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PREFACE 

This report focuses on chapge in the impact of 
selected crimes of violence and theft, as determined by 
victimization surveys conducted 2 years apart under 
the National Crime Survey program among residents 
and businesses of Chicago, Detroit, Los Angeles, New 
York, and Philadelphia. Findings about changing 
patterns in the use of weapons in the commission of 
certain violent personal crimes and in the reporting of 
the measured offenses to the police also are included. 
The study contains a separate section for each city, 
together with introductory, 'summary, and technical 
information. Included for each city are 20 tables 
providing selected data derived from the surveys. All 
analysis in the report is basl!d on information in these 
tables. 

Victimization surveys conducted in the major cities 
have measured the extent to which residents age 12 
and over, households, and places of business were 
victimized by selected crimes, whether completed or 
attempted, that are of major concern to the general 
public. For crimes committed against persons, the 
offenses were rape, robbery, assault, and personal 
larceny; for households, they were burglary, larceny, 
and motor vehicle theft; and for commercial estab­
lishments, they were robbery and burglary. A 
description of the crimes and of classification 
procedures, as well as a discussion of reasons why 
other types of criminal acts were not counted by the 
surveys, is given in the chapter entitled "The City 
Surveys." 

Carried out during the first quarter of 1973, the 
initial surveys in the five cities covered crimes that 
took place during the 12-month period preceding the 
month of interview, a time frame roughly comparable 
with calendar year 1972. The second round of surveys 
was conducted 2 years later, during the first quarter of 
1975, using basically the same sample design, 
interview procedures, and questionnaires; it also 

covered crimes that occurred in a 12-month time 
frame, nearly comparable with calendar year 1974. 
Thus, the discussion in this report compares data 
relating to two separate reference periods-1972 and 
1974. 

In both the initial and the subsequent surveys, 
individuals in a representative sample averaging 
about 10,000 housing units per city (some 22,000 
residents) and the operators of an average of about 
3,200 firms per city were asked to relate their 
experiences, if any, as victims of the relevant crimes. 
The surveys were designed and carried out for the 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration by the 
U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

All data derived from the surveys are estimates 
subject to sampling variability, as well as to errors of 
response and of procesljoing. As part of the discussion 
on the reliability of estimates, sources of error for the 
household surveys are noted in Appendix II. 
Appendix III contains a similar discussion for the 
commercial surveys. 

The reliability of an estimate is assessed in terms of 
standard errors, which are primarily measures of 
sampling variability. In this report, each unqualified 
statement of change denotes that the difference 
between values for 1972 and 1974 met the statistical 
test that the difference was equivalent to or greater 
than 2.0 standard errors or, in other words, that the 

, chances were at least 95 out of 100 that the difference 
did not result solely from sampling variability. 
Qualified statements, manifest by such terms as "some 
indication," "less certain," "less conclusively," and 
"marginally significant" refer to a difference between 
values having a level of significance between 1.6 and 
2.0 standard errors, or that there was a likelihood 
equal to at least 90 (but less than 95) chances out of 
100 that the difference did not result solely from 
sampling variability. Such terms as "no significant 

iii 



iv PREFACE 

change," "about the same," "similar," "stable," 
"constant," and "unchanged" were used to indicate 
that not only were the differences, if any, minor but 
also that they were not statistically significant, i.e., 
that they failed to pass at the 90 percent minimum 
confidence level. As they appear on the data tables, 
estimates based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases were considered unreliable and were not 
used in the analysis. 

Certain 1972 data appearing in this report are 
inconsistent with those published in an earlier study, 
Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation's Five 
Largest Cities (April 1975). These inconsistencies 
relate to the number of personal victimizations 
(Tables 1 and 2 for each city); the number of personal 
incidents (Table 9); the control figures (bases) used for 
computing personal victimization rates (Tables 3 
through 8); and the number of series victimizations 
against persons (Table II, Appendix II). The changes 
in 1972 data reflected in this publication were brought 
about by a modification in the estimation 
procedure-the application of a popUlation ratio 
adjustment factor that brought the data into accord 
with independent, post-Census estimates of the 
popUlation of each city. 

Attempts to compare information in this report 
with 1972 and 1974 data collected from police 
departments by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and published in its annual report, Crime in the 
United States, Uniform Crime Reports, are inappro­
priate because of substantial differences in coverage 
between the surveys and police statistics. A major 
difference arises from the fact that police statistics on 
the incidence of crime derive principally from reports 
that persons make to the police, whereas survey data 

include crimes not reported fo the police, as well as 
those that are brought to official attention. Survey 
data for each city reflect only those measured crimes 
experienced by residents or commercial firms of that 
city, even though some of these acts took place 
outside the city; they exclude criminal acts committed 
within each city against nonresidents, such as visitors 
and suburban commuters. Police statistics, on the 
other hand, include all reported crimes within the city 
limits, irrespective of the victim's place of residence, 
and exclude crimes experienced by city residents in 
other jurisdictions. Personal crimes tallied in the 
surveys relate only to persons age 12 and over, 
whereas police statistics count crimes against persons 
of any age. The surveys do 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 
correspondence between reference periods for results 
of the city surveys and published police statistics is 
not exact. 

Unlike rates developed from police statistics, the 
rates for personal crimes cited in this report are based 
on victimizations rather than incidents and calcula­
ted on the basis of the resident popUlation age 12 and 
over rather than all residents. For reasons outlined in 
the discussion of estimation procedures, Appendix II, 
as well as in the Glossary of Terms, personal 
victimizations outnumber personal incidents. The 
survey-generated rates of victimization for crimes 
against households and commercial establishments 
are based, respectively, on the number of households 
and businesses, whereas rates derived from police 
statistics are based on the total population. 
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THE CITY SURVEYS 

The National Crime Survey program is designed 
to develop information not otherwise available on the 
nature of crime and its impact on society by means of 
victimization sUIveys of the general population. Based 
on representative samplings' of households and 
commercial establishments, the surveys elicit informa­
tion 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 concerning criminal events, the 
surveys generate a variety of data, including informa­
tion on the circumstances under which such acts 
occurred and on their effect. 

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet 
undertaken 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, evaluation, 
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 sectors of society, 
yield information necessary to compute the relative 
risk of being victimized. Victimization surveys also 
have the capability of distinguishing between 
stranger-to-stranger and domestic violence and be­
tween 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, victimiza­
tion 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 provide 
information on crimes that are of major interest to the 
general public, they cannot measure all criminal 
activity, because a number of crimes are not amenable 
to examination through the survey technique. Surveys 
have proved most successful in estimating crimes with 
specific victims who understand whdt 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 applicable to rape, robbery, 
assault, burgliry, motor vehicle theft, and both 
personal and household larceny. Accordingly, the 
survey program was designed to focus on these 
crimes. Murder and kidnaping are not 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 comprehen­
sive data records, as in uffenses against government 
entities. l Examples 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 effectively by the survey technique. Buying 
stolen property may fall into this category, as may 
some instances of fraud and embezzlement. Attempt­
ed 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 

1 Other than government-operated liquor stores and transporta­
tion 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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2 THE CITY SURVEYS 

survey approach because of the limited documenta­
tion maintained by most commercial establishments 
on losses from these crimes. Finally, events in which 
the victim has shown a willingness to participate in 
illegal activity also are excluded. Examples of the 
latter, which are unlikely to be reported to interview­
ers, include gambling, con games, and blackmail. 

The success of any victimization survey is highly 
contingent on the degree of cooperation that 
interviewers receive from respondents. In the second 
round of victimization surveys conducted in the five 
cities, interviews were obtained in an average of 96.1 
percent of the housing units occupied by persons 
eligible for interview. In the commercial sector, the 
average response rate was 97.1 percent of eligible 
business establishments. For the first and second 
surveys in each city, details concerning the size of the 
sample and the response rates 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 befalling them 
or their households, and by the phenomenon of 
telescoping, that is, the tendency of some respondents 
to recount incidents occurring outside (usually before) 
the referenced time frame. In continuous 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 experiences. Such a technique 
is used in the National Crime Survey program's 
nationwide sample. Because the city surveys have not 
been continuous, however, the data are subject to 
telescoping, and no assessment 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 against persons and households. Each series 
consists of three or more criminal events similar, if 
not identical, in nature and incurred by persons 
unable to identify separately the details of each act, 
or, in some cases, to recount accurately the total 
number of such acts. Information concerning series 
victimizations was processed separately from that for 
other (i.e., nonseries) victimizations. Had it been 
feasible to make a precise tally of the personal and 
household victimizations that occurred in series, 
inclusion of this information in the processing of the 

main body 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 impossible 
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. A table of these series 
victimizations, distributed by specific type of crime, 
appears in Appendix II of this report. 

Although the survey-measured crimes and other 
terms used in this report are defined in the Glossary 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 considerably. They are, however, compati­
ble with conventional usage and with the definitions 
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 between 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 
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(armed robbery) or physical power (strong-arm 
robbery). In either instance, the victim is placed in 
physical danger, and physical injury can and 
sometimes does result. The distinction between 
robbery with injury and robbery without injury rests 
solely on whether the victim sustained any injury, 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 operating against 
lone pedestrians on a city street at night. Robbery 
can, of course, occur anywhere, on the street or in the 
home, and at any time. It may be an encounter as 
dramatic as the one described, or it may simply 
involve a child pinned briefly to a schoolyard fence 
while classmates make off with the victim's lunch 
money. 

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

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried out 
in that in the latter the victim is actually physically 
attacked and may incur bodily injury. An attempted 
assault could be the result of bad aim with a gun or it 
could 6e 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 
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earnest; a verbal threat or a menacing gesture may 
have been all the offender intended. The intent of the 
offender obviously cannot be measured in a victimiza­
tion 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 domestic spat. There is reason to believe 
that incidents of assault stemming from domestic 
quarrels are underreported in victimization 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 (Le., 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 embraces the theft by stealth of 
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly 
personal in nature. It is distinguished from household 
larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas the 
latter transpires only in the home or its immediate 
environs, the former can take place at any other 
location. Examples of personal larceny without 
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 sna'ch 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 classifying 
the survey-measured crimes, each criminal event has 
been counted only once, by the most serious act that 
took place during the incident and in accordance with 
the seriousness ranking system used by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. The order of seriousness for 
crimes against persons is: rape, robbery, assault, and 
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larceny. Consequently, if a person were both robbed 
and assaulted during the same inc:ident, the event 
would be classified" as robbery; but if the victim were 
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 

households-burglary, household larceny, and motor 
vehicle 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 or 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 households 
is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or attempted 
entry of a structure. The assumption is that the 
purpose of the entry was to commit a crime, usually 
theft, but no additional offense need take place for the 
act to be classified as burglary. The entry may be by 
force, such as picking a lock, breaking a window, or 
slashing a screen, or it may be through an unlocked 
door or an open window. As long as the person 
entering had no legal right to be present in the 
structure, a burglary has occurred. Furthermore, the 
structure need not be the house itself for a household 
burglary to take place. Illegal entry of a garage, shed, 
or any other structure on the premises also constitutes 
household burglary. In fact, burglary does not 
necessarily have to occur on the premises. If the 
breaking and entering occurred 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 involved. 

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. Household larceny 
can consist of the theft of jewelry, clothes, lawn 
furniture, garden hoses, silverware, etc. 

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles is 
tb~ third category of household crime measured by 
the National Crime Survey program. Completed as 
well as attempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, 
motorcycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use 
public streets are included. 

Crimes against 
commercial 
establ ish ments 

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 meas­
ured by the National Crime Survey program: rob­
bery 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. 
Unlike household burglary, however, commercial 
burglaries can take place only on the premises of 
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial 
establishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be 
personal confrontation and the threat or use of force. 
Commercial robberies usually occur on the premises 
of places of business, but some can happen away from 
the premises, such as during the holdup of sales or 
delivery personnel away from the establishment. 

• 
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SUMMARY FINDINGS 

For each of the five cities, this summary is based 
on percent changes in the rates of criminal victimiza­
tion from the first and second surveys. All of the 
statements are based on information drawn from 
Table A, at the end of this section. The percents of 
change displayed in that table were calculated from 
victimization rate tables found in the "General 
Findings," under each city section.l For crimes 
against persons, the rates used in calculating the 
degree of change are found in Table 3 for each city; 
for household crimes, the appropriate rates are 
displayed in Table 11; and for commercial crimes, the 
relevant figures appear in Table 18. 

Chicago 
Although the 1974 victimization rates for most 

crimes measured in the Chicago household and 
commercial surveys remained essentially unchanged 
from those registered 2 years earlier, each of the 
significant variations that did occur were increases. 
The strongest increases centered on the rates for 
commercial robbery (up 77 percent) and aggravated 
assault (up 28 percent). The latter rise triggered a 9 
percent increase in the overall rate for personal crimes 
of violence, although the relative changes in the rates 
for each of the violent offenses considered separately 
were statistically insignificant. The percent increases 
in the rates for household and commercial burglary, 

IWith respect to victimization rates for personal and household 
crimes, the formula for calculating the standard error associated 
with each relative difference was not the same as the formula used 
in calculating the standard error of the absolute difference between 
the rates themselves. Thus, in some instances, the results of the 
significance tests used in the preparation of this summary differed 
slightly from the results obtained in preparing the "General 
Findings," where the discussion of changes in victimization rates is 
based mainly on absolute differences. Both standard error 
calculations are described in Appendix II. 

as well as for motor vehicle theft, also were 
statistically unfounded. Rates for two of the three 
forms of larceny-personal larceny with contact and 
household larceny-were higher in 1974, although in 
neither case was the percent change large enough to 
be conclusive. 

Detroit 
With one notable exception, the rates for crimes 

entailing the use or threatened use of force were 
higher in 1974 than in 1972, by anywhere from 15 
percent for personal robbery to 24 percent for 
commercial robbery. Higher rates applied to each of 
the two forms of assault and personal robbery against 
Detroit residents, although not conclusively in each 
instance. The exception to this pattern involved rape, 
a crime for which the rate declined by one-third. In 
contrast, the rates for most of the nonviolent crimes 
remained basically unchanged, and in the case of 
one-household burglary-there was a decline 
amounting to some 12 percent. Among nonviolent 
crimes, only motor vehicle theft had a significant rate 
increase (43 percent). The stability in the retes for 
nonviolent crimes applied uniformly for larceny; none 
of the rates for the three forms of this crime 
underwent percentage changes that could be regarded 
as statistically significant. 

los Angeles 
When compared to those for 1972, the 1974 

victimization rates for Los Angeles residents and 
businesses increased for a number of the measured 
offenses and remained unchanged for others. There 
were, however, no statistically significant declines. An 
11 percent rise in the overall rate for personal crimes 

5 



6 SUMMARY FINDINGS 

of violence was chiefly attributable to marginally 
significant percentage increases in the rates for assault 
and for robbery without injury. In turn, the 12 percent 
increase in the 1974 assault rate mainly came about as 
the result of a less than conclusive percent increase i!1 
the rate for simple assault; the percent change in the 
rate for aggravated assault lacked statistical signifi­
cance. The statistical basis for the 18 percent rise in 
the rate for robbery without injury was not strong 
enough to cause a significant percent change in the 
overall rate for personal robbery. However, the 
commercial robbery rate underwent a substantial 
increase (36 percent). Induced by a relative increase in 
the rate for personal larceny without contact, the 
overall 1974 rate for personal crimes of theft also rose, 
by about 13 percent. Besides that for personal 
robbery, other rates that remained relatively un­
changed included those for rape, personal larceny 
with contact, household burglary, commercial bur­
glary, and motor vehicle theft. The household larceny 
rate increased by about 10 percent. 

New York 
Except with respect to two crimes, all statistically 

significant percentage changes between the victimiza­
tion rates developed from the first and second surveys 
in New York were increases. Assault, for which the 
rate rose by some 72 percent, registered the most 
dramatic of the increases; this change resulted from a 
near doubling of the rate for aggravated assault and a 
52 percent rise in that for simple assault. In turn, the 
changes for assault resulted in a 19 percent rise in the 
overall rate for personal crimes of violence; the 
apparent percent change in the rate for personal 
robbery failed to attain statistical significance. 

Personal larceny without contact and household 
larceny, offenses distinguished from one another 
solely on the basis of place of occurrence, each had 
increases of 38 percent. Rape was the only personal 
crime associated with a significantly lower rate in 
1974, although the statistical basis for the 36 percent 
decline was less than firm. The 1974 rate for 
household burglary was some 14 percent higher than 
that for 1972, whereas the rate for commercial 
burglary declined by some 11 percent; however, the 
statistical basis for the latter change was marginal. 
The rate for the third survey-measured crime against 
households, motor vehicle theft, remained un­
changed, as did the commercial robbery rate. 

