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Crime Data Sources United States
There are two major crime days sources applied in the U.S; the uniform crime reporting and the national incident-Based reporting system (NIBRS) (Higgins, 2014). These two main sources crime information assess the nature and the level of crimes committed. The department of justice in the United States offers two statistical procedures to measure the nature, magnitude as well as the effect of the crime in the country. The union crime reporting (URC) produces important information on the crime challenges facing the nation. The UCR system was started by the FBI in 1929 and gathers information on crimes such as murder, manslaughter, robbery, forcible rape, burglary, theft, arson as well as aggravated assault (Jarvis, 2015). After gathering these kinds of crime, the UCR reports to the authority of law enforcements.  Organized and the analyzed by different federal United States agencies like the Bureau of Justice statistics together with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). The information of crime that is obtained from these two sources undergo different analysis to determine an intensity of law breaches as well as obtaining data concerning the behavior, characteristics, personality and the background of criminal offenders. 
Despite the fact that the UCR was established first there are some issues and similarities that compare to NIBRS. The main reason why NIBRS was established was to make UCR effective in its operation because of the irregularities of the reports that were given by the UCR.  This is the rationale why these two sources of crime data are still being used to date (Schwartz, & Vega, 2017). Nonetheless, whereas, the two crime reporting systems apply certain similar information, not every statistical data is applied to have a final product. There is certain information from NIBRS that are not applied in the UCR.
The Uniform crime reports (UCR) was established in 1929. This reporting system was founded by the efforts of the police together with the international association of chiefs. The UCR is a nationwide system which the law enforcement agencies in all the regions of the nation reports information on crimes which happens within their control the FBI. The program was launched with the sole objective of generating reliable and valid comparable data for enforcement management, operations and administration (Higgins, 2014). 
There is the need for very participating agencies to document a certain number of recognized crime index, many cases well as the reported crimes to the police who are in their jurisdiction who later submits the information o the FBI. This system has the part and one and two of the reported information plus stow categories of criminal offenses. Part one criminal offense also known as crime index include violence, property crimes, murder, and robbery (Carr, & Doleac, 2016). Part two include assault, forgery among other. On the other hand, National incident-based reporting (NIBRS) was formed in 1970. This system of reporting is used by the agencies of law enforcement to gather inform and reporting data on criminal offense to the FBU. It was due to the demand for a detailed system of crime reporting that saw the inception of the NIBRS. Owing to the fact that the needs of the 21st century were so demanding, that the law enforcement urgencies needed a new system that would help them operate efficiently and therefore the NIBRS was formed (Higgins, 2014). The data gathered included every arrest and incident in group An offense class and only arrests made in group B class. Just like the UCR, NIBRS reports the various crime against people and property, Unlike UCR, NIBRS reports and documents third category of criminal offense committed against the society.
Group A class include assault, arson, bribery among many others, while Group B comprises of arrests made on curfew, violations disorderly behavior among other petty offenses. The NIBRS and the UCR are all controlled by the FBI, and both apply same principles and concepts in their reporting. NIBRS to larger extent delves into the deeper details compared to the UCR and has 46 categories A criminal offenses. While the UCR ahs just eight part one criminal offense. The UCR failed to distinguish   conclude, and the attempted crimes whereas the NIBRS   gives full details of both the complete and the attempted offenses (Jarvis, 2015). Besides, the UCR  can be seen as just reporting the most severe  criminal offenses reported  at the moment when severe criminal reports are made in similar time, location an people. One of the greatest thing about the NIBRS is the fact that the information collected can be electronically be transmitted in the form of text files. Hence there is no need for manual input (Higgins, 2014). The UCR information is a written document which is entered manually into the computer system for analysis.
