
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

‘HOOD 
 

 

 

 

 

Community Safety Initiative: 

Helping Our Own Development 
 

Community Survey Report and Proposed Action Steps 

 July 2014 

 

 
 
  

  



 

Background 

 

Following a surge of burglaries in January and February 

2014 on the 4500th block of Perry Street, Pastor David Hill 

of Restoration Community Church and Agape 

Development began to mobilize community members 

for the stated goal of reducing crime in the area. Their 

specified target area was the 4500th block of Perry Street 

and its surrounding blocks—which included Griggs Road 

to Yellowstone Boulevard, Cullen Boulevard to Calhoun 

Road. Partnering with the Go Neighborhood OST/South 

Union Project and the local civic clubs—Grand Park and 

Southern Village—the initiative received funding to begin 

community organizing and crime reduction in the area. 

After several community meetings the group entitled 

their initiative C.S.I.: ‘H.O.O.D (Community Safety 

Initiative: Helping Our Own Development). 

Target Area 

 

Overview of Crime in the Police Beat 

The designated target area resides within the 14D10 Police Beat. While this beat is not the 

most crime ridden beat in the city, it does have a higher frequency of reported crime than 

the Houston’s average crime rates. Over 

the last four years, reported crime has 

fluctuated slightly from quarter to quarter 

but in general has remained fairly 

consistent. There was, however, a slight 

surge in crime in January-March of 2014 

correlating with the creation of CSI: 

‘Hood. 

 

 

 

 

Part I and Part II Crimes by Quarter 

 Jan – Mar Apr – Jun July – Sept Oct - Dec 

Part I Crime     

2011 310 372 339 384 

2012 318 276 335 372 

2013 319 383 371 360 

Part II Crime     

2011 403 468 374 384 

2012 445 437 454 439 

2013 471 540 504 455 



 

 

 

In the beat, theft continues to be the most 

frequent severe crime (Part 1 crime) 

followed by burglary. These are also the 

two types of crime that fluctuate most 

from quarter to quarter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Aggregating all the severe crimes 

reported from January 2009 to April 

2014 by the time of day they were 

committee, we can see that crimes 

are most likely to occur in the late 

afternoon/evening (between 4 pm 

and 8 pm). This is particularly true for 

theft. Burglaries are most likely to 

happen anywhere between 8 am and 

8pm. In other words, burglaries happen 

during the day when individuals are 

most likely to be at work. Thus, 

increasing the lighting in the area 

would probably not reduce burglaries 

because they are occurring in 

daylight. 

 

Part I Crime 

 Beat Target Area  

Crime Category Jan – Mar 

2014 

April 2014 Jan – Mar 

2014 

Apr 2014 

Homicide 1 0 0 0 

Rape 2 1 0 0 

Robbery 42 15 2 0 

Aggravated 

Assault 

54 6 4 1 

Burglary 100 24 11 5 

Theft 159 50 6 4 

Auto theft 33 11 4 0 

Arson 0 0 0 0 

Total Part I 391 107 27 10 

 

Yet, increasingly lighting might help with Robberies and Auto theft since they are most 

likely to occur between 8 pm and midnight. 



 

Target Area Survey 

Methodology 

Gathering at Agape Development, a group of residents began to discuss what they saw 

as the problematic elements in their community and what they desired to change. Yet, 

before CSI: ‘HOOD began making plans of action they wanted to ensure they were 

addressing the perceived needs in the entire community. Thus, they conducted a door to 

door community survey. 

 

Desiring the collect information specific to the area, the survey’s questions and flow were 

constructed based off the conversations and concerns discussed in the CSI: ‘HOOD 

meetings. For example, while residents were concerned about burglaries and theft, it was 

also clear that their safety was threatened by stray dogs and crack/potholes in the roads. 

Thus, the survey included questions about dogs and crack/potholes in the roads. To see 

the complete survey see Appendix A. 

 

Given that the goal of the survey was to get a representative picture of the communities’ 

conception of crime, a 100 household sampling frame was created using a random 

number generator. These households were selected from the complete list of occupied 

residents in the target area according to the property tax data base. Once these 100 

households were selected, surveyors went to each household and conducted a survey 

with an adult who answered the door and was willing to answer questions for 10 minutes. 

Households were informed that when they completed the survey they would be entered 

into a drawing to win a $50, 75, or $100 gift card to the local grocery store—H.E.B. 

