automated system. 
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CRIME PREVENTION 

The basic thrust of the crime prevention program has been in the 
Neighbors Against Burglary (NAB) campaign. The emphasis of this under
taking is three fold: 1. Target hardening, 2. A public awareness, 
3. Property identification. A key element for the success of this 
program is the extent to which citizens involve themselves in crime 
prevention activities. The vehicle chosen to deliver this program 
was the already existent Neighborhood Councils. 

The City of Simi Valley is divided into five Neighborhood 
r,ouncils. Every citizen is a member of one of these councils. The 
Councils provide a forum for citizen input and participation in 
community decisions. Neighborhood Councils routinely hold public 
meetings on both public ballot and day to day community issues. Each 
Neighborhood Council makes recommendations to the Planning Commission 
and City Council on all proposed developments from both the public 
safety and environmental aspects. 

Neighbors Against Burglary proposed that members from each of 
the Neighborhood Councils be trained in crime prevention techniques. 
Once thE~ program is fully initiated, each of these citizens will act 
as the nucleus for perpetuating the program. Ideally, they will have 
the expertise to identify the problems in their specific council area. 
The eventual desired outcome will be the citizens themselves becoming 
the instruments for program perpetuation and growth. The citizens 
not onl:v become program recipients, but they are also the implementors. 

The remainder of this chapter will concentrate on the development 
and implementation of the Crime Prevention Unit as it relates to the 
emphasis placed on the three areas of crime prevention listed above. 

The three areas of target hardening, public awareness and property 
identification interrelate to the degree that it becomes difficult 
to determine where one ends, and the other begins. For purposes of 
gaining a broad prospective of the crime prevention activities, each 
of these areas will be discussed jointly or individually, depending 
on their relationship to one another. 

The security efforts of the Crime Prevention Unit was to be 
designed to achieve eight specific objectives. The first objective 
was to interface with the Crime Analysis Unit in order to determine 
thE major security weeknesses that contribute most to burglaries. This 
same information should flow to the field officers so that they can 
better understand the security weaknesses in their beats. 

The interchange between the crime prevention officers and the 
crime analyst is basically informal. The analyst shares the same 
office as the crime prevention officers and information is exchanged 
verbally rather than through a formal process. The crime prevention 
officers utilize the information available through the crime analyst 
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for a host of tasks that they must perform. The information is 
heavily used when talking to citizens regarding the burglary problem 
being experienced in their nei9hborhood as well as choosing the 
neighborhood to concentrate the work efforts. 

It is not possible to quantify the effects this interchange has 
had on the project at this time. The fact that this interchange does 
occur is significant. From this one can only assume that the informa~ 
tion being shared is beneficial to the program efforts. Although 
this is a generalization, the good rapor between crime prevention and 
crime analysis would tend to subst~~tiate this assumption. 

The second objective i"n the security effort was to conduct security 
inspections. This was viewed as a means of udvising the public of how 
to make specific security improvements. A form was designed to provide 
a standard to be foll owed by the offi cers doing the inspections as well 
as a way to make security recommendations. See Appendi~ F. 

During the course of the year the unit conducted over two hundred 
and fifty security inspections. These inspections were conducted by 
officers. Although it was the intent of this project to train citizens 
to perform these inspections, that was not realized during this first 
year. During the last two months of the project the unit was able 
to'begin to establish a training program which would lead to the 
accomplishment of this goal. 

The security checks conducted consisted of persons solicited 
through several -means. The unit contacted every burglary victim and 
offered to conduct a security survey so that they could better secure 
their homes. Officers went door to door attempting to solicit security 
inspections and to inform citizens about project NAB. Patrol officers 
would leave each victim with self-addressed, postage paid post cards 

(See Appendix F) that they could mail in to request a survey. 

Of all the security checks conducted only two percent complied 
with all recommendations made. The vast majority partially complied 
with 30 percent not complying at all. For those persons who fully 
complied they were issued NAB burglar warning stickers to place on 
their windows. Stickers were not given to anyone else, thus providing 
credibility to their warning. 

The overall effectiveness of the security check portion of this 
project is discussed in detail at a later point in this report. 

The third and fourth area of security was to establish security 
standards and guidelines to encourage the individual owners and users 
of facilities in the security of existing and planned facilities. In 
addition support was to be solicited and secured from building depart
ments, fire departments, buildin~ contractors, insurance underwriters, 
and from the manufacturers of security devices in establishing these 
standards and guidelines. 
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This was accomplished through interfacing with the various groups 
involved. The police department was successful in establishing a 
Minimum Building Security Ordinance. This ordinance requires builders 
to meet security standards not requit'td in the Uniform Building code. 
See Appendix G. 

In addition to the enactment of the Minimum Security Building 
Ordinance there is a crime prevention officer who interacts with the 
Community Planning Department and actually sets criteria that builders 
must follow. This officer also attends Planning Commission Meetings 
and holds as much weight as any other Planner. 

The training course for citizens to be trained in security 
inspections was not developed during this first year. Consequently, 
individual citizens and citizen groups were not trained in this area. 
It was realized that once into this program, it would be first 
necessary to introduce the citizens to crime prevention and demon
strate its worth prior to illiciting their services. This required 
more time than originally anticipated. It was also looked upon as a 
more long-range goal to be accomplished in following year's projects. 
At the end of this first year, the training program was in its 
developmental stages. 

The inspection program is a key element of the crime prevention 
effort. To solicit inspections from the public the following techniques 
were used~ 

a. Conduct door-to-door visits to explain the program and sign up 
residents for later inspections. This campaign resulted in 10,764 
residents receiving crime prevention packets. These packets contained 
a variety of literature on the program. See Appendix H. 

b. Included in the crime prevention packets mentioned above, were 
postage paid post cards that were left with the resident which he 
could use to request an inspection or express his willingness or 
desire to hold a NAB meeting in his home. 

c. Neighborhood NAB meetings were held throughout the program. Over 
thirty five meetings were conducted in the targeted area. 

d. A victim follow-up program was begun with eight hundred and thirty 
nine victims receiving crime prevention information. 

e. Area meetings were conducted. These are public meetings held 
usually at a neighborhood school. Seven such meetings were conducted, 
each with varying degrees of success. 

f. "Operation Lights On" was initiated when the Peace Officers 
Association purchased timers and donated them to the Crime Prevention 
Unit. Over fifty residents borrowed these timers since the. unit 
received them in July of 1977. 
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Public education really has its roots in all of the programs discussed 
above. The key to a successful Security Awareness program is through 
the Public Education. In addition to the programs discussed above, an 
extensive newspaper campaign was conducted. This consisted of articles 
released to the local papers on a weekly basis. These articles were 
informational as well as announcing planned activities. This, combined 
with the Security Awareness campaign, comprised most of the Public 
Education program. 

The Crime Prevention Unit also conducted several special projects 
to educate the public in crime prevention. A "Consumer Fair" was 
held during the year which officers from the unit participated in. Over 
five hundred people received information on crime prevention during the 
two day event. This well received event prompted the unit to set up 
educational crime prevention booths in local shopping centers. The 
unit set up these booths on Saturdays~ rotating through the various 
shopping centers weekly. This project lasted for two months. 

Public education was also an integral part of Property Identifi
cation. The identification of stolen property is the key to abatement 
efforts directed at reducing the receiver market and improving property 
recovery ratio. 

Operation Identification, as it exists in Simi Valley Police 
Department, encompasses a variety of approaches to encourage the 
individual identification of valuable propel'ty. These approaches 
include: 

a. Recording serial numbers of valuable items. 

b. Inscri bi ng Cali forni a dri ver IS 1 i cense numbers on items. 

c. Photographing jewelry, art objects and other items that cannot be 
readily inscribed. 

d. Labeling furs. 

e. Maintaining current property inventory lists, including credit cards. 

The local Kiwanis Club donated one hundred electric engravers for 
Operation Identification. These are loaned out to citizens wishing to 
mark their valuables. Citizens are also provided with literature and 
instructions on how to matk their property. See Attachment H._ 

The Crime Prevention Unit has accomplished all of its objectives 
except the training of citizens in inspection techniques. As stated 
earlier, this is viewed as a longer range goal to be accomplished in 
this upcoming year. 
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TRAINING 

The training that \I/as directed toward the project was basically 
twofold. Extensive tY'aining was provided to project staff members. 
Training through the department's annual training program was given 
to all personnel. The department holds training in the highest 
regard. It has been proactive in the regional training programs 
sponsoring numerous courses throughout the county. The agency also 
has an advanced In-Service training program. The In-Service program 
includes video tape training during briefings, weekly training bulletins 
and monthly training bulletins. The monthly bulletins usually cover 
more detailed topics. The weekly bulletins are less detailed, usually 
on the order of the latest case law. 

In the area of crime prevention, each member of the unit attended 
the California Crime Prevention Institute and received eighty hours of 
classroom instruction. Once they returned from the institute, the 
Sergeant in charge of the unit provided them with additional reading 
material and on-the-job training. Each person was viewed personally 
by the unit supervisor while they were conducting security checks and 
conducting neighborhood meetings. Once the Sergeant had viewed each 
individual, constructive criticism was offered by means of critiqueing 
the event. Suggestions for improvement were offered as well as 
encouraging exceptional techniques. Group meetings were held with all 
the officers exchanging methods and procedures. Once this training 
was complete, the officers were given the liberty of establishing their 
own programs. 

The Crime Analyst, when the program began, was a Sergeant. He 
received forty hours of training by attending the State University of 
New York Crime Analysis Course. During the year he also attended the 
L.E.A.A. Crime Analysis Cluster Meeting held in Springfield, Missouri. 
At this meeting, the Crime Analysis Systems Manual was presented and 
reviewed. The manual provided additional training, which allowed for 
the final development of the analysis unit. 

During the department's annual training program, all personnel 
were provided training in both crime analysis and crime prevention. The 
training was conducted by the respective unit personnel. Two hours of 
training dealt specifically with crime prevention, one hour was given 
to crime analysis. The outlines used for this training are displayed 
in Appendix 1. 

There appears to be a definite need to perform additional training 
at the patrol level. The Off-jeer Attitude Su"rvey displayed elsewhere 
in this report indicates that attitudes towards the usefulness of the 
program increased only slightly at the patrol level from what they were 
at the beginning of the project. As a result, there will be more 
intensified training this coming year. 
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COMPUTER ASSISTANCE 

The Simi Valley Police Department's Crime Analysis operations are 
primarily a m~nual operation, with support provided through a pro
grammable calculator. The Department purchased a Hewlett Packard 
9830A microprocessor. L.E.A.A. provided assistance in upgrading this 
computer through funds for computer components. These components 
allowed the agency to tie in with the City's computer. 

The programming of this hardware was accomplished through in
house sources. The City Engineer assisted by the Crime Analyst 
deve loped and implemented the below 1; s ted p'rograms. These programs 
have supplied support data for workload analysis, traffic analysis and 
property information. 

The following is a listing of each of the programs generated 
through the computer. 

I. WORKLOAD ANALYSIS 

a. Activity by time of day and by reporting districts. 

b. Activity by time of day, by reporting district for each day 
of the week. 

c. Activity by reporting district, and by day of week. 

d. Activity by type of incident~ for dispatched calls and for 
officer generated activity. 

II. TRAFFIC ANALYSIS 

a. Traffic Citation court printouts. 

b. Traffic Citations by Officer Badge Number. 

c. Traffic Citations by Reporting District and time of day. 

d. Traffic Citations by Age and Sex. 

e. Traffic Citations by day of week and hour of day. 

f. Traffic Accidents by day of week and hour of day. 

g. Traffic Accidents by primary collision factor. 

h. Traffic Accidents by time of day and reporting district. 

III. PROPERTY INFORMATION 

a. Stolen Property by type. 

b. Stolen Property by location. 
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The above printouts are displayed in Appendix E. These printouts 
are provided to the Patrol Commander, Traffic Supervisor and Investi
gations. The Crime Analyst reviews these printouts with each of these 
groups individually. Tactical deployment of personnel is determined 
with the assistance of these printouts. 

Future programs that will be computerized are our existing "Known 
Burglar File ll

, IlSuspect Vehicle File", and a Method of Operation file. 
The first two are existing manual files that will be computerized for 
faster access. These files will also be made available twenty four 
hours a day. 
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CITIZEN ATTITUDE SURVEY 

In beginning the efforts of this program, the Simi Valley 
Police Department was desirous of knowing the effects this project 
would have on its citizens. To accomplish this a survey was designed 
and administered before work efforts began and again at the end 
of nine months. 

All residences in the geographic area of Simi Valley designated 
as the Neighborhood Council Area where the experimental crime prevention 
efforts were concentrated constituted the population of residences 
hereafter called Target. From the population of residences in Target, 
a systematic sample utilizing a random start was employed to select 
300 residences for Survey 1 (hereafter referred to as "Pre-Test Target") 
and 280 residences for Survey 2 (hereafter referred to as Post-Test 
Target). For purposes of comparison of reported characteristics 
and change, a second geographic area within Simi Valley was identified 
and surveyed. The second area, hereafter referred to as Control, 
was chosen because of the similarity with Target in rates of reported 
burglary. As explained above for Target, Survey 1 of Control is 
hereafter referred to as Pre-Test Control and Survey 2 of Control 
is hereafter referred to as Post-Test Control. From the population 
of residences in Control, 100 were selected for inclusion in Pre
Test and 120 were selected for Post-Test. Again the selection was 
accomplished utilizing a systematic selection process with a random 
start. 

For both Pre-Test and Post-Test surveys, all residences in 
Control and Target populations were included in the sampling frame. 
A reverse telephone directory was used initially to identify 
the populations but inclusion of a residence in the population \:/as 
not contingent upon possession of a telephone or response to the 
inquiries of the telephone company. Non-residences were screened 
from the population and alternate residences' were identified to 
substitute for non-existent residences. The advantage of the 
sampling procedure was the ability to provide each interviewer with 
the street address of the residences selected for inclusion in the 
sample. 

Questionnaire Development and Pre-Testing 

An identical questionnaire was utilized in ali NAB surveys 
and was developed based on the basic format of an earlier victimization 
study conducted in Simi Valley. The thrust of the questionnaire 
used in the NAB surveys sought the specific data needed for the 
evaluative efforts of NAB. A draft of the questionnaire was pre
tested on a sample of 50 residences in Simi Valley prior to the 
initiation of Pre-Test Control and Target. On the basis of the 
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early testing, a number of questions were revised to obtain 
greater clarity. Additionally, several questions were deleted and 
some questions added. The proposed procedure for processing the 
questionnaires was evaluated and modified. 

The final questionnaire consisted of 30 questions, some having 
a sub-question or a number of sub-questions. The 30 questions 
covered four catagories: socio-economic and demographic data; 
self-reported burglary information; attitudes toward the police 
and crime; and information concerning self-reported crime prevention 
action. The questionnaire included a cover letter from the City 
Manager encouraging participation in the survey. 

Interviewer Training 

The interviewers were students at California Lutheran College. 
Training was provided by Michael Doyle with assistance from Tom 
Hamilton. The field supervision was provided by Michael Doyle. 

The training consisted of 9 hours of classroom discussion 
covering the survey purpose, interviewer responsibilities, familiari
zation with the questionnaire, techniques of interviewing and evalua
tion of experience gained during previous surveys and pre-testing 
of the questionnaire. 

Included are instructions for conducting the interview, history 
sheets for recording responses and non-responses, and instructions 
for interviewer coding of the questionnaire. 

~urvey Administration 

The questionnaires were administered to the samples during 
February and November 1977, in Simi Valley, by the interviewers. 
In some cases the questionnaires were left with the eligible 
respondent overnight. Each interviewer checked his completed 
questionnaire for accuracy and completeness prior to submitting the 
questionnaire to the coder. The coder also checked the questionnaire 
for compl eteness and accuracy whil e coding. The coded questi on": 
naires were thEm reviewed by Michael Doyle and Larry David'prior 
to entering the data on computer cards. 

Data Preparation and Qual ity Control 

Again, the information reported in this section is similar to 
that provided in the March 1977 report. In a preliminary step, all 
questinnaires were edge coded for ease of keystrok.ing. This step 
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provides a complete review of each questionnaire by the coder. Once 
the coding was completed, a questionnaire by questionnaire check 
was made to quality check the coding. A few minor coding errors 
were discovered and corrected during this process. 

The data was keystroked into an intelligent terminal which 
had been preprogrammed to edit the incoming data, thus ensuring 
that only legal values would be ent2red. 

As a quality control check on the data entry step, the 
"card" files were sorted by card type, listed and manually checked 
for consistenc.y of the values in the card columns. Random question
naires were selected and checked in detail to ascertain that the 
questionnaire was accurately represented on the cards. Again, 
during these processes a few punching errors were discovered and 
corrected. All in all, the error rate was very low. 

Statistical Processing 

The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS), was 
selected for generating the statistics for the surveys. The various 
parameters and control cards were coded, tested and debugged. The 
data base was loaded into the computer and statistical runs were 
made to generate descriptive and non-descriptive statistics for 
all samples. Cross-tabulations were generated from comparisons 
between the various samples for selected variable of interest. 

Limitations of the Survey 

Every effort has been made to insure the accuracy of data 
presented in the reoort. There are however, limitations the reader 
should be aware of.' The questionnaire was completed by the eligible 
respondent and only a cursory accuracy check of the completed 
questionnaire by the interviewer was possible. There was no way 
of insuring the respondent filled out the questionnaire accurately, 
i.e., truthfully. There is also the possibility the questionnaire 
was "suggestive" with regard to the attitudinal questions since the 
questionnaire focused on burglary. Additionally, respondents 
completing the questionnaire may have responded favorably to some 
of the attitudinal statments. Eligible respondents with unfavorable 
attitudes toward the police department and the city government may 
be more represented by respondents who refused to complete the 
questionnaire. Verbal exchanges between interviewers and eligible 
respondents tend to support this. However, over all the data reported 
in the following pages can be safely interpreted as representative 
of the population. Part II provides discussion of representativeness 
of the sampl es. 
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SUMMARY OF SURVEY FINDINGS 

CRIME SPECIFIC INFORMATION 

The Post-Test Target occurrence of residential burglary 
decreased 3% in comparison with Pre-Test Target occurrence. 
This decrease is noteworthy since the self-reported occurrence 
of burglary increased in the Control area during the same 
time period. 

The self-reported burglary ratio of respondents to incidents 
for burglary doub~ed in the Control area between February and 
November 1977. (From 1:14.2 to 1:7) 

Daytime burglary decreased in both Target and Control areas. 

The number of Post-Test Target residences vacant 24 hours 
or longer when last burglarized has increased. 

Burglars appear to have become more selective in choosing a 
victim in the Target area. 

Fewer Post-Test Target burglary victims lost money in comparison 
to Pre-Test Target victims. However, those who did lose money, 
lost larger amounts. 

Post-Test Target respondents lost larger, more costly property 
than did Pre-Test Target respondents. 

Burglars may be increasing in sophistication in the Target 
area. 

Physical evidence of forced entry has dropped dramatically 
for Post-Test Target burglary victims. 

PUBLIC AWARENESS OF CRIME PREVENTION 

Letters (pamphlets) and newspaper articles have provided the 
single largest source of crime prevention information. Of 
the two, letters (pamphlets) have provided the most number of 
informed persons in the Post-Target area. 

Knowledge of crime prevention increased two-fold in the Target 
area between February and November 1977. 

More than 1 of every 2 Post-Test Target respondents has heard 
of crime prevention. 
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There is an inverse relationship between burglary victimization 
and having a home inspection. Post-Test Target respondents 
reporting a home inspection also reported fewer burglaries 
than did Post-Test Target respondents having no home inspection. 

Relatively few home inspections (compared to the number of 
residents) have been conducted between February and November 1977. 

NAB efforts to date have made a significant impact on burglary, 
crime prevention awareness and use of crime prevention in
formation in the Target area. 

PUBLIC ATTITUDES 

Home security inspections improve public attitudes about 
police effectiveness. 

Personal contact between the police and public positively 
affects public perception of police effectiveness. 

Home security inspections improve public attitudes about the 
police regardless of whether or not a respondent has been 
burglarized. 

The public does not hold the police responsible for burglary 
prevention. 

The criminal justice system and the individual citizen are 
hold accountable by the public for crime prevention. 

NAB has improved Target respondents perception of the police. 

Burglary is seen as the most serious crime in Simi Valley' by 
all respondents. 

Vandalism is seen as the second most serious 'crime problem 
by all respondents. 

The community saturation level for completing various 
questionnaires seems to have been reached. 

This entire report can be found in Exhibit I. 
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OFFICER ATTITUDE SURVEY 

In beginning the efforts of this program, the Simi Valley Police 
Department was desirous of knowing the effects this project would have 
in the officers and other sworn personnel. Often times projects of 
this nature are perceived as depleting the patrol divtsion, which 
cause hard feelings and resistance towards the program. Without patrol 
officers support, failure is almost eminent. To avoid problems of this 
nature, officers attitudes were surveyed at two points; preproject 
implementation, and after one year of operation. 

The first survey of departmentill attitude was conducted by 
Dr. Lincoln J. Fry of the Ventura Region Criminal Justice Planning 
Board. Dr. Fry designed the questionnaire to sample officer attitudes. 
This instrument was used in both pre and post surveys. 

The data for the first report was generated six weeks prior to 
the time the project became operational. This data was used as base
line information to be compared with data to be gathered after one 
year. 

Respondents were classified in terms of their work assignments 
and then asked to rate a series of items which dealt with crime analysis~ 
crime prevention and burglary investigation. They were also asked 
to provide some general assessment of the way they felt NAB would effect 
the department. 

Nine months after the first survey was conducted the identical 
instrument was used to reassess officer attitudes. The same methodology 
discussed above was also employed in the execution of this survey. 
The survey, however, was conducted by the Planning and Research section 
of the agency. 

REPORT FINDINGS 

CRIME ANALYSIS: The first survey revealed that personnel were generally 
favorable to crime analysis and its related activities. 

Th i s was based on the l'imi ted knowl edge that they possessed on thi s 
topic at that point in time. On a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 being the 
highest rating possible, officers rated the usefulness of crime analysis 
information at 3.81 which fell into the 1I0f Value" category. The range 
on all atems was from a high of 4.07 for liTo identify Hot spots II item 
to a low of 3.24 on the "Provide investigative leads for generalist 
officers ll items. 

In the second assessment, officers attitudes improved even more 
towards crime analysis activities. The usefulnE~ss of crime analysis 
information overall was ~ated at 4.34 on a scale of 5, which is in the 
1I0f Value" category. The range on all items was from a high of 4.46 fal" 
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"To Identify Hot Spots" to a low of 3,23 on uProvide inyestigCltiJle le~dS"t' 
for the Generalist Officer. The overall increase in officer attitudes 
toward crime analysis was .53 percent. 

CRIME PREVENTION: Personnel assigned ratings to crime prevention acti-
vities, whiGh were quite similar to those assigned 

to crime analysis. The mean ratings assigned to crime analysis act;yi
ties were identical during the first rating period (overall rating of 
3.86). 

In the second assessment, personnel assigned a mean rating of 4.40 
to crime prevention overall usefulness. This resulted in a .54 percent 
increase in officers perceptions of crime prevention. This is very 
similar to that incr.ease realized by crime analysis. 

BURGLARY REPORTS AND INVESTIGATIVE LEADS; In the first survey respon-
dents as~igned a mean value 

of 3,9.1 to the worthwh.ileness of burglary reports. Tn terms ofinvesti ... 
gative leads, there was a wide range in the way some of the items were 
evaluated. The range was from a high of 4.76 for "Identity of Suspect 
Unknown" to a low'of 2.71 for "Fingerprints at the scene ll

• 

In the second assessment, respondents assigned a mean value of 
4.04 to the worthwhileness of burglary reports. This is an increase in 
officers perception of .13 percent. The range on investigative leads 
items was from a high of 4,91 for "Identity of Suspect Known" item to 
a low of 3.]3 on the IIFingerprtnts at the Scene ll Hem. These items 
realized increases ranging from .15 percent to .42 pet'cent. 

THE IMPACT OF NAB: The first survey revealed that respondents perception 
of the Neighbors Against Burglary Project were 

generally favorable, Fifty percent of department members perceived 
NAB as being of "Some Value, 33,7 percent saw it as being 1I0f Value ll

, 

and 16.7 percent of "Great Value". 

The second assessment revealed that 23.9 percent of department 
members perceived NAB of IIGreat Value", 4] ,8 percent perceive it to 
be "Of Value", 26.1 percent of "Some Value", and 2.2 percent see it as 
being of "Uttl e Va 1 ue" • . 

The interesting facts about this category, is that the classifica
tion of "Great Value" tncreased ].20 percent over the last survey. 
However, in the first survey, no one perceived NAB as being of IINo 
Value ll and this latest questionnaire reveals that 2.2 percent hold this 
attitude. The other categories remained relatively constant. 

SUMMARY,: Overall departmental support of thi s program is favorable. 
Detailed breakdowns of each category are provided in. the 

original report displayed in exhibit 2. 
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Improvements in attitudes will be sought at the patrol level in 
the upcoming year. The department is reemphasizing the generalist 
concept of law enforcement, which should encourage and generate interest 
in the area of crime analysis. This second year will also bring greater 
delivery capability, in that programs developed in this first year will 
be fully operational and will provide more information to patrol. 

We are very pleased with the response our department has given to 
this project. With this type of continued support we are certain of 
future success. 
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EXHIBIT ONE 

"COMPLETE CITIZEN ATTITUDE SURVEY" 
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INTRODUCTION 

Beginning in 1976 and continuing through the present time, 

the Simi Valley Police Department was and continues to be heavily involved 

in efforts to reduce residential burglary. With funding assistance from 

L.E.A.A. the department has implemented an intensive crime prevention effort 

entitled Neighbors Against Burglars (~\B). As part of the crime prevention 

efforts of the department, two victimization and attitudinal surveys have been 

conducted in selected areas of the city. The first survey was conducted 

during February 1977 and the second survey was administered during November 

1977. This report addresses the changes and impact of the departmental 

efforts on residential burglary, knowledge and utilization of crime prevention 

knowledge by the public, attitudes toward the police and criminal justice 

system and public perception of the severity of crime in two distinct 

geographic areas of Simi Valley. 

Su~~ey 1 (February 1977) provided the data base for measuring 

change in residential burglary and Survey 2 (November 1977) provides 

the data against which Survey 1 is compared. During the nine month 

period between the surveys, the Simi Valley Police Department has been 

actively engaged in raising public awareness of crime prevention techniques 

and assisting residents of the community to make their homes more secure 

and more difficult for burglars committing a crime of opportunity. Thus, 

changes in the data between Sl1rvey 1 and Survey 2 are likely to be attributable 

to the efforts of the department. 

(1) 
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The report is presented in five parts. Part I describes the 

methodology of the surveys. Part II is a brief discussion and description 

of the socio-economic and demographic characteristics of the samples used 

in the surveys. Part. III addresses burglary and relationships between 

burglary victims, knowledge of crime prevention, utilization of home 

inspection services. Part IV deals primarily with attitudes and attitudinal 

change among the persons responding via the survey instrument and addresses 

police efficiency, performance and perceptions of crime in Simi Valley. 

Part V provides a summary of noteworthy findings from the report. 
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PART I - METHODOLOGY 

Sample Design 

The methodology employed in sample selection was similar far 

both surveys and thoroughly reported in "Base Line Data for the Neighbors 

Against Burglars Program", a report submitted in March 1977 to the Simi 

Valley Police Department. For the benefit of the reader who is unfamiliar 

with that document, the sample design is reiterated. 

All residences in the geographic area of Simi Valley designated 

as the Neighborhood Council Area where the experimental crime prevention 

efforts were concentrated constituted the population of residences hereafter 

called ::r.:c;tEg,e~>: From the population of residences in Target, a systematic 

,; sample utilizing a random start was employed to Select 300 residences for 

Survey 1 (hereafter referred to as "Pre-Test Target") and 280 residences for 

Survey 2 (hereafter referred to as Post-Test Target). For purposes of 

comparison of rep0rted characteristics and change, a second geographic area 

within Simi valley was identified and surveyed. The second area, hereafter 

referred to as Control, was chosen because of the similarity with Target 
..... -. ... , 

in rates of reported burglary. As explained above for Target, Survey 1 

of Control is hereafter referred to as Pre-Test Control and Survey 2 of 
~;'>I c-,,"3.'~~ .• ~/~! <# __ ",. ( .!- .". "" • 

Control is hereafter referred to as Post-Test Control. 
:..~ :"'<'-::' 

From the population 

of residences in Control, 100 were selected for inclusion in P~e-Test and 

120 were selected for Post-Test. Again the selection was accomplished 

utilizing a systematic selection process with a random start. 

For both Pre-Test and Post-Test surveys, all residences in Control 
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and Target populations were included in the sampling frame. A reverse telephone II 
directory was used initially to identify the populations but inclusion of a 

I residence in the population was not contingent upon possession of a telephone 

I 
(3) 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

II 

or response to the inquiries of the telephone company. Non-residences 

were screened from the population and alternate residences were identified 

to substitute for non-existent residences. The advantage of the sampling 

procedure was the ability to provide each interviewer with the street address 

of the residences selected for inclusion in the sample. 

Questionnaire Development and Pre-Testing 

An identical questionnaire was utilized in all NAB surveys and 

was developed based on the basic format of an earlier victimization study 

conducted in Simi Valley. The thrust of the questionnaire used in the NAB 

surveys sought the specific data needed for the evaluative efforts of NAB. 

A draft of the questionnaire was pre-tested on a sample of 50 residences in 

Simi Valley prior to the initiation of Pre-Test Control and Target. On 

the basis of the early testing, a number of questions were revised to obtain 

greater clarity. Additionally, se"eral questions were deleted and some 

questions added. The proposed procedure for processing the questionnaires 

was evaluated and modified. 

The final questionnaire consisted of 30 questions, some having 

a sub-question or a number of sub-questions. The 30 questions covered 

four catagories: socio-economic and demographic data; self-reported burglary 

information; attitudes toward the police and crime; and information concerning 

self-reported. crime prevention action. The questionnaire included a cover 

letter from the City Manager encouraging participation in the survey. (See 

Appendix A for the letter and questionnaire). 

Interviewer Training 

The intervieFers were students at California Lutheran College. 

Training was provided by Michael Doyle with assistance from Tom Hamilton. 

(4) 
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The field supervision was provided by Michael Doyle. 

The training consisted of 9 hours of classroom discussion 

covering the survey purpose, interviewer responsibilities, familiarization 

with the questionnaire, techniques of interviewing and evaluation of 

experience gained during previous surveys and pre-testing of the questionnaire. 

Appendix B contains all the material provided to each interviewer. 

Included are instructions for conducting the interview, history sheets for 

recording responses and non-responses, and instructions for interviewer 

coding of the questionnaire. Included in the appendix is an example of the 

letter of introduction provided for each interviewer. 

Survey Administration 

The questionnaires were administered to the samples during 

February and November 1977, in Simi Valley, by the interviewers. In 

some cases the questionnaires were left with the eligible respondent 

overnight. Each interviewer checked his completed questionnaire for 

accuracy and completeness prior to submitting the questionnaire to the 

coder. The coder also checked the questionnaire for completeness and 

accuracy while coding the coded questionnaires were then reviewed by Michael 

Doyle and Larry David prior to entering the data on computer cards • 

.Qata Preparation and Quality Control 

Agal·~...~e information reported in this section is similar to 

that provided in the March 1977 report. In a preliminary step, all 

questionnaires were edge coded for ease of keystroking. This step provides 

a complfate review of each questionnaire by the coder. Once the coding 
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was completed, a questionnaire by questionnaire check was made to 

quality check the coding. A few minor coding errors were discovered 

and corrected during this process. 

The data was k~ystroked into an intelligent terminal which had 

been preprograrruned to edit the inc.oming data, thus ensuring that only 

legal values would be entered. 

As a quality control check on the data entry step, the "card" 

files were sorted by card type, listed and manually checked for consistency 

of the values in the card columns. Random questionnaires were selected 

and checked in detail to ascertain that the questionnaire was accurately 

represented on the cards. Again, during these processes a few punching 

errors were discovered and corrected. All in all, the error rate was very 

low. 

A card file was punched containing the corrected data. The card 

file was delivered with this report. 

Statistical Processing 

The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS), was 

selected for generating the statistics for the surveys. The various 

parameters and control cards were coded, tested and debugged. The data 

base was loaded into the computer and statistical runs were made to 

generate descriptive and non-descriptive statistics for all samples. 

Cross-tabulations were generated from comparisons between the various 

samples for selected variable of interest. 
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Limitations of the Survey 

Every effort has been made to insure the accuracy of data 

presented in this report. There are however, limitations the reader should 

be aware of. The questionnaire was completed by the eligible respondent 

and only a cursory accuracy check of the completed questionnaire by the 

interviewer was possible. There was no way of insuring the respondent filled 

out the questi.onnaire accurately, i.e., truthfully. There is also the 

possibility the questionnaire was "suggestive" with regard to the attitudinal 

questions since the questionnaire focused on burglary. Additionally, 

respondents completing the questionnaire may have responded favorably to 

some of the attitudinal statements. Eligible respondents with unfavorable 

attitudes toward the police department and the city government may be more 

represented by respondents who refused to complete the questionnaire. Verbal 

exchanges between interviewers and eligible respondents tend to support this. 

However, over all the data reported in the following pages can be safely 

interpreted 80S representative of the population. Part II provides 

discussion of representativeness of the samples. 

Orientation to the Reader 

The reader is encouraged to review the general format and specific 

items on the questionnaire (Appendix A), to facilitate the type and format 

of data obtained from the respondents. The report is both descriptive and 

analytical. Although a ~riticism may be made that statistical significance 
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I 
is seldom achieved, the reader should recall the fairly short time period 

I 
between surveys, financial limitations precluding surveying the entire 

population's and the ratio of self-reported burglary (contained in Part III). 

I Percentages reported in the following tables may not total 100 in 

all cases because of rounding. 

I Questionnaire Responses 

I Table 1.1, presented below indicates that both Post-Test samples 

I completed the questionnaire less frequently than did Pre-Test samples. Although 

the Target samples are very similar in completion rates for both the Pre-Test 

I and Post-Test, the Post-Test Control sample completions decreased by 12 per 

cent when compared to the Pre-Test Control completion rate. 

I 
Table 1.1 

I Responses to Surveys 

I 
Completed Refused No Contact 

Pre-Test 
Control 71% 22% 7% 

Post-Test 
Control 59% 20% 21% 

I 
Pre-Test 
Target 64% 31% 4% 

I 
Post-Test 
Target 62% 23% 15% I 

I Refusal to complete the questionnaire was fairly consistent for both 

I Control samples and actually declined for the Target samples when comparing 

Pre-Test to Post-Test completion rates. The noteworthy difference between 

I 
I (8) 



Pre-Test and Post-Test responses for both Control and Target samples is 

the increase in numbers of eligible respondents who could not be contacted 

by the interviewers during the Post-Test surveys. Inability to contact an 

eligible respondent by an interviewer could occur in one of two ways. First, 

if the interviewer attempted contact at the residence three times without 

finding an eligible respondent at home, the residence was listed as no 

contact and no further attempts were made to obtain a response from the 

residence. Secondly, a no contact could occur if the interviewer found the 

residence visibly vacant. In this second case the interviewer was trained 

to look for evidence of habitation, i.e., furniture and curtains, etc., . . 

and in the absence of evidence of habitation to list the residence as vacant. 

No further attempt would be made to obtain a response from that residence. 

A review of the interviewer's History Sheets indicates that both situations 

occurred more frequently during the Post-Tests than during the Pre-Tests. 

Two observations are offered to explain this. First, the housing market has 

changed dramatically in the past six to eight months. During the early winter 

months of 1977 there was an apparent shortage of housing in the Thousand Oaks-

Simi Valley area. That is not true as the end of 1977 approachs and greater 

numbers of new homes have been completed and occupied. Movement from older, 

existing homes to newly built houses is likely to increase the vacancy rate 

of rental houses in the community. Table 1.2 supports this observation. 
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Table 1. 2 

I Home OWnership and Rental 

I Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Control Control Target Target 

I OWn 
Residence 907, 95% 86% 92'70 

I 
Rent 
Residence 10yo 5'70 14'70 8% 

I Secondly, finding no one at home during three separate visits to a 

I 
residence lends credence to earlier evidence that a disproportionate 

number of households have both adults employed outside the home. When 

I this is true, it is unlikely that an eligible respondent (over 18 years 

of age) can be found at home during work hours. 

I Refusals by eligible respondents continued to be indicative of 

I 
dissati.sfaction with government in general and with surveys in particular. 

The verbal exchanges between respondents and interviewers, reported by the 

I . interviewers, supported this during both the Pre-Tests and Post-Tests. Typical 

comments made by respondents to interviewers included, '~hy should I bother, 

I nothing will change", "I'v~ filled out ten other surveys and 11m tired of 

I 
wasting my time", "\{hy doesn I t the city do something besides asking 

questions". It should be noted that numerous surveys have been conducted by 

I various city agencies in the past several years and some respondents indicate 

a perception of over-saturation via survey instruments and contact with 

I interviewers. 

I 
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11owever, when comparing the overall response rates and the data 

reported by the eligible respondents with earlier surveys conducted 

in the community, the results of these surveys are consistent with 

earlier s,tudies and are likely to be representative of the population. 

(11) 
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PART II - CHARACTERISTICS OF SIMI VALLEY 

Prior surveys have generated voluminous data describing the 

residents of Simi Valley. This section of the report will provide a 

review of the characteristics of the samples drawn to meet the evaluative 

needs of NAB. Included in the section are comments and tables explaining 

the anomolies noted between Pre-Test and Post-Test respondents. In 

general, the samples drawn for the NAB surveys are represen.tative of the entire 

community as reported by the 1975 Special Census and earlier victimization 

studies. Those instances of difference between the NAB surveys and earlier 

data are most likely attributable to the relatively small populations 

addressed by the NAB surveys. 

Simi Valley is best described as a predominately white, middle

class community populated by married persons who, for the most part, own 

their own homes. The community is inhabited by relatively young people 

(the median ages of respondents in all NAB surveys ranged from approximately 

34 years to 36 years) who report completing one year of college. The 

majority of residences in Simi Valley are single family dwellings and have 

been occupied by the present residents for less than 5 years. This is 

not particularly surprising, considering Simi Valley is a relatively new 

community and has experienced spectacular population growth in recent years. 

Over 70% of respondents to the NAB survey instrument report an annual family 

income of $10,000.00 to $25,000.00. Table 2.1 depicts the socio-economic 

and demographic characteristics of NAB samples. 
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Table 2.1 

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF SANPLES 

Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Control Control Target Target 

, Married (%) 95.8 76.1 82.9 86.8 

Median Age 33.8 36.3 35 36.0 

Median Yrs. 
Education 13.7 13.2 13.2 12.6 

$10,000.00 -
$25,000.00 Income 73.7 70.3 70.4 76.4 

OWned Home (%) 90.1 94.4 86.5 92 

Median Yrs. 
in home 4.8 8.5 4.5 4.6 

Single Family 
Home 100. 100. 96.4 97 

White Anglo (%) 95.8 90.1 89.6 90.8 

Male (%) 40.8 42.3 54.4 46.6 

n=7l n=7l n=193 n=174 

Adults Residing in Simi Valley 

A demographic factor that appears to have changed in the 

population surveyed during NAB is the number of adults residing in the 

control area. Table 2.2 provides a comparison of Pre-Test and Post-Test 

responses for both Control and Target respondents. 

(l3) 
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Table 2.2 

ADULTS RESIDING IN RO}lliS 

Number of Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Adults Control Cont~ Target Target 

% % % % 

1 1 6 5 6 

2 82 68 73 70 

3 9 18 13 19 

4 9 4 7 2 

5 or more 2 2 

The responses indicate that the number of residences occupied 

by one adult increased from 1% to 6% during the six months between the 

surveys. Target respondents did not report a similar change. However, 

as Table 2.1 indicates, the number of married respondents decreased during 

the same period. The Pre-Test Post-Test difference is not significant. 

The most plausable explanation for the increase of single adult residences 

is the relatively small sample size. Note that fully 94% of both Post-' 

Test Control and Target respondents report 2 or more adults residing in 

the home. 

Income of Respondents 

As discussed previously, the majority of NAB respondents 

reported an income of between $10,000.00 and $25,000.00 annually. There 

was some disparity between Pre-Test and Post-Test respondents in the 

lowest and highest income catagories. Approximately one-third more 

Post-Test Control respondents reported an annual income under $10,000 

(14) 



than were reported by Pre-Test Control respondents. This however, is 

consistent with the increased number of Post-Test respondents reporting 

a residence containing one adult. A likely explanation is that households 

occupied by two or more adults are also likely to have two or more adults 

employed outside the home and thus generating more family income. Table 

2.3 represents the upper and lower income distribution for the NAB surveys. 

Table 2.3 

HIGH AND LOW INCOME RESPONSES 

Family Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Income Control Control TarBet Target 

'10 % % % 

$10,000.00 
or less 8 11 12 13.5 

$25,000.00 
or more 18 19 21 12 

The other disparity between Pre-Test and Post-Test income responses 

contained in Table 2.3 is the decline of Post-Test Target respondents 

in the highest income catagories. The decrease here probably accounts 

for the increase in middle incOID-:> levels reported earlier in Table 2.1. 

Home Ownership 

The self-reported rate of home ownership increased by 

approximately 5% in both the Control and Target populations during 1977. 

Table 1.2 (provided in Part I) displays the uniformity of movement of 

respondents in both Target and Control populations from rental to ownership. 

(15) 
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The observations made in Part I concerning the changing housing market 

in the eastern portion of Ventura County probably explain the increase or 

Post~Test respondents reporting ownership of homes. 

Years of Residence in Home 

The median years of residence in the home of the respondents 

appeared to change dramatically for Post-Test Control respondents. 

(See Table 2.1). Upon closer inspection of all NAB respondents, the disparity 

can likely be attributed to sample size. Table 2.4 provides a comparison 

of NAB responses to Questionnaire Item 1J: 9 "How long have you or your 

family lived in this house?" 

Table 2.4 

YEARS RESIDING IN SAME HOUSE 

Number of Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Years Control Control Target Target 

~i 
,: '10 '10 '10 

1-5 58 39 60 57 

6-10 2/+ 16 20 18 

11-15 18 38 27 23 

16-20 6 '4 3 

21-25 2 

Inspection of the data in Table 2.4 reveals that Post-Test Control 

responses were nearly bi-modal. Approximately 39% of those respondents 

report having lived in the same house for 2 years and approximately 38% 

report having lived in the same house for 14 years. This anomoly does not 

seem to have affected the responses to other questionnaire items and again, 

(16) 
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probably reflects the small sample size. It is worth noting that with the 

exception of the Post-Test Control respondents, the majority of residences 

have been occupied by the same family for 5 years or less. 

Racial and Ethnic Identification 

The last demographic characteristic requiring comment is the 

apparent decrease in the number of Post-Test Control respondents identifying 

themselves as White or Anglo. Table 2.1 indicated the Post-Test sample con-

tained approximately 5% fewer Anglos than the Pre-Test Control sample. 

Closer analysis of the data ~eveals that Anglos were probably over-repre-

sented in the Pre-Test Control sample. In that same sample, Hispanics 

were underrepresented when comparing the racial/ethnic composition of the 

sample with the 1975 Special Census. Nearly 4% of the Simi Valley population 

identified themselves as Hispanic during the census. Table 2.5 contains a 

breakdown of all NAB respondents by racial/ethnic identification. 

Anglo 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 

Table 2.5 

RACE-ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF SAMPLES 

Pre-Test 
Control 

96 
~I 
Ie 

1.5 

1.5 

1. 

Post-Test Pre-Test 
Control Target 

'70 % 
90 90 

1.5 3. 

4. 4. 

1. 0.5 

3. 3. 
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Summary 

The comparisons reported in Table 2.1 and an examination of 

seeming disparity in that table indicate that as a whole, the surveys 

conducted in February and November 1977 had similar populations. 

Additionally, the general characteristics of the sa.mp1e populations 

are consistent with previo\\sly reported data concerning the composition 

of the City of Simi Valley. 
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PART III - BURGLARY AND CRIME PREVENTION 

Residential burglary is the most frequently reported felony 

in Simi Valley and that fact has been responsible for the NAB efforts 

of the police department. This section contains a discussion and analysis 

of the extent of self-reported residential burglary; ~nformation relevant 

to frequency and time of occurrence; stolen property; the relationship of 

NAB to burglary reduction; and the techniques for dissemination of crime 

prevention information to the public. 

Impact of NAB on Burglary 

Of obvious importance in the evaluation of NAB is the question 

"Has NAB affected residential burglary?" The answer appears to be "yes" 

Table 3.1 clea;:ly demonstrate's that the Post-Test Target respondents 

reported a decrease in frequency of victimization. 

Table 3.1 

SELF REPORTED BURGLARY DURING THE PAST 12 MONTHS 

Yes 

No 

Pre-Test 
Control 

6% 

94% 

Post-Test 
Control 

13% 

87% 

Pre-Test 
Target 

14% 

86% 

Post-Test 
Tar~t 

11% 

89% 

While Control respondents reported a 100% increase of burglary between 

February and November 1977, Post-Test Target respondents fared much better. 

Although the decrease in self-reported burglary by Post-Test Target victims 

may not appear particularly large the fact that the rate did not increase but 

decreased is important. Remember also the relatively short time between 'the 
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II the Pre-Test and Post-Test and thus the limited opportunity for the police 

department to reach large numbers of residents. Consider'ing the actual 
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reported decrease and the time constraints, it appears safe to conclude 

the NAB efforts have had a positive impact on residential burglary in 

the Target area. 

For another view of self-reported residential burglary, Table 

3.2 depicts the ratio of burglary to respondents for all NAB samples. 

Table 3.2 

SELF-REPORTED BURGLARY RATIO'S INCLUDING MULTIPLE INCIDENTS 

Number of 
Incidents 

Ratio of 
Burglary to 
Respondents 

Pre-Test 
Control 

5 

1:14.2 

Post-Test 
Control 

10 

1:7 

Pre-Test 
Target 

33 

1:5.8 

Post-Test 
Target 

20 

1:8.7 

This is a more accurate picture of self-reported residential burglary 

as Table 3.2 includes all multiple incidents of burglary reported by 

the responden ts. Thus, not only did the responses providing data about 

the most recent burglary decline but the total number of incidents reported 

by Post-Target respondents declined. As the table indicates the ratio of 

incidence of burglary to residences in the respective samples increased for 

Control respondents (from 1:14.2 in the Pre-Test to 1:7 in the Post-Test) 

and declined for Target respondents (from 1,:5.8 to 1:8.7 in the Post-Test). 

