SECTION VII
APPENDIX |
Methodology

Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program contributors on law enforcement records and crime reporting procedures.
forward crime data to the FBI either directly from local law Should circumstances develop whereby the state agency does not
enforcement agencies or through state-level UCR Programs aomply with the aforementioned requirements, the national
44 states and the District of Columbia. The FBI providedProgram may reinstitute a direct collection of Uniform Crime
continuing guidance and support to individual contributingReports from law enforcement agencies within the state.
agencies in those states that do not have a state program.

State-level UCR Programs are very effective intermediarie
between local contributors and the FBI. Many of the Programs Based on records of all reports of crime received from
have mandatory reporting requirements and collect data beyortttims, from officers who discover infractions, or from other
the national UCR scope to address crime problems germanedources, law enforcement agencies across the country tabulate
their particular locales. In most cases, these state agencies #te number of Crime Index or Part | offenses brought to their
also able to provide more direct and frequent service tattention each month. Specifically, the crimes reported to the
participating law enforcement agencies, to make informatio®BI are murder and nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape,
more readily available for use at the state level, and to contributebbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft, motor
to more streamlined operations at the national level. vehicle theft, and arson.

With the development of a state UCR Program, the FBI ceases Whenever complaints of crime are determined through
direct collection of data from individual law enforcementinvestigation to be unfounded or false, they are eliminated from
agencies within the state. Instead, information from locahn agency’s count. The number of “actual offenses known” is
agencies is forwarded to the national Program through the statported to the FBI regardless of whether anyone is arrested for
data collection agency. the crime, stolen property is recovered, or prosecution is

The criteria established for development of these systemsdertaken.
ensure consistency and comparability in the data submitted to the Another integral part of the monthly submission is the total
national Program, as well as regular and timely reporting. Thesaumber of actual Crime Index offenses cleared. Crimes are
criteria are: (1) The state Program must conform to nation&tleared” in one of two ways: (1) by arrest of at least one person,
Uniform Crime Reporting Program standards, definitions, anevho is charged and turned over to the court for prosecution; or
information requirements. The states are not, of course, prohibit¢d) by exceptional means when some element beyond law
from collecting other statistical data beyond the nationaénforcement control precludes the arrest of an offender. Law
requirements. (2) The state criminal justice agency must havesaforcement agencies also report the number of Index crime
proven, effective, statewide Program and demonstrate acceptablearances which involve only offenders under the age of 18; the
quality control procedures. (3) Coverage within the state by a statelue of property stolen and recovered in connection with the
agency must be, at least, equal to that attained by the natiomdfenses; and detailed information pertaining to criminal
Uniform Crime Reporting Program. (4) The state agency must havemicide and arson.
adequate field staff assigned to conduct audits and to assistin addition to its primary collection of Crime Index (Part
contributing agencies in recordkeeping practices and crimg offenses, the UCR Program solicits monthly data on
reporting procedures. (5) The state agency must furnish the FBersons arrested for all crimes except traffic violations. The
with all of the detailed data regularly collected by the FBI in theage, sex, and race of arrestees are reported by crime category,
form of duplicate returns, computer printouts, and/or magnetiboth Part | and Part Il. Part Il offenses include all crimes not
tapes. (6) The state agency must have the proven capability (testdgssified as Part I.
over a period of time) to supply all the statistical data required in Monthly data are also collected on law enforcement officers
time to meet deadlines established for publication of the nation&llled or assaulted. The number of full-time sworn and civilian
Uniform Crime Reports. personnel are reported as of October 31 of each year.

To fulfill its responsibilities in connection with the UCR At the end of each quarter, information is collected on “hate
Program, the FBI continues to edit and review individual agencgrimes,” i.e., pecific offenses that were motivated by an
reports for both completeness and quality. National UCRffender’s bias against the race, religion, ethpinational origin,
Program staff have direct contact with individual contributorssexual orientation, or physical or mental disability of the victim.
within the state as necessary in connection with crime reportingate crime data from thosegancies participating in the
matters, coordinating such contact with the state agency. Qfational Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS) are
request, staff members conduct training programs within the stateported on monthly submissions.

Igeporting Procedures
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Editing Procedures converted to the historical summary UCR formats. The NIBRS

Each report submitted to the UCR Program is thoroughI%%%?:Tgngii:ﬁzztrt?r%teeié?issn?gl:%r sg:}:{i]n%oenversmn so that

examined for arithmetical accuracy and for deviations which may
indicate errors. To identify any unusual fluctuations in arOffense Estimation
agency’s crime count, monthly reports are compared with
previous submissions of the agency and with those for similar , _
agencies. Large variations in crime levels may indicate modifie r the entire United States. Because not all law enforcement

records procedures, incomplete reporting, or changes in tiRgencies provide d".ita forcomplete reporting penpds, estimated
L iadintian® e crime counts are included in these presentations. Offense
jurisdiction’s geopolitical structure. timati ithi h of th - Met lit
Data reliability is a high priority of the Program and notede? |{_nst1_|or|1 churs VI\\/IIISAI\n ea<_:t_ 0 r£e_edar§/laSsA € rtszo ! aln
deviations or arithmetical adjustments are brought to the attentio%a istical Areas ( 8), cities outside s, andrura

of the state UCR Program or the submitting agency. A standaf:c?tl:pt'es'tl{[smt% the tl_<n0\;vn crime expetrl(ejnbces Of S|mllz%[rr]areas
procedure of the FBI is to study the monthly reports and g/thin a state, the estimates are computed by assigning the same

evaluate periodic trends prepared for individual reporting unitsp.r0|00m0n_‘"’lI crime \_/ol_um_es_ to nonreporting agencies. The size
Any significant increase or decrease is made the subject ofO% agferz,ncyﬁ_type Ogju“Sd'Ct'or?’ el.g., |_ool|ce depart_?entdv_ersrlljs
special inquiry. When it is found that changes in crime reportin eriff's office; and geographic location are considered in the
procedures or annexations are influencing the level of crime, t timation process.

figures for specific crime categories or, if necessary, totals arbe Due to the effort? to Ct(_)nvfrttt(i '\IHE:’RS in recter:t ye_z?rr]s, It htz)i'?t
excluded from trend tabulations. ecome necessary to estimate totals for some states. The inability

To assist contributors in complying with UCR standards, thé)f some state UCR Programs to provide forcible rape figures in

national Program provides training seminars and instructionfCCOrOIance with UCR guidelines and other problems at the state

materials on crime reporting procedures. Throughout the cou gvel have also required unique estimation procedures. A

try, liaison with state Programs and law enforcement personngymmary Of state_z-specmc and offense-specific estimation
ocedures is outlined below.

is maintained, and training sessions are held to explain tHe -
. - 1985 through 1997 —The 1985 through 1997 lllinois and
purpose of the Program, the rules of uniform classification an{993 Michigan and Minnesota state UCR Programs were unable

Tables 1 through 5 and 7 of this publication contain statistics

scoring, and the methods of assembling the information for re- ide forcibl i : q ith UCR
porting. When an individual agency has specific problems i © provide Torciblie rape figures in accordance wi

compiling its crime statistics and remedial efforts are unsuccesgy'delmes' The rape fotals were estlm_ated using n_at|onal rates
ful, FBI Criminal Justice Information Services Division’s per 100,000 inhabitants within the eight population groups

personnel may visit the contributor to aid in resolving the diffi-and assigning the forcible rape volumes proportionally to each
state

culties.

