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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. Pre~nting 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 ej(tent to which city l:esidents 
age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab­
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether 
completed or attempted. 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 yeacJ.2.7,~ 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
SODS$ 'households, and commercial establishments. 
Within each sector, 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 iIlustrate 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 
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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 
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report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime 
Reports-1973 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 
plac:e 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 ~ather than on incidents and are 
calculated on the basis of the resident population 
age .12 and over rather tban 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 art.. ..lOt 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 comprehensive data records, 
as in offenses against government entities. 1 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. 

1 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 
accura.tely the total number of such acts. Because 
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on 
the specific month, or months, 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 
series 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 encqmpassing 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 
events. Definitions of the relevant crimes do not 
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes, 
which vary consitlerably. 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 mayor may not involve 
contact b~tween 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
ann 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 p~destrians on a city street at 
night. Robbery can, of course, occur anywhere, on 
the street or in the home, and at any time. H 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 assaults 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 
been 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 
scuffle or a dbmestic 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 mayor 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 snatch 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: I'3;'Qe, 

robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, if a 
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 n~Gessari1y have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and eutering 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 consist 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, mot<;>r­
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 
.Jusiness 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 
esta blishmen t. 



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. 11 

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 females [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 40J. 
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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]. 

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

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Seventy-eight percent of commercial burglaries and \Strangers committed four-fifths of all personal 
robberies were reported to the police [Table 93]. crimes of violence [Table 5]. 

The most common reasons for not reporting per- Strangers were relatively more likely to have 
son ai, household, and commercial crimes were the victimized whites than blacks [Table 5]. 
victim's beliefs that nothing could be done and that ... ., . 
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39, ~lct1ms perceIved tha~ blacks commItted a maJ?nty 
70, 92]. (64 per~ei1t) of smgle-offender and multIple-

~ offender (73 percent) personal crimes of violence 

Time and place of occurrence [Tables 9, 11]. 

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 aU 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]. 

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 [Tabie 15]. 

For both singl~ 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 willi loss, the losses were less than $50, 
including .items of no monetary value [Table 
48] . 

Blacks sufft~red a higher proportion of losses in 
the $50 aiud over category than did whites 
[Table 49]. 

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

Eighty-nine per<:ent 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 81]. 

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 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

AssauH 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted"assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempte,d purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Number 

15,100 
700 

5,700 

1,700 
800 
900 

2,400 
1,600 
8,800 
4,100 
1,300 
2,800 
4,700 
1,200 
3,500 

26,200 
2,600 

900 
400 

1,300 
23,600 

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

Rate 

59 
3 

22 

7 
3 
4 
9 
6 

34 
16 
5 

11 
18 
5 

14 
102 
10 
4 
2 
5 

92 

9 
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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 
1,600 with injury 1,700 1:1.06 

From serious assault 700 600 1:1.09 
From minor assault 900 900 1:1.06 

Robbery without injury 2,000 2,400 1:1.19 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,500 1,600 1:1.09 

Assault 7,600 6,600 1:1.15 
Aggravated assault 3,400 4,100 1:1.19 

With injUI"J 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 assault 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 show;, because of rounding. Ratios calculated from unrounded 
figures. 

1Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the 
number of incidents 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 rnvol~ nonstr~ers 
Type of crime Nwnber Rate Nwnber Rate Nwnber Rate 

Crimes cf violence 15,100 59 12,000 47 3,000 12 
Rape 700 3 600 2 1100 lZ 

Complete rape 200 1 200 1 lZ lZ 
Attempted rape 500 2 400 2 1100 lZ 

Robbery 5,700 22 5,200 20 400 2 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

w'i th injury 1,700 7 l.5OC 6 200 1 
From serious assault 800 3 700 3 1100 lZ 
From minor assault 900 4 900 3 lZ lZ 

Robbery without injury 2,400 9 2,200 9 1100 lZ 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,~0 6 1,400 6 200 1 

Assault 1)<800 34 6,200 24 2,500 10 
Aggravated assault 4,100 16 2,800 11 1,200 5 

With injury 1,300 5 800 3 500 2 
Attempted assault with we~pon 2,800 11 2,100 8 800 3 

Simple assault 4,700 18 3,400 13 1,300 5 
With injury 1,200 5 800 3 400 2 
Attempted assault without weapon 3,500 14 2,600 10 900 3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total. shown because of rounding. 
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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12 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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) 47 43 49 

Race 
White ~~~~ 66 69 64 
Black 30 26 32 
other 6) 4 3 4 

Age 
12-15 6~ 9 12 6 
16-19 6 11 14 9 
20-24 131 16 16 18 
25-34 19 24 21 27 
35-49 16 16 14 16 
50-64 20 14 12 15 
65 and over (15.) 7 9 6 

NOTE: thunbers 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 mack 

Crimes of violence 80 82 77 65 68 
Rape 67 1100 87 91 79 
Robbery 92 93 92 94 86 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 91 90 92 95 79 
From serious assault 86 66 85 90 76 
From minor assault 95 96 95 98 183 

Robbery without injury 95 96 92 95 92 
Attempted ~obbery without 
injury 90 89 .93 91 88 

Assault 71 75 67 78 55 
Aggravated assault 70 74 64 60 54 

With injury 62 67 55 72 52 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 73 77 67 63 55 

Simple assault 73 75 69 77 58 
With injury 65 73 56 75 126 
Attempted assault 

76 67 without weapon 75 74 77 

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



Survey Data Tables 13 

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 

Crimes of violence a5 73 a4 
Rape 1100 " 90 
Robbery 95 a5 91 

With inju . .'"y 9a 73 92 
Without injury 95 S9 91 

Assault 7a 6~ 7a '" Aggravated assault 80 6~ 80 
Simple assault 77 69 77 

1 Es·timate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
"No rapes of black males were recorded. 

Black 

61 
aa 
94 

190 
96 
46 
41 
50 

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

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault 

All races' 
12-15 63 59 66 
16-19 71 . !>9 72 
20-24 74 73 74 
25-34 68 71 66 
35-49 69 59 79 
50-64 78 72 a2 
65 and over 91 100 84 

White 
12-15 64 357 67 
16-19 77 77 77 
20-24 83 83 82 
25-34 77 85 71 
35-49 72 63 79 
50-64 83 87 79 
65 and over 91 100 84 

Black 
12-15 61 26J... "58 
16-19 61 62 260 
20-24 47 "50 243 
25-34 48 52 "41 
35-49 61 50 79 
50-64 "54 232 "100 
65 and over 2100 2100 0 

l.Includes data on "other" races, not shown sepel:'ately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence1 

Robbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

46 
"22 

51 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Casually acquainted 

54 
78 
49 

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



14 Criminal Vlct!mlzatlon Surveys In Oakland 

Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender 

Per:eived race of offender 
Not known and 

Type of crime White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 27 64 6 2 
Rape 125 75 0 0 

Completed rape 118 182 0 0 
Attempted rape 29 71 0 0 

Robbery 4t- -E... 16 15 
Robbery with injury 

~ 
18 18 

Robbery without injury -zr 15 13 
Assault 31 60 7 12 

Aggravated assault -22.. ~ 6 11 
Simple assault -l.L -22.. 7 13 

N01E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lEstimate, 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 mack other not available 

Crimes of violence 
White 33 56 8 4 
mack 15 85 11 0 

Rape 
133 White 67 0 0 

mack 16 94 0 0 
Robbery 

White 17 71 15 16 
mack 117 81 12 0 

Robbery with injury 
White 110 73 18 110 
mack 0 1100 0 0 

Robb~ry without injury 
I'lhite 21 71 14 14 
mack 121 77 13 0 

Assault 
White 40 M 9 13 
mack 15 85 11 0 

Aggravated assault 
White 38 50 10 11 
mack 110 89 11 0 

Simple assault 
White 41 47 9 14 
mack 21 79 0 0 

NO'£E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding, 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casea, 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 

Typf) of crime All white All black All othel' Mixed races not available 

Crimes of violence 13 73 5 7 12 
Rape 0 183 18 18 0 
Robbery 13 74 ~3 7 '3 

Robbery with injury 19 77 '4 16 '4 
Robbery without injury 14 73 '3 8 12 

Assault 14 71 7 7 '1 
Aggravated assault 15 66 110 1,/ '3 
Simple assault 13 74 '5 18 '1 

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

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

and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime and race 
of victims All white JIll black All other lfued raGes 

Crimes of violence' 
~lhite 16 71 5 S 
mack 26 77 ~6 26 

Robbery 
~te 16 73 24 7 
mack 25 76 23 29 

Assault 
~lhite 16 67 27 9 
mack 28 79 28 23 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistic'l.1ly t.nreliable. 

Not knOl1n and 
not avllilable 

21 
24 

"I 
26 

22 
22 

Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single­
offender victimizations, by type of crime 

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived ~e of offender 
Total 21 and 

Type of crime Unrier 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over 

Crimes of violence 12 26 4 11 11 69 
Rape 0 '4 0 '2 12 90 
Robbery 12 35 '4 15 17 59 

Robbery with injury '2 5:<: 16 26 '19 42 
Robbery without injury 12 29 '2 11 15 66 

Assault '1 24 4 10 9 71 
Aggl-avated assault '1 23 '4 11 7 74 
Simple ac3Aault '2 25 '5 10 11 68 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ShOlffi, or to 100 percent, because cf rou-'lding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not kncwn and 
not available 

4 
16 
'3 
'5 
12 
4 

'2 
'5 
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Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single­
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims, 

and perceived age of offender 

Perceive~ age of offender 
Not known and 

Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available 

Crimes of vialence1 
12-19 "2 53 45 "1 
20-34 "2 12 84 "3 
35-49 "1 18 81 2,1 

50-64 "1 30 58 "10 
65 and over 0 33 53 "13 

Robbery 
12-19 "3 61 "37 0 
20-34 "4 "19 75 21 
35-49 0 "24 74 "3 
50-64 23 "40 49 29 
65 and over 0 41 56 "2 

Assault 
12-19 "1 56 42 21 
20-34 "1 11 85 "3 
35-49 "1 214 85 0 
50-64 0 223 67 210 
65 and over 0 "16 "47 "37 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 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 ~e of offenders 
All under All 21 Not known and 

Type of crime 12 All 12-20 and over Hued ages not available 

Crimes of violence lZ 45 28 4 23 
'Rape 0 0 145 19 145 
Robbery lZ 46 29 7 17 

Robbery with injury 0 45 29 18 19 
Robbery without i.~jury lZ 47 29 16 17 

Assault 0 45 26 11 28 
Aggravated assault 0 41 28 13 28 
Simple assault 0 48 25 0 27 

NOTE: Detail nay not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based an about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple­
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims, 

and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived ~e of offenders 
Type of crime and All under All 21 Not Imown and 
age of victims 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of violence1 

12-19 0 75 "; "1 20 
20-34 0 30 41 "1 28 
35-49 0 18 49 "12 21 
50-64 0 33 44 "7 "16 
65 and over 22 50 "14 29 25 

Robbery 
12-19 0 82 23 0 "15 
20-34 0 38 39 21 22 
35-49 0 216 49 "16 "18 
50-64 0 38 42 "10 "10 
65 and over "2 48 "17 213 "20 

Assault 
12-19 0 71 26 0 23 
20-34 0 24 43 21 32 
35-49 0 "20 49 26 "26 
50-64 0 222 "48 0 "30 
65 and over 0 "56 "6 0 "39 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 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) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbeIY 
with injury 

Fran serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

l~ith injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Simple assault ' 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Mele 
(118,500) 

73 
lZ 
30 

7 
4 
3 

14 
8 

43 
21 

6 
14 
22 
5 

17 
112 

6 
lZ 
lZ 

6 
106 

Femele 
(138,400) 

if7 
5 

15 

6 
2 
4 
5 
4 

27 
12 
4 
8 

15 
4 

11 

93 
14 
7 
3 
4 

79 

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

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is 'statistically unreliable. 

( 



Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims 
... 
(XI 

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

12-15 16-19 2~24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
0 
::!. 

Type of crime (19,700) (20,000) (32,100) (49,500) (46,100) (51,000) (38,700) 3 
5" 

Crimes of violence 90 109 84 63 47 35 36 !!!. 
Rape '4 '5 6 .3 'I ,2 0 < 
Robbery 34 26 22 19 19 20 24 §: 

Robbery and attempted ropbeTy 3" with injury 8 '6 7 4 4 7 12 N 
Robbery without injury 19 12 9 9 8 8 6 a 
Attempted robbery without 

6 6 
0 

injury '7 8 7 4 7 :::I 

Assault 52 78 57 40 27 13 12 (J) 

Aggravated assault 20 38 26 19 14 6 5 c: 
:2 With injury 11 14 6 4 4 '2 '2 CD 

Attempted assault with weapon 10 24 20 15 10 3 '4 '< 
III 

Simple assault. 32 40 31 21 13 7 7 S' With injury 8 10 10 5 '2 '1 '2 
Attempted assault without 0 

C) 
weapon 24 30 20 16 10 7 4 :0:-

100 123 148 140 100 76 
iii' 

Crimes of theft 42 :::I 
Personal larceny with contact 11 10 13 9 8 13 14 Co 

Purse snatching 11 '2 6 4 4 8 8 
Pocket piCking 11 8 7 5 4 5 6 

Personal larceny without contact 99 113 135 132 91 63 28 

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

I 
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Survey Data Tables 19 

Table 19. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims 

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

White Black other 
Type of crime (144,8OO) (97,4OO) (14,7oo) 
Crimes of violence 72 44 25 

Rape 3 2 0 
Robbery 28 15 10 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
11 with injury 9 4 

From serious assault 4 2 0 
From minor assault 5 2 11 

Robbery without injury 11 8 17 
Attempted robbery without 8 4 13 

Assault 41 27 15 
Aggravated assault 17 16 17 

With injury 4 6 13 
Attempted assault with weapon 12 10 15 

Simple assault 25 10 17 
With injury 6 3 11 
Attempted assault without weapon 18 8 17 

Crimes of theft 116 85 76 
Personal larceny with contact 12 7 18 

Purse snatching 7 3 13 
Pocket picking 6 4 15 

Personal larceny l'lithout contact 104 77 68 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ~rumbers in parentheses refer 
to population in the group. 

1Estimete, 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) 

Less 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 01: crime (30,600) (65,900) (27,800) (52,700) (38,700) (14,200) (27,000) 

Crimes 01: violence 84 63 57 55 49 51 47 
Rape 6 4 '3 '1 'z 0 '2 
Robbery 36 25 16 20 19 18 16 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 13 9 14 5 4 '6 '4 

Robbery without injury 14 10 6 9 8 '6 9 
Attempted robbery without injury 9 6 5 6 6 '7 '4 

Assault 42 35 38 34 29 32 29 
Aggravated assault 24 17 19 14 13 13 11 

With injury 8 7 7 3 '3 '2 '2 
Attempted assault with weapon 16 10 12 11 10 11 9 

Simple assault 18 18 19 20 16 19 17 
With injury 6 6 '5 4 '3 '5 13 
Attempted assault without weapon 12 12 14 16 14 15 14 

Crimes 01: the1:t 84 87 102 112 129 138 83 
Personal larceny 'Iith contact 15 11 11 8 7 17 13 

Purse snatching 9 6 6 3 '4 '3 7 
Pocket picking 6 6 15 4 14 '4 7 

~ersonal larceny without contact 69 75 91 104 122 131 70 

NOTE:: Detail may not add to total shown because 01: rounding. Numbers in parentheses re1:er to population in the group. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or 1:ewer 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 separa'i;!ld 

Type of crime (78,900) (121,200) (23,900) (31,900) 

Crimes of violence 91 35 37 87 
Rape 4 1 11 1.4 
Robbery 29 13 23 39 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 8 4 14 10 

From serious assault 4 2 6 6 
From minor assault 4 2 8 15 

Robbery without injury 13 5 7 19 
Attempted robbery without injury 8 5 ~2 10 

Assault 57 21 14 44 
Aggravated assault 26 9 15 25 

With injury 9 2 12 8 
Attempted assault with weapon 17 7 14 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 84 60 134 
Personal larceny with contact 8 8 19 19 

Purse snatching 3 4 13 9 
Pocket picking 5 3 16 10 

Personal larceny without contact 122 76 41 115 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total Sh01ffi 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 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 3i 

All personal Robbery Robbery All personal larceny larceny :r 
crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without ~ 

Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact < 
n 

Male = 
12-15 (9,900) 114 0 52 ~8 44 62 22 40 121 "1 120 3 
16-19 (9,700) 123 0 37 "11 26 85 40 45 131 110 121 ~ 
20-24 (14,300) 99 0 26 "7 20 73 34 39 155 16 149 = 
25-34 ~24'100~ 77 0 26 "3 23 51 27 23 151 7 144 g 
35-49 21,600 59 "1 26 "6 20 33 18 15 116 8 108 en 
50-64 23.600 45 0 26 9 17 19 9 10 78 "5 73 c 
65 and over (15,500) 45 0 33 12 20 12 "6 "6 42 "6 35 ~ 

Female ~ 
12-15 (9,800) 65 "7 16 "7 "8 43 18 24 79 "1 77-
16-19110'4001 96 111 15 0 15 71 36 35 115 "9 106 ~ 
20-24 17,800 72 10 19 ~7 12 44 20 24 141 19 123 II) 

25-34 25,400 49 7 12 "5 8 30 11 19 130 10 12O:!5: 
35-49 21,,500 36 "1 14 13 11 21 10 11 85 8 77 ~ 
50-64 27,400 25 "3 14 6 7 9 "3 6 74 19 54 a. 
65 and over (23,200) 30 0 18 11 7 12 "5 7 42 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 about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons 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 Whit.e Black 

Type of crime (66,900) (44,500) (77,800) (52,900) 

Crimes of violence 90 53 56 36 
Rape lZ 0 6 4 
Robbery 37 23 20 9 

With injury 9 6 9 '3 
Without injury 28 17 11 6 

Assault 53 30 31 24 
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 

NO'lE: De-cail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
population in the group. 

Z Les~ than 0.5 per 1,000. 
'Estimate, 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 
Robbe!:Z 

All personal Robbery 
crimes of All rob- with 

Sex '.-.nd marital status ilo1ence1. beries injury 

Male 
Never married (41,900) 103 40 9 
Married ~60'100) 43 16 3 
Widowed 4,600) 63 45 224 
Divorced end separated (11,600) 124 64 16 

Female 
Never married (37,000) 77 16 6 
Married ~61,000~ 27 11 4 
Widowed 19,300, 31 18 11 
Divorced and separated (20,400) 66 25 27 

Robbery 
without All 
injury assaults 

31 63 
12 27 

221 218 
49 60 

10 51 
7 14 

26 13 
18 34 

Assault 

Aggra'vated 
assault 

30 
13 

215 
39 

24 
5 

24 
17 

Simple 
assault 

All personal 
crimes of 
theft 

36 138 
14 89 
23 57 
20 165 

27 120 
9 79 
9 60 

17 116 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rOunding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

7 
5 

212 
212 

10 
11 
20 
22 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

131 
85 
45 

153 

111 
68 
40 
94 
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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 I\) 
~ 

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

CrL~es of violence Crimes of theft 0 ... 
Personal Personal 3' All personal Assault All personal larceny larceny :; 

crimes of All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without !a 
Race and age violencel Robbery assaultd assault assault theft contact contact < 
White 2: 

12-15 r'600~ 163 65 92 29 (.3 151 0 151 3" 
16-19 S,500 160 41 114 49 65 175 210 165 N 

III 
20-24 17'200~ 114 27 79 33 46 177 13 164 -
25-34 27,300 7S 23 51 21 30 164 10 154 0" 

::I 
35-49 (23,200) 55 26 2S 11 16 118 10 lOS en 
50-64 (31,700) 43 23 17 7 10 85 16 69 I: 
65 and over (30,200) 42 27 15 6 9 46 16 30 ~ 

CD 
Black '< en 

12-15 ~12'ooo~ 50 17 30 16 14 74 22 72 :; 
16-19 10,200 73 213 52 31 21 S7 210 77 0 20-24 12,400 5S 19 36 21 16 115 13 102 III 

25-34 ~19'300~ 48 15 30 19 11 113 27 106 ~ 

35-49 19,600 40 14 27 17 10 85 26 78 iii 
::I 

50-64 17,000 23 15 27 25 22 61 27 54 a. 
65 and over (7,000) 215 213 22 22 0 27 26 22 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

rfumbers in parentheses rcfer- to population in the group. 

2Estimate, based on about 10 o~ fewer sample cases, is statistical~unreliable. 