Even when controlling for differences in number of respondents, (the ratio 

would have been 1:8.2) the Post-Test Target respondents report a sharp 

decline in incidence of burglary per residence. As the major crime prevention 
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efforts of the Department were concentrated in the Target area the improved 

burglary/respondent ratio suggests NAB has had the desired effect on residential 

burglary. 

Overview of Self-Reported Burglaries 

The following table (Table 3.3) contains a comparison of 

selected questionnaire responses concerning self-reported burglary. The 

composite characteristics of all samples generates interesting speculation 

concerning the possibly changing M.O.'s of burglars now operating in the 

Target area. 

(21) 
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-------------------
Table 3.3 

Burglary Profile 

Comparison Items for Respondents Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test Reporting a Burglary Control Control Target Target 
1. lncidence of Burglary 5 12 38 20 
2. ~:Evidence of Forced Entry 2 (50%) 5 (55%) 18 (66%) 7 (36%) 
3. Time of Day: 

a) 6 a.m. - 6 p.m. 3 (75%) 2 (22%) 15 (55%) 7 (36%) 
b) 6 p.m. - midnight 1 (11%) 7 (25%) 4 (21%) '""' 1'-> 
c) N midnight - 6 a'.m. 2 (22%) 3 (11%) 3 (15%) 

'-" 

d) unknown 1 (25%) 4 (44':{) 2 (7%) 5 (26%) 
4. Property Taken: 

a) money 4 (100%) 2 (22%) 12 (44%) 6 (32%) 
b) other 3 (75%) 5 (55%) 16 (59%) 13 (68/0 ) 

5. Had a Security Inspection 0 0 1 (3%) 3 (15%) 
n=4 n-9 n=27 n=19 

-k Items 2 through 5 are based on most recent burglary within the past 12 months. 



The decline in evidence of forced entry for Post-Test Target respondents 

is notable and has an important implication. Burglars may be increasing 

in sophistication and are thus better able to enter the victims residence 

using non-forceful means (Le., lock jimmying, lock picking, etc.), 

Considering that Pre-Test and Post-Test Control respondents report the 

presence of signs of forced entry to be about the same, fewer "oppor tunist" 

burglars may be operating in the Target area as a result of NAB target 

hardening efforts. 

This suggests NAB has impacted on t~ a of perpetrator 

responsible for burglaries prior to NAB. The is support for such 

a hypothesis in an analysis of the types of propertx taken before and 

after NAB. Pre-Test Target respondents reported losing smaller, less 

valuable items (consumables and items that might be used personally by 

the-perpetrator) while Post-Test Target respondents report losing larger 

more costly property (assumedly taken for monetary gain through re-sale 

of the stolen property). 

Daytime burglaries decreased for both Control and Target 

respondents in the Post-Test. The apparently large decrease for Post-Test 

Contrul respondents probably results from the relatIvely few incidences 

of reported burglary. For Target respondents, the decrease in daytime 

burglary reported in the Post-Test is accompanied by an increase in "unknown" 

times of victim.i.zation. Analysis of data reported by all respondents 

indicates that Doth Post-Test Control and Targets respondents more frequently 

reported their residence vacant for 24 hours or longer when the most recent 

burgl<?-ry was discovered. However, increase of "vacant 24 hours or more" 
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may support the changing M.O. hypothesis for Target perpetrators. NAB 

may have made the perpetrators more selective and less opportunistic in 

choosing victims. Unfortunately the small number of incidences reported by 

burglary victims makes significant statistical analysis impossible. 

Fewer Post-Test Target respondents reported having money 

stolen during a burglary but those respondents who did lose money lost 

larger amounts than reported during the Pre-Test. The average amount of 

cash taken from Target respondents increased for $40.00 to $156.00 

Apparently some residents did not follow police suggestions to avoid 

keeping large amounts of cash in the horne. There may also be a tendency 

for burglary victims to "overreport" the amount of cash taken. Such 

"overreporting" could be justified by the respondent as an attempt to 

increase police interest in a "minor" burglary by making the burglary 

appear "major" in terms of dollar values of property taken. 

Property lost to burglars, other than money, was fairly 

consistent between Pre-Test and Post-Test responses for both Control and 

Target respondents. Overall, about 7% of the respondents indicated that 

other property \Vas taken. This represents a 1% reduction for Post-Test 

Target respondents and a 3% increase for Post-Test Control respondents. 

(II oweve r , the absolute frequencies are too small for the Control percentages 

to be meaningful, i.e., Pre-Test Control = 3, Post-Test Control = 5). 

For all practical purposes, there was no change in the frequency of other 

property taken between Pre-Test and Post-Test respondents. The types of 

property taken are summarized in the following table: 

(24) 
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Table 3.4 

SUMMARY OF OTHER PROPERTY TAKEN 

Pre-Test 
Control 

10 

Jewels 25. 

Clothes 0 

Office 
Equipment 12.5 

Radio/T.V. 12.5 

Guns 12.5 

Household 
Goods 0 

Food 0 

Livestock 0 

Drugs 12.5 

Tools 25.0 

Cameras 0 

Other 0 

Total 100 

Number of Items (6) 

Post-Test 
Control 

% 

33.3 

o 

o 

16.7 

16.7 

16.7 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

(1) 16.7 

100 

(8) 

Pre-Test 
Target 

% 

25. 

o 

o 

10.7 

7.1 

7.1 

17.9 

o 

3.6 

3.6 

7.1 

(6) 21.4 

100 

(28) 

Post-Test 
Target 

% 

21. 

5 

5 

21. 

o 

5.0 

10.5 

o 

o 

10.5 

o 

(4) 21.0 

100 

(18) 

The most common non-money items taken during all burglaries were jewels, 

radios and TV's, guns, tools and household goods. Jewelry and Radio/TV's 

taken doubled, percentage-wise, for post-Test Target respondents. At the 

same time the number of drugs, guns and cameras taken dropped to zero in 

(25) 

I I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I I 
II the Target area. Among Control respondents, both guns and radio/TV's were 

reported lost. Control respondents also reported tools, drugs and office 

I equipment losses dropped to zero. (Once again, the numbers upon which the 

I 
percentages are based are quite small i.e., Pre-Test Control = 8, Post-Test 

Control = 6, thus making conclusions very tenuous.) The most consistent 

I trend in the responses for both Post-Test Control and Post-Test Target 

areas is the increase in the incidence of Radio/T.V.'s taken during the 8 

II month period. As suggested earlier, this could represent a change in the 

I 
preference of burglars as demonstrated by the corresponding drop to zero for 

guns, drugs, tools, cameras and a decrease in the incidence of household 

I goods, food and other items taken from Post-Test Target respondents. 

I 
Crime Prevention Knowledge and Burglary 

I 
One objective of NAB was to increase public awareness of crime 

prevention and hopefully to generate public transformation of the knowledge 

I into specific action. To evaluate change in public awareness, the survey 

instrument contained an item requesting the respondents' current awareness 

II of crime prevention or ~\B. Table 3.5 contains a summary of all responses 

to that item. 

I Table 3.5 

I K~OWLEDGE OF CRIME PREVENTION 

Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 

I 
Control Control Target Target 

No 75 % 73 % 75 % 44 % 

I Yes 25 % 27 % 25 % 56 % 

As can be observed from the table, Post-Test Target respondents report 

II a much higher level of awareness of crime prevention than do Pre-Test 

I 
I (26) 



Target answers. As should be predicted, there was little change 

between Pre-Test and Post-Test Control responses since the majority 

of publicity efforts were confined to the Target area. It also 

appears quite obvious that public awareness of crime prevention can 

be improved via concerted use of the various media. 

An issue raised in the early contemplation of the NAB project 

was identifi~ation of the best vehicles for transmitting crime 

prevention information to the public. The survey instrument addressed 

that issue and Table 3.6 is a compilation of the sources of information 

about NAB ordered by Post-Test Target frequency. 

(27) 
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Table 3~ 

SOURCES OF INFORMATION ABOUT NAB 

(Rank Ordered By Post-Test Target Frequency) 

Pre-Test Fost-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Control Control Target Target 
% Rank % Rank % Rank % Rank 

SOURCE Order Order Order Order 

Letter (Pamphlet) 22.2 (4) 15.S (6) 8.3 (8) 56.3 (1) 

Newspaper Article 61.1 (2) 68.4 (1) 47.9 (2) 56.3 (2) 

TV News 77.7 (1) 47.4 (2) 5S.3 (1) 32.3 (3) 

Personal Contact 11.1 (10) 31.6 (3) 
" 

S.3 (9) 32.3 (4) 

TV AD 22.2 (5) 26.3 (4) 20.S (4) 19.5 (5) 
,-... 
f'.J Newspaper Ad co 
'-" 

22.2 (6) 15.8 (7) l2.5 (6) 17.7 (6) 

Radio 27.7 (3) 26.3 (5) _ 33.3 (3) 11.4 (7) 

Speech 16.7 (S) 15.8 (8) lS.S (5) 11.4 (S) 

Neighbor 11. 7 (9) 10.5 (9) 10.4 (7) 10.4 (9) 

Phone Call 0 (12) 1.0.5 (10) 0 (12) 4.2 (10) 

Police 22.2 (7) 10.5 (11) ·4.2 (10) 3.0 (11) 

Other 5.5 15.S 12.5 2.0 

Shopping Center 5.5 0 (12) 4.2 (11) 1.0 (12) 

Number Responding (18) (19) (48) (96) 



I -

I 
OVer 50% of the Post-Test Target respondents received their I 

information from a letter (pamphlet) or newspaper article while I 
the Post-Test Control respondents reported over 50% gaining NAB 

information from only a newspaper article. The most significant I 
change indicated by the data is between Pre-Test ~nd Post-Test 

Target respondents who received a letter (pamphlet)advising them of I 
nAP' i ;:re-Test Target respondents claimed to have received a letter I 
(pam~hlet)(although none was sent until completion of the Pre-Test) 

but fully 56% of Post-Test Target respondents gained their crime I 
prevention information via letter (pamphlet). The Control respondents 

orted a decrease in letter (pamphlet) communication howev8r, no I 
letter (pamphlet) was provided to them by ~he Simi Valley Police 

Department during the experiment. A slightly sour note on the improved 
I 

public info~tion about crime prevention via letter (pamphlet) is I 
that the 56% acknowledgement is somewhat disappointing considering that 

100% of the Post-Test Target respondents received such a letter (pamphlet). I 
One explanation is that the crime prevention letter (pamphlet) may have 

been viewed as "junk mail" ~]hich is the bulk of most incoming mail to a I 
re.sidence. It could also be indicative of poor communication in the I 
respondents' home where one spouse (adult) read the crime prevention 

letter (pamphlet) but did not communicate the information to the other I 
spouse (adLllt). If the other spouse (adult) completed the survey 

instrument no response to the letter (pamphlet) source of NAB was reported. I 
The number of respondents who heard of NAB or crime prevention I 

via perbonal contact also increased between Pre-Test and Post-Test (about 

fourfold in the Target area and threefold in the Control area). This I 

(29) I 
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I 
I tends to indicate that people in the. community were talking about NAB 

I and crime prevention. 

The fact that fewer people reported receiving information from 

I the police in the Post-Test for both Target and Control areas is somewhat 

I 
puzzling. One would expect the police to be advertising their program 

in day-to-day contacts with the public. The study of departmental 

I attitudes toward NAB (conducted separately from this study) may be 

informative on this point. 

I Summarizing the best vehicles for transmitting crime prevention 

I 
information to Post-Test. Target respondents, letters (pamphlets) and 

newspapers were reported most frequently, followed by TV news and 

I personal contact. It seems advisable to utilize a multi-media approach 

when the NAB effort is expanded to the entire city. 

I Security Inspection and Burglary 

I As suggested earlier, creating public awareness is, in itself, 

not particularly productive. Hhat does produce change, in this case 

reduction of residential burglary, is public utilization of the new 

I knowledge. In other words, the behavior of the put~ic should be, and 

in fact ~'las, favorably altered ~y the NAB since residential burglary 

in the Target area has declined. The medium for public actualization 

I 
of crime prevention ~'las requesting home security inspection. Data 

analysis reveals that home security inspection and the incidence of 

I burglary are positively related for Post-Test Target respondents. At 

least 8% of those respondents experiencing a burglary did not have a 

I security inspection. Conversely, at least 3% of the Post-Test Target 

I 
" 

(30) 



I 
respondents reporting having had a security inspection did not I 
experience a burglary. Table 3.7 summarizes the relationship between 

security inspections and burglary. I 
Table 3.7 I 

Comparison of Security Inspections and Burglaries 

Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test I 
Control Contr~ Target Target 

% % % % 

No Inspection I 
and No Burglary 93 84 84 85 

No Inspection I 
and Yes Burglary 6 13 1 9 

Yes Inspection 
and No Burglary 1 3 1 4 

I 
Yes Inspection and 
Yes Burglary 14 2 I 
Clearly, the majority of all respondents have had no burglary and no I 
inspection. Also, there were more security inspections conducted in I 
the Target area than in the Control area (Control respondents did report 

receiving security inspections during the test period, however, the I 
primary focus of NAB efforts were in the Target area). A point to 

I remember when considering the apparently small positive l~ffect of the 

inspection program on residential burglary was that the inspection effort 

I did not begin until late March and relatively few inspections were 

conducted until fairly late in the experimental period. Also reporting I 
of iqspections by Pre-Test Target respondents (prior to initiation of 

the· home inspection program) somewhat obfuscates the results of the program. I 
I 

(31) I 
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Probably the most positive finding here is that of all Post

Test Target respondents reporting a home inspection, twice as many 

reported no burglary as reported a burglary. Home inspections did 

seem to reduce the incidence or residential burglary. 

(32) 



PART IV - ATTITUDES AND PERCEPTIONS 

Knowledgeable observers of the crime phenomena in our society 

have frequently acknowledged mUltiple causation for existence and change 

in reported crime. Crime rates appear to be influenced by employment 

(or the lack of it), education levels of the population, economic factors, 

sex (in some cases), geography and physiological - psychological 

composition of some offenders. Also recognized by informed police 

administrators is the inability of any single law enforcement or 

administration of justice agency to single-handedly eliminate crime. 

Multiple causation of crime, lack of police control over crime 

producing factors and responsibility for a large number of tasks and 

duties creates a dilemma for the police. The question posited by 

the dilemma is IIwhich tasks should the police engage in, recognizing 

only limited resources are available and only limited ability to impact 

on crime causation exists?1I In this context, the following analysis 

of data reported by Control and Target respondents provides some 

direction for meeting public expectations of effectiveness and performance. 

Police Effectiveness Attitudes 

The survey instrument contains several attitudinal questions 

utilizing a Likert scale intended to elicit respondent attitudes concerning 

police effectiveness and performance. The effectiveness scale used in 

this analysis consists of Questions 24a, 24c, and 24e and are phrased 

as follows: 

24a. The police are likely to catch a burglar. 

24c. The police usua.lly arrive quickly when notified of a burglary. 

24e. The police recover most property taken during a burglary. 

(33) 
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Analyzing the three questions as a group provides some interesting 

information about public attitudes concerning police effectivenp.ss. 

Responses to Question 24a are depicted in Table 4.1. 

HAD A SECURIT'~~ 
INSPECTION 

Yes 

No 

yes 

No 

Table 4.1 

Agree Police Likely to Catch a ~urg1~~ 

Pre-Test 
Control 

% 

Post-Test 
Control 

% 

Pre-Test 
Target 

% 

(Respondents Not Burglarized) 

1.5 1.8 o 

47.7 34.1 31.9 

(Respondents Were Burglarized) 

o o o 

o 22.2 11.1 

Post-Test 
Target 

% 

2.7 

32.0 

11.1 

27.8 

Merely having had a security inspection improved public belief 

that the poliee are likely to catch a burglar. Also, both Post-Test 

Control and Pest-Test Target respondents who were burglarized but had 

not had a security inspection tended to agree more frequently. 

Security inspc=ctions seemed to improve Post-Target respondents belief 

in police effectiveness regardless of whether the respondents were 

victims of a burglary. The common thread in this admittedly faint 

patten. is the Post-Test improvement in attitude resulting from increased 

personal contact between the police department and the respondents. Thus, 

respondents seem to indicate that improved belief in police effectiveness 

is not so ml1ch a matter of reality (i.e., the police did in fact catch 

more burglars) but results from attitudes formed during police-public 

encounters. 

(34) 



The second effectiveness item, Question 24c adds additional 

support to the personal contact hypothesis. Table 4.2 provides a 

summary of responses to that item. 

HAD A SECURITY 
INSPECTION 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

Table 4.2 

Agree The Police Arrive Promptly 

Pre-Test 
Control 

% 

Post-Test 
Control 

% 

Pre-Test 
Target 

% 

(Respondents Not Burglarized) 

o 3.6 .7 

71.9 49.1 45.1 

(Respondents Were Burglarized) 

o o 3.7 

33.3 14.3 44.4 

Note that the Post-Test Control respondents who had no security 

Post-Test 
Target 

% 

3.6 

48.2 

11.1 

35.5 

inspection declined in agreement with the question regardless of 

whether or not they were burglarized. Conversely, Post-Test Target 

respondents increased in agreement with the statement regardless of 

having had either a burglary or a security inspection. This indicates 

a "Hawthorne effect"~\- in the Target area produced by improved police 

involvement in the area. Again, personal contact between the police 

and public seems to improve public attitudes toward police effectiveness. 

The third item in the effectiveness scale, summarized in Table 

4.3 is consistent ,,'ith' the tendency indicated by the two previous questions. 

* As used in the context, the Hawthorne effect is improved perception of 
the police by the public regardless of the substantive l1atl.irl~ and 
purpose of police efforts in the community. 
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I 
I Table 4.3 

II Agree The Police Recover Property 

HAD A SECURITY Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
INSPECTION Control Control Target Target 

'70 '70 % % I 
(Respondents Not Burglarized) 

Yes 0 0 0 5.6 I 
No 0 14.3 4. 22.1 

(Respondents Were Burglarized) 
I 
I Yes 0 1.9 0 2.9 

No 13.8 13.4 14.8 12.5 

I The n'Jmber of Post-Test Target respondents who received security 

I 
inspection agreed more frequently with the question regardless of 

having been a burglary victim or not. Post-Test Control respondents 

I tended to agree more frequently if they experienced no inspection and 

no burg'lary or if they had a security inspection and a burglary. Again 

I there is evidence that respondents in the Post-Test samples believe 

I 
the police are doing "something" which contributes to perceived police 

effectiveness merely when the frequency of police-public contact 

I incr.eases. 

To summarize the effectiveness attitudes, it is more 

I interesting to note that in cases where inspections occurred) the 

I 
percentage of respondents agreeing with the questionnaire statement 

increased or remained the same. Even though the number of inspections 

I was quite small, it appears to have a positive effect on the attitudes 

of the public. This is true regardless of whether those inspected 

I ~ere burglarized or not. 

I (36) 
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Police Performance Attitudes 

The survey instrument items relating to police performance 

were: 

24b. The police are usually sympathetic to persons who have 

been burglarized. 

24d. The police always search for evidence (fingerprints, etc.), 

when a burglary has been reported. 

24f. The job of preventing burglaries belongs to the police. 

As previously, the three questions are analyzed as a group and 

contain interesting information about public ~ttitudes concerning 

police performance. Responses to the first item are contained in 

Table 4.4. 

HAD A SECURITY 
INSPECTION 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

Table 4.4 

Agree Police Sympathetic to Burglary Victims 

Pre-Test 
Control 

'10 

Post-Test 
Control 

% 

Pre-Test 
Target 

'70 

(Respondents Not Burglarized) 

1.5 3.6 1.2 

84.6 76.4 64.6 

(Respondents Were Burglarized) 

o o 3.7 

50. 71.4 55.5 

Post-Test 
Target 

% 

4.3 

68.7 

11. 2 

72.3 

Approximately 70% of the respondents generally agreed with the 

statement. Both Post-Test Control and Target respondents indicated an 

increased agreement regardless of having had a security inspection or 

(37) 
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experiencing a burglary. (The exception to this trend is the decline 

in attitude among F'ust-Test Control respondents who had neither a 

security inspection or burglary). Interestingly, the number of Target 

respondents who agreed was 10% higher for those who were burglarized 

(and thus, had an official contact \vith the police) than for those who 

were not burglarized. Obviously, respondents who have been burglarized 

have first-hand knowledge of the extent of police sympathy for victims. 

Also \vorthy of note is the improved attitudes of the public in the 

Post-Test responses, particularly for Target respondents who experienced 

a decline in burglary (and a decline in contacts with the police via 

a burglary investigation). NAB seems to have improved responses to 

this item. 

Question 24b addresses attitudes about police searches for 

evidence at a burglary scene. Table 4.5 discloses continuing 

support of NAB as a successful strategy for changing attitudes. 

HAD A SECURITY 
INSPECTION 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

Table 4.5 

Agree Police Search for. Evidence 

Pre-Test 
Control 

% 

Post-Test 
Control 

10 

Pre-Test 
Target 

% 

(Respondents Not Burglarized) 

1.6 3.8 .6 

57.9 42.6 41.3 

(Respondents Here Burglarized) 

0 0 4.0 

33.3 14.3 12.0 

(38) 

Post-Test 
Target 

% 

4.4 

51.4 

11.1 

27.8 



Post-Test Target respondents who were burglarized reported a two-fold 

increase in the percent of people agreeing with the statement. All 

Post-Test Target respondents have increased in extent of agreement 

which is quite interesting since the incidence of burglary declined. 

Thus the basis for the improved attitude is not greater experience as 

a burglary victim. This becomes another indication that NAB positively 

impacts on public perception of the police. 

The final performance question Table (4. 6) considers police 

accountability for burglary prevention and assumedly the existence 

and incidence of burglary. 

HAD A SECURITY 
INSPECTION 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No (3) 

Table 4.6 

Agree Police Task is Burglary Prevention 

Pre-Test 
Control 

% 

Post-Test: 
Control 

% 

Pre-Test 
Target 

% 

(Respondents Not Burglarized) 

o 1.7 .6 

29.1 20.7 19.4 

(Respondents Here Burglarized) 

o o o 

100 37.5 23.1 

Post-Test 
Target 

% 

2.1 

16.0 

11.8 

29.4 

Generally, fewer then 30% of all respondents indicated agreement with 

the statement. Again, the respondents having had a security inspection 

tended to agree more frequently. In this case, increased agreement may 

indtcate public assignment of burglary prevention responsibility to 

police as a result of apparent police assumption of that responsibility 

via the NAB home inspection efforts. 

(39) 

I 
I I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

IJ 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
.1 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Remember too, that fully 70% of all respondents to the 

question disagreed that the po1ic~ were responsible for burglary 

prevention. This seems somewhat anomolous since the majority of 

burglary victims see only the police during a burglary incident 

and consistently the police are the most visable agency in criminal 

justice activities. Responses to this item are however, suppo~ted 

by later data in this report. 

Overall, the nwnber of favorable responses to the three scale 

items increased during the Post-Test from 2 to 7 times when compared 

to the Pre-Test in both Control and Target respondents who had a 

security inspection irregardless of being a burglary victim. Security 

inspections, again, seem to bring the police in contact with the public 

and improve public attitudes about police performance. 

Public Assignment of Responsibility for Crime Prevention 

As previously noted, the public seems reluctant to assign 

responsibility for crime prevention to the police. Who, then, is 

deemed to have the lion's share of crime preventi0n accountability? 

The overwhelming response of all respondents in aU NAB surve.ys was 

the Criminal Justice System and the individual citizen. Table 4.7 

summarizes the allocation of crime prevention responsibility, 

rank ordered by Post-Test Target respondents. 

(40) 







Table 4.7 -----
Respoasibility for Crime Prevention 

Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Control Control Target l'arget __ -----

'70 % % '70 

Criminal 
Justice System 87.3 87.3 79.6 81.0 

Individual 
Citizen 84.5 77 .5 74.1 74.1 

The Family 59.2 63.4 56. 53.4 

City and State 
Government 59.2 63.4 56. 53.4 

Federal 
Government 40.8 40.8 41.4 33.9 

Corrections 9.9 14.1 19.2 15.5 

Courts 8.5 12.7 12.9 14.9 

Police 11.3 9.9 12.4 14.L} 

Approximately 80% of all re~pondents hold the Criminal Justice 

System responsible. Interestingly, however, the components of the 

system (i.e., the police, courts and corrections) are held accountable 

by only 10 to 20 percent of the respondents. This demonstrates a 

tendency to IIb1ame the system in genere.l 11 without blaming any specific 

components in particular. It is also interesting to note that both 

Post-Test Control and Target respondents assign the least responsibility 

to the police. 

ThE; Post-Test Target responses demonstrate an'interesting shift 

from the Pre-Test attitude in that the individual and the family reversed 

pos itions by the s~,~ne percentages. S iI1ce the responses are only 4 

percentage points apart however, they should be considered equal. The 

(41) 
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shift is most likely a function of sampling rather than in impact of 

NAB. 

Subsequent investigation of assignment of responsibility 

for crime prevention after extensive NAB efforts might produce 

one of two results. First, the public may continue to see the 

police as having only minimal responsibility for crime prevention 

but meeting it very adequately. Secondly, the public may develop 

an increased expectation of the police because of their assumption 

of a pro-active stance via NAB. From an attitudinal standpoint, 

the latter result would produce a "less effective attitude toward 

the police" in spite of positive gains by the police against the 

ac tual c rime (burg lary) ra. te • 

Serious Crime in Simi Valley 

The final issue addressed by this section of the report 

is public perception of the severity of crime in Simi Valley. Table 

4.8 provides a comparative report of the respondents in all surveys. 

(42) 
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Table 4.8 

Crimes Considered Serious In Simi Valley 

Pre-Test Post-Test Pre-Test Post-Test 
Control Control Target Target 
% Rank % Rank % Rank % Rank 

Order Order Order Order 

Larceny 0 0 .6 (9) 1.2 (10) 

Rape 4.4 (5) 9.1 (5) 5.1 (5) 9.6 (5) 

Vandalism 13.2 (3) 16.7 (3) 20.8 (3) 16.3 (2) 

Homocide 10.3 (4) 10.6 (4) 15.7 (4) 10.8 (4) 

Auto Theft 4.4 (6) 0 2.2 (6) 2.4 (9) 
,...... Assault 0 0 1.1 (8) 3.6 (8) ~ w 
'-' 

Sale of Narcotics 19.1 (2) 25.8 (2) 24.1 (2) 13.9 (3) 

Burglary 47.1 (1) 33.3 (1) 27.5 (1) 31.9 (1) 

Robbery 1.l~ (7) 3.0 (6) 2.2 (7) 5.4 (6) 

Other 0 1.5 (7) .6 (10) 4.8 (7) 

n= (68) (66) (178) (166) 

--------------------
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Burglary emerges as the most serious crime problem in all 

Control and Target samples. The claim that the content of the 

questionnaire suggests such a finding is discounted by the fact that 

residential burglary is the most frequently reported felony in the 

City of Simi Valley. Also there were far fewer respondents in all 

surveys reporting burglary victimization than respondents who had not 

experienced a burglary. 

There is an increase in the Post-Test Target respondents 

choosing burglary as the most serious crime when compared to Pre

Test Target responses. For the same time period the Post-Test 

Control t'espondents selecting burglary as the most serious problem 

decreased by 14%. Although this disparity between populations may 

have resulted from the su~gestiveness of NAB, the actual reported 

rate of residential burglary justifies such a suggestion. The 

Target area had experienced a very high incidence of burglary 

(prior to the Pre-Test period) and NAB has created an improved 

public awareness of the very real problem facing those respondents. 

Thus, an increased severity indicator is consistent with the reality 

of the problem and the 'NAB efforts aimed at reducing burglary. 

Vandalism was selected ~s the most serious crime by about 

16% of the respondents in Post-Test Control and Target samples 

however, the relative rankings indicated the severity of vandalism 

to be second for Post-Test Target respondents and third for Post

Test Control respondents. 

Sale of narcotics remained ranked as the second most 

serious crime by all Control respondents with approximately 25% of 

(44) 



respondents selecting it. Narcotics was reported to be third most 

serious for Target respondents as demonstrated by 14% of Target 

respondents choosing that crime. 

Homocide was chosen by all respondents only about 10% of 

the time and rape was selected about 9% of the time. 

The "other" catagory reported in Table 4.8 includes drunk 

driving, child molestation, bad city government and juvenile use 

of drugs, among others. 

"other" responses. 

There was no consistent pattern to the 

All in all, there is congruence between public perception 

of the crime problem in Simi Valley and what is demonstrated via 

reported crime figures. This fact is helpful in avoiding undue and 

unnecessary criticism of the police department's allocation of 

resources au~ prioritization of tasks. 
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PART V - SUMMARY 

Crime Specific Information 

The Post-Test Target occurrence of residential burglary 

decreased 3% in comparison with Pre-Test Target occurrence. 

This decrease is noteworthy since the self-reported occurrence 

of burglary increased in the Control area during the same time 

period. 

The self-reported burglary ratio of respondents to incidents 

for burglary doubled in the Control area between February and 

November 1977. (From 1:14.2 to 1:7) 

Daytime burglary decreased in both Target and Control areas. 

The number of Post~Test Target residences vacant 24 hours or 

longer when last burglarized has increased. 

Burglars appear to have become more selective in choosing a 

victim in the Target area. 

Fewer Post-Test Target burglary vi~tims lost money in comparison 

to Pre-Test Target victims. HowevE~.r, those who did lose money, 

los t larger ,amounts. 

Post-Test Target respondents lost Larger, more costly property 

than did Pre-Test Target respondent:,. 

Burglars may be increasing in sophi:3tication in the Target area. 

Physical evidence of forced entry hiis dropped dramatically for 

Post-Test Target burglary victims. 

(46) 
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Public Awareness of Crime Prevention 

Letters (pamphlets) and newspaper articles have provided the single 

largest source of crime prevention information. Of the two, letters 

(pamphlets) have provided the most number of informed persons in 

the post-Target area. 

Knowledge of crime prevention increased two-fold in the Target 

area between February and November 1977. 

More than 1 of every two Post-Test Target respondents has heard 

of crime prevention. 

There is an Lnverse relationship betweQn burglary victimization 

and having a borne inspection. Post-Test Target respond.ents 

reporting a horne inspection also reported fewer burglaries than 

did Post-Test Target respondents having no home inspection. 

Relatively few home inspections (compared to the number of 

residents) have been conducted between February and November 

1977 • 

NAB efforts to date have made a significant impact on burglary, 

cr:i.me prevention awareness and use of crime prevention information 

in the Target area. 

Public Attitudes 

Home security inspections improve public attitudes about police 

effectiveness. 

Personal contact between the police and public positively affects 

public perception of police effectiveness. 

(47) 
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Home security inspections improve public attitudes about the 

police regardless of whether or not a respondent Jlas been 

burglarized. 

The public does not hold the police responsible for burglary 

prevention. 

'rhe criminal justice system and the individual citizen are held 

a(~.countable by the public for crime prevention. 

NAB, has improved TargE~t respondents perception of the police. 

Burglary is seen as the most serious crime in Simi Valley by 

all respondents. 

Vandalism is seen as the second most serious crime problem by 

all respondents. 

The community saturation level for completing various 

questionnaires seems to have been reached. 

(48) 



---- ---

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

l I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

APPENDIX A 

I. Letter of Introduction 

II. Questionnaire 

III. News Release 

IV. Pamphlet delivered to all Target residents by the 

Simi Valley Police Department. 
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CITY OF SIMI VALLEY 
3200 COCH RAN STREET 
SIMI VALLEY, CALIF. 93065 
(805) 522-1333 

I WIL~I~M T CAF1PENTER MAYOR • DAVID REES MAYOR PRO TEM • GINGER c..HERARDI COUNCILWOMAN • HOWARD G MAROHN COUNCILMAN' JAMES SMITH COUNCIL~IAN 
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October, 1977 

Dear Simi Valley Resident: 

This letter is to inform you that the graduate students in 
the Administration of Justice Department at California Lutheran 
College will be conducting a survey in your neighborhood. The City 
of Simi Valley, in cooperation with the college, is interested in 
learning more accurate information regarding burglary and the re
lationship between reported and unreported crime. 

Any information you give us will be strictly confidential. 
Your answers, along with those of other Simi Valley residents, will 
assist us in determining the actual amount of crime in our community 
and how we can best refine and improve the Neighbors Against Burglary 
project. 

I firmly support this survey. If you have any questions, 
please feel free to contact us at 522-1175, extension 235. Thank 
you for your time and effort. 

RM/lp 

Attachment 

Sincerely, 

#W~ 
Rich a rd ~la 1 co 1 m 
City Manager 
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TEST 

CITY OF SIMI VALLEY 
CRTIm PREVENTION SURVEY 

IPT..EASE HAVE A MEMBER OF YOUR FAMILY, WHO IS 18 OR OLDER, FILL OUT nns 
QUESTIONNAIRE. WE WOULD APPRECIATE THE HEAD OF 'mE HOUSEHOLD OR 

JPOUSE COMPLETING THE QUESTIONNAIRE IF THEY ARE HOME. 

Ill. What is your relationship to the head of the household? 

I 
I 

1. ( ) head of household 
2. ( ) spouse of head 
3. ( ) child of head 
4. ( ) other relative 
5. ( ) non-relative 

112. How old were you on your last birthday? __ -,years. 

I 
I 

4. 

I 
I 
15. 
I 

With what racial or ethnic group do you identify? 

1. ( ) Anglo Gfhite or Caucasian) 
2. ( ) Black (Negro) 
3. ( ) Mexican-American/Hispanic 
4. ( ) Asia~-American 
5. ( ) Other ____________ (please specify) 

What is the marital status of the head of the household? 

1. ( ) married 
2. ( ) divorced 
3 • ( ) widowed 
4. ( ) single 
5. ( ) other ____________ (please specify) 

What is your sex? 

1. ( ) male 
2. ( ) female 

116. Circle the highest grade the head of the household has completed~ 

I 
I 
I 

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17/or more 

primary school high school college graduate school 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

1.0.# ___ _ 

1/1 

1/2-3 

1/4 

1/5 

1/6 

1/7-8 



7. What is your yearly f~ly income (for the last year)? 

1. ( ) under $5,000.00 
2. ( ) $5,000.00 to $9,999.00 
3. ( ) $10,000.00 to $14,999.00 
4. ( ) $15,000.00 to $19,999.00 
5. ( ) $20,000.00 to $24,999.00 
6. ( ) $25,000.00 to $29,999.00 
7. ( ) $30,000.00 or more. 

8. Do you own or rent this home? 

1. ( ) own 
2. ( ) rent 

9. How long have you or your family lived in this home? (Please 
specify to the nearest whole year). 

10. 

11. 

____________ ~years 

What type of housing would you call this home? 

1. ( ) single house 
2. ( ) duplex (two families) 
3. ( ) mobile home 
4. ( ) apartment 
5. ( ) condominium 
6. ( ) other (please specify) ------------------------

lOa. If apartment or condominium, how many living U\l.ts are in 
your building? 

a. ( ) three or four 
b. ( ) five or six 
c. ( ) seven or eight 
d. ( ) nine or more 

, 
Du' ';.ng the last 12 months did anyone break in or illegally ent l r your 
home? 

1. ( ) no --------------------1 
2. ( ) yes _____ (number of times 

lib. If you answered I lO" 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

1/9 

1/10 

1/11-12 

1/13 

1/14 

1/15 

lla. If you answered "yes ll , please 
go on to the next question, #12. please go to queLiion 1/16 

4,22. 
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I 
I 

14. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

15. 

I 

I 
I 
I 

During what month did the last (or only) incident take place? 

_____________ (please specify) 

During what period of time did the LAST or only incident take place? 

1. ( ) 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. 
2. ( ) 6 p.m. to midnight 

.3. ( ) midnight to 6 a.m. 
4. ( ) donlt know 

Was your house vacant for 24 hours or longer when the LAST 
incident took place? 

1. ( ) no 
2~ ( ) yes-----

14a. If yes, please indicate where the wage earne~s were when 
the last incident occurred. 

a. ( ) work 
b. ( ) vacation 
c. ( ) running errands 
d. ( ) other (please specify) --------------------

Did the person ~ctual1y get in or just try to get in? 

1. ( ) actually got in 
2. ( ) just tried to get in 
3. ( ) don't know 

Was there evidence, such as a broken lock~ pry marks or broken 
window which led you to believe the burglar used force to get in? 

1. ( ) no 
2. () yes 

Where did the burglar enter your home? 

1. ( ) front door 
2. ( ) other door 
3. ( ) front window 
4. ( ) other window 
5. ( ) through the garage 
6. ( ) other ____________ (p1ease specify) 

. 7. ( ) unknown 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

1/19 

1/20 

1/21 

1/22-31 ___ _ 

------

1/32 

1/33 

1/34 

1/35-44 ___ _ 



18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

Did the burglar take money? 

1. ( ) no 
2. ( ) yes $ (please specify amo unt) 

Did the burglar. take anything other than money ? 

1. ( ) no 
2. ( ) yea- J 
19a. If yes, please check all categot"ies that a pply. 

s. ( ) jewelry or precious metals 
b. ( ) clothing and furs 
c. ( ) office equipment 
d. ( ) televisions, radiOS, stereos 
e. ( ) firearms 

household goods (e.g. furniture) f. ( ) 
g. ( ) consumable goods (e.g. food, liquor ) 
h. ( ) livestock 
i. ( ) drugs 
j. ( ) other (please specify) 

, I 
19b. If yes to question 19, please indicate the dollar amount of 

the replacement cost for the property taken. 

$-------_. 

How much was the cost, if any, of repairing the damage done to your 
home when the burglar entered? 

$ (please specify amount) .'------------------
Was any of your loss, including repair to your home, recovered by 
insurance? 

1. ( ) no 
2. ( ) yes $ ________ (please specify amount) 

22. How many adults reside io. the home? ____ .(please specify)l--_ 

22a. How many of these aqults are employed outside the home? 

_______ (please specify amount) 

I 
DO NOT WRITE I IN TIUS SPACE 

1/45 - I 
1/46-49 - - --I 
1/50 -

I 
1/51 I -
1/52 - I 1/53 -1/54 -1/55 - I 1/56 -1/57 -1/58 - I 1/59 -1/60 -1/61-70 - - --I - - - -

1/71-74 ____ I. 

2/1-4 __ _ 

2/5 

2/6-9 ___ . 

2/10-11 __ 

2/12-13 __ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

~4. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Does your insurance company require that the police be notified 
of a burglary before they will accept or process your claim for· 
a burglary loss? 

1. ( ) no 
2. ( ) yes 
3. ( ) don't know 

Beside each of the following statements, please indicate whether you 
strongly agree (SA), agree (A), disagree (D), or strongly 
disagree (SD): 

SA 
T 

a. The police are likely to catch a burglar ••••• ( ) 
b. The police are usually sympathetic to 

persons who have been burglarized •••••••••••• ( ) 
c. The police usually arrive very qUickly when 

notified of a burglary ••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
d. The police always search for evidence 

(fingerprints, etc.), when a burglary has 
been reported ••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••• ( ) 

e. The police recover most property taken 
during a burglary •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 

f. The job of preventing burglaries belongs 
to the police •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 

g. The police usually keep a burglary victim 
informed of any progress made during 
the investigation •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 

h. Most burglaries are the result of police 
inefficiency ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 

i. There is little point in reporting a 
burglary since the police are not likely 
to arrest the burglar •••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 

A 
'2 

D 
'3 

SD 
"4 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

() () () 

Who is responsible for crime prevention? (Check as many as you feel 
are applicable). 

1. ( ) the criminal justice system (police, courts, corrections) 
2. ( ) the police only 
3. ( ) the courts only 
4. ( ) corrections only (prisons, probation, parole, etc.) 
5. ( ) the family 
6. ( ) the individual citizen 
7. ( ) city and state government 
8. ( ) the federal government 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

2/14 

2/15 

2/16 

2/17 

2/18 

2/19 

2/20 

2/21 

2/22 

2/23 

( 
I 
2/24 
2/25 
2/26 
2/27 
2/28 
2/29 
2/30 
2/31 



THE FOLLOWING 3 QUESTIONS WILL ASSIST THE CITY OF SIMI VALLEY AND 
TIm POLICE DEPARTMENT IN DETERMINING THE BEST METHOD TO PUBLICIZE 
THE "NEIGHBORS AGAINST BURGLARY" PROGRAM IN THE CITY. 

26. Have you learned of crime prevention for homeowners, and/or 
neighbors against burglars, and/or a home inspection program? 

1. ( ) no (go to question #27) 
2~ ( ) yes-. ___________ ..... 

26a. Beside each of the following sources of information, check 
the space provided if you learned or heard from that source. 

a. personal contact at your home •••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
b. a letter or announcement left at your home ••••••••• ( ) 
c. telephone contact at your home ••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
d. a speech to an organization you are a member of 

(e.g. church, PTA, business assoc., etc.) •••••••••• ( ) 
e. contact by a neighbor •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
f. ~ead a newspaper article ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
g. saw a newspaper advertisement •••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
h. heard on the radio ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
i. saw a television news program •••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
j. saw a television advertiaement ••••••••••••••••••••• ( ) 
k. informed at a security booth in a shopping ctr ••••• ( ) 
1. heard from another source (other than listed 

above) please specify: •• ~ •• ( ) 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

2/32 

2/33 
2/34 
2/35 

2/36 
2/37 
2/38 
2/39 
2/40 
2/41 
2/42 
2/43 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 

I 
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28. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I. 
I 

Have you had a security inspection made of your home by someone 
(the police or another), involved in the Neighbors Against Burglary 
Program? 

1. ( ) no (please go to question 28) 
2. ( ) yes----------_~ 

27a. If yes, have you done all the things recommended by the 
inspector? 

1. ( ) yes (please go to question 28) 
2. ( ) no-------___ .... 

. J, 
27b. If no, please check as many of the following reasons as 

are applicable to you. 

1. ( ) too expensive 
2. ( ) not sure of what to do 
3. ( ) haven I t had time yet 
4. ( ) donlt feel it is necessar; 
5. ( ) donlt think it will help to prevent my home from 

being burglarized. 
6. ( ) doubt that the person conducting the inspection 

knew what he/she was talking about. 
7. ( ) I have done some of the things that were recommended. 
8. ( ) Other ----------------------------------------

Please indiceLte which of the following amounts of money you are 
willing to spend (or did spend), to make your home more difficult 
for burglars to enter. 

1. ( ) $15.00 or less 
2. ( ) $15.01 to $30.00 
3. ( ) $30.01 to $45.00 
4. ( ) $45.01 to $60.00 
5. ( ) $60.01 to $75.00 
6, ( ) $75.01 to $90.00 
7. ( ) $90.01 or more 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

2/55 

2/56 

2/57 
2/58 
2/59 
2/60 

2/61 

2/62 
2/63 
2/64 
2/65-74 := __ _ 

2/75 

----------------~-~ 



29. Listed below are some statements 
burglary problem in Simi Valley. 
whether you strongly agree (SA), 
strongly disagree (SD): 

people have made regarding the 
Beside each, please indicate 

agree (A), disagree (D), or 

a. 
b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 
h. 

1. 

j. 

The courts are too lenient with criminals •• ( 
People today are simply too busy to be 
involved in community affairs •••••••••••••• ( 
Juvenil~ burglars (under 18) should not 
be prosecuted if arrested •••••••••••••••••• ( 
Young people today don't have enough 
parental supervision to stay out of 
trouble ............... I ••••••••••••••••• d ••• ( 

The police do an excellent job in spite 
of being hampered by some of the laws •••••• ( 
Most people are very concerned about their 
neighbors' welfare ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( 
Most burglars are adults (over 18) ••••••••• ( 
Most burglars are dangerous and hardened 
criIninals ••.•.•.••••..•..••..•••••.•..•.•.• ( 
The crime of burglary is the most serious 

SA 
1 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
) 

) 

crime problem in Simi Valley •••.••••••••••• ( ) 
Most burglars are juveniles (under 18) ••••• ( ) 

A 
2" 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

D 
3 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

SD 
7; 

( ) 

( ) \ 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

30. Listed below are a number of crimes which have occurred in Simi 
Valley. Please indicate which three you feel are the most serious 
problems in this community. Place a number 1 in the space provided 
for your choice as the most serious, a number 2 for the next most 
serious and a number 3 for the third most serious. 

l. ( ) larceny 
2. ( ) rape 
... ' . ( ) vandalism 
4. ( ) homicide 
5. ( ) auto theft 
6. ( ) assult 
7. ( ) sale of narcotics 
8. ( ) burglary 
9. ( ) robbery 

10. ( ) other (please specify) 

DO NOT WRITE 
IN THIS SPACE 

3/1 

3/2 

3/3 

3/4 

3/5 

3/6 
3/7 

3/8 

3/9 
3/10 

3/11 
3/12 
3/13 
3/14 
3/15 
3/16 
3/17 
3/18 
3/19 
3/20 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

3/2l~3~ = := = __ I 

I 
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S 11'11 VALLEY POLICE DEPARTHEN1;: 'pRESS RELEASE 

~ 1977 

A door-to-door, city-sponsored victimization survey of 400 

Simi Valley homes will get, underway November 7, 1977. Survey results 

will help rate the effectiveness of the city's crime prevention programs. 

Selected persons from offices at California Lutheran College, 

working in conjunction with the city, will conduct the poll. Each 

will carry identification which will be presented upon request to 

residents contacted. 

The 400 homes to be surveyed are in two specific areas of town. 

Polling will be conducted during daytime and evening hours and possibly 

on weekends in order to complete the survey by a December 5, 1977 

information-gathering deadline. 

The city periodically'conducts these victimization surveys as 

a means to evaluate programs which have been instituted. The most 

repent'survey was conducted in late 1976. 

