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SUMMARY 

National Crime Prevention Week was evaluated by means of a national 

Gallup poll and a questionnaire mailed to those individuals/organizations 

which received Ministry materials for the Week. The results of these surveys 

complement each other by providing two different perspectives of the impact 

of National Crime Prevention Week 1985(NCPW). For example, although a large 

proportion of the Canadian population had heard of NCPW, most participated 

through individual rather than community activities. Police agencies, 

schools, and government agencies were most likely to initiate or participate 

in community activities. These findings are in accordance with the national 

perception that police have the greatest responsibility for crime 

prevention. Indeed, police were involved in a greater number and types of 

activities, reached more people, and more diverse groups. Overall, 

participants were well satisfied with the quantisties and quality of materials 

sent to their groups. 

The results of this evaluation will be one of the methods used to 

determine the impact of the Week on various sub-groups of the Canadian 

population. Also, these findings will be instrumental in improving the 

administration of the Week which in turn will help better meet the needs of 

the participants. 
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INTRODUCTION

The impact of National Crime Prevention Week (NCPW) 1985 (November

3-9) was assessed by means of a questionnaire designed for participants and

by a national survey. The questionnaire was directed at individuals and

organizations involved in planning and promoting the Week. It sought

information about the types of activities initiated and the adequacy of

Ministry information and display materials. The respondents were also asked

whether they had any suggestions for next year's NCPW. The national survey

polled a sample of the general Canadian population to determine public

awareness of NCPW and extent of public participation in crime prevention

activities.

The results of this assessment will be used in designing future

crime prevention activities and in establishing the awareness, impact, and

endorsement of the national program.

METHOD

Participant Survey

An eight page questionnaire (see Appendix 3) was mailed to

approximately 1,950 individuals and organizations who had requested Ministry

materials for the Week. The mailing of the questionnaires took place in late

December, 1985. In total, 711 questionnaires were completed and returned,

resulting in a response rate of 35.6%.
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The questions were designed to describe: types of organizations 

involved; degree and type of participation; media coverage during the Week; 

satisfaction with Ministry materials; and, overall levels of satisfaction 

with the organization and administration of the Week. 

National Survey 

The Gallup organization was commissioned to include four questions 

related to NCPW in the November 1985 Gallup omnibus survey. The poll was 

conducted in two waves from November 21 to 23, and 28 to 30, 1985, 

respectively. The results from wave 1 and wave 2 did not differ greatly and 

were thus pooled and analysed together. In total, 2062 adults, 18 years of 

age and over, were personally interviewed in their homes across Canada. The 

results are subject to a sampling error of plus or minus 3 percentage points. 

The questions were designed to determine: the level of awareness 

of NCPW; the source of this awareness; the degree of responsibility that 

individuals, community groups, police departments and governments are 

perceived to have in crime prevention initiatives; and, the crime prevention 

methods or events that were participated in or done over the past year. 

RESULTS 

The results of the participant and the national surveys have been 

grouped into four sections. The first examines the background of the 

respondents, the second looks at initiation of, and participation in, crime 
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prevention activities. The third section focuses on the media's role in 

NCPW, and the last section examines the administration of NCPW information 

and display materials*. 

Background of Respondents 

Overall, police represented the largest group (42%) of the NCPW 

participants/promoters who responded to the questionnaire. Schools, 

colleges, and universities accounted for the next largest groups. Table 1 

and Figure 1 show the organization membership of these respondents. 

Table 1 

ORGANIZATION MEMBERSHIP OF RESPONDENTS 
-  Participant  Survey - 

Police 	 297 	 41.8 
School/College 	 100 	 14.1 
Community justice group 	 50 	 7.0 
Non-community justice group 	 49 	• 	 6.9 
Library 	 36 	 5.1 
Provincial Government 	 29 	 4.1 
Business 	 23 	 3.2 
Federal Government 	 14 	 2.0 
Municipal Government 	 10 	 1.4 
Professional Association 	 7 	 1.0 
Other 	 96 	 13.5 

* The two samples targeted two distinct groups and although the findings 
have been integrated, it must be recognized that the national survey 
primarily taps public awareness whereas the participant survey probes 
commitment to crime prevention. An important association between these 
two samples is the progression from public awareness to actual 
participation in crime prevention activities. 
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Regional differences were evident, with Saskatchewan (71%), 

Newfoundland (62%), and Alberta (58%) showing relatively high levels of 

police involvement, while Ontario (30%) showed lower levels. 