The Uniform Crime Reporting Handbopkvhich details
procedures for classifying and scoring offenses, is supplied
all contributors as the basic resource document for prepari
reports. Since a good records system is essential for accur
crime reporting, the FBI also furnishes thkanual of Law
Enforcement Records

1988 and 1991 —Reporting problems at the state levels
sulted in no usable data for Florida and Kentucky for 1988. In
91, lowa NIBRS conversion required estimation during the
%nsition. State totals were estimated during these years by
updating previous valid annual totals for individual jurisdictions,
subdivided by population group. Percent changes for each
gﬁense within each population group of the geographic divisions

To enhance communication among Program participant . . . . .
letters to UCR contributors and UCRate Program Bulletins In which the states reside were applied to the previous valid
nual totals. The state totals were compiled from the sums of

are produced as needed. These provide policy updates and n%?v

information, as well as clarification of reporting issues. t elgggma;[\'ﬁglggow estlrr_latesf.f N ited i timation f
The final responsibility for data submissions rests with th _ conversion eflorts resuited in estimation for

individual contributing law enforcement agency. Although the ansas and llinois. Kansas totals were estimated by updating

; e revious valid annual totals for individual jurisdictions,
Program makes every effort through its editing procedureé’, bdivided by population group. Percent changes for each

training practices, and correspondence to assure the validity% o .
the data it receives, the accuracy of the statistics depen ense within each population group of th_e West North Central
ivision were applied to the previous valid annual totals. The

primarily on the adherence of each contributor to th tate total iled from th fih lati
established standards of reporting. Deviations from theS%?iﬁwaot:ss were compried from the sums ot the popufation gi

established standards, which cannot be resolved by the natioffat . . .
Since valid annual totals were available for approximately

UCR Program, may be brought to the attention of the Crimin linoi es. th A intained. Th "
Justice Information Systems Committees of the Internationq INOIS agencies, INose counts were maintained. The coun
e remaining jurisdictions were replaced with the most recent

valid annual totals or were generated using standard estimation
procedures. The results of all sources were then combined to
NIBRS Conversion arrive at the 1993 state total for lllinois.
1994 —State totals for Kansas and lllinois, both undergoing
Several states provide their UCR data in the expanded NIBRS$IBRS conversion, were generated using only the valid crime
format. For presentation in this book, NIBRS data wereates for the geographic division in which the state resides.

Association of Chiefs of Police and the National Sheriffs’
Association.
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Within each population group, each state’s offense totals wetexclusions from trend computations are made when figures
estimated based on the rate per 100,000 inhabitants within the®m a reporting agency are not received for comparable
remainder of the division. Montana state totals were estimatatneframes or when it is ascertained that unusual fluctuations
by the same method as were Kansas state totals in 1993. are due to such variables as improved records procedures,
1995 —The Kansas state-level UCR Program was able tannexations, etc.
provide valid 1994 state totals which were then updated using Care should be exercised in making any direct comparison
1995 crime trends for the West North Central Division.between data in this publication and those in prior issues of
Concerning lllinois, valid Crime Index counts were available forCrime in the United State$zor example, upon receiving 1995
most of the largest cities. For other agencies, the only availabéggravated assault figures for the state of Kentucky, it was
counts were generated without application of the UCR Hierarchgetermined the 1994 aggravated assault figures previously
Rule. (The Hierarchy Rule requires that only the most seriousubmitted were not valid; therefore, the Kentucky aggravated
offense in a multiple-offense criminal incident is counted.) Tassault figures were not included in Tables 12 through 15 of the
arrive at a comparable state estimate to be included in natior95 edition. The 1994 estimates in certain offense categories
compilations, the total supplied by the lllinois State Programvere updated for Delaware, Kansas, and Kentucky. In addition,
(which was inflated because of the nonapplication of théMontana figures for 1995 were updated to show the actual
Hierarchy Rule) was reduced by the proportion of multipleoffense data which were received after publicatio@mwfe in
offenses reported within single incidents in the available NIBR$he United States, 1995These updates appear in the national
data. Valid totals for the large cities were excluded from thérends.
reduction process. Montana state estimates were computedj)gbI Methodol
updating the previous valid annual totals using the 1994 vers € Methodology
1995 percent changes for the Mountain States. Although most law enforcement agencies submit crime
1996 —Annual figures for Kansas were extrapolated fromreports to the UCR Program, data are sometimes not received
1996 January-June state totals provided by the Kansas state-lefeglcomplete annual periods. To be included in this publication’s
UCR Program. The 1995 and 1996 percent changes within eaThbles 8 through 11, showing specific jurisdictional statistics,
geographic division were applied to valid 1995 state totalfigures for all 12 months of the current year must have been
reported by Kentucky and Montana to generate 1996 state totateceived at the FBI prior to established publication deadlines.
For Florida, the state-level UCR Program was able to provid®ther tabular presentations are aggregated on varied levels of
an aggregated state total; data received from 94 individugubmission. With the exception of the tables which consist of
Florida agencies are shown in the 1996 jurisdictional figureestimates for the total United States population, each table in this
presented in Tables 8 through 11. The 1996 lllinois state tOta!mblication shows the number of agencies reporting and the
were estimated in the same manner as in 1995. extent of population coverage.
1997—Following the same procedures as in 1996, the Kansas Designed to assist the reader, this appendix explains the
state estimate was extrapolated from 1996 January-June statgstruction of many of this book’s tabular presentations. The
totals provided by the Kansas state-level UCR Program. Thiellowing key refers to the columnar headings used throughout
1996 and 1997 percent changes registered for each geograpihie appendix.
division in which the states of Kentucky, Montana, New
Hampshire, and Vermont are categorized were applied to validey: A) Column 1 shows the table numbers. Included are

1996 state totals to affect 1997 state totals. The 1997 lllinois Tables 1 through 6%rime in the United States, 1997.

state totals were estimated in the same manner as in 1995. B) Column 2 indicates the level of submission

Crime Trends necessary for an agency’s statistics to be included in
atable.

By showing fluctuations from year to year, trend statistics C) Column 3 explains how each table was constructed.
offer the data user an added perspective from which to study Data adjustments, if any, are discussed along with
crime. Percent change tabulations in this publication are various definitions of data aggregation.
computed only for reporting units which have provided D) Column 4 contains general comments regarding the
comparable data for the periods under consideration. potential use and misuse of the statistics presented.
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(1)
Table

(2

Database

3

Table Construction

)

General Comments

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Prog

in 1997).

(including those submitting less than 12 mor
in 1997).

(including those submitting less than 12 mor
in 1997).

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Prog|
(including those submitting less than 12 mor
in 1997).