Your cooperation is necessary in order to insure the efficient 

allocation of your t~x dollar. 



~~~~--------------------------------------------------
Burglary is a problem in our city, and the 
Simi Volley Polict! Department would like 
your help in reducing it. Burglari8s occur 
several times each day in our community, 
hut by following these recommendations, 
your chances 'of becoming a burglary victim 
will be rnduced. 

DOORS 
All exterior doors should be solid core 
construction. If the hinges are located on 
the outside of the door, non-removable 
hinge pins are recommended. A simple 
way to prevent rcmova I of the door, if the 
burglar removes the hinge pins, is shown 
below. 

All 
XPOSED 
'B" 

... g.~-~- -, I 
n' ~ CD LCD' : ,'( ':; I ! 
I "~H .~' HOlEDRlllED 

I <D f1 CD J INTO THE DOOR 
I Il ~ .... ~ 
I: I I I I, 

I 
1 \ I 

Do this to both the top and bottom hinges. 

Exterior doors should also be secured with 
8n auxiliary deiJd bolt lock having 8t ie'ust (J 

nne inch throw. 

-

WINDOWS 
Sliding glass windows can bGst be secured by 
a simple pin. Drill a slanted hole through the 
aluminum frame into tho frame on tho moving 
hfllf of the window while the window is 
closed. Inserting a pin bolt in the hair. will 
keep the window from bein~l pried or liftec! 
out. 

TRACK ...... PIN 

GLASS -+--

Sliding glass doors may also be secured in 
this manner. louvered windows should be 
reploced with a single pl(~ce of gl(1ss, as they 
arc easily opened and difficult to secure. 

LIGHTING 
Outdoor and indoor lighting at night is 
important in discouraging prowlers and 
burglars. These lights can be controlled by 
either a timer or a photo cell device which 
turns the lights on at dusk and off at dawn 

[j].

111 '., .,.. . 
. ~.ER~ 
~ 

OPERATION IDENTIFICATION 
Burglary and theft can be discouraged by 
marking valuables, and notifying potenti?1 
bu rglars tha t th is has been done. Th is is 
done by engraving your driver's license 
number on i1PIDS of value Clnd rccorriino 
tl10 rnmkf!(l proporty. Proporty milrknd 
with H clriv(jr'~ license !lumber Ctlll ho trac(ld 
to its owner in D matter of minlltos by tlHl 
police departmunt. Using () socinl security 
nllmber is cJiscounJUed as it is eli fficllit lo 
trace. Electric etching tools can be 
purchased at your local hardware store or 
borrowed from the Simi Valley Police 
Departrm'llt, on a first come basis. 

For furtller information regarding crime 
prevention,contact the Simi Valley Police 
Department Crime Prevention Unit. 
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Protect your 
home and 
property 
through 
effective 
security 

CRIME PREVENTION UNIT 
SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 

3200 Cochran Strp£ll, Simi Vallev, CA 
G22117b 
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APPENDIX B 

I. Interviewer Manual 

II. History Sheets 

III. Letter of Introduction 
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a 

(2) 

YOUR JOB AS AN INTERVIEHER 

Your primary responsibility is to go to the house identified by your 

respective lists, deliver the questionnaire, after answering any questions, 

and pick up the completed questionnaire the following day. Upon picking up the 

questionnaire, it will be necessary for you to check the questionnaire for 

accuracy and completeness. If the respondent wishes to complete the questionnaire 

at the time it is delivered, you should take the time to remain at his/her 

residence to comply with his/her request. In addition to accuracy, every attempt 

must be made to solicit completion of every questionnaire. Anything that you, 

the interviewer, can do to facilitate the eligible respondent's completion of the 

questionnaire should be done. 

It ~ extremely important that you make every effort to obtain accurate, and 

I complete responses from the right houses. Incomplete responses or ineligible 

respondents will destroy the value of the survey. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

PRODUCTION STANDARDS FOR INTERVIEWERS 

Each interviewer will be provided with a survey sample list of the residences 

to be surveyed by that individual. The number of residences on your survey sample 

list is dependent on your individual involvement in the survey. Your job is to 

deliver and pick up questionnaires from all residences on your survey sample list. 

Each interviewer will receive a packet which will include (a) survey sample 

lists, (b) History of the packet worksheets and, (c) street maps of Simi Valley. 

The survey concludes on December 5, 1977, and all questionnaires are due in 

I the Administration o'f Justice Office by 12: 00 noon on December 6, 1977. 

I 

I 



NAB SURVEY INTERVIEWER I S MANUAL 

This is the manual for interviewers who will be delivering, administering 

and collecting the questionnaires used in the NAB survey, . Each interviewer should 

thoroughly understand all the material in this manual prior to beginning the 

survey, 

PURPOSE OF SURVEY 

The primary purpose of the NAB Survey is to provide a partial evaluation 

of the NAB project and related efforts of the Simi Valley Police Department. 

The Survey is attempting to measure the following: 

1) Crime - specific information concerning burglary, i.e., who, 

what, where, when and why 

2) The extent of public awareness of crime prevention techniques 

3) The best method of transmitting crime prevention information to the 

pUblic 

4) The extent of public participation in crime prevention) particularly 

residential burglary 

5) The degree of public understanding and use of crime prevention 

techniques 

6) The extent of community involvement by residents of Simi Valley 

7) Public attitudes toward the poU:ce, the community, government & crime 

These and a number of other questions can be answered by our Survey. 
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RECORDING OF THE HISTORY OF THE PACKET 

The houses should be listed on the History sheet in the same order that 

they appear on your Survey Sample List. The first house on your Survey Sample 

List is recorded i.n the House column of the History sheet and in the 1Fl space on 

the questionnaire as 01, the second house as 02, the third house as 03, etc. 

Thus, the last house on your list is recorded as 80. Insure your House # entry 

corresponds to the position that residence occupies on your Survey Sample List. 

The second column on the History sheet should be checked when the 

questionnaire has been completed. The third column is checked when the 

questionnaire is refused. There are two ways a refusal can occur: 1) you 

contact an eligible respondent in the home and he/she refuses to participate, 

or 2) you make three call-backs at the house and find no one at home. 

Column four of the Histor~ Sheet should be filled in when the completed 

questionnaire is picked up. Ask for the phone number and enter it in column four. 

Do not record the phone number on the questionnaire. The phone number will assist 

us in verifying information on the questionnaire and spot-checking to insure you 

are sampling the correct house. 

Column five and column six are to assist you in recording attempted 

contacts and in arranging call-backs. For example, you may find no one over 

18 years of age at home, or no one answering the door. In the first instance 

(no one over 18), ask whomever answers the door for a time when an adult (18 or 

older) will be home and record the information in column six. In the second 

instance (no one answers), check with a neighbor for an idea of an approximate 

call-back time and enter the information in column six. Insure that the date/time 

is entered for EACH attempted call-back in column five. 



(4) 

It is extremely important that the History Sheet is correctly used as it 

is the explanatory vehicle for the researcher in the event of missing 

questionnaires or non-respondents among eligible persons. Incorrectly 

completing the History Sheet necessitates personal contact with the interviewer 

each and every time questions arise concerning the conduct of the survey. 

MISSING AODRESSES 

Because of the sampling frame utilized to select the sample for this Study, 

it is possible that an address listed on your Survey sample List does not exist. 
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At least a. residence may not exist. Should you encounter this situation, (unable I 
to conduct the interview because the residence does not exist), you should use the 

first address on the Alternate Survey sample List to replace the missing residence. 

For example, you discover the 35th residence on your Survey Sample List is non-

existent, then address number 1 on ~he Alternate Survey sample List is utilized. 

Follow the same procedure with each succeeding address found to be non-existent 

until you have completed 80 questionnaires. When, recording Alternate Survey 

sample List residences on your History Sheet and when filling in the Interviewer 

Identification number on the actual questionnaire, use the following procedure: 

EXAMPLE: Address 35 on your Survey Sample List is a vacant lot (normally 

address 35 should be given ID number 35). You utilize address #1 of the Alternate 

Survey Sample List to replace 35 and record the ID number as 90. Thus, on the 

History Sheet the House! column would read .•. 34, 90, 36 .•. etc. The same 

procedure applies to utilization of additional addresses on the Alternate Survey 

Sample List. The second house is recorded as 91, etc. 
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GUIDE TO THE QUESTIONNAr.RE 

The questionnaire is designed to be self-administered but your help may be 

necessary. For this reason it is extremely important that you are very familiar 

with the questionnaire. In the upper righthand corner of the questionnaire is the 

space for the identification number (includes both the interviewer and the residence 

number), which you must enter on each questionnaire. Each interviewer will be 

assigned a two-digit number (between 60 and 79) which is the interviewer identifi

cation number. That number is always the first number entered in the identification 

space on page one of the questionnaire. The next two digits to be entered in the 

identification space of the questionnaire are the numbers indicating the position 

of that residence on your Survey sampl~ List. (It is the same number you entered 

on your History Sheet) For example, address #1 on your Survey Sample List becomes 

01, address #2 is 02; the last address is 20 or 40 or 60 or 80. Thus, if you 

are designated interviewer #60 and are completing the identification space of the 

questionnaire that has been completed or refused by the resident at the tenth 

address on your Survey sample List, the correct entry would be 6010. Again, 

accuracy is essential. This is the only information you, (the interviewer), 

will enter on the questionnaire unless the respondent refuses to participate. 

In the event of a refusal write the word REFUSED on the top of the first page of 

the questionnaire, in addition to completing the identification number. 

LEAVING THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

The questionnaire should be left with an eligible respondent (at least 18 years 

of age and appearing competent to complete the questionnaire), and may be any member 

of the household. If there is not an eligible respondent present when yeu make 

contact, arrange to come back at a later time when an eligible respondent is 

expected to be at home. 
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INTRODUCTION TO THE RESPONDENT 

You will be provided a letter of introduction by the City Manager of 

Simi valley. That letter and your California Lutheran College identification 

card should be shown to the person answering the door. Simultaneously you should 

verbally introduce yourself and the purpose of your visit. Use your own words 

and attempt to establish rapport with the eligible respondent. If the respondent 

is in doubt as to the authenticity of your credentials 0r purpose he/she may call 

either the City Manager's Office 522-1133, or the Police Department 522-1175 

for verification. Verbally explain what you are requesting (i.e., the completion 

of the questionnaire), the confidentiality of all responses and the best time for 

you to pick up the completed questionnaire. 

PICKING UP THE QUESTIONNAIRE 
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Some persons may do a poor job of filling out the questionnaire. Your task ,II 
is to rapidly review the questionnaire for completeness and solicit responses to 

any questions the respondent was eligible to answer but did not. This will often 

necessitate your use of tact and persuasion. Don't threaten or "brow beat" the 

respondent. However, try to obtain answers to all questions the respondent is 

eligible to answer. 

CHECKING THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

1) Check rapidly through questions 1-11 for completeness. Verify 

accuracy by checking the age, question 2; against years of education, 

question 6; against years lived in this home, question 9. For 

example, an 18 year old should not have 17 years of education and have 

lived in the same house 19 years. 
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Checking the Questionnaire continued ••• 

2) Item #11 - if E£ was checked the respondent should not have answered 

items 1Fl2 through 1t22. If ~ was checked, the respondent should have 

completed #13 through #21. 

3) Item #13 - #21 - These items refer to only the last burglary that took place 

within the past 12 months. 

4) Item #24 - Only one answer should be checked for each statement. 

5) Item #25 - Respondent should have checked as many as he/she felt 

were applicable. 

6) Item #26 - An answer should be provided for every statement. Either 

the respondent did (yes) or did not (no) hear of crime prevention from 

each source. 

7) Item #27 - A no answer should not have completed items #27a and #27b. 

8) Item #28 - Only one category should be checked. 

9) Item #28 - One answer for each statement. 

10) Item #30 Respondent should rank-order the three crimes he/she feels 

are most serious in Simi Valley. 

11) Now request the phone number and place it in the appropriate box of the 

History~. Be sure the identification number has been entered on 

the questionnaire. 
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CITY OF SIMI VALLEY 
3200 COCH RAN STREET 
SIMI VALLEY. CALIF. 93065 
(805) 522-1333 

WILLIAM T. CARP£l:'\'1TER MAYOR • GINGER GH&9ARDI MAYOR PRO TEM • DAVID REES COUNCILMAN • HOWARD G MAROHN COUNCILMAN • JAMES SMITH COUNCIL~' ••• 

Dear Simi Valley Resident: 

This letter is to introduce as a graduate 
student in the Administration of Justice Uepartment at California 
Lutheran College. The City of Simi Valley, in cooperation with 
the college, is interested in learning more accurate information 
regarding burglary and the relationship between reported and 
unreported crime. The surveyor presenting this letter has a 
questionnaire which we hope you will be interested in filling out. 

Any information you give us will be STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL. 
Your answers, a"long with those of other Simi Valley residents, will 
assist us in determining the actual amount of crime in OUt 
community and how we can best refine and improve the Neighbors 
Against Burglary project. 

I firmly support the efforts of this survey and would 
like to thank you in advance for taking the time to complete 
this questionnaire. If you have any questions, please feel free to 
contact us at 522-1175, extension 203. 

Sirrcerely, 

f~n( .1/}tLc!'{1.?J 
. Richard Malcolm 
City Manager 

.J 

RM:cr 

~----------------' ---



APPENDIX C 

PRE-TEST CONTROL AREA 

I. Frequency of Responses 

II. Cross-tabulation of Select2d Variables 
(located in separate volume) 
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APPENDIX D 

}'OST-TEST CONTROL AREA 

I. Frequency of Responses 

II. Cross-tabulation of Selected Variables 
(located in separate volume) 
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APPENDIX E 

PRE-TEST TARGET AREA 

I. Frequency of Responses 

II. Cross-tabulation of Selected Variables 
(located in separate volume) 

L ____________________________________________________________________ _ 
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APPENDIX F 

~TEST TARGET AREA 

I. Frequency of Responses 

II. Cross tabulation of Selected Variables 
(located in separate volume) 
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"COMPLETE OFFICER ATTITUDE SURVEY" 
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ONE YEAR ASSESSMENT OF THE NAB PROJECT 

I AMONG SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I OFFICER MARK E. LAYHEW 

SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMEr:T 

I 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DIVISION 

PLANNING, TRAINING & RESEARCH 
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INTRODUCTION: The Lqw Enforcement Ass.istance Administration has funded 
the NAB project (Neighbors Against Burglary) in the city 

of Simi Valley for one year .. This report summarizes the perceptions of 
Simi Valley Police Department personnel regarding the NAB project after 
one year of operation. These perceptions and attitudes were also com
pared to the preliminary assessment of the NAB project among Simi Valley 
Police Department Personnel. The report is descriptive as opposed to 
analytical and concentrates on attitudes toward three components of the 
NAB project; Crime Analysis, Cr-ime Prevention and Burglary Investigation. 

PROCEDURES: The data for this report was generated by a questionnaire 
one year after the project became operational. (The 

instrument is included in the Appendix). Of 65 individuals who could 
have completed the questionnaire, 47 did so. A response rate of 72.3 
percent. Respondents were classified in terms of their work assignments 
and then asked to rate a series of items which dealt with Crime Analysis, 
Crime Prevention, and Burglary Investigation. They were also asked to 
provide some general assessment of the way they felt NAB would affect 
the department. Personnel were asked to use their personal identifica
tion number which would allow them to be surveyed again to provide a 
pre and post indicator of change. 

Due to numerous p~rsonnel changes, a pre arid post indicator of 
change was not conducted by identification number, but was compared on 
a department wide basis. 

- FINDINGS -

CRIME ANALYSIS: Respondents were asked to rate the usefulness of 
crime analysis as well as various crime analysis 

activities. Table 1 displays the results of these questions broken 
down by respondent1s wOl"k assignments. 

TABLE 1 

Table 1 indicates that pel"sonnel are generally favorable to crime 
analysis and its related activities. They rated the usefulness of crime 
analysis information at 4.34, on a scale of 5, which is in the 1I0f 
Va 1 ue ll category. The range on all i terns was from a hi gh of 4.46 fol" 
liTo identify hot spots" item, to a low of 3.23 on the IIProvide investi
gative leads for generalist officers ll item. Differences between cate
gories of personnel must be approached with caution because of the 
small number of respondents in cel"tain categories. However, generally 
administrators, investigators, and support personnel collectively were 
more favorable to crime analysis than supervisors and field personnel. 
There were areas where the effect of the NAB project could result in 
improvement; For instance, items 4, 5, 12, and 13 represent questions 
where over 45 percent of the responses fell in the IISome ll

, IlLittle ll or 
IINo value ll categories, with IISome ll value the most common response on 
items 4, 12, and 13 in Table 1. 

1. The results displayed are broken down as far as possible. However,. 
the most useful way to begin to understand differences between personnel 

- 37 -
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is to lump management and supervisorial personnel into one category 
(N = 15), treat field operations as another (N = 19) and then include I 
investigation and support functions in the other eN = 13}. The Tables 
are organized in such a manner that this is easily done. (Please note 
that all of the Tables are percentaged down the columns as opposed to I 
the conventional across the rows), 
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RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRIME ANALYSIS ACTIVITIES 

MANAGEMENT 
VALUE RATING N (%) 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY. OPERATIONS 

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 

" 

N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) 

1. How useful is crime analysis information to departmental goals? 
5 - GREAT 8 (88.9) 1 (I6.7) 6 (31.5) 4 (57.1) 
4 ~ OF VALUE 0 (O,O) 5 (83.3) 7 (37.0) 3 (42.9) 
3 - SOME 1 (ILl ) 0 (O.O) 6 (31.5) a (0.0) 
2 - LITTLE a (o.o) a (O.O) a (O.O) a {O.O~ 
1 - NONE 0 (O.o) 0 (O.O) a (O.O) ;) {o.o 

TOTAL 9 6 19 7 
DEPT. MEAN = 4.34 
2. Provide link between citizen awareness & participation 
5 - GREAT 3 ~ 33. 3 ~ 1 ~16.7~ 5 ~26.3~ 2 (28.6) 
4 - OF VALUE 5 55.6 3 50.0 8 42.1 3 (42.8) 
3 - SOME 1 (11.1) 2 (33.3) 3 (15.8) 1 (14.3) 
2 - LITTLE a .... (0.0) a (O.O) 3 (I5. 8) 1 (14.3) 
1 - NONE a (o.o) a (a.O) 0 (O.O) a (o.o) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 7 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.87 
3. Provide crime oriented planning capability 
5 - GREAT 7 (77.8) 2 (33.3) 2 (1O,5) 2 (28.6) 
4 - OF VALUE 1 (ILl) 2 (33.3) 10 (52.6) 5 (71.4) 
3 - SOME 1 (I1.l) 1 ~ 16.7) 7 (36.9) a (0.0) 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) 1 16.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (O.O) 
1 - NONE 0 (O.O) 0 (O.O) 0 (O.O) 0 (O.o) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 7 
DEPT. MEAN = 4.14 
4. Correlating M.O. of arr'ested suspects with other current offenses 
5 - GREAT 2 (25.0) a 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (37.5) 1 
3 - SOME 1 (12.5) 3 
2 - LITTLE 2 (25.0) 2 
1 - NONE a (0.0) 0 

TOTAL 8 6 
DEPT. MEAN = 3.45 
MISSING OBS.= 1 1 

(O.O) 
U6.7) 
(50.0) 
(33.3) 
(O.O) 

2 (10.S) 1 (14.3) 
7 (36.8~ 2 (28.6) 
6 {31.6 3 (42.8) 
4 (21.1) 1 (14.3) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 

19 7 

TABLE 1 

(CONTI NUED ON NEXT PAGE) 
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4 (66.7) 
2 (33.3) 
a (O.O) 
a (O.O~ a (O.O 
6 

2 (33.3) 
2 (33.3) 
1 {16.7~ a (o.o 
1 (16.7) 
6 

5 (83.3) 
1 (I6.7) 
a (O.O) 
0 (O.O) 
0 (O.O) 
6 

2 (33.3) 
3 (50.0) 
1 (16.7) 
a (O.O) 
a (0.0) 
6 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

23 (48.9) 
17 (36.2) 
7 (I4.9) 
a ~O.O) a 0.0) 

47 

13 (27 .7) 
21 (44.7) 
8 (17.0) 
4 (8.5) 
1 (2.1) 

47 

18 (38.3) 
19 (40.4) 
9 (I9.2) 
1 (2.1) 
0 (O.O) 

47 

7 (15.2) 
16 (34.8~ 
14 (30.4 

9 {19.6~ a (0.0 
46 

1 

_____ 1 _____________ _ 
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RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRIME ANALYSIS ACTIVITIES 
FIELD 

MANAGEMENT SI.IPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
VALUE RATING N (%) N (%) N (%) 
5. Provide investigative leads for generalist officers 
5 - GREAT 3 (33.3) 1 (16.7) 1 (5.4) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (33.3) 1 (16.7) 5 (26.3) 
3 - SOME 1 (11.2) 1 (16.6) 4 (21. 0) 
2 - LITTLE 2 (22.2) 3 (50.0) 5 (26.3) 
1 - NONE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (21. 0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.23 
6. Provide current crime information 
5 - GREAT 4 (44.5) a (0.0) 6 (31. 6) 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (22.2) 2 (33.3) 4 (21.0) 
3 - SOME 3 (33.3) 1 (16.7) 6 (31. 6) 
2 - LITTLE a (0.0) 3 (50.0) a (0.0) 
1 - NONE a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 
DEPT. MEAN = 3.76 

7. Maintai~ alphabetical and suspect description files 
5 - GREAT 5 (62.5) a (0.0) 2 (10.5) 
4 - OF VALUE 1 (12.5) 4 (66.7) 11 (57.9) 
3 - SOME 1 (12.5) 1 (16.6) 5 (26.3) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (12.5) 1 (16.7) 1 (5.3) 
1 - NONE a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 8 6 19 
DEPT. MEAN = 3.87 
MISSING OBS.= 1 

8. Provide crime pattern bulletins 
5 - GREAT 5 (62.5) 1 (20.0) 5 (2.3) 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (25.0) 2- (40.0~ 10 (52.6) 
3 - SOME a (0.0) 1 (20.0 3 (15.8) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (12.5) a (0.0) 1 (5.3) 
1 - NONE a (0.0) 1 (20.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 8 5 19 
DEPT.MEAN = 4.08 
MISSING OBS = 2 1 1 

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

1 (14.3) 3 (50.0) 
2 (28.5) 1 (16.7) 
3 (42.5) 2 (33.3) 
1 (14.5) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

1 (14.3) 2 (33.3) 
5 (71.4) 4 (66.7) 
1 (14.3) a (0.0) 
0 (O.O~ a ~O.O) a (0.0 a 0.0) 
7 6 

a (0.0) 3 (50.0) 
7 (100.0) 2 (33.3) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
a ~O.O) a (0.0) 
a 0.0) 1 (16.7) 
7 6 

2 (28.6) 4 (66.7) 
4 (57.1) 1 (16.6) 
1 (14.3~ 1 (16.7) 
a (0.0 a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

TABLE 1 
(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE) 
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ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%). 

9 (19.2) 
12 (25.5) 
11 (23.4) 
11 (23.4) 
4 (8.5) 

47 

13 (27.7) 
17 (36.1) 
10 (21. 3) 

7 (14.9~ a (0.0 
47 

10 (21.8) 
25 (54.3) 
7 (15.2) 
3 (6.5) 
1 (2.2) 

46 

1 

17 (37.8) 
19 (42.2) 
6 (13.3) 
2 (4.5) 
1 (2.2) 

45 

2 



RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS -CRIME ANALYSIS ACTIVITIES 

MANAGEMENT 
VALUE RATING N (%) 

9 Identify "hot spots" 
5 - GREAT 7 (87.5) 
4 - OF VALUE 1 (12.5) 
3 - SOME 0 (0.0) 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 8 
DEPT.MEAN = 4.46 
MISSING OBS.=2 1 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

0 (0.0) 10 (52.1) 
4 (80.0) 7 (36.9) 
1 (20.0) 2 (10.5) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0, 
5 19 

1 

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

4 (57.1) 5 (83.3) 
1 (14.3) 1 (16.7) 
2 (28.6) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
7 6 

10. Coordination and establishment of special crime suppression task forces 
5 - GREAT 4 (44.4) 1 (16.7) 8 (42.1) 5 
4 - OF VALUE 4 (44.4) 2 (33.3) 7 (36.8) 1 
3 - SOME 1 (11.2) 3 (50.0) 2 (10.5) 1 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (5.3) 0 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (5.3) 0 

TOTAL 9 6 19 7 
DEPT. MEAN = 4.19 

11 Reports which identify crime locations and suspects , 
5 - GREAT 3 (37.5) 0 (0.0) 4 (21.0) 1 
4 - OF VALUE 5 (62.5) 2 (33.3) 8 (42.1) 5 
3 - SOME a (0.0) 4 (66.7) 6 (31. 6) a 
2 - LITTLE a (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (5.3) 0 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 0 1(0.0) 0 (0.0) a 

TOTAL 8 6 19 6 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.88 
MISSING OBS = 2 1 1 

12. Identify and suggest special training needs 
5 - GREAT 4 (50.0) 0 
4 - OF VALUE a (0.0) 2 
3 - SOME 3 (37.5) 2 
2 - LITTLE 1 (12.5) 2 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a 

TOTAL 8 6 
DEPT.MEAN =3.40 
MISSING OBS.= 2 1 

(0.0) 2 (10.5) 1 
(33.3) 6 (31.6) 2 
(33.3) 8 (42.1~ 2· 
(33.4) 3 (15.8 0 
(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 

19 6 

1 
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(71. 4) 4 (66.7) 
(14.3) 1 (16.6) 
(14.3) 1 (16.7) 
(0.0) 0 (0.0) 
(0.0) 0 (0.0) 

6 

(16.7) 2 (33.3) 
(83.3) 2 (33.3) 
(0.0) 1 (16.7) 
(0.0) 1 (16.7) 
(0.0) 0 (0.0) 

6 

(16.7) 1 (16.7) 
(33.3) 2 (33.3) 
(33.3) 2 (33.3) 
(0.0) 0 (0.0) 

(16.7) 1 (16.7) 
6 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

26 (57.8) 
14 (31.1) 
5 (11.1) 
0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 

45 

2 

22 (46.9) 
15 (31. 9) 
8 (17.0) 
1 (2.1) 
1 (2.1) 

47 

10 (22.2) 
22 (48.9) 
11 (24.4) 
2 (4.5) 
0 (0.0) 

45 

2 

8 (17 .8~ 
12 (26.7 
17 (37.8) 
6 (13.3) 
2 (4.4) 

45 

2 

-------------------



__________________ 11_ 

RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRIME ANALYSIS ACTIVITIES 

MANAGEMENT 
VALUE RATING N (%) 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

13. Provide crime reports which enhance decision making 
5 ~ GREAT 3 (31.S) a (0.0) 3 (15.8) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (37.5) 2 (33.3) 6 (31.6) 
3 - SOME 2 (25.0) 2 (33.3) 5 (26.3) 
2 - LITTLE a (0.01 1 (16.7) 4 (21. 0) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 1 (16.7) 1 (5.3) 

TOTAL 8 6 19 
EPT,MEAN = 3.46 D 
MISSING OBS.= 2 1 

TABLE 1 

- 42 -

- -------- ------------ -------

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (X) N (X) 

1 (16.7) 1 (16.6) 
2 (33.3) 3 (50.0) 
2 (33.3) 1 (16.7) 
1 (16.7) 1 (16.7) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
6 6 

1 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

8 (17.8) 
16 (35.5) 
12 (26.7) 
7 (15.6) 
2 (4.4) 

45 

2 





I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
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I 

CRIME PREVENTION: Table 2 displays the ratings Simi personnel assigned 
to crime prevention and its related activities. 

TABLE 2 

Personnel assigned ratings to crime prevention activities which 
were slightly higher than those assigned to crime analysis. The mean 
rating assigned to crime prevention activities was 4.07 and the mean 
rating assigned to crime analysis was 3.86. It should be noted that 
respondents viewed crime prevention (Panel 6, Table 2) at about the 
sanle value to department goals, mean = 4.40, as crime analysis, 
mean = 4.34 (Panel 1, Table 1). 

As was the case with crime analysis, Administrative, Supervisory, 
Investigative and Support personnel generally rate crime prevention 
higher than do field personnel. There are two areas where the effect 
of crime prevention could result in improvement. The first being 
item #5, IIpublic education to warn against buying without proof of 
ownershipl! where over 40 percent of the responses fell in the IISomel!, 
IlLittle" or IINo value ll category. A similar response occurred with 
item #8, IIHow effective Neighborhood Councils can be in the prevention 
of burglary". 
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RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES 

MANAGEMENT 
VALUE RATING N (%) 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

." OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

1. Conducting security inspections to establish standards and guidelines 
5 - GREAT 5 (55.6) 1 (66.7) 10 (52.6) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 6 (31.6) 
3 ..; SOME 1 (11.1 ) 2 (33.3) 2 (10.5) 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) a (0.0) 1 (5.3) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 
DEPT.MEANS = 4-38 

2. Developing security and inspect;or progr'ams . 
5 - GREAT 5 (55.6) 4 (66.7) 6 (31.6) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (33.3) a (0.0) 8 (42.1) 
3 - SOME 1 (11.1) 1 (16.7) 4 (21.0) 
2 - LITTLE a (0.0) 1 (16.6) 1 (5.3) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 
DEPT.MEANS = 4.17 

3. Motivate public to use existing security capabilities 
5 - GREAT 5 (55.6) 3 (50.0) 7 (36.8) 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (22.2) 1 (16.6) 8 (42.1) 
3 - SaNE 1 (11.1) 1 (16.7) 3 (15.8) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (11.1) 1 (16.7) 1 (5.3) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 
DEPT.MEAN = 4.15 

4. Mobilize"public to work to increase burglary reporting 
5 - GREAT 5 (62.5) 
4 -" OF VALUE 3 (37.5) 
3 - SOME a (0.0) 
2 - LITTLE a (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) 

TOTAL 8 
DEPT. MEAN =4.04 
MISSING 08S.= 1 1 

2 (33.3) 
2 (33.3) 
1 (16.7) 
1 (16.7) 
a (0.0) 
6 

5 
8 
3 
3 
a 

19 

(26.3) 
(42.1) 
(15.8) 
(15.8) 
(0.0) 

TABLE 2 
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4 (57.1) 3 (50.0) 
3 (42.9) 2 (33.3) 
0 (0.0) 1 (16.7) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

4 (57.1) 2 (33.3) 
2 (28.6) 2 (33.3) 
1 (14.3) 2 (33.4) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

3 (42.9) 3 (50.0) 
3 (42.9) 1 (16.7) 
1 (14.2) 2 (33.3) 
1 (0.0) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a "(0 .0) 
7 6 

2 (28.6) 2 (33.3) 
4 (57.1) 4 (66.7) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
1 (14.3) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

26 (55.3) 
14 (29.8) 
6 (12.8) 
1 (2.1) 
a (0.0) 

47 

21 (44.7) 
15 (31. 9) 
9 (19.1) 
2 (4.3) 
a (0.0) 

47 

21 (44.7) 
15 (31.9) 
8 (17.0) 
3 (6.4) 
a (0.0) 

47 

16 (34.8) 
21 (45.7) 
4 (8.7) 
5 (10.8) 
a (0.0) 

46 

1 



RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES 

MANMEMENT 
VALUE RATING N (%) 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

5. Public education to warn against buying without proof of ownership 
5 - GREAT 5 (55.6) 2 (33.3) 3 (15.8) 1 (16.7) 
4 - OF VALUE 0 (0.0) 1 (16.7) 8 (42.1) 2 (33.3) 
3 - SOME 3 (33.3) 1 (16.7) 3 (15.8) 2 (33.3) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (11.1) 1 (16.7) 4 (21.0) 0 (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 1 (16.6) 1 (5.3) 1 (16.7) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 6 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.56 
MISSING OBS.= 1 1 
6. Encourage property identification programs 
5 - GREAT 7 (77.B) 3 (50.0) 8 (42.1) 2 (28.6) 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (22.2) 2 (33.3) 8 (42.1) 4 (57.1) 
3 - SOME 0 (0.0) 1 (16.7) 2 (10.5) 1 (14.3) 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (5.3) 0 (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) a (0.0 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 7 
DEPT. MEAN = 4.31 
7 How useful is crime prevention to the department goals 
5 - GREAT 6 (66.7) 2 (33.3) 7 (36.8) 4 (57.1) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (33.3) 4 (66.7) 9 (47.4) 2 (28.6) 
3 - SOME 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (15.8) 1 (14.3) 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 19 7 
DEPT.MEAN '" 4.40 
8. How effective nei ghborhood coun~il s can be in the preventi on of burgl ary 
5 - GREAT 3 (33.3) 13 (50.0) 2 (10.5) 1 (14.3) 
4 - 0 VALUE 3 (33.4) 1 (16.7) 4 (21.1) 3 (42.9) 
3 - SOME 1 (11.1) 2 (33.3) 10 (52.6) 2 (28.6) 
2 - LITTLE 2 (22.2) a (0.0) 3 (15.8) 1 (14.3) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 9 7 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.55 

TABLE 2 
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2 
2 
1 
1 
0 
6 

2 
3 
1 
0 
0 
6 

4 
2 
0 
0 
0 
6 

o 
3 
3 
o 
a 
6 

(33.3) 
(33.3~ 
(16.7 
(16.7) 
(0.0) 

(33.3) 
(50.0) 
(16.7) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

(66.7) 
(33.3) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

(0.0) 
(50.0) 
(50.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

13 
13 
10 
7 
3 

46 

1 

22 
19 
5 
1 
0 

47 

23 
20 
4 
a 
0 

47 

9 
14 
18 
6 
o 

47 

(28.3) 
(28.3) 
(21.7) 
(15.2) 
(6.5) 

(46.8) 
(40.4) 
(10.7) 
(2.1) 
(0.0) 

(48.9) 
(42.6) 
(8.5) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

(19.1) 
(29.8) 
(38.3) 
(12.8) 
(0.0) 

-------------------
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BURGLARY REPORTS AND INVESTIGATIVE LEADS: The ratings assigned to 
burglary reports and 

certain investigative leads appear in Table 3. 

TABLE 3 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Respondents assigned a mean value of 4.04 to the worthwhileness I 
of burglary reports, which is in the "Of value" category. The range 
on all items was from a high of 4.91 for "Identity of suspect known" 
item, to a low of 3.13 on the "F"jngerprints at the scene ll item. Once I 
again Administrative, Supervisory, Investigative and other support 
tended to rate items higher than field personnel. The two areas which 
could result in improvement are item #5, "Fingerprints at the scene ll I 
and item #8, "M.O.", where over 50 percent of the responses fell in 
the "Some", "Little" or "No value" category. Generally, the burglary 
investigative lead items were }'atE!d slightly higher than crime analysis 
and somewhat lower than crime prevention, with an average score of I 
3.88 for all the investigative items. 
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------------------- ------

RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO BURGLARY REPORTS & TO CERTAIN 
INVESTIGATIVE LEADS IN SOLVING BURGLARY CASES. 

VALUE RATING 
MANAGEMENT 
N (%) 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

1 How worthwhile burglary reports are in eventuallY c'learing the crime 
5 - GREAT 5 (55.6) 3 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (22.2) 2 
3 - SOME 1 (11.1) 1 
2 - LITTLE 1 (11.1 ) 0 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) a 

TOTAL 9 6 
DEPT.MEAN = 4.04 

2 Identity of suspect known . 
5 - GREAT 9 (100.0) 6 
4 - OF VALUE a (0.0) 0 
3 - SOME a (0.0) a 
2 - LITILE a (0.0) a 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) a 

TOTAL 9 6 
DEPT.MEAN =4.91 

3 Description of suspects 
5 - GREAT 3 (33.3) 3 
4 - OF VALUE 4 (44.4) 1 
3 - SOME 2 (22.2) 2 
2 - LITILE a (0.0) a 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a 

TOTAL 9 6 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.89 

4. Witnesses to the crime 
5 - GREAT 4 (44.5) 3 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (22.2) 3 
3 - SOME 2 (22.2) 0 
2 - LITTLE 1 (11.1) a 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a 

TOTAL 9 6 
DEPT. MEAN = 4.11 

(50.0) 
(33.3) 
(16.7) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

(100.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

(50.0) 
(16.7) 
(33.3) 
(0.0) 
(O.O) 

(50.0) 
(50.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 
(0.0) 

5 (26.3) 
8 (42.1) 
4 (21.1 ) 
2 (10.5) 
0 (0.0) 

19 

18 (94.7) 
0 (0.0) 
1 (5.3) 
a (0.0) 
a (0.0) 

19 

2 (10.5) 
6 (31.6) 

10 (52.6) 
1 (5.3) 
a (0.0) 

19 

5 (26.3) 
8 (42.1) 
5 (26.3) 
1 (5.3) 
a (0.0) 
9 
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1 (14.3) 2 (33.3) 
5 (71.4) 3 (50.0) 
1 (14.3) 1 (16.7) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
7 6 

6 (85.7) 6 (100.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
1 (14.3) a (0.0) 
0 (0.0) a (0.0) 
0 (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

2 (28.6) 2 (33.3) 
4 (57.1) 4 (66.7) 
1 (14.3) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

2 (28.6) 3 (50.0) 
4 (57.1) 3 (50.0) 
1 (14.3) 0 (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
0 (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

16 (34.0) 
20 (42.6) 
8 - (17.0) 
3 (6.4) 
0 (0.0) 

47 

45 (95.7) 
a (O.O) 
2 (4.3) 
a ~O.O) 
0 (0.0) 

47 

12 (25.6) 
19 (40.0) 
15 (31.9) 
1 (2.1) 
a (0.0) 

47 

17 (36.2) 
20 (42.6) 
8 (17.0) 
2 (4.2) 
a (0.0) 

47 
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-------------------
RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO BURGLARY REPORTS AND TO CERTAIN 

INVESTIGATIVE LEADS IN SOLVING BURGLARY CASES. 

VALUE RATING 
MANAGEMENT 
N (%) 

5 Fingerprints at the scene 
5 - GREAT 3 (33.3) 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (22.2) 
3 - SOME 3 (33.3) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (11.2) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 
DEPT.MEAN'" 3.13 

6. Other physical evidence 
5 - GREAT 2 ~22.2~ 
4 - OF VALUE 2 22.2 
3 - SOME 3 (33.4) 
2 - LITTLE 2 (22.2) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 
DEPT.MEAN "'3.70 

7 Possible suspects 
5 - GREAT 2 (22.2) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (33.3) 
3 - SOME 4 (44.5) 
2 - LITTLE 0 (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 
DEPT. MEAN '" 3. 77 

8. M.O. 
5 - GREAT 1 (12.5) 
4 - OF VALUE 3 (37.5) 
3 - SOME 2 (25.0) 
2 - LITTLE 2 (25.0) 
1 - NO VALUE 0 (0.0) 

TOTAL 8 
DEPT.MEAN '" 3.50 
missing obs.'" 1 1 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

2 (33.3) 
0 (0.0) 
3 (50.0) 
1 (16.7) 
0 (0.0) 
6 

1 f16.7~ 2 33.3 
3 (50.0) 
0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 
6 

2 (33.3) 
1 (16.7) 
3 (50.0) 
0 (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 
6 

1 (16.7) 
2 (33.3) 
3 (50.0) 
a (0.0) 
a (0.0) 
6 

0 (0.0) 
5 (26.3) 
5 (26.3) 
8 (42.1) 
1 (5.3) 

19 

5 F6.3~ 10 52.6 
4 (21.1 ) 
a (0.0) 
0 (0.0) 

19 

3 (15.8) 
6 (31.6) 

10 (52.6) 
0 (0.0) 
a (0.0) 

19 

2 (10.5) 
5 (26.3) 

10 (52.6) 
a (10.6) 
0 (0.0) 

19 
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OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N {~;) 

0 (0.0) 0 
4 (57.1} 1 
1 (14.3) 4 
1 (14.3) 1 
1 (14.3) 0 

(0.0) 5 (10.6) 
(16.6) 12 (25.5) 
(66.7) 16 (34.0) 
(16.7) 12 (25.6) 
(0.0) 2 (4.2) 

7 6 47 

0 (O.O~ 0 (O.O~ 8 p7.0~ 3 (42.9 2 (33.3 19 40.4 
4 (57.1) 4 (66.7) 18 (38.3) 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (4.3~ 
0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 
7 6 47 

1 (14.3) 1 (16.7) 9 (19.1) 
5 (71.4) 5 (83.3) 20 (42.6) 
0 ' (0.0) 0 (0.0) 17 (36.2) 
1 (14.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (2.1) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 0 (0.0) 
7 6 4,7 

1 (14.3) 1 (16.6) 6 (13. 0) 
2 (28.6) 4 (66.7) 16 (34.8) 
3 (42.9) 1 (16.7) 19 (41. 3) 
1 (14.2) a (0.0) 5 (10.9) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 46 

1 
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THE IMPACT OF NAB: 

how it would affect 
and clearance rate. 
appear in Table 4 

Finally, three questions were fncluded which asked 
respondents to rate the NAB project and comment on 
the department workload, investigative procedures 
The tabulations of the responses to those questions 

TABLE 4 

In terms of how NAB was perceived, 23.9 percent of the members of 
the department see it of "Great" value, 47.8 percent 1I0f value", 26.1 
percent "Some value" and 2.2 percent of "Little" value. 

As far as NAB's affect on the departmental workload is concerned 
9.1 percent of the members of the department view it of "Great" value, 
31.8 percent 1I0f value", 47.7 percent "Some value, 9.1 percent of 
"Little" value and 2.3 percent "No value". 

Regarding NAB's affect on investigative procedures and clearance 
rates, 13.6 percent of the members of the department see it of "Great" 
value, 29.5 percent 1I0f value", 34.1 percent II Some II value, 18.2 of 
"Little" value and 4.6 percent "No value". 
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PERCEPTIONS OF THE I~lPACT OF NAB ON THE SIMI VALLEY P. D. 

VALUE RATING 
MANAGEMENT 
N (%) 

FIELD 
SUPERVISORY OPERATIONS 
N (%) N (%) 

1. How do you perceive the NAB project? 
5 - GREAT 3 (33.3) 1 (16.6) 2 (11.1) 
4 - OF VALUE 4 (44.5) 4 (66.7) 8 (44.4) 
3 - SOME 2 (22.2) 1 (16.7) 7 (38.9) 
2 - LITTLE a (0.0) a (0.0) 1 (5.6) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 9 6 18 
DEPT.MEAN = 3.93 
MISSING OBS = 1 1 

2. How will NAB affect departmental workload? 
5 - GREAT 1 (12.5) a (0.0) 1 (5.9) 
4 - OF VALUE 2 (25.0) 4 (66.7) 4 (23.5) 
3 - SOME 4 (50.0) 1 (16.7) 9 (52.9) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (12.5) 1 (16.6) 2 (11.8) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a (0.0) 1 (5.9) 

TOTAL 8 6 17 
~lSSl~~A~RS ~.~6 1 ? 

OTHER 
INVESTIGATIONS SUPPORT 
N (%) N (%) 

3 (42.8) 2 (33.3) 
2 (28.6) 4 (66.7) 
2 (28.6) a (0.0) . 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

1 (14.3) 1 (16.7) 
1 (14.3~ 3 (50.0) 
5 (71.4 2 (33.3) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
a (0.0) a (0.0) 
7 6 

3. How will NAB affect investigative procedure and clearance rate? 
5 - GREAT 2 (25.0) a (0.0) 2 (11.8) a (0.0) 2 (33.3) 
4 - OF VALUE 4 (50.0) 2 (33.3) 1 (5.9~ 3 (42.9) 3 ~50.0) 
3 - SOME 1 (12.5) 3 (50.0) 7 (41.1 3 (42.0) 1 16.7) 
2 - LITTLE 1 (12.5 1 (16.7) 5 (29.4) 1 (14.2) a (0.0) 
1 - NO VALUE a (0.0) a (0.0) 2 (11.8) a (0.0) a (0.0) 

TOTAL 8 6 17 7 6 
DEPT.MEAN :: 3.29 
MISSING OBS.= 3 1 2 

TABLE 4 
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ENTIRE 
DEPARTMENT 
N (%) 

11 (23.9) 
22 (47.8) 
12 (26.1) 
1 (2.2) 
a (0.0) 

46 

1 

4 (9.1) 
14 (31. 8) 
21 (47.7~ 
4 (9.1 
1 (2.3) 

44 
3 

6 (13.6) 
13 (29.5) 
15 (34.1) 
8 (18.2 ) 
2 (4.5) 

44 

3 
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cm~PARISON OF THE PRELIMINARY AND ONE YEAR ASSESSMENT OF THE NAB 
PROJECT: The mean rating assigned to crime prevention and crime analysis 

activities were identical, 3.68, in the preliminary assessment 
of the NAB project. After one year of operation, Simi Police personnel 
assigned a mean rating of 4.07 to crime prevention and 3.86 to crime 
analysis. This represents about a 7 percent more favorable perception 
of crime prevention and crime analysis activities by Simi Police 
Personnel after one year of the projects operation. 

The mean rating assigned to burgalry reports and investigative 
leads was 3.45 for all investigative items in the preliminary assess
ment. After one year of operation, the mean rating assigned to this area 
was 3.88. This is about 11.1 percent more favorable view of burglary 
reports and investigative leads. 

The mean rating assigned to the perceptions of the impact of NAB 
on the Simi Police Department were very close, 3.50 for the preliminary 
assessment, and 3.53 for the one year assessment of the project. 
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SUMMARY: This report has summarized the responses of Simi Valley Police 

I 
I 

Department personnel to a series of questions which deal with I 
various aspects of the NAB project after one year of operation. The 
purpose was to provide some indication of the attitude of Simi Police 
personnel towards various components of the project after one year I 
of operation to assess the way the project has affected them. The 
data was broken down as far as possible in order to display the 
responses of personnel to each question included in the questionnaire. 
There does appear to be room for improvement in terms of how personnel I 
perceive the project and the way they evaluate the importance of 
some of the components of NAB. Generally, the impact of the NAB project 
on the members of the Simi Police Department was more favorable I 
after one year of operation than prior to its inception. 

- 52 -

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I APPENDIX 

I 
I 
I 

I I 

! I 
I 

I 
I , I 

I 
I 
I 

I I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

[ I - 53 -



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

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I . 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I,: 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

TO: All Sworn Personnel 
FROM: Donald E. Rush, Community Safety Agency 
DATE: December 8, 1977 
SUBJECT: NAB Departmental Questionnaire 

Attached for completion is a short questionnaire developed 
to sample your understanding of and attitude toward 
the activities which have been conducted under the grant. 

This is not a test to prove who knows the most or least. 
It'is a survey of your attitude at this point in time. 
The information from this survey will be compared to 
the information obtained from this same survey one 
year ago. 

This is a confidential survey. Please be candid in your 
I"esponses. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

DER/cr 



I 
l 

N.A.B. DEPARTMENTAL ATTITUDE SURVEY 

The following set of questions is a survey designed to measure 
attitudes to\vard crime prevention and crime analysis. This survey of 
attitudes is extremely important. It is, therefore, guaranteed that the 
information you supply through this survey will be held in the strictest 
of confidence. It is extremely important that you be as honest as you 
possibly can when responding to these questions. 

Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated. 

Please enter "\(>. last four digits of your Drivers License (this allows 
ft)r w.;.c!in.:: v~;;ponses if another survey is conducted at a later time). 

1. What is your current work assignment? 
(check appropriate box) 
A. Management 
B. Supervision 
c. Officer assigned to: 

1. Field Operations (patrol) 
2. Investigations (MID) 
3. Other Support 

2. How many years have you been a police officer? 

3. How many years have you been with the Simi Valley Police Department? 
A. Less t'an one yea.r 
B. one to two years 
C. two to three years 
D. three to four years 
E. four to five years 
F. over five yeA.rs 

4. Please rate the importance of the following crime analysis activities 
using the following codes. 
1. It is of no value 
2. It is of little value 
3. It is of some value 
4. It is of value 
5. It is of great value 

Provides the link between heightened citizen awareness and 
participation as developed during the' NAB crime prevention 
unit activities .. 
Provides the Jimi Valley Police Department with the crime 
oriented planning capability. 
Increase the number of cases cleared by arrest by correlating 
the M.D. of arrested suspects to other current offenses. 
Provides investigative leads for generalist field officers. 
Provides current c:.::irne information, thus providing a better 
linkage between field officers and inve~tigator and various 
work shifts of field officers. 
Maintain alphabetical and suspect description files, cross 
referencing M.O.'s of arrested suspects with other offenses. 
Provides. crime pattern bulletint;. 

·-1-
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____ Provides adequate information in order to identify "hot spots." 
_____ Aid in the coordination and establishment of spec~al crime . 

suppression task force. 
______ Provides periodic reports which identify ~~imes, locations, 

and suspects susceptible to selective enforcement task force 
methods. 

______ Identify and suggest elements of special training needs for 
appropriate development and implementation by our training 
unit. 

_____ Provide crime repor.ts which will enhance local management 
decision-making. 

5. Please rate the importance of the following crime prevention activities, 
using the following codes. 

6. 

7. 

1. It is of no value 
2. It is of little value 
3. It is of some value 
4. It is of value 
5. It is of great value 

Security in terms of conducting security inspections es'tablishing 
standards and guidelines for homeowners and businesses to 
secure existing and planned facilities. 

______ Developing security and inspection programs. 
______ Motivate the public to make maximum use of existing residential 

and commercial security capabilities. 
_______ Mobilize the public to work together and with law enforcement 

agencies within the community to increase burglary reporting. 
______ Public education in terms of cautioning people against buying 

property where seller cannot prove ownership. 
Encourage property identification programs. 

Regardless of how it affects your own work, how useful do you believe 
information provided by crime analysis is to the goals of the department? 
l. It is of no value. 
2. It is of little value. ----, 
3. It is of some value. 
4. It is of value. 
5. It is of great value. ",----
Regardless of how it affects your own work, how useful to you believe 
crime prevention is to the goals of this department? 
l. It is of no value. 
2. It is of little value. 
3. It is of some value. 
4. It is of value. 
5. It is of great value. 

8. At the present time, what percentage best reflects the amount of 
time you spend on burglary activities? % 

-2-



9. How worthwhile do you believe burglary reports are in terms of eventually 
clearing the crime? 
1. They are of no value. 
2. They are of little value. 
3. They are of some value. 
4. They are of value. 
5. They are of great value. 

10. Please rate the importances of the following investigative leads in 
solving burglary cases using the following codes. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

1. It is of no value. 
2. It is of little value. 
3. It is of some value. 
4. It is of value. 
5. It is of great value. 

_____ Identity of suspect known 
____ Description of suspects 

Witnesses to the crime ---______ Fingerprints at scene 
Other physical evidence ---______ Possible suspects 
M.O. ----
List other and rate ---

How effective do you feel neighborhood councils can be in the prevention 
of burglary? 
A. It is of no value. 
B. It is of Ii ttle value. 

--'--

C. It is of some value. ----D, It is of value., 
E. It is of great value. 

How do you perceive the NAB project? 
A. It is of no value. --' B. It is of little value. 
C. It is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. It is of great value. 

How will the NAB program affect the operation of this department in 
terms of workload? 
A. It is of no value. 
B. It is of little value. 
C. It is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. It is of great value. 

14. How will the NAB project affect the operation of this department in 
terms of investigative procedure and clearance rate? 
A. It is. of no value. 
B. It is of little value. 
C. It is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. It is of great value. 
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PRELD1INARY ASSESSj.1ENl' OF THE NAE PROJECT AHONG SIHI VALLEY: POLIC3:: D3P ARTHE~lT PERSONNEL 

The Law Enforcement Assistance Admi~istration recently announced funding 

for the NAB Project (Neighbors Against Burglary) in the city of Simi Valley. 

This report summarizes the perceptions of Simi Valley Police Department per-

sonnel regarding Nab. The purpose here is to establish some baseline informa

tion which will make it ~~35ible to evaluate at a later date the way the pro-

ject affected departmental personnel. The report is descriptive as opposed to 

analytical and concentrates on attitudes toward three components of the NAB 

Project; crime analysis, crime prevention and burglary investigation. 

Procedures 

The data for this report were generated by a questionnaire administered 

six weeks prior to the time the Project became operational.(The instrument is 

(. included. in the appendix.) Of 48indiv:l.duals who could have completed the 

quescionnaire, 42 di~ so, a response rate of 87.5 percent. Respondents were 

classified in terms of the work assignments and then asked to rate a series 

of items which dealt with crime analysis, crime preven'cion ani burglary in-

vestigation. They were also asked to provide some general assessment of the 

way they felt NAB would affect the department. Personnel were asked to use 

their personal identification number which will allow them to be surveyed 

again to provide a pre and. post indicator of change. 

FINDINGS 

Crime Analvsis Respondents were asked to rate the usefulness of crime 

aralysis as well as various crime analysis activities. Table I displays the 

results of these questions broken down by the respondent's work assignments. 
,.... 

~' - - - - - -
TABLE I 
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HA'l'INGS PERSONlHi:L ASSIGN1W TO VARIOUS CRIMI~ ANALYSIS AUTIVI1'IES 

HANAGEHENT SUPEflVlSOHY F'ITI:LD OPERATION INVESTIGATION OTH8H SUPPOrtT ENTIRE DEPAHTHENT 
VALlJl~ RATING N (%) N (%) N (1t) N (%) N (%) N (%) 

.1. lIO\-I USEFUL IS CRH1E ANALYSIS INFORMATION TO DEPART1'IENl'AL GOALS? 

5-Great 2 (50.0) 1 (20.0) 2 (8.0) , 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (16.7) 
l~-Of Value 1 ~25.0l 11- (BO.Oj 12 ~48.0l 2 ~40.0j J (lOO.Oj 22 

(5
2
'''l J-Some 1 25.0 a ~o.o 10 40.0 1 20.0 o ~O.O 12 (28.6 

I-No Value 0 (0.0 0 0.0 1 (4.0 0 (0.0 o 0.0 1 (2.4 
Total 4 5 25 5 :3 42 

Dept. mean = 3.81 

2. PHOVIDE LINK B8TWEEN CI'l'I2EN AVlAHENESS AND PARTICIPATION 
5-C'reat 0 (o.o~ 0 (o.o~ 4 ~16.0~ 1 

1
20

.
O
j 

I ~JJ'Jl 6 (14.J~ 
l~-Of Value 1 (25.0 3 (60.0 6 24.0 3 60.0 1 33.3 14 (33.3 
3-Some 2 po.o~ 1 ~20.0~ 14 (.56.0 ~ 1 20.0 1 (33.3 19 (45.2~ 
2-Llttle 1 25.0 1 20.0 1 (4.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 3 (7.1 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean t::I 3.55 

3. PROVIDE CIHHE ORIENTED PLANIUNG CAPABILITY 

5-Grent 2 C50.0~ 1 ~20.0~ 5 ~20.0~ 4 ~80.0) 1 p3.3~ 13 (Jl.0~ 
14--0f Value 1 (25.0 1 20.0 9 36.0 1 20.0) 2 66.7 14 (33.3 
J-Some a (O.O~ 3 (60.0~ 10 (40.0~ 0 ~O.O~ 0 ·(O.O~ 13 (31.0) 
2-Llttle 1 (25.0 0 (0.0 1 (4.0 0 0.0 0 (0.0 2 (4.8) 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean = 3.91 

l~ • COnHELA'fING H. O. OF' ARRES'1'ED SUSPEC'fS HITH Ol'HER CURRENT OFFENSES 

,-Great 1 ~25.0~ 2 (40.0j 7 (29.2~ 2 (40.0j 0 . (o.Oj 12 (29.Jj 
h-Of Value 2 50.0 0 (0.0 5 ~20.8 1 ~20.0 1 p3.3 9 (22.0 
3-Some 0 (0.0) 2 (40.0 10 11-1.7) 2 40.0 2 66.7 16 (39.0 
2-Llttle 1 (2~.O) 1 (20.0) 2 (8.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 4 (9.8) 

1'otal ll- 5 25 .5 3 41 
Dept. mean = 3.71 
HiGsing observation = 1 

(COln'INUED ON NEXT PAGE) 
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RATINGS PERSONNH!L ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRINE ANALY~lIS AC1'IVITIES 

HANAGEHEN1' SUPF~nVISORY FIELD OPERATION INVESTIGA'l'ION O'rHER SUPPORT U:NTIRE DEPT. 
VALUl~ RATING N (%) N (/~) N (It) N (%) N (%) N (%) 

5. PHOVIDE INVES'rIGATlVE LEADS FOR GENERALIST FIELD OFFICEHS 

5-Great 0 (0.01 2 (40.0) 2 (8.0) 2 (40.0j 1 ~33.3 7 (16.7) 
L~-Of Value 3 (75.0 0 (o.Oj 6 ~24'Oj 0 (0.0 1 33.3 10 (23.8) 
3-Some 0 (0.0 1 (20.0 9 36.0 2 (40.0 1 \33.3 13 (31.0) 
2-IJittle a (0.0 2 (40.0 7 (28.0 1 (20.0~ a (0.0 10 (23.8~ 
I-No Value 1 (25.0 0 (0.9 1 (4.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 2 (4.8 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean = 3.24 

6. PROVIDE CURREN'£ CRUtE INFORMATION 

5-Great 0 (o.o~ 3 ~60.0~ .5 ~20.0~ 2 ~40.0~ 2 ~66.7~ 12 ~28.6~ 
4-0f Value 3 (75.0 1 20.0 .5 20.0 2 40.0 1 33.3 12 28.6 
J-Some 0 (o.Oj 1 (20.0j 9 p6.0j a (o.Oj 0 ~O.Oj 10 (2J.Bj 
2-Little 1 (25.0 0 ~O.O 5 20.0 1 (20.0 0 0.0 7 (16.7 
I-No Value 0 (0.0 0 0.0 1 (4.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 1 (2 .l~ 

Total 4 .5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean; 3.64 

7. HAINTAIN ALPHABETICAL AND SUSPECT DESCHIPTION FILES 

5-Great 1 (25.0) 2 (40.0) .5 (20.8) 2 (l~O. 0) 1 ('33.3~ 11 (26.8) 
h-Of Value. 2 (50.0) 1 (20.0) 11 (45.8) 2 (40.0) 1 (33.3 17 (41.5~ 

,3-Some 0 ~0.0) 1 ~20.0j 6 (25.0~ 0 (o.Oj 1 (J3.Jj 8 (19.5j 2-Little 0 o.o~ 1 20.0 1 (4.2, 1 (20.0 0 (0.0 J '7.) 
l-Ho Value 1 (25.0 '0 (0.0 1 (4.2) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 2 ~ Lt. 9 

Total 4 .5 21t .5 3 41 
Dept. mean = 3.78 
Hinsing observation::: 1 

A. PRovrm: CRIHE PATTERN BULLETINS 

5-Great 0 (0.0) 2 (40.0) '5 (20.8
1 

1 !20.0j 1 f3J.Jj 9 (22.0j 
L~-Of Value 3 (75.0~ 2 ~40.0~ 9 ~37.5 1 20.0 2 66.7 17 ~Lj.1.5 
)-Sorne 0 (0.0 1 20.0 7 29.2 3 60.0 . a (0.0 11 26.8 
2-Llttle 1 (25.0) 0 ~O.O~ 1 ~4.2~ 0 ~o.o~ 0 ~o.o~ 2 ~4.9~ I-No Value 0 (0.0) 0 0.0 2 8.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.9 

Total 4 5 24 5 :3 41 
Dept. menn = 3.71 
Joiissing observation = 1 - - l1li - - - - lIII(colllluED .... - - - - •• - l1li l1li -



-- ------- -r- - - - - - (_INU~ - - - - - - -r~ -RA'rINGS prmSOHNEL ASSIGNED TO 'VARIOUS 'CHIHE ANALYSIS -AC'rIVr£IES 

MANAGEHENT SUPERVISORY FIF~LD OPEHA'rION I NVESTIGA'l'ION OTHER SUPPORT ENl'IRE DE:PAHTH8ti'l' 
VAW!.!: HATING N (~,~) N (%) N (1&) N (%) N (%) N (::G) 

9. IDENTIFY "HOT I,PO'l'S" 

5- Great 1 (25.0) 2 ~40.0) 6 (25.0~ 4 (80.0j 3 (IOO.Oj 16 1J9.0) 4-01' Value 2 ~50.0~ 1 20.0~ 11 (45.8 1 (20.0 0 to 15 J6.6~ 
3-Some 1 25.0 2 (40.0 5 (20.8) 0 (0.0 0 0.0 8 19.5 
2-Little 0 ~o.o~ 0 ~0.0) 1 ~4.2~ 0 (o.o~ 0 O.O~ 1 ~2.4) 
I-No Value 0 0.0 0 0.0) 1 4.2 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 ~ 2 .l~) ... 

Total J+ 5 24 5 3 41 
Dept. mean = 4.07 
Hissing observat10n = 1 

10. COOHOIHATION AND ESTABLISHl-lENT m' SPECIAL CRI!1E SUPPRf!:SSION 'rASK FO:(CES 

5-GTt:lat 0 (o.o~ 2 ~40.0) 4 (17. J~ ~ 3 (60.0) 2 ~66. 7~ 11 (27.5~ 
4-0f Value 2 (50.0 1 20.0) 12 (52.2 2 (lfO.O l 1 3).) 18 (45.0 
'3-80111(; 1 ~25.0~ 2 (LW.O~ ? (3n.4~ 0 (0.0 0 ~O.O~ 10 (25.0~ 
2-LHtle 1 25.0 a (0.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 0 0.0 1 (2.5 

Total 4 5 23 5 ) 40 
Dept. mean = 3.98 
Hissing observations = 2 

11. REPOH'l'S ImICH IDElrrIFY CRIHES, LOCATIONS AIID SUSPECTS 
