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Preface 
 
 
 
 
Like its predecessors, this, the third edition of the Heidelberg Crime Atlas, which includes a detailed 
spatial breakdown of crime trends in 1999/2000, clearly shows that prevention works. One 
example of successful cooperation between individual institutions is the leaflet on "Making 
Neuenheimer Feld Safer", published jointly by the university and the hospitals, which has been 
included in this publication. It contains tips on safety primarily directed at women. 
 
A new feature of this report is an evaluation of suspects and victims of crime, the main aim of 
which is to combat prejudices and exaggerated fears; provisions on data protection have been 
complied with. 
 
Safety has taken on a new dimension since the terrorist attacks in New York; new operational 
preventive measures are now required far in advance, supplementing the work on the ground. In 
these very difficult times for all of us, I would like to thank all the institutions that have helped 
make Heidelberg a very safe city to live in. 
 
 

 
 
 
Beate Weber 
Lady Mayor 
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1. Preliminary remarks 
 

The present publication provides information on the crime trends and spatial distribution of criminal 
offences (crime locations) in Heidelberg between 1999 and 2000, supplemented by numerous 
tables, diagrams and maps. It is based on a publication on the Heidelberg Crime Atlas1 from 1999 
and on last year's publication Heidelberg Crime Atlas – Small-Spaced Crime Trends in 1998/1999.2 
For the sake of simplicity, the text is very similar to that of the previous report. However, the 
substantial background information provided in the first report regarding the data collection 
method and the prevention activities initiated so far will not be repeated here. 
 

Heidelberg is the only city in Germany that has compiled and continually updated a crime atlas on 
a block-by-block basis.3 The atlas constitutes an extensive (virtual) pool of information that, in 
addition to allowing database searches to be conducted in the Police Crime Statistics by criminal 
offence, also enables crime locations to be identified on a small-meshed grid, right down to the 
side of the block where the crimes were committed. In Baden-Württemberg, in particular, it has 
become very well known. The German Federal Office of Criminal Investigation (Bundeskriminalamt, 
BKA) has now included the Heidelberg Crime Atlas as a pioneering example in its Internet Infopool 
on Prevention.4 Designed right from the start as a model of cooperation between the City of 
Heidelberg and the police as part of local crime prevention, the data transfer and evaluation 
method is based on a broad consensus. 
 

Systematically recording and continually updating data on the spatial distribution of crime 
locations by crime category (crime location maps) helps to steer preventive measures (raising 
awareness, organising police work, stepping up social work, urban planning). By presenting data in 
a detailed, block-by-block form, overall patterns and changes in spatial and temporal distribution 
(e.g. "hot spots" of criminal activity, displacement and relief effects) can quickly be identified, 
making it easier to evaluate data. Similarly, the clear presentation of data can help to reduce 
exaggerated fears (fear of crime) and also increase public awareness of the problems more 
effectively than can be done with tables. 
 

                                                 
1  City of Heidelberg, Office of City Development and Statistics, Kommunale Kriminalprävention. Der Heidelberger 

Kriminalitätsatlas – ein Kooperationsmodell zwischen Polizei und Kommunalverwaltung ("Local Crime Prevention. 
Heidelberg Crime Atlas – A Model for Cooperation Between the Police and the Local Authority"), Heidelberg, July 
1999. 

2  City of Heidelberg, Office of City Development and Statistics, Local Crime Prevention. Heidelberg Crime Atlas – Small-
Spaced Crime Trends in 1998/1999, Heidelberg, July 2000. 

3  From June 1996 to May 1997, the Office of City Development and Statistics conducted a pilot project evaluating 
selected criminal offences; since June 1997, all criminal offences in Heidelberg recorded in the Police Department's 
PAD (PersonenAuskunftsDatei - file of information on individuals) and MOD systems (ModusOperandiDatei - modus 
operandi file) have been evaluated on a block-by-block basis and presented in tables, diagrams and plots as "crime 
location maps" (cartograms). A total of some 61,000 cases had been analysed by the end of July 2001. After the 
changeover to the complete crime classification scheme in June 1997, all old cases were deleted from the statistics to 
prevent distribution errors. However, the approx. 55,800 remaining cases still constitute Germany's largest collection 
of data on the geographical distribution of crime analysed on a block-by-block basis. The PAD contains all the solved 
cases, and the MOD all the unsolved ones. Throughout Germany, an average of more than 90% of crimes registered 
by the police are done so because they have been reported. This figure is probably similar in Heidelberg. 

 An excellent analysis of crime trends in the Federal Republic of Germany was provided for the first time in 2001 in a 
joint safety report published by the German Federal Ministry of the Interior and the German Ministry of Justice. The 
Erster Periodischer Sicherheitsbericht ("First Periodical Safety Report") contains a great deal of background 
information, explanations and scientific conclusions, e.g. regarding the problem of underreporting and changes in 
reporting to the police. Registered crime figures only approximate the actual crime trends. Cf. the German Federal 
Ministry of the Interior, the German Federal Ministry of Justice, Erster Periodischer Sicherheitsbericht ("First Periodical 
Safety Report"). Abridged version, Berlin, July 2001 

4   Website www.bka.de/infopool.de.html, search words Kriminologische Regionalanalyse ("Regional criminological 
analysis"). 
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The Crime Atlas is part of a comprehensive prevention strategy in Heidelberg, with measures 
ranging from a sophisticated information system and various activities aimed at specific target 
groups to intensive public relations work. The individual prevention measures, some of which are 
carried out quietly behind the scenes, will not be dealt with here; the reader is referred to the 
relevant publications.  
 

The method of breaking down data by narrowly defined area is based on classical socio-ecological 
and situational approaches focusing primarily on the structure of the built-up environment and the 
capacity for spatial organisation, including mechanisms of social control.5 According to these 
approaches, the majority of offences can be classified as purely opportunistic crime. Criminal 
offences, particularly those committed in public or semi-public places, are seldom deliberately 
planned and directed against a particular victim. They are influenced to a greater or lesser extent by 
opportunity structures. In areas that give the impression of lacking organisation and having a low 
level of social control, where violations of norms are not regarded as deviations from the norm to 
the same extent, the crime rate for certain types of criminal offences, such as damage to property 
and crimes involving acts of brutality, is higher than in residential areas that do not appear to be 
neglected or underprivileged.6 
 
 
2. Characteristics included in the survey and presentation by area 
 
In accordance with the objectives agreed upon with the Local Crime Prevention (LCP) Steering 
Committee, the criminal offences/crime categories, the crime locations and the time the offences 
were committed are recorded in the data pool of the Crime Atlas.  
 
In line with the data transfer guidelines as amended in June 1997 ("phase 2 of data delivery"), the 
Police Crime Statistics database (MS Access) of the Office of City Development and Statistics 
classifies criminal offences as belonging to one of approximately 2,500 crime categories (crime 
classification scheme) and codes them by narrowly defined area (side of the block where they were 
committed). This detailed recording of criminal offences allow data to be processed and analysed in 
the required depth.  
 
As agreed with the Police Department, the presentation focuses on offences committed in public 
places and on burglaries. In this context, a distinction is made regarding the severity of the crime 
(e.g. simple or aggravated theft etc.). A standard evaluation is carried out at monthly intervals on 
the basis of approximately ten crime categories and by calendar quarter. To keep costs to a 
minimum, the data are usually only processed (as diagrams, tables) in virtual form (CD-ROM and 
maps and tables stored on hard disk) and are only printed out on demand. 

                                                 
5  Cf. North Rhine–Westfalia Criminal Investigation Department (ed.) Städtebau aus kriminalpräventiver Sicht ("Urban 

Development from the Point of View of Crime Prevention") (documentation), Düsseldorf 2000; Edwin Kube, 
Städtebau und Kriminalität ("Urban Development and Crime"), DWW 1-2/2001, pp. 5-7; Städtetag Baden-
Württemberg (Baden-Württemberg Association of Towns and Municipalities), Kriminalprävention in den Städten 
("Crime Prevention in Cities"), G 1247/2000; Hermann, D., Bubenitschek, G., Kommunale Kriminalprävention. 
Probleme bei der Implementation von Lösungsvarianten ("Local crime prevention. Problems in the implementation of 
different solutions"), in Kriminalistik 8/99, pp. 546–552. Crime prevention concepts are already taken into account in 
Heidelberg during zoning by the local authority. 

6  An article published in issue 27 of the weekly news review Der Spiegel of 3 July 2000, entitled "Unterlassene 
Hilfeleistung" ("Failure to Come to the Rescue"), addressing crime trends and the growing threat posed by right-wing 
extremists and fighting dogs in Germany, provides a very detailed picture of the situation, avoiding sweeping 
statements. It warns both against exaggerated prevention strategies, such as a misunderstood "zero tolerance 
programme" that criminalises even the most trivial infringements of police and administrative regulations, and against 
the trivialisation of serious crimes as a result of criminal prosecution authorities that are too passive and a propensity 
to excuse them and look away. 
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3. Crime trends in Heidelberg between 1992 and 2000 
 

Last year, although the official number of criminal offences7 rose by 1.4% (180 cases) to 13,113 
cases, the number of cases can nevertheless be said to have stabilised at a relatively low level. The 
slight increase between 1999 and 2000 was mainly due to an increase in offences involving 
property and forgery (fraud, such as cheque card fraud and avoidance of payment, including on 
public transport). Avoidance of payment is a typical "inspection offence" that would not be 
reported unless inspections were carried out (e.g. by ticket inspectors on public transport). 
 
