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PREFACE

The crime statistics and selected analytical find-
ings presented in this report derive from victimiza-
tion surveys conducted early in 1974 under the
National Crime Survey program.‘?ﬁ?ﬁnting more
comprehensive survey results and additional techni-
cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic-
timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, published
in June 1975.

Since the early 1970’s, victimization surveys
have been designed and carried out for the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of
developing information that permits detailed assess-
ment of the character and extent of selected types of
criminal victimization. Based on representative
samplings of households and commercial establish-
ments, the program has had two main elements: a
continuous national survey and surveys in various
cities. Although the overall objective of the program
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that
are of major concern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the
scope of the surveys will be modified periodically
in order to address other topics™in the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi-
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey
questionnaires and procedures.

The victimization surveys conducted in Oak-
land and 12 other central cities in 1974 enabled
measurement of the extent to which city residents
age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab-
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether
completed or aitempted. For those committed against
individuals, the offenses covered were rape, robbery,
assault, and personal larceny; for households they
were burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle
theft; and for commercial establishments they were
burglary and robbery. The chapter entitled “The City
Surveys” includes a detailed discussion of the crimes
and of classification procedures. In addition to gaug-
ing the extent to which the relevant crimes hap-
pened, the surveys have permitted examination of
the characteristics of victims and the circumstances

surrounding criminal acts, exploring, as appropriate,
such matters as the relationship between victim and
offender, characteristics of offenders, extent of vic-
tim injuries, economic consequences to the victims,
time and place of occurrence, use of weapons,
whether the police were notified, and, if not, reasons
advanced for not informing them.

The surveys in Oakland were carried out
in the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts
that took place during the 12 months prior to the
month of interview, a reference period roughly com-
parable with calendar year_1973. Information was
obtained from interviews with the occupants of
9,760 housing units (18,651 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 1,229 businesses. Res-
pondents furnished detailed personal and household
data (or information about business firms) in addi-
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred.

The 103 data tables in this publication are
arranged by sectors, that is, by crimes against per-
sons, "households, and commercial establishments.
Within each secior, the tables are further divided
along topical lines. These topics are reflected in the
analytical statements compiled in the section entitled
“Selected Findings,” which highlights certain basic
survey results. The statements illustrate the types of
empirical data being produced under the National
Crime Survey program.

All statistical data in this report are estimates
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they
are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes in-
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re-
liability of estimates, these sources of error are
treated in Appendixes II and III. It should be noted
at the outset; however, that with respect to the effect
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de-
termined rather precisely. In the report’s selected
findings, categorical statements involving analytical
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences
were equivalent to or greater than two standard



errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the
difference did not result solely from sampling vari-
ability, These conditional statements are charac-
terized by use of the term “some indication.”

Four technical appendixes and a glossary of terms
have been included to facilitate further analyses and
other uses of survey results. The first appendix con-
tains facsimiles of the questionnaires used for the
household and commercial surveys, whereas the
second and third have tables for determining esti-
mate variances, as well as information concerning
sample design and estimation procedures. The fourth
appendix consists of a series of technical notes, par-
alleling the topics covered by the section on selected
findings and designed as guides to the interpretation
of survey results.

In relation to crimes against persons, survey re-
sults are based on either of two units of measure—
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a speci-
fic criminal act as it affects a single victim. An inci-
dent is a specific criminal act involving one or more
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the
technical notes, the number of personal victimiza-
tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci-
dents. As applied to crimes against households and
commercial establishments, however, the terms
“victimization” and “incident” are synonymous. Al-
though “crimes against commercial establishments,”
“commercial crimes,” and other similar terms refer
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations also are included in results of the
commercial survey, usually under the category
“other”; the types of entities concerned are discussed
in the introduction to Appendix III.

Attempts to compare information in this publica-
tion with data collected from local police by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—I1973 are inappropriate because of substan-
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and
police statistics. A major difference arises from the
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime
are derived principally from reports that persons
make to the police, whercas survey data include
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of Oakland, even though some acts took
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts
committed within the city against nonresidents, such
as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other
hand, police statistics for Oakland include all
reported crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations father than on incidents and are
calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed.
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THE CITY SURVEYS

The National Crime Survey is a program designed
to develop information not otherwise available on
the nature of crime and its impact on society
by means of victimization surveys of the general
population.. Based on representative samplings of
households and commercial establishments, the
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any,
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including
events that were reported to the police as well as
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the
person likely to be most aware of details concern-~
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of
data, including information on the circumstances
under which such acts occurred and on their effect.

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under-
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,
victimization surveys are expected to supply the
criminal justice community with new insights into
crime and its victims, complementing data resources
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua-
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to
police attention, They also furnish a means for
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-
ing between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-
lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs of
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained,
and they can provide greater understanding as to
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation between two or more localities or
types of localities.

Victimization surveys, such as those conducted
under the National Crime Survey program, are not
without limitations, however. Although they pro-

vide information on crimes that are of major interest
to the general public, they cannot measure all
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not
amenable to examination through the survey tech-
nique. Surveys have proved most successful in esti-
mating crimes with specific victims who understand
what happened to them and how it happened and
who are willing to report what they know. More
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap-
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both
personal and household larceny, including motor
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was
designed to “ocus on these crimes. Murder and kid-
naping are .ot covered. The so-called victimless
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes
for which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable
respondents or to locate comprehiensive data records,
as in offenses against government entities.* Ex-
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec-
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper-
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of
most types probably are underrecorded for this
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
proach because of the limited documentation main-~
tained by most commercial establishments on losses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,
include gambling, various types of swindles, con
games, and blackmail.

! Other than government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the
program’s commercial sector, government. institutions and
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated that government organization records on crime
generally are inadequate for survey purposes.
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The success of any victimization survey is highly
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter-
viewers receive from respondents. In the victimiza-
tion surveys conducted in 13 central cities during
1974, interviews were obtained in an average of
96.6 percent of the housing units occupied . by
persons eligible for interview. In the commercial
sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent
of eligible business establishments. Details concern-
ing the size of the sample and response rates in
Oakland can be found in Appendixes II and III
of this report.

Data from victimization surveys also are subject
to limitations imposed by victim recall, i.e., the
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall-
ing them or their households, and by the phenome-
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside
(usually before) the. referenced time frame. In con-
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by
using a bounding technique, whereby the first
interview serves as a benchmark, and summary
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding
duplicative reporting of criminal victimization experi-
ences; such a technique is used in the National
Crime Survey program’s national sample. Because
the city surveys have not been continuous, however,
the data are subject to telescoping, and no assess-
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of
the problem. '

Another of the issues related in part to victim
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza-
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in-
curred by persons unable to identify separately the
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount
accurately the total number of such acts. Because
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on
the specific month, or moaths, of occurrence of
series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza-
tions that occurred in series and to determine their
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information
in the processing of survey results would have
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of
victimization would have been higher. Because of
the inability of victims to furnish details concerning
their experiences, however, it would have been im-

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of
serjes victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually experienced such acts was small
in relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized one or more times and who had
firm recollections of each event. Approximately
3,100 series victimizations against persons and
3,200 against households, each encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities.

Although the survey-measured crimes and other
terms used in this report are defined in the Glos-
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of
a detailed description of the offenses and of the
procedures followed in classifying victimization
gvents. Definitions of the relevant crimes do not
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes,
which vary consflerably. They are, however, com-
patible with conventional usage and with the defini-
tions used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
in its annual publication Crime in the United States,
Uniform Crime Reports.

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

In this study, a basic distinction is made between
two types of offenses against persons: crimes of
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of
violence (rape, personal robbery, and assault) all
bring the victim into direct contact with the offender,
Personal crimes of theft may or may not involve
contact bétween the victim and offender.

Rape, one of the most serious and least common
of all the crimes measured by the surveys, is carnal
knowledge through the use of force or the threat of
force, excluding statutory rape (without force).
Both completed and attempted acts are included,
and incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual
rape are counted.

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property by force or the
threat of force. The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is



placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
and sometimes does result. The distinction between
robbery with injury and robbery without injury
turns solely on whether the victim sustained any in-
jury, no matter how minor. The distinction between
a completed robbery and an attempted robbery
centers on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury to the victim.

The classic image of a robbery is that of a
masked offender armed with a handgun and operat-
ing against lone pedestrians on a city street at
night. Robbery can, of course, occur anywhere, on
the street or in the home, and at any time. It may
be an encounter as dramatic as the one described,
or it may simply involve a child pinned briefly to
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with
the victim’s lunch money.

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms
of assault are “aggravated” and “simple.” An assault
carried out with a weapon is considered to be an
aggravated assault, irrespective of the degree of
injury, if any. An assault carried out without a
weapon is also an aggravated assault if the attack
results in serious injury. Simple assault occurs when
the injury, if any, is minor and no weapon is used.
Within the general category of assault are incidents
with results no more serious than a minor bruise and
incidents that bring the victim near death—but only
near, because death would turn the crime into
homicide.

Attempted assaults differ from assauits carried
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical-
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at-
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any,
the victim would have sustained had the assault

een carried out. In some instances, there may
have been no intent to carry out the crime. Not all
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all
the offender intended. The intent of the offender
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization
survey. For purposes of this program, attempted
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was
considered to be simple assault,

Although the most fearsome form of assault is
the brutal, senseless attack by an unknown assailant,
it is also the most rare. Much more common is the
incident where the victim is involved in a minor
scuffie or a domestic spat. There is reason to
believe that incidents of assault stemming from
domestic quarrels are underreported in victimiza-
tion surveys because some victims do not consider
such events crimes or are reluctant to implicate
relatives or friends (see ‘“Reliability of estimates,”
Appendix II).

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny)
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth.
Such crimes may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house-
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman
become aware of an attempt to snmatch her purse
and resist, and should the offender then use force,
the crime would escalate to robbery.

In any criminal incident against a person, more
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify-
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal
event has been counted only once, by the most
serious act that took place during the incident and in
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The order
of seriousness for crimes against persons is: rape,
robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, i 2
person were both robbed and assaulted during the
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same incident, the event would be classified as
robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating,
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was
robbery with injury.

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

All three of the measured crimes against house-
holds—burglary, household larceny, and motor ve-
hicle theft—are crimes that do not involve personal
confrontation. If there were such confrontation, the

crime would be a personal crime, not a household ;
crime, and the victim no longer would be the

household itself, but the member of the household
involved in the confrontation. For example, if
members of the household surprised a burglar in
their home and then were threatened or harmed by
the intruder, the act would be classified as assault.
If the intruder were to demand or take cash and/or
property from the household members, the event
would be classified as robbery.

The most serious of the crimes against house-
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime,
usually theft, but no additional offense need take
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The
entry may be by force, such as picking a lock,
breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may
be through an unlocked door or an open window. As
long as the person entering had no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred.
Furthermore, the structure need not'be the house
itself for a household burglary to take place. Illegal
entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure on
the premises also constitutes household burglary.
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc-
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would
still be classified as a household burglary for the
household whose member or members were in-
volved,

As mentioned earlier, household larceny occurs
when cash or property is removed from the home or
its immediate vicinity by stealth. For a household
larceny to occur within the home itself, the thief
must be someone with a right to be there, such as a
maid, a delivery man, or a guest. If the person has
no right to be there, the crime is a burglary. House-
hold larceny can conmsist of the theft of jewelry,
clothes, lawn furniture, garden hoses, silverware,
etc.

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles,
commonly regarded as a specialized form of house-
hold larceny, is treated separately in the National
Crime Survey program, Completed as well as at-
tempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use pub-
lic streets are included.

CRIMES AGAINST
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS

Although commercial crimes, as the term is used
in this report, consist primarily of victimizations of
business establishments, they also include a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations, described in the introduction to
Appendix III.

Only two types of commercial crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable
to robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
ousiness firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishment; as in a personal robbery, there must be
personal confrontation and the threat or use of
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the
premises of places of business, but some can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup
of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment,




SELECTED FINDINGS

The statements that follow are illustrative of the
information that can be drawn from this report’s
data tables. As a guide to readers, table source
citations are given parenthetically after each finding.
Individuals wishing to perform additional analysis
on the topics covered in the selected findings are
referred to Appendix IV, Technical Notes, for
guidance in the interpretation of survey results.

General

The household and commercial surveys determined
that an estimated 100,100 criminal victimizations
were committed against Oakland residents and
businesses in 1973. "

Forty-one percent involved individuals; 42 per-
cent, households; and 17 percent, commercial
establishments,

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by 1.7 to 1.

Victim characteristics

Residents of Oakland were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 59 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

Males had a much higher victimization rate
than feriales [Table 17].

Whites had a substantially higher rate than
blacks [Table 19].

Persons age 50 and over had the lowest rate of
any age group—35 per 1,000 [Table 18].

Young white males age 12-19 Had an excep-
tionally high victimization rate—some 204 per
1,000—roughly- three times higher than that of
their black counterparts [Table 27].

Members of families with annual incomes of
less than $3,000 had the highest victimization
rate of any income group [Table 20].

Females were victimized by rape at a rate of 5
per 1,000 [Table 17].

Black households had slightly higher rates of bur-
glary, household larceny, and motor vehicle theft
than white households [Table 62].

Renters had a higher burglary rate than homeowners
[Table 64].

Household victimization rates tended to rise as the
number of persons in the household increased
[Table 65].

The household larceny rate for households with
six or more persons was roughly four times, and
the motor vehicle rate was about triple, the cor-
responding rates for one-person households
[Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate of 637 and robbed at a rate of 137 per 1,000
[Table 85].

Approximately one-third of all Oakland busi-
nesses were victimized at least once in 1973; of
those affected, 27 percent were victimized two
or more times [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

Thirty-six percent of all personal crimes were re-
ported to the police [Table 40].

Women reported violent crimes relatively more
often than men, but there was no significant
difference between the sexes in reporting per-
sonal crimes of theft [Table 41].

Blacks reported crimes of violence relatively
more often than whites; there was some indica-
tion that whites were more apt than blacks to
have reported crimes of theft [Table 41].

Violent crimes between strangers were reported
relatively as often as those involving nonstran-
gers [Table 40].
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About one-half of all household crimes were re-
ported to the police [Table 74].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of household crimes reported by
whites and by blacks [Table 74].

Seventy-eight percent of commercial burglaries and
robberies were reported to the police [Table 93].

The most common reasons for not reporting per-
sonal, household, and commercial crimes were the
victim’s beliefs that nothing could be done and that
the crime was not important enough {Tables 39,
70, 92].

Time and place of occurrence

Personal crimes of violence were about equally
divided between day and night [Table 54].

More rapes occurred at night than during the
day [Table 54].

More assaults took place during the day than
at night [Table 54].

More personal crimes of theft occurred during the
day than at night [Table 54].

Overall, more household crimes took place at night
than in the daytime; however, household burglaries
were about equally divided between day and night
[Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (85 percent) and rob-
beries (60 percent) occurred at night [Table 101].

Most personal crimes (60 percent) took place on
the street; only 4 percent took place inside the vic-
tim’s home [Table 36].

Crimes of violence involving nonstrangers oc-
curred inside the victim’s home relatively more
often than those involving strangers [Table 37].

Number of victims and offenders

Ninety-two percent of all personal crimes of vio-
lence involved a single victim [Table 30].

Most personal crimes of violence (58 percent)
were committed by a single offender; however, more
personal robberies were committed by two or more
offenders than by single offenders [Table 28].

>

Approximately equal proportions of commexcial
robberies were committed by persons acting alone
and by multiple offenders [Table 89].

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Strangers committed four-fifths of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 5].

Strangers were relatively more likely to have
victimized whites than blacks [Table 5].

ictims perceived that blacks committed a majority
(64 percent) of single-offender and multiple-
offender (73 percent) personal crimes of violence
[Tables 9, 11].

Victims perceived most single-offender personal
crimes. of violence (69 percent) as having been
committed by persons age 21 or over [Table 13].

Multiple-offender violent crimes predominantly in-
volved perpetrators identified as being under age
21 [Table 15].

For both singlg-; and multiple-offender personal
crimes of violence, blacks were more likely than
whites to have been victimized by members of their
own race [Tables 10, 12].

Most single- (81 percent) and multiple-offender
(76 percent) robberies of blacks were carried
out by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single- (85 percent) and multiple-offender
(79 percent) assaults of blacks were committed
by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single- (71 percent) and multiple-offender
(73 percent) robberies of whites were committed
by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most multiple-offender assaults (67 percent)
- against whites were perpetrated by blacks
[Table 12].

Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 42 percent of all per-
sonal crimes of violence [Table 56].

With respect to the proportion of incidents in
which weapons were used, there was no signifi-



cant difference between stranger-to-stranger and
nonstranger crimes [Table 56].

Firearms accounted for 35 percent of the types
of weapons employed in personal crimes of
violence; knives accounted for a comparable
proportion [Table 57].

Offenders used weapons in 73 percent of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Firearms were the most common type (91 per-
cent) of weapon used [Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in most (64
percent) personal crimes of violence [Table 43].

Robbery victims of nonstranger offenders were
relatively more likely to have employed self-
protective measures than were the victims of
strangers [Table 43].

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self-
defense, but physical force and weapons other
than firearms and knives were employed rela-
tively often [Table 45].

Victim injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in 29 percent of all personal
robberies and assaults [Table 31].

In 8 percent of all personal crimes of violence,
the victim received hospital care [Table 33].

About three-fourths of all personal crimes involved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 47].
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Personal larceny was more likely than robbery
to have resulted in economic loss to the victim
[Table 47].

In more than half (59 percent) of all personal
crimes with loss, the losses were less than $50,
including items of no monetary value [Table
48].

Blacks suffered a higher proportion of losses in
the $50 and over category than did whites
[Table 49].

In a substantial majority of completed personal
robberies and larcenies, no losses were récovered
[Table 51].

Eighty-nine percent of all household crimes involved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 78].

Of household crimes resulting in loss, 52 percent
involved amounts of $50 or more [Table 80].

Blacks had a higher proportion of losses in the
$50 or more category than did whites [Table
80].

In 73 percent of all household crimes with
theft, no losses were recovered; in most (68
percent) motor vehicle thefts, however, losses
were fully recovered [Table 817.

Eighty-nine percent of commercial burglaries and
75 percent of commercial robberies resulted in eco-
nomic loss [Table 96].

Roughly two-thirds of commercial crimes with
loss involved amounts exceeding $50 [Table
97].



SURVEY DATA TABLES

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Type of crime Number Rate
Crimes of violence 15,100 59
Rape 700 3
Robbery 5,700 22
Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 1,700 7

From serious assault 800 3

From minor assault 900 4
Robbery without injury 2,400 9
Attempted robbery without injury 1,600 6
Assault 8,800 3L
Aggravated assault 4,100 16
With injury 1,300 5
Attempted "assanlt with weapon 2,800 11
Simple assauit 4,700 18
With injury 1,200 5
Attempted assault without weapon 3,500 1
Crimes of theft 26,200 102
Personal larceny with contact 2,600 10
Purse snatching 900 L
Attempted purse snatching 400 2
Pocket picking 1,300 5
Personal larceny without contact 23,600 92

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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Table 2. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio

of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio
Crimes of violence 13,300 15,100 1:1.14
Rape 600 700 1:1,05
Robbery 5,000 5,700 1:1.13
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1,600 1,700 1:1.08
From serious assault 700 800 1:1.09
From minor assault 900 900 1:1,08
Robbery without injury 2,000 2,400 1:1.19
Attempted robbery without injury 1,500 1,600 1:1.09
Assault 7,600 8,800 1:1,15
Aggravated assault 3,400 4,100 1:1.19
With injury 1,100 1,300 1:1,18
Attempted assault with weapon 2,400 2,800 1:1,20
Simple assault 4,200 4,700 1:1.12
With injury 1,100 1,200 1:1.08
Attempted asssult without weapon 3,100 3,500 1:1.13
Crimes of theft 25,700 26,200 1:1.02
Personal larceny with contact 2,600 2,600 1:1.03
Purse snatching 900 900 1:1.04
Attempted purse snatching 400 400 1:1.03
Pocket picking 1,300 1,300 1:1,02
Personal larceny without contact 123,100 23,600 1:1.02

NOTE: Detail may not add to total showi: Lecause of rounding. Ratios caleulated from unrounded

figures.

1Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the

number of ineidents of personal larceny without contact.

Since it was not feasible to perform

an adjustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents may be

slightly inflated.



Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

All victimizations

Involving strangers

Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Crimes of violence 15,100 59 12,000 1% 3,000 12
Rape 700 3 600 2 1100 1y
Complete rape 200 1 200 1 1Z iz
Attempted rape 500 2 400 2 1100 1z
Robbery 5,700 22 5,200 20 100 2
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1,700 7 1,500 6 200 1
From serious assault 800 3 700 3 1100 1z
From minor assault G00 A 900 3 iz 1z
Robbery without injury 2,400 9 2,200 9 1100 iz
Attempted robbery withont injury 1,600 6 1,400 6 200 1
Assault 8,800 3k 6,200 2 2,500 10
Aggravated assault 4,100 16 2,800 1 1,200 5
With injury 1,300 5 800 3 500 2
Attempted assault with weapon 2,800 11 2,100 8 800 3
Simple assault £,700 18 3,400 13 1,300 5
With injury 1,200 5 800 3 100 2
Attempted assault without weapon 3,500 1 2,600 10 900 3

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
2 . Fewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per 1,000.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Sex
Male (46) 53 57 51
Female (54) L7 A3 49
Race
White 56; 66 69 A
Black (38 30 28 32
other (6) P 3 4
Age
12-15 ag 9 12 8
16-19 (8 11 e 9
20-24 (13 18 18 18
25-34 (19 2 21 27
35-49 (18 16 1 18
5064 (20 14 12 15
65 and over (15) 7 9 3

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding.

Table 5. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims

Sex Race
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female White Black
Crimes of violence 80 82 77 85 68
Rape g7 2100 87 91 79
Robbery 92 93 92 9L 88
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 91 90 92 95 79
From serious assault ! 86 86 85 90 76
From minor assault 95 96 95 98 83
Robbery withcut injury 95 96 92 95 92
Attempted robbery without
injury 90 89 93 91 88
Assault 71 75 67 78 55
Aggravated assault 70 7L 61, 80 5
With injury 62 67 55 72 52
Attempted assault with
weapon 73 77 &7 83 55
Simple assault 73 75 69 77 58
With injury 65 73 " 56 75 128
Attempted assault
without weapon 75 76 7 77 67

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabtistically unreliable.
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Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and sex and race of victims

Male Female

Type of crime White Black White Black
Crimes of violence 85 73 8L 61
Rape 1100 2 90 88
Robbery 95 85 91 9l
With injury 98 73 92 160
Without injury 95 g9 91 96
Assault 78 65 78 46
Aggravated assault 80 63 80 41
Simple assault 7 69 77 50

1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
3No rapes of black males were recorded.

Table 7. Personal assault: Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
by race and age of victims

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault
A1l racest
12-15 63 59 66
16-19 71 : 69 72
20-2l, T4 73 Th
253}, 68 71 66
3549 69 39 79
50-61 78 72 82
65 and over 91 100 8l
White
12-15 61, 257 67
16-19 i 77 M
2021, 83 83 82
25-34 K 85 71
35-49 72 63 79
50~64 83 87 79
65 and over 91 100 8L
Black
12-15 61 26k acg
16-19 61 62 360
20-24 47 250 243
25-34 48 52 241
35-49 61 50 79
506, 254 232 2100
65 and over 23100 2100 0

1Includes data on "other" races, not shown seperately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,

Table 8. Personal crimes of violence: Percent disiribution of victimizations
involving nonstrangers, by type of crime and nature of relationship

Type of crime Related and/or well kmown Casually acqueinted

Crimes of violence! 46 51,
Robbery a22 78
Assault 51 L9

1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 9. Persconal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Ferczeived race of offender

Not kmown and

Type of crime White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence 27 61, [ 2
Repe 125 75 0 [o]
Completed rape 118 1g2 0 0
Attempted rape 29 71 12 10
Robbery 18 72 5
Robbery with injury ‘T% '%?f 1g 18
Robbery without injury 7T 15 13
Assault 31 60 7 12
Aggravated assault 26 —&7 ) 11
Simple assault 36 55 7. 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
iEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offender

Perceived race of offender
Not known and

Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not available
Crimes of vidlence
White 33 56 8 4
Hlack 15 85 1 0
Rape
White 133 67 0 0
Hack 16 94 0 0
Robbery
White 17 71 i5 16
Hack 117 81 12 0
Robbery with injury
White 110 73 1g 110
Black 0 1100 4] 0
Robbery without injury
White 21 71 L 1,
Hack 121 77 13 0
Assault
White L0 48 9 13
Hlack 15 85 11 0
Aggravated assault
White 38 50 10 13
Hlack 110 89 11 0
Simple assault
White 41 L7 9 4
Hlack 21 79 0 o]

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
}Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distributior of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

Not known and

Type of crime A1 white A1l black A1 other Mixed races not available
Crimes of viclence 13 73 5 7 12
Rape o] 183 18 18 0
Robbery 13 Th 13 7 33
Robbery with injury 19 77 1l 14 1}
Robbery without injury 1, 3 13 8 12
Assault 14 71 7 7 11
Aggravated asseult 15 66 110 1y 13
Simple assault 13 W 15 18 13

NOTE: Debtail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 12. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims,
and perceived race of oifenders

Perceived race of offenders

Type of crime and race . Not inown and
of victims A1) white M1 black A1l other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence?
Vhite 16 71 5 8 21
HlLack 36 77 26 26 A
Robbery
White 16 73 A 7 21
Black 25 76 23 29 ) 24
Assault
White 16 67 2q 9 22
Black 2g 79 28 23 22

NOTE: Detail may nobt add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
EJEstima‘c,e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of singie-
offender victimizations, by type of crime
and perceived age of offender

Perceived age of offender

Total 21 and Not known and

Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18--20 aver not, available
Crimes of viclence 12 26 4 11 11 69 4
Rape o] 14 0 12 12 90 16
Robbery 12 35 14 15 17 59 13
Robbery with injury 12 5% 16 26 119 42 15
Robbery without injury 12 29 12 11 15 66 12
Assault 11 2l 4 10 9 71 4
Aggravated assault 11 23 1} 11 7 7% 12
Simple assault 12 25 15 10 11 68 15

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because cf rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticglly unreliable.



Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offender

Perceived age of offender

Not known and

Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available
Crimes of vidlence
12-19 22 53 45 21
20-34 22 12 84 23
35-49 21 18 81 21
50-64 21 30 58 210
65 and over o 33 53 213
Robbery
12-19 23 61 237 0
20-34 24 219 75 21
35-49 0 224 h 23
50-64 23 240 49 29
65 and over 0 41 56 22
Assault
1219 21 56 42 21
20-34 21 11 85 23
35-49 21 214 85 0
50-64 0 223 67 210
65 and over 0 216 3,7 337

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separatelys.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 15. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offenders

A1l under Al 21 Not known and

Type of crime 12 A1l 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of vialence 1Z L5 28 A 23
‘Rape 0 0 145 19 w5
Robbery 17 L6 29 7 17
Robbery with injury (o] L5 29 18 19
Robbery without injury 1z 47 29 6 17
Assault o] L5 26 11, 28
Aggravated assault 0 41 28 13 28
Simple assault 0 L8 25 0 27

NOTE: Detail nay not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Fstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of muitiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offenders

Type of crime and M1 under A1 21 Not lmown and
age of victims 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of violencel
12-19 0 75 25 21 20
20-34 0 30 ’ 41 a1 28
35-49 0 18 49 212 21
5061 0 33 My 27 216
65 and over 22 50 21 29 25
Robbery
12.19 0 82 23 0 215
20-34 0 38 39 21 22
35-49 0 216 49 316 318
50-64 0 38 L2 210 210
65 and over 22 L8 217 813 220
Assault
12-19 0 71 2 0 23
20-34 o 2L 43 21 32
35-49 0 220 L9 26 226
50-64 0 222 2,8 0 230
65 and over 0 356 26 o} 239

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Tncludes daba on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and sex of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
\ P ] P

Mate Female

Type of crime (118,500) (138,400)
Crimes of violence 73 L7
Rape 17 5
Robbery 30 15

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 7 6
From serious assault L 2
Fran minor assault 3 4L
Robbery without injury 1 5
Attempted robbery without injury 8 4
Assault L3 27
Aggravated assault 21 12
With injury 6 L
Attempted assault without weapon 1 8
Simple assault ' 22 15
With injury 5 L
Attempted assault without weapon 17 11
Crimes of theft 112 93
Personal larceny with contact b 14
Purse snatching 17 7
Abtempted purse snatching 1Z 3
Pocket picking 6 4
Perscnal larceny without contact 106 79

NOTE:  Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. . Numbers in parentheses refer
to population in the group.
2 Less than 0.5 per 1,000,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is -statistically unreliable.
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)

18

12-15 16-19 20-24, 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime (19,700} (20,000) (32,100) (49, 500) (46,100) (51,000) (38,700)
Crimes of violence 90 109 8L 63 47 35 36
Rape LA i5 6 2 11 12 o]
Robbery 3 26 22 19 19 20 24
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 8 16 7 4 L 7 12
Robbery without injury 19 12 9 9 8 8 6
Attempted robbery without
injury 17 8 6 6 7 L 7
Assault 52 78 57 40 27 13 12
Aggravated assault 20 38 26 19 14 6 5
With injury 11 14 6 A A 12 12
Attempted assault with weapon 10 24 20 15 10 3 1L
Simple assault 32 40 31 21 13 7 7
With injury 8 10 10 5 12 11 12
Attempted assault without
weapon 2l 30 20 16 10 7 L
Crimes of theft 100 123 148 140 100 76 542
Personal larceny with contact 1] 10 13 9 8 13 14
Purse snatching 11 12 6 4 L 8 8
Pocket picking 11 8 7 5 L 5 3
Personal larceny without contact 99 113 135 132 91 63 28

PUBNEQ U] SABAING UOHEBZIUNIOIA BUIWIKD

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 1S. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population ege 12 and over)

White Black Other
Type of crime (144,800) (97,400} (14,700)
Crimes of violence 72 L 25
Rape 3 2 o]
Robbery 28 15 10
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 9 I 1
From serious assault b 2 0
From minor assault 5 2 11
Robbery without injury 11 8 1
Attempted robbery without 8 L 13
Assault 41 27 15
Aggravated assault 17 16 tg
With injury L 6 13
Attempted assault with weapon 12 10 15
Simple assault 25 10 1q
With injury 6 3 13
Attempted assault without weapon 18 g tq
Crimes of theft 116 85 76
Personal larceny with contact 12 7 ig
Purse snatching 7 3 13
Pocket picking 6 4 1g
Personal larceny without contact 104 77 68

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Mumbers in parentheses refer
to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Iess than $3,000~ $7,500~ $10,000~ $15,000-- $25,000 Not
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,,999 or more available

Type of crime (30, 600) (65,900) (27,800} (52,700) (38,700) (14,200) (27,000)
Crimes of violence 8L 63 57 55 L9 51 L7
Rape 6 L i3 11 1z o] 12
Robbery 36 25 16 20 19 18 16

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 13 9 14 5 b 16 1
Robbery without injury 1, 10 6 9 8 16 g
Attempted robbery without injury 9 6 5 6 6 7 1
Assault 42 35 38 34 29 32 29
Aggravated assault 2 17 19 14 13 13 11
With injury 8 7 7 3 3 12 12
Attempted assault with weapon . 16 10 12 11 10 i1 9
Simple assault 18 18 19 20 16 19 17
With injury 6 6 15 IA 13 is 13
Attenpted assault without weapon 12 12 1L 16 14 15 14
Crimes of theft 8l 87 102 112 129 138 83
Personal larceny with contact 15 11 11 8 7 1 13
Purse snatching 9 6 6 3 3, 13 7
Pocket picking 6 6 iz L LI 1y 7
Personal larceny without contact 69 75 91 104 122 131 70

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding., Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
Z less than 0.5 per 1,000.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Never Divorced and

married Married Widowed separated

Type of crime (78,900) (121,200) (23,900) {31,900)
Crimes of violence 91 35 37 87
Rape A 1 i1 1),
Robbery 29 13 23 39

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 8 L 1l 10
From serious assault 4 2 6 6
From minor assault I 2 8 15
Robbery without injury 13 5 7 19
Attempted robbery without injury 8 5 12 10
Assault 57 21 1L Iy
Aggravated assault 26 9 15 25
With injury 9 2 13 8
Attempted assault with weapon 17 7 LA 17
Simple assault 32 11 8 18
With injury 9 2 12 6
Attempted assault without weapon 23 10 6 12
Crimes of theft 130 8L 60 134
Personal larceny with contact 8 8 19 19
Purse snatching 3 L 13 9
Pocket picking 5 3 1% 10
Personal larceny without contact 122 76 L1 115

NOTE: Detail may not add to tobal shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unrelisble.
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Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Robbery Assault Personal Personal.
A1l personal Robbery Robbery All personal larceny larceny
crimes of All rob- with without A1l Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults = assault assault theft contact contact
Male >
12-15 §9,9oo; 114 o] 52 1g I 62 22 L0 121 1 120
16-19 (9,700 123 0 37 11 26 85 10 L5 131 110 121
20-2),  (14,300) 99 0 26 17 20 73 3k 39 155 26 149
25-3L (24,100 77 0 26 33 23 51 27 23 151 7 144,
35-49 (21,600 59 13 26 14 20 33 18 15 116 8 108
5064 (23,600 45 0 26 9 17 19 9 10 78 is 73
65 and over (15,500) L5 o] 33 12 20 i2 16 16 L2 14 35
Female
12-15 (9,800) 65 7 16 1q 18 13 18 2 79 13 77
16-19 (10,400 96 133 15 0 15 Vit 36 35 115 1g 106
20-2, (17,800 72 10 19 2q 12 Ll 20 2 141 19 123
25-3 {25,400 49 7 12 tg 8 30 11 19 130 10 120
35-49- {24,500 36 *1 14 3 11 21 10 11 85 8 77
506l (27,400 25 i3 i 3 7 9 13 6 h 19 54
65 and over (23,200) 30 0 18 11 7 12 15 7 L2 19 24

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persens age 12 and over,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Male Female
White Black White Black
Type of crime (66,900) (#44,,500) (77,800) (52,900)
Crimes of violence 90 53 56 36
Rape 1z 8] 6 4
Robbery 37 23 20 9
With injury 9 6 9 13
Without injury 28 17 11 6
Assault 53 30 31 2L
Aggravated assault 22 21 12 12
Simple assault 32 9 18 12
Crimes of theft 125 99 109 73
Personal larceny with
contact 6 7 18 8
Personal larceny without
contact 119 92 91 65

NOTE: Detzil may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
population in the group.
Z lesg than 0.5 per 1,000.
1Estimate, based-on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 24. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by sex and marital status of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Robbery Assault Personal Personal
A1l personal Robbery  Robbery A1l personal larceny larceny
‘ crimes of A1l rob~  with without A1l Aggravated Simple  crimes of with without
Sex =and marital status “iolence* beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact
Male
Never married (41,900) - 103 - 40 9 31 63 30 36 138 7 131
Married (60,100) 43 t16 3 12 27 13 14 89 5 85
Widowed (%,600) 63 45 224 221 218 215 23 57 212 45
Divorced and separated (11,600) 124 6l 16 L9 60 39 20 165 212 153
Female
Never married (37,000) 77 16 6 10 51 28 27 120 10 11
Married (61,000 27 11 4 7 14 5 9 79 11 68
Widowed (19,300) 31 18 11 36 i3 2 9 60 20 40
Divorced and separated (20,400) 66 25 27 18 34 17 17 116 22 9l

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)

ve

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft

Personal Personal

A1l personal Assault A1l personal larceny larceny

crimes of AL Aggravated Simple crimes of with without

Race and age violencel Robbery assaults assault assault theft contact contact

White
12-15 (6, 600; 163 65 92 29 €3 151 0 151
16~19 (8,500 160 41 114 49 65 175 210 165
20-2  (17¢ 2003 114 27 79 33 46 177 13 164
25-3L (27,300 78 23 51 21 30 164 10 154
35-49 (23,200) 55 26 28 11 16 118 10 108
50~6l, (31,700) 43 23 17 7 10 85 16 69
65 and over (30,200) 42 27 15 6 9 46 16 30
Black

12-15 (12,000 50 17 30 16 14 T4 22 72
16-19 (10,200 73 213 52 31 21 87 230 77
20-24 (12,400 58 19 36 21 16 115 13 102
25-34 (19,300 L8 15 30 19 11 113 27 106
35-49 (19,600 40 14 27 17 10 85 26 78
50-64 (17,000 23 15 2 2 22 61 2q 54
65 and over (7,000) 215 213 22 23 0 27 26 22
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NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses rcfer to population in the group.
1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 of fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft

Personal Personal

A1l personal Assault A1l personal larceny larceny

crimes of A1l Aggravated Simple crimes of with without

Race and income violence® Robbery assaults assault assault theft contact contact

White
Less than $3,000 (15,200) 117 47 59 27 32 104 21 83
$3,000-87, 499 §32,600) 79 34 40 15 25 101 15 86
$7,500-$9,999 (14,900) 66 21 42 21 21 117 14 103
$10,000-314,999  (30,000) 70 25 N 17 27 122 8 114
$15,000-324,999  (24,900) 55 22 34 14 20 140 7 133
$25,000 or more (11,200) 56 22 33 212 21 136 27 129
Not available (16,100} 61 21 37 1 23 95 17 78
Black

Less than $3,000 (13,800) 56 2 28 2, 2y 65 29 56
$3,000-$7,499 530.3003 49 16 30 19 11 72 7 65
$7,500-$9,999 (11,400 49 ®10 37 18 18 85 27 77
$10,000-$14,999 (19 ,400) 36 14 21 11 10 102 e 9L
$15,000~324,999 (10,800) 36 15 20 12 2g 116 2g 108
$25,000 or more (2,200) 246 26 239 19 220 151 0 151
Not available (9,500) 28 29 19 9 210 67 26 61

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers.in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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26 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland

Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)

Race, sex, and age Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
White
Male
12-15 (3,600 205 186
16~19 (4,100 203 163
20-24 (7,900 128 77
25-34 (13,900 96 172
35-49 (11,200 67 131
50-64 (14,500) 53 88
65 and over (11,700) 52 43
Female
12-15 (3,000 115 110
16-19 (4,400 120 187
20-2;, (9,300 102 177
25-34 (13,400 59 155
35-49 (12,000 L 107
50-64 {17,200 33 82
65 and over (18,500) . 35 L8
Black
Male
12-15 55,300 58 a7
16-19 (4,900 65 108
20-2) . (5,300 Th 130
25-34 (8,700 5k 123
35-49 (8,900 55 109
50-6L (8,000 35 68
65 and over (2,900) 128 13,
Female
12-15 (6,200 43 62
16~19 (5,200 80 67
20~2, (7,100 L6 104
25-34 (10, 500; 43 105
3549 (10,700 28 &l
506l (9,000) 112 55
65 and over (4,100) tg 123

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and number of offenders

Four or Not known and

Type of crime One Two Three more not available
Crimes of violence . 58 19 9 10 L
Rape 78 116 12 iz iz
Robbery 42 30 15 11 3

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 36 29 23 ig 1y
From serious assault 26 28 26 11 ig
From minor assault b5 29 20 is 11
Robbery without injury 37 34 14 13 12
ALttempted robbery without injury 54 25 1g 10 13
Assault 66 12 6 11 5
Aggravated assault 65 12 13 11 9
With injury 65 i7 13 18 19
Attempted assault with weapon 65 14 i3 9 9
Simple assault 67 11 8 10 2
With injury 70 111 19 19 0
Attempted assault without weapon 66 12 8 10 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to 1UO percent because cf rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



Survey Data Tables

Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
offender, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers

Crimes of violence 52 78
Rape 75 186
Robbery 41 L6
Assault 59 83

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisically unreliable.

Table 30. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
victim, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

AL Involving Invelving

Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 92 93 90
Rape 9% 9 1
Robbery 95 96 89
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 96 97 192
From serious assault 9l 95 189
From minor assault 98 98 2100
Robbery without injury 93 9% 180
Attempted robbery without
injury 97 98 93
Assault 90 90 91
Aggravated assault 89 89 88
With injury 91 91 90
Attempted assault with
weapon 88 88 87
Simple ‘agsault 91 90 93
With injury 93 91 95
Attempted assault
without weapon 90 90 92

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer ssmple cases, is statistically unreliable.-

Table 31. Personal robbery and assauit: Percent of victimizations in which
victims sustained physical injury, by victim-offender
relationship and type of crime

Relationship Robbery and assault Robbery Asgault
A1l victimizations 29 30 28
Involving strangers 27 30 25

Tnvolving nonstrangers 35 36 35

27




28

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Table 32. Personal robbery and assauit: Percent of victimizations in which
victims sustained physical injury, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault
Sex
Male . 26 25 27
Female 32 39 29
Race
VWhite 28 32 26
Black 30 27 32
Age
12-15 30 23 35
16~19 28 122 30
20-21 30 31 29
25-34 22 20 23
35-49 23 22 25
50-6l, 32 38 22
65 and over Il 49 35
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 34 35 33
$3,000~$7,499 36 35 37
$7,500~$9,999 30 128 31
$10,000~$14,999 22 25 21
$15,000-$2,~999 21 23 20
$25,000 or more 25 131 121
Not available 20 125 118

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care,
and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime

Ttem Crimes of violence Robbery Asrault

Received hospital care
Emergency room only
Overnight or longer

Incurred medical expenses®

W\D ONO

8
6
22
5

Mmoo

3 Includes date on rape, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

3Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical ex~
penses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.
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Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of
victims and type of crime

Characteristic Crimes of violence! Robbery Assault
Sex
Male 9 8 10
Female 7 27 8
Race
White 7 7 6
Black 12 29 15

Victim~offender relationship
Involving strangers NG 7 8
Involving norstrangers 13 212 13

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimgte, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 35. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by amount

Amount? Percent
Less than $50 z8
$50-$249 53
3250 or more 219

1Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medicel ex-
penses were incurred and also kmew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.
2Fstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelizble.



Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence

Inside nonresidential

On street, or in park,
playground, schoolground,

Type of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parking lot Elsewhere
A1l personal crimes 4 5 16 60 15
Crimes of violence iz 12 10 57 9
Rape 112 13 12 63 119
Robbery 9 13 7 67 L
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury g 21 15 61 15
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 8 9 8 70 13
Assaulb 13 12 13 50 11
Aggravated assault 16 13 11 49 11
Simple assault 11 i2 15 52 11
Crimes of theft ¥4 1 19 61 18
Personal larceny with contact 4 9 35 49 13
Personsal lerceny without contact P cos 17 62 20

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
.+ Represents not applicable.
2Estimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 37. Personal crimes of viclence: Percent distribution of incidents,

by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime

Relationship and place Crimes of violence* Robbery Assault
Involving strangers
Inside own home 8 8 7
Near own home 12 12 13
Inside nonresidential building 11 7 15
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 63 70 57
Elsewhere 6 23 2
Involving nonstrangers
Inside own home 28 22 29
Near own home 1 215 11
Inside nonresidential building 9 26 10
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 34 236 35
Elsewhere 18 218 16

NOTE: Detail may not aedd to 100 percent because of rounding.

! Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime
and geographic area of occurrence

Type of crime Inside city of residence Inside other central city Elsewhere
A1l personal crimes 78 8 1L
Crimes of violence! 83 5 12
Robbery 87 6 7
Assault 81 3 15
Crimes of theft 75 9 15
Personal larceny with contact 7 13 10
Personal larceny without contact 75 9 15

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
31Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

Crimes of violence Crimes_of theft
A1l personal A1l crimes All crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny
Reason crimes of violence® Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 33 28 38 23 36 L 36
Not important enough 33 31 27 34 34 24, 35
Police would not want to be bothered 8 8 7 9 7 2g 7
Too inconvenient or time consuming L N 5 3 L 25 L
Private or personal matter 5 12 5 ik 3 23 3
Fear of reprisal 1 2 22 22 2z 21 2z
Reported to someone else 6 L 5 L 6 25 6
A1l other and not given 10 12 12 11 10 9 10

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
}Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tabies 33

Table 40. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

All Involving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
All personal crimes 36 ver cee
Crimes of violence 45 45 by
Rape 54 57 129
Robbery 53 53 50

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 65 66 107
Fror rerious assault 71 73 155
From minor assault 59 61 125
Robbery without injury 60 60 1467
Attrmpted robbery without injury 31 30 40
Assault 40 38 L
Aggravated assault L9 L8 53
With injury ol 63 65
Attempted assanlt with weapon 43 42 L6
Simple assault 3 29 35
With injury L1 39 45
Attempted assault without weapon 27 27 30
Crimes of theft 31 ven aes
Personal larceny with contact L7 48 113
Purse snatching 52 52 133
Pocket picking L2 Iy iz
Personal larceny without contact 29 cee ses

Z less than 0.5 percent.
..+ Represents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.

Table 41. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims

Sex Race
Type of crime Male Female White Black
All personal crimes 33 39 36 35
Crimes of violence 40 52 43 50
Rape iz 55 51 163
Robbery 49 61 52 53
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 58 73 bl 68
From serious assault 65 82 &7 75
From minor assault 19 69 61 159
Robbery without injury 58 67 61 55
Attempted robbery without
injury 26 38 29 132
Assault 34 LT 36 48
Aggravated assault L3 58 L5 56
With injury 63 6l 56 71
Attempted assault with
weapon 34 56 41 47
Simple assault 25 38 30 35
With injury 3i, 52 38 154
Attempted assault
without weapon 22 34 28 29
Crimes of theft 29 33 32 28
Personal larceny with
contact 31 5L 53 36
Purse snabching 0 5 55 14,
Pocket picking 32 53 51 130 |
Personal larceny without
contact 29 29 30 27

Z. Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and age of victim

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-149 50-64 65 and over
All personal crimes 22 37 38 L 19
Crimes of violence® 33 Iy 56 56 53
Robbery 37 51 67 57 60
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 235 52 85 71 78
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 38 50 61 48 W
Assault 29 41 L8 53 38
Aggravated assault 47 Ly 59 63 252
Simple assault 15 38 37 45 227
Crimes of theft 12 33 30 39 45
Personal larceny with contact 25 L L 46 72
Pergonal. larceny without
contact 12 33 29 38 33

1TIncludes data on rape, not shown. separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 43. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims took self-protective measures, by type of crime and
victim-offender relationship

All Involving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 6l 63 67
Rape 91 89 1100
Robbery 55 53 79

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 53 51 173
From serious assault 51 48 173
From minor assault 55 5L, 175
Robbery without injury 36 3L 167
Attempted robbery without injury 86 86 193
Assault 87 69 64,
Aggravated assaults 6l 66 58
With injury 61 65 51,
Attempted assault with weapon 65 67 61
Simple assault 70 71 69
With injury é6 42 75
Attempted assault without wespon 72 73 67

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective measures,
by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime

Robbery Assault
Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape A1l robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
Sex
Male 62 1100 52 55 51 69 68 71
Female 65 89 61 51 67 6l 57 69
Race
White 65 87 58 52 60 68 67 69
Black 63 100 51 51 51 67 60 77
Age
12~19 71 lgg 67 85 62 71 71 71
20-34 69 a8 61 Th 57 70 67 72
35-49 58 1100 58 260 57 57 48 68
50-61, 48 88 42 134 L7 53 0 63
65 and over L8 3 39 122 5l 66 71 62

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
2No rapes were recorded for this age group.

Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims,
by type of measure and type of crime

Crimes of Robbery Assault
Self~protective measure violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury A1l assaults Aggravated Simple
Used or brandighed firearm or knife 3 0 13 11 1 2 13 iz
Used physical force or other weapon 30 28 28 40 23 32 34 31
Tried to get help or frighten offender 19 30 25 30 23 15 15 15
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 114 11 1% 13 17 17 18
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 33 29 33 23 37 33 31 35

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective
measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims

Sex Race
Self-protective measure Both sexes Mele Female White Black
Used or brandished firearm or knife 3 3 2 2 13
Used physical force or other weapon 30 36 21, 28 36
Tried to get help or frighten offender 19 10 29 20 18
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 18 12 15 i
Nonviolent resistance, including svasion 33 33 33 35 29

1Bstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
andfor damage loss, by type of crime

Type of crime Percent
A1l personal crimes Th
Crimes of violence 38
Rape 36
Robbery 70
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 78
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury 18
Assault 17
Aggravated assault 21
Simple assault 13
Crimes of theft A
Personal larceny with contact 85
Purse snatching 70
Pocket picking 100

Pergonal larceny without contact 95




Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss,
by type of crime and value of loss

No monetary Less than Not known and
Type of crime value $10 $10-$49 $50-$24,9 $250 or more not available
A1l personal crimes 3 20 36 28 7 7
Crimes of violence! 7 23 30 23 7 11
Robbery 23 2, 28 27 8 11
Robbery and attempied robbery
with injury 23 14 35 2 211 1
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 23 29 25 29 6 9
Assault 19 2l 33 29 2, 12
Crimes of theft 2 19 37 29 7 6
Personal larceny with contact 23 16 42 26 2L 12
Purse snatching 21 215 46 23 23 212
Pocket picking 21 16 39 28 25 12
Personal larceny without contact 2 20 37 30 8 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Fstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 49. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft andfor damage loss,
by type of crime, race of victims, and value of loss

No monetary Less than Not Jmown and

Type of crime and race value 310 $10-349 $50-$24,9 $250 or more not available
A1l personal crimes? 3 20 36 28 7 7
White 3 22 37 26 7 6
Black 2 15 33 34 8 9
Crimes of violence? 7 23 30 23 7 11
White 7 25 33 19 6 10
Black 24 7 25 31 27 1L
Crimes of theft? 2 19 37 29 7 6
White 2 22 38 27 7 5
Black 22 14 35 35 8 g

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1TIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen
property, including cash, and race of victims

Type of crime and property value All races? White Black

Robbery
No monetary value 23 22 o]
Less than $10 25 28 18
$10~-549 30 36 22
$50-$99 14 10 21
$100-$249 15 9 25
$250 or more 7 7 34
Not available 9 9 28

Personal larceny®
No monetary value 1 1 21
Less than $10 20 23 15
$10-349 38 39 36
$50-899 15 14 19
$100-$249 . 1L 14 16
$250 or more 7 7 8
Not available Ix 3 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately,
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
3Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact.