Race and income 

White 
Less than $3,000 (15,200) 
$3,000-$7,499 ~32,600) 
$7,500-$9,999 14,900) 
$10,000-$14,999 (30,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (24,900) 
$25,000 or more (11,200) 
Not available (16,100) 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (13,800) 
$3,000-$7,499 ~30,3oo~ 
$7,500-$9,999 11,400 
$10,000-$14,999 ~19'4oo) 
$15,000-$24,999 10,800) 
$25,000 or more 2,200) 
Not available (9,500) 

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) 

Qrimes of violence 

All personal Assault All personal 
crimes of All Aggravated Simple crimes of 
violence~ Robbery assaults assault assault theft 

117 47 59 27 32 104 
'19 34 40 15 25 101 
66 21 42 21 21 117 
70 25 44 17 27 122 
55 22 34 14 20 140 
56 22 33 212 21 136 
61 21 37 14 23 95 

56 26 28 24 24 65 
49 16 30 19 11 72 
49 210 37 18 18 85 
36 14 21 11 10 102 
36 15 20 12 28 116 

246 26 "39 19 220 151 
28 29 19 9 210 67 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Numbers-in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

Crimes of theft 
Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

21 
15 
14 
8 
7 

27 
17 

"9 
7 

27 
e 

28 
0 

26 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

83 
86 

103 
114 
133 
129 
78 

56 
65 
77-
94 

108 
151 
61 
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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~ 
16-19 4,100 
20-24 7,900 
25-34 13, 900 ~ 
35-49 11, 200 ~ 
50-64 14,500, 
65 and over (11,700) 

Female 
12-15 3'000~ 
16-19 4,400 
20-21, 9,300 
25-34 13'400~ 
35-49 12,000 
50-64 17,200 
65 and over (18,500) 

Black 
Male 

12-15 (5,800 
16-19 (1<,900 
20-24 l~'300 25-34 8,700 
35-49 8,900 
50-64 8,000 
65 and over (2,900) 

Female 
12-15 6,200~ 
16-19 5,200 
20-24 7,100 
25-34 10,500) 
35-49 10,700) 
50-64 9,000) 
65 and over (4,100) 

205 
203 
128 
96 
67 
53 
52 

115 
120 
102 
59 
44 
33 
35 

58 
65 
74 
54 
55 
35 

128 

43 
80 
46 
43 
28 

112 
17 

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

186 
163 
177 
172 
131 
88 
43 

110 
187 
177 
155 
107 
82 
48 

87 
108 
130 
123 
109 
68 

134 

62 
67 

104 
105 
64 
55 

123 

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 4 
Rape 78 116 12 12 12 
Robbery 42 30 15 11 3 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
18 14 with injury 36 29 23 

From serious assault 26 28 26 111 18 
From minot' r.ssault 45 29 20 15 11 

Robbery without injury 37 34 14 13 :12 
Attempted robbery without injury 5h 25 18 10 13 

Assault 66 12 6 11 5 
Aggravated assault 65 12 13 11 9 

With injury 65 17 11 18 19 
Attempted assault with weapon 65 14 13 9 9 

Simple assault 67 11 8 10 12 
With injury 70 111 19 19 0 
Attempted assault without weapon 66 12 8 10 13 

NOTE: Detail may not add to WO percent because cf rOunding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

52 
75 
41 
59 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample ca~es, is statisically unreliable. 

78 
186 

46 
83 

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

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 92 93 90 
Rape 94 96 171 
Robbery 95 96 89 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 96 97 192 

From serious assault 94 95 189 
From minor assault 98 98 1100 

Robbery without injury 93 94 lao 
Attempted robbery without 

193 injury 97 98 
Assault 90 90 91 

Aggravated assault 89 89 88 
With injury 91 91 90 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 88 88 87 
Simple assault 91 90 93 

With injury 93 91 95 
Attempted assault 
without weapon 90 90 92 

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

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

relationship and type of crime 

Relationship Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 

All victimizations 29 30 28 

Involving strangers 27 30 25 
Involving nonstrangers 35 36 35 



28 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

Characteris'tic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 

Sex 
Male 26 25 27 
Female 32 39 29 

Race 
v!hite 28 32 26 
Black 30 27 32 

Age 
12-15 30 23 35 
16-19 28 122 30 
20-24- 30 31 29 
25-34 22 20 23 
35-49 23 22 25 
50-61~ 32 38 22 
65 and over 44 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-$24-999 21 23 20 
$25,000 or more 25 131 121 
Not available 20 125 118 

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

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 

Item Crimes of violence1 Robbery ASf!I.ult 

Received hospital pare 8 8 9 
Emergency room only 6 6 6 
Overnight or longer 2 22 3 

Incurred medical expenses3 5 5 5 

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

Sex 
Male 9 8 10 
Female 7 "7 8 

RacE! 
White 7 7 6 
Black 12 29 15 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 7 7 8 
Involving nOllstrangers 13 "12 13 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Est:im&te, based on about 10 or fewer sample co&es, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Less than $50 
$5~$249 
$250 or more 

Percent 

lIncludes only those victimizations iq which the victL~s knew with certainty that medical ex­
pelmes were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the am~U1t of such expenses. 

2Est~nate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



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

On street, Or in park, 
Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground, 

Type of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parking lot 

All personal crimes 4 5 16 60 
Crimes of violence 12 12 10 57 

Rape 112 13 12 63 
Robbery 9 13 7 67 

Robbel1r and attempted robbery 
with injury 1S 21 ].5 61 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury S 9 S 70 

Assault 13 12 13 50 
Aggravated assault 16 13 11 49 
Simple assault 11 12 15 52 

Crimes of theft 1Z 1 19 61 
Personal larceny with contac"t 14 9 35 49 
Personal l&rceny without contact 17 62 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
••• Represents not applicable. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewar sample cases, is statisticallyunrelisble. 
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Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence1 
Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 

Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence.! and type of crime 

Relatior~hip and place Crimes of violence1 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home 8 
Near own home 12 
Inside nonresidential building 11 
On street, or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 63 
Elsewhere 6 

Involving nonstrangers 
Inside own home 2.8 
Near own home 11 
Inside nonresidential building 9 
On stxeet, Or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 34 
Elsewhere 18 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rcunding. 
1 Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Robbery Assault 

8 7 
12 13 

7 15 

70 57 
23 9 

224 29 
215 11 

26 10 

236 35 
218 16 

2Estimate, 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 

Inside city of residence 

78 

83 
87 
81 

Inside other central city 

8 

5 
6 
3 
9 

Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

75 
77 
75 

13 
9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes 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 
All personal All crimes All crimes Personal larceny PersonAl larceny 

Reason crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 33 2B 3B 23 36 44 36 
Not important enough 33 31 27 34 34 24- 35 
Police would not \'1ant to be bothered S B 7 9 7 "s 7 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 4 4 5 3 4 25 4 
Private or personal matter 5 12 5 i4 3 23 3 
Fear of reprisal 1 2 "2 22 2Z "1 "Z 
Reported to someone else 6 4 5 4 6 25 6 
All other and not given 10 12 12 11 10 9 10 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of r~Jnding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 40. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted rObbery 
with injury 

Frow p~rious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Att~mpted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempt.ed assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larcen;r with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Z Less than 0.5 percent • 
••• Represents not applicable. 

All 
victimizations 

36 
45 
54 
53 

65 
71 
59 
60 
31 
40 
49 
64 
43 
31 
41 
27 
31 
47 
52 
42 
29 

Involving 
strangers 

1~5 
57 
53 

66 
73 
61 
60 
30 
36 
46 
63 
42 
29 
39 
27 

46 
52 
44 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically llnreliable. 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

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 mack 

All personal crimes 33 39 36 35 
Crimes of violence 40 52 43 50 

Rape ~Z 55 51 163 
Robbery 49 61 52 53 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 56 73 64 66 
From serious assault 65 62 67 75 
From minor assault 49 69 61 ~59 

Robbery without injury 56 67 61 55 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 26 36 29 ~32 

Assault 34 47 36 46 
Aggravated assault 43 56 45 56 

With injury 63 64 56 71 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 34 56 41 47 
Simple assault 25 36 30 35 

With injurl' 34 52 36 ~56 
Attempted assault 

without weapon 22 34 28 29 
Crimes of theft 29 33 32 26 

Personal larceny lath 
contact 31 54 53 36 
Purse sr,atching 0 54 55 144 
Pocket picking 32 53 51 130 

Personal larceny ~Iithout 
contact 29 29 30 27 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fe\'ler 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 35-49 50-64 65 and over 

All personal crimes 22 37 38 44 49 
Crimes of violence~ 33 44 56 56 53 

Robbery 37 51 67 57 60 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 235 52 85 71 78 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

61 without injury 38 50 48 44 
Assault 29 41 48 53 38 

Aggravated assault 47 44 59 63 "52 
Simple assault 15 38 37 45 227 

Crimes of theft 12 33 30 39 45 
Personal lsrceny with contact 25 44 44 46 72 
Personal larceny without 

contact 12 33 29 38 33 

1Includes 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 victimizaUons strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 64 63 67 
Hape 91 89 1100 
Robbery 55 53 79 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
173 with injury 53 51 

From serious assault 51 48 173 
From minor assault 55 54 175 

Robbery without injury 36 34 167 
Attempted robbery without injury 86 86 193 

Assault 67 69 64 
Aggravated assault 64 66 58 

With in,jury 61 6; 54 
Attempted assault with weapon 65 67 61 

Simple assault 70 71 69 
With injury 66 62 75 
Attempted assault without weapon 72 73 67 

1 Estimate , 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 

Robber:/: Assault 
Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Sex 
Male 62 ~100 52 55 51 69 68 
Female 65 89 61 51 67 64 57 

Race 
White 65 87 58 52 60 68 67 
Black 63 100 51 51 51 67 60 

Age 
188 12-19 71 67 85 62 71 71 

20-34 69 88 61 74 57 70 67 
35-49 58 1100 58 160 57 57 48 
50-64 48 188 42 134 47 53 140 
65 and over 48 " .39 122 54 66 71 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sru~le cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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 Robber:/: Assault 
Self-protective measure violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Used or brandished firearm or knife .3 0 13 11 14 2 13 
Used physical force or other weapon 30 28 28 40 23 .32 .34 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 19 .30 25 .30 23 15 15 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 114 11 16 1.3 17 17 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 3.3 29 33 23 .37 33 31 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1 Estirnate, based on about 10 or fewer s~le 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 Male Female White Black 

Used or brandished £irearm or kni£e 3 3 ~2 2 
Used physical £orce or other weapon 30 36 24 28 
Tried to get help or £righten offender 19 10 29 20 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 18 12 15 
Nonviolent resistance, :including evasion 33 33 33 35 

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

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

74 
38 
36 
70 

78 
100 
18 
17 
21 
13 
94 
85 
70 

100 
95 

~3 

36 
18 
14 
29 



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 
T,ype of crime value $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

All personal crimes 3 20 36 28 7 
Crimes of violence1 7 23 30 23 7 

-Robbery "3 24 28 27 8 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury "3 14 35 24 "11 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury "3 29 25 29 6 

Assault 19 24 33 "9 24 

Crimes of theft 2 19 37 29 7 
Personal larceny with contact "1 16 42 26 24 

Purse snatching "1 "15 46 23 23 
Pocket picking 21 16 39 28 25 

Personal larceny without contact 2 20 37 30 8 

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

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

No monetary 
T,ype of crime and race value 

All personal crimes1 3 
White 3 
mack 2 

Crimes of violence1 7 
White 7 
Black "6 

Crimes of theftl 2 
White 2 
mack 22 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of round.i.ng. 
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

Less than 
$10 

20 

22 
15 

23 
25 
17 

19 
22 
14 

2Est~ate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

$10-$49 

36 

37 
33 
30 
33 
25 

37 
38 
35 

$50-$249 

28 

26 
34 
23 
19 
31 

29 
27 
35 

$250 or more 

7 
7 
8 

7 
6 

27 

7 
7 
8 

Not known and 
not available 

7 
11 
11 

14 
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6 
12 

"12 
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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 

i¥pe Of crL~e and property value All races~ 

Robbery 
No monetary value 21 
Less than $10 25 
$10-$49 30 
$50-$99 14 
$100-$249 15 
$250 or more 7 
Not available 9 

Personal larceny3 
No monetary value 1 
Less than $10 20 
$10-$49 38 
$50-$99 15 
$100-$:>.49 14 
$250 or more 7 
Not available 4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

White 

"2 
28 
36 
10 
9 
7 
9 

1 
23 
39 
14 
14 
7 
3 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
3Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. 

Table 51. Personal robbery and !arceny: Percent distribution of 
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of 

loss recovered 

Personal larcen~ 
All personal 

Black 

0 
18 
22 
21 
25 
26 
"8 

"1 
15 
36 
19 
16 
8 
5 

Proportion recovered Rot-bery larcenies With contact ~Iithout contact 

None 75 80 65 81 
All 9 9 8 9 
Some 16 11 27 10 

Less than half 6 4 15 4 
Half or more 5 4 7 3 
Proportion unknown 5 :3 ~5 :3 
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Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by type of crime 

Type of crime 

All personel crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
SimPle assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personel larceny without contact 

Percent 

5 
8 

115 
8 

17 
4 
8 

12 
4 
4 

15 
4 

lEstimate, based on about 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 personel crjmes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Less than 1 day 
1-5 days 
Over 5 days 

39 
44 
16 

18 
59 
23 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lEst1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically 1lnreliable. 

Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime and time of occurrence 

Nighttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known 

All personel crimes 51 44 28 12 4 
Crimes of violence 50 50 38 12 11 

Rape 29 69 53 116 0 
Robbery 47 53 42 11 lZ 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
19 with injury 55 44 35 11 

From serious assault 48 52 35 115 11 
From minor assault 61 38 34 14 0 

Robbery without injury 45 55 45 10 0 
Attempted robbery 

without injury 40 60 45 14 0 
Assault 54 46 35 11 0 

Aggravated assault 49 51 36 15 0 
With injury 51 49 38 111 0 
Attempted assault 

with weapon 48 52 36 16 0 
SimPle assault 58 42 33 9 0 

With injury 56 44 35 19 0 
Attempted assault 
without weapon 58 42 33 9 0 

Crimes of theft 52 42 24 12 6 
Personel larceny 
with contact 66 34 29 6 0 
Purse snetching 69 31 27 14 0 
Pocket picking 63 38 30 18 0 

Personel larceny 
without contact 51 43 23 12 7 

NOTE; Det!lil may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate,based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known 
and not 
available 

4 
tz 
12 
lZ 

11 
0 

11 
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0 
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lZ 
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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 p.m.- Midnight- Not known and 
of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. not available 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence1 4S 52 .39 12 2Z 

Robbery 47 5.3 42 11 aZ 
Assault 51 48 .36 12 2Z 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence1 57 4.3 .34 9 2Z 

Robbery 50 50 42 28 a 
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. 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 

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 42 42 42 
Rape 29 32 'i·Z 
Robbery 42 42 41 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury .32 29 162 

Robbery without injury 51 51 150 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 40 4.3 114 

Assault2 4.3 42 44 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrel~ble. 
2Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 

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

Type of crime Firearm 

Crimes of violence1 35 
Robbery 38 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 21.3 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 45 

Aggravated assault 33 
With injury 215 
Attempted assault with ~Ieapon 40 

NOTE~ Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Knife Other 

.34 26 

.35 22 

35 46 

35 14 
34 29 
35 44 
33 24 

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

Type unknown 

5 
26 

26 

26 
4 

26 
24 



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

Involving stra!!Bers 
Type of crime Firearm Knife 

Crtmes of violence1 34 35 
Robbery 38 35 
Aggravated assault 30 35 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Other 

26 
21 
32 

Type unknown 

5 
26 
23 

2Esttmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Involvtng nonstrangers 
Firearm Knife Other 

37 32 25 
229 235 229 
38 32 24 

Type unknown 

26 
26 
26 
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Table 59. Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizations, 
by type of crime 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Hou&ehold larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted lart',eny 

Motor vehiCle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1.000 households) 
Number 

23,200 
9,700 
7,700 
5,800 

14,500 
8,000 
,,000 

300 
1,100 
4,800 
3,500 
1,200 

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

Jl!lte 

174 
73 
58 
44 

108 
60 
38 
3 
8 

36 
26 
9 

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

Characteristic 
All household 
crimes 

Race of head of household 
White (60) 
Black (36) 
other (5) 

Age of head of household 
12-19 (1) 

2~34 ~321 35-49 21 
5~64 25 
65 and over (21) 

ArulUal family income 
Less than $3,000 (17) 
$3,~$7,499 (27) 
$7,500-$9,999 (11) 
$10,~$14,999 (18) 
$15,OO~$24,999 (12) 
$25,000 or more (4) 
Not available (11) 

Tenu>:,!) 
Owned o.r being bought (44) 
Rented (57) 

Number of units in structure 
12 (54) 

t m) 
5-9 (8 
10 or more (20) 
other than housing units (1) 

Number of persons in household 
1 (36)· 
2-3 (46) 
4-5 (14) 
6 or more (5) 

56 
40 
4 

1 
43 
24 
19 
12 

15 
26 
12 
20 
14 
5 
8 

40 
60 

54 
8 
'3 
8 
8 

18 
1 

26 
48 
18 

8 

Burglary 

56 
40 
4 

1 
43 
22 
20 
13 

17 
26 
12 
19 
12 
4 
9 

38 
63 

50 
9 
2 
8 
9 

20 
1 

31 
47 
16 
6 

Household 
mcerlY 

57 
39 
4 

2 
43 
26 
18 
12 

14 
27 
12 
20 
15 
6 
6 

42 
58 

58 
9 
3 
8 
7 

15 
11 

20 
50 
21 
10 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

54 
42 
4 

11 
39 
30 
22 

8 

10 
23 
10 
24 
15 
6 

12 

43 
57 

60 
6 
4 
4 
6 

18 
1Z 

20 
51 
20 
9 

NOTE: Detail may not. add to 100 percent because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
percent of households in the group. 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or feKer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
2I.~cludes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 



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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 
T,ype of crime (1,400) (42,600) (28,500) 

R.trglary 189 2)6 181 
Forcible entry ~75 106 72 
Unlawful entry without force 147 77 63 
Attempted forcible entry '67 54 46 

Housohold larceny 180 146 130 
Less than $50 ~75 78 70 
$50 or more 185 54 47 
Amount not available 0 ~3 ~3 

Attempted larceny ~19 12 10 
Moto~ vehicle theft 13S 44 49 

Completed theft ~10 30 38 
Attempted theft '29 14 12 

NOTE, Detail may not add to total shown because of rouncli',g. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 

50-64 
(32,700) 

140 
58 
41 
41 
80 
43 
28 
~3 
6 

32 
26 
6 

65 end over 
(28,000) 

111 
40 
42 
29 
59 
41 
12 
~2 

1.4 
14 
11 
'3 

en 
c 

~ 
'< 
C 
DI 
S' 
-; 
tT 

if 

"" w 



44 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

Table 62. Household crimes~ Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household 

Type o£ crime 

Burglary 
Forcible ent.ry 
Unlaw£Ul entry without force 
Attempted £orcible entry 

H'Jusehcld larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or' more 
AmOlmt not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehi~le theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White 
(79,600) 

164 
59 
66 
40 

103 
62 
29 
12 

9 
32 
22 
11 

Black 
(L.7,500) 

194 
'is 
45 
51 

120 
56 
54 

10} 

7 
42 
35 

7 

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

1E~timate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically 1unreliable. 



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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24) 999 
Type of crime (22,400) (36,500) (14,500) (24,600) (15,900 

Burglary 180 165 195 183 181 
Forcible entry 84 76 79 73 69 
UnlawfUl entry without force 56 47 60 56 76 
Attempted forcible entry 41 42 56 54 36 

Household larceny 88 109 120 120 135 
Less than $50 49 60 73 69 68 
$50 or more 32 40 30 39 51 
Amount not available 12 12 15 12 13 
Attempted larceny 15 ? 11 10 14 

Motor vehicle theft 21 30 33 46 45 
Completed theft 17 21 25 34 31 
Attempted theft 14 9 18 13 14 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. NUmbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

$25,000 or more 
(5,400) 

165 
48 
79 
38 

148 
74 
62 
0 

113 
53 
43 

110 

Not available 
(14,100) 

145 
51 
58 
36 
65 
35 
22 
13 
15 
41 
32 

110 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or being bought 
All racesi White Black All racesx 

Type of crime {57, 900) (35,600) (19,400) (75,400) 

Burglary 150 155 146 192 
Forcible entry 61 51 79 82 
Unlaw~ul entry without force 50 62 32 63 
Attempted forcible erltry 39 42 35 48 

Household larceny 105 99 120 111 
Less than $50 59 65 51 60 
$50 or more 35 23 60 40 
Amount not a:lT8ilable 3 22 "4 2 
Attempted larceny 8 9 "5 9 

Motor vehicle theft 36 29 51 36 
Completed theft 27 20 41 26 
Attempted theft 9 9 9 10 

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

Rented 
White Black 

(43,900) (28,100) 

171 2.28 
65 111 
69 55 
38 63 

105 120 
60 59 
35 49 
"1 21, 
9 8 

35 36 
23 31 
12 5 
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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 
Type of crime (47,300) (61,100) (18,700) 

Burglary 150 179 200 
Forcible entry 67 72 82 
Unlawful entry without force 44 61 73 
Attempted forcible entry 39 46 46 

Household larceny 61 117 158 
Less than $50 37 65 80 
$50 or more 17 39 63 
Amount not a\~ilable 11 3 l.4 
Attempted larceny 5 10 10 

Motor vehicle theft 20 40 51 
Completed theft 16 29 .36 
Attempted theft 5 11 16 

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

Six or more 
(6,200) 

227 
89 
80 
58 

237 
116 
101 
15 

l.15 
67 
58 
l.9 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Onel. Two Three Four 
Type of crime (72,300) (10,700) (3,400) (9,000) 

Burglary 161 189 162 212 
Forcible entry 69 76 49 98 
Unlawful entry without force 53 62 240 50 
Attempted forcible entry 39 51 73 64 

Household larceny 116 119 122 134 
Less than $50 66 66 69 65 
$50 or more 39 42 237 52 
Amount not available 2 21 28 25 
Attempted larceny 8 29 28 212 

Motor vehicle theft 40 28 49 23 
Completed theft 30 22 232 212 
Attempted theft 10 26 217 211 

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

Five-Nine Ten or more 
(10,000) (26,000) 

215 177 
96 65 
63 70 
57 42 
95 82 
62 38 
24 34 
23 22 
27 8 
30 32 
25 24 
25 8 
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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 All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force 

White 
Less than $3,000 (12,000) 161 66 63 
$3,000-$7,499 (19,700) 138 55 51 
$7,500-$9,999 (8,500) 171 58 64 
$10,000-$14,999 ~15,loo~ 186 67 65 
$15,000-$24,999 10,800 191 59 93 
$25,000 or more (4,400) 162 37 81 
Not available (9,100) 151 54 64 

mack 
Less than $3,000 (9,400) 207 109 42 
$3,000-$7,499 (15,200~ 203 105 44 
$7,500-$9,999 (5,hOO 248 120 59 
$10,000-$14,999 (8,200) 189 90 45 
$15,000-$24,999 ~4'100) 157 97 37 
$25,000 Or more 7oo~ 1110 155 136 
Not available (4,400 133 43 50 

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

Attempted forcible entry 

32 
32 
48 
55 
39 
44 
33 

55 
54 
69 
53 

123 
119 

40 
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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 
Near olm home 
At vacation home, motel, 

or hotel 
Inside nonresidential 
building 

On street, or in park, 
playground, school­
ground. or parking lot 

l!:lsewhere 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
••• Represents not applicable. 

