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This report analyzes crime report data retrievechfthe CSI$database for crimes
reported to the Memphis Police Department (MPD)Yamntthe Shelby County Sheriff's
Office (SCSO) as having occurred in the downtoweadretween May 1 and May 30,
2006. Only crimes which are reported to the MPD #re SCSO, and which are then
made available to CSIS, can be analyzed.

Map 1 identifies, in the blue highlighted area, ¢fe®graphic area included in the data
analysis. Each red dot indicates a location whereme is reported to have occurred.

Map 1: Crime Reports in Downtown Memphis, May 206; 2006

Two hundred eight criminal incidents were documeérate having been reported to law
enforcement between May 1 and May 30, 2006. Qfdlecidents, larceny from a motor
vehicle was the most frequently reported crime (48¢90). General larceny was the
second most frequently reported incident (23%, n=43verall, larcenies accounted for

1 CSIS is a web-based database of criminal incidigmirts made to local law enforcement agencies Thi
is a secured and confidential database to whiclCthme Commission is a signatory user for research
purposes.
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70% of all criminal incidents reported to law erd@ment during the time period being
60

reviewed. Table 1 and Table 2 identify the frequyey offense and by category, of
criminal incidents reported to law enforcementha downtown area during the time

period being reviewed.
Table 1: Crime Reports by Offense
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Table 2: Crime Reports by Category
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Table 3 identifies the frequency of crime reportslay of the month. May 6 and May
12 are dates on which the highest frequency ofesimere reported. It should be noted
that not all crimes are reported on the day duwhgh the crime occurred. That being
said, May 6 was the Saturday of Memphis in May M#s®st and May 12 was the Friday
of the Memphis in May Barbeque Fest. Both weekeridday 5 & 6 and May 11-14
were weekends during which large numbers of visiteere in the downtown area, and
traffic and parking congestion was notable on thesekends. Given the influx of
visitors and their vehicles, it is not surprisingdentify that these festival weekends
reflected spikes in crime reporting and that thesinfiequently reported crime was
larceny of a vehicle. These conclusions are furshipported by the fact that crime
reports decrease during the work week when the tiwm“population” is reflected by
the usual transient workers and moderate levelssdbrs.

Table 3: Frequency of Crime Reports by Date
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Table 4 reflects the percentage of crime reportsffgnse tract in which the crime was
reported. Crimes recorded as having occurred Bfzplar are identified as “jail” in
Table 4. Offense Tract (or MPD Ward) 623 was tlaednn which the majority (51%) of
criminal incidents were recorded for the geograginéa being studied and during the
time under review. Offense Tract 623 includesrgdarea of the business district of
downtown Memphis, and is also the offense traethich the majority of parking
garages downtown are located.

Table 4. Percentage of Crime Reports Recordedffgn€e Tract
OFFNSTRACT
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Conclusions:

While violent crimes did not account for a largegemtage (less than 9%) of crimes
reported to have occurred in the downtown areaéatvMay 1 and May 30, 2006, nine
robberies and six aggravated assaults were reptrteave occurred during the time
period being studied. Future monthly analysestnaltk the frequency of violent crimes
in the downtown area to identify if such crime regpagemain stable or fluctuate.

Seventeen narcotics crimes were documented asghawaurred during the time period
under review. Nine of those criminal incidents wezeorded as having occurred at 201
Poplar. This data suggests that law enforcemédiciadé are screening individuals as
they enter 201 Poplar and/or are booked into tlegrCounty Jail. The remaining 8
narcotics incidents were likely the result of lamf@cement investigations — it is rare for
narcotics related crimes to be reported in the saer@ner as crimes such as larceny or
motor vehicle theft.



The reporting of 16 motor vehicle thefts and 98émies from motor vehicles suggests
that unsupervised parking areas are targets fiovircal activity in the downtown area.
While many parking garages have some level of ggctie activity level of those
security instruments (security personnel, secudtyeras) may not be consistent. The
raw data reviewed may suggest that parking safetipwntown Memphis needs to be
further analyzed. Theft of automobiles and theftrf automobiles impacts individuals’
personal sense of safety — people may come tovedlmat because their automobiles are
not safe downtown, they themselves may not bedmigtown.

Further examination of the effectiveness of CCT\A&®&curity instrument may also be
warranted. Benchmarking public safety practicesgu€CTV have been identified in
the United Kingdom and in Australia. While someTCis in use in downtown parking
facilities, the “keepers” of the CCTV data might mommunicate with one another, thus
potentially losing opportunities to identify andpaphend repeat larceny and motor
vehicle theft offenders.



