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IMPACT OF INCIDENT BASED REPORTING

Each year, The Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (COG) solicits data from the law
enforcement community for the purpose of developing an annual report that reveals a snapshot of crime
and crime control in the region. The information contained in the data received from each law
enforcement agency is collected using one of two methods: Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) or the
National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS). As the annual COG report is comparative in nature,
in many respects, the vtilization of two different reporting systems is similar to comparing apples and

oranges.

UCR was developed in 1929 by the FBI as a “voluntary program to collect
aggregate counts of index crimes — murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault,
burglary, motor vehicle theft, larceny, and, after 1978, arson.” 4 Recognizing
the need for additional information about crime, the FBI launched the National RULGLIFLIISLELRUG
Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS) in the late 1980’s as an “expanded ¥ Y5

and enhanced UCR Program to meet law enforcement needs into the 21st

century.” 5

“As a general rule,

NIBRS crime rates tend

The FBI recognized from the outset that conversion to the new system would be gradual, so it is normal
and appropriate that in 2002 many agencies are still reporting under UCR. The transition to NIBRS is

expected to continue for several years.

NIBRS was designed to measure crime differently than UCR. The United States Department of Justice
describes the principle difference in their design as such:

Where Summary UCR measures the overall number of incidents for an
index of crime, NIBRS measures hoth the overall number of incidents and
the occurrence of each type of crime within every incident. NIBRS
reporting gives more detail about offenses that occur during the
commission of a crime without reporting significantly higher crime raftes
in most cases. However, NIBRS is more prone to non-vniform reporting
practices and programming errors, whereas Summary UCR is more prone

to reporting errors. ¢



As a general rule, NIBRS crime rates tend to be higher than
UCR rates. This tendency for data to inflate under NIBRS
results from a variety of factors, but the primary reason is
NIBRS’ practice of statistically counting all separate
violations within a single criminal event. In contrast, UCR
counts only the most serious crime and does not count
lesser, related crimes. For example, under NIBRS a murder
committed during a robbery would count as two separate
crimes, while UCR would treat the event as a single entity,
counting the murder only. 7

Even though NIBRS crime rates are generally higher than
UCR, the average difference hetween estimates is small. The
U.S. Department of Justice estimates that the average

COG Member Jurisdictions

Using UCR or NIBRS*
UCR NIBRS
Bowie Alexandria
College Park Arlington
DC City of Fairfax
Fairfax County Fauquier County
Falls Church Loudoun County

Frederick County
Gaithersburg
Greenbelt
Montgomery County
Prince Georges County
Prince William County
Rockville

City of Manassas

statistical difference between the two methods is about 2% for
all major categories of crime combined, with slightly higher
disparities in certain categories of non-violent crime. Motor

“Even though NIBRS
crime rates are

generally higher than

UCR, the average

difference...is small.”

Takoma Park

vehicle theft, for example, averages about 4% higher under NIBRS than it
does under UCR. 8

Individval agencies utilizing NIBRS may experience statistical increases
that are substantially higher than the aforementioned averages. This
occurs most often among small agencies that report comparatively few
incidents, but can also occur among larger agencies; especially in the
categories of larceny and vehicle theft. The extent to which an agency’s
data is affected by its choice of reporting methods depends upon local

crime patterns and its respective state criminal laws. ¢

In summary, the crime statistics reported in this document have value to law enforcement agencies,

government officials, and members of the public within the parameters that they are presented.
Comparisons of data reported by agencies utilizing UCR with similar data reported by agencies vutilizing

NIBRS should be viewed in the proper context. Therefore, it should be understood any comparisons made

during this transition period reflect that different measuring systems with different reporting rules were

used. 10



WHERE WE STAND-CRIME IN THE REGION

Part I crime in the Metropolitan Washington region increased by 0.4% from 2001 to 2002 and decreased in 2003

by 5.6%. Nationally, Part I offenses were virtually unchanged during both years; increasing less than 0.1% from
2001 to 2002 and decreasing 0.5% in 2003.

Individually, the District of Columbia and the Commonwealth of Virginia experienced decreases in Part I crime
during the period from 2001 to 2002 (0.02% and 5.1% respectively) and 2002 to 2003 (8.9% and 7.2% respec-
tively). The State of Maryland saw an increase in Part I crime from 2001 to 2002 (5.8%), but a decline in 2003
(3.1%).

Several agencies didn’t submit crime data for 2002 and 2003. Furthermore, the Council of Governments added
two new jurisdictions during this time period (City of Manassas in 2002 and Manassas Park in 2003). For 2001 to
2002, the comparative analysis doesn’t include either the City of Manassas or Manassas Park. For 2002 to 2003,
the comparative analysis doesn’t include Manassas Park.

Percent Change in Part I Crime

2001 to 2002

Nation COG Region DC Maryland Virginia
Homicide +1.0% +16.5% +13.4% +31.5% -12.8%
Rape +4.7% +13.8% +45.6% +8.8% -4.8%
Robbery -0.7% +3.1% -0.6% +5.3% +7.9%
Aggravated Assault -1.6% -1.9% -3.0% +1.2% -5.0%
Burglary +1.7% -0.5% +4.5% +0.2% -7.2%
Larceny -0.6% -3.7% -6.2% +2.0% -5.7%
Motor Vehicle Theft +1.4% +16.1% +15.0% +21.6% -0.8%

Nation COG Region DC Maryland Virginia
Overall Crime * +0.4% -0.02% +5.8% -5.1%
Violent Crime -0.9% +1.1% -0.7% +3.7% 0.0%
Property Crime +0.1% +0.3% +0.1% +6.0% -5.4%

*Less than 1/10% of one petcent



Percent Change in Part I Crime

2002 to 2003

Nation COG Region DC Maryland Virginia
Homicide +1.7% -6.8% -5.3% -9.6% -2.8%
Rape -1.9% -2.3% +4.2% +2.2% -12.3%
Robbery -1.8% +2.7% +2.8% +2.5% +1.2%
Aggravated Assault -3.8% -9.1% -1.7% -12.5% 0.0%
Burglary +0.1% -2.2% -9.6% +1.2% -2.7%
Larceny -0.5% -8.9% -16.9% -5.8% -8.8%
Motor Vehicle Theft +1.1% +1.5% +4.2% +1.4% -3.2%

Nation COG Region DC Maryland Virginia
Overall Crime -0.5% -5.6% -8.9% -3.1% -7.2%
Violent Crime -3.0% -3.6% -3.0% -5.0% -0.7%
Property Crime -0.2% -5.8% -10.4% -2.9% -7.6%
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VIOLENT CRIME

Violent Crime consists of Homicide, Rape, Robbery, and Aggravated Assault. These “Crimes
Against People” were up 1.2% in the Metropolitan Washington area in 2002. Nationally, Violent
Crime increased only slightly, by .85%. In 2003 violent crime decreased by 3.6% in the Metropolitan
region and decreased similarly by 3.0% in the nation.

In the Maryland suburbs, however, violent crime was up 3.7% in 2002. This changed in 2003 when ,
out of all three sub-regions, Maryland showed the greatest decrease with 5% fewer violent crimes.

These increases are in violent crimes reported to police. The National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), which is based on interviews with victims only and does not include homicides, reported a
7.01% decrease in violent crimes nationally in 2002. The NCVS also reports once again that only
49% of all violent crimes are reported to police.

Homicide

There were 463 homicides in the Metropolitan Washington region in 2002, up 16.6 % from 2001.
The DC-Area Sniper attacks of 2002

were included in this analysis, but

only accounted for 2.1% of the over- 300

all total homicides. This is the sec- g2 248

ond year in a row showing an in- 250 1 234 -
crease in homicides. This pattern 200 | m2002
ended in 2003 when there were 436 S s

homicides in the COG region, down 150 1 127

6.8% from 2002. The regional in-
creases in homicides are noticeably
higher than the national increases of 50
1.0% in 2002 and 1.7% in 2003.

100 -

39 34 35

R

District of Columbia Maryland Suburbs  Northern Virginia

The Suburbs of Virginia reported a
12.8% decrease in homicides for
2002 , the only area to show a decrease. In 2003, they continued to show a decrease with 2.8% fewer
homicides. The Maryland suburbs reported 31.5% more homicides in 2002, showing another large
increase for the second year in a row. With 167 homicides in 2002 they nearly doubled the 86 re-
ported homicides in 2000. This growth was lessened in 2003 when the Suburbs of Maryland had the
largest decrease in the Metropolitan Washington area, with a 9.6% drop in homicide in 2003.
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The District of Columbia reported a 13.4% increase in homicides in 2002 and saw a decrease of 5.3%
in 2003. As in the past, more homicides were committed in the District than in any other sub-region.
Of the 466 homicides committed in the region in 2002, 56% occurred in the District. Similarly, of the
436 homicides committed in the region in 2003, 57% occurred in the District.