Ph i ladel ph ia 
For a majority of the crimes addressed by the 

Philadelphia surveys, the rates for 1974 were lower 
than those for 1972. Among personal crimes of 
violence, this was true both for robbery (down 26 
percent) and for assault (down 20 percent), as well as 
for the two forms of each offense. For the third 
violent crime-rape-no measurable rate change took 
place. Led by an 11 percent drop in the rate for 
personal larceny without contact, the incidence of 
personal crimes of theft also was lower in 1974; 
however, statistical significance could not be attached 
to the apparent percentage reduction in the rate for 
personal larceny with contact. With respect to 
household crimes, rates generally were lower in 1974 
than 2 years earlier, although the change for 
household larceny was not statistically significant. 
There was some indication of a percent decline in the 
commercial robbery rate, but that for commercial 
burglary remained e~sentially unchanged. 
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Table A. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent of change 
between victimization rates for 1972 and 1974, 

by sector, type of crime, and city 

Sector and type of crime Chicago Detroit Los Angeles New York Philadelphia 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence -*+9.4 *+14·6 *+11.2 *+18.6 *-22.5 

Rape -7.7 *-33.3 0.0 ''**-36.4 0.0 
Robbery +9.9 *+14.6 +10.6 -2.0 *-26.3 

Robbery with injury +9.1 **+22.1 -5.9 +7.4 *-31.3 
Robbery without injury +10.2 **+13.1 **+18.3 -4.2 *-24.9 

Assault +10.5 *+18.3 **11.8 *+71.7 *-20.2 
Aggravated assault *+27.6 *+18.6 +6.5 *+104.8 *-19.6 
Simple assault -4.2 **+17.2 **+16.2 *+51.6 *-20.2 

Crimes of theft +4.4 -4.0 *+13.4 *+27.0 *-10.7 
Personar-larceny with contact **+16.8 -12.8 +19.7 -0.7 -8.8 
Personal larceny without contact +1.9 -3.1 *+13.0 *+38.3 *-11.1 

Household sector 
Burglary +3.1 *-11.7 +1.0 *+13.7 *-16.4 
Household larceny **+10.5 +0.4 *+10.5 *+38.3 -5.1 
Hotor vehicle theft +5·3 *+43.0 -9.2 +5.8 *-16.0 

Cormnercial sector 
Burglary +6.0 +4.0 -1.6 **-11.2 +7.5 
Robbery *+77.4 *+23·7 *+36.2 -2.5 **-11.9 

N01E: One asterisk (*) next to entries denotes that the percent change between rates for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote percent change significant at the 90 percent confidence level; and the absence of asterisks reflects 
either no percent change between rates for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent percent change. The formula for 
calculating the standard error associated with each relative difference required the use of an estimator that differed from the one used in 
calculating the standard error of the absolute difference between the victimization rates themselves; thus, the results of the tests of signif­
icance differed slightly in some instances. 
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CHICAGO 

Victimization rates for most of the personal, 
household, and commercial crimes measured by the 
National Crime Survey program in ChiGago were 
about the same in 1974 as in 1972. Chicago's 
commercial establishments, however, were more 
likely to have been robbed in 1974 than 2 years 
earlier; less clear cut were the indicated increases in 
rates for assault, personal larceny with contact (i.e., 
purse snatching and pocket picking), and household 
larceny. For the other measured crimes-rape, 
personal robbery, personal larceny without contact, 
burglary (both household and commercial), and 
motor vehicle theft, the rates were not significantly 
changed. 

For several of the crimes, including some of those 
for which the overall rates were relatively stable, the 
data showed an increase in the more serious forms of 
these offenses. Thus, Chicagoans were more likely in 
1974 than in 1972 to have incurred aggravated assault, 
to have been seriously injured during the course of a 
robbery, and, less certainly, to have been the victims 
of completed rape. With respect to household 
burglary, there was an increase in forcible entries; a 
higher rate in 1974 than in 1972 was noted in 
household larcenies involving losses of $50 or more. 

A total of 654,700 victimizations was recorded in 
1972; the corresponding figure in 1974 was 689,900. 
However, except for commercial robbery and, less 
conclusively, personal larceny with contact, none of 
the measured crimes was significantly more common 
in 1974 than 2 years earlier. 

Chicagoans notified the police of their experience 
with most of the measured crimes in roughly the same 
proportion in 1974 as they had in 1972. The 
proportion of personal victimizations brought to 
official attention rose, however, from 37 percent in 
1972 to 40 percent in 1974. There was some indication 
that rape, household burglary, and commercial 

burglary were more likely to have been reported in 
1974 than 2 years earlier. Other apparent changes in 
reporting were not statistically significant. 

Personal cri mes 
The rate for violent personal crime, i.e., the sum of 

rape, robbery, and assault, was about 9 percent higher 
in 1974 than in 1972, but the rate for personal crimes 
of theft, the total of personal larceny with and without 
contact, did not change significantly. Violent victimi­
zations of males rose by 15 percent, with assault in 
large measure accounting for the increase. Females, 
by contrast, were no more likely in 1974 to have fallen 
prey to violent personal crime than they were 2 years 
earlier. White residents of Chicago had a higher 
victimization rate for violent crime and for personal 
larceny, but for blacks the victimization rate for 
violent crime remained relatively stable and the rate 
for personal larceny showed a marginally significant 
decline. 

The proportion of incidents of violent personal 
crime in which weapons were used rose from 46 
percent in 1972 to 54 percent in 1974. Robbery was 
characterized by a 21 percent increase in weapons use; 
apparent increases for rape and assault were not 
statistically significant. The relative distribution of 
types of weapons used, as defined for the surveys, was 
roughly the same in each of the 2 year~. A 12 percent 
increase in the use of firearms was only marginally 
significant. 

As indicated, the overall rate for rape was not 
significantly changed. Nonetheless, there was some 
indication that the rate for completed rape rose and 
that for attempted rape declined. Clearly there was an 
increase in the rate for those completed rapes in which 
the victim and offender were strangers to one another. 

11 
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Residents of Chicago age 12 and over were no 
more likely to have been robbed in 1974 than in 1972. 
If robbed, however, they had a greater likelihood of 
incurring a serious robbery-related injury in 1974 than 
2 years earlier. 

Reflecting an increase in the rate for aggravated 
assault and an apparent, although statistically 
insignificant, decrease in that for simple assault, the 
overall assault rate for 1974 was characterized by a 
marginally significant rise. The overall rate, as well as 
that for aggravated assault, clearly was higher in 1974 
than in 1972 for whites and for males, but it was not 
significantly changed among blacks and among 
females. Assaults committed by persons known to the 
victim increased by about one-third; no s.imilar trend 
was evident for assaults carried out by strangers. 

The 1974 victimization rate for personal larceny, 
synonymous with personal crimes of theft, was not 
significantly different from that for 1972. For the 
city's white popUlation, however, it rose by about 12 
percent, from 86 per 1,000 whites age 12 and over in 
1972 to 96 in 1974. Furthermore, the increase in rates 
among whites was noted both for personal larceny 
with contact and, less certainly, for that without 
contact. Within the black community, there was some 
indication of a slight decline in the overall rate for 
personal crimes of theft, as well as a decrease in the 
rate for personal larceny without contact. Persons age 
65 and over clearly had higher rates in 1974 than in 
1972 for both forms of personal larceny. 

Household cri mes 
Although the overall rate for household burglary 

was abeut the same in 1974 as in 1972, the rate for 
fercible entry was some 14 percent higher in the 
former year than in the latter, having risen from 52 
per 1,000 households to 59. The survey data showed 
that the burglary rate rose in households headed by 
whites and declined in those headed by blacks. In 
neither case, however, were the differences between 
rates for 1972 and 1974 statistically significant. 

The household larceny rate rose from 78 per 1,000 
households in 1972 to 86 in 1974, a marginally 
significant. increase. Clearly higher in 1974 than in 
1972 was the rate for those larcenies involving losses 
valued at $50 or more. Few changes in victimization 
rates for. motor vehicle theft were of sufficient 
dimension to be judged significant. 

C:ommercial crimes 
The victimization rate for commercial robbery 

wa~\ 77 percent higher in 1974 than in 1972, having 
risen from 77 per 1,000 establishments to 137. The 
increase was )argely attributable to an 88 percent 
jump in the rate for completed crimes. Within the 
business community, retail and wholesale establish­
ments, firms with 20 or more paid employees, and 
those with annual receipts of $1 million or more had 
substantially higher robbery rates in 1974. No 
consistent pattern of change emerged with respect to 
commercial burglary. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Number and percent distribution 

• of victimizations, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Ntunber within sector all crimes 
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

• All crimes 654,700 689,900 100.0 100.0 
Personal sector 359,800 375,900 100.0 100.0 55.0 54·4 

Crimes of violence 140,200 150,600 39.0 40.1 21.4 21.8 
Rape 6,700 5,900 1.8 1.6 1.0 0.9 

Completed rape 1,500 2,600 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.4 
Attempted rape 5,100 **3,300 1.4 0.9 0.8 0.4 

Robbery 66,100 71,400 18.4 19.0 10.1 10.4 
Robbery ~lith injury 16,600 17,800 4.6 4.7 2.5 2.6 

From verious assault 8,200 *11,700 2.3 3.1 1.2 1.7 
From minor assault 8,400 **6,100 2.3 1.6 1.3 0.9 • Robbery without injury 49,500 53,700 13.8 14.3 7.6 7.8 

Assault 67,400 73,200 18.7 19.4 10.3 10.6 
Aggravated assault 31,000 *38,900 8.6 10.4 4.7 5.6 

With injury 10,800 13,500 3.0 3.6 1.6 2.0 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 20,200 *25,400 5.6 6.8 3.1 3.7 

Simple assault 36,400 34,300 10.1 9.1 5.6 5.0 
With injury 9,700 9,300 2·7 2.4 1.4 1.3 
Attempted assault without 

6.7 3.6 weapon 26,800 25,100 7.4 4·1 • Crimes of theft 219,700 225,300 61.0 59.9 33.6 32.7 
Personal larceny with contact 36,000 **41,400 10.0 11.0 5.4 6.0 

Purse sr18.tching 17,800 20,000 4.9 5.3 2.7 2.9 
Pocket picking 18,200 21,400 5.1 5.7 2.8 3.1 

Personal larceny without contact 183,700 183,900 51.0 48.9 28.1 26.7 

Total population age 12 and over 2,523,000 2,480,200 

Household sector 248,800 260,400 100.0 100.0 38.0 37.7 
Burglary 126,800 129,300 51.0 49.6 19.4 18.7 

Forcible entry 55,500 **62,700 22.3 24.1 8.4 9.1 • Unlawful entry without force 32,300 29,600 13.0 11.4 4.9 4.3 
Attempted forcible entry 39,100 36,900 15.7 14.2 6.0 5.4 

Household lar-;:eny 83,300 90,900 33.4 34.9 12·7 13.2 
Less than $50 45,100 47,100 18.1 18.1 6.9 6.8 
$50 or more 27,200 *34,800 10.9 13.3 4.2 5.0 
Amount not available 3,400 2,600 1.3 1.0 0.5 0.4 
Attempted larceny 7,600 6,400 3.1 2.4 1.2 0.9 

Motor vehicle theft 38,700 40,300 15.6 15.4 5.9 5.8 
Completed theft 28,500 25,300 11.1. 9.7 4.4 3.7 
Attempted theft 10,200 *14,900 4.1 5.7 1.6 2.2 

• Total number of households 1,074,900 1,062,100 

Commercial sector 46,100 53,600 100.0 100,0 7.0 7.8 
Burglary 37,000 38,000 80.3 71.0 5.7 5.5 

Completed burglary 27,100 27,900 58.8 52.1 4.1 4.0 
Attempted burglary 9,900 10,100 21.6 18.9 1.5 1.4 

Robbery 9,100 *15,600 19.7 29·0 1.4 2.3 
Completed robbery 6,200 *11,300 13.4 21.0 0.9 1.6 
Attempted robbery 2,900 **4,300 6.2 8.0 0.4 0.6 

• Total number of commercial 
establishments 117,500 113,800 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ShCMn because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
numbers for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
Represents not applicable. 
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Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and victim-offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Inval~ str~ers Inval~ nonstr~ers 
Number Rate Number 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes of violence 117,200 123,900 46.4 **49.9 22,900 2.5,700 9.1 
Rape 5,400 5,500 2.1 2.2 1,200 '400 0.4 

Canpleted rape 1,300 **2,500 0.4 *1.0 '300 :100 10.1 
Attempted rape 4,100 2,900 1.6 1.2 1,000 ·300 0.4 

Robbery 61,900 68,000 24.5 **27.4 4,200 3,400 1.7 
Robbery ,d.th injury 15,800 16,300 6.3 6.6 '800 1,500 10.3 

Fran serious assault 7,800 **10,600 3.1 **4.3 '400 **1,100 10.2 
Fran minor assault 8,000 **5,700 3.2 **2.3 '400 '400 10.2 

Robbery without injury 1,6,000 ;1,800 18.2 **20.9 3,500 **1,900 1.4 
Assault 50,000 50,400 19.8 20.3 17,400 *22,900 6.9 

Aggravated assault 23,600 **28,000 9.3 **11.3 7,400 *10,900 2.9 
With injury 7,800 9,300 3.1 3.7 3,000 4,200 1.2 
Attempted assault with weapon 15,800 18,700 6.2 **7.6 4,500 **6,700 1.8 

Simple assault 26,400 **22,300 10.4 9.0 10,000 12,000 4.0 
With injury 6,000 4,800 2.4 1.9 3,700 4,500 1.4 
Attempted assault without weapon 20,500 17,600 8.1 7.1 6,300 7,500 2.5 

Rate 
1974 

**10.8 
10.2 
(lZ) 
10.1 
1.4 
0.6 
0.4 

10.2 
**0.8 
*9.2 
*4.4 
1.7 

**2.7 
4.8 
1.8 
3.0 

NarE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. 

(Z) Less than 0.05 per 1,000 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

1972 1974 
Type of crime (2,523,000) (2,480,200) 

----------------------------~~---------------------
Crimes of violence 

Rape " 
Completed rape 
AUempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery wi th injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
~ssauU 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
\'Ii th injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

55.5 *60.7 
2.6 2.4 
0.6 **1.1 
2.0 **1.3 

26.2 28.8 
6.6 7.2 
3.2 *4.7 
3.3 *1'2.5 

19.6 21.6 
26.7 **29.5 
12.3 *15.7 
4.3 5.4 
8.0 *10.2 

14.4 13.8 
3.8 3.8 

m6 m1 
87.1 90.9 
14.3 **16.7 
7.1 8.1 
~2 &6 

72.8 74.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically Significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on the 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population. 

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and sex of victims, 
1972 and 1974 

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

Male Female 
1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (1,153,000) (1,137,200) (1,370,200) (1,342,900) 

Crimes of violence 71.1 *81.7 42.5 42.9 
Rape ' 0.1 '

0 4.8 4·4 
Completed r~;>e 

'
0 ' 0 1.1 **2.0 

Attempted rape ' 0.1 ' 0 3.6 2.4 
Robbery 36.5 40.4 17.6 19.0 

Robbery with injury 8.1 9.6 5·3 5·1 
Robbery without injUry 28.4 30.7 12.2 13·9 

Assault 34.6 *41.4 20.1 19.5 
Aggravated assault 17·3 *24.3 8.1 8·4 
Simple assault 1703 1701 12.1 11.1 

Crimes of t,heft 94.9 97·4 80.5 85.3 
Personal larceny with contact 8.4 9.4 19·2 **22·9 
Personal larc6ny without 

61.3 62.4 contact 86.5 aa.l 
NOTE: DetaU may not add to total sholm because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next. to entries 

for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (*X-) denote change signif­
icance at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data re­
flects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­
tistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population 
in the group. 

1 Estimate , based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

White mack other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of' crime (1,670,700) (1,586,900) (812,800) (852,400) (39,600) (41,000) 

Crimes of violenca 47.8 *54.0 72.3 73.7 '35.8 51.3 
Rape 2.2 1.4 3.7 4.3 '0 '0 
Robbery 19.9 22.5 39.4 40.7 '20.9 25.6 

Robbery ,nth injury 5.8 6.7 8.5 8.2 '0 '2.6 
Robbery without injury 14.1 15.7 30.8 32.6 '20.9 '22.9 

Assault 25.8 *30.1 29.3 28.7 '14.9 25.6 
Aggravated assault 11.2 *14.8 15.0 17.8 '0 '7.6 
Simple assault 14.5 15.3 14.3 10.9 '14.9 '18.0 

Crimes of theft 85.5 *95.7 90.6 **82.0 82.3 89.8 
Personal larceny with contact 12.3 *16.1 18.1 17.9 '18.5 '15.6 
Personal larceny without contact 73.2 **79.6 72.5 **64.0 63.7 74.2 

!.mE: Detail may not add to total sha.m because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971. indicates that the change bet>leen values for "he 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leval; t>lO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance fer apparent change. figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and ove!') 

12-15 16-12 20-24 22-:24 22-42 :10-64 6:1 and over 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (266,800) (252,200) (228,200) (236,000) (266,700) (270,900) (429,000) (434,200) (506,700) (480,700) (507,800) (490,700) (318,000) (315,500) 

Crimes or vialence 75.7 86.9 101.3 100.9 96.3 108.6 64.7 67.9 42.4 48.3 27.0 31.4 25.9 23.2 
Rape 3.3 '1.7 7.9 5.0 6.0 5.4 4.1 3.9 '0.7 1.5 '0.5 0.6 '0 '0.3 
Robbery 32.4 40.0 26.8 33.6 37.9 46.2 31.5 30.1 24.1 25.4 16.7 20.8 22.1 17.3 

Robbery.lith injury 6.2 9.2 8.0 9.3 5.4 7.4 7·1 6.3 7.3 5.7 6.4 7.3 5.3 6.9 
Robbe,.y without injury 26.2 30.8 18.8 24.2 32.5 38.8 24.3 23.8 16.9 19.7 10.3 13.5 16.7 **10.4 

Assault 40.0 45.2 66.5 62.3 52.4 56.9 29.2 34.0 17·5 21.4 9.8 10.0 3.9 5.7 
Aggravated assault 19.7 23.1 28.8 36.8 26.1 29.0 13.3 17.8 7·5 *12.3 4.1 4.7 1.9 2.0 
Simple assault 20.3 22.2 37.8 *25.5 26·3 27.9 15.8 16.2 10.0 9.2 5.7 5.3 1.9 3.7 

Crimes of theft 64.1 67.8 113.9 98.0 134.7 127.2 122.7 129.6 89.9 92.1 63.7 69.6 31.8 *50.7 
Personal larceny 
with contact 6.2 6.3 12.6 14.7 16.2 18.8 12.5 **17.2 15.9 15.9 18.6 17.8 13.4 *23.6 

Personal larceny 
without contact 57.9 61.6 101.3 **83.3 118.5 108.4 110.2 112.4 74.0 76.2 45.1 51.8 18.4 "27.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shewn because of rounding. One asterisk (,,) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change bet-ween values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (0"") denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence leval. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference betweer values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or .fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 

by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

• 

Never married Harried Widowed Divorced and .se~ted 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type of crime (832,300) (855,600) (1,245,700) (1,169,900) (223,300) 
1974 

(220,700) 
1972 

(211,100) 
1974 

(225,400) 

Crimes of violence 82.4 **90.8 38.3 37.9 32.4 28.1 76.0 *97.0 
Rape 4.1 3.7 1.2 1.2 '1.6 '0.5 5.4 5.6 
Robbery 33.0 **38.8 20.0 18.8 24.0 19.2 38.4 **51.7 

Robbery with injury 6.6 **9.1 5.0 4.5 10.4 **5.2 11.1 15.0 
Robbery without injury 26.4 29·7 15.0 14.4 13.5 14.0 27.4 36.7 

Assault 45.2 48.3 17.1 17.9 6.8 8.5 32.2 39.7 
Aggravated assault 21.0 **25.2 8.1 10.2 '2.9 '3.8 13.1 **20.5 
Simple assault 24·2 23.1 9.0 7.8 '3.9 4.7 19.1 19.2 

Crimes of theft 98·3 94.8 81.2 **87.7 61.9 65.9 107.5 115.7 
Personal larceny with contact 12.5 14·7 11.2 12.9 28.8 33.7 25.1 28.2 
Personal larceny without contact 85.8 80.1 70.0 74.8 33.1 32.2 82·4 87.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical sig­
nificance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not as­
certained. 