98 

2 

20 
80 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, iG statistically unreliable. 

~z 

3 

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

Inside city Inside other 
Type o£ crime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All household crimes 92 3 
Burglary 93 3 
Household larceny 92 2 
Motor vehicle theft 87 6 

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 police, by type of crime 

5 
4 
5 
7 

Reason All household crimes Burglary HoUsehold larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 36 37 35 35 

Not important enough 34 29 38 34 
Police would not want 
to be bothered 9 8 9 19 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 3 3 3 12 

Private or personal 
matter 5 4 5 14 

Fear of reprisal 1 11 11 0 
Reported to someone else 2 3 2 12 
All other and not given 11 14 8 14 

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 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 All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

White 
Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 34 35 33 37 

Not important enough 36 31 41 32 
All other and not 
given 30 34 26 31 

Black 
Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 40 4\ 39 134 

Nothing important enough 29 26 31 134 
All other and not 

given 31 33 29 132 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounPing. 
1 Estimate , 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 done; Not important All other and 
Income lack of proof enough not given 

Less than $3,000 33 29 38 
$3,000-J;7, 499 39 31 30 
$7,5CJO-.$9,999 38 35 27 
$10,000-$14,999 36 36 27 
$15,000-$24,999 31 38 32 
$25,000 or more 32 45 23 
Not available 38 32 30 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
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Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 

by value of stolen property 

Nothing could be done; Not important All other and 
Value lack of proof enough not given 

No monetary value 18 75 118 
Less than $10 23 60 17 
$10-$49 34 37 28 
$50-$99 44 21 35 
$100-$249 45 15 41 
$250 or more q4 16 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 

'1'ype of crime All races1 White Black 

All household crimes 49 qs 50 
Burglary 57 57 57 

Forcible entry 77 79 75 
Unlawful entry without force 51 51 50 
Attempted forcible entry 3:;:: 36 27 

Household larceny 27 27 29 
Less than $50 14 15 15 
$50 or more 48 54 43 
Amount not available 224 27 239 
Attempted larceny 24 22 235 

Motor vehicle theft 77 74 81 
Completed theft 92 93 90 
Attempted theft 33 35 227 

1Includes d.ata on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



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-$7,499 $7.500-$9.999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 

All household crimes 47 48 46 51 49 
Burglar.r 54 55 56 59 59 

Forcible entry 70 73 80 81 85 
Unlawful entry without force 48 48 51 54 4S 
Attempted forcible entry 33 30 29 33 32 

Household larceny 23 31 22 30 26 
Motor vehicle theft S4 72 75 78 78 

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

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

$25,000 or more 

4S 
53 
58 
58 

138 
29 
86 

All races1 White Black 
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being 

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought Rented 

All household crimes 49 49 48 49 52 49 
Burglary 60 55 60 55 61 55 

Forcible entry S3 73 88 73 78 74 
Unlawful entry without force 48 52 49 53 48 51 
Attempted forcible entry 40 27 43 29 34 25 

Household larceny 23 30 21 31 28 29 
Motor vehicle theft 79 76 77 71 S2 79 

1Includes data on "other" race", 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-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

All household crimes 10 27 56 85 
Burglary 29 43 64 84 
Household larceny 15 18 45 61 
Motor vehicle theft a 171 90 93 

1 Estimate, 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 

All household crimes 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

89 
135 
96 
88 
64 
95 
89 

Table 79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft los.s, by value of stolen property, including cash, 

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value 1 11 2 0 
Less than $10 10 5 19 0 
$10-$49 24 17 39 12 
$50-$99 13 12 18 11 
$100-$249 15 18 14 7 
$250-$999 22 31 4 51 
$1,000 or more 11 14 1 36 
Not available 3 3 2 12 

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



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 
Race and type of crime value 

All races~ 
All household crimes 6 

Burglary 10 
Forcible entry 4 
Unlawful entry without 
force 22 

Attempted forcible entry 36 
Household larceny 2 
Motor vehicle theft 4 

White 
All household crimes 6 

Ibrglary 10 
Forcible entry 6 
Unlawful entry without 
force 22 

Attempted forcible entry 35 
HOUsehold larceny 2 
Motor vehicle theft 24 

Black 
All household crimes 7 

Ibrglary 10 
Forcible entry 3 
Unlawful. entry without 
force 22 

Attempted forcible entry 38 
Household larceny 3 
Motor vehicle theft 24 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes dsta on "other" races, not shown separately. 

Less than $10 

11 
7 
3 

7 
17 
18 
23 

13 
8 
4 

8 
18 
22 
24 

8 
5 

23 

23 
15 
13 
22 

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

$10-$49 $50-$249 

25 24 
19 23 
11 22 

25 33 
25 6 
38 31 

8 8 

29 24 
23 25 
14 25 

2'1 35 
30 24 
41 26 
13 7 

19 25 
13 19 
9 20 

18 30 
19 27 
33 40 
21 8 

Not known and 
$250 or more not available 

28 6 
34 8 
51 7 

28 5 
22 14 

6 4 
72 6 

24 5 
28 6 
45 7 

21 4 
22 10 
5 4 

68 24 

33 8 
42 10 
57 8 

41 27 
22 20 
6 5 

77 9 
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Tabl~ 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered 

and type of crime 

All household Housenold Motor vehicle 
Proportion recove\"ed crimes Burglary larceny theft 

None 73 76 85 14 
All 14 7 7 68 
Some 13 16 8 18 

Lel;S than hali 4 5 3 5 
Hali or more 6 8 2 11 
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 12 

NOTE: Detail may nOl~ add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Est1mate, based Oil about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent. 

8 

8 
13 
6 
3 
4 
3 
6 

19 
13 
17 
20 
18 

1 Est1mate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 83. Househt:,ld crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from worl<, by number of days lost and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Less than 1 day 44 44 51 40 
1-5 clays 49 50 41 54 
Over 5 days 6 15 17 16 
Amount unknown and 
Not available 11 11 12 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of ~)unding. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of cr.ime and time of occurrence 

Nighttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- 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 44 44 25 13 7 12 

Forcible entry 46 46 31 11 5 8 
Unlawful entry without 
force 46 40 17 16 7 14 

Attempted forcible entry 40 46 24 11 11 14 
Household larceny 34 51 18 20 12 16 

Less than $50 32 49 16 17 15 19 
$50 or more 39 50 21 22 8 11 
Amount not available 130 55 19 133 '12 115 
Attempted larceny 21 6a 28 128 113 111 

Motor vehicle theft 23 75 28 37 10 13 
Completed theft 23 76 26 40 9 12 
Attempted theft 24 72 33 28 111 14 

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

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

Chracteristic 

All establishments (21,100) 
Kind of establishment 

Retail (5, 800 ) 
Food group (700) 
Eating and drinking 
places (2,000) 

Apparel group (500) 
Lumber, building, hardware, 
farm equipment group (200) 

Gasoline stations (500) 
Liquor stores (400) 
other retail (1,600) 

Wholesale (1,600) 
Service (8, BOO) 
Real estate (800) 
Manufacturing (1,600) 
Transportation (1,100) 
other (1,400) 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 (4,900) 
$10,000-$24,999 (3,000) 
$25,000-$49,999 (2,100) 
$50,000-$99,999 (2,400) 
$100,000-$499,999 (3,900) 
$500,000-$999,999 (BOO) 
$1,000,000 or more (2,100) 
No sales (1,200) 
Amount not available (600) 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 (7,300) 
4-7 (3,300) 
8-19 (2,500) 
20 or more (2,400) 
None (5,500) 

(Rate per 1.000 establishments) 
Burglary 

Number Rate 

13,400 

4,300 
500 

1,400 
300 

200 
600 
300 

1,100 
1,500 
5,100 

200 
900 
800 
800 

2,700 
1,700 

900 
1,700 
3,000 

500 
2,000 

700 
300 

3,600 
2,200 
1,900 
2,500 
3,200 

637 

737 
643 

704 
592 

1,000 
1,400 

781 
646 
956 
574 
196 
537 
703 
575 

553 
553 
430 
702 
765 
593 
958 
549 
470 

492 
668 
789 

1,021 
578 

Robbery 
Number Rate 

2,900 

1,400 
200 

400 
1Z 

o 
200 
400 
200 

1100 
800 
1Z 

200 
200 
300 

300 
200 
200 
600 
800 
200 
600 

o 
lZ 

900 
600 
300 
800 
300 

137 

236 
309 

183 
174 

o 
408 
911 
125 
154 

90 
144 
118 
141 
187 

57 
69 
74 

249 
209 
224 
282 

o 
158 

125 
187 
105 
320 

59 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 1'ounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
establishments in the group. 

Z Fewer than 50 victimizations. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, 
by selected characteristics of commercial establishments 

Characteristic Percent of establishments Percent Of crimea 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 
$10,000-$24,999 
$25,000-$49,999 
$50,000-$99,999 
$100,000-$499,999 
$500,000-$999,999 
$1,000,000 or more 
No sales 
Amount not available 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 
4-7 
8-19 
20 or more 
None 
Not available 

28 
7 

42 
4 
8 
;; 
6 

23 
14 
10 
11 
19 
4 

10 
6 
3 

35 
16 
12 
11 
26 
11 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Est1mate, ~.~ed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically ur~elieble. 

35 
10 
36 

1 
6 
6 
6 

18 
12 
6 

14 
24 
4 

16 
4 
2 

28 
17 
13 
20 
22 
o 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Percent 

34 
41 
39 
31 
27 
33 
24 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Other 

and type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed Attempted 

70 
66 
76 
68 
79 

70 
74 

140 
61 
76 

Robbery 

1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

30 
26 

160 
39 
24 
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Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution or incidents, by kind 
of establishment and number of offenders 

Kind of establishment One '1\10 Three or more Not available 

All establishments 45 26 17 12 
Retail 54 28 16 12 
Service 46 26 115 113 
other 29 24 21 26 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or felier sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more 

All establisr~ents 73 14 13 
Retail ,(1 16 13 
Wholesale 81 16 114 
Service 73 16 11 
Other 71 12 17 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Manufacturing 
Service 
Transportation 
other 

On premises 

95 
93 

100 
100 
100 

91 

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

On delivery and elsewhere 

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

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

Reason 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to 

be bothered 
Too inconvenient or time consuming; 
did not want to become involved 

Fear of reprisal 
Reported to someone else 
All other and not given 

Percent 

36 
30 

4 

10 
o 
8 

12 
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Table 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 77 
Retail 81 80 
Wholesale 86 86 
Service 71 70 
Manufacturing 7~ 78 
Transportation. 89 87 
other 86 82 

1Estim&te, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Percent 

77 
79 
83 
70 
78 
82 
89 
84 

83 
84 

~80 

78 
64 

100 
100 

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 Whole,sale Service Other 

Building alarm 14 21 15 10 13 
Centra\ alarm-po~ice 

Or security service 20 27 36 10 25 
Reinforcing device 19 27 32 13 18 
Guard or ~latchman 11 11 ~5 9 17 
Watchdog ~ 5 18 5 4 
Firearm 4 8 0 2 12 
Camera 2 3 0 ~1 3 
Mirror 2 6 0 ~1 0 
other 14 12 18 11 18 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 84 67 
Other 94 86 

1Estimate, 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 establia~ment Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available 

All establishments 10 20 28 37 5 
Retail 11 20 33 32 4 
Wholesale 12 15 30 50 12 
Service 12 25 30 30 13 
other 11 13 18 48 10 

r~TE: 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 establis~~ent 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

75 
85 
78 
67 
70 
78 
74 
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Table 991• Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, 
by number of employees losing time from work 

Number of employeles 
who lost time 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 

Percent 

90 
6 
2 
2 

1 Estimate , based on ebout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallY unreliable. 

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

Number of man-days lost 

None 
Less than 1 day 
1-5 days 
6 or more days 

OOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 

Percent 

90 
4 
5 

lZ 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, uy ~YfJ~ 
of crime and time of occurrence 

Nighttime Not Imown 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not and not 

Type of crime 6 ll.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available 

Burglary and robbery 13 81 15 30 36 6 

F'U"glary 8 85 10 33 42 7 
Robbery 39 60 38 14 9 11 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Est1mate, 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 

All establishments 
Retail 
Service 
Other 

Percent 

73 
80 
59 
74 

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

Type of weapon 

Firearm 
Knife 
Other or unlmown type 

All robberies 

91 
6 
3 

Completed robberies 

96 
1 
3 

Attempted robberies 

65 
28 
7 



APPENDIX I 
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
h'old 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 
technique's were used to screen for the occurrence 
of burglary and robbery incidents a.,d to obtain 
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-lOl 
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. 

63 
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OM B No ~1'R2661' Approval Expire. June 30 197-1 ... 
FORM NCS.J and NCS-4 HOT ICE _ Your report to the Cr;nsus Bureau Is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S. 
ta.~:!I .. 7S' ClJde). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only (or 

statistical purpos~s. 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMEnCE Control number 
SOCIAL. AND ECONOMIC STATiStiCS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU 0 .. THE CE~SUS 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY PSU : Serial : panel :HH : Segment 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE I I I I 

I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE I I I I 

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME IHCIDENT REPORT 

1. Interviewer Identification 6. Tenure (cc 7) 
Code : Name @) 1 0 Owned or being bought 

I 20 Rented for cash I 
@) I • 0 No cash rent 

I 

2. Record of interview 
i Date completed 

7. Typo of living quartors (cc II) 
Une number of household Housing Unit 
respondent I @ 1 0 House, apartment, fl at I 

I 20 HU In nontranslent hotel, motel. etc. 
€V I 

I • 0 HU - Permanent In tra~slent hotel, motel. etc. 

3. Reosan lor nanintervlew (cc 26d) 40 HU In rooming house 
50 Mobile home or trailer 

TYPE A 
.0 HU not specified above - Describe jI 

"'Reason 
(§) I 0 No one home 

20 Temporarily absent - Return date 
'0 Refused OTHER Unit 
40 Other Occ. - Specify 70 Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house 

.. Race of head 80 Unit not permanent In transient hotel. motel, etc • 

@) 10White 90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
20 Negro 10 0 Not specified above - Describe 7 

'0 Other 

TYPE B 
8. Number 01 housing units In structure (cc 23) @) 1 0 Vacant - Regular 

20 Vacant - Storage of HH furniture @l 10 1 50 5-9 
• 0 Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 202 .010 or more 
40 Unfit or to be demolished '03 70 Mobile home or trailer 
sOUnder construction, not ready 404 B 0 Only OTHER units 
• 0 Converted to temporary business or storage 

~ ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
9. (Other than the ••• bus In ... ) does anyone in this household B 0 Permit granted. construction not started operate a business from this address? 

90 Other - Specify 7 @) 10No 
20 Yes - What kind of bus In ... is that? ., 

TYPE C 

@ 1 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
20 Demolished 10. Family Income (ce 24) 
• 0 House or trailer moved @ I 0 Under SI.OOO B 0 $7.500 to 9.999 
40 Outside segment 20 SI.OOO to 1.999 9010,000 to 11.999 
5 0 Converted to permanent business or storage • 0 2.000 to 2.999 10 012.000 to 11,999 • o Merged 40 3.000 to 3,999 11 0 15.000 to 19.999 
7 0 Condemned 50 4.000 to 4.999 12 0 20.000 to 24.999 
B 0 Built after April I. 1970 • 0 5,000 to 5.999 13 0 25.000 and over 
9 0 Other - Specify., 70 6.000 to 7,499 

11. Household members 12 years 

TYPE Z 
of age ond OVER 7 

Interview not obtained for "1 @) Total number 
Une number 12. Household members UNDER 

@) 12 yeors of age 7 

@) @ Total number 
00 None 

@ , 

@) 
13. Crime Incident Reports fllI.d 7 

4. Household status @ Total number 
@ 1 0 Same household as last enumeration oONone 

20 Replacement household since last enumeration 
.0 Previous nonlntervle\\ or not In sample before CENSUS USE ONLY 

5. Special place typo code (cc 6c) @ @) @) 1(033) 

@) 
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, 
"'R~;] PERSONAL CHARACTERiSTiCS H)'; ,;,:;~~:; ~;~ ': ",',;!) ,\:' :}~:, :Z:Ft,: ,(~,,:,,( 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. l20b. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t I. tho hlahest arid. 24. 
NAME (of household TVPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL R ACE : ORIGIN SEX ARMED (Of year) of "Iula, school Old you 

respondent) OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you h~v. eyl, atlendldl compll'. 
BIRTH· thltyear? KEVER - BEGIN INTER· (ccB) HEAD 

I rc~~3) 
(cc 14) I I!EMBER (ASK for ~rsQns 12-24 yrs. (cc 20) NEW RECORD I (cc 18) Transcribe i •• 25ty,..)(ccI9) VIEW (cc9b) I 

Last @) @ @ @) @) @ I @) @) @) @ 
I 

'OPer I o Head 'OM. 'OW. I 
'OM 'OYes 00 0 Never attended I o V •• I 

_QTel -- _ 0 Wlf. of head -- _OWd. _ONeg.! __ _OF _ONo or kindergarten 
'ONo 

First 'ONI, ,DOwn child 'OD. 'DOt. I __ Elem. (01-08) 
I Fill • 0 Other relative ·OSep • I 

__ H.S. (O!)-12) 
16-21 • 0 Non"elatlve 'ONM 

I __ College (21-26t) 
I 

CHECK , Look at Item ~ on cever page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been (ooklng for work during Ihe pasl 4 weeks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ 1 0 Yes No - When did you 10.1 work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you live In this haus. an April 1. 1970? 3D 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 
~ 0 Never worked 

@) • DYes SKIP to Check /tem B 20No 27. Is lhere any reosan why you could no!!ake a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Wher. did you live on April 1. 1910? (Sial •• foreign counlry. @) ,DNa Yes - 2 0 Already has. lob 

U.S. pos· .... lon. elc.) 
3D Temporary Illness 

State. etc. Count)' 40 Going to school 

c. Old you IIvo Inside the limll. 01 a city. lown. villago. olc.? 
sOOther - SpeclfY"jl 

@) ,DNa 20 Yes - Name of city. town. ·llliage. etc.)! 
280. For wham did you (lasl) work? (Name of company. 

@) I I I I I I business. orgonlzation or other employer) 

@ 
d. Were you In Iho Armod Forces on April 1. 1910? 

1 DYes 'ONo @ x 0 Ne~er worked - SKIP to 29 

CHECK t Is this person 16 years old or older? b. Whal kind of buslno .. or Induslry I. Ihls? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 29 DYes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labor Dept .. farm) 

260. Whol woro you doing mosl of LAST WEEK - (working. @ I I I I 
ko.plng hauso. going 10 school) or somelhing 0lse1 c. Wero yo,", -

@ 1 0 Working - SKIP to 28a 60 Unai:le to work-SKIP to26d @ '0 An omplore. of a PRIVATE company. busine .. or 
20 With a lob but not at work 70 Retired Indlvldua for wages, salary or commissions? 
3D Looking for work 80 Other - SpeCify)! 20 A GOVERNMENT employ.o (Fedoral. Slole. county. 
40 Keeping house or locol)1 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP ta 28a) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN buslne ... prof ... ional 

b. Old yo. do any work 01 all LAST WEEK. not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around Ihe hauso? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH, 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family buslne .. cr farm? 

@ 
ask about unpaid Work.) d. Wh~I kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
oONo Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 28a engineer, stock Clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Did you have a Job or business from which you were @) I I I I 
lempararily absonl or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. Whal we,e your mosl Important activities or duties? (For 

@ ,DNa 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books. seiling cars, etc.) 

3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 

FORM NCS.~ 1.21. '01 Pale 2 



29. Now I'd IIko to ask somo que.tlons about '0 yes -
c,lm.. Thoy ,.f., only to tho l.st 12 months - : 

I 

botwoen ___ I, 197_and ___ , 197_.:DNO 
Du,ing the last 12 months, did anyon« b,oak I 

Into 0' somehow Illegally got Into you, : 
(apa,lment/hame), ga,ago, a, •• nothe, building I 

on your property? : 

30. the Incldont(s) just 
you find 0 doa, Ilmmled, a I 

a, any othe, signs 0 an ATTEMPTED 
b,oak In? 

31. Woo onythlllg at all stolon that Is kept 
ouhid. your home, or happened to b. 111ft 
out, such a. a bicycl., a garden hose, or 
lawn fu,nltu,o? (otho, than any Incidents 
already mentioned) 

I 

:ONO 
I 
I 

o yes - Hew ",,,y 
I timon 

JON. , 
I 
I , 

36. The following quostions ,010, only to thing. :OYes-
tho' happened to you du,ing tho I.st 12 months -, 

I 
betwoon ___ I, 197_and ___ ,197_.'ONO 
Old you hoY, you, (packot plck.d/pu,.o 
snatched)? 