Rape

The Metropolitan Washington area experienced a 13.8% increase in rapes in 2002. This increase is
balanced by the record decrease in rapes reported in 2001. In 2003 there was a 1.8% decrease in rape,
though only one of the three sub-regions reported a decrease. In 2002, the District of Columbia saw a
45.6% increase in rape after a 23 % drop in 2001. DC had slightly more reported rapes in 2003 showing
an increase of 4.2% . Nationally, reported rape cases rose by 4.7% in 2002, then decreased by 1.9% in

2003.

Despite the significant increase in rapes in DC, the
jzg | ] 418 Maryland Suburbs accounted for 43% of all rapes in
350 - the COG region in 2002 and 44% of all rapes in the
300 - 273 COG region in 2003
250 - 42 m2001 o L
00 | 18 moo2| While in 2001 Northern Virginia was the only sub-
150 B22] region to show an increase in rape, in 2002 it was
100 - the only sub-region to show a decrease, down 4.8%

50 - from 2001. In 2003, Northern Virginia showed a
0 significant decrease in rape, with 12.3% fewer .
District of ~ Maryland Northern That constitutes the second year in a row that the
Columbia Suburbs Virginia Northern Virginia sub-region experienced a
decrease in rapes.
Robbery

Robberies were up 3.2% in the Metropolitan Washington area in 2002, for a total of 9,543 offenses. In
2003 the total increased by 2.6%, up to 9,795. Nationally, robberies decreased marginally, by 0.7%.
There was a somewhat greater decrease in 2003, with 1.8% fewer reported robberies.

In 2002, Northern Virginia experienced the highest increase in robberies, with 7.9% more reported cases.
The following year, both Northern Virginia and the Maryland Suburbs had smaller increases of 1.2% and
2.5%.

13



5500

5000
4500 The District had a minimal decrease in
4000 . . .
3500 robberies of 0.6% in 2002. After being
m 2001 . .
3000 2002 the only sub-region to show a decrease in
2500 = 2002, the District saw the highest
2000 m2003 . : o ) .
1500 increase in robberies in 2003 with 2.8%
1000 more being reported in 2003 than in
500 2002.
0
District of Maryland Northern
Columbia Suburbs Virginia

Aggravated Assault

Nationally, Aggravated Assaults were down 1.6 %. Similarly, in the COG region, aggravated assaults
were down 1.9% for a total of 11,151 offenses in 2002. In 2003 the Nation experienced a 3.8% decrease
in aggravated assaults. The COG

area saw a greater decrease in 6,000
aggravated assault in 2003, having

9.1% fewer offenses than in 2002. 5,000

Only the Maryland suburbs reported 4 oo

a slight increase in 2002, with 1.2% m 2001
more cases. Unlike in 2002, in 2003 3,000 2002
the Maryland suburbs held the largest m 2003

decrease in the area with 12.5% fewer 2,000
aggravated assaults reported in 2003.

1,000
Northern Virginia interestingly
enough had a 0% change in 0
aggravated assaults in 2003, having District of ~ Maryland Suburbs Northern Virginia
exactly 1,367 reported in both 2002 Columbia
and 2003.
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PROPERTY CRIME

Crimes Against Property (Burglary, Larceny and Motor Vehicle Theft), were up 0.3% in 2002 with
157,961 reported offenses. In 2003 property crimes were down 5.8%. Nationally, property
crimes remained relatively steady over 2002 and 2003, with an increase of only 0.1% in 2002 to
tollowed by a decreased of 0.2% in 2003.

Like the US as a whole, DC reported only a 0.1% increase in property crimes in 2002, while the
Maryland suburbs reported an increases of 6.0%. Northern Virginia saw a decrease of 3.8% that
year. All three sub-regions saw a decrease in property crimes in 2003. DC experienced the largest
decrease with 10.4% fewer property crimes. The District of Columbia reported the lowest
number of property crimes in the area for 2003, with 31,581 offenses.

The NCVS reported a 4.1% decrease in property crimes in 2002, and also estimated that only
about 40% of all property crimes were reported to the police that year.

Burglary 14000
Bl & 0
:\"\,\ I\* * 'X,rL‘

Burglaries decreased in the 12000 -

metropolitan Washington area by

0.5% in 2002, with 87 fewer 10000 |

reported cases. That trend 8000 m 2001
escalated slightly in 2003 with 435 m@2002
fewer reported cases, a 2.2% 6000 1 2003
decrease since 2002. Nationally, 4000 -

burglaries decreased in 2002 by
1.7%. The nation’s burglaries 2000
increased by 0.1% in 2003.

0

District of Maryland Northern Virginia
Columbia Suburbs

In the COG region, Virginia was
the only sub-region to show a
decline in burglaries in 2002, with
7.2% fewer incidents. In 2003, the District saw the greatest drop in burglaries, with 9.6% less than
in 2002. Maryland was the only sub-region to report an increase in burglaries in both years, albeit
minimally. In 2003, it rose 1.2%, after rising by 0.2% in 2002.
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Larceny

Larcenies in the COG region
decreased by 3.7% in 2002,
with 3,955 fewer offenses. In
2003, larcenies decreased
even more, with a 8.9% drop.

The District of Columbia
showed the largest decrease
in both years, with 6.2%
tewer larcenies in 2002 and
16.9% fewer cases in 2003.
Maryland was the only sub-

region to report an increase

50000
45000
40000
35000
30000
25000
20000
15000
10000

5000

m 2001
m 2002
m 2003

District of Columbia Maryland Suburbs Northern Virginia

in larcenies in 2002 (2.0%). This changed in 2003 when all sub-regions reported a decrease in

larcenies.

Nationally, larcenies were down slightly in both 2002 (0.6%) and 2003 (0.5%) .

25000

20000

15000

10000
5000
0
District of Maryland
Columbia Suburbs
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Motor Vehicle Theft

Motor Vehicle Thefts increased by
16.1% in the COG region in 2002,
following a 24.1% increase in 2001.
There appeared to be a leveling off
in 2003, with Motor Vehicle Thefts
rising only 1.5% across the region.

Northern Virginia reported the only
decreases in Motor Vehicle Thefts in
the COG Region in 2002 and 2003,
with slight decreases of 0.8% and
3.2% respectively. Both the District
and Maryland showed significant
increases in Motor Vehicle Thefts



again in 2002, with 15% and 21.6% respectively. In 2003, the District and Maryland reported
much smaller increases in Motor Vehicle Thefts with DC seeing a rise of 4.2% and the
Maryland suburbs seeing these crimes grow by 1.4%. In the COG region 33,577 Motor
Vehicle Thefts were reported in 2003.

Nationally, Motor Vehicle Thefts increased by 1.4% in 2002 and 1.1% in 2003.

17



Total Part I Offenses
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Total Part I offenses increased 0.4% in the Metropolitan Washington area from 2001 to 2002,
although all sub-regions reported a decrease except Maryland. The following year, there was a Total
Part I decrease of 5.6% in the region. This was facilitated by each sub-region experiencing its own
decline in reported crime.

In 2002 the Maryland suburbs reported an increase of 5.8%, unlike the District, which remained
basically unchanged (decrease of less than 0.1%). The Northern Virginia suburbs reported a
decrease of 5.09% in Part I offenses in 2002.

Relatively steep declines in offenses were seen in 2003, where Maryland experienced the smallest
change with 3.1% fewer crimes reported in 2003, Virginia experienced a 7.2% drop in reported
crime, and 8.9% fewer offenses were reported in the District of Columbia.

18



JURISDICTIONAL PROFILES

Upon reviewing the previous charts in this report, an interesting picture emerges. While there are
natural fluctuations in each sub-region for each type of crime, an underlying pattern is also
apparent. Despite increases and decreases in crime from year to year, the overall proportion of
each crime occurring in the 3 sub-regions remains relatively unchanged. For example, looking at
Homicides from 2001 through 2003, we see that approximately 58% occurred in DC each year,
34% in the Maryland Suburbs, and 8% in Northern Virginia.