'Estimate, based On zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

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

Less than $2,000 $:2, OOO-$Z, 422 $Z, 200-$2, 222 $10,OOO-$1!i,,222 $12,000-$24,222 $22,000 or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (240,700) (189,400) (571,100) (533,700) (287,400) (234,700) (615,900) (551,000) (422,700) (493,800) (103,000) (158,700) 

Crimes of violence 77.1 81.9 57.5 *69.9 50·7 *67.4 56.5 59.5 43.4 **51.6 47.8 50.4 
Rape 4.7 '5.0 3-5 2.4 12.2 **5.4 2.2 2.1 '1.5 '0.9 '0 '0.7 
Robbery 38.0 37.6 29.5 **36.6 21.3 28.3 23.9 26.8 21.3 21.8 18.9 21.4 

Robbery with injury 10.2 11.6 8.4 10·4 '3·1 *8.1 5.0 5.7 5.0 4.7 '6.2 '5.4 
Robbery without injury 27.7 26.1 21.1 26.2 18.2 20.2 18.8 21.1 16.3 17.2 12.8 16.0 

Assault 34.4 39.3 24·4 **30.9 27.3 33.7 30.4 30.6 20.6 *28.9 29.0 28.4 
Aggravated assault 15.7 20.5 11·7 *18.1 13.6 18.0 14·5 16.4 8.1 *12.9 12.8 13.3 
Simple assault 18.7 18.8 12·7 12.8 13·6 15·7 15.9 14.2 12.5 16.0 16.2 15.1 

Crimes of theft 76.9 84·2 73·4 72.6 91.9 95.0 97.5 103·0 100.8 101·7 95.5 115.7 
Personal larceny with 

contact 25.1 28.4 19·3 21.9 15.9 18·4 10.7 13·4 9.5 10·4 '6.9 10.0 
Personal larceny without 

contact 51.8 55.8 54.0 50.8 75.9 76·7 86.8 89.6 91.3 93·3 88.6 105.7 

nOTE: Detail may not. add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that t.he change between values for the 2 years was statis­
tically significant at. the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at. the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks On 
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer 
to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level >las not ascertained. 

1 Estimate , based on zero or On about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and1974 

All incidents With weaQon 
Number Percent 

Type of cr;ime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Cr;imes of violence 121,600 124,300 55,400 *66,800 45.6 *53.8 
Rape 6,300 5,700 2,400 2,900 37.9 51.8 
Robbery 57,200 60,000 28,800 *36,400 50.2 *60.7 

Robbery with injury 15,000 15,500 6,700 8,700 44.9 **56.1 
Robbery without injury 42,300 44,500 22,000 *27,700 52.1 *62.2 

Assault~ 58,100 58,700 24,300 27,500 41.9 46.9 
Aggravated assault 25,400 29,200 24,300 27,500 95.9 94·3 

With injury 9,000 11,100 7,900 9,400 88·4 85.1 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 16,400 18,100 16,400 18,100 100.0 100.0 
S;imp1e assault 32,700 29,500 0 0 

NOTE. Detail may nat add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values £or the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; t.tO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either nO difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance for apparent change. 

~ Includes data on s;imple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
Represents not applicable. 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Firearm Knife other Type unknown 
Type of cr;ime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Cr;imes of violence 42.3 **47.4 26.4 24.4 26.3 23.9 4.9 4.3 
Rape 52.4 '27.3 47.6 60.5 0 112.2 '0 '0 
Robbery 46.8 51.4 28.8 26.7 18.4- 17.4 5.8 4.4 

Robbery with injury 31.8 31.9 25.7 21.4 38.7 37.6 '3.8 '9.0 
Robbery without injury 51.3 57.6 29.7 28.4 12.4 10.9 6.4 '3.1 

Aggravated assault 35.8 **44.4 21.6 17.4 38.3 33.8 4.4 4.4 
With injury 15.0 **26.8 20.9 16.6 59.6 49.7 '4.5 '6.8 
Attempted assault with weapon 46.0 53.6 21.9 17.8 27.9 25.4 '4.2 '3.0 

NarE: One asterisk (*) next to entries £or 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote chal'.ge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no dif£erence between values recorded £or each year or the lack of statistical significance ror apparent change. 

'Est;imate, based on zero or on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statisticilly unreliable • 
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CHICAGO 

Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or mOt'e 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
At tempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1972 
(1,074,900) 

118.0 
51·7 
30.0 
36.3 
77.5 
42.0 
25.3 
3.1 
7.1 

36.0 
26.5 

9.5 

1974 
(l,062,lCX» 

121.7 
*59.0 
27·9 
34.8 

**85.6 
44.4 

*32·7 
2.4 
6.1 

37·9 
23.8 

*14.1 

N01'E: Detail may not add to total ahown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percen~ confidence level; two asterisks( **) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence leval. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data refiects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical llignificance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number ~ households. 
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White Black other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type of crime (735,000) (699,500) (323,800) (344,400) (16,100) 

Burglary 100.2 106·3 161.7 153.0 ~51.1 
Household larceny 76.9 84.6 79.5 87.6 64.8 
Motor vehicle theft 25.2 30.0 59.5 54·6 '56.5 

1974 
(18,200) 

120.8 
87.5 

'26.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 deta reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses 
refer to number of households in the group. 

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

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 22-42 50-6!; 62 and DIrer 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (9,100) (8,800) (293,000) (299,900) (277,500) (266,700) (291,800) (283,200) (203,500) (203,400) 

Burglary 153.9 '102.0 168.9 172.5 140.4 138.1 92.4 **109.2 49.3 43.7 
Household larce!'.,y '88.7 100.2 103.9 110.3 97.3 110.2 66.3 72.5 28.0 34.7 
Motor vehicle theft '25.0 '22.4 47·7 49.5 43.7 47.0 31.8 34·8 15.2 13.8 

NOI'E: One asterisk (*) next to entries fo:- 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years 'was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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TnJe of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

• 

Table 14., Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

Less than $3.000 
1972 1974 

(14$,600) (123,900) 

119.4 
61.1 
11.6 

110.2 
49.1 
$.$ 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

$3.JXlO-$7.499 
1972 1974 

(261,800) (251,900) 

100.1 
62.7 
30.1 

113.5 
72.3 
22.9 

$L5()Q-$9.999 
1972 1974 

(126,200) (104,300) 

139.2 
75.4 
32.$ 

129.7 
92.7 

**4$.9 

$10.000-$14.999 
1972 1974 

(230,500) (215,900) 

115.0 
$$.5 
46.9 

**136.9 
101.2 
39.9 

$15.jXlO-$2A.999 
1972 1974 

(142,000) (173,500) 

119.$ 
105.7 
4$.5 

133.7 
107.9 
56.4 

• 

$25.000 or more 
1972 1974 

(34,000) (53,600) 

164.1 
103.1 
51.4 

122.2 
124.5 

7$.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leval; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes 
data on households whose income level Was not ascertained. 

TnJe of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(264,500) (284,200) (489,800) (4$2,800) (221,400) (202,200) (99,200) (92,800) 

94.$ 93.7 107.3 113·2 139.7 14$.$ 184.1 191.9 
34.$ **45.7 64.$ 73.9 113.6 12$.$ 173.5 175.0 
16.9 15.2 3$.4 37.3 46.4 56.1 52.0 71.3 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
t.,O asterisks (**) denote change Significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parantheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes 
data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

CMned or being bought 
1972 1971, 

(404,700) (412,800) 

107.5 
94.0 
35.4 

**120.7 
99.5 

**44.9 

Rented 
1972 1974 

(670,200) (649,200) 

121;.3 
67.5 
36.4 

122.4 
**76.8 

33.5 

NarE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The ab­
sence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses ref,.;!' to number of households in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and number of units in structure, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One'- Two Three Four Five-nine 
1972 

(272,200) 
1974 

(275,000) 
1972 

(233,700) 
1974 

(229,300) 
1972 

(140,700) 
1974 

(133,700) 
1972 

(58,200) 
1974 

(56,600) 
1972 

(128.900) 
1974 

(126.900) 

107.5 116.9 93·6 *126.2 121;.4 123.3 139.7 109.1 138.4 146.1 
106.4 100.8 74.9 **90.7 80.0 89.3 52.7 73.5 60.6 67·3 
39.1 48.9 28.1 **39.1 43.1 36.2 42.9 43.8 47.4 **29.9 

Ten or more 
1972 

(217.000) 
1974 

(226.800) 

130.7 **109.4 
61.9 72.6 
25.2 27.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on house­
holds for which the nUlllber of units in structure was not ascertained. 

1Includes data on mobile homes. not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on zerO or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliab1e • 
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CHICAGO 

Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Type of crime 
1972 

(117,500) 
1974 

(113,800) 

Burglary 
Ccrnpleted burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed rObbery 
Attempted robbery' 

315.2 
230.6 
84.7 
77.1 
52.6 
24.5 

334.2 
245.3 
88.9 

*136.8 
*99.0 

**37.8 

NarE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One astedsk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
Figures in parentheses refer to number of business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by characteristics of victimized establishments 

and type of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number 
of establishments Bur!llar~ Robber~ 

Characteristic 1972 19't4 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 43,500 40,200 372.4 **432.1 134.9 *187.2 
~1holesale 4,1,00 5,800 202.7 *353.0 106.8 219·4 
Service 52,900 46,600 270.3 281.9 42.6 *115.6 
Other 16,600 21,300 338.9 258.4 28.0 65.6 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 17,700 17,400 384.4 **297.1 61.1 **117·7 
$10,000-$24,999 14,400 13,700 273.1 360.7 99.6 143.9 
$25,000-$49,999 12,000 10,900 223.5 **389.1 90.4 124.9 
$50,000-$99,999 10,700 12,700 257.5 349.4 92.5 114.2 
$100,000-$499,999 17,300 19,900 273.4 **371.6 82.7 **153.1 
$500,000-$999,999 4,700 5,200 487·7 363.0 '45.8 19't.7 
$1,000,000 or more 9,400 11,100 473·7 **350.6 68.7 *251.1 
No sales 7,800 3,900 326.8 218·7 '16.6 ';:!l.9 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 43,100 36,900 277.7 310.5 85.1 **123.9 
4-7 18,800 19,100 290.0 292.1 78.0 111.4 
8-19 13,400 13,900 311.4 372.1 45.1 **114.0 
20 or more 13,900 13,100 510.8 **411.4 133.7 *299.8 
None 27,400 30,300 293.5 344.3 53.5 *104.0 

NarE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The 
absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values re­
corded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate I based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases I is statistically unreliable. 
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24 CHICAGO 

Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 

Personal sector, all crimes :37·1 *39.7 

Crimes of violence 48.2 50.4 
Rape 52.9 **71.1 

Completed rape 83.6 88.3 
Attempted rape 43.6 58.6 

Robbery 52.1 53.4 
Robbery with injury 68.5 65.8 

From serious assault 70.3 66.7 
From minor assault 66.8 64.1 

Robbery without injury 46.7 49.2 
Assault 43·9 45.7 

Aggravated assault 51.6 54.1 
With injury 71.6 70.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 41.0 45·4 

Simple assault 37·3 36.1 
With injury 54.2 **41.0 
Attempted assault without weapon 31.2 34.3 

Crimes of theft 30.1 32.5 
Personal larceny with contact 40·4 42.9 

Purse snatching 46.4 49.7 
Pocket picking 34.6 36.5 

Personal larceny without contact 28.1 30.2 

Household sector, all crimes 48.1 50.1 

Burglary 53.4 **57.3 
Forcible entry 73.8 76.1 
Unlawful entry without force 1,0.1 44.6 
Attempted forcible entry 35.1, 35.6 

Household larceny 26.2 28.9 
Less than $50 16.6 15.0 
$50 or more 46.4 46.9 
Amount not available 16.6 134.2 
Attempted larceny 19·7 32.1 

Motor vehicle theft 77·9 74.6 
Completed theft 93.3 95.6 
Attempted theft 34·8 38.8 

Commercial s sctor, all crimes 74·8 81.8 

Burglary 70·9 **80.2 
Robbery 90.5 85.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

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

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 
DETROIT 

• 

• 

'. 
• 

• 

• 



------------------------_._----------------------

26 DETROIT 

TABLES 

Page 
I. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Number and percent 

distribution of victimizations, by sector and type of crime, 1972 and 
1974 ........................................................ 30 

2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations and 
victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and 
victim-offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 

3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by 
type of crime, 1972 and 1974 ................................ ,. 32 

4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by 
type of crime and sex of victims, 1972 and 1974 ................. 32 

5, Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by 
type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 ..... ,.......... 33 

6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by 
type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 "" ....... , , . . . . 33 

7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by 
type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 ...... , . 34 

8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by 
type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 .... ,..... 34 

9. Personal crimes of violence: Num ber of total incidents and of those in 
which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 ... 35 

10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 35 

II. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, 1972 and 
1974 ....................... , .................. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 

12. Household crimes: Victimization rales, by type of crime and race of 
head of household, 1972 and 1974.. ........................... 36 

13. Household crimes: Victimization ratel', by type of crime and age of 
head of household, [972 and 1974.............................. 37 

14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual 
family income, 1972 and 1974 ................ ,................ 37 

IS. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of 
persons in household, 1972 and 1974 ........................... 37 

16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, bYlype of crime and form of 
tenure, 1972 and 1974 ............................. ,., ...... ,. 38 

17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of 
units in structure, 1972 and 1974 ...................... , . . . . . . . . 38 

18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, 1972 and 
1974 ........................................ , ...... ,., .. ,... 39 

19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics of victimized 
establishments and type of crime, 1972 and 1974 . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39 

20. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations 
reported to the police, by sector and type of crime, 1972 and 1974. 40 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

DETROIT 

No consistent pattern of change emerged when 
1974 victimization rates for Detroit's residents, 
households, and business firms were compan~d with 
those for 1972. Rates for some crimes rose, including 
most of those involving confrontation between victim 
and offender;! they declined for some and did not 
change significantly for still others. 

Among violent personal crimes, rates for personal 
robbery and assault were higher in 1974 than in 1972, 
but the rate for rape was characterized by a 
marginally significant decrease. As there was no 
significant change in the rates for those robberies and 
assaults committed by persons known to their victims, 
the increases in the overall robbery and assault rates 
were largely the result of an upswing in the rates for 
those victimizations in which the parties were 
strangers to one another. For personal crimes of theft, 
either with or without contact, no significant change 
in rates was indicated. 

Changes between 1972 and 1974 in the rates for 
the three measured household crimes also were 
mixed. The rate for household burglary was lower in 
1974 than in 1972, but the reverse was true for motor 
vehicle theft; for household larceny, the rate was 
relatively stable. Detroit's businesses experienced a 
higher robbery rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier, but 
the apparent rise in the rate for commercial burglary 
was not statistically significant. 

Detroit's black popUlation recorded rates in 1974 
that were roughly the same or lower than in 1972 for 
all of the measured personal and household crimes, 
except motor vehicle theft. For the city's white 
population, the 1974 rates were either without 

I Measured crimes involving confrontation between victim and 
offender are rape, personal robbery, and assault (collectively 
termed personal crimes of violence), as well as personal larceny 
with contact (purse snatching and pocket picking) and commercial 
robbery. 

significant change or higher than in 1972 for all these 
crimes, except rape. 

The varied pattern in rate changes over the 2-year 
period, a time when the number of the city's residents, 
households, and commercial establishments declined, 
was reflected in changes in the estimated number of 
victimizations. The total number of household 
victimizations seemingly declined, from 151,500 in 
1972 to 147,000 in 1974. Commercial victimizations 
also appeared to decrease, from 38,400 to 37,000. 
Neither decrease was statistically significant, however. 
By contrast, the number of personal victimizations 
remained relatively constant, with an indication that a 
marginally significant increase in the number of 
personal crimes of violence was offset by a compara­
ble decrease in the number of personal crimes of theft. 
All together, 369,600 victimizations were recorded for 
1972 by the surveys; the corresponding figure for 1974 
was 362,900. 

Personal, household, and commercial victimiza­
tions were reported to the police in about the same 
proportions in 1974 as in 1972. For personal crimes of 
violence, the percent of victimizations brought to 
official attention showed a marginally significant 
increase, with assault clearly more likely to have been 
reported in 1974 than in 1972. On the other hand, the 
proportion of motor vehicle thefts reported to the 
police declined, by some 9 percentage points. 

Personal cri rnes 
The overall rate for violent personal crime, i.e., the 

sum of rape, personal robbery, anti assault, rose from 
68 per 1,000 resjdents age 12 and over in 1972 to 78 in 
1974. Males, but not females, were shown to have 
been more vulnerable in the latter year than in the 
former to personal crimes of violence. Persons age 65 
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and over, as well as those in the 25-34 and 35-49 age 
groups, also had higher victimization rates in 1974 
from violent crimes. There was no significant change 
in the use of weapons in the commission of personal 
crimes of violence or in the type of weapon used in 
armed rapes, robberies, and assaults. As indicated, 
the 1974 victimization rate for personal crimes oftheft 
was not significantly different from that for 1972. 

Triggered by a downturn in the number of 
attempted rapes, the overall rape victimization rate 
dropped from 3 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in 
1972 to 2 in 1974, a marginally significant decrease. 
There also was a comparable decrease in the rate for 
females only, from 5 to 3. Among white residents of 
the city, the 1974 rate was clearly lower than that for 
1972, but among blacks the rate did not change 
significantly. 

