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REPORT NOTES 

 

The staƟsƟcal data in this report is derived from the Police InformaƟon Management System (PIMS) and Computer 
Aided Dispatch (CAD) and is compiled by the Centralized Analysis Unit.  In order to make a fair comparison, data is 
used which has not been allowed  to  increase due  to  late  reporƟng of crime.   Using staƟc numbers allows us  to 
compare crime levels at a specific point in Ɵme and make an accurate determinaƟon of increases or decreases. 
 
Major findings are summarized, using both numbers and rates.  The number of offences is important from a work‐
load perspecƟve, while rates reflect the relaƟve seriousness of a problem and are an indicator of change. 
 
Except as otherwise noted, staƟsƟcs for previous years contained in this report will only reflect the number of 
offences  reported  in  the original  publicaƟon.    They are not updated.   Although  late  reporƟng may occur, and 
offences may conƟnue to be cleared as Ɵme passes, these new events are not taken into account when preparing 
this staƟsƟcal report. It is important to note that cases are oŌen cleared months and someƟmes years later.  
Cases “cleared by charge” and those “cleared otherwise” are included in these totals. 
 
Tables of the full cumulaƟve numbers of offences, which do  include  late reporƟng, are  included for reference as 
appendices. 
 
“AƩempted” incidents are included in offence counts. 
 
The method of counƟng is different for person crime and other Criminal Code offences. Person crime staƟsƟcs in‐
clude all offences for each vicƟm within an incident, whereas property crime staƟsƟcs include each unique offence 
within an  incident regardless of  the number of vicƟms. A single criminal  incident may consist of more  than one 
criminal offence. CPS crime totals reflect ALL offences reported. Crime totals reported by StaƟsƟcs Canada count 
only the most serious offence (violaƟon) in each incident for the enƟre Calgary Census Metropolitan Area (CMA), 
therefore the two reports will not match. 
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‡ Person crime continued to decline in 2013 achieving a 5-year low and was 0.2% lower than 2012.  
Although homicide and attempted homicide recorded year-over-year increases of 22.2% and 18.2%
respectively, these rises were offset by decreases in assault and sex crimes. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2009-2014).  Person Crime includes Homicide and Attempted 
Homicide, Other Offences Causing Death, Robbery, Sex Crime, Assault, and Miscellaneous Person Crime. 

Person Crime 

Figure 1.  Person Crime Offences, 2009-20131 

In 2013, the Calgary Police Service and partners launched the “Don’t Be That Guy” campaign in 
Calgary.  The campaign was developed by Sexual Assault Voices of Edmonton whose goal is to 
raise awareness about sexual violence, challenge myths, fight victim blaming, and stand in 
solidarity with survivors.  CPS is a member of SAV Calgary and as such was approved by SAVE to 
reproduce and carry forward their campaign messages which has been a significant model for 
the creation and promotion of the SAV Calgary campaign.  The campaign was created as a 
response to a growing statistical trend related to perpetrators of sexual assault.  In 2007, Statistics 
Canada reported that 97% of all sexual assault offenders were men.  Sexual assault is a crime that 
can happen to any person, of any gender, race, age, socioeconomic background, etc., and the 
offender is not necessarily male - women offend, too. However, only 3% of sexual assault 
offenders are female and as such are not the target gender of offender accountability in this 
campaign.  This campaign was designed not to offend men, but rather to connect with the good 
men, the safe men, the men who are not offenders and ask them to get involved and become part 
of the solution.  “Don’t Be That Guy” focuses on education regarding the laws of consent, where 
and with whom the responsibility should lie, promoting a culture where everyone can openly and 
honestly talk about healthy relationships and consensual sex and challenge individual thinking 
and perception around this crime with a motto “Men...  Speak out!  Advocate for change.”. 
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‡ Homicide rose by 22.2% compared to 2012, however, was down by 8.3% compared to 2009 when 
volume peaked. 

 

‡ Attempted homicide recorded 2 more offences in 2013 then in 2012 with fairly consistent volume 
over the last 4 years.  When compared to 2009, this was a 65.8% decrease in number of offences. 

 

‡ Total robbery noted a slight increase of 0.6% from 2012 but still a remarkable 30.2% decrease from 
2009.  Meaningful increases of 30.8% were noted in financial robbery from 2012 to 2013.  While 
commercial robbery and home invasions recorded minimal rises, those were mitigated by a 
decrease in person robbery. 

 

‡ Total sex crimes declined slightly by 2.1% compared to 2012, but increased 11.2% compared to 
2009.  Although overall sexual assault decreased by 7.7% from 2012, there was a slight increase in 
sexual assault involving a weapon or resulting in bodily harm. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2009-2014).  Homicide includes: 1st Degree; 2nd Degree; 
Manslaughter; and Infanticide.  As of January 22, 2014, cumulative homicide counts are as follows: 28 (2009), 17 (2010), 11 (2011), 19
(2012) and 22 (2013).  Source: Cumulative Data, Homicide Unit (January 2014).  2Other Offences Causing Death include: Criminal 
Negligence Causing Death and Other Offences Causing Death.  3Attempted Homicide includes: Attempted Murder and Conspiracy to 
Commit Murder.  4Miscellaneous includes: Kidnapping/Abduction; Forcible Confinement; Hostage Taking; Extortion; Criminal 
Harassment; and Indecent/Harassing Calls. 

Person Crime  

Table 1.  Person Crime Offences, 2009-2013 

The Calgary Police Service Robbery Unit continues to work proactively in the community to reduce 

victimization.  Throughout 2013, the Robbery Unit provided robbery awareness and prevention 

strategies to several stakeholders in Calgary, including pharmacies, financial institutions, jewelers 

and other enterprises. 
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Crime Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Homicide1 24 16 10 18 22

Other Offences Causing Death2 1 0 2 0 0

Attempted Homicide3 38 13 12 11 13

Robbery 1260 1216 1040 874 879
Sex Crimes 729 862 794 829 811

Assault 5916 6156 5801 5403 5438

Miscellaneous4 531 595 524 521 475

TOTAL 8499 8858 8183 7656 7638
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Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Weighted by victim count, except financial and commercial robbery.  Source: Statistics Canada (July 2014). 

Person Crime 

Figure 2.  Violent Crime Severity Index, Calgary 2002-20121 

Violent Crime Severity Index 
 
‡ The Violent Crime Severity Index (VCSI) is a statistical measure developed by Statistics Canada.  It 

is designed to measure the relative seriousness of crime within a community.  Individual crime 

types are weighted, based on court records of incarceration rates and average sentence lengths.  

The benchmark for this index is a score of 100, set to 2006 national data. 

‡ Traditional crime rates count each offence equally.  Changes in high volume, but less serious 

offences can influence the crime rate and even mask changes in more serious offences.  The crime 

severity index attempts to correct for this by assigning a relative weight to each offence. 

‡ After seeing year overy year decreases since 2005, the Calgary (Municipal) VCSI remained stable 

between 2012 and 2013.  At 63.7 in 2013, the Calgary (Municipal) VCSI remains well below both the 

national VCSI (73.7) and provincial VCSI (83.2) values. 

‡ Since the first year for which calculations are available (1998) Calgary has registered VCSI values 

below both the national and provincial indices.  By contrast, the province has registered higher than 

national VCSI in all of those years. 
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‡ 2013 recorded a slightly higher volume of property crime when compared to 2012 (an increase of 2.5% 
or 1,010 reported offences), but still show a substantial decrease of 11.0% when compared to 2009 
(5,028 fewer offences). 

‡ Taking population into account, the property crime rate decreased year over year throughout the 
reporting period, although the one-year rate reduction in 2013 was marginal.  The rate of 3,553 offences 
per 100,000 people in 2013 was a 0.1% reduction from 2012 and a 17.5% reduction from 2009. 

‡ Property crimes comprise nearly 7 in 10 of the Criminal Code offences recorded in the city, making it the 
offence type that affects the greatest number of people.  Reductions in this crime type play a significant 
role in the reduction of the overall crime rate for the city. 

Data Notes:  1Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  Property Crime includes Break and Enter, Theft, Vehi-
cle Theft, Fraud Related Crime, and Other Property Crimes (Mischief , Arson and Vehicle Damage (car prowling)). 

Property Crime 

Figure 3.  Property Crime Offences, 2009-20131 
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The Stolen Property Unit assists other areas of the Service with operations and investigations 
with respect to property crimes. 

Throughout 2013, the Stolen Property Unit continued to conduct metal theft investigations as 
well as providing investigative and preventative strategies to multiple industry stakeholders 
focusing on critical infrastructure locations.  This unit was also proactively engaged in 
offender management strategies related to chronic property offenders.  The Stolen Property 
Unit monitored pawn shop, second-hand store, and scrap metal dealer transactions while 
liaising with relevant City departments. 
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Data Notes:  1Unit of Count: Offence  Source: Static data (PIMS: February 2009-2013) . 2Theft includes general thef, thefts from vehicles, pos-
session of stolen property and shoplifting offences.  3Vehicle Theft includes Vehicle Theft and Attempted Vehicle Theft. 

Property Crime 

Table 2.  Property Crime Offences, 2009-20131 

‡ Break and Enters accounted for 13.8% of property crime in 2013.  Numerically, the 5621 offences 
recorded were on par with the previous year, but by rate this marked a 2.6% reduction from 2012.  
Compared against 2009 there were 302 fewer break and enters in 2013, a 5.1% numerical decrease 
and a 12.0% rate decrease. 

 House (dwelling premise) break and enters accounted for 44.3% of all break and enters.  With the 
exception of 2010, volumes across the reporting period remained relatively stable.  By rate, house 
break and enters have shown year-over year decreases over the past 3 years. 

 Commercial break and enters accounted for 36.2% of break and enter activity in 2013. These 
offence types registered a 5.3% increase over 2012 and a 26.6% reduction from 2009. 