5-Grdat 0 (o.o~ 2 ~40.0) 4 (16.7~ 2 (40.0~ 0 (o.o~ 8 (19.5~ 
L~-or Value 2 (50.0 1 20.0) 9 (37.5 0 (0.0 2 (66.7 Il~ ()ll-.1 
)-Some 2 (50.0~ 2 (40.0~ 10 (41.7~ 3 (60.0~ 1 (33.3~ 18 (43.9~ 
l-No' Value 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 1 (4.2 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 1 (2.4 

To~al 4 .5 24 .5 ') 41 
Dept. mean = 3.68 
~11 ss'ing observations c: 1 

12. IDENTIFY AND SUGGEST SPECIAL 'l'RAINING NE@DS 

5-Great o (0.0) 1 (20.0) 4 (16.7) 2 (40.0 0 (O.Oj 7 (17.1) 
4-0f Value 2 . f5O.Oj 2 to.Oj 6 

1
25

.°1 
2 ~40.0 1 p3.3 13 

f
JI

.
71 3-S0108 1 2.5.0 1 20.0 10 41.7 1 20.0 2 66.7 1.5 36.6 

2-Llttle o (0.0 1 20.0 :3 12 • .5 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 4 (9.8 
I-No Value 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.2) '0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 2 (4.9) 

Total 4 .5 2L~ .5 3 41 
Dept. maan = 3.46 
Missing observation = 1 

(CONl'rT.NUED) 
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(CONTI~ 

HA'rINGS FERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CHIME ANAItYSIS, AC'rIVITIES 

NANAGEHEN'll SUPERVISORY FIELD OPERATION INVESTIGATION OTHh:R SUPPORT EN1IIRE D!!:PAH'l'Hb:lvr 
VALUE HATING N (is)· N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (~) 

13. PHOVIDE CRINE REPOR'rS lofHICH ENHANCE DECISION 11AKING 

5-Grcat 1 ~25'OI 1 (20.0~ 2 (8.3~ 2 (40.0~ 1 (33.3) 7 (17.1) 
I+-Of Value 2 50.0 0 (0,0 5 (20.8 2 (40.0 0 (0.0) 9 (22.0) 
3-Some 1 (25.0 3 ~60.0) 13 (54•2j 1 (20,0) 2 (66.7~ 20 (48.8) 
2-Little 0 ~O.O 1 20_0) 2 ~8.3 0 >o.o~ 0 ~o.o 3 ~7.3~ I-No Value 0 0.0 0 - (0.0) 2 8.3 0 \0.0 0 0.0) 2 4.9 

Total 4 5 24 5 3 41 
Dept. mean = 3.39 
Missing observation = 1 

---------------------
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~able 1 indicates that personnel generally are favorable to crime anal-

ysis and its related activities. They rated the usefulness of crim~ analysis 

inforJilation at 3.81 on a scale of 5, fairly close to "Of value ll
, The range on 

all the items was from a high of 4.07 for "To identify hot spots" item to a. 10;; 

of 3.24 on the ltprovide investigative leads for generalist officers" item. 

Differences between categories of personnel must be approached with caution 

because of the small number of respondents in certain categories. l However, 

generally administrators and. supervisors ani investigators and support personnel 

collectively were more favorable to crime analysis than were field personnel. 

Tb~re were areas where the effect of the NAB Projeet could result in improve-

mentj for instance, items 2, 4, ), 6, 11, 12 and 13 represent questions where 

over 40 percent of the responses fell in the tlS ome", "Little" or IINo value" 

categories} with IISomeli value the most common response on items 2, 4, .5 11, 

12 and 13 in Table 1. 

Cr~~e P~~vention Table 2 displays the rating Simi personnel assigned 

to crime prevention ar~ its related activities. 

TABLE 2 

Personnel assigned ratings to crime prevention activities which were quita 

similar to those assigned to crime ar~ysis. In fact, the mean ratings assigned 

to crime prevention and crime analysis activites were identical, 3.68. It 

should be noted that respornents did see crime prevention (Panel 7, Table 2) 

as of more val~e ta departmental goals, Mean = 4.05, than they did crime anal

YSis, Hean = 3.81 (Panel 1, Table 1.). 

As was the case with crime analysis, administrative-supervisor! and in-

I'The results are displayed here broken down as far as possible. However, the 
most useful way to begin to urrlerstand dif:ferences oetileen personnel is to 
lump management and supervisorial persol1_l'lel into one category (N=9) , treat 
field operation as another (~1=25) f ad then include investigation and sup!lort 
functions in the other (~':=8). ?he Tables are organized in such c::. r.:anner that 
this is easily done. (~')lea5e. note that all of· the tables are percentaged do~m 
the columns as opposed to the conventional 'across the rows,) 

1 



(', TABLbf"'""\ 1',"", 

RATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRnIE PREVENTION ACTIVITIES 

i-e NAGEl>!EN'f SUPEHVISOHY FIELD OPEHATION INVES1'lGATION O'l'HEH SUPPOHT BNTIHE DE:PAlfl'l1Bl.'1' 
H (?~) N (%) N (?&) N (%) N (%) N (%) 

VALUfi: HATING 

1. CONDUCTING SECURITY INSPEC'rIONS TO ES1'ABLISH STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES 

.5-G:c:eat 3 (75.0) 1 

1
20

'
O

l 
6 ~24.0l 1 (2o.0l 3 (loo.Ol 14 (33.3) 

4-0f Value 0 (o.o~ 2 l1-0.0 8 32.0 4 (80,0 o ~O.O 14 (33.3) 
3-Some 'I (2.5.0 2 LI-O.O 9 36.0 a ~O.O o 0.0 12 (28.6) 
'2-Li tHe a (0.0) a (0.0) 2 (8.0) 0 0.0) 0 (0,.0) 2 (4.8) 

Total 4 .5 2.5 5 3 42 
Dept. mean == 3.95 

2. DEVELOPING SECURITY AND INSPECTION PROGRAHS 

5-Great 1 ~2.5.0~ 0 (0.0) 5 ~20.0~ 1 ~20.0~ 1 p3.3~ 8 ~19.5~ 4-0f Value 1 25.0 2 ~50.0) 8 32.0 2 40.0 2 66.7 1.5 )6.6 
3-So~ne 2 (50.0) 2 50.0) 11 (4'O.0~ 2 (40.0) 0 (o.o~ 17 (41.5) 
2-Llttle 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 1 (2.4) 

Total 4 4 25 5 3 41 
Dept. mean == ).73 
~li5sitlg observations ;::: 1 

1. HOTIVATE PUBLIC TO USE EXISTING SECURITY CAPABILITIES 

.5-Great 1 r5
•
Ol 1 (20.0) 5 (20.0) 2 ~40'Ol 1 (33.3) 10 (23.8) 

h-Of '~'alue 1 25.Oj 3 (60.0j 5 120.Oj 2 40.0 , 1 133
•
3j 12 (28~6) 

J-SOlll~ 1 25.0 0 (0.0 13 52.0 1 20.0 1 33.3 16 (38.1~ 
2-L1ttle 1 25.0 1 (20.0 2' (8.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 4 (9.5 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 LI-2 

'" 
Dept. moan = 3.67 

4. NOBILIZE PUBLIC TO lIORK TO INCHEASE BURGLARY REPORTING 

.5-Great 1 (25.0) 1 (20.0) 4 (16.0) 4 (80.0) 2 (66.7) 12 (28.6) 
4-0f Value 1 (25.0) 1 (20.0) 9 (36.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 12 (28.6) 
)-Some 2 (50.0~ 3 (60.0~ 8 p2.0~ 0 tel 1 OJ·Jl 14 (J3.3~ 
2-Llt.tle 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 ) 12.0 0 0.0 0 (0.0 3 (7.1 
I-No Value 0 (0.0) 0, (0.0) 1 (4.0) 0 0.0) 0 (0.0 1 (2.4) 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean = 3.74 

- - DII - - - .. .iii'1'TINUElD ON NEXT }lAGE) - -- - 1- - - - - - -
-------~----------------------
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HATINGS PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO VARIOUS CRIl4E PREVENTION ACITVITmS 

~1ANAGE:HEN'r SUPERVISORY Ii'IELD OPERA'l'ION INVES'rIGNrION O'l'Hl!:R SUPPOH'l' 8N'l'IHE DEPAH'l.'l-iEHT 
N (If } N (~1 --Ii (~} N (~l N (~1 N (~} 

VALUE HA'rING 

5. PUBLIC EDUCATION TO WARN AGAINS'l.' BUYING WITHOUT PROOF OF OWNERSHIP 

5-Greilt 0 ~O.O~ 0 (0.0) 4 (16.0~ 3 (60.0) 2 (66.7~ 9 (21.l~ ~ 
4-0f Villue 0 0.0 2 (40.0) 7 ~28.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 9 (21.4 
)-Some 1 ~25.0l 1 

t'Ol 
6 24.0l .2 (40.0j 1 (J3·Jl 11 ~26.2l 2-Lit.t1e 3 75.0 1 20.0 6 24.0 0 ~o.o 0 ~O.O 10 2).8 

1-No Value 0 (0.0 1 20.0 2 (8 .. 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 J (7.1 
Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 

Dept. ·mean := 3.26 

,-
ENCOURAGE PROPERTY IDEN'rIFICATION PROGRAMS o. 

5-Great 1 (25.0) ) (60.0) 8 . (32.0) 3 (60.0) 2 (66.7) 17 (40.5) 
l~-Of Value 2 pO'Ol 0 (O'Ol 8 ~J2.0j 1 120 .

Oj 1 (33.Jj 12 (28.6j 
3-Some 1 ,25.0 2 (40.0 8 32.0 1 20.0 0 ~o.o 12 (28.6 
2-Li ttle 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 1 (4.0 0 (0.0 0 0.0 1 (2 .L~ 

Total L~ 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean ~ 4.07 

'1. llmr USE~'UL IS CHINE PREVENTION 'fO THE DEI? ART11ENT GOALS 

5-Great 2 po.o~ 2 (40.0~ 4 (16.9~ 3 ~60.0) 1 (33.3) 12 (28.6~ 
It-Of Value 2 50.0 2 (40.0 12 (48.0 2 40.0) 2 (67.7~ 20 (47.6 
3-~)ome 0 (0.0) 1 .. (20.0) 9 (36.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 10 (23.8) 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dopl. mean := 4.05 

B. BOH Eft'F'Ii:Cl'IVE NEICHBORHOOD COUNCILS CAN BE IN THE PHEVEN'rION OF' BURGLARY 

5-Grcilt 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (8.0) 1 (20.0) 2 (66.7j 5 
1
11

•

9 
I.I--Of Valu(~ 1 ~25.0~ 2 ~hO.O~ 9 p6.0~ 1 ~20.0~ 0 (0.0 13 31.0 
J-SoJile 1 25.0 2 40.0 11 4L~.0 2 40.0 1 (33.) 17 40., 
2-'L1 tHe 1 ~25.0~ 1 (20.0~ 2 ~8.0~ 1 (20.0~ 0 ~O.O~ 5 11.9 
1-No Value 1 25.0 0 (0.0 1 4.0 0 (0.0 0 0.0 2 (4.8 

'rota1 4 5 25 .5 3 42 
Dept. mean"" 3.33 
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vestigative-support personnel rate crime prevention higher than do field 

personnel; however, the pa.ttern is not as pronounced ar..d. there are differ-

ences. Investigator-support personnel do generally rate crime p:revention 

activities higher than administrative-'supe:rvisory personnelj however there 

are instances where the administrative component gives the lowest ratings. 

For instance, of seven individuals who rate neighborhood councils as little 

or no value, three of them are administrators or ~upervisors. The same kind 

of pattern appears in Panel 5 where seven of nine (77.7%) members of the ad-

ministrative component rate public education to warn against buying without 

proof of ownership as of seme, little," or no,value. 

Burr-lary Reuorts and Invosti~ation Leads The ratings assigned to burg-

la~~ reports and certain investigative leads appear in Table 3. 

TAJ3LE 3 

Respondents assigned a mean"value of 3.91 to the worthwhile ness of 

burglary reports, close to lief value". As would be expected from the nature 

of the items included as investigative leads, there Has a wider range in terms 

of the way some of the items were eval ua ted. The range 1>laS from a high of 

4.76 for "Identity of suspect unknown" to a low o·f G.7l for "Fingerprints at 

the scene". (The "c:lther physical evidence" item rated at a similar level, a mean 

of 2.79). Administrative-supervisory and investigative-other support personnel 

tended tOIate the items higher than field personnel; yet there was the lack of a 

clear pattern. Generally, the burgl~~ investigation lead items were rated some-

what lower than either the crime prevention or crime analysis items, an average 

score of 3.45 for all the investigative items. 

The I:nuFl.ct of' ~(A3 Finally, three questiops were included which asked 

respondents to rate the NA3 Project a~~ co~ment on how it would affect the de-

-I- t 'I t 1 d . ?arvmen 5 wor~ oa , lnvestigative procedu=es an~ clearance rate. The tabulations 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

J 



l 
--~------- ----------------- ------------------- ---------- ------- -



-- ~~- - - - - - - (~3~ - •• - - .. -I'.~ -\, : 

HATT N(-;f> 'PERsOtml~L ASSIGNED 'fO BURGLARY REPOR'fS & TO CEHTAIN INVES'l'IGATIVli: LEADS IN SOLVING BURGLARY CASES 

HANAG1~NEWr SUPl£HVISORY FIELD OP1~HA'rrON I NVES'l'lGA'rruN O'l'HEH. SUPPOHT E N'rIRE DEP AH'l'j·lli:N'l' 
VALUi~ RA'PING N (%) N (%) N (~&) N Ci~) N (%) N (/~) 

1. HOW WORTH'rIHILE BUHGLARY REPORTS ARE IN EVEt-i'TUALLY OLEARING 'fHE CRIME 

5-Great 2 (50.0~ 1 (20.0) 4 (16.0) 2 ~40.0~ 2 (66'?j 11 (26.2) 
If-Of Value 2 (50.0 3 (60.0) 12 (48.0j 1 20,0 0 (0.0 18 (42.9) 
3-S01111~ 0 ~O.O~ 1 (20.0~ 7 (213.0 2 (1~0. 0) 1 (33.3 11 (26.2~ 
2-Little 0 0.0 0 (0.0 2 (8.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 2 (4.8 

Total lj. 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean ~ 3.91 

2. IDENTI'rY OB' SUSPECT KNOWN 

5-Grc~at 4 (lOO.Oj 5 (100.0~ 20 (8().0~ 4 
f
80

·Oj J (lOO.Oj 36 (85'?j Lf-Of Vulue o (0.0 o (0.0 1 (ll-.O 1 20.0 o ~O.O 1 ~4.8 
3-Some o (0.0 a (0.0) 4 (16.0) 0 (0.0 o 0.0 4 9.5 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean = 4.76 

3. Dl~SOHIPTION OF SUSPEC'l'S 
5-C·cvat a (0.0) a (0.0) 2 (8.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (7.1) 
4-0f Value 1 

f
25

.
O
j 

2 flfO.Oj 8 ~J2.0j 2 (40.0j 1 fJJ·Jj 14 p3.3) 
J-Some 3 75.0 3 60.0 11 4Lr.O 2 (40.0 2 66.7 21 50.0~ 
2-LiLtle 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 4 16.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 4 (9.5 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept:.. mean 0:: 3.38 

lr• \H'l'NESSES 'EO 'rHE CRIME 

5-Great 1 (25.0~ 2 ~40.0~ 5 (20.0) 2 (40.0) 0 (O'Ol 10 ~23.8~ 
I.j.-Of Value 2 (50.0 2 40.0 7 (28.0 3 (60.0) 2 (66.7 16 38 0 1 
3-Somc 1 (25.0~ 0 (O.O~ 10 ~lfO.O~ 0 ~O.O~ 0 (0.0 11 ~26.2~ 2-Llttle 0 (0.0 1 (20.0 3 12.0 0 0.0 1 (33.3 5 11.9 

Total 4 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean = ).74 

(CONrINUED ON NEXT PAGE) 
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l{/\i'INGS PEHSONNb:L ASSIGNED TO BURGLARY' REPORTS & TO \..~.n'AIN INVESTIGA'l'IVE LIl!ADS IN SOLVING DURGLARY CASL 

HA NAG:'~~IENrr SUPERVISORY FIELD OPEHATION INVESTIGATION OTHER SUPPORT ENTIRE DEPAHTHENT 
VALUE RATING N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (7&) 

.5. F'INGEHPHIN'rS AT THE SCEN'li! 

5-Great 1 (2.5.0 1 (20.0 2 (8.0j 1 (20.0) 0 (o.o~ 5 (12.2~ 
L~-Of Valuo a (0.0 0 (0.0 5 (20.0 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0 6 (14.6 
3-$01118 1 ~25.0 1 ~20.0 2 (8.0 1 ~20.0) 1 po.Oj 6 (14.6) 
2-Llt. tlc 2 50.0 2 40.0 13 p2.0~ 2 40.0 ~ 1 50.0 20 (48.8~ 
I-No Value a (0.0 1 (20.0 3 12.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 4 (9.8 

Total 4 5 25 5 2 41 
Dept. mean = 2.71 
Hissing observation c 1 

6. arHER PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 

5-Groat 0 (0.0) 0 (O.O~ 1 ( llo.l) 1 ~20.0~ 0 (0.0) 2 (4.8) 
4-0f Value 1 (25.0) 1 (20.0 6 (24.0) 1 20.0 0 (0.0) 9 (21.4) 
3-Some 1 ~25.0) 0 (o.Oj 8 ~32.0j J (60.0j 1 ~33.3j 13 pl.Oj 2-Little 2 50.0~ 3 60.0 8 32.0 0 ~O.O 1 33.3 14 33.) 
I-No Value 0 (0.0 1 ~20\,0 2 (8.0 0 0.0 1 (2.4 4 (9·5 

Total ll- 5 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean c 2.79 

7. POSSIBLE SUSPEC'l'S 

5-Great 0 (O.O~ 1 (20.0) 1 (!;.OJ 1 (20.0) o (0.0 3 (7.3) 
l~-Of Value 2 (50.0 2 (40.0) 7 (28.0 2 

(40'°1 
2 (100.0 15 ~36.6l '3-Somo 2 (50.0j 1 t20.

O
j 11 (41}.0 2 (40.0 0 to 16 39.0 

2-LHtle a ~O.O 1 20.0 5 (20.0~ 0 ~O.O 0 0.0 6 (14.6 
I-No Value 0 0.0 0 (0.0 1 (4.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 (2,llo 

'r'otal 4 5 2.5 5 2 Ln 
Dept. mean = 3.32 
Hissil"\!s observations = 1 

B. 1'1. O. 
5-Great 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (o.Oj 1 (2.4] 
I}-Of Value 1 ~25.0j 2 

t'Ol 
12 ~'f8.0 1 3 ~6o.0l 2 ~66.7 20 (47. 6 

J-Some 2 50.0 2 lloO .0 10 40.0 2 LI-O.O 1 33.3 17 40 • .5 
2-LHtle 1 (25.0 1 25.0 2 (8.0 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 4 (9.5) 

'r'otal l} 5 25 5 J 42: 
Dept. mean r:: 3.43 

-------------------
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0: the resf,onses to those questions appear in Table 4. 

TABIE 4 

There are some pro':llems in terms of understanding how the responses to 

questions 2 and 3 in Table 4 shou] 1 be interpreted. At the same time, there 

is an interesting pattern that rises through the three questions included in 

this table. In terms of how NAB was perceived, fifty percent of the members 

of the department see it of "Some" value, 33.7 percent "Of value", and the 

final 16.7 percent of "Great" value. Note that six of nine (66.7%) of the 

administra ti ve component, three mar-agers and three supervisors, perceived the 

Project as on only "Some value", the least favorable rating among the various 

work assign~ents. It is not clear how value relates to workload in ~uestion 

2,or to investigative procedure and clearance rate in Question 3. However, 

the same kind of pattern appears, the management component sees the least 

favorable effect on workload, investigative procedure and clearance rate. 

SUXHARY 

This report has sunmarized the responses of Simi Valley Police personnel 

to a series of questions which deal with various aspeqts of the recently funded 

NAB Project. The purpose was to provide some indication of the attitude of part-

icipants towards various components of the Project in order to m~~e it possible 

to assess the way the Project affected them at a later date. The data Were 

broken down as far as possible in order to display the responses of personnel 

to each question included in the questionPAire. There does appear to be room for 

i:nprovement in terms of how personnel perceive tr.e Project and t:1e way they 

evaluate the i:nportance of some of the compo:lents of :i.0\..B. ~~ha t this means is that 

it should be possible to evaluate the impact of the Project o~ the members of 

the Si~i Department. 
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PEHCEPTIONS O~~ THE IHPACT OF' NAB ON THE SIMI DEPARTt-lENr 

Hanagement Supervisory li'ield Operation Investigation Other Suppor't Entire 

(&) (%) (%) (%) (%) 
. Depcll:L1rt0nt 

nA'rH~G N N N N N N (~) 

I. lIOW DO YOU PEROEIVE THE NAB PHOJECT? 

5. Great Value 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) J (12.4) 2 (4000j 1 OJ.J) 7 (16.7) 
4. Of Value 0 (o.o~ 2 ~40.0~ 10 ~40.0~ 1 ~20.0 1 ~33.3~ 14 p3.3~ 3. Some Value 3 (75.0 3 60.0 12 48.0 2 40.0 1 33.3 21 50.0 

Total 4 " .') 25 5 3 42 
Dept. mean= 3.67 

2. HOI" \HLL NAB AFFECT DEPARTMENTAL WORKLOAD? 

5. Great Value 0 (o.o~ 0 (O.O~ 1 (4.'3~ 1 ~2000l () fOoOj 2 (S01l 4. Of Value 1 (25.0 2 (50.0 9 (39.1 2 40.0 2 6c6 16 ~lj.l.O 
3. Some Valuo 1 

1
2SoO

j 
2 (50.0) 11 (47.8) 2 J{O.O 1 <:n.3 17 43.6 

2. Little Value 1 25.0 0 ~o.o~ 2 ~8.7~ 0 (o.o~ 0 (0.0) 3 F'?) 1. No Value 1 2.5.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 a (0.0 0 (0.0) 1 2.6) 
Total Ij. 4 23 .5 :3 39 

Dept. mean= 3.39 
Ni~jsing observations= :3 

3. HOi-i \-lILL NAB AFFEC1' INYES'rIGATIVm PROCEDURE AND CLEARANOE RATE? 

5. Great Value a (0.0) 1 (20.0) 2 (8.7) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (10.0) 
4. Of Va.lue 1 

1
2500

l 
2 

toOl 
6 t2601l 2 ('WOOl 1 pJ03l 12 tJOoOl 3. Some Value 2 .50.0 1 20.0 11.j. 60.9 2 40.0 2 66.7 21 52.5 

2. LHU8 Value 1 25.0 1 20.0 1 (4.3 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 3 (7.5 
Total 4 .5 23 5 :3 40 

Dept. mean= 3.43 
Hissing obs(~rvations= 2 

~ 
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N.A.B. DEPARTMENTAL ATTITUDE SURVEY 

The following set of questions is a survey designed to measure 
attitudes toward crime prevention and crime analysis. This survey of 
attitudes is extremely important. It is, therefore, guaranteed that the 
information you supply through this survey will be held in the strictest 
of confidence. I t is extremely importan t that you be as hones t as you 
possibly can when responding to these questions. 

Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated. 

Please enter the last four digits of. your Drivers License (this allows 
for matching responses if another survey is conducted at a later time). 

1. Hhat is your current twrk. assignment? 
(check appropriate box) 
A. }funagement 
B. Supervision 
C. Officer assigned to: 

1. Field Operations (patrol) 
2. Investigations (MIU) 
3. Other Support 

2. HOt .. many years have you been a poU.ce officer? ___ _ 

. 3. 

4. 

How 
A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 

many years have you been with the Simi Valley Police Department? 
____ ~less than one year 
___ one to two yea·rs 
______ two to three years 
______ three to four years 
_____ four.·to five years 
_____ over five ye~rs 

Please rate the importance of the follmving crime analysis ac.tiyities 
using 
1. It 
2. It 
3. It 
4. It 
5. It 

the follmYing codes. 
is of no value 
is of little value 
is 0'£ some value 
is of value 
is of great value 

Provides the link betlveen heightened citizen alvareness and 
participation as developed during the NAB crime prevention 
unit activities. 
Provides the Simi Valley Police Department with the crime 
oriented planning capability. 
Increase the number of cases cleared by arrest by correlating 
the M.D. of arrested suspects to other current offenses. 
Provides investigative leads for generalist field officers. 
Provides current crime information, thus providing a better 
linkage between field officers and investigator and various 
work shifts of field officers. 
Maintain alphabetical and suspect description files, cross 
referencing M.O.'s of arrested suspects with other offenses. 
Provides crime pattern bulletins. 

-1-
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~1Erol0 RANDU~l 

TO: All Sworn Personnel 

FRGr'1: Donald E. Rush, Community Safety Agency Dire 

DATE: December 15, 1976 

SUBJECT: NAB Departmental Questionaire 

------------------------------------------------------------~------------------

Attached for your' completion is a short questionaire developed to sample 
your understanding of and attitude toward the activities which will be 
conducted under the grant. 

This is not a test to prove \'Jho knows the most or least. It is a survey 
of your attitude at this point in time. After things begin to happen 
we anticipate changes in our later survey. 

This is a confidential survey. Please be honest in your completion. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

DER/kh 
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_____ Provides adequate information in order to identify "hot spots." 
______ Aid in the coordination and establishment of special crime 

suppression task force. 
_______ Provides periodic reports which identify crimes, locations, 

and suspects susceptible to selective enforcement task force 
methods. 

______ Identify and suggest elements of special training needs for 
appropriate development and implementation by our training 
unit. 

_______ Provide crime reports which will enhance local reanagement 
decision-making. 

5. Please rate the importance of the follo~"ing crime prevention activities 
using the following codes. 

6. 

1. It is of no value 
2. It is of little value 
3. It is of SOme value 
4. It is of value 
5. It is of great value 

Security in terms of conducting security inspections establishing 
standards and guidelines for homeowners and businesses to 
seCure existing and planned facilities. 

_______ Develop~ng security and inspection programs. 
_______ Motivate the public to make maximum use of existing residential 

and commercial security capabilities. 
_______ Mobilize the public to work together and with law enforcement 

agencies within the community to increase burglary reporting. 
Public education in terms of cautioning people against buying 
property where seller cannot prove mmership. 
Encourage property identification programs. 

Regardless of ho~y it affects your own' work, how useful do you believe 
information provided by' crime analysis is to the goals of the department? 
l. It is of no value. 
2. It is of little value. 
3. It is of some value. 
4. It is of value. 
5. It is of great value. 

7. Regardless of hoW' it affects your own work, how useful to you believe 
crime prevention is to the goals of this department? 
1. It is of no value,. 
2. __ It is of little value. 
3. , _____ It is of some value. 
4. It is of value. 
5. It is of great value. 

8. At the pr(;\sent time, \'lhat percentage best reflects the amount of 
time you spend on burglary activities?, % 

-2-
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9. 

10. 

II. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

How ",orthtvhi1e do you believe burglary reports are in terms of eventually 
clearing the crime? 
1. They are of no value. 
2. They are of little value. 
3. They are of some value. 
4. They are of value. 

. 5. They are of great value • 

Please rate the importances of the following investigative 
solving burglary cases'using the following codes. 
1. It is of no value. . 

leads in 

2. It is of little value. 
3. It is of some value. 
4. It is of value. 
5. It is of great value. 

______ Identity of suspect known 
____ ~Description of suspects 
____ ~Witnesses to the crime 
____ ~Fingerprints at scene 
______ Other physical evidence 
______ ~Possible suspects 
___ M.O. 
______ List other and rate 

How effective do you feel neighborhood councils can be 
of burglary? 
A. It is of no value. 
B. It is of little value. 
C. It is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. __ .It is of great value. 

How do you perceive the NAB project? 
A.. It is of no value. 
B. ' It is of little value. 
C. It'is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. It is of great value. 

Hmv 'viII the NAB program affect the operation of this 
terms of workload? 
A. It is of no value. 
B. It is of little value. 
C. It is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. It is of grea t val ue . 

Hm-1 ,viII the NAn project affect the operation of this 
terms of investigative procedure and clearance rate? 
A. It is of no value. 
B. It is of little value. 
C. It is of some value. 
D. It is of value. 
E. It is of great value. 

-3-
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I. INTRODUCTION 

The proper use of resources is one of the most important aspects 
of sound police administration problems faced by law enforcement agencies 
today. The allocation of these resources, specifically patrol resources, 
is crucial for three main reasons -- economy, effectivene,ss and productivity. 1 

The greatest expense in most law enforcementagencies ' budget is for 
personnel salaries. Since the patrol function usually constitutes the 
largest division within a department, the most economic use of patrol 
personnel is of paramount importance. 

The Simi ,Valley Police Department, at the time of imple,mentation of 
the Patrol Workload Study, was operating with fifty-four (54) sworn per
sonnel. The City of Simi Valley has a population of approximately 73,000 
residing within twenty-five (25) square miles. This represents a ratio of 
0.7 officers per thousand citizens. This ratio of officer to population 
is the lowest in the nation as reported by the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation's 1975 publication of "Crime in the United States." Due to economic 
conditions being experienced by the City of Simi Val'ley as with other cities, 
it became apparent to the Administration of the police department that an 
increase in manpower was not likely to occur within the near future. 

This problem is greatly compounded by the fact that the City of Simi 
Valley is continuing to experience a tremendously rapid growth rate. With 
growth, increased workloads can be anticipated. To counteract this work
load increase, it is absolutely necessary to ensure the most efficient 
allocation of the department's resources. 

Enhancing the patrol manpower resource allocation/deployment decision
making capacity within the department is also, a major functional element 
in our current Law Enforcement Assistance Administration grant. The crime 
analysis unit's ability to assist the patrol force in formulating day-to
day crime reduction strategies has to be based upon the certainty that the 
existing resource allocation ;s appropriate. This study provides that basis. 

lliAllocation and Distribution of Police Patrol Manpower," Police Adminis
tration, McLaren and Wilson 
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II. PRE-STUDY CONSIDERATIONS 

A. THE P.O.S.T. DESIGNED PATROL WORKLOAD STUDY 

There are a variety of designs and methods for measuring patrol 
workloads. They range from highly complex statistical computations to 
simple comparisons with other jurisdictions. Most methods fall short 
of obtaining the optimum. The Peace Officers Standards and Training 
(P.O.S.T.) workload study recommends that patrol manpower needs to be 
determined through analysis of the actual work requirements in the local 
jurisdiction by a "consumed time" patrol workload study. 

Prior to initiating this patrol workload analysis we identified a 
number of areas of concern. Probably the foremost concern in a study 
of this nature is determining precisely what percentage of a patrol 
officer's time should be devoted to unobligated patrol. This raises 
the concept of preventative patrol, something which has been challenged 
by the Kansas City, Mi ssouri Stu.dy. The debate over the results of the 
Kansas City Study quickly carries over to workload analysis functions. 
This must be dealt with at the outset. 

A second concern identified by our agency is the relationship of 
a workload study to a generalist law enforcement concept. Under the 
generalist concept, an officer is responsible for the investigation of 
all cases he initially handles. The investigation of these cases usually 
takes place while the officer is on duty. A basic determination, there
fore, must be made as to whether this information will be captured as 
officer-initiated activity or calls for 'service activity. 

A third and final concern with this study is if the allocation of 
patrol manpower based on actual time expended wil~ result in a "snowball 
effect." For instance, additional personnel generate more work, creating 
the need for yet more personnel. If this snowball effect does occur, how 
significantly does it affect allocati.on? It is apparent that considera
tion must be given to the nature and quality of activities being generated 
by patrol officers. To base additional manpower needs on the measurement 
of questionable officer initiated activities is not a sound approach. To 
overcome this problem, the police administrator must arialyze officer 
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generated activities, as he does citizen demands for service, to de
termine by category what work is generated, in what volume, and quality. 

With these concerns in mind, we can turn to the workload study design. 
According to P.O.S.T., the purpose of a patrol workload study is to pro
vide the administration with sound information to support decision-making 
in the following areas: 
1. The proper level of manpower required to adequately handle the 

present workload. 
2. The proper distribution of manpower by area and time throughout 

the jurisdiction. 
3. The proper shift hours required to meet workload demands. 
4. The proper size and configurations of patrol beats. 

As mentioned earlier, there are numerous methods of calculating 
patro 1 workload, but the most accurate and direct approach ; s to determi ne 
the actual time expended on all activity by members of the patrol division. 
The primary factor is the amount of time expended, not the number of events 
or incidents. 

"Experience shows that using the number of calls for service 
and the number of arrests without regard for time expended, 
is of little or no value in determining workload. For example, 
the same number of service calls and arrests may occur on two 
different shifts. All the activities on one shift, however, 
may take twice as long as on the other shift. Therefore, using 
only the number of incidents would indicate falsely that the 
workload was the same on both." 2 

To accomplish a patrol workload study, time expended by patrol officers 
need only be divided into three main categories of activity: 
1. Calls for Service: Those activities assigned to patrol officers 

by the pepartment (citizen calls for service). 
2. Personal and Administrative: Any time spent on personal activities 

during the work shift, such as meals, coffee breaks, personal hygiene. 
Administrative activities such as roll-call, training, servicing 
equipment, range training and court time. 

3. Patrol Activities: Those activities, initiated by the officer, 
which are directly related to the patrol function (arrests, in
vestigations, F.r.'s, citations, etc.) 

2National Advisory Commission on Criminal Justice Standards and Goals. Task 
Force on Police, Police, Chapter 9, Patrol, Standard 8.3, "Deployment of 
Patrol Officers," p. 201 
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These categories facilitate the analysis of all time expended on 
either dispatched or officer-initiated activity by category. 

One of the first activities required to complete the P.O.S.T. work
load study is a geographical division of the city or jurisdiction. The 
City of Simi Valley was already divided according to census tract 
boundaries. The police department's beat structure is divided according 
to these boundaries. This allowed for ease in the development of a 
street index file. 

Once the city is geographically divided, there must be a method of 
documenting the data. Data on all time expended by patrol officers 
must be recorded by location (reporting district), day of the week, and 
time of day. For purposes of this study, it was recommended that patrol 
workload data be captured at the dispatch center, using ~ispatch record 
information concerning events reported by the general public to which 
an officer is dispatched. An officer initiated activity card is also 
used to record information concerning events observed and reported by 
patrol officers as well as their administrative/personal activities. 

There are also the following data elements that must be captured: 
1. Type of event or activity - the event or activity the patrol unit 

is dispatched to or engaged in 
2. Location of event/activity - the address (street, house or block 

number) and reporting district 
3. Time of event - The date and time the event was reported, time the 

unit is dispatched, time the unit arrives on the scene and the time 
the unit clears or comp1etes the event. In the case of officer
initiated, only two times are necessary -- the time the unit checks 
out on the activity and the time the unit clears. 
P.O.S.T. recommends that, initially, workload data should be collected 

for a period of approximately thirteen (13) weeks. This period of time 
will provide an adequate sample (data base) of patrol activity for work
load determination. Longer sample periods may be used as long as an 
equal number of each day of the week is included in the sample. 

The volume of data generated during the thirteen-week collection 
period and any subsequent collection periods is considerable and the 

I 

methods of sorting, tabulating and extracting necessary data must be 
considered. There are two methods offered in the PoOoSoT. design for 
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processing this information. One is an automated process, the other is 
a manual process. It is suggested that angencies use the automated .. 
process if possible due to the volume of information to be analyzed. 
We were fortunate in that our L.E.A.A. grant provided us our Own mini
computer capabil ity, thus the only processing method considered was the 

automated. Once the data is gathered, P.O.S.T. suggests nine separate 
printouts be obtained for analysis purposes. Attached in Appendix A 
are copies reflective of the suggested printout formats. 

B. VISITATION OF AGENCIES HAVING CONDUCTED PATROL WORKLOAD STUDIES 

Upon reviewing the P.O.S.T. workload study design, many questions 
were raised as to the most effective means of implementing the study. 
Specifically, we were concerned with the following areas: 
1. Added workload on dispatchers 
2. Officer acceptance 

3. Development of cards to capture officer activity 

4. Overall worth of the workload study 

To alleviate these concerns, P.O.S.T. recommended that we visit 

several agencies that had already conducted the patrol workload study. 
The agencies identified to us were: 

1. San Mateo Police Department (San Mateo, California) 
2. Richmond Police Department (Richmond, California) 

3. Fontana Police Department (Fontana, California) 
While at the San Mateo Police Department, we were able to observe the 

operation of several important components of the patrol workload study 
in actual operation. Lieutenant Robert Brooks, who was in charge of the 
workload study for that agency, explained to us the problems and benefits 
he encountered. For example, in San Mateo the study created a substantial 
increase in dispat~herworkload. Prior to the study, the only information 
the dispatchers were required to capture were calls for service and officer 

initiated activity. As designed by P.O.S.T., a separate card would have 
to be filled out and time stamped for each activity an officer engaged. in. 

The San Mateo Police Department redesigned this card in such a fashion 
that allowed for the capture of more than one officer-initiated activity 
per card. San Mateo numerically coded the most common officer-initiated 
activity. Instead of time stamping one card per incident, they would 
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stamp one card several times and the codes would allow for identification 
of the activity. Located at the top of this card was the officer identi
fication information. Below the officer information is a comments section. 
Directly below the comments section is the space provided for time stamp
ing and coding. Two lines were provided for stamping -- one for the time 
the officer checks out and one for when the officer clears. Directly to 
the left of these two times is the area provided for the reporting district 
in which the activity took place and the code which corresponds to the 
activity. This format continues down the length of the card. 

The San Mateo format was instrumental in the development of our 
own Officer Activity Cards. Our card provided us with a viable solution 
to the captudng of officer activity data as it minimized a portion of 
the increased workload on the dispatchers. 

While visiting San Mateo Police Department, we were also able to 
obtain information on computer output that can be produced from the data 
captured from this study. In addition to those printouts required for the 
workload study, it was learned that printouts could be obtained which 
provided response time data and a listing of activity by incident. At 
the time the study was implemented, our response times and miscellaneous 
calls for service were calculated by hand. It was soon realized that this 
process could be taken over by the computer, thus freeing a great deal of 
clerical time normally consumed by this process. 

The second 'agency visited was Richmond Police Department. While 
visiting Richmond~ we were hosted by Sergeant J. Parrick, who was in 
charge of the workload study for that agency. Much of the information . 
imparted to us by the San Mateo Police Department was reiterated by the 
Richmond Police Department. We did gain the benefit of open discussion 
on problems encountered during the workload study. The two primary 
areas of concern identified to us were cooperation of the patrol officers 
and dispatchers. According to 'Sergeant Parrick, the best method of 
achieving cooperation from both officers and dispatchers is by mak:ing 
them a part of the decision-making process, keeping them aware of the 
study's progress and initial training and retraining. 

The most effective way of carrying out these tasks, as suggested 
by Sergeant Parrick, is through briefing training for officers and 

. special intensive training for the dispatchers. In addition to train-
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ing periods, progress reports were prepared and the information dis
seminated to the officers at briefing time. This appeared to be a 
viable way of disseminating information and was incorporated into our 
system. 

Sergeant Parrick also discussed the increased workload on the dis
patchers. Since there is little that can be done to alleviate this 
situation, it is important that the dispatchers understand the reasons 
for conducting such a study. Quality control through monitoring the 
dispatch function was one method suggested to us for ensuring a suc
cessful study. 

Fontana Police Department was also visited. Chief Joseph L. 
Uhalley hosted us while at that location. Basically, the information 
gained was the same as that obtained from the other agencies. We were 
able to gain a perspective of how the workload study could be used as 
the basis of a crime analysis unit. In addition to the information 
required to conduct the workload analysis, Fontana Police Department 
provides their officers with information on the time of day that burglaries 
are occurring and the locations of occurrences. Our agency also had a 
strong interest in this area as part of our crime analysis operation. 

Each department visited felt the study was a worthwhile function. 
There were some technical disagreements between Richmond Police Depart
ment and P.O.S.T. regarding appropriate shift times. These differences 
can be resolved, however, all agencies contacted agreed that as a result 
of the workload study, they were able to: 
1. Realign their beat structure to allow for a more equitable dis

tribution of workload. 
2. Alter shifts to meet workload demands. 
3. Reduce response times. 

These technology transfer site visitations proved to be very bene
ficial in that they allowed us to answer many questions pertaining to 
the implementation of the study. After completion of these site 
visitations, it was felt that enough knowledge had been gained that 
we could design and implement this study at our agency. 
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C. ANALYSIS OF SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT/COMPLAlNT AND 
RECORDS SYSTEM 

In any type of study that has,a major impact on the everyday 
functions of a working unit~ it becomes necessary to fully under-
stand how that unit operates. It is hoped that any research project 
will disrupt that function as little as possible. A patrol workload 
s\udy is no different than any other descriptive research project. 
Descriptive research requires data gathering, that when analyzed, 
"paints a picture" of some particular situation rather than ferreting 
out so-ca 11 ed "cause and effect" rel ationshi ps. In order to accompli sh 
this, an analysis of the current system w.ust be accomplished. 

The most direct and effective way to gain the necessary knowledge 
of the dispatching function was to directly observe the process. A 
great deal of time was spent observing the dispatchers and discussing 
with them how the system worked. In addition to learning the process-
es associated with dispatching, this observation time allowed for dis
cussions with dispatchers about the workload study, which provided the 
opportunity to obtain their input. Through these discussion and ob
servation sessions, it was determined that the simplest way of capturing 
the necessary data was by the use of two cards -- one for dispatched 
calls and one for officer activity data. Since calls for service were 
already being captured, it was necessary to develop a method of capturing 
officer activity. 

The most efficient method of capturing this data would be through the 
use of a card which could be coded as to activity and reporting district. 
Upon the decision to switch to the progressive stamping time clocks, the 
current record for capturing calls for service was changed from a DR 
slip to a dispatch card. ,The dispatch card contained the same information 
as the old DR slips, with several exceptions. The new cards were smaller 
in size and now contained a box for an activity code. This required de
veloping a list of those activities that most commonly occurred and 
numerically coding them. These codes would be used for both dispatch 
and officer activity. The officer activity cards were designed on a 
similar format, however, one card was assigned to an officer and each 
activity recorded on the cards. 
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The next area of concern was the patrol personnel. After a 
systematic review, it was determined that this area would be least 
impacted by the study. The most important consideration was in the proper 
use of the vehicle radio. It was discovered that often times officers 
would not notify dispatch of all activity. It was important to stress 
the need for notifying dispatch of all such activity. It was deter-
mined that this would be accomplished through training sessions prior 
to the implementation of the study. 

The final area examined that would be impacted by the workload 
study was the departmental Records Section. The DR slips, which re
presented each call for service, are listed and filed in numerical 
order. This generated a substantial amount of paperwork which, if 
interrupted, could greatly reduce records processing efficiency. Under 
the old system, a call was given a DR slip with a number. If a report 
was taken, it was stamped, "Report. II At the end of the day, those 
stamped "Report" were placed in the Watch Commander's office so that 
he could match the report with the DR slip. Those not stamped "Report" 
went into the files. 

After numerous discussions with the Records Supervisor, the most 
efficient method of processing the paperwork was resolved. It was 
determined that the dispatchers would copy those dispatch cards stamped 
"Report;" place the copies and all the other cards in a special tray. 
The cards stamped "Report" went into the Watch Commander's office for 
processing as they would normally. After all the data was inputted, the 
remaining dispatch cards would be filed and the officer activity cards 
were returned to Planning, Training and Research for filing. The pro
cess would be followed daily. 

After analyzing all three areas impacted by the workload study, 
the entire function was mapped. The mapping of the system provided 
visual reference as to the functions of the system. Figure 1 shows 
how the system functioned prior to the study. Figure 2 ~hows how the 
revised system functions. 
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INTEGRATED DISPATCH AND R.ECORDS PROCESS PRIOR TO STUDY 
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TIL THE SIMI VALLEY PATROL l~ORKLOAD STUDY 

A. SIMI VALLEY STUDY DESIGN 

After completing the preliminary revie~ of the study and evaluating 
our system as it functioned at that time, we were then prepared to de
sign the study as it wou 1 d be conducted by our agency. I n rea 'Ii ty our 
concern was not in redesigning th(9 P.O.S.T. model but rather modifying 
our system to obtain the information necessary for the study. This was 
accomplished through various methods, therefore, it is important to 
describe the study as it was finally implemented. 

Under thR newly designed system when a call for service is re
ceived, the dispatcher fills out a Dispatch Card. It contains several 
bits of information pertaining to the call,such as the nature of the 
event by numerical code, the location of the event, the beat, the 
reporting district and a place for times. The tim~s necessary are: 
1. The time the call was received. 
2. The time the call- was dispatched. 
3. The time the unit arrives. 
4. The time the unit clears. 

The back of the dispatch card provides writing space and a place to 
stamp other important times to be noted. Essentially, this card and its 
use did not change from the old DR slip design.· The cards, however, were 
now designed for compatibility with the new time-stamping clocks. A 
copy of the Dispatch Card can be viewed in Figure 3. 

The final design for the officer activity card was based on the 
need to be able to capture the location of each activity, the type of 
activity) the time the officer initiates the activity and the time he 
cl eal"s from each acti vity. As each offi cer comes on duty, an offi cer 
actJvity card is started for him. The officer1s name is placed at the 
top of the card as well as his badge number, the beat to which he is 
assigned and the date. The dispatcher time stamps the card and indi-" 
cates, by means of a numerical code, the activity which cOl--responds to 
the specific activity the officer "is engaged in. The dispatcher also 
places the appropriate reporting district number next to the time. 
When the officer clears from the activity, the cleat"ing t"ime is stamped. 
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The aforementioned process is repeated down the entire length of the 
card for each call initiated by that officer. When one side of the card 
is filled, the card is turned over and the process repeated until it is 
filled. If there is more space needed after both sides of the card are 
filled, a second card is started in the same fashion as the first. 

The problem of capturing the back-up time had to be addressed. 
After careful consideration, it was determined that back-up data con
cerning an officer dispatched to assist another unit or initiated by 
himself was best captured on the officer activity card. This was also 
in conformance with the study design and recommended by P.O.S.T. A 
copy of the Officer Activity Card can be viewed in Figure #4. 

Once the new cards were developed; it was necessary to codify 
for eventual computer input processing as many activities as possible. 
A list of events and officer activities was generated. Each of the 
events were assigned a numerical code. Assigning numbers to the acti-· 
vities allowed for increases in the types of events. Figure #5 is a 
list of all the coded events. By assigning a number to the type of event, 
a dispatcher need only refer to the list of events; find the event that 
most nearly describes the activity she is concerned with and place the 
numerical code corresponding to that event on either the Dispatch Card 
or the Officer Activity Card. This eliminates having to write out each 
of the events. It saves time, space and ;s compatible with most com- . 
puter programs. 

After the procedure for capturing the data was established, a pro
cedure for inputting this. information into the computer was developed. 
This required writing the proqrams for both input and' output require
ments, as well as identifying and training the clerk who would be re
sponsible for inputting the information on a daily basis. 

The City of Simi Valley purchased a Hewlett Packard 9830A programmable 
calculator, commonly termed a mini-computer through its L.E.A.A. grant. 
This computer operates through BASIC language. The computer input system 
was designed for this computer in such a fashion as to allow the dis
patched activity to be separated from the officer-initiated activity. 

An explicit set of instructions on how to operate the computer, for 
input purposes, was drafted. The instructions were designed in such a 
fashion that anyone would be able to read these instructions and operate 
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OFFICER ACTIVITY CARD 

I )ffleer(s) Blldg ... 

I 
Je"t Date 

::Omments 

I 
I 

'<IotlflOO RD 

;108rOO CodQl I 
'<Iotified RD 

I ::Ieared Code 

... otified RD 

::le"rOO Coda 

~otified PJ I 
::Ioaroo Code 

I ~tifjed RD 

-~Iea'ed Code 

... otified RD --
--::lellrOO Coda I _. 

Idotified AD 
! 

::Ioarecl Code 
7 I 

~otifiOO RD 

I ::108(00 Codo 

--
I 

"ddltional Comments: 

I --- - -
- .. -

I --

=-.J .. -------. -I 
Figure #4 
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>1 AJ.art!!s 
)2 k~bulance Follow-Up 
13 Animals 
'4 Applicant 
,5 An'est 
)6 Assault/Battery or fight 
)7 Assaul t with a deadly weapon 
)8 Assist: with Other Agency 
)9 Auto - Stollen 
o 
1 
.2 
.3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

Auto - Recovered 
Auto - Repossessed 
Auto .- Lost 
Auto _. Impounded 
Auto - Embezzled 
Auto - Abandoned 
Auto - Stored 
ABC Violation 
Back-up 
Bicycle 

:0 Burglary - Now 
:1 Burglary - Alarm 
:2 Burglary - Residential 
:3 Burglary - Commercial 
.t. Burglary - Vehicle 
:5 Collision - Non~injury (10-48) 
6 Collision - Injury (10-49) 
:7 Collision - Hit and Run 
8 
:9 
.0 
.1 

Complaint 
Dead Body (Non-criminal) 
Disturbance - 5150 (lodging only) 
Disturbance - Civil 

.2 Disturbance - Family 

.3 Disturbance - Mental 

.4 

.5 
,6 
·7 
,8 

Disturbanc~ Juvenile 
Disturbance - Motorcycle 
Disturbance - Neighbor 
Disturbpnce - Party or Loud music 
Disturbance - Vehicles 
Drunk in public 
Drunk dri.ver 
Equipment maintenance 
Errands 
Fires 
}'rnud 
}'oreery 
Checks 
Field Interrogations (F.I.) 
Follow-Up 

,9 
o 
·1 
2 
.3 
·4 
·5 
.6 
,7 
,8 
.9 Hazardous condition 
iO Homicide 

51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
84 
85 
86 
87 
88 
89 
90 
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 
9G 
97 
98 
99 
100 

Figure #5 
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Immoral Sex Offenses 
Investigation 
Loitering 
Malicious mischief (report) 
Halicious mischief (log entry) 
Narcotics 
Office Detail 
Open Doors or Windows 
Person - Found 
Person - Missing 
Property - Found 
Property - Lost 
Property - RSP(possession pf stolen prop) 
Prowlers 
Public Assist 
Personal (Code 7, Code X-Ray, etc.) 
Rape 
Robbery 
Report Writing 
Runaway 
Security Check 
Special detail 
Suicide Attempt 
Suspicious - Incident 
Suspicious - Person/s 
Suspicious - Vehicle 
Theft - Petty 
Theft - Grand 
Traffic detail 
Traffic stop 
Training 
Unfounded c.all 
lVarrant 
W.I.C. 
Misc. (any ot.hel.' type calls) 
Briefing 
Court 
Transport 
Weapons - 12020). etc. 
Liquor - B~P violations 
Disturbance - Other (subjects) 
Stake-out Code 5 
Kidnap 

l ~----------------------------------------------"------,---------------~-----
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the computer. This allowed for other clerks to take over this function 
in the absence of the clerk normally charged with that responsibility. 

1. 
The input system was designed in the following manner: 
When inputting the dispatch data, the following input format and 
procedure had to be followed: 
a. Input type of activity by code 
b. Input location of occurrence 
c. Input the beat 
d. Input the reporting district 
e. Input the date and time the call was received, the time a 

unit was dispatched, the time the unit arrived, and the time 
the unit cleared 

2. When i nputti ng the acti vity data, the fo 11 owi ng format ,and pro
cedure had to be followed: 
a. Input officer's badge number 
b. Input the beat the officer is assigned to 
c. Input the reporting district where each activity takes place 
d. Input the activity code 
e. Input the date and time the activity was initiated and the 

time the officer cleared that activity 
In the development of most computer systems, the desired output 

usually dictates how and what information is inputted. The workload study 
was no different. P.O.S.T. required the following nine (9) output forme ~s: 
1. One printout listing the amount of time spent in each reporting 

district by time of day. This is an overall printout showing both 
officer activity and dispatched calls for all days in the study. 

2. The second required output entailed seven (7) printouts, one for 
each day of the week. This printout is similar to the one des
cribed above in that it shows the amount of time spent on calls 
in each reporting district and by time of day for each day of the 
week. This allows for the determination of the workload on an 
average ~1onday, Tuesday and so on. 

3. The third printout is a listing of all activities for both officer 
initiated activity and calls for service. This allows for a complete 
workload breakdown by activity. It lists the number of calls and the 
amount of time spent on the activity. 
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There were two additional printouts generated which further analyze 
both workload and crime activity: 

1. Hours spent on calls dispatched. This printout lists the amount 
of time spent by reporting districts and by time of day for dis
patched calls only. This printout allows for detailed analysis of 
the calls for service. 

2. Hours spent on calls dispatched by day of week. This printout 
depicts the amount of time spent in each reporting district by day 
of week. This provides further analysis of dispatch activity for' 
each day of the week. 

The study began on September 27, 1976, at 0730 hours. The first 
week of the study was dedicated to working the "bugs" out of the system. 
The time captured during this period was not used in computing the total 
workload. The actual study period began October 5, 1976, and ended 
January 3, 1977. 

B. TRAINING 

A study of this nature required that all persons involved be thoroughly 
trained as to their part in the study in order to obtain accurate recording 
of all data. It is fer this reason that' once the study design was com
pleted, it was necessary to conduct the following four distinct training 
programs: 

1. Staff training which encompassed all lieutenants and sergeants 
2. Officer training which encompassed all patrol officers 
3. Dispatcher training. This training encompassed all dispatchers 

and those officers who most often relieved the dispatchers and any 
other officer who might be interested 

4. Records clerk training 

The intent of the staff training was not to teach the staff how to, 
conduct the study but rather to inform them of the study purpose, how 
the study would be conducted and what information the study would generate. 

Each staff member was provided with a detailed written explanation 
of the workload study. Questions pertaining to the study were entertained 
and answered. There were open discussions on problem areas which might 
effect the study outcome. 
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All of the concerns raised in this meeting were investigated. In 
some areas, the design was improved. The staff presentation provided a 
viab18 interchange of information and proved very beneficial for smooth 
transition into the study. 

The officers ' training was conducted next. Several briefing 
sessions for each watch were conducted. All the officers were pro
vided with a written explanation of the workload study. Questions were 
asked about the study and answers were provided. One of the major con
cerns raised by the officers at the time of the study's implementation 
was the "Big Brother" syndrome. The officers were assured that potential 
disciplinary action was not the basis for the study. 

Although the officers ' participation in the study is limited "to 
following proper radio procedures, their cooperation is greatly needed. 
It is well known that in projects of this nature, without the cooperation 
of the patrol officers, success is remote. Therefore, the emphasis of this 
training was geared to gaining officer cooperation. 

The dispatcher training was obviously the most comprehensive train
ing of all. All the .dispatchers were required to attend the training 
sessions. An invitation to all interested officers was extended and 
seven officers participated in the training also. 

For this portion of the training, a written procedure was drafted 
and supplied to each dispatcher and all other persons in attendance. 
This procedure explicitly descY'ibed the entire study design and how the 
system operated. The dispatchers were explained in full detail how 
to capture the call for service information and the officer activity 
information. The routing of these cards was also fully explained. 

Since new time clocks were purchased for the study, the dispatchers 
had to become familiar with how they functioned. Each dispatcher was 
given the opportunity to operate the clocks and told where to obtain 
service for these clocks when they were in need of repair. 

Providing a training session such as this is important. However, 
practical experience is.obv;ously the best teacher in this type of learn
ing mode. At the time the study was instituted, a one week training 
period was established. This one week period allowed for mistakes, as 
this data would not be included in the final study" outcome. It was 
during this week that each dispatcher received individual instruction. 
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Their performances were monitored and they were tutored as how to 
effectively handle situations not anticipated prior to the implementa
tion of the study. When this period ended, it was felt that all the 
dispatchers ha sufficient knowledge to carry out the requirements of 
the workload study. 

A copy of the· training pamphlet for the dispatcher training can 
be reviewed in Appendix C. 

In terms of records clerk training for inputting this information 
into the computer, there was no formal presentation made. After the 
instructions were written, they were handed to the clerk who was re
sponsible for inputting the data. Without any further verbal instructions 
the clerk was able to input the data from the written instructions. 

Only one clerk was originally trained; however, as the study pro
gressed, several clerks inputted data. Each of them did so by following 