37. Old Gnyone toke somothlllg (olIO) dl,ectly 
from you by uling force, such 01 by a 
stickup, mugging a, th,eat? 

38. Old anyone TRY t. ,ob you by using fo,ce 
0' Ih,ootenlng t6 ha,m you? (o,ho, than 
ony Incldenls al,oady mentlonod) 

39. Old anyono boat you up, oHock you 0' hit 
you with ,om.thing, such 01 a rock or bottle? 
(otho, thon any Incldon's ol,oody Montlanod) 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to boot you up a' 
THREATEN you with a knlfo, gun, 0' samo 
otho, ",.opon, NOT incl.dlng ,.Iephono 
throats? (otho, than any Incidonts ol,eady 
montlonod) 

42. Did onyon. TRY to attack you In sarno 
atho, way? Cotho, than any In<ldents ol, •• dy 
montloned) 

44. Was anything stolen f'Dm you whil. you 
we,. away from hama, for instance at wor~, in 
o theat.r or '.l>tauront, or while trav.ling? 

45. (Otho, than any Incldenu yau'Yo olreody 
montloned) was anything (olso) at oil 
stolon f,om you du,lng tho last 12 months? 

yes - How mlri)' 
: tlln.a, 

iONO 
1 

I 
I 

Yes - How fUn1 
till'" 

Yes - H01i -.any 
11m .. ' 

:ONo 

lOY" - Ho. min1 
111m .. ' 
I 

:ONO 
I 
I 

: 0 yes - How many 
I thlllll 
I 

:ON. 
I 
I 
I 
I 

:Oves - How many 
I th",,? 
I 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 
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32. Old onyano tako Ing belonging 
to you or to Qny member of thit household, 
from a place wha,. you or they were 
.emporo1i1y Itarl";, such 01 a friend', or 
relatlv.'. home, a hotel cr mot.l" or 
o vacation home? 

33. What lOa' 'he total numbe, of moto, 
ychicl .. (c ... , t,ucks, otc.) owned by 
you a' any othe, memba, of this household 
du,lng the lost 12 months? 

@) 
:00 None-

34. 

you 
months to ,opo,t somothing happ 
to you which you thought wos a c,lmo? 
(Do not count any calls mode to tho 
polico conc.,ning tho Incldonts you 
hoyo just told mo about.) 

o No - SKIP to 48 

o Yes - Who' hopponod? 

: SKIP to 36 
ItO; 

1 
1 
1 , 

202 
303 
-0 ~ 0' more 

OYes-~~:.~.1I1 

ON. 

--------------!@IT] 
-----------------: IT] 

IT] 
1 
1 ---------------------------1 

Look at ~7. Was HH member 

1 
I 

,OYes-r,:.r"' , 
CHECK 
ITEM C 

i2 + attacked or th,eatened. or 
was something stolen or an 
attempt made to steal som.thlng 
that belonged to him? 

iONO 
I 
1 
1 
I , 

48. enythlng happon to you ,Ing 
12 months which you thought was a c,imo, 
but ~Id HOT upo,t to tho police? (otho, 
than any incldonto olroody mentioned) 

o No - SKIP to Check Item e 
DYes - What happen.d? 

, 

I 

!@)[TI 
----------------------------------! [TI 

CHECK 
ITEM 0 

CHECK 
ITEM E 

Look at 048. Was HH membe, 
i2 t attacked or threaten.d. or 
was something stol-en or an 
auempt .,ade to steal something 
that belonged to him! 

lDJ 
DYes-How OIII!J 

I tI ... , 

iON. 
1 
1 
I , 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How many times? U 

o No - Interview ne.t HH member. 
end Interview If last respondent. 
and fill Item 13 on coyer. 

DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

Pale 3 
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., ", ., I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I .', , '" 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Whot Is the hlSh .. , srad. 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMEO (or )'lIr) of "Iull' school Old you 

OF HUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you hay, 'VQt alttnd,dl compl.t. 
BIRTH' that 1*,,7 

KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAO 
I re~'13) 

(cc 14) , MEMBER (ASK lor parsons 12-24 yes. (cc 20) 
NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) 

, Transcribe lor 25+y"')(CC 19) 
I cc 18) 

Last @ @ @ @ @ (§ , @) @ @) @ 
tOPer , o Head 'OM. 'OW. i 

'OM 10Yes 000 Nevor attended 10Yes , 
'OTel -- 2 0 WJ~c: of head -- 'OWd. zONeg.: __ 'OF 'ONO 

er kinderKarten 
'ONo 

First 30Nly >OOwn child 300. 300,. , __ Elem, (01-08) 

Fill • 0 other re,atlVe oOSep. , __ H.S. (09-12) 
16_21 

- 0 Non".'atlve -ONM 
, __ College (21-26t) , 

CHECK t LQok at item ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking lor work during the past 4 weeks? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box I morked) @ , 0 Yes No - When did you last work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Ilem B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Obi you live In thh house on April I, 19701 
3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

® 1 0 Yes SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 
• 0 Never worked 

b:Wher. did you live on April I, 1970? (State, lor.rgn country, 
27. Is thore ony reason why you could nollake a fob LAST WEEK? 

@) I DNa Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob U.S. POI session, etc.) 
3D Temporary Illness 

State, etc. County • 0 GOing to school 

c. Old you live Inside thellmlls 01 a city, town, villago, etc.? 
sOOther - SpeclfY7 

@) IONo 20 Yes - Nome of city, town, vii loge, etc'jl 
290. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of compony, 

(§) I I I I I I business, organlzotlon or other employer) 

d. Were you In the Armed Farcos on April I, 1970? 

@ t DYes 20No @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of buslne .. or Industry Is this? (For exomple: TV 
ITEM B DNa - SKIP t036 DYes and radio mfg., retoll shoe store, State Lobar Dept., form) 

260. What wore you doing most 01 LAST WEEK - (working, @ I I I I 
keeping house, going t., school) or something else? c. Were you -

@) 10 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ to An emplor.e 01 a PRIVATE company, bu.lnos. or 
20 With a job but not at work 7 C Retired IndivJdua for wages, salary or commluions? 
3D Looking for work 80 Other - SpecifYjl 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Feeleral, Stat., county, 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 180) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bUline .. , prolosslonal 

b. Old you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the houle? (Note: If farm or business operotor in HH, • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In lamlly buslne .. or larm? 

@) 
osk about unf;"id work.) d. What kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electricol 
oONo Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, tYPist. former) 

c. Did you have a job Dr busin-.ss from which you were @> r r r 1 
temporarily absent or on loyoff LAST WEEK? e. Whai were your most important activities or duties? (For 

@ t DNa 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books, seiling cars, etc.) 

3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

" I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 
36. The lallowing quostlans reler only to things that '0 Yes - How m.nr 46. Did you lind any evidence that someone I 0 Yes - How many 

happened to you during the 10 It 12 months _: tlmll! ATTEMPTED to stool something that I tlmlll 

betw~en __ l, 197_ond __ , 197_. Did :ONO belonged to you? (ather than any 10No 

you have your (pocket picked/pu,.. Inatched)? , Incldonts already mentlon.d) I 

37. Did anyone take something (.151;) directly : DYes - H:lW many 47. Old you call the police during tho last 12 months to report 

from you by uiing force, such as by a stickup, I Umu? somelhlng that happen.d to you which you thought was a 

mugging or threat? :ONO crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using lo,ce I DYes - HoW OIIny 
@ concerning the Incldonts yo. have fust told mo about.) 

~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other thon any I tim .. ? DYes - Whot happened? 
Incidents already mentioned) :ONO 

39. Old anyono boat you up, attack you or hit you rTI : 0 yes - Hc;w many 
with something, such as a rock or bottle? I Umlll 
(other than any incidents _Ir.ady mentioned) 'ONo t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12 + :0 Yes - How mon 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with l 0 yes - HDW min), 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some-, tim .. ! y 

some other weapon by anyon~ at all? (other I tim .. ' 
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No 

than any Incidents already menlloned) ,ONO steal something that belonged to him?, 
I 

41. Did anyono THREATEN to beat yO" up or : DYes - How mlny 48. Old anything hopp.n to )'0. during the last 12 month. which 
THREATElt you with 0 knife, gun, or some : ONO tim .. ! @ you thought wal a crime, but did NOT report to the pallc.? 
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? , ITJ (olhor than any Incidenls already mentlonod) 
(oth.r than any Inclde~ts already mentioned) I DNa - SKIP to Check /tern E 

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some 'DYes - HoW .... ny In 0 Yes - What happened? 
other way? (other thon any incidonts : tlmn? 
already mentioned) ,0No 

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal : 0 Yes _. How mlny t Look at ~B - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yes - How .... ny 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. 1 tlmn? 

things that belong~d to you from inside ony car :ONO tim .. ! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No 
or trude, such as package, or clothins? !teal something that belonged to him? 

44. Was anything stolen from you while tau wore : 0 Yes - HoW many Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for instance at war, in a I tlmll1 
theat.r or restaurant, or while traveling? 'ONO CHECKt for "How many tim •• ?" . 

45. (Other than any fncidentl you've already ! Dyes - How many ITEM E 0 No - Interview next HH member. End interview 
mentioned) Was anything (elso) at Gil slalen l tlm.s? if lost respondent, and fl/l item 13 on cover. 

I,om you during the last 12 month.? ,DNa eYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. , 
Pa,ce 4 



Survey Instruments 69 

I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 2Oc. 12Gb. 21. 22. 23.'iI'h'l I. Ihl hl,hul ,,,do 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or yoar) o1l1cular IChOdI Old you 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES yttU hlVl IVIr 'U,nd,df compl,'t 
BIRTH· that Ylart 

~EYER - BEGIH INTER· (cc8) HEAD 
rc~';3) 

(CC 14) I MEMBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yr •• Icc 20) NEW RECORD VIEW (oc9b) I 
cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.) (cc 19) I 

Last @) @ @) @) @) @) I @ @ @) @ I 
,oper I o Head 'OM. 'OW. I 'OM ,DYes 00 0 Never attended 10Yes I 
,0Te! -- • 0 Wile of head -- ,oWd. ,0Neg.: __ -OF zONa or klndergart~n zONa 

Flrot >ONIJl >oOwo child >00. 3001. I __ Elem. (01-08) 
Fill • 0 Other relative _oSep. 

i __ H.S. (09-12) 
76-27 I 

• 0 Noo~elatlve ,0NM I __ College (21-26.) 
• 

CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hove you been looking for work during Ihe po.I 4 we.ks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (SOK I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you 10.1 work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you live In Ihl. house on April 1, 1970? 3 0 5 or mor~ years ago} SKIP to 36 

§) I DYes SKIP to Check /tem B 20No 
4 0 Never worked 

27. Is Ih.r. any roo.on why you could no!loke • lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (Sial •• forolgn country. @ IONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a job U.S. possession, etc.) 

3D Temporary Illness 

I State, etc. County 40 Going to school 

c. Old you live Inside the limits of a city, to"n. village, etc.? 
5 0 Other - SpeclfY7 

@) , C!No 20 Yes - Name of city, town, vI/loge, etc., 
28 •• For wham did you (I.st) work? (Name of company, 

@ II I I I I business, organization or other employer) 

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970? 
@) , DYes 20No , @ X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of buslne .. cr Induslry Is this? (For eKample: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg" relall shoe store, Staee Labor Dept., farm) 

260. What w.r. yO" doing mo.t of LAST WEEK - (working. @) I I I I 

@) 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? c. Ware you -
'0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ lOAn employe. of. PRIVATE company. bu.ln ... or 
2 0 With a job but not at work 70 Retired individua for wages, salary or commissions? 
• 0 Looking for work .0 Other - SpecifY., 20 A GOVERNMENT .mplcyee (F.doral. Stel •• county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prof ... lo"ol 

b. Old you do .ny work at all LAST WEEK, nat counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the hau •• ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH, 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family buslne .. or farm? 

<§) 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
oONo Yes - How many haurs? ____ SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk. typist, 'arme,') 

c. Did you have a Job or business from which you were @ I I I I 
lemporarily ab.ent or on loyall LAST WEEK? e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For 

@ ,DNa 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28a .,<ample: typing, keeping account books, se/ling cars, etc.) 

3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

'- I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 't~: " 

36. The fallowing que.llon. refer only to things thai '0 Yes - How many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone I 0 Ye, - How mlny 
happened to you during the losl 12 month. _ I tim •• ! ATTEMPTED to s'e.1 something that I tlmu! 

between __ l. 197_and __ .197_. Old iONO belonged to you? (olh.r th.n any :oNa 

you have your (pocket picked/purse snalched)? I Incidents already mentioned) • 

37. Did anyan. 10k. something (el •• ) directly ~ 0 yes - How mlny 47. Old you coli tho palic~ during the 10.1 12 month. 10 report 
from you by using force, ,uch as by a stickup, I tim .. ? something thai happened to you which you Ihought was a 
mugging or threol? :oNa crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng farce : 0 Yes - How many 
@ concornlng the Incidents you have lust told me oboul.) I=t=i 0 No - SKIP to 48 0, threatening to harm you? (other than any I tlmes1 DYes - What hoppened? incidents already mentioned) :oND 

39. Did anyone beol you up, attack you or hil you I DYes - How many PJ with something, such as a rock or bottle? : tlmll? 
(other than any incidents already menlion,d) 10Na It Look at 47 - Was HH member 12 + : Y H W I 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with J 0 Yes - How many 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-I 0 .s - li~ui oy 

some other weapon by anyone Qt all? (other J tlmn? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :oNa 

than any incidents alrt;tady mentioned) :ONo steal something that belonged to him? 
I 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beol you up or I 0 yes - How many 48. Did onything happen to you during Ihe lasl 12 month. which 
THREATEN yO" with. knife. gun, or same :0 tlmll1 @ lOU Ihought was a crime. bUI did NOT reporl to the pollc.? 
other weapon, NOT Including telephone Ihreots? I No t:n other Ih.n any Incident •• Iready menlioned) 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) I o No - SKIP 10 Check Item E • 

42. Did anyone TRY to attock you In same I DYes - How mlny :±:j 0 Yes - ~.t happened? 
other way? (other than any incIdents j tlml.1 
already mentioned) :oNO 

43. During the lo.t 12 months. did onyon •• teol : DYes - How mlny t Look at ~B - Was HH member 12 + .0 Yes -Itow "'01 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was som.-I limn! 

things that belonged to you from inside any car 
iONa 

tih'lts1 ITEM 0 thing slolen or an attempt made to :oNa or truck, such as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?1 
44. Was anything stolen from you while tau ware : 0 Yes - HoW many 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from hQme, for instance at wor , in a I tlmn? 
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? IONa , for "How many times?" 

45. (Other than any incidents you've already ! 0 Yes - How many ~HEEMC~ 0 No - Interview neKl HH member. End interview 
mentioned) W.s anything (el.e) at all stolen I thall7 If last respondent, and (III item 13 on cover. 

from you during tho lost 12 month.? :ON!) ;:] Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

Pace 5 



70 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

~ ___ C __ ~-r.~~~.·· ~cr.·~-,~ _____ J~P7.E~R_SO,Nr.A~L_C_H,AR~A~C_T_E_RIr-ST~I_CS-r.1~ .• ~~~~~.~~ __________ \~ 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. .2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t I. tho hlchllt eradl 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP ~~SET MARITAL RACE : ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or year) of lIeul.r school 01. you 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH. STATUS (CC 15) • (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you ha.1 eVllattlndldl I'ompili. 
KEYER - BEGIN INTER- (ccB) HEAD DAY (cc 14) • MEMBER (ASK for person. 12-24 Yr!. IlI!1 YII,I 

NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9bl (cc 13) : (cc IB) T,onscribe to, 2S+yrs.)(ccI9) (cI,20) 

Last @)@@ @l@@: @)@ 
10Per 'oHeod 10M. lOW. : 10M ,Dye. -::-___ OTel ___ OWlfeofhead ___ oWd. zoNeg.' ___ OF -ONo 

first loNl, loOwnchlld loO. loOI.; 

'llY: _oOlhe"elollve .0S-p. : 
soNon .. lative .ON M • 

00 0 Nevor ottended 
or klnderaarten 

__ Elem. (01-08) 
__ H.S. (09-12) 
__ Collea_ (21-26') 

@) 
,o\'e, 
-oNII 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is thLs the same 
household.as last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
DYes - SKIP to Check /tem BONo 

26d. Have you been looking for work, turing fhe pa.t 4 week.? ® I 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 

25~. Old you live In thl. ho.so on April I, 1970? 

® I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 

b. Whore did you live on April I, 19707 (Stote, foreign country, 
U.S. pouesslCln, etc.) 

State, etc._ County 

c. Old yO" liv. Inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
@ 1 0 No 20 Yes - Nome of city, town, viI/age, etc'j! 

@) , , , , , , 

27. 

@) 

20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
40 Never worked 

Is th.,e any reo.on why you could nOlloke a job LAST WEEK? 

I 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 
3D Temporary illness 
• 0 Going to school 
sOOther - SPecify; 

280. For whom did you (I •• t) work? (Nome of company. 
business. orgon/zol/on or other employer) 

d. Were you In the Armed Force. on April I, 1970? 

@ I 0 Yes 20 No @ X 0 Never_worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK" Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kl"d of bu.ine .. or industry Is thl.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B,.. 0 No _ SKIP to 36 0 Yes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labor Dept .. form) 

260. What wore you doing mo.t of LAST WEEK - (worklng,@'':::-_,'---',_..I-' ________________ -1 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? c .. Were you _ 
1 C Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unabie to work-SKIP t026d @ lOAn employee of a PRIVATE company, buslno .. or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Indivlduo fa, wage., .alary or com",lssion'? 
3 0 Looking for work B 0 Other - SpecifYj! 20 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Fod.,al, State, county, 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 

50 Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN b.llne .. , profe.,lonal 
practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
around the hou .. ? (Note: If form or business operator in HH, 
ask about unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 

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

1 0 No z 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY in family bu,ine .. or farm? 

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

@'" , 
e. What were your most important activities or dutics? (For 

example: typing, keeping account books. selling cars. etc.) 

• / I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I • 
36. The fallowing question. ,.f., only to Ihlng. that. 0 Yes _ How many 

happened to you during the la.t 12 monlhl -: tim .. ? 
between __ l,197_ond __ , 197_. Old :oNO 
you have your (pocket plcked/purse snalched)? I 

46. Did you find any evidence that ,o,.oone 
ATTEMPTED to .teol .omethlng Ihot 
belonged to you? (oth., than any 
incidents already mentioned) 

I 0 Yes - How many 
J tlmn? 
:oNO 
j 

37. Did anyone take .omething (el.e) dlractly • 0 V s Ho .. m. y 47. Did you call the pallco during the I.st 12 month. to report 
from you by using force, such as by a stic~uPI : e - timos? n something that happened to you which you thought was a 
mugging or th:oat? • 0 No crlmo? (Do not count any call. mode 10 the police 

I-::::-;::-;-;~--=~-:---;---;---;--:-----i-' =----'-:;-:;-:;-:"-iiQ58' cancorning the incidents yo" havejult told me about.) 
38. Old anyone TRY 10 rob you by u.lng forco lOVes - Ho .. nuny tB'e!J 0 No - SKIP to 48 

or threatening to harm you? (olh., than any : 0 No tlmnl 0 yes _ What happenad? 
incidents already mentioned) I __ -------------

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you lOVes _ H.,. .. min), nI ----------------------
with ,omethlng, such as a rock or bottle? : UmlS? ~ 
(oth., than any incidents olroody mentioned) 10 No t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12 t : 0 Y H w 

1-40=.-iW"a"'r"'."'"y"'"o"'"u"'k"-n"7If':'e'-:d"', -.'Oho-t'-o-t'-,-a-r-o"'"u'-o:"c"-ed";';-w"7lt"h--'--'-' O:3-V--H==:"; CHECK attacked or threatened. or was Some-, e. - tI~ .. ~any 
sam. other w.apon by .nyone at .II? (othor ~ es - tI:.~ny ITEM C thing ~tolen or an attempt made to :Cl No 
than any Incidents already mentioned) , 0 No steal something that belonged to him?: 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to b.at you up 0' . 0 Yes _ How many 48. Old anything happ.n to you during the la.tl2 months which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or sam. ',' r'No tlmlll 'Os9' yoo thought was a crime, but did NOT report fa the police? 
oth.r .. eopoo, HOT including t.lepho.e throats? '-' ~ (oth., than any Incidents already mentioned) 
(oth.r th __ • any )ncldonts alreody mentioned): __ -LJ 0 No - SKIP to Check /tem E 

t-4;;2:'".";D:-:I"d-.. -n"y-on-.-;T:';;R:':Y:-:-to-at:7t-ac'k-yo-u-:"in-.-o,.-.----''':O=V.,.e-.-_-H:7o=w=ma=n'''y ""lJ11 0 Yes - What happened? 
o'!ler way? (other than any incidents :,0 No tlmn? 
~Ireody mentioned) 

3 0 h I 12 h dd I t 
Lookat48-WasHHmemb ... 12t ,0Ves-Howm.ny 

4. urlng t • asl mont., i anyone Itea : 0 Yo. - How m.ny CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some-' tlmlll 
Ihing. that belonged to you from in.ide any car ; ONo tlmlll ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to ioNO 
or truck, .uch as packages or clolhing? __ steal something that belonged to him? 