2001 2002 2003

Y

58%

@mDC
B Maryland Suburbs
O Northern Virgina

Alternatively, Larceny gives a different picture. During the same time period, and again with mi-
nor fluctuations year to year, we do see a definite pattern. Approximately 20% of all Larcenies
occurred in the District, 44% in Maryland, and 36% in Northern Virginia.

2001 2002 2003

o

mDC
B Maryland Suburbs
O Northern Virginia
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CAUTION!

While it may be tempting to look at these patterns and make assumptions about the relative risks
of each type of crime in one neighborhood compared to another, the actual truth is not as clear as
the statistics might suggest.

We all know crime does not recognize political boundaries. Crossing the Key Bridge from DC
into Virginia does not immediately lower your risk of being a victim of homicide any more than it

increases your risk of being a victim of larceny. So, how can those patterns be explained?
CONTRIBUTING FACTORS

As explained earlier in this publication, there are different reporting systems used to collect and
analyze crime data: UCR and NIBRS. With most of the Virginia jurisdictions using a different
reporting system than DC and Maryland, it can be expected that patterns in those areas may not
look the same in Virginia. Again, this reiterates the problems in “comparing apples to oranges,”

Other possible factors contributing to the apparent patterns include differences in State laws, local

law enforcement programs, and even the victims themselves.

While the FBI generally defines each of the Part I Index crimes for the purposes of reporting
local data, state (or commonwealth) laws are more explicit in defining how a crime is categorized.
For instance, in some states, Rape is defined as a sexual assault by a man on a woman. It can be
expected that they would have a lower number of Rapes than a state which only specifies that the
assault be committed forcefully on the victim, without mention of the gender of either party.

Local programs, whether they be organized by local communities, taught in schools, or structured
by law enforcement agencies, may have an impact on specific types of crime. For example, a
strong, ongoing, state-wide campaign to encourage the use of anti-theft devices on vehicles is
likely to result in lowered rates of Motor Vehicle Theft. That reasoning recently led the
Metropolitan Police Department to initiate a program of handing out external locking devices
(“Clubs”) to people who park in certain areas of the city.

It has also been theorized that people tend to report crimes in a manner similar to the UCR in that
they are more likely to report the most serious crimes. As mentioned previously, the National
Crime Victimization Survey estimates that less than half of all crime is reported to the police.

For these reasons and others, it is recommended that comparisons not be made from jurisdiction
to jurisdiction. There may indeed be legitimate patterns of certain types of crimes in out region.
Our hope is that this report may spark the beginning of true dialogue and thorough analysis in
how to reduce crime throughout the Washington Metropolitan Area.

20



APPENDIX A

2002 DATA TABLES

DATA TABLES
1A 2002 Part I Crime Statistics—Overview
1B Special Category Crimes
2 2002 Management Data
3 Part I Offenses: 2002 vs. 2001
4 Part I Offenses by Sub-region: 2002 vs..2001
5 Crime Category as % of Total: 2002 vs. 2001
¢ % of Crimes Against People Versus Property Crimes: 2002
7 Crime Rate Index (Crimes per 1,000 Residents)
8A-D Crimes Against People: 2002 vs. 2001
9A-D Property Crimes: 2002 vs. 2001
10 Part I Offenses: 2002 vs. 2001
11A-C  Ten Year Trends
12 Part I Offenses by Year and by Department
13 Special Interest Arrests: 2002 vs. 2001
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TABLE 2

2002 MANAGEMENT DATA
POPULA- ARE
i ol e e
Alexandria Police Department 74,163 294 135 135,000 15.8
Arlington County Police Department 96,547 362 145 193,649 25.8
Bowie [19,763] PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY [50,269] [17.2]
College Park [9,956] PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY [24,657] [5.4]
D.C. Metropolitan Police Department 1,029,620 3,800 870 572,059 68.3
City of Fairfax Police Department 18,358 63 13 22,500 6.3
Fairfax County Police Department 286,148 1,259 547 957,549 332.3
Falls Church City Police Department 19,798 32 9 10,377 2.2
Fauquier County Sheriff's Office 41,582 101 21 60,149 660.0
Frederick County Sheriff's Office 50,660 150 48 203,789 664.1
Gaithersburg Police Department [25,000] [35] [4] [54,000+] [11]
Greenbelt Police Department 33,637 53 16 21,139 5.6
Loudoun County Sheriff's Office - 335 - - 515.0
City of Manassas Police Department 54,563 89 23 36,400 12.0
Montgomery County Department of Police 299,941 1,079 544 973,000 502.0
Prince George's County Police Department 525,710 1,420 266 833,000 486.0
Prince William County Police Department 192,122 441 164 309,351 348.0
Rockville City Police Department [15950] [50] [16] [49,600] [13.7]
Takoma Park Police Department 16,050 41 18 17,299 2.4
SUBTOTAL 2,738,899 9,519 2,819 4,345,261 3,646
ASSOCIATE DEPARTMENTS

C.IA. (Security Protective Service) - - - NA NA
Federal Protective Service - - - NA NA
METRO Transit Police 52,021 356 113 NA NA
Military District of Washington 2,608 - - NA NA
M-NCPPC Police (Montgomery Co. Divi- 58,602 97 21 NA NA
IM-NCPPC Police (Prince George's Co. Divi- - - - NA NA
Maryland State Police (Metro Area) - - - NA NA
[Metro. Wash. Airports Authority Police - - - NA NA
[National Institutes of Health Police - - - NA NA
Pentagon Force Protective Service 5,370 476 152 NA NA
U.S. Capitol Police 91,424 1,393 226 NA NA
U.S. Park Police 27,210 602 126 NA NA
U.S. Secret Service (Uniformed Division) 5,663 1,115 12 NA NA
Virginia State Police/Div. 7 - - - NA NA
SUBTOTAL 242,898 4,039 650 0 0.0
[GRAND TOTAL 2,981,797 13,558 3,469 4,345,261 3,645.7
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TABLE 3
PART I OFFENSES: 2002 vs. 2001

AGGRA- MOTOR TOTAL
VATED VEHICLE
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEET PART I
2002 466 949 9,587 11,151 21,319 103,718 32,924 180,114
2001 400 834 9,300 11,368 21,416 107,673 28,367 179,358
Inc/Dec 66 115 287 -217 -97 -3,955 4,557 756
"% Change 16.5% 13.8% 3.1% -1.9% -0.5% -3.7% 16.1% 0.4%
TABLE 4
PART I OFFENSES BY SUB-REGION: 2002 vs. 2001
2002 2001 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 44,347 44,358 -1 -0.02%
Maryland Suburbs 86,404 81,705 4,699 5.75%
Northern Virginia 48,570 51,175 -2,605 -5.09%
Federal Agencies 793 2,120 -1,327 -62.59%
ICOG REGION 180,114 179,358 756 0.42%
TABLE 5
CRIME CATEGORY AS % OF TOTAL: 2002 vs. 2001
AGGRA- MOTOR
TOTAL
VATED VEHICLE
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT PART I
2002 0.3% 0.5% 5.3% 6.2% 11.8% 57.7% 18.2% 100.0%
2001 0.2% 0.5% 5.2% 6.4% 11.9% 60.0% 15.8% 100.0%
TABLE 6
% OF CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE VERSUS PROPERTY CRIMES: 2002 vs.
2001
CRIMES
TOTA? PART AGAINST PCRR?II:/IE];I;TY % PEOPLE % PROPERTY
PEOPLE
2002 180,114 22,153 157,961 12.3% 87.7%
2001 179,358 21,902 157,456 12.2% 87.8%
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CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE

TABLE 8A
CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE: 2002 vs. 2001
AGGRAVATED
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT TOTAL

2002 466 949 9,587 11,151 22,153
2001 400 834 9,300 11,368 21,902
Increase/Decrease 66 115 287 -217 251
% Change 16.5% 13.8% 3.1% -1.9% 1.1%

TABLE 8B

CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE - BY SUB-REGION 2002
AGGRAVATED
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT TOTAL

District of Columbia 262 262 3,731 4,854 9,109
Maryland Suburbs 167 409 4,629 4,869 10,074
Northern Virginia 34 260 1,183 1,319 2,796
Federal Agencies 3 18 44 109 174
COG Region 466 949 9,587 11,151 22,153

TABLE 8C

CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE- BY SUB-REGION: 2002 vs. 2001 TOTALS
TOTAL
TOTAL 2002 o INC/DEC %
2001