Fig. 1: 

 

 

The clear-up rate (50.3%) increased by 1.3% and was higher than 50% for the first time. This 
figure varies according to the type of offence and ranges from 95.4% for drug offences and 4.4% 
for pickpocketing in Baden-Württemberg, for example.8 The higher the proportion of theft, 
excluding shoplifting offences, the lower the average clear-up rate is. 
 

 

                                                 
7  Cf. explanations in footnote 3. 
8  Cf. issue 26 of Staatsanzeiger of 9 July 2001, "Den Tätern auf der Spur" ("In Hot Pursuit of Offenders"). Clear-up rates 

in 2000 in Baden-Württemberg: drug offences 95.4%, murder and manslaughter 95.3%, shoplifting 94.2%, forgery 
of documents 93.8%, grievous/serious bodily harm 83.9%, kidnapping for ransom 83.3%, fraud 79.9%, rape and 
sexual assault 79.7%, sexual abuse of children 74.4%, infringements of environmental laws and regulations 61.0%, 
robbery 50.5%, computer crime 48.9%, simple theft 48.7%, cheque card/credit card fraud 45.0%, arson with intent 
36.7%, damage to property 26.9%, car theft 26.2%, burglary 17.7%, aggravated theft 14.4%, bicycle theft 9.5%, 
pickpocketing 4.4%. 

 

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 

14,148

16,079

14,336 14,846
14,205 14,460

12,681
12,933 13,113

6,213
7,396

6,508 6,936 6,698
7,016

6,346 6,338 6,595

0 

2,000 

4,000 

6,000 

8,000 

10,000 

12,000 

14,000 

16,000 

18,000 

C
as

es
 

Crime trends in Heidelberg since 

Solved cases 
Total offences 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 



4 

Fig. 2: 

 
 
Fig. 3: 
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Table 1: Recorded offences, solved cases and suspects in Heidelberg from 1992 to 2000: 
 Year Total no. of 

offences 
Solved cases Suspects 1)

Total % Total Of which
Under 21 Foreigners

No. % No. %
1992 14,148 6,213 43.9 4,463 974 21.8 1,640 36.7
1993 16,079 7,396 46.0 5,064 1,072 21.2 2,108 41.6
1994 14,336 6,508 45.4 4,750 1,173 24.7 1,733 36.5
1995 14,846 6,936 46.7 4,981 1,357 27.2 1,704 34.2
1996 14,205 6,698 47.2 4,907 1,475 30.1 1,658 33.8
1997 14,460 7,016 48.5 5,287 1,726 32.6 1,748 33.1
1998 12,681 6,346 50.0 5,033 1,565 31.1 1,684 33.5
1999 12,933 6,338 49.0 4,895 1,544 31.5 1,542 31.5
2000 13,113 6,595 50.3 5,122 1,721 33.6 1,663 32.5

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
1)  Children under 8 years are not generally included in the crime statistics. The number of suspects gives no
indication of the number of people ultimately convicted.  
 
 
Table 2: Recorded offences by selected crime categories in Heidelberg in 1992, 1998, 1999 and 
2000 
 Crime category 1992 1998 2000 1992/2000

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 14,148 100.0 12,681 100.0 12,933 100.0 13,113 100.0 -1,035 -7.3
of which: 
Homicide offences 10 0.1 6 0.0 8 0.1 7 0.1 -3 -30.0
Sexual offences 93 0.7 122 1.0 124 1.0 108 0.8 15 16.1
Acts of brutality 1) 646 4.6 988 7.8 1,122 8.7 1,146 8.7 500 77.4
Simple theft 4,432 31.3 3,904 30.8 3,944 30.5 4,140 31.6 -292 -6.6
Aggravated theft 4,604 32.5 2,770 21.8 2,684 20.8 2,315 17.7 -2,289 -49.7
Fraud 2) 1,299 9.2 1,844 14.5 1,824 14.1 2,097 16.0 798 61.4
Damage to property 1,365 9.6 1,181 9.3 1,498 11.6 1,434 10.9 69 5.1
Drug offences 347 2.5 629 5.0 601 4.6 550 4.2 203 58.5
Environmental offences 31 0.2 50 0.4 24 0.2 42 0.3 11 35.5
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
1)  Including robbery, robbery by extortion, bodily harm 
2)  Including other offences involving property and forgery 

1999

 
 
A total of 93.8 offences per 1,000 inhabitants9 were committed in Heidelberg in 2000, making it 
the city with the fourth highest crime rate in 2000 in a comparison of the nine large cities in 
Baden-Württemberg, behind Mannheim (111.6), Freiburg (109.3) and Karlsruhe (97.4).  
 
In contrast, the number of incidents of aggravated theft has considerably decreased (1999/2000: -
13.7%). Nevertheless, theft predominated in the overall crime statistics in 2000 again. A total of 
49% of criminal offences involved theft, including 18 cases of aggravated theft (Baden-
Württemberg: 43% and 17%, respectively). In general, a high proportion of people living in 
university towns own bicycles, and the large number of bicycle thefts in these towns increases the 
crime rate. Thus last year alone, 945 bicycle thefts10 were reported. They account for 14.6% of the 
total number of recorded thefts (6,455 cases). However, compared with 1992, when there were 
1,538 bicycle thefts, the number has dropped considerably. 
 

                                                 
9 Due to the large number of communities with less than 100,000 inhabitants, the author does not consider the 

frequency rate (offences per 100,000 inhabitants) commonly used in Police Crime Statistics as useful. Baden-
Württemberg had the lowest frequency rate of all the federal states in 2000 (5,377 offences per 100,000 
inhabitants). The number of offences per 1,000 inhabitants is more appropriate for municipalities. 

10  The remarkably high proportion of cases of aggravated theft among bicycle thefts is partly due to a change in 
insurance policies. Compensation for damages is almost completely ruled out for simple theft. 
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Whereas aggravated theft was more common than simple theft eight years ago, the situation has 
now been reversed. Of every ten thefts, almost four occurred under aggravating circumstances. In 
2000, a total of 2,315 cases (35.9%) of aggravated theft and 4,140 cases (64.1%) of simple theft 
were reported. Eight years previously (1992), of the 9,036 registered offences involving theft, 4,604 
(51%) were cases of aggravated theft. 
 
 
 
Fig. 4: 

 
 
 
Fig. 5: 
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Compared with 1999, the number of robberies (armed robbery and robbery by extortion) increased 
from 77 to 90. The number of burglaries dropped from 242 to 151, and the number of motor 
vehicle thefts from 65 to 37. The figures for drug offences are also encouraging, showing a 
decrease of 8.6%. The preventive measures, increased safety consciousness and police strategies in 
connection with offences relating to property were therefore successful again in 2000. As a result 
of the increased use of electronic immobiliser systems, the number of car thefts has also dropped 
considerably in recent years. 
The number of crimes involving acts of brutality increased between 1992 and 2000 from 646 to 
1,146 (+77.4%). The steady increase in crimes involving bodily harm gives reason for concern. Thus 
in 1992, "only" 563 such offences were registered, whereas in 2000 this figure was 801, an 
increase of 238 (+42.3%). Similar trends can be observed throughout Germany.11 
 

Compared with the previous year, both the number of drug-related deaths (1999: eight people, 
2000: three people) and the number of first-time consumers of hard drugs (68 and 41 people, 
respectively) have decreased. The total number of drug offences dropped by 8.6% from 591 to 
540 offences. The increase in the number of offences (+58.5%) compared with 1992 is due in 
particular to the consumption of so-called designer drugs. In this context, it is important to note 
that for certain categories of offences (e.g. infringements of weapons and narcotics laws, 
environmental laws and regulations, legislation governing asylum or the residence of aliens etc.), 
the "number of cases" depends on the law enforcement efforts of the police and other 
investigating authorities. The better such investigations are, the higher the number of "inspection 
offences" is. 
 
It comes as no surprise to criminologists that the time when a recorded offence was committed is 
often not known. In offences relating to property and damage to property, offenders often take 
advantage of the absence of the victim, and the time at which ongoing offences are committed 
cannot be identified. In 6,280 cases (49%), either no information was able to be provided 
regarding the time the crime was committed or data were missing. A total of 4,236 offences 
(32.3%) are known to have occurred "in broad daylight", and 2,597 offences (19.8%) were 
committed during the hours of darkness. The number of offences for which the time cannot be 
determined is highest for thefts, burglaries and damage to property. 
 
 
4. Suspects and victims of crime 
 
4.1 Suspects 
 
Only slightly more than half (2,664 = 52%) of the 5,122 suspects recorded in 2000 came from 
Heidelberg (see Table 4, p. 9). The "crime import rate" is therefore considerable. Of the 2,458 
suspects registered as living outside Heidelberg, more than half lived in the Rhein-Neckar region. 
Conversely, "crime export" can also be observed. 
 