Involvement in crime prevention activities throughout the year is a 

crude measure of the type of participant attracted to NCPW planning and 

organization. Table 2 presents these data by police and non-police groups. 

Police agencies (98%) overwhelmingly ..reported participation in on-going crime 

prevention activities, while non-police groups (55%) showed lower, although 

still substantial, levels of involvement throughout the year. 

Table 2 

INVOLVEMENT IN CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES THROUGHOUT YEAR 
- Participant Survey - 

Police 	 Non-police . 	 Total 
groups 

(n=295) 	 (n=406) 	 (n=701) 

Yes 	 97.6 	 55.4 	 73.2 
No 	 2.4 	 44.6 	 26.8 

The national survey provides some indication of the effectiveness 

of different information sources in informing the public about NCPW. Table 3 

and Figure 2 present information on where the Gallup respondents first heard 

about the Week. 
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Table 3 

WBERE FIRST HEARD ABOUT NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEEK 
- National Survey - 

Information Source 	 Percent 

Television 	 54.7 
Radio 	 36.4 
Newspapers 	 26.9 
School/Children's School 	 4.9 
Other 	 4.4 
Community Events 	 3.4 
Don't Know 	 2.4 
Not Stated 	 0.1 

TOTAL 	 133.2* 

The total is greater than 100% because respondents were asked to 
identify all information sources that applied. 

Television was cited as the most common medium through which the 

public first heard of the Week. This was indicated 54.7% of the time, radio 

36.4%, and newspapers 26.9%. Some variation occurred regionally, with the 

Atlantic region and British Columbia reporting radio more often than the 

national average, and Quebec and the Prairie region reporting relatively high 

rates for television. 

Actual participants in the Week relied on other sources of 

information. They typically first heard of NCPW through the "Partners in 

Preventing Crime" newsletter, the National Crime Prevention Week brochure, 

and the order form were the most common sources (71%) (Table 4). A high 

proportion of police respondents indicated first hearing about the Week 
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through associations and business contacts (22%). Thus, it appears that 

television is effective in increasing public awareness and that the 

newsletter and brochure have been effective in encouraging participation in 

the Week. 

Table 4 

HOW FIRST HEARD ABOUT NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEEK 
- Participant Survey - 

Police 	 Non-police 	Total 
groups 

(n=293) 	 (n=408) 	 (n=701) 

Newsletter/Brochure/Order form 	64.5 	 75.5 	 70.9 
Association/Business 	 22.2 	 10.3 	 15.3 
Other 	 13.3 	 14.2 	 13.8 

The National Survey asked respondents who they believed had the 

responsibility for crime prevention. As Table 5 shows, police departments 

were believed to have the greatest responsibility in comparison to the 

individual, community, and government agencies. Nevertheless a substantial 

minority indicated that government (40%), individuals (36%) and the community 

(29%) share "quite a lot" of responsibility for crime prevention. 
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Quebecers and those whose mother-tongue was French, however, 

differred widely from the national average. These sub-groups consistently 

indicated lower responsibility for all levels of society other than the 

police. 

Table 5 

DEGREE OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR CRIME PREVENTION 
ATTRIBUTED TO FOUR LEVELS OF SOCIETY (n=2062) 

- National Survey - 

Police 
Individual 	Community 	Departments 	Governments 

Activities Initiated during NCPW 

Table 6 and Figure 3 present the different activities initiated by 

both police and non-police groups. Here, respondents were asked to identify 

all activities which their organization had initiated during the Week. By 

far, the most common activity reported by both police and non-police groups 

was distribution of information. This finding is a direct function of the 

sample selection criteria used for the questionnaire: persons requesting 

NCPW materials. 
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Table 6 

ACTIVITIES INITIATED DURING NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEEK 
- Participant Survey - 

Police 	 Non-police 	Total 
groups 

(n=297) 	 (n=414) 	 (n=711) 

Information Distributed 	 68.7 	 77.1 	 73.6 
window/Mall Display 	 45.5 	 38.9 	 41.6 
Media Feature 	 47.8 	 19.8 	 31.5 
Conference/Seminar/Workshop 	32.7 	 18.1 	 24.2 
Poster/Essay Contest 	 16.2 	 13.3 	 14.5 
Launched New Program 	 14.5 	 6.5 	 9.9 
Award Programs 	 14.8 	 6.0 	 9.7 
Other 	 19.2 	 18.4 	 18.7 

Total percent* 	 259.4 	 198.1 	 223.7 

Total number of activities 	 770 	 820 	 1,590 

The total is greater than 100% because respondents were asked to 
identify all activities that applied. 