the written instructions. A copy of these instructions can be found in 
Appendix D. 

C. WORKLOAD STUDY FINANCIAL EXPENDITURES 

The following is a breakdown of all costs incurred as a result of 
the workload study. The costs are broken down primarily into pre-study 
costs and in-progress costs. 

The pre-study costs include travel expenses for the technology 
transfer site visitations and equipment costs for the equipment neces
sary to conduct the study. The in-progress study costs were incurred 
by equipment maintenance and material and printing costs of the dispatch 
and officer activity cards. 
1. Pre-Study Cost Expendi tures: 

a. Travel for two persons en technology 
transfer site visitations 

b. Purchase of two Simplex, Model 8400 
progressive time stamping clocks (price 
includes trade-in of two Simplex manual 
clocks) 

2. In-Progress Study Costs: 
a. Material and printing of Dispatch and 

Officer Activity cards 
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I 
21,000 officer activity cards $ 293.70 

I 21,000 dispatch cards $ 354.30 
Total material costs $ 648.00 

I b. Cost of maintenance due to torn card in 
one clock $ 21.50 

I 
Total in-progress study costs $ 669.50 

It TOTAL WORKLOAD STUDY EXPENDITURES $1,158.50 
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IV. WORKLOAD STUDY ANALYSIS 

A. LOCAL ANALYSIS OF DATA 
The data generated through the study was analyzed twice -- once by 

the department and again by the P.O.S.T. technical staff. The con
clusions reached by both the author and P.O.S.T. were synonymous. The 
following provides a comprehensive breakdown of the patrol workload 
as analyzed by the author. 

The following is a breakdown of workload-by each shift as they 
existed during the study period: 

TABLE 1.1 

TIME 
2300-0659 
0700-1459 

TOTAL TIME EXPENDED 
2,676 hours 
3,251 hours 

PERCENTAGE OF THE TOTAL 
WORKLOAD 

27% 
32% 

1500-2259 4,104 hours 41% 
This data becomes even more significant when viewed by beat for each of 
the three shifts. The following is a listing of each beat, showing the 
percentage of time expended in each beat by the three shifts. 

TABLE 1. 2 

% OF TOTAL TIME % OF TOTAL TH~E % OF TOTAL TIME 
EXPENDED ON MORN- EXPENDED ON DAY EXPENDED ON % OF TOTAL 

BEAT ING WATCH WATCH NIGHT WATCH WORKLOAD 

One 5% 4% 6% 15% 
Two 2% 4% 4% 10% 
Three 3% 4% 6% 12% 
Four 2% 3% 4% 10% 

12% 13% 15% 20% 
Five 3% 4% 6% 13% 

TOTALS 27% 32% 41% 100% 

Beat four creates a problem when trying to compute the \'lOrkload 
for that area-. Located within Beat Four is the police station, 
therefore, Beat Four is represneted by two percentages for each watch. 
The top number represents an estimated percentage of workload actually 
being generated in that beat. The bottom figures represent the workload 
being created by the station. 
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The following pertinent'infonnation can al so be obtained from this 
printout: 
1. Total activity appears to sharply decrease at approximately 0200 

hours and activity remains quite low until approximately 0700 hours.' 
2. Activity sharply increases for the first hour of each of the shift 

changes. This appears to represent activity being held over from 
the previous shift. 

3. The total activity shows a large increase in workload from 1500 
hours through 2300 hours. Calls for service, however, show a larger 
increase from 1400 hours through 2200 hours. It is important to 
compare this data with that of dispatched calls. The printout for 
dispatched calls is read exactly as the one for combined data. 
In reviewing the calls for serv'ice data, we can see that calls for 
service drop radically between the hours of 0200 hours through 
0600 hours. This conforms to the information provided in the com
bined data matrix. By comparing the two matrixes, it can be seen 
that not only calls for service drop off but so does officer activity. 
The five hours prior to 0200 hours accounts for twenty-one percent 
(21%) of the total calls for service. Between the hours of 0200 
through 0659 hours accounts for six percent (6%) of total calls for 
service and the next five hours, from 0700 through 1159 hours, 
accounts for seventeen percent (17%) of the calls for service. 
v/hen viewing only officer-initiated activity, we note that five hours 

prior to 0200 hours accounts for thirty-one percent (31%) of all officer
initiated activity. From 0200 hours through 0659 hours accounts for 
eighteen percent (18%) of all officer-initiated activity; and the next five 
hours accounts fo~ twenty-nine percent (29%) of all officer-initiated 
activity. The following displays this information in tabular fann. 

TIME SPAN 
2100-0159 
0200-0659 

TABLE 1.3 

PERCENT OF TOTAL NUMBER OF PERCENT OF TOTAL OF THE 
CALLS FOR SERVICE OFFICER-INITIATED ACTIVITY 

21% 31% 
6% 18% 

0700-1159 17% 29% 
When comparing calls for service by our existing shifts, we note the 
following: 
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TIME 
2300-0700 
0700-1500 

1500-2300 

HOURS EXPENDED 
506 hours 
917 hours 

1,494 hours 

TABLE 2.1 

PERCENT OF TOTAL TIME CALLS FOR SERVICE 
17% of all calls for service 
31% of all calls for service 
52% of all calls for service 

I 
I 
I 

A minor manipulation of time periods reveals a very important .. f.{lc.tor.., ...................... "1 .... 1 
In taking an eight-hour period from 1500 hours tnrough 2259 hours, we 
note that fifty-two percent (52%) of all calls for service occur between 
those times. However, by backing up one hour and using an eight-hour 
period from 1400 hours through 2159 hours, we note that fifty-seven per
cent (57%) of all calls for service occur between those hours. This 
phenomenon does not occur when analyzing the combined officer-initiated 
activity and calls for service. Those percentages as stated above 
remain fairly constant regardless of hour manipulation. Thi~ would 
suggest that the greatest percentage of calls for service are occurring 
from 1400 hours through 2159 hours. This information could be useful 
in determining proper shift times or the use of midwatch cars. Both 
matrices show the peak activity time to be from 1500 hours through 1859 
hours. 

The percentages of ca 11 s for serv; ce by beat and by watch conform 
closely to that of the total workload. The following chart graphically 
displays this information. 

TABLE 2.2 
% OF CALLS FOR 

SERVI CE --MORNING % OF TOTAL CALLS FOR 
BEAT WATCH SERVICE -- DAY WATCH 

% OF TOTAL % OF TOTAL 
WORKLOAD WORKLOAD 
PER BEAT PER BEAT 

One 3'" '" 15% 7% 33% 
Two 3% 17% 6% 33% 
Three 47., 19% 5% 31% 
Four 3~~ 19% 5% 30% 
Five 4% 16% 8% 35% 

Of the total calls for service, the following 
percentage of the calls for service for each beat: 

-24-

% OF TOTAL CALLS FOR 
SERVICE -- NIGHT WATCH 

% OF TOTAL 
WORKLOAD 
PER BEAT 

11% 53% 
9% 52% 

11% 55% 
9% 54% 

11% 48% 
is a breakdown by 
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I 
I BEAT ONE: 22% of all calls for service 

BEAT TWO: 18% of all calls for service 
BEAT THREE: 20% of all calls for service 
BEAT FOUR: 17% of all calls for service 
BEAT FIVE: 23% of all calls for service 
In terms of c~lls for service the following is a listing of each 

I I 
1·1 ... 

beat from the busiest to the least busy: 
.' 1. BEAT FIVE 23% of all calis for service 

2. BEAT ONE 22% of all calls for service 
I 

3. BEAT THREE 20% of all calls for service 
4. BEAT TWO 18% of all calls for service I 
5. BEAT FOUR 17% of all calls for service 

II Both the combined data printout and the dispatch activity printout 
depict descriptive information regarding reporting districts. In look

I ing at the calls for service matrix, we note several RD's that are signi
ficantly higher in terms of calls for service than other RD's. For 
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example: 

RD 
20 
30 
32 
34 
40 
37 
60 
67 

n\BLE 2.3 

AMOUNT OF TIME EXPENDED 
136 hours 
101 hours 
125 hours 
113 hours 
168 hours 
114 hours 
130 hourS' 
114 hours 

In comparing this data to the matrix depicting combined dispatch 
and officer activity data, it was discovered that these same r-eporting 
districts indicated large amounts of time expended within their bounds. 
In addition to these RD's, the combined data matrix indicated high 
activity in RD's 37, 44 and 52. Examination of these reporting districts 
provides an explanation as to the reason for this high activity. In re
porting district 37 there are several shopping centers and restaurants 
which are frequented by patrol officers for dinner breaks, etc. Re
porting district 44 is where the police station is located. At first 
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glance at RD 52, it could not be logically explained as to why there 
was an unusually high amount of activity expended. Detailed examina-
tion revealed that this area had been the scene of numerous cat burglaries. 
It appears that officers being aware of the problem were spending more 
time in the area, as the officer-initiated activity accounted for the 
increased time. 

Both tllatrixes depict the amount of time spent outside of the ci ty 
limits. In terms of calls for service for the entire study period, only 
ten (10) hours were spent on calls dispatched outside of the city. When 
we observe the combined matrix, we note that 188 hours were expended 
outside the city limits. Some of the common reasons for activity out-
side of our jurisdiction would be court appearances in Oxnard or Ventura, 
follow-up investigations, assisting other agencies, prisoner transportation 
to jail, and time spent at local hospitals for various police activities. 

A different examination of this data is possible by viewing each 
day of the week. This is accomplished by the constfuction of C1 matrix 
',howinq the average Monday, Tuesday and so on for each day of the week. 

In reviewinq each of the printouts, we noted that patterns depicted 
on th(1 prpviou<;ly discusscd matrixes also held constant fay' each day of 

the wf'ck. ThE! reporting districts that consumed a great deal of time on 
the larger matrix, also consumed a greal deal of time each day of the 
week. The busiest period of any given day is generally from 1500 hours 
through 1600 hours. This information can be generalized for each day of 
the week. 

The workload for each day of the week varies to some degree. The 
busiest day of the week is Saturday. Most of the time expended on 
Saturday is from 1500 hours to 2300 hours. The remainder of the day is 
fairly normal in terms of workload, as compared to the other days of the 
week. The total time consumed for all the Saturdays in the study period 
was 1,599 hours. 

The> least busy day of the week is Tuesday. Tuesdays show a decrease 
in all ()ctivity for each :,( ~he shifts. Total time consumed for each of 

the Tuesdays within the study period is 1,348 hours. 
The following is a rank order from the busiest to the least busy day 

of the week depicting total hours spent on all days during the study period: 
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1. Saturday 1,599 hours 
2. Thursday 1,520 hours 
3. Friday 1,481 hours 
4. Sunday 1,417 hours 
5. Wednesday 1,400 hours 
6. Monday 1,372 hours 
7. Tuesday 1,348 hours 

The two least busy days of the week are Monday and Tuesday. This 
information may be useful in determining days off and shift schedu"lling. 

The printouts for each day of the week allow for a detailed analysis 
by shift. Below is a breakdown of the workload by time of day for each 
day of the week. The breakdown includes percentage of total workload 
for that particular day of the week, the percentage of total workload by 
time of day and the number of hours expended by shift. Thus, it can be 
observed that there is not much fluctuation from day to day in the amount 
of workload handled by each shift. That is, morning watch on Monday 
handles approximately twenty-three percent (23%) of the workload for 
that day. Morning watch will handle about the same percentage of work 
each day of the week. This is also true for night watch and day watch. 
This can best be seen by examining each day of the week individuallY. 

MONDAY ----
TIME OF DAY TOTAL HOURS % OF TOTAL MONDAY % OF TOTAL 
----.-.-- --.--- WORKLOAD WORKLOAD -------
2300-0659 309 23% 3% 
0700-1459 475 35% 4% 
1500-2259 590 42% 5% --- --

1,374 100% 12% 
Monday is a fairly normal day. All other data is comparable to the 

larger matrix which depicts the total combined data. 
TUESDAY ----

TIME OF DAY TOTAL HOURS % OF TOTAL TUESDAY % OF TOTAL 
------- WORKLOAD WORK~O_~~_ 

2300-0659 322 24% 3% 
0700-1459 449 331., 4"1 I" 

1500-2259 577 43% 51., ---
1,348 100% 12% 
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Those comments describing the Monday activity are also valid for 
Tuesday data. The exception being that Tuesday is the least busy day 
of the week. This is also reflected for each shift. 

WEDNESDAY 
---------

TIME OF OAY TOTAL HOURS % OF TOTAL WEDNESDAY ';(, OF TOTAL 
WORKLOAD WOPKLOAD .. -.-- .-. ~ ---.-~- ... ~-.---

nOG-ObS,:) 350 25% 3:r. 
0700-1459 460 33% 4t1' 

HI 

1500-2259 590 42% 5% -- ... ----.- ~---. -----
1,400 100% 12~{' 

Wednesday is a typical day in terms of workload. No unusual 
activity is noted. 

THURSDAY 

TIME OF DAY TOTAL HOURS % OF TOTAL THURSDAY % OF TOTAL 
WORKLOAD. WORKLOAD 

------~.-

2300-0659 371 25% 3'" /.. 
0700-1459 493 33% 4% 
1500-??S9 656 42% 611

/ /., 

I,S?O 1001., 13';: 
Thursday is the second busiest day of the week. It appears that 

thr evening watch generates the largest portion of workload for this day. 
Reporting District 68 is exceptionally busy on Thursday between the 
hours of 0700-1500 hours. Located within this RD are several parks, 
schools and a condominium complex which generates a great deal of 
activity between these hours. 

FRIDAY 

TIME OF DAY TOTAL HOURS % OF TOTAL FRIDAY % OF TOTAL 
-.---------- WORKLOAD WORKLOAD 
2300-0659 422 26% 4% 
0700-1459 492 31% 5% 
1500-2259 6nS 43% 61~' ", 

1 ,~)99 lOO't. 15'1. 

Friday is somewhat busier than +he other days of the week. The 
evening watch shows the largest amount of time expended. No other 
peculiarities are noted for Fridays~ 
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SATURDAY 

TIME OF DAY TOTAL HOURS % OF TOTAL SATURDAY % OF TOTAL ------ WORKLOAD WORKLOAD 
2300-0659 422 26% 4% 
0700-1469 492 31% 5°1 In 

1500-2259 685 43% 6% ---
1,599 100% 15% 

Saturday is the busiest day of the week. There is a marked in
crease in activity on both day watch and night watch for this day. 

On the busier days of the week, it can b~ noted that the evening 
watches account for the majority of the increased work activity. 

The final printout to be analyzed is the printout depicting the 
amount of time expended on each activity. This printout shows each 
activity, the number of times each activity occurred, the avel:'age 
response time to each activity, if it was a dispatched ~all, and the 
hours spent on the activity. This printout most accurately depicts 
total time expended on all calls for service, officer-initiated activity 
and administrative functions. From this printout, we can breakout ap
proximately ninety-three (93) various activities. We list the number 
of times each activity occurred and the total amount of time spent on 
that activity throughout the duration of the study period. 

Table 3.1 is a breakdown of all activities. It shows the number 
of incidents and the amount of time expended on these activities. 
The table is broken down into five categories: 
1. Crimes 

2. Miscellaneous activities 
3. Traffi c 
4. Patrol activity 
5. Administrative 

Reviewing each of these activities, we note that time expended on 
Part I and Part II crimes totalled 1,018.3 hours to handle 1,001 calls 
for this nature. This amounts to nine percent (9%) of the total time 
expended on all activities. Miscellaneous activities accounted for 
1,749.2 hours or sixteen percent (16%) of total activity. There were 
3,464 incidents in this cateogry. In ter'ms of traffic, we expected 
1,385.5 hours or thirteen percent (13%) of the total time spent on 
all activities. This time comprised 5,898 calls or incidents. Patrol 
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activities amounted to 7,299 incidents totalling 3,775.5 hours or thirty
four percent (34%) of all activities. Administrative duties amounted 
to 3,045.8 hours to complete 6,86~ incidents and accounted for twen~
eight percent (28%) of all activity. 

It should be clear that many of these activities may have over
lapped on each other from time to time. This breakdown also does not 
necessarily reflect the number of times these incidents actually occurred 
but rather the number of times and the amount of time spent on responses 
to this type of call. Often times what may appear to be a certain type 
of call to a dispatcher may alter turn out to be something quite different. 
Thus, the data represents the number of times a unit responded to these 
particular incidents. 

From the Police Activity chart we note that patrol activities 
account for the largest percentage of our time expenditure and Part I 
and Part II crimes account for the least amount of time. Patrol 
activities account for thirty-four percent (34%) of our time and Part I 
and Part II crimes account for nine percent (9%) of our time. It is 
very important that the reader thoroughly understand that patrol activity 
does not reflect unobligated patrol time. Patrol activities are often 
a result of activity generated from other areas. This is also true of the 
crimes category. Many of the crimes generate activity at a latter point 
in time which may be reflected in other areas such as follow-up, report 
writing, investigations and court appearances. This melding overlapping 
of activities is unavoidable. The chart does allow for a fairly accurate 
overview of all police activities. 

This printout is also important in that it provides us with the 
most accurate time figures. In review of the time figures, we note 
that the total amount of time expended on both calls for service and 
officer-initi~ted activity amounts to 10,952.7 hours. This time is 
consumed by a total of 24,408 incidents. Given the total manpower avail
able during the study of 12,544 hours, we can begin to equate percentages. 
In calculating the total workload and the percentage of the total man
hours available, we note that eighty-seven percent (87%) of the total 
patrol manpower expended during the survpy period was taken up on calls 
for service, administrative activity and officer-initiated activity. The 
remaining thirteen percent (13%) appears to be dedicated to unobligated 
patrol. 
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The activity data printout allows for an even more detailed break
down of the patrol division activity. For instance, the officer-initiated 
events accounted for 7,775.6 hours and was consumed by 19,800 incidents. 
This time expended was seventy-one percent (71%) of the total time con
sumed. In terms of calls for service, 3,1771.1 hours was expended 
during the study period. This accounts for twenty-nine percent (29%) 
of the total time consumed. Of the total number of dispatched calls, 
131 were considered emergency responses and 4,477 were normal responses 
to calls. On these same lines, the response times for emergency calls 
was six (6) minutes and seventeen (17) minutes for non-emergency calls. 
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TABLE 3.1 I POLICE ACTIVITY BREAKDOWN 
CRIMES # HOURS % MISC ACTIVITI ES # HOURS % I 

._-._._-- .. _.-
_'_T ____ " ____ 

Assault/Battery 71 51. 1 Auto-Embezzled 2 0.2 
ADW 9 6.6 Auto-Abandoned 12 7.3 

I Stolen Vehicle 48 42.9 Auto-Stored 10 3.6 
ABC Violations 9 1.5 Bicycle 4 2.3 
Burgl ary Now 15 7.9 Burgl ary Now 15 7.9 I Burglary Residence 267 373.1 Dead Body 7 9.5 
Burglary Comm 61 82.6 Disturbance 5150 5 10.6 I Burglary Veh 57 63.1 Disturbance Civil 72 49.9 
Drunk Driver 21 12.9 Disturbance Family 205 110.2 I Drunk in Public 18 11. 8 Disturbance Mental 4 5.5 
Fraud 52 30.3 Disturbance Juvenile 491 273.5 

I Forgey'Y 6 5.3 Disturbance M/C 141 76.5 
Checks 2 1.1 Disturbance Neigh 80 80.8 
Homicide 4 1.9 Disturbance Patry '123 67.0 I Sex Offenses 19 19.7 Disturbance Vehicle 50 19.6 
Mal Misc Report 98 82.3 Fire 52 30.3 I Narcotic Viol 18 13.5 Loiteri ng 1 1.8 
Rape 5 11. 0 Mal Misc(No rept) 44 22.2 I Robbery 15 14.5 Person Found 25 11.8 
Petty Theft 134 117.3 Person Missing 44 29.9 

I Grand Theft 38 44.8 Property Found 41 24.2 
Weapons Viol 14 1.2.9 Property Lost 17 12.8 
liquor Viol B&P 19 7.9 Prowlers 55 19.1 I Kidnap 1 2.3 Runaway 34 20.8 
TOTALS 1~001 1~018.3 9% Suicide Attempt 10 13.4 I 
~.1sc .Activities Susp Incident 265 106.3 

-
Susp Person(s) 232 74.2 I Alarms 409 123.4 Susp Vehicle 124 48.6 

Ambulance call 196 65.4 W. I.C. 11 g.9 

I Animal Complaint 45 17.8 Misc 228 167.0 
Auto Recovered 16 18.9 Disturbance Other 118 57.2 

I Auto Repossessed 7 1.8 Unfounded Call 251 ]32.3 
Auto Lost 6 0.7 Complaint 11 13.6 
Auto Impounded 2 1.4 TOTAL 3~464 1~749.2 16~~ I 
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POLICE ACTIVITY BREAKDOWN 

TRAFFIC # HOURS % 

I Co 11 i s ion/Non injury 203 147.5 
Collisign/lnjury 102 84.4 

I Collision/Hit & Run 81 77.4 

Traffic Stop 5,091 925.9 

I 
Traffic Detail 421 150.3 

TOTAL. . . . 5,898 1,385.5 13% I '---'-~--

I 
PATROL ACTIVITY # HOURS % ---- .-.. ~-

Arrests 316 464.9 
1 Assist Other Agency 30 12.4 

I Back-up 2,601 746.7 

Field In-;;er. (F.r.) 59 11. 8 

I Fol bw-up 1,667 757.7 

Hazardous Condition 35 10.6 

I Investigations 402 114.4 

Open Door/Windows 27 14,.8 

I 
Public Assist 41 6.7 

Report Writing 1,526 1,523.2 

I 
Security Check 460 76.4 

Stake-out 35 35.9 

TOTAL. . . . 7,299 3,775.5 34% 

I ._--_._- .... ---.~-----~--

ADMI N I STRA TI VE # HOURS % 

I Equipment Maintenance 2,267 531.6 

Errands 13 6.5 

I Office Detail 641 373.8 

Persona 1 (Code 7) 1,630 954.4 

I 
Special Details 241 103.0 

Training 21 40.3 

Warrant Service 51 48.3 

I Briefing 1,598 799.7 

Court 28 56.4 

I Transportation 378 , 131.8 

TOTAL. 1),868 3,045.8 28% . . 
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CITY OF SiMJ VALLEY 
.3200 COCHRAN STREET 
SIMI VALLEY. CALIF. 93065 
(805) 522-1333 

WILLIAM T. CARPE'HEFl "''''VOR • GINGER GHEMROI MAYOR PRO TEM • O"VIO REE;) COUNCILMAN • HOWARD O. ",AROHN CQUNCILMIIN. J"MES SMITH COUNCILMAN 

June 25~ 1976 

Mr. Gene S. MUehleisen~ Executive Director 
Commission on Peace Officer standards & 

Training 
7100 Bowling Drive~ Suite 250 
Sacramento~ CaZifornia 95823 

Dear ~~. /~ehleisen: 

I am :r~questing P.O.S.T. staff assistance in the fo:t'lT1 of field management 
t:raintng for the foZZowing members of my department: 

James C. GiZley~ Administrative Service Division Commander 
Ralph E. Ioimo~ PZanning~ Training & Research 

The purpose of this request is to aZlo~ the aforementioned personnel to 
visit two agenaies that ha.ve already successfully completed a P.O.S.T. pat2'ol 
llJOrkload study. It is hoped that fl'om this visit they 7A.1iU be abZe to an-
swer nwnerous questions pel>taining to this study. It will be extremely 
helpful fOl' them to observe the actual, opel'ation. of this. The departments 
to be visited a:re: San Mateo PoUce Department and Ria1V11ond PoUce Department. 
1~e proposed dates of travel, are JuZy 1st and 2nd, 1976. 

It is understood that reimbursement is provided under PZan IV of Commission 
procedures E-1 of the P.O.S.T. AdministrativeManuai~ and that a report to 
P.O.S.T. on the effectivcmess of the training prior to reimbuz'sement being made 
must be submi tted. ' 

RJB:lZp 

?i:r1'~ 
Robel't J. Sojka. ~ 
Acting Chief of Police 

-39-



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

VII. APPENDIX C 

I 
I -40-



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



1''-

I 
I 
I 
I DISPATCH TRAINING 

I FOR 

I P.O.S.T. PATROL WORKLOAD STUDY 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I -41-

- - - - --~---~ 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

VII. APPENDIX C 

I 
I -40-

-------------~ ~---- ---~ 



1-: 

I 
I 
I 
I DISPATCH TRAINING 

I FOR 

I P.O.S.T. PATROL WORKLOAD STUDY 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I -41-

---~--



INTRODUCTION TO THE P.O.S.T. WORKLOAD STUDY 

As everyone is well aware of the City of Simi Valley is increasing in 
populaiiun ,ar~ size. Along with this phenomina crime is increasing. As all 
of this is~taking place the size of our department has remained fairly con
stant. Thus inorder to handle the workloads this situation produces it is 
necessary to evaluate our resources so that they may be allocated in the most 
efficient manner. It is hoped that this will help to reduce workloads on the 
officers and dispatchers. 

The purpose of the Patrol Workload Study is to provide the Administration 
with sound information to support decision making in the following areas: 

1. The proper level of manpower required to adequately handle the 
present workload. 

2. The proper distribution of manpower by area and time throughout 
the jurisdiction. 

3. The proper shift hours required to meet workload demands. 

4. The proper size and configurations of patrol beats. 

There are other methods of calculating patrol workload, but, the most 
accurate and indirect approach is to determine the actual time expended on all 
activity by members of the patrol division. The primary factor is the amount 
of time expended not the number of events or incidents. 

To accomplish the patrol workload study three main categories of activity 
are necessary: 

1. Services: Those activities assigned to patrol officers by the depart
ment based on citizen calls for service. (radio calls). 

2. Personal and Administrative: This is to include any time spent on 
personal activities such as: 
a. Meals, coffee breaks, personal 

hygiene 

Administrative activities such as: 
a. roll call training, servicing 

equipment, range training and 
court time. 

3. Patrol Activities: Are those activities initiateG by the officers 
which are directly related to the patrol function 
(arrests, investigations, F.Lts, citations, etc.) 

This information must be accurately recorded. The most efficient method of 
obtaining this data is through the dispatch center. This is going to entail a 
little extra work on the part of the dispatchers. We are all well aware of the 
extreme workloads already placed on all of the dispatchers, however, the study 
will be for a total of 16 weeks. It is hoped that the results of the study will 
allow for better allocation of manpower. This in turn will reduce extreme work
loads in the future. 
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Currently, all calls for service that are dispatched are placed on 
a Master DR slip and receive a DR number. The time the call is received 
is the time stamped, the time dispatched is stamped, the time the 
officer arrives is stamped, and the time the officer clears is stamped. 
There will be no change in this procedure. The change that will occur 
is in the DR slip. The OR slip currently used will be replaced with a 
smaller dispatch card as shown in Figure #1: 

This card is especially designed for compatability with the new progres
sive stamp time clocks. This card will be used for all calls for service, 
including back-ups. The progressive stamp time clock will be a faster 
and more accurate method of capturing times. Because of this, a new 
dispatch card has been designed. Refer to Figure #1 for the following 
explanation. 

Position #1: This space is provided for the DR Number. Self 
explanatory. 

Position #2: IO No. - This will be used for I and J numbers. 

Posit'ion #3: Nature of event - type of call. 

Position #4: Code. This will be used to indicate the type of 
event. Th is wi n be determi ned by the offi cer IS 

disposition. 

Example: Officer dispatched to a 459 residential 
burglary. Upon completion of the ca11, it is 
Oispold. as a 484 petty theft. At this point the 
dispatcher will refer to the Code. (Fig. 3) List, 
look up 484 P.C. and place the corresponding number 
in that box. This is a very important code and must 
be on each card. 

Position #5: Location, this is the location of the event. 
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Position #6: 

Pos iti on #7: 

Position #8: 

Position #9: 

Position #10: 

Position #11 : 

Position #12: 

Position #13: 

Position #14: 

Position #15: 

Position #16: 

Position #17: 

Position #18: 

Beat - This is the beat in which the call originated. 

RD - This is foY' the reporting district. 

Code - This is to be circled for Code 2 or Code 3 calls. 

Informant - The informant's name is placed in this box. 

Address - This is the informant's address. 

Phone - Informant's telephone number. 

Officer Assigned - The officer assigned to the call. Only 
one name should be in this spot. 

Comments - Self explanatory. 

Time call was received will be stamped. 

Time unit di spatched wi 11 be stamped. 
v 

Time unit a rri ves wi 11 be stamped. 

Time unit clears will be stamped. 

To be used for any additional information. 

Positions $19-24 - Place an X in the appropriate box. 

Position #25: Time one of the agencies from Box 20-24 was notified. 

Position #26: Time the particular agency from Box 20-24 arrives. 

The most important information to be obtained from these cards, for 
purposes of the workload study, is: 

1. The nature of the event by Code (Box #3 on Dispatch Card). 

2. The location of the event (Box #4). 

3. The reporting district (Box #6) 

4. All times (Boxes 15 through 18). 

If a report is taken, the card will be stamped REPORT. 

The major addition to the Dispatch workload is that all office~
initiated activity and the time spent on that activity must be captured 
and accurately recorded. This includes special activities and patrol 
activities. Figure #3 is a list of all coded events .. It is obvious that 
it is not possible to encompass all possible events. Events that occur 
which are not listed on the Code List should be classified as miscellaneous. 
This list will be used for both Dispatch Cards and officer-initiated cards. 
The following is a description of how the officer initiated card will work. 
As each officer comes on duty an Officer Activity Card is started. 
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Position #1: Place the officer's name in this location. 

Position #2: Officer's badge number(s) 

Position #3: Beat to which officer(s) is assigned. 

Position #4: Date - self explanatory. 

Position #5: Blank area to be used for comments, notes, etc. 

Position #6: This area is used for times officer checks out and 
time he clears. This process will be automatically 
done by dropping the card into the clock. This will 
progressively move downward automatically, as times 
are stamped. 

Position #7: This will be used for the RD and must be included. 

Position #8: This is where the code for the type of activity the 
officer checked out on is placed. 

This card must contain every activity the officer is involved in that he 
i niti ates. 

At the end of a shift, the Dispatcher will copy all those cards 
which are stamped REPORT. The original card will go to the Watch Commander's 
box. The copy, as well as all those cards not marked REPORT, will be' 
placed in a special box that will be located in the Records Section. 

Remember, for purposes of the Patrol Workload Study~ each D'ispatch 
Card or Officer Activity Card must contain: 

A. Type of event or activity the unit is dispatched to or engaged 
in. 

B. The location of the event or activity to include the street, 
house or block number, and reporting area. The Officer Activity 
Card need only i ndi cate RD number. . 

C. Time of Event. The date and time the event was reported, time 
the unit is dispatched, time the unit arrives on the scene, and 
the unit clears. The exception to these times is officer initiated 
events - only two times are required: time initiated and time 
cleared. 

A 1uestion arises regarding back-up units and how this time is to he 
captured. All time expended on back-ups must be captured. If the officer 
is dispatched as a back-up, or backs a unit on his own, use the Officer 
Activity Card to show the back-up. The only times concerned are the times 
the unit arrives and time he clears. 

The data obtained from all of these slips will be compiled daily without 
hindering the records process. The data contained from all of these slips 
will be compiled daily and placect into a computer. The material will be 
analyzed and from th~ computer print-outs, beat sizes will be determined" 
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beat configurations will be organized and the proper number of officers 
assigned to a shift. The number of officers assigned to a shift will 
be determined by amount of workload. For instance, if 30% of all calls 
for services occur between 1900 hrs. and 0300 hrs., then 30% of the 
available patrol force will be assigned to that shift. Beat configurations 
may also be changed so that the workload is more evenly distributed 
and the officer in beat three isn't handling six report calls while the 
officer in beat five isn't handling any. The intent of the study is 
to produce a more equitable workload for patrol officers resulting in 
fewer calls being stacked, better service to the public and a more cost 
effective means of delivering our services. 

Figure #4 is a graphic illustration of what will occur with a 
call from the time it is received until it is filed in records. 
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Clearod Coda 

Notified RD I 
Cleared Code 

Notified RD 

::Iearcd Code I 
\lotifled AD 

::Ioared Code I 
\lotlflcd RD 

:Ieared Code 

'1otlfled RD I 
~leDrod Code 

'1otifled RD I 
;Ioarod Code 

~otified RD 

;Ic<lrcd Code I 
Idditional Commonts: I 

I 
I 
I -

I 
I 
I 
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COMPUTER INPUT STEP PROCESS 

Inputting computer information for the Patrol Workload Study will 
require certain procedures to be followed. In order to ensure the 
proper operation of equipment and ata input, the following procedures 
shall be followed: 

PHASE I 
1. Officer activity and dispatch cards will be located in a trJY on top 

of the filing cabinets in the administration area. Obtain all these 
cards each morning and go down to Mr. Johnson's office (computer area) to 
input data. 

2. Review all the cards. Make sure all the information on the cards 
is readable and in its proper place. 

3. All cards handled by aides should be removed at that time and not 
counted or inputted. 

4. Disregard those cards that only have one time stamped. This usually 
means that as a result of an activity initiated by an officer or 

aide resulted in a report or log entry. In either case, do not input data 
from these cards. The time spent on this activity for officers will be 
captured on officer-initiated activity cards. The time an aide spends is 
not applicable to this study. 

PHASE II 

After you have completed Phase I you are now ready to proceed into 
the next phase. Phase II are those processes necessary to begi n COillput 
input. 
1. Obtain cassette titled, "Dispatch Analysis. II 

2. Turn on machine by flipping two switches to the "onll position. 
Switches are located on the right side of the machine. Switch #1 

is in the upper right hand corner above the 19iht bar. Switch #2 is in 
the lower right hand edge of the machine. 
3. Open the cassette input door by depressing lever on keyboard that 

says 1I0pen." 

4. Insert tape marked IIDispatch Analysis ~II (the title "Dispatch Analysis 
011 must be facing the operator). Close the tape in the machine. 

When the tape has been inserted, the light bar will have this symbol in 
the 1 eft hand corner ~. 
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I 

I 

5. Depress the "Load" key, then the "Execute" key located in the key
board. The tape will start moving. Wait until the tape stops be

fore moving on to next step. 
6. After completion of step five, you should again observe the ~ 

symbol. At this time, depress the "Run" key, then the "Execute" key. 
7. Upon completion of step six, the light bar should read "Insert Data." 

At this point, remove the Dispatch Analysis 0 tape. Now move to 
Phase II 1. 

PHASE II I 
1. Insert data tpe. The tape should have a number on it. Insert the 

data tape with number facing operator. 
2. Once data tape is in place, depress "Cont" button, then "Execute" 

button. 
3. Upon completion of this process, the light bar should read "File?". 

Input the file number or the last file used from the day before. 
Example: Yesterday the last data entry was entered in file number eight. 
Enter eight for today, then press "Execute." 
4. After step three, the light bar should be reading "Routine?". At 

this time, depress the Dispatch Data Input button in the upper left 
hand corner of the keyboard. This key is marked "fS." 
5. The light bar should read "Dispatch Data?". At this point, you wil1 

input the data from the dispatch cards in the following manner: 
Code 
Address (numbers-space-street name) 
Beat 
RD (.3 should be added if 

to "Code 311 ca 11; A 
Date and time received 
Time Dispatched 
Time Arrived 
Time Cleared 

"Code 3" call; .3A for "Adam Unit" responding 
is call dispatched to "Adam Unit") 

After the data is inputted 5 press the "Execute" button. Leading 
zeros are not necessary unless it occurs on the day portion of the date 
and time for first date entry. There must be a space between street 
numbel" and street name. There must be a comma after each entry. If 
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there are no street numbers, use a zero then space, then street name. 
If two cross streets are given, enter both streets as follows: 

o space SYCAMORE/COCHRAN. Never use the shift key to type info. 
The following is an example of how the input should appear in the light 
bar: 

Example 1: 69,3200 COCHRAN,4,44,1008760900,915,920,925 (date not 
necessary if same as last entry) 

Example 2: (Code 3 calls) 69,3200 COCHRAN,4,44.3,1008760900,915, 
920,925 

Example 3: (Code 3 call for an "Adam" Unit) 69,3200 COCHRAN, 4,44.31, 
1008760900,915,920,925 

Example 4: (Normal call for "Adam" Unit) 69,3200 COCHRAN,44.1, 
1008760900,915,920,925 

All street names beginning with the letter lip must be inputted in the 
following manner: 

Exampie 5: 25,1099(the letters DE) ERRINGER,3,32,0900,0915,920,925 
PHASE IV 

1. To input activity date, press f6 on keyboard. Upon completion of 
this process, the computer light bar should read "Activity Data?". 

2. Begin inputting activity data: 
Badge # or Badge#/Badge# 
Beat 
RD 
Code 
Time notified 
Time cleared 

After inputting this data, press the I1Execute" button. A slash (/) 
is required between badge numbers. The badge number and beat may be 
omitted if they are the same as the previous entry; however, there must 
be a leading comma. 

Example 1: 101,4,44,69,1001760900,915 (data not necessary if same 
as last entry) 

Example 2: ,44.69,1000,1030 
Example 3: 101/113,4,44,69,1010760830,845 
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PHASE V 
1. All all the data has been entered, push the "store ll button. 

CORRECTION ROUTINE 
To make corrections in the data.lnput, the following procedures 

should be followed: 

Example 1: You are inputting data and as you are typing, the 
street name you realize that you have misspelled the 

street name. At that point. you press the IIbackll button in the 
upper center of the keyboard. As you press the button, the pre
v'ious letter or number inputted will slash. Press the IIbackll 
button until the first character you want to remove is flashing. 
From that point you simply retype the new data and continue on with 
your inputting. 

Example 2: You have just inputted a complete line of data and have 
depressed the "Execute" button and you realize after 

completing this process there is a mistake in the data inputted. To 
correct the mistake, depress the shift button on the keyboard at the 
same time depress f5 or f6. f5 if data being inputted is dispatch; 
f6 if data being inputted is activity data. 

Upon completion of this, you will observe the statement "Correction 
of Item#?" in the light bar display. At that point, you should 
indicate the item number you wish to correct, then press "Execute". 
The line you wish to correct should appear in the display (number 
only). Make the corrections by typing the correct data as you would 
norma l1y. 
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GRAPH II - SUGGESTED MANPOWER ALLOCATION 
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SUN MON 

WATCH I 4 2 
12M·8A.M. 

WATCH II 3 3 
8A.M. ·4P.M. 

OVERLAP 3 ;3 
2A.M .• 10P.M. 

WATCH III 4 4 
4P.M .• 12M 

MAN DAYS 14 12 
AVAILABLE 

• 

ALLOCATION MATRIX 

MAN DAYS MEN 
TUE WED THU FRI SAT AVAILABLE ASSIGNED 

3 3 3 3 3 21 5 

3 4 4 4 4 25 6 . 
3 3 3 3 3 21 5 

4 4 4 4 6 30 7 

13 14 14 14 16 .97 23 
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Itiun Arrest: DYcs ONo 
SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 

849b Release: DYes ONo 

,-Adult" 0 luwnil~ - WIC 602 Local Arrcst Number: 

~7.I-t ---T-R.D. Arrest Report/Booking 
DR Number: 

.rrcSll'C·S N,lmc (Last. First, Middle) Charge {Section No., Code and Definition I 1. Misd. 2_ Fel. 3. 853.6 PC 

El~~}'" I DOB I Hoi,", Iw,Ig", _JHair 
Eyes I TT, Marks, Scars, Deformities (Evidence of Narcotic Use) 

l'l:e O~:I:. __ . __ ~CSidcncc Addrcss/Phone Number City Employed By 

I<A I Clothing Worn Occupation 

I 
Soc. Sec. No. 

Drivcr's License No. I State I Type I Location Crime Committed I Complaints or Evid. of III. of Inj. I By Whom Treated 

Ime of Friend or Nearest Relative Address, City, Phone Number 

("" of A"",,, (Co,''. yO". Mok,. Lk,"~J Disposition of Arrestee's Vehicle I Evidence Booked 

DYes 0 No 

v '50 Booking No. Location of Arrest I Other 10 Nos. (specify) I Date and Time Arrested 

Ite of Offense Date and Time Booked I Citizenship I List Connecting Reports by Type and I dcn tifying No. I Prints DYes ONo 

I Photos DYes DNo 

Chg. Court I Bail 
I\RRANT 

NFO. Judge Issue Date I o Misd. I Wnt. No. I Originating Agency Notified by: 

OFel. 

I How Used (Circle) I Drug Involved 

I 
Price 

Oral Inhale Hypo Opiate Marihuana Barbituatc Amphetamine Other (Describe) 

NARCOTICS Marks Rt. Arm Marks Lft. Arm Other Areas 

IINFO. 

i'STED ] ITH 

I PERTY RECORD AND RECEIPT (Signatures Required) . 
r-I 

2. 

1=1 
4. 

~ 
~ 

Change & Currcncy Totals $ 

'II eived From: Received by Officer: 

R.iJ.easi ng 0 fficer: Received by: 

.eIJtee Disposition: Where TransQorted: OEVSO o Juvenile Hall 
Date and Time 

OVentura (Female) o Other 
Where Cited: Cite No. 

clrting Officers 
Shift (Circle One) tTyped by Date and Time I Routed by 
1 2 3 

C .en Arrest X Parent-Guardian Notification: P = Parent G - Guardian 

0 }.I.u o Juvenile Prob. o CII Name Phone 

.S. o Court Officer o Admin. 

arc. o Briefing o Other Addrcss Date and Time 

.CSO 
o Intell. o Other By: 

-
I'm 2100-17 New 11-74 Approved by: I Date 

----~--------~~~. 
--
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I r-----------------, 
O. NOriFICATION 

GOI. Code 13959 

DPENDING 

DNOTIFIED 

DJtl' lit notified) 

DN/A 

1. DR No. 

SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Crime Report 
1 a. Cross Reference 0 R 

NCIC/CII CA 05609 Page ___ of __ _ o None 

7.l)ate and Time Reported 

4. Classification: Felony 0 -I Miid. tJ 15. Beat/RD 
Crimr Against Property 0 Person 0 , 

8. Location of Occurrence -----'-------

2. Code Section 3. Crime 

6. Date and Time Occurred - DdY 

9. Victim's Name; Last, First, Middle (Firm, if business) 10. Residence Address 

12. Occupation If3-:-Race~sex 114-:- Age
U -ll 5. DOB '--I I6~ Business Address-(School, if Juvenile)-

CODES FOR BOXES 
20 AND 30 V :: Victim W = Witness P :: Parent RP = Reporting Party DC:: Discovered Crime 

19. Name - Last, First, Middle 

0,23. Occupation -24. Race-Sex 1"25. Age 26_ DOB 27. Busir.(:::;s l\ddress (School, if Juvenile) 

'''' N'~' LiiiCF;"t, Midd!o - - 1'0, CDd_e-+3:-:1::-.-:R::-e_s~id_e_nc....,e::-A.,...d::-d_ress 
33. Occupation .34. Race-Sex 35. Age 136. DOB 37. BusinC5S Address (School. if JuvenTIC) 

--.-----~ -I: MODUS OPERAf',DI (See Instructions_) __ _ 

T'~' Describe characteristics of premises and area where offense occurred. 

Iro. Describe briefly how offense was committed (Specific code elements of crini"C;and/or probable cause). 

41. Describe weapon, instrument, equipment, trick, device or force used. 

i142. Motive - Type of property taken or other reason for offense - Possible motive. 

1143. Estimated loss value ar.d/or extent of injuries - Minor, major. 

44. What did suspect(s) say - Note peculiarities. 

1;5. Victim's activity jus't prior to and/or during offense. 

46. Trademark - Other distinctive action of suspect(s). 

f7. 
-Vehicle Used - License No. - I D No. - Year - Make - Model - Colors (other identifying charaoteristics) I 

48. Suspect No.1 (Last, First, Mid'dle) 149. Race-Sex 150. Age 151. Hgt·152. Wgt·153. Hair 154• Eyes 

I 
1'7. Address, Clothing and other identifying marks or characteristics 

158. Suspect No.2 (Last, First, Middle) r9• Race-Sex /60. Age /61. Hgt. r2. Wgt·163• Hair 164. Eyes 

~7. Address, Clothing and other identifying marks or characteristics 

rEPORTING OFFICERS Shift (Circle One) Typed By Date and Time 

1 2 3 

11. Residence Phone 

17 Business Phone 

18.- Check if more names-
in Continuation 0 

22. Residence Ph-one 

28. Business Phone 

32. -Resi dence Phone 

38. Business Phone 

55. I D Nc·. or DOB 156. Arrested 

YesO NoD 

65. I D No. or DOB 166. Arrested 

Yes 0 NoD 
68. Check if more names 

in Continuation 0 
Routed By 

OM.I.U DJuvcnile Prob. DCII CASE STATUS: OOpen OClosed o Inactive 

~Y.s. DCourt Officer o Adrnin. REVIEWED BY; DATE: 

Narc. o Briefing DOther 

OVCSO Dlnt'.!lI. [j0ther 

I' ~~ ... 
CHECK REVERSE SIDE 

-



~----------------------------------------------------'1'- I CONT. Page __ of ____ _ TYPE ORIGINAL REPORT Case No. 
Arrest Crime Misc. __ -,-__ _ 

Other 
~-

Code Label appropriate section with code letter and list required information: I 
1---+---------------1-

A 

B 
I 

C 

List all additional victims, witnesses, and suspects: Complete information required on Page 1, e.g., phone numbers, addresses, physical description, etc. 

Itemile recovered or stolen property: Description, brand name, serial numbers, size, color, and value. Total value to complete list. • 

Use this section to inactivdte a case where no further investigative leads exist. Information must include neighborhood checks, and preliminary investig;a: 
reason for inactivation. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

[Typed By I Date/Time I Rout'dt-~----'--------~-------------------r----------------------.~-~~----~-7.=------~~~ 
Reporting Officers I Reviewed By 



I Check One: Page Of 

• 1. Supplemental 5. Case No . 

I SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 
IDay 2. Miscellaneous 6. Date 

I 3. Continuation Multiple Report 7. Time 

I· 4. Confidential 
NCIC/CA 05609 

8. Rept. Dist. IBeat 

- 9. Offense or Incident po. Description 11. Offense Date 

12. Persons Reporting: Last Name First 113. Address o Residence o Business 114. Phone I 
15. ABC - (Cont.), D - Evidence List, E -Investigation, F - Statements, G - Summary, H - Scene/Traffic Collision Sketch Explanation 

I 
I 
I 
I 

~ 
~ 
~ 
I 
l 
I 

r 

i 
I Reporting Officers 

o M.I.U 

I o V.S. 

o Narcotics 

\ <".1 0 VCSO 

I 
\ 
\ Form 2100-19 New 12-74 

o Juvenile Prob. 0 
o Court Officer 0 
o Briefing 0 o Intelligence 0 

c· 

Shift (Circle One) Typed By I Date and Time 1 Routed By 
1 2 3 

Gil Case Status 

Admin. 0 Open 

Other 0 Closed 

0 Inactive (Ch~\:k Reverse Side) 
Other 

Reviewed By Date 



SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT I 
uvem e eport -I 1. Type of Contact (Sectic" No., Code & Definition) 
NCIC/cl1 CA 05609 

[2. R.D. / Beat \3. DR NO. 
J '1 R Page of 

---

4. Check one CJ Run Away o Contact Only 5. Location of Occurrence 6. Date and Time 

-- Detention 
o Protective __ I Custody 

7. Local Arrest Numher 8. Name: Last. First, Middle Yes No I 9. Printed? D 0 
Photo? D 0 

1·0. Home Address 111. Phone 112. School or Business Address I Phone Number 

I 
---------~ -----~- r5 . Sex 116. Race 17. H9t'118.wgt. 19. Hair 1 20. Eyes 121. Marks, Scars, T.T.,Evid. of Narcotic Use • 13. Age 14. DOB 

---- -22. AKA 23. Occupation or Grade 124. Social Sec. No. 125. Driver's License No. 126. State ] 
27. Birthplace (City and State) 128. Complaints or Evid. of III. or Inj. By Whom Treated 

29. List Connt1cting Reports By Typo & Ident. Numbers r 30. Clothing Worn 1 
~-----

31. CODE; P-Parent G-Guradian L-Person with whom subject lives V-Victim RIP - Reporting Person W-Witness • .32. Name Last, First, Middle 'Code Residence Address City Res. P:,one Bus. Phone I 

I • 
I 

33. Parents Notitied By 134. Time ,35. Disposition of Minol 36. Cite No. - Date and Time 

37 CIRCUMSTANCES OF CONTACT: (1) Background information: Complaint, radio call, etc. (2) Narrative story of circumstances and statements 
pertrnent to the contact. (3) List co·subjects. 1 

18. REPORTING OFFICERS 

OM.I.U 

oY·S. 
o Narc. 

DVCSO 

-.. --
·13. OJ uvcnilc Prob. 

[Jcourt OrfiCCI 

OBricfing 

Olntcll. 

I 
I. 

I 
I 
I 
I; 

I 
39. Shift 40_ Typed BY141. Date and Time 142. Routed B~I 
1 2 3 i 
44. CASE STATUS OOpen OClosed o Inactiye OCII 

f--- - ( -DAn. OAdmln. ·45. REVIEWED BY. 1 47 . 

°OOotthheerr---- ~-----~.-----------------'-----J-:,~,: ~'. 46. V .. lue of Pro pert y 
. 0 N/A $ 



I 1. How Reported: SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 3. DR Number: 
Din person oTelephone oDesk Incident Report 
2. 8484 P.c. oLost 

NCIC/CII CA 05609 
4. Beat 15. RD 

594 P.C. o Found 

6. Date and Time Occurred, Day of Week \ 7. Location of Occurrence 8. Date and Time Reported I 
CODE:I V - Victim R = Reporting Per~on D = Person Discovering 

9. Name (Firm if Business): Last Name First 10. Rcsidcnce Phone 11. Business Phone I 
12. Address 13. City \14. Occupation 115. Racc-Sex-Agc 

16. Name: Last Name First 17. Residence Phone r 8. Business Phone I 
I ~ 9. Address ~o. City 121. Occupation 1'22. Race-Sex-Age 

Use When: 1) No suspect information; 2) Petty theft under $50; 3) Malicious mischief under $300; 4) Lost or found property; 5) When brief narrative will suffice. 

Does not apply to found, recovered, lost, or stolen bicycles. 

23. I 
I 
I 
I 

OM.I.U g Juvenile Prob. DCII REPORTING OFFICERS I.D. Number I Shift (Circle One) 

OV.5. o Court Officer DAd ministration 
1 2 3 

CASE STATUS: oOpen oClosed o Inactive Value $ 
oNarc. o Briefing OOther _ 

REVIEWED BY: IDate 
OVCSO 01 ntelligence OOther I Form 2100-25 New 12-74 

I 

I ., 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 

D~t~ ()f (;Ielrance 

Page 

Eo' Of I 

hc~r_in_l~e~~ ____ ~~~~r-~~~ __ ~W_h_e_re~c~o~m~m~ltt~e~d~(~A,dd_r_e_ss_'_C7it=y'~S~t~at~e~)~~~~~I7~~~~~~~'-________________ ' _____ ]I[ 
How Cleared: 0 Arrest (see below) OUnfounded 0 Exceptiondl Clearance (explain in Narrative) 

Per,ons Arrested: (Indicate Sex, R,ICC, Age) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

DR Numbers Cleared: 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

r 
I 

i '''tim Noun., of el",,,,,, 0'" NoUri.' l,co'<eIY ""om.d? oy", ct- ' 
Din person oTelephone 0 Mail oStation Appt. 

Amount Reported Stolen I Actual Amount Stolen I Amount Recovered TT and/or APB Cancelled I Other Notices Cancelkd Case Filed Wi,t.IjA 

DYes oNo DYes oNo DYes D~ 

Investigation Progress and Status. If all or no property recovered, so state. If partial recovery made, list property recovered, describe and use value as on original reo 

port. List the disposition of pro~erty recovered. Other remarks. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Investigating Officer Date of Report Approved By Date 

~----~~--------~-. 
Form 2100-26 New 12-74 • .-

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



I TRAFFIC COLLISION REPORT PAGE OF 
SPEC IAL COND IT IONS NO. INJ. H 1\ R CITY JUDICIAL DISTRICT No, FELONY 

0 
NO. KILLED H I> R COUNTY REPORTING DISTRICT BEAT 

MISO 

0 I 
Z COLLISION OCCURRED ON MD. DAY YR, I TIME(2400) CII NO. OFF ICER 1.0. 
0 . I I i= I 
< o AT INTERSECTION WITH I INJURY, FATAL OR TOW AWAY STATE: HWY U 
0 o OR: ___ FEET/MILES ___ OF DYES 0 NO DYES ONO oJ I 

PARTY NAME (FIRST, MIDDLE, LAST) STREET ADDRESS 

I 
1 

DRIVER DRIVER'S LICENSE NO. STATE 

J 
B IRTHDATE -' SEX 1 RACE CITY STATE PHONE 

0 MO. I DAY I YR. 

PEDES-
j i 

TR[jN 
VEHICLE YR, MAKE I LICENSE NO. STATE OWNER'S NAME o SAME AS DRIVER 

PMlKED 
Ve.l<, DIRECTION OF ON/ACROSS (STREET OR HIGHWAY) OWNER'S ADDRESS o SAME AS DRIVER 

0 TRAVEL I 
BI-

CYCLIST SPEC!) LIMIT DISPOSITION OF VEHICLE o BY DRIVER ON ORDERS OF VEHICLE DAMAGE VIOLATION CHARGED 
0 EXTENT 

I 
LOCATION 

OTHER o MINOR 0 MOD. I 

0 o MAJOR 0 TOTAL I 2. I 
PARTY NAME (FIRST, MIDDLE, LAST) STREET ADDRESS 

2 
DRIVER DRIVER'S LICENSE NO. STATE I BIRTHDATE I SEX I RACE CITY STATE PHONE 

0 MO. I DAY I YR. . I 
PEDES- VEHICLE YR, MAK" I LICENSE NO. STATE OWNER'S NAME o SAME AS DR IVER 

, 
TRIAN 

0 
peEr DIRECTION OF ON/ACROSS (STREET OR HIGHWAY) ): OWNER'S ADDRESS o SAME AS DRIVER 

,'RAVEL 

BI-
CYCLIST SPEED LIMIT DISPOSITION OF VEHICLE o BY DRIVER ON ORDERS OF VEHICLE DAMAGE V 10LAT ION CHARGED 

0 EXTENT 
I 

LOCATION 

OTHER o MINOR 0 MOD. I I 

0 o MAJOR 0 TOTAL I 2. 

I 
I 

>- DESCR IPT ION OF DAMAGE 
I-
0: 
III -Q. OWNER'S NAME ADDRESS NOTIFI.D 
0 

DYES DNa 0: 
Q. 

I 
WITNESS 

EXTENT OF INJURY INJURED WAS (check one) IN 

ONLY AGE SEX FATAL I SEVERE WOUND I OTHER VISIBLE J COMPLAINT OF PAIN DR IVER I I BI- rl VEH, 

INJURY DISTORTED MEMBER INJUR IES PASS. PED. CYCLIST OTHER NUMBER 

0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 
I 

NAME PHONE 
III 

ttl 
Z ADDRE'SS TAKEN TO (INJURED ONLY) 

I-I 
~ 0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 "-
0 

NAME PHONE III 
0: 
:J ADDRESS TAKEN TO (INJURED ONLY) ., I 
~ 

0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 0 
NAME PHONE 

ADDRESS TAKEN TO \INJURED ONLY) 
I 
I SKETCH 

0 
MISCELLANEOUS 

INDICATE 
NORTH I 

I 
I 
I 

555.01 (REV. \1.71) o asp 



PAGE ____ _ 

COLLiSION NARRATIVE 

t---~--~---··-~----------·--------------------------~-------·---------~-·---------,-------------IIH 

1-.. -------.-- -.----._---- -.--------.--------------------------------.-------------------------------1 

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

NO UNUSUAl. CONDITIONS 

INVESTIGATED 6Y 

CROSSING IN CROSSWALK AT 
INTERSI;CTlON 

CROSSING IN C~OSSWALK - NOT AT 
INTER!'ECTION 

CROSSI~G • NOT IN CROSSWALK _. --.-- --- -" ---------1 
E' IN ROAO - INCLUDES SHOU --·------1 

TYPE OF VEHICLE 

VC SECT ION 
V 10LAT ION ______ _ 

VC SECT ION 
V 10LAT ION ______ _ 

VC SECT ION 
VIOLATION 

VC SECT ION 



• • SUPPLEMENTAL/NARRATIVE tlATE OF ORIGINAL. INCIDENT TIME (z4001 NCIC NUMBER OF'FICER 1.0. NUfttDER PAGE 

\ (Check one) 
MO. DAV YR. 

I o NARRATIVE CONTINUATION ,RAFFIC L.OCA-rION/sUDJEC,. -CITATION NUMo~R 
COLLISION REPORT (CHI' ••• 0" .... o,) 

0 SUPPLEMENTAL TRAFFIC COLLISION '-REPORT (CHP 5.' OR •••• o,) Dt{AT 

I, 0 OTHER. 

CI'TV/C.OUNTV REPORTING 1;))5'1'RIC"l" 

-

I 
I, 

I 
I 
I 

1t 

. 

I 
I 
I 

-

I 1--- -"'-'-'" 

I --~ 

-
--'-'-- ------------- ,---

I ----
----- - ,---.. ~-~---- --_.--.... .....,--- ----------

I - --- - '-

-.----- - --. -, 

I -- -~ 

~ .• -----.. .. --

I - - -
-------_._--,--_._----, --------._-----

- -_. 
~-

I PREPARED BY 1.0. NUMBER PREPARED REVIEWED .. APPROVED BY 1.0. NUMBER APPROVED 
-. ----_."'""""-.... --,- -..-.-- - -----.-f--.---- -;;;'-';;;i;;;~ " - ._<-

NAME/RANK MO. DAY VR. MO. t'JAV v,h 

! I I 1 I I 
I ; I 



O,l\TH Of<' COl.L.15tON 

MO, DAY 
.. 
YR. 

FACTUAL DIAGRAM - NARRATiVE CONTINUATION 
TIM" (.400) NCIC NUMUE:.R OFFICER I,D. NUMBER 

ALL MEASUREMENTS ARE APPROXIMATE" AND NOT TO SCALE UNLESS STATED (SCALE ~ 
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INDICATE 
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USlo PHI VloUS tn:.iITtONS UNTil. DEPLHThO 
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• I DEpARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL ABANDONED, IMPOUNDED, RECOVERED, STORED OR USEl REVERSE; FOR RE;PORTING EMBEZZLElJ)/ 
STOLElN VEHICLElS AND PLATElS RELEASED VEHICLE REPORT 

I REPORTING DEPARTMENTI AREA DIVISION I DATE F'ILE NUMBER 

TYPE OF REPORT (CHECK ONE) IF' A RE;COVEREO STOLEN VEHICLE, HAS NEIGHBORHOOO OR AREA BEEN CHECKEO FOR LEADS OR o ABANDONED B IMPOUNDED o STORED 
CLUES? 

I 
(LIST LEADS OR CLUES IN REMARKS OR ATTACH A o ABATE;D RECOVERED D RELEASED 0 YES DNO SEPARATE SHEET) ------- ..,-""----- -- --.--~-.. -.-] ~ "- -- -"- -- . __ ._------ -

PERSON REPORTING OCCURRENCE ADDRESS PflONE TIME AND DATE REPORTED 

• DESCRIPTION AND OWNERSHIP 

I I MAKE 
LICENSE NUMBER(S) COLOR (COMBINATION) 

........ ----~ 
YEAR MODEL BODY TYPE YEAR STATE 

I 
VEHICLE IOl'NTIF'ICATION NUMBER (VIN) 00E5 VIN COMPARE DOES VIN APPEAR IS VIN CLEAR IN LIC. NUMBER IS) ENGINE NUMBER lEN) 

WITH REG. CARD? ALTERED? SVS? CLEAR IN SVS? 

DYES 01'10 DYES DNO Dns DNO DYES DNO 

IF' STOLEN, NAME, DATE AND CASE NUMBER OF' REPORTING AGENCY WAS VEH RETURNEO TO STORAGE AUTHORITY 
OWNER' 

I DVES DNO 

II LOCATION TOWED F'ROM TIME AND DATE TOWE;D 

~"M' " , .. ,,' ADDRESS PHONE 

REGIS'rERED OWNER ADDRESS PHONE 

I LEGAL OWNER ADDRESS PHONE 

CONDITION AND INVENTORY -
I ODOMETER READING ORIVEABLE' WRECKED' STRIPPED' HAVE YOU E:::NTE:::RED MISSING, IDENTI-

DYES ONO OUNKNDWI< DYES DNO DYES DND FIABLE PARTS IN SVS? DYJ:;s ONO 

ITEMS YES NO ITEMS YES NO ITEMS YES NO ITIOMS YES NO ITEMS CONDITION 

I 
~.AT(S) " BUCKET CLOCK ENG INE TRANSMISSION T IRES!WHEE~S 

-' 
SEAT IFRDNT) IGlllTlOH KEY CARIlURETORIsJ AUTOMATICI J .':::, 'H) LEFT FRONT 

)\ U,F. 
.. 

SEAT (REAR) REGISTRATION ALTERNATOR 3 SPEED I ) RIGHT FRONT I 
f-------

RADIO DR, LIGHTS(II ) GENERATOR 4 SPEED I I },.'< it: LE,';' aEAR -. 

I TAPE DECK S. MIRRORIS)(I/ J BATTERY HUB CAPS III ) RIGHT REAR .-
TAPES II! ) GRILL AIR CONDITIONER MAG WHEE~S SPARE 

LIST PROPERTY, TOOLS, AND DESCRI8E VEHICLE DAMAGE IN REMARKS SPACE. -

I 
REMARKS (If ARResT MADE, INDICATE FU~~ NAMES, CHARGES, AND WHERE DETAINEDJ(USE AD.DITIONAL BLANK SHEETs, If RE:QUIRED) 

I 
< 

I ---- 2! 

I 
OFF'ICER OROERING VEHICLE STORED (SIGNATURE) .II.D. NUMBER GARAGE PR INC IPAL OR AGENT STOR ING VEH ! SIGNA rURE) TIME AND OAl E 

X X 
~ 

(FOR OFF/CEl USE ONLY) APPRAISAL, RE:::LEASE, DISPOSITION 
'"-

RECOVERY TELETYPE IDATE AND REQUIRED HOTlcr;s SENT TO REGISTERED e. IF NO IS CHECKED, INDICATE REASOH DAliA PROGRAM 

I 
NUMBER) LEGAL OWNERS 8. GARAGE (SEC. 22852 ve) 

DYES DNO 

APPRAISED VALUE TIME AND DATE OF APPRAISAl. APPRAISING OFFICER'S SIGI/ATURE ISEC. 22704 Vcl 11.0. NUMSER 

I TO (STORAGE AU'rHORITV/CONCERNJ DATE 

RELEASE VEH ICLE TO ADDRI!SS 

I -SIGNATURE OF PERSON AUTHORIZING RnEASE CERTIFICATION: I, 'l'liEl UNDSRSICINSD, DO HEREBY CElRTIFY THA'r r 
AM LEGALLY AUTHORIZE;O AND ENTITLED TO 'fAKE POSSESSION OF 
ABOVE DE;SCRIBED VElfllCLE. -

I 
I NOTE: CHP t80 IS FURNISHED ALL PEACe: OFFICERS BY SIGNATURE OF PERSON T"'KiNG P05SE;SSIOH 

THE cAL.IFORN(A HIGHWAY pATROL J 
CHP t80 (REV 4-73) USE PREVIOUS EDITIONS UNTIL DEPLETEO 
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I !' ~ ~ • I':"~ .1,t-,~- ~ 

,::' "": '. ~ I , • ;, " 

B* 

1969 OLDSMOBILE 310 DFP GOLD/RED 

IOIMO, RALPH 
3200 COCHRAN 
SIMI VALLEY, CALIF. 

DOB 3/9/59 W/M 51 11" 140 lbs BRN/BRN CDL-DI84396 

DR#77-08671 4/18/77 459 EVSO BREWER 

__ HOGAN~ JAMES WILLIAM 1O-30-~_0 ____ .. _" ~D 34 
?2~. France, .. S1~!... __ _ ~]6.-.o0_07~ 

AKA: Jamie 
w/m 5110" 1501bs. Brown Brown 

-~. -. - ._- ~ ,-~ - .......... - .. ~ _ .. - ~ .. -~- .. "' •. ~- ... . 

~~RE?T...:. 1O?51/459 2 counts Dr#7800024 1-21-78 .. '" .-.... ----_._ .. , . .-_-.,. .. -.. -.-.--- - -.--.-- ... - .. .-_. 

FRIENDS: 