The robbery rate rose 5 points, from 32 per 1,000 
residents age 12 and over in 1972 to 37 in 1974. An 
increase also was noted for robbery without injury, 
but the upturn was less certain for robbery with 
injury. The overall robbery rate was higher in 1974 
than in 1972 among whites and among males; it was 
basically the same in each of the 2 years among blacks 
and among females. Persons age 65 and over and, 
with less certainty, those in the 35-49 age group were 
more likely to have been robbed in 1974 than in 1972. 
Less conclusive was the indicated rate increase among 
the divorced and separated and among the widowed. 
No group under study within Detroit's population 
had a significantly lower victimization rate from 
robbery in 1974 than in 1972. 

City residents were more likely to have been 
assaulted in 1974 than in 1972. The overall rate was 
higher in 1974, as were the rates for the aggravated 
and simple forms of the crime. Rates for both 
aggravated and simple assault that resulted in injury 
also were up, but there was no significant change in 
the rates for either aggravated or simple assault 
without injury. The overall assault rate for white 
residents rose about 13 points, from about 30 per 
1,000 white residents age 12 and over in 1972 to 43 in 
1974. Among the city's blacks, however, the rate 
remained relatively stable. Both males and females 
were more likely to have been assaulted in 1974 than 2 
years earlier. Higher assault rates in 1974 than in 1972 
also were evident for persons age 25-34, 65 and over, 
and, with less certainty, 35-49, but those of other ages 
were no more likely to have been assaulted in 1974 

than in 1972. No significant difference between 1972 
and ·1974 rates was noted for persons who had never 
been married, for those who were divorced or 
separated, or for those who were widowed. Married 
persons, on the other hand, had a higher rate in 1974 
than in 1972. With respect to annual family income, 
significant changes in the assault rate were confined to 
middle-income groups, persons from families with 
incomes between $10,000 and $25,000 having been 
more likely assault victims in 1974 than 2 years 
earlier. 

For all residents of Detroit, as well as for the city's 
white population, the 1974 victimization rate for 
personal larceny, synonymous with personal crimes of 
theft, was not significantly different from that for 
1972. For the black population, however, the rate fell, 
from approximately 93 per 1,000 blacks age 12 and 
over in 1972 to 84 in 1974. The rate also declined 
among females and among married persons in 
general. No significant increase in rates was registered 
for any group under study. 

I' 

Household crimes 
Primarily reflecting a 17 percent decrease in the 

rate for forcible entry, the overall burglary rate fell 
some 20 points, from 174 per 1,000 households in 
1972 to 154 in 1974. Decreases were recorded for 
households headed by blacks and for those in which 
the head of household was age 50 and over. White 
households and those headed by younger persons 
registered no significant change. Lower rates in 1974 
than in 1972 also were determined for households in 
which annual family income was less than $7,500, 
between $10,000 and $15,000, and $25,000 or more; 
for households in other income brackets, the apparent 
decline in rates was not statisticaUy signi~ca.~!. 

Although the overall rate for household larceny 
remained relatively constant, there was a marginally 
significant decrease in the rate for black households 
and a comparable increase in the rate for those 
headed by whites. 

The motor vehicle theft rate rose 21 points, from 
49 per 1,000 households in 1972 to 70 in 1974. An 
increase in rates was noted for both black and white 
households and for those headed by persons in the age 
groups spanning 20- to 64-year-olds. Both home­
owners and renters experienced higher rates in 1974. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Except for households with four or five members, the 
increase was reflected in households of all sizes. No 
group under study registered a significantly lower rate 
for motor vehicle theft in 1974 than in 1972. 

Commercial crimes 
Although the overall commercial burglary rate for 

1974 was not significantly different from that for 1972, 
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Detroit's retail stores registered a higher rate in the 
former year than in the latter, whereas the opposite 
was true for the city's wholesale establishments. 

The commercial robbery rate rose some 42 points, 
from 179 per 1,000 businesses in 1972 to 221 in 1974. 
Firms other than retail or wholesale establishments 
had a much higher rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier. 
The increase also was felt among businesses with eight 
or more employees. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial . 
Number and percent distribution cnmes: 

of victimizations, by sector and type • of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Ntunber wi thin sector all crimes 
S".ctor and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

All crimes 369,600 362,900 100.0 100.0 • Personal sector 179,800 179,000 100.0 100.0 48.6 49.3 
Crimes of violence 74,900 **82,400 41.7 46.0 20.3 22.7 

Rape 3,000 **2,000 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 
Completed rape 800 800 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 
Attempted rape 2,100 *1,200 1.2 0.7 0.6 0.3 

Robbery 35,700 39,300 19.8 22.0 9.6 10.8 
Robbery with injury 8,600 10,000 4.8 5.6 2.3 2.7 

From serious assault 5,000 6,200 2.8 3.4 1.4 1.7 
From minor assault 3,600 3,800 2.0 2.1 1.0 1.0 

Robbery without injury 27,100 29,400 15.1 16.4 7.3 8.1 • Assault 36,300 **41,200 20.2 23.0 9.8 11.3 
Aggravated assault 19,600 **22,400 10.9 12.4 5.3 6.2 

With injury 6,200 *8,300 3.4 4.6 1.7 2.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 13,400 14,100 7.4 7.8 3.6 3.9 

Simple assault 16,700 18,800 9.3 10.5 4.5 5.2 
With injury 3,600 **5,000 2.0 2.8 1.0 1.1; 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 13,100 13,800 7.3 7.7 3.6 3.8 

Crimes of theft 104,900 **96,600 58.3 51;.0 28.4 26.6 
Personal larceny with contact 10,J~00 8,700 5.8 4.8 2.8 2.4 • Purse snatching 5,600 5,100 3.1 2.8 1.5 1.4 

Pocket picking 4,800 **3,600 2.7 2.0 1.3 1.0 
Personal larceny without contact 94,500 87,900 52.6 49.1 25.6 24.2 

Total population age 12 and aver 1,109,000 1,064,100 

Household sector 151,500 147,000 100.0 100.0 41.0 40.4 
Burglary 80,100 *68,400 52·9 46.5 21·7 18.8 

Forcible entry 40,900 *32,800 27.0 22.3 11.1 9.0 
Unlawful entry without force 19,800 **17,300 13.1 11.8 5.3 4.8 
Attempted forcible entry 19,400 18,300 12.8 12.1; 5.2 5.0 • Household larceny 48,900 47,500 32.3 32.4 13.2 13.1 
Less than $50 25,800 23,700 1700 16.1 7.0 6.5 
$50 or more 15,900 17,800 10.4 12.1 4.3 4.9 
Amount not available 2,200 2,200 1.4 1.4 0.6 0.6 
Attempted larceny 5,100 **3,800 3.lf 2.6 1.4 1.1 

Motor vehicle theft 22,400 *31,100 14.8 21.1 6.1 8.6 
Completed theft 16,700 18,500 11.0 12.6 4.5 5.1 
Attempted theft 5,800 *12,600 3.8 8.6 1.6 3.4 

Total number of households 460,200 445,100 • Commercial sector 38,1;00 37,000 100.0 100.0 10.4 10.2 
Burglary 29,700 27,500 7705 74.4 8.0 7.6 

Completed burglary 19,900 18,300 51.9 49·4 5.4 5.0 
Attempted burglary 9,800 9,200 25.6 24.9 2.7 2.5 

Robbery 8,600 9,500 22.4 25.7 2.3 2.6 
Completed robbery 6,600 7,200 17.2 19.4 1.8 2.0 
Attempted robbery 2,000 2,300 5.3 6.2 0.5 0.6 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 48,300 42,900 • NOTE: Detail may not add to total shrun because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 

numbers for 1974. indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence ot 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significanco f.or apparent change. 
Represents not applicable. 
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Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and victim~offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

• 

Invol~ strgers Involv:in.o: nonstrgers 
Number Rate lfumber Rate 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes of violence 58,900 *66,300 53.1 *62.3 16,100 16,200 14.5 
Rape 2,100 1,600 1.9 1.6 900 1300 0.8 

Ccmpleted rape 500 600 0.4 0.6 1300 1200 10.3 
Attempted rape 1,600 1,000 1.4 1.0 500 1200 0.5 

Robbery 32,700 **36,SOO 29.5 '*34.6 3,000 2,500 2.7 
Robbery with injury 7,900 9,000 7.1 8.5 700 900 0.7 

Fran serious assault 4,500 5,500 4.1 5.2 500 600 0.5 
Fran minor assault 3,400 3,500 3.0 3.3 1200 1300 10.2 

Robbery without injury 24,SOO 27,SOO 22.4 *26.1 2,200 1,600 2.0 
Assault 24,100 **27,SOO 21.7 *26.1 12,300 13,400 11.1 

Aggravated assault 12,500 *15,700 11.3 *14.8 7,000 6,700 6.4 
With injury 3,400 *5,400 3.1 *5.1 2,800 2,900 2.5 
Attempted assault with weapon 9,100 10,300 8.2 9.7 4,200 3,SOO 3.8 

Simple assault 11,500 12,100 10.4 11.4 5,200 **6,700 4.7 
With injury 2,200 2,SOO 2.0 2.7 1,400 **2,200 1.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 9,300 9,300 8.4 8,7 3,800 4,500 3.5 

1974 

15.2 
10.3 
10.1 
10.1 

2.3 
0.9 
0.6 

10.3 
1.5 

12.6 
6.3 
2.7 
3.6 

*6.3 
**2.0 

4.3 

NOrE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. 

"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Canpleted rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

Fran serious assaUlt 
Fran mino!' assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault w"lth weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1972 
(1,109,000 ) 

67.6 
2.7 
0·7 
1.9 

32.2 
7.7 
4.5 
3.2 

24.4 
32.7 
17.7 
5.6 

12.0 
15.1 
3.3 

11.9 
94.6 
9.4 
5.0 
4.3 

85.2 

1974 
(1,064,100) 

"17.5 
**1.8 

0·7 
*1.1 

*36.9 
**9.4 
**5.8 

3.6 
*27.6 
*38.7 
*21.0 
"1.8 
13.2 

*17.7 
*4·7 
13.0 
90.8 
8.2 
4.7 
3.4 

82.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population. 

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and sex of victims, 
1972 and 1974 

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

Male Female 
1972 

Type of crime (499,800) 
1974 

(481,300) 
1972 

(609,200) 
1974 

(582,800) 

Crimes of violence 90.8 *107.6 48.5 52.6 
Rape 10.2 10.1 4.7 **3.3 

Canpleted rape 10.2 10 1.2 1.3 
Attempted rape 10 10.1 3.4 *1.9 

Robbery 43.9 *53.0 22.5 23.6 
Robbery ~ti th injury 9.3 *13.8 6.5 5·7 
Robbery without injury 34.6 **39.2 16.0 18.0 

Assault 46.7 *54.5 21.3 *25.7 
Aggravated assault 27.3 31.1 9.7 *12.7 
Simple assault 19.4 '1<*23.4 11.5 12.9 

Crimes of theft 104.3 108.8 86.6 "15.9 
Personal larceny with 

contact 6.6 4.8 11.6 10·9 
Personal larceny without 

contact 97.7 104.0 74.9 *65.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 pel'cent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent char,ge. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or On about 10 or fewet' sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

Wnite mack other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type of crime (591,700) (530,500) (508,700) (526,000) (8,600) 

Cri-Dles of violence 58.1 "76.6 79.2 79.1 '29.7 
Rape 2.9 *1.2 2.4 2.5 10 
Robbery 25.4 *32.3 40.5 41.8 '5.6 

Robbery with injury- 7.3 *10.3 8.3 8.4 '0 
Robbo...ry without :injury 18.1 *"22.0 32.1 33.4 '5.6 

Assault 29.8 *43·1 36.3 34.7 '24·1 
Aggravated assault 13.6 *.22.0 22.4 20.3 '12.4 
Simple assault 16.2 *.21.2 13.8 14.4 '11.7 

Crimes of the£t 94.9 97.5 93.4 *84.4 139.2 
Personal larceny with contact 8.4 9.1 10.6 "7.2 '0 
Personal larceny without contact 86.5 88.4 82.8 77.2 139.2 

1974 
(7,500) 

'26.8 
'0 

'20.0 
16.6 

'13.4 
'6.8 
'6.8 

'0 
'55.9 
'7.3 

'48.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the cbange between values for the 
2 years was statistically significaIlt at the 95 percent confidence leval; two asterisks (-) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
leval. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difrerence between values recorded ror each year or the lack of statistical 
significa..'lce ror apparent change. figures:in parentheses rerer to population in the group. 

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

12-15 16-1'1 :">-24 25-24 25- 49 50-64 65 and over 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 19°/4 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of cr4...me (114,600) (105,200) (107,000) (101,300) (122,000) (115,900) (170,800) (181,400) (205,500) (187,400) (232,800) (221,300) (156,400) (151,500) 

Crimes of violence 120.6 119.7 136.9 138.9 99.7 106.5 74.9 *98.4 46.2 *58.2 36.3 39.9 22.8 *38.6 
Rape 6.7 '2.5 6.3 '4.1 '3.3 '3.6 3.6 3·1 '2.2 '0.5 '0.2 '0.7 '0 '0.3 
R!lbbe.-y 53.8 54.3 54.1 54.0 36.9 44.9 34.2 41.5 23.4 **30.0 24.5 24.6 18.2 *28.5 

Robbery with :injury- 9.0 12.4 10.1 11.2 5.8 9.9 7.2 10.0 6.2 7.5 8.4 6.6 8.4 11.3 
Robbery .d.thont injury 44·9 41.9 44.0 42.8 31.0 35.1 27.0 31.6 17.2 22.5 16.2 18.0 9.8 *17.2 

Assault 60.1 62.9 76.5 SO. 8 59.5 58.0 37.2 *53.8 20.6 **27.6 11.5 14.6 4.6 *9.9 
Aggravated assault 26.1 28.0 44.4 48.6 33.7 33.9 22.2 28.1 12.0 15.9 5.0 -8.3 '2.0 4.4 
Simple assault 34.0 34.9 32.2 32.3 25.8 24.2 15.0 *25.7 8.6 11.8 6.5 6.3 '2.6 5.5 

Crimes or theft 91.7 91.1 116.3 125.2 138.5 141.1 127.2 116.7 104.7 **91.7 69.9 64.6 .35.1 35.0 
Personal. larceny 
with contact 5.9 5.9 9.6 5.7 10.4 11.2 7.2 5.1 8.7 7·2 10.7 9.6 12.3 11.9 

Personal larceny 
without contact 85.8 85.2 106.7 119.6 128.1 130.0 120.0 111.6 96.1 **84.5 59.3 55.0 22.9 23.2 

flOrE: Detail may nnt add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries ror 1974 indicates that the cbange between values ror the 2 years was statist:ccally 
significant at the 95 percent confidence leval; two asterisks (**) denote change sig..~ificant at the 90 percent confidence leval. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data 
reflects either no dii"ference betvleen values recorded for each year or the lack ar statistical. signii'icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population 
in the group 

l.Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, i':i' statistically unreliable. 
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

Never married Married i~idowed Divorced and seEarated 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type 00: crime (348,000) (340,700) (545,500) (503,500) (106,200) (99,900) (104,900) (115,700) 

Crimes of violence 113.2 114.7 41.1 *52.3 ;:".0 *41.0 94.3 **110.0 
Rape 5.3 *2.3 0.8 1.2 '1.0 '1.0 4.9 4.0 
Robbery 49.5 50.6 20.7 24.1 18.3 **27.3 48.6 **61.9 

Robbery with injury 9.9 11.2 5.2 7.0 8.2 10.9 13.7 13.1 Robbery without injury 39.6 39.4 15.5 17.1 10.2 **16.4 34.9 *48.8 Assault 58.5 61.9 19.6 *27.0 8.7 12.8 40.8 45.0 
Aggravated assault 30.6 33.4 11.2 *14.8 2.9 **6.6 23.3 24.8 
Simole assault 27.9 28.5 8.3 *12.2 5.8 6.1 17.6 20.2 

Crimes Or theft 108.6 110.5 90.6 *81.8 51.5 47.5 113.4 108.6 
Personal larceny with contact 8.0 7.9 6.8 5.4 15.3 16.5 20.7 **13.5 Personal larceny without contact 100.6 102.6 83.8 **76.4 36.2 31.0 92.7 95.2 

lIurE:. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence 00: asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons ,.hose maritel 
status was not ascertained. 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

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

Less than $2.000 $2.000-$1.~9 $1. 200-$2.222 $10. 000-$1!1, 222 $12.000-$5.292 $22.000 or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (130,200) (101,000) (247,600) (242,500) (124,300) (103,100) (266,800) (248,400) (190,200) (215,200) (46,200) (63,900) 

Crimes of violence 85. 0 92.3 83.0 **93·5 62·3 **76.0 55.0 *67.9 58.1 *75.1 62.5 64.1 
Rape 5.1 5.0 4.5 **2.1 '0.8 '2.0 2.5 '1.0 '1.1 '1.0 '3.2 '0.8 
Robbery 46.9 52.1 38.6 *47·4 32.5 37.8 23·9 **30.2 24·1 **30.5 18.3 29.7 

Robbery with injury 15·3 13.8 9.9 **14·3 5·3 9.2 5.3 6.3 4.9 6.5 '3·3 '4.8 
Robbery without injury 31.6 38.2 28·7 33.1 27.1 28.6 18.5 **24.0 19.2 24. fl 15.5 24.8 

Assault 32.9 35.2 39.9 44·0 29.0 36.2 28.6 ·*36.7 32.9 ~43.7 40.5 33.7 
Aggravated assault 21.9 22.3 21.3 25.6 15.1 18.5 14.6 18.7 18.4 21.4 19.8 19.1 
Simple essault 11.0 12.9 18.6 18.4 14.0 17.8 14.1 18.0 24·5 *22.3 20.8 14.6 

Crimes of theft 64·4 61.5 78.3 **69.5 84.1 98.6 109.6 100.0 122.7 113·7 138.1 **112.6 
Personal larceny with 
contact 21.8 19.5 13·7 *9.0 6.5 9.5 5.3 6·4 5.3 4·3 7·2.2 '4.0 

Personal larceny without 
contact 42.6 42·0 64.6 60.5 77-6 89.1 104·3 **93.5 117.5 109.4 135.8 **108.5 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for· 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis­
tically significant at the 95 percent confidonce level; two asterisks (**) denote cha"-<.e significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The abu-ence of asterisks on 
1974 data refleds either no difference between values recorded for each year or tile lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figl).res in parentheses refer 
to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level lias !lLlt ascertained. 

