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a message from the Atiorney General . . .

Since 1952, this Department has published information on crime and delinquency in California.
These reports have been possible because of the cooperation and quality of reporting by California’s
criminal justice agencies.

This year’s Crime and Delinguency in California reveals the continuing downward trend in the
crime rate, down 3.3 percent from 1983, Burglary, which accounts for more than half of the
California Crime Index, showed the largest decrease of all crimes reported (5.3 percent). The
volume of this offense strongly influences the Crime Index rate. However, two offenses, willful
homicide and aggravated assault, went against the overall trend and registered slight increases
(1.0 and 1.7 percent, respectively).

In March of this year, iny office and the University of California, Los Angeles, sponsored Crime
Conference 85, which explored the issue of declining crime rates. In attendance were the mo:t
prominent criminologists in the United States. In general, the group concluded that, despite the
short-term downtrend, crime is still intolerably high: is currently measured in too narrow a fashion;
and despite the apparent impact of incapacitation and decline in the crime-prone youth population,
the 90s could produce increasing crime rates due to the “echo’ boom, i.e., an increase in the
teenage population, the sons and daughters of the ““baby-boomers.”” The conference revealed the
divergent views on the issue of crime and its deterrence and provided a number of areas worthy of
further examination and focus.

Generally, arrests have been stable over the past years, with one notable exception, drug law violation
arrests. To a great extent, this increase in arrests for drug law violations is a result of the combined
efforts of local, state, and federal law enforcement agencies directed against drug producers and
sellers,

Of the dispositions reported in 1984 for adult felony arrestees, 57.2 percent were convictions.
Although this is a slight increase over the previous year, the conviction rate has remained relatively
stable over the years the data have been collected. Burglary had the highest conviction rate and drug
law violations had the lowest conviction rate of the eight major felony arrest offenses.

This year, with reference to criminal justice agency “‘actual’ expenditures, we looked at inflation-
adjusted expenditures. From Fiscal Year 1982/83 to 1983/84, there was a 9.8 percent increase in
dollar expenditures and a 3.3 percent increase in inflation-adjusted expenditures.
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The role of the Bureau of Criminal Statistics is:

® To collect, analyze, and report statistical data which provide valid measures

of crime and the criminal justice process;

® To examine these data on an ongoing basis to better describe crime and the

criminal justice system;

® To promote the responsible presentation and use of crime statistics.
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INTRODUCTION

Crime and Delinquency in California is an
annual publication of the Bureau of Criminal
Statistics mandated by Penal Code Sections
13010 and 13012. It is a descriptive report
containing information on the nature and
extent of crime and delinquency in California
and describes the manner in which criminal
justice is administered in the state.

The information presented in this report is
based largely upon data compiled from
reports submitted to the Bureau on a regular
basis by state and local criminal justice
agencies. The major sections of the report are:

. Crimes

. Arrests

Bl Adult Felo ny Arrest Dispositions
B Adult Corrections

- Juvenile Justice System

B8 Criminal Justice Agency Expenditures and
Personnel

M Citizens’ Complaints Against Peace Officers
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This logo, which appears in the report,
g will alert the reader to featured
analyses or items of special interest.

The Appendix contains a glossary of criminal
justice terms, known data limitations, and
arrest offense codes.

In addition to this report, the Criminal Justice
Profile series, a supplement to this publica-
tion, is published annually in late October.
Individual reports are prepared for the state
and each of the 58 counties. They contain
ten-year trend data for the state and individual
counties as well as annual county and juris-
dictional data for the report year. Criminal
justice data collected by the Bureau not
provided in either this report or the Profile
series may be obtained on a special request
basis by contacting the Bureau of Criminal
Statistics and Special Services, Special
Requests Section, P. O. Box 13427,
Sacramento, CA 95813.




Crimes
From 1983 to 1984,

B The California Crime Index offenses
decreased 3.3 percent in rate per 100,000
population. This is the fourth consecutive
year that the crime rate has decreased.