                                                 
11 Cf. German Federal Office of Criminal Investigation (BKA), "Die Kriminalität der Kinder und Jugendlichen seit 1993" 

("Crime Among Children and Young People Since 1993"), a hearing at the BKA on 22 and 23 April 1997, Wiesbaden 
1997, and Hamburg Statistical Office, "Kriminalität von Jugendlichen und jungen Erwachsenen" ("Crime Among 
Adolescents and Young Adults") in: Hamburg in Zahlen ("Hamburg in Figures"), no. 1-2/98, pp. 25–27, Hamburg 
1998; Rhein-Neckar-Zeitung (RNZ, the local newspaper in Heidelberg), "Immer mehr Täter sind Kinder" ("Increasing 
Number of Offenders Are Children"), op. cit., p. 15. However, the statistical increase in crimes involving acts of 
brutality is also due to an increased willingness to report such crimes as a result of prevention strategies (support for 
victims, social control). 
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Of the 2,664 suspects living in Heidelberg, 1,854 (69.6%) were German, and 810 (30.4%) were 
foreign nationals. The share of all suspects accounted for by foreigners, 32.5%, is lower than in 
1992 (36.7%). However, the fact that this figure is twice that of the proportion of the total 
population accounted for by foreigners (16.3%) should not lead us to jump to conclusions. As will 
become apparent below, sweeping statements should be avoided. The higher rate is primarily due 
to the higher proportion of people aged between 8 and 40 years among the foreign population12 
and to the share of offences that can only be committed by foreigners.13 If the figures are adjusted 
to account for the age imbalance and the aforementioned offences, the share of suspects 
accounted for by foreigners living in Heidelberg drops to 18.6%. If the offences committed by 
members of the USA's NATO forces are also taken into account, there is no great difference 
between the share of suspects accounted for by foreigners and their share of the population as a 
whole. In Heidelberg, as in Germany in general, delinquency has increased among Germans in 
recent years, but not among foreigners.14 
 
 
Table 3: Suspects recorded in Heidelberg in 2000 registered as living in Heidelberg by nationality 

 
 

                                                 
12  Some 74% of all suspects identified in Heidelberg are aged between 8 and 40 years. However, only 49.2% of the 

entire population is in this age-group (Germans: 46.9 %, foreigners: 61.1%). The share of foreigners accounted for 
by people aged between 8 and 40 years is higher by a factor of 1.303 (30.3 percentage points) than among the 
German population. This is also reflected in the higher crime rate. If the age distribution were the same, the 
(arithmetic) share of suspects accounted for by foreigners would only be 23.3%. If milieu-specific components were 
also taken into account, the rate of delinquency among Germans in a comparable social, often underprivileged 
environment with a bleak outlook for the future would be similarly high. Cf. German Federal Ministry of the Interior, 
German Federal Ministry of Justice, Erster Periodischer Sicherheitsbericht ("First Periodical Safety Report"), op. cit., pp. 
26, 68 ff. 

 These calculations are based on the official population figures of the Baden-Württemberg Statistical Office. 
13 In order to be able to make a comparison with the delinquency rate among Germans, all offences that can only be 

committed by foreigners (e.g. unlawful border-crossing and residence, giving false details during asylum proceedings 
etc.) need to be excluded. If the relevant number of foreign suspects (39 individuals) are deleted from the statistics, 
the figure drops to 771. The share of suspects accounted for by foreigners (30.4%) thus decreases to 28.9%. 
Criminal offences committed by members of the armed forces stationed in Heidelberg are also erroneously given in 
relation to the number of foreigners living in the city. 

14 Cf. BKA, Police Crime Statistics 1997, op. cit., p. 26. According to the results of research by the Baden-Württemberg 
Criminal Investigation Department, offences are committed particularly frequently by young so-called Aussiedler 
(ethnic German immigrants from what were formerly German territories in Eastern Europe). 

 Nationality Of these
Total  % Under 21 % 

German 1,854 69.6 622 33.5
Turkish 184 6.9 68 37.0
Yugoslavian*) 118 4.4 48 40.7
Iranian 83 3.1 22 26.5
U.S. 76 2.9 38 50.0
Iraqi 45 1.7 29 64.4
Italian 20 0.8 3 15.0
Greek 15 0.6 3 20.0
British 15 0.6 2 13.3
Albanian 14 0.5 6 42.9
Bosnian-Herzegovian 13 0.5 0 0.0
Croatian 12 0.5 3 25.0
Algerian 11 0.4 3 27.3
Libanese 11 0.4 4 36.4
French 10 0.4 5 50.0
Other 183 6.9 37 20.2
Total 2,664 100.0 893 33.5
*) Excluding Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, Slovenia and Macedonia (recorded separately)
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Suspects
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Within the crime categories, a clear shift can be observed towards more offences involving property 
and forgery and to a higher number of violent crimes. Robbery, robbery by extortion (e.g. extortion 
of branded products) and offences involving bodily harm ("acts of brutality") are accounting for an 
increasingly high proportion of offences in this age-group.15 Whereas in 1992 "only" 303 cases of 
violent crime16 were recorded, this figure had risen to 396 crimes (+30.7%) by 2000. 
 
 
 
Table 4: Suspects recorded in Heidelberg by selected place of origin and region in 2000 

 
 
 
 
 
Table 5: Suspects recorded in Heidelberg in 2000 registered as living in Heidelberg by age-group 
and sex 

 
 
                                                 
15 Cf. "Der Krieg unter den Kindern" ("The War Among Children"), in: Der Spiegel, no. 15, 6 April 1998, pp. 126–137, 

title page: Die kleinen Monster. Warum immer mehr Kinder kriminell werden ("The Little Monsters. Why More and 
More Children are Becoming Criminals"); Marion Gräfin Dönhoff, "Es sind unsere Kinder. Gewalt unter Jugendlichen 
– ein Abbild der Gesellschaft" ("They're Our Children. Violence Among Young People – A Reflection of Society"); and 
Klingst, M., "Nehmt die Vandalen in die Pflicht! Strategien gegen die wachsende Jugendkriminalität gesucht: Was wir 
von unseren Nachbarn lernen können" ("Remind Vandals of Their Duty! In Search of Strategies to Combat Growing 
Juvenile Delinquency: What We Can Learn from Our Neighbours"), in: DIE ZEIT, no. 16, 8 April 1998, pp.1, 4. 

16 The category "violent crime" includes: murder, manslaughter, rape, robbery, robbery by extortion, highway robbery, 
bodily harm leading to the death of the victim, serious and grievous bodily harm, kidnapping for ransom, taking of 
hostages. 

 Place of origin/ 
region Total %

Heidelberg 2,664 52.0
Rhein-Neckar region 1,271 24.8
   of which: 
   Leimen 230 4.5
   Eppelheim 97 1.9
   Schwetzingen 72 1.4
   Sandhausen 71 1.4
   Wiesloch 67 1.3
   Neckargemünd 60 1.2
Mannheim 180 3.5
Neckar-Odenwald region 48 0.9
Other 959 18.7
Total 5,122 100.0

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Suspects

 Age at the time 
of the offence 

Of these

Total % Total % Total % 
Under 15 343 12.9 234 12.2 109 14.6
15–20 550 20.6 408 21.3 142 19.0
21–40 1,081 40.6 788 41.1 293 39.3
41–60 508 19.1 374 19.5 134 18.0
61 or older 182 6.8 114 5.9 68 9.1
Total 2,664 100.0 1,918 100.0 746 100.0

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Male Female 
Total suspects
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Almost three-quarters of all suspects living in Heidelberg (72%) are male. Of these, a third are 
younger than 21. This age distribution also applies to female suspects. The proportion of crimes 
committed by citizens of Heidelberg aged under 21 increased dramatically during the period under 
review (1992–2000) from 21.8% to 33.5%. In comparison with the share of the total population 
accounted for by this age-group (18.1%), this figure is disproportionately large. In contrast to 
adolescents and young adults, the proportion of crimes committed by people over the age of 60 is 
much lower than their share of the population (6.8% vs. 20.2%). 
 
 
 
Table 6: Suspects recorded in Heidelberg in 2000 by crime category] 

 
 
The proportion of suspects presented by offence in Table 6 depends on the clear-up rate, which 
differs for each type of offence. As one suspect may have committed several offences, the number 
of cases (5,861) is higher than the number of suspects (5,122). The share of thefts, damage to 
property and drug offences committed by people under the age of 21 is particularly high. Thus 
nearly two thirds of all aggravated thefts are committed by adolescents or young adults. 
 
 
4.2  Victims of crime 
 
In crime statistics, the term "victim" is closely related to offences against physical integrity (e.g. 
bodily harm, acts of brutality) or the right of self-determination (e.g. unlawful detainment, sexual 
offences). A person referred to in everyday speech as the "victim" of theft or fraud is "only" the 
"person affected" (the injured party) in crime statistics. These people are not included in statistics 
on victims. 
 
Of the total of 1,486 victims registered in Heidelberg in 2000, nearly two thirds were male (935 = 
62.9%), almost a ne third were younger than 21 and almost half were aged between 21 and 40. 
The proportion of victims among children, adolescents and young adults is alarming, and it is 
probably actually much higher, as many offences are still not reported by victims in this age-group.  
 