 “Other” break and enters comprised an additional 18.8% of break and enters.  These offences 
typically consist of break-ins to detached structures on residential property (detached garages, 
greenhouses and sheds).  In 2013 there were 1,056 offences of this type, marking a 21.8% 
increase from the previous year. 

‡ In 2013, 1 out of every 2 property crimes was a theft offence.  Thefts show a one-year increase over 

2012 of 2.6% , but both years remain the lowest volume years in the reporting period.  Over the five 

years in the reporting period thefts have generally been trending downward. 

 Thefts from vehicles make up the highest volume theft type, accounting for over 40% of all thefts.  
Over the reporting period this type of theft has shown a downward trend.  A one-year decrease of 
1.3% was recorded between 2012 and 2013, and a drop of 8.7% is noted between 2009 and 2013. 

‡ In 2013 vehicle thefts rose to their highest volume in the reporting period, up 15.5% over the previous 

year.  2013 was relatively on par with the volume recorded in 2009.  Vehicle thefts represented 12.7% 

of all property crime in 2013.  By rate, vehicle thefts accounted for 450.8 offences per 100,000 people in 

2012, increasing 12.6% over 2012.  When compared against 2009, 2013 was down by 7.2% by rate. 

Data Notes:  1Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  2Theft includes: General Theft, Theft from Vehicle, 
Possession of Stolen Property, Purse Snatching, Pick Pocketing and Shoplifting offences.  3Vehicle Theft includes: Vehicle Theft, Attempted 
Vehicle Theft and Taking Vehicle Without Consent. 

Property Crime Offence Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Break and Enter 5923 6812 5466 5621 5621
Theft2 22481 20660 20525 19376 19876
Vehicle Theft3 5174 4604 4216 4485 5182

Fraud 3034 2738 2754 2634 2766
Mischief & Property Damage 9263 8648 8363 7721 7402

TOTAL 45875 43462 41324 39837 40847
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Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Weighted offence using NVCSI weight.  Source: Statistics Canada (July 2014). 

Property Crime 

Figure 4.  Non-Violent Crime Severity Index, Calgary 2002-20121 

Non-Violent Crime Severity Index 
 
‡ The Non-Violent Crime Severity Index (NVCSI), developed by Statistics Canada, is designed to 

measure the relative seriousness of non-violent crime within a community.  Individual crime types 

are weighted, based on court records of incarceration rates and average sentence lengths.  The 

benchmark for this index was a score of 100, set to 2006 National data. 

 

‡ Traditional crime rates count each offence equally.  Changes in high volume, but less serious 

offences can influence the crime rate and even mask changes in the more serious offences.  The 

crime severity index attempts to correct for this by assigning a relative weight to each offence. 

 

‡ After declining since 2003, the Non-Violent Crime Severity Index (NVCSI) for Calgary (Municipal) 

was stable between 2012 and 2013.  It remains below both the national (66.8) and provincial (83.7) 

NVCSI values. 
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Data Notes: 1In addition to monitoring crime levels, the Calgary Police Service uses a range of incident types to record levels of “Social & 
Physical Disorder”.  The incident types selected for this disorder index are those which can have a negative impact on citizens’ perceptions 
of safety, particularly in public places.  The incident types included are: Social disorder - disturbance, indecent act, intoxicated person, 
juvenile complaint, landlord/tenant dispute, mental health concern, neighbour dispute, party complaint, prowler, suspicious person, 
threats, drugs, noise complaint, possible gun shots, unwanted guest, prostitution, speeder and suspicious auto; Physical disorder - 
abandoned auto, fire and property damage.  This report is based on the following call types: Dispatched - Public generated calls to which 
officers were dispatched; Other - Public generated calls to which officers were not dispatched; Onview - Police generated calls (only where 
stated).  Cancelled calls (call type) are excluded.  Please note that disorder does not represent all calls for service.  For statistics on 
attended calls for service please see the Quarterly Business Plan Reports located  at:  http://www.calgary.ca/cps/Pages/Business-reports/
Quarterly-business-plan-reports.aspx. 

Disorder1 

Table 3.  Police and Public Generated Disorder Related Calls For Service, 2009-20131 

*A small number of disorder complaints, predominantly property damage  incidents, are  reported at  front counters  (2%‐3% of  total disorder 

complaints).  For consistency with other CPS reports, front counter reports are not included in the Public Generated Total. 

‡ 106395 disorder complaints were recorded within 2013 (a similar volume to 2012), which equates to 
approximately 290 calls per day. 

 
‡ Public generated disorder calls within 2013 noted a 2.7% increase above last year’s volume (as 

well as reaching a 5-year high); however, this increase was counterbalanced by a 5-year low of 
police generated complaints. 

 
‡ The majority of officer generated complaints (~80%) consisted of intoxicated persons, suspicious 

autos and suspicious persons. 
 
‡ Members of the public generated 80% of complaints (approximately 230 calls per day on average, 

84686 calls in 2013) while officers proactively generated the remaining 20% (approximately 50 
calls per day on average, 18969 calls in 2013). 

 
‡ In 2013, disorder accounted for 29% of calls received from citizens and for 42% of calls proactively 

generated by officers (excluding traffic stops). 
 
‡ Officers attended 90% of public generated disorder complaints (‘Dispatched’ sub-category).  The 

remaining 10% of complainants were given advice over the phone, or submitted their complaint via 
the online reporting tool (‘Other’ sub-category). 

Call Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Police Generated Total 27666 27907 23979 21457 18969

Public Generated Total 78158 82202 82074 82482 84686
(Dispatched) 70757 72389 73545 74120 76643

(Other) 7401 9813 8529 8362 8043
Front Counter Total* 3045 2465 2086 1982 2740

TOTAL DISORDER COMPLAINTS 108869 112574 108139 105921 106395



 

Annual StaƟsƟcal Report  2009‐2013 | Calgary Police Service, Centralized Analysis Unit 

DISORDER, 2009-2013 — STATIC NUMBERS 12 

Data Notes:  1 [See Data Notes on page 11].  2 Rates were calculated using public generated calls only. 

Disorder1 

Figure 5.  Public Generated Disorder Related Calls for Service, 2009-20131,2,3 

‡ Public generated disorder calls reached a 5-year volume high in 2013; however, the disorder rate 
was one of the lowest recorded within the past 5 years and was consistent with the disorder rate 
noted within 2012. 

 

‡ Disturbances, suspicious autos, suspicious persons and unwanted guests account for roughly 54% of 
public generated disorder calls in 2013. 

 
‡ Unwanted guest complaints saw the largest numerical increase against average reaching a 5-year 

high (~3152 additional incidents above average) as well as noting a substantial increase above 
volume recorded within 2012 (~2953 additional incidents). A few other high volume event types also 
observed increases above average including disturbances, intoxicated persons, landlord/tenant 
disputes, mental health concerns, suspicious autos and suspicious persons; 5-year highs or near 
highs were noted across each of these event types.  

 
‡ Noise complaints, party complaints and property damage complaints all noted substantial declines 

against their respective averages as well as against 2012 volumes; 5-year lows were recorded 
across all of these event types.  
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Data Notes:  1[See Data Notes on page 11].  2 Increases in count of mental health complaints since 2010 may relate to the introduction of a 
Service-wide initiative.  3 The majority of property damage calls result in Criminal Code reports which are counted under the Property 
Crime section of this report. 

Disorder1 

Table 4.  Public Generated Disorder Related Calls for Service, 2009-20131,2 

Event Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
   Social Disorder

Disturbance 7775 8667 9308 10126 10079

Drugs 2057 2399 2229 2350 2291

Indecent Act 607 651 554 591 594

Intoxicated Person 4393 4964 5713 5675 6044

Juvenile Complaint 2806 2862 2487 1946 1550

Landlord/Tenant 1884 2073 2380 2287 2487

Mental Health Concern³ 1582 1860 2289 2481 2835

Neighbour Dispute 1439 1719 1931 1918 1896

Noise Complaint 7571 7458 7007 6691 6163

Party Complaint 2599 2516 2601 2493 2062

Possible Gunshots 890 847 748 766 768

Prostitution 463 441 492 370 374

Prowler 323 302 398 456 555

Speeder 481 711 633 676 666

Suspicious Auto 7550 8128 8320 8018 8322

Suspicious Person 14087 15323 14171 14549 15106

Threats 2705 3247 3084 3036 2873

Unwanted Guest 8466 7943 8416 8873 11826

  TOTAL SOCIAL DISORDER 67678 72111 72761 73302 76491

   Physical Disorder

Abandoned Auto 356 361 368 296 359

Fire 2049 2089 2122 2048 2028

Property Damage⁴ 8075 7641 6823 6836 5808

  TOTAL PHYSICAL DISORDER 10480 10091 9313 9180 8195

  TOTAL DISORDER 78158 82202 82074 82482 84686
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‡ The total number of Criminal Code traffic offences has declined substantially between 2012 and 2013 

(by 512 offences, or by 14.7%); this number is also 15.1% lower than 2009 and 12.5% lower than the 5-

year average.  The 2961 CC traffic offences reported in 2013 also marked the lowest offence volume of 

the past two decades. 

‡ The Criminal Code traffic offence rate mirrored the sharp decline in traffic offences from the previous 

year.  The 2013 rate is 16.8% lower than 2012, 21.2% lower than 2009, and 16.4% lower than the five 

year period average. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2009 - February 2014). 

