Begin Date:
End Date:
Case ID #:
Number of Officers Involved:

POP EVAL CODING SHEET

0 Unknown

Scope of Problem
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One house

One person

Two or more people
One neighborhood
Whole district

One Business

One Street/Highway
One Intersection
One Apartment Complex/Mobile Home Park
One School

One Park

Other

Problem Types
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Parking Congestion/Issues

Noise Disturbances/Parties
Suspicious/Abandoned Vehicles
Suspicious Persons

Drug Activity/Intoxication

Underage Drinking
Transients/Homeless/Panhandling
Skateboarding/Bicycling in inappropriate places
Mentally Ill People

Public Urination

Sex Acts or Assaults/Peeping Toms
Loitering/Violation of Park Hours

Gang Activity

Graffiti/Spray Painting Property/Damaged Property
Shoplifting/Theft

Street Preaching

Abandoned Pets

Speeding/Cruising

Arson

Fireworks

Suspicious Acts in Condemned Buildings
Numerous Calls for Service

Frauds

Littering

Fighting

Fear of Crime

Outstanding Warrants

Business and Residential Burglaries/Robberies
Runaway Juveniles

Curfew Violations

Burglarized Motor Vehicles

Unkempt Houses

Bars Serving Intoxicated Patrons/Underage Clients
Domestic Violence

False Alarms (Res & Bus)

Prostitutes

Illegal Immigrants

Jaywalking

Trespass

Unfounded calls for service/911 hang-ups
Harassment/threats

Problem Types, continued
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Weapons violations/Shots fired
Traffic Violations/Accidents
Abandoned Buildings '
Criminal Mischief

Status Offenses (juvenile crimes)
Other

Who Nominated the Problem?
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Business Customers
Neighbors/Residents/Citizens

Police Personnel

Business Owners/Managers/Employees
Police Data (Calls for Service Logs)
Homeless Shelter Employees

School Officials/Employees

Unknown

Other

Agencies Involved
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City Engineers/Dept of Transportation
Business Owners/Managers/Employees
Neighborhood Watch Groups/Associations
City’s Attorneys (District Attorneys)

Zoning Inspectors

Noise Inspectors

Fire Department/Inspectors

City Maintenance Crews

College/University Administration

Home Owners/Residents

Code Enforcement

Police Department Specialized Units (Calls for
Service Committees, R & D)

Health Department

Apartment Complex/Mobile Home Park Managers
and Landlords

Military Services

Mortgage Companies

Telephone Company

Homeless Shelter

School Zone Traffic Officers/Crossing Guards
Parks and Recreation Department

Department of Social Services

Probation

Senior Victim Assistance Team

Media

Humane Society

Other




How Were The Cases Resolved? 0 Change Police Dispatch Operations
0 Provide Education for Businesses/Schools/Citizens
] Environmental Changes/Eradication 0 Enforce City Codes
0 Police Knock and Talk 0 Mark/Tow/Impound/Check “Stolen” Status of
O Provide Information to Patrol Officers Abandoned Vehicles
0 Foot/Bike Patrol/Walk & Talk 0 Helping Businesses Obtain Court Orders (No
O Routine Patrol/Spot Checks Trespassing)
O Plain Clothes Patrol/Unmarked Car O Have Businesses Closed (if in violation)
D Create New Ordinances [? Prosecution Enforcement Authorization Letter
O Warrant Checks O Changed Alarm System
O Increase Number of Signs (Trespassing, Loitering, etc) O Changed Phone System
O Verbal Warnings O Eviction/Removal of Problem Tenant
O Noise Testing tJ Executed Warrants/Arrests
0 Utilize Mobile Command Post N FIRS and/or Monitoring
0 Surveillance C No Response or Resolution
d Attend/Organize Weekly Meetings with 0 Implemented New Procedures
Neighborhood Watch ™ Other
O Increased/Stricter Traffic Enforcement/Police Zero
Tolerance Approach (pressure into compliance)/More
actively giving summonses and arrest warrants
. Strongl Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongl
Questions Agreeg ' Agree Disagree Disag%e)e;

The information sheet is adequately completed.

The agency identified the problem proactively.

It is clear who nominated the problem.

The agency used data to identify the problem.

The officer(s) consulted with the appropriate agencies to handle this problem.

The agency analyzed data to identify the problem.

The agency appears to have engaged in a creative thinking process to identify a
potential response.

The officer(s) dropped this problem by referring it to another agency without follow-up.

The agency identified the root cause of the problem.

The response appeared creative and well thought-out.

The agency responded using only traditional police tactics.

The agency worked together with external entities to resolve this problem.

Procedures, policies and rules have been established to address the problem.

The officer(s) involved in the POP project felt the problem was solved.

The agency conducted a formal assessment of the response.

The agency conducted an informal assessment of the response.

The agency conducted no assessment of the response.