 

Each house that did not answer the door was visited multiple times, information about the 

survey was left at the household, alternative ways to complete the survey (i.e. online, 

telephone, or at Agape Development) were also provided. Of the 100 households, 16 

were not currently occupied leaving 84 in the sample. At the completion of the survey, 48 

households had completed the surveys. Thus, the survey had a response rate of 57 

percent. 

 

Noting that respondents were more likely to be homeowners, elderly, and female than the 

actual population in the area, the sample was weighted to reflect the actual distribution 

in the area. Since the target area is a small proportion of a census block the survey was 

weighted to the 3135 census tract using the 2007 to 2012 American Community Survey. 

 

In the sample, 62.5 percent of the respondents were homeowners yet in the area only 50.1 

percent of the residents are homeowners. Similarly, in the sample 62.5 percent of the 

respondents were female and 33.33 percent were over the age of 60. Yet, in the 

population only 58 percent of the adult population is female and only 29 percent are over 

the age of 60. Thus, when the weight is applied to the sample it takes into account that in 

the population there are more males, younger individuals and renters. For a more 

complete understanding of which methodologies were employed in this process see 

Appendix B. 

 

 

 

 



 

Results 

 

Based off the interest of the CSI: ‘HOOD initiative and the residents’ stated problems, the 

survey and its results were subdivided into seven sections. 

 

Qualities of the Neighborhood 

When asked about 17 different qualities of the neighborhood, residents’ consistently 

choose fire responsiveness, friendliness of neighbors, and availability of health services as 

the top qualities in the neighborhood. Given the variability in answers (the standard 

deviation) and small sample size, we cannot statistically distinguish between many of 

these top answers but we can still rank them by their means. To illustrate this, the graph 

has the qualities of the neighborhood ordered from highest mean response to lowest. 

Each has a bar representing the range that we know with 95 percent confidence that the 

mean of the entire area resides within. Thus, while the responses with similar means are not 

statistically distinguishable from one another we can say the very top and very bottom 

responses are statistically distinguishable. 

 

 

 
 

In other words, in the entire community fire responsiveness, friendliness of neighborhoods, 

and availability of health services are viewed more positively than willingness of residents 

to improve their own community, number of residents currently working on improving the 

community and the overall community. Also near the end of the list is the quality of 

housing, available problems from adults and clean streets. 

 

 



 

Things That Need Fixing 

First focusing on environmental factors that need fixing, respondents’ were asked how 

quickly 15 different problems need to be fixed. By far the most agree upon answer was 

the cracks/potholes in the roads. This being a daily frustration for many residents it was 

repeated ranked as needing to be fixed “ASAP.” 

 

The cracks in 

the road were 

followed by 

stray dogs, 

abandon lots, 

open gutters, 

and sidewalks. 

Problems that 

were at the 

bottom of 

respondents’ 

priorities were 

smaller trash on 

streets, private 

property 

maintenance 

and street lights. 

 

 

Fear of Crime 

Before asked about what crime they are personally aware of or what they saw as needing 

to be address, respondents were asked about their own fear regarding possible crimes 

happening to them or their families. While none of these fears were statistically 

distinguishable from one another, the sample had the highest mean for fear of being 

robbed followed by 

something happening 

to one’s children while 

they were playing 

outside. Despite the 

initial incentive of CSI: 

‘HOOD being the 

burglaries in the area, 

residents were less 

concerned that 

burglaries might 

happen to them 

compared to other 

crimes. 

 

 



 

Knowledge of Crime 

Not surprisingly one’s general knowledge of crime happening in the area in the last year 

influenced one’s fear of crime happening to them or their families. Yet, there was not a 

direct correlation between the types of crimes individuals were aware of and what they 

were fearful of occurring. 

 

The largest segment, 

65.8 percent, of the 

respondents were 

aware of a car getting 

broken into followed by 

58.6 percent of the 

population aware of 

burglaries happening 

within the last year. 

These were followed by 

the knowledge of 

someone getting 

physically attacked, a 

car getting stolen, and 

someone getting 

robbed. 

Addressing Crime 

When it came to addressing crime, respondents’ were most concerned about prostitution. 