44. Was anything stolcn from you white you were ; 0 Yes - How mIn), 
awoy from hom., for instance at work, in a ! limn? 
theater or rest~urant, or while traveling? l DNa 

45. (Oth., Ih.n ony Incidants you've alr.ady • 0 Ye. How m.py 
mentioned) Was anything (else) at all stolen ~ ,..J - tlmn? 
from you during the last 12 months? .::! No __ 

00 any of the screen questions contain any entries 

t 
for "How many times?H 

~~~C~ 0 No - Interview .. xt HH member. End interview 
if last respondent. and fill item 13 on cover, 

;::] Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 
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Survey Instruments 71 

I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23.Wh.1 I. Ih. hl,hOlI,lId. 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE : ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or )'1111) 01 ",ula, school Old you 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (CC IS) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you hn. lvel attend.d? nmpl,ll 
BIRTH· thlt y •• r1 KEYER - BEGIN INTER· iceS) HEAD 
~~h 

(cc 14) , MEMBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. icc 20) NEW RECORD VIEW Icc9b) 
, 

cc IS) Transcribe for 2Styr •• )(ccI9) , 
Last @ @ @ @ @ @) , ® @ ® @) , 

,oPer ,oH •• d 'OM. 'OW. 
, 

'OM ,oVes DO 0 Never attend,d ,oVes , 
20Tei -- 2 OWlfe of head -- 20Wd. 'oN.g.~ __ 20F ,DNa or klnderearten 

'ON. 
Firsl .loNI, • 'OOwn Child lOO. 3001. j 

__ Elem. (Ol-OS) 
Fill -0 Olher ,el,tlve _OSep. i __ H.S. (09-12) 

16-21 
• 0 N.n~elatlve 'ONM 

I __ College (21-26.) , 
CHECK t Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is this the s.me 26d. Have you been looking ior work during the past 4 weeks? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box 1 marked) @ I ['J Yes No - When did you last work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check /tem B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you live In this house Gn April 1, 1970? 305 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20No 
• 0 Never worked 

27. II there any reason why you could notlake 0 Job LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (Stote, lorelgn country, @ IONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a Job U.S. possession, etc.) 

30 Temporary Illness 
State, etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you live Inllde the limit. of a city, town, village, etc.? 
sOOther - Specl(Yjl 

@ IONo 20 Yes - Name o( City, town, village, etc'j! 
280. For whom did you (last) work? (Name o( company, 

@) I I I I I I business, organization or other employer) 

@> 
d. Were you In the Armed Forces on Ar,dl 1, 19;0? 

I DYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of buslne .. 0. Industry Is thll? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio m(g" retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., (arm) 

260. What were you doing malt of LAST WEEK - (working, @) I I I I 

(§) 
keeping house, going to Ichool) or •• amethlng else? c. Were you-
I 0 Working - SKIP to 280 .\ 0 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ lOAn emplaree of a PRIVATE company, huslne .. or 
20 With a jab but not at work 70 Retired Indlvldua for wages, salary at commissions? 
3D Looking for work eO Other - Specify j! 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, Stole, county, 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Going \0 school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.lne .. , professional 

b. Old you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the hou .. ? (Note: I( (arm or business operator in HH, .0 Working WITHOUT PAY in family buslne .. or farm? 

@) 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrlcol 
oONo Yes - How mony hours? __ - SKIP to 2Ba engineer, stock clerk, typist, (armer) 

c. Did you have a Jab or buslneos from which you wore @ I I [I 
temporarily obsent or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most important actiyitJ., or duUoI? (For 

@) IONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books, seiling cors, etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 'J 

36. The following question. refer only to thins I that '0 Ve. - How m.ny 46. Old you find any ovldence thot someone I DYes - How many 
hoppened to you during the lalt 12 months -: tlmll7 ATTEMPTED to Iteol lomethlng that I tlmll? 

betwe.n __ l, 197_ and __ ,l97_. Old ; 0 No belonged to you? (other than any iO No 
Incidents already mentioned) , 

you have your (pocket picked/purse Inatched)? , ---
37. Did anyone take som.thlng (el .. ) directly : 0 Yes - How many 47. Old you call th. police during the 10lt 12 months to report 

from you by using fa .. e, luch as by 0 stickup, I tlmnl something thot hoppened to you which Yolr Ihought wos a 

mugging or threat? ,ON. crime? (Do not count any colis made to the pollee , @ concerning the incidents you hove Just told me about.) 
38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by using force i 0 Ves - How many I=t=i 0 No - SKIP to 48 0, threotenlng to harm you? (other than any I tlmn1 DYes - What happened? Incidents already menlioned) iO ND 

39. Old anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you , 0 Ves - How mlny .:II wllh something, such as a rock or bottle? 1 tlmos? 
(ather than ony Incldenll olready mentlonod) , [...lNo t Look at ~7 Was HH member 12 + : 0 Ves - How min 

40. Wore you knifed, Ihot 01, or attacked with I 0 Yes - HoW mlny 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some·, tlmll' y 

some alher weopon by anyone at all? (ather : tlme.l ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to ! 0 No 

than any Incidents already mentioned) ,DNa steal something that belonged to him?, , 
41. Old anyone THREATEN to beot you up or I 0 Yes - How mlny 48. Did anything happen te you during the lalt 12 month. which 

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some !OND tim .. ' @ r,0u thought wal a crime, but did NOT report to the police? 
other w •• apon, NOT Including t.leph~ne threa"? 

I 
:IJ ather thon ony Incidents already montloned) 

(athor than any Inct dentl olready mentioned) , o No - SKIP to Check Item E 
42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in lome , 0 Ves - How many :t:l_ 0 Yes - What happened? 

ather way? (other thon any Incidents ; Umn? 
already mentioned) ,ONo 

43. During the 10lt 12 manthl, did anyone steal ! 0 Yes - How mlny t Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Ves - Uow m.ny 
CHECK alt3cked or threatened, or was some·' tim .. ' things that belonged to you from Inside ony car : ONo tim." ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt mode to : 0 No or truck, luch as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?' 

44. Was onythlng stolen from you whll. ~ou were ! 0 Yes - How mlny Do any of the screen questions contain any entries . away from home, for instance at war, in a ~ limn? 
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? 'DNa CHECK' for "How many times?" . 

45. (Other thon any Incldentl you've already ! 0 Yes - Hew many ITEM EDNa ~ Interview next HH member. End Interv,ew 
mentioned) Woo onythlng (else) at all stolen I tlmn1 i( last respondent, and (ill item 13 on cover. 
from you during tho loot 12 months? ,C]No -- DYes - Fill (.rlme Incident Reports. , 

Pale 7 
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First 

Ih. POI' 4 w •• ks? 
No - did you laol wo,k? 

2 0 Up to 5 yea,s ago - SKI" 10 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago SKIP to 36 
• 0 Never worked 

P=~~~~~~~~------~~------~~ 
b. \IIh.I kind of busl .... or Indullry i. this? (For example: TV 

and radio mfg .. relall shoe slore. Stale Labor Dept., farm) 
~~~~--~~--~~~~~~.~----~~ 

b. Old you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
oround tho haUl.? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH, 
ask aboul unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - Haw many houra? ___ - SKIP to 280 

were 
to,no,,,o,,iI. ab .. nt or on 'oyolf LAST 

1 0 No 20 Yes - A~sent - SKIP 10 280 

c. Were you-
@ lOAn o,.plor.' of a PRIVATE comp.ny, bUlln ... or 

tndlvlduQ fot wagol, lalary or commlilions? 

@ 

20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fod.,ol, ~tal" counly, 
or loco I)? 

3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN buoin'''' prof ... lon.1 
practice or farm? 

• WITHOUT PAY In faml buoln ... or f.rm? 

d. Whal ~Ind of work w.,. yO" doing? (For example: eleclrical 
engineer, slack clerk, Iyplst, farmer) 

e. were your 
example: Iyplng, keeping accounl books, selling cars, etc,) 

3D Yes --Layoff - SKIP to 27 
~~:A'i':Tr~~moN~ 
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KEYER -
BEGIN HEW RECORD 

Line number 

Notes 

Survey Instruments 73 

NOTICE - Your report to the CenSU:!i Bureau Is confidential by law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Coensus employees 
and may be used only fo. statistical purposes, 

@) U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL. AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATiON 