~~~.~ ns_! J~~_M~~e . . ... ?-9-~!l 
Armstrong, Mary Jane 3-5-55 _. __ . ___ ... _ .. *. - ._ - _0_' __ ., ......... _ ... _ .. 
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rUEsDAy"MAY 9, 1978 FROM: 0700 MONDAY, MAY 8, 1978 
TO: 0700 TUESDAY, MAY 9, 1978 TODAY'S DATE 

BEAT RD TIME 
BURGLARY 
1 30 Night 

1 

2 
3 

30 

26 
42 

4 44 

4 
4 

TRAFFIC 

54 
61 

Unk 

Day 
Day 

Night 

1 20 1614 
1 38 1656 
1 39 2001 
3 40 1546 
3 42 1800 
3 47 1620 
3 47 1600 
4 52 1247 
5 66 2206 
5 67 1610 
MISCELLANEOUS 
1 
1 
1 
2 

2 
3 
3 
5 
5 

ARRESTS 
3 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

29 
31 
36 
32 

32 
42 
47 
58 
69 

49 
66 
69 
69 
69 
69 

0006 
1058 
1503 
1528 

1139 
1738 
1508 
1200 
1048 

1328 
2206 
1715 
1300 
1400 
1630 

I FIELD INTERVIEWS 
2 26 0130 
3 42 0115 

I 3 42 0115 
. 3 42 0115 

5 58 0515 

I 

DR# 

11381 

11376 

10600 
11400 

11468 

11068 
11377 

11417 
11421 
11441 
11411 
11432 
11419 
11412 
11397 
11450 
11416 

11457 
11389 
11405 
11409 

11390 
11428 
11407-8 
11391 
11384-5 

11399 
11450 
11068 
11068 
11068 
11068 

DAILY ACTIVITY RECAP 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

TYPE 

Res 

Sch 

Sch 
Res 

Comm 

Sch 
Res. 

10-48 
20002a 
20002a 
10-49 
10-49 
10-48 
10-49 
10-49 
23102a 
23103 

242 
470 
484 
484 

484 
314.1 
470 
484 
602.5/ 
Att 459 

2800.1 
23102a 
459 
459 
459 
459 

LOCATION COMMENTS 

2319. Callahan Entered open garage & removed 
hicycle. 

Parkview Elem. Used key, took tape recorder 
and projector. 

Sinaloa Jr. High Subject councelled & released. 
2107 Stinson Cut screen, poped 1atch. Loss 

unknown at this time. 
Standard Station, Report unavailable 
2568 Sycamore 
Valley View Jr.High One juvenile cited to YS. 

. ·5366 Barnard Cut chain ltnkfence? took a 
varietyof tools. 

First/Easy PCF 21453a 
Simi High PCF Other improper driving 
2071 Madrone LIC# 535FGB 
Heywood/Erringer PCF 22350 
Appleton/Fitzgerald PCF 22107 
Sequoia/LA PCF 22350 
LA/Church PC~ 21801a 
Sequoia Jr. High PCF 22350 
Bloomfield/Stow ARRESTED: CORSON, Eugene 
Yosemite/LA Warrant pending 

Howard Johnson's 
1307 LA 

Female victim. Misc. report. 
Report unavailable 

2744 Belbrook 
Dairy, 1869 Royal 

Oris Hospital 
1105 Cavalier 
2705 LA 
Holiday Hardware 
6090 LA 

ZUKER, Mark 
CORSON, Eugene 
MASSARO, Peter 
EARLY, Troy 
CALLAHAN, Marc 
FARRIS, Chris 

LIC Plates stolen. 
One male juvenile councelled and 
released. No report. 
Report in processing 
Report unavailable 
Report in processing 
Report unavailable 
Refer to DR#78-11068 for details. 