Differences with respect to types of activities initiated were 

evident between the police and non-police groups. Specifically, police were 

more likely to initiate somewhat more substantial activities such as 

conferences, media features, new programs and awards programs. Police groups 

were also involved in more activities than the non-police groups. Overall, 

the 711 responding participants were involved in 1,590 distinct activities 

during the Week. 

Finally, participants were asked whether they were aware of any new 

community crime prevention programs, activities, or groups established as a 

result of NCPW 1985. Results showed that 16% or 110 of the respondents were 
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aware of such newly established programs. Some regional differences were

apparent with Quebec (22%) and Saskatchewan ('24%) reporting relatively high

levels of awareness of such programs.

Tables 7 and 8 present the reported target groups of these

activities initiated by NCPW participants and the number of persons believed

to have been reached throughout the Week. Police agencies directed their

activities towards the general public (83%), young people (67%), and the

business community (34%). Non-police groups concentrated their efforts at

reaching the general public (59%) and young people (49%). Organizations

often directed activities at more than one sector of society., Police

indicated greater diversity in their target groups.

Table 7

TARGET GROUPS OF INITIATED ACTIVITIES

- Participant Survey -

Police Non-police Total
groups

(n=297) (n=414) (n=717)

General Public 82.8 58.9 68.9

Children/Youth 67.3 48.8 56.5

Business Community 34.3 11.1 20.8

Elderly People 17.5 11.1 13.8

Women 13.8 8.5 10.7

Other 7.1 21.3 15.3

Total percent* 222.8 159.7 186.0

* The total is greater than 100% because respondents were asked to

identify all activities-that applied.



Less than 500 
500 - 999 

1,000 - 4,999 

5,000 - 9,999 

10,000 - 49,999 

50,000 and over 

	

26.2 	 54.7 	 42.4 

	

13.1 	 11.7 	 12.3 

	

36.9 	 20.2 	 27.4 

	

9.6 	 4.1 	 6.5 

	

11.2 	 5.6 	 8.0 

	

3.1 	 3.8 	 3.5 

- 14 - 

Respondents were asked to estimate the number of persons reached 

through their NCPW activities. Again, differences were observed between 
- 

police and non-police groups. Over sixty percent of the police groups 

reported reaching more than 1,000 persons, while over 50% of the non-police 

groups reported reaching fewer than 500. 

Table 8 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF PERSON REACHED THROUGH INITIATED ACTIVITIES 
- Participant Survey - 

Police 	 Non-police 	Total 
groups 

(n=260) 	 (n=342) 	 (n=602) 

In total, these 602 organizations (109 were unable to provide an 

estimate) reached approximately 3,371,000 persons during NCPW 1985. While 

this figure is difficult to interpret given the possibility of overlap and 

that only a third of the total NCPW participants surveyed are represented, 

the national survey revealed that a total of 74.2% (see Table 9 and Figure 4) 

of Canadians had heard of National Crime Prevention Week. This finding 

suggests that NCPW activities and promotions, over the past three years, have 
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reached a large majority of the population. Regional differences were 

evident, with a high of 87.0% responding positively in the Prairies, and a 

low of 53.9% in Quebec. Quebec and other Francophone responses to all four 

national survey questions were less positive than the national average. 

Table 9 

HEARD OF NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEEK 
- National Survey - 

REGION 

Total 	Atlantic 	Quebec 	Ontario 	Prairies 	B.C. 
(n=2,062) 	(n=191) 	(n=558) 	(n=732) 	(n=339) 	(n=242) 

Yes 	 74.2 	79.0 	53.9 	79.5 	87.0 	83.8 
No 	 24.4 	20.1 	44.5 	19.4 	10.9 	15.3 
Don't Know 	1.4 	0.9 	 1..7 	 1.2 	2.0 	0.9 

Table 10 reports the national survey findings on public 

participation in crime prevention activities. About 55% had engaged in at 

least one type of crime prevention activity. The most common methods were 

"improved home security", Neighbourhood Watch, and "improved personal 

security". 