Contrasting features of UCR and NIBRS
The amount and nature of offenses that have been tracked are what cause the differences between these two entities of data sources. The UCR takes recode of every crime that is reported to them. The UCR  records the arrests made  from part two criminal offenses whereas the NIBRS  records parts one and two offenses  classification was substituted by groups and A and B offenses. The Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) collects the data from every department of police across the United States. The UCR compile these data then classifies them in parts one and two offenses. The first category of first one offense comprises of rape, murder, arson, aggravated theft among others. It the duty of the police departments in the United States to have a clear record of reported happening of such criminal offenses and then transmits the data to the FBI. At UCR the criminal information that is under the category of part one offense is additionally analyzed with respect to their city, states, the geographical division and the metropolitan region as well as where these criminal incidences happened.
Every form of crime that is considered less severe in their nature and to those that the departments of police have little knowledge in is put together in part two offenses. Overall, UCR, make a whole list of twenty-one crimes in the category in part two offenses. Criminal offenses such vandalism, suspicion, gambling and carrying on weapons among other crimes is included in the list of part two offenses (Jarvis, 2015). The national  incident –based reporting system ( NIBRS) classifies offenses in the form of parts one and two which  get discarded in  groups A and B category of offense The NIBRS has data on 46  categories A offenses  which has a representation of 22 index crime  classification  instead of focusing only on eight  offenses index  as it is with the case of UCR. The 22 category A index crimes are listed as follows: homicide, murder, manslaughter, forcible sex offenses, arson, bribery, prostitution, drug offense among many others.
The UCR is based on giving the tally of some incidences for part one offenses and putting them together the total amount of the arrested criminals for committing the crime that falls under part and two offenses. Generally, UCR is comprised of the total number of reported criminals from all the department of police in the country. In the UCR the summarized data are presented to t regions or areas to determine the amount of a number of criminal offenses committed in all the regions the United States. Moreover, the complete data is submitted at the end of every month to the FBI. This is why it is UCR is recognized is as the summary reporting sources of criminal data (Higgins, 2014).
One of the disadvantages of the UCR is that there is no available unique description for describing the nature of the criminal offenses committed, the victims and the offenders. There certain amounts of challenges which are encountered whenever the criminal offense is being analyzed at the most because level when focusing on individual delinquents, crimes, and victims (Jarvis, 2015). This is because it is easier, to sum up, the number of single unit analysis to certain higher levels but it is difficult to aggregate larger groups information to individual levels.
Te national incident-based reporting system ( NIBRS) has been recognized as of the most effective crime reporting systems which seek to gather information on each and every single arrest and criminal offenses. This system requires the agencies of laws enforcement to give a brief account of the criminal offenses committed as well as the detention made. All the information regarding offenders, victims, and arrests is gathered by the laws enforcement agencies. The data for 53 elements of information in a total of 22 categories of 22 criminal offenses is collected. Therefore the developed report is highly meaningful and detailed and efficient for the law enforcement agencies. The law enforcement agencies will be armed with efficient, robust cases against criminals, offenders as well as continuous law breakers.  Hence it will be difficult for offenders to escape with their crimes (Jarvis, 2015). These crimes are detected by this NIBRS.
NIBRS revised certain elements in the definition of crimes as opposed to how UCR defines such criminal, offenses. In the case of manslaughter negligence as defines by UCR is murdering an individual by neglect. While NIBRS definition was changed to exclude the term “gross” Therefore, manslaughter through negligence is now defined as the killing of another person by negligence. Moreover, in the assault case, the UCR does not offer a definition for the category of information. It is just mentioned as an instance of merely aggravated forms of offenses. NIBRS provides a clear and proper definition of Intimidation.
The uniform crime reporting is the country’s way of reporting as well as tabulating crime and statistical information   through many years with the law enforcement agencies. Its the main function is to give an efficient indication of acts of criminals as well as their fluctuations in several jurisdictions.  This has given researchers most instruments to classify criminal justice methodologies as well as philosophies to regulate criminal acts when needed. The control measures can be in the form of the criminal regulation and monitoring systems and community programs among others. In tabulating and analyzing the reports from the UCR for part one offense or rather crime index offenses (Jarvis, 2015). These crime indexes include violent offenses like murder, rape, aggravated assault among many others. After gathering information regardless these kinds of criminal offenses, the UCR then reports to the law enforcing agencies.