Table 51. Personal rebbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of
less recovered

g

Personal larceny

All personal
Proportion recovered Rotbery larcenies With contact Without contact
None 75 80 65 81
AL 9 9 8 9
Some 16 11 27 10
Less than half 6 L 15 L
Half or more 5 L 7 3
Proportion unknown 5 3 15 3
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Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resuiting in loss of time
from work, by type of crime

Type of crime ) Percent
All personal crimes ‘ 5
Crimes of violence 8
Rape 115
Robbery 8
With injury 17
Without injury L
Assault 8
Aggravated agsault 12
Simple assault L
Crimes of theft L
Personal larceny with contact 15
Pergonal larceny without conbact L

1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

Time lost All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Less than 1 day 39 18 66
1-5 days Uty 59 26
Over 5 days 16 23 in

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 54. Personai crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
hy type of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 p.m.-  Midnight- Not and not
Type of crime 6 a.me=6 pom. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available
All personal crimes 51 L 28 12 4 L
Crimes of violence 50 50 38 12 11 iz
Rape 29 69 53 116 0 12
Robbery 17 53 12 11 1g 1z
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 55 Ly 35 19 11 13
From sericus assault 18 52 35 115 11 0
From minor assault 61 38 34 1y 0 11
Robbery without injury 45 55 45 10 0 0
Attempted robbery
without injury 40 60 45 14 0 o
Assault 5l L6 35 11 0 1z
Aggravated assault 49 51 36 15 0 1z
With injury 51 L9 38 111 0 0
Attempted assault
with weapon 48 52 36 16 o] iz
Simple assault 58 52 33 0 1z
With injury 56 L, 35 19 Q 0
Attempted assault
without weapon 58 L2 33 g 0 1z
Crimes of theft 52 42 24 12 6 6
Pergonal larceny
with contact 66 3 29 6 0 0
Purse snatching 69 31 27 3 [o] o]
Pocket picking 63 38 30 ig 0 0
Personal larceny
without contact 51 43 23 12 7 7

NOTE:; Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate,based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

Nighttime
Relationship and type Daytime 6 peme— Midnight— Not known and
of crime 6 a.me=6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. not available
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence! 18 52 39 12 2z
Robbery L7 53 42 1 27
Assault 51 48 36 12 %z
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence! 57 43 34 9 27
Robbery 50 50 42 2g 0
Assault 59 41 32 9 2z

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliabls.

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents in which
offenders used weapons, by type of crime
and victim-offender relationship

All Involving Involving
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence L2 42 L2
Rape 29 32 . °7
Robtbery 42 42 41
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 32 29 162
Robbery without injury 51 51 150
Attempted robbery without
injury 40 43 1
Assault? L3 42 Ly

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1E:ﬂ;:i.meﬂ:e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.

Table 57. Persona! crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types
of weapons used by offenders, by type of crime

Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown
Crimes of violence® 35 34 26 5
Robbery 38 35 22 26
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 213 35 46 26
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 45 35 1 34
Aggravated assault 33 34 29 b
With injury 215 35 Ly 26
Attempted assault with weapon L0 33 2L 2y

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
?Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cagses, is statistically umreliable.



Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders,
hy type of crime and victim-offender relationship

Involving strangers

Involving n

onstrangers
Other

Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown Firearn Knife Type unknown

Crimes of violence! 34 35 26 5 37 32 25 26
Robbery 38 35 21 26 229 =35 229 26
Aggravated assault 30 35 32 23 38 32 2, 26

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
*Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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42 . Crimina! Victimization Sitrveys in Oakland

Table 59. Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
by type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime Humber Rate
Burglary 23,200 174
Forcible entry 9,700 73
Unlawful entry withouf force 7,700 58
Attempted foreible entry 5,800 Ly
Household lsrceny 14,500 108
Less than $50 8,000 60
$50 or more 5,000 38
Amount not availsble 300 3
Attempted larceny 1,100 8
Motor vehicle theft 4,800 36
Gompleted theft 3,500 26
Avtempted theft 1,200 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Table 60. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by selected househeld characteristics and type of crime

A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household
White (60 56 56 57 51
Black 236 40 40 39 42
Other (5) I 4 4 A
Age of head of household
12«19 (1) 1 1 2 13
2034 (32 43 43 43 39
35-49 (21 2 22 26 30
50-64 (25 19 20 18 22
65 and over (21) 12 13 12 8
Annual. family income
Less than $3,000 (17) 15 17 14 10
$3,000-37,499 5273 % 26 27 23
$7,500-89,999 (11 12 12 12 10
$10,000-$1k, 999 Ezsg 20 19 20 24
$15,000~%24,999 (12 1l 12 i5 15
$25,000 or more (4) 5 I [ [
Not available (11) g 9 6 12
Temure
Owned or being bought (44) 40 3 42 43
Rented (57) 60 43 58 57
Number of units in gtructure
12 (54) 5k 50 58 &0
2 (8 8 9 9 é
3 (3 3 2 3 I
4 (7 8 8 8 b
-9 8 9 7 6
i0 or more (20) 18 20 15 18
Other than housing units (1) 1 1 11 iz
Number of persons in household
1 (36 26 31 20 20
2-3 éhég 48 L7 50 51
L5 (14 18 16 21 20
6 or more (5) 8 3 10 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. MNumbers in parentheses refer to
percent of households in the group.
Z Legs than 0.5 percent.
1Fstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewsr sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.



Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by iype of crime and age of head of household

{Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 20-34 35-49 50~61, 65 and over
Type of crime (1,400) (42,600) (28,500) (32,700) (28,000)
Burglary 189 236 181 140 111
Forcible entry 195 106 72 58 L0
Unlawful entry without force 57 77 63 L1 L2
Attempted forcible entry 267 54 L4 L1 29
Houszhold larceny 180 146 130 80 59
Less than $50 195 78 70 43 5]
$50 or more igs 5k L7 28 iz
Amount not available [ 13 13 13 12
Attempted larceny 119 12 1C [3 3
Motoy vehicle theft 138 }35 49 32 14
Completed theft 130 30 38 26 11
Attempted theft 139 k78 12 6 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewcr sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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44 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Qakland

Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, hy type of crime
and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black

Type of crime (79,600) (L7, 500)
Burglary 164 194
Foreible entry 59 98
Unlawful entry without force 66 u5
Attempted forcible entry 40 51
Househeld larceny 103 120
Less than $50 62 56
$50 or more 29 54
Amount not available 12 i
Attempted larceny 9 7
Motor vehicle thefd 32 42
Completed theft 2 35
Attempted theft 11 7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown beceuse of rounding. MNumbers in parentheses refer tl;

households in the group.
1pstimate, based on shout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Less than $3,000 $3,000-37, 499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-%14,999 $15,000-$24,999  $25,000 or more Not available
Type of crime (22,400) (36,500) (14,500) (24,600) (15,500) (5,400) (14,100)
Burglary 180 165 195 183 181 165 145
Forcible entry 8l 76 79 73 69 48 51
Unlawful entry without force 56 W7 60 56 76 79 58
Attempted forcible entry 11 42 56 51, 36 38 36
Household larceny 88 109 120 120 135 148 65
Less than $50 49 60 73 69 68 7 35
$50 or more 32 Lo 30 39 51 62 2
Amount not available 12 12 15 12 13 ] 2
Attempted larceny 15 7 11 1C 14 113 15
Motor vehicle theft 21 30 33 16 15 53 1
Completed theft 17 21 25 34 31 43 32
Attenpted theft R 9 1g 13 1 110 *10

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

Table 64. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure, and race of head of househoid

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Owned or being bought Rented

Al racest White Black A1 races’ White Black

Type of crime (57,900) (35,600) (19,400) (75,400) (43,500) (28,100)
Burglary 150 155 146 192 n 228
Forcible entry 61 51 79 82 65 111
Unlawful entry without force 50 62 32 63 69 55
Attempted forcible entry 39 542 35 L8 38 43
Heusehold larceny 105 99 120 111 105 120

Less than $50 59 65 51 60 60 59 .
$50 or more 35 23 60 10 35 L9
Amount not available 3 22 2L 2 21 2,
Attempted larceny 8 9 35 9 9 8
Motor vehicle theft 36 29 51 36 35 36
Completed theft 27 20 41 26 23 31
Attempted theft 9 9 9 10 12 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

3Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two or three Four or five Six or more
Type of crime (47,300) (61,100) {18,700) (6,200)
Burglary 150 179 200 227
Forcible entry 67 72 a2 89
Unlawful entry without force Ll 61 73 &0
Attempted forcible entry 39 L6 46 58
Household larceny 61 117 158 237
Less than $50 37 65 80 116
$50 or more 17 39 63 101
Amount not aveilable 11 3 1 i
Attempted larceny 5 10 10 215
Motor vehicle theft 20 L0 51 67
Completed theft 16 29 36 58
Attempted theft 5 11 16 ig

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable.

Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One* Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more
Type of crime (72,300) (10,700) (3,400} (9,000) (10,000) (26,000)
Burglary 161 189 162 212 215 177
Forcible entry 69 76 49 98 96 65
Unlawful entry without force 53 62 210 50 63 70
Attempted forcible entry 39 51 73 6l 57 L2
Household larceny 116 119 122 134 95 82
Less than $50 66 66 69 65 62 38
$50 or more 39 42 237 52 24 34
Amount not available 2 21 28 25 23 22
Attempted larceny 8 29 2g 212 27 8
Motor vehicle theft 40 28 49 23 30 32
Completed theft 30 22 232 212 25 2L
Attempted theft 10 24 217 211 25 8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in pareniheses refer to households in the group.
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Race and income A1l burglaries Forcible -entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entry

White
Less than $3,000 (12,000) 161 66 63 32
$3,000-37,499 (19,700) 138 55 51 32
$7,500-39,999 (8, 500) 171 58 6L, 18
$10,000-314, 999 éls,loo; 186 67 65 55
$15,000-$24,999 (10,800 191 59 93 39
$25,000 or more. (L4,400) 162 37 81 Ly
Not aveilable (9,100) 151 50, bl 33

Black
Less than $3,000 (9,400) 207 109 L2 55
$3,000-$7,499 (15.2003 203 105 A 54
$7,500-39,999 (5,400 28 120 59 69
$10,000-$14,999 (8,200) 189 90 5 53
$15,000-8$24, 999 54, 100) 157 97 37 123
$25,00Q or more (700 1110 155 134 119
Not available (4,400 133 43 50 10

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

sa|qey ejeq Aoang

A4



48 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Table 68. Household crimes: Percent distribution of household
incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Inside own home 98 20 11
Near own home vee 80 * 32
At vacation home, motel,
or hotel 2 g
Inside nonresidential
building vee ves 3

On street, or in park,

playgrourd, school-

ground, or parking lot 62
Elsewhere cee eee 12

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
... Repregents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 69. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and geographic area of occurrence

Ingide city Inside other
Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere
A1l household crimes 92 3 5
Burglary 93 3 b
Household larceny 92 2 5
Motor vehicle theft 87 [3 7

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

Table 70. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for
not reporting victimizations to the pciice, by type of crime

Reason A1l household crimes  Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Nothing could be done;

lack of proof 36 37 35 35
Not important enough 3L 29 38 34
Police would not want

to be bothered 9 8 9 19
Too inconvenient or

time consuming 3 3 3 2
Private or personal

matter 5 5 1y
Fear of reprisal 1 11 11 o]
Reported to someone else 2 3 2 12
A1l other and not given il 14 8 14

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable.



Survey Data Tables

Table 71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected

reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by race of head of household and type of crime

Race and reason A1l household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
White
Nothing could be donej
lack of proof 34 35 33 37
Not important enough 36 31 41 32
A1l other and not
given 30 34 26 31
Black
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 40 41 39 13y,
Nothing important enough 29 26 a1 13,
A1l other and not
given 31 33 29 132

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 72. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by annual family income

Nothing could be donej; Not important A1l other and
Income lack of proof enough not given
Less than $3,000 33 29 38
$3,000~57,499 39 31 30
$7,500-$9,999 38 35 27
$10,000~$14,999 36 36 27
$15,000~-$24,999 31 38 32
$25,000 or more 32 L5 23
Not availsble 38 32 30

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rscunding.

49



50 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by value of stoien property

Nothing could be done; Not important All other and
Value lack of proof enough not given
No monetary value g 75 118
Less than $10 23 60 17
$10-$49 34 37 28
$50-899 Uy 21 35
$100-8249 45 15 41
$250 or more L 14 51
Not available 37 37 25

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 74. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
to the police, by type of crime and race of head of household

Type of crime A1l races? White Black
All household crimes 49 48 50
Burglary 57 57 57
Forcible entry 7 79 75
Unlawful entry without force 51 51 50
Attempted forcible entry 3z 36 27
Household larceny 27 27 29
Less than 350 14 15 15
$50 or more L8 54 L3
Amount not available 22), a7 239
Attempted larceny 24 22 238
Motor vehicle theft 77 Th 81
Completed theft 92 93 90
Attempted theft 33 35 227

1TIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately,
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble.



Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7,500-39,999 $10,000~$14, 999 $15,000~$24,999  $25,000 or more
A1l household crimes L7 48 546 51 L9 L8
Burglary 5b, 55 56 59 59 53
Forcible entry 70 73 80 81 85 58
Unlawful entry without force L8 L8 51 5L, L8 58
Attempted forcible entry 33 30 29 33 32 138
Household lerceny 23 31 22 30 26 29
Motor vehicle theft A 72 75 78 78 86

1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is steatistically unreliable.

Table 76. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by tyne of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure

A1l raceg? White Black
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented ’ bought Rented
A11 household crives 49 49 L8 49 52 L9
Burglary 60 55 &0 55 61 55
Forcible entry 83 3 88 73 78 i’
Unlawful entry without force 48 52 49 53 48 51
Attempted foreible entry Ay 27 L3 29 31 25
Household larceny 23 30 21 31 28 29
Motor vehicle theft 79 76 Vid 71 82 79

1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
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Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-349 $50-3249 $250 or more
A1l household crimes 10 27 56 85
Burglary 29 43 6l 8L
Household larceny 15 18 L5 61
Motor vehicle theft 2 7 90 93

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2There were no recorded motor vehicle thefts involving losses valued at less than $10.

Table 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime

Type of crime Percent
All household crimes 89
Burglary 85
Forcible entry 96
Unlawful entry without force g8
Attempted forcible entry 6l
Household larceny 95
Motor vehicle theft 89

Table 79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
resulting in theft loss, by value of stoien property, including cash,
and type of crime

All household Household Motor vehicle

Value crimes Burglary larceny theft

No monetary value 1 13 2 0
Less than $10 10 5 19 0
$10-849 2 17 39 12
$50-399 13 12 18 1
$100-8249 15 18 14 7
$250-$999 22 31 4 51
$1,000 or more 11 U 1 36
Not available 3 3 2 12

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabis.



Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head

of household, type of crime, and value of loss

No monetary

Not known and

Race and type of crime value Less than $10 $10-349 $50-32L9 $250 or more not available
All races®
A1l household crimes 6 11 25 25 28 6
Burglary 10 7 19 23 3L 8
Forcible entry 13 3 11 22 51 7
Unlawful entry without
force 22 7 25 33 28 5
Attempted forcible entry 36 17 25 6 22 14
Household larceny 2 18 38 31 6 N
Motor vehicle theft L 23 8 8 72 6
White
A1l household crimes 6 13 29 2 24 5
Burglary 10 8 23 25 28 3
Forcible entry é 4 14 25 45 7
Uiilawful entry without
force 22 8 29 35 21 L
Attempted forcible entry 35 18 30 2 22 10
Houisehold larceny 2 22 41 26 5 L
Motor vehicle theft 2y 24 13 7 68 2y,
Black
A11 household crimes 7 8 19 25 33 8
Burglary 10 5 13 19 L2 10
Forcible entry 3 23 9 20 57 8
Unlawful entry without
force ’ 22 23 18 30 41 27
Attempted forcible entry 38 15 19 27 22 20
Household larceny 3 13 33 40 6 5
Motor vehicle theft 2 22 21 8 77 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

*Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Tablo 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
resuiting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered
and type of crime

All household Household Motor vehicle
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft
None 73 76 85 14
A1) 1L 7 7 68
Some 13 16 8 18
Less than half b 5 3 5
Half or more 6 8 2 11
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 2

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about I0 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by type of crime

Type of crime Percent
A1 household crimes 8
Burglary 8
Forc¢ible entry 13
Unlawful entry without force 6
Attempted forcible entry 3
Household larceny L
Less than $50 3
$50 or more 6
Amount not available i9
Attempted larceny 13
Motor vehicle theft 17
Completed theft 20
Attempted theft ig

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

¥ A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft
less than 1 day Lk Wy 1 10
1-5 days 49 50 41 5l
Over 5 days 6 :5 g 14
Amount unknown and
Not available 11 1 12 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent. because of mounding.
‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,



Survey Data Tables

Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime

Daytime 6 Pame= Midnight- Not Not known and

Type of crime 6 a.m.=6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not available
All household crimes 38 50 23 18 9 12
Burglary L I, 25 13 7 12
Forcible entry 46 46 31 11 5 8

Unlawful entry without

force L6 40 17 16 7 14
Attempted forcible entry 40 46 21, 11 11 14
Household larceny 34 51 18 20 12 16
Lesgs than $50 32 L9 16 17 15 19
$50 or more 39 50 21 22 8 11
Amount not available 130 55 19 133 112 115
Attempted larceny 21 68 28 123 113 111
Motor vehicle theft 23 75 28 37 10 13
Completed theft 23 76 26 40 9 iz
Attempted theft 24 72 33 28 113 1,

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Tabie 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 establishments)

Burglary Robbery
Chracteristic Number Rate Number Rate
A1l establishments (21,100) 13,400 637 2,900 137
¥ind of establishment
Retail (5,800) 4,300 737 1,400 236
Food group (700) 500 643 200 309
Eating and drinking
places (2,000) 1,400 704 100 183
Apparel group (500) 300 592 iz 7y,
Lumber, building, hardware,
farm equipment group (200) 200 1,000 0 0
Gagoline stations §5oo) 600 1,400 200 14,08
Liquor stores (400 300 781 Xo o] 911
Other retail (1,600) 1,100 646 200 125
Wholesale (1,600) 1,500 956 1100 154
Service (8,800) 5,100 574 800 90
Real estate (800) 200 196 1z 1L
Manufacturing (1,600) 900 537 200 118
Transportation (1,100) 800 703 200 41
Other (1,400) 800 575 300 187
Grogs anmual receipts
Less than $10,000 (4,900) 2,700 553 300 57
$10,000~$24,999 Es,ooog 1,700 553 200 69
$25,000-$49,999 (2,100 900 430 200 7
$50,000-899,999  (2,400) 1,700 702 600 249
$100,000-$499, 999 Ea,9m) 3,000 765 800 209
$500,000-3999,999  (800) 500 593 200 22l
$1,000,000 or more (2,100) 2,000 958 600 282
No sales (1,200) 700 549 0 0
Amount not available (600) 300 470 iz 158
Average number of paid employees
1-3 (7,300 3,600 492 900 125
47 (3,300 2,200 668 600 187
8-19  (2,500) 1,900 789 300 105
20 or ‘more (2,400) 2,500 1,021 800 320
None (5,500) 3,200 578 300 59

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
establishments in the group.
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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56 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by selected characteristics of commercial establishments

Characteristic Percent of establishments Percent of crimes
Kind of establishment
Retail 28 35
Wholesals 7 10
Service 42 36
Real estats 4 1
Manufacturing 8 6
Trangportation 5 6
Other 6 6
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 23 18
$10,000-824, 999 1 12
$25,000~849,999 10 [
$50,000-$99,999 11 14
$100, 0003499, 999 19 24
$500,000-$999, 999 L 4
$1,000,000 or more 10 16
No sales 6 L
Amount not available 3 2
Average number of paid employees
1-3 35 28
4W=7 16 17
8-19 12 13
20 or more 11 20
None 26 22
Not available 21 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, Laged on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were
victimized, by kind of establishment

Kind of establishment Percent
All establishments 34
Retail 41
Wholesale 39
Service 31
Manufacturing 27
Transportation 33
Other 2

Table 88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of compieted
and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment
and type of crime

Burglary Robbery
Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed Attempted
A1l establishments 70 30 70 30
Retail 66 3l s 26
Wholesale 76 2L 40 260
Service 68 32 61 39
Other 79 21 76 2l

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer satple cases, is statistically unreliable.



Survey Data Tables

Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
of establishment and number of offenders

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more Not available
All establishments 45 26 17 12
Retail 54 28 16 iz
Service 45 26 115 113
Other 29 24 21 26

1Estimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 90. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
establishments, by kind of establishment and number of victimizations incurred

Kind of establishment ' One Two Three or more
A1l establishments 73 14 13
Retail 71 16 13
Wholesale 81 16 114
Service 73 16 11
Other 71l 12 17

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sarple cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and place of occurrence

Kind of establishment On premises On delivery and elsewhere
All establishments 95 1

Retail 23 7

Manufacturing 100 0

Service 100 0

Transportation 100 0

Other 91 19

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 92. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations to the police

Reason Percent

Nothing could be done;

lack of proof 36
Not important enough 30
Police would not want to

be bothered L
Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not want to become involved 10
Fear of reprisal 0
Reported to someone else 8

A1l other and not given 12
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58 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

Tabie 93. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the
police, by kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary Robbery
All establishments 78 vud 83
Retail 81 80 814
Whnlesale 86 86 180
Service 71 70 78
Manufacturing 75 78 ol
Transportation. 89 a7 100
Other 86 82 100

1Estimsate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 94. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with
one or more security measures

Kind of establishment Percent
A1l establishments 77
Retail 79
Wholesale 83
Service 70
Real estate 78
Manufacturing 82
Transportation 89
Other 8l

Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected types
of security measures, by kind of establishment

All estab-

Type of security measure lishments Retail Wholesale Service Other
Building alarm 1L 21 15 10 13
Central alarm-poiice
or security service 20 27 36 10 25

Reinforcing device 19 27 32 13 18
Guard or watchman 11 11 1 9 17
Watchdog 5 5 8 5 I3
Firearm I 8 0 2 b
Camera 2 3 o] r1 3
Mirror 2 6 o} 11 0
Other 14 12 18 11 18

1Estimate, based on asbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



Survey Data Tables

Table 96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery
All establishments 89 75 '
Retail 93 76
Wholesale 90 140
Service 8L 67
Other 94 86

1Bstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss

Kind of establishment Less than $10 $10-350 $51~$250 $251 or more Not available
All establishments 10 20 28 37 5
Retail 11 20 33 32 4L
Wholesale 12 15 30 50 12
Service 12 25 30 30 13
Other 11 13 18 L8 10

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting
in damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment

Kind of establishment Percent
All establishments 75
Retail 85
Wholesale 78
Service 67
Manufacturing 70
Transportation 78
Other Vs
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Table 99. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by number of employees losing time from work

Number of employees

who lost time Percent
None 90
One employee 6
Two employees 2
Three or more employees 2

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble.