Regional differences were again quite apparent. Quebec respondents 

indicated that a relatively high percentage had improved home and personal 

security, whereas the Atlantic region had the lowest participation rates for 

all activities with the exception of Operation Identification. 
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Table 10

PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS INDICATING PARTICIPATION IN

OR HAVING DONE RELATED CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITIES

- National Survey -

Activity Percent
(n=2,840)

Improved Home Security 31.4

Neighbourhood Watch 20.0
Improved Personal Security 19.3

Operation Identification 14.0
Block Parent 7.6
Rural Crime Watch 0.1

Other 0.3

None of the Above 44.1
Don't Know/Not Stated 0.9

TOTAL 137.7*

* The total is greater than 100% because respondents were asked to
identify all activities that applied.

The results of the national survey indicate that a large proportion

of the Canadian population is aware of NCPW and has participated in some form

of crime prevention activity.

Publicity during NCPW

Visibility, and thus publicity, is vital to the success of a

national program like NCPW. The survey of NCPW participants sought to

determine the extent of media involvement in the Week's activities.

Tables 11 and 12 show the percentage of respondents who contacted

the media and those who received media coverage of their events. The great

majority of non-police groups did not contact the media or receive any
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coverage. For those that did receive coverage, the most common medium was 

the newspaper. Police agencies reported much higher levels of media 

involvement in their activities. Overall, 73% contacted the media and 64% 

received some coverage. Here, again, the most common medium used was the 

newspaper, alone (24%) or with other media sources. The lack of media 

coverage of the non-police groups' activities is likely due to the type of 

activities in which they were involved (eg. information distribution and 

displays). 

Table 11 

RESPONDENTS CONTACTING MEDIA DURING WEEK 
- Participant Survey - 

Police 	 Non-Police 	Total 
(n=297) 	 (n=414) 	 (n=711) 

No media contacted 	 26.6 	 70.1 . 	 51.9 

Radio only 	 6.7 	 2.7 	 4.4 
Television only 	 1.4 	 1.5 	 1.4 
Newspaper only 	 24.6 	 11.1 	 16.7 
Radio/Television 	 0.0 	 0.2 	 0.1 
Radio/Newspaper 	 18.9 	 4.6 	 10.6 
Television/Newspaper 	 5.7 	 1.5 	 3.2 
Television/Radio/Newspaper 	16.2 	 8.5 	 11.7 
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Table 12 

RESPONDENTS RECEIVING MEDIA COVERAGE OF WEEK'S ACTIVITIES 
- Participant Survey - 

Police 	 Non-Police 	 Total 
(n=297) 	 (n=414) 	 (n=711) 

No media coverage 	 36.4 	 72.0 	 57.1 

Radio only 	 5.4 	 3.6 	 4.4 
Television only 	 1.7 	 1.0 	 1.3 
Newspaper only 	 24.2 	 10.9 	 16.5 
Radio/Television 	 1.0 	 0.2 	 0.6 
Radio/Newspaper 	 14.5 	 5.3 	 9.1 
Television/Newspaper 	 3.0 	 1.0 	 1.8 
Television/Radio/Newspaper 	13.8 	 6.0 	 9.3 

The participant survey also requested respondents to indicate 

whether they recalled seeing any general media coverage of the NCPW or of the 

Solicitor General of Canada crime prevention awards. The results indicate 

(see Table 13) that the majority of respondents saw coverage of NCPW (67%), 

but relatively few saw coverage of the Solicitor General's Awards (22%).* 

About 40% of participants had heard the NCPW public service announcements. 