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Prog|
(including those submitting less than 12 mor
in 1997).

in 1997).

in 1997).

(including those submitting less than 12 mor|tRse-1997 crime statistics may have been upd

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Progie®tatistics are aggregated from individual st

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Prograregional offense distributions are computed f

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Progradifense totals are for all Index offense catego|
(including those submitting less than 12 morjtbther than aggravated assault. Crime statig

fahhe 1997 statistics are consistent with Tablg

and hence, may not be consistent with p
publications. Crime statistics include estima
offense totals for agencies submitting less tha
months of offense reports for each ye
Population statistics represent July 1 provisid
estimations for each year except 1980 and 1
which are Bureau of the Census decennial ce
data (see App. Ill). Crime volume statistics
rounded to the nearest 10 for violent crime
the nearest 100 for property crime. Perc|

thiatistics as shown in Table 5. Crime statis|
include estimated offense totals for ageng
submitting less than 12 months of offense rep
Population statistics represent July 1, 19
Bureau of the Census provisional estimates.
Appendix Il for UCR population breakdowns|

thslume figures as shown in Table 4. Popula
distributions are based on July 1, 1997, Bur|
of the Census provisional estimates (see App.

darhe 1997 statistics are aggregated from indivi
thgate statistics as shown in Table 5. Cri
statistics include estimated offense totals
agencies submitting less than 12 monthg
offense reports for 1996 and 1997. Popula
statistics represent July 1 provisional estimate
both years (see App. IlI).

abmime statistics include estimated offense to
they agencies submitting less than 12 month
offense reports. Population statistics repre
1997 estimates (see App. IIl). Statistics under
heading “Area Actually Reporting” represe
reported offense totals for agencies submittin
months of offense reports and estimated total

months of offense reports. The statistics unde

plus estimated offense totals for agencies ha
less than 3 months of offense reports.

statistics include estimated offense totals
agencies submitting less than 12 monthg
offense statistics for 1997. Population statis
provisional estimates. The statistics under

reported offense totals for agencies submitting

but more than 2 months of offense reports.
represent the above plus the estimated offe

of offense reports. The tabular breakdowns
according to UCR definitions (see App. I).

ior
ted
nhi2
ar.
nal

eRepresents an estimation of national reported crime
aetjvity from 1978 to 1997.

D90,
nsus
are
and
ent

changes and rates are computed prior to rounding.

Represents an estimation of national reported crime
tstivity in 1997.

ies

rts.

97,

See

drRepresents the 1997 geographical distribution of
iestimated Crime Index offenses and population.
eau

).

Rapresents an estimation of reported crime activity
for Index offenses at the:
for 1. national level,

of 2. regional level,
ion 3. division level, or
for 4. state level.

Any comparison of UCR statistics should take into
consideration demographic factors.

téepresents an estimation of reported crime activity
sfof Index offenses at the state level. Any comparison

eftUCR statistics should take into consideration
themographic factors.
nt

y12
5 for
agencies submitting less than 12 but more than 2

the

heading “Estimated Totals” represent the abpve

ing

All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Progie®tatistics are published for all MetropolitaRepresents an estimation of the reported crime
(including those submitting less than 12 morjtBsatistical Areas (MSAs) having at least 7

getivity for Index offenses at individual MSA level.

reporting and for which the central city/citieAny comparison of UCR statistics should take into
submitted 12 months of data in 1997. Crippensideration demographic factors.
for

of
ics

represent July 1, 1997, Bureau of the Cer|sus
the
heading “Area Actually Reporting” represent

all

12 months of offense reports plus estimated
offense totals for agencies submitting less than 12
The
statistics under the heading “Estimated Total”

nse

totals for agencies submitting less than 3 months
are

lRepresents an estimation of national reported crime

acsivity from 1993 to 1997. Aggravated assault is
include estimated offense totals for agengiescluded from Table 7, because if money or property
submitting less than 12 months of offense repdgdaken in connection with an assault, the offense is

for each year.

robbery.
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(1)
Table

(2

Database

(©)

Table Construction

4

General Comments

10

11

12-15

16-19

20

21, 22

23,24

25-28
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All law enforcement agencies submitting comp
reports for 12 months in 1997.

All university/college law enforcement agenc
submitting complete reports for 12 months|
1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti
complete reports for 12 months in 1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti
complete reports for 12 months in 1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti

complete reports for at least 6 common monthimmparisons based on 1997 reported cr

1996 and 1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti
complete reports for 12 months in 1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti
Supplementary Homicide Report (SHR) data
1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti
complete reports for 12 months in 1997.

All law enforcement agencies submitti
complete reports for at least 6 months in 199

All law enforcement agencies submitting compl
reports for at least 6 months in 1997.

eteities and Towns” are defined to be agencie:
Population Groups | through V (App. ). Tk
agency populations are 1997 estimates for ¢
agency (see App. III).

dhe 1996 student enroliment figures, which
provided by the U.S. Department of Education,
the most recent available. They include full-
part-time students. No adjustments to equate

been made.

ngSuburban Counties” are defined as the a
covered by noncity agencies within an MSA (A
I11). Population estimates of suburban countieg
as of July 1, 1997, (see App. IlI).

htRural Counties” are those outside MSAs g
whose jurisdictions are not covered by city po
agencies (App. Ill). Population classifications|
rural counties are based on 1997 estimate
individual agencies (see App. IlI).

nGhe 1997 crime trend statistics are 2-y

activity. Only common reported months fj
individual agencies are included in 1997 trg
calculations. Populations represent July 1, 1
estimates for individual agencies. See Apper
11l for UCR population breakdowns. Note th
“Suburban and Nonsuburban Cities” are
municipal agencies other than central citie
MSAs.

nGhe 1997 crime rates are the ratios of
aggregated 1997 crime volumes and

aggregated 1997 populations of the contribu
agencies. Population statistics represent 1
estimates for individual agencies. See Apper
111 for UCR population breakdowns. Note th
“Suburban and Nonsuburban Cities” are
municipal agencies other than central citie
MSAs.

h@he weapon totals are the aggregate for ¢
nnurder victim recorded on the SHRs for calen
year 1997.

h@ffense total and value lost total are computed

assault. Value lost totals are not computed for my
and forcible rape. Percent distribution is deriy
based on offense total of each Index offense. T
statistics are derived based on agencies with at

1997 estimates. See Appendix Il for U(
population breakdowns.

6 common months complete for 1996 and 1997.

sRepresents reported crime activity of individual agencies
@ cities and towns 10,000 and over in population. Any
raomparison of UCR statistics should take into
consideration demographic factors.

BRepresents reported crime from those individual
araiversity/college law enforcement agencies
edntributing to the UCR Program. These agencies are
bhsted alphabetically by state. Any comparison of

time enrollments into full-time equivalents hawhese UCR statistics should take into consideration

size of enrollment, number of on-campus residents,
and other demographic factors.

dRepresents crime reported to individual law
bpnforcement agencies in suburban counties, i.e., the
amdividual sheriff's office, county police department,
highway patrol, and/or state police. These figures do
not represent the county totals since they exclude city
crime counts. Any comparison of UCR statistics
should take into consideration demographic factors.