Violent crimes decreased 1.2 percent in
rate.

B Willful homicide and aggravated assault
were the only crimes to show an increase,
1.0 and 1.7 percent, respectively.

B Property crimes decreased 4.0 percent in
rate.

B Burglary crimes had the largest decrease,
5.3 percent,

Arrests
From 1983 to 1984,
B Total arrests increased .6 percent in rate

per 100,000 population. The arrest rate
has remained relatively stable since 1981,

B Felony arrests increased 1.7 percent in rate.

Misdemeanor arrests showed no change in
rate.

B Juvenile status offense arrests increased
20.3 percent in rate, the first increase since
1974,

Adult Felony
Arrest Dispositions

In 1984,

Of 210,398 adult felony arrest dispositions
reported:

B Releases accounted for 26.5 percent.

B Dismissals and acquittals accounted for
16.4 percent,

B Convictions accounted for 57.2 percent.

HIGHLIGHTS

Adult Corrections
From 1983 to 1984,

B The total number of adults under super-
vision increased 12.4 percent.

M The number of adults under state super-
vision increased 14.3 percent.

M The number of adults under local super-
vision increased 11.9 percent.

Juvenile Justice System
From 1983 to 1984,

W The number of new referrals to probation
departments decreased 2.9 percent. There
has been a decrease each year since 1979,

B The number of juveniles on caseload status
increased 6.2 percent.

B The number ofjuveniles in county probation
detention facilities increased 9.4 percent.

Criminal Justice Agency
Expenditures and Personnel
From 1983 to 1984,

B Total criminal justice agency ‘‘actual”
expenditures reported increased 9.8
percent, while the inflation-adjusted
expenditures increased 3.3 percent.

M Expenditures by state and local correctional
agencies increased 12.2 percent.

B Total criminal justice agency authorized
full-time personnel reported increased 3.2
percent.

B State and local correctional agency person-
nel increased 5.1 percent.

CRIME & DELINQUENCY, 1984 3
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CRIMES

WHAT IS A CRIME?

A crime is an act specifically prohibited by
law, or failure to perform an act specifically
required by law, for which punishment is
prescribed.

B Felonies are serious crimes punishable by
death or by imprisonment in state prison.

B Misdemeanors are less serious crimes
punishable by imprisonment in county jail
andior fine.

B Wnfractions are the least serious crimes and
are usually punishable by a fine,

HOW ARE CRIMES COUNTED?

A4 erimes are not counted on a nationwide,
or in Calitornia on a statewide. scale. Instead.,
there are two methods used as indicators of
the scope and rhuctuations in crime,

Victimization Studies have been conducted
regularly by the Federal Government since
1972, The method is similar to public polling,
in which a representative sample of households
and conunercial organizations is selected and
their occupants interviewed to determine the
crimes which have been committed against
them and;or their premises. The amount of
crime is determined by the responses of the
representative sample being expressed in
percentages of the entire population.

4 CRIME & DELINQUENCY, 1984

The Uniform Crime Reporting {UCR) Program
was inaugurated S0 years ago and is administered
on the national level by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBIL [t provides criminal
statistics for use in law enforcement adminis-
tration, operation, and management. In
California, this program is administered by
the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS).

As part of this program, law enflorcement
agencies throughout the state report informa-
tion to BCS on “selected™ offenses, Offenses
reported are classitied by UCR definitions
designed to eliminate differences among
various states in penal code definitions of
crimes. This information is processed and
forwarded to the FBI for use in its annual
publication, Crime in the United States.

The offenses, selected because of their serious-
ness, frequency of occurrence, and likelihood
of being reported to the police are: willful
homicide. forcible rape, robbery, aggravated
assault, burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle
thett, and arson. Except tor larceny-thett,
UCR does not count misdemeanors and
infractions,

BCS difters slightly from the FBI in presenta-
tion of crime data, The California Crime
Index (CCD is comprised of willful homicide,
forcible rape, robbery. ageravated assault.
burglary, and motor vehicle theft. These
crimes are all felony offenses. When a 1983
law raised the lower limit of felony thett from
5200 to over S400, BCS dropped theft (8200
and over) from its measure of crime. Arson
data have been collected only since 1980,
Therefore, to maintain felony trend data in
the CCI, only six oifenses are included.