Table 100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by number
of man-days lost from work

Number of man-days lost Percent
Nene 90
Less than 1 day A
1-5 days 5
6 or more days ig

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. '
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



Survey Data Tables

Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, vy wype
of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 peme=-  Midnight- Not and not
Type of crime 6 a.m.~6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available
Burglary and robbery 13 81 15 30 36 6
Purglary 8 85 10 3 42 7
Robbery 39 60 38 1 9 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders
used weapons, by kind of establishment

Kind of establishment Percent
All astablishments 73
Retail 80
Service 59
Qther T4

Table 103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of weapon used by offenders

Type of weapon A1l robberies Completed robberies Attempted robberies
Firearm 91 96 65
Knife 6 1 28

Other or unknown type 3 3 7
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APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, a basic screen ques-
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re-
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information
on the relevant crimes committed against the house-
holé as a whole and against any of its members age
12 and over. Form NCS-3 was designed to screen
for all instances of victimization before details of
any specific incident were collected. The screening
form also was used for obtaining information on
the characteristics of each household and of its
members. Household screening questions were
asked only once for each household, whereas indi-
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem-
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable
adult member of the household served as a proxy
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated

persons, and individuals absent during the interview-
ing period.

Once the screening process was completed, the
interviewer obtained details of each revealed inci-
dent, if any. Form NCS-4 included questions con-
cerning the extent of economic loss or injury,
characteristics of offenders, whether or not the
police were notified, and other pertinent details.

In the commercial survey, basically comparable
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101
contained separate sections for screening and gather-
ing information on the characteristics of business
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on
the relevant crimes, on the other.
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Survey Instruments

M. B. No, 41-R2661: Approval Expirés june 30, 1974

roam NC3-3 and NCS4
{8:33.73)

.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

FORM NCS-3 -~ BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE
FORM NCS-4 ~ CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

HOTICE ~ Your report to the Crnsus Bureau is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S,
Caode). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for
statlstical purposes.

Control ni

umber

PSU

Segment

1. interviewer identification
Code ! Name

6. Tenure {cc 7)

1 [[] Owned or being hought
2 [] Rented for cash
3 [7] No cash rent

2. Record of interview
Line number of household
respondent

Date completed

3. Reason for noninterview (cc 26d)
TYPE A
P> Reason
1 [[] No one home
2 {7] Temporarily absent — Return date
3 [} Refused
4[] Other Occ, — Specify,

P> Race of head
v [ White
2"} Negre
3 {] Other

TYPE B

1 7] Vacant — Regular

2 [[] Vacant — Storage of HH furniture

3 [] Temporarily occupied by persons with URE
a{] Unfit or to be demolished

s [[] Under construction, not ready

& [[] Converted to temporary business or storage
7 {] Unoccupied tent site or trailer site

8 [_1 Permit granted, construction not started

s [] Other — Specify7

7. Type of living quarters (cc 1)

Housing Unit
1 [T} House, apa

rement, flat

2 [ HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc.

3[JHU — Perm
4 [J HU in room
s [] Mobile hom
& ] HU not spe

anent in transient hotel, motel, etc,
ing house

e or ailer

cified above — Describe

7

OTHER Unit

7 [] Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house

8 ((J Unit not pej

rmanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.

9 [] Vacant tent site or trailer site
10 [[] Not specified above ~ Describe 5

8. Number of housing units in structure (cc 23)

11
z2[7j2
33
a4

s[]5-9

6 ] 10 or more

7 [J Mobile home or trailer
8 {_} Only OTHER units

TYPE C
1 [3 Unused line of listing sheet
2 [ Demofished

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:
9. (Other than the . . . business) does anyone in this household

operate o busines

1[JNo

2 [} Yes ~ What kind of business is that?

s from this oddress?

7

10. Family income (cc 24)

3 ] House or trailer moved
4[] Outside segment
5[7] Converted to permanent business or storage

1 {73 Under $1,000

2[]$1,000 to [,999
3[7] 2,000 to 2,999
3,000 to 3,999
4,000 to 4,999
5,000 to 5,999

8 []$7,500 to 9,999
9 []10,000 to 11,999
10 [7] 12,000 to 14,999
11 {7 15,000 to 19,999
12 7] 20,000 to 24,999
13 [} 25,000 and over

6,000 to 7,499

11. Household members 12 years

of age and OYER

7

Total rumber

12. Household members UNDER

12 years of age 7

o "] None

Total number

1 [J Same househo!d as last enumeration

&[] Merged
7 [ Condemned
8 {77 Built after April I, 1970
9 [] Other — Specify7
TYPE Z
Intérview not obtained for
Line number
4. Household status

ation

13. Crime Incident Re|

ports filled 7

Total b

o "] None

2 [J Replacement household since last
3 [T] Previous noninterview or not In sample before

CENSUS USE ONLY

®

5. Special place type code (cc 6¢)

&

65



g6

Criminal Vietimization Surveys in Oakland

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS t’

14, 17. 18. 19. 20a. 20b. |21 22, 23.What i3 the highest grade 24,
NAME {of household RELATIONSHIP | AGE  WARITAL |RACE | ORIGIN {SEX  |ARMED | (orvaan) of regular schoal | Did yau
Tespondent) TO HOUSEHOLD man- STATUS [{cc15) | (cc 16) [(ce17) |FomcEs |  YOU have averatien f,‘,’j‘;’y:l'n
KEYER ~ BEGIN HEAD DAY licc 14) MEMBER (T'\SK '°;b§!§gr5=5}2524 yiso | tec 20)
NEW RECORD {ecob) (cc 13) {cc 18) ranscribe 1o yrs.){cc19}
Last
1 [ Per 1 ] Head 1Om Ow. $CJM | v[JYes| oo[T]Never attended 13 Yes
2 jTel or kindergarten
2{)Witeofhead f______ la[JWd. |2 JNeg.! | 2[JF {2[_]Neo 2 [ No
First 30Ny 3] Own child 3o, {a[Jot Elem. (01~08)
1555’;’ 4[] Other relative 4[] sep. e HeS. (08-12)
5[] Non«elative s[CINM College (21—26+)}

Look at item 4 on ccver page, |s this the same
household as |ast enumeration? (Box { marked)
[ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B I No

CHECK
ITEM A

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
11 Yes No — When did you last work?
2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a

250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970?
1 [ Yes — SKIP to Check item B 2T No

3 {7] 5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked }SK’P to29

27. s there uny reason why you could nottcke o job LAST WEEK?

bs Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.S. pos'session, etc.

State, etc. County

1 I No Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
3 {7 Temporary illness
4[] Going to school

c. Did you live Inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?

1[OJNeo 2 ] Yes — Name of city, town, viliage, etc,
[ TTT]

1 28a. For whom did you (last) work? {Name of company,

s [] Other — Speci!y;,

business, organization or other employer)

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19702

1] Yes 2[]No

x [] Never worked — SKIP to 29

CHECK |s this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B [T Ne — SKIP to 29 ] Yes

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

260. What wore you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working,
keaping house, going to school) or something else?
1 [] Working — SKIP to 280 & [T] Unatle t work—SKIP to
2 ] With a job but not at work 7 [ Retired
3] Looking for work 8 7] Other — Speclfy;,
4[] Keeping house

[ ]
260 c. Were you =

1 (2] An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2 A (I‘-OVE;!NMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)

s (] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

3 T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professionol

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o[ JNo Yes — How many hours? - SKIP to 28a

proctice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

¢. Did you have a job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?
t[JNe 2(7]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3 [} Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@d» T 11

e. What weve your mast important actlvities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

Notes

FORM NCS.3 (8-22-73}

Page 2



Survey instruments |,

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS S

Now i'd like to-osk some questions about
ctimo. They refer only to the lost 12 months ~ |

1

!
hetween 1, 197___ond L 197t
During the lost 12 months, did anyone break
inte ot somehow illegally get into your
(apartment/home), gatage, oranother building
on your property?

Yes — How man;
- times? '

COre

32. Did anyone take something belonging

1 [T] ves - How many
to you or to any member of this household, ! times?
from a place where you or they wete
temporasily staying, such as a friend's or
relative’s home, a hotel or motel, or
a vocation home?

30. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned)
Did you find & door {immied, a Jock forced,
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED

break in?

[T Yes — How many
times?
O

Neo

33. What was the total number of motor
vehicles (cars, trucks, etc.) owned by

you or any other membar of this household

during the last 12 months?

I

I

|

1

T

1

1

t

10 None -
| SKIF to 36
]

H

!

|

1

3
14 4 or more

tawn furniture? (other thon any incidents
already mentioned)

31, Was anything at oll stolen that is kept Clves ""}"" many
outside your home, or happened to be laft mes?
out, w:{ as o bicycle, a gorden hose, or e

[}
I
[}
1
1
i
I
H
1
1
i
i
1
|
I
3 ——
i
I
[}
T
1
1
]
]
i
I
[}
I
1
1
1

34. Did onyone steal, TRY to steal, or use

H {] Yes—Haw many
times?

{it/ony of them) without permission?

o

35, Did anyone steal or TRY to steal part
of (it/any of them), such as a beitery,
hubcaps, tope-deck, eic.?

] Yes - How many
times?
Ote

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS - | “Tafe:

from you by using force, such as by o
stickup, mugging or threat?

1JNo

months to report something that happened
to you which you thought was a crime?
(Do not count any calls made to the
police concerning the incldents you

have just told me about.)

The following questions refer only to things :Dy" ~ How many] 46. Did you find any evidence that someone [ Yes~How many
shat hoppenad to you during the last12 mon’hl-lg times? ATTEMPTED to steal something that times?
betwean____1,197__and 97 __2CIe Shvonged to Yout othor than eny Incldents o
Did you hava your (pocket picked/purse b
snatched)? ¥
37, Did enyone toke something (else) directly $ 3 Yes —How many 47. Did you call the police during the lost 12
times?

36. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force [Jes — How many [TINo - SKiPto 48
of threatening 16 harm you? (other than times?
any incidents olready mentioned) [IHo [21 Yes ~ What hoppened?
1
39. Did onyone beat you up, attack you or hit ] ves — How many L_l__l
ou with something, such as a rock or bottle? times?
(olhn than any incidents already mentioned) [Jne I I I

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with
some other weapon by anyone at all? (other
than ony incidents already mentioned)

tines?

[T ves — How many
[

No

Look at 47. Was HH member

12 + attacked or threatened, or
was something stofen or an
attempt made to steal something
that belonged to him?

CHECK
ITEMC

Yes = How man
- times? Y

N

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or [T ves - How many
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some imes?
other wecpan, NOT including telephone CTRe
threots? (other than any incidents slready L
mentioned)

42. Did onyone TRY to attack you in some [Jves - How many
other way? (other than any incidents already times?
mentioned)

[N

43. During the lust 12 months, did anyone steal

or truck, such as packoges or clothing?

things that belonged 10 you from inside any cor

timas?

{Tjves — How many
(]

No

48. Did anything hoppen to you during the last
2 months which you thought was a crime,
but did NOT report to the police? (other
than any incidents already mentioned)

T No — SKIP to Check Item E
[T] Yes — Wkat hoppaned?

@[]
L]
L]

and fill item 13 on cover,

44. Wos anything stolen fram you while you "] Yes - How many Look at 48, Was HH member 1] Yes —How many
were away from homs, for instonce ot work, in tmes? 12 + attacked or threaten=sd, or times?
o theater or restavrant, or while traveling? CHECK was something stolen or an
Ne ITEM D attempt made to steal something [ne
that belonged to him?
45. (Other than any incidents you've already [1Yes ~ How many Do any of the screen questjons contain any entries
mentioned) was anything (else) at all times? for **How many times?'’
stolen from you during ffw fast 12 months? CHECK [} No — Interview next HH member,
Cine ITEM E End interview if last respondent,

7] Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM NCS-2 {8-23-73)

Page 3
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Gakland

7] Yes — SKIP 1o Check ltem B CiNo

250. Di# you live in this house on April 1, 19707
v[1Yes —~ SKIP to Check Item B 2{3No

TR T T T e e o] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS T e ey
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19, 20a, 120k, |21, 22, 23.¥ihat s the highest grade 24,
NAME TYPE [LIME | RELATIONSHIP | AGE  IMARITAL|RACE  |ORIGIN |SEX  |ARMED {or yaan of reqular school y DId you
OF  [nuwer | ToHousenoLp | LAST. ISTATUS l(c15) |(cc6) f(cc17) |FORCES.| ~You have ever attendy atyesrt
KEYER — BEGIN | INTER- |{cc8) HEAD DAY | |lec 14) ! MEMBER |  (ASK for parsons 12-24 yis, | ("0
NEW RECORD | view (ccgb) {cc 13) ! {ce 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.}{ce19)
V% T
bost @ @ 5
V[ Per t [T] Head oM pOw 10IM [ 1T ves| o0 {7) Nevor attended 1] Yes
2{ ] Tel 2{TiWie ot head | o [2Wa. [2[JNeg.! ——_ [ 2[JF |2{TIn0 or kindergarten 2"} Ne
First 3Ny 3071 Own chitd s{Jo. (a0t ¢ -—Elem, (01-08)
,6”5’1' 4"} Other relative 4[]Sep. H ——H.5. (03-12)
- s (] Noneelative s[NM ! College (21-261)
Look at item 4 on cover page, Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
::THEEMci household as last enumeration? (Box | morked) i Yes No ~ When did you last work?
2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a

315 or more years ago

4 7] Never worked }SKIP to 36

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.5, possession, etc.)

State, etc. County

¢, Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.?
1[I Ne 2 {7} Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.;,

27. s there any reason why you could nottake o job LAST WEEK?
1 [T Neo Yes — 2 ["] Already has a job
3 (] Temporary illness
4 [J Going to schaol
5[] Other — Spec!fy7

d. Were you in the Armed Farces on April 1, 1970?
1] Yes 21 No

28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of company,
business, organization or other employer)

X [] Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B 1 No = SKiP t0 36 ] Yes

26a0. What were you doing moss of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
eeping house, going to school) or something else?

1 [T Working — SKIP to 28a

2 ] With a job but not at work 7 [} Retired

3] Looking for work 8 ] Other — Specify7

4[] Keeping house

s Geing to scheol

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

&6 {1 Unable to work —SKIP to26d

b. Did you do any work at ofl LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If form or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o JNo Yes — How many hours? — SKIP to 28a

@

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept,, farm)

e 111

c. Were you —

t ([T} An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individuol for wages, salary or commissions?

2 [T A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?

a [} Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

du What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

c. Did you have a job or business from which you were
tempoiarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1[CJNo 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

@ [T 11

e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

3[7]Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

S ] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS |

36. The loliowing questions refer only to things that ;DYH ~ How many
happened to you during the last 12 months ~ : times?
betwaen___1, 197__ond____, 197__, Did !CIN°
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? 1

46, Did you find any evidence that someone :E]Yes = How max;.y
ATTEMPTED to steal something thot I times?
belorged fo you? (other than any 103N

incidents already mentionad) '

47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months te report
something that hoppened o you which you thought was @
crime? (Do not count any calls made 10 the police

concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)

[CJNo — SKIP to 48

] Yes -- What happened?

37. Did anyone take something {else) directly 1 7] Yes — How many
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, | times?
mugging or threat? ! COhe

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force \ [] Yes ~ How many
or threatening to harm you? (other than uny ! times?
incidents already mentioned) 1O No

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you 177 Yes — How many
with something, such as o rock or bottle? :D times?
(other than any incidents ali2ady mentiened) 1 TN

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with P[7] Yes — How many
some other weapon by anyone ot all? (other ! times?

than ony incidents already mentioned) fDN

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt-made to  {[TJNo

L.ock at 47 — Was HH member 12 + !
CHECK * awacked or threatened, or was some-|i— "=  fiow any
steal something thatbelonged to him?{

47. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or * {3 Yes ~ How many

48. Did anything hoppen to you during the lost 12 months which

THREATEM you with a knife, gun, or some times? O you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
other weapon, NOT includingluloéhono threats? i [ne 955, {other than any lncidem; already mentioned)
(other thon any incidents already mentioned) ! (3 No - SKIP to Check ltem E
42, Did enyone TRY to attack you in some 1[7] Yes - How-many {1 Yes — What happened?
other way? (other than any incidents : times?
already mentioned) }D No -
43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal T3 Yes — How many | CHECK la_lt:::ki;?r :hx?‘cl-rl‘:idmg:nsgs |52°:1e_:[:] Yes -nm&uny
things that belonged to you from ins'ide any car ’DNO times? ITEM D thing stolen or an atle;npt made to o
or truck, such as packages or clothing? ; steal something that belonged to him?i
“ :I::ya?:?:igzr::l;o: g:’s':nx:: :1":::1 :";nw:" {DYH- g:::';my Do any of the screen ﬁqestions contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? :CINO CHECK g NHow'manY,"mﬁs- " ber. End }
T g T __ o — [nterview next member, End interview
° fnoe'.t"’.;.:'.':;'v?:z .?:fy'&?:;'(:f:e;::!:ﬁu:}’ﬁl.n :Ejyes :'u'}"l;?’"’ ITEM £ if last re‘sﬂonde.nt, and fill item !3 on cover,
from you during the last 12 months? 110 {3 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM MTS.Y (8.23.73)

Page 4




Survey Instruments

T T T | PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS | - . - . . o . - L
4. 15 |6 17, 18, 9. 20e. . j20b. |21, [22,  [23.What Is the highast grade |24,
NAME TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE  |MARITAL [RACE | ORIGIN |SEX ARMED (or yaar) of regular ﬂoel pid you
crver—eanr] OF ¢ |\UMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD LT [sTaTus fec15) i(ec16) [(ec17) | FORCES ::‘s":':" - ':!;"2 '2: . TP e

— . or persons 12-24 yrs,
NEW REGORD | wiew | o) oA [ m : :25“1:)“ Kranscribe for 25+yrs.) (e 19)] (€€ 20)

Last |

= !
1 {23 Per 3 [ Head tm {Ow ) 1[TIM |11 Yes| oo O] Never attended 1 [} Yes
2[7]Tel 2T]Wite ot head | | 2(C3Wd. | 2] Neg.! 2{7F |20Ne or kindergarten 2[JNo

Flrst s[nig 3] Own child 3o, |s{Jot Elem. (01-08}

1655’1’ 4 {7 Other retative «1sep. H —_H.S. {03-12)
s "} Non-relative s[TINM : College (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
ICTHEEMcx household as last enumeration? {Box | marked) 1] Yes No — When did you lost work?
{7 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B [TINo 2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
5 &
25a. Did you ”Ve;;l;:is house on April 1, 19707 :% N:\:eT::or:::rs ago} SKIP 1o 36
1 ves - to Check Item B 2[CNo 27, Is there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?

b, Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.S. possession, etc,

State, etc. County

1 [T No Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
3 ] Temporary illness

4[] Going to school

¢« Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, villoge, etc.?
@ 1[I Ne 2{7] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.y

[T T1

s [] Other — Specl{y;,

28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970?

1{7] Yes 2 No

X [T] Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B ] No — SKIP ta 36 ] Yes

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State.Labor Dept., farm)

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
1 T3 Working —~ SKIP to 28a
2 ] With a job but not at work 7 ] Retired
3 {7 Looking for work 8 [~} Other - Specify
4 {1 Keeping house 7
s {7} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

& [T] Unable 1o work - SKIP to 254

[

c. Ware you —
+ (1 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
indlvidunr for wages, salary or commissions?
23 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)?

3 [J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professioral

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? {Note: If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)
e[JNo Yes — How many hours?. ~ SKIP to 280

practice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or form?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

c. Did you have o job or business trom which you were
temporarily absent or on loyoff LAST WEEK?

t[JNo 2{7]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 284

@ 11

e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

37} Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27
: | INDIVIDUAL SCRE

EN QUESTIONS , ) o RN

&

38, The following questions sefer only to thing; that 1Dye;_ How many
hoppened to you during the last 12 months ~ ! times?
between____1, 197__ond____, 197__, Did 3N
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? ‘

46. Did you find any evidence that snmeon;! |‘d Yea; No; mm;
ATTEMPTED to steal something that ! times?
belonged to you? (other than any 1Mo

incidents already mentioned) !

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly 173 Yes — How many
from you by using force, such os by a stickup, timas?
mugging or threat? ! CIne

47. Did you call the police during the lost 12 months to report

crime? (Do not count ony calls made to the police
concarning the incidents you have just told me about.)

38, Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force

A 1 7] Yes ~ How many
oy threatening to harm you? (other than any i times?

something thot happened to you which you thought was o

I No — SKIP to 48
] Yes — What happened?

incidents already mentioned) 1 CiNe

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you | Yes ~ How man;
with something, such n; o rock or bottle? {D times? Y
(other thon any incidents already mentioned) 1T

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with 1{T}Yes — How many
some other weapon by anyone at all? (other ! timas?
than any incidents already mentioned) !E]N"

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to | ["No

L ook at 47 — Was HH member 12 + !
CHECK ’ attacked or threatened, or was some« | Y5 n;’:,’;""’
steal something thatbelonged to him?:

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some N
other weapon, NOT including telephone threots? i Ene
(other thon any incidents already mentioned) H

1{7] Yes — How many
! o times?

48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
ou thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
= (o'her thon any incidents already mentioned)
[ No — SKiP to Check ltem E

42, Did onyone TRY to attock you in some

1{7] Yes — How many
other way? (other than any incidents 4 times?

3 Yes ~ What happened?

already mentioned) ':D No : -

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steol 1 {0 Yes — Howmany | CHECK ula-l(::lékae:d?r:hxaaste?:'d:":;na: Iszo;w.-:DYes -:}:‘\:‘l;uny
things that belonged to you from inside any car 'DNO tines? ITEM D thing Stolen or an attempt made to e
or truck, such as packages or clothing? : steal something that belonged to him?t

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were 1 Yes — How many
oway ;,{,m home, for instonce at worz, ina }D times? Do any of the screen ;Jltfesnons contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? :DNO CHECK for "'How man)’"'"‘”‘»

45, (Other thon ony incidents you've already TTYes — Howmany | ITEM E {1 No — Interview next HH member. -End interview
mentioned) Wos anything (else) at all stolen :r‘__ times? if '_‘75: ’CSPcndefm and fill item 13 on cover.
from you during the last 12 months? ;L.JN" 3 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM NC3-3 {8.23-73} Pa‘e 5
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

2{_1Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a

e T S U | PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS [, "~ 7 e
14. 15, 16. 17. 18, |19, 200, (20b. |21, 22, 23.What 1s the highest grade | 24,
NAME TYPE {LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE  [MARITAL{RACE ! ORIGIN [SEX  |ARMED {or yaan) of ragular school | DId you

OF  |NuMBER | TOHOUSEHOLD | LAST. 1sTATUS licc1s) 1 (cc1s) [(ce17) |Fomces |  YoU have over attanded? PR
KEYER — BEGIN | {NTER- |{cc8) HEAD DAY | jice 14} | MEMBER {ASK for parsons 12--24 yrs. {cw 20)
NEW RECORD VIEW (ceSb) (cc 13) ; (ce 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.){cc19)| ™
T
Last @ ! o)
1 [Z1Per 1 [} Head M fewe ] 1M [ 13 Yes| oo [] Never attended 3 [ Ves
2007el | HeTiwiteotnead | |2{TIwd. |2[ONeg! 1 2[1F |2[TIRo or kindergarten 2 [Ny
First Ny 3{710wn child o, [sJon Elem. (01-08)
’IGFgl’ 4[] Other relative +{T}5ep. H — _H.S. (09-12)
. s {7 Non-relative s[TINM ! College (21-264)
Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d. Have you been locking for work furing the past 4 weeks?
::THEEMCf * household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) [ Yes No — When did you last work?

{73 Yes — SKIP to Check [tem B [T No

250, Did you live in this house on Apri! 1, 19707
1+ "] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 2" Ne

3 [7] 5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked SKIP to 36

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.5, possessien, etc.)

State, etc. County

27. s there any reason why you could nottake a job LAST WEEK?
1{71Ne Yes — 2 [7] Already has a jab
3 [} Temporary iliness
4[] Going to schoal

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?

1 {TINo 2 ("] Yes — Name of city, town, village, ety

s [ Other — Specl{y7

2Ba. For whom did you (lest} work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

@ [T 1T 1 T

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

x [T} Never worked - SKIP to 36

t 7] Yes 2{1No
CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B I No — SKIP 10 36 O Yes

b. What kind of business or industry is this? {For example: TV
and rodio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept., farm)

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
048 1 {2 Warking — SKIP to 28a
2 ] With a job but not at work 7 {_] Retired
3 [ Looking for work 8 {_] Other — Specify
4 [ Keeping house 7

& [} Unable to work = SKIP to26d

@ [T 171

c. Were you —
11 An cmplnru of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2 [T] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

s 7] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

3 [[J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

b

b

Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o[ JNo Yes — How many hours? ~ SKIP to 28a

proctice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

Did you have a job or business from which you were

temporarily obsent or on loyoff LAST WEEK?