Traffic Offences 

Figure 6.  Criminal Code Traffic Offences, 2009-20131 

Table 5.  Criminal Code Traffic Offences, 2009-20131 
Offence Type CC Traffic Offence 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend

Impaired Causing Death 3 0 3 3 2

Impaired Causing Bodily Harm 20 13 9 11 6

Impaired > .08 1221 1281 1266 1266 1060

Impaired Driving 1620 1618 1651 1618 1373

Impaired Driving (Drugs) N/A 4 5 0 1

Fail/Refuse 426 356 458 434 371

Dangerous Operation Causing Death 2 0 4 6 4

Dangerous Operation Causing Harm 12 11 14 7 12

Dangerous Operation of Motor Vehicle 184 163 145 128 132

3488 3446 3555 3473 2961

 Impaired Driving

 Dangerous Driving

Total Criminal Code Traffic
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Data Notes:  1Unit of Count: Summons.  Source: Traffic Section, Calgary Police Service - Static data, PIMS (February 2010-March 2014).  2Unit 
of Count: Incident  Source: Traffic Section, CPS - Static data, PIMS (February 2010 – March 2014).  Reportable collisions exclude collisions 
along private roadways or in public parking lots.  Reported and historical data will not match previously published statistical reports due to 
changes implemented to accommodate for reporting of all collisions involving alcohol or drugs.  This category now represents collisions in 
which any party involved (except passengers) had been drinking or was impaired by alcohol or drug(s), regardless of whether or not this 
person was charged with an offence. 

Traffic Offences 

Table 6.  Traffic Summonses, 2009-20131 

Summons Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Speeding 278933 324903 316747 377110 309900

Other Hazardous 42561 49869 45536 41134 36671

Pedestrian 8509 7445 5753 4510 3858

Other Non-Hazardous 75107 81116 72338 73963 62851

Miscellaneous 27415 18488 16496 15657 12761

Total Summonses 432525 481821 456870 512374 426041

Figure 7.  Reportable Collisions, 2009-20132 
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‡ In 2013, the number of total reportable collisions increased by 14.2% over 2012 (from 36156 to 31666), 
interrupting the declining trend that has been observed since 2009. 

‡ The reportable collisions rate followed this increase and rose by 11.2% over 2012. 
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Data Notes:  12012 fatal collisions count was amended from previously reported 32 to 31 and 2012 fatalities count was amended from 34 to 
33 as one of the previously reported collisions was deemed a medical event.  2[See Data Note 2 on page 15]   

Traffic Offences 

Table 7.  Severity of Reportable Collisions, 2009-20131,2 

‡ In 2013, the rate of fatal traffic collisions increased by 17.9% over 2012 (from 2.8 to 3.3 per 100,000). 

‡ The number of total fatal collisions increased 72.7% in 2013 when compared to 2009, from 22 to 38.            
41 people were killed in those 38 collisions; representing an increase of 86.4% when compared to 2009. 

‡ The number of reportable non-fatal injury collisions had been steadily declining since 2002 but in 2010 
the numbers began to increase and in 2013 the number of reportable non-fatal injury collisions increased 
5.1% over 2012, from 2567 to 2697, the highest it has been since 2008. 

‡ The non-fatal injury collision rate increased by 2.4% over 2012 (from 229.2 to 234.60 per 100,000). 

Collision Type Severity of Collision 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Total Collisions 22 23 20 31 38

     Reportable Collisions 21 23 20 31 38

     Parking Lot Collisions 1 0 0 0 0

Fatalities 22 24 24 33 41

Involving Alcohol or Drugs 15 10 10 15 18

Total Collisions 2569 2498 2496 2694 2810

     Reportable Collisions 2423 2376 2386 2567 2697

     Parking Lot Collisions 146 122 110 127 113

Injuries 3095 3128 3022 3255 3477

Involving Alcohol or Drugs 242 240 240 223 199

Total Collisions 49228 44815 38926 36408 42218

     Reportable Collisions 36868 32565 30406 29067 33422

     Parking Lot Collisions 12360 12250 8520 7341 8796

Involving Alcohol or Drugs 949 846 878 770 764

Fatal

Non-Fatal

Property Damage

‡ Bill 26: Administrative Provincial Sanctions for Impaired Driving 

In the second half of 2012, the Province of Alberta instituted new administrative sanctions 
under the Traffic Safety Act for drivers who had been consuming alcohol prior to driving.  
One of the most significant changes was the introduction of the Immediate Roadside 
Suspension (IRS).  This sanction allows enforcement agencies to suspend drivers for 3 days 
and include vehicle seizures for the same length of time.  In 2013, the first full year that this 
sanction was available, there were 584 IRS’ issued. 

‡ Targeted Repeat Impaired Program (TRIP) 

In 2013, 18 TRIP targets were arrested and charged and 9 warrants were executed from the 
arrests of the targets.  The program was initiated in 2011 and continues to see good success 
in apprehending repeat impaired drivers. 
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‡ Youth Criminal Code offences and offence rates continued the downward trend starting in 2008 and 
recorded a 5- year low in 2013. 

‡ Person crimes committed by youth fell by 11.9% in 2013 compared to 2012.  This was the lowest number of 
person crime offences in 5 years and a significant reduction of 41.7% compared to 2010 when youth person 
crime offences peaked. 

‡ Property crime comprised approximately half (48.2%) of all total crime committed by youth in 2013.  
Similar to other youth Criminal Code offence categories, notable improvements were recorded in property 
crime committed by youth.  2013 recorded a 24.7% reduction in number of offences compared to 2012 and 
a 26.6% reduction in rate.  This was a difference of 405 fewer property offences committed by youth 
occurring in 2013 compared to 2012. 

Data Notes:  1 Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  2 Youth Offence Rate is based on projected youth population count as 
supplied by the City of Calgary, Corporate Economics. 

Youth Crime 

Table 8.  Youth Criminal Code Offences and Offending Rates, 2009-20131,2,3 

Figure 8.  Youth Offences as a Percentage of all CC Offences, 2009-20131 

‡ In 2013, youth offences represented 11.7% of all person crime, 13.1% of all property crime, and 7.9% of all other crime. 

Crime Type Youth Offences and Offence Rates 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Youth Offences 817 950 828 629 554

Youth Offence Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 106 118 109 82 70

Youth Offences 2872 2127 2161 1641 1236

Youth Offence Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 372 265 286 214 157
Youth Offences 1390 1338 1108 892 775

Youth Offence Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 180 167 147 116 98

Youth Offences 5079 4415 4097 3162 2562

Youth Offence Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 658 550 542 412 326
Total CC

Person Crime

Property Crime

Other CC
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‡ Total youth victims of Criminal Code offences and victimization rate in 2013 reported a moderate 
reduction of 12.0% and 14.0% respectively compared to 2012. 

‡ Person crime offences continued to make up the majority (51.6%) of all crimes committed against a 
youth victim. 

Data Notes:  1 Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  2 Youth Victim Rate is based on projected youth population count as supplied 
by the City of Calgary, Corporate Economics. 

Youth Crime 

Table 9.  Youth Victims and Victimization Rates, 2009-20131,2,3 

Figure 9.  Youth as a Percentage of all Victims of CC Offences, 2009-20131 

‡ In 2013, offences committed against youth accounted for 12.7% of all person crime, 3.8% of all property 
crime, and 8.3% of all other crime. 

Crime Type  Youth Victims of CC Offences & Rate 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Youth Victims 1452 1490 1340 1439 1145
Youth Victimization Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 188 186 177 188 145
Youth Victims 792 768 815 851 879
Youth Victimization Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 103 96 108 111 112
Youth Victims 201 248 232 228 193
Youth Victimization Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 26 31 31 30 25
Youth Victims 2445 2506 2387 2518 2217
Youth Victimization Rate (Per 10,000 Youth aged 12-17) 317 313 316 328 282

Person Crime

TOTAL

Property Crime

Other CC
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‡ In 2013, the count of domestic incidents increased marginally by 2.1% (16908 incidents in 2013 
compared to 16559 in 2012), following the upward trend of the reporting period. 

‡ Based on population, the rate of domestic-related incidents decreased slightly by 0.5% from 2012 but 
still remained 7.3% higher than in 2009. 

Data Notes:  Please refer to page 20 of this report. 

Family Violence/Domestic Conflict 

Figure 10.  Domestic-Related Incidents, 2009-20131 

14603

16328 16515 16559 16908

1371

1524 1514 1478 1471

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400

1600

1800

2000

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

14000

16000

18000

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

R
at

e 
p

er
 1

0
0

,0
0

0
 p

op
.

D
om

es
ti

c-
R

el
at

ed
 I

n
ci

d
en

ts

Domestic-Related Incidents Rate per 100,000 pop.

Table 10.  Criminal Code Domestic Incidents, 2009-20132,3 

‡ All Criminal Code categories of domestic incidents declined when compared to 2012, and dropped sub-
stantially when compared to 2009.  Domestic incidents related to provincial/legislative statutes increased 
by 20.0% compared to previous year and by 48.6% compared to five-year average. 

‡ Informations and standbys continued an increasing trend of this five-year reporting period.  This category 
also noted an increase in rate (i.e. viewed against Calgary’s population growth); by 0.7% compared to 
previous year and 13.5% compared to five-year average.  This trend may be partially attributed to in-
creased reporting. 

Category 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Person Crime 2063 2202 2121 2005 1983

Property Crime 630 607 600 566 515

Other CC 411 460 392 337 300

Other Provincial/Legislative Statute 34 32 35 55 66

TOTAL 14603 16328 16515 16559 16908

Informations & Standbys (these do 
not represent chargeable offences) 11465 13027 13367 13596 14044
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Data Notes:  Domestic relationships include those of:  father or mother; son or daughter; brother or sister; foster parent; foster son or 
daughter; foster brother or sister; husband or wife; common law husband or wife; cohabitating partner; boyfriend or girlfriend; ex-husband 
or wife; ex-common law husband or wife; ex-cohabitating partner; ex-boyfriend or girlfriend; grandmother or grandfather; extended family 
(e.g. uncle/aunt; nephew/niece, father/mother-in-law, great-grandfather/grandmother).  1Unit of Count: Incident.  Source:  Static data, PIMS 
(January 2010-2014).  2Unit of Count: Incident by Most Serious Violation.  Source:  Static data, PIMS (January 2010-2014).  3Reported and 
historical data will not match previously published statistical reports due to changes implemented to accommodate for reporting of all 
domestic-related incidents (i.e. incidents where the most serious violation was either a Criminal Code charge (person crime, property 
crime, or other), a violation of provincial or legislative statute, or did not result in a charge (i.e. information and standby incidents  - these do 
not represent a chargeable offence).  4 Unit of Count: Victim.  Source: Static data, PIMS (January 2010-2014).  *Cumulative domestic-related 
homicide counts are updated as follows: 12(2009), 5 (2010), 2 (2011), 5(2012) and 10(2013). - Source:  CPS Homicide Unit - Cumulative Data 
(April 16, 2014). 