 Crime category 

Total % Total % 
Homicide offences 7 0.1 0 0.0 
Sexual offences 55 0.9 13 23.6 
Acts of brutality 990 16.9 260 26.3 
    of which bodily harm 741 12.6 208 28.1 
Simple theft 1,517 25.9 692 45.6 
Aggrevated theft 156 2.7 102 65.4 
Total theft 1,673 28.5 794 47.5 
    of which shoplifting 1,229 21.0 578 47.0 
Fraud 1,306 22.3 390 29.9 
    of which avoidance of payment 683 11.7 263 38.5 
Other offences 787 13.4 173 22.0 
Infringement of special criminal laws 782 13.3 267 34.1 
    including drug laws 492 8.4 211 42.9 
Damage to property 261 4.5 119 45.6 
Total 5,861 100.0 2,016 34.4 
Note: The number of suspects by crime category is not the same as the number of suspects recorded, 
          because one suspect may have committed several different offences. Suspects under the age of 8  
          are not generally included in the Police Crime Statistics. 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 

Total suspects 
aged under 21 

Of which proportion 
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Table 7: Total victims of criminal offences committed in Heidelberg in 2000 by age-group and sex 
 Age at the time 

of the offence 
Of these Proportion of 

men in each 
age-group Total % Male %

Under 15 177 11.9 115 12.3 65.0 
15–20 296 19.9 208 22.2 70.3 
21–40 680 45.8 404 43.2 59.4 
41–60 272 18.3 176 18.8 64.7 
61 or older 61 4.1 32 3.4 52.5 
Total 1,486 100.0 935 100.0 62.9 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 

Victims 

 
 
 
 
A total of 1,353 people were the target of acts of brutality, primarily bodily harm. Of these, 360 
individuals (26.6%) suffered serious or grievous bodily harm. The number of victims of bodily harm 
rose between 1999 and 2000 from 916 to 945 (+3.2%). Of these, 658 victims were male and 287 
(30.4%) female. A total of 296 victims were adolescents and young people under 21, while 38 were 
aged 60 or older. Young people with a criminal history are often both victims and offenders.17 
 
 
Table 8: Victims of acts of brutality committed in Heidelberg in 2000 by age-group 

 
 
The proportion of victims of bodily harm among those aged 15 and older but younger than 21 is 
21.4%, almost four times as high as the percentage of the general population this age-group 
accounts for (5.7%); in contrast, this figure is 4.0% among the over 60-year-olds, i.e. almost five 
times less than their share of the population (18.9%). If the risks for the two age-groups are 
compared, we can see that juveniles and young adults in Heidelberg are many times more likely to 
be physically attacked or involved in disputes involving bodily harm than people who are 60 or 
older.18 It was therefore true last year too that the probability of being the victim of an act of 
brutality is many times higher for juveniles and young adults than for older people. This is primarily 

                                                 
17  Juveniles prone to violence often grow up in a violent environment, are victims of violence at an early age and 

frequently switch from being victims to being offenders and vice versa during their delinquent phase. They are both 
offenders and victims at the same time. Many juveniles with a criminal history merely go through a temporary phase 
of delinquency and are not long-term offenders. Cf. the German Federal Ministry of the Interior, German Federal 
Ministry of Justice, Erster Periodischer Sicherheitsbericht ("First Periodical Safety Report"), op. cit., pp. 59 ff. 

18  The risk for the individual age-groups was only calculated by way of alternative, as no distinction is made in the 
statistics on victims between those who live in Heidelberg and those who do not. Victims who live somewhere other 
than Heidelberg are also included in the statistics. As a national average, the risk for juveniles and young adults of 
being the victim of an attack involving bodily harm is 8.4 times higher than for people older than 60. The risk factor 
for juveniles and young adults in Heidelberg is probably considerably higher, as it tends to be higher in cities.  

 Age at the time 
of the offence 

Of these: bodily harm Of these: serious and 
grievous bodily harm 

Total % Total % Total % 
Under 15 138 10.2 94 9.9 32 8.9
15–20 271 20.0 202 21.4 102 28.3
21–40 629 46.5 451 47.7 168 46.7
41–60 258 19.1 160 16.9 48 13.3
61 or older 57 4.2 38 4.0 10 2.8
Total 1,353 100.0 945 100.0 360 100.0

Acts of brutality 
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due to different avoidance strategies and the different contact and grouping behaviour. This is true 
not just of Heidelberg. 
 
Table 9: Victims of sexual offences1) committed in Heidelberg in 2000 by age-group and sex 

 
 
Table 10: Victims of sexual offences1) committed in Heidelberg in 2000 by age-group and type of 
offence 
 Age at the time 

of the offence 
Of these:

Acts of exhibitionism 
Total % Total % Total % 

Under 15 38 30.4 1 9.1 1 1.9
15–20 23 18.4 3 27.3 11 20.8
21–40 48 38.4 5 45.5 32 60.4
41–60 13 10.4 2 18.2 6 11.3
61 or older 3 2.4 0 0.0 3 5.7
Total 125 100.0 11 100.0 53 100.0

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Sexual offences 
Rape

 
 
1)Note: Sexual offences include the following: rape, sexual assault, sexual abuse, exhibitionism, prostitution, procuration, 
distribution of pornographic material, trade in human beings. 
 
 

Despite several spectacular cases that were reported in the press (e.g. in Neuenheimer Feld and in 
Rohrbach), the number of reported rapes decreased last year compared with 1999 from 26 to 11. 
Among the sexual offences reported, acts of exhibitionism account for 42.4%. The victims were 
mainly women aged between 21 and 40. The number of murder victims was the same as in 1999, 
i.e. eight, including four women. 
 
 
5. Spatial distribution of offences within the city as a whole in 2000 by area 
 

In contrast to data presented in tables, cartograms can only be used to present cases that can be 
exactly localised. For an average of more than a quarter of all offences, an exact description of the 
crime location is missing or is not known. There is often only a vague description of the location 
(street name). The fact that Heidelberg attracts a large number of visitors unfamiliar with the city is 
a particular factor here. Offences therefore cannot be localised to a particular block. This is 
acceptable for those offences that are committed outside the system of blocks that the city is 
divided into. 
 
The following data only concern the offences recorded in the statistics for the year 2000. During 
this period, 13,113 offences were recorded in Heidelberg and transferred to the Police Crime 

 Age at the time 
of the offence 

Of these:
Total % Male % Female % 

Under 15 38 30.4 11 64.7 27 25.0
15–20 23 18.4 3 17.6 20 18.5
21–40 48 38.4 3 17.6 45 41.7
41–60 13 10.4 0 0.0 13 12.0
61 or older 3 2.4 0 0.0 3 2.8
Total 125 100.0 17 100.0 108 100.0

Victims 
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Statistics database of the Office of City Development and Statistics. Of these, 11,016 cases (84%) 
were able to be broken down by district. However, only 9,363 cases (71.4%) were able to be 
localised to an exact block. No exact details are available on the crime location of 3,750 incidents 
(28.6%). This particularly applies to offences that cannot be exactly localised (e.g. cheque card 
fraud etc.) or that were committed in areas outside the block matrix system (e.g. in forest areas). 
The aim is to reduce deficits in the recorded statistics in the coming years.  
 
As in previous years, more than half of the offences that could be pinpointed to a particular 
location in 2000 were thefts (6,455 cases = 49.2%), including 945 bicycle thefts. Due to the 
general predominance of thefts among the crimes committed, the picture presented in the maps 
for the individual blocks shows a typical distribution pattern determined by the specific 
geographical and infrastructural concentration of opportunities for committing offences (shops and 
well-frequented places). 
 
Less than a third of the offences stored in the Police Crime Statistics database in 2000 (3,422 cases 
= 26.1%) were committed in public places. The figures are similar for sexual offences (45 of 108 = 
41.7%). The proportion of acts of brutality committed in the open is even lower (103 of 1,146 = 
9.0%). In contrast, the share of recorded incidents of damage to property committed in public 
places was considerably higher (758 of 1,434 = 52.9%). As far as theft is concerned, 36.6% of the 
6,455 thefts were committed in public. 
 
However, the number of burglaries committed is greatly overestimated by the public. Nevertheless, 
it should be borne in mind that burglaries often have serious traumatic consequences for those 
affected, in some cases forcing them to move home. In the period under review (January–
December 2000), 151 (0.2%) of the approximately 68,400 homes were burgled (this figure was 236 
in 1998, and 197 in 1999). There are few remarkable features regarding the spatial distribution of 
burglaries. Burglaries occur most frequently in areas where the risk of being caught is low. These 
may be areas of high-rise flats, student hostels or so-called Gründerzeitviertel19 or exclusive 
residential areas. 
 
An excessive fear of crime, of being the target of crime in a public place, is therefore unfounded in 
Heidelberg. Night-time and the twilight hours are no less safe than the daytime, and public places 
are no more dangerous than private or semi-public places. However, it would also be a mistake not 
to be cautious. 
 
On the basis of the cases recorded (that were able to be localised), there are conspicuous clusters in 
the following areas: 
 
• Shopping areas (city centre, large supermarkets) 
• Areas frequented by tourists (Old Town) 
• Traffic junctions and hubs (railway station, Bismarckplatz) 
• University campus and hospitals in Neuenheimer Feld 
• Recreation areas (swimming pools), parks 
• (Large) discotheques 
• High-rise estates 
• Wasteland, industrial estates 
• Areas with little social control 
 

                                                 
19  A residential area built towards the end of the nineteenth century or at the beginning of the twentieth, with buildings 

usually consisting of several floors of flats built around small courtyards. 
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The distribution of street crime is only slightly different. 
 