178-00281 
178-00282 

Hale 
Meffan 
Wallace 
Wallace 
Wallace 
Wallace 

Vent.Loma 
EVSO 
Ciited 
Cited 
Cited 
Cited 

Ashland/Ventura TREADWAY, Charles 18 Susp. subject Smalling 
972 Vallejo STEPHENSON, Danny 17 Susp.in 459 veh.Unf. Brewer 
972 Vallejo PARKER, Robert 17 Susp. in 459 veh.Unf.Brewer 
972 Vallejo. ROSE, ..JJ.b... 17 Susp .. i.t\ 459 veh.Unf. Brewer 
4329 Va-lley Fair - SILVERSTEI'N, Larry 37 P.sleep in veh: Lompart 

JUVENILE TRAFFIC COURT DAT~THURSDAY ~~lL/S: 0900-1100/1300-15 
ADUL T TRAFFI C COURT DATE: ~ FRI __ "1- ~ 0800 



\ 

WEDNE3~AY, MAY 3) 1978 
T1YJAY I S DATE 

___ i,~ __ _ 

FROM; MONDAY, AP?IL 24, 1978 
TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1978 I 



ION"E'SDAY) MAY 3, 1978 _ FRm-l: M(;:WAY ~ AF'UL 24, 197:-
. TOOAY I S DATE TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1978 

I 
WEEKLY ARREST SUMMARY 

CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

RD TIt-IE DAY DR# TYPE NA~lE 10# OFFICER DISPO 

I BEAT 1 
Thurs 10857 10851 AGU1LJl,R, Keith Delameter Cited 

I Thurs 10857 10851 BIULEY, Robert Delameter Cited 
Thurs 10857 10851 HARLAN, John Delameter Cited 
Thurs 10857 10851 HARLAN, ~l;chael Delameter Cited 

I 
Thurs 10857 10851 HARLAN, David Delameter , Ci ted 

20 0121 Sun 10591 23102a TOBIS, Lawrence 178-00244 Meffan EVSO 
29 0041 Sun 10589 23102a GILBERT, Richard 178-00243 Dibsie EVSQ 
30 2050 Tues 10140 23102a RArUREZ, Tommy 178-00218 Dibsie EVSO 

I 30 0023 Tues 10149 647f KNUDSEN, Sharon I78-00219 Dauer Ventura 
30 1607 Thurs 10280 242 ALLEN, Steven M Sma 11 ing YS 
30 2130 Fri 10298 459 EGLAN, Robin E J78-00058 Small ing J. Hall 

I 30 2000 Fri 10298 459 JACOBSON, Becky S J78-00059 Findley J. Hall 
31 0249 Fri 10425 23L02a SA\~YER, Jack L ' 172-00122 Jones EVSO 
31 0154 Fri 10422 23102a, LURBEY, Charles 178-00236 Dibsie EVSO 

I 
36 0149 Mon 10066 23102a MARSHALL, Clarence I78-00217 , Dibsie 849b1 
37 0150 Tues 10151 23102a HERNANDEZ, Joseph Dibsie EVSO 
37 1600 Sat 10352 459/836 BARILLA, Stephen J78-00108 Shultz Released 
38 0221 Wed 10240 23102a HARRIS, Pamela J 178-00226 Cooper Ventura 

I 39 0135 Wed 10238 23102a GIAN, Michael Jr. ~leffan EVSO 
BEAT 2 

I 
01 1430 Wed 01434 211 VANDERMARK, Dale J78-00052 Brewer 849b1 
26 0203 Fri 10423 23102a ATHERTON, MHe 178-00235 Cooper EVSO 
26 2242 Fri 10402 647f MATTES, Dennis J 178--00234 Shanahan EVSO 
26 ?232 Fri 10400 647f ABBEY, Will i am 178-;0233 Ball EVSO 

I 32 1725 Fri 10361 23103 PETRICCA, Devin R Cowgi 11 Cited/Rel 
32 2248 Mon 10060 23102a COMPTON, Ha rry \Jr. 178-00217 Dibsie EVSO 
32 1347 Tues 10098 211/War. ~1YHER, Patri ck 177··00426 Curtis EVSO 

I 32 0306 Thurs 10328 23102a KINDRED, Myrna 178-00231 Cooper Ventura 
32 0135 Sat 10509 23102a TORRES, I rene 1·78-00240 Cooper Ventura 
32 0135 Tues 19159 23102a BRYAN, Will i am 175-00607 Meffan EVSO 

I 
33 1630 Tues 10111 415.3 PARENTI, Michael Shultz YS 
33 1630 Tues 10111 415.3 THOMAS, Jeffrey J77-00092 Shultz YS 

_1 ....... 

BEAT 3 

I 40 0218 Wed 10239 23102a BURKEHART, Randall 178-10239 Jones EVSO 
40 0945 Wed 09683 459 RASTA, Theodore J73-00540 Harper YS 
40 1015 Wed 09683 459/10851Z1NGELEW1CZ, Ed J76-00130 Harper Prob. 

I 40 0031 Thurs 10322 23102a MARZOLA, Ronald 178-00230 Jones EVSO 
40 2251 Sat 10496 23102a BODNAR, Pamela 178-00239 Cooper Ventura 
40 0150 Sat 10511 23102a PERKINS, Randy 175-00230 Jones EVSO, 
40 1630 Sun 10384 484 r~ERTEN, Ma rk Fre£.man Ci ~ed 

I 40 1630 Sun 10384 496 PADCHAM, Van Freeman Cited 
40 ' 1630 Sun 10384 496 DEZOTELL, Dean J78-00061 Freeman Cited 
40 2206 Fri 10396 647f COM1, Richard 177.-00444 Cowgi 11 EVSO 

I 41 ,2359 Fri 10411 23102a ENGLE, Gerald 176-00528 Jones EVSO 
42 1600 Sat 07912 459 SMITH, Dean M J78-00044 Shultz Ventura 
42 2100 Sat 07912 459 GONZALEZ, Erica Frueh Cited/Rel 

I 
47 1515 Mon 10015 11357b JOHNSON, Michael Camacho Prob. 
47 2359 Wed 10236 23102a ROSE, John H 178-00224 Cooper EVSO 
47 0159 Sat 10513 23102a MARCU~1, John H I78-00241 Dibs;'e EVSO 

I BEATS 4 & 5 ON BACK!! 

~------- ------------------- ---- ---



RD TIME DAY DR# TYPE 
BEAT 4 
Co 1444 Thurs 05844 459 
44 0217 Tues 10152 23102a 
44 2010 Fri 10377 496 
45 0900 Fri 10244 10851 
46 2207 Man 10057 23102a 
50 1454 Fri 10345 Warrant 
51 0325 VIed 10243 Warrant 
56 1950 Wed 09761 23109a 
56 1950 ~~ed 09761 11358 
56 2312 Sun 10584 23102a 
60 1600 Fri 10348 484· 
60 1600 Fri 10348 484 
BEAT 5 
59 2056 hurs 10310 647f 
59 0145 Thurs 10326 23102a 
62 0312 Sat 10514 23102a 
62 2214 Wed .; 10228 23102a 
65 2250 Wed 10231 23103 
65 2230 Wed 10229 23109 

NA~1E ID# 

HOORN, Ronald I78-00227 
FAJARDO, Frederick I78-00220 
GONZALEZ, Erik 
ELLIS, Joe Henry J78-00049 
ADCOCK, Andrew 178-00215 
STURZENACKER, Pat 
OLIVER, Dennis 
SCHOLER, Steven I78-00222 
SCHOLER, Caryn 178-00223 
PARKER, Robert I78-00243 
HOAG, Angela 
ARREY,Cori 

REID, Albert 178-00229 
SPRINGER, Glenn 176-00442 
FLORES, Rafael V 178-00189 
SMITH, H.C. I78-00225 
SUEREZ, Mark A 178-00061 
SIMPSON, Timothy 

OFFICER 

Brazelton 
Sadler 
Findley 
Harper 
Meffan 
Wallace 

Camacho 
Floriano 
Dibsie 
Ball 
Ball 

Cowgi 11 
Meffan 
Mills 
Jones 
tkCarthy 
McCarthy 

I· 
DISPOI 

ox.P .• 
EVSO • 
YS 
J. Ha 11 
EVSO I 
EVSO 

EVSO I 
Ventu' 
EVSO 
Cited / S 
YS 

EVSO I 
EVSO 
EVSO 
EVSO I 
Cited 
Cited 

I 
I " 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



1------ ----------------------------

I I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

TODAY'S DATE 

RD TI~1E 

BEAT 1 

20 Unk 

20 Night 

30 

30 
37 

BEAT 2 
21 Ni ght 

22 Unk 

33 Night 

34 Unk 

34 Unk 
34 Day 

BEAT 3 
42 
43 

48 

49 

Day 
Day 

Day 

Day 

.... , -_ ... 

DAY DR# TYPE 

Man 10001 Veh 

Tues 10145 Comm 

Thurs 10298 Res 

Fri 10349 Res 
Fri 10354 Res 

BURGLARY 
WEEKLY RECAP SUMMARY 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

LOCATION 

Wm Morri's Chev. 

Simi Schwinn 

1664 Ballard 

1726 Alviso 
2559 E. Marie 

Wed 10161 Church Our Redemer 
Luthern 

Tues 10103 Res 

Sat 10491 Sch 

Man 09999 Res 

Tues 10135 Res 
Tues 10108 Res 

Tues 
Man 

Wed 

Fri 

10121 Res 
10034 Res 

10219 Res 

10385 Res 

10 Taxeo 

Royal High 

1586 Sutter 

1577 Wa 11 ace 
780 Wishard 

2136 Cutl er 
985 Crosby 

1362 Sycamore 

2934 Rosette 

BEAT 5 (NO BEAT 4) 
58 
62 

65 
65 

65 
66 

66 

67 

69 

Night 
Unk 

Night 
Night 

Night 
Night 

Day 

Day 

Sat 10453 Comm 
Sun 10523 Res 

Wed 10207 Sch 
Wed 10210 Sch 

Wed 10221 Sch 
Wed 10167 Sch 

Wed 10202 Res 

Man 10026 Res 

Thurs 10272 Res 

Fred & Noras/Tapo 
.2268 Tapa 

Simi High 
Simi High 

Simi Hig:' 
Katherine Elem. 

1780 Yosemite 

5604 Fearing 

1531 Yosemite 

-TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1978 

COMMENTS 

Pried windwing, took stereo, CB and 
tackometer. 
Susp(s) broke window and removed tvm 
lO-speed bikes. 
POE-rear window. Took coins, candy 
bars, keys and paper money. -
Report in processing 
Susp(s) cut screen on bathroom window, 
took guns only. 

Entered thur unsecured window, took 
money, & fire extinguisher. 
UNK POE. Took jewelry, coins, rifle, 
calculator, & am-fm radio. 
Smashed rear window of building, 
personal gain unknown. 
Pried garage door open, removed 
lawnmower. 
UNK POE. Took fishing equipment. 
Broke window, took cash & Arabic money. 

Broke window in rear door, loss unknow, 
Susp(s) enter thru sliding glass door, 
removed change. 
Susp(s) enter thru unlocked garage 
door, took cash, camera, headphones, 
and jewelry. 
UNK POE Theft of speakers & stereo. 

Broke glass in back door, took beer. 
Broke glass in front door, took cash 
and checks. 
Picked lock on victim's locker, took $~ 
Picked lock on victim's locker, took 
credit cards. 
Took victim's clothes from locker. 
Susp(s) removed TV & stand from 
unlocked storage room. 
Susp(s) kicked open front door, removec 
stereo, rifle & gun. 
Broke side window, removed stereo 
speakers, tools, jewelry & clothes. 
Forced garage-kitchen door lock, and 
removed stereo, & cash. Suspect drivir 
'64 Chev. El Camino, black, LIe# P7300: 



~~DNESDAY, MAY 3~ 1978 FROM: MONDAY, APRIL 24, 19/8 I , 
TOOA,('S DATE TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1978 

TRAFFIC 
WEEKLY RECAP SUMMARY I CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

RD TIt'lE DAY DR# TYPE LOCATION CO~lMENTS 

BEAT 1 

20 1250 Tues 10094 10-48 Fil"st/LA PCF 22350 I 20 2203 Wed 10227 10-48 Sinaloa/LA PCF 21801a 
20 1942 Thurs 10303 20002a Simi Ford Buick LIC# NNL413 
20 0121 Sun 10591 23102a Sinaloa/LA ARRESTED: T08IS, Lawrence 

I 20 2328 Fri 10406 10-48 Socrates/LA PCF 21802a 
20 1703 Fri 10359 10-48 Sinaloa/LA PCF 21804 
29 0041 Sun 10589 23102a Erringer/Cochran ARRESTED: GILBERT, Richard 

I 30 2050 Tues 10140 23102a Larch/Erringer .A.RRESTED: RAMIREZ, Tommy 
30 1355 Thurs 10277 10-49 Cordero/Alexander PCF 21801a 
31 0249 Fri 10425 23102a Erringer/LA ARRESTED: S.A.WYER, Jack 
31 0154- Fri 10422 23102a 1300 Bl k LA ARRESTED: LURBREY, Charles I 37 0150 Tues 10151 23102a Hawk/Justin ARRESTED: HERNANDEZ, Joseph 
37 1952 Wed 10211 10-48 Cochran/Justin PCF 21801a 
38 0221 Wed 10240 23102a Erringer/Larch ARRESTED: HARRIS, Pamela J 

I 38 1531 Fri 10350 . 10-49 Winche11s/LA PCF 21804 
39 2352 Fri 10410 23122 2073 Sycamore Report in processing 
39 1035 Wed 10238 23102a Lupin/Larch ARRESTED: GIAN, Michael 
BEAT 2 I 
24 1041 Mon 10008 10-49 Madera/Royal peF 21453a/35551a 
24 2350 Sun 10586 20002a 2041 Sequoia PCF UNK 

I 26 1330 Sun 10539 10-49 Bob's Big Boy/LA PCF 22350/21703 
26 1439 Mon 10020 10-48 Fourth/Royal PCF 22106 
26 0203 Fri 10423 23102a Sinaloa/LA ARRESTED: ATHERTON, Mike 

I 26 1504 F;"i 10347 10-49 Fourth/LA PCF 21658a 
26 2039 Fri 10381 23102a Hubbard/LA ARRESTED: FORSYTHE, Gilbert 
32 1725 Fri 10361 23103 ~~ash/E of 1st Juvinile cited & released. 
32 l838 Fri 10370 10-49 First/Arcane PCF 22350/22450 I 32 0135 Tues 10150 23102a Erringer/Royal ARRESTED: BRYAN, Wi 11 i am 
32 1554 Wed 10189 10-49 Erringer/Kearney PCF 22350 
32 0042 Thurs 10324 23109 Erringer/LA Subject cited to juvenile court. 

I 32 1401 Sat 10458 10-48 Erringer/Royal PCF 21801a 
32 0135 Sat 10509 23102a Patricia/LA ARRESTED: TORRES, I rene 
32 1547 Sun 10546 10-49 Galt/LA PCF 22350/21461 

I 33 1308 Mon 10016 Attempt 1106 Bo'('den Report in processing 
10851 

BEAT 3 

I 40 0218 Wed 10239 23102a Erringer/Heywood ARRESTED: BURKEHART. Randall 
40 2307 Thurs 10317 231;)9 Sycamore/LA Subject cited by Officer Jones. 
40 0031 Thurs 10322 23102a Erringer/LA ARRESTED:MARZOLA, Ronald I 40 2251 Sat 104·96 23102a Patri ci a/LA ARRESTED: BODNAR, Pamela 
40 0150 Sat 10511 23102a Sycmol..re/LA ARRESTED: PERKINS, Randy 
41 2359 Fri 10411 23102a 1379 Cherry ARRESTED: ENGLE, Gerald 

I 42 0919 ~un <10521 20002a 2805 Royal PCF UNK 
47 0255 Tues 10154 108S1 3529 King Report in processing 
47 2359 Wed 10236 23102a Barnes/LA ARRESTED: ROSE, John 
47 1248 Sat 10456 10-48 Sequoia/LA PCF 21801a I 47 0159 Sat 10513 23102a Sequoia/Royal ARRESTED: MARCUM, John 

BEA'rS 4 & 5 ON BACK!! I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

RD TIME DAY DR# TYPE LOCATION COMMENTS 
BEAT 4 
44 9217 Tues 10152 23102a Sycamore/lI8 ARRESTED: FAJARDO, Frederick 
44 1956 Wed 10213 484 Mervyn1s Report in processing 
45 0329 Wed 10244 10851 2249 Ravenna 167 Dodge Dart, Tan, 4 dr, LIC# 406NZP 
46 2207 Man 10057 23102a Copley/Sequoia ARRESTED: ADCOCK, Andrew J 
52 2334 Sat 10502 23122 2335 N. Carlson PCF 22107 
56 2312 Sun 10584 23102a Alamo/Tapa Cyn ARREST: PARKER, Robert 
60 0836 Tues 10078 10-49 Walnut/Auston PCF 21801a/21703 
61 0737 Tues 10072 10-49 Stearns/Bernard PCF 21801a 

BEAT 5 
57 0824 Tues 10076 10-49 Tapa/Apricot PCF 21802a 
59 1330 Tues 10095 10-48 Tapa/LA PCF 22350 
62 2214 Wed 10228 23102a Tapa/LA ARRESTED: SMITH, H.C. 
62 0312 Sat 10514 23102a Ralston/LA ARRESTED: FLORES, Rafael 
65 1418 Man 10019 10851 Simi High Report in processing 
65 2236 Wed 10229 23103 Stearns/LA Report in proces~ing 
65 2249 Wed 10231 10851 Stow/LA Report in processing 
69 1538 tved 10187 10-49 Katherine/Christine PCF 21650 
69 1017 Tues 10082 10-48 Kuehner/Katherine PCF Unk 

~--~- - ------------------



WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 1978 
TODAY'S DATE 

FROM: MONDAY J APRIL 24, 1978 
TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1978 

I 
MISCELLANEOUS II 

WEEKLY RECAP SUMMARY 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

-RD--T-I-~lE--D-AY--D-R-#--T-Y-PE---L-OC-A-T-IO-N-----C-O~-lM-H-lT-S-----------1 
-----------------------------------------------------

~~AT-1-0:2--3 ----Tues 10149 647f 1448 Graham One subject arrested, II 
30 1630 lhurs 10285 487 Marc C. Bloom Susp. entered rear parking lot~ remove 

30 
37 

39 

BEAT 2 

1449 
2114 

0350 

01 1554 
26 0936 
26 1122 

32 1347 
33 1601 
34 1955 

rJEAT 3 
40 1625 
40 1047 
40 1308 
41 1620 
49 1112 
49 2111 

BEAT 4 
44 1615 
44 1616 
52 1446 

52 1406 

52 1009 
56 1950 

Thurs 10280 242 1578 Cochran 
Mon 10054 Att 211/ Lumber City 

242 
Tues 10153 Susp.Cir.7-11/Sycamore 

Wed 01434 211 Rancho Simi Park 
Mon 10004 Overdose Sinaloa Jr. High 
Tues 10087 487 Simi Bowl 

Tues 10098 211/War. Galt/LA 
Tues 10111 415 1180 Sutter 
Thurs 10305 23123 Royal/Carson 

Mon 10030 487 2267 Morley 
Mon 10009 Att ExtorRalphls 
Wed 10179 484 Ralph1s 
Mon 10029 470 1269 Sycamore 
Sun 10529 594 405 Talbert 
Fri 10385 487 2934 Rosette 

Mon 10028 484 
Tues 10114 484 
Mon 10021 487 

Mervyn1s 
Mervyn1s 
1307 Dinsmore 

Mon 10018 487 5275 Mildred 
10118 3839 Merrill 

Fri 10337 487 989 Stanford 
Wed 09761 Narc.War.4230 Adam 

brake shoe cores. 
One juvenile cited to YS. 
Report in processing 

Report in processing 

I 
I 

One juvenile arrested & released II 
Juvenile transported to Adventist. 
$usp(s). entered unlocked vehicle and 
removed stereo from dash. I 
ARRESTED: MYHER, Patrick 
Two male juveniles cited to YS. 
Report in process i ng ._I_~ 

Report in processing 
Report in processing 
Subject cited & released. 
Repol t in processing 
Report in processing 
Report in processing 

I 
I 

One juvenile counselled & released.1I 
Juvenile counselled & released. 
Susp. f(audul ently rents home to I 
multiple victims. 
Susp. fraudulently rents home to 
multiple victims. 
Report in processing 
ARRESTED: SCHOLER, Steven 