Family Violence/Domestic Conflict 

Table 11.  Domestic-Related Victims of Violent Crime, 2009-20133,4 

‡ 2013 registered 7 domestic-related homicides, 59.1% higher than the reporting period average.  
Following three consecutive years of declines, attempted homicide returned to 2009 level. 

‡ Domestic sexual offences decreased 17.1% over the previous year; domestic assaults remained at par 
with 2012, and declined 6.8% over 2009. 

Offence Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Homicide* 8 4 1 2 7

Attempted Homicide 3 2 0 0 3

Robbery 11 6 8 3 2

Sex Offences 87 105 81 117 97

Assault 2151 2279 2215 2001 2004

Miscellaneous 153 152 138 143 112

TOTAL 2413 2548 2443 2266 2225
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The Calgary Police Service recognizes that a coordinated, cross-sector response to the problem of 

domestic violence is the best strategy to address this serious social issue.  The Calgary Police 

Domestic Conflict Unit along with several community partners, continue innovation into a continuum 

of services for Calgarians experiencing domestic violence.  As of 2014, included within these 

services will be the Early Intervention and Outreach Program, the Domestic Conflict Response 

Team, the Habitual Offender Management and Enforcement (HOME) Team, the High Risk 

Management Initiative, the CONNECT Family and Sexual Abuse Network and the Elder Abuse 

Response Team.  The Domestic Conflict Unit has further committed to exploring the root of 

domestic violence by examining patriarchal violence with our diverse community partners, and 

working towards engaging provincial lawmakers to enhance existing legislature to properly deal 

with domestic based crime.  These programs and initiatives form the backbone of an enhanced 

response model aimed at maximizing the safety of victims of domestic violence in Calgary.  
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Data Notes:  1Victim Count; CPS Homicide Unit - Static data, PIMS (February 2010 - February 2014). 

Gang Crime 

Figure 11.  Gang-Related Homicides, 2009-20131 

The Calgary Police Service Guns and Gangs Unit has continued to develop and implement its 
Organized Crime Directed Patrol program that was initiated in 2012.  The Guns and Gangs Unit 
chairs regular meetings with CPS Offender Management Unit, Calgary Criminal Intelligence Unit, 
Combined Forces Special Enforcement Unit and the Gang Suppression Team, all in an effort to 
conduct risk analysis of known gang-related subjects in our community who are bound by various 
forms of release and recognizance conditions. 

The Guns and Gangs Unit has also continued to build and maintain close ties with the Correctional 
Service Canada, Parole Board of Canada, Probation and other police agencies to ensure we are 
kept informed of subjects of interest being transferred or released into the Calgary community.  
Any individuals identified as posing a significant risk to public safety are aggressively targeted 
through monitoring and, when necessary, proactive suppression-oriented investigation. 
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A hate/bias crime is a criminal offence committed against a person or property, which is motivated, in 
whole or in part, by bias, prejudice or hate based on real or perceived race, national or ethnic origin, 
language, color, religion, sex, age, mental or physical disability, sexual orientation or any other similar 
factor. 

These types of offences are particularly susceptible to under-reporting given the sensitive nature and 
motivations of some of the crime. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Incident.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  2 Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS 
(February 2010-2014).   3”Other” includes all other Criminal Code offences.  For national information on hate crime, including rates, please 
refer to Statistics Canada “Police Reported Hate Crime in Canada, 2011” report - http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2013001/
article/11822-eng.htm 

Hate/Bias Crime 

Figure 12.  Hate/Bias Incidents, 2009-20131 
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Figure 13.  Hate/Bias Offences by Violation Type, 20132 
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The Calgary Police Service strives to ensure that all suspected hate/bias crimes and incidents are 
documented and investigated fully through the use of a Hate Crimes Coordinator, a position 
embedded in the Diversity Resources Team.  The Hate Crimes Coordinator role includes: 
 

Reviewing all suspected hate/bias cases, both offences and non-offences, in order to ensure 
the accurate classification of hate crimes and hate incidents. 

Providing subject matter expertise and assistance in hate crime cases, ensuring that all 
available evidence supporting the hate motivation is provided to the Crown Prosecutors Office 
to assist in the prosecution and application of Section 718.2 sentencing provisions. 

 Investigating and/or assisting in all hate propaganda complaints – Sections 318 and 319 CC. 
 Liaising with the Crown Prosecutors Office for all hate crimes where charges have been laid, 

including hate propaganda cases. 

Providing hate crime education internally to all police officers and externally to community 
groups. 

 
The Hate Crimes Coordinator works closely with other members of the Diversity Resources Team in 
creating awareness about hate crimes within diverse communities with the goal of increasing 
reporting to police. 

Data Notes:  1Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010 - 2014).  2To conform with UCR rules, in the 2013 reporting year CPS hate crime type 
coding options were amended in the following manner: coding options Ethnicity, Nationality and Race were collapsed into Race/Ethnicity; 
option Gender was renamed Sex (this factor relates to an individual’s gender identity), option Other was renamed Other Similar Factor and 
option Language was added.  3”Other” motivation include: language, mental or physical disability, sex, age, other similar factor, and 
unknown.  For national information on hate crime, including rates, please refer to Statistics Canada “Police-Reported Hate Crime in Canada, 
2011” report  - http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2013001/article/11822-eng.pdf 

Hate/Bias Crime 
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‡ In 2013 there were 57 hate/bias incidents reported.  This was an average volume in comparison to 
previous years.  Race/ethnicity/nationality- motivated incidents comprised over half (56.1%) of all 
hate/bias incidents.  This was a slight increase of 2 incidents compared to 2012, however a below-
average volume compared to 2009-2011.  Incidents motivated by sexual orientation recorded a 5- 
year high with 14 incidents for the year and 24.6% of all hate/bias incidents.  This was also a rise of 
55.6% compared to 2012.  This increase was offset by a meaningful decrease in incidents motivated 
by religion which achieved a 5- year low with 8 incidents;  a 50.0% drop from 2012. 

Table 12.  Hate/Bias Incidents by Motivation, 2009-20131,2 

Motivation Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Motivated by Race/Ethnicity 43 40 37 30 32

Motivated by Religion 15 11 10 16 8

Motivated by Sexual Orientation 2 5 6 9 14
Motivated by Other2

0 0 5 1 3

Total 60 56 58 56 57
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‡ A 16.0% increase of LRT related incidents was noted in comparison to 2012 volume, yet 2013 volume still 
remained on par with historical volumes observed during the past five year period (i.e. similar volume as 
2009 and 2011). 

‡ Although person crime noted a 12.6% increase from 2012, 2013 volumes still fell in line with those 
observed between 2009-2011.  Almost 90% of 2013 person crime consisted of assaults (all levels), assault 
against peace officer and robbery.  Property crimes recorded a 31.5% increase from 2012 volume (221 
incidents in 2013 vs. 168 in 2012).  The most common types of property crime consisted of theft under and 
mischief, accounting for roughly 90% of all property crime within 2013.  A 6.9% increase of vehicle 
related crime was observed in comparison to 2012; however, vehicle related crime within 2013 still 
remained lower than volumes observed historically (e.g. 2009, 2011).  Approximately 75% of vehicle 
related crime within 2013 consisted of damage to vehicle and vehicle theft. 

Data Notes:  1Unit of Count: Incident.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2009-2014)  2Vehicle Related incidents include stolen vehicles, theft 
from vehicles and damage to vehicles.  3Other Statutes include Federal (YCJA), Provincial (TSA) and Municipal (Bylaw) Acts.  4Non-Offences 
include reports on lost or found property, traffic accidents, suicide attempts and other non-criminal activities.  5Unit of Count: Incident.  
Source: Static Data, PIMS (February 2014).  6“Unclassified” incidents represent police reports indicating offences on Calgary Transit (LRT) 
property, where an exact address was not specified.  *  West LRT stations opened December 12, 2012. 

LRT Safety 

Table 13.  CPS LRT Incidents, 2009-20131 

Figure 14a.  LRT Incidents by Leg, 20135 

NOTE: Please refer to Figure 
14b on Page 25 for a list of 
Calgary LRT Legs. 

Category 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Person Crimes 261 262 261 230 259
Property Crimes 181 156 211 168 221
Vehicle Related2 350 175 241 188 201
Other CC 208 230 249 173 175
Other Statutes3 76 64 77 48 54

Non-Offences4 259 266 268 318 395

Total 1335 1153 1307 1125 1305
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‡ During 2013, Calgary Transit posted an all-time ridership record.  In 2013, CTrains and buses 
carried 107.5 million riders, 5.5 million more than in 2012.  Over the past three years, Calgary 
Transit saw a 12% increase in the number of passengers, which is double the rate of the city’s 
population growth for the same period.  Calgary Transit attributes much of the ridership growth to 
Calgary’s strong economy, the 2012 opening of the West LRT line, the extension of the Northeast 
LRT line, and to adding services in suburbs.  To provide for future capacity, Calgary Transit 
expanded another eight CTrain platforms to accommodate four-car trains instead of the current 
three-car trains.  In addition, 20 new buses, 10 articulated buses, and 20 shuttle buses were added.  
The long term strategic plan for Calgary Transit’s growth may be found at www.routeahead.ca. 