Represents crime reported to individual rural county
itew enforcement agencies covering populations
@b,000 and over, i.e., the individual sheriff’s office,
dounty police department, highway patrol, and/or
state police. These figures do not represent the county
totals since they exclude city crime counts. Any
comparison of UCR statistics should take into
consideration demographic factors.

e8light decrease in national coverage for Table 15 due
noeediting procedure and lower submission rate.

or

nd

h97,

dix

at

all

in

ffde forcible rape figures furnished by the lllinois
tetate-level UCR Program were not in accordance
imgth national guidelines. For inclusion in these
38bles, the lllinois forcible rape figures were
a@igtimated by using the national rates for each
giopulation group applied to the population by group
ddr llinois agencies supplying all 12 months of data.
Shight decrease in national coverage for Table 19 due
to editing procedure and lower submission rate.

ddte SHR is the monthly report form concerning
dewmicides. Idetails victim and offender characteris-
tics, circumstances, weapons used, etc.

n@he weapon totals are aggregated 1997 totals.
Population statistics represent 1997 estimate

@

faggravated assault is excluded from Table 23. For

‘all Index offense categories other than aggravat¢@R Program purposes, the taking of money or

rdewperty in connection with an assault is reported as
/edbbery.

end

least

efde 1997 clearance rates are based on offensge and
clearance volume totals of the contributing
agencies for 1997. Population statistics represent

R




(€] (2 (3 (C)]
Table Database Table Construction General Comments
29 All law enforcement agencies in the UCR Prograrhe arrest totals presented are national estimates
(including those submitting less than 12 morjthased on the arrest statistics of all law enforcement
in 1997). agencies in the UCR Program (including those
submitting less than 12 months). The “Total
Estimated Arrests” statistic is the sum of estimated
arrest volumes for each of the 29 offenses. Each
individual arrest total is the sum of the estimated
volumes within each of the eight population groups
(App. lll). Each group’s estimate is the reported rate
(as shown in Table 31) divided by 100,000 and then
multiplied by the total population within each group
(according to 1997 Bureau of the Census provisional
estimates; see App. IlI).
30, 31 All law enforcement agencies submittin@he 1997 arrest rates are the ratios, per 100,000
complete reports for 12 months in 1997. inhabitants, of the aggregated 1997 reported arrest
statistics and population. The population statistics
represent July 1, 1997, estimates. See Appendix
Il for UCR population classifications/
geographical configuration.
32,33 All law enforcement agencies submittin@he arrest trends are the percentage differences
complete reports for 12 months in 1988 and 19®2tween 1988 and 1997 arrest volumes
aggregated from all common agencies. Populdtion
statistics represent July 1, 1997, estimates |(see
App. 11).
34, 35 All law enforcement agencies submittin@he arrest trends are the percentage differences
complete reports for 12 months in 1993 and 19®2tween 1993 and 1997 arrest volumes
aggregated from common agencies. Population
statistics represent 1997 estimates (see App./IlI).
36, 37 All law enforcement agencies submittin@he arrest trends are 2-year comparisons betyween
complete reports for 12 months in 1996 and 199896 and 1997 arrest volumes aggregated from
common agencies. Population statistics represent
1997 estimates (App. IlI).
38-43 All law enforcement agencies submitting Slight decrease in coverage for Table 43 due to
complete reports for 12 months in 1997. editing procedure and lower submission of race data.
44, 45 All city law enforcement agencies submittinfhe 1997 city arrest trends represent the
complete reports for 12 months in 1996 and 199ércentage differences between 1996 and 1997
arrest volumes aggregated from common city
agencies. “City Agencies” are defined to be|all
agencies within Population Groups I-VI (App.
).
46-49 All city law enforcement agencies submittintCity Agencies” are defined as agencies withBlight decrease in coverage for Table 49 due to
complete reports for 12 months in 1996 and 19%apulation Groups I-VI (App. Il1). editing procedure and lower submission of race data.
50, 51 All suburban county law enforcement agengi@&he 1997 suburban county arrest trends represent
submitting complete reports for 12 months| percentage differences between 1996 and 1997
1996 and 1997. volumes aggregated from contributing agencies.
“Suburban Counties” are defined as the areas
covered by noncity agencies within an MSA (App.
).
52-55 All suburban county law enforcement agengigSuburban Counties” are defined as the aneglgght decrease in coverage for Table 55 due to
submitting complete reports for 12 months| oovered by noncity agencies within an MSA (Appditing procedure and lower submission of race data.
1997. ).
56, 57 All rural county law enforcement agencigBhe 1997 rural county arrest trends represent
submitting complete reports for 12 months| percentage differences between 1996 and 1997
1996 and 1997. volumes aggregated from contributing agencies.
“Rural Counties” are defined as noncity agencies
outside MSAs (App. 1lI).
58-61 All rural county law enforcement agencigRural Counties” are defined as noncity agenci8ight decrease in coverage for Table 61 due to

submitting complete reports for 12 months
1997.

putside MSAs (App. IlI).

editing procedure and lower submission of race data.

405



406

(€] (2 (3 (C]
Table Database Table Construction General Comments
62,63 All suburban area law enforcement agenci€be 1997 suburban area arrest trends represent
submitting complete reports for 12 months| percentage differences between 1996 and 1997 arrest
1996 and 1997. volumes aggregated from contributing agencies.
“Suburban Area” is defined as cities with fewer than
50,000 inhabitants and all counties within MSAs
(App. ).
64-67 All suburban area law enforcement agencit&uburban Area” is defined as cities with few&light decrease in coverage for Table 67 due to
submitting complete reports for 12 months| than 50,000 inhabitants and all counties withéaliting procedure and lower submission of race
1997. MSAs (App. 11I). data.
68 All law enforcement agencies submittingopulation statistics represent July 1, 1997, estim&@esa furnished are based upon individual state age
complete reports for 12 months in 1997. for individual agencies. See Appendix Il fodefinitions for juveniles.
definitions of the population classifications presented.
69

All law enforcement agencies submittingrrest totals are aggregated for individual agencesy comparison of statistics should take into

complete reports for 12 months in 1997.

within each state. Population figures represent Jetysideration variances in arrest practices, particularly
1, 1997, estimates (see App. II). for Part Il crimes.




APPENDIX Il
Offenses in Uniform Crime Reporting

Offenses in Uniform Crime Reporting are divided into two  Fraud—Fraudulent conversion and obtaining money or
groups, Part | and Part Il. Information on the volume of Part property by false pretenses. Included are confidence games and bac
offenses known to law enforcement, those cleared by arrest ohecks, except forgeries and counterfeiting.
exceptional means, and the number of persons arrested is reportedEmbezzlement—Misappropriation or misapplication of money
monthly. Only arrest data are reported for Part Il offenses. or property entrusted to one’s care, custody, or control.