District of Columbia 9,109 9,169 -60 -0.7%
Maryland Suburbs 10,074 9,710 364 3.7%
Northern Virginia 2,796 2,797 -1 0.0%
Federal Agencies 174 226 -52 -23.0%
[COG Region 22,153 21,902 251 1.1%
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CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE

TABLE 8D
CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE: OFFENSE BY SUB-REGION 2002 vs. 2001

HOMICIDE BY SUB-REGION

2002 2001 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 262 231 31 13.4%
Maryland Suburbs 167 127 40 31.5%
Northern Virginia 34 39 -5 -12.8%
Federal Agencles 0.0%

RAPE BY SUB-REGION

2002 2001 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 262 180 82 45.6%
Maryland Suburbs 409 376 33 8.8%
Northern Virginia 260 273 -13 -4.8%
Federal Agenc1es 260.0%

ROBBERY BY SUB-REGION

2002 2001 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 3,731 3,755 -24 -0.6%
Maryland Suburbs 4,629 4,395 234 5.3%
Northern Virginia 1,183 1,096 87 7.9%
Federal Agencies 44 54 -10 -18.5%

OTAL

ASSAULT BY SUB-REGION

2002 2001 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 4,854 5,003 -149 -3.0%
Maryland Suburbs 4,869 4,812 57 1.2%
Northern Virginia 1,319 1,389 -70 -5.0%
Federal Agencies 109 164 -55 -33.5%
OTAL 11,151 11,368 -217 -1.9%
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CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY/NON-VIOLENT CRIMES

TABLE 9A
PROPERTY CRIMES: 2002 vs. 2001
BURGLARY LARCENY MOT;) ;ngmCLE TOTAL
2002 21,319 103,718 32,924 157,961
2001 21,416 107,673 28,367 157,456
Increase/Decrease -97 -3,955 4,557 505
% -0.5% -3.7% 16.1% 0.3%

TABLE 9B
PROPERTY CRIMES - BY SUB-REGION-2002
MOTOR
BURGLARY LARCENY VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL
District of Columbia 5,167 20,903 9,168 35,238
Maryland Suburbs 11,881 45,198 19,251 76,330
Northern Virginia 4,237 37,058 4,479 45,774
Federal Agencies 34 559 26 619
[COG Region 21,319 103,718 32,924 157,961

TABLEIC
PROPERTY CRIMES- BY SUB-REGION 2002 vs. 2001 TOTALS

TOTAL 2002 TOTAL 2001 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 35,238 35,189 49 0.1%
Maryland Suburbs 76,330 71,995 4,335 6.0%
Northern Virginia 45,774 48,378 -2,604 -5.4%
Federal Agencies 619 1,894 -1,275 -67.3%
[COG Region 157,961 157,456 505 0.3%
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CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY/NON-VIOLENT CRIMES

PROPERTY CRIMES: OFFENSE BY SUB-REGION 2002 vs. 2001

BURGLARY BY SUB-REGION

District of Columbia
Maryland Suburbs
[Northern Virginia

Federal Agencles

LARCENY BY SUB-REGION

District of Columbia
[Maryland Suburbs
[Northern Virginia

Federal Agencies
OTAL

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT BY SUB-
REGION

District of Columbia
Maryland Suburbs
[Northern Virginia

Federal Agencies
OTAL

TABLE 9D

2002
5,167
11,881
4,237

21,319

2002
20,903
45,198
37,058
559

103,718

2002
9,168
19,251
4,479
26

32,924

2001
4,945
11,862
4,565

21,416

2001
22,274
44,301
39,296

1,802

107,673

2001
7,970
15,832
4,517
48

28,367

INC/DEC
222
19
-328

INC/DEC
1,371
897
-2,238
1,243
-3,955

INC/DEC
1,198
3,419

-38
22

4,557

%
4.5%
0.2%
-7.2%

%
-6.2%
2.0%
-5.7%
-69.0%

%
15.0%
21.6%
-0.8%

-45.8%

16.1%
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TABLE 10

Part I Crime by Jurisdiction

ALEXANDRIA P.D. ARLINGTON CO. P.D.

INC/ INC/

2002 2001 DEC % 2002 2001 DEC %
Homicide 2 3 -1 -33.3% | [Homicide 6 3 3 100.0%
Rape 20 28 -8 -28.6% | |Rape 38 45 -7 -15.6%
Robbery 200 171 29 16.9% | [Robbery 212 201 1 5.5%
Ago. Assault | 186 187 -1 0.5% | |Agg. Assault 163 141 22 15.6%
Burglary 486 578 -92 -15.9% | [Burglary 426 514 -88 -17.1%
Larceny 4,220 4,963 -743 | -14.9% | |Larceny 4,990 5,342 -352 -6.6%
M /V Theft 794 778 16 2.1% IM/V Theft 676 714 -38 -5.3%
Total Part I| 5,908 | 6,708 800 |-11.9%| |Total PartI | 6,511 | 6,960 | -449 | -6.5%

BOWIE COLLEGE PARK

INC/ INC/

2002 2000 | o~ % 2002 2000 | o~ ¥z
Homicide 0 0 0 - Homicide 1 0 1 -
Rape 5 4 1 25.0% | |Rape 2 5 -3 | -60.0%
Robbery 56 50 6 12.0% | |Robbery 47 48 -1 -2.1%
Ago. Assault | 69 56 13 23.2% | JAgg. Assault 42 37 5 13.5%
Burglary 152 307 -155 | -50.5% | [Burglary 131 147 -16 | -10.9%
Larceny 1,040 916 124 | 13.5% | |Larceny 550 559 -9 -1.6%
M/V Theft 274 159 15 | 72.3% | [M/V Theft 155 143 12 8.4%
Total Part I| 1,596 | 1,492 | 104 | 7.0% | [Total PartI | 928 939 -1 | -1.2%

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-MPD CITY OF FAIRFAX P.D.

2002 2001 ?Igé % 2002 2001 Ié\IE(J: ({ %
Homicide 262 231 31 13.4% | Homicide 0 0 0 -
Rape 262 180 82 45.6% Rape 7 12 -5 -41.7%
Robbery 3,731 3,755 -24 -0.6% Robbery 18 16 2 12.5%
Aggo. Assault | 4,854 5,003 -139 -3.0% | |Agg. Assault 39 46 -7 -15.2%
Burglary 5,167 4,945 222 4.5% Burglary 110 103 7 6.8%
Larceny 20,903 22,274 -1,371 -6.2% Larceny 721 762 -41 -5.4%
M/V Theft | 9,68 | 7,970 | 1,198 [ 15.0% | [M/V Theft 73 48 25 | 52.1%
Total Part 1| 44,347 | 44,358 11 0.02% | [Total Part I 968 987 -19 -1.9%
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TABLE 10

(continued)

FAIRFAX CO. P.D. GAITHERSBURG P.D.

2002 2001 I;?IEC({ % 2002 2001 |INC/DEC %
Homicide 16 10 6 60.0% Homicide 2 1 1 100.0%
Rape 84 73 11 15.1% Rape 17 1 6 54.5%
Robbery 504 473 31 6.6% Robbery 82 75 7 9.3%
Agg. Assault | 357 412 -55 -13.3% | |Agg. Assault 102 103 -1 -1.0%
Burglary 1,814 1,839 -25 -1.4% Burglary 334 240 94 39.2%
Larceny 17,819 | 18,820 -1,001 -5.3% Larceny 2,232 1,978 254 12.8%
M/V Theft | 2,032 | 1,976 56 2.8% IM/V Theft 281 291 -10 -3.4%
Total Part I | 22,626 | 23,603 | -977 -4.1% | [Total PartI | 3,050 | 2,699 351 13.0%

FALLS CHURCH CITY P.D. GREENBELT P.D.