Sadly, it is not mandatory for the UCR to report the criminal data to the FBI. Therefore there could be certain issues with the statistical and criminal data in a jurisdiction. The UCR gives a good representation of about 94 percent of the citizens of the United States. However, certain reet5ches have established that there are a few challenges that arise with the use of the UCR. First, the criminal reports only records crimes reported to the law enforcement agencies including the police (Higgins, 2014). This poses a challenge of the effective criminal report in regions where these criminal offenses neither are nor reported to the police. These places with no presence of police may fail to report any criminal offense as well as the third party law enforcement agencies with no reporting duty.
Another challenge with the usage of UCR is that only the most serious criminal offenses are reported while leaving out the minor and numerous criminal offenses. Thus there can be the petty criminal offense in certain locations that is not reflected in the report.  Moreover, the report does not show relevant information regarding weapons use, as well as gender inequality in the case of rape and victimization. Finally, because the UCR effectively documents the behavior of the police more hand the criminal information itself, law enforcement agencies are more inclined to manipulate the data submitted to the FBI. To fix and amend certain inaccuracies that accompany UCR to the criminal justice system, NIBRS was formed because there was a concern that the UCR was not up to date.
The NIBRS is composed of ache and every instance, is incidence, and reports of arrests and criminal offense. It has 523 elements of data under 22 categories of criminal offenses. These reports are reported to the FBI in details for follow up. The main of e NIBRS is to improve the efficiency, quality, quantity and timelessness of the criminal data gathered.  When the law enforcement agencies have this kind of data in their hand, then it gives those details and reality essential to make case and argument for more potential operation and follow up of such cases.  
Presently, the NIBRS is used and reported in 41 percent of the law enforcing population covering appproximat3ly 30 percent United States population.  With that data, merely 28 percent of the reports from UCR is being incorporated into the NIBRS. Just like flaws exist in the system; NIBRS has certain fewer that affects its operations I gathering information relating criminal offenses and arrest (Higgins, 2014). The NIBRS is affected by human error in respect to misidentifying and categorizing criminal offenses. With many classifications and the reports information   compared to the UCR, there is the likelihood of human error in the creation of sets of data as well as analyzing criminal data from the perspective of politics thus creating an environment without any crime, from the perspective of operation, descriptions and stats of crimes may get contaminated across. For since the definition of federal and state of the offense   have some variation. Thus, there is a chance that there would be the lack of communication I reporting different form of offenses. Finally, there could be problems with the computer programming systems which must undergo addressing so that there can be fair r reporting system.
Comparison of UCR/NIBRS
The two source of criminal data; UCR /NIBRS are similar in many aspects. These two systems are obtained from one concept of reporting criminal offenses and arrests. First, they report the data which laws enforcements agencies has gathered and submitted to the FBI across the country. To have a comparison of these two reporting structures, the descriptions and methods are expected to be understood (Jarvis, 2015). These descriptions include the definition of meanings and nature of some reports as well as methodological implications in regards to how they are gathered and reported. Both the UCR and the NIBRS are grouped in classes based on what occurred the criminal acts are reported in both the systems of reports. The UCR is categorized in parts while the NIBRs are categorized in groups. The UCR is made of tow part structure covering index offenses such as robbery, murder, burglary, among others.  On the other hand, the NIBRS groups such offenses and many others in groups A (Siegel et al.2014).  These two entities have similar groupings but have varied ways of groping offenses. In respect to the end product of the documented data, the UCR and the NIBRS are the same in their statistical value (Akiyama et al. 2015). NIBRS averagely creates crime rate index of 2 percent higher compared to UCR. The violent nature of criminal offenses was lower with one percent while the property rate of crime was higher by 2 percent plus (Lofstrom, & Raphael, 2016). Despite the fact that the UCR has little information compared NIBRS, the same share systems of reporting although representing the population of both reports varies.