A national evaluation to determiine what, if
any, changes should be made to the UCR
system was started in 1982, The first phase of
the evaluation examined both the original
UCR program as implemented in 1930 by the
Committee on Uniform Crime Records of the
International Association of Chiefs of Police
(IACP), and the current program. The second
phase of the study examined alternative
potential enhancements to the system. The
U.S. Department of Justice will release the
results of the second phase in the latter
part of 1985 in a report titled “*Blueprint for
the Future of the Uniform Crime Reporting
Program.”

WHAT IS A CRIME RATE?

Crime rates describe the number of events

reported to the police per 100,000 population.

[n effect, the number of crimes is divided by
the total population. For instance, in 1984
there were 84,015 robberies in California and
the population wus 25,622,000, equalling a
robbery crime rate per 100,000 population of
327.9.

84,015

maa = .003279 x 100,000 = 327.9

BCS Crime Index charts pertaining to each
crime or group of crimes were developed from
information provided in Table 1 (page 104).

For any given BCS Crime Index chart, the
index number above each bar represents the
crime rate for the year indicated in terms of
its relationship to the 1974 crime rate, set at
100. The reason for selection of 1974 as the
base year was that it was the earliest year in
which data were available in a consistent
format,

Percent changes shown on index charts were
calculated from rates per 100,000 population.
Because of rounding, percentages may difter
slightly if calculated from index numbers.

WHAT ARE THE UCR LIMITATIONS?

The UCR Program does not account for all
crimes. For example, not all crimes reported
to the police are counted in the UCR system
and some crimes are not reported to the police:
for instance, narcotic sales and prostitution.
Some Index crimes go undetected and there-
fore unreported. Another reason for under-
reporting of serious crime is the hierarchy rule.

Most offenses occur singly as opposed to
many crimes being committed simultaieously.
However, if several offenses are committed at
the same time, only one is reported through
UCR. For example, if a person were to entera
bar, rob eight patrons, and kill the bartender,
only the homicide would be reported.

The hierarchy rule assigns a value to each of
the crimes and requires that only the single
most serious oftense be reported. Arson is the
exception. Since arson frequently occurs in
conjunction with other crimes reported in the
UCR system, it was felt that valuable informa-
tion would be lost using the hierarchy rule,

The UCR system collects information in
summary form which shows one count for
each offense reported. No distinction can be
made as to the range of seriousness that can
be present in most offenses.

Given these qualifications, what is the value
of the UCR Program? Since its conception in
1930, UCR has become virtually nationwide,
All California law enforcement agencies
report UCR data. Quality control surveys
conducted by BCS staft, since the mid-1970s,
have shown a high level of compliance with
UCR reporting standards. The number of
participants and the amount of data collected
under the stringent rules of the system make
it a prime indicator of the amount and
fluctuation in serious crime,

crIMEs b




CRIMES

CAN JURISDICTIONAL COMPARISONS BE
MADE WITH UCR DATA?

UCR data are collected nationwide in a
manner that standardizes the definitions of
offenses. However, a number of factors can
influence crime counts in particular jurisdic-
tions. These factors should be considered
when using UCR crime statistjcs, especially
for comparison purposes.

@ Variations in composition of the population,
particularly age structure,

@ Population density and size of locality and
its surrounding area.

® Stability of population with respect to
residents” mobility and transient factors.

@ Economic conditions, including job avail-
ability,

@ Cultural conditions, such as education,
recreation, and religious characteristics.

@® Climate,

6 CRIME & DELINQUENCY, 1984

® Effective strength of law enforcement
agencies.