INC

2002 2001 DE ({ % 2002 2001 |[INC/DEC %
Homicide 1 0 0.0% Homicide 1 1 -
Rape 3 -3 -100.0% Rape 14 5 55.6%
Robbery 9 ) -22.2% | |Robbery 106 76 30 39.5%
Ago. Assault 1 14 -3 -21.4% | JAgg. Assault 62 273 2211 -77.3%
Burglary 34 38 -4 -10.5% Burglary 163 179 -16 -8.9%
Larceny 357 347 10 2.9% Larceny 959 950 9 0.9%
M/V Theft 39 51 12 -23.5% | IM/V Theft 431 435 -4 -0.9%
Total Part I | 449 463 -14 -3.0% | [Total Part I | 1,736 | 1,922 -186 -9.7%

FAUQUIER CO. SHERIFF FREDERICK CO. SHERIFF

2002 2001 111:];: ({ % 2002 2001 |[INC/DEC %
Homicide 1 -2 -66.7% | [Homicide 2 1 1 100.0%
Rape 9 1 12.5% Rape 17 22 -5 -22.7%
Robbery 12 4 50.0% Robbery 9 9 0 0.0%
Ago. Assault | 53 30 23 76.7% | JAgg. Assault | 120 55 65 118.2%
Burglary 79 103 -24 -23.3% Burglary 313 241 72 29.9%
Larceny 566 625 -59 -9.4% Larceny 1,101 1,114 -13 -1.2%
M/V Theft 34 39 -5 12.8% | [M/V Theft 84 74 10 13.5%
Total Part I | 754 816 -62 -7.6% | [Total PartI | 1,646 | 1,516 130 8.6%
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TABLE 10

(continued)
INC INC
2002 2000 | o c/ % 2002 2000 | o c/ %
Homicide 3 6 -3 | -50.0% | |Homicide 32 19 13 68.4%
Rape 57 32 25 78.1% | |Rape 138 120 18 15.0%
Robbery 45 34 1 32.4% | Robbery 877 818 59 7.2%
Ago. Assault [ 164 160 4 2.5% | JAgg. Assault 878 827 51 6.2%
Burglary 269 306 -37 | -121% | |Burglary 3874 | 3,539 335 9.5%
Larceny 2,625 | 2,664 -39 -1.5% | [Larceny 18,897 | 18,226 | 671 3.7%
M/V Theft 166 177 -11 -6.2% | IM/V Theft 3,722 | 3,150 572 | 18.2%
Total Part I'| 3,329 | 3,379 | -50 | -1.5% | [Total Part1 | 28,418 | 26,699 | 1,719 | 6.4%

PRINCE GEORGE'S CO. P.D. PRINCE WILLIAM CO. P.D.

2002 2001 I;;:C/ % 2002 2001 I;;:C/ %
Homicide 130 106 24 22.6% | IHomicide 5 13 -8 -61.5%
Rape 224 213 1 5.2% Rape 45 72 =27 -37.5%
Robbery 3,505 3,386 119 3.5% Robbery 185 184 1 0.5%
Agg. Assault | 3,573 3,497 76 2.2% Agg. Assault 346 367 21 -5.7%
Burglary 7,384 7,714 -330 -4.3% | [Butglary 1,019 1,081 -62 -5.7%
Larceny 23,110 | 22,868 242 1.1% Larceny 5760 5,709 51 0.9%
M/V Theft | 14,729 | 11,918 | 2,811 | 23.6% | |M/V Theft 665 726 -61 -8.4%
Total Part I| 52,655 | 49,702 | 2,953 | 5.9% | [Total PartI | 8,025 | 8,152 | -127 | -1.6%

ROCKVILLE CITY P.D. TAKOMA PARK P.D.

2002 2001 111;]; c/ % 2002 2001 ISIECC/ %
Homicide 0 2 ) -100.0% | [Homicide 0 1 -1 -100.0%
Rape 1 10 1 10.0% | |[Rape 6 4 2 50.0%
Robbery 50 59 -9 -15.3% | |[Robbery 92 70 22 31.4%
Ago. Assault 56 44 12 27.3% | JAgg. Assault 25 28 -3 -10.7%
Burglary 287 228 59 25.9% Burglary 107 150 -43 -28.7%
Larceny 1,355 1,346 9 0.7% Larceny 639 562 77 13.7%
M/V Theft 169 132 37 28.0% | IM/V Theft 230 198 32 16.2%
Total Part I| 1,928 | 1,821 107 5.9% | [Total PartI | 1,099 | 1,013 86 8.5%
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TABLE 10B
% INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PART I CRIMES

Increase: Decrease:
B
[Ta e unty
1
1
|B 9 I 0O a 1 99 0
[Montgorr \ % [Falls Church C %
nce Geor 9% irfax
[Rockvi ! |Arlington County 0
' b 1
District % [Fa 1 un % |
| i
|Greenbel %
nd 9%
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TABLE 11A
TOTAL PART I OFFENSES: 1993 - 2002

1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
Homicide 665 | 615 | 561 | 586 | 439 | 423 | 387 | 361 | 400 | 468
Rape 1,306 | 1,153 | 1,167 | 1,039 | 1,021 | 979 | 895 | 918 | 834 | 965
Robbery 13,619 [ 12,399 [ 13,428 | 12,751 | 9,787 | 8,438 | 7,407 | 8,047 | 9,300 | 9,635
ifsg:jl‘iated 16,071 | 15,390 | 14,848 | 13,200 | 12,381 | 12,178 | 10,586 | 10,980 | 11,368 | 11,199
Burglary 31,777 | 30,484 | 30,753 [ 29,169 | 25,470 | 24,354 [ 20,456 | 18,861 | 21,416 | 21,438
Latceny 127,096|127,716|133,414[131,431]120,424[113,392[102,153|104,132[107,673[104,716
M Vehicl
T:;;.’: HEE 124,756 [ 25,400 29,368 | 29,503 | 24,447 | 22,792 | 21,136 | 22,853 | 28,367 | 33,077
Total Part I
loftenses 215,290|213,157/223,539{217,679]193,969182,556{163,020166,152[179,358/181,498
TABLE 11B
REPORTING AGENCIES
1993 30
1994 31
1995 32
1996 32
1997 33
1998 33
1999 32
2000 32
2001 32
2002 33
TABLE 11C
TOTAL PART I OFFENSES BY SUB-REGION: 1993 - 2002
1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002
District of
. 67,946 63,144 67,401 64,557 51,986 46,171 41,841 41,610 44,358 44,347
|Columbia
Maryland
86,136 87,629 91,777 90,601 82,971 82,727 72,029 74,077 81,705 86,404
Suburbs
Northern
L. 56,991 57,869 59,926 58,171 55,278 49,994 46,470 47,587 51,175 49,954
Virginia
Federal 4,217 4,515 4,435 4,350 3,734 3,664 2,680 2,878 2,120 793
TOTALS 215,290 | 213,157 | 223,539 | 217,679 | 193,969 | 182,556 | 163,020 | 166,152 | 179,358 | 181,498
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TABLE13
ADULT SPECIAL INTEREST ARRESTS- 2002 vs. 2001
DOMESTIC
DWI DRUG SALE/MFG VIOLENCE WITH
ASSAULT

|[COG DEPARTMENTS 2002 2001 2002 2001 2002 2001
Alexandria Police Department 376 342 385 373 395 593
Arlington Co. Police Department 679 616 530 7 376 404
Bowie [16] [15] [37] [17] [0] [15]
College Park [18] [14] [21] [16] [0] [3]
D.C. Metropolitan Police Department - 1,611 - 1,543 - 2440
City of Fairfax Police Department 244 174 81 44 53 63
Fairfax County Police Department 2,969 2,664 2,838 252 1663 1798
Falls Church City Police Department 45 72 40 4 8 12
Fauquier County Sheriff's Office 295 281 249 33 164 174
Frederick Co. Sheriff's Office 344 400 407 52 105 100
Gaithersburg Police Department [124] [173] [200] [2] [85] [43]
Greenbelt Police Department 25 19 185 12 30 32
I.oudoun County Sheriff's Office 557 505 267 256 233 293
City of Manassas Police Department 347 NA 356 NA 145 NA
Montgomery County Department of Police 3,274 3,437 2,121 1,673 674 729
Prince George's County Police Department 568 556 1,601 1,587 492 553
Prince William County Police Department 1,525 1,540 1,246 182 855 1027
Rockville City Police Department [79] [91] [293] [2] [55] [25]
[Takoma Park Police Department 20 19 23 15 11 10
SUBTOTAL 11,268 | 12,236 | 10,329 | 6,033 | 5,204 | 8,228
ASSOCIATE DEPARTMENTS
CIA- Security Protective Service - 15 - 0 - 0
Federal Protective Service - 0 - 0 - 0
IMETRO Transit Police [27] [35] [88] [22] [5] [5]
Military Dist. of Washington 155 75 113 0 49 49
IM-NCPPC Police (Montgomery Co. Division) 105 116 74 0 0
IM-NCPPC Police (Prince Geotge's Co. Division) - 19 - 12 - 4
[Maryland State Police (Metro Area) - 969 - 11 - 12
Metro. Wash. Airports Authority Police - [133] - [0] - [0]
[National Institutes of Health Police - 3 - 0 - 0
[Pentagon Force Protective Service 58 31 19 0 0 0
U.S. Capitol Police [242] [248] [49] [58] NA [0]
U.S. Park Police 527 453 732 211 5 9
U.S. Secret Service (Uniformed Division) [43] [43] [15] [10] [2] [6]
Virginia State Police (Div. 7) - 1,353 - 480 - 0
SUBTOTAL 845 | 3,034 | 938 714 54 74
GRAND TOTAL 12113 | 15,270 | 11,267 | 6,747 | 5,258 | 8,302
Increase/Decrease -3,157 4,520 -3,044
[ Change -20.7% 67.0% -36.7%
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APPENDIX B