Of the offences registered, 5,606 were committed in the city centre (Old Town, Bergheim and 
Weststadt districts). This corresponds to 43% of cases. If we look at the concentration of 
opportunity structures, it is not surprising that 2,431 offences (i.e. 19%) were recorded in the Old 
Town alone. The large number of people, the concentration of jobs and retailers and the traffic 
hubs (local public transport, railway) are conducive to crime.  
It may seem trivial to state that goods can only be stolen in places where there are goods, but this 
is of crucial significance for the opportunity structure within the city. The number of crimes is 
always higher where there are large areas of retail shops due to the number of shoplifting 
incidents. This is also true of highly frequented (anonymous) areas. Theft is barely noticed in a 
crowd. It is therefore inappropriate to make sweeping statements or stigmatise certain areas.  
 
 
Table 11: Offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 by district 
 District Total offences Of these: street crimes Offences excl. 

street crimes 
Total % Total % %1) Total % 

Schlierbach 84 0.6 22 0.7 26.2 62 0.6
Old Town 2,431 18.5 682 20.8 28.1 1,749 17.8
Bergheim 1,527 11.6 357 10.9 23.4 1,170 11.9
Weststadt 1,648 12.6 404 12,4 24.5 1,244 12.6
Südstadt 251 1.9 126 3.9 50.2 125 1.3
Rohrbach 926 7.1 211 6.5 22.8 715 7.3
Kirchheim 737 5.6 184 5.6 25.0 553 5.6
Pfaffengrund 352 2.7 63 1.9 17.9 289 2.9
Wieblingen 487 3.7 145 4.4 29.8 342 3.5
Handschuhsheim 884 6.7 287 8.8 32.5 597 6.1
Neuenheim 1,033 7.9 355 10.9 34.4 678 6.9
Boxberg 162 1.2 28 0.9 17.3 134 1.4
Emmertsgrund 316 2.4 84 2.6 26.6 232 2.4
Ziegelhausen 178 1.4 60 1.8 33.7 118 1.2
Subtotal 11,016 84.0 3,008 92.0 27.3 8,008 81.4
Not localisable 2,097 16.0 263 8.0 12.5 1,834 18.6
Heidelberg as a whole 13,113 100.0 3,271 100.0 24.9 9,842 100.0
1) Total offences = 100% 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001  
 
Thus Neuenheim was the only district – other than the Old Town, Weststadt (including the railway 
station area) and Bergheim – in which more than 1,000 criminal offences were recorded in the 
statistics. Of the 1,033 offences recorded, about half (524 cases) were committed in Neuenheimer 
Feld alone. 
 
In the other districts, there are deviations from the distribution pattern depending on the area and 
the type of offence (cf. Fig. 14, p. 30). The specific factors that lead to an increase in the number of 
offences have already been mentioned. There are a higher number of incidents of damage to 
property and car burglaries in areas with a low level of social control, in anonymous industrial 
estates, on wasteland and in so-called "backyard milieus". 
 
The frequency of acts of brutality, particularly bodily harm, is an indicator both for areas that are 
highly frequented, especially by juveniles and young adults, and for areas with a low level of social 
control and signs of disorganisation. In addition to the inner-city areas and passenger transit zones 
(railway station, Bismarckplatz) that have already been mentioned, Bergheim and the western and 
northern edges of the Weststadt district (e.g. Kurfürsten-Anlage) are most affected. In peripheral 
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areas, there are conspicuous "hot spots" of criminal activity, particularly in the west (Wieblingen) 
and south of the city (Kirchheim, Rohrbach-Hasenleiser, Boxberg, Emmertsgrund). The number of 
offences committed in the high-rise estates in Emmertsgrund is still striking, but this is also the 
district where the largest reduction was achieved between 1998 and 1999. 
 
 
Table 12: Offences recorded in 1999 by district and selected offences 
   District

Category of offence 
Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % 

Total offences 81 100.0 2173 100.0 1676 100.0 1620 100.0 220 100.0 
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.1 0 0.0 
Sexual offences 5 6.2 16 0.7 9 0.5 7 0.4 4 1.8 
Acts of brutality1) 7 8.6 186 8.6 172 10.3 110 6.8 13 5.9 
    of which: bodily harm 4 4.9 143 6.6 120 7.2 63 3.9 11 5.0 
Simple theft 13 16.0 1126 51.8 672 40.1 498 30.7 37 16.8 
Aggravated theft 23 28.4 314 14.5 277 16.5 346 21.4 75 34.1 
Total theft 36 44.4 1440 66.3 949 56.6 844 52.1 112 50.9 
Fraud2) 1 1.2 132 6.1 205 12.2 263 16.2 17 7.7 
Damage to property 13 16.0 165 7.6 137 8.2 103 6.4 49 22.3 
Infringement of special criminal laws3) 11 13.6 142 6.5 99 5.9 175 10.8 15 6.8 
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 3 3.7 21 1.0 48 2.9 33 2.0 6 2.7 
Other offences 8 9.9 91 4.2 104 6.2 117 7.2 10 4.5 

  District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % 
Total offences 913 100.0 818 100.0 353 100.0 484 100.0 762 100.0 
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 1 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Sexual offences 4 0.4 12 1.5 1 0.3 6 1.2 10 1.3 
Acts of brutality1) 73 8.0 99 12.1 38 10.8 50 10.3 70 9.2 
    of which: bodily harm 54 5.9 78 9.5 30 8.5 42 8.7 51 6.7 
Simple theft 317 34.7 139 17.0 148 41.9 98 20.2 169 22.2 
Aggravated theft 225 24.6 222 27.1 75 21.2 170 35.1 242 31.8 
Total theft 542 59.4 361 44.1 223 63.2 268 55.4 411 53.9 
Fraud2) 70 7.7 81 9.9 24 6.8 27 5.6 45 5.9 
Damage to property 141 15.4 166 20.3 34 9.6 84 17.4 130 17.1 
Infringement of special criminal laws3) 32 3.5 35 4.3 21 5.9 20 4.1 45 5.9 
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 8 0.9 5 0.6 3 0.8 6 1.2 2 0.3 
Other offences 51 5.6 63 7.7 12 3.4 29 6.0 51 6.7 

  District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % 
Total offences 1012 100.0 153 100.0 363 100.0 220 100.0 10848 100.0 
Of these: 
Homicide offences 1 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.0 
Sexual offences 20 2.0 4 2.6 5 1.4 1 0.5 104 1.0 
Acts of brutality1) 60 5.9 23 15.0 61 16.8 14 6.4 976 9.0 
    of which: bodily harm 46 4.5 21 13.7 48 13.2 10 4.5 721 6.6 
Simple theft 310 30.6 21 13.7 48 13.2 20 9.1 3616 33.3 
Aggravated theft 321 31.7 33 21.6 70 19.3 43 19.5 2436 22.5 
Total theft 631 62.4 54 35.3 118 32.5 63 28.6 6052 55.8 
Fraud2) 72 7.1 10 6.5 41 11.3 102 46.4 1090 10.0 
Damage to property 128 12.6 44 28.8 69 19.0 28 12.7 1291 11.9 
Infringement of special criminal laws3) 59 5.8 7 4.6 27 7.4 6 2.7 694 6.4 
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 3 0.3 0 0.0 7 1.9 3 1.4 148 1.4 
Other offences 41 4.1 11 7.2 42 11.6 6 2.7 636 5.9 
1)  These include robbery, robbery by extortion, bodily harm 
2)  Incl. the other offences concerning property and forgery 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department Office of Urban Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 

Ziegelhausen as a whole 
Heidelberg 

Weststadt Südstadt 

Rohrbach Kirchheim Pfaffengrund Wieblingen Handschuhshm. 

Schlierbach Old Town Bergheim

Neuenheim Boxberg Emmertsgrund

Criminal laws not included in the German Penal Code 3) 
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Table 13: Offences recorded in 2000 by district and selected offences 
 

 

   District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 84 100.0 2431 100.0 1527 100.0 1648 100.0 251 100.0
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 1 0.0 2 0.1 1 0.1 1 0.4
Sexual offences 5 6.0 14 0.6 6 0.4 10 0.6 1 0.4
Acts of brutality1) 11 13.1 172 7.1 133 8.7 115 7.0 20 8.0
    of which: bodily harm 7 8.3 130 5.3 98 6.4 76 4.6 12 4.8
Simple theft 18 21.4 1285 52.9 598 39.2 460 27.9 54 21.5
Aggravated theft 11 13.1 324 13.3 252 16.5 350 21.2 74 29.5
Total theft 29 34.5 1609 66.2 850 55.7 810 49.2 128 51.0
Fraud2) 8 9.5 164 6.7 202 13.2 296 18.0 14 5.6
Damage to property 17 20.2 232 9.5 133 8.7 141 8.6 73 29.1
Infringement of special criminal laws3) 5 6.0 125 5.1 81 5.3 123 7.5 4 1.6
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 1 1.2 23 0.9 19 1.2 41 2.5 2 0.8
Other offences 9 10.7 114 4.7 120 7.9 152 9.2 10 4.0