While residents are not “fearful” of prostitution, they see it as the most important crime that 

needs to be immediately addressed in the community. Like the other subsections, the 

ranked importance of the crimes in this section are not all statistically distinguishable from 

one another. Yet, the consistently high ranking of prostitution sets it apart as the number 

one priority in the community. 

 

This is followed by 

reducing robberies and 

drug traffic. The 

remaining four 

categories are ranked 

as follows: car theft, 

burglary, gang activity, 

and assaults. Yet, their 

means and standard 

deviations are very close 

together making it hard 

to say residents really 

see one of these as 

extremely more 

important to address 

than the others. 

 

 

 



 

Community Responsiveness 

 

Respondents were also asked how 

important attending community 

meetings and voting in local 

elections were for community 

change. Both of these categories 

were ranked as extremely 

important with community 

meetings having a slightly higher 

mean. 

 

 

 

 

Police Responsiveness 

Desiring to gage residents’ perception of the police effectiveness, respondents were 

asked eight questions about the police’s ability to effectively complete particular tasks. In 

general, all eight tasks were given mediocre rankings. The police were ranked the highest 

on their ability to be respectful to residents and to stop public disturbances such as loud 

noise. They were ranked the lowest on their effectiveness at stopping theft and gang 

activity. 

 
 

 

 

 



 

Desires for Change 

The final question respondents’ were asked was, “What is one thing you would love to see 

happen in the neighborhood?” This was an open ended question where respondents 

were able to answer however they wished. These answers were then categorized into 12 

different categories and order occurring to their frequency. The number one answer was 

a desire for increased community building. Respondents’ in this category said, “More 

community within the Community,” “Become more familiar with the community,” and 

“Everybody being friendly and coming together.” 

 

The second most common answer was responses about the quality of the streets. This was 

followed by comments regarding general improvement and the reduction of prostitution. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Proposed Action Plan 

Given the results of this community survey, CSI: ‘HOOD will address crime and related 

problems through two action teams. The first of these teams will be focused on addressing 

the physical environment. Since the physical environment is of high concern to the 

residents and is correlated with the cultivation of crime in the area, this team called the 

Places Team aim is to reduce the crime through the improvement of physical community. 

The second team, the People team, will focused improving the lives of people and 

thereby reducing the occurrence of crime. 



 

Places 

Using the results of the survey, the three goals of the Places Team are streets, dogs, and 

lights. 

Streets 

Problem 

The roads in the target area need to be repaved. Of the streets in the target area, 

Calhoun has been noted as in the poorest condition. 

Goal 

To get Calhoun repaved. 

Proposed Steps 

1. 

2. 

3. 

 

Dogs 

Problem 

Stray dogs in the area are violent—attacking pedestrian and bike riders. 

Goal 

Reduce the number of stray dogs and neuter/spay stray dogs. 

Proposed Steps 

1. 

2. 

3. 

 

Lights 

Problem 

The limited lighting increasing the possibility and fear of robberies and assaults. 

Goal 

Make sure every light in the target area is working and petition for additional lights. 

Proposed Steps 

1. Survey every street light. 

2. Notify the city of street light outages 

3. Identify darkest blocks. 

4. Create a petition for additional lights. 



 

People 

Using the results of the survey, the three goals of the People Team are community building, 

providing alternatives to prostitution, and increasing economic opportunities. 

Community Building 

Problem 

The lack of cohesiveness within the community reduces the neighborhoods ability share 

information regarding crime and work together to improve the neighborhood. 

Goal 

Facilitate community networks and cohesion through community activities, bi-monthly 

newsletters, and online alert network. 

Proposed Steps 

1. Community activities —Plan a community block party or parade for the beginning of 

the school year 

2. Bi-monthly newsletters—Identify a team of people who can work on writing and 

distributing a bi-monthly community newsletter 

3. Online Alert Network—Research best online alert network for our uses; Set up network; 

Encourage community members to join 

 

 

Prostitution 

Problem 

The lack of resources provided to some women in the community that leads them to 

being prostituted or prostituting themselves. The street access to these prostituted women 

leads to “Johns” also stopping any women pedestrians assuming they too are engaging in 

prostitution. 

Goal 

Provide resources to the women in prostitution. Stop “Johns” from attempting to pick up 

pedestrians. 

Proposed Steps 

1. 

2. 