2003 DATA TABLES

DATA TABLES
1A 2003 Part I Crime Statistics—Overview
1B Special Category Crimes
2 2003 Management Data
3 Part I Offenses: 2003 vs. 2002
4 Part I Offenses by Sub-region: 2003 vs..2002
5 Crime Category as % of Total: 2003 vs. 2002
¢ % of Crimes Against People Versus Property Crimes: 2003
7 Crime Rate Index (Crimes per 1,000 Residents)
8A-D Crimes Against People: 2003 vs. 2002
9A-D Property Crimes: 2003 vs. 2002
10 Part I Offenses: 2003 vs. 2002
11A-C  Ten Year Trends
12 Part I Offenses by Year and by Department
13 Special Interest Arrests: 2003 vs. 2002
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TABLE 2

2003 MANAGEMENT DATA
CALLS FOR AUTHORIZED POPULA- SQUARE
SERVICE STRENGTH TION MILES
|COG DEPARTMENTS SWORN CIVILIAN
IAlexandria Police Department 69,410 290 140 137,000 15.8
[Arlington County Police Department 96,261 362 147 196,925 258
Bowie [19,281] [50,000] [16]
PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY
College Park [10,388] [24,657] (51
D.C. Metropolitan Police Department - - - - -
City of Fairfax Police Department 18,375 - - 22,500 6.3
Fairfax County Police Department 270,802 1,309 543 971,267 331.0
Falls Church City Police Department 18,223 3 14 10,377 2.2
Frederick County Sheriff's Office 45,385 158 50 195,272 640.2
Gaithersburg Police Department [24,431] [40] [3] [57,000] [10.5]
Greenbelt Police Department 27,642 54 15 21,340 6.0
Loudoun County Sheriff's Office 182,003 351 67 183,904 515.0
City of Manassas Police Department 55,093 83 23 38,300 12.0
Manassas Park 16,245 25 10 12,400 2.6
IMontgomery County Department of Police NA 1m 522 918,000 506.2
Prince George's County Police Department 528,847 1,420 255 838,716 485.0
Prince William County Police Department 196,272 461 167 321,571 348.0
Rockville City Police Department [28,759] [50] (18] [47,388] [13.2]
[Takoma Park Police Department 18,293 M1 16 17,299 2.8
SUBTOTAL 1,542,851 5,696 1,969 3,884,871 2,899
ASSOCIATE DEPARTMENTS
C.ILA. (Security Protective Service) - - - NA NA
Fauquier County Sheriff's Office (COG) 74,122 99 12 62,468 660.0
Federal Protective Service - - - NA NA
[IMETRO Transit Police [54,549] [365] [126] NA NA
Military District of Washington 2,374 - - NA NA
IM-NCPPC Police (Montgomery Co. Division) 65,829 95 21 NA NA
IM-NCPPC Police (Prince George's Co. Division) 57,152 97 25 NA NA
[Maryland State Police (Metro Area) - - - NA NA
[Metro. Wash. Airports Authority Police - - - NA NA
[National Institutes of Health Police - 74 9 NA NA
Pentagon Force Protective Service 5,917 493 209 NA NA
U.S. Capitol Police [102,852] [1,582] [274] NA NA
U.S. Park Police 39,145 806 156 NA NA
U.S. Secret Service (Uniformed Division) [5,105] [1,249] [12] NA NA
Virginia State Police/Div. 7 - - - NA NA
SUBTOTAL 244,539 1,664 432 62,468 660.0
|GRAND TOTAL 1,787,390 7,360 2,401 3,947,339 3,558.9
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TABLE 3
PART I OFFENSES: 2003 vs. 2002

MOTOR
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY AGGRAVATED BURGLARY LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL
ASSAULT PART I
THEFT
2003 436 943 9,897 10,185 20,974 95,404 33,577 171,416
2002 468 965 9,635 11,199 21,438 104,716 33,077 181,498
Inc/Dec -32 =22 262 -1,014 -464 -9,312 500 -10,082
%0 Change -6.8% -2.3% 2.7% -9.1% -2.2% -8.9% 1.5% -5.6%
TABLE 4
PART I OFFENSES BY SUB-REGION: 2003 vs. 2002
2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 40,420 44,347 -3,927 -8.9%
Maryland Suburbs 83,719 86,404 -2,685 -3.1%
Northern Virginia 46,337 49,954 -3,617 -7.2%
Federal Agencies 940 793 147 18.5%
|COG REGION 171,416 181,498 -10,082 -5.6%
TABLE 5
CRIME CATEGORY AS % OF TOTAL: 2003 vs. 2002
MOTOR
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY AGGRAVATED BURGLARY LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL
ASSAULT PART I
THEFT
2003 0.3% 0.6% 5.8% 5.9% 12.2% 55.7% 19.6% 100.0%
2002 0.3% 0.5% 5.3% 6.2% 11.8% 57.7% 18.2% 100.0%
TABLE 6

% OF CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE VERSUS PROPERTY CRIMES: 2003 vs. 2002

TOTAL PART CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY

% PEOPLE % PROPERTY

I PEOPLE CRIMES
2003 171,416 21,461 149,955 12.5% 87.5%
2002 181,498 22,267 159,231 12.3% 87.7%
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CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE

TABLE 8A
CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE: 2003 vs. 2002
AGGRAVATED
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT TOTAL
2003 436 943 9,897 10,185 21,461
2002 468 965 9,635 11,199 22,267
Increase/Decrease -32 -22 262 -1,014 -806
%0 Change -6.8% -2.3% 2.7% -9.1% -3.6%
TABLE 8B
CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE - BY SUB-REGION 2003
AGGRAVATED
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT TOTAL
District of Columbia 248 273 3,836 4,482 8,839
Maryland Suburbs 151 418 4,746 4,259 9,574
Northern Virginia 35 242 1,246 1,367 2,890
Federal Agencies 2 10 69 77 158
|COG Region 436 943 9,897 10,185 21,461
TABLE 8C
CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE- BY SUB-REGION 2003 vs. 2002 TOTALS
TOTAL 2003 TOTAL 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 8,839 9,109 -270 -3.0%
Maryland Suburbs 9,574 10,074 -500 -5.0%
Northern Virginia 2,890 2,910 -20 -0.7%
Federal Agencies 158 174 -16 -9.2%
|COG Region 21,461 22,267 -806 -3.6%
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CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE

TABLE 8D
CRIMES AGAINST PEOPLE: OFFENSE BY SUB-REGION 2002 vs. 2001

HOMICIDE BY SUB-REGION

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 248 262 -14 -5.3%
Maryland Suburbs 151 167 -16 -9.6%
Northern Virginia 35 36 1 -2.8%
Federal Agencies 2 3 -1 -33.3%
TOTAL 436 468 -32 -6.8%
RAPE BY SUB-REGION

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 273 262 11 4.2%
Maryland Suburbs 418 409 9 2.2%
Northern Virginia 242 276 -34 -12.3%
Federal Agencies 10 18 -8 -44.4%
TOTAL 943 965 22 -2.3%
ROBBERY BY SUB-REGION

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 3,836 3,731 105 2.8%
Maryland Suburbs 4,746 4,629 117 2.5%
Northern Virginia 1,246 1,231 15 1.2%
Federal Agencies 69 44 25 56.8%
TOTAL 9897 9635 262 2.7%
ASSAULT BY SUB-REGION

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 4,482 4,854 -372 -7.7%
Maryland Suburbs 4,259 4,869 -610 -12.5%
Northern Virginia 1,367 1,367 0 0.0%
Federal Agencies 77 109 -32 -29.4%
TOTAL 10185 11199 -1,014 -9.1%




CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY/NON-VIOLENT CRIMES

TABLE 9A
PROPERTY CRIMES: 2003 vs. 2002
MOTOR VEHICLE
BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT TOTAL
2003 20,974 95,404 33,577 149,955
2002 21,438 104,716 33,077 159,231
Increase/Decrease -464 -9,312 500 -9,276
%% -2.2% -8.9% 1.5% -5.8%
TABLE 9B
PROPERTY CRIMES - BY SUB-REGION-2003
MOTOR VEHICLE
BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT TOTAL
District of Columbia 4,670 17,362 9,549 31,581
Maryland Suburbs 12,026 42,598 19,521 74,145
Northern Virginia 4,239 34,723 4,485 43,447
Federal Agencies 39 721 22 782
|COG Region 20,974 95,404 33,577 149,955
TABLE 9C
PROPERTY CRIMES- BY SUB-REGION 2002 vs. 2001 TOTALS
TOTAL 2003 TOTAL 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 31,581 35,238 -3,657 -10.4%
Maryland Suburbs 74,145 76,330 -2,185 -2.9%
INorthern Virginia 43,447 47,044 -3,597 -7.6%
Federal Agencies 782 619 163 26.3%
|COG Region 149,955 159,231 -9,276 -5.8%
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CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY/NON-VIOLENT CRIMES

(continued)

TABLE 9D
PROPERTY CRIMES: OFFENSE BY SUB-REGION 2002 vs. 2001

BURGLARY BY SUB-REGION

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 4,670 5,167 -497 -9.6%
Maryland Suburbs 12,026 11,881 145 1.2%
Northern Virginia 4,239 4,356 -117 -2.7%
Federal Agencies 39 34 5 14.7%
TOTAL 20,974 21,438 -464 2.2%

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 17,362 20,903 -3,541 -16.9%
Maryland Suburbs 42,598 45,198 -2,600 -5.8%
Northern Virginia 34,723 38,056 -3,333 -8.8%
Federal Agencies 721 559 162 29.0%
TOTAL 95,404 104,716 -9,312 -8.9%
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT B
SUB-REGION

2003 2002 INC/DEC %
District of Columbia 9,549 9,168 381 4.2%
Maryland Suburbs 19,521 19,251 270 1.4%
Northern Virginia 4,485 4,632 -147 -3.2%
Federal Agencies 22 26 -4 -15.4%
TOTAL 33,577 33,077 500 1.5%




TABLE 10

Part I Crime by Jurisdiction

ALEXANDRIA P.D. ARLINGTON CO. P.D.

2003 2002 ggc/ % 2003 2002 ISE(‘:C/ %
Homicide 4 2 2 100.0% | [Homicide 3 6 -3 -50.0%
Rape 26 20 6 30.0% Rape 30 38 -3 -7.9%
Robbery 179 200 -21 | -10.5% | |[Robbery 208 212 -4 -1.9%
Ago. Assault | 192 186 6 3.2% Ago. Assault 204 163 13 8.0%
Burglary 497 486 11 2.3% Burglary 374 426 -52 -12.2%
Larceny 3,754 4,220 -466 -11.0% Larceny 4,006 4,990 -984 -19.7%
M/ V Theft 640 794 -154 -19.4% M / V Theft 599 676 =71 -11.4%
Total Part I| 5,292 5,908 -616 -10.4% Total Part I 5,424 6,511 -1,110 -17.0%

BOWIE COLLEGE PARK

2003 2002 E\IIECC/ % 2003 2002 F)\]ECC/ %
Homicide 2 0 2 - Homicide 0 1 -1 -100.0%
Rape 2 5 -3 -60.0% | JRape 2 2 0 0.0%
Robbery 67 56 1 19.6% Robbery 50 47 3 6.4%
Ago. Assault 84 69 15 21.7% | JAgg. Assault 51 42 9 21.4%
Burglary 227 152 75 49.3% Burglary 168 131 37 28.2%
Larceny 863 1,040 -177 -17.0% Larceny 602 550 52 9.5%
M/V Theft 265 274 -9 -3.3% M/V Theft 179 155 24 15.5%
Total Part I| 1,510 1,596 -86 -5.4% Total Part I 1,052 928 124 13.4%

2003 2002 ;NECC/ % 2003 2002 F)\]ECC/ %
Homicide 248 262 -14 -5.3% Homicide 0 0 0 -
Rape 273 262 1 4.2% Rape 4 7 -3 -42.9%
Robbery 3,836 3,731 105 2.8% Robbery 28 18 10 55.6%
Agg. Assault | 4,482 4,854 -372 -1.7% Agg. Assault 38 39 -1 -2.6%
Burglary 4,670 5,167 -497 -9.6% Burglary 78 110 -32 -29.1%
Larceny 17,362 | 20,903 | -3,541 | -16.9% | |Larceny 660 721 -61 -8.5%
M/V Theft | 9,549 | 9,168 381 4.2% | IM/V Theft 56 73 -17 -23.3%
Total Part I| 40,420 | 44,347 | -3,927 -8.9% Total Part I 864 968 -104 -10.7%
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TABLE 10

(continued)

2003 2002 ;NECC/ % 2003 2002 ;NE% %
Homicide 9 16 -7 -43.8% | IHomicide 0 1 -1 -100.0%
Rape 80 84 4 | -48% | [Rape 1 0 1 -
Robbery 540 504 36 7.1% Robbery 5 7 -2 -28.6%
Ago. Assault | 399 357 42 11.8% | JAgg. Assault 11 11 0 0.0%
Burglary 1,713 1,814 -101 -5.6% Burglary 39 34 5 14.7%
Larceny 16,082 | 17,819 -1,737 -9.7% Larceny 297 357 -60 -16.8%
M/V Theft | 1,989 | 2,032 -43 -21% | IM/V Theft 48 39 9 23.1%
Total Part I| 20,812 | 22,626 | -1,814 | -8.0% | [Total Part I 401 449 -48 1 -10.7%

FREDERICK CO. SHERIFF GAITHERSBURG P.D.

2003 2002 ;NECC/ % 2003 2002 i)NECC/ %
Homicide 1 2 -1 -50.0% | JHomicide 2 2 0 0.0%
Rape 12 17 -5 -29.4% | |Rape 14 17 -3 -17.6%
Robbery 15 9 6 66.7% | |Robbery 84 82 2 2.4%
Ago. Assault 155 120 35 29.2% | |Agg. Assault 116 102 14 13.7%
Burglary 260 313 -53 -16.9% | [Burglary 336 334 2 0.6%
Larceny 970 1,101 -131 -11.9% Larceny 1,961 2,232 -271 -12.1%
M/V Theft 98 84 14 16.7% M/V Theft 216 281 -65 -23.1%
Total Part I'| 1,511 1,646 -135 -8.2% Total Part I 2,729 3,050 -321 -10.5%

2003 2002 ;NECC/ % 2003 2002 gE(:C/ %
Homicide 3 1 2 200.0% | J[Homicide 1 3 -2 -66.7%
Rape 11 14 -3 -21.4% | |Rape 31 57 -26 -45.6%
Robbery 80 106 -26 -24.5% | JRobbery 44 45 -1 -2.2%
Ago. Assault 46 62 -16 -25.8% | |Agg. Assault 138 164 -26 -15.9%
Burglary 140 163 -23 -14.1% | [Burglary 357 269 88 32.7%
Larceny 952 959 -7 -0.7% Larceny 2,904 2,625 279 10.6%
M/V Theft 399 431 -32 -7.4% | IM/V Theft 202 166 36 21.7%
Total Part I| 1,631 1,736 -105 -6.0% Total Part I 3,677 3,329 348 10.5%
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TABLE 10

(continued)
2003 2002 ;NECC/ % 2003 2002 Ié\]ECé %
Homicide 4 2 2 100.0% | IHomicide 21 32 -11 -34.4%
Rape 19 16 3 18.8% Rape 135 138 -3 -2.2%
Robbery 33 48 -15 -31.3% Robbery 1,004 877 127 14.5%
Ago. Assault 70 48 22 45.8% | JAgg. Assault 954 878 76 8.7%
Burglary 105 119 -14 -11.8% Burglary 4,095 3,874 221 5.7%
Larceny 901 998 -97 -9.7% Larceny 17,875 18,897 -1,022 -5.4%
M /V Theft 151 153 -2 -1.3% M /V Theft 3,489 3,722 -233 -6.3%
Total Part I| 1,283 | 1,384 -101 | -7.3% | [Total Part I | 27,573 | 28,418 | -845 | -3.0%

PRINCE GEORGE'S CO. P.D. PRINCE WILLIAM CO. P.D.