* A cautionary note must be made with respect to these findings. The 
questionnaire was mailed out approximately seven weeks after NCPW and, as 
such, respondents recollection of such events may be less reliable. 
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Table 13 

AWARENESS OF MEDIA COVERAGE OF 
NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEEK OR MINISTRY AWARDS 

- Participant Survey - 

General NCPW Coverage Ministry Awards Coverage 

Total 
(n=711) 

No media coverage 	 32.6 
Radio only 	 5.9 
Television only 	 7.7 
Newspaper only 	 18.1 
Radio/Television 	 2.5 
Radio/Newspaper 	 7.5 
Television/Newspaper 	 9.9 
Television/Radio/ 
Newspaper 	 15.8 

NCPW materials 

Almost all (96%) of the NCPW participants sutveyed used materials 

supplied by the Ministry of the Solicitor General of Canada. More detailed 

information on the adequacy of the quantities and qualities of specific items 

sent was also obtained. Table 14 shows the results of these questions. 

Table 14 

AMOUNTS OF MATERIALS SENT TO PARTICIPANTS 
- Participant Survey - 

Good 
Planning 	 Poster 	 Neighbour 
Guide 	 Calendar 	 Book 
(n=527) 	 (n=635) 	 (n=640) 

Too Little 
Right Amount 
Too Much 

	

4.6 	 11.5 	 14.7 

	

82.4 	 71.7 	 72.7 

	

13.1 	 16.9 	 12.7 
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The majority of participants indicated that the right amount of

materials had been sent (72-82%). In fact, the "Planning Guide" was reviewed

positively by the majority of respondents. Comments on the generality of the

quide suggest that it did not meet the needs of some of the special interest

groups (e.g. rural areas and schools). There was a mixed reaction to the

utility and quality of the poster calendar. Many of the participants

believed that the poster was too large while the calendar itself was too

small. Also, respondents questioned the appropriateness of the slogan "What

sign are you?". Finally, the "Good Neighbour Book" was overwhelmingly well

received. Several participants indicated that the booklet was still being

used for ongoing crime prevention activities.

Camera-ready artwork was provided in the Planning Guide for easy

reproduction by NCPW organizers. Respondents reported•that 18% reproduced

this artwork for their activities.

Finally, almost all (98%) of the respondents for all groups

expressed interest in participating in NCPW next year. This encouraging

response suggests that National Crime Prevention Week 1985 was a success from

the participants' point of view.
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Conduct regular national polls to help determine whether Crime 

Prevention Week is becoming a more familiar event and the extent of 

its impact on activity participation. 

2. If a second poll were conducted, control questions should be 

included in order to provide greater confidence in the 

interpretation of the responses and to help identify any response 

biases. 

3. The results showed that French-speaking persons and the Quebec 

region respondents were less familiar with National Crime 

Prevention Week than the total sample. This would seem to indicate 

that measures should be taken to reach these audiences more 

effectively. 

4. Conduct a second NCPW participant survey next year which emphasizes 

the Week's impact on the community in terms of increased awareness 

and participation. 

5. An alternative to the follow-up mail survey that was conducted this 

year would be the inclusion of an evaluation questionnaire with the 

planning and information materials. This would decrease mailing 

and administrative costs, as well as, possibly increasing 

respondent recall and response rate. 
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6. General comments and suggestions made by the respondents emphasize 

the different needs and concerns of urban and rural communities. 

Appropriate materials to meet the special needs of smaller 

communities may be necessary. 

7. This year's participant survey highlighted the different approaches 

of police and non-police groups. Thought should be given to 

preparing different information materials for these groups. 

8. The survey indicated that the camera-ready artwork was not used by 

most of the responding organizations. Some participants reported 

not using materials because of the delay in distribution. As such, 

consideration should be given to limiting this material to a 

request-only basis eliminating it  altogether  .or  ensuring earlier 

distribution. 

9. General comments made by the participants emphasized the importance 

of maintaining involvement of and cooperation among the municipal, 

provincial and federal governments. Continued work in this 

direction is encouraged. 

10. Due to the relative disuse of the media by non-police groups, 

information on contacting the media and perhaps provision of media 

materials may be needed. 

11. Finally, many participants commented that the Week should be 
organized earlier so that materials would be available earlier. 
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Participant Suggestions by Province 



NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEEK PARTICIPANT SUGGESTIONS BY PROVINCE

Suggestions Nf1d P.E.I. N.S. N.B. Que. Ont. Sask. Man. Alta B.C.

Increase publicity x X X X X X X

Provincial involvement x X X X X X X X X

Municipal involvement x X X

Conference/workshops x X X X X X

Recognition of volunteers x

Contests x X X

Youth programs x X X X X X X X X

Drinking and driving program x X X X X

Focus on specific topics* X X X X

* Included: drug abuse, crimestoppers, child abuse, provincial themes, vandalism, skidoo theft, elderly, and
natives.