  District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 926 100.0 737 100.0 352 100.0 487 100.0 884 100.0
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Sexual offences 14 1.5 8 1.1 2 0.6 5 1.0 7 0.8
Acts of brutality1) 96 10.4 119 16.1 44 12.5 67 13.8 65 7.4
    of which: bodily harm 61 6.6 89 12.1 36 10.2 43 8.8 46 5.2
Simple theft 332 35.9 147 19.9 134 38.1 93 19.1 218 24.7
Aggravated theft 163 17.6 136 18.5 60 17.0 136 27.9 218 24.7
Total theft 495 53.5 283 38.4 194 55.1 229 47.0 436 49.3
Fraud2) 95 10.3 74 10.0 38 10.8 67 13.8 64 7.2
Damage to property 113 12.2 107 14.5 29 8.2 49 10.1 148 16.7
Infringement of special criminal laws3) 56 6.0 58 7.9 19 5.4 18 3.7 87 9.8
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 9 1.0 10 1.4 9 2.6 3 0.6 9 1.0
Other offences 57 6.2 88 11.9 26 7.4 52 10.7 76 8.6

  District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 1033 100.0 162 100.0 316 100.0 178 100.0 11016 100.0
Of these: 
Homicide offences 1 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 0.1
Sexual offences 21 2.0 0 0.0 5 1.6 2 1.1 100 0.9
Acts of brutality1) 58 5.6 40 24.7 54 17.1 21 11.8 1015 9.2
    of which: bodily harm 41 4.0 31 19.1 48 15.2 17 9.6 735 6.7
Simple theft 411 39.8 28 17.3 39 12.3 27 15.2 3844 34.9
Aggravated theft 290 28.1 30 18.5 61 19.3 30 16.9 2135 19.4
Total theft 701 67.9 58 35.8 100 31.6 57 32.0 5979 54.3
Fraud2) 41 4.0 24 14.8 58 18.4 20 11.2 1165 10.6
Damage to property 136 13.2 23 14.2 52 16.5 47 26.4 1300 11.8
Infringement of special criminal laws3) 39 3.8 6 3.7 8 2.5 13 7.3 642 5.8
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 3 0.3 0 0.0 3 0.9 5 2.8 137 1.2
Other offences 36 3.5 11 6.8 39 12.3 18 10.1 808 7.3
1)  These include robbery, robbery by extortion, bodily harm
2)  Incl. the other offences involving property and forgery 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department Office of Urban Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Heidelberg
as a whole

Südstadt

Handschuhshm.

Neuenheim Boxberg Emmertsgrund Ziegelhausen 

Rohrbach Kirchheim Pfaffengrund Wieblingen 

Schlierbach Old Town Bergheim Weststadt 

Criminal laws not included in the German Penal Code3) 
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Table 14: Trends in the number of offences recorded in 1999/2000 by district and selected offences 

 
 
 
 

.   District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 3 3.7 258 11.9 -149 -8.9 28 1.7 31 14.1
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.,0 1 0.0
Sexual offences 0 0.0 -2 -12.5 -3 -33.3 3 42.9 -3 -75.,0
Acts of brutality1) 4 57.1 -14 -7.5 -39 -22.7 5 4.5 7 53.8
    of which: bodily harm 3 75.0 -13 -9.1 -22 -18.3 13 20.6 1 9.1
Simple theft 5 38.5 159 14.1 -74 -11.0 -38 -7.6 17 45.9
Aggravated theft -12 -52.2 10 3.2 -25 -9.0 4 1.2 -1 -1.3
Total theft -7 -19.4 169 11.7 -99 -34 -4.0 16 14.,3
Fraud2) 7 700.0 32 24.2 -3 -1.5 33 12.5 -3 -17.6
Damage to property 4 30.8 67 40.6 -4 -2.9 38 36.9 24 49.0
Infringement of special criminal laws -6 -54.5 -17 -12.0 -18 -18.2 -52 -29.7 -11 -73.3
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. -2 -66.7 2 9.5 -29 -60.4 8 24.2 -4 -66.7
Other offences 1 12.5 23 25.3 16 15.4 35 29.9 0 0.0

  District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 13 1.4 -81 -9.9 -1 -0.3 3 0.6 122 16.0
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 -1 -100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Sexual offences 10 250.0 -4 -33.3 1 100.0 -1 -16.7 -3 -30.0
Acts of brutality1) 23 31.5 20 20.2 6 15.8 17 34.0 -5 -7.1
    of which: bodily harm 7 13.0 11 14.1 6 20.0 1 2.4 -5 -9.8
Simple theft 15 4.7 8 5.8 -14 -9.5 -5 -5.1 49 29.0
Aggravated theft -62 -27.6 -86 -38.7 -15 -20.0 -34 -20.0 -24 -9.9
Total theft -47 -8.7 -78 -21.6 -29 -13.0 -39 -14.6 25 6.1
Fraud2) 25 35.7 -7 -8.6 14 58.3 40 148.1 19 42.2
Damage to property -28 -19.9 -59 -35.5 -5 -14.7 -35 -41.,7 18 13.8
Infringement of special criminal laws 24 75.0 23 65.7 -2 -9.5 -2 -10.0 42 93.3
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 1 12.5 5 100.0 6 200.0 -3 -50.0 7 350.0
Other offences 6 11.8 25 39.7 14 116.7 23 79.3 25 49.0

  District
Category of offence 

Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %

Total offences 21 2.1 9 5.9 -47 -12.9 -42 -19.1 168 1.5
Of these: 
Homicide offences 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.0
Sexual offences 1 5.0 -4 -100.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 -4 -3.8
Acts of brutality1) -2 -3.3 17 73.9 -7 -11.5 7 50.0 39 4.0
    of which: bodily harm -5 -10.9 10 47.6 0 0.0 7 70.0 14 1.9
Simple theft 101 32.6 7 33.3 -9 -18.8 7 35.0 228 6.3
Aggravated theft -31 -9.7 -3 -9.1 -9 -12.9 -13 -30.2 -301 -12.4
Total theft 70 11.1 4 7.4 -18 -15.3 -6 -9.5 -73 -1.2
Fraud2) -31 -43.1 14 140.0 17 41.5 -82 -80.4 75 6.9
Damage to property 8 6.3 -21 -47.7 -17 -24.6 19 67.9 9 0.7
Infringement of special criminal laws -20 -33.9 -1 -14.3 -19 -70.4 7 116.7 -52 -7.5
     of which: law on foreigners/asylum proc. 0 0.0 0 0.0 -4 -57.,1 2 66.7 -11 -7.4
Other offences -5 -12.,2 0 0.0 -3 -7.1 12 200.0 172 27.0
1)  These include robbery, robbery by extortion, bodily harm
2)  Incl. the other offences involving property and forgery 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 

Südstadt

Rohrbach Kirchheim Pfaffengrund Wieblingen Handschuhshm.

Schlierbach Old Town Bergheim Weststadt 

Heidelberg
Neuenheim Boxberg Emmertsgrund Ziegelhausen as a whole

Criminal laws not included in the German Penal Code3) 
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Fig. 6: Offences committed in the individual districts in 2000 by selected type of offence as a per- 
centage (web diagrams) 
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Fig.6 (cont.): 

 

 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 
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The offences that were able to be localised to the individual districts in 1999 and 2000 and the 
differences between the two years are presented in the following tables and diagrams. There are 
considerable differences in some cases in the pattern of offences (crime locations) in the different 
districts. With the exception of a few districts, this pattern is dominated by theft. It is important to 
note that the data evaluated concern the distribution of crime locations, and not of the origin of 
suspects. The larger the bulge in the web diagrams on a particular web axis (share of all offences 
recorded in the district accounted for by a particular type of offence), the greater the extent to 
which the district is dominated by this type of offence (the Südstadt district is dominated by 
damage to property and aggravated theft, for example).  
 
As far as the changes between 1999 and 2000 are concerned, the reduction achieved in the 
number of thefts and damage to property was once again decisive for the success rate. Here, too, it 
would be wrong to claim that prevention has or has not been successful on the basis of the figures 
for a single year. The period of time is too short to do so. It is only in the years to come that we will 
be able to judge whether prevention has been successful in the long term or whether there have 
simply been shifts in the amount of crime. Thus the background behind any increase or decrease in 
acts of brutality in the individual districts should be closely examined. In terms of absolute figures, it 
is still rare for someone to be a victim of an act of brutality or of bodily harm in Heidelberg. 
However, it is less common in certain districts than in others. This should prompt a critical analysis 
of why this is so, e.g. the context of social control or a greater propensity to violence. 
 
 
6.  Separate analysis: Hauptstraße, Bismarckplatz, Neuenheimer Feld 
 
6.1  Hauptstraße 
 
A separate analysis of the streets with the most pedestrians (Hauptstraße, Old Town pedestrian 
precinct) and the adjoining buildings showed 1,425 offences during the period under review. This 
accounts for 10.9% of all the offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole. Not surprisingly, the 
majority of these were thefts (1,008 = 70.4%). Whereas between 1998 and 1999 a decline was 
noted in the number of thefts in particular, the number of offences subsequently increased again 
(1999/2000). This was primarily due to the increase in thefts (excluding shoplifting) and damage to 
property. In terms of absolute figures, however, the number of crimes was lower than in 1998. 
 