2003 2002 E\]]ECC/ % 2003 2002 III)\]E?C/ %

Homicide 118 130 -12 -9.2% | |[Homicide 13 5 8 160.0%
Rape 245 224 21 9.4% Rape 40 45 -5 -11.1%
Robbery 3,553 3,505 48 1.4% Robbery 197 185 12 6.5%

Ago. Assault | 3,003 3,573 -570 | -16.0% | |Agg. Assault 270 346 -76 -22.0%
Burglary 7,332 7,384 -52 -0.7% | |Burglary 966 1,019 -53 -5.2%
Larceny 22,007 | 23,110 | -1,103 | -4.8% | |Larceny 5,563 5,760 -197 -3.4%
M/V Theft | 15,338 | 14,729 609 4.1% IM/V Theft 755 665 90 13.5%
Total Part I| 51,596 | 52,655 | -1,059 | -2.0% | [Total PartI | 7,804 | 8,025 | -221 | -2.8%

ROCKVILLE CITY P.D. TAKOMA PARK P.D.

2003 2002 E\]]ECC/ % 2003 2002 IS};Z %
Homicide 2 0 2 - Homicide 2 0 2 -
Rape 11 11 0 0.0% Rape 9 6 3 50.0%
Robbery 56 50 6 12.0% Robbery 67 92 -25 -27.2%
Ago. Assault 72 56 16 28.6% | JAgg. Assault 29 25 4 16.0%
Burglary 236 287 -51 -17.8% Burglary 156 107 49 45.8%
Larceny 1,383 1,355 28 2.1% Larceny 447 639 -192 -30.0%
M/V Theft | 172 169 3 1.8% | [M/V Theft 176 230 54 | -23.5%
Total Part I'| 1,932 | 1,928 4 0.2% | [Total Part I 886 1,099 | -213 |-19.4%
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TABLE 10B
% INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PART 1 CRIMES

ncrease: 70 Jecrease: 70
olege rar 470 aKoma rar T
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10-YEAR TRENDS

TABLE 11A
TOTAL PART I OFFENSES: 1994 - 2003

1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

Homicide 615 561 586 439 423 387 361 400 468 437
Rape 1,153 1,167 1,039 1,021 979 895 918 834 965 946
Robbery 12,399 | 13,428 | 12,751 | 9,787 | 8,438 | 7,407 | 8,047 | 9,300 | 9,635 | 9,904
Aggravated
15,390 14,848 13,200 12,381 12,178 10,586 10,980 11,368 11,199 10,200
[Assault
Burglary 30,484 30,753 29,169 | 25,470 | 24,354 | 20,456 18,861 21,416 21,438 | 20,999
Larceny 127,716 | 133,414 | 131,431 | 120,424 | 113,392 | 102,153 | 104,132 | 107,673 | 104,716 | 95,636
Motor Vehi-
25,400 29,368 29,503 | 24,447 | 22,792 21,136 22,853 | 28,367 | 33,077 | 33,626
cle Theft
Total Part I
213,157 | 223,539 | 217,679 | 193,969 | 182,556 | 163,020 | 166,152 | 179,358 | 181,498 | 171,748
|Offenses
- e
NUMBER OF AGENCIES REPORT-
ING
1994 31
1995 32
1996 32
1997 33
1998 33
1999 32
2000 32
2001 32
2002 33
2003 34
TABLE 11C
TOTAL PART I OFFENSES BY SUB-REGION: 1994 - 2003
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 | 2003
District of
, 63,144 | 67,401 | 64,557 | 51,986 | 46,171 | 41,841 | 41,610 | 44,358 | 44,347 | 40,420
|Columbia
Maryland
87,629 91,777 90,601 82,971 82,727 | 72,029 | 74,077 81,705 86,404 | 83,719
Suburbs
Northern
o 57,869 | 59,926 | 58,171 | 55,278 | 49,994 | 46,470 | 47,587 | 51,175 | 49,954 | 46,669
Virginia
Federal 4,515 4,435 4,350 3,734 3,664 2,680 2,878 2,120 793 940
TOTALS 213,157 | 223,539 | 217,679 | 193,969 | 182,556 | 163,020 | 166,152 | 179,358 | 181,498 | 171,748
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TABLE 13
ADULT SPECIAL INTEREST ARRESTS- 2003 vs. 2002

DOMESTIC

DWI DRUG SALE/MFG VIOLENCE
[COG DEPARTMENTS 2003 2002 2003 2002 | 2003 2002
Alexandria Police Department 476 376 456 385 623 395
[Arlington Co. Police Department 715 679 511 530 311 376
Bowie [6] [16] [18] [37] [8] [0]
|College Park [10] [18] [5] [21] [4] [0]
D.C. Metropolitan Police Department - - - - - -
[City of Fairfax Police Department 242 244 51 81 60 53
Fairfax County Police Department 3,350 2,969 3,108 2,838 1,612 1,663
Falls Church City Police Department 40 45 30 40 16 8
Frederick Co. Sheriff's Office 368 344 402 407 89 105
Gaithersburg Police Department [121] [124] [116] [200] [43] [85]
Greenbelt Police Department 55 25 64 185 25 30
Loudoun County Sheriff's Office 682 557 281 267 271 233
|City of Manassas Police Department 298 347 319 356 140 145
Manassas Park 126 - 19 - NA -
Montgomery County Department of Police 3,255 3,274 2,280 2,121 695 674
Prince George's County Police Department 360 568 1,518 1,601 44 492
Prince William County Police Department 1,593 1,525 1,330 1,246 818 855
Rockville City Police Department [142] [79] [282] [293] [59] [55]
[T'akoma Park Police Department 20 20 21 23 14 11
SUBTOTAL 11,580 10,973 10,390 10,080 4,095 5,040
ASSOCIATE DEPARTMENTS
|CIA- Security Protective Service - - - - - -
Fauquier County Sheriff's Office 209 295 203 249 199 164
Federal Protective Service - - - - - -
IMETRO Transit Police [26] [27] [137] [88] [18] [5]
Military Dist. of Washington 71 155 62 113 5 49
M-NCPPC Police (Mont. Co. Division) 70 105 99 74 0 0
IM-NCPPC Police (P.G. Co. Division) 14 - 68 - 0 -
Maryland State Police (Metro Area) - - - - - -
Metro. Wash. Airports Authority Police - - - - - -
(National Institutes of Health Police 0 - 0 - 0 -
Pentagon Force Protective Service 168 58 34 19 0 0
U.S. Capitol Police [421] [242] [113] [49] [0] NA
U.S. Park Police 667 527 682 732 12 5
U.S. Secret Service (Uniformed Division) [100] [43] [15] [15] [6] 2]
Virginia State Police (Div. 7) - - - - - -
SUBTOTAL 1,199 1,140 1,148 1,187 216 218
|GRAND TOTAL 12,779 12,113 11,538 11,267 4,311 5,258
Increase/Decrease 666 271 -947
[%o Change 5.5% 2.4% -18.0%
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APPENDIX C

GENERAL NOTES

Jhe data centained in this epant is based on the information that COG
staff was abile to collect and verify. s can be seen in the report enly
parntial data or ne data at all was collected on seme departments.

With the addition ef Manassas and Manassas FPark to the Metwopolitan
Washingten Council of Governments the placement of departments on
same chants were changed due to space cenfiguration. For example, the
Fauguien County Steriff’s Office was listed under COG Departments in
2002, but moved under Ussociate Departments in 2003.

TFhe tatal Fant I Offenses previously rwepexted for the Defense Pnotective
Sewvice in the 2001 Report was changed in this report under the name of the
Fentagon Force Puotection Ugency. Therefore, the total Fant I Offenses
separted in Jable 12 may not match other parts of the weport where mose
camprehensive data was captured.

Jt must also be neiterated that reparting methods are not uniforn
throughout this wepoxt since some departments utilized the Uniform Crime
Reporting (UCR ) and others the Natienal Incident Based Reporting
System (NIBRS ). Marecver, since much of this neport is comparative
fram ane year to the next some data frem Manassas and Manassas Fark
may fave not been wsed in the analysis due to their necent addition te COG.
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