Another similar feature between the two reporting systems is that both reports face the challenge that cokes due to human error and certain aspects of falsified reporting.  Rather both reporting systems may experience biases in their reporting. Both the to reports have reliance on human reporting input which may be influenced by political aspects and definitions. NIBRS have more categories and descriptions which may be false in transmitting these data (Vito, & Maahs, 2015). Overall, the UCR is combined reporting solutions. Thus inefficiencies can be ignored since they do not call under the index. Besides, the NIBRS and the UCR are originated by similar principles. Both the reporting system relies on the inputs of the human being which may be subjected to human error as well as biases. They present similatr5 data from similar incidences. Nonetheless, the NIBRS has advanced methodological approach in collecting data in regards to committing the offense, the victims and the places where the incidence occurred as well as the reason why the incidences happened. This, the UCR merely presents the general image of the cats of criminal whereas the NIBRS actualizes and analyze effectively documents most of that criminal offenses (Huff-Corzine et al..2013). The notable differences between the two source of criminal data are that the UCR  covers information that is much of law enforcement and the civilian general public, as the NIBRS strives to equal the UCR  and effectively face out the UCR systems (Dammer, & Albanese, 2013). To have the effective comparison of the UCR and the NIBRS, there should be a proper comparison of the definitions of the criminal offense that the two reporting sources give. The two entities give the similar definition of criminal offenses. Both have murder, manslaughter. Thus, most definitions are similar with different wordings. Robbery is in the similar form of descriptions and styles of reporting.  It has the similar description of criminal offenses such as carrying away property from the possession. Moreover, both the styles of reporting do not have many criminal acts which are expected to be reported. These acts of criminal nature are political in nature as well as the illegal environment (Jarvis, 2015). Also when documenting justifiable homicide the two source of criminal data, they completely similar.
Constricting the UCR and the NIBRS
. There are similarities in the definition of the criminal offense. The first differences between UCR and the NIBRS are the groupings. Although they are similar in definitions grouping styles of offenses or crime index offenses, the tow reports have varied ways of categorizing criminal offenses. Te4 UCR has only two parts where part one includes offenses such as murder and robbery among other offenses which hierarchical in their nature. The intensity of the crime as categorized from little worse to worst, while part two deals will cover petty offenses such as vandalism, prostitutions, and theft. Similarly, the NIBRS does not classify offenses under categories; they group such offenses with same fashion as the UCR does in group A and B. Nonetheless they are documented alphabetical order.
These two entities of criminal data vary in data collection. The mode in which they collect their information differs. The UCR merely documents the offenses itself, while the NIBRS gives every incident a unique code number where it documents everything about details of the criminal offenses. Type of data recorded can range from location, time of the day. Weapons and biased motivation and the drug used by the criminal offenders. The NIBRS also mark every victim, offenders and the age, sex gender of the arrested individual. The relations that exist between the offender ad the victim is noted and documented. Additionally, NIBRS also gathers details of the information regarding the value, definition and the recovery of the property, type of drugs, the number of the theft of the vehicle. Such detailed information helps the law enforcement agencies to do the follow-up on these cases. Other than the codes as well as the information gathered from the incidences both the tow entities have the different methodological approach. The UCR documents the highest level forms of acts.
Another different perspective about the two source of criminal data is the general public that reports the information. The UCR has a wider database consisting of about 98 percent of the entire United States law enforcement population. Similarly, NIBRS has at the slower rate increased over the past few years. The NIBRS and the UCR are distinct in the reporting. The UCR has no clear indication in the report as completed. This may pose problems when investigating whether the criminal offense was fully documented. 
In conclusion, these two sources of criminal data have same purpose and direction. However, there are differences in respect to their groupings of the case, methodologies of collecting and data and mode of reporting. The vision in which these two sources were is similar. NIBRS was formed to improve the efficiency of the UCR.
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