1 {7INo 2{7] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3{_1Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

<

e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

~ 7" ] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | ,

36. The foliowing questions refer only to things that E[:JVQS ~ How many
timas?

hoppened to you during the last 12 months -

between, 1, 197____ond ,197___. Did
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

i{JNe
I
'

Yes - How man
d times? v

46. Did you find ony evidence that someone |
ATTEMPTED to steal something that 1
belonged to you? (other than any I
incidents already mentioned) !

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly
from you by using force, such as by a stickup,
mugging or threot?

;DNu

.
1177 Yes — How many
times?

47, Did you call the police during the lust 12 months to report
something that happened to you which you thought was a
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police
concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threotening to harm you? (other than any
incidents already mentioned)

+ CINo

: 7] Yes — How many
i times?

[TINo — SKIP to 48
[T} Yes — What hoppened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, ottack you or hit you
with something, such as o rack or bottle?
(other than any incidents already mentioned)

;DNn

i Yes — How many
= times?

40, Were you knifed, shot ot, or attacked with
some other weapon by anyone ot all? (other
than any incidents already mentioned)

il

i Yes - How many
18 times?

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to.  |{T}No

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + !
CHECK ’ attacked or threatened, or was some- - Y& ~ Hiow many
steal something thatbelongedto hlm'!:

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or

3 {71 Yes — How many

48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which

THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or some by times? ) oy thought was a crime, but did NOT report 1o the police?
other weapon, WOT including telephone threats? 1+-4N® (other than any incidents already mentioned)
(othier thoa ony incidents already mentioned) ' {73 No — SKIP to Check ltem &
42. Did snyone TRY 1o attack you in some {71 Ves - How many ] Yes ~ What happened?
other way? (other than any incidents ! times?
slready mentioned) :EJN°

43. During the last 12 months, did enyone steal
things shat belonged to you from inside ony car
or truck, such es pockages or clothing?

times?

iCINe

{ ] Yes — Row many

CHECK
ITEM D

attacked or threatened, or was some-!
thing stolen or an attempt made to i [T No

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instonce a? work, in a .
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? iL_}NO

1 {1 Yes — How many
times?

* Look at 48 — Was HH member (2 + :DY“ ~ How many
times?

steal something that belonged to hlm?f

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

CHECK for **How many times?**

45. {Other than ony Incidents you've already
mentioned) Was anything (else} at all stolen L

from you during the last 12 months? ieetNo

i
Yes — How mapy
o times?

{3 No ~ Interview next HH member, End interview
if tust respondent, and fill item I3 on cover,
_1Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

ITEM E

EAGes seme = s -
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Survey Instruments

| PERSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS |

14 T e e 8. 9. |0a.

]
120b. |21, 22.
NANME TYPE |LINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE  IMARITAL|RACE ! ORIGIN |[SEX  |amMED (or yean) of regular schaol | D1d you
OF  [NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD | LAST. ISTATUS |(cc15) 1(cc16) [(ec 17y |Fomces [ YU havh sveraitanded? —fcompiate
KEYER —~ BEGIN | INTER-|(cc8) HEAD DAY {cc 14} MEMBER {ASK for perscns 12-24 yrs, {cc 20)
HEW RECORD VIEW {ccgh) (cc 13j (cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.){cc19)

23.What s the highul grade 24,

.

1 [Z) Per + (T} Head w1 VTIM |1 T3 ves| oo Never attendsd 1] ves
2{Tel 2" Wite of head | .| 20JW. (23 Neg! | 2C1F [2[TINo or kindzrgarten 201N
First 2 Nl L 3{7]0wn child a{dIo. |3{3ot ———Elem, (01-08)
Mf‘Z'I’ 4[] Other relative 4["]Sep. —H.S. (09-12)
s ] Non-relative sTINM College {21-26+)

D)

CHECK

ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked)

Look at item 4 on cover page, Is this the same
(] Yes — SKIP to Check Item 8 I No

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19702
1 7} Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 2"} No

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
171 Yes No — When did you last work?
2 {73 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a

315 or more years ago
4 ] Never worked }SK’P 036

b, Where did you live on April 1,-19707 (Stote, foreign country,
U.S. possession, etc.

State, etc, County

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc,?
01S 1 No 2 [T} Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.7

@ [[T1T1

27. 1s there any reason why you could not tcke o job LAST WEEK?
1[I No Yes ~ 2 [] Already has a job
3 [7] Temporary illness

4[] Going to school
s [ Other — Speclfy?

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on Apeil 1, 19707

tCJYes  2[JNo .

280. For whem did you (last) work? (Nome of company,
business, organization or other employer)

x [J Never warked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B CINo~SKIPto36 *+ []Yes

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school} orsomething else?
048 1 [ Working ~ SKIP t0 280 3 [} Unable to work — SKIP to26d
2 [T With a job but not at wark 7 {7 Retired
3] Looking for work 8 [} Other ~ Speci{y?
4[] Keeping house
s [T Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

bs Did you do any work ot ol LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.}
o[TINo  Yes — How many hours?, ~ SKIP t0 28a

be What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retdil shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

l I

c. Were you —
+{JAn cmplorce of a.PRIVATE company, kusiness or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2 [T] A GOYERNMENT employeo (Federal, State, county,
or local)?
3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or form?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?
d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

¢, Did you have o job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

t[CINo 2["}Yes ~ Absent — SKIP to 28q

@ CT1T 1]

e. What were your most Important cctivities or duties? (For
example; typing, keeplng account books, selling cars, etc.)

33 Yes — Layoff ~ SKIP to 27

s ! INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I L

36. The following questions refer only to things that ;[jvas ~ How many
hoppened to you during the lost 12 months - ' times?
between____1,197___and___,197___. Did {[3N0
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)? :

46. Did you find 'nny I;I;JCHCG that someon§ :DYes - l&o'wy m;ny
ATTEMPTED to steal something that ! times?
belonged to you? (other than any { Lo

incidents already mentioned) s

37. Did onyone take something (else) directly 173 Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, times?
mugging or threat? : TiNo

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force

i 7] Yes ~ How many
oz threatening to harm you? (other thon any i t

imes?

1
47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report
something that hoppened to you which you thought wos o
ctime? (Do not count any calls made to the police
concerning the incidents you have just told me chout,)

{T} No - SKIP to 48

incidents already mentioned) 1 C3Ne {3 Yes — What happened?
39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you i [7]Yes ~ How many

with so‘r:\eihing, suc‘:' o; a iockdor bottle? 8 }g times? T - — :

(other than any incidents olready menticne 1 "1Ne ook at 47 — Was HH member 12 + ! H

: CHECK attacked or threatened, or was somes |1 1o ~ How many

40. W knifed, shot at, ttocked with ] - . times?
' s::e yn‘::ernw:apo; by :ny:'n: :t:nﬁ? znher {DYES 3%’.‘.‘;""’ ITEMC » thing stolen or an attempt made to 1T Ne

than ‘any incidenis already mentioned) 1IN0 steal something thatbelonged to him%
41. Did onyone THREATEN to beat you up or 41773 Yes — How many 48. Did anything hoppen te you during the last 12 months which

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some times?
other wrapon, NOT ln:luding"ehp‘hon# threats? EDNO

{other than any incidents already mentioned) !

@ ou thought was @ crime, but did NOT repert to the police?
{oihw than any incidents ciready mentioned)

[CJ No — SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some

i [T Yes ~ How many
other way? (other thon any Incidents i times?

] Yes — What happened?

already mentioned) gL'_'l No

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal| {3 Yes — Bow many
things that belonged to you from Inside any car times?
or truck, such as packages or clothing? :DN"

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were {71 Yes — How many
-away from home, for instance ot work, ina i timas?
theater or restauront, or while traveling? :DNG

ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to :D‘“

Look at 48 — Was HH member §2 + {1 ves — How.ma
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was somes! a times? id
steal something that belonged to hlm?;

45, (Other thon any incidents you've already 171 Yes — How many
mentioned) Was onything (else) ot all stolen 1 times?
from you during the last 12 months? :Cl""

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

for ‘'How many times?"’

[ No = Interview next HH member, End interview
if last respondent, ond fill item 13 on cover,

{J Yes — Fill Grime Incident Reports,

CHECK
ITEM E

Page7
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 17. 18. 19. 2040,
HANE TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE  [uARITAL|RACE | ORIGEN |3EX ARMED (or year) of regular school | DId you
T oF  [WuksER | ToMousEHoLD | EAST. 1STATUS |(cc15) | (cc 16) Jtec1n) |FORCES (’;::;" over '“’1“2'“:4’ o
- GIN § IN . EAl of persons 12-24 yrs,
NENRECORD | view | | et Ay |1 ey | Transcrive for 25tyrs.)ce1ay) €€ 20

1205, ]2 v 22, 23.What s lhu!ul trade 24,

best @ @ (@

1 [JPer 1) Head 1Om | Ow. 1{TIM {1 Yes| oo [T Never attanded 1 Yes
207el | JaWiteothead | 12w 2 Neg! _ }2(3F |20 or kindergarten 2INo
First a[Aty 3£7) Own chitd sJo. [sjo —Elem. {01~08)
; 655’)' # ] Other relative a7} Sep. ——H.S. (09-12)
s [ Non-slative s(ONM College {21-26+)

{.ook at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same
h hold as fast ation? (Box | marked)

1 Yes — SKIP to Check |tem B [ No

CHECK
ITEM A

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
1 [ Yes ~ SKIP to Check item 8 2[JNo

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
11 Yes No — When did you last work?
2 [} Up to 5 years agn — SKIP to 280

3 [T} 5 or more years ago
4 {"] Never worked }SKIP 036

b. Whare did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.5, pozsession, atc.

State, etc, County

1 [INe

c. Did you live inside tha limits of a city, town, village, etc.?

1O Ne 2] Yes — Name of city, town, village, elc.7

27, s there any reason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
Yes - 2 [J Already has a Job
3 [7] Temporary illness
4 7] Going to schuol
s ] Other — Speclfy7

d, Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

1] Yes 2{7JNo

x (1 Never worked — SKIP to 36

28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B ) No — SKIP to 36 ] Yes

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
1 [T} Working — SKIP to 286 & [] Unable to work—SKIP to26d
2 [} With a job but not at work 7 [T] Retired
3 [J Looking for work 8 [ Other — Spec!fy?
4[] Keeping house

s [] Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

1] An nmplorn of a PRIVATE compuny, business or

&

Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,

ask about unpaid work.)}
o[ JNo Yes — How many hours?. - SKIP 1o 28a

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For exomple: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

@ [T 11

¢ Were you —

individuyal for wages, salary or commissions?

2] A GOYERNMENT employee {Faderal, State, county,
or local)?

3 ] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWK business, professionol
practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily businass or form?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example; electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

¢, Did you have a job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1[I Ne 2[]Yes .- Absent — SKIP to 28¢
3] Yes —-Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ C 1T ]

. What werc your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc,)

INDI""DUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The foliowing questions refer only to things that
happened to you during the last 12 months —
between____ 1, 197_ ond L197___. Did
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

i ] Yes — How many
times?

CiNo

46+ Did you find ony evidence that someona | [] Yes — How man
ATTEMPTED to steal something that ! times?
beionged to you? (other than eny jOte
i
i

incidents already mantioned)

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly

Yes — How many
from you by using ferce, such as by a stickup, g times?

@ concerning the incidents you have just told mw about,)

47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report
something that happened to you which you thought wos a
crime? (Do not count any calls made $o the police

I No — SKIP to 48

(J Yes « Whot happened?

mugging or threat? INo

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force [} Yes ~ How many
or threatening to harm jyou? {other than any ) tines?
incidents already meniioned) 103N

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you Yes — How many
with something, such at a rock or bottle? - times?
(other than ony incidents olready mentioned) [INe

some other weapon by anyone ot alI? (other H
than any incidents olready mentioned) !

40. Were you knifed, shot a8, ur attecked with YO Yes - le many
times

o

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to-  j [ No

Look at 47 - Was HH member 12 + !
CHECK $ attacked or threatened, or was some- :DY“ - :}:::."1""’
steal something thatbelonged to hlm?:

4. Did anyons THREATEN to beat you up ¢r 3 Yes — How many
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some N timas?
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? L
(other than ony incidonts already toned) H

48. Did unything happen to you duting the jast 12 montss which
559 ou thought was o crime, but did NOT repert to the police?
(othor than any incidents alrecdy mentioned)

[C] No ~ SKIP to Check item E

42. Did anyone TRY 6 attack you in some
other way? (other than ony incidents
olready mentioned) [INo

] Yes —~ Mow many
times?

{7 Yes — What happened?

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone stes! {7 ves ~ How many

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + -4
CHECK » L3 Yes = o™

ITEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some-}
thing stolen or an attempt made to ;DNU
steal something that belonged o him?Jl

things that belonged to you from inside any car times?
or truck, such os packages or clothing? (LY

44, Was anything stolen from you while you were ] Yes — How many
away from homo, for instance ot work, in o times?
theater or restaurant, o7 whiie traveiing? N

45, (Other thon any incidents you've already 1 Yes.— How mawy
mantioned) Was onything {else} ot oll stolen times?
from ycu during the last 12 months? }DN°

Do any of the screan questions contain any entries
A0

for *"How many times?’
ﬁrHEEl,\cg [T] No = Intérview next HH member. End interview
: if last respondent, and fill item I3 on <over.

[C1 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports,

Page 8



OM.B, No. 41-R266); Approval Expires june 30, 1974

Survey Instruments

KEYER - Notes
BEGIN NEW RECORD

Line number

Screen question number

®

Incident number

NOTICE —~ Your report to the Census Bureau |s confidential by law
(Title 13, U.5, code)s It may be seen only by sworn Census employees
and may be used only for statistical purposes,

18.23.73})

rorm NCS-4

U.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

la. You said that during the last 12 months ~ {Refer to
appropriate screen question for description of crimej.

In what month (did this/d{d the first) incidunt happen?

(Show flashcard if necessary. Encourage respondent to

give exact month.)

Menth {0f-12)

LTN

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?

CHECK t T No ~ SKIP to 2

ITEM A

2[] Yes ~ {(Note: series must have 3 or
more similar incidents which

Were you o customer, emplayes, or owner?
1 [3 Customer

2 [} Employee

3 [ Owner

4[] Other - Specify.

Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal onything from
the store, restaurant, office, factery, ete.?

i) Yes
2[JNe

SKIP ta Check Item B
3] Don't know

respondent can't recol| separately) $a.

b. ‘In what month{s) did these incidents toke place?
* (Mark all that apply)
1 [3 Spring (March, April, May)
2 [7] Summer (June, july, August)
3 [] Fall (September, Octcber, November)
4[] Winter (Uecember, January, Febtuary)

v

How many incidents were involved in this series?
1 {_] Three or four

21 Five to ten

3 [7] Eleven or more

4[] Don’t know

o

INTERVIEWER ~ If series, the following questions refer

only to the most recent Incident,

2. About what time did (this/the most recens)
incident happen?
1 ] Den't know
2 [ During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3716 p.m. 1o midnight
a 7] Midaight to 6 a.m.
s ] Don’t know

30. Did this incident take place inside the limits of this
city or somewhere olse?

¢ [ Inside limits of this ity — SKIP to 4

2 {"] Somewhere else in the United States

3 [T} Qutside the United States —~ END INCIDENT REPORT

g

T

In what State and county did this incident occur?

Did the offendar(s) live there or have o right fo be
there, such as o guest or a workman?

t [J Yes — SKIP to Check item B
23 No
3 [T Don't know

Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the buitding?

+ T Actually got in
2] Just tried to gat in
3] Don't know

Yas there any evidence, such os a broken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s} (forced his way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the building?
t I No
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2 [T] Broken lock or window
3 {73 Forced door or window

(or tried) sXip
4[] Slashed screen to Check
5[] Other — Speuify? Item B

How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in}?
1 [ Through uniocked door or window

2 ] Had key

3[] Don't know

4 ] Other — Spzcify

State

County

13 No

2 [} Yes — Enter name of city, town, eu:.7

c. Did it hoppen inside the limifs of o city, town, viliage, etc.?]

Was any member of this household,
CHECK
ITEM B

4. Whero did this incident take ploce?
1 [C] At or in own dwelling, in garage or

other building on propérty (Includas

break-in or attempted break-in) SKIP 10 80
2 [] At or in vacation home, hotel/motel
5 [} Inside commercial building such as

store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK

public conveyance or station Sa
4[] Inside office, factory, or warehouse
s ] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,

driveway, carport, apartment hat!

(Daes not include break-in or

attempted break-in) SKip
6 [} On the streex, in 2 park, field, play- to Check
ground, school grounds or parking lot { ltem B

7 [ Inside school
8 ] Other — Specl{y7

s

Co

including respondent, present when this
incident oceurred? {If not sure, ASK)
1[I No — SKIF to 13a
2{JYas
Di the person(s) hove o weapon such as a gun o knife,
or something he was using os a weapon, such as o
bottle, or wrench?
13 No

2 [] Don’t know
Yes — What was the weapon? (Mark all thot apply)
3 [] Gun
4 [J Knife
5[] Other — Specify

Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, of actually
attack you in sume other way?

13 Yes — SKIP to 7f
2[7JNo

- Mg — 3 = —

- O UV Mm ™

Did the purson(s) threaten you with horm in any way?
1 [ JNo — SKIP to 7¢
2[] Yes

Page 9
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakiand

o

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued |1 SRS

foaa
7d.
*

@

-

How were you threatoned? Any other way?
(Mork all that opply) A
1 {T] Verbal threat of rape

2 [ Yerbal threat of attack other

than rupe
3 [T} Weapun present or threatened
with weapon >jK”’
o

4[] Attempted attack with weapon
{for example, shot at)

5 [T Object thrown at person

6 [[] Followed, surrounded

7 {_] Other — Specify

10a

@

9b.

Did you file a claim with ony of these insurence compenies or progroms
in order to get part or all of your medical expenses pald?

t [7INe — SKIP 10 100

2[7]) Yes

Did insurance or any health bensfits program pay for all or part of
the totol medical expenses

t (] Not yet settled

2[JNone....... » SKIPto I0a

s(Al . enhs

4[] Part

How much did insurance or a health benefits progrom pay?

3 {Obtain an estimate, if necessary)

J
Whot actually happened? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply) 3
t [7] Something taken without
permission
2 [1 Attempted or threatened to
take something
3 {7} Harassed, argument, abusive
fanguage

4 {] Forcible entry or attempted SKIP
forcible entry of house \to
5[] Forcible entry or attempted 100

entry of car R
6 {1 Damaged or destroyed property
7 [_1 Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property
8 [] Other — Spe:ily—’,

<

Did you do anything to protect ycurself or your property during the incident?
1{7INo ~ SKIP to 1l
2} Yes
What did you-do? Anything else? (Mork all that apply)
1 ™) Used/brandished gun or knife 4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned,
2[]Used/tried physical force (hit, etc, with offender
chased, threw object, used other 5 [} Resisted without force, used
weapon, etc.,) evasive action (ran/drove away,
3[]Tried to get help, atract attention, hid, held property, locked door,
scare offerder away {screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.)

{elled. called for help, turned on 6 [T} Other~
jghts, ete) Specify

How did the person(s) attack you? Any
other way? (Mark all that apply)
t {T] Raped
2 7] Tried to rape
3 [T] Hit with object held in hand,shat, knifed
&[] Hit by thrown object
s "] Hit, slapped, knocked down
6 [} Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, ete.
7 [} Other — Specify

8a

@

What were the injuries you suffered, if any?
Anything else? (Mork all that spply)

t (T None — SKIP to 10a

2 ] Raped

3 [ Attempted rape

4[] Knife or gunshot wounds

s {7] Broken bones or teeth knocked out

s (7] [nternal injuries, knocked unconscious

7 {7 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, sweiling
8 [] Other - Specify.— .

Were you injured to the extent that you needed
medical attention after the attack?
1 [T No — SKIP to 10a

2] Yes

Did you receive ony freatment ot & haspital?
1{TI No
2] Emergency room treatment only
3 [T] Stayed overnight or tonger —
How meny days?;,

What wos the total amount of your medical
expenses resulting from this incidens, INCLUD-
ING onything paid by insurance? {nclude hospital
end doctor bills, medicine, theropy, braces, ond
any other injury related medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know
exact amount, encourage him te give an estimate,
o [ No cost = SKIP.to 100

S—
x {3 Don't know

At the time of the incident, were you covered
by any medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benefits from-ony other type of Keul'h
benefits program, such os Medicaid, Yeterans'
Administration, or Public Welfare?

-

bl

Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person?

t {Z] Only one 2 [7] Don’t know — 3[J More than one
Vi SKIP to 12a d
Wu‘s thils person male {. How mony persons?
or famole?
' LI Male Were they male o7 fomale?
g+ Were they male or female’
2] Female 1 ] All male
3 [] Don’t know 2 1Al female

3 [} Male and female
4[] Don't know

he How old would you say the

How old would you say
the person was?

t [J Under 12 youngest was?

2] 12-14 1 [JUnder 12 s5{J21 or over
2[_112-14 SKIP to

a[] 1517 3[]15-17 & [7] Don't know

4[] 18-20 a1 18-20

5[] 21 or over i» How old would you say the

oldest was?

t[J Under 12 4[] 18-20
2[7) 1214 5T ]2} or over
31517 & {_] Don't know

¥ese any of the persons known
or related to you or were they
all strangers?

6 [] Don't know

Yas the person someone you
knew or wos he o stranger?

1 [T} Stranger
2 [ Don't kriow

—

3 7] Known by Skip 1C1AN
b strangers | SKIP
sight onfy °e 2 {72 Don't know } tom
4 [ Casual 3 ] All refatives SKIP
acquaintance 4{_] Some relatives } to |
5[] Well known s [_] All known
W‘as the gersona relutive k ;E:Z?:ewtr::v;:ey knowa?
Qt yours? . M 7
y :l " (Mark al) thet apply)
13 No 1 {73 By sight only
‘Yes — Whot relationship? 2 ] Casual SKIP
2] Spouse ar ex-spouse acquaintance(s) tom
a[] Parent 3 ] Well known
1. ‘How were they related to you?
4[30wn child % {Mark ail that apply)
s [_] Brother or sister 1 [] Spause or 4 "] Brothers/
s [] Other relative — ex=spouse sisters
Specify 2[_] Parents s [] Other —
¥ a[}0wn Specifyz
children

m. Were all of them ~

Was he/she - ' @ + ] White?
1 ] White? 2 [} Megro?
2 ] Negro? N 3] Othes? ~ Speclfy7
" Kip
3 [] Other? —Specify:
= 4 ;%a 4 [] Combination ~ Sbecifve

@’-’ 1dNo. . ves
2] Don't knaw SKIP to 100 e —
31 Yes 4 {1 Don't know J 5[} Don't kriow -

FORM NCS3:4 {9.23.73)

Page 10



Survey Instruments

777 | CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continved | %" "

120, Were you the only person there besides the offender(s)

@ 1{71Yes — SXIP to 13a
2[7]No

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?

ITEM D {71 No — SKIP to Check item E

How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
-.‘vnufmed? Do not include persons under 12 yoars
of age.

@ 0 [3 None — SKIP to {3a

Number of persons

CHECK ’ (Box 3 or 4 marked in !3f)

[1Yes

140, Hod permission to use the {car/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took it?

1[JNe......

2 [} Don't know

c. Were any of these persons members of your household?
Do not include household members under 12 years of oge.

@ 93 Ne

Yes —~ How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mark ‘'Yes'” in Check ltem | on page 12)

} SKIP to Check ftem E
a[]Yes

b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?

1[] Yes

130. Wos something stolen or token without permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
INTERVIEWER — Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home,

Do not include anything stolen from o recognizable
business in respondent’s home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from o register,

@59 1[7Yes - SKIP to 13f
2["]No

2] No

Is Box | or 2 marked in 132
CHECK [T} No — SKIP to 150
ITEM E

ClYes

. Wos the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance,
in a pocket or being held by you when it was token?

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belonged to you or others in the household?

@ 1[INo - SKIP to 13e
2{ ] Yes

1] Yes

c. What did they try to take? Anything else?
* (Mark all that apply)

t [ Purse
2T} Wallet or money
3 JCar
4 ] Other motor vehicle
s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
& {1 Don't know
7 {7} Other — Specify

2[T]No

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in I13f}
CHECK [C] Yes — SKIP to 160
ITEMF

I No

150, Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
that was taken?

INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, and enter $0 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used,

N

b. How did you decide the value of the property that was

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
CHECK or money? (Box | or 2 marked in 3c}
ITEM C [INo ~ 3KIP to 18a

[ Yes

* stolen? (Mark all thet apply)
1 [} Original cost
2 [T} Replacement cost
3 {1 Personal estimate of current value

d

Was the {(purse/wallet/money) on your person, for
instonce in a pocket or being held?

¥
@ '8 ES}SKIP to 18a

2] No

4 [ Insurance report estimate
s [ Police estimate
& ] Don’t know

7 [] Other — Specify

What did happen? (Mark all that apply)

1 ] Attacked h
2 [_] Threatened with harm

3{7] Attempted to break into house or garage
4[] Attempted to break into car

5[] Har: d, arg) , abusive languag SKIP
6 {1 Damaged or destrayed property {8a

7 {Z] Attempted or threatened to damage or
destioy property

8 [] Other — Specify

16a. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

t [ Nene SKIP
2 Al to 17a
3{T]Part

b. What was recovered?

Cash!$ oo o
and/or

* Property: (Mark all that apply)
o [T] Cash only recovered — SKIP to 70

f. What was token? What else?

Cash: $

and/or
* Property: (Mark all that apply)

o [_] Only cash taken — SKIP to I4c
1 {7 Purse
2] Wallet
a[jCar
4 7] Other motor vehicle
s [T} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 [_] Other — Specify

1 [7] Purse

2 [ Wallet

3a[JCar

4 [_] Other motor vehicle

s [] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 [_] Other — Specify

¢ What was the volue of the property recovered (excluding

recovered cash)?

s

FORM NCS-4 (8.28.73)

Page |}
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued |/

17a. Was there ony insurance ogeinst thoft?

Nov..u.
t b }SKIPl,o 18a

2] Don't know
3{™ Yes

b, Was this loss reported to en insurance company?

@ 1[JNe.....
} SKIP to 18a

2 [T Don’t know
3] Yes

*

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance?
1+ {3 Not yet seuled

@ SKIP to 180
2[JNo.v. v

3] Yes

200. Were the police informed of this incident in any way?

1 [ No
2] Don't know — SKIP to Check lters G
Yes — Who told them?
3 [] Household member
4 (] Someone else

SKIP to Check Item G
s [] Police on scene

b. What was the reoson this incident was not reported to
the police? (Mark all that apply)
1 ] Nothing could be done — lack of proof
2 [T} Did not think it important enough
3] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4[] Did not want to take time — too inconvenient
s {T] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [] Did not want to get involved
7 [} Afraid of reprisal
8 7] Reported to someons else

9 [] Other ~ Specify

d. How much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER ~ If property replaced by insurance
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced,

s $0

©

Is this person 16 years or older?
[Z3 Ne - SKIP to Check Item H
[l Yes - ASK 2la

CHECK
ITEMG

18a. Did any household member lose any time from work
because of this incident?

@) o[ 3INo - SKIP to I9a

Yes — How many members?-?

b, How much time wos lost oltogether?

@ 1 [(] Less than | day
2 [ 15 days
3] 6~10 days
4 {77 Over 10 days
5] Don't know

®

190. Was anything domaged but not taken in this incident?
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing
damaged, or domoge done to a car, etc.?

176 1171 No ~ SKIP to 20a
2] Yes

b. (Wos/were) the damaged item(s) repajred or replaced?
1"} Yes - SKIP to 19d
2[JNo

210, Did you have a job af the time this incident hoppened?

1 [ No — SKIP to Check Item H
2{"JYes

b. What was the job?
1 [C] Same as described in NCS-3 jtems 28a—e — SKIP to
Check ltem H

2 [7] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

¢« For whom did you work? (Name of company, business,
organization or other employer)

d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
ond radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

[T 11

e, Were you ~
177 An emplo}/ee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2[T] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)?
3 [T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?
4 {73 Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

f. Whot kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

[T 11

g+ Whot were your most important activities or duties? (For example:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the

damaged item(s)?
} SKIP to 20a

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series

CHECK of incidents.
ITEMH

s .
x {] Don’t know

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost?

x [Z] No cost or don't know — SKIP to 200

Look at 12c on Incident Report, Is there an

CHECK entry for ““How many?*’
ITEM | £ No
{_] Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report

for each HH member 12 years of oge
or over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened In this incident.

e. Who paid or will poy for the repairs or replacement?
{Mork oll that apply)

1 7] Housetiold member
2 {7 L.andlord
3 [ Insurance

4[] Other — Specify

Is this the last Incident Report to be
filled for this person?
fTHEicf [T} No — Go to next Incident Report,
[C}Yes — Is this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
[Z1No — Interview next HH member,
[J Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number of Crime
Incident Reports filled for

this household in Jtem 13
on the cover of NCS-3,

EARU ER4 iR.3%.701

Page 12
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Survey Instruments

KEYER - Notes

BEGIN NEW RECORD

Line number

Screen question number

Incident number

®_®.®

NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidéntial by law
(Title 13, U.S, code). |t may be seen anly by sworn Census employces

and may be used only for statistical purposes.

ronrm NCS4
18:23273)
U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REFORT

MATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

la. You said that during the last 12 menths —~ (Refer to
appropriate screen question for description of crime).
la what month (did this/did the first} incident hoppen?
(Show flashcard if necessary. Encourage respondent to

ITEM A

give exact month.)

Month (01~12)

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?

CHECK 1 {T3No ~ SKiF 10 2

2{"]Yes — {Note: series must have 3 or
more simifar incidents which
respondent can't recalf separately}

50, Were you a customer, employes, or owner?
@ 1 [ Customer
2[] Employee
3] Owner
4[] Other — Specify.

1

Did the person{s) stea! or TRY to steal anything from
the store, restaurant; office, factory, ete.?

1] Yes

2{"JNo
377 Don’t know

SKIP to Check [tem B

In whot month(s) did these incidents take place?

(Mark all that apply}

+ {7 Spring (March, April, May)

2 {1 Summer (June, july, August)

3[7] Fall (September, October, November)
4 7] Winter (December, January, February)

How many incidents were involved in this series?

1 [} Three or four
271 Five to ten

3 ] Eleven or more
4 [ 7 Don't know

INTERVIEWER - If series, the following questions refer

only to the most recent incident.

About whet time did (this /the most recent)
incident happen?
1 {71 Don’t know
2 ] During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3{716 p.m. to midnight
a{} Midnight to 6 a.m.,
s [} Don’t know

3a.

[~

B

@ @

Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere else?
1 {1 Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4
2 [T} Somewhere eise in the United States

3 [T} Outside the United States —END INCIGENT REPORT

[

Did the offender(s) live there or have a right 1o be
there, such as a guest or @ workmon?

@9 173 Yes ~ SKIP to Check ltem B
2{"JNo '
3 {71 Don’t know

o

Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the building?

1 {71 Actually got in
2] Just tried to getin
3 [} Don’t know

¢. Wos there any evidence, such as a broken fock or broken

window, that the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
* to forée his way in) the building?
@ 1{7INe
Yes ~ What wos the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2 1 Broken lock or window
3 {] Forced door or. window

(or tried) SKIP
4[] Slashed screen
s ] Other — Spectiy7 Item 8

to Check

o.

. How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)?
1 [T} Through unlocked door or window

2 "] Had key

3] Don't know

4 [T} Other — Specify

b. In what State and county did this incident occur?
State
County &

Did.it happen inside the limits of @ city, town, village, etc.?]

1 71 No

2[_1 Yes —~ Enter name of city, town, etc;.._’,

T

incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK}
1[I No — SKIP to 13a
2{7] Yes

ITEM B

Was any member of this household,
CHECK $

including respondent, present when this

4.

®

Where did this incident take place?

1 {_J At or in own dwelling, in garage or
other building on property {Includes
break-in or attempted break-in)

2 {] At or in vacation home, hotei/motel

3 {77 Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station,
public conveyance or station

4. 7 Inside office, factory, or warehouse

5177 Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hail
(Does not include break-in or
attempted break-in)

6 [10n the street, in a park, field, play-
ground, schoo) grounds or parking lot

7 [} Inside school

8 [] Other - Specify -

SKIP to 6a

ASK
S5a

SKIP
to Check
Item B

7a. Did the person(s) have o weapon such as o gun or knife,
or something he wos vsing as o weapon, such as o
* bottle, or wrench?

1 1 No
2[1 Don’t know
Yes — ¥hat was the weopon? (Mark all that apply)
3[7] Gun
4[] Knife
s [ Other — Specify,

b. Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually
attack you In some other way?

G2)  1[OdYes -SKIPto7f
2 No

c. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any woy?
@) 1CINo~SKIPtoTe
2] Yes

Page 13
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Ciiminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

*

@

7d.

s

bl

e CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued

How were you threatened? Any other woy? 9b, Did you file a claim with any of these insurance companies or programs
Mark all that apply) in order to get part or all of your medical expenses paid?
@ ! ’

1 {] Verbal threat of rape 1 ") No — SKIP 1o 10a
2 [7] Verbal threat of attack other 2[7] Yes

then rape N

¢. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of

iC] rvlfx;pev’:::;;g:em or threatened SKIP @ the total medical expenses? Y iy
4 ] Attempted attack with weapon i # L] Not yer settled

{for example, shot at) a 2 JNone...vous > SKIP to 100
§ 7] Object thrown at person ICTA. e
6 [ Followed, surrounded aC] Parth T T T
7 ] Other — Specify d. How much did insurance or a hea Th enefits program poy?

) $ . [B00X (Obtain on estimate, if necessary)

What octually happened? Anything else? 100, Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the incident?
(Mark all that apply) 1[TINo — SKiP to 1]
1 [7] Something taken without W 27 Yes

permission « b, What did you do? Anything else?

. ything else? (Mark all that apply)

2] ﬁt‘:empteg gf threatened to 1 [T Used/brandished gun or knife 4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned,

:_‘aeaso":j thing busi 2[JUsed/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offerder
a1} n r sasee » argument, abusjve chased, threw object, used other s {7 Resisted without force, used

ngl..lbg g weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away,

a3 f‘"cuL:'e er:try :;rhanempte SKIP, 3[_]Tried to get help, atuact attention, hid, held property, locked door,

orcible entry of house >to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.)
s} :notrr‘;iz‘fecea?w or attempted 100 r]egl}!ed, cal I)ed for help, turnedon & [:]Cslther?-

ts, etc, pecify

s [} Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person?
7 1 Attempted or thteatened to @ 17 Only one 2] Don’t know — 3 [Z] More than one

damage or destroy property
8 "1 Other — Specify;,

J

How did the person{s) attack you? Any
other woy? (Mark all that apply)
1 [ Raped
2 ) Tried to rape
3 [] Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed
4[] Hit by thrown object
5[] Hit, slapped, knocked down
6 [} Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, etc.
7 [7] Other — Specify

8

What were the injuries you sufiered, if any?
Anything else? (Mark all that apply)

1 [ None —~ SKIP to 10a

2 {7} Raped

3 {77 Attempted rape

4 {7} Knife or gunshot wounds

s ] Broken bones or teeth knocked out

6 [} Internal injuries, knocked unconscious

7 [1 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 {_1 Other —~ Specify

Were you injured to the extent that you needed
medical attention after the attack?

1 3 No ~ SKIP to 10a
21 Yes

Did you receive any treatment at o hospital?
1 No
2 [T] Emergency room treatment anly
3 [7] Stayed overnight or longer ~
How many duys?7

What wos the total amount of your medical

P Hing from this incident, INCLUD-
ING anything paid by insurance? Include hospital
ond doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, ond
any other injury reloted medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER ~ If respondent does nat know
exact amount, encouroge him to give an estimate.
0[] No cost - SKi

| S —
% {7 Don't know

At the time of the incident, were you covered
by any medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benefits from any other type of Keuhh
benefits progrom, such as Medicaid, Vetcrans’
Administrotion, or Public Welfare?

1IN0 s )
2 5] Dont o SKIP to 100

a["] Yes

SKIP to |2a

a. Was this person male f. How many persons?

or female?

1 [ Mal
ClMale g Were they male or female?
2[J Female 1 [J All male
3 []Don’t know 2 [] All fgmale
3 [T] Male and female
b How old would you say o E Don't knowm
the person was?
h. Row old would you say the
1 [ Under 12 youngest was?
271214 1 [JUnder 12 s [J2I or over —
2 12-14 SKIP to |
3] Is-17 33 15-17 &[] Don't know
4[] 18-20 a[]18-20
s{T121 or over is How old would you say the
& [ Don't know oldest was?
s [JUnder 12 4[] 18-20
¢. Was the person someone you 2[]12-14 s [] 21 or over
knew or was he a stranger? 3[]t5-17 & [] Don't know
1 [} Swranger j» Were any of the persons known
2 (] Don't know or related to you or were they
3 3 Known by SKIP all strangers?
=Pkl B4
4[] Cezual 3 [TJ All relatives SKIP
acquaintance 4[] Some relatives to |
5 [] Well known s CJ Al known

Was the person a relafiVe & [] Some known
of yours? k. How well were thoy known?

{Mark all that apply)

*
10ONe 1[0 By sight only ‘L

o

Yes — What relationship? 2 [] Casual SKIP
2 [ Spouse or ex-spouse acquaintance(s) tom
3] Parent 3 [T] Well known
. I. How were they related to you?
4[] Own child * (Mark all that apply) f
s [ Brother or sister 1 [ Spouse or 4[] Brothers/
& [ Other relative — ex-spouse sisters
Speéily? - 2] Parents s[] Oxherr—
3] Own - Specify
= chlldren 4
. il of ¢ -
e. Was he/she - m ?g :Ihl::? hem
1 ] White? 2 [ Negro?
2 "] Negro? 3(d Other? — Spedfy?
3 (1 Other? ~Specify, Skip
120 4 7] Combination ~ Speclfyg
4] Don’t know s[J Don't know

FORM NC3-4 {3.23.78)
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Survey Instruments

| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued |

@

®

120, Wete you the only person there besides the offender(s)

1[JYes — SKIP to 13q
2[}No

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
ﬂ;reutened? Do not include persons under 12 yoars
of age.

o [J None — SKIP to 13a

Number of persons

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?
(Box 3 or 4 marked in i3f)

[ No — SKIP to Check ltem E

. [ Yes

CHECK
ITEM D

c. Were any of these persons members of your household?
Do not include household members under 12 years of age.

o3 No

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mark **Yes” in Check Item | on page /6)

®

*

@

*

*

13a. Was something stolen or taken without permission that

belonged to you or others in the househo

INTERVIEWER — Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business In respondent’s home.

Do not include anything stolen from a recognizcble
business in respondent’s home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from a register,

* 1[0 Yes - SKIP o 13

2{7INo

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belonged to you or others in the household?

1 [ No — SKIP to 13e
2[]Yes

14a. Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle} aver been
given to the person who took it?

L
2 [} Den't know } KIP to Check ltem E
3[7] Yes

b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?
11 Yes
2[JNo

Is Box ) or 2 marked in 137

CHECK [ No — SKIP to 150
ITEM E

[ Yes

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance,
in a pocket or baing held by you when it was taken?

. What did they try to take? Anything else?
(Mark ol that apply)
1 [T} Purse
2 [] Wallgt or money
3 JCar
4 {} Other motor vehicle
s {7 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
& {71 Don’t know
7 ] Other -~ Specify.

1[JYes
2] No
Was only cash taken? (Box 0 morked in I3f)
CHECK [T} Yes — SKIP to I6a
ITEMF

I No

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
or money? (Box | or 2 marked in 13c)

I No — SKIP to 18a
) Yes

CHECK
ITEMC

*

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for
instance in a pocket or being held?

1[JVYes

hY
2 No } KIP to i8a

e. What did happen? (Mark all that apply)
1 3 Attacked A
2 [ ] Threatened with harm
3] Attempted to break into house or gar;@ﬁ
4[] Auempted to break into car

s ] Harassed, arg| abusive | 9 ff”’
s {_] Damaged or destroyed property 180

7 [7] Attempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property

8 [] Other ~ Specify

150, Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
thet was token?

INTERVIEWER —~ Exclude stolen cash, and enter $0 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used,

[

b, How did you decide the value of the property that was
stolen? (Mark all that apply)

t [ Original cost
2 [} Replacement cost

3 [7] Personal estimate of current value
4[] Insurance report estimate

s ] Police estimate
&[] Don't know

7 [] Other — Specify

_

*

f. What was taken? What else?

Cash: §

and/or

Property: (Mark alf that apply)

o 7] Only cash taken — SKIP to i4c

1+ {J Purse

2 [ Wallet

3[]Car

4 [J Other motor vehicle

5[] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

.

6 [ Other ~ Specify

s &

16a. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

t (T None
2] All }SKIP to 17a
3 [J Part

b, What was recovered?

Cashi$ .,
and/or

Property: (Mark all that apply)

o [] Cash only recovered — SKIP to 170
1 ] Purse

2 [] Wallet

3{7) Car

4 [} Other motor vehicle

5[] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 [_] Other — Specify

c. What wos the value of the property rocovered (excluding
recovered cash)?

FORM NCS-4 (8.23.73)

Page IS
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% CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued

17a. Was there any insurance against theft?

Nov.wus
*CIRe }SKIPto 18a

2 (7] Don't know .
3] Yes

s
20a. Wero the police informed of this incident in any way?
1[I No
2 ] Don’t know ~ SKIP to Check ltem G
"Yes — Who told them?
3 [_] Hausehold member
4[] Someone else

Ll

Was this loss reported to an insurance compaony?

@ 1CINow ..
} SKIP 1o 18a

2[] Don't know
3a[] Yes

SKIP to Check Item G
s [] Police on scene

b. What was the reason this incident wos not reported to
* the police? {Mark all that apply)
1 ] Nothing could tie done - lack of proof
2] Did aot think it important enough
3] Police wouldn’t want to be bothered
4[] Did net want to take time ~ too inconvenient

Was any of this loss recovered through insurance?

1 Not yet settled
@ - } SKIP to 18a

o

s (] Private or personal matter, did not want to report It
6 [[] Did not want to get involved

7 [ Afraid of reprisal

8 {] Reported to someone else

4[] Other — Specify

2JNov.vevn
3] Yes
d. How much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER — If property replaced by insurance
compuany instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced,

173 L JE | -

ITEMG B 5 ves - ASK 210

2la. Did you have a job at the time this incident hoppened?
13 No ~ SKIP to Check item H
2] Yes
b. What was the job?
1 [[] Same as described in NCS-3 [tems 28a—e — SKIP to

Is this person 16 years or older?
CHECK » {1 No ~ SKIP to Check jtem H

18a. Did any housohold member lose any time from work
because of this incident?

o [TINo ~ SKIP to 19a

®

Yes — How many members??

Check ltem H
2 [] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

. For whom did you work? (Nome of company, business,
orgonization or other employer)

d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

b. How much time was lost oltogether?

@ 1 ] Less than | day
2] 1-5days
3[]6-10 days
4[] Over 10 days
s [] Don't know

w) [ ] T 1

e. Were you -
el o v valary o epant sustngas or
2 7] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, Stote, county or local)?
3 [JSELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?

190, Wos anything dSmaged but not taken in this incident?
For ¢xample, was a lock or window broken, clothing
damaoged, or damage done to @ car, etc.?

1 {TJ No — SKIP to 20a
2[]Yes

f. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical *
engineer, stock clerk, typis:, farmer)

@ [T 1]

9. What were your most important activities or duties? {For example:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

&

(Was/were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?

@7 17 Yes - SKIP to 194
2[JNo

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series

CHECK of incidents,
ITEMH

¢. How much would it cost to repair or replace the

domaged iten(s)?
} SKIP to 20a

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an

S .
x {T] Don’t know

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost?

x [J No cost or don’t know — SKIP to 20a

s . ]

CHECK entry for “'How many?**
ITEM | [J Mo
] Yes — Be sure you have an incident Report

for each HH member 12 years of age
or over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened in this Incident.

Is this the last Incident Repoit to be

e, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
(Mark all that apply)

1 [ Household member
2 [ Landlord
3 [] Insurance

4[] Other - Specify

filled for this person?
fT“EEMC.'!( [C1No — Go to next Incident Report,
[TJ Yes — Is this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
[C3 Ne — Interview next HH member,
1 Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number of Crime
Incident Reports filled for
this household in ftem 13

- on the cover of NCS-3,

FORM NC3:4 (2:22.73)
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Survey Instruments

0.M.B, Ne. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977

NOTICE -~ Your teport to the Census Bureau is confidential by
law {T1tle 13, U.S. Code). It may be seen onfy by swoin Census

amployees and may be used only for statistical purposes.

I, IDENTIFICATION CODES

o, PSU b. Segment |, Line No. |d. Panet e DCC
f, Interviewer g._Total dumber
code (1) Incidents . [t2) incident sheets

(F,cnu,g,vs-“" U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN.
BUREAU OF THE CENSUSL

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

INTRODUCTICN

Good moming (alternoon). 1'm Mr(s,) {your name)

from the U.S, Bureau of the Cersus.

We are conducting a sutvey In this area to measure the exient to which businesses are victims of
burglaries and/or robberies, The Government neads to know how much crime there is and where it is
to plan and adminisier programs which will kave an impact on the crime problem. You can help by

answering some questions for me.

Part'} - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

2a. |s this establishment owned or ted as an Incarporated
business?
1[TIYes ~SKIP 1o 3
2[TINe

b. How is this business owned or operated?
1 (] Individual proprietorship
2 ] Parinership

3 [} Government — Conlinue Interview ONLY If
liquor store or any type
ol transportation

4[] Other Spt_acuy7

7. Did anyone else operate any departments or
concessions or some other business activity
In this establishment during the 12 moath
period ending .2

t [] Yes — Lisl each department, concesslon, or other
business activity on a separate tine of
Section V of the segment folder, If not
already listed, Complele a separate
questionnaire for éach one that falls on
a sample lins,

2[T1No

LD NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND ANY
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED

8. What were your approximate sales ol merchandise
and/or receipts from services at this establishment

[

. Do you (the owrier} operate more than one establishment?
t{7] Yes
2 (] No

for the previous 12 months ending 7
(Estimate annual sales and/ar receipts If not In
business for entire 12 months.)

1 {] None

-

Did you (the owner) operate this establishment at
this location during the entire 12 month period

2 ] Under $10,000

3] 510,000 to $24,999
4[] 525,000 to 542,999
5 [T] $50,000 to 599,997

ending 7?7
$ [ Yes
2 ] No ~ How many months during Months

the designaled period?

6 [} $100,000 to $499,999
7 [[] $500,000 to $999,999
8 {77 $1,000,000 and over

Ll

Excluding you (the owner) (the partners) how
many paid employees. did this establishment average
during the 12 month period ending ?

{7} None «[J8-19
2313 5[] 20 or more
I[14-7

s [} Other - Specity

INTERVIEWER USE ONLY

%, Record of interview
{1) Date

(2) Name of respondent

6a. What da you consider your kind of business
to be at this location?

{3) Title of respondens

OFFICE USE ONLY

Area codei Number Extension

b. Mark (X) one box

{4) Telephone
—

b. Reason lor non-interyiew

RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A

1+ {7} Food € [] Durable 1] Present o:lc%pgnt in bhulslncu at end cf
’ survey period but unable to contact.
? Eat d drink. F d
s g Gﬂ m‘:n :n ::‘ L] Nendurable 2] Refusal and in business at end of survey period
eneral merchandise
- 3 [] Other Type A — Specil

421 Aspares REAL ESTATE YR
5 {] Furaiture and G [T Apartments

appliance # [J Other real estate TYPE 8
&[] Lumber, hardware,

4 Pi t t not b

mabile home dealers | O SERVICE 0 u;mgg;:ﬂ;f:; not in business at end
7 [ Automotive 1 ] BANKS 5[] Vacant or closed
8.{"] Orug and proprietary & [T] Other Type B (Seasonal, etc.) —Speclly;,
9 [T} Liquor k [T TRANSPORTATION
A [[] Gasoline service

stations L] ALL OTHERS - Spaclly_’, TYPE C
© [[] Other retail 7 [ Oceupied by nonlistable activity

8 ] Demolished
. WHOLESALE 9 [J Other Type C —Spel.‘lly?

c [] burable

o [JNondurable

81
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Part Il = SCREENING QUESTIONS

Now I'd like to ask seme questions about particulas kinds of

thett or attempted theft,

These questions reler only to this establishment for the 12 month period beginning —— . andending oo .

10, During this period did anyone break into or some-
how illegally get Into this place of business?