Part | Offenses Stolen property; buying, receiving, possessing-Buying,

Criminal homicide—a. Murder and nonnegligent receiving, and possessing stolen property, including attempts.
manslaughter: the willful (nonnegligent) killing of one human being Vandalism—Willful or malicious destruction, injury,
by another. Deaths caused by negligence, attempts to kill, assautisfigurement, or defacement of any public or private property, real
to kill, suicides, accidental deaths, and justifiable homicides arer personal, without consent of the owner or persons having custody
excluded. Justifiable homicides are limited to: orcontrol.

(1) the killing of a felon by a law enforcement officer in the line of Weapons; carrying, possessing, etc.Al violations of

duty; and (2) the killing of a felon, during the commission of aregulations or statutes controlling the carrying, using, possessing,
felony, by a private citizen. b. Manslaughter by negligence: théurnishing, and manufacturing of deadly weapons or silencers.
killing of another person through gross negligence. Traffic fatalitiesncluded are attempts.

are excluded. While manslaughter by negligence is a Part | crime, Prostitution and commercialized vice—Sex offenses of a

it is not included in the Crime Index. commercialized nature, such as prostitution, keeping a bawdy

Forcible rape—The carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and house, procuring, or transporting women for immoral purposes.
against her will. Included are rapes by force and attempts or assaultdempts are included.
to rape. Statutory offenses (no force used — victim under age of Sex offenses (except forcible rape, prostitution, and
consent) are excluded. commercialized vice)—Statutory rape and offenses against

Robbery—The taking or attempting to take anything of value chastity, common decency, morals, and the like. Attempts are
from the care, custody, or control of a person or persons by fordacluded.
or threat of force or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear. Drug abuse violations—State and/or local offenses

Aggravated assault—An unlawful attack by one person upon relating to the unlawful possession, sale, use, growing, and
another for the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodilgnanufacturing of narcotic drugs. The following drug
injury. This type of assault usually is accompanied by the use of@ategories are specified: opium or cocaine and their derivatives
weapon or by means likely to produce death or great bodily harfimorphine, heroin, codeine); marijuana; synthetic narcotics—
Simple assaults are excluded. manufactured narcotics that can cause true addiction (demerol,

Burglary-breaking or entering—The unlawful entry of a methadone); and dangerous nonnarcotic drugs (barbiturates,
structure to commit a felony or a theft. Attempted forcible entrybenzedrine).
is included. Gambling—Promoting, permitting, or engaging in illegal

Larceny-theft (except motor vehicle theft)—The unlawful  gambling.
taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of property from the Offenses against the family and children-Nonsupport,
possession or constructive possession of another. Examples are theéiglect, desertion, or abuse of family and children.
of bicycles or automobile accessories, shoplifting, pocket-picking, or Driving under the influence—Driving or operating any vehicle
the stealing of any property or article which is not taken by force anor common carrier while drunk or under the influence of liquor or
violence or by fraud. Attempted larcenies are included. Embezzlemeniarcotics.
confidence games, forgery, worthless checks, etc., are excluded.  Liquor laws— State and/or local liquor law violations, except

Motor vehicle theft—The theft or attempted theft of a motor “drunkenness” and “driving under the influence.” Federal
vehicle. A motor vehicle is self-propelled and runs on the surfacéolations are excluded.
and not on rails. Specifically excluded from this category are Drunkenness—Offenses relating to drunkenness or
motorboats, construction equipment, airplanes, and farminoptoxication. Excluded is “driving under the influence.”
equipment. Disorderly conduct—Breach of the peace.

Arson—Any willful or malicious burning or attempt to burn, Vagrancy—Vagabondage, begging, loitering, etc.
with or without intent to defraud, a dwelling house, public building, All other offenses—All violations of state and/or local laws,
motor vehicle or aircraft, personal property of another, etc. except those listed above and traffic offenses.

Part Il Offenses Suspicion—No specific offense; suspect released without

Other assaults (simple)—Assaults and attempted assaultsformal charges being placed.
where no weapon is used and which do not result in serious or Curfew and loitering laws (persons under age 18)-6ffenses
aggravated injury to the victim. relating to violations of local curfew or loitering ordinances where

Forgery and counterfeiting—Making, altering, uttering, or such laws exist.
possessing, with intent to defraud, anything false in the semblance Runaways (persons under age 18)+imited to juveniles
of that which is true. Attempts are included. taken into protective custody under provisions of local statutes.
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APPENDIX Il
Uniform Crime Reporting Area Definitions

The presentation of statistics by reporting area facilitates 3. Rural Counties Outside MSAs—Rural counties are
analyzing local crime counts in conjunction with those for areasomprised of mostly unincorporated areas. Law enforcement
of similar geographical location or population size.agencies in rural counties cover areas that are not under the
Geographically, the United States is divisible by regionsjurisdiction of city police departments. Rural county law
divisions, and states. Further breakdowns rely on populatioenforcement agencies served 12 percent of the national
figures and proximity to metropolitan areas. As a general rulggopulation in 1997.
sheriffs, county police, and state police report crimes committed The following is an illustration of the community types:
within the limits of counties but outside cities, while local police

report crimes committed within the city limits.
MSA NON-MSA
Community Types
. . _ CENTRAL

UCR data are often presented in aggregations representing CITIES CITIES
three types of communities: 50,000 OUTSIDE

1. Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs}—Each MSA CITIES AND OVER | METROPOLITAN
includes a central city of at least 50,000 people or an urbanized AREAS
area of at least 50,000. The county containing the central city
and other contiguous counties having strong economic and social SUBURBAN
ties to the central city and county are also included. Counties in CITIES
an MSA are designated “suburban” for UCR purposes. An MSA
may cross state lines. The MSA concept facilitates the analysis COUNTIES
and presentation of uniform statistical data on metropolitan areas  (including SUBURBAN RURAL
by establishing reporting units which represent major population unincorporated COUNTIES COUNTIES
centers. Due to changes in the geographic composition of MSAs, areas)
no year-to-year comparisons of data for those areas should be
attempted.

New England MSAs are comprised of cities and towns insteadopulation Groups
of counties. In this publication’s tabular presentations, ) -
New England cities and towns are assigned to the proper MSAs. The population group classifications used by the UCR
Some counties, however, have both suburban and rural portiof/gogram are:

Data for state police and sheriffs in those jurisdictions are Population Political Population
included in statistics for the rural areas. Group Label Range
MSAs made up approximateB0 percent of the total | . City 250,000 and over

United States population in 1997. Some presentations in thj :
D0k Tefor fo *o b uTE AN Area.” A SUBLIDL At (Meludes aifidh oo City 100,000 to 249,999
City 50,000 to 99,999

with less than 50,000 inhabitants in addition to countiedll e

(unincorporated areas) within the MSA. The central cities ardV ..o City 25,000 to 49,999
of course, excluded. The concept of suburban area is especially...........cccceeevvvieeeiiiineeenee. City 10,000 to 24,999
important because of the particular crime conditions which exisy ... .............c..ccccccovvnee. City  Less than 10,000
in the communities surrounding the Nation’s largest cities. /| (Rural County) ............. County N/A

2. Cities Outside MSAs—Cities outside MSAs are mostly
incorporated. They comprised 8 percent of the 1997 populatiolﬁ( l(Suburb.an.(_:ounty) """"" .Couﬁty R N/A
of the United States. s e i o o s e %
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The major source of UCR data is the individual law
enforcement agency. The number of agencies included in ea
population group will vary slightly from year to year due to
population growth, geopolitical consolidation, municipal
incorporation, etc. Population figures for individual jurisdictions
are estimated by the UCR Program in noncensus years. In this

Rpew England
Connecticut

Maine

Massachusetts

NORTHEASTERN STATES

Middle Atlantic
New Jersey
New York

Pennsylvania

edition, the state and national population figures used are 1997 New Hampshire

Bureau of the Census provisional estimates. Population figures
for individual jurisdictions were updated by applying 1997 state

growth rates to 1996 city and county estimates. The estimate of
United States population showed a 1-percent increase from

East North Central

1996 to 1997.