3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Economic Opportunities 

Problem 

The lack of economic opportunities in the area perpetuates the likelihood of residents to 

engage in crime. It also increases the number of abandon lots which further provides 

areas for unlawful activity to occur. Finally, it reduces the number of people around the 

area during the day. 

Goal 

Transform at least one of the abandon lots into a garden that can be utilized for 

economic opportunities. 

Proposed Steps 

1. Tear down the vacant house on 4519 Perry Street 

2. Build a community garden 

3. 

 

  



 

Appendix A—Survey 

 
 
 
 

GRAND PARK QUALITY OF LIFE 

Introduction 
A group of residents in this area have started meeting up at Agape Development to try to 
figure out how we can improve our own neighborhood. We are calling ourselves CSI: 
HOOD—which stands for Community Safety Initiative: Helping Our Own Development. 
We are seeking our neighbors’ opinions. Is this a good time for you to answer a few 
questions? It will take approximately 10 minutes. If not now, what is a better time? 

Qualities of the Neighborhood 
We would like to start by asking you about various aspects of our community. On a scale 
of 1 to 5 where 1 is Very Poor and 5 is Very Good, how would you rank the following 
things… 

 Very 
Poor 

Poor Fair Good Very 
Good 

friendliness of neighbors      

trust between neighbors      

willingness of neighbors to work on 
improving the neighborhood 

     

number of neighbors working on 
improvements 

     

neighborhood schools      

parks      

access to health services      

programs/activities for children      

programs/activities for teenagers      

programs/activities for adults      

programs/activities for seniors       

police responsiveness      

fire responsiveness      

cleanliness of streets      

cost of housing      

quality of housing      

neighborhood overall      

 

 



 

Things That Need Fixing 
We know there are some things in our neighborhood that could use improvement. We are 
going to list some problems that we have noticed with the physical environment. We 
want to know how big of a problem you think they are. On a scale of 1 to 5 with one being 
‘not that big of deal’ and 5 being ‘needs to be fixed ASAP,’ how would you rank the 
following problems… 

 Not a Big 
Deal 

 Fix at 
some 
point 

 Fix 
ASAP 

stray dogs      

street lights      

lack of sidewalks      

dumping      

smaller trash on streets      

vacant buildings      

abandon lots      

maintenance of industrial property      

maintenance of rental property      

maintenance of private property      

street flooding      

open gutters      

missing street signs      

missing stop signs      

cracks/pot holes in streets      

Fear of Crime 
Now, we would like to ask you a few questions about how safe you feel in the 
neighborhood. On a scale of 1 to 5 with one being ‘not fearful’ and 5 being ‘very fearful,’ 
how would you rank your fear of the following event occurring… 

 Not 
Fearful 

 Neutral  Very 
Fearful 

having your house broken into      

having your car broken into      

having your car stolen      

being robbed while walking      

being physically attached/beaten      

something happening to your children 
while playing outside 

     

 

 



 

Knowledge of Crime 
In the past year, do you know of the following happening in the neighborhood…. 

 Yes No 

houses broken into   

car broken into   

car stolen   

robed while walking on the street   

being physically attached/beaten   

Addressing Crime 
We would also like to know what you think is most important to address. On a scale of 1 
to 5 with one being ‘not that big of deal’ and 5 being ‘needs to be fixed ASAP,’ how would 
you rank the following crimes… 

 Not a Big 
Deal 

 Fix at 
some 
point 

 Fix 
ASAP 

street assaults      

stealing/robberies on streets      

burglaries      

car theft      

drug trafficking      

prostitution      

gang related activity      
 
Are there other problems or crimes that we did not mention that you think are really 
important? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Community Responsiveness 
In order for change to happen, how important do you think the following things are? On 
a scale of 1 to 5 with one being ‘not important’ and 5 being ‘very important.’ 

 Not 
Importan

t 

 Neutral  Very 
Importa

nt 

attending community meetings      

voting in political elections      



 

Police Responsiveness 
We are also interested to know how you perceive the effectiveness of the police. On a scale 
of 1 to 5 with one being ‘not effective’ and 5 being ‘extremely effective,’ how would you 
rank the polices’ effectiveness at the following… 

 Not 
Effective 

 Neutral  Effectiv
e 

arrest related to burglaries/thief      

arrest related to assaults      

stopping drug traffic      

stopping prostitution      

stopping gang activity      

addressing public disturbances     (e.g. 
loud music/partying) 

     

treating residences with respect      

overall ability to stop crime      

A Little about You 
Thank you! These answers are so helpful. We are almost done but just a few more 
questions. 
 