APPENDIX 2 

General Participant Comments 



General Comments  

These comments have been taken directly from the participant questionnaire 
and have not been edited. 

National 

The material was sent too late to be promoted and distributed in a truly 
effective manner. Ideally, I would like to have the promotional material by 
August of 1986. It is difficult for us to arrange events with less than 3 
months lead time. 

Newfoundland 

Worthwhile program, excellent idea to have program run concurrently with 
Operation Child. 

Awards presentation for Solicitor General should be moved to other major 
centres in province from year to year. 

Try to get materials out earlier in the year. Try to get better 
CO-ORDINATION. Put a liaison in each region to co-ordinate. 

Prince Edward Island 

The Week was a good idea and I think national and local coverage was 
adequate. 

New Brunswick 

Each year this week is growing more important...much more involvement from 
community groups. 

Quebec 

If the information could be received earlier it would help in planning local 
activities. Whén you are close to deadline you are always afraid you mav not 
receive the material on time. 
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Québec (cont'd)

Les activités et les ressources disponibles au niveau fédéral devrait être

connus dès le début de l'année afin de favoriser une meilleure planification
au niveau régional et local.

La remise des prix du Solliciteur général devrait être planifié plus tôt par
le ministère. Les organismes sont trop souvent à la remorque de cet
évènement, ce qui empêche une bonne planification et organisation des
activités. Les décisions trop tardives du MSG ont souvent des conséquences
néfastes sur la couverture des médias, surtout dans les grands centres
urbains comme Montréal.

Le retard dans les attributions des subventions cause des difficultés au
niveau administratif.

We both appreciate and see the need for co-ordinated efforts on all three
levels of government and more particularly through other police agencies.
The latter has not been well-developed.

J'ai trouvé la rencontre â l'institut de police formidable comme
enrichissement. Ça nous permet de se situer et de voir ailleurs. C'est une
motivation excellente.

Should be organized earlier... We feel that supporting local initiatives is
the best solution.

Generally the week was much better organized than in the past.

Il ne faut pas lâcher. Les résultats ne sont pas toujours tangibles.

NCPW is a useful week for promoting crime prevention in local communities. I
encourage the Solicitor General of Canada to continue providing'leadership in
this program.

La concertation régional en matière de planification des activités n'est pas

une chose acquise. Il faudrait élargir les memberships des comités régional
et débuter la planification des activités dés septembre.

Le mois de mai sera à mon avis le plus tard pour recevoir la documentation de
la planification.
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Québec (cont'd) 

The media seemed to give it more attention because of federal-provincial 
co-ordination. 

Très bonne couverture par les médias en 85 pour les activités au niveau 
provincial dans notre région. 

J'ai été très heureux et satisfait de participer au premier congrès de la 
CPCO dans le cadre de la Semaine Nationale. CPCO = comité de la prévention 
du crime de l'Outaouais. 

Ontario 

Members of the CFB Trenton military police attended the crimeproofing seminar 
held in Peterborough and returned inspired to improve the Base Crime 
Prevention programs. 

I think CP week is great. We have on-going a show on crime prevention 
throughout the year so it is very timely that we can feature a full week of 
in-depth programming. 

I would like to see more mini-seminars in communities rather than one large 
one. 

Our organization participates fully in Community Justice Week every year. 
Could the provincial and federal weeks be combined? 

Communication with police forces and our office have been increased during 
the past years. Bravo. 

Time was a concern as police are understaffed and cannot always participate. 

I'd like to see more police involvement. Generally, there is none in our 
community. It needs police involvement to add credibility. 
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Ontario (cont'd) 

1   found that NCPW is not yet known to the general public. With time, it may 
well be as well-used as Police Week. Other police forces in this area do not 
participate as they should. We anticipate better participation in a joint 
effort for 1986. 

Correspondence received for crime prevention week was not intended for RCMP 
in non-contract provinces (Quebec and Ontario). Our participation has to be 
co-ordinated with the local police forces so no duplication arises during the 
Week. 

If possible it would be nice to have a designed booklet for large and small 
population areas. A vast amount of material apply only to large populated 
areas. 