The following table shows the number of UCR contributing

agencies within each population group for 1997.

Population Number of
Group Agencies
[ 66
e 156
M e 388
V o 740
Vo 1,799
VI e 8,153
VIII (Rural County¥....... 3,658
IX (Suburban County)... 2,102
Total ..ooeveeeeiiiee, 17,062

L Includes universities and colleges to which no population is attributed.
2 Includes state police to which no population is attributed.

Regions and Divisions

As shown in the accompanying map, the United States is
comprised of four regions: the Northeastern States, the Mid-

Population
Covered
47,715,482

22,796,059
26,397,223
25,625,614

28,315,025
25,854,085
32,399,843
58,533,669

267,637,000

Rhode Island

Vermont

western States, the Southern States, and the Western States.
These regions are further divided into nine divisions. The folMountain
lowing table delineates the regional, divisional, and state con- Arizona

figuration of the country.

MIDWESTERN STATES
West North Central

Illinois lowa
Indiana Kansas
Michigan Minnesota
Ohio Missouri
Wisconsin Nebraska
North Dakota
South Dakota
SOUTHERN STATES
South Atlantic East South Central
Delaware Alabama
District of Columbia Kentucky
Florida Mississippi
Georgia Tennessee
Maryland West South Central
North Carolina Arkansas
South Carolina Louisiana
Virginia Oklahoma
West Virginia Texas
WESTERN STATES
Pacific
Alaska
Colorado California
Idaho Hawaii
Montana Oregon
Nevada Washington
New Mexico
Utah
Wyoming
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APPENDIX IV
The Nation’s Two Crime Measures

The U.S. Department of Justice administers two statisticdational Crime Victimization Survey
programs to measure the magnitude, nature, and impact of crime ) o ) )
in the Nation: the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program and 1 he Bureau of Justice Statistics’ NCVS, which began in 1973,
the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS). Each of thesdProvides a detalle(_j picture of crime |nC|dents_, victims, and trends.
programs produces valuable information about aspects of tH(€r @ substantial period of research, in 1993 the survey
Nation’s crime problem. Because the UCR and NCVS progranﬁompleted an intensive methodologlt_:al redesign. The redes_lgn
are conducted for different purposes, use different methods, afi@s Undertaken to improve the questions used to uncover crime,
focus on somewhat different aspects of crime, the informatiofPdate the survey methods, and broaden the scope of crimes
they produce together provides a more comprehensive panoraﬁﬁ‘&asured- The redesigned survey collects detailed information

of the Nation’s crime problem than either could produce aloné?" the frequency and nature of the crimes of rape, sexual assault
personal robbery, aggravated and simple assault, household

Uniform Crime Reports burglary, theft, and motor vehicle theft. It does not measure
homicide or commercial crimes (such as burglaries of stores).
The FBI's UCR Program, which began in 1929, collects y.s. Bureau of the Census personnel interview all household
information on the following crimes reported to law enforcemeninembpers at least 12 years old in a nationally representative
authorities: homicide, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assaufample of approximately 49,000 households (about 101,000
burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. Arrestgersons). Households stay in the sample for 3 years and are
are reported for 21 additional crime categories. interviewed at 6-month intervals. New households rotate into
The UCR data are compiled from monthly law enforcemenihe sample on an ongoing basis.
reports or individual crime incident records transmitted directly The NCVS collects information on crimes suffered by
to the FBI or to centralized state agencies that then report to th&jividuals and households, whether or not those crimes were
FBI. Each report submitted to the UCR Program is examinegorted to law enforcement. It estimates the proportion of each
thoroughly for reasonableness, accuracy, and deviations that m@yme type reported to law enforcement, and it summarizes the
indicate errors. Large variations in crime levels may indicat¢s550ns that victims give for reporting or not reporting.
modified records procedures, incomplete reporting, or changes | 4 survey provides information about victims (age, sex, race,

in a jurisdiction’s boundaries. To identify any unusualethnicity, marital status, income, and educational level),

fluctuations in an agency’s crime counts, monthly reports arBttenders (sex, race, approximate age, and victim-offender

compared with previous submissions of the agency and wi lationship), and the crimes (time and place of occurrence, use

those for similar agencies. . o of weapons, nature of injury, and economic consequences).
In 1997, law enforcement agencies active in the _UCR PrOgraauestions also cover the experiences of victims with the criminal

_repre_sented approximately 254 million _Unlted State?ustice system, self-protective measures used by victims, and

inhabitants— 95 percent of the total population. possible substance abuse by offenders. Supplements are adde

The UCR Program pr_owdes crime counts for_the Nation as riodically to the survey to obtain detailed information on topics
whole, as well as for regions, states, counties, cities, and tow e school crime

This permits studies among neighboring jurisdictions and among The first data from the redesigned NCVS were published in
those with similar populations and other common characteristicg. BJS bulletin in June 1995. BJS publication of NCVS data

U.CR findings fo_r each C’C_"e”daf year are publ_|shed N theludesCriminal Victimization in the United Statesmn annual
preliminary release in the spring, followed by a detailed annuq,l

report, Crime in the United Statesssued in the following eport that covers the broad range of detailed information

. : : C(t)llected by the NCVS. BJS publishes detailed reports on topics
calendar year. In addition to crime counts and trends, this repar : . : L n
su%h as crime against women, urban crime, and gun use in crime.

includes data on crimes cleared, persons arrested (age, sex, € NCvs data files are archived at the National Archive of
rage), laV\.' enforcement personnel (including th_e r?“mber of SWOIR iminal Justice Data at the University of Michigan to enable
officers killed or assaulted), and the characteristics of h0m|C|de% . .

feésearchers to perform independent analysis.