‡ On June 20th, 2013 Calgary experienced its largest and most devastating flood which resulted in the 
mandatory evacuation of many Calgarians from their homes and the shutdown of numerous 
businesses in the core.  Calgary Transit Peace Officers joined the Calgary Police, Calgary Fire 
Department & By-Law Services and went door to door to help evacuate approximately 80,000 
residents in 32 affected communities.  Calgary Transit provided 344 buses to help evacuees, 
seniors in care facilities, and volunteers.  In addition, more than 500 people were transported in 
144 Access Calgary vehicles.  At the same time Calgary Transit staff were helping to evacuate our 
city’s residents, Calgary Transit itself was forced to evacuate Victoria Park Garage and the Seventh 
Avenue Public Safety and Enforcement office due to flooding.  A number of critical resources had 
to be relocated including Calgary Transit CPIC Unit, Operations Control Centre, Security Control 
Centre, and Transit Call Centre.  The flood waters washed out LRT tracks on the South line around 
Erlton/Stampede Station and flooded the CN Tunnel.  In addition, 15 bus routes were detoured in 
affected communities and 16 bus routes were cancelled.  Thanks to the dedication and flexibility of 
Calgary Transit employees, one week later, on June 28th all bus routes returned to service and the 
CTrain service was fully restored on July 3rd, 2013, just in time for the beginning of the Calgary 
Stampede on July 5th. 

 

LRT Safety 

2013 Su
ccesses 

Figure 14b.  Calgary LRT Legs 

Sunnyside Bridgeland / Memorial Victoria Park / Stampede Downtown West/Kerby 8th Street SW

SAIT / ACAD / Jubilee Calgary ZOO Erlton / Stampede Sunalta 7th Street SW

Lions Park Barlow / Max Bell 39th Avenue Shaganappi Point 6th Street SW

Banff Trail Franklin Chinook Westbrook 4th Street SW

University Marlborough Heritage 45th Street 3rd Street SW

Brentwood Rundle Southland Sirocco 1st Street SW

Dalhousie Whitehorn Anderson 69th Street Centre Street

Crowfoot McKnight - Westwinds Canyon Meadows City Hall North

Martindale Fish Creek - Lacombe City Hall South

Saddletowne Shawnessy

Somerset - Bridlewood

North East 
Leg Stations

North West 
Leg Stations

South Leg 
Stations

West Leg 
Stations

Downtown Leg 
Stations

http://www.routeahead.ca�
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Centre City 

In 2013, the 
Centre City  
accounted for: 
 
18% 
 
9% 
 
17% 

The Centre City is made up of six communities out of approximately 280 
citywide: Eau Claire, Chinatown, Beltline, Downtown West End, Downtown 
Commercial Core and Downtown East Village.  Crime levels in this area were 
higher in 2013 than in 2012, showing as a 17.3% increase in person crime 
(mainly driven by increases in assault) and a 6.7% increase in property crime 
(mainly due to increases in theft).  Disorder in the Centre City has increased 
year over year since 2010.  On average, in 2013 there were 6 property crimes 
and 2 person crimes recorded each day, and officers were dispatched to 
more than 38 disorder incidents every day. 

The Centre City is of vital importance to Calgarians because it is the 
economic, social, cultural, and environmental heart of the city.  Many 
people travel into the Centre City each day; therefore, a large portion of 
Calgary’s population is regularly exposed to any signals of crime and 
disorder in the area. 

Recent surveys show that Calgary citizens associate concerns for personal 
safety with the downtown core.  Moreover, the Centre City acts as a 
barometer for visitors to Calgary, informing the perceptions of crime and 
disorder in the city as a whole.  The Downtown Commercial Core and the 
Beltline communities, which account for a large part of the Centre City 
area, experience the highest volumes of crime and disorder of any 
communities in the city.  This high incidence of crime and disorder, 
coupled with the area’s political and symbolic importance combine to 
make the Centre City a necessary focus for policing activity and for 
inclusion in this report as a topic of interest. 

The Calgary Police Service, along with Bylaw Services, The City and other 
partners, have implemented a wide range of initiatives in this area over 
recent years, all of which may potentially impact crime and disorder in 
the Centre City.  In addition to these proactive initiatives there are a 
number of additional variables that may also be contributing to the 
observed changes: construction, closure of licensed establishments, 
community engagement, etc. 

Person 
Crime 

Property 
Crime 

Disorder 

2013 
Centre City 
Statistical 
Summary 
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Data Notes:  Unit of count:  Incident (Most Serious Violation).  Source: Cumulative data, PIMS - Datamart (March 4, 2014).  Person crime 
excludes domestic violence.  Property Crime includes selected volume property crime offences: break and enter (including attempts), theft 
of and from vehicle and general theft (shoplifting has been excluded).  Mischief and arson are now included in Physical Disorder.  The sum of 
the Centre City and the rest of the city will not equal the published city total as some incidents are not assigned to specific geographic areas. 

Centre City 

Table 14.  Centre City Person Crime Incidents, 2009-2013 

‡ Person crime in the Centre City reached a five-year high in 2013.  The 732 incidents reported represents a 
17.3% increase over 2012, and marks the highest one-year increase in the reporting period.  2012 was noted to 
be the lowest volume year for violence in this area across the reporting period.  Assaults accounted for nearly 
70% of person crime in the Center City last year.  A 19% increase in assaults drove the overall increase in this 
area.  Roughly 60% of assaults were common assaults.  In 2013, robberies were in line with the volumes 
recorded in 2010 and 2011, but this offence type showed a strong increase over the low of 88 incidents recorded 
in 2012.  Person robberies comprised 83% of all robberies in 2013, and commercial robberies accounted for the 
remaining 17%. 

Table 15.  Centre City Property Crime Incidents, 2009-2013 

‡ 2013 property crime volumes in the Centre City sat midway between the total recorded in 2012 and that recorded 
five years previously, resulting in a 6.7% increase over 2012, and a 6.9% decrease from 2009.  Theft offences 
accounted for the vast majority of property crime incidents (84.2%).  Thefts from vehicles accounted for 29.4% of 
all property crime in the Centre City, and for 35% of all theft-type offences specifically.  2013 marked the lowest 
volume year for thefts from vehicles in the reporting period, down nearly 21% from 2012 and 40% from the 
volume recorded in 2009.  ‘Other’ theft offences in 2013 accounted for an additional 48.4% of theft incidents.  This 
type of general theft increased in 2013 to 27.2% over 2012 and 54% over 2009, marking a high for the reporting 
period.  Break and enter offences show a 40.3% increase over 2012, and a 25.8% five-year increase.   This was the 
second-highest volume year in the reporting period for break and enters in the Centre City. 

9%

91%

Centre City Rest of City

18%

82%

Centre City Rest of City

Person Crime Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Offences Causing Death 
(including attempts) 3 4 3 2 4

Sex Offences 52 51 44 40 54

Assaults 451 477 473 426 507

Robbery 136 116 115 88 119

Other Violence 63 66 70 68 48

Total 705 714 705 624 732

Property Crime Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Break & Enter 252 341 217 226 317
Theft of Vehicle 222 150 167 147 130
Theft from Vehicle 985 693 772 745 590
Other Theft 700 631 705 764 972

Total 2159 1815 1861 1882 2009
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Data Notes:  Unit of Count: Incident.  Source: Static Data, CAD Datawarehouse (February 2014).  Event types included are as follows: 
Social disorder - disturbance, indecent act, intoxicated person, juvenile complaint, landlord/tenant dispute, mental health concern, 
neighbour dispute, party complaint, prowler, suspicious person, threats, drugs, noise complaint, possible gun shots, unwanted guest, 
prostitution, speeder and suspicious auto; Physical disorder - abandoned auto, fire and property damage.  This report is based on the 
following call types: Dispatched - Public generated calls to which officers were dispatched; Other - Public generated calls to which 
officers were not dispatched.  The sum of the Centre City and the rest of the city will not equal the published city total as some incidents 
are not assigned to specific geographic areas. 

Centre City 

Table 16.  Centre City Disorder Incidents, 2009-2013 

‡ 2013 disorder volumes in the Centre City showed the largest one-year increase across the reporting 
period.  While year-on-year increases of between 6% and 7% were noted between 2010 and 2012, 
the volume between 2012 and 2013 rose by 18.3%.  When compared against 2009, 2013 disorder 
volumes in the Centre City are up 35.6%. 

‡ The following five complaint types accounted for approximately 4 out of every 5 public-generated, 
disorder-based calls for service in the Centre City:  unwanted guests, suspicious persons, 
disturbances, intoxicated persons and property damage. 

‡ Public-generated unwanted guest calls show the highest volume increases for all disorder event 
types in 2013.  The 4,696 calls of this type represent nearly 13 calls per day.  There were an 
additional 1,473 calls of this type in 2013 than were recorded in 2012, marking a 4 call per day 
increase when the two years are compared. 

‡ Suspicious person calls showed a 24.7% volume increase when compared to 2012.  This means an 
additional 494 calls of this type were recorded in 2013 than during the previous year. 

‡ Calls for a mental health concern show increases throughout the reporting period.  The largest one-
year increase was registered between 2010 and 2011 (22%).  In 2013 there were 579 public-
generated calls of this type recorded, marking a 62.2% increase over the volume recorded in 2009 
when 357 calls of this type were recorded. 