@ Administrative and investigative emphases
of law enforcement,.

@ Policies of other components of the
criminal justice system (i.e., prosecutorial,
judicial, correctional, and probational).

@ Attitudes of citizenry toward crime.

@® Crime-reporting practices of citizenry.

WHAT IT ALL MEANS

It means crime is not an easy thing to measure.
In California, however, due to the high quality
of its police agencies and their close coopera-
tion with the State Department of Justice, the
UCR is, and has been for many years, an
extremely good indicator of the amount and
fluctuation in crimes reported to the police.




CRIMES

CALIFORNIA CRIME INDEX, 1979--1984

BCS Crime Index (1974=100) CALIFORNIA CRIME INDEX, 19791984
The California Crime Index (CCl) is comprised of
119.4 willful homicide, forcible rape. robbery, aggravated
111.2 115.0 107.0 assault, burglary, and motor vehicle theft.
100~ _ § . 988 _ 955
up DOWN DOWN WN
7.4% 3.7% 7.0% Dﬁs% Ds?gA,N From 1983 to 1984:
Tove | 5oy Mool Men oy @ California Crime Index offenses reported
decreased 3.3 percent in rate per 100,000
population.
From 1979 to 1984
_ @ The California Crime Index decreased 14.1
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 percent in rate.
Source: Table i.
In 1984,
Of 800,615 California Crime Index offenses
reported:
CALIFORNIA CRIME INDEX, 1984 @® Violent crimes accounted for 24.4 percent
By Category (195,650).
@ Property crimes accounted for 75.6 percent
(604,965).
Violent
crimes
/24.4% _
.' This is the fourth consecutive
year that the crime rate has
decreased.
Prqperty
crimes
75.6%

Source: Table 2,
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CRIMES

VIOLENT CRIMES, 19791984

VIOLENT CRIMES, 1979-1984 BCS Crime Index (1974=100)
Violent crimes are willful homicide, forcible rape,
robbery, and aggravated assault, 146.7 142.9
135.3
131.2 128.3 126.8
From 1983 to 1984:
® Violent crimes reported decreased 1.2 to0- A & ¥ _ % & 4 ]
percent in rate. uP DOWN | DOWN | DOWN | DOWN
11.8% 2.6% 5.3% 5.2% 1.2%
From 1979 to 1984: 575 | TMoao | '1say | 1ssz | 1983
® The violent crime rate decreased 3.3
percent.
In 1984,
Of 195,650 violent crimes reported: o— —_—
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
@® Willful homicide accounted for 1.4 percent
(2 724) Source: Table 1.
@® [Forcible rape accounted for 6.0 percent
(11.702).
® Robbery accounted for 42.9 percent
(84.015) VIOLENT CRIMES, 1984
o By Offense
& Aggravated assault accounted for 49.7 Willful homicide oo e
percent (97,209). 1-4% /——— 6.0%

Robbery
42.9%

Aggravated
assault
49.7%

Source: Table 2.
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WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 19791984
BCS Crime Index (1974=100)

153.8
1355 139.8
1204
1128 . 1140
100- po — o — b ——
uP DOWN DOWN DOWN uP

13.5% 9.1% 13.8% 6.2% 1.0%
FROM FROM FROM FROM FROM
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
- 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

Source: Table 1.

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1984
Known Type of Weapon Used

Firearm

Knife or
cutting
instrument

Blunt
object

Personal
weapon

Other

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Source: Table 3.

CRIMES

WILLFUL HOMICIDE, 1979-1984

Willful Homicide — The willful (nonnegligent ) killing
of one human being by another.

From 1983 to 1984:

® The rate of willful homicides reported
increased 1.0 percent.

From 1979 to 1984:

@ Willful homicides decreased 15.9 percent in
rate.

In 1984,

Of 2,724 willful homicides reported, the type
of weapon used was known in 2,707 cases
(99 .4 percent). Of these:

® Firearms accounted for 57.5 percent
(1,557).