BUREAU OF THE CENSU, 

I 
N Screen question number 

CRIME IHCIDENT REPORT C 
HATIONAL CRIME SURVEY Incident number 

@) 

~~~10~l ______________ ~ __________________ ;-~~~ _____ CE_H_i_R_A_L_C~IT_IE_S_S_AM_P_L_E~ ________ -1' 
10. Yau .ald tbo' during Ih. lo.t 12 months - (Refer 10 5 •• Were you 0 custome., .,opl.y •• , or owner? 0 

appropriate screen question for description of crIme). IJ1i' t 0 Customer 
In what monlh (did this/did the lirst)lncldwnt hap~cn? ~ 20 Employee E 
(Show flashcard If necessary. Encourage respond'nt 10 

give exacl month.) : 6 ~~:~r _ Specify. : N 
@9 Month (01-12) b.D ~lld~lh~.~p~e~r~s:on=(~s~)~.flte~a~I=.=r~T;R~Y;=t=O=S=le=.~I=a=n=y=th~l=n=9~f=ro=m======iy 

the stor., restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Is this Incident report for a series of <:tImes? @ i 0 Yes } 

t 0 No - SKIP to 2 20 No SKIP to Check Item B 
2. 0 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or • 0 Don't know R 

more similar Incidents which 1---:--:::::7--;;---;,--;,~;-:--::----;,---;--;-:-:--;-----i 
respondent can't recall separately) 60. Old Iho ollondor(s)lIvo there or hoy. a right to be E 

h. In what month(s) did t"estt Incidents talt. place? ther~, such as a guest or Q workman? 
(Mark al/lhat apply) @ I 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem B p 
I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 2. 0 No 
20 Summer (June. July, August) 0 
• 0 Fall (September, October, November) _ • ...:O=_D_o_n_·t_k_n_o_w _____________ . ____ ., 

40 Winter (December, January, February) b. Old the offond.r(s) aClually got In or lust TRY to go, R 
c. How many 1ncidents were involved in thh ,erlel? 

@ t 0 Three or four 
20 Five to ten 
.0 Eleven or more 
40 Don't know 

In the building? 
@ t 0 Actually got In T 

20 Just tried to get In 
s 0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER -If series, Ihe fol/owing questions r.f.r 
only 10 the most recent Incident, * 

~-2-.-A~bo~u...:t~w...:h...:a~t...:t...:im...:o~d...:ld...:(...:t...:hl...:s...:/~th-• ...:m~0.-t-r-e-c-on-,~)-------1Q!V 

c. Was there any evid&nl:o, such as a brck$n lock ar broken 
window, thot tho affond.r(s) (forcod his way InlrRIED 
to fore. his way In) the building? 
10No 

Incident happen? 
® t 0 Don't know 

30. 

? 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 
1>.1 night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
• 0 6 p.m. to midnight 
4 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
sO Don't know 

Old this Incldenl toka placo Insld. the limits of this 
city or somewhere else? 
t 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
20 Somewhere else In the United Stat~s 
.0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In what State and county did this Incident ;ecur? 

State 

Yes - What was the ovld.nce? Anything el .. ? 
(Mark 0/1 that apply) 
2. 0 Broken lock or window 
3 0 Forced door or window 

(or tried) 
4 0 Slashed screen 
sOOther - Specify" 

d. How did the ollender(.) (get In/try to get In)? 

@ t 0 Through unlocked door or window 
20 Had key 
• D Don't know 

40 Other - Specify 

} 

SKIP 
(0 Chock 
Item 8 

~c~ou~n~ty~===7~~~~==~=7======~====~GiV 
Old It happen inside the limits of a city, town, village, ote. 

CHECK .. 
ITEMB .... 

Was any member of this hou.ehold, 
Including respondent, present when this 
incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 

10No 
2. 0 Yes - Enter nOme of city, lown, etc • ., 

I I I I I I 
Whe •• did this Incld.nl take placo? 

other building on property (I~c/udes SKIP to 60 
1 0 At or In own dwelling, in garage or } 

break·ln or attempted break-",) 
2 D At or In vacation home, hotellmotel .::; 
nO Inside commercial buildln~ such as 

store, restaurant, ba.nk, gas statlott, ASK 
public conveyance or station >- Sa 

.0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 
sO Near oWn home; yerd, sidewalk, .. 

driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does nol include break-in or 
attempted breaL-in) 

60 On the street, In a park. field, play­
ground, school grounds or parking lot 

7 0 Inside school 

80 Other - Specify,"", 

SKIP 
10 Check 
Ilem B 

to No -SKIP to 130 
20Ye. 

70. DH ~! .• person(s) hov" a weapon such al a gun or knife, 
or something he wal using as a weaparl, such a$ a 
bottl., or wronch? * @ 'ONo 

20 Don't know 

Yes - What was Ihe weapon? (I.\ark all thaI applf) 
30Gun 

40 Knife 

sOOther - Specify 

b. Old Ihe person!.) hit you, knock you down, 0, actually 
attack you '" sume other way? 

@ I 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 

20No 

c. Old the purson(s) threaten you with harm In any way? 

@ I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

2DYes 
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'<'," ':'" ',,},j CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued k:., ::. 
'. <,', " 

, f.2·, ") 
: c ti ;.(! 

" 
7d. How ",.re you thr •• toned? Any o,h.r way? 9b. Did you file a c:laim with any af these irosurance companlo9 or programs 

• (Mork all that opply) @ in order to get part or all of your modical exponsas paid? 
@ I 0 Verbal threat a! r.pe 132 10 No - SKIP to /00 

20 Verbal threat of attack oth.r 20Yes 
than rope c. Did in.u,ance or any health benoflts program pay for all a. port 01 

3 0 Weapun present or threatened 
SKIP @ 

the total medical •• pen.e.? 
with weapon 

to I 0 Not yet settled} • 0 Attempted attack with weapon 100 20 None ••••• " SKIP to 100 (for example, shot at' 
30AII •••••••• 50 Obiect thrown at person 
.0 Part 60 Followed, surrounded 

d, trow muCli did Insurance or a he. Ih •• nOfIt. program poy? 70 Other - Specify @) $ _. L.QQ](Obtaln an estimate, if necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything .I.e? 100. Old you do anything to protect yeur.elf or your property during the incidont? 

• (Mork all that apply) @) I 0 No - SKIP to 1/ 

@) 1 0 Som~thi.ng taken without 20Yes 
permission . L. What did you, do? Anything .I.e? (Mark all that apply) 

" 0 Attempted or threatened to @) I 0 Usedlbrandlshed gun or knife 4 o Threatened, argued, reasoned, 
take something 

20 Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender 
3D Harassed. areument. abusive chased, threw object, used other 50 Resisted without force, used 

language weapon, etc.) evasive 3~tlan (ran/drove away, 
00 Forcible entry or attempted SKIP 3 oTried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door, 

forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, dUcked, shielded self, etc.) 
50 Forcible entry or attemptod 100 fJelied, called for help, turned on 600ther-

entry of car < Ights, etc.) Specify 
6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 11. Wo'!. the crime committed by only one or more than one person? 
7 n Attempted or threatened to @) I OOnly one 7 20 Don't know - 3 0 Mor. than one ~ 

- damage or destroy property SKIP to 120 
~ 0 Other - Specify, a~ Was this person male I f ... How many persons? 

or f~male? @) 
<ill) 10Maie ------, 

9' Were they male or female? 
f. How did Ibe person(s) ottack you? Any 20 Female @ I o Ail male 

• othet way? (Mork 0/1 that apply) 
30 Don't know 20AII female 

@) 10 Raped 30 Male and female 
2 0 Tried to rape b. How .Id would you say • 0 Don't know 
30 Hit with obiect held in hand,shot. knifed the person was? 

h. How old would you .oy tho 00 Hit by thrown object @) to Under 12 @ youngest WOI? 50 Hit. slapped, knOCKed down 
20 12- 14 145 10 Under i2 5 0 21 or over -

.0 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 
2012-14 SKIP to i 

pushed, etc. 3015-17 3015-17 6 0 Don't know 
7 0 Other - Specify 

0018-20 _018-20 
80. What were the iHjuries you suffered, if any? 5021 or over ,. Howald would you say the 

• Anything el.e? (Mork all thot apply) oldest wa.? 
@ t 0 None - SKIP to I()c, 6 0 Don't know 

® 10 Under 12 0018-20 
20 Raped c. Was the person someone yau -0 11-14 ll0210rover 
3 0 Attempted rape knew or was he a stranger? 30 15-17 .0 Don't know 
00 Kn'fe or gunshot wounds @ I o Stranger j. Were any of the persons known 50 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
6 C} Internal injuries. knocked unconscious '0 , .. '< ,,,. } Of refated to y\)u or Were they 

all .trangers? 
70 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches. sWE!lIlng 30 Known by SKIP 

@) I 0 All' strangers } SKIP to e B 0 Other - Specify sight only 20 Don't know to m 
b. W~re you injured to the ftxtent that you needed 40 Casual 3D All relatives } SKIP medical altention altor tk. attack? acquaintance 00 Some relatlves to I @) 10 No - SKIP to 100 

5 oWeli known 50 All known 
20Yes 

d. ''Has the person a relativo 6 0 Some known 
c. Did you receive ony treatmc-nt at Q hGspital? 

of YOt,.lts? k. How we! I were they known? (ill) 1oNo * (Mork all that opply) ..., 20 Emergency room treat'llen! only @) I DNa @ I 0 By sight only 30 Stayed ~vernlght or longer -
How mony day.?, Yes - What relationship? 20 Casual >- SKIP 

2 0 Spouse 0, ex-spouse acquamtance(s) to m 

@) 3D Parent 
3 0 Well known 

I. How were thoy related te you? 
d. l'Il>al wu. the toful omoun! of your ... &1<.01 oOOwn child 

* (Mork a/l [hat apply) 
oxpense. resulting fro", this incident, INCLU!l· 

50 Brothe, or sister @ 10 Spouse or 4 0 Brothers/ IHG onythlng paid by In.uronc.? Inc/ude ho.pl!ol 
ex .. spouse sisters and doctor bills, mtX:!icine, thempy, braces, end 6 0 Other relative -

20 Parents 500ther-any other ir.Jury related medical expoftises. Spec/fy y 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 300wn SpecifY1 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. children 

@ -a 0 No cost - SKIP to 100 

$ .~ m. Were all of them -
X 0 Don't know e. Woo he/.he - @ 10 Whit.? 

90. At the time of ther incident, were yeu covered @ < 0""" }. 20 Hegro? 
by any medical insurance, or were ~ou ~Ii~ible 

20 Negro? . SKIP 
• 0 Oth~r? - SP.clfy;Z 

lor bonefits froOl"any othe, type of ealth 
benefits. program, such as Medicaid, Veterans' 30 Other? -Spec'f),;, to 

40 Combination - Soeclfvno Admini.tratio., or PuLlic Well.,o? 120 
@D" 10 No ••••• }SKIP to 100 ----20 Don't know 

• 0 Oon't know J 50 Don't know 30Yes 
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f~::;><c: .,;,ii . " de. .. .j CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued r> " -, 

120. Wore you the only p ... on there b.sid •• the offender(.) Was a car or other motor vehi ci. taken? 

@) to Yes - 5!<IP to 13a CHECK , (Box 3 or 4 marked In 13() 

20No ITEM 0 [J No - SKIP to Check Item E --. 
DYes 'iow many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or 

10 "eattl'n.d? 00 not Include persons under 12 years 
of age~ 140. Hod permission to 1)5e the (car/motor vehicle) ever been 

@) 00 None - SKIP to 13a given to til' person who took It? 

@) IONO •••••• } 
SKIP to Check Item E Number of persons 20 Don't know, 

c. Wer" any of these persons members of your household? _DYes 
Do nol inelud. hous.hold members under 12 years 01 ago. 

@ aONo b. Did the p ... on return the (cor/motor vohicl.)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

@) I DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" in Check Item I on page 12) 20No 
130. Was something stolon or taken without permission that 

Is Box I or 2 marked in 13f? belonged to you or others In the hou.ehold? 

t INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from CHECK DNa - SKIP to 150 
unr~cognlzob'e business in respondent's home. ITEM E 
Do not include anything stoien from a recognIzable DYes 
business In respondent's home or another business, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cash from a reglsEer. c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your pouon, for Instance, 
10 Yes - SKIP to 13f in a pocket or being held by you when it wo. taken? 
20No @) 1 DYes 

b. Did the person(.) ATTEMPT to take something that 
belonged to you or others in the household? 20No 

@) 10 No - SKIP to 13e 

t 
Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13f) 

2[') Yes CHECK DYes - SKIP to 16a 
c. What did th.y try to tak.? Anything el.e? ITEM F 

DNa 
* (Mark all that apply) 

@) 10 PUlse 
150. Altogether, what was the value 01 the PROPERTY 

20 Waiiet or money that was taken? 
30Car INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cash, and enter SO for 
40 Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used, 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) @) .~ _ 0 Don't know $-

70 Other - Specify b. H.w did you d.cid. the value .1 the pr.perty that was 
*- .t.len? (Mark all thet apply) , Did they try to take a purse, wallet, (§ 1 0 Original cost CHECK or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEMC o No - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement cost 

DYes 
_ 0 Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) an your perso., I.r 
40 Insuranc. report estimate 
sO Police estimate instance in a pocket or being held? 
_ 0 Don't know 

@) I DYes} SKIP to 180 70 Other - Specify 
20No 

.. e. What did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

@) 1 o Attacked 160. Was all or port Qf the stolsn money or property recovered, 
except for anything received from Insurance? 20 Threatened with harm 

@) IONone} _ 0 Attempted to break into house or garage-

40 Attempted to break into car 
20 All SKIP to 170 

50 Harassed, argument, abusive language 1 SKI' 30Part 
to _ 0 Damaged or destroyed property r h. What was recovered? 

70 Attempted or threatened to damage or @) .[OOl destroy property Cash: $ 
.0 Other - Specify andlor . Property; (M:lrk 0/1 that apply) 

@) 00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 
I. What was taken? What .I.e? 10 Purse 

@) Cash: .1:001 2 o Wallet 
$ lDCar 

andlor 

• Property: (Mark all rhat apply) 4 0 Other motor veh i cle 

@) a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to I4c sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

10 Purse 60 Other - Specify 
20Waliet 
30Car 
40 Other motor vehieie C'} What was the valuo of the property recovered (excluding 
sO part of car (hubcap, tape·deck, etc.) recovered cash)? 

sOOther Specify @) $ .~ 
Page II 
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« '<':1 CRIME IHCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued L',. ,C;,.'· .:. : ':~ < ;11 >,c',L <, 
,;C 

170. Was thero any Insurance against thaft? 200, Were the police Informed 01 this Incident In any way? 

@ ,DNa 
@ ,DNa ••.•• 

} SKIP to 180 
20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Ite" G 

20 Don't know Yes - Who told them? 
" 0 Household member} 

'0 Yes • 0 Someone else SKIP to Check /tem G 

b. Was this loss reportod to an insurance company? 
5 0 Poll ce on Scene 

b. What wos the reason this incident was not reported to @) 'DNa ••••• } • the police? (Mark al/ that apply) 
SKIP to 180 (ill) , 0 Nothing cauld be done - lack of proof 

20 Don't know 20 Did not think it Important enough 

"DYes " 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
• 0 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 

c. Wos any of this loss recovered through insurance? 50 Private or personal matter, did not want to report It 

@ , 0 Not yet settled 
} SKIP to 180 

6 0 Did not want to get involved 
70 Afraid of reprisal 

20No ••••••. 80 Reported to someone else 
9 0 Other - Specify 

"DVes 
Is this person 16 years or older! 

d. How much was recovered? CHECKt o No - SKIP to Check Item H ITEMG 
INTERVIEWER - If property replaced hy insurance DYes - ASK 210 
company instead of cash seWement, ask far estimate 210. Did you have a lob ot the time this incident happened? 
of value of the property replaced. @ , 0 No - SKIP to Check /tem H 

20Yes 

@) . POo I b. What was the lob? 
S @ , 0 Same as described in NCS·3 Items 2Ba-e - SKIP 10 

180. Did any household member lose any time Irom work Check Item H 
bec.ause of this incident? 20 Different than described In NCS'3 Items 28a-e 

@) a 0 No - SKIP to 190 c. For whom did you work? (Nome of company, business, 
organization or other employer) 

Yes - How mony members?, 

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

b. How much time was fast altogether? @) I I I I 
@) , 0 less than I day e. Were you-

@ , 0 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or 
20 i-5 days individua for wages, salary or commissions? 

306-10 days 2 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)? 
30 SELF.EMPlOYED in OWN business, professional 

• 0 Over iO days practice or farm? 

50 Don't know .0 Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or form? 

190. Was anything damaged but not takon in this incident? f. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrIcal 
For examplc1 was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk. typist, farmer) 
damaged, or damage done to a cor, etc.? <§) I I I I 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 200 
g. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example: 

20Yes tyPing, keeping account books, se/llng cars. finishing concrete. etc.) 

b. (Was/were) the damaged ilem(s) repaired or replaced? 

@) 
BRiEFLY summarize this Incident or series 

, 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 
CHECK t of Incidents. 

20No ITEMH 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged Item(s)? 

(ill) S []!J} • ' SKIP to 200 look at 12c on Incident Report. is there an 
x 0 Don't know 

CHECK t entry for "How many?" 
d. How much was the repair or replacem,ent cost? ITEM I DNa 

DYes - Be sure you have on Incident Report 
<ill) x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 for each HH member 12 years of age 

or oVer Who was robbed. harmed, or 

. ~ 
threatened In tltis incident • 

$ Is this the last incident Report to be 

e .. Who paid or will po)' for the repairs 01' replacement? CHECK t filled tor this person? 
ONa- Ga to next InCident Report. (Mark 01/ that apply) ITEM J 
DYes - is this the last HH member . 

@ , 0 Household member to be interviewed? 
DNa - Interview next HH member. 

20 landlord DYes - END ENTERVIEW. Enter 

" 0 Insurance total number of Crime 
Incident Reports filled for 

• 0 Other - Specify this housellold in Item 13 
all the cover of NCS-3, 

Page 12 
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KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incident number 

@) 
10. Vou sold that during the lost 12 months - (Refer 10 

appropriale screen question for descripllon of crime). 

hI what month (did this/did the first) Incident happen? 
(ShoW flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give eXOCI monlh.) 

@) Month (01 12) 

Is this incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t I 0 No - SKIF' to 2 

ITEM A z 0 Yes - (Note: series musl have 3 or 
more simI/or incidents which 
respondent can't recall separately) 

b. In what month(s) did thes. Incidents take placo? 

* (Mark alllhat apply) 

@ 1 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
z 0 Summer (June, July, August) 
30 Fall (Seplember, October, November) 
40 Winter (December, January, February) 

How many incidents were involved in this series? c. 
@ I 0 Three or four 

z 0 Five to ten 
3 ~~ Eleven or more 
40 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - If series. Ihe (allowing queslions refer 
only to the most recent incident. 

2. About what time did (thisllhe most recent) 
incident happen? 

(§) I O.oon', know 
20 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
3 0 6 p.m. to mIdnight 
40 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
sO Don't know 

30. Did this incident take place inside the limits of this 

@) 
city or somewhere else? 
1 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
z 0 Somewhere else in the United States 
3D Outside the Unit.d States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In whot State and county did this inci~ent occur? 

State 

County (j.. 

@c. Oicltt happen inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc. 
1 DNa 
20 Yes - Lnter name of City, town, elc • ., 

(ill) I I i I I 
4. W~~r. did this incident take place? 

}'KIP." @) 1 0 At ar in own dwelling, in garage or 
other building on praperty (Includes 
break-in or attempled break-in) 

20 At or In vacation home, hatel/matel 
3D Inside commercial building such as 

}''K store, restaurant, bank, gas station, 
public conveyance or station 50 

4 ~ J Inside affice, factory, or warehouse 

s [J Near own home; yard. sidewalk. 
driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not include break-in or 
attempled break-In) SKIP 

.0 On the street, in a park, field, play- \'0 Check 
ground, school g,ounds or parking lot ,112m B 

70 Inside school 

B 0 Other - Speclfy-; 

Survey Instruments 77 

NOTICE _ Your report to the Census Buteau Is confidential by law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only for statistical purposes. 

FOHM NCS'4 
tB·.23·13J 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATIsTicS AOMINISTRI.TIQN 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. Were you a customer, employee, or owner? 

@ 10 Customer 

z 0 Employee 

3D OWner 
40 Other - Specify 

b. Old the petson(s) steol or TRY to steal anythIng from 
the store, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

@) I DYes } 
zONa SKIP 10 Check /tem B 
3D Don't know 

60. Old the offender(s) live there or have a right to bo 
there, such as a guest or a workman? 

@) I DYes - SKIP 10 Check /lem B 

zONa 

3D Don't know 

b. Did the ollender(s) actually get in or iust TRV to get 

@) 
In the building? 
1 0 Actually got In 

z 0 Just tried 10 get In 

3 0 Don't know 

c. Was thore any evidenco, such os a broken lock or broken 
window, that the offender(s) (forced his way In!TRIED 

* to force his way In) the building? 

@ IONo 
Yes - What was the evidence? Anything olse? 

(Mark all that apply) 
z 0 Broken lock or window 
3 [J Forced door or window 

(or tried) } "" 4 0 51 ashed screen 10 Check 
sOOther - Specliy, /lem B 

d. How did the affender(s) (get inilly to get In)? 

@ I 0 Through unlocked door or window 

20 Had key 

3D Don't know 

4DOther Specify 

Was any member of this household, 

@) 
Including respondent, present when this 

CHECK t Incident occurred? (If nol sure, ASK) 
ITEM B I 0 No - SKIP 10 130 

zOYes 

70. Old tho person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife, 
or something he was using as a weapon, such as a 

* 
bottle, or wrench? 

@ I DNa 

z 0 Don't know 

Yes - What was the weapon? (Mark al/lhal apply) 
lOGun 

40 Knife 

5DOther Specify 

b. Old the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually 
attack you In S0ti1e other way? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP ta 7f 

zONo 

c. Did the person(s) threaten you with norm In any way? 

@) 1 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

zOYes 

N 
C 
I 

~I 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

Pa,o 13 
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7d. How were you threotened? Any other 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ , 0 Verbal threat of rope 
20 Verbal threat of attack other 

than rape 
3 [J Weapon present or threatened 

with weapon 
_ 0 Attempted attack with weapon 

(for example, shot at) 
5 0 Obj~ct thrown at person 
6l~ Followed, surrounded 
70 Other - Specify _____ _ 

e. What actually happened? 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

tJW , 0 Something taken without 
\!!!I permls!:ion 

• 
@ 

20 Attempted or threatened to 
t3ke something 

:3 0 Harassed. argument, abusive 
language 

_ 0 Forcible entry or attempted 
forcible entry of house 

50 Forcible entry or attempted 
entry of car 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 
B 0 Other - Specify;: 

I. How 
other way? 

, 0 Raped 
2 0 Tried to rape 
• 0 Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed 
_ 0 Hit by thrown object 
sO Hit, slapped, knocked down 
6 0 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 

pushed, etc. 
7 0 Other - Specify 

80. What were the Iniurl •• you suffered, If any? 
* Anything else? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ , 0 None - SKIP to lOa 
20 Raped 
• 0 Attempted rape 
_ 0 Knife or gunshot wounds 
S 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 

Bruises, black eye, cutS, scratches, 
Other - Specify 

c. Y:JU reee 
@ ,DNa 

20 Emergency room treatment only 
• 0 Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days? 7 

d. What 'Has the totol amount 01 your medical 
expenses resulting lI<>m this Incident, INCLUD· 
ING onything paid by ""uranco? Includ. hospltol 
and doctor bills, medlcinel therapy, braces, and 
any other injury reloted medical expenses. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. 

@ a 0 No COSt - SKIP to 100 

$ •• 
x 0 Don't know 

90. At e time were you 
by any medical insurance, or were you 
lor benelits /rom any other type of heallh 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Vetc:ans· 
A·iministration, or Public Welfar.e? 

, 0 No ••••• ""If' SKIP to IDa 
20 Don't know 

• 

@) 

@) 