Number
1771 Yes — How many times? cme——pe

{Fill an Incident Report for each)
2{7INo

burglary and/or robbery?
1 {7 Coutdn'e sfferd st

3 {71 idn't need it
&[] Selfeinsured
$ ] Premium too expensive

11, (Other than. the incidznt(s) just mentioned,) during this
perind dfd anyone 1ind 2 dovr Jimmled, a lock forced,
or-any other signs ¢f an ATTEMPTED break«in?

6] Other — Spaclly

18. Why hasn't this establishment aver baen insured against

2[7] Couldn’t get anyone to insure you

19a, What security measures,

b, When were these

employee held up by anyone using a weapon,
force or theeat of force on these premises?

Number
1 {71 Yes — How many limes? e——e—n
(F1i1 an Incident Report lor each)
27T Ne

Number if any, are present at securlty measures
117} Yes ~ How many limes? ~emr——s this location now, lo first installed
{Fill an Incident Report for each) — protect it against o7 otherwlse
F["INe burglary and/or 1ohbery? undertaken?
h Enter the
12. During this period were you, the awner, or any appropriale code

given bhelow.
a. Mark {X) all that apply

b, codes

t ) Alarm system — outside
FINRiNgs s v sacoarasaanse

2 Centrat alarm , seuvnvnnns

13. (Gther than the Incident(s) already mentioned,)
did anyone ATTEMPT {o hold up you, the owner, or
any employee by using force or threatening to
harm you while on these premises?

2 [} Reinfarcing devices, such
as bars on windows, grates,
LALAT, BIC v e vty vy

Numbhes
17 Yes ~ How many times? ————n
{Fill an Inctden! Report for cach)

2{"1Na

417 Guard, watchman o o .4, s oy

3fTIWateh dot vevceiini iy

G Firearms v vovivaninr s

1

s

. (Other than the incident(s) just menlioned,) during
this period were you, the owner, or any empioyee held up
while deliveting merchandise or careying busidess meney
outside the business?

Number
17 Yes — How many {imes? —— s
{Fill an Incident Report for each)

2, "Neo

T I Cameras. s cvvs v rnris

BLIMIrTOrS, s aviarvannanens

I JLocks s et anariane

A {7} Comply with National
" Banking Act (For
Banks only) s ovevcvennnn

8 [T Other — Specily 7

15. (Other than the Incident(s) just menlicned,) did
anyane ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owaer, ot any
employet while defivaring meschandise or canying
business money outside the business?

Number
1 Yes . How mapy times? ~——n
{Fill an Incident Repcrt lor each)
2 Ne

c{ INone

Codes for use In item 19h

163 Is this establishment Insured against burgulary and-or
robbery by means other than self-insurance?

1] ' Yes

2"iNe }smp to17a
37 " Don’t krow

LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MDRE THAN 1 YEAR
1 ~ January 7 - July O - 1~2 years ago
2 = February 8 -~ August
3 - March 9 - September E - 2-5years ago
4 . April A ~ October £ = More than §
5.~ May . B ~ November years oze
6 + June C ~ December

20. INTERVIEWER Were there *'0"* incidents

b, Does the insurance also cover other types of crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theli?
' Y“} SKIP 10 15a

277 Ne

CHECK ITEM repcrted in 10-157

7] Yes —Detach Incidant Aaporls,
enter''0" in items 1g(1)
and {2) cn page 1, and
continue with item 8.

17a, Has this establishment ever been insured against
burglary and ‘or tobbery by means other than
sell-insurance?
.7 Yes
2" No —SKIP lo 18
377! Den’t know — SKIP 10 193

) No —Enter number of Incidents

{n ltem 1g(1) on page 1, and
gonllnua with Hrst Incident
9

NOTES

b. Did the insurance: also cover other types cf crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theft?
[T} Yes
2] No

¢. Did you drop the Insurance of did the company cancel
*  your policy?

1 [T} Businessman dropped it o oo nv s SKIP lo 19a
2 7] insurance company cancelled policy

FORM CVS 101 11 1:73)

Page 2




Survey Instruments

OM.B, No, 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.

IDENTIFICATION CODE,

FORM CVS.101 US54 OEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
171143} SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
BUREAU OF TME CENSUS

INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

e PSU b. Segment ¢. Line No. d, Panél [e. DCC

Record which incident (1, 2, efc.)

b .o ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER
Is covered by this page

You said that during the 12 months beginnlng _______
andending_________ (refer to screening questions
10~15 for description of crime).

« In what month did this {did the first) incident happen?
] Jan. A ] Aprik 7 July A[}oet
2[) Feb, s ("1 May 8 [} Aug. 8 [} Nov.
[ Mar, 6] June 9 ] Septe ¢ [ ] Dec.

—

2. About what time did it happen?
t ] Ouring the day (6 a.m. — 6 pm.)
At night (6 p.m. —~ 6 aum,)
2] 6 pamy = Midnight
3 [ Midnight — & a.m.
4 {7} Don't know what time at night
s {_] Don't know

7z, Were you, the owner, or any employee Injuied in {nis
incident, seriously enough to require medical zttention?

1 [T Yes — How many? ————— - [Number
2 }No = §KIP io Ga

b. How many of them stayed in a Number

hospital overnight or forger?

3, Where did this incident take place?
1 1 At this piace of business
21 On delivery
3 [} Enroute to bank
4[] Other ~ Specily

8. Of those recelving treatment in or oul of a hospital, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses nol
covered by a regular health benefits program?

1 [7] tes — How much

waspaid? S . .
2} Ne
3] Don't know

4, Were you, the owner, or any employee present white this
Incident was accuring?
1{T}Yes
2[_jNo ~ SKIP (o 10
3] Don't know

5a, Did the person holding you up have a weapon or somsthing
that was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench?

VO] Yes
23 No
31 Den't Mc} SKIP to 6a

b, What was the weapon?
1 Gun
2 {] Knife
3 7] Other ~ Spacify

63. Row many persons were involved in commilting the crime?
1 [[] One — Continue with 6b below

9a. Did any deaths occur as 2 result of this incident?
1] Yes
2] No — SKIP to 15a

b, Who was killed?
{Mark (X} all that apply)

¢. How many?

T{10wner(s) v ouveninniannn

2{ JEmployees s sy v ivaiiranan

3[1Customers . vuv i iia e

4 Vlnnocent bystandei(s) o , . v 4o s

sl Offender(s}e s v vevensnenns

6 1Police, , suiiviianeannis

7} Other — Speclly_’,

2} Two
A Three SKIP to 6e SKIP to 15a
4 Four or more .
s E Don't know — SKIP 10 7a 10. Did the offender enter, attempt to enter, or remain in this
tablish illegally? ‘
b, How old weuld you say the person was? V[T] Yes
1 [j Under 12 4[jta-20 21N
2] 12-44 5[] 21 or over ] ° ¥
a[Js=17 &[] Don't know Discontinue use ol Incident Report, Enter at the iop of
m this sheet “'ut of Scope—Larceny,** ergsa incidont
c. Was the person male or female? number, change the answers (o screaning questions 10~:5,
' [} Male change number of Incidents 4 ,lem 1g{1), page 1, and go
Female on o the nex{ rarcriey 11 no olher incidt
2] Feml are rancricd, relurn 1o page 1 and complate ftems 1g(2)

3 [} Don't know

d. Was he (she) -
1 T ¥hite?
2 [} Black®
3 [] Other? - Specity
4 [T} Bon’t know

SKiP to 7a

&, dnd 8 and end the interview,

11. DId the olfender(s) actually get in or just try to get In?
r [V Actually got in

27} Just tried to get in

¢. How old would you say the youngest person was?

1 [1under 12 4{ 11820
2 ]12~14 s {124 or aver — SKIP to 6g
a[}i5-17 €[} Don’t know

{. How old would you say the oldest person was?

=3

2. Was there & broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
other evidence that the offender(s) forced (tried to force)
his (the’) way in?
3T Yes
2 No —SKIP to 14

1[0 Under 12 4[}18-20
21214 3 [} 21 or over
a[J 1517 & { "} Don't know

¢. Were they male or female?
1 [J All male 3] Male and female
2 {7] All female 4[] Don't know

fi. Were they ~
1 [T Oniy white?

2 ) Only black?
3{7) Only other? ~ Specity

13. What was the evidence? iMark all that apply)
1 [7 Broken lock or window
2 [] Forced door
a1 Atarm
4 (] Other — Specity

SKIP to 153

4[] Some combinatica? - Specily
5 ] Don't know

14, How did the offendet(s) get in (try to get in)?
1 [:] Through uniocked door ur window
2{"}Had a key
3 [T] Other —~ Spacily
4[] Oon't know

Page 3
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INCIDENT REPGRT = Continued |

15a, Was anylhing damaged but not taken in this Incident? For
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc.
1] Yes

2[7] No ~ SKIP to 162

b, Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?

18a. Did you, the owner, ot any employee here lose any time
from work b of this Incident? Number

t ) Yes — How many people?
2 [C1No ~ SKiP to'19a

1 [7] Yos — SKIP to 15d
2[T}No
c. How much would It cost to repalr or replace the dzmages?

{Estimate)
‘ }SK/P to 15e

b. How many work days were lost altogether?
1 {1 Less than | day
2] 15 days
3[7) 610 days Dayrs
4[7] Over 10 days ~ HOW many? ~——n
5[] Den't know

-
x [} Don't know
d. How. much did 1t cost to repair or teplace the damages?
.. &1
¥ [[] No cost — SKIP to 16a
X (3 Dan't know

e. Who paid or will pay for the repalrs or replacement?
{Mark (X) all that apply}
1 [T] This business
2 [} Insurance
3 [T] Owner of Building (Iandlord)
4[] Other — Specify,
$ [] Don't know

16a, Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money
belenging to customers or store personnel)

1 Yes —~ ¥hat was the
o tolal value? —$ .
2] Ne

b. Did the offendes(s) take any handise, equipment or
supplies? (Exclude personal praperty belonglng to
customers or stote perscnnel.

t {3 Yes ~ Whal was the
- total value? —>S— .
27T No ~ SKiP to 17a it answer to 16a

139a, Were any security measures taken after this incident to
protect the establishment from future Incidents?

t ] Yes
2] No — 5KIP 0 20a

b. What measures were taken?
{Mark (X) all that dvply)
1 [T} Alarm system — outside ringing
2 [] Central alarm

3 [7] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc,

& 7] Guard, watchman
s [ Watch dog

6 ] Firearms

7 [ Cameras

8 [T] Mirrors

9 [[] Locks

A [Z] Other -Speclly7

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a

c. How was the value determined?
1 [T} Originai cost
2 [T} Replacement cost
3[7) Other — Specily

17a. How much, il any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance

SN

v ] None — ¥hy nol?

1 [J] Didn‘t report it

2 [T} Does not have insurance

3 [[] Not settied yet

&[] Palizy has a deductible

s [JMoney andfor merchandise was recovered
'x [} Don‘t know

b. Row much, If any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

s . [

20a. Was this incident reported to the police?
1 T)Yes ~ SKIP to 21
2{Jne

b. What was the reason this Incident was not reported
to the police?

{Mark (X) all that apply)

1 {7 Police already knew of the incident

2 {77 Nothing could be done = [ack of proof
3777 Did not think it important enough
47" Did not want to bother police

s {71 Did not want to take the time

6 [T Did not want to get involved

7 {71 Afraid of reprisal

2 {Z1 Reporied tn someone else

3 {7 Other -Speclly7

v ] None
x ] Dor'e know} SKIP to 18a

c. By what means was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

1 [T} Police
2 [] Other - Specity

21, INTERVIEWER X is this the last Incident
CHECK ITEM Report to be completed?

7 Yes — Return fo page 1 und
complete ltems 1912},
8, 9, and end interview.

[ No = Fill the next Incident
Report.

NOTES

FORM CV3 191 {7.11-73) Page 4



Survey Instruments

0.M.8, No. 41-R2662; Approval Explres March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR IEACH INC!DENT.

IDENTIFICATION CODE

¥onm CVS.101
17-11473)

U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AKD ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN.
REAU OF THE CENIUS

INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME YICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

a, PSU b. Segment ¢ Line Na, d, Panal {e, DCC

b Incident ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER

Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
is covered by this page

You sald that during the |2 months beginslng
and ending {reler lo screening questions
1015 for description of isrime).

1. In what month did this (dld the first) Incident happen?
1 [C] Jan. A Aerit 7 [ July A [ oct. 2[T] No ~ SKIP to Ba
2] Feb, s [C] May s ] Auz. 8 [] Nov.
3 ] Mar. &[] June 2 [] Septs ¢ 7] Dec.

Ta, Were you, the owner, or any employee injured In this

incident, sarlously enou;h to require medical attention?

1 {7 Yes ~ How many? ————cp [Numbier

b. How many ol them stayed In a Number

. About what time did it huppen?
1 [ Ouring the day (6 aim. — 6 p.m.)
At night (6 pam, = 6 aum.)
2[7} 6 pim, — Midhight
3 [L] Midnight ~ 6 a.m.
4[] Don’t know what time at night
5[] Don't know

~

night or longer?

3. Where did this incident take place?
1 [[] At this place of business
2 [T} On deiivery
3 [} Enrcute to bank
4[] Other —~ Spocity

0f those recelving treatment in or out of a hospifal, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular haalth benefits program?

1 ] Yes — How much
= was paid?  §

27 Ne
3 [} Den't know

rs

. Were yau, the owner, or any employee present while this
incident was occuring?
V[T Yes
2 JNo =SKIP 10 10
a{T] Don’t know

5a. Did the person holding you.up have a weapon or something
thal was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench?

1] Yes
2[C3Neo
3 Don'e km} SKIP to 8a

b. What was the weapon?
1 ] Gun
2[7] Knife
a(jowher = = Spacify

6a, How. many persons were invelved in commifting the crime?
$ ) One ~ Continue with 6b below
—] Two
a[[] Three
4 ] Four or more,
3] Don't know — SKIP to 7a

SKIP to 6e

92, Did any deaths occur as a result of this incident?

b, Who was killed?

1[0 Yes
2] No = SKIP to 15a

¢. How many?

(Mark (X) all that apply)
1J0wner(s) vovvanennanads

2(]Employees s sy iressoians

3] Customers oy ivainiiinian

4[] Innocent bystander(s) s . .. ..

sf]Offender(s)s o vsevuvssaens

e JPolice. . v isniensnrians

7] Other ~ Speclly7

SKIP to 150

b. How old would you say the person was?

1 ] Under 12 4} 18-20

2] 1214 s ] 21 or over

3517 6 {7] Don't know
¢. Was the person male or [emale?

1 {7} Male

2[") Female

10.

Dlid the olfender enter, attempt to enter, or remaln In this
establishment ilegally?

1] Yes
z[:]Nu7

Discontinue use of Incldent Report. Enter at the top of
ihis sheet **Out of Scope~larceny,’’ erase Incldant
number, change the answaers 0 screening questions 10~15,
change number of lncldonls In llem 10(17 puga 1, and go
on {0 the next reported.
are ('Zporlad, return 1o page 1 and complela llams 19(2)

3 [} Don't know 8, and 8 snd end the Interview,
d, Was he (she) - 1
+ [ While? . Did the offender(s) actually get In or Just try to get in?
2] Black? SKIP 1o 78 1 [ Actually got in
3 [ Other? - Specity ° 2] Just tried to get in
4{7] Don't know
o 12. Was there a broken window, broken fock, alarm, or any
e. How ois would you say the youngest person was? other evidence that the ollendar(s) lou:ad (Iried to force)
1 [ Under 12 4[] 18=20 his (their) way In?
2] 124 s [] 2t or over — SKIP (o Gg 1 O] Yes
s[C]15-17 6[_] Don't know
f. How old would you say the oldest person was? 20N - SKiP 1o 14
1 [] Under 12 4{7] 1820 13, )
' E Under s 2 wrever 3. What was the svidence? (Mark all that apply)
30 45-17 & (] Don't know t [ Broken lock or window
g. Were they male or femals? 2 [ Forend door SKIP 1o 15a
[ All male 3[7] Mats and female 3 0] Atarm
2 [T] All femafe 4[] Don't know 4[] Other ~ Spacity
h. Were they ~ 14, How did the offander(s) get In (try to get n)?

+{7] Only white?
277 Only black?
® 33 Only other? - Specity

4[] Some binatlon? ~ Specity

5[] Don't know

1 (] Through unlocked door or window
2{7] Had a key
3 [C] Other — Specily

4 7] Don't know

Page 5
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1 INCIDENT REPORT — Continved £ -

15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? For
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc.
1] Yes
23 No — SKIP to 16a

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or saplaced?

18a, Did you, the owner, ;Jr":]n 'emgloy_e:?e here lose any time

from work b of this Nomber
1 [J Yes — How many people? ———n
2{]No ~ SKIP to 19a

1 ] Yes - SKIP to 15d
2] Ne

c. How much would It cost to repalr or feptace the damages?
(Estimate)

%
e }SKIP to 15¢

% [] Don't know

b. How many work days were lost altogether?
1 ] Less than | day
2 15 days
3] 6~10 days Days
4 [J Over 10 days — How many? ———
s {] Don't know

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages?

s e

v [] No cost — SKIP to 16a
x ] Don’t know

e. ¥ho paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mark (X) all that apply)
1 [] This business
2 [J Insurance
3 [T Owner of Buitding ({andlord)
4[] Other ~ Specity.
s [CJ Don‘t know

16a. Did the offender(s) lake any money? (Exciude money
belonging to customers or stose personnel)

1 [ Yes ~ What was the Frre
O total value? ——a- $ .
2 Ne

b, Did the offendar(s) take any merchandise, equipment or
pplies? (Exclude p | property belonging te
customers or store parsonnel.)

1] ves ~ What was the -

total value? —»- S

2[7] No —SKIP to 17a |1 answer to 162
Is yas; otherwise SKIP to 18a

19a, Were any security measures taken aiter this incident to
pratect the establictment from future Incidents?

1{J Yes
2 [J No — SKIP to 20a

b. What measures were taken?
(Mark (X} all that apply)
1 [C] Alatm system — outside ringing
2} Central alarm

3 [J Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, ete,

4 [3 Guard, watchman
s ] Watch déx

&[] Firearms:

7 [[] Cameras

8 [] Mirrors

5[] Locks

A [] Other ~ Spaclly7

c. How was ihe value determined?
1] Original cost
2 [ Replacemnnt cost
3 [:] Qther = Specify

17a. How much, If any, of the stolen money and/or propesty
was recovered by Insurance?

s

v [C] Nane — Why not?

1 [] Didn't report iz

2 [J Does not have insurance

2 7] Not sectled yet

4[] Policy has a deductible

5 |:| Money and/oc merchandise was recovered
x {7} Don’t know

b. How much, if 8ny, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

s .

v [ Nene
% [JDon't know} SKIP to 18a

20a. Was this incident reported to the police?
1 D] Yes - SKIP 10 21
2 No

b, What was the reason this Incident was not raported
to the pelice?

{Mark (x) all that apply)

t [[] Palice already knew of the incident

2 (] Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof
3[7] Did not think it important enough
4] Did not want ta bother police

5[] Did not want to take the time

6 [7] Oid not want to get involved

7 3 Arraid of reprisal

'![:] Reported to someone else

9 [} Other — Specl/y.7

¢. By what means was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

21. INTERVIEWER R |s this the tast incident
CHECK iTEM Report to be completed?

‘fes — Relurn 1o page 1 and
(3 complate ﬁg’gns 1912},

t ] Police 8, 9, and end interview,
2 [} Other = Specily [CINo - .:Lgo,r);e noxt incident
NOTES

FORM CV3S 10§ {7411.73) Page 6




Survey Instruments

OM.8B, No. 41-R2662; Approval Explres March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.

rorM CVS.101 U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
74112790 SOCIAL AND ECON,O&AC{?EATISTICS ADMIN.

OF THE CENSUS
INCIDENT REPORT
COMMERCIAL CRIME YICTIMIZATION SURVEY

IDENTIFICATION CODE

CITY SAMPLE

o, PSU b, Segment e. Line No, d. Panef {o. DCC

Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)

e dent ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER
is covered by this page

You said that during tlie 12 months begirning _________
and ending.__________ (refer lo screening questions
1015 for description of crime),

1. In what month did this (did the first) incident happen?
¢ [] Jan. &[] Aprit 77 July A (] Oct 2] No —SKIP (o 9a
2[] Feb. s {1 May o[ ] Auz. 8 [] Nov.
3 [ Mar. 6] June 9 []Sept. ¢ [] Pec. b. !low many of tl:lem stayed in a

T2, Were you, the owner, or any employes injured in this
inclident, seriously enough to require medical attention?

1{7] Yes — How many? —— . [Number

Number

[

. About what time did it happen?
1 [] During the day {6 a.m. — 6 pam)
At night (6 p.m. ~ 6 a.m.}
2{7] 6 p.m. — Midnight
3 {1 Midnight — 6 a.m,
. 4[] Don’t know what time at night
s [] Don't know

P ght or longer?

8. Of those recelving treatment in or out of 2 hospital, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular health banatits program?

1 [ Yes — How much
= was paid? S

s

. Where did this incident take place?
1 ] At this place of business
2{] On delivery
3 (7] Enrouts to bank
4 7] Other — Specily

2] No

3] Don't know

92, Did any deaths occur as a result of this incident?
1t ] ves

-

. Were you, the owner, or any employee present whife this
incident was occuting?
1] ves
2[JNo —~SKiP to 10
3] Don't know

2 [ No — SKIP to 15a

b. Who was killed?
{Mark (X) all that apply)

¢, How many?

1Clowner(s) coiausiniaiiane

Sa. Did the person holding you up have a weapen or something
that was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench?

2 JNo
35 Done m} SKIP to 6

2 JEmployses , v .ovinvininn

3[C]Customars s iv i ianaans

4 [T Innocent bystander(s) . . ¢ . vy

b. What was the weapon?
i [ Gun
2] Knife
3 7] Other — Specity

s[JOffender(S) s v vvavraerens

s[Pollee. . viriiniisinrens

7 {1 Other ~ Spec:lly7

6a. How many persons were involved in committing the crime?
1 {7 One — Continue with 6b balow
2} Two

3 [} Three }SKIP to be SKIP to 15a
4 Four or more
s E Don't know — SKIP to 7a 10. Did the o"endfﬂl,ented, altempt to entar, or remain n this
tabiishment Hliegally
b. How old would you say the person was? 100 Yes
1 ] Under 12 a{]18~20 21N
2] 12-14 5[] 21 orover a °z
a3 15-17 6 [] Don't know Discontinue use of incldent Report, Enter at the top of
this sheet **Out of Scops—Larceny,’’ vrase inciden!
¢. Was the person male or lemale? number, change the [ ing q 1015,
' [ Mate chenge numbar of Incidents In ftem 1g(1); page 1, and go
Fermal on to the next reported if no other
2[] Female ara reported, return to page 1 and complete ltems 1g(2)

3 [} Don’t know

8, and 9 and end the Interview,

d. Was he (she) -
1 ] White?
2 7] Black?
3] Other? ~ Specity
4[] Don't know

SKIP to 7a

11. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just try to get In?
1 [] Actually got in
2 [ Just trled fo get In

12, Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any

e. How old would you say the youngest person was?

1 [JUnder 12 4[] 18-20
21214 5[] 21 or aver ~ SKIP to 6g
sC5-17 6[_1 Don't know

other evidenca that the olfender(s) forced (iried to force)
his (thelr) way in?

t 7] Yes

f. How old would you say the oldest persen was?

2[JNo ~SKIP to 14

—

3. What was the evidence? (Mark all that dpply)
1 [] Broken lock or window

t [] Under 12 4[] 18-20
201 12-14 $[]2) or quer
ajis-17 6 ] Don't know

g, Were they male or female?
1 ] All male 3 [} Male and female
2] All female 4[] Don't know

2[7] Forced door
3[] Atarm
4[] Other ~ Specity

SKIP to 15a

h. Wece they —
1 {71 Only white?
2 ] Only black?
« 3] Only other? — Specity

14, How did the offender(s) get in {iry to get In)?
1 [] Through unlocked door or windew
2 [ Had a key

4[] Some combination? - Specity
5[] Don't know

3 (] Other — Specity
4[] Don't know

Page 7
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' "] INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continued |

15a, Was anything damaged bu! not taken. in this incident? For
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, ele.
1{7] Yes
2 [ No ~SKIP lo 16a

b. Was. (were) the damaged ilem(s) repaired or replaced?

18a. Did you, the qwner, or any emplayee here lose any time
from wark because of this incident?