Age Category: Gender Race: Check all that apply 

 18-29  Male  Black/African American 

 30-39  Female  White/Caucasian 

 40-49  Hispanic/Latino 

 50-59  Asian 

 60 and up  Native American 

  Other:__________________ 
Are you a…  Do you vote in local  In the past year, have you attended elections?

 community meetings in the neighborhood? 
 home owner  Always  No 
 renter  Sometimes  Yes Where_______________ 

 Never 
 
What is one thing you would love to see happen in the neighborhood? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Date Taken:  Time finished: ________AM/PM 

  



 

Appendix B—Statistical Code 

/********************************************************** 

Junia Howell 

12 July 2014 

 

Analyzing Quality of Life Survey 

 

This do-file imports the results from the Quality Life 

Survey of the Calhoun to Cullen, Griggs to Yellowstone 

area over May and June 2014. It then creates weights 

for this data and give preliminary analysis. 

 

Sections: 

1) Importing and Labeling Data 

 a. Importing Data 

 b. Change Categorization 

 c. Race 

 d. Age 

 e. Female 

   

2) Weighting Data 

 a. Generating Weight Variable 

 b. Gender and Age Variable for Raking 

 c. Gender Age Matrix 

 d. Homeownership Matrix 

 e. Ranking On Gender, Age and Homeownership 

 

3) Descriptive Statistics 

 a. Examining the Effectiveness of the Weight 

 b. Qualities of the Neighborhood 

 c. Things That Need Fixing 

 d. Fear of Crime 

 e. Knowledge of Crime 

 f. Addressing Crime 

 g. Community Responsiveness 

 h. Police Responsiveness 

 i. Desires of Change 

  

 

4) Bivariate Statistics 

 a. Attending Meetings 

   

***********************************************************/ 

 

version 12.0 // version control 

cd "D:\My Documents\RCC" // Change the directory 

 

net set ado "C:\ado" // Set Stata to store ados in this folder 

adopath + "C:\ado" // Have Stata search in the myado folder 

 

/*********************************************************************** 

Section 1- Importing and Labeling Data 

************************************************************************/ 

* Part a- Importing Data 

import excel using "Quality of Life Survey Results.xlsx", /// 

 firstrow clear 

 

* Part b- Change Categorization 

label define changecat 1 "Community Building" 2 /// 

 "Vacant/Abandon Buildings" 3 "Street Quality" /// 

 4 "Sidewalks" 5 "Saftly" 6 "Programs" 7 "Housing" /// 

 8 "General Improvement" 9 "Police" 10 "Prostitution" /// 

 11 "Nothing" 12 "Stray Dogs" 

label values changecat changecat 

 

* Part c- Race  

label define race 1 "Black" 2 "Latino" 3 "White" 

label values race race 

 

* Part d- Age  

label define age 1 "18-29" 3 "30-39" 4 "40-49" 5 "50-59" 6 "60 and up" 

label values age age 

 



 

* Part e- Female  

label define female 1 "Female" 0 "Male" 

label values female female 

 

save qualitylifesurvey, replace 

 

/*********************************************************************** 

Section 2- Weighting Data 

************************************************************************/ 

/* While it is not exactly the area I am weighting the data to 2007- 

2012 American Community Survey for Census Tract 3135 of Harris County, 

Texas. In this tract there is... 

 

The racail demographics are:  

0.014 White 

0.765 Black 

0.221 Hispanic 

But I am not going to rake on race because I do not have enough  

people in each category to do so. 

 

    Male  Female 

15 to 29 years  0.123 0.164 

30 to 39 years 0.047 0.097 

40 to 49 years  0.056 0.042 

50 to 59 years  0.064 0.118 

60 and up years 0.131 0.159 

 

Homeowner 0.501 

Renter 0.499 

 

*/ 

* Part a- Generating Weight Variable 

generate bas_weight = 1 

 