'Estimate, based OU zero or On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallyunrelisble • 
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and1974 

All incidents With weaEon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Crimes of violence 62,700 67,600 32,700 36,100 52,2 53·4 
Rape 2,700 **1,900 1,000 900 36.5 48.9 
Robbery 29,500 32,600 16,500 **19,400 56.0 59.4 

Robbery with injury 7,600 8,700 4,000 4,400 52.5 51.0 
Robbery without injury 22,000 23,900 12,600 **15,000 57.2 ' **62.6 

Assault1 30,400 33,100 15,200 15,800 49.9 47.7 
Aggravated assault 15,800 16,600 15,200 15,800 96.1 94.9 

With injury 5,300 **6,700 4,700 **5,900 88.4 87.2 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 10,500 9,900 10,500 9,900 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 14,600 16,500 0 0 

MlTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either nO difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance for apparent change. 

1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
Represents not applicable. 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Firearm Knife Other !.me unknown 
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes of violence 42·1 43·0 31.4 29.7 23.0 23.8 3.2 
Rape 144.2 139.8 30.8 50.4 25.0 9.7 10 
Robbery 44·4 47.6 34.8 32.3 16.1 17.2 4.6 

Robbery with injury 25.4 22.0 35.2 35.1 31.9 40.5 17.4 
Robbery without injury 50.6 55·2 34.7 31.4 10.9 10.2 3·7 

Aggravated assault 39.6 37·6 28.0 25.2 30.4 33.0 11.9 
With injury 23·3 19.1 23.? 19.1 52·4 58.9 11.1 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 47.7 48.7 30.2 28.9 19·7 17.4- 12·4 

1974 

3.4 
10 

3.0 
12.4 

3.2 
4.2 

12.8 

5.0 

MlTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1Estimate, based on zero or On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallyunrelisble. 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

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 
Canpleted theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1972 
(4(;0,200) 

174.0 
88.9 
43.0 
42.1 

106.4 
56.0 
34.5 
4.8 

11.1 
48.8 
36.2 
12.6 

1974 
(445,100) 

*153.6 
"73.6 
39.0 
41.0 

106.8 
53.3 

**40.1 
4.9 
8.6 

*69.8 
**41.5 
*28.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shewn because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks(**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical Significance for apparent change. figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households. 

Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

,!hite Black other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type of crime (254,500) (231,100) (202,100) (210,600) (3,700) 

Burglary 146,8 136.9 209.3 *172.4 '117·2 
Household larceny 99.6 **112.1 115·4 **101.6 '75.1 
Motor vehicle theft 37.6 *60.9 63.7 **80.1 '0 

1974 
(3,400) 

'121.3 
'67.2 
'27.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance .for apparent change. Figures in parentheses 
refer to number of households in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble • 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-:2it :2H2 20-6it 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(4,700) (4,200) (121,400) (125,300) (106,700) (,}8,500) (129.500) (121,500) 

248.9 281.3 22',.4 211.4 193.1 173·9 159.7 *128.4 
'61.0 '66.4 128.0 137.5 143.0 144·9 100.2 94·7 
'71.0 "21.9 63.1 *86.8 64·4 *88.7 45.4 *74.0 

62 and over 
1972 1974 

(98,100) (95,700) 

106.2 *83.5 
49.9 44.5 
17.5 24·7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of 3tatistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to refer to number of households in the group. 

1 Estimate , based on zero or on about 10 or fel<er sample cases. is statistically unrelisble. 

Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $2,000 $2,000-$1,492 $1, 200-$2, 229 $10,000-$111,999 $15,000-$24,299 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

$25,000 or more 
1972 1974 

Type of crime (79,900) (64,100) (112,100) (111,200) (50,900) (43,100) (99,200) (95,000) (61,700) (72,700) (12,900) (18,800) 

Burglary 152.1 *121.3 185.1 *155.6 181.9 166.7 173.2 *146.3 192.2 181.4 189.4 *124.7 
Household larceny 
Hotor vehicle then 

66.8 54.8 96.8 86.1 115.4 135.6 132.2 135.9 122.2 133.4 195.9 **132.2 
17.5 23.8 35.0 **45.0 65.6 77.9 62.4 *93.4 67.2 *115.4 89.8 92.9 

XIGTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
tl<O asterisks (**) denote change ~lcant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data 
on households whose incane level I<as not ascertained. 

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 hQ','seholds) 

One 1Wo-Three Four-Five Six or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

T-jpe of crime (114,800) (119,400) (208,100) (201,000) (91,900) (84,900) (45,500) (39,700) 

Burglary 145.1 **127.4 156.0 146.1 220.1 *180.3 235.9 212.3 
Household larceny 51.3 47.7 93·1 91.4 144.9 *172.3 228.0 221.9 
Motor vehicle theft 27.4 *42.4 46.3 *75.2 76.9 83.6 57.3 *95.3 

!lOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; tl<O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses 
refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

1972 and 1974 
(Ra'oe per 1,000 households) 

o,med or being bought 
1972 1974 

(286,500) (273,700) 

100.5 
116.0 
49.5 

*15e.6 
Ue.o 
*72.1 

Rented 
1972 1974 

(173,700) (171,400) 

163.3 
90.5 
47.7 

**145.6 
ee.9 

*66.1 

NOTE: (be asterisk ( .. ) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two as­
terisks (-"*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence 
of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in 
parenth~ses refer to number of households in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and number of units in structure, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-nine 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(290,500) (276,800) (75,400) (78,400) (4,900) (5,300) (12,500) (13,100) (10,600) (9,900) 

1e5.0 *162.3 178.e *149.3 "66.1 167.0 172.4 173.3 167.3 **105.0 
120.4 121.7 106.e 100.9 227.9 245·4 96.7 71.0 e4.6 **146·4 

50.4 *72.9 51·4 5e.2 246.7 217.3 33.7 *78.5 "13·1 53.4 

Ten or more 
1972 1974 

(55,900) (54,400) 

125.4 12e.1 
52.7 52.7 
49.4 *76.3 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change betl<een values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks C"*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on 
households for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

'Includes data on mobile homes, not shm-m separately. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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• DETROiT 

Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

:. (Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1972 
Type of crime (48,300) 

1974 
(42,900) 

Burglary 
Ccmpleted burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Ccmpleted robbery 
At tempted robbery 

615.5 
411.9 
203.5 
178.6 
136.9 
41.7 

640.3 
425.6 
214.6 

*220.9 
*167.6 

53.3 

NDrE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical Significance for apparent change. 
figures in parentheses refer to number of business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by characteristics of victimized establishments 

and type of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number of 
establishments Burglar.: Robberv 

Characteristic 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 16,700 14,500 719.7 *922.6 370.0 374.2 
Wholesale 2,000 2,600 628.4 *483·7 '78.9 164.1 
Service 21,300 18,100 551.4 518.8 93·3 135.8 
Other 8,400 7,700 567.4 448.2 36.9 *151·7 

Gross annual receipts 
618.8 618.8 Less thsn $10,000 9,400 6,600 208.~ *122.3 

$10,000-$24,999 5,700 5,700 612.3 591.2 220. *133.3 
$25,000-$1,9,999 5,600 5,100 515.9 **733.9 126·3 *322.3 
$50,000-$99,999 5,900 5,600 536.7 599.4 145·3 149.1 
$100,000-$499,999 8,900 7,900 771.4 741.7 259.0 295.9 
$500,000-$999,999 2,100 2,400 816.1 782.8 309.8 315.8 
$1,000,000 or more 3,200 3,500 733.1 723·4 180.1 *422.8 
No sales 3,700 2,400 504.7 377·0 '29.9 '46.2 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 17,300 14,200 549.2 589.6 158.9 155·4 
4-7 8,300 7,300 556.0 **729.7 202.3 260.6 
8-19 6,400 5,400 747.3 599.3 232.0 *372·7 
20 or mare 5,400 5,200 827.4 752.4 163·3 *347·4 
None 10,700 10,800 588.2 616.3 171.1 143.8 

roTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two aster­
isks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each 
year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 

Personal sector, all crimes 39.1 40.8 
Crimes of violence 50.6 *'54.2 

Rape 54.9 47.2 
Canpleted rape 75.3 61.0 
Attempted rape 47.4 37.8 

Robbery 59.4 60.1 
Robbery with injury 75.0 70.2 

Fran serious assault 72.4 71.1 
Fran minor assault 78.9 68.8 

Robbery without injury 54.5 56.7 
Assault 41.6 *48.9 

Aggravated assault 52.9 ' *"59.5 
With illjury 68.2 63.8 
Attemphed assault with weapon 45.8 *57.0 

Simple assault 28.4 *36.1 
With injury 40.8 **54.3 
Attempted assault Idthout weapon 24.9 29.5 

Crimes of theft 30.8 29.4 
Personal larceny with contact 48.0 52.3 

Purse snatching 59.1 61.2 
Pocket piCking 35.1 40.1 

Personal larceny without contact 28.9 27.1 

Household sector, all crimes 50.0 48.1 
Burglary 57.4 54·9 

Forcible entry 74.8 74.4 
Unlawful entry without force 43.6 42.2 
Attempted forcible entry 34.8 31.8 

Household larceny 25.0 24.8 
Less than $50 14.6 12.3 
$50 or more 44.0 43.0 
Amount not available 25.6 '17.1 
Attempted larceny 18.2 22.2 

Motor vehicle theft 77·9 *68.9 
Completed theft 95.8 94·7 
Attempted then 26.3 31.1 

Commercial sector, all crimes 77.3 79.4 
Burglary 75.7 77·4 
Robbery 83.0 85.3 

NarE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confid~nce level; two 
asterisks (*") denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The 
absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance fOl' apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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lOS ANGELES 

Findings for 1972 and 1974 from victimization 
surveys provide a varied picture of the direction of 
crime among residents, households, and businesses in 
Los Angeles. Rates for a number of the measured 
crimes were higher in 1974 than in 1972, but there was 
no statistically significant change for other crimes. 
Increases in rates were registered for assault, personal 
larceny without contact, household larceny, and 
commercial robbery. On the other hand, victimization 
rates did not change significantly for rape, personal 
robbery, personal larceny with contact, household or 
commercial burglary, and motor vehicle theft. 

Although victimization rates rose for a number of 
crimes, the increases were attributable most often to 
the less serious forms of these offenses. For example, 
residents of Los Angeles were more apt to have 
suffered from simple assault in 1974 than 2 years 
earlier, but they were no more likely to have been 
victims of aggravated assault. A similar pattern was 
obtained for household larceny, which was character­
ized by an increase in the victimization rate for those 
offenses involving losses of less than $50, and for 
commercial robbery, where only the rate for attemp­
ted acts rose significantly. 

Over a period when the number of city residents 
grew by about 1 percent, the number of personal 
victimizations committed against them rose by about 
13 percent, with personal larcenies alone accounting 
for some seven-tenths of the increase. The number of 
household victimizations was approximately 5 per­
cent higher in 1974 than in 1972, a marginally 
significant increase. Change in the overall level of 
commercial victimizations was not statistically signifi­
cant, although there was a 32 percent increase in the 
number of commercial robberies. 

Overall reporting of crimes to the police declined 
by 8 percent in the personal sector and 7 percent in the 
household sector, but went unchanged in the 
commercial sector. Personal larceny and, with less 
assurance, household larceny were less likely to have 
been reported in 1974 than in 1972. Other major 
crimes showed no significant changes in reporting 
patterns. 

Personal crimes 
The victimization rate for violent personal 

crime-the sum of rape, robbery, and assault-was 
up by 11 percent in 1974, and that for pers.onal crimes 
of theft-personal larceny with and without 
contact-rose by 13 percent. When the victim and 
offender were strangers, the rate for violent crime 
went up by 15 percent, but when relatives, friends, or 
acquaintances were involved the rate remained 
essentially unchanged. Among both sexes there were 
higher rates in 1974 for crimes of theft and, less 
conclusively, crimes of violence. Whites had a higher 
rate of victimization for violent crime in 1974, but 
among blacks there was no significant change. This 
disparity was largely the result of different trends for 
assault. Both whites and blacks were more likely to 
have suffered from personal larceny in 1974 than in 
1972. 

There were no significant variations in the 
proportion of incidents of violent crime accompanied 
by weapons use. This was true for all violent crimes 
and for rape, robbery, and assault considered 
separately. Apparent change in the proportions of 
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crimes involving firearms were not statistically 
significant, with the exception of a 33 percent decrease 
in the proportion of incidents of robbery without 
injury accomplished with a firearm. In 1974, knives 
were less likely to have been used in aggravated 
assault resulting in injury than 2 years earlier, but 
weapons other than guns or knives were used with 
greater frequency. 

Significant changes in victimization rates for rape 
and robbery were not evident for the population as a 
whole or for selected subgroups. There was, however, 
an increase in the rate of assault, which rose from 35 
per 1,000 persons age 12 and over in 1972 to 39 in 
1974. The simple assault rate was 16 percent higher in 
1974 than in 1972, but the aggravated assault rate did 
not change significantly. Rates for offenses involving 
strangers and, with less certainty, females rose, where­
as the rates for crimes involving offenders known 
to the victim and that for crimes against males did not 
go up. White resider..ts were more likely to have fallen 
prey to aggravated assault in 1974 than 2 years earlier; 
black residents were less likely to have suffered the 
same fate. Partly as a consequence of these conflicting 
trends the victimization rate for all assaults increased 
for whites, but showed no significant change for 
blacks. 

The victimization rate for all personal crimes of 
theft rose by 13 percent, from 105 per 1,000 in 1972 to 
120 in 1974. A similar increase was obtained for 
personal larceny without contact, the major compo­
nent of crimes of theft; there was no significant rise in 
the rate for personal larceny with contact. No 
meaningful variations from the above pattern were 
apparent when race and sex were examined. 

Household crimes 
As noted, the increase in the household larceny 

rate was largely attributable to a jump in the rate for 
offenses of less than $50. The victimization rate for 
this form of larceny went up by 15 percent, whereas 
the rate for other forms showed no significant change. 
Overall, the rate for household larceny rose from 131 
per 1,000 households in 1972 to 145 in 1974. 
Households heaqed by whites were more apt to have 
been victimized in the latter year than in the former. 
By contrast, the data showed that households headed 
by blacks were less likely to have been victims of this 
crime in 1974 than in 1972, although the difference 
between the rates was not statistically significant. 
There were few significant changes in victimization 
rates for household burglary or motor vehicle theft. 

Commercial crimes 
Commercial establishments in Los Angeles expe­

rienced an 86 percent increase in the rate for at­
tempted robbery. As a consequence, the overall com­
mercial ro.bbery rate rose from 47 per 1,000 
establishments in 1972 to 64 in 1974. Retailers were 
the only group of businessmen to have suffered a 
clearly higher robbery rate in 1974, although statisti­
cally insignificant increases were recorded for others. 
The burglary rate for all commercial enterprises did 
not change significantly, but it was lower in 1974 for 
retail establishments, for businesses with gross annual 
receipts of between $50,000 and $1 million, and for 
those with no paid employees. 
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Table 1. Personal, householq, and commercial 
crimes: Number and percent distribution 

of victimizations, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Number within sector all crimes 
Sector and type of crime ~ 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

All crimes 727,200 790,100 100.0 100.0 

Personal sector 348,400 *394,200 100.0 100.0 47·9 49.9 
Crimes of violence 116,300 *129,800 33.4 32·9 16.0 16.4 

Rape 4,900 4,900 1·4 1.2 0.7 0.6 
Completed rape 1,800 1,500 0.5 0·4 0.2 0.2 
Attempted rape 3,200 3,400 0.9 0.9 0.4 0.4 

Robbery 35,300 39,200 10.1 9.9 4.9 5.0 
Robbery with injury 11,300 10,600 3.2 2·7 1.6 1.3 

From serious assault 6,300 5,300 1.8 1.3 8.6 0.7 
From minor assault 5,100 5,300 1.4 1.3 0·7 0.7 

Robbery without injury 24,000 **28,600 6.9 7·3 3·3 3.6 
Assault 76,100 *85,800 21.8 21.8 10.4 10.9 

Aggravated assault 34,000 36,500 9·8 9.3 4.7 4.6 
~Ti th injury 11,400 11,800 3.3 3·0 1.6 1.4 
Attempted assault with 

6·4 6.3 weapon 22,600 24,700 3.1 3.1 
Simple assault 42,100 *49,200 12.1 12·4 5.8 6.2 

With injury 10,000 11,400 2.9 2.9 1.4 1.4 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 32,100 37,900 9.2 9.6 4·4 4.8 
Crimes of theft 232,100 *264,400 66.6 67·1 31.9 33.4 

Peraonal larceny with contact 14,600 17,600 4.2 4·4 2.0 2.2 
Purse snatching 6,700 7,400 1.9 1.9 0.9 0.9 
Pocket picking 7,900 10,200 2.3 2.6 1.1 1.3 

Personal larceny without 
contact 217,400 *246,800 62.!+ 62.6 29.9 31.2 

Total population age 12 and over 2,202,1002,213,100 

Household sector 323, 700 **340, 700 100.0 100.0 44.5 43.1 
Burglary 148,800 152,900 46.0 44·9 20.4 19.3 

Forcible entry 61,600 59,300 19.0 17·4 8·4 7.5 
Unlawful entry without force 48,100 53,800 14·9 15·8 6.6 6.8 
Attempted forcible entry 39,200 39,700 12.1 11·7 5.4 5. 0 

Household larceny 132,000 *148,200 40.8 43.5 18.2 18.8 
Less than $50 73,100 *85,500 22.6 25.1 10.0 10.8 
$50 or more 44,200 46,200 13.7 13·6 6.1 5.8 
Amount not available 3,700 4,000 1.1 1.2 0.5 0.5 
Attempted larceny 11,000 12,600 3·4 3.7 1.5 1.6 

Hotor vehicle theft 42,800 39,600 13.2 11.6 5.9 5.0 
Completed theft 27,900 26,600 8.6 7·8 3.8 3.4 
Attempted theft 14,900 13,000 4.6 3.8 2.1 1.6 

Total number of househoids 1,008,200 1,025,200 

Commercial sector 55,100 55,200 100.0 100.0 7.6 7·0 
Burglary 47,900 45,700 87·0 82.8 6.6 5.8 