I 
~~~ ______ -_------~------__ --_____________________ S_CH_O_L_E_R, __ C_ar_y_n ______ --IL-
BEAT 5 
58 0809 

59 1432 
59 2056 
62 0819 
67 2236 

67 1131 

67 2033 

Motl 09997 Embez. Uni on 76 

lues 10102 594 Simi Airport 
Thurs 10310 647f 1925 Tapo 
Tues 10074 Att Suic.2274 Workman 
Tues 10144 Lost/or 1640 Yosemite 

stolen LIC plates 
Sun 10531 594 2068 Vista Del 

Monte 
Mon 10051 23123 1518 Stow 

Susp(s) says he wants to test drivelal 
and fails to return it. 
Report in processing 
ARRESTED: LOWRY Albert 
Subject transported to Adventist. I 
Report in processing 

Report in processing 

One cited 
I 
I 



I FRIDAY? MAY 52 1978 FROM: MOND.l\Y, APRIL 24, 1978 
TODAY S DATE TO: MONDAY, MAY I, 1978 

I BEAT BULLETIN 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

BEAT 1 

I RO TI~lE DAY DR# TYPE LOCATION COMMENTS 

I BURGLARY 
20 Unk Mon 10001 Veh Wm Morris Chev. Pried windwing, took stereo, CB and 

I 20 Night Tues 1014·5 
tackometer. 

Comm Simi Schwinn Susp(s) broke window and removed h·/O 
10-speed bikes. 

30 Thurs 10298 Res 1664 Sa 11 ard POE-rear window. Took coins, candy 

I 30 Fri 10349 Res 1726 Alviso 
bars, keys and paper money, . 
Report in processing 

37 Fri 10354 Res 2559 E. f<larie Susp(s) cut screen on bathroom window, 

I 
too.k guns only. 

TRAF.FIC 

I 
20 1250 Tues 10094 10-48 Fil'st/LA. PCF 22350 
20 2203 Wed 10227 1O~4·9 Sinaloa/LA PCF 21801a 
20 1942 Thurs 10303 20002a Simi Ford Buick LIC# NNL413 
20 0121 Sun 10591 23102a Sinaloa/LA ARRESTED: T08IS, Lawrence 

I 20 2328 Fri 10406 10-48 Socrates/LA PCF 21802a 
20 1703 Fri 10359 10-48 Sinaloa/LA PCF 21804 
29 0041 Sun 10589 23102a Erringer/Cochran ARRESTED: GILBERT. Richard 

I 
30 2050 Tues 10140 23102a Larch/Erringer ARRESTED: RAt,lIREZ, Tommy 
30 1355 ThUt's 10277 10-49 Cordero/Alexander PCF 21801a 
31 0249 Fri 10425 23102a Erringer/LA ARRESTED: S.AJ/YER, Jack 
31 0154 Fri 10422 23102a 1300 Blk LA .A.RRESTED: LURBREY, Charles 

I 37 0150 Tues 10151 23102a Ha\'Jk/Justi n ARRESTED: HERNANDEZ, Jcse~h 

37 1952 vied 10211 10-48 Cochran/Justin PCF 21801a 
38 0221 Wed 10240 23102a Erringer/Larch ARRESTED: HARRIS, Pamela J 

I 38 1531 Fri 10350 10-49 \~i nche 11 s/LA PCF 21804 
39 2352 Fri 10410 23122 2073 Sycamore Report in processing 
39 1035 \~ed 10238 23102a Lupin/Larch ARRESTED: GIAN, Michael 

I MISCELLANEOUS 
30 0023 Tues 10149 647f 1448 Graham One subject arrested, 
30 1630 Thurs 10285 487 Marc C. B.loom Susp. entered rear parking lot? reJr.ove, 

I brake shoe cores. 
30 1449 Thurs 10280 242 1578 Cochran One juvenile cited to YS. 
37 2114 Man 10054 Att 211/ Lumber City Report in processing 

I 
242 

39 0350 Tues 10153 Susp.Cir.7~11/Sycamore Report i~_processing 

FrELD INTERVIEWS 

I 30 1000 Mon 1400 Slk Alexander EATON, Richard 20 Susp. person Wa 11 ace 
36 1210 Mon Atherwoad/Kentfield NESS, David K 17 Susp. person Wall ace 
36 1210 Mon Atherwaod/Kentfield HALLACE, James M 17 Susp. person Wallace 

I 
I ARRESTS ON BACK!! 

I 



I 
I 

ARRESTS t-
Delameter Cited 
Delameter Cited I 
Delameter Cited 
Delameter Cited 
Delametet Citeel 
Meffan EVSO 
Dibsie EVSQ 
Dibsie EVSO 
Bauer ventu'l 
Smalling YS 
Smalling J. Hall 
Findley J. Hal 
Jones EVSO 
Dibsie EVSO 
Dibsie 849b1 
8ibsie EVSO I 
Shultz Relea d 
Cooper Ventura 
~leffan EVSO I 

Thurs 10857 10851 AGUILAR, Keith 
Thurs 10857 10851 BrulEY, Robert 
Thurs 10857 10851 HARLAN, John 
Thurs 10857 10851 HJl.RLAN, ~lichael 
Thurs 10857 10851 HPIRLAN, Davi d 

20 0121 Sun 10591 23102a TOB1S, Lawrence 178-00244 
29 0041 Sun 10589 23102a GIL8ERT, Richard 178-00243 
30 2050 Tues 10140 23102a RAt:iI REZ, Tommy 178-00218 
30 0023 Tues 10149 647f KNUDSErJ, Sharon 178-00219 

, t 30 1607 Thurs 10280 242 ALLEN, Steven M 
30 2130 Fri 10298 459 EGL.D..N, Robi n E J78-00058 
30 2000 Fri 10298 459 JACOBSON, Becky S J78-00059 
31 0249 Fri 10425 23102a SAHYER, Jack L 172-00122 
31 0154 Fri 10422 23102a LURBEY, Charles 178-00236 
36 0149 i'l:on 10066 23102a ~.ARSHALL, C1 arence 178-00217 
37 0150 Tues 10151 23102a HERNANDEZ, Joseph 
37 1600 Sat 10352 459/836 B.l\RIlLA, Stephen J78-00108 
3·Q 0221 ~Jed 10240 23102a HARRIS, Pamela J 178-00226 
39 0135 Wed 10238 23102a GIAN. Michael Jr. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I FRIDAY, MAY 5, 1978 
TODAY I S DATE 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

BEAT BULLETIN 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

BEAT 2 

RD TIME DAY DR# TYPE LOCATION 

BURGLARY 
21 Night 

22 Unk 

33 Night 

34 Unk 

34 Unk 
34 Day . 

TRAFFIC 
24 1041 
24 2350 
26 1330 
26 1439 
26 0203 
26 1504 
26 2039 
32 1725 
32 .1838 
32 0135 
32 1554 
32 0042 
32 1401 
32 0135 
32 1547 
33 1308 

MISCELLANEOUS 
01 1554 
26 09.36 
26 1122 

32 1347 
33 1601 
34 1955 

Wed 

Tues 

Sat 

t·1on 

Tues 
Tues 

Mon 
Sun 
Sun 
Mon 
Fri 
F;"i 
Fri 
Fri 
Fri 
Tues 
~Jed 
Thurs 
Sat 
Sat 
Sun 
t~on 

10161 Church 

10103 Res 

10491 Sch 

09999 Res 

10135 Res 
10108 Res 

10008 10-49 
10586 20002a 
10539 10-49 
10020 10-48 
10423 23102a 
10347 10-49 
10381 23102a 
10361 23103 
10370 10-49 
10150 23102a 
10189 10-49 
10324 23109 
10458 10-48 
10509 23102a 
10546 10-49 
10016 Attempt 

10851 

Our Redemer 
Luthern 
10 Taxco 

Royal High 

1586 Sutter 

1577 Wa 11 ace 
780 Wishard 

Madera/Royal 
2041 Sequoia 
Bob's Big Boy/LA 
Fourth/Royal 
Sinaloa/LA 
Fourth/LA 
Hubbard/LA 
Hash/E of 1st 
First/Arcane 
Erringer/Royal 
Erringer/Kearney 
Erringer/LA 
Erringer/Royal 
Patricia/LA 
Galt/LA 
1106 Borden 

Wed 01434 211 Rancho Simi Park 
Mon 10004 Overdose Sinaloa Jr. High 
Tues 10087 487 Simi Rowl 

Tues 10098 211/War. Galt/LA 
Tues 10111 415 1190 Sutter 
Thurs 10305 23123 Royal/Carson 

FIELD INTERVIEWS 

FROM: MONDAY, APRIL 24). 1978 
TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1~78 

COMMENTS 

Entered thur unsecured window. took 
money, & fire extinguisher. 
UNK POE. Took jewelry, coins, rifle, 
calculator, & am-fm radio. 
Smashed rear window of building, 
personal gain unknown. 
Pried garage door open, removed 
lawnmower. 
UNK POE. Took fishing equipment. 
Broke window, took cash & Arabic money 

PCF 21453a/35551a 
PCF UNK 
peF 22350/21703 
PCF 22106 
ARRESTED: ATHERTON, M~ke 
PCF 21658a 
ARRESTED: FORSYTHE, Gilbert 
Juvinile cited & released. 
PCF 22350/22450 
ARRESTED: BRYAN, William 
PCF 22350 
Subject cited to juvenile court. 
PCF 21801a 
ARRESTED: TORRES, Irene 
PCF 22350/21461 
Report in processing 

One juvenile arrested & released 
Juvenile transported to Adventist. 
Susp(s). entered unlocked vehicl~ and 
removed stereo from dash. 
ARRESTED: MYHER, Patrick 
Two male juveniles cited to YS. 
Report in processing 

,-------

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

32 2225 Sat Royal Plaza ZIELKE, August 20 Parked in closed gas 
station. 

Sadler 

ARRESTS ON BACK!! 



ARRESTS 
01 1430 .\lJed 01434 
26 0203 Fri 10423 
26 2242 Fri 10402 
26 2232 Fri 10400 
32 1725 Fri 10361 
32 2248 Mon 10060 
32 1347 Tues 10098 
32 0306 Thurs 10328 
32 0135 Sat 10509 
32 0135 Tues 19159 
33 1630 Tues 10111 
33 1630 Tues 10111 

-~-------

211 VANDERMARK, Dale 
23102a ATHERTON, Mike 
647f MATTES, Dennis J 
647f ABBEY:1 Wi 11 i am 
23103 PETRICCA, Devin R 
23102a CGMPTON, Harry Jr. 
211/\~at . ~1YHER, Patri ck 
23102a KINDRED, Myrna 
23102a TOW{tS, I rene 
23102a BRi Ai~ > ~Ii 11 ; am 
415.3 PARENTI, Michtiel 
415.3 THO~lAS, a eff rey 

J78-00052 Bre't/er 
I78-00235 Cooper 
I78-00234 Shanahan 
I78- ;8233 Ball 

CO\'l9i 11 
178-00217 Dibsie 
177-00426 Curtis 
I78-00231 Cooper 
178-00240 Cooper 
175-00607 Meffan 

Shultz 
J77-00092 Shultz 

I 
I 

849bl1 
EVSO 
EVSO ~ EVSO 
Ci ted .. eli 
EVSO 
EVSO I 
Ventu 
Ventura 
EVSO I 
YS 
YS 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I ~-~--

I BEAT BULLETIN 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

BEAT 3 

I -RO--T-I-NE--O-A-Y --O-R-#----TY-P-E--L-O-CA-T-llr .. 

I BURGLARY 
42 Day Tues 10121 Res 2136 Cutl er 
43 Day Mon 10034 Res 985 Crosby 

48 Day Wed 10219 Res 1362 Sycamore 

49 Day Fri 10385 Res 2934 Rosette 
TRAFFIC 

40 0218 Wed 10239 23102a Erringer/Heywood 
40 2307 Thurs 10317 23109 Sycamore/LA 
40 0031 Thurs 10322 23102a Erringer/LA 
40 2251 Sat 10496 23102a Patricia/LA 
40 0150 Sat 10511 23102a Sycmoi...re/LA 
41 2359 Fri 10411 23102a 1379 Cherry 
42 0919 Sun 10521 20002a 2805 Royal 
47 0255 Tues 10154 10851 3529 King 
47 2359 Wed 10236 23102a Barnes/LA 
47 1248 Sat 10456 10-48 Sequoia/LA 
47 0159 Sat 10513 23102a Sequoia/Royal 

MISCELLANEOUS 
40 1625 Mon 10030 487 2267 Morley 
40 1047 r,lon 10009 Att ExtorRalph1s 
40 1308 ~Jed 10179 484 Ralphts 
41 1620 Mon 10029 470 1269 Sycamore 
49 1112 Sun 10529 594 405 Talbert 
49 2111 Fri 1-1385 487 2934 Rosette 

FIELD INTERVIEWS 
40 2040 Mon Ralphts WELCH, David R 
40 1100 Thurs 2012. Heywood SHAMUS, Karen 
41 2030 Tues ~400 Blk Royal REAL, Raymond 
41 2030 Tues 2400 Blk Royal FLORES, John A 
41 Sat 2777 El i zondo EU~ELL, Norman 

FROM: MONDAY, APRIL 24, 1978 
TO: MONOAY, MAY 1, 1978 

COMMENTS 

Broke window in rear door, loss unknown 
Susp(s) enter thru sliding glass door, 
removed change. 
Susp(s) enter thru unlocked garage 
door, took ca~h. camera. headphones, 
and jewelry. 
UNK POE Theft of speakers & stereo. 

ARRESTED: BURKEHART, Randall 
Subject cited by Officer Jones. 
ARRESTED:MARIOLA, Ronald 
ARRESTED: BODNAR, Pamela 
ARRESTED: PERKINS, Randy 
ARRESTED: ENGLE, Gerald 
PCF UNK 
Report in processing . 
ARRESTED: ROSE, John 
PCF 21801a 
ARRESTED: MARCUM, John 

Report in processing 
Report in processing 
SUbject cited & released. 
Repor t in processing 
Report in processing 
Report in processing 

21 Loitering Freeman 
21 Att. to enter res. Ell is 
18 Fight. Freeman 
33 Fight Shanahan 
24 Illegal dumping Findley 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

47 0030 Sun 1463 Glazier STUFFLEDEAM, Glen17 Susp. Subject B. James 
47 0034 Sun 1436 Glazier STILWELL, David 19 Susp.vehicle Coronado 
48 2025 ~Jed 2779 Royal WILSON, Curtis 23 Susp. subject ~1cCarthy 

ARRESTS ON BACK!! 

I 



ARRESTS 
40 0218 Wed 
40 0945 Wed 
40 1015 Wed 
40 0031 Thurs 
40 2251 Sat 
40 0150 Sat 
40 1630 Sun 
40 1630 Sun 
40 1630 Sun 
40 2206 Fri 
41 2359 Fri 
42 1600 Sat 
42 2100 Sat 
47 1515 Mon 
47 2359 Wed 
47 0159 Sat 

10239 23102a BURKEHART~ Randall 
09683 459 RASTA, Theodore 
09683 459/10851ZINGELEWICZ, Ed 
10322 23102a MARZOLA~ Ronald 
10496 23102a BODNAR~ Pamela 
10511 23102a PERKINS, Randy 
10384 484 t~ERTEN, Ma rk 
10384 496 PADCHAM~ Van 
10384 496 DEZOTELL, Dean 
10396 647f COMI, Richard 
10411 23102a ENGLE, Gerald 
07912 459 S~lITH, Dean M 
07912 459 GONZALEZ, Erica 
10015 11357b JOHNSON~ Michael 
10236 23102a ROSE~ John H 
10513 . 23102a MARCUi'1, John H 

178-10239 
J73-00540 
J76-00130 
178-00230 
I78-00239 
175-00230 

J78-00061 
177-00444 
176-00528 
J78-00044 

I78-00224 
178-00241 

Jones 
Harper 
Harper 
Jones 
Cooper 
Jones 
Free:.man 
Freeman 
Freeman 
Cowgi 11 
Jones 
Shultz 
Frueh 
Camachq 
Cooper 
Dibsie 

I 
I 

EVSO I 
YS 
prob'J EVSO 
Ventu 
EVSO 
Ci ~ed I 
Cited 
Cited 
EVSO I 
EVSO 
Ventura 
Ci ted!.ri 
Prob. 
EVSO 
EVSO 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 





r 

F~D~r MAY 5, 1978 
T D rs DATE 

FROM: MONDAY, APRIL 24, 1978 
TO: MONDAY, MAY 1, 1978 

I 
I 
I 

BEAT BULLETIN 
CRIME ANALYSIS UNIT 

BEAT 5 

RD TIME DAY DR# TYPE LOCATION COMMENTS 
~BU~R~G~LA~R~Y~----------------------------------------------------------------I-
58 
62 

65 
65 

65 
66 

66 

67 

69 

Night 
Unk 

Night 
Night 

Night 
Night 

Day 

Day 

TRAFFIC 
57 
59 
62 
62 
65 
65 
65 
69 
69 

0824 
1330 
2214 
0312 
1418 
2236 
2249 
1538 
1017 

MISCELLANEOUS 
58 0809 

Sat 10453 Comm 
Sun 10523 Res 

Wed 10207 Sch 
Wed 10210 Sch 

Wed 10221 Sch 
Wed 10167 Sch 

Wed 10202 Res 

Man 10026 Res 

Thurs 10272 Res 

Tues 
Tues 
Wed 
Sat 
t·lon 
~Ied 
\·Jed 
Wed 
Tues 

10076 10-119 
10095 10-48 
10228 23102a 
10514 23102a 
10019 10851 
10229 23103 
10231 10851 
10187 10-49 
10082 10-48 

Fred & Noras/Tapo 
.2268 Tapo 

Simi High 
Simi High 

Simi Hig:' 
Katherine Elem. 

1780 Yosemite 

5604 Fearing 

1531 Yosemite 

Broke glass in back door, took beer. 
Broke glass in front door, took cashl 
and checks. 
Picked lock on victim's locker, took S2 
Picked lock on victim's locker, tookl 
credit cards. . 
Took victim's clothes from locker. 
Susp(s) removed TV & stand from 
unlocked storage room. I 
Susp(s) kicked open front door, remo, C 
stereo, rifle & gun. 
Broke side window, removed stereo I 
speakers, tools, jewelry & clothes. 
Forced garage-kitchen door lock, and 
removed stereo, & cash. Suspect dri r. 
'64 Chev. El Camino, b~ack, LIC# P73 ~ 

Tapo/Apricot PCF 21302a I 
I 
I 

Tapo/LA PCF 22350 
Tapo/LA ARRESTED: SMITH, H.C. 
Ralston/LA ARRESTED: FLORES, Rafael 
Simi High Report in processing 
Stearns/LA Report in processing 
Stow/LA Report in processlng 
Katherine/Christine PCF 21650 
Kuehner/Katherine PCF Unk 

Mon 09997 Embez. Union 76 Susp(s) says he \IJants to test dr;vela 
and fails to return it. 

59 1432 Tues 10102 594 Simi Airport Report in processing 
ARRESTED: Lm~RY Albert I 
Subject transported to Adventist. 

59 2056 Thurs 10310 647f 1925 Tapo 
62 0819 Tues 10074 Att Suic.2274 Workman 
67 2236 Tues 10144 Lost/or 1640 Yosemite Report in processing 

stolen LIC plates I 
67 1131 Sun 10531 594 2068 Vista Del Report in processing 

Monte 
67 2033 Mon 10051 23123 1518 StmIJ One cited I-
----~~~~---~---------------------

FIELD INTERVIEWS 
62 
67 
67 
67 
67 
67 
67 
c~ 
67 
68 

0520 
0950 
0950 
1200 
1200 
1200 
1200 

1200 
2335 

Fri 4568 Industrial 
Fri Timberlane/P;ttman 
Fri Timberlane/Pittman 
Wed Stow/Fearing 
Wed Stow/Fearing 
Thur 2278 Emmett 
Thur 2278 Emmett 

STANLEY, Elvy 15 
LAFONTAINE,·Greg 16 
RAGER, Glen 15 
LASCALA, Michael 15 
DODES, Robert 15 
WHITE, Jim 15 
COREY, Brad 18 

"~l .... ¥ .. !.:-:: ,:"~.:.::-:~ ~l.~'::'::'::, ~::~~ ~ 

Tnur 2273 Emmett GROVES, Kenny 15 
Fri Alscot/LA BOOMHOWER, Robert19 

Employee at 459 
Attitude Problem 
Attitude Problem 
In 459 area 
In 459 area 
Susp.subject 
~usp.subject 
, ):.;;:.:'::: ,: 21.': : 

Susp.subject 
Susp.subject 

Bauer 
Ell is I 
Ell is I 
~1cCarthy 
r1cCart~ 
\~a 11 acel 
' .. ia 11 ace 

;.j~ i ~ ~~I 
Bauer 

:"--______________ ~A:.:..l.RR:.:.::E:.:::S..:..;TS=__.::;O.:...:..N_=B:..:....:A..::..:CK_':.!!..!.! _______________ ~ ______ .. 



I 
I 
I ARRESTS 

59 2056 
59 0145 

I 62 0312 
62 2214 
65 2250 

I 65 2230 

Thurs 10310 647f REID, Albert 178-00229 
Thurs 10326 23102a SPRINGER, Glenn 176-00442 
Sat 10514 23102a FLORES, Rafael V I78-00189 
Wed ;; 10228 23102a SMITH, H.C. 178-00225 
Wed 10231 23103 SUEREZ, Mark A 178-00061 
Wed 10229 23109 SI~lPSON '. Timothy 

Cowgill EVSO 
Meffan EVSO 
Mills EVSO 
Jones EVSO 
McCarthy Cited 
McCarthy Cited 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I· 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I . 

I 
I 
I 
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- -- - - - - -
Simi Valley Po1ic'" n?!oartrnent 
Stclen pro~erty by PC-Violation lOl7S -43078 

Item :ooe T'escrbti.on ,\7'1 1 I!'" 

=====~ ==== ==================:_r~_= ===_==_ ====== •• 

1350 26 CPAle: PCCKrT Cl\LCULA'!'O~ ,4( 7804760 
1351 28 JIlWY THP GFf"Er rAI,C'UL .4(1 

1352 80 MfTAI, TIWA~UH.r Ch'<:l' J(I 
1353 24 F~'r ~t:rf''i) INC FINC' 13 En: 25(' 
1354 24 M!>NS Fn~G ~1i/rV~1('P'ns 350 
1355 24 Ft·' PRIIHJ t~FCYLh.Cr 4C 
1356 24 r>rAFr, Fl' FFINC:S 20 
1357 24 Ft' PEAFT, IUNCo sr' 
1358 24 n l J1I.D8 ".ING 100 
1359 24 H CORAL f, '!'URQ ~FCKLI\CE 40 
1360 24 n 1 CQP!\L [:; TUP~ PING 35 
1361 24 FV COF.!\L & TUFC BF~('P.I,ET "C: 

L~ 

13fi2 24 FM TUFO Bpn('F'LET 12 
1363 24 POSE Z I HCOi.': STm'B 50 
1364 24 3 PEAPLS 61/2~'1-i PA 30 
1365 24 Fr-' TEAF DFCP !'TCYLACF.: 10 
1366 24 TEAR DROP E1>PPINC. C\ 

1.131 34 2 38 CllL FEVOLVFBS l£'O ?R05041 
1432 80 3 FlAFLFY D.zWIDEO~ SI.IPS 0 
1433 24 ~'IKAEL DI~MOND NFCKL~C8 50n 
1434 24 I-lllN GOLD 'PINe ~~/3DIAMONl) 200 
1435 24 MJlN I.ION FE~D BING 7('l{1 
1436 24 MH' PING W! DIJIMONDS 1700 
:1,.437 24 MIIN GOLf) FOCKB'l' (.oll\TCH 200 

2304 52 CRAFTSI-'lI,N TCOLBCX&'!'O()[,c: AOO 7»' 01413 
2305 51 BLllers DECf(r:'P snLL ElI"it 40 
2306 51 BLPCK&DECKEf; S1l.NDEP 10 
2307 52 ,'/OOD PN 'T'OO(.~CX W/TOOT..g 100 
2308 52 CFAPTS~IIN TCCLBn'&TOOLS 6C 

2916 32 PI\NASONIC ~M/FM PECF'IVPR 200 7806431 
2917 32 GIF~PD TUPNTPP~F ~/C'OVFR 200 
2918 n 'E'lI,1'l11S0tJIC 81'1;']1 W. PS 50 
2919 20 HAPPY-P1\CE B~l-l¥ W/MONBY 30 
2920 20 MFTAL LOCK sex W!DOILI\PP 200 

3025 24 BLK SAPFI FE /f, I AM()l\m 'RING ISO 7805846 

3360 44 {{Ill SPORT CIPLS OP.ANGF 69 7006991 

3906 32 C;Fm:;.> CB 23C[!l!Nmn 25 7807912 
3907 32 C13 LINAFF )I~1P 50vlll.TT 15() 
3908 20 'usc ('(jl~lS 2 

4225 44 ALTERS EPG FF 10 SPEED PED 275 7809338 

4524 fll UN¥ () 7810121 

Total Val u~ for PC 459: $ 6471 

.,.", 
r . 

- - - - - - - - - - -
anC! P P DJlYj'Wrr 

==~~====== =========~ ==-===== 

d 59 F 'iI 1 42 2J57Rl830 221782200 1" '1\' ~,€'a-Tue 

459 R N ~ 4:7 n47ROllS 22 4 781400. N N Fc i-Fr i 

459 R N 3'42 116780005 1167ROSJ S 1\' N ~,on-Mon 

459 R F 3-42 312781400 3127A20(l0 l~ 1,1 Sun -S un 

459 R F 3 42 3077R0830 3077?2030 N ,~ 'rue-T.ue 

459 R 1'1 3 42 3197R1.800 3?(\7R1030 N I\~ Sun-Mon 

4 59 ~ F ~' 42, 330 7!? n~n 5 330n13'i0 ~~ 1\1 Thu-Trll 

459 R N 3 42 4157R1900 41578Jc)30 1-1 N Pa't-sat 

459 R F '} 42 42571.> 0825 425781500 N L Tue-Tue 



.. - - •• - - - - - - - - - - - 1- - - -police ~ctivity Data, 40178 -43078, by l\ctivity Cede 

) Dispatched OHi e'er In it. ~otal 
====:==========~==============:==========~===========~==== ==::=======-=== =============== 
Emergency Other 

) ------------------------ -------------------------P.esoonsp. 'T'i ~'!, "·~in • Pesponse Time, !.Iin. Til1P Time 'The 
------------------- ------------------- !':nont, Soent, 2?ent, 

) Code NO. Ave. %<=5 ~<l6 ~<3l 1\10. 1\ve. %<=5 %<H. °01 [lour$ 1-'0. '-lours ~'o • l'fOllr3 
------- ------- ------ -------

1 0 0 [1 :' 0 175 <l 78 99 JOO -1? d 7': ?J. 5 25C "3. 0 

2 6 4 100 100 100 55 fi 67 % C)8 ] 8.5 " l.r. 63 19,5 { 

3 0 0 n. 'l 0 25 13 315 fiO f:'d 12. A (. d.? 34 11l.6 
4 0 n 0 0 0 1 7 (\ 1 (I (l ll)n 100 1.2 I) 0.0 17 1 " •• ,£. 

5 0 0 (l 0 () 23 5 R3 q6 ~fi 12. f, 55 (i(i.3 7';> t) P. • 9 
6 (l 0 0 0 0 32 8 F,3 BP c)4 16.R 9 5.2 4 ] :2 2. 0 
7 0 0 0 0 ') 7 17 29 '37 Rf) e;. ? 1 n.? R :.J1 

) 8 n Q n 0 c II) 7 "(1 qi ?O d.4 11 9.(\ 21 ]1.4 
9 a 0 0 (\ (l 2 0 46 17 ·11 76 15.~ -' ?R 35 38.0 

10 a 0 n 0 0 4 1.1 51) 75 7t;. 2.5 n 0.0 d ?, :: 
) 11 0 0 0 u a R 3 flR fiR Ion 1 • , ( n.O R 1 .• 3 

15 a 0 I) 11 0 It; 26 U 50 7 :. ] n. n ? 0.2 ]8 10.1 
17 0 0 0 () a 1 6 0 100 100 0.1 0 0.0 1 n.1 

) 18 0 0 0 0 a a 0 0 () 1) C.O 25J 100.2 251 100.2 
20 0 0 0 0 0 10 2 80 ] n (l ]00 2.4 ('I 2.1 1q l\.5 
21 a 0 0 0 0 (; Ii "0 10 a 10(' 1.7 r 0.0 6 1.7 
22 a 0 ('I a a 81 29 J4 43 r.7 1(11.1 c; 4.0 ~6 105.1 
23 a 0 0 f') 0 20 16 40 fiS 80 17.0 3 0.'" 23 17.3 
24 0 0 0 0 0 13 20 15 54 77 11. 2 Ii n.O 13 11. 2 
25 3 3 1no 100 100 B8 10 "'3 Rl Q3 4fi.7 14 A.9 J.O 5 55.1' 
26 23 4 fl7 100 100 18 1" 44 78 1'19 33.11 5 1.3 46 34.6 
27 0 0 () 0 0 19 18 16 fi3 R4 IF..8 n 0.0 1Q 16.2 
29 0 0 0 0 0 1 13 0 10 0 100 O. 0 r. 0.0 1 o.g 
30 0 0 0 I') 0 4 ~ 75 In n 100 2.6 4 5.2 8 7.F 
31 0 0 a 0 0 20 20 30 60 Be; 14.7 -1 2.:1 2t1 1"' • (1 

32 1 9 0 100 100 ~ 3 10 112 RI5 95 25.8 (, 11. 0 53 3fi.8 
33 0 0 0 0 0 2 n 5(1 50 50 1. 2 1 O.S:! 3 ?r 
34 0 a 0 0 0 2n2 20 27 1';3 Pf. 105.7 21 15.1 223 120.P 
35 0 0 0 0 a 80 21 16 'i9 80 3').7 c; 0.7 115 3(..4 
36 0 0 0 0 (l 37 17 If\ 57 89 20.4 (- 3.2 4:> 23." 
37 0 0 a 0 0 58 17 33 F2 91 26.1 l.~q S.? 76 :n .3 
38 a (I G 0 0 1'5 J7 26 fi3 77 24.1 7 1.1 7'2 '2 c: • tl 
39 0 0 0 0 0 14 3 7 0 Ion 100 7.5 ? 0.8 ]I': R,d 
40 a a 0 0 0 36 ? q:? ClL en 29.Ll r- 7.1 /\? 36.4 
41 0 0 () 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0.0 2611 ft8.r. 2~? qS.fl 
42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I) 0 () 0.0 3 2.2 3 2.2 
43 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 100 100 JOO I).f, 4 0.9 S 1.5 
44 a 0 0 a 0 3 15 0 67 100 1.5 p 3.0 II tl • 'i 
47 0 () 0 0 0 r. 0 a 0 'J 0.0 7 1.9 7 1. ~ 
48 a 0 a 0 0 2 5 50 100 lOG 2.4 421' 2.1 3. a .d?? ;'45.4 
49 0 0 0 a a 4 17 0 50 100 1.6 3 0.4 7 2.0 
50 0 0 a I) 0 0 0 0 n 0 0.0 1 0.2 1 0.2 
51 a 0 0 n 0 1 9 a 100 100 0.4 n 0.0 1 0.i1 

) 52 a 0 0 0 0 a 0 a 0 0 0.0 8~ R 5.2 pit S 5.2 
53 a 0 (1 0 0 1 54 0 a 0 0.(.) 0 0.('\ 1 0.9 
54 a 0 0 0 0 '50 27 30 54 72 4f.3 -: 2.3 <;, 4P.7 
55 0 () 0 0 0 12 21 a so 75 7.3 1. 0.3 13 7.6 
56 0 () 0 n a ~ 6 7f! 78 lon 5. 2 ] 0.4 10 5..6 
57 0 0 0 0 a 0 a 0 0 0 0.0 l11) n.s no 91. 5 
58 0 (l 0 r '1 7 2 1(1) '10(1 100 ... " ? n.6 (- 1.n .. ., 



------------------( 

,. 
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64 
115 
u6 
67 
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8.3 
2.0 

24.1 
17.2 
35. 2 
61.3 
18.8 
37.6 

O.S 
55.8 
12.6 

5. S 
113.3 
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1.7 
1.8 

23.6 
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Time: 

-
-, -- - - - - - - - - - - - -Hours Spent on Calls Dispatched, 40178 -43078, -J.'Y Reporting District 
,'~ - - - - -
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7216 Hours Spent on Calls Dispatched, 40378 -4307B I 
by Reporting ristrict 

I Day of Week: 
RD ~Aon Tue Wed Thll Fr i Sat Sun Total 
------ ----- I 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 

1 0 0 1 2 
2 0 0 

I 5 0 0 
20 5 16 9 7 5) 5 6 57 
21 2 2 1 3 2 2 12 
22 1 2 1 3 0 7 I 23 4 2 0 3 2 0 11 
24 0 1 2 0 3 7 
25 1 1 0 1 3 

I 26 6 2 4 2 8 8 4 35 
27 2 3 3 1 2 5 7 23 
28 1 0 0 1 2 

I 29 5 1 1 0 1 1 8 
30 8 9 10 2 4 4 11 49 
31 1 6 1 2 2 5 4 21 
32 7 7 4 3 7 2 9 40 I 33 1 2 2 0 4 10 11 30 
34 4 5 2 2 4 10 8 34 
35 0 1 0 0 2 1 4 

I 36 13 0 1 2 0 0 4 21 
37 10 4- 19 1 7 4 7 51 
38 6 7 3 3 4 2 5 29 
39 7 0 1 1 1 0 1 12 I 40 17 9 3 6 23 8 9 76 
41 2 2 6 4 2 1 3 20. 
42 4 7 6 4 6 5 2 34 I 43 2 0 1 3 1 1 8 
44 5 5 1 3 5 5 8 31 
45 1 1 0 1 2 1 0 6 

I 46 1 1 4 3 3 3 2 15 
47 5 3 2 3 6 6 7 31 
48 2 1 4 2 3 12 
49 3 8 6 2 3 2 4 29 I 50 0 3 1 1 3 0 6 14 
51 2 2 3 1 0 1 10 
52 5 3 7 4 5 6 5 37 I 53 0 2 2 
54 1 1 0 1 1 4 9 
55 1 4 0 0 2 7 

I 56 1 0 1 3 2 7 
57 0 0 0 1 1 12 1 16 
Sf! 4 4 6 2 2 5 6 29 
59 4 2 2 1 3 1 4 16 I 60 8 8 4 14 6 6 7 54 
61 3 0 3 2 1 1 1 12 
62 5 2 3 3 4 6 4 27 

I 64 3 3 0 3 1 10 
65 3 2 0 1 3 6 16 
66 10 2 (} 3 3 3 5 31 
67 7 3 7 4 6 16 3 46 I 68 4 2 2 2 3 3 "'I 18 J. 

69 7 3 5 2 7 5 8 37 
70 .8 1 2 3 7 8 3 33 I -----

200 143 154 110 180 174 195 1156 





I 
SIMI VALLEY POLICr. DEPT. I Ta~FFIC CITATION ~CTIVITY 40178 -43078 

BADGF. Parking En forc,,=ment I 
Nur~BFR CITATIONS CITATIONS 
------ --------- --------- I 1 0 4? 

33 0 1 
40 0 1 
50 0 2 I 75 0 2 
80 0 5 
82 0 2 I 84 2 73 
86 19 111 
92 0 68 

I 104 0 20 
105 0 10 
106 1 32 
107 0 14 I 110 0 14 
111 2 17 
112 0 19 I 113 22 44 
114 0 24 
115 1 73 

I 118 0 18 
119 1 10 
120 0 12 
122 24 6 I 123 3 9 
125 0 12 
126 2 11 I 127 0 23 
128 0 23 
129 23 7" 

I 130 3 35 
131 5 . 9 
133 0 12 
134 0 33 I 135 0 5 
136 0 :3 
137 1 18 I 138 0 6 
139 0 15 
140 0 14 
507 0 5 I 515 1 3 
516 0 "") .. 
521 1 0 I --------- ---------

111 . 865 

I 

L I 
_ .... 
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I 
Traffic Citations, 40378 -43078 

I by Time oF' Day 

Day of Week: 

I 
TIME Mon Tue Wed Thu Fr i Sat Sun Total 
------ ---- ---- ---- -----

0 1 2 6 7 1 3 4 24 
1 7 3 7 5 4 1 6 33 

I 2 2 3 2 2 3 6 18 
3 3 2 4 3 1 5 18 
4 1 4 2 2 9 

I 5 3 4 3 2 4 2 1 19 
6 2 2 1 6 1 12 
7 1 2 2 2 4 11 

II 
8 8 1 3 6 7 9 34 
9 7 5 11 6 11 4 8 52 

10 10 4 7 4 14 6 2 47 
11 6 8 8 9 10 7 6 54 

I 12 5 8 10 8 7 3 3 44 
13 6 2 11 15 7 9 6 56 
14 8 2 7 4 9 4 2 36 

II 15 6 3 8 5 10 1 4 37 
16 11 11 3 10 7 5 5 52 
17 14 17 3 5 3 5 7 54 

11 
18 9 10 1 2 3 2 4 31 
19 5 11 14 5 1 3 4 43 
20 5 22 13 2 4 6 4 56 
21 10 20 14 12 5 8 8 77 

1\ 
22 5 10 11 13 4 8 8 59 
23 6 9 9 2 1 8 5 40 

---- _ ..... -- -----

I 
135 159 159 127 120 102 114 916 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

_ _. J • ~, _ -~ -:--'-""_ --'-- -~~ .. ~--------,- iiIiiii8T" '-. . 



I 
Traffic Accidents, 40378 -43078 I by Time Of Day 

Day of v:'ee k : I ----------------------------------------
'1' irne r,'on Tue VIed Thu P'r i Sat Sun 'rota1 
====== ==== ==== ===-::: ==== ==== ==== ---- ::==~= I 0 2 .., 

2 6-'" 1 0 
2 1 2 1 1 5 

I 3 0 
4 0 
5 0 
6 1 1 2 I 7 2 1 1 4 
8 1 2 3 
9 1 1 I 10 1 2 3 

11 1 1 1 .., .... 
12 1 1 1 2 5 

I 13 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 9 
14 1 3 3 3 10 
15 2 2 1 3 2 3 13 
16 1 1 1 3 1 1 8 I 17 1 1 1 3 1 2 9 
18 1 1 2 1 5 
19 2 1 1 1 5 

I 20 ] 1 2 1 1 6 
21 1 2 3 
22 1 2 3 

I 23 1 3 1 2 1 8 
-----

16 18 15 17 15 18 12 111 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 





- - - - - - -- - .... - - - - - - - - - -
I 

I Traffic Accidents, 40178 -73078, by Reporting District 

Time: 
RD 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Total ---- ---- --- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----

0 1 1. 
20 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 10 
23 1 1 1 3 
24 1 1 25 1 1 26 1 1. 1 1 1. 1 6 
27 2 2 
29 1 1 2 
30 1 1 1 1 4 
31 1. 1 1 1 6 
32 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 11 
33 1 1 34 1 1 
35 1 1 2 
37 1. 1 1 3 
39 1 1 
40 3 1 4 
U 1 2 1 1 5 42 1 1 2 
44 1 1 46 1 1 47 1. 1 1 1 5 
48 1 1 
50 1 1 
51 2 1 3 
52 1 1 2 4 
55 ). 1 
57 1 1 1 3 
59 1 1 
60 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 
61 1 1 2 
62 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 8 
64 1 1 
65 1 1 
66 1 1 
67 1 2 1 1 5 
69 2 2 2 6 
70 1 1 2 ---- ---- ---- --- ---- -_._- -_ .... - ---- ---- ----

7 1 6 0 0 0 2 4 3 1 3 4 5 10 10 15 8 9 5 6 6 3 3 8 119 



Traffic Accidents, 40178 -43078 

frimary Propr ty 
Collision Damage 
Factor Fa. tal Inj ury Only 
========= ==1:==== ;:=:::==-== ======= 

22350 12 14 
21(-101 6 7 
22107 2 B 
21804 3 4 
22106 6 
21802 1 4 
21650 3 
22103 1 2 
23101 2 
22100 1 1 
2.1658 2 
21460 2 
23102 1 1 
21755 2 
22450 1 

'" 
21453 1 
22102 1 
21954 1 
21754 1 

OTPER 2 R 
NOT DHIV. 4 3 
UNKNO\'7N 12 ------- ------- -------

0 43 76 

Total 
-------------
~Jumhe r ~. 

=r.::::==== ==:==:: 
26 21. 8 
13 10.9 
10 8.4 

7 5.9 
6 5. 0 
5 4.2 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
2 1.7 
2 1.7 
2 1.7 
2 1.7 
2 1.7 
2 1.7 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 

10 8.4 
7 5.9 

12 10.1 
------- -----

119 100.0 

flit. S 
Pun 
======= 

3 
1 
3 

2 
1 

2 

4 
-------

16 
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CITY OF SIMI VALLEY 
3200 Cochran Street 
Simi Valley, California 93065 

FIR~r CLASS 

PERMIT NO. 20C) 

SIMI V ALLEY, CA 

A 

BUSINESS ~EPLY MAIL No postage stamp necessary if mailed in the United States 

• • 
SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Crime Prevention Unit ---II1II F 

3200 Cochran Street t 

_ 

Simi Valley, California 93065 

• 

LEAVE BLANK 

DR.no. __ _ 

BEATno. __ _ 
NAME _____________________________ ___ N/Cno. ___ _ 

ADDRESS ___ -,------______ , _______ _ RD.no. ___ _ 

TELEPHONE ______________ _ Date ____ _ 

I would like to have a home security check. __ _ 

[ would like a crime prevention information packet 

. [ would be willing to attend a home security meeting .. 

1 would be willing to sponsor a Neighbors Against Burglary meeting. __ _ 
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Simi Valley 
Police Department 

Minimum Building Code 
Security Provisions 

City of Simi Valley Ordinance No. 219 
Adopted July 14, 1975 
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SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Minimum Building Code Security Provisiol1s 
f 

City of Simi Valley Ordinance No. 219 

Adopted July 14,1975 

"UBC 5500 - PURPOSE - To provide spedfications that will enhance building security, provide 
re~ist;l nee to unlawful entry into buildings which will help prevent financial loss to members of this community and 
estahlish cril1le prevention through building security, pursuant to S14051 of the California Penal Code. 

"UBC 5501 - RULES - The Building Official may require the owner, at his own expense, to cause such 
tests as required by these regulations, be performed to show proof of compliance with these regulations. 

Enforcement of these regulations shall be with the full cooperation and assistance, as necessary, of the 
Police Chief and Fire Chief. 

"UBC 5502 - EXCEPTIONS - No portion of these regulations shall supersede any local, state or Federal 
laws, regulations or codes relating to life safety. . 

"UBC 5503 - DEF!NITIONS - For the purpose of this Chapter, certain terms are defined, as follows: 

(a) 'BUILDING OFFICIAL' means the Building Inspector of the City; 
(b) 'CY LINDER GUARD' is a hardened ring surrounding the exposed portion of the lock cylinder or 

othl'r device which is so fastened as to protect the cylinder from wrenching, prying, cutting or pulling by attack topis. 
(c) 'DEADLATC!-l' is a latch in which the latch bolt is positively held in the projected position by guard

bolt. plunger or auxiliary mechanism. 
(d) '[NSERT' is a hardened steel roller inside unhardened bolts to prevent bolt cutting or sawing with 

COlli mOil tools. 
(c) 'DEADBOLT' is a bolt which has no automatic spring action and operates by a key cylinder, thumb-

turll or lever. 
(f) 'COMMERCIAL BUILDING' is any building used by any persoll for the purpose of conducting, 

rna naging or carrying on any business. Storage of any merchandise, household goods or products shall be included as a 
business. " 

"UBC 5504 - ALL OCCUPANCIES -. DOORS AND OPENINGS . 
(a) Door jambs for all exterior doors and doors opening directly from garage to house shall be installed 

in a manner that no voids exist between jambs and opening framing for a vertical distance of twenty-four (24) inches 
each side of door lock. 

There shall be solid blocking at door lock heighth for a minimum of three (3) stud spaces each side 
of opening. Trimmers shall be full length from the header to the floor with solid backing against sole plates. Inswinging 
doors shall require rabbeted door jambs. 

(b) Wood screws for fastening striker plates shall be of sufficient length to penetrate a minimum of one 
(1) inch into solid backing beyond door jambs. . 

(c) All work shall be done in a workmanlike manner so the performance of the locking devices will meet 
the intended anti-burglary requirements. 

(d) All exterior sliding glass doors and windows shall be equipped with an auxiliary PIN TYPE locking 
device which will keep the sliding panel of the door or window from being opened from the outside until the removal of 
the pin from its secured position from the interior of the building." 

"UBC 5505 - COMMERCIAL BUILDING SECURITY PROVISIONS 

(a) MINIMUM STANDARDS: 
(1) All exterior doors shall be secured as follows: 

. a. A single door shall be secured with either a double cylinder deadbolt or a single cylinder 
deadboit without a turnpiece with a minimum throw of one (1) inch. A hook or expanding bolt may havc a throw of 
three-fourths (74) inch. Any deadboit must contain an insert of hardened material to repel attempts at cutting through 
the bolt and must have a minimum of 50,000 possible key changes or locking combinations. >I< 

>I< Exception: Nothing in the following section (a) shall supersede Sections 3315d., 3316a. 
(Calif. Adm. Code Title 19), 3317j, 3318£, of the Uniform Building Code. 



b. All exterior doors shall be numbered with the establishment's address, using numbers 
not less than two (2) inches high on a contrasting background. 

c. All swinging required exit doors shall be capable of being secured by a mechanism 
equal in strength to automatic flush bolts (at the top and bottom of the door panel), when the bolt has a 5/8" 
throw protruding into the holding device receiving the projected bolt. Any alternate locking device shall meet the 
approval of the city building official, fire and police chiefs. 

d. On pairs of doors, \lilt reljuired exits by this codu, till' active leaf shall be secured with 
the type of lock required for single doors in "a" ahove. The inactive leaf shall be equipped with flush bolts, protected 
by hardened material with a minimum throw of 5/8" at ht·ad and foot. Multiple point locks, cylinder activated from 
the active leaf and which satisfy (1) a. and b. abow may he used ill lieu of flush bolts. 

e. Cylinders shall be so desi!-(l1l·d or protected tlla t they cannot be gripped hy pliers or o~her 
wrenching devices. 

f. Exterior sliding commerciall'ntrancesshall be secured as in (a., h. and d.) above with 
special attention given to safety regulations. 

g. Rolling overhead dours, solid overhead swinging, sliding or .lccordion garage-type doors 
shall be secured with a cylinder lock or a padlock on the inside when not otherwise controlled or locked by electric 
power operation. If a padlock is used, it shall be of hardened steel shackle, with a mi\limum of five pin tumb ler 
operation with nonremovable key when it is in an unlocked position. 

h. Metal accordion grate or grill typ., doors shaH be equipped with metal glide track, top and 
bottom, and a cylinder lock and/or padlock with hardened steel shackle and minimum five pin tumbler operation with 
nonremovable key when in an unlocked position. 

i. Outside hinges on all exterior doors shall be provided with nonremovable pins or hinges 
of the interlocking stud-type when usfug pin-type hinges. 

be secured as follows: 
j. Doors with glass panels and doors that have glass pands adjacent to the door frame shall 

1. Rated burglary-resistant glass or glass-like material, or 
2. The glass shall be covered with iron bars of at least one-half (!l2) inch round or one 
inch by one-fourth (I" x !,4") flat steel material mortized, spaced not more than five (5) 
inches apa rt, secured on the inside of the glaz;ing, or 
3. Iron or steel grills of a t least one-eighth (1/8) inch material of two (2) inch mesh 
secured 01\ the insicit- of the glazing. 

k. Inswinging doors shall have rabbetted jambs. 
\. Wllod doors, lIOt of solid core construction, or with pa nels therein, less than one and 

three-eighths (1-3/8) inch thick, shall be covt'rcd 011 the inside with at least sixteen (16) gauge sheet 3teel or its 
equivalent attached with 'screws Oil minimum six (h) inch centers. 

m. Jambs for all doors shall be so constructed or protectt·d so as to prevent violation of the 
function of the strike. 

n. All exterior doors shall havr- a minimum of 60 watt bulb over the outside of the door. 
Such bulb shall be protected with a vapour cover or cover of equal breaking resistant material. 

(2) Alternatives: Nothing contained in this Chapter shall be deemed to prohibit the use of alternate 
materials, devices or measures when such alternate provisions are deemed by the Building Official as providing equivalent 
security. 

(b) GLASS WINDOWS: 
(1) Accessible rear and side windows not viewable from the street shall consist of rated burglary 

resistant glass or glass-like material. * 
* Exception: Window openings required by the BUilding Code for access by the Fire Department 

shall be protected by a material approved by the Fire Department. Protection of these window 
openings should be by glass which may be broken without unnecessary delay and the use of 
specialized equipment. 

(2) If the accessible side or rear window is of the openable type, it shall be secured on the inside with 
a locking device capable of withstanding a force of three hundred pounds. 

(c) ACCESSIBLE TRANSOMS: 

All exterior transoms exceeding eight (8) inches by twelve (12) inches 011 the side and rear of any 
building Q,r premises used for bll~iness purposes shull be protected by one of the following: 

(1) Rated burglary-resistant gbss or glass-like material, or 
(2) Outside iron bars of at least one-half (Yl) inch round or one inch by one-fourth (1 x !4) inch 

flat steel material, spaced no more than five (5) inches apart, or 
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inch mesh. 
(3) Outside iron or steel grilles of at least one-eighth (1/8) inch material but not more than two 

(4) The window barrier shall be secured with rounded head flush bolts on the outside. 

(d) ROOF OPENINGS. 
(1) All glass skylights on the roof of any building or premises used for business purposes shall be 

pwvided with: 
a. R:I ted burglary resistant glass or glass-like ma terhllmceting building code requirements, (lr 
b. [ron bars of at least one-half (Y2) inch round or one inch by one-fourth inlch (1" x \4") flat 

steel material under t'lle skylight and securely fastened, or 
c. A steel grill of at least one-eighth (1/8) inch material of two (2) inch mesh under the 

skylight and securely fastened. 
(2) All hatchway openings 011 the roof of any building or premises used for business purposes shall 

be secured as follows: 
a. If the hatchway is of wooden material; it shall be covered on the inside with at least 16 

gauge sheet steel or its equivalent attached with screws. 
b. The hatchway to be secured from the inside with a slide bar or slide bolts, The use of 

crossbar or padlock must be approved by the Fire Marshall. 
c. Outside hinges on all hatchway openings shall be provided with non-removable pins when 

using pin-type hinges. 
(3) All air duct or air vent openings exceeding eight (8) inches by twelve (12) inches on the roof or 

exterior walls of any building or premises used for business purposes shall be secured by covering the same with either 
of the following: 

a. Iron bars of at least one-half (Yz) inch round or one by one-fourth (1 x ~) inch flat steel 
material, spaced no more than five (5) inches apart and securely fastened, or 

b. A steel grill of at least one-eighth (1/8) inch material of two (2) inch mesh and securely 
fasll'ned. 

c. If I he barrier is on the outside, it shall be secured with rounded head flush bolts on the 
outside. 

(4) Ladders. Any ladder excluding fire escapes, located on the exterior of any building which could 
provide ;lccess to the ,:oof shall be protected from such access by a continuous piece of wood or metal covering the rungs. 
The wood or metal shall be locked with a padlock and hasp. The padlock shall have a minimum of five (5) pin tumblers, 
be of casehardened steel, and lock at heel and toe. The folding portion of the hasp when in the locked position shall 
cover exposed screws, or be of the nonremovable type. Hinges used on the covering shall be of a nonremovable type. 
The wood or metal ba rrier shall he a minimum of eigh t (8) feet continuous covering of not less than one-half (%) inch 
thic.:k ness and located four (4) feet from ground level or be secured in a manner apprc)ved by the Building Official. 

(5) Perimeter walls, fences, trash storage areas, etc., shall be built as not to give access to the roof, 
i.e. height, and nearness to building. 

(e) SPECIAL SECURITY MEASURES 

(1) Safes. Commercial establishments having one thousand dollats ($1 ,000) or more, in cash, on 
the premises after closing hours shall lock the money in a Class "E" safe after closing hours. 

(2) Office Buildings (Multiple Occupancy). All entrance doors to individual office suites shall have 
a deadbolt lock with a minimum one (1) inch throw bolt which can be opened from the inside. 

(f) INTRUSION DETECTION DEVICES. 
(1) If it is determined by the enforcing authority of this Chapter that the security measures and 

locking devices described in this Chapter do not adequately secure the building, he may require the installation and 
maintenance of an intrusion detection device (Burglar Alarm System). 

(2) Establishmentr having specific type inventories shall be protected by the following type alarm 
service: 

a. Silent Alarm - Central Station - Supervised Service. 
1. Jewelry store - Manufacturing, wholesale and retail. 
2. Guns and ammunition. 
3. Wholesale liquor. 
4. Wholesale tobacco. 
5. Wholesale drugs. 
6. Fur stores 



b. Silent Alarm. 
1. Liquor stores. 
2. Pawn shops. 
3. Electronic equipment, including musical instrument stores. 
4. Wig stores. 
5. Clothing (new). 
6. Coins and sta mps. 
7. Industrial tool supply houses. 
8. Ca llIera stores. 
9. Precious metal storage facility. 
10. Drug stores. 

c. Local Alarm (Bell outside premises). 
1. Antique dealers. 
2. Art galleries. 
3. Service stations. 

(g) Establishments which are separate building units and arc not part of a major complex or inter
connecting building shall be protected with exterior perimeter lighting. 

(1) Buildings used for public purposes shall have parking lots sufficiently lighted for easy observation 
of parked vehicles from main passage ways when such public use is during dark hours. 

(2) Buildings including those used for public purposes shall utilize lighting which will provide sufficient 
light for observation at any area where the building can be attacked and entry made (exterior doors, etc.). 

(3) Lighting methods and locations shall be so designed to accommodate building esthetics. 

"UBC 5506 - RESIDENTIAL SECURITY PROVISIONS: 
(a) PURPOSE: The purpose of this section is to set forth minimum standards of construction for resistance 

to unlawful entl;y to residentia.1 structures. 
(b ) ALTERNATIVES: Nothing contained in these specifications shall be deemed to prohibit the use of 

alternate materials, devices or measures when such alternate provisions are deemed by the Building Official as providing 
equivalent security. 

(c) Tests: 
(1) Sliding glass doors. Panels shall be closed and locked. 

Tests shall be performed in the following order: 
a. TEST A. With the panels in the normal position, a concentrated load of three hundred (300) 

pounds shall be applied separately to each verticle pull stile incorporating a locking device at a point on the stile within six 
(6) inches of the locking device, in the direction parallel to the plane of glass that would tend to open the door. 

b. TEST B. Repeat Test A while simultaneously adding a concentrated load of one hundred and 
fifty (150) pounds to the same area of the same stile in a direction perpendicular to the plane of glass toward the interior 
side of the door. 

c. TEST C. Repeat Test B with one hundred and fifty (150) pound force in the reversed 
direction towards the exterior side of the door. 

d. TEST D, E AND F. Repeat Tests A, Band C with the movable panel lifted upwards to its 
full limit within the confines of the door frame. 

(2) Sliding glass windows. Sash shall be closed and locked. 
Test shaH be performed in the following order: 
a. TEST A. With the sliding sash in the normal position, a concentrated load of one hundred 

and fifty (150) pounds shall be applied separately to each sash members within six (6) inches of the locking device, in the 
direction parallel to the plane of glass that would tend to open the window. 

b. TEST B. Repeat Test A while simultaneously adding a concentrated load of seventy-five (75) 
pounds to the same area of the sash member in the direction perpendicular to the plane of glass toward the interior side of 
the window. 

c. TEST C. Repeat Test B with the seventy-five (75) puund force in the reversed direction 
towards the exterior side of the window. 

d.. TEST D, E AND F. Repeat Tests A, Band C with the movable sash lifted upwards to its filII 
limit within the confines of the window frame. 

(3) Testing Agency. All tests shall be performed by an approved independent testing agency. Written 
reports shall be submitted to the Building Official. 

(d) Doors - General: 
(1) All dwelling unit entrance doors shall also be equipped with a viewing device Idcated so as to 

enable a person on the inside of the entrance door to view a person immediately. A door fanning a part of thl! enclosure of 
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a dwelling unit shall be of solid core construction installed and secured as set forth in paragraphs (e), (f), and (g), 
when such door is accessible from a street, highway, yard, court, passageway, corridor, balcony, patio, breezeway, 
private garage, portion of the building which is available for use by the public or other tenants, or similar area. A 
door enclosing a private garage with an interior opening leading directly to a dwelling unit shall also comply with 
said paragraphs (e), (f), and (g). 

(e) DOORS - SWING DOORS: 
(1) A single swing door, the active leaf of a pair of doors and the bottom leaf of dutch doors shall 

be equipped with a deadbolt with a minimum throw of one (1) inch and a deadlocking latch. Deadbolts shall contain 
hardened inserts, or equivalent, so as to repel cutting tool attack. The lock or locks shall be key operated from the 
exterior side of the door and engaged or disengaged from the interior side of the door by a device not requiring a key 
or special knowledge or effort, with at least 25,000 key changes or locking combinations. 

(2) Flushbolts with a minimum throw of five-eighths (5/8) inch shall be provided at the head and 
foot (floor and ceiling) of the inactive leaf of double doors and at the top and bottom of the upper leaf of dutch doors. 

(3) Door stops on wooden jambs for in-swing doors shall be of one (1) piece construction with the 
jamb or joined by a rabbet. 

(4) Nonremovable pins or interlocking stud type hinges shall be used in pin-type hinges which are 
accessible from the outside when the door is closed. 

(5) Cylinder guards shall be installed on all mortise or rim-type cylinder locks installed whenever 
the cylinder projects beyond the face of the door or is otherwise accessible to gripping tools. 

(f) DOORS - SLIDING GLASS: 
(~) Sliding glass doors shall be equipped with locking devices and shall be so installed that, when 

subject to tests specified in paragraph (c), they remain intact and engaged. Movable panels shall not be rendered easily 
cpenable or removable from the frame during or after tht:; tests. 

(2) Cylinder guards shall be installed on all mortise or rim-type clylinder locks which project 
beyond the face of the door or is otherwise accessible to gripping tools. 

(g) DOORS - OVERHEAD AND SLIDING: 
(1) Metal or wooden overhead and sliding doors shall be seoured with a cylinder lock, padlock with 

a hardened steel shackle, metal slide bar, bolt or eq uivalent on the inside when not otherwise locked by electric power 
operation. In the event that this type door provides the only entrance to a garage, the cylinder lock or padlock may be 
on the outside. 

(2) Cylinder guards shall be installed on ail mortise or rim-type cylinder locks which project beyond 
the face of the door or is otherwise accessible to gripping tools. 

(h) WINDOWS - GENERAL: 
A window, skylight or other light forming a part of the enclosure of a dwelling unit shall be constructed, 

installed and secured as set forth in paragraphs (i) and 0), when such window, skylight or light is not more than twelve (12) 
feet above the grade of a Bt~e'et, highway, yard, court, patio, breezeway, private garage, portion of the building which is 
available for use by the public or other tenants, or similar area. A window enclosing a private garage with an interior 
opening leading directly to a dwelling unit shall also comply with said paragraphs (i) and 0). 

(i) WINDOWS - LOCKING DEVICES: 
(1) Sliding glass windows shall be provided with substantial locking devices that, when subjected to the 

tests fpecified in Paragraph (c) remain intact and engaged. 
(2) Movable panels shall not be rendered easily openable or removable from the frame during or after 

the tests. 
(3) Other openable windows shall be provided with substantial locking devices which the Building 

Official finds render the building as secure as the devices required by this section. 
(4) Louvered windows, shall not be permitted. 
(5) Open parking lots (including lots having carports) providing more than ten (10) parking spaces 

shall be provided with a maintained minimum of three (3) foot candles of light on the parking surface during hours of 
darkness. 

0) NEW TENANCY. 
The owner of a multiple dwelling unit or a rental single family dwelling unit, shall change the unit's 

door lock to have at least 25,000 possible key changes or locking combinations whenever there is a change in tenancy. 

.. 
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SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT - CRIME PREVENTION 

HOME SECURITY CHECK·LIST 
NAME 

STREET ____________________________________ PHONE _________________ _ 

CITY ________________ STATE ________ ZIP ____ R.D. ______ _ 

S - Satisfactory U - Unsatisfactory Circle the appropriate condition below. 

BUILDING TYPE: Residence Apartment _______ Other ______ _ 

DOORS RECOMMENDA TlONS 

o MAIN ENTRANCE S U 

o SIDE DOOR S U 

[] BACK DOOR S U 

o .BASEMENT DOOR S U 

[] OTHER DOOR ( ) S U 

[] OTHER DOOR ( ) S U 

o SLIDING DOOR (INSIDE) S U 

[] SLIDING DOOR (OUTSIDE) S U 

WINDOWS 

[] DOUBLE HUNG S U 

[] SLIDING S U 

[] CASEMENT S U 

[] LOUVER S U 

[] OTHER( ) S U 

[] LIGHTING S U 

[] SHRUBBERY S U 

[] ALARM SYSTEM YES NO 

[J VALUABLE PROPERTY 
RECORD LIST COMPLETED YES NO 

MISC. OPENING ( ) 

MISC. OPENING ( ) 

REMARKS: __ ---------------------------------------------------

I INSPECTED BY _____________ _ DATE _____ N/C __ _ PD ___ -
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HISTORY OF CRIME PREVENTION 

I GREAT BRITIAN AND THE ORIGINS OF CURRENT LAW ENFORCEMENT 

A. In 1655 Oliver Cromwell attempted to organize a body of Professional 
Police. After being met by strong opposition from the citizenry he 
had to abandon the idea. 

B. King Charles II in the early 1700's introduced a system of 1000 
Watchmen called "Charl ies" who were payed a maximum of one shill ing 
a night. 

. 1. Low pay encouraged the hiring of those least able to perform the 
duties of the job. 

2. Usefullness was limited to crying out the hour. 

C. Thomas de Veils' organized his "Thief Takers" and "Informers" in 
1729. 

1. The purpose of these two groups was to prevent crimes from occurring 
and to detect the criminal after the fact. 

2. The "Thief Taker" was paid only upon conviction of the offender. 

a. Often the thief taker would plant evidence in order to 
supplement his income. 

b. They tended to ignore organized criminals out of fear of 
reprisals. 

D. Henry Fielding is recognized as having the greatest influence in the 
current trent toward crime prevention. 

1. Fielding was appointed as a magistrate at Bow Street, London in 
1748. 

a. He immediately identified two goals. 

1. Stamp out eXisting crime. 
2. Prevent the outbreak of crime in the future. 

b. To atain these goals he worked to achieve the following 
objectives. 

1. The development of a strong police force. 
2. The organization of an active group of citizens. 
3. The initiation of action which would serve to remove 

some of the causes of crime and the conditions in which 
it flourished. 

C. These three objectives remain as the basic principles of Crime Prevention. 

1. In 1750 Fielding chose six constables of good character and proven 
ability who became known as the "Bow Street Runners". 

-1-
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2. In 1751 Fielding published liThe Public Advertiser" for Crime 
Prevention Publicity. Included was a list of stolen property so that 
it might be recovered. 

3. In that same year Fielding responded to an increasing crime rate by 
putting his Bow Street RUnners on twenty-four hour call to investigate 
crime and to prevent frauds and felonies. 

.... 

E. During 1829 the English Parliament passed the "Metropolitan Police Act" 
which has served as the foundation of modern police work. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

1. The importance of Crime Prevention even then is shown by this quote I 
from an Officers Instruction Manual: 

''It should be understood, at the outset, that the principle objective 
to be achieved is the prevention of crime. To this great end, every 
effort of the Police is to be directed to the security of person and 
property, the preservation of public tranquility, and all of the other 
objectives of a police establishment, will thus be better affected by 
the detection and punishment of the offender after he has succeeded 
in committing the crime ... " 

F. With the funding from insurance companies Crime Prevention was introduced 
nationally by the British National Campaign of 1950. 

1. Formalized Crime Prevention training began in Britian in 1963. 

G. From the British experience we have adopted the following simple definition 
of Crime Prevention: 

liThe anticipation, the recognition, and the appraisal of a crime risk 
and the initiation of action to remove or reduce it. 

1. Current Crime Prevention trends in Simi Valley. 

a. City of Simi Valley ordinance No. 219 (Simi Valley Police Department 
minimum building code security provisions). 

b. Environmental Design. 

1. An Officer meets with the Development Advisory Board to 
make security recommendations to builders. 

2. An Officer also meets with the Pla-ning Commission to make 
recommendations to prevent crimes and to reduce calls for 
service. 

c. Neighbors Against Burglary. 

1. LEAA funded patrol emphasis program. 

-2-
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I. PROBLEM 

SIMI VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME PREVENTION GRANT 

A. Officer/citizen ratio .7/1000 

B. Male population (15-20 years) up 25% during 1975-1977 
C. Burglary ratio - victim/non-victim in 1975 

1. Simi - 1:20 
2. Thousand Oaks - 1:44 

D. Burglary arrests - 75+% under 18 years 
E. Burglary requires: 

1. Des i re 
2. Abil ity 
3. Opportunity 

a. Juvenile burglaries usually by opportunity rather 
than professionally planned 

b. Cutdown opportunity by improving security 
F. Increase in patrol not economical (for reducing burglaries 45%) 

II. PURPOSE OF GRANT 

Reduce residential burglaries A. 
(1.1) 1. Increase capability to place manpower in more effective 

position to prevent burglaries and/or make arrests 
a. By implementing Crime Analysis Unit 
b. Reduce response time 

(1.2) 2. Cotirdinate efforts of Crime Prevention Unit and Crim~ 
Analysis Unit to assist patrol force 
a. (Refer Table 6) 

(1.3) 3. Increase quality of decisions made regarding allocation 
of department resources, especially regarding patl"ol 

(1.4) 4. Community must accept crime as a community problem 
and make and implement plans for a solution 
a. Via Neighborhood Councils 
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(1.5) 5. Train Neighborhood Council members and Simi Valley Police 
Officers in crime prevention techniques 

(1. 6) 

a. Crime Prevention Officers to attend Crime Prevention 
Institute and then train others in Simi Valley Police 
Department and in Neighborhood Council Program. 

6. Reduce burglaries by 10% against the burglary trend-line 
for 1972-1975 (Refer table 4) projections by the end of 
1977 . 

a. Via community support, since we have a .7/1000 Officer/ 
citizen ratio. To be accomplished through public in
formation, support from Mayor, Councilmen, and City 
Manager. 

(1.7) 7. To reduce departmental, juvenile court, and adult court 
prosecutor rejection of burglary cases by 20% using 1975 
data as baseline 
a. Increase quality of arrests, and reduce tension be

tween Police and the Prosecutor's Office. Simi Valley 
Police Department will begin a review of burglary cases 
before they are presented to the Prosecutor1s Office. 
This is to be developed jointly by the Admin"jstration 
and NAB Project staff, and the Deputy D.A. assigned to 
Simi Valley Police Department by the Crime Specific 
Project. Also, roll-call training assistance will be 
sought from Dr. Peter Greenwood, Director of the Rand 
Study of Detective Services. 

(1.8) 8. Increase conviction rate of burglary cases, by 18%, by the 
end of 1977 
a. Partially due to #7 above. Also, the Crime Prevention 

Sergeant will act as liaison with the D.A.ls Office and 
the courts. The Sergeant will attend the prosecution 
of burglary cases, observe Officers l testimony- in bur
glary cases, and report his observations to the Admin
istration. His observations will affect training, pro
cedures, and policy. 

(1.12) 9.To reduce the incidence of involvement of youth in burglary 
by 10% against the trend-line projections 
a. 82% of burglary arrests in Simi involved juveniles, 

who for the most part, took advantage of easy opportuni
ties to commit burglary. Motivation and opportunity 
need to be reduced. Crime Prevention Officr:s to meet 
with Youth Council and other juveniles regarding meth
ods of reducing burglary. Also resident involvement 
and target hardening will help. 
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(1.13) 10. Improve interface between Youth Services and burglary in
vestigators and the qcneralist patrol officer. 
a. Crime analysis information developed by patrol per

sonnel will become immediately available to investi
gators. The reverse information flow will also be 
maintained. 

(1.14) 11. Decrease unreported burglary 
a. By Public Awareness Campaign, indicating our desire 

to receive all burglary reports. 
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HOME SECURITY SURVEY 

I BENEFITS OF THE HOME SECURITY SURVEY ARE TWO FOLD 
A Hardening of the Burglars' Target 

1. Reduces the number of Burglary Reports taken by the Patrol 
Officer. 
a. Provides time for added follow up on Reports that are 

taken. 
2. Indicates to the Burglary Victim that the Officer as well as 

the Department are concerned. 
a. Victimization Study of Household Burglaries in the City 

of Simi Valley. 
1. Degree of Victim Satisfaction with the Police 

Effort: 
VERY SATISFIED 18.6% 
SATISFIED 46.5% 
DISSATISFIED 27.9% 
VERY DISSATISFIED 7.0% 

2. Included in the Reasons for thi Victims Satisfac
tion with the Police Effort were that the Officers 
were thorough, considerate, and sympathetic. 

3. Those Victims who were dissatisfied gave reasons 
such as a lack of follow up, a lack of concern or 
the delay in showing up. 

4. Satisfaction or dissatisfaction hinged on the Personal 
Relationship the officer established at the time, 
rather than whether he/she was successful in catching 
the burglar. 

II TWO AREAS OF CONCERN IN THE HOME SECURITY SURVEY 

A Exterior 
1. The Security Survey should begin at the front door and move 

clockwise around the house. 
a. Shrubbery which would allow a Burglar to remain hidden 

while he attacks a door or window should be trimmed back. 
1. There should be no shrubbery higher than 3 feet, or 

no trees with foliage below 4 feet. 
b. Exterior lighting is recommended. 
c. Overhead garage doors should be secured with a hasp at 

each side. 
1. The padlocks used should consist of a five pin 

tumbler and a 3/8 11 case hardened steel shackle that 
locks heal and toe. 

d. Exterior pedestrian garage doors should be of a solid 
core construction. 
1. A dead bolt with a 111 throw should be mounteJ on 

the door. 
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B Interior 
1. Again the Security Survey should begin at the front door and 

move clockwise. 
a. The front door as well as any doors that lead into the 

backyard or garage should be of a solid core construction. 
1. The doors should be secured with an auxillary single 

cylinder dead bolt lock having a 111 throw. 
b. Sliding glass windows should be secured by drilling a 

hole through the aluminum frame into the frame of the 
moving half of the window while it is closed. A nail 
or bolt placed in the hole will prevent the window from 
bein~ lifted from its track or opened. 

c. Louvered windows are difficult to secure and easily opened. 
1. They should be rep,laced with a solid piece of glass. 

d. Interior lights should be left on at night when no one 
is home. 
1. Lights and r~dios attached to timers should be used 

while the family is on vacation. 
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CITY OF SIMI 
3200 COCHRAN STREET 
SIMI VALLEY, CALIF. 93065 
(805) 522-1333 

VALLEY Community Sa~ety 
Agency Director 

WI.LlIAM T. CARPENTER MAVOR • GINGER GHERARDI MAYOR PRO TEM • DAVID REES COUNCILMAN • HOWARD G MAROHN COUNCILMAN. JAMES S'""TH (;Cl."::;!.','AN 

September 7, 1977 

Mr. Robert O. Heck 
National Program Nanager 
Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 
633 Indiana Avenue, North West 
Room 1159 
Washington, D.C. 20531 

Dea r r'!r. Heck: 

The follmling is the Simi Valley Police Department's 
request for a revision of its LEAAIICAP Crime Preventior:l
Crime Analysis grant, Project #76-DF-09-0053. There are 
three areas of concern: 

t. Extension of the current program from the expiration 
date of 9/30/77 to 11/30/77. 

2. The deletion of objectives we will not be able to meet 
due to the cancellation of a county project upon which 
these objectives were dependant and related. 

3. The necessary budget revisions that must accommodate 
the extension of our program. 

As you are aware from previous conversations with Jim 
Gilley there were several factors which caused a delay in 
the start of our program. We received notification of the 
grant award in mid-October. During this period our agency was 
experiencing a major manpower shortage. It was our belief 
that rather than jeopardize the success of the grant by 
depleting the already lean patrol division, that it would 
be better to delay the start of the program until such time 
that the patrol division could sustain the manpower loss. 
Once the manpower shortJge was alleviated the program began. 
Unfortunately this did not occur until the first part of 
January 1977., 
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Mr. Robert O. Heck 
September 7, 1977 

Rea1izing we would not be able to 
until-d later date. this time was used 
office space and to accomplish several 
site visitations by the grant staff. 

utilize this manpower 
to set up the necessary 
technology transfer 

,.Secondly there are several objectives listed in the original 
grant application which were predicated upon a Crime Specific 
progra:n thai: vias to be operated by Ventura County, This 
program never materialized, thus the following objectives 
could not be achieved. 

1. OBJECTIVE 1.9: To integrat~' t' .., burglary prelfention-
arrest-prosecution services ~ Ventura Region as 
a demonstration project. 

2. OBJECTIVE 1.11: To increase tne burglary clearance 
rate by 5~~ by impl ementing the Rand Study recorrmendations 
with respect to the collection and use of physical and 
fingerprint evidence. 

3. OBJECTIVE 1.7: To reduce departmental, juvenile court, 
and adult court prosecutor rejection of burglary cases 
by 20~ using 1975 as a baseline. 

The last area of concern is the'budgetary revision necessary 
to complete the extension of our first year grant per~Jd. 
Attached is the revised budget. If you will note all costs 
att~ndent to office space (trailer and allied services) have been 
transferred to the Operating Supplies Categot'y, since our State 
Planning Agency has expressed a desire that we track such expenses 
this way. _ 

If there are any questions regarding any of the information 
contained above, please feel free to contact me at any time. 

DER/cr 
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Sincerely yours, 

Donald E. Rush, Dire ~or 
Community Safety Agency 
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