* Part b- Gender and Age Variable for Raking 

generate genage = 1 if female == 0 & age == 1 

replace genage = 2 if female == 1 & age == 1 

replace genage = 3 if female == 0 & age == 3 

replace genage = 4 if female == 1 & age == 3 

replace genage = 5 if female == 0 & age == 4 

replace genage = 6 if female == 1 & age == 4 

replace genage = 7 if female == 0 & age == 5 

replace genage = 8 if female == 1 & age == 5 

replace genage = 9 if female == 0 & age == 6 

replace genage = 10 if female == 1 & age == 6 

 

* Part c- Gender Age Matrix 

generate byte count = 1 

total count, over(genage, nolab) 

matrix total_genage = e(b) 

matrix rownames total_genage = genage 

matrix total_genage [1,1] = 300.489 

matrix total_genage [1,2] = 400.652 

matrix total_genage [1,3] = 114.821 

matrix total_genage [1,4] = 236.971 

matrix total_genage [1,5] = 136.808 

matrix total_genage [1,6] = 102.606 

matrix total_genage [1,7] = 156.352 

matrix total_genage [1,8] = 288.274 

matrix total_genage [1,9] = 320.033 

matrix total_genage [1,10] = 388.437 

 

* Part d- Homeownership Matrix 

total count, over(homeowner, nolab) 

matrix total_home = e(b) 

matrix rownames total_home = homeowner 

matrix total_home [1,1] = 1223.943 

matrix total_home [1,2] = 1219.057 

 

* Part e- Ranking On Gender, Age and Homeownership 

ipfweight genage homeowner, generate(weight) /// 

 values(300.489 400.652 114.821 236.971 136.808 102.606 156.352 288.274 320.033 388.437 

1223.943 1219.057) /// 

 maxiter(300) startwgt(bas_weight) 

 

save qualitylifesurvey, replace 



 

 

/*********************************************************************** 

Section 3- Discriptive Statistics 

************************************************************************/ 

svyset [pweight=weight] 

* Part a- Examining the Effectiveness of the Weight 

tabulate female age, cell 

svy: tabulate female age 

svy: tabulate homeowner 

 

/* Working beautifully! */ 

 

* Part b- Qualities of the Neighborhood 

svy: mean friend trust improve working schools parks health /// 

 childpro teenpro adultpro seniorpro policeres fireres clean /// 

 cost qualityhouse overallquality 

 

preserve 

clear 

set obs 17 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  1 "Fire" 2 "Friendliness" 3 "Health Services" /// 

 4 "Schools" 5 "Parks" 6 "Child Programs" 7 "Housing Cost" /// 

 8 "Trust" 9 "Teen Programs" 10 "Senior Programs" /// 

 11  "Police Responsiveness" 12 "Quality of Housing" /// 

 13 "Adult Programs" 14 "Clean Streets" /// 

 15 "Willingness to Improve" 16 "Number of People Improving" 17 "Overall" 

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(1/17)) /// 

 yscale(range(1/5)) xlabel(1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 /// 

 14 15 16 17, valuelabel angle(45)) ylabel(1 2 3 4 5) scheme(s1mono) /// 

 ytitle("Mean") xtitle("") title("Qualities of the Neighborhood") 

 

restore  

 

  

* Part c- Things That Need Fixing 

svy: mean dogs lights sidewalk dump trash vacant adondon /// 

 industrial rental private flood gutters streetsign /// 

 stopsign cracks 

  

preserve 

clear 

set obs 15 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  1 "Cracks" 2 "Dogs" 3 "Abandon Lots" /// 

 4 "Open Gutters" 5 "Sidewalks" 6 "Vacant Buildings" /// 

 7 "Street Flooding" 8 "Dumping" 9 "Stop Signs" /// 

 10 "Rental Prop Maintenance" 11 "Street Signs" /// 

 12 "Industrial Prop Maintenance" /// 

 13 "Street Lights" 14 "Private Prop Maintenance" /// 

 15 "Smaller Steet Trash" 

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(1/15)) /// 

 yscale(range(1/5)) xlabel(1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 /// 

 14 15, valuelabel angle(45)) ylabel(1 2 3 4 5) scheme(s1mono) /// 

 ytitle("Mean") xtitle("") title("Things That Need Fixing") 

 

restore  

  

 

* Part d- Fear of Crime 

svy: mean fear_house fear_car fear_stolecar fear_robbed /// 

 fear_beat fear_kids 

  

preserve 

clear 

set obs 6 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 



 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  6 "Attached" 5 "Burglary" ///  