Solicitor General Crime prevention awards were too freely awarded to 
community relation-type programs which took away from the crime prevention 
emphasis. 

Excellent assistance to our presentations with useful information. Perhaps 
could be mailed out a little earlier with possibly including some SAMPLES in 
the earlier mail out. If possible perhaps the week could be changed to 
sometime in early October or late September for weather purposes. November 
is too close to Christmas - competing for advertising space. 

Saskatchewan 

Organization and promotion needs improving. 

As crime prevention is everyone's concern NCPW should have different groups 
involved directly. It should not be up to the police alone. Schools should 
have a crime prevention program - seminars, posters... 

Manitoba 

In a remote community like ours with no radio, TV or newspaper, it is very 
hard to reach the population. Our best approach is by organizing meeting 
with the school. Therefore, if more documentation was available to reach 
younger people, it would be more effective. 
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Alberta 

I feel because we serve a small community (5,000 - 6,000) population we are 
not as important. We have problems getting some of the items we order. 
However, things have improved 75% over last year where we had received such a 
small portion which came too late. 

I ordered the poster calendars for use in school visitations but did not 
receive any. I did receive an overabundance of the planning guide, which, 
fortunately, I was able to give to another detachment which also did not 
receive any materials. If police forces are to participate in your programs 
the supply of materials are going to have to be improved. 

Excellent idea, strongly supported and endorsed by the Edmonton police 
department. 

The people reached are usually the ones who are concerned but really have no 
problems. Hence, the best way to reach people are through the children being 
proud of participating in a function and receiving something for their 
efforts. 

Your program is more suited to larger centres and does not mean much to a 
community of 1,500. 

It was one of the easiest public relations programs to implement and achieve 
a good public response. 

I believe in the concept of the police and community working together to 
prevent crime, but how does this program involve the community? The program 
is too broad and does not take into account the efforts of crime prevention 
that are being done throughout the year. Just because we have calendars and 
pamphlets this alone prevents nothing. We need the community to become 
actively involved with programs that they want and they supervise with input 
only from the police. 

For the last two year I've been involved in the program the materials and 
goals of the program have been too broad. 

The only observation I can make is that law enforcement agencies are 
inundated with crime prevention programs. This work adds to a burden. 
Perhaps when we have this week, which by the way I feel is important, perhaps 
you could take some demands away from local involvement and have a media 
information blitz, perhaps on (aimed at) one program and by having only one 
topic it would make it easier at the local level. 
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British Columbia

It would be nice to be made aware of anything that other agencies have done
that is a little out of the ordinary, rather than mall displays, radio, etc.

In B.C. we have Police and Safety Weeks. Our resources are too thinly spread
to participate in so many events. Why not roll all these special event weeks
into one week?

There are lots of programs and materials available, but very little money,
especially for provincial or rural areas.

Other than this year's booklet, monies could be better used at a local level.

Earlier in September we contacted our RCMP, but we had difficulty
co-ordinating with them.

There are not enough personnel at the local police station to be involved in
all the activities organized by the community.

I believe this week should be relocated to early in the school year and or in
March. November is too close to Christmas and safe driving Week. Students
are preparing for examination. Although the concept of crime prevention week
is worthy in nature the general public are more reactive than proactive
because there are so many other special weeks.

Confusion exists over the LOGO of the event. Better retain the 4 heads
working together to prevent crime.

Local people identify with their police department and it is difficult to

make a national theme to suit all the provinces. Support might be offered to
provincial submissions. The B.C. crime prevention association could support
a provincial theme.
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NATIONAL CinatiE PEEVYNTION WEar.e 1985  

EVALUATION _qUESTIONNAIRE  

The Ministry of the Solicitor General and Canadians for Crime 
Prevention are currently evaluating National Crime Prevention Week 1985. Your 
assistance, both in evaluating the Week and in offering ideas for the future, 
will help us plan with you, more effective ways of promoting community crime 
prevention in Canada. 

It is important to receive as"much input as possible. We would_ 
- therefore appreciate your passing on copies of this questionnaire to other 

participants in the Week who might not have received one. We would also 
appreciate your including samples of materials prepared specifically for use in 
your community (Press Clippings concerning local activities; service club or 
company bulletins which mention National Crime Prevention Week; pictures of 
local activities; etc.) when you return the questionnaire. 