@ Knives or cutting instruments accounted
for 24.0 percent (651).

@® Other weapons, such as blunt objects,
personal weapons (hands, fists, feet), and
“other” accounted for 18.4 percent (499).

e

The willful homicide rate
appears to have stabilized
since 1982 (up 1.0 percent
in 1984).

crIMES 9




CRIMES

HOMICIDES INVOLVING PEACE
OFFICERS, 1975—-1984

TABLE A
Because of the relatively small numbers of both HOMICIDES INVOLVING PEACE
peace officers killed in the line of duty and OFFICERS, 19751984
justifiable homicides by peace officers each
year, annual percent changes are unreliable - Killed by
. . . Peace officers peace officers
for detecting meaningful trends. Consequently, Year killed in line of duty
tlle§e data have been analyzed over a ten-year TOTAL. . . . 91 840
period. Total . . . .. 36 373
1984 . . ... 6 64
. . . 1983 ... .. 9 78
Peace officers killed in the line of duty 1982 .. ... 6 71
1981 ... .. 8 68
H
From 1983 to 1984: 1980 . ! 92
Total . . ... 55 467
@ The number of peace officers killed }g;g ~~~~~ 12 1%%
decreased from 9 to 6. 1977 ... .. 13 97
1976 . . . .. 6 94
1975 ... .. 12 87
From 1975—1979 to 19801984

@ Therz was a 34.5 percent decrease in the
number of peace officers killed in the past
five years compared to those killed in the
previous five years (36 and 55, respectively).

Justifiable homicides by peace officers

From 1983 to 1984:

@ The number of justifiable homicides by
peace officers decreased from 78 o 64.

From 1975—-1979 to 1980—-1984:

@® There was a 20.1 percent decrease in the
number of justifiable homicides by peace
officers in the past five years compared to
those in the previous five years (373 and
467, respectively).

Peace officers killed and justi-
fiable homicides by peace
officers both registered large
decreases during the last five
years compared to the previous

five-year period (34.5 and
20.1 percent, respectively).

10 cRIME & DELINQUENCY, 1984




FORCIBLE RAPE CRIMES, 1979-1984
BCS Crime Index (1974=100)

143.4 1396

1309 126.4
119.7
2 114.0
R S SR S SN R
up DOWN DOWN DOWN DOWN
9.5% 2.6% 9.5% 5.3% 4.8%
FROM FROM FROM FROM FROM
1979 1980 1981 1982 1883
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

Source: Table 1.

FORCIBLE RAPE CRIMES, 1984
Rapes by Force and Attempts

Attempts
31.1%

Rapes
by force
68.9%

Source: Table 4,

CRIMES

FORCIBLE RAPE, 1979—-1984

Forcible rape — The carnal knowledge of a female
Jorcibly and against her will. Assaults or attempts to
commit rape by force or threat of force are included.

From 1983 to 1984;

@ Therate of forcible rapes reported decreased
4.8 percent.

From 1979 to 1984:

@ Forcible rapes decreased 13.0 percent in
rate.

In 1984,

Of 11,702 forcible rapes reported:

® Rapes by force accounted for 68.9 percent
(8,067).

® Attempts to commit forcible rape accounted
for 31.1 percent (3.635).

crimes 11




CRIMES

ROBBERY, 1979—-1984

Robbery — The taking or attempting to take anyvthing
of value from the care, custody, or control of a
person or persons by force or threat of force or
violence and/or by putting the victin in fear,

From 1983 to 1984:

® The rate of robberies reported decreased
3.8 percent.

From 1979 to 1984:

@® Robberies increased .8 percent in rate.

In 1984,
Of 84,015 robberies reported:

@ Armed robberies accounted for 58.9
percent (49.,449).

@ Strong-arm robberies accounted for 41.1
percent (34.,566).