17%

83%

Centre City Rest of City

Disorder Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Unwanted Guest 2757 2651 2892 3223 4696
Suspicious Person 1893 1839 1800 1997 2491

Disturbance 1455 1635 1923 2160 2360

Intoxicated Person 1228 1421 1727 1661 1795
Property Damage 664 602 572 706 693
Mental Health Concern 357 435 486 532 579
Drugs 643 408 260 336 428
Noise Complaint 489 546 553 508 422

Other 1406 1437 1458 1362 1309

Total 10892 10974 11671 12485 14773
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Data Notes:  1Unit of Count: Offence.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2009-2014).  2Includes Trafficking and Possession For The Purpose 
Of Trafficking.  3Includes Cultivation and Produce/Manufacture Cannabis offences.  4“Other” drug offences include: Importation/Exportation 
and Property/Proceeds From Trafficking. 

Drugs 

Table 17.  Drug Offences, 2009-20131 
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Drug offences are mainly generated through proactive enforcement activity made possible by 
information received from the public primarily via tip lines such as Crime Stoppers.  Therefore, rather 
than statistical commentary related to public-generated calls for service, this section will be used to 
highlight proactive drug enforcement activities and programs as well as trends in drug use affecting 
drug enforcement strategies. 

CPS Drug Unit’s support of the Drug Treatment Court (DTC) continues to benefit the 
stakeholders and participants.  The CPS DTC Detective provides insight and support to DTC 
through their experience and knowledge of the drug trade and culture.  This perspective 
helps to ensure that only suitable candidates are enrolled in the DTC program.  As a result, 
there is a low rate of recidivism of the successful graduates. 

‡ Drug offences in 2013 continued the gradual decline trend of the past five years.  The 1744 drug 
offences in 2013 represent a minimal decrease of 1.9% from 2012 and a notable reduction of 23.6% 
from 2010 when drug offences were at their peak. 

‡ Almost two thirds of all drug offences in 2013 were possession offences.  This was the highest volume 
in the last 3 years and a 2.4% increase from 2012. 

‡ Both trafficking and cultivation offences achieved 5- year lows, continuing the gradual declining 
trend reported in past years.  Trafficking offences contributed 38.1% (665 incidents) of all drug 
offences in 2013 and recorded a 5.4% drop compared to 2012. 

Offence Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Possession 919 1095 952 1019 1043

Trafficking2 1311 1115 795 703 665

Cultivation3 46 74 78 51 34

Other4 0 0 0 5 2

Total Drug Offences 2276 2284 1825 1778 1744
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Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Incident (not charge) - an incident is counted once for each category of drug present.  Source: Static data, PIMS 
(February 2010-2014).  2”Other Drugs” include: ketamine, magic mushrooms, methadone, morphine, oxycontin, PCP, etc.  Until 2009, hashish 
was included in “Other Drugs”, from 2010 onwards it’s included under “Marihuana”.  3 “Marihuana Grow Operation” values were gathered 
from the Alberta Law Enforcement Response Teams (ALERT), and Combined Forces Special Enforcement Unit (CFSEU) Marihuana Grow Log.  
4 In 2012, over $3 million worth of cocaine was seized within 3 incidents. 

Drugs 

Table 18.  Number of Incidents by Drug Type, 2009-20131 

The CPS Drug Unit is alert to dangerous trends and potential risks to public safety and is 
prepared to respond in a proactive and timely manner. 
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Table 19.  Value of Drugs Seized, 2008-20123 

Cocaine-coke incidents in 2013 rose by 20.4% compared to 2012.  This was largely due to several 
investigative operations that resulted in multi kilo seizures.  Marihuana incidents recorded a slight 
increase from 2012 however this was moderate (39 more incidents than 2012) and below volumes seen 
in 2010 and 2011.  Incidents involving methamphetamine and heroin peaked in 2013 with substantial 
increases of 35.6% and 70.8% respectively.  This was the highest volume in both categories for the past 
5 years. 

Drug Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Marihuana $2,882,828 $4,883,800 $1,031,804 $736,829 $1,077,719 

Marihuana - Grow Op3 $89,953,500 $88,235,080 $78,253,500 $36,031,000 $20,147,000 

Total Cocaine4 $1,739,450 $1,615,650 $1,542,471 $5,089,072 $2,503,339 

Ecstasy/MDMA $172,878 $525,134 $40,751 $91,060 $418,605 

Methamphetamine $1,724,256 $101,094 $102,369 $173,558 $1,725,228 

Heroin $9,316 $11,330 $173,750 $60,030 $186,391 

Other Drugs2 $345,968 $532,025 $471,195 $125,605 $237,951 

Total $96,828,196 $95,904,113 $81,615,840 $42,307,154 $26,296,233 

Drug Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Marihuana 916 1174 1044 964 1003

Cocaine - crack 906 589 316 355 260

Cocaine - coke 247 242 245 255 307

Ecstasy (MDMA) 82 89 61 53 44

Methamphetamine 28 55 49 90 122

Heroin 6 12 27 24 41

Other Drugs2 181 196 144 143 157
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Data Notes:  1 Source:  Alberta Law Enforcement Response Teams (ALERT), Combined Forces Special Enforcement Unit (CFSEU) (January 
2010 - February 2014). 

Drugs 

Table 20.  Marihuana Grow Operations, 2009-20131 

This is a multi-agency team that consists of representatives from the CPS (Drug Unit & Public Safety 
Compliance Team), The City of Calgary (structural, plumbing & electrical) inspectors, The City of 
Calgary Bylaw Services, Alberta Health Services, ALERT Combined Forces Special Enforcement Unit 
(CFSEU) Green Team South, and Safer Communities and Neighbourhoods (SCAN).  The Team was 
initially established to create a process to manage the prolific number of derelict and abandoned 
residential properties that had accumulated within the City of Calgary, primarily as the result of 
dismantled marihuana grow operations.  The process currently consists of condemning and fencing 
the property under the authority of the Alberta Health Act, Safety Codes Act and/or the Municipal 
Government Act.  A registered letter is sent to the person(s) listed on the title directing them to 
demolish or remediate the property within ninety days.  The City’s cost of the entire CSRT process is 
revenue neutral, since the property owner is required to purchase a $5,000 Environmental 
Restoration Permit (ERP), prior to commencing the restoration project.  Any additional expenses 
that may be incurred by The City are registered against the title.  Since the establishment of the 
CSRT properties are being returned to livable condition in a more timely fashion, resulting in fewer 
calls to police for service due to safety issues and criminal activity. 

The CSRT mandate has recently expanded to identify and mitigate other issues that cause, or may 
cause an inordinate, costly or unexpected demand on the City’s departmental resources. 

With the impending implementation of the new Health Canada Marihuana for Medical Purposes 
Regulations (MMPR), the CSRT has created a strategy to manage applications for commercial 
medical marihuana grow operations in Calgary.  Through stakeholder consultations that included 
the Calgary Fire Department, the City’s Planning & Building Department and Law Department, 
CFSEU Green Team South and the CPS’ Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED); 
it has been determined that a Direct Control Bylaw will address the potential risks to the community 
that have been identified.  Residential medicinal marihuana grow operations continue to be a 
priority of the CSRT with more Safety Codes inspections being planned as their locations come to 
light. 
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‡ Marihuana grow operation charges, individuals accused and warrants all recorded 5- year lows in 
2013.  Charges pertaining to marihuana grow operations decreased by 25.9% between 2012 and 
2013; and by 31.1% over the past 5- year period.  In addition, the number of individuals charged 
with growing marihuana recorded a decline of 20.7% between 2012 and 2013.  The number of 
warrants executed for marihuana grow operations dropped by a quarter between 2012 and 2013. 

Marihuana Grow Operations 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend

Accused 73 81 70 58 46

Charges 183 267 220 170 126

Warrants 114 119 107 66 48

Total 370 467 397 294 220
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‡ 6,557 incidents reported in 2013 with weapons present or intimidation used represent a marginal 
increase over 2012 (47 additional incidents), but a 12% drop from the 5-year reporting period high of 
7,433 incidents recorded in 2010.  2013 represented the lowest rate per 100,000 people, at 570 incidents. 

‡ The presence of firearms rose 7.6% in 2013 when compared to 2012 (15 additional incidents), however 
the five-year trend has been notably downward by 87 incidents; a 29% reduction.  Edged weapon related 
incidents increased 26% from the 5-year low recorded in 2012.  Verbal threats and physical force 
typically comprise over 70% of weapon/intimidation incidents.  Both dropped off consistently between 
2011 and 2013, reaching 5-year lows for the reporting period. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Incident (Most Serious Weapon per incident).  Unfounded cases are excluded.  Source: Static data, PIMS 
(February 2010-2014).  2 [See Data Note 2 on page 33].  3 [See Data Note 3 on page 33]. 

Weapons 

Figure 15. Presence of Weapons & Intimidation in Violent Crime Incidents, 2009-20131,2 

Table 21. Presence of Weapons & Intimidation in Violent Crime Incidents, 2009-20131,2 
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Weapon Use & Intimidation Rate per 100,000

Most Serious Weapon 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Firearm 300 259 217 198 213
Edged Weapon 607 677 631 482 608
O/C Spray 108 99 89 163 193
Club/Blunt Object 149 129 119 114 92
Other Type of Weapon3

446 495 474 407 461
Physical Force 4615 4776 4578 4,298 4,168
Verbal Threats 557 616 546 487 456
Unknown/Not Stated 397 382 343 361 366

Total 7179 7433 6997 6510 6557
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‡ In 2013 there were 3,978 victims injured by weapons.  This amounts to 409 fewer victims than were 
injured in 2009  The past two years have marked a substantial drop in injuries from the first three years in 
the reporting period. 

‡ In 2013, 3 out of every 4 victims were injured through physical force rather than through the use of a 
weapon.  2013 marked the lowest volume year for physical force injuries across the five years.  The past 
three years have shown a consistent downward trend in this type of injury. 

‡ Injuries caused by firearms in 2013 accounted for 1.4% of victims injured.  There were 10 fewer incidents 
reported in 2013 than during 2012, representing a 15% reduction. 

‡ Edged weapon injuries were the highest they have been in the 5-year reporting period.  The 271 victims 
injured by an edged weapon in 2013 accounted for roughly 7% of all victims injured for the year. 