Table 15: Trends in the number of offences recorded in the Hauptstraße in 1998/1999/2000 

 
 

 Type of offence No. of cases Increase or decrease 
1998 1999 2000 1998/1999 1999/2000 

Total % Total % 
Simple theft 971 792 842 -179 -18.4 50 6.3 
Aggravated theft 156 150 166 -6 -3.8 16 10.7 
Total theft 1,127 951 1,008 -176 -15.6 57 6.0 
   of which: shoplifting 561 452 441 -109 -19.4 -11 -2.4 
Infringements of special criminal laws1) 113 61 56 -52 -46.0 -5 -8.2 
Damage to property 106 62 97 -44 -41.5 35 56.5 
Acts of brutality 96 91 95 -5 -5.2 4 4.4 
Fraud 84 85 104 1 1.2 19 22.4 
Other offences 37 55 59 18 48.6 4 7.3 
Sexual offences 6 6 5 0 0.0 -1 -16.7 
Homicide offences 1 1 1 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total 1,570 1,303 1,425 -267 -17.0 122 9.4 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 

1)Criminal laws not included in the German Penal Code 
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Fig. 7: 
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The amount of crime in shopping areas, not in bars and trendy areas, is striking. This can be seen 
from the considerable decrease in the streets from west to east. The spatial concentration can be 
seen in Fig. 7 (p. 21); Table 15 shows the trends by crime category between 1998 and 2000. 
 
 
6.2  Bismarckplatz 
 
In addition to the Hauptstraße, two other areas became the focus of crime prevention measures in 
2000: Bismarckplatz and Neuenheimer Feld. The situation regarding safety in these two areas will 
therefore be addressed here.  
 
 
 
Table 16: Trends in the number of offences recorded on Bismarckplatz in 1998/1999/2000 

 
 
There has been an ongoing debate as to whether the installation of video surveillance cameras on 
Bismarckplatz would be likely to reduce the number of offences recorded on the square. On the 
basis of the case analysis carried out by Heidelberg Police Department, the local council decided 
against this by majority vote.20 
 
Of the 198 cases recorded in 2000, avoidance of payment on public transport should be subtracted 
from this figure.21 This means that only 156 offences can reliably be said to have been committed 
on Bismarckplatz. The majority of these (almost 54%) were cases of simple or aggravated theft (84 
cases). The second most common type of offence involved bodily harm, of which there were 22 
incidents (14%). Violent disputes were largely recorded between the homeless. Bismarckplatz is 
thus greatly overestimated by the public as one of the "hot spots" of criminal activity. Nevertheless, 
developments on the square should be closely monitored. 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
20 Cf. documents nos. 234/2000 and 92/2001 on preventive video surveillance on Bismarckplatz. 
21 Ticket inspectors usually establish that someone does not have a valid ticket during the journey; for the sake of 

simplicity, they usually state Bismarckplatz, the hub of traffic in Heidelberg, as the "crime location". 

 Type of offence Increase or decrease
1998 1999 2000 1998/1999 1999/2000

Total % Total %
Simple theft 55 65 69 10 18.2 4 6.2
Aggravated theft 13 11 15 -2 -15.4 4 36.4
Total theft 68 76 84 8 11.8 8 10.5
Of which: Pickpocketing 38 45 39 7 18.4 -6 -13.3
                Bicycle theft 12 10 14 -2 -16.7 4 40.0
                Car burglary, theft of parts of cars 2 2 0 0 0.0 -2 -100.0
Avoidance of payment 36 41 42 5 13.9 1 2.4
Damage to property 9 6 7 -3 -33.3 1 16.7
Sexual offences 4 2 1 -2 -50.0 -1 -50.0
Total bodily harm 11 21 22 10 90.9 1 4.8
Of which: grievous bodily harm 8 7 10 -1 -12.5 3 42.9
Violation of drug laws 23 11 10 -12 -52.2 -1 -9.1
Other 29 25 32 -4 -13.8 7 28.0
Total 180 182 198 2 1.1 16 8.8

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

No. of cases
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6.3 Neuenheimer Feld 
 
Spectacular cases of rape and attempted rape in Neuenheimer Feld have led to a "prevention 
coalition" between the City of Heidelberg, the university, the hospitals, the youth hostel etc. and 
the police in the campus part of the university and around the hospitals. The area is not clearly 
structured, and the low level of social control, particularly at night, the large number of people in 
the daytime and the anonymous atmosphere are reflected in the crime statistics. 
 
Of the 528 offences registered in 2000, simple and aggravated theft (429 cases) account for the 
majority, i.e. almost 82%. Most of these were committed in the youth hostel. The spatial focuses 
(see Fig. 11, p. 25) are characterised by these offences. Other types of offences were by far less 
common: damage to property (36 cases), sexual offences (15 cases) and bodily harm (14 cases). Of 
the total of 108 sexual offences reported in Heidelberg in 2000, those in Neuenheimer Feld, in 
addition to the ones in Rohrbach, attracted the most attention.  
 
 
 
Table 17: Trends in the number of offences recorded in Neuenheimer Feld in 1998/1999/2000 

 
 
The Police Department also presented a report on safety in Neuenheimer Feld to the local council.22 
The partnership between the above-mentioned institutions to promote safety was one of its 
recommendations. 
 
The rapid response to the cases that were reported has already met with a positive response in the 
press. The leaflet published jointly by the university and the hospitals is one example of effective, 
short and useful information, providing safety tips primarily directed at women. It has therefore 
been included in the report as an example of "best practice" (see p. 26). 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
22 Cf. document 92/2001 on safety in Neuenheimer Feld. 

 Type of offence Increase or decrease
1998 1999 2000 1998/1999 1999/2000

Total % Total %
Simple theft 156 196 281 40 25.6 85 43.4
Aggravated theft 116 155 148 39 33.6 -7 -4.5
Total theft 272 351 429 79 29.0 78 22.2
Of which: Pickpocketing 2 1 0 -1 -50.0 -1 -100.0
                Bicycle theft 54 83 84 29 53.7 1 1.2
                Car burglary, theft of parts of cars 34 44 31 10 29.4 -13 -29.5
Avoidance of payment 0 1 0 1 0.0 -1 -100.0
Damage to property 23 36 36 13 56.5 0 0.0
Sexual offences 17 12 15 -5 -29.4 3 25.0
Total bodily harm 7 9 14 2 28.6 5 55.6
Of which: grievous bodily harm 5 4 5 -1 -20.0 1 25.0
Violation of drug laws 7 7 3 0 0.0 -4 -57.1
Other 18 16 27 -2 -11.1 11 68.8
Total 344 432 524 88 25.6 92 21.3
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

No. of cases
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Fig. 11: 
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  Fig. 13: Leaflet on “Making Neuenheimer Feld Safer” – Page 1 
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Fig. 13 (cont.): Leaflet on “Making Neuenheimer Feld Safer” – Page 2 
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7. Changes in the amount of crime by area (distribution of crime locations) 
between 1999 and 2000 

 
7.1 General comments 
 
The following presentation of spatial changes in crime trends is also based on an evaluation of the 
Crime Atlas database. This analysis only takes the crime locations into account, and not the place 
of origin of the offenders or victims. It would therefore not be appropriate to jump to any 
conclusions in this respect. 
 

 

7.2 Significant spatial changes 
 

A comparison of trends in the different districts is enough to show how important it is to break 
down data into narrowly defined areas, even when comparing trends, and how unreliable statistical 
averages are (cf. Table 18). Thus increases can be seen in nine districts, and decreases in five. The 
differences in these trends is considerable. They range from a decrease of 19% (Ziegelhausen) to 
an increase of 16% (Handschuhsheim). While the decline that had already begun to be observed in 
Emmertsgrund in 1999 continued, there was a slight increase in the neighbouring district of 
Boxberg. 
 
It is primarily due to the intensive prevention activities of a number of actors in society – ranging 
from the police and the administration to other institutions and committed citizens – that a further 
decrease in crimes of some 13% has been observed in Emmertsgrund. This is the second largest 
decrease in Heidelberg as a whole, after Ziegelhausen.  
 
The serious developments that might, on the basis of percentage figures, be assumed to have 
taken place in some cases in individual districts or areas can be relativised if we look at the absolute 
figures. The number of offences committed increased or decreased by more than 100 in only three 
districts. Two of these are inner-city areas in which a diametrically opposed trend can be observed 
in the period under review. Thus the number of offences committed in the Old Town increased 
between 1999 and 2000 by 258 (+11.9%) to 2,431 offences, whereas in Bergheim there was a 
decrease of 149 (-8.9%) to 1,527. The overall trend was determined by the different changes in 
the number of thefts. In contrast, a striking increase of 122 cases (+16%) between 1999 and 2000 
was recorded in the number of offences committed in Handschuhsheim. After Bergheim, a 
considerable decrease was also noted in the number of offences registered in Kirchheim (-81 cases 
= -9.9%). This decrease was primarily due to prevention activities being stepped up. 
 