12 criME & DILINQUENCY, 1984

ROBBERY CRIMES, 19791984
BCS Crime Index (1974=100)

156.4
1525 149.4
136.9
1306 1316
100- oo ¢ 4 ¢t {1
uUp uUpP DOWN DOWN DOWN
16.8% 1.9% 3.8% 8.4% 3.8%
FROM FROM FROM FROM FROM
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
1979 1880 1981 1982 1983 1984

Source: Table 1,




ROBBERY CRIMES, 1984

ARMED AND

STRONG-ARM LOCATION

Commercial

Strong-arm
— [
| <411 % Residence
+—95%
Bank
-—2.8%

Armed

\/‘ 58.9%

ARMED ROBBERY

Miscellaneous
- 12.9%

f Highway
52.1%

Knife or cutting
instrument
- 24.0%

Other dangerous
weapon
~+——15.5%

\ Firearm
60.5%

Source: Table 5.

CRIMES

Of the 49,449 armed robberies reported,

@ Fircarms were involved in 60.5 percent
(29.900).

@ Knivesor cuttinginstruments were involved
in 24.0 percent (11,872).

® Other dangerous weapons were involved in
15.5 percent (7,677).

In 1984, of all robberies reported:

® Highway robberies (streets, parks, parking
lots, etc.) accounted for 52.1 percent
(43.800).

® Commercial robberies accounted for 22.7
percent (19,085).

@ Residential robberies accounted for 9.5
percent (7,997).

@ Bank robberies accounted for 2.8 percent
(2,328).

® Miscellaneous robberies (churches, schoaols,
trains, etc.) accounted for 12.9 percent
(10,799).

e’

Nearly one fourth of all armed
robberies were committed with
a knife or cutting instrument.
This was the only armed
robbery weapon category to
show an increase in 1984
(3.3 percent).
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CRIMES

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT CRIMES, 1979--1984
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT, 1979-1984 BCS Crime Index (1974=100)
Aggravated Assault —An unlawful attack orattempted
attack by one person upon another for the purpose of
inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury. This tvpe 142.1
of assault is usually accompanied by the use of a 1316 133.2 1254
. » 122.9 125.0
weapon or by means likely to produce death or great
bodily harm.
wo- p—— 0
uUp DOWN DOWN DOWN UpP
From 1983 to 1984: 8.0% 6.3% 5.8% 2.0% 1.7%
. FROM FROM FROM FROM FROM
@ The rate of aggravated assaults reported 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
increased 1.7 percent.
From 1979 to 1984:
® Aggravated assaults decreased 5.0 percent
in rate,
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
In 1984, of 97,209 aggravated assaults Source: Table 1.
reported:
@ Firearms were involved in 19.6 percent
(19,072).
® Knives or cutting instruments were AGGRAVATED ASSAULT CRIMES, 1984
involved in 19.8 percent (19,276). Type of Weapon Used
@ Other dangerous weapons were involved in
33.1 percent (32,135). Hands, fists, .
feet, etc. Firearm
@ lands, fists, feet, etc. were involved in 27.5 27.5% 19.6%
percent (26,726). ‘\\ )

Knife or
cutting

l/' instrument
19.8%
Other
dangerous
weapon
33.1%

Source: Table 6.
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CRIMES

PROPERTY CRIMES, 19791984 PROPERTY CRIMES, 1979—1984

BCS Crime Index (1974=100)
Property crimes are burglary and motor vehicle theft,

113.3

106.7 108.7
tooe —— V¢ LJo0s 922 From 1983 to 1984:
88.5
Dy 31 Nl - N ~ ~ )
Up bown | bown | cown | Sown @ lxoputy crimes reported decreased 4.0
6.2% 4.0% 7.4% 8.4% 4.0% percent in rate,
FROM | FROM | FROM | FROM | FROM '
1979 | 1980 4 1ema | 1982 | 1983 From 1979 to 1984:
@® The property crime rate decreased 17.1
percent.
In 1984, of 604,965 property crimes reported:
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

@ Burglary accounted for 73.3 percent
Source: Tabje 1. (443.()34).