‡ A notable increase of victims injured by O/C Spray is noted for 2013, showing as an increase of 25% from 
2012 and of 71.5% when compared to 2009. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Injured Victim.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  ‘Weapon Causing Injury’ refers to the weapon used to cause injury 
to a victim rather than the most serious weapon present during an incident.  Not all firearm injuries are a result of the discharging of a firearm.  Some result from 
its use to strike the victim; this total should therefore not be construed as representing the number of victims shot.  2 Previous years data will not match with this 
statistical report due to changes implemented to conform with Statistics Canada Uniform Crime Reporting rules.  3 ‘Other Type of Weapon’ includes any 
physical object not otherwise specified.  Examples include: vehicle, beverages and their containers, household items small enough to be picked up and swung 
as a club or thrown towards a victim, caustic substance, body fluid, etc. 

Weapons 

Table 22.  Weapons Causing Injury, 2009-20131,2 

Weapon Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Firearm 69 47 46 66 56
Edged Weapon 231 246 256 179 271
O/C Spray 165 159 165 226 283
Club/Blunt Object 122 106 99 81 77
Other Type of Weapon3

327 351 311 277 289
Physical Force 3396 3470 3326 3063 2937
Unknown/Not Stated 77 71 69 65 65

Total 4387 4450 4272 3957 3978
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‡ Of the 56 injuries inflicted by a firearm in 2013, 3 resulted in death, and 15 in a major injury.  68% of 
victims (38) sustained minor injuries. 

‡ There were 271 victims of edged weapon attacks in 2013, resulting in 178 minor injuries (66% of victims), 
79 major injuries (30% of victims) and 13 deaths (5%). 

‡ All other weapon types (those not otherwise classified as firearms or edged weapons) account for at least 
two-thirds of all weapon-inflicted injuries.  The number of injuries caused by these other objects rose to a 
five-year high in 2013, up 11% from 2012.  The number of victims injured by O/C Spray accounted for 
nearly 44% of these.  Of note, in incidents in which O/C spray is deployed it is common to have multiple 
victims in a single incident. 

Data Notes:  1 Unit of Count: Injured Victim.  Source: Static data, PIMS (February 2010-2014).  ‘Weapon Causing Injury’ refers to the weapon used to cause injury 
to a victim rather than the most serious weapon present during an incident.  Physical force is excluded from this table.  Not all firearm injuries are a result of the 
discharging of a firearm.  Some result from its use to strike the victim; this total should therefore not be construed as representing the number of victims shot. 
2 [See Data Note 2 on page 33].  3 A major injury has occurred if the person is actually admitted to a hospital, and does not include attending a hospital for 
treatment, then being released immediately thereafter. A minor injury includes persons who have not been admitted to a hospital.  4 All Other Weapon Types’ 
includes any physical object which is neither a knife (cutting/piercing instrument). nor a firearm.  Examples include: vehicle, OC spray, club and blunt object, 
beverages and their containers, household items small enough to be picked up and swung as a club or thrown towards a victim, caustic substance, body fluid, 

Weapons 

Table 23.  Injury Level of Victims by Weapon Type, 2009-20131,2,3 

Injury Type by Weapon 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Trend
Firearm
Death 3 2 3 4 3
Major 13 11 16 25 15

Minor 52 33 27 37 38
Unknown 1 1 0 0 0

Firearm Total 69 47 46 66 56

Edged Weapon
Death 7 4 4 4 13

Major 85 79 87 73 79
Minor 138 162 163 102 178
Unknown 1 1 2 0 1

Edged Weapon Total 231 246 256 179 271

All Other Weapon Types4

Death 1 1 2 2 2

Major 29 33 51 32 38
Minor 582 575 521 548 607
Unknown 2 7 1 2 2

Other Weapon Types Total 614 616 575 584 649
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APPENDICES 

Appendix A ‐ Calgary Crime Trends, 2009‐2013 

 

Appendix B ‐ Calgary Crime StaƟsƟcs, 2011‐2013 

 

Appendix C ‐ Disorder Incident StaƟsƟcs, 2011‐2013 

 

Appendix D ‐ Youth Offences, 2009‐2013 
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PERSON CRIMES
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Homicide

1st Degree ........................................... 8 5 5 7 8 75.0% 60.0% 60.0% 57.1% 62.5%

2nd Degree .......................................... 14 8 5 8 13 100.0% 87.5% 100.0% 87.5% 100.0%

Manslaughter …….................................. 4 1 0 2 1 100.0% 0.0% ‐ 100.0% 100.0%

Infanticide ........................................... 0 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

TOTAL 26 14 10 17 22 92.3% 71.4% 80.0% 76.5% 86.4%

Other Offences Causing Death

Criminal Negligence ............................. 1 0 2 0 0 100.0% ‐ 100.0% ‐ ‐

Other Offences Causing Death ............. 0 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

TOTAL 1 0 2 0 0 100.0% ‐ 100.0% ‐ ‐

Attempted Homicide

Attempted Murder ............................... 38 14 12 14 9 44.7% 57.1% 50.0% 35.7% 66.7%

Conspiracy To Commit .......................... 0 0 0 4 4 ‐ ‐ ‐ 100.0% 100.0%

TOTAL 38 14 12 18 13 44.7% 57.1% 50.0% 50.0% 76.9%

Sex Offences

Level 3 Aggravated Sexual Assault ……... 3 6 4 1 4 33.3% 66.7% 100.0% 100.0% 25.0%

Level 2 Weapon/Threat/Bodily Harm .... 6 9 11 3 8 66.7% 66.7% 72.7% 33.3% 75.0%

Level 1 Sexual Assault …………………………… 477 558 559 626 552 30.0% 34.2% 32.0% 27.8% 25.7%

Indecent Acts ....................................... 153 223 140 137 146 39.2% 38.1% 37.1% 53.3% 43.8%

Other ................................................... 90 104 99 109 101 51.1% 64.4% 48.5% 54.1% 53.5%

TOTAL 729 900 813 876 811 34.8% 39.2% 35.8% 35.2% 32.9%

Robbery

Financial .............................................. 55 31 52 27 34 70.9% 74.2% 63.5% 77.8% 58.8%

Commercial ......................................... 376 305 266 202 207 46.8% 52.8% 45.5% 45.0% 35.3%

Person ................................................. 761 798 661 605 594 26.8% 33.5% 32.7% 29.6% 22.1%

Home Invasion ..................................... 68 86 65 39 44 17.6% 32.6% 26.2% 23.1% 22.7%

Robbery of Firearm .............................. N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

TOTAL 1260 1220 1044 873 879 34.2% 39.3% 37.1% 34.4% 26.6%

Assault

Level 3 ‐ Aggravated ............................. 110 101 114 115 112 65.5% 81.2% 68.4% 68.7% 75.0%

Level 2 ‐ Weapon/Bodily Harm ............. 1453 1543 1433 1308 1435 67.7% 71.2% 64.8% 59.7% 58.5%

Level 1 ‐ Common Assault .................... 3923 4106 3970 3739 3640 76.3% 77.5% 75.3% 70.6% 68.9%

Assault Police Officer ........................... 378 365 263 237 218 99.2% 100.0% 98.1% 98.7% 98.6%

Discharge Firearm with Intent ……......... 0 11 11 13 14 ‐ 63.6% 81.8% 100.0% 57.1%

Other Assaults ..................................... 52 58 37 30 19 86.5% 87.9% 89.2% 83.3% 89.5%

TOTAL 5916 6184 5828 5442 5438 75.5% 77.4% 73.7% 69.3% 67.5%

Miscellaneous Person Crimes

Kidnapping/Abduction ......................... 20 24 32 30 34 50.0% 58.3% 46.9% 46.7% 38.2%

Forcible Confinement .......................... 180 166 135 134 104 77.8% 83.1% 76.3% 76.9% 81.7%

Extortion .............................................. 33 24 41 35 30 63.6% 50.0% 53.7% 74.3% 50.0%

Criminal Harassment ............................ 230 325 294 307 264 74.8% 71.4% 69.4% 65.1% 61.0%

Indecent/Harassing Calls ...................... 68 75 45 41 43 57.4% 41.3% 35.6% 34.1% 27.9%

TOTAL 531 614 547 547 475 71.9% 69.5% 65.8% 65.3% 60.2%

TOTAL PERSON CRIMES 8501 8946 8256 7773 7638 65.6% 67.8% 64.8% 60.8% 58.7%

Year End Statistics for 2013

Accumulated to Date

Percentage Cleared

Year to Date

Number of Offences
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PROPERTY CRIMES
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Break and Enter

Residential .......................................... 2410 2841 2554 2579 2490 18.4% 22.1% 13.7% 18.0% 17.1%

Commercial ………………………….……………… 2776 3143 2093 2164 2037 20.4% 21.3% 16.0% 15.9% 14.5%

Other B&E …………………………..………………… 677 809 791 871 1056 19.2% 11.6% 6.6% 9.9% 8.7%

Unlawfully in Residence ....................... 60 57 62 40 38 80.0% 73.7% 85.5% 80.0% 81.6%

B&E Firearms  ....................................... N/A 0 0 1 0 N/A ‐ ‐ 100.0% ‐

TOTAL 5923 6850 5500 5655 5621 20.0% 20.9% 14.3% 16.4% 15.0%

Theft

Theft Over ………………………….………………… 584 611 373 257 262 8.4% 11.1% 14.2% 20.2% 13.0%

Theft Under …………………………..……………… 6829 6564 6620 6267 7079 13.4% 14.1% 13.9% 12.9% 9.6%

Possession Stolen Property ………………… 1128 990 949 967 927 99.9% 100.0% 99.6% 100.0% 100.0%