 4 "Car Stolen" 3 "Car Broken Into" 2 "Children Hurt" /// 

 1 "Robbed"  

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(1/6)) /// 

 yscale(range(1/5)) xlabel(1 2 3 4 5 6, valuelabel angle(45)) ylabel(1 2 3 4 5) scheme(s1mono) 

/// 

 ytitle("Mean") xtitle("") title("Fear of Crime") 

 

restore 

  

  

* Part e- Knowledge of Crime 

svy: mean know_burgeries know_carbroke know_carstole /// 

 know_robbed know_phyattach 

  

preserve 

clear 

set obs 5 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  1 "Car Broken In" 2 "Burglary" /// 

 3 "Assulted" 4 "Car Stolen" 5 "Robbed" 

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(1/5)) /// 

 yscale(range(0/1)) xlabel(1 2 3 4 5, valuelabel angle(45)) /// 

 ylabel(0 .2 .4 .6 .8 1) scheme(s1mono) /// 

 ytitle("Percentage") xtitle("") title("Knowledge of Crime") 

 

restore 

* Part f- Addressing Crime 

svy: mean assults robbing burl cartheif drug prost gang 

 

preserve 

clear 

set obs 7 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  1 "Prostitution" 2 "Robbing" /// 

 3 "Drug Traffic" 4 "Car Theif" 5 "Burlury" 6 "Gang Activity" /// 

 7 "Assults"  

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(1/7)) /// 

 yscale(range(1/5)) xlabel(1 2 3 4 5 6 7, valuelabel angle(45)) /// 

 ylabel(1 2 3 4 5) scheme(s1mono) /// 

 ytitle("Mean") xtitle("") title("Addressing Crime") 

 

restore 

* Part g- Community Responsiveness 

svy: mean attendmeet vote 

 

preserve 

clear 

set obs 2 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  1 "Community Meetings" /// 

 2 "Voting" 

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(0/3)) /// 

 yscale(range(1/5)) xlabel(1 2, valuelabel) ylabel(1 2 3 4 5) /// 

 scheme(s1mono) ytitle("Mean") xtitle("") /// 

 title("Community Responsiveness") 

 

restore 

 

* Part h- Police Responsiveness 

svy: mean pol_theif pol_assult pol_drug pol_prost /// 



 

 pol_gang pol_diss pol_respect pol_overall 

  

preserve 

clear 

set obs 8 

generate mean = . 

generate se = . 

generate variable = _n 

label define variable  1 "Respectiveful" /// 

 2 "Public Disturbances" 3 "Assaults Arrest" /// 

 4 "Overall Stopping Crime" 5 "Stopping Drug" /// 

 6 "Stopping Prostitution" 7 "Stopping Theif" /// 

 8 "Stopping Gang Activity" 

label values variable variable 

 

serrbar mean se variable, scale (1.96) xscale(range(1/8)) /// 

 yscale(range(1/5)) xlabel(1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8, valuelabel /// 

 angle(45)) ylabel(1 2 3 4 5) scheme(s1mono) /// 

 ytitle("Mean") xtitle("") title("Police Responsiveness") 

 

restore 

* Part i- Desires of Change 

svy: tabulate changecat 

 

preserve  

clear 

set obs 1 

generate community = .2958 

generate street = .1621 

generate general = .1092 

generate prostit = .0966 

generate prog = .0839 

generate saftly = .0588 

generate police = .0512 

generate house = .0444 

generate vacant = .0353 

generate dog = .0268 

generate nothing = .0248 

generate sidewlk = .0111 

 

graph bar community street general prostit prog saftly /// 

 police house vacant dog nothing sidewlk,  /// 

 scheme(s1color) ytitle("Percentage") /// 

 title("One Thing Want to Happen") /// 

 legend(label(1 "Community") label(2 "Streets") /// 

 label(3 "General Change") label(4 "Prostitution") /// 

 label(5 "Programs") label(6 "Safety") label(7 "Police") /// 

 label(8 "Housing") label(9 "Vacant/Abandon") label(10 "Dogs") /// 

 label(11 "Nothing") label(12 "Sidewalks") /// 

 position(3) col(1)) 

     

 

restore 

 

/*********************************************************************** 

Section 4- Bivariate Statistics  

************************************************************************/ 

* Part a- Attending Meetings 

svy: logit attendeemeet age female homeowner 

 

 

exit 