@ Motor vehicle theft accounted for 26.7
percent (161,341).

<

PROP .
ROPERTY CRIMES, 1984 The property crime rate has

By Offense .
) y remained below the 1974 BCS
Motor vehicle H
theft Crime Index level for two
26.7% consecutive years.

Burglary
73.3%

Source: Table 2.
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CRIMES

BURGLARY, 1979-1984

Burglary — The unlawful entry of a structure to
commit a felony or a theft. Attempted forcible entry
is included.

From 1983 to 1984
@ The rate of burglaries reported decreased
5.3 percent.

From 1979 to 1984:

@ Burglaries decreased 18.6 percent in rate.

In 1984, of 443,624 burglaries reported:

® Lntry or attempted entry of a structure by

force accounted for 69.1 percent (306,618).

@ Iintry of a structure without force (unlaw-
ful entry) accounted for 30.9 percent
(137,0006).

And,

@® Residential burglaries accounted for 67.7
percent (300,125).

@ Nonresidential burglaries accounted for
32.3 percent (143 499). Included in this
category are commercial establishments,
public buildings, etc.

And,

@ Daytime burglaries accounted for 40.3
percent (178.,644).

® Nighttime burglaries accounted for 33.2
percent (147,331).

@ Burglaries occurring during an unknown

hour accounted tor 26.5 percent (117,649),

Of the California Crime Index
offenses, burglary showed the
largest rate decrease from 1979
to 1984 (18.6 percent).
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BURGLARY CRIMES, 19791984
BCS Crime Index (1974=100)

112.2 109.4

104.3

100—-

UP DOWN
7.5% 2.5%

FROM
1980

DOWN
5.3%

DOWN
9.4%

FROM
1983

FROM
1979

FROM
1981

Source:

Source:

1972 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

Table 1.

BURGLARY CRIMES, 1984

TYPE OF ENTRY

No force
30.9%

—

Force and
attempted force
69.1%

LOCATION

Nonresidence
-\ 32.3%
A |
Residence
67.7%

TIME OF DAY

Nighttime
33.2%

Unknown
26.5%

Daytime
40.3%

y

Table 7.




MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT CRIMES, 1979 1984
BCS Crime Index (1974=100)

1143 1168
106.6 105.8

100 L 1003 100.1
upP DOWN DOWN DOWN DOWN

2.1% 8.7% 8% 5.2% 2%
FROM FROM FROM FROM FROM

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983

T 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

Source: Table 1.

CRIMES

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT, 1979—-1984

Motor Vehicle Theft — The theft or attempted theft
of u motor vehicle.

From 1983 to 1984

@ The rate of motor vehicle thefts reported
decreased .2 percent.

From 1979 to 1984:

@ Motor vehicle thefts decreased 12.4 percent
inrate.
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CRIMES

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT (continued) MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT CRIMES, 1984
Type of Vehicle
In 1984, of 161,341 motor vehicle thefts

reported:

Trucks and

@® Autos accounted for (9.8 percent 1%‘.5180/50
(112,582), .

@ Trucks and buses accounted for 19.1 ' .
percent (30,814), Included in this category ' ' Other
are vans and motor homes. V;‘-'l;iﬁlozs

@ Other” vehicles accounted for 11.1 ' ‘—J
percent (17,945). Included in this category
are motorcycles, snowmobiles, motor
scooters, and trail bikes. Autos

69.8%

And, when reported motor vehicle thefts were \ ' I

analyzed by type of vehicle stolen (Table 8, ‘

page 107}, it was found that:

From 1983 to 1984

@ There was a 1.3 percent increase in the
number of autos stolen.

Source: Table 8.

@ There was a 1.0 percent increase in the
number of trucks and buses stolen.

® There was a 4.1 percent increase in the
number of “‘other’ vehicles stolen.
From 1979 to 1984:

@ There was a 5.9 percent decrease in the
theft of autos.

@ There was a 39.9 percent in