In contrast to 1998/1999, the number of offences involving bodily harm has also decreased in both 
the inner-city areas. If acts of brutality (robbery, robbery by extortion and bodily harm) are regarded 
as an indication of the increase in the propensity to violence, a considerable increase can be seen 
in some cases outside these two districts. An increase has been registered in all districts except for 
Neuenheim, Handschuhsheim and Emmertsgrund. If we merely consider the absolute figures, the 
increase in Rohrbach, Kirchheim, Wieblingen and Boxberg is alarming. However, if we look at the 
increase in relative terms, we find a completely different picture. Relative figures are the best way 
to highlight gradual changes that would otherwise go unnoticed. Thus districts with a completely 
different population structure, Boxberg and Ziegelhausen, had the highest percentage increases in 
acts of brutality (+74% and +50%, respectively). 
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The majority of these acts of brutality were not committed in public places. So-called semi-public 
places and private places are the main scenes of aggressive acts. Nevertheless, it would be wrong 
to give the "all clear". Almost a fifth of all sexual offences still occur in Neuenheimer Feld and on 
the banks of the River Neckar. A large proportion of these are acts of exhibitionism. 
 
The decrease observed in the number of offences committed in public places is largely due to the 
decrease in car burglaries (-26%), but also acts of brutality (-19.8%). Apart from this, the trend is 
unremarkable. Overall, despite increases, particularly in the Old Town, the number of thefts 
dropped considerably. 
 
With the exception of almost a third of the developed areas, the map showing trends in narrowly 
defined areas on a block-by-block basis (cf. Fig. 27) shows a decline or a stabilisation of the number 
of incidents in public places. This still holds true if we include some of the cases that cannot be 
exactly localised. 
 
In 331 (26.7%) of the 1,239 blocks assessed, no offences in public places were registered, and in 
458 (37.0%) there was a decrease compared with 1999. The figures remained the same in 127 
blocks (10.3%) and increased in 323 (26.1%). If we look at all the offences evaluated at block level 
in 2000, no offences were registered in 291 blocks (23.5%), there was a decrease in 522 (42.1%) 
and there was no change in 109 (8.8%). An increase in the number of offences was seen in 453 
blocks (38.6%). These trends were largely very gradual. There was an increase of less than six cases 
in one year in some four-fifths of the blocks (373 = 82.3%). 
 
Striking developments involving an increase of more than ten cases per block and year were 
observed in a total of 34 blocks (2.7%). These are mainly in the town centre (15 blocks) and in 
Neuenheim (11 blocks). 
 
There is not always a direct causal relationship between the local prevention measures taken during 
the previous year and the crime trends; those areas in which a displacement effect or an 
uncontrolled increase in opportunity structures is suspected are therefore of particular interest for 
evaluation. Some developments are merely coincidental, while others can be exactly explained. 
 
As shown by a block-by-block analysis, there are surprising shifts and movements in "hot spots" of 
criminal activity in some cases within the individual districts and areas, changes that cannot be 
explained from the outside without an in-depth knowledge of criminal activity. One striking 
development is the shift of high crime areas from Bergheim to the Old Town and from 
Emmertsgrund to Boxberg. 
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Table 18: Trends in the number of offences recorded in 1999/2000 by district 

 
 
 
 
 

 District No. of cases per year Increase or decrease
1999 2000 Total %

Schlierbach 81 84 3 3.7
Old Town 2,173 2,431 258 11.9
Bergheim 1,676 1,527 -149 -8.9
Weststadt 1,620 1,648 28 1.7
Südstadt 220 251 31 14.1
Rohrbach 913 926 13 1.4
Kirchheim 818 737 -81 -9.9
Pfaffengrund 353 352 -1 -0.3
Wieblingen 484 487 3 0.6
Handschuhsheim 762 884 122 16.0
Neuenheim 1,012 1,033 21 2.1
Boxberg 153 162 9 5.9
Emmertsgrund 363 316 -47 -12.9
Ziegelhausen 220 178 -42 -19.1
Subtotal 10,848 11,016 168 1.5
Not localisable 2,085 2,097 12 0.6
Heidelberg as a whole 12,933 13,113 180 1.4

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 14: 

 
Fig. 15: 
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Offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 13,113 cases, of which
3,749 cases could not be 
localised to a particular block.

n = 9,364 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

 

Up to -50 
-49 to -25 
-24 to -1 
No cases 
+1 to +24 
+25 to +49 
+50 or more 
No change 

2 5 515 155 445 6 2 109

Trends in the number of offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole 
in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. of 
offences per block 

Total of +180 cases, of which
+479 cases could not be 
localised to a particular block.

n = -299 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 16: 

 
Fig. 17: 
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Offences recorded in the centre of town (Old Town, Bergheim and 
Weststadt) in 2000 

Total of 5,606 cases, of which
920 cases could not be 
localised to a particular block.

n = 4,686 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 

No. of offences per block 

 

Up to  -25 
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+1 to +4 
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+10 to +24 
+25 or more 
No change 
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Trends in the number of offences recorded in the centre of town
(Old Town, Bergheim, Weststadt) in 1999/2000 

Total of +137 cases, of which 
+254 cases could not be  
localised to a particular block. 

n = -117 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001 

Change in the no. of 
offences per block 
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Fig. 18: 

 
Fig. 19: 
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Trends in the number of offences recorded in the north of the town 
(Handschuhsheim and Neuenheim) in 1999/2000 

Total of +143 cases, of which
-51 cases could not be
localised to a particular block.

n = +92 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Change in the no. of
offences per block 
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Offences recorded in the north of the town 
(Handschuhsheim and Neuenheim) in 2000 

Total of 1,917 cases, of which
223 cases could not be
localised to a particular block.

n = 1,694 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

No. of offences per block
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Fig. 20: 

 
 
Fig. 21: 
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Offences recorded in the south of the town (Südstadt, Rohrbach, 
Kirchheim, Boxberg and Emmertsgrund) in 2000 

Total of 2,392 cases, of which
386 cases could not be
localised to a particular block.

n = 2,006 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

No. of offences per block

up to -25
-24 to -10 
-9 to -5 
-4 to -1 
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+1 to +4
+5 to +9 
+10 to +24 
+25 or more
No change

0 13 38 128 66 97 19 7 1 27

Trends in the number of offences recorded in the south of the town
(Südstadt, Rohrbach, Kirchheim, Boxberg and Emmertsgrund) in 1999/2000

Total of -75 cases, of which
+128 cases could not be 
localised to a particular block.

n= - 203 cases

Source: Heidelberg Police Department
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Change in the no. of
offences per block
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Fig. 22: 

 
 
Fig. 23: 
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Offences recorded in the east of the town (Schlierbach
and Ziegelhausen) in 2000 

Total of 261 cases, of which
51 cases could not be
localised to a particular block.

n = 211 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

No. of offences per block
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No change 
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Trends in the number of offences recorded in the east of the town
(Schlierbach und Ziegelhausen) in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. of 
offences per block 

Total of -39 cases, of which
+24 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = -63 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 24: 

 
Fig. 25: 
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Offences recorded in the west of the town 
(Pfaffengrund and Wieblingen) in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 839 cases, of which
97 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 742 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of offences recorded in the west of the town
(Pfaffengrund and Wieblingen) in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. of 
offences per block 

Total of +2 cases, of which
+2 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = +4 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 26: 

 
 
Fig. 27: 
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Trends in the number of offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole
in 1999/2000 (only offences committed in public places and burglaries)

Change in the no. of 
offences per block 

Total of  -338 cases, of which
+89 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = -427 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 
(only offences committed in public places and burglaries) 

No. of offences per block

Total of 3,422 cases, of which
932 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 2,490 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 28: 

 
 
Fig. 29: 
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Thefts recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 6,455 cases, of which
1,251 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 5,204 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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No change 

5 16 57 373 309 302 41 14 5 117

Trends in the number of thefts recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. of 
offences per block 

Total of -173 cases, of which
+59 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = -232 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 30: 
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Shoplifting offences recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 1,390 cases, of which
143 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 1,247 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

 
 
 
Fig. 31: 

 
 

 

Up to -25 
-25 to -10 
-9 to -5 
-4 to -1 
No cases 
+1 to +4 
+5 to +9 
+10 to +24 
+25 or more 
No change 
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Trends in the number of shoplifting offences recorded 
in Heidelberg as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block 

Total of -16 cases, of which
+36 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = -52 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 32: 
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Bicycle thefts recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 945 cases, of which
153 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 792 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of bicycle thefts recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block 

Total of -46 cases, of which
-29 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = -17 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 34: 
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Burglaries recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

n = 151 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of burglaries recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block 

n = -25 cases 
Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Fig. 36: 
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Sexual offences recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 108 cases, of which
27 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 81 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of sexual offences recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block 

n = -16 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Total of -16 cases, of which
-3 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 
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Fig. 38: 
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Acts of brutality recorded in Heidelberg as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 1,146 cases, of which
274 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 872 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of acts of brutality recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block 

n = +8 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Total of +24 cases, of which
+16 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 
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Fig. 40: 
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Crimes involving bodily harm recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 801 cases, of which
170 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n = 631 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of offences involving bodily harm recorded in 
Heidelberg as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block 

n = -14 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

No change overall. 
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Fig. 42: 
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Offences involving damage to property recorded in Heidelberg 
as a whole in 2000 

No. of offences per block

Total of 1,434 cases, of which
404 cases could not be localised
to a particular block. 

n =1,030 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001
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Trends in the number of offences involving damage to property recorded in 
Heidelberg as a whole in 1999/2000 

Change in the no. 
of offences per block

n = -91 cases 

Source: Heidelberg Police Department 
Office of City Development and Statistics, Heidelberg 2001

Total of -64 cases, of which
+27 cases could not be localised
to a particular block.
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