Completed burglary 34,300 33,600 62.3 60.9 4·7 4.3 
Attempted burglary 13,600 12,100 24·7 21.9 1.9 1.5 

Robbery 7,200 *9,500 13.0 17.2 1.0 1.2 
Completed robbery 5,500 6,400 9.9 11.6 0.8 0.8 
Attempted robbery 1,700 *3,100 3.1 5.6 0.2 0.4 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 154,100 149,400 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to llumbers 
for 1974 indicates that the challge between values for the 2 years was statistically aig-
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant 
at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflechs 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. 
Represents not applicable. 
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Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and victim-offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Involving strangers Invol~~Jg nonstrangers 
Number Rate Number 

Type oJ: crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes oJ: violence 86,800 *100,500 39.4 *45.4 29,500 29,400 13.4 
Rape 3,800 3,600 1.7 1.6 1,100 1,400 0.5 

Complete;! rape 1,100 1,300 0.5 0.6 '600 '200 10.3 
AttempteCi rape 2,700 2,300 1.2 1.0 '500 1,100 '0.2 

Robbery 31,400 36,000 14·3 16·3 3,900 3,200 1.8 
Robbery with injury 10,100 9,400 4.6 4·3 1,200 1,100 0.6 

From serious assault 5,700 4,700 2.6 2.1 '600 '600 '0.3 
From minor assault 4,400 4,800 2.0 2.2 '600 '500 '0.3 

Robbery without injury 21,300 *26,500 9.7 *12.0 2,700 2,100 1.2 
Assault 51,600 *60,900 23.4 *27·5 24,500 24,800 11.1 

Aggravated assault 23,200 27,100 10.6 12.2 10,BOO 9,500 4.9 
With injury 7,700 8,600 3.5 3·9 3,700 3,200 1.7 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 15,500 18,400 7.0 8.3 7,100 6,300 3·2 
Simple assault 28,400 *33,900 12.9 **15.3 13,700 15,300 6.2 

With injury 6,300 7,000 2.9 3·2 3,700 4,400 1.7 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 22,100 **26,900 10.0 **12.2 10,000 11,000 4.5 

Rate 
1974 

13·3 
0.6 

'0.1 
0.5 
1.5 
0.5 

'0.3 
'0.2 

0.9 
11.2 
4·3 
1.5 

2.8 
6.9 
2.0 

5.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because oJ: rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries J:or 1974 indicates that the change between values J:or the 2 years was statis­
tically signiJ:icant at the 95 percent conJ:idence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signiJ:icant at the 90 percent conJ:idence level. The absence oJ: asterisks on 
1974 data reJ:lects either no diJ:J:erence between values recorded J:or each year or the lack of statistical signiJ:icance J:or apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero Dr on about 10 or J:ewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble • 

• • • • • • • • 

"" '" 

6 
Vi 

> 
Z 

" m 
r0-
m 
Vi 

• 



LOS ANGELES 

Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without ~Ieapon 

Crimes oi' theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1972 
(2,202,100 ) 

52.8 
2.2 
0.8 
1.4 

16.0 
5.1 
2.8 
2.3 

10.9 
34.6 
15.5 
5.2 

10.3 
19·1 
4.5 

14.6 
105.4 

6.6 
3.0 
3.6 

98.7 

1974 
(2,213,100) 

*58·7 
2.2 
0.7 
1.5 

17·7 
4.8 
2·4 
2·4 

**12·9 
*38·7 
16.5 
5.4 

11.2 
*22.2 

5.1 
**17.1 
*119.5 

7·9 
3.3 
4.6 

*111.5 -----------------------------------------IDTE: Detail may not add to total sho~m because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statisticallY sig­
nificant at the 95 percent oonfidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant 
at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data rei'lects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population. 

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and sex of victims, 
1972 and 1974 

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

Male Female 
1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (1,024,200) (1,029,600) (1,177,900) (1,183,500) 

Crimes of violence 71.5 **78.0 36.6 *~41.8 
Rape ' 0.2 ' 0.1 4·0 4·1 

Completed rape '0 '0 1.5 1.2 
Attempted rape ' 0.2 ' 0.1 2.5 2.8 

Robbery 23.9 26.6 9.2 10.0 
Robbery with injury 7.2 6.2 3.3 3·5 
Robbery without injury 16.7 **20·3 5.8 6.5 

Assault 47.4 51·3 23·4 **27·8 
Aggravated assault 22.6 24·4 9.3 9·7 
Simple assault 24.8 26.9 14.2 -*18.2 

Crimes of theft 115.0 *130.5 97·1 *109.9 
Personal larceny with 

6·4 contact 5·4 7.7 9.3 
Personal larceny without 

contact 109.5 *124.1 89·4 *100.6 

IDTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically sig­
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signifi­
cant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data rei'lects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to popUlation in the 
group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

White Black other 
1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime 
1972 

(1,733,700) (1,735,600) (373,000) (364,100) (95,500) (113,400) 

Crimes of violence 49.1 *58.1 78.7 74.3 19.5 17.4 
Rape 1.8 2.4 5.0 *"'"2.0 '0 '0 
Robbery 13.7 14.9 28.9 33.5 '8.6 10.1 

Robbery with injury 4·3 4.0 9.6 6.6 '1.2 '4.6 
Robbery without injury 9.3 10.9 19.1 24.9 '7.6 '5.6 

Assault 33·7 *40.6 44.9 36.6 10.7 '7.3 
.~ggravated assault 13.2 *17.0 29.0 *16.9 '3.2 '0.9 
Simple assault 20.4 **23.6 15.6 19.9 '7.5 '6.4 

Crimes of theft 110.6 *123.7 67.2 *111.0 61.9 61.1 
Personal larceny with contact 6.9 7.7 6.1 9·1 '4.5 '7.4 
Personal larceny without contact 103.7 *116.0 61.2 *101.9 77-5 73.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no dir£erence between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical sig­
nificance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 Or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 r9Sident population age 12 and over) 

12-!2 16-12 20-~ 22-:.11> :.1H2 20-61> 62 and over 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (196,300) (166,600) (169,100) (193,400) (221,500) (246,200) (416,400) (416,000) (464,900) (467,900) (422,000) (427,900) (271,600) (274,900) 

Crimes of violence 105·2 112.3 106.6 103.6 65.5 95.6 53.6 56.4 34.5 *45.6 26.0 31.6 20.8 22.0 
f!8pe '4.2 '1.7 15.4 '1.1 4.6 5.9 '2.0 2.5 '0.9 '1.1 '1.0 '0.5 '1.6 '0 
Robbery 37.5 40.r. 20.7 26.7 -19.4 19.9 13.6 14.0 12.7 12.6 10.6 14.0 12 • .'; 12·3 

Robbery with injury 6.4 7.4 6.7 '3.6 '2.6 4.2 3.4 5.5 5·1 3·3 4.9 4.6 5·3 5.9 
Robbery without 
injury 29·1 33.5 12.0 *24.9 16.6 15.6 10.1 8.5 7.6 9.4 5.8 **9.4 7·2 6.3 

Assault 63.5 69.7 60.4 67.6 61.5 70.0 36.3 41.9 20.9 *31.9 16.3 17.2 6.6 9.3 
Aggravated assault 27.1 25.2 38.9 **26.5 26.3 **39.1 16.6 17.5 9.3 13.0 5.4 6.6 '1.9 1?O 
Simple assault 36.4 44.5 41.< 41.3 33.3 31.0 19.5 ;>.4·5 11.6 *16.9 10.9 10.4 4·9 6.6 

Crimes of theft 115.9 134.2 167,$ 175.2 161.6 174·7 121·5 *144.1 104.2 *120.6 73.6 79.2 34.6 44.1 
Personal larceny 
with contact 6.4 6.2 7·7 '4.9 10.6 10.2 4.7 6.6 3.:6 6.2 5.6 6.5 10.6 **16.2 

Personal larceny 
without contact 107.5 **126.0 160.2 170.3 151.1 164.5 116.'/ *137.4 100.4 *114.4 66.0 72.6 24.2 27.9 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becau.,e of rouodiug. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confider/,e level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at -tb~ 90 percent confidence level. The absen"" of asterisks on 1774 data reflects 
either no difference between values r~corded for each year or the lack of statistical .:dgnifica::lce for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to popu~""'ation in the group .. 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 t}1" i'ewer sample cases, is statistically l1.nreliabl':!. 
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

• 

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (669,700) (694,900) (1,144,300 ) (1,109,100) (160,700) (160,900) (216,300) (243,500) 

Crimes of violence 85.6 93.4 34.2 36.9 27.9 27.6 68.0 79.5 
Rape 4.4 4.2 1.1 '0.6 '2·5 '2.5 '1.9 '3·9 
Robbery 25.3 29.2 9.5 9.1 17.8 13.4 20.4 27.2 

Robbery with injury 6.5 6.6 3.0 2.4 9.0 '5.7 9.5 9.7 
Robbery without injury- 18.8 22.5 6.4 6.6 8.8 7.7 10.9 **17.5 

Assault 55.9 60.0 23.6 27.3 7.6 11.7 45.7 48·5 
Aggravated assault 26.5 25.6 9.9 11.3 '4.5 '5.8 19.0 21;3 
Simple assault 29.4 34·4 13.8 16.0 '3·2 '5.B 26.7 27·2 

Crimes of theft 144·3 151.0 87·5 *99.; 51.0 **67.5 119.9 *155·1 
Personal larceny- witt! contact 9.1 7.8 4.0 **6.1 10.9 17·3 10.5 10.7 
Personal larceny without 
contact 135·3 143.2 83.5 *93.4 40.2 50.2 109·4 *144·4 

roTE: Detail may- not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote chsnge significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not ascer­
tained. 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of ~rime and annual family inc~me, 1972 and 1974 

(Re.te per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Less thsn $21000 §2, 000-$1 .!r22 $1, 200-$9, 222 $10,000-$11< I 922 $l21000-$~,222 $221000 or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (239,400) (186,700) (559,600) (534,400) (236,900) (223,400) (466,500) (456,900) (379,400) (436,100) (181,BOO) (250,100) 

Crimes of violence 73.5 79.5 67.4 64.7 43·4 **56.9 42·6 *63.4 45.3 *57.5 34.7 38·7 
Re.pe 4.3 6.2 2.9 3.1 '2.6 '0 '2.0 '2.1 '0.8 2.4 '0.6 '0·4 
Robbery 30.8 31.2 21.5 23·3 13.4 18.1 12.4 16.4 9.2 12.5 8.6 11.0 

Robbery with injury 11.6 12.6 8.1 5.8 5.1 6.5 2.7 3.9 '1.9 2.7 '1.7 '2.1 
Robbery without injury 19.2 18.7 13·5 17.4 8.2 11.6 9.7 12.5 7.3 9.9 6.B B.9 

Assault 38.4 42.1 43.0 38.3 27·4 **38.8 28.2 *44.9 35.2 42.6 25.6 27·3 
Aggravated assault 20.5 22.6 21.6 17.9 10.9 15.9 10.6 *18.7 14.4 16.4 6·3 7.1 
Simple assault 17.9 19.4 21.4 20·4 16.5 22.9 17.6 *26.2 20.8 26.1 19.3 20.2 

Crimes of theft 83.3 *113.0 91.6 99.9 115.1 108·7 102.5 *134.4 121.4 129.3 144·6 148·9 
Personal larceny with 

contact 14.1 15.5 D.'; 9·3 7.4 8.4 4·6 6.2 5.7 5.0 '2.3 6.7 
Personal larceny without 

contact 69.2 *97·5 85·2 90.7 107.7 100.3 97·9 *128.3 115.7 124.2 142.3 142·2 

roTE: Detail may- not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis­
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significanc~ for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer 
to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Pei sonar crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and1974 

All incidents With weapon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Crimes of violence 99,100 **108,500 42,800 44,600 43·2 41.1 
Rape 4,700 4,800 1,300 1,400 28.0 30.2 
Robbery 30,600 33,300 16,000 15,900 52.2 47.8 

Robbery with injury 10,300 9,300 4,500 3,300 43·7 35.0 
Robbery without injury 20,300 **23.900 11.500 12,600 56.6 52.8 

Assault' 63,800 **70.400 25,500 27.300 39.9 38.7 
Aggravated assault 27,100 29,000 25.500 27,300 94·2 93.8 

With injury 9,900 9.500 8.300 7,700 84·1 81.1 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 17.200 19,600 17,200 19,600 100.0 100.0 
Simple assault 36,800 41,400 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack o~ statistical signi­
ficance for apparent change. 

'Includes data on simple assault, which by defjnition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
Represents not applicable. 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Firearm Knife Other Type unknOlffi 
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes of violence 33.6 29.6 31.4 31.7 29.6 33.5 5.4 
Rape '39.2 '30.0 '50.3 131.3 '10.4 131.3 ,0 
Robbery 33.0 26.8 41.0 45.6 21.4 20.4 14.6 

Robbery with injury '10.0 '20.8 40.8 29.4 45.3 42.2 '3.9 
Robbery without injury 42.4 *28.4 41.1 49.9 11.7 14.7 '4.8 

Aggravated assault 33.8 31.3 24.1 23.4 35.9 41.4 6.2 
With injury 15.8 13·2 27.1 *13.8 48.2 *67.1 ,8.9 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 42.3 38.4 22·7 27.2 30.1 31.4 '4.9 

1974 

5.1 
'7.3 
7.2 

'7.5 
'7.0 
3.8 

'5.9 

'3.0 

NOfE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change betl<een values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change Significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliahle. 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry \>d.thout force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Canpleted theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1972 
(1,008,200) 

147.6 
61.1 
47.7 
38.9 

130·9 
72.5 
43,9 
3·7 

11.0 
42.5 
27.7 
14.8 

1974 
(1,025,200) 

149·1 
57.9 
52.5 
38.7 

*144.6 
*83.4 
45.1 
3.9 

12.3 
38.6 
26.0 
12.7 

N01'E: Detail may not add to total shtJlo!1l because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households. 



L • 
- -

Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White mack other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type o£ crime (798,400) (808,200) (171,700) (172,600) (38,100) 

Burglary 135.9 136.7 212.4 216.4 102.4 
Household larceny 131.5 *150.8 144.5 129.8 58.7 
Motor vehicle then 36.3 33.4 75.3 65.2 125.5 

1974 
(44,400) 

114.0 
88.4 
30.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries :for 1974 indicates that the change between values :for the 2 years was statist':'cally significant at the 95 percent 
coni'idence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence o£ asterisks on 1974 data re:flects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. figures in parentheses 
refer to nlDDber o£ households in the group. 

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

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-12 20-:24 35-42 50-6!t 65 and over 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type o£ crime (12,000) (13,100) (290,800) (307,700) (274,900) (265,900) (252,400) (258,400) (178, (00) (180,100) 

Burglary 301.5 **190.3 177.1 188.6 158.8 172.0 136.4 *115.1 87.8 93.8 
Household larceny 135.1 197.7 168.1 172.7 155.8 *183.5 111.6 113.6 59.0 *79.6 
Motor vehicle theft 156.4 143.4 64.3 55.7 46.9 45.1 33.8 31.3 11.5 10.3 

NGrE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically-significant at the 95 percent 
coni'idence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent coni'idence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack o£ statistical significance for apparent change. figures in parentheses 
refer to number o£ households in the group. 

1Estimate, based on zero or en about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

• 

Less than $3.000 $3. 0Ci0-$].499 $7. 500-$9.999 $10.000-$1/ •• 999 $15.00~$24.999 $25.000 Or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 

(158,900) (127,900) 
1972 1974 

(106,800) (103,100) 
1972 1974 1972 1974 

(278,900) (279,100) 
1972 1974 

(139,200) (162,200) Type of crime (192,400) (199,100) (66.700) (90,700) 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

154.2 
87.1 
38.5 

139.8 
97-5 

**25.1 

142.7 
124.2 
39.6 

143.8 
121.5 
37.3 

177.4 
136.4 

52.4 

"*148.6 
150.3 

52.9 

136.9 
145.2 
45.4 

*166.5 
**168.7 

42.1 

148.8 
176.7 
44.0 

162.3 
190.0 
J.1,.2 

177.2 
158.5 
40.7 

153.6 
167.4 
31.3 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries 1:or 1974 indicates that the change between values 1:or the 2 years was statistically signi1:icant at the 95 percent cOofidence level; 
two asterisks ("*) denote change signi1:icant at the 90 percent coofidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no di1:1:erence between values 
recorded 1:or each year or the lack of statistical signi1:icance 1:or apparent change. figures in parentheses refer to numb"r of hoUseholds in the group; excludes 
data on households >lhose income level was not ascertained. 

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two--Three Four-F.ive Six or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (302,000) (316,100) (458,500) (474,000) (183,600) (179,200) (64,100) (55,900) 

Burglary 145.6 *123.9 140.3 *"'153·8 156.7 168.0 183.4 192.1 
Household larceny 70.8 *86.4 134.2 142.9 174.3 *205.6 266.8 292.3 
Motor vehicle theft 27.9 24.3 44.8 38.8 45.9 48.5 84.8 87.0 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values 1:or the 2 years was statistically signi1:icant at the' 95 percent 
cOofidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signi1:icant at the 90 percent coofidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no di1:ference between values recorded 1:or each year or the lack of statistical signi1:icance 1:or apparent change. figures in parentheses 
refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households tlhose number of persons >las not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
H~~sehold larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

l'JPe of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Hotor vehicle theft 

1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

CMned or being bought 
1972 1974 

(429,300) (428,800) 

136.5 
141.1 
33.9 

137.8 
**154.8 

35.7 

Rented 
1972 1974 

(578,900) (596,500) 

155.9 
123.4 
48.9 

157.3 
*137.2 
**40.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leval; two 
asterisks (*,,) denote char.ge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The 
absence Of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization,rates, by type of cnme 
and number of units in structure, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-nine 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(579.400) (562,900) (38.700) (40.500) (12,100) (15,100) (46,100) (51.900) (78.400) (82.700) 

150.7 150.9 164.7 205.0 152·3 122.5 168.1 149.7 115.7 *161.7 
144.3 *159.2 154.4 153·8 128.2 109.8 1t1.2 **156.0 111.4 115.9 
42.2 39.6 42.4 52.5 '71.5 '19.5 44.1 60.2 39.3 41.4 

Ten or mOre 
1972 ],974 

(238,600) (260,800) 

140.6 134.3 
103.1 **122.4 
42.4 *30.0 

lDTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the cha.t1ge between val!!.es for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values , 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures iII parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on 
households for which the IlllIIlber of units in structure was not ascertained. 

'Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 Or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of cr.lme 

Burglary 
Canpleted b:U'glary 
Attempted bu=glary 

Robbery 
Canpleted robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 eetablishments) 

1972 
(154,100) 

311.0 
222.'1 
88.3 
46.7 
35.5 
11.2 

1974 
(149,400) 

306.0 
225.0 
81.0 

*63.6 
42.8 

*20.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (;.) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years wal' 
statisticaill:' significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (,}J<) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data refiects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by characteristics of victimized establishments 

and type of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number of 
establishments Burgla~ Robber:,: 

Characteristic 1972 1974 19.72 1974 1972 1974 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 42,000 40,400 509.2 *432.1 94.5 *122.4 
Wholesale 8,300 9,900 236.2 **368.2 '16.4 '13.6 
Service 67.400 61,300 250.0 249.4 35.7 45.4 
other 36,400 37,800 212.5 246·7 18.6 42.9 

Gross annual receipts 
362.5 Less than $10,000 24,100 21,300 401·7 48.8 59.2 

$10,000-$24,999 23,300 22,900 344.2 290.8 52.5 55.0 
$25,000-$49.999 21,400 1'1,600 260.6 260.9 33.8 53.7 
$50,000-$99,999 20,900 23,800 365.8 *270.8 71.2 *45.4 
$100,000-$499,999 27,100 26,600 360.2 314·7 66.6 **98.1 
$500,000-$999,999 5,700 6,900 224.7 287·6 '0 '45.8 
$1,000,000 or more 11,200 13,500 286.3 297.7 48.2 100.3 
No sales 7,900 6,700 241.5 181.2 '11.6 '20.1 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 59,700 54,500 288.3 306.4 40.1 48.7 
4-7 25,200 24,900 328.3 307.4 69.9 90.4 
B-19 15,700 15,100 292.0 392.9 57.8 65.4 
20 or more 15,400 14,900 347.0 398.8 52.9 **142.0 
None 37,300 39,800 330.7 *235·0 35.2 36.2 

OOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two aster­
isks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data rei'lects either nO difference between values recorded for each 
year or the lack of statistical significance for epparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero Or on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 

Personal sector, all crimes 33.0 *30.3 

Crimes of violence 43.9 42.9 
Rape 45·7 36.1 

Completed rape 70.1 142.9 
Attempted rape 31.6 33.2 

Robbery 47.7 50.6 
Robbery with injury 63.6 65.7 

From serious assaUlt 68.6 74.5 
From minor assault 57.1 56.9 

Robbery without injury 40.2 45.0 
Assault 42·1 39.8 

Aggravated assault 52.1 47.6 
With injury 56.7 55.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 49.9 43.9 

Simple assault 33.9 33.9 
With injury 46.2 41.2 
Attempted assault Without weapon 30.1 31.7 

Crimes of theft 27·5 *24.1 
Personal larceny with contact 36.6 32.5 

Purse snatching 49.2 43.6 
Pocket picking 26.0 24./f 

Personal larceny Without contact 26.9 *23.5 
Household sector, all crimes 43.8 *40.9 

Burglary 53·2 51·4 
Forcible entry 74.9 75.1 
Unlawful entry Without force 44·8 42.9 
Attempted forcible entry 29.5 27·8 

Household larceny 25.1 **22.0 
Less than $50 13.1 13.8 
$50 or more 44·4 *36.9 
Am01.mt not available 115.9 112.0 
Attempted larceny 30.7 25.7 

Motor vehicle theft 68.8 70.8 
Complet~d theft 92.0 90.7 
Attempted theft 25.5 30.0 

Commercial sector', all crimes 72.5 72.5 
Burglary 70.8 69.7 
Robbery 84·3 86.3 

NOTE: One asterisk ('f) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years wafl statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two aster­
isks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each 
year or the la,:k of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1Estimate, based on zerQ or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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A dramatic increase in the assault rate, amounting 
to some 72 percent, highlighted the findings when 
1974 victimization rates for New York's residents, 
households, and business firms were compared with 
those for 1972. The rate for household larceny also 
was up, by 38 percent; that for personal larceny 
without contact rose also about 38 percent; and the 
rate for household burglary was 14 percent higher in 
1974 than in 1972. By contrast, the rate for 
commercial burglary dropped some 11 percent, a 
marginaIly significant decrease. The rate for commer­
cial robbery also appeared to decline, but the 
difference in rates for the 2 years was not statisticaIly 
significant. No significant change was recorded in the 
rates for rape, personal robbery, personal larceny 
with contact, or motor vehicle theft. 

The total number of victimizations from the 
crimes measured by the National Crime Survey 
program was 1,173,500 in 1972 and 1,311,200 in 1974. 
Victimizations stemming from assault, personal 
larceny without contact, household larceny, and less 
conclusively, household burglary all were more 
numerous in 1974 than in 1972, whereas there was 
some indication that the opposite was true for those 
from commercial burglary. The number of incidents 
in which weapons were used was not significantly 
changed for rape or robbery, but there was a doubling 
in the number of armed assault incidents, which 
yielded a marginal increase in the total number of 
violent personal crimes committed with weapons. 

New Yorkers were more likely to have reported 
violent personal crime to the police in 1974 than in 
1972, notifying the authorities of 53 percent of all 
such victimizations in the former year, as compared 
with 45 percent in the latter. The upturn in reporting 
violent personal crime was attributable in large part 
to an increased tendency to report robberies, 
especially those involving injury. Rape, assault, and 
personal larceny were no more or less likely to' have 

been brought to the attention of law enforcement 
officials in 1974 than in 1972. Neither were the 
household or the commercial crimes, considered 
coIlectively or separately. 

Personal crimes 
Victimization rates for 1974 were not significantly 

different from those for 1972 for rape or robbery. 
Because of the large increase in the assault rate, 
however, the overaIl rate for violent personal crime 
rose by 7 points, from 36 per 1,000 residents age 12 
and over in 1972 to 43 per 1,000 in 1974. An increase 
in the overall rate was noted both for violent crimes in 
which the victim knew the offender and for those in 
which the parties were strangers. Whites and blacks 
both had a higher rate for violent personal crime in 
1974 than in 1972. The 1974 rate also was higher for 
men, but the indicated higher rate for women was not 
statistically significant. 

The rate for rape appeared to decline, but the 
difference between the rates for the 2 years was not 
statisticaIly significant. Nonetheless, there was some 
indication of a downturn in the rate for attempted 
rape. 

New Yorkers were no more or less likely to have 
been robbed in 1974 than in 1972. Black residents of 
the city, however, registered a higher rate for robbery 
with injury in 1974. 

The assault rate was up almost across the board. It 
rose from 11 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in 
1972 to 18 per 1,000 in 1974. For aggravated assault, 
the 1974 rate was about double that for 1972; for 
simple assault it was about 52 percent higher. Men 
and women, whites and blacks, and persons in most 
age, marital status, and income groups had a higher 
overaIl assault rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier. 
Moreover, the increase in rates was reflected both in 
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those assaults committed by persons who were known 
to the victims and in those in which they were not. 

Personal crimes of theft were up in 1974 over 
1972. The 1974 rates were higher among men and 
women, whites and blacks, and most other socioeco­
nomic groups under study. As the rates for personal 
larceny with contact (Le., purse snatching and pocket 
picking) were, by and large, not significantly changed, 
a higher 1974 rate for blacks being a notable 
exception, the upswing in the rate for personal crimes 
of theft stemmed mainly from an increase in those 
forms of personal theft involving no contact between 
victim and offender. Rates for these forms of personal 
theft-personal larceny without contact-were 
higher in 1974 than in 1972 for most of those segments 
of New York's population under study. 

Household cri mes 
The household burglary rate was up about 14 

percent, having risen from 68 per 1,000 households in 
1972 to n.per 1,000 in 1974. According to the data, 
higher rates in 1974 than 2 years earlier were indicated 
for almost all groups under study, but not all 
increases were statistically significant. Renters clearly 
were more apt to have been burglarized in 1974 than 
in 1972, and there was some indication that this also 
was true for households headed by whites. 

Household larceny was more commc:'n in New 
York in 1974 than in 1972: the victimization rate 
increased by some 38 percent. The rate was up in 
households headed by whites, as well as those headed 
by blacks, and it was higher among both homeowners 
and renters. Households of all sizes recorded higher 
1974 rates; only in households of six or more 
members was the rate not significantly higher. 

The motor vehicle theft rate for 1974 was not 
significantly changed from that for 1972, although 
there was some indication of a higher 1974 .rate for 
households headed by blacks. 

Commercial crimes 
The rate for commercial burglary dropped from 

328 per 1,000 establishments in 1972 to 291 per 1,000 
in 1974, a marginally significant decrease. For 
completed burglaries, the rate was clearly lower in 
1974 than 2 years earlier. Overall, the commercial 
burglary rate was down among wholesale and service 
firms. 

New York's business establishments were no more 
likely to have been robbed in 1974 than in 1972. There 
was some indication, however, that the city's retail 
businesses generally and all firms with four to seven 
paid employees had lower robbery rates in 1974. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Number and percent distribution 

of victimizations, by sector and type 
of crime, -1972 and 1974 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Number within sector all crimes 
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1'174 1972 1974 

All crimes 1,173,500 1,311,200 100.0 100.0 

Personal sector 51,3,900 *665,400 100.0 100.0 46.4 50·7 
Crimes of violence 221,,300 *263,200 41.2 39.5 19.1 20.1 

Rape 6,900 4,200 1.3 0.6 0.6 0.3 
Completed rape '1,200 '1,200 '0.2 '0.2 '0.1 '0.1 
Attempted rape 5,700 **3,100 1.1 0·4 0.4 0.2 

Robbery 151,500 146,800 27.S 22.1 12.9 11.2 
Ilobbery with injury 33,800 35,500 6.2 5.3 2.9 2·7 

From serious assault 18,800 21,400 3·4 3.2 1.6 1.6 
From minor assault 15,000 14,100 2.8 2.1 1.3 1.1 

Robbery without injury 117,700 111,300 21.6 16.7 10.0 8·4 
Assault 65,900 *112,100 12.1 16.9 5.6 8.6 

Aggravated assault 25,900 *52,700 4.8 7.9 2.2 4·0 
With injury 11,200 *19,800 2.1 3.0 1.0 1.5 
Attempted assault with 
~Ieapon 14,800 *32,900 2.7 4·9 1·3 2.5 

Simple assault 40,000 *59,400 7.4 8.9 3.4 4.5 
With i"jury 9,200 *15,200 1.7 2·3 0.8 1.2 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 30,800 *44,200 5.7 6.6 2.6 3.4 
Crimes of theft 319,700 *402,300 58.8 60.4 27.2 30.7 

Personal larceny with contact 92,300 90,800 17.0 13.6 7.9 6.9 
Purse snatching 1.7,900 45,900 8.8 6.9 4.1 3.5 
Pocket picking 44,500 44,900 8.2 6.7 3.8 3.4 

Personal larceny ~Iithout contact 227,400 *311,400 41.8 46.8 19.4 2~,8 

Total population age 12 and over 6,211,400 6,151,400 
Household sector 344,600 "395,700 100.0 100.0 29.4 30.2 

Burglary 184,100 **202,700 53.4 51.2 15·7 15.4 
Forcible entry 76,800 77,200 22.3 19.5 6.5 5.9 
Unlawful entry without force 49,400 53,400 14·3 13.5 4·2 4.1 
Attempted forcible entx'Y 57,900 *72,000 16.8 18.2 4·9 5.4 

Household larceny 90,300 *120,900 26.2 30.6 7·7 9.2 
Less than $50 42,700 48,600 12.4 12.3 2.8 3·7 
$50 or more 33,200 il57,600 9.6 14.6 2.8 4·4 
Amount not available 3,700 6,200 1.1 1.6 0.3 0.4 
Attempt ed larceny 10,800 8,500 3.1 2.1 0.9 0.6 

Motor vehicle theft 70,100 72,100 2O.~. 18.2 6.0 5.4 
Completed theft 50,400 46,600 11,.6 11.8 4·3 3.6 
Attempted theft 19,800 25,500 5.7 6.4 1·7 1.9 

Total number of households 2,702,300 2,618,200 
Commercial sector 285,000 250,100 100.0 100.0 21,.3 19.1 

Burglary 216,700 **185,800 76.0 74.3 18·4 14·2 
Completed burglary 159,100 '*129,200 55.8 51.7 13.6 9.9 
Attempted burglary 57,600 56,600 20.2 22.6 4.9 4·3 

Robbery 68,300 64,300 21,.0 25.7 5.8 4.9 
Completed robbery 51,800 47,600 18.2 19.0 4.1, 3.6 
Attempted robbery 16,600 16,700 5·8 6.7 1.4 1.3 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 661,000 638,500 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisks (*) next to numbers 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was sta.tistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif-
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injuq 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 
Simple :;-ssault 

With injury 

Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimizatior. rates for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and victim-offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per :).,000 resi.dent population age l.2 and over) 

Involving str~ers Involving nonstrangers 
r-.'urnber Rate Number 

1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

209,700 **232,300 33.8 *37.8 14.600 *30.900 2.4 
6,300 3,900 1.0 0.6 ~600 

' 300 iO.1 
~900 

' 900 ' 0.1 ' 0.1 ' 300 ' 300 ~~~~ 5,400 3,100 0.9 **0.4 ' 300 ' 0 
147,300 138,500 23.7 22.5 4,200 *8,300 0.7 
32,300 33,100 5.2 5.4 '1,500 ' 2,500 ' 0.2 
17,900 20,200 2.9 3.3 '900 ' 1,200 '0.1 
14,400 12,900 2·3 2.1 ' 600 '1,200 ' 0.1 

115,000 105,500 18.5 17.1 2,700 **5,800 0·4 
.56,100 *89,800 <l.0 *14.6 9,800 *22,300 1.6 
21,800 *40,900 3.5 *6.7 4,200 *11,800 0·7 
10,000 13,300 1.6 2.2 ' 1,200 6,600 3'0.2 

11,800 *27,600 1.9 *4·5 3,000 5,200 0.5 
34,300 *48,900 5.5 *8.0 5,700 *10,500 0.9 

8,000 11,900 1.3 1.9 1 1,200 3,300 0.2 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 26,300 *37,000 4·2 **6.0 4,500 7,200 0·7 

Rate 
1974 

*5.0 
(lZ~ 
(lZ 

iO.O 
**1.3 
'0.1.. 
iO.2 
'0.2 
*0.9 
*3·6 
*1.9 
1.1 

*0.9 
*1.7 
0.5 

1.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis­
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. Tne absence of asterisks on 
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

(Z) Less than 0.05 percent. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe.2r sample cases, is statistically unrelisble • 
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NEW YORK 

Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery I~ith injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Ass/iult 

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 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1972 
(6,211,400) 

36.1 
1.1 

'0.2 
0.9 

24·4 
5.4 
3.0 
2.4 

18.9 
10.6 
4·2 
1.8 
2.4 
6.4 
1.5 
5.0 

51.5 
14·9 
7·7 
7.2 

36.6 

1974 
(6,151,400) 

*42.8 
0·7 

'0.2 
*>0·4 
23.9 
5.8 
3.5 
2.3 

18.1 
*18.2 
*8.6 
*3.2 
*5.3 
*9.7 
*2.5 
*7·2 

*65.4 
14.8 

7.5 
7.3 

*50.6 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tw(;' asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population. 