A 	IDENTIFICATION  

I. Name: 

2. Group/Organization: 

3. City/Town 	 Province 

4. Which of the following best describes your group or organization: 
S•••■••••••1 

Member of Parliament 

Community group: 
Criminal justice 

Community group: 
non—criminal justice 

Business 

5 	School/College 	 11 

h--  
6 	Police 	 12 

Professional Association 

Library 

Municipal Government 

Provincial Government 

Federal Government 

Other (please specify) 
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5. (a) Are you involved in crime prevention activities throughout the year? 

El No 

(b) If "yes', please describe the activity or program: 

LOOKING RACK:  
National Crime Prevention Week 1985  

1. 	How did you first hear about National Crime Prevention Week 1985? 

Please indicate one of the following: _ 

"Partners  in  Preventing Crime Newsletter, National Crime 
Prevention Week brochure or order form. 

Professional association, business or other association bulletin. 

Other (please specify) 	  



■■•••,...1 

Conference/Seminar/Workshop 	5 

Window/Mall/other display 	6 

Poster/essay competition 	7 

I Media feature 	 8 

1.110.1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

■•• 

1 

2 

3 

5 

—3 

2. 	Activities 

(a) Indicate which of the following activities you or your group initiated, or 
participated in, during National Crine Prevention Week: 

Launching of new program 

Distribution of information 

Awards program 

Other (please specify) 

(h) To wham were your activities directed? (check more than one, if necessary) 

General Public. 

Business Community 

Children or Youth 

Seniorà 

Wbmen 

-- Specific Interest Groups (please 
--- specify) 

(c)  Hou  many people do you estimate were reached by your activities? 



4. 

No 
LI•••■mi 

ill Television ° If "yes": Newspaper Radio 

Yes- No 
1■■■•• 

Television Radio If "yes": 

If "yes.": Radice 	 1 	Television Newspaper 
F.1■■•••1 

Newspaper Television 

3. 	Publicity 

(a) Did you contact the media about your activity or event? 

111 Yes 

(b) Did your activity or event receive any specific media coverage? 

Newspaper 

(c) Did you see any general media coverage of National Crime Prevention Week or Week 
Events? 

Yes 	 ill No 

(d) Did you see any coverage of the Solicitor General of Canada Crime Prevention 
Awards? 

Yes 	 III No 

--- 
If "yes": 	Radio 
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4.
Radio Public Service Announcements

(a)
Did you hear the National Crime Prevention Week radio public servic
announcements: e

Yes
No

V

(b) If
pleaae- Co=`!nt: on the zmnQujjC=,,t,:

5. Materials

(a)
Did you use any National Crime Prevention Week materials su lied b
Ministry of the Solicitor General of Canada? pp y the

Yè s,
No• (go to: question 6)

(b) Quantities:

Of the items supplied, did you have:

Planning Guide

Poster Calendar

Good Neighbours booklet

Too little to
Right Too much toMeet needs Amount, , Meet Needs



Poster Calendar 

Cc)  Please comment on each of the items offered. 

Planning Guide 

Good Neighbours booklets 

(d) Did you reproduce any of the camera-ready artwork provided in the Planning 
Guide? 

Yea 	 NO;  

6. 	Are your aware of any new community crime prevention programs, activities, or 
groups being established as a result of the National Crime Prevention Week L98 

Yes No 

If "yes" (please specify) 



Yes 

7. 	General Comments 

LOOKIEGABIAD  

1. 	Do you plan to participate in National Crime Prevention Week next year? 

' 2. 	Do you have any suggestions for activiaes that could be organized for National 
Crime Prevention Week: 

(a) In your cammunity? 

'(b) At the provincial level? 

(c) At the national level? 

Ir" 	' 
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3. 	Do you have any suggestions for additional or different types of material you 
would find useful? 

1.  

4. 	General Comment a  

IMPORTANT: 	Please return by December 15, 1985 to: 

National Crime Prevention Week 
Ottawa, Ontario 

using the accompanying self—addressed business reply 
envelope. 	 . 

THANK YOU  VERT  MUCH FOR TOUR PARTICIPATION IS NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION WEER, 
AND FOR. CO/CLETING THIS QUESTIONATPX. 



DATE  DUE 
- , 	  
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