From Vehicle Over …………………………..…… 95 99 107 115 89 1.1% 6.1% 1.9% 6.1% 3.4%

From Vehicle Under …………………………...… 8818 8263 8403 8174 8049 4.5% 5.5% 5.1% 4.4% 3.7%

Shoplift Over …………………………...…………… 11 10 12 10 10 18.2% 50.0% 50.0% 60.0% 30.0%

Shoplift Under …………………………….………… 5007 4317 4256 3765 3460 81.9% 81.6% 83.1% 77.6% 72.2%

TOTAL 22472 20854 20720 19555 19876 29.4% 28.6% 28.5% 26.2% 22.2% 

Vehicle Theft

Theft Over ………………………….………………… 2508 2204 3178 3859 4345 15.6% 13.3% 12.3% 10.9% 8.0%

Theft Under …………………………..……………… 1921 1877 796 515 655 14.5% 12.7% 14.8% 20.4% 16.6%

Attempted ........................................... 745 544 272 136 182 3.1% 3.7% 5.5% 2.2% 2.2%

TOTAL 5174 4625 4246 4510 5182 13.4% 11.9% 12.3% 11.7% 8.9% 

Fraud Related

False Pretences …………………………........... 53 38 28 35 25 60.4% 76.3% 60.7% 51.4% 76.0%

Forgery/Uttering …………………………..……… 453 393 355 330 327 69.1% 75.1% 73.8% 71.8% 71.9%

Forgery‐Credit Card …………………………..… 503 363 367 300 219 33.6% 43.5% 39.0% 33.3% 31.5%

Impersonation ………………………….…………… 184 265 343 371 330 57.6% 65.7% 67.6% 63.6% 57.0%

Food/Lodging/Transportation ……………… 303 297 247 225 228 59.7% 61.3% 64.0% 62.7% 61.0%

Defraud Person (Under/Over) ……………… 1313 1430 1372 1452 1549 47.4% 47.1% 46.2% 42.3% 36.4%

Other Fraud ……………………………..…………… 225 248 242 168 88 56.9% 56.9% 71.5% 67.9% 62.5%

TOTAL 3034 3034 2954 2881 2766 51.1% 54.4% 54.8% 50.7% 45.9% 

Other Property Crimes

Mischief Over $5,000 …………………………... 59 55 68 68 73 32.2% 34.5% 30.9% 23.5% 20.5%

Mischief Under $5,000 …………………………. 2653 2720 3085 2954 2771 24.8% 26.7% 31.5% 25.6% 29.1%

Other Mischief ..................................... 1277 1351 1491 1215 1240 80.1% 84.0% 86.2% 84.2% 81.9%

Vehicle Damage ................................... 5019 4406 3666 3369 3134 8.6% 9.3% 9.4% 8.8% 7.9%

Arson ................................................... 255 224 188 205 184 14.9% 17.9% 11.7% 19.0% 16.3%

TOTAL 9263 8756 8498 7811 7402 23.5% 26.6% 31.1% 27.3% 28.5%

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 45866 44119 41918 40412 40847 26.6% 27.1% 27.4% 25.2% 22.3%

 

 

 

 

Year End Statistics for 2013

Accumulated To Date

Percentage ClearedNumber of Offences

Year to Date
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OTHER CRIMINAL CODE
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Vice

Impede/Communicate ......................... 151 190 103 62 92 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Live on Avails ………………………………………. 3 3 8 3 8 100.0% 100.0% 87.5% 66.7% 100.0%

Bawdy House ……….………………………………… 15 24 11 6 7 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Procure/Solicit ..................................... 3 12 14 8 32 100.0% 100.0% 92.9% 87.5% 93.8%

TOTAL 172 229 136 79 139 100.0% 100.0% 98.5% 97.5% 98.6%

Gaming

Gaming House ……………………………………… 0 0 0 0 1 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ 100.0%

Betting …………………………………………………. 0 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

Lotteries/Games …………………………………… 1 0 0 0 0 0.0% ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

Other ……………………………………………………. 5 5 1 2 0 100.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% ‐

TOTAL 6 5 1 2 1 83.3% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Weapon Related

Prohibited ……………………………………………… 181 218 180 170 129 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Restricted ………..…………………………………… 312 330 226 234 211 99.7% 100.0% 99.6% 100.0% 99.5%

Explosives ……………………………………………… 6 2 4 1 1 66.7% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Possess Prohibited ………………………………… 0 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

Use Firearm in Offence ………………………… 15 14 5 6 6 100.0% 92.9% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

FAC Related …………………………………………… 134 105 83 80 83 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Other ……………………………………………………… 814 978 717 589 523 99.1% 99.4% 98.5% 99.0% 98.1%

TOTAL 1462 1647 1215 1080 953 99.3% 99.6% 99.0% 99.4% 98.8% 

Miscellaneous

Counterfeiting ……………………………………… 980 582 366 249 127 6.5% 8.1% 6.8% 5.6% 3.1%

Obstruct Peace Officer ………………………… 959 782 643 605 507 99.0% 99.2% 99.5% 99.3% 98.4%

Bail Violation/Fail to Attend ………………… 3441 3327 3306 3236 3198 99.9% 99.9% 100.0% 100.0% 99.8%

Fail to Comply with Probation ……………… 908 811 755 683 612 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Escape Custody/UAL ……………………………… 223 217 184 218 192 97.8% 98.2% 98.9% 99.5% 100.0%

Attempt to Commit/Accessory ……………… 46 58 37 36 29 82.6% 94.8% 97.3% 88.9% 93.1%

Miscellaneous ……………………………………… 1740 1970 1867 1522 1465 80.2% 77.6% 78.6% 72.7% 71.5%

TOTAL 8297 7747 7158 6549 6130 84.5% 87.2% 89.6% 89.9% 90.9%

TOTAL OTHER CRIMINAL CODE 9937 9628 8510 7710 7223 86.9% 89.6% 91.0% 91.3% 92.1%

 

 

 

 

 

 

Year End Statistics for 2013

Number of Offences

Accumulated To Date

Percentage Cleared

Year to Date
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SELECTED OTHER
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Criminal Code Traffic
Impaired Causing Death ………………………… 3 0 3 4 2 100.0% ‐ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Impaired Causing Bodily Harm ……………… 20 14 9 11 6 95.0% 100.0% 88.9% 100.0% 100.0%

Impaired > .08 ………………………………………… 1221 1292 1270 1271 1060 100.0% 100.0% 99.9% 100.0% 100.0%

Impaired Driving …………………………………… 1620 1629 1657 1624 1373 100.0% 99.9% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Fail/Refuse …………………………………………… 426 356 458 436 371 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Dangerous Causing Death ……………………… 2 0 4 7 4 100.0% ‐ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Dangerous Operation Causing Harm ...… 12 11 16 7 12 100.0% 100.0% 87.5% 100.0% 100.0%

Dangerous Operation of Motor Vehicle  184 165 149 128 132 99.5% 100.0% 98.7% 99.2% 99.2%

Impaired Driving (Drugs) ……………………… N/A 4 5 0 1 N/A 100.0% 100.0% ‐ 100.0%

TOTAL 3488 3471 3571 3488 2961 99.9% 100.0% 99.8% 100.0% 99.9%

Drugs

CDSA/NCA/FDA Possession ………………… 919 1102 954 1025 1043 99.9% 100.0% 99.9% 100.0% 99.9%

CDSA/NCA/FDA Trafficking …………………… 787 473 297 297 206 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CDSA/NCA/FDA Possession for Purpose 524 659 512 410 459 100.0% 100.0% 99.8% 100.0% 100.0%

CDSA/NCA Importation/Export ….………… 0 0 0 5 2 ‐ ‐ ‐ 100.0% 100.0%

CDSA/NCA Cultivation/Production ……… 46 76 80 51 34 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CDSA/NCA/FDA Prop./Proc. from Traffic 0 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐

TOTAL 2276 2310 1843 1788 1744 100.0% 100.0% 99.9% 100.0% 99.9% 

Selected Non Criminal Code Incidents
Accidental/Sudden Death …………………… 609 658 656 750 736 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Missing Persons ………..…………………………… 2767 3267 3632 3177 2832 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Court Order ………..………………………………… 859 942 1184 1110 1234 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Domestic Information …………………………… 10751 12317 12565 12765 13159 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Domestic Information Standby……………… 714 784 864 884 888 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

TOTAL 15700 17968 18901 18686 18846 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Statutes
Federal ………….……………………………………… 395 425 444 399 303 99.7% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 99.3%

Provincial …………………...………………………… 375 577 409 442 433 98.7% 99.0% 99.3% 99.1% 99.5%

Municipal ……………………………………………… 146 258 163 112 88 100.0% 98.8% 100.0% 99.1% 100.0%

TOTAL 916 1260 1016 953 824 99.3% 99.8% 99.7% 99.5% 99.5%

TOTAL SELECTED OTHER 22380 25009 25331 24915 24375 99.8% 99.9% 99.8% 99.9% 99.8%

 

 

 

 

 

 

Percentage Cleared

Accumulated To Date

Number of Offences

Year to Date
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	The Calgary Police Service strives to ensure that all suspected hate/bias crimes and incidents are documented and investigated fully through the use of a Hate Crimes Coordinator, a position embedded in the Diversity Resources Team.  The Hate Crimes Coordinator role includes:

	Reviewing all suspected hate/bias cases, both offences and non-offences, in order to ensure the accurate classification of hate crimes and hate incidents.

	Providing subject matter expertise and assistance in hate crime cases, ensuring that all available evidence supporting the hate motivation is provided to the Crown Prosecutors Office to assist in the prosecution and application of Section 718.2 sentencing provisions.

	Investigating and/or assisting in all hate propaganda complaints – Sections 318 and 319 CC.

	Liaising with the Crown Prosecutors Office for all hate crimes where charges have been laid, including hate propaganda cases.

	Providing hate crime education internally to all police officers and externally to community groups.



<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