(including age, sex, and race of victims and offenders, victim-

offender relationships, weapons used, and circumstancgpmparing UCR and NCVS

surrounding the homicides). Other special reports are also

available from the UCR Program. Because the NCVS was designed to complement the UCR
Following a 5-year redesign effort, the UCR Program isProgram, the two programs share many similarities. As much as

currently being converted to the more comprehensive antheir different collection methods permit, the two measure the

detailed National Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS)same subset of serious crimes, defined alike. Both programs

NIBRS will provide detailed information about each criminal cover rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, theft, and motor

incident in 22 broad categories of offenses. vehicle theft. Rape, robbery, theft, and motor vehicle theft are
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defined virtually identically by both the UCR and NCVS. survey estimates. Trend data in NCVS reports are described as
(While rape is defined analogously, the UCR Crime Indexgenuine only if there is at least a 90 percent certainty that the
measures the crime against women only, and the NCV®easured changes are not the result of sampling variation. The
measures it against both sexes.) UCR data are based on the actual counts of offenses reported by
There are also significant differences between the twéaw enforcement jurisdictions. In some circumstances, UCR data
programs. First, the two programs were created to serve differeaite estimated for nonparticipating jurisdictions or those reporting
purposes. The UCR Program’s primary objective is to providgartial data.
a reliable set of criminal justice statistics for law enforcement Each program has unique strengths. The UCR provides a
administration, operation, and management. The NCVS waseasure of the number of crimes reported to law enforcement
established to provide previously unavailable information abouagencies throughout the country. The UCR’s Supplementary
crime (including crime not reported to police), victims, andHomicide Reports provide the most reliable, timely data on the
offenders. extent and nature of homicides in the Nation. The NCVS is the
Second, the two programs measure an overlapping b@timary source of information on the characteristics of criminal
nonidentical set of crimes. The NCVS includes crimes botlvictimization and on the number and types of crimes not reported
reported and not reported to law enforcement. The NCV® law enforcement authorities.
excludes, but the UCR includes, homicide, arson, commercial By understanding the strengths and limitations of each
crimes, and crimes against children under age 12. The UGRogram, it is possible to use the UCR and NCVS to achieve a
captures crimes reported to law enforcement, but it excludeggeater understanding of crime trends and the nature of crime in
simple assaults and sexual assaults other than forcible rape fréae United States. For example, changes in police procedures,
the Crime Index. shifting attitudes towards crime and police, and other societal
Third, because of methodology, the NCVS and UCRchanges can affect the extent to which people report and law
definitions of some crimes differ. For example, the UCR definegnforcement agencies record crime. NCVS and UCR data can
burglary as the unlawful entry or attempted entry of a structuree used in concert to explore why trends in reported and police-
to commit a felony or theft. The NCVS, not wanting to askrecorded crime may differ.
victims to ascertain offender motives, defines burglary as the Apparent discrepancies between statistics from the two
entry or attempted entry of a residence by a person who had pgograms can usually be accounted for by their definitional and
right to be there. procedural differences or resolved by comparing NCVS
Fourth, for property crimes (burglary, theft, and motor vehiclesampling variations (confidence intervals) of those crimes said
theft), the two programs calculate crime rates using differerfo have been reported to police with UCR statistics.
bases. The UCR rates for these crimes are per-capita (numberFor most types of crimes measured by both the UCR and
of crimes per 100,000 persons), whereas the NCVS rates fCVS, analysts familiar with the programs can exclude from
these crimes are per-household (number of crimes per 1,0@palysis those aspects of crime not common to both. Resulting
households). Because the number of households may not grdang-term trend lines can be brought into close concordance. The
at the same rate each year as the total population, trend dataifopact of such adjustments is most striking for robbery, burglary,
rates of property crimes measured by the two programs may rtd motor vehicle theft, whose definitions most closely coincide.
be comparable. With robbery, annual victimization rates based only on NCVS
In addition, some differences in the data from the twaobberies reported to the police are possible. It is also possible
programs may result from sampling variation in the NCVS ando remove from analysis UCR robberies of commercial
from estimating for nonresponse in the UCR. The NCVSestablishments such as gas stations, convenience stores, and
estimates are derived from interviewing a sample and arganks. When the resulting NCVS police-reported robbery rates
therefore subject to a margin of error. Rigorous statisticadre compared to UCR non-commercial robbery rates, the results
methods are used to calculate confidence intervals around adlveal closely corresponding long-term trends.
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APPENDIX V

Directory of State Uniform Crime
Reporting Programs

Alabama Alabama Criminal Justice
Information Center
Suite 350
770 Washington Avenue
Montgomery, Alabama 36130
(334) 242-4900

Alaska Uniform Crime Reporting Section
Department of Public Safety
Information System
5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99507
(907) 269-5708

American Samoa Department of Public Safety
Post Office Box 1086
Pago Pago
American Samoa 96799
(684) 633-1111

Arizona Uniform Crime Reporting Program
Access Integrity Unit
Arizona Department of Public Safety
Post Office Box 6638
Phoenix, Arizona 85005-6638
(602) 223-2263

Arkansas Arkansas Crime Information Center
One Capitol Mall, 4D-200
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201
(501) 682-2222

California Criminal Justice Statistics Center
Department of Justice
Post Office Box 903427
Sacramento, California 94203-4270
(916) 227-3282

Colorado Uniform Crime Repting
Colorado Bureau of Investigation
Suite 3000
690 Kipling Street
Denver, Colorado 80215
(303) 239-4300

Connecticut Uniform Crime Reporting Program
Post Office Box 2794
Middletown, Connecticut 06457-9294
(860) 685-8030
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Delaware State Bureau of ldentification
Post Office Box 430
Dover, Delaware 19903
(302) 739-5875

District of Columbia Information Services Division
Metropolitan Police Department
Room 5054
300 Indiana Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20001
(202) 727-4138

Florida Uniform Crime Reports Section
Special Services Bureau
Florida Crime Information Center Bureau
Post Office Box 1489
Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1489
(850) 487-1179

Georgia Georgia Crime Information Center
Georgia Bureau of Investigation
Post Office Box 370748
Decatur, Georgia 30037
(404) 244-2840

Guam Guam Police Department
Planning, Research and Development
Post Office Box 23909
GMF, Guam 96921
(671) 472-8911 x 418

Hawaii Crime Prevention and Justice
Assistance Division
Department of the Attorney General
First Floor
425 Queen Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
(808) 586-1416

Idaho Criminal Identification Bureau
Department of Law Enforcement
Post Office Box 700
Meridian, Idaho 83680
(208) 884-7156

Illinois Division of Administration Crime
Statistics
Illinois State Police
Post Office Box 3677
Springfield, Illinois 62708
(217) 782-5791

lowa lowa Department of Public Safety
Wallace State Office Building
East Ninth and Grand
Des Moines, lowa 50319
(515) 281-8494
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Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Montana

Kansas Bureau of Investigation
1620 Southwest Tyler Street
Topeka, Kansas 66612

(913) 296-8200

Information Services Branch
Kentucky State Police

1250 Louisville Road
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601
(502) 227-8783

Louisiana Commission on
Law Enforcement

1225 Nicholson Drive

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802

(504) 383-8342

Department of Public Safety
Maine State Police

Records Management Services
Uniform Crime Reporting Division
36 Hospital Street, Station 42
Augusta, Maine 04333

(207) 624-7003

Central Records Division
Maryland State Police
1711 Belmont Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21244
(410) 298-3883

Crime Reporting Unit
Uniform Crime Reports
Massachusetts State Police
470 Worcester Road