9b. Old you file a claim 
In order to get part or 

No - SKIP to 100 
Yes 

c. Old Insurance or any health benefits program pay lor ollar port 01 
the total medical e.pen ... ? 
, 0 Not yet settled} 
20 None....... SKIP to lOa 
30AII •••••••• 

Part 

00. Old you do anylhlng 10 prolect younelf or your property during the I 
, 0 No - SKIP to II 

Yes 
b. What you Ing els (Mark all that 

, 0 Usedlbrandlshed gun or knife 
2 OUsedltrled physical force (hit, 

chased, threw object. used other 
weapon. etc.) 

40 Threatened. argued. reasoned, 
etc. with offender 

50 Resisted without force, used 
evasive action (ran/drove away, 
hid, held property, locked door, 
ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

3D Tried to get hel p, attract attent! on, 
scare orrender away (screamed, 

for help, turned on 60 

, OMaie 

20 Female 

a 0 Don't know 

b. How old would you say 
the person was? 

'0 Under 12 

2012-14 

·015-17 

_018-20 

s0210rover 

60 Don't know 

c. Was the person someone you 
knew ar was ho a ltranger? 

,0Stranger 

'O, .. '''"~ } 
• 0 Known by SKIP 

sight only to e 

_OCMual 
acquaintance 

5 DWell known 

,DNa 

Yes - What relationship? 
2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse 

'0 Parent 

-0 Own child 

50 Brother or sister 

6 0 Other relative -
SpecifY~ 

20 Negro? 

.0 Othor? -Speclfl7 

• 0 Don't know 

Pale I .. 

SKIP 
to 
120 

g. 
® 'OAlimale 

2 Cd All f'llTlale 
• 0 Male and female 
40 Don't know 

h. you say 
~ youngest was? 
~ '0 Under 12 5021 or over-

* @) 

* @) 

2012-14 SKIP to j 
• 015-17 60 Don't know 
_018-20 

I. How 
aldost was? 
'0 Under 12 
20 12- /4 
'0 15-17 

you say the 

_ 018-20 
5021 or over 
60 Don't know 

j. Were any 01 the persons known 
or related to you or were they 
all slrangers? 
1 0 All strangers } SKIP 
20 Don't know to m 
30 All relatives } SKIP 
_ 0 Some relatives to I 
sO All known 
6 Some known 

k. How were thoy 
(Mark all thot opply) 
1 0 By sight only 
20 Casual 

acqualntanee(s) 
Well known 

SKIP 
tom 

I. How were they related to you? 
(Mark 011 that apply) 
, 0 Spouse or 4 0 Broth~rsl 

ex .. spouse sisters 
20 Parents sOOther :-
• 0 Own ' Speciryp 

children 

m. Were all 01 th.m -
'0 Whit.? 
20 Negro? 
• 0 Other? - SpecifY, 

_ 0 Combination - Specify? 

50 Don't know 



120. Were you Ihe only person there besides Ih. offend.r(s) 
@ 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 

20No 

b .. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or 
threatened! Do not Includa- persons under 12 years 
of age. 

00 None - SKIP to 130 

c. Were any of Ihese persons members of your household? 
Do nol Include hou.ehold members under 12 years of oge. 
oONo 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

mark "Yes" in Check /tern I on poge I 

130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 
belonged 1o you Or olhers in Ihe household? 
INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen (rom 
unrecognizable bUsiness In respondent's home. 
Do not Include anything stolen (rom a recognIzable 
business In respondent's home or another business, such 
as merchandise or cash (rom a register. 

@. 1 DYes - SKIP to 13( 
20No 

• 
@ 

• 
@) 

h. Old Ih. person(s) ATTEMPT 1o lake samelhing thai 
belonged 1o you or othe .. in Ihe household? 
, 0 No - SKIP to 13e 
20Yes 

c. What try 1o 
(Mark all that apply) 
10 Purse 
20 Wall"t or money 

'OCar 
40 Other motor vehicle 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 
6 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Specl(y 

CHECK ... 
ITEM C .,. 

Did they try to take a purse, wallet, 
or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

DNa - SKIP to IBa 
DYes 

d. Wos the (pun./wallet/money) on your person, for 
instance in a pocket or being h~ld? 

10Attzcked 
2 0 Threatened wi th harm 
3 0 Attempted to break I nto house or gariIAA 
~ 0 Attempted to break into car 
50 Harassed. argument, abusive language 
6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

destroy property 
eO Other - Speci(y ________ _ 

f. Who I was laken? Who I el.e? 

Cash: S ______ • [fooJ 
andlor 
Property: (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 
10 purse 
2 o Wallet 

'OCar 
40 Other motor vehicle 
5 0 part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

6 0 Other - Specl(y 

SKIP 
to 
IBo 

FORM NCS.~ ' •• 13-73) 

* 

Survey Instruments 79 

o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

DYes 

140. Had porml .. lon to use the (car/motor vehicle) over been 
given to the person who look it? 

IONO •••••• } 
20 Don't know SKIP to Check /tern E 

sOYes 

b. person relurn the (car/molar vehicle)? 

1 DYes 

20No 

CHECK .. 
ITEM E .,. 

Is Box I or '2 marked in 13fl 

DNa - SKIP to 150 

DYes 

c. Was the (purse" .. 'allo"'m,.ney) on your person, for instance, 
in a pocket or you when It was taken? 

1 DYes 

20No 

CHECK ... 
ITEM F .,. 

Was onlY cash taken? (Box 0 marked In 13() 

DYes - SKIP to 160 

ONo 

150. Altogether. whal was Ihe value of Ihe PROPERTY 
Ihal wo. loken? 

INTERVIEWER - Exclude slolen cash, and enter so for 
stolen checks and credit cards. even I( they wore used. 

$ 
~ 
.~ 

@) 

b. How did you doclde Ihe value of Ihe properly Ihat was 
.Iolon? (Mark al/lhat apply) 
1 0 Original co,t 
20 Replacement cOSt 
3 0 Personal estimate of current value 
• 0 Insurance report estimate 
50 Police estimate 
6 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Specl(y ____________ _ 

160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered, 
except for anything received from Insurance? 

IONone} 
2. 0 Ail SKIP to /70 

30 Part 

b. Who I wo. recovered? 

Cash:S _____ • III 
andlor 
Property: (Mark al/lhal apply) 
00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 
10 Purse 
'-0 Wallet 

'OCar 
40 Other motor vehicle 
sO Par, of car (hubcap, tapeodeck, etc.) 

60 Other - Specl(y' ____________ _ 

c. 01 Ihe properly recovered (e'<eludlng 

$ 
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17a. Was th~re any insurance agai~st theft? 

IONo ••••• } 

200. Were the police Informed of this Incl&.nt in any way? 
@) IONo 

20 Dun't know - SKIP to Check Item G 
-Yes - Who told them? SKIP to /80. 

20 Don't knoW 

·OYes 

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance company? 

IONo ••••. } 
SKIP to /80 

20 Don't knor< 

·OYes 

c. Was any of this 10 .. recovered through insur.nce? 

I 0 Not yet settled } 
SKIP to 180 

20No ••••••• 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by Insurance 
company instead of cosh settlement. ask for estimate 

• 
(@) 

of value of the property replaced. @ 

~,-..:$ ======:":',.:111::::--~~.....,-__ .....,-_-:---I @ 
180. Did any household member 10 .. any time from work 

bocouse of this Incidont? 

a 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - How many members? "1 

b. How much time was losl altogether? 

I 0 Less than I day 

201-5 days 

306-10 days 

40 Over 10 days 

I 0 No - SKIP to 200 

20Yes 

b. (Was/were) the 

I 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

20No 

c. How much would It cost to repair or replace the 
damaged item(s)? 

$ • II } SKIP Co 200 
X 0 Don't know 

d. How much wal the repair or replacement cost? 

X 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

$ •• e. Who paid or will pay for ,h. repairs or replacement? 
(Mark 011 thot apply) 

I 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

3 0 Insurance 

• 0 Other - Specify 

Pale 16 

3 0 H~usehold member 
40 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
50 Police on scene 

b. What was the reoson this incident was not ,.ported to 
the police? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
I 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Old not think rt important enough 
3D Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matter. did not want to report II 
6 0 Old not want to get Involved 
7 0 Afraid of reprisal 
80 Reported to someone else 
gOOther-

was 
I 0 Same as described in NCS·3 Items 28a-e - SKIP '0 

Check Item H 
20 Different than described in NCS·3 Items 28a-e 

c. For you work? (Nome of company. busIness. 
organization or other employer) 

d. What kind of buslne .. 0, Industry Is this? (For eKomp/e: TV 
and radio mfg •• retail shoe slore. State Lobar Dept., form) 

e. Were you-
lOAn emplorae of a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 

indlvtdua for wages, sGlary or commissions? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT employe. (Fedoral, S""e, county or Io<:al)? 
3D SELF.EMPLOYED in OWN busine .. , prafession.r 

practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family buslne .. or farm? 

f. What kind of work w.re you doing? (For eKomp/e: electrlcol 
engineer. stock clerk. typls!. former) 

g. at were your most important activities or duties? (For example: 
typing. keeping occount books. se1llng corso finishing concrete. etc.) 

CHECK 
ITEM H 

CHECr. 
ITEMI 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

es 

Look at 12c on Incident Report, Is there an 
entry for ~'How many?" 
DNa 
DYe. - Be sure you hOlle on Incident Report 

for eoch HH member 12 yeors of oge 
or over who was robbed, harm~d, or 
threotened in this Incident • 

Report to be 
filled for this person? 
DNa - Go to neKt Incident Report. 
DYes - Is this the last HH member 

to be interviewed? 
DNa - Interview next HH member. 

DYes - END ENTERVIEIV. Enter 
totol number of Crime 
Incident Reports filled for 
this household in Item 13 
on the cover of NCS·3. 
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O.M B. No. ·1j.·R'2662: Approval Expires Match 31, 1977 

NOTICE _ Your teport '0 the Census Bureau Is confidential by 
FORM CVS.l01 U.S. !:IEPARTMENT OF' COMMERCE 
17.11·nl SOCIAL. AND ECONOMic S'fATIS'rICS ADMIN. 

law (Title 13. U.S, Code), It may be seen only by Slworn Census iiUREA,U OF THE CENSUl 
employees and mat be used only far staU stleal pl.uposes, 

I. IDENTIFICATION CODES 
o. PSU lb. so,menlf' Lon" NO., d. Pan.1 /e.DCC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 
I. Interviewer 9' Total number CITY SAMPLE code 1(1) Inc,dents I (2) InCident .h .... 

INTRODUCTION 
Good morning (allernoon). I'm Mr(s.) __ (your n.moi __ from the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
We are conducllng a survey In this area 10 mea sur. Ih. exl.nt 10 which buslnuses are victims of 
burglaries andlor robberies. The Government need: to know how much crime there Is and where II Is 
to pia. and admlnisler programs which will have an impact on the crlm. problem. You can help by 
answering some questions lor me. 

~ P.rl I - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTtCS 

2a. Is this establishment owned or operal.d as an Incorporated 1. Old anyone else operate any departments or 
business? concessions or some other business activity 

In this establishment durlngth. 12 month 
'[JYes -SKIP 103 period ending ? 
_nNo t 0 Yes - Lis' each department. concession. or other 

b. How Is Ihls business owned or operated? 
business activity on a separate tine 01 
Section V 01 the segment folder, II nat 
a/ready listed. Complete a separate 

1 0 IfldlVidUitl proprietorship questionnaire lor uach one that falls on 
2 D Pannershlp 

8 samplo lint. 

3 0 Government - Continue Interview ONL Y If 'ONo 
liquor store or any type 
01 transportation DO NOT ASK ITEM B UNTIL PART /I AND ANY 

• 0 Other -S"'C"Y, INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. What were your approximate sales 01 merchandise 
and/or receipts from services at this establishment 
for the pr.vlous 12 months ending ? 

3. 00 you (the owner) operate more than one establishment? (Estimafe annual sales and/or receipts If not In 
'DYe. bus Iness for entire 12 months.) 
'ONo 10 None 

4. Old you (the owner) operate this establishment at 2 ~ Under SIO,OOO 
this tocalion during the entire 12 month period 30 SIO.OOO to 52~.999 
ending ? • 0 525.000 to .'~9.999 

'nYes sO 5SO.000 to 099.991 

_ 0 No - How many month~ during I Months 
.0 SIOO.OOO to S~99.999 

Ihe designated period? 70 $SOO.OOO to S999.999 

80 SI.ooO.ooo and over 

5. Excluding you (the owner)(tho partners) how • 0 Other -. Specify 
many paid employees did this establishment average 
during the 12 month period ending ? INTERVI EWER USE ONLY 
'rJ None -0 8- 19 9a. Record 01 Interview 
'0 1- 3 sO 20 or more (1) Date 

30~-7 
(2) Name of respondent 

6a. What do you consider your kind of business 
to be at this localion? (3) Tille of respondent I OffiCE USE ONLY 

(4) Te'ePho~elArea cOdl Number ! Extension 

b. Mark (X) one box b. Reason lor nDn'lnterYle~ 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

, r:l Food EO Durable I 0 Present occupant In business at end cf 

i 0 Eatm,C and drinking F 0 Nondur:Sble 
survey period but unable to contact. 

Z 0 Refusal and in business at end of survey period 3D General merc.handise 30 Other Type A - SpeclfY7 
40 Apparel REAL ESTATE 

5 0 FurnHure and G o Apanmenu 
appliance ti 0 Other real estate TYPE B 

6 0 Lumber. hardware, 
4 D Present occupant not in business at end mobile home dealers 

, OSERVICE of survey peelod. 
7 0 Automotive 

5 D Vacant or c.losed 
80 Orul and proprietary J 0 BANKS 

6 D Other Typ& B (Seasonal, etc.) -SpecltYjl 
9 n Liquor K 0 TRANSPORTATION 
A 0 Gasoline service 

"0 ALL OTHERS - S".clfy-, TYPE C station; 

B 0 Other retail 70 Qc!:upled by non listable activity 

80 Demolished . WHOLESALE • 0 Other Type C -S".V"y-, 
cO Durable 

o 0 Nondurable 
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~ Po,t II - SCREENING QUeSTIONS 

Now I'd like to ask scme questions about particular kInds 01 theft or a/templed theft, 
These Questions reler only 10 thIs establishment lor the 12 month perIod bealnnln, and end In, 

10. DurIng this perIod dId anyone break Into or same· lB. Why hasn't thIs establishment ever bMn Insured 'galnst 
how IlIeg.lly get Into thIs place 01 busIness? burglary and/or rabbety? 

·rNlJmber 
\ 0 Cou~o:tn't sHerd It 

1 r; Ye, _ How many tlmes?_ 20 Couldnit ,et Myonc to Insure. you 

(Fill an Incldqnt Roport for each) 10 Didn't need U 

zrINo 
4 0 Self~hisUfed 

50 Premium tOQ expensive 

11. (Other th.n the Incldenl(s) Just "entlaned,) durIng thIs • 0 Ooh., - Specify Jl! 
perIod dId .nyone lind a dool llmmled, a lack fOlced, 
or any ather sIgns 01 an ATTEMPTED bleak-In? 

19 •• What securlly measures, b. When were these 
I Number If any, are present at security m .. sores 

1 fJ Yes - How many times? ~ thIs location now, to flrsllnslalted 
(Fill JJn Incident Report lor each) pralocl It aga Insl .r alherwlse 

2 [~NQ 
burglalY andlar lobbelY? underlaken? 

Enter the 
12. oUllne Ihis pel lad were you, Ihe owner, or any appropriate code 

from rho tlst 
employee hetd up by anyone using a weapon, given below. 
larce or threat ollatce an these premises? •• Mark (X) all that apply 

.. fNl.lmber t [J Alarm system - outside 
b. codes 

, r'j Yes - lIaw many times? _ rlnlin2 ••• ' • .•••••••••. 
(Flit an Inctdent Reperllor eachi 

2 : .... : No 2 C1 Central alarm, •••••••••• 

13. (Other than the Inc/dent(s) already mentioned,) 30 Relnrorclna: devices. ~u,h 

did .nyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, the owner, or 
as bars on Windows, Irates. 
,al~:I. etc .. ~ ...................... 

any emptayee by uslne lorce or threalenlng to 
harm you while an these premIses? L- . 0 Guard. watchman ••.••••• " 

Num~ej 

,t: Yes - Haw many tlmes?_ 5 Cl Watch doC .••.•••.••••• 
(Fill an InCIdent Report/or Ef8ch) -

E! 0 Flrearm:l ••••.•.•.•••.• 
2 r. ~ No 

14. (Other than Ihe Incldenlf~) Jus! menlioned,) durIng 
70 Camera' ••••••••••••••• 

this period were you, Ihe owner, or any employee held up B[lMirrors .••••• , •••••••• . 
while delivering merchandise or carrying buslrtess money 

90 Locks ••.••.•.••• I •••• outside the bUSiness? 
A {-l Compl)" with National .1 Number - Banking Aet (For 

I, Yes - /law many Umes?-_ Banks onl)') ............. 

(Fill an Incident Report lor each) 
9 C! Ooher - SpecllY.., 

", ' No 

15. (Other than the Incldenl(s) Just mentioned,) dId 
anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, 01 any c L; None 
.mplaye~ whlle delivering merchandise 01 carrying 

Code. lor use In item 19b busin,ss money aulslde the business? 

I Number LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN I YEAR 
0 Y., '. Haw many times? - I - January 7 - July o - 1-2 years al" 

lFitJ an InCIdent Repcrllor 6ach) 2 - Fet:lruar)l B - Auault 
1 No 3 - Match 9 - Stptember 

E - 2-5 years ago 

16, Is this esl,bllshment Insured aealnst burgulary and'ar 4. Aplll A. - October F - More than 5 
robbery by means other than sell-Insurance? 5 - May 8 _ Ncvember 

years Dati -1 ~ 'Yes 

,:-'No JSKIPI017B 
6 .... JUI104- C - December 

J: Don', kt!ow 20. INTERVIEWER ~ Were there riO" Incidents 

b. Does Ihe insurance atso cover other types 01 crime losses, CHECK ITEM reperted In to-IS? 
such as vandalism or shapllft/ng and employee l~ell1 o Yes -Dersch 'flcldant RlJports, 

o YO'} entor"O"'n Items Ig(1) 
:. sKtP to tga and 12) C(J page 1, snd 

z No continue with /10m 8. 

17a. Has this establishmenl ever been Insured against o No -Enter number of Incidents 

burglary and 'or robbery by means olher Ihan 
In item 19(1) on page 1. and 
continue with IIrst /nc,dent 

sell-Insurance? Reperr. 
I ~~:Yes NOTES 
':'; No -SKIP to r8 
l:- : Doo't kno ...... - SKIP 10 198 

b. Did Ihe insuranc. also caver olher types 01 crime lasses. 
such as vandalism 01 shop lilting and employee thelt? 
o OVe. 
zONo 

c. Old you drop Ihe Insurance or dId Ihe company cancel . your polity? 
10 Bo.,nessman d,opped" • - ••••• } SKIP to 79. 
20 InstJrallc$ COMpany cancelled polley 



TRANSCRIBEi THE IDEiNTIFICATION CODEiS FROM ITEM 1 
OF THEi COVER SHEET AND COMPLETEi A SEiPARA TE 
INCIDEiNT REiPORT FOR EACH INCIDEiNT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
e. PSU lb. Se,men, , •• Line No. ,d. Panel ,e. DeC 

You said Ihal during Ihe 12 monlhs beglnnlnl ___ 
and endlnl ____ (r.,er ro .cr •• nlng que.tlons 
10-15 for description 01 crime). 

I. In whal monlh did Ihls (did Ihe flrsl) Incldenl happen? 
'OJan. 'OAprll 70July A o Dc'. 
z 0 Feb. sOMay ·OAug. B 0 Nov. 
'OMar. 60 June • 0 Sep'. cD De •• 

2. Aboul whailime did II happen? 
1 0 Durin, the day (6 •• m. - 6 p,m.) 

At nllht (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
206 p.m, - Midnllht 
:3 0 Mldnllht - 6 a.m. 
.. 0 Don't know what time ac nllht 

50 Don', know 

3, Where did Ihls Incident .Iake place? 
1 0 At this place of business 
20 On delivery 
3 0 E:nroule to bank 
.. 0 Other - Specify 

•• Wers you, Ihe owner, or any employee presenl while Ihls 
Incldenl was occuring? 
tDYes 
zONa -SKIP ro ro 
10 Don't know 

Sa. Old the person holding you up have a weapon or somelhlng 
thai was used as a weapon, such as a bollte or wrench? 
lOVes 
'ONe :J 
1 0 Don', know SKIP to 6a 

b. Whal was Ihe weapon? 
10Gun 
'OK"". 
, 0 Other - Specl/y 

6a. HoI\' many persons were Involved In comr.lUlinglhe crime? 
I 0 One - continue with Bb below 
'OTwo } 
J 0 Three SKIP 10 6e 
40 Four or more 
!l 0 Don't know -SKIP '0 78 

b. How old would you say Ihe person was? 
to Under 12 '018-20 
'012-1~ 5021 or over 

'0 '5- '7 60 Don't know 

c. Was Ihe person m~le or female? 
IDMale 
2.0 Female 
:5 0 Oon·l know 

~~-

d. Was he (she) -
10 While? 

} SKIP fo 7e 
'0 BlatH 
3 0 Olher? - Opoclly 
40 Con'c know 

e. How old would you say Ihe youngesl person was? 
1 OUndl:t 12 • C' 18-20 
'0 '2-

'
• s C]21 0' over - SKIP 10 6g 

'Cl'5-17 .0 Don" knew 

I. How old w~uld you say Ihe oldesl person was? 
'0 Under 12 '0

'
8-20 

'012-1. sD21 or over 
3D 15-17 60 Don't ktlow 

C. Were Ihey male or female? 
I o All mal. J 0 Male And f~male 
2. [.] All female 40 Don't know 

Ii. Were Ihey -
I 0 Only while? 
• 0 Only black? 
, 0 Only olher? - Spaclly 

• 0 Some comblnalien? - Speclly 
!i 0 Don't know 
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o r-1 B. No. -41-R2661' Approval Expires March 31 1977 .. 
FOAM CYS.'01 U.S, OEPAR1MENT OF COMMERCE 
11.1 ton, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATIS'flCS ADMIN, 

eUREAU OF' THE. CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
eOMMERCIA~ CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMP~E 

No. Record which Incident (I, 2, .fc.) 
f. In.,den' ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 

Is coveted by this pogo 

7a. Were you, Ihe owner, or any employee Injured In lnls 
Incldenl, seriously enough 10 roqulro medical ~Uenllon? 

, 0 Yes - How many? , Numbe, 

2 [] No - SKIP ro g. 

b. HoW many of Ihem slayed In a 
hospllal overnlghl Dr longer? 

Number 

8. Of Ihose receiving healmenl in or oul 01 a hospllal, did 
Ihls business pay lor any ullhe medical expenses nol 
covered by a regular heallh bene fils program? 
I DYe. - How much 

was paid! s .@ 
'ONo 
3 0 Don't know 

9a. Old any deaths occur .s a result ollhis Incldenl? 
I C1Ve, 

• 0 Ne -SKfP 10 ISa 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 
(Mark (X)alllhar apply) 

t £:1 Owner(s} ••••• •.•••••••• 

2 Q Employees •••••••• ....... 

J £:1 Customer:s .••••••••••••• 

4 [1Innoc:ent bystander(s) ~ ••••• t 

511 Offender(s) •••••••••••••• 

6 [1 Police ..••.••.•••.•.•• . 

70 Olhor -speCl/y, 

SKIP te IS. 

10. Old Ihe ollender enler, allempl to enler, or remain In Ihls 
establishmenlillegally? 

'[l Ve. 

• 0 Ne., 
f)lscontlnue use ollncldenl Report. Enter at lh':: lOp 01 
thIs sheet "Out 01 Scope-Larceny," er6·~#J r/le/dont 

~~:~;!·:Ull,;~re drrn~7J:n~~St:io,::~~~'1r. ':i'a~~/f,n:n'cfgJ5. 
on to Ihe neK, (fll)Cfit:t1lnCldent. /I no other incidents 
are rfll'll1!:;ti, return to page 1 and complete Items Ig(2) 
d. snd 9 and end the IntervIew. 

11. Old Ihe ollenderls) aclually lei In or lust by 10 gel In? 
r [: Actually tot in 

'2 C: JUSt tried 10 let In 

12. Was Ihere II broken window, broken lock, alarm, Dr any 
olhe, evidence Ihat (he ollenderlsl forced ((rled 10 force) 
his (the") way I .. ? 

, Co Yes 

z c: Ne -SKIP ro 14 

13. Whal was Ihe evlde~ce? iMark all that apply} 

1 [1 Broken locle. or Window 

}SKIP ro ISo 
J. [1 Forced doof 

:5QAlarm 

4 0 Other - Spec Ity 

14. How did Ihe ollender{s) gel In (Iry 10 &el In)? 
I 0 ThrouV1 u" locked door ur Window 

2. 0 Had a key 

l 0 O,her - Specify 

40 Don', ~n()w 
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.'" 
INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

ISa. Was anylhlnr damared bul nDllaken In Ihls Incldenl? FDr ISa. DId YDU, Ihe owner, or any omp 'cyee here IDse any lime 
.. ample, a 'Dck or window brDken, damared merchandise, elc. frDm WDrk because ollhls Incldenl? .1 Numb .. 
, DYes , 0 Yes - HDw many people1 _ 
_ 0 No -SKIP 10 16a 

20 No -SKIP 10 r9a 
b. Was (were) Ihe damared lIem(s) repaired or replaced? 

I 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15d b. HDw many wDrk days ,me 'Dsl allDrelher? 
-ONo t 0 Leu than I day 

c. How much would 11 cosllD repair or replace Ihe damares? 201-5 days 
(Estlmale) 

J 0 6-10 days J Days 
$ 

• OO}SKIP 10 rS. 400.e, 10 days - HDW many?_ 
x 0 Don't know 50 Don', know 

d. HDw much did 11 cosllD repaIr or replace Ihe damares? 
19a. Were any securlly measules laken aflel Ihls IncldenllD 

S .00 prDlecllhe eslabllshmenl f/Dm fulure Incldenls? -. 
v 0 No cost - SKIP 10 16a I DYes 
x 0 DDO" know _ 0 No -SKIP 10 20a 

e. Who paid Of will pay 101 Ihe repal" ., leplacemenl? 
(!.lark (X) alllhalapply) b. Whal measures WOle laken? 
1 0 This business (!.lark (X) alllhal • ,ply) 

.2 0 Insurance 
1 0 Alarm system - ouulde rlncln& 

3D Owner or Bulldln, (landlord) 
2 0 Central IiII.rm • 0 Other - Spac/fy 

s 0 Don" kno ..... 30 Reln'orc:ln& devices, ,ra~es. ,cates, 
bars on window, etc. 

161. Old tho offendel(s) lake any money? (Exclude money .. 0 Guard. watchman 
belonxlnrlo cuslomers 01 slore pmonnol) 

!5 0 Watch doc 
, 0 Yes - Whal was Ihe .00 tiD Firearms lola I value?- S 
-ONo 70 Cameras 

b. Old Ihe offender(s) lake any "e'chandlse, equlpmenl or aDMlrrors 

supplies? (Exclude p .... nal prQperly belonrlnxlo 90 Loch 
cuslomers or slore personnel.) • 0 Othe, -Spaclly-, 
• eYes - Whal was Ihe .11!J IDlal value?_S 
2 C1 No - SKIP to t7a /I answer to 16a 

• Is yes; otherwise SKIP to tSa 

c. How was Ihe value delermlned? 
20a. Vias Ihls Incldenl Ie ported 10 Ihe pollco? 

I 0 Drl&inal COSI t CJ Yes - SKIP to 2r 
2 [l Replacement cost 'ONo 
3 Q O.her - Speclly 

b. Whal was Ihe reason this Incident was not ,ep.rled 
17a. How much, II any, ollhe slolen money ~nd/Qr p/operly 10 the police? 

was recovered by Insurance? (Mark (X) all thaI apply) 

S . []!I 1 [.~ Police already knew of the Inclder'll 

V 0 None - Why nOlt", 2 r Noth'nl eould be done - lack of proof 

I 0 Didn't rcport U J :_~~ Old no~ think" Important encue" 

Z 0 Does nOI have Insurance .. ~ 1 Old not want to bother PolIce 
3 0 Not settled yet 

5 CJ Old not want to tah the time .. 0 PolI":y has a deductible. 

5 0 Mone~ and/or me,ch4ndlse was recovered 6 ["I Old not want to let Involved 