1 {71 Yes — How many people? ——
2] No —SKIP to 19a

Numbier

1 [ Yes —SKIP to 150
2[INo

c. How much would it cost t& repair or replace the damages?
(Estimate,

s

3 SKIP to 158
X [} Den’t know

b. How many wark days were lost altogether?
1 [] Less than | day
2] 15 days
3 [} 6-10 days Days
4[] over 10 days — How many? ——e—s
5[] Don't know

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages?

v [] No cost ~ SKIP to 15a
% [ Dont know

e, Who paid or Will pay for the repalis or replacement?
(Mark (X) all that apply}
1 {] This business
2 [T} Insurance
3 [7] Ownet of gilding (landlord)}
4[] Other — Specity
s [7] Don't know

16a. Did the offender(s) take any meney? (Exclude money
belonging to customers or store personnel)

t [ Yes — What was the
total value? —-$______ -
2[JNo

b. Did the offender(s) take any merchandise, equipment o7
pplies? (Exclude p ! propersty belonging to
customers or store personnel.}

t T3 ves — What was the

total value? —$

2[T]No —SKIP to 17a II answer lo 16a
is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a -

189a, Were any security measures taken after this incident to
protect the establishment from future incidents?

1[0 Yas
2 7] No = SKIP o 208

b. What measures were taken?
(Mark (X) all that apply)
1 {77 Alarm system - outside ringing
2 [] Central alarm

3 [J] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc.

4 [} Guard, watchman
5[] Watch dog

& [_] Firearms

7 [[] Cameras

8 {] Mitrors

9 [7) Locks

A ) Other — Spaclly7

¢. How was the value determined?
1 [] original cost
2 {7] Replacement cost
3 ] Other — Specity

17a, How much, if any, of the slolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

s

v (T} None — Why not?

1 [T] Didn't repore it

2 [7] Dees not have insurance

3 [] Not settled yet

4[] Policy has a deductible

s [[] Money andfor merchandise was recovered
x [J Don’t know

b. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

s__

v [] None
x [ Dan't know} SKIP to 18a

20a. Was this incident reported to the police?
1[CJYes ~SKIP to 21
2[7]No

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported
to the police?

{Mark (X) all that apply)

1 {77 Police already knew of the incident

2 {7] Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof
3 {7} Did not zhmﬁ it important enough

4 ] Did not want to bother police

5 [ Did nox want to take the time

&[] Did not want to get involved

10 Arral‘d of reprisal

8 {3 Reported to someone else

; [C] Other — Spf;‘clly7

¢, By what means was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

1] Police
2 [ Other - Spacity

21, INTERVIEWER N s this the last Incident
CHECK ITEM Report to be compieted?

[J Yes ~ Rsturn to page 1 and
complete items 1g(2),
8, 9, and end Inlerview.

[CJ No ~ Fill the next Incident
Report,

NOTES

FORM CV3 101 (7+11-73) Page 8




APPENDIX II

HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
Technical information
and standard error tables

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, survey results contained in this publica-
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974
from persons residing within the city limits of
Oakland, including those living in certain types
of group quarters, such - as dormitories, room-
ing bhouses, and religious group dwellings. Non-
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did
not fall within the scope ‘of the survey. Similarly,
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel living in military barracks, and institu-
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility
inmates, were not under consideration, With these
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample were eligible to
be interviewed.

Each interviewer’s first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible
members of the household during the initial visit,
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter.
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the household during the entire field interview
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the household. Survey records were
processed and weighted, yielding resuits representa-
tive both of the city’s population as a whole and
of sectors within society. Because they are based on
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration,
the results are estimates,

Sample design and size

The basic frame from which the sample was
drawn for the National Crime Survey household
survey in Oakland was the complete housing
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample selection, the city’s housing units were
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised
the majority, were giouped into 100 strata defined
by a combination of the following characteristics:
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of
household members (five categories); household in-
come (five categories); and race of head of
household (white or nonwhite). Housing units
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to
an additional four strata, where they were distributed
on the basis of rental or property value. Further-
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters.
To account for units built after the 1970 Census,
a sample was drawn, by means of an independent
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc-
tion of residential housing within the city. This
enabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970.

A total of 11,712 housing units in Oak-
land was designated for the sample. Of these,
1,646 were visited by interviewers during the
survey period but were found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 306 units visited by
interviewers it was impossible to conduct inter-
views because the occupants could not be reached
after repeated calls, did not wish to participate in
the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons.
Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of
9,760 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 97.0
percent.. Participating units were occupied by a
total of 18,829 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 1.93 residents of the relevant ages per
unit, Interviews were conducted with 18,651 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.1
percent among eligible residents.

89
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Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons and another for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected {rom the Census housing
inventory, the following elements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit’s probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances
where the interviewer discovercd many more units
at the sample address than had been listed in the
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter-
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes
against persons, to account for situations where at
least one but not all eligible persons in a household
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview
adjustment to account for households qualified to
participate in the survey but from which an inter-
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed
from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adjustment with the complete Census count of
such units,

The household ratio estimation procedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results. It aiso com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The
procedure was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census.

In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations),
a further weighting adjustment was required in those
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an
incident involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents had
more than one chance of coming into the sample.
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for
that incident (and associated characteristics) was
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce
double counts in the tabulated data. When a

personal crime was reported in the household survey
as having occurred simultaneously with a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commercial
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be refiected in the house-
hold survey results.

For houschold crimes, the final weight con-
sisted of all steps described above except the third.
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents
are -synonymous, since each distinctly separate
criminal act was defined as having been experienced
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad-
justment comparable to that made in the personal
sector to account for multiperson incidents was
unnecessary.

In performing the estimation procedure - that
yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. These estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 8.6 percent
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974
survey of Oakland households. As a result,
population figures that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
incidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.086022. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable io both the numera-
tors and denominators used in computing such
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes.



Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the
sample employed in conducting the survey was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from different samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers.

The standard error of a survey estimate is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the
precision with which the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average result of all pos-
sible samples. The estimate and its associated
standard error may be used tc construct a confidence
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed
probability that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average value of all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error, The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc-
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from
police files, indicates that assault is the least well
recalled of the crimes measured by the National
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from
the observed tendency of victims not to report
crimes committed by offenders known to them,
especially if they are relatives, In addition, it is
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes
that contain the elements of assault are a part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems
may result in a substantial understatement of the
“true” rate of victimization from assault,

Another source of nonsampling error related to
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined,

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one houschold member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when

. each household member is interviewed individually.

Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule.

Additional nonsampling errors can result from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper
coding and processing of data. Many of these
errors would also occur in a complete census,
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser.
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at
the clerical and computer processing stages, were
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard
errors partially measure only those nonsampling
errors arising from random response and inter-
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac-
count any systematic biases in the data.

Concerning the reliability of data from the house-
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for
purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings.
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re-
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the
personal and household sectors was 150.

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—including numbers of victimiza-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases)
shown parenthetically on rate tables—have becn
rounded to the nearest hundredth, Relative figures
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-
lated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables
and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used
for gauging sampling variability, These errors are
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude
of the standard error rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table I con-
tains the standard error approximations applicable
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations, Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas
Table III displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear
interpolation must be used to approximate the
error.

To illustrate the application of standard errors
in measuring samipling variability, assumc that a
data table in this report shows there were 3,000
personal robbery incidents in Oakland. Linear
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 217 for the esti-
mated 3,000 incidents, The chances are 68 out
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure
differing from a complete census figure by less than
217, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
2,783 to 3,217. The chances are 95 out of 100
that the estimate would have differed from a com-
plete census figure by less than twice this standard
error (434); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval
then would be from 2,566 to 3,434.

Assume further that, for an Oakland popula-
tion subgroup numbering 40,000, the recorded
personal victimization rate was 45 per 1,000
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola-
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard
error of about 4.4, Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 45 would be
within 4.4 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 40.6 to 49.4. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate
would be within roughly 8.8 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would
be about 36.2 to 53.8.

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard
error of the difference between the two figures is
approximately equal to the square root of the sum
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate
considered separately. This formula represents the
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If,
however, there is a high positive correlation, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error of
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre-
lation, the formula will underestimate the ftrue
standard error of the difference.
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Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,
by size of estimaie

(68 chances out of 100)

Personal

Size of estimate Incidents Victimizationg Household incidents
50 27 29 28
100 38 41 39
250 60 65 62
500 85 92 88
1,000 121 131 124,
2,500 198 213 197
5,000 294, 311 278
10,000 453 468 394
25,000 869 862 621,
50,000 1,523 1,460 886

100,000 2,806 2,617 1,262




-

Table ll. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates

- : (68 chances out of 100)

Estimated rate . o Base of rate
per 1,000 persons 100~ 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,00 1,000,000
«5 or 999.5 9.2 5.8 Lel 2.9 1.8 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
+75 or 999.25 . 11.2 7.1 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 2.2 0.1
1 or 999 12.9 8.2 5.8 Lol 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1
2.5 or 997.5 2.5 12,9 .1 6.5 L1 2.9 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.k 0.3 0.2
5 or 995 28,9 18.3 12.9 2.1 5.8 Le1 2.9 1.8 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3
9.5 or 992.5 35.3 223 15.8 11.2 71 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4
10 or 990 40,7 25.8 18.2 12.9 8.1 5.8 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4
25 or 975 63.9 40.L 28,6 20,2 12.8 9.0 6.1 4.0 2.9 2.0 1.3 0,9 0.6
50 or 950 . 89.3 56,5 39.9 28.2 17.9 12,6 8.9 5.6 L0 2.8 1.8 1.3 0.9
100 or 900 122.9  77.7 54.9 38.9 24,6 17.4 12.3 7.8 55 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2
250 or 750 177.3 112.2 79.3 56.1 35.5 25.1 17.7 11.2 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.5 1.8
500 204.8 129.5 91.6 64.8 41,0 29.0 20.5 13.0 9.2 6.5 Lel 2.9 2.0

Table ifll. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates

) (68 chances ocut of 10C)
Egtimated rate per Bage_of rate
1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000
5 or 999.5 8.8 5.6 3.9 2.8 1.8 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
.75 or 999.25 10.8 6.8 L8 3.4 2.2 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1
1 or 999 12.4 7.9 5.6 3.9 2.5 1.8 1.2 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1
2.5 or 997.5 19.6 12.4 8.8 6.2 3.9 2.8 2.0 1.2 C.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2
5 or 995 - 27.7 17.5 12.4 8.8 5.5 3.9 2.8 1.8 1.2 0.9 0.6 [ 9 0.3
Te5 or 992.5 33.9 21.5 15.2 10.7 6.8 L8 3.4 2.1 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3
10 or 990 39.1 24.7 17.5 12.4 7.8 5.5 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.6 0.4
25 or 975 61.4 38.8 27.5 19.4 12.3 8.7 6.1 3.9 2.7 1.9 1.2 0.9 0.6
50 or 950 85.7 54.2 38.3 27.1 17,1 12.1 8.6 5.4 3.8 2.7 1.7 1.2 0.9
100 or 900 118.0 7[,..6 52,8 37.3 23.6 16.7 11.8 7.5 5.3 3.7 2.4 1.7 1.2
250 or 750 170.3 107.7 76.2 53.9 34.1 el 17.0 10.8 7.6 5.4 3.4 2.4 1.7
500 196.6 124.3 87.9 62,2 39,3 27.8 19.7 12.4 8.8 6.2 3.9 2.8 2.0
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APPENDIX 1ii

COMMERCIAL SURVEY
Technical information
and relative error tables

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in
central cities have focused on business establish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, -government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems were within the scope of the
survey, these having been the only exceptions to
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ-
izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations, all results are estimates.

Sample design and size

For the purposes of sample selection, Oak-
land was segmented into geographical units
known to have contained at least four but not more
than six commercial establishments, whether re-
tail, service, or a combination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other types were not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within
each segment during the field survey were eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample.

A total of 1,596 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 355 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
12 other establishments it was impossible to con-
duct interviews because the operator could not be
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were
taken in 1,229 establishments, and the overall rate of
response among those qualified to participate was
99.0 percent.

Estimation procedure

Data records produced by the survey interviews
were assigned final weights, applied to each usable
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide
estimates of victimization data. The final weight
was the product of the following elements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment’s
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period.

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for cach
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those
establishments, This factor was obtained by multi-
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
number of months the establishment was active
during the reference period. Then, the result was
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided
by the number of usable records, the result being
applied to the record of each part-year operatos,

g5
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Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning the criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimates that were
derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration, The sample used
was only one of many of equal size that could have
been selected within the city, utilizing the same
sample design. Although the results obtained from
any two samples might differ markedly, the average
of a number of different samples would be expected
to be in near agreement with the results of a com-
plete enumeration using the same data collection
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the
results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the whole sample would be
expected to give an order of magnitude of the
variance between any single subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative errors are the products of calculations in-
volving estimates derived through sampling, each
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er-
rors, principal among these being the problem of
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors,
however, these errors probably were less prevalent
in the commercial survey than they were in the
household survey. These factors include the greater
likelihood of recordkeeping and of reporting to the
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of
the survey on two of the more serious crimes,
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro-
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable
to telescoping.

In addition to those relating to victim recall
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from
deficient interviewing and from data processing
mistakes. However, quality control measures com-
parable to those used in the household survey were
adopted to minimize such errors.

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics
on commercial crimes was 150,

The numbers of commercial victimizations and
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether
rates or percentages) were calculated from un-
rounded figures.

Relative error tables
and calculations

In order to measure sampling variability asso-
ciated with selected results of the commercial survey,
relative errors are presented on two tables in this
appendix, Generalized standard errors, such as those
developed in connection with the household survey,
were not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual
calculations of relative errors from the sample
observations for estimated values pertaining to selec-
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations,
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of
the measured crimes. Although the relative errors
listed on those tables partially gauge the effect of
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any
biases that may be inherent in the survey results.
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and
Y, rough approximations of relative errors may be
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar
figures having bases of comparable size.

When used in conjunction with the survey re-
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc-
tion of intervals containing the average results of
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi-
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any
given survey result would differ from results that
would be obtained from a complete enumeration
using the same procedures by less than the relative
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of
100 that the estimated value would differ from the
results of a complete count by less than twice the
relative error.

To illustrate the computation and significance of
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the
extent -of sampling variability surrounding the
13,400 commercial burglaries estimated to have



occurred in Oakland. Referring to Table IV, it
is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (13,426) is 37.5 per-
cent. Multiplying 13,426 by .375 yields 5,035.1
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 8,391 to
18,461. If similar confidenice intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

The calculated figure (5,035) is the standard error of
the estimated 13,426 burglaries (shown as 13,400 on Data
Table 85).
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 3,356 to 23,496,
wouid contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally.
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Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

Type of crime Estimated number of incidents Relative error

Burglary 13,426 37.5%
Completed burglary 9,421 38.6%
Attempted burglary 4,005 35.8%

Robbery 2,888 12,8%
Completed robbery 2,010 13.6%
Attempted robbery 878 19.6%

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

Burglary Robbery
Estimated rate Estimated rate
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative
Characteristic establishments error establishments error
Kind of establishment
A1l establishments 637 17.4% 137 18.8%
Retail 737 9.9% 236 25.9%
Wholesale 956 29.0% 15, 24.2%
Service 574 14.0% 90 20.0%
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 553 16.9% 57 46.7%
$10,000-$24,999 553 30.8% 69 38,7
$25,000-849,999 430 24.,0% Th 38.5%
$50,000-$99,999 702 18.8% 249 20.7%
$100,000~$499,999 765 22.7% 209 39,
$500,000-$999,999 593 9.5% 225 33.3
$1,000,000 or more 958 29.9% 282 21,
No sales 549 32,64 0 0.
Not available 171 36,2% 158 *

*Relative error greater than 100 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



APPENDIX IV
TECHNICAL NOTES

Information provided in this appendix is de-
signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes
address general concepts as well as potential problem
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements
or problems. The Glossary of terms should be
consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari-
ables, and other terms used in the data tables and
selected findings.

General

Throughout this report, victimizations are the
basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a
person, household, or place of business, For crimes
against persons, however, some survey results are
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza-
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving
one or more victims and one or more offenders.
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic-
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes
were simultaneously committed against more than
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
have occurred during the course of a commercial
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi-
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was
determined whether others were victimized at the
same time and place and whether the offense hap-
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad-
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix
II) protected against the double counting of inci-
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted
during the course of a store holdup, the event would
have been classified as a single commercial rob-
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With
respect to crimes against households and businesses,
there is no distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of

either type were assumed to have involved a single
victim, the affected household or business. In fact,
the terms “victimization” and “incident” can be
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household
and commercial crimes,

As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
victim. They also are better snited for assessing
victim reactions to criminal attc - and for examin-
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
addition to serving as a key element in computing
victimization rates, victimization counts are used
for developing information on victim injury and
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work,
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident
data are more adequate for the examination of the
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per-
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
the use of weapons and number of victims and of-
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
case given above, therefore, the rate data for
personal assauit would reflect the attack on each
customer, and other victimization tables would in-
corporate details concerning the outcome of the
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage
to clothing, and loss of time from work.

For data tables on crimes against persons, the
table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci-
dents are the relevant units of measure.

Victim characteristics

A variety of attributes of victimized persons,
households, and commercial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of
persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tion, For crimes against persons, the rates are based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the household
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question.. Similarly, the rates for each of the two
crimes against commercial establishments are re-
Jated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of house-
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can-
not involve more than one victim during a specific
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of
individuals, households, and. commercial establish-
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of
the danger of having been victimized during the
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, households, and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner in which they are calculated,
the rates in effect apportion multiple victimizations
among the population at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the risk that any single person, household,
or business had of being victimized.

Reporting to the police

The police may have learned about criminal
victimizations directly from the victim or from some-
one eclse, such as another household member or a
bystander, or because they were on (or happened
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the
data tables, however, the means by which police
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the
overall proportion made known to them being of
primary concern,

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon-
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each
non-report, and no determination has been made of
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the
crime.

Time and place of occurrence

For each of the measured crimes against
persons, households, and businesses, data on when
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m, to 6 p.m.);
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and
the second half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.).

Regarding data from the household survey,
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites, two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a household larceny within the victim's own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and household crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the ‘“geographical area” of oc-
currence. The tables distingnish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that
took place when the victims were temporarily away
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;



and (2) crimes that took place within the reference
period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being surveyed.

Number of victims and offenders

As noted previously, the number of individuals
victimized in each personal crime is a key element
for computing rates of victimization and other data
on the impact of crime. However, the data table
specifically concerning the number of individual
victims per crime is based on incidents.

Two tables, also based on incidents, display
data on the number of offenders involved in per-
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead
question concerned the number of offenders. If the
victim did not know how many offenders took part
in the incident, no further questions were asked
about offender characteristics, and the crime was
classified as having involved strangers. The terms
“stranger” and “nonstranger” are defined in the
Glossary.

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Some of the tables on this subject display data on
the offenders only and others cover both victims
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age
and race. As with most information developed
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely
on the victim’s perceptions and ability to recall the
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in-
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If
victims tended to misidentify a ‘particular trait (or
a set of them) more than others, bias would have
been introduced into the findings, and no method
has been developed for determining the existence
and effect of such bias.
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In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made
between “single-offender” and “multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two or more persons. As ap-
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
than one age group; similarly, the term “mixed
races” applies to situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

For personal crimes of violence and commercial
robbery, information was gathered on whether or
not the victims observed that the offenders were
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned.
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the miere
presence of a weapon constituted “use.” In other
words, the term “weapons use” applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes of
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they
actually were employed as instruments of physical
attack,

In addition to firearms and knives, the data
tables distinguish “other” weapons and those of un-
known types. The category “other” refers to such
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
the types of weapons were classified in the personal
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types,
of weapons present were recorded, not the number
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two
firearms and a knife during a personal robbery, the
crime would have been classified as one in which
weapons of each type were used. With respect to
each robbery of a business in which weapons of
more than one type were observed, only the most
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of-
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a
store, the crime would have been classified as one
in which firearms were used; a single entry would
have been made under the category “firearms.”

Victim self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence,
information was obtained on whether or not victims
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self-
protection measures: reasoning with the offender;
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender;
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by
victims in each crime, no determination having been
made of the single most important measure.

Victim injury and economic loss

Information was gathered concerning the in-
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three
personal crimes of violence. However, during the
preparation of this report, the requisite data were
not available for calculating the proportion of rape
victimizations in which victims were injured. There-
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of
injuries concerned are descrlbed in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury.”

Victims who had been injured furnished data on
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re-
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based
solely on information from victims who knew with
certainty that such expenses were incurred and- also
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables.

With respect to economic losses incurred by
persons, households, and commercial establishments,
the data tables make distinctions between crimes
resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and ‘“theft
loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable category
of loss. The term ‘“‘theft loss” refers to stolen cash,
property, or both, whereas ‘“damage” pertains to
property only. Items categorized as having “no mone-
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable
sentimental importance. References to losses “re-
covered” apply to compensation received by victims
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen
property or cash, although no distinction is made
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa-
tion on economic losses relates solely to property
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas-
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to
measure attempted pocket picking; by definition,
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of
theft loss, and there may have been some cases with
property damage. ’

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur-
veys determined whether persons lost time from work
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time
involved. With respect to crimes against persons and
households, the survey did not record the identity of
the household member (or members) who lost work
time, although it may be assumed that, for most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities
concerned,
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Age—The appropriate age category is determined
by each respondent’s age as of the last day of
the month preceding the interview.

Aggravated assault—Attack with a weapon result-
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir-
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault with a weapon.

Annual family income—Includes the income of the
household head and all other related persons
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12
months preceding the interview and includes
wages, salaries, net income from business or
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any
other form of monetary income. The income of
persons unrelated to the head of household is
excluded.

Assault—An unlawful physical attack, whether ag-
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a weapon.
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which
are classified as robbery.

Attempted forcible entry—A form of burglary in
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry.

Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry.

Central city-——The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA),
defined below.

Commercial crimes—Burglary or robbery of busi-
ness establishments and certain other organiza-
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi-
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed
and attempted acts. Additional details concern-
ing entities covered by the commercial survey
appear in the introduction to Appendix III

Forcible entry—A form of burglary in which force
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window
or slashing a screen).

Head of household—For classification purposes,
only one individual per household can be the
head person. In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
In other households, the head person is the indi-
vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner.

Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
living quarters meeting either of the following
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem-
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons
staying in the housing unit who have no usual
place of residence elsewhere.

Household crimes—Burglary or larceny of a resi-
dence, or motor vehicle theft, Includes both com-
pleted and attempted acts,

Household larceny—Theft or attempted theft of
property or cash from a residence or its imme-
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
more victims and offenders. In situations where
a personal crime occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed
that the commercial victimization survey ac-
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
counted as an incident of personal crime. How-
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they
related to the victimized individual would be re-
flected in data on personal victimizations.

Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or
principal activity at each place of business.
Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction is made
between persenal larceny and houschold larceny.

Marital status—Each household member is assigned
to one of the following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons joined in common-law
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons
other than marital discord (employment, military
service, etc.); (2) Separated and - divorced.
Separated includes married persons who have a
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legal separation or have parted because of mari-
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes those whose only marriage has
been annulled and those living together (exclud-
ing common-law unions).

Motor vehicle—Includes automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and highways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or unauthorized tak-
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such
acts.

Nonstranger——With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tious (or incidents) are classified as having in-
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are
related, well known to, or casually acquainted
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a crime; the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact between victim and offender.

Offense—A crime; with respect to personal crimes,
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre-
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas-
ure is a victimization or an incident.

Personal crimes—Rape, robbery of persons, assault,
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny
without contact. Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal crimes of theft—Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash, either with contact (but
without force or threat of force) or without direct
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent
to personal larceny.

Personal crimes of violence—Rape, robbery of
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal larceny—Equivalent to personal crimes of
theft. A distinction is made between personal
larceny with contact and personal larceny with-
out contact.

Personal larceny with contact—Theft of purse,
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person
of the victim, but without force or the threat of
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

Personal larceny without contact—Theft or at-
tempted theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any
place other than the victim’s home or its imme-
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the
offender during the commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of
the three personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report. For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from “serious assault”
and “minor assault.” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness,
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm
governs classification of the event. The same ele-
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries for robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—FEx-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000.
In addition to the county, or counties, contain-
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and economically in-
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA’s. consist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include
at least one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.



Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is not used.

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to households and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures-—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are con-
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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fleeing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a weapon.

Victimization—A. specific criminal act as it affects

a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number of viziums of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of viciimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because per-
sonal victimizations thst occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each
criminal act against a household or commercial
establishment is assumed to involve a single vic-
tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the

victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,000 resident population age 12 and over, For
crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimization
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,000 establishments.

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against a person,

household, or commercial establishment.
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