Framingham, Massachusetts 01701

(508) 820-2115

Uniform Crime Reporting Section
Michigan State Police

7150 Harris Drive

Lansing, Michigan 48913

(517) 322-1150

Bureau of Criminal Apprehension

Minnesota Department of Public Safety
Criminal Justice Information Systems

1246 University Avenue
St. Paul, Minnesota 55104
(612) 642-0670

Montana Board of Crime Control
303 North Roberts

Helena, Montana 59620-1408
(406) 444-2077
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Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Oklahoma

416

Uniform Crime Reporting Section
The Nebraska Commission on Law
Enforcement and Criminal Justice
Post Office Box 94946
Lincoln, Nebraska 68509
(402) 471-3982

Criminal Information Services
Nevada Highway Patrol
555 Wright Way
Carson City, Nevada 89711
(702) 687-5713

Uniform Crime Reporting Unit
New Hampshire Department
of Public Safety
Division of State Police
10 Hazen Drive
Concord, New Hampshire 03305
(603) 271-2509

Uniform Crime Reporting
Division of State Police
Post Office Box 7068
West Trenton, New Jersey 08628-0068
(609) 882-2000 x 2392

Statistical Services

New York State Division of Criminal
Justice Services

8th Floor, Mail Room

Executive Park Tower Building

Stuyvesant Plaza

Albany, New York 12203

(518) 457-8381

Crime Reporting and Field Services
Division of Criminal Information
State Bureau of Identification
407 North Blount Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
(919) 733-3171

Information Services Section
Bureau of Criminal Investigation
Attorney General’s Office
Post Office Box 1054
Bismarck, North Dakota 58502
(701) 328-5500

Uniform Crime Reporting Section
Oklahoma State Bureau of Investigation
Suite 300
6600 North Harvey
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73116
(405) 879-2531



Oregon

Pennsylvania

Puerto Rico

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

Law Enforcement Data Systems Division
Oregon Department of State Police

400 Public Service Building

Salem, Oregon 97310

(503) 378-3057

Bureau of Research and Development
Pennsylvania State Police
1800 Elmerton Avenue
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110
(717) 783-5536

Statistics Division
Puerto Rico Police
Roosevelt Avenue 101
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00936
(787) 793-1234 x 3113

Rhode Island State Police
311 Danielson Pike
North Scituate, Rhode Island 02857
(401) 444-1121

South Carolina Law Enforcement Division
Post Office Box 21398
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1398
(803) 896-7162

South Dakota Statistical Analysis Center
500 East Capitol Avenue
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070
(605) 773-6310

Uniform Crime Reporting
Crime Information Bureau
Texas Department of Public Safety
Post Office Box 4143
Austin, Texas 78765-9968
(512) 424-2091

Data Collection and Analysis
Uniform Crime Reporting

Bureau of Criminal Identification
Utah Department of Public Safety
4501 South 2700 West

Salt Lake City, Utah 84119

(801) 965-4445

Vermont Crime Information Center
103 South Main Street

Waterbury, Vermont 05671-2101
(802) 244-8786

Records Management Division
Department of State Police
Post Office Box 27472
Richmond, Virginia 23261-7472
(804) 674-2143
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Virgin Islands

Washington

West Virginia

Wisconsin

Wyoming

418

Virgin Islands Police Department
Criminal Justice Complex

Saint Thomas, Virgin Islands 00802
(809) 774-2211

Uniform Crime Reporting Program
Washington Association of Sheriffs and
Police Chiefs
Post Office Box 826
Olympia, Washington 98507
(360) 586-3221

Uniform Crime Reporting Program
West Virginia State Police

725 Jefferson Road

South Charleston, West Virginia 25309
(304) 746-2159

Office of Justice Assistance
Suite 202

131 West Wilson Street
Madison, Wisconsin 53702-0001
(608) 266-3323

Uniform Crime Reporting
Criminal Records Section
Division of Criminal Investigation
316 West 22nd Street
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002
(307) 777-7625



APPENDIX VI

National Uniform Crime Reporting
Program Directory

Yo [ 0T T S (=i o] o LSOO PPRPPPPRRN (304) 625-3691
Program administration; management; policy

Crime Analysis, Research and DeVeIOPMENT ... ...t e mmmmmm e (304) 625-3585
Statistical models; special studies and analyses; crime forecasting

INFOrMAtiON DISSEIMINATIONL. ... .eeiiiiieieeee ittt e ettt et e e e e e e e e e bttt et e e e e e e e e s e s annnbbbbeeeeaeaeeeeesan s mmmmeeene s (304) 625-4995
Requests for published and unpublished data; printouts, magnetic tapes, books

QUAIILY ASSUIBINCE ...oeeiiieee ettt et e e oo e oo oo oottt ettt e et e e e e e e e e e e e s o nnnbe bt e s s e e et Smmmmmmmmmmn s sbssseeeeeeaeeeeeaannnne 304) 625-2941
Requests for assistance in confirming statistical validity and
ensuring agency reporting integrity

SEALISTICAI PrOCESSING -..tttetteeetetie e e ettt e e e e e oo e e oottt bbbttt e e eeaaaeaeeaasaa e anbeseeeeeeaaaeaasannnsnnaneeeaeaaeessesannd (304) 625-4831
Processing of summary and incident-based reports from data contributors;
reporting problems; requests for reporting forms; data processing; data quality

L= UL gL 7 =T 0Tt i o] o IO PP PUPT TSP (304) 625-2821
Requests for training of law enforcement; information on police reporting systems;
technical assistance

Send correspondence to:  Federal Bureau of Investigation
Criminal Justice Information
Services Division
Attention: Uniform Crime Reports
1000 Custer Hollow Road
Clarksburg, West Virginia 26306
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APPENDIX VII
Uniform Crime Reporting Publications List

Crime in the United Statgannual)

Law Enforcement Officers Killed and Assaultadnual)

Hate Crime Statisticannual)

Killed in the Line of Duty: A Study of Selected Felonious Killings of Law Enforcement Ofpeisal report)

In the Line of Fire: Violence Against Law Enforcement — A Study of Felonious Assaults on Law Enforcemen{sp#iciats
report)

Uniform Crime Reports: Their Proper Uglerochure)

National Incident-Based Reporting Systérochure)
Preliminary Semiannual Uniform Crime Report, January-June
Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime Report

Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook:
Summary System
National Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS)

NIBRS:
Volume 1—Pata Collection Guidelines
Volume 2—Data Submission Specifications
Volume 3—Approaches to Implementing an Incident-Based Reporting (IBR) System
Volume 4—Error Message Manual
Supplemental Guidelines for Federal Participation

Manual of Law Enforcement Records

Hate Crime:
Hate Crime Data Collection Guidelines
Training Guide for Hate Crime Data Collection
Hate Crime Magnetic Media Specifications for Tapes and Diskettes
Hate Crime Statistics, 1990: A Resource Book

Age-Specific Arrest Rates and Race-Specific Arrest Rates for Selected Offenses

Periodic Press Releases:
Crime Trends
Law Enforcement Officers Killed
Hate Crime
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