'x 0 Don't know 7 c.' Afraid of reprisal 

b. How much, " any, ollhe siolen money and/or properly .80 Reponed tt) someone else 
was recove/ed by means olher Ihan Insur~nce? 

'COther -SpacIlY7 
S .00 
VONone } 
x 0 Don't know SKIP to 18a 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Is this the last Incident 

c. By whal means was Ihe slolen money and/o, CHECK ITEM Report to be c.mpleted? 
properly recove/ed? ["1 Yes - ~g~~re:: t::~~ ',:[1~. 
'0 Police 8. 9. and end InterVIew. 

2 DOth .. - Speolly [1 N. - Fllllhe nexr Incldenl 
• Report. 

NOTES 

PaID .. 



TRANSCRIBE; THE IDENTIFICATIDI, CODES FROM ITEM' 
OF THE COVER SHEET ANO COMP'LETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR I::ACH INC,'DENT. 

IOENTIFUCATION CODE 
a. PSU I b. S.,ment I t. Line Ilo. ,d. Panol '0. cee 

You said Ihat during the 112 months b'llno!nl ___ 
and endlnc ____ (re/er 10 IIcloenlng questlona 
10-15 tor descrIption 01 l~rlmo). 

I. In what month did this (did the Ilrs!) Incident happen? 
t OJ_n. -0 April roJuly • oOet. 
z 0 Feb. sOMay OoAuI. B D Noy, 
3 o Mer. fiOJune • 0 Sept. eO Cee • 

2. About what time did It hllpp<n? 
I 0 Durin, the dllY (6 a,m. - 6 p,m.) 

At ni,ht (6 p.m. - ~~ a.m.) 
2 0 6 p,m. - Mldnjlht 
] 0 Mldn1lht - 6 n.m. 
40 Oon" know wtU!lt 'Ime at nllht 

s 0 Don't know 

3. Where did this Incident t;lke placo? 
I 0 At this plac.e of busIness 
20 On delivery 
] 0 Enroute to bank 
• 0 Other - Speclly 

4. Were you, the owner, or any emptoyee presenl whll. this 
Incld.nt was oecurlna? 
IDYes 
z 0 No - SKIP 10 '0 
] 0 Don't know 

5 •• Old the person holdlnl you up h.ve a weapon or somothlne 
that was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench? 
'DYes 
zONo J ] 0 Don', know SKIP 'A I~ 

b. What was the weapon? 
10GJn 
20 Knife 
1 0 Other':' Specify 

6a. How many persons were In~clved In commUtlnl the crime? 
lOOn. - Conllnw wilh 6b below 
zOTwo } 
3 [] Thr.. SKIP ro 6a 
4 0 Four or more 
50 Oon't know - SKIP to 78 

b. How old would you say the person was? 
i 0 Under 12 _0'B-20 
zO 12-.1< 5021 or over 

'0 15- 17 60 Don', know 

c. Was the person male or lemalo? 
I OM.I. 
20 Ft:male 
1 0 Oon't .know 

d. Was he (she) -
to White? 

} SKIP ro 7a • Cl Black? 
1 0 Other? - Speclly 
4 [] Oon't know 

•• HoW 010 would you say the youngest person was? 
to Under 12 _olB-20 
'0 '2- 14 5 0 21 or over - SKIP to 69 
30,5-17 60 Don't know 

I. Howald would you say the oldest person lias? 
I D Under 12 _olB-20 
'0 '2- 14 5021 or over 
30 '5- '7 60 Oon't Itntlw 

I. We" they male or lemal.? 
I DAII male ] 0 M.ltI and female 
20 All (emale 4 0 Don" know 

h. Were they -
I Cl Only white? 
z 0 Only black? . 3 0 Only olher? - Specify 

• 0 Sorne combln.llon? - Spaclly 
50 Don't know 
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OM 8 No 41-1\2662' Appro .... 1 Expires March 31 1977 .. 
"ORM CV5·101 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
n·11·nl SOCIAL AND [CONOMIC STATISTICS "OMIN. 

BUREAU 0,. THE CItN'US 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SUR'IEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

No. Roco,d whl.h Incldenl (I, 2, .'c.) 
I. Ineldent ,. INCIDENT NUMIIER 

;s cover.J by this page 

7a. Were you, the owner, or any employ,e InJured In this 
Incld.nt, sarlously enough to require medical attention? 

'OY" - How many? • NUmlier 

z 0 No - SKIP 10 9a 

b. How many 01 them stay.d In I 
hospital overnight or lonler? 

Number 

B. 01 those receiving treatment In or out 01 a hospital, did 
this business pay lor any 01 the medical expenses not 
covered by a relulll health benefits Plolram? 
, 0 Yes - HoW much 

was paId? $ .11 
·0No 
1 0 Don', know 

9.1. Old any duths occur as a result 01 this Incident? 
toyes 

z 0 No -SKIP 10 ,s. 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 
(Mark (X) alllh.r apply) 

I 0 Own .. (.) , ••••••..•••••• 

"2 0 Employees •••• , • , ••••••• 

10 Customers •••••••••• , ••• 

4 0 Innoctlnt byuander(s) ••••••• 

'" 0 Offender(s) •• , ••••••••••• 

'0 Police •• , I ••••••••••••• 

70 Other - SpacllY7 

SKIP ro 150 

10. Old the offender .nter, attempt to enter, or remain In this 
establishment lIIelally? 
toYe. 

ZoNO, 

Discontinue uso 01 Inc/dent Report. Enter at 'ho top of 
this sheet "out 01 SCope-Larceny," erase Incident 
~~::;t n~~b:re otr1n~7j:n~~s I~O/f:~9;~?;r, ~~~S':lf~:n~°;J5, 
on to th9 n91<1 reported Incident. 1/ no other Incidents 
:~eB~::r:~~~ !~J:rI~et~,:::~/:w~nd complels Item, 19(2) 

11. Old the offender(s) aclually Bet In or Just try 10 let In? 
1 0 Actuall), lot In 

20 Just tried to let In 

12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, ;I.rm, or any 
other evidence that the olfender(s) lorced (tiled to lorce) 
his (their) way In? 
,0Ye. 

20 No -SKIP ro 14 

13, What was the evidence? (Mark all Ihar apply) 

1 0 Broken lock or Window 

}SKIPIO'sa 
2 0 Forced door 

'OAlarm 

- 0 Other - Spaclly 

14. Hall did Ih. offender(s) lei In (try to lei In)? 
I 0 Thtoulh unlocked door or window 

20Hadakey 

3 0 Othe~ - Speclly 

40 Don't know 
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15a. Was any thine damaeed but not taken In this Incident? For 
example, a lock or window broken, da ... ae<! merchandise, etc. 
'OVe. 
_ 0 No -SKIP /0 16. 

b. Was (were) the dama,ed Item(s) repaired or replaced? 
, 0 Yes - SKIP /0 ISd 

'ON. 

c. How much would It cost to lepalr a' reptace the damages? 
(EsUmate) 

/0150 

d. How much did It cosl to rep'alr or replace the dama,.s? 
$ ____ • fill 
v 0 No eost - SKIP 10 160 

e. W;;;;=;;;;;;;;;-;;m.;;;;;r.:;-;;;;-;;;;;;-;;;:;;;;;:;;;;;:::;,---1 
(Mark (X) 0/1 Iha/apply) 
I 0 This business 
,,0 Insurance 

3 0 Owner of Bulldln, (landlord) 
• 0 O,her - Spaclly ___________ _ 

sO Don'( know 

161. Old Ihe ollender(s) lake any money7 (Exclude money 
belonclng 10 customers or slo,e personnel) 
i 0 Yes - What was the • ~ Iota I value?_ $ ______ I!.'!!!l 
-ONo 

b. Old Ihe offender(s) 
supplies? (Exclude property 
cuslomers or slore personnel.) 

or 

• 0 YeS - What was the r:m 
tolal value? -+- $ ______ .1:!!iJ 

2. 0 No - SKIP to 178 It answer to 168 
Is yOSj otherwise SKIP to tSa 

I 0 Yes - How many people? 
_ 0 No -SKIP 10 190 

b. How many work days were losl altocelher? 
I 0 Less than I day 

'0 1-5 day. 

1 0 6-10 day • 

• 0 Qyer 10 day. - How many? -~-L-. _____ -! 

50 Don't know 

19a. Were any securlly meal;ures taken alter Ihls Incident 10 
prolecl the eslabllet,ment from luIure Incldenls? 

, DYe. 

_ 0 No - SKIP 10200 

b. Whal measures were laken? 
(.\Iork (X) a/llhal applY) 

1 0 Alarm .s)fsfem - outside rinllnE 

20 Central alarm 

30 Relnforcln& devices. ,uHes, ,ates, 
bars on Window, etc:. 

.. 0 Guard, watchman 

50 Watch dCI 

6 0 Flreannl. 

70 Camera£. 

a o Mirrors 

90 Locks 

• 0 Other - spacllY-,: 

------------------I20a. Was this Incident reported to the police? 
c. How was Ihe value detelmlned? 

10 Original COSt 10 Yes - SKIP to 21 

20 Replace",'!"t eost Z 0 No 

3 Other - Specify b, What Was the reason Ihls Incident was not reported 
17a. How much, If any, of the stolen money and/ol properly 10 Ihe police? 

was lecoveled by Insurance? (Mark (X) 0/1 Ihal apply) 

$ .111 I 0 Police already kne:w of the incident 

v 0 None - Why not?", 
I 0 Didn't report It 

20 OOU not have insurance 
3 0 Not settled yet 

.. 0 Policy has a deductible 

5 0 Honey and/or merchandise was recovered 
X 0 Don't know 

b. How much, If any, of the stolen money and/or property 
was recovered by means other Ihan Insurance? 

s .1ii1 

len money andlor 

Pale 6 

20 Hathior. could be done -lack of proof 

l 0 Old not think It important enough 

40 Did not .want to bother police 

5 0 Did not want to take the time 

60 O.ld not want to let InyolY~d 

70 Afraid of reprisal 

~ 0 Reponed to someone else 

• 0 O'her -Spec/ly-,r 

INTERVIEWER .. Is this the last Incident 
CHECK iTEM , Report to be completed? 

o "(es - ::~u;re/~ t::~~ ',;~~, 
8.9, and end Interview. 

o No - Fill the next Incident 
Report. 



TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
D. PSU I b. Se,men' Ie. Line No. r Panel r' DCC 

You said Ihal during Ihe 12 monlhs beginning ___ 
and endlnl ____ (reler '0 screening questions 
10-15 lor description 01 crime), 

1. In what monlh did this (did the lirst) incident happen? 
, o Jan. 40April 'OJuly AOOe,. 

• 0 Feb. sOH.y ·OAu,. 90 Nov. 
'OHar. 60June • 0 Sept. cDDec:. 

2. AbDUl what lime did It happen? 
1 0 Ourl", the da)" (6 a.m. - 6 p,m.) 

At nllht (6 p.m. - 6 8.m.) 
2 0 6 p.m. - t:1ldnl,ht 
3D Mldnl&ht - 6 a.m. 

, 40 Don't know what time at nlzht 
s 0 Oon't know 

3. Where did this incldenl take place? 
t 0 At this place of bu!llness 
20 On delivery 
3 0 Enroute to bank 
40 Other - Specl/y 

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this 
incident was otturing? 
IDYes 
• 0 No -SI<IP 10 10 
1 0 Don't know 

Sa. Old the person holding you up have a weapon or some thin! 
thai was used as a weapon, such as a boltle or wrench? 
'DYes 
'ONo J 
3 0 Don't know SKIP to 68 

b. What was Ihe weapon? 
, OGJn 
zO Knife 
, 0 Other - Specl/y 

6a. How many persons "er' involved In commiUlnl the crime? 
1 0 One - Continue with 6b below 

'OTwo } 
3 0 Three SKIP to 6e 
4 0 Four or more 
, 0 Don't know - SKIP to 78 

b. How old would you say the person was? 
10 Under 12 40'B-20 
zO 12-1' '021 or over 
'0 15- 17 60 Don't know 

c. Was Ihe person male or lemale? 
IOMale 
20 Female 
3 0 Oon't k:"ttW 

d. Was he (she) -
'0 White? 

}SI<IP 107_ 
• 0 Black? 
, 0 Olher? - Specify 
4 ~ Oon't know 

e. How old wouid you say Ihe youngest person was? 
'0 Under 12 401B-20 
'012-1. ,021 or over - SKIP to 6g 

'0 15- 17 60 Dontt know 

f. HoW old would you say the oldesl person was? 
10 Under 12 40'B-20 
'0 17.-I~ 5021 or Qver 

'0 '5-17 60 Oon't know 

I. Were Ihey male or female? 
1 OAIt male 1 0 Male and female 
20 All fema.le 40 Dontt know 

h. Wore Ihey -
, 0 Only while? 
• 0 Only black? 

• '0 Only olher? - Specify 
4 0 Some combination? - Specify 
, 0 Don't know 
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OM 8 No. 041·R2662' Approval Expires MilIch 31 1977 .. 
FORM CVS·101 U.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMME~CE 
(1·"·131 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU OF T~!E C£NSU. 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

f. ~;'den' I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
• Record which Ineiden' (I, 2, .fe.) 

I. covereel by fhl. pago 

7 •• Were you, Ihe owner, or any employ.e Injured in Ihis 
incidenl, seriously enouch 10 require medical allenllon? 

, 0 y .. - How many? • Number 

• 0 No -SI<IP 10 9_ 

b. How many of them slayed in a 
hospital overnlghl or longer? 

Number 

8. Of those receiving trealmenlln or out of a hospital, did 
Ihls business pay for any of the medical expenses nol 
covered by • regular health benefits program? 
,DYe. - How much 

was paid? S •• 'ONo 
1 0 Donlt know 

9 •• Did any dealhs occur as a result of this incident? 
'DYes 

20 No - SKIP to 158 

b. Who was kit led? c. HoW many? 
(M_rk (X) all ih., apply) 

1 0 Owner(s) .• •••••...•.•.• 

2 D Employees • •..••••••••.• 

3D Customers • •...•.•...•.• 

40 Innocent bystander(s) • .••.•• 

' 0 Offender(s) •••••••••••••. 

&0 Pollee •.•••.. , ••••••.• , 

70 Other - Specl/y.." 

SKIP to 15a 

10. Old Ihe offender ,enter, attempt 10 ent.r, or remain In Ihis 
establishment Illegally? 
, DYe. 

'0 N0)1 

Discontinue use 01 IncIdent Report. Enter at the top 01 
this sheet "Out 01 SCope-Larceny." orsSe Incident 

~~::~' n~~gr, otPin~7J:n~~s ,': 1:;~e;~t71. ~~~s,:/r:r.~°;J 6. 
on to tho next reportod Incident. If no other Incidents 
ara reported, return to page 1 and complete Items 111(2) 
B. and 9 and end the IntervIew. 

11. Did the ollender(s) actually cet in or Jusl tlY 10 cet In? 
1 0 Actually lOt In 

20 Just tried '0 let In 

12. Was Ihere a brohn Window, broken lock, alarm, or any 
olher evidence that Ihe offender(s) forted (tried to foree) 
his (their) way In7 

'DYe. 
• 0 No -SI<IP fo 14 

13. What was the evidence? (Mork oil Ihaf apply) 

1 0 Broken lock or window 

}Sl<rPfOI6a 
20 Forced door 

30 Alarm 

• 0 Other - Specify 

14. How did the offond.r(s) celln (Iry to get In)? 
' 0 Throu&h unlocked door or window 

20Had • key 

, 0 Other - Specify 

40 Donlt know 
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',' :t)":,'", .,,', , 
llNCIOENT REPORT - Continued 

,-

ISa. Was anylhlng damaged but nol laken In Ihls Incldenl? F~r 18a. Old you, Ihe cwner, or any employee here lose any time 
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc. Irom work because 0' Ihls Incident? .1 Numb., 
IOY.s 1 0 Yes - How many people?_ 
10 No -SKIP 10 IBa 

• 0 No -SKIP 10 19. 
b. Was (were) Ihe damaged Item(s) repaired or replaced? 

1 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15d b. How many work days were losl allogelher? 
'ONo I 0 Less than Ida)' 

C. How much would It cost IG repair or replace Ihe damages? 201-5 days 
(Estlmale) 

306-10 days ..I Days 
S 

.OO}SKIP 10 ISa 40 Over 10 days - How many?-... 
x 0 Dcn" know 5 0 Don't know 

d. How much did II cosl to repair or replace Ihe damages? 
19a. Were any securlly measures laken afler Ihls Incldenl 10 

S ./jU protecllhe establlshmenl from fulure Incldenls? 

v 0 No co~t -SKIP to 1Sa '0Yos 
x 0 Don', know 

• 0 Na -SKIP 1020. 
e. Who paid or 1'1111 pay for Ihe repairs or replacemenl? 

(Mark (X) alllhalopplY) b. What measures were laken? 
t 0 This business Work (X) alllhal apply) 

:z. 0 Insurance 
1 0 Alarm system - outside ringing 

lD Qwnel of k"kJllding (1Ilndlord) 
2 0 Central alarm 

4 0 Other - Specify 
50 Don't know 30 Reinforcing devlc:es. grtltes, gaces, 

bars on Window. etc. 

16a. Old the offender(s) take a"y meney? (Exclude money 4 0 Guard. watchman 
belonging 10 customers or slore pmonnel) 

!i 0 Watch dog 
1 0 Yes - What was Ihe ,00 60 Flr(::arms total value? __ S 
'ONa 70 Cameras 

b. Did Ihe offender(s) lake any merchandise, equlpmenl or aOMlrrors 

supplies? (Exclude personal properly belonging 10 gO Locks 
cuslomers or slor. personnel.) , 0 O,h., - Specify 7 
, 0 Yes - What was Ihe .[i] .lolal valuel __ $ 

20 No -SKIP to 17a II answer to 16a 
Is ye$; oUlsrwlse SKIP to 18a 

C. How was Ihe value delermlned? 
20a. Was this incldenlreporled 10 Ihe police? 

I 0 Orl,l"al cost 1 DYes -SKIP ro 21 

20 Replacement COSt 'ON. 
J 0 Other - Specify 

b. What was the reason Ihls incident was nolreporled 
17a. How much, " any, of Ihe slolen money and/or properly 10 the police? 

was recovered by insurance? (Mark (X) allrhat apply) 

S .~ 1 0 police already knew of the InCident 

V 0 None - Why nol? Jl' 20 Nothln, could be done -lack of proof 

, 0 Oidn'l report It 30 Did hOt think It imponant enough 

2 0 Does not have insurance 40 Did not want:o bother police 
3 0 Not settled yet 50 Old not want to take the time .. 0 Policy has a deductible 

:5 0 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 60 Did not want to let involved 

X 0 Don't know 70 Afraid of reprisal 

b. How much, if any, of Ihe SiD len money and/or property ~ 0 Reported to Someone else 
was recovered by means other Ihan Insurance? 

• 0 O,h .. - spoCI/Yjl 

~ S . ' 

VONane } 
x 0 Don't know SKIP to ISa 21. INTERVIEWER ~ ls this the last Incident 

c, By whal mean$ was Ihe stolen money and/or CHECK ITEM Report to be completed? 
property recovered? DYes - :g~U;fel~ m~~ ',;&~, 
10Poltce 8, 9, and end Interview. 

• 0 Olh., - Spaclfy DNa - Fill the next Incident 
Report. 

NOTES 

FOAM CYS 101 ('7.,1.111 Pa,e 8 



APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical Information 

and standard error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
housf;!holds, 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 houses, 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 l"esponses from a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household. Survey records were 
processed and weighted, yielding results 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 grouped 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. 
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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 from 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 discover..::d 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 also 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 wou~d be reflected in the house­
hold survey results. 

For household 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 to both tlJe 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 
meawre 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 to 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 mayor 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 aver.age 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. LikC',wise, 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 repor,t 
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 household member reports for 
aU 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 nonsampJing 
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 been 
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures 
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu­
lated from un rounded figures. 

Standard error tables 
and calculations 

For Gurvey 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 speci.fically listed on the tables, linear 
interpolation must be used to approximate the 
error. 

To illustrate the application of standard errors 
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a 
data t"ble 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 stanrl.ard error of about 217 for the esti­
mated 3,000 incidents. The chances arc 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 true 
standard error of the difference. 
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Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal 
incidents, personal victimizatipns, and household victimizations, 

Size of estimate 

50 
100 
250 
500 

1,000 
2,500 
5,000 

10,000 
25,000 
50,000 

100,000 

by size of estimate 
(68 chances out u£ 100) 

Incidents 

Z7 
38 
60 
85 

121 
198 
294 
453 
869 

1,523 
2,806 

Personal 
Victimizations 

29 
41 
65 
92 

131 
213 
311 
468 
862 

1,460 
2,617 

Household incidents 

28 
39 
62 
88 

124 
197 
278 
394 
624 
886 

1,262 



Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates to 
~ 

(6S chances out of 100) 

Estimated rate Base of rate 0 ... 
per 1,000 persons \ 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 2;,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 3" 
.5 or 999.5 9.2 5.$ 2.9 1.$ 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0·3 0.2 0.1 

:i 
401 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 0.1 < 1 or 999 12.9 $.2 5.$ 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 o.a 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 n 
2.5 or 997.5 20.5 12.9 9.1 6.5 4.1 2.9 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 -
5 or 995 2a.9 1a.3 12.9 9.1 5.a 4.1 2.9 1.a 1·3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 3" 
7.5 or 992.5 35.3 22·3 15.$ 11.2 7.1 5.0 ;3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 N 

III 
10 or 990 40.7 25.$ 1$.2 12.9 $.1 5.$ 4.1 2.6 1.$ 1.3 0.$ 0.6 0.4 -0" 25 or 975 63.9 40.4 28.6 20.2 12.$ 9.0 6.4 4.0 2.9 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.6 ::J 
50 01:' 950 $9.3 56.5 39.9 28.2 17.9 12.6 $.9 5.6 4.0 2.$ 1..$ 1.3 0.9 en 
100 or 90C 122.9 77·7 54.9 38.9 24.6 17.4 12·3 7.$ 5.5 3.9 2.5 1·7 1.2 c: 
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.; 1.$ ~ 
500 204.$ 129.5 91.6 64.$ 41.0 29.0 20.5 13.0 9.2 6.5 4.1 2.9 2.0 CD 

'< en 
S-
O 
m 

Table m. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates ;0:" 

iii' 
::J 

(6S chances .out of 100) 
Q, 

Estimated rate per Ba~e of rate 
50,000 1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,'5oif 5,000 10,000 25,000 100,000 250,000 5oo,oexf 1;000-;000 

.5 or 999.5 $.$ 5.6 3.9 2.$ 1.$ 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 

.75 or 999.25 10.8 6.$ 4.$ 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.$ 1.2 0.$ 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 
2.5 or 997.5 19.6 12.4 $.$ 6.2 3.9 2.$ 2.0 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 
5 or 995 27.7 17.5 12.4 $.$ 5.5 3.9 2.8 1.$ 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 
7.5 or 992.5 33.9 21.5 15.2 10.7 6.$ 4.$ 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.$ 5.5 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2 0.$ 0.6 0.4 
25 or 975 61.4 3$.$ 27.5 19·4 12.3 $.7 6.1 3.9 2.7 1.9 1.2 0.9 0.6 
50 or 950 $5.7 54·2 3$.3 27.1 17·1 12.1 $.6 5.4 3.a 2.7 1.7 1.2 0.9 
100 or 90C 11$.0 74.6 52.$ 37.3 23.6 16.7 11.$ 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 24.1 17.0 10.$ 7.6 5.4 3.4 2·4 1.7 
500 196.6 124.3 /t7.9 62.2 3903 27.$ 19.7 12.4 $.$ 6.2 3.9 2.$ 2.0 



APPENDIX III 
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, aU 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 sampie. 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 each 
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 operato,,, 

95 



96 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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 
allY two samples might differ markedly, the average 
of a number of different samples would be expected 
to be in nea.r 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 subs ample 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 nonsampIing 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 fac\tors include the greater 
likelihood of record keeping 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 reiative 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 
V, 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. Charices are about 68 out of toO that any 
given survey result would differ from results that 
'",ould 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 confidence 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, 
would contain the total that would have been ob­
tained from a complete tally. 
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Table IV. Relative errors for estimat~d number Of commercial victimizations, 
by characteristics of establtshments and type of crime 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(68 chance~ out of 100) 

Estimated number of incidents 

13,426 
9,421 
4,005 
2,a88 
2,010 

a7a 

Relative error 

37.5~ 
3a.6% 
35.$% 
12.a,b 
13.6% 
19.&% 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(6S chance,S out of 100) 

Bur/.!l!l!!::£ Robbe~ 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
All establishments 637 17.4% 137 18.8% 
Retail 737 9.9% 236 25.9% 
Wholesale 956 29.af, 154 24.2% 
Service 574 14.af, 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-$49,999 430 24.0% 74 38.5% 
$50,000-$99,999 702 18.8% 249 20.7% 
$100,000-$499,999 765 22.7% 209 39.&% 
$500,000-$999,999 593 905% 224 33.3% 
$1,000,000 or more 958 29.9% 282 21.3% 
No sales 549 32.6% 0 0.0% 
Not available 471 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 suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attf 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 f9r 
personal assault 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 011 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
lated 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 else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they were on (or happened 
upon) th0 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 ali 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. 

--I 

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 sccond 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 distinguish 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 distmction 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 mere 
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 referellce 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 described 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 interviewer~, 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 fqrcible 
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 personal larceny and hOUsehold 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 tempora:"iIy 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
tions (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 non stranger. 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)-Ex­
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 non stranger. 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 vk-.iim~ of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of vi\:,;;aizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is victimized 
during certain incident .. , as well as because per­
sonal victimizations tl:Ht 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 hOl!seholds. 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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