'Estimate, based on zero or On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over I by type 

of crime and sex of victims, 
1972 and 1974 

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

Male Female 

Type of crime 
1972 

(2,838,200) 
1974 

(2,754,300 ) 
1972 

(3,373,200) 
1974 

(3,397,100) 

Grimes of violence 45·7 *56.7 28.0 31.5 
Rape '0.1 lO 2.0 1.2 

Completed rape '0 lO 10.3 '0.3 
Attempted rape '0.1 'O 1.6 0.9 

Robbery 32.2 34.3 l708 15.4 
Robbery with injury 7.3 7.5 3.9 4·4 
Robbery without 
injury 24.9 26.8 13.9 **11.0 

Assault 13.4 *22.4 8·3 *14.9 
Aggravated assault 5.9 *12.2 2.7 *5.7 
Simple assault 7.5 "10.2 5.6 *9.2 

Crimes of theft 46.8 *69.0 55·4 *62.5 
Personal larceny 
with contact 5.8 7.2 22.5 20.9 

Personal larceny 
without contact 41.0 "61.9 32.9 **41.5 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years I~as 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence levell two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks On 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreli;,ble. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

White Black other 
1972 1974 1972 1971, 1972 1974 

Type of crime (4,865,800) (4,655,100) (1,179,000) (1.309,300) (166,500) (H17,ooO) 

Crimes of 'violence 34.$ *40.2 42.6 *53.6 38.5 30.0 
Rape 1.2 '0.5 .' 1.1 '1.4 '0 '1.6 
Robbery 22.7 21.0 30.1 34.4 33.2 20.5 

Robbery ,lith injury 5.6 4.7 5·5 *10.3 '1.7 '1.5 
Robbery without injury 17·2 16.4 24.6 24.1 31.4 18.9 

Assault 10.6 *18.8 11·4 *17.8 '5.3 '8.0 
Aggravated assault 4.2 *8·3 4.6 *10.4 '1.8 '3.2 
Simple assault 6.5 *10.5 6.8 7.4 '3.5 '4.8 

Crimes of theft 54.8 *65·7 38.6 *65.7 44.1 56.6 
Personal larceny with contact 15.7 14.0 11.5 *16.7 '14.3 19.1 
Personal larceny without contact 39·1 *51.6 27.2 *49.0 29.8 37.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sholm because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change bet\-:een values for the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 perrent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects eithar no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

12-1~ 16-19 20-~ 2i-2!i 2H2 ~0-6!i 6:1 and over 
1972 1974 1972 1971, 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972. 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (479,600) (509,901) (480,200) (483,100) (641,800) (656,000) (1,177,600) (1,089,500) (1,342,400) (1,227,900) (1,223,100) (1,254,300) (866.600) (930.700) 

Crimes of violence 52.7 58.1 52.0 56.8 44.5 **55.7 41.1 *51·9 31.1 *40.4 28.9 31.9 23.Q 25.3 
P.ape '2.6 ' 1.8 '3.2 '1.3 '2.3 '2.3 '1.3 '0·3 '0.6 '0.5 '0.3 '0 '0 '0·3 
Robbery 33.0 36.5 27.0 24.9 28.4' 22.4 26.9 27.6 22·3 23.9 21.2 18.9 19.6 19.6 

Robber.f with 
injury 6.8 6.5 6.2 4.6 5.5 5·2 4·7 7·2 5·5 5.3 6.2 6.9 4·1 3.8 

Robbery without 
injury 26.2 30.0 20.7 20·4 23.0 17.2 22.2 20.4 16.8 18.6 15.0 11.9 15·5 15.8 

Assault 17.0 19.8 21.9 30.6 13.8 *30.9 13.0 *24.0 8.2 *15.9 7·5 *13·0 3·4 5.4 
Aggravated 
assault '4.5 6.6 7.5 *17.8 6.9 *15.0 5.2 *12·5 4·5 6.6 2.2 *5·2 '1.0 2.9 

Simple assault 12.6 13.2 14.4 12.8 6.9 *16.0 7.8 11·5 3.7 • *9.4 5·J, 7.8 12.4 '2.5 
Crimes of theft 26.1 *49.3 39.2 40·7 56·4 *79.8 64.7 *87.7 55.3 *72·3 55.7 **66.1 38.7 40·7 

Personal larceny 
with contact '5.0 7.2 11.8 6·4 12.1 14.4 11.0 14.5 16.0 12.8 20.8 19.9 19.2 19.5 

Personal larceny 
without contact 21.1 *42·1 27.4 34·3 44·3 *65.4 53.7 *73.2 39.3 *59.5 35.0 *46.2 19.5 21.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rour.ding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent cOnfidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data 
reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population 
in the group. 

l.Estimate, based on zero or t;:m about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable'. ~ 
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

Never married Married Widowed DiVOt~~g and §eQarated 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (1,844,900) (1,920,700) (3,372,900) (3,199,400) (548,100) (568,100) (406.700) (431,700) 

Crimes of violence 49·5 **56.2 27·2 *34·7 28·4 **20.0 57.0 **72.5 
Rape 2.3 1.6 _'0.4 ' 0.2 ' 0 ' 0 ' 3.6 '1.4 
Robbery 30.9 28.7 18.7 20.1 22.3 15.9 43.4 39.3 

Robbery with injury 6.6 5.4 3.8 5.2 5.3 
' 4.4 13.7 12.2 

Robbery without injury 24.3 23.4 14·9 15·0 17.0 11·5 29.6 27.1 
Assault 16.3 '*25.9 8.2 *14·4 6.1 ' 4.2 10.0 *31.9 

Aggravated assault 5.7 *11.9 3·6 *6.8 ' 2.1 '1.6 5.0 *1;.9 
Simple assault 10.7 13.9 4·6 *7.6 ' 4.0 ' 2.5 5.0 *16.0 

Crimes of theft 42.1 *57.5 55·5 *69.0 40.5 **53.1 78.6 93.5 
Personal larceny with contact 10.6 12.1 13.2 12.4 24.5 26.2 36.0 29.4 
Personal larceny without contact 31.5 *45·3 42·3 *56.6 16.0 *26.9 42.5 *64.1 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent. confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent COnfidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not ascer­
tained. 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

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

Less than $2,000 $2,OOO-$Z,499 $Z, ~00-$2,222 $10,000-$1i!,222 $1~,000-$~,222 $2~, 000 or mOre 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (461,600) (398,800) (1,575,700) (1,455,600) (794,900) (610,000) (1,361,900) (1,339,300) (873,200) (1,045,000) (304,400) (415,300) 

Crimes of violence 37.7 **51.8 39.0 **45.6 35.8 38.3 33·7 *44·4 37·3 43.8 31.2 *48.8 
Rape ' 0 ' 0.7 2.5 ' 1.0 1 0 ' 0.5 ' 1.1 

'
0.4 11.0 ' 0.3 ' 1.0 1 0.7 

Robbery 24.3 24·4 27.9 28.6 26.8 21.6 22.7 26.1 20.8 23.1 19.5 25.2 
llobbery with injury i4.5 7·6 5.8 7.4 8.1 6.0 5.4 5.4 3·4 5.1 ' 6.7 ';.0 
Robbery without injury 19.8 16.8 22.1 21.1 18.6 15.6 17·3 20.6 17.5 17.9 12.8 20.2 

Assault 13.4 *26.6 8.7 *15.9 9.0 *16.2 9.9 *17·9 15.5 20.4 10.7 *22.9 
Aggravated assault 5.6 *17.5 3.2 '*7.7 4.5 6.0 4·1 *8.4 4.0 *8.8 ' 5.9 10.8 
Simple assault 7.9 9.1 5.4 **8.2 4.5 *10.3 5·9 *9.6 11.5 11.7 ' 4.8 12.2 

Crimes of theft 37.4 *55.3 36.5 **49.0 46.9 *64.5 62·4 66.9 76.0 *87.9 88·7 96.5 
Personal larceny ,..,.th 

contact 18.3 **29.3 15.7 17·4 14.0 14.8 16.0 12.7 12.1 9.4 14.7 14.8 
Personal larceny without 

contact 19.1 26.1 20.8 *31.6 32.9 *49·7 46.4 **54·2 63·9 *78.4 74.1 81.7 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis­
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks On 
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance-for apparent change. Figures in parentheses re­
fer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained •. 

'Estimate, based on zero or On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and1974 

All incidents With weapon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Crimes of v:iolence 200,700 *227.700 108,200 **124,600 53·9 54.7 
Rape 6,400 3,600 3,300 2,100 51·3 57.7 
Robbery 134,900 127,000 83,000 78,300 61.5 61.7 

Robbery with injury 31,300 30,800 15,700 17,700 50·3 57.4 
Robbery without injury 103,600 96,200 67,300 qO,7oo 64.9 63.0 

Assault' 59,500 *97,000 21,900 *44,200 36.9 **45.5 
Aggravated assault 22,500 *44,200 21,900 *44,200 97·4 100.0 

With injury 10,200 *17,500 9,600 *17,500 94.1 100.0 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 12,400 *26,700 12,400 *26,700 100.0 100.0 
Simple assault 37,000 *52,900 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 
2 years was statistically sil;lnificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterJ.sks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical sig­
nificance for apparent change. 

'1 Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
Rapresents not applicable. 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Firearm Knife other !l:Pe unknown 
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Crimes of v:iolence 19.0 21.0 57.8 **51.7 20.2 21.2 3.0 *6.1 
Rape '16.5 '0 '66.9 '100.0 '16.5 '0 '0 '0 
Robbery 18.0 **24.2 62.9 58.8 16.3 12.7 '2.8 4.2 

Robbery with injury '10.4 15·4 58.2 56.4 25.8 20·4 '5.7 '7.8 
Robbery without injury 20.0 **26.8 64.1 59.6 13.8 10.4 '2.1 '3·1 

Aggravated assault 23.4 15.8 36.0 36.1 36.3 38.2 '4.2 9.9 
With injury '16.7 '9·7 27.5 23.8 49.8 53·9 '6.0 '12.6 
Attempted assault with 

weapon . 28.7 20.0 42.6 44.4 25·9 27.6 '2.8 '8.0 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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NEW YORK 

Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

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 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1972 
(2,702,300) 

1974 
(2,616,200) 

*77·4 
29.5 
20.4 

*27.5 
*46.2 
16.6 

*22.0 
2·4 
3·2 

27.5 
17.6 

**9.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either nO difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of househOlds. 
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White Black other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type of crime (2,10;1,300) (1,989,600) (520,700) (554,500) (72.300) 

Burglary 62.8 **70.4 92.4 105.8 47.5 
Household larceny 32·4 *45.7 36.2 *50·3 44·3 
Motor vehicle theft 28.1 27.5 19.7 **29·5 ~7·4 

1974 
(74.200) 

53·7 
~27.9 
'14.0 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next. to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years "as statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent cOnfidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance fOr apparent change. Figures in parentheses re­
fer to number of households in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero Dr on about 10 Dr fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-'34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
HOU3ehold larceny 
~fotor vehicle theft 

1972 
(14,400, 

'74.2 
'18.4 
'18.4 

1974 
(13,800) 

'109·8 
'17·9 

'0 

1972 
(755,100) 

76.5 
32.8 
33.9 

1974 
(692,700) 

*94.3 
*53.8 
37.7 

1972 
(707,500) 

82.9 
42.6 
31.7 

1974 
(649,100) 

89.7 
*65.9 
30.0 

1972 
(676,800) 

68.1 
36.8 
24·9 

1974 
(678,200) 

80.2 
44.1 
32.1 

1972 1974 
(548,500) (584.600) 

37·3 
18.7 
9.2 

39·7 
18·3 
8.1 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next. to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years "as statistically significant at the 95 percent conficence level; t"o 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either nO difference bet"een values recorded 
for each year Or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less thsn $~ ~, 000-$1,!.22 $1, ~00-$2,222 $10,000-$11:.222 $12,OOO-$~,222 $22.000 or mOre 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

197.2 
(286,000) 

52.2 
19.6 
'4.7 

1974 
(257,800) 

*91.9 
28.5 
'5.1 

1972 1974 1972 1974 
(755,300) (682,700) (346,000) (259,600) 

69.1 71.1 79.5 67.7 
17.9 *30.0 35.7 48.1 
12.9 17.2 29.8 27.0 

1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 
(537,200) (513,300) (313,200) (379,200) (109,500) (151,300) 

63.6 **77.9 81.3 88.4 84·4 91·7 
47.3 59.1 55.7 **72.7 52.6 44.9 
37.8 39.4 51.1 48·3 39.2 37.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the chsnge between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks On 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data On house­
holds whose income level was not ascertained. 

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

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

One 
1972 1974 

(744,800) (753,100) 

56.2 
15.0 
9.9 

68.5 
*23.5 
10.9 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Two--three 
1972 1974 

(1.290,800) (1,210.900) 

67.5 
32.0 
28.9 

72.5 
*40.6 
29.8 

Four-five 
1972 1974 

(532,500) (521,300} 

75.3 
53.3 
40·5 

**90.8 
*79.3 
3.9.4 

Six or more 
1972 1974 

(134,200) (131,900) 

111.9 
70.5 
29.2 

121.2 
94.5 

**55.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entrj.es for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signii'icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses re­
fer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons waS not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or being bought 
1972 1974 

(626,500) (662,700) 

SO.5 
62.1 
33·1 

83·3 
*82.7 
33.8 

Rented 
1972 1974 

(2,075,800) (1,955,500) 

64.4 
24·8 
23.8 

*75.4 
*33.8 

25.4 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;two aster­
isks (~"*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each 
year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parenthe­
ses refer to number of households in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and number of units in structure, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-nine 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(359,700) (339,800) (412,500) (421,700) (127,600) (130,200) (79,200) (73,400) (195,300) (179,100) 

71.9 **93·1 60.6 53.0 71.2 87·3 97.1 79.6 69.3 83.2 
61.3 *104.1 50.3 *71.0 43·4 36.6 '20.2 39.4 22.9 -42.5 
32.0 30.6 36.9 39.4 20.9 38.6 33.9 '17.7 27.1 30.1 

Ten or more 
1972 1974 

(1,453,900) (1.419,700) 

67.2 *78.2 
22.5 27.3 
21.1 22.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically s:igtrl.£icant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either nO difference between values recorded 
for each year Or the lack of statistical signifcance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households 
for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

lInclud"s data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample _cases, is statisticallY unreliaple • 
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NEW YORK 

Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1972 
(661,000) 

327·8 
240·7 

87·1 
103·3 
78.3 
25·0 

1974 
(638,500) 

**291.0 
·'202.3 

88.6 
100.7 
74.5 
26.2 

NOm: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (-'*) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either nO difference betl1een values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical 
significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of business 
establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by characteristics of victimized establishments 

and type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number of 
establishments Burglar::: Robber::: 

Characteristic 1972 1974 1972 1974 19'12 1974 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 200,700 186,300 429.3 41,0.3 211.9 **188.0 
Wholesale 85,200 91,000 291.4 *217.4 40.1 37.9 
Service 251,500 251,000 291.6 *224.0 55.7 67.6 
Other 123,700 110,200 261.8 251.8 67·7 80.6 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 64,000 62,600 348.0 426.9 113·4 **132.8 
$10,000-$24,999 78,200 65,300 327.0 388·3 147.1 **103.7 
$25,000-$49,999 77,700 64,600 370.7 *226.3 91.5 79.3 
$50,000-$99,999 103,100 86,700 308·7 315.4 121·3 124.7 
$100,000-$499,999 122,400 119,700 381.4 **293.8 102.8 100.2 
$500,000-$999,999 49,600 43,900 295.4 **178.9 128.0 109.1 
$1,000,000 or mOre 87,600 89,700 262.2 268.1 81.9 123·7 
No sales 24,700 27,300 212.8 216.4 '14.4 '25·8 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 249,300 240,600 266.0 264·1 92.2 87·4 
4-7 113,800 116,600 370.6 *219.8 107.7 *73.1 
!!-19 88, sao 81,400 412.4 **302·7 129.4 125.0 
20 Or more 80,200 70,600 409.6 426.2 117·0 149.8 
None 124,600 128,100 303.9 326.9 96.0 109.4 

NOm: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two aster-
isks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either nO difference betl1een values recorded for each 
year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 

Personal sector, all crimes :37·8 39.9 
Crimes of violence 45·4 *52.7 

Rape 61.0 64.8 
Completed rape '75.0 '74.6 
Attempted rape 57.9 '61.0 

Robbery 46.5 *56.4 
Robbery with injury 50.4 *70.4 

From serious assault 57.7 *"71.8 
From minor assault 41.0 *68.3 

Robbery without injury 45.4 **51.9 
Assault 41.2 47·4 

Aggravated assault 56.6 56·4 
With injury 73·4 71·4 
Attempted assault with weapon 43.8 47.4 

Simple assault 31.2 39.5 
With injury 45.4 53·3 
Attempted a9sault without weapon 27·0 34.8 

Crimes of theft 32.5 31·4 
Personal larceny with contact 36.6 36.2 

Purse snatching 43·5 42.4 
Pocket picking 29.1 29.8 

Personal larceny without contact 30.8 30.1 
Household sector, all crimes 48.8 47.5 

Burglary 51.5 51.2 
Forcible entry 70.8 73.3 
Unlawful entry without force 52.3 49.6 
Attempted forcible entry 25·4 28.8 

Household larceny 24·2 27·0 
Less than $50 15.4 9·7 
$50 or more 38.2 42·4 
Amount not available '7·1 '16.8 
Attempted larceny '21.6 '28.8 

Motor vehicle theft 73.2 71.7 
Completed i;heft 91·4 95.1. 
Attempted theft 26.4 28.2 

Commercial sector, all crimes 79.8 70.2 
Burglary 78.8 68.6 
Robbery 83.1 74·7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two aster­
isks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
ast~risks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each 
year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

I Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Philadelphia residents experienced substantially 
lower victimization rates in 1974 than in 1972 for 
violent personal crimes, for personal crimes of theft, 
and for such household offenses as burglary and 
motor vehicle'theft. Less conclusive was the indicated 
decrease in the rate at which the city's businesses were 
robbed. Only commercial burglary, of the specific 
,crimes measured by the National ,Crime Survey 
program, appeared to have a higher victimization rate 
in 1974 than 2 years earlier, but the increase was not 
statistically significant. 

Associated with the decline in victimization rates 
~or most of the measured crimes was a decrease in the 
number of victimizations incurred by Philadelphia's 
residents, households, and business establishments, 
from 426,300 in 1972 to 367,100 in 1974. A major 
reduction of about 24 percent was recorded in the 
number of violent personal victimizations (Le., rape, 
personal robbery, and assault). Personal crimes of 
theft were down about 12 percent, and household 
offenses also declined by some 12 percent. 

Philadelphians notified the police of their expe­
riences with the measured crimes in about the same 
proportion in 1974 as in 1972. In 1972, the police were 
informed about 36 percent of the personal crimes, 46 
percent of the household crimes, and 78 percent of the 
commercial crimes. The corresponding proportions in 
1974 were 35 percent, 46 percent, and 72 percent. 

Personal crimes 
The overall rate for violent personal crime was 

down 23 percent in 1974, compared with 1972, with 
reductions in rates both for those offenses in which 
the victim and offender were strangers to one another 
and for those in which they were not. Philadelphians 
were no more or less likely in 1974 than in 1972 to 

have been the victims of rape, but they were less apt to 
have been robbed or assaulted. The rate for robbery 
was lower by 26 percent and that for assault was down 
20 percent. Males and females, as well as whites and 
blacks, all experienced a declining rate for violent 
personal crime. Lower rates in 1974 also were noted 
for persons under age 25 and, less certainly, for those 
in the 25-34 and 50-64 age groups. In addition, they 
were common to married persons, to those who had 
never been married, and, less conclusively, to those 
who were divorced or separated. . 

In conjunction with the downturn in the number 
of violent victimizations, there was a decrease in the 
number of violent crimes in which weapons were 
used, from 36,800 in 1972 to 28,300 in 1974, a decline 
of 23 percent. However, there was no significant 
change in! the proportion of all violent crimes 
involving the use of a weapon or in the type of 
weapon used in the commission of armed offenses. 

The decline in the robbery rate reflected decreases 
in the rates for those robberies with and without 
injury. Whites and blacks both had a lower overall 
robbery rate in 1974 than in 1972, and the same was 
true for males; the apparent decrease in the rate for 
women was statistically insignificant. Each age group 
also experienced an apparent reduction in rates, 
although the differences between the 1972 and 1974 
rates were not always significant. Clearly, however, 
those persons under age 20 and those 65 or older had 
lower rates in 1974 than 2 years earlier. For the latter, 
the decrease amounted to about 35 percent. 

Lower rates in 1974 than in 1972 for both the 
aggravated and simple forms of assault provided the 
base for the decline in the overall assault rate. Blacks 
clearly were less likely to have been assaulted in 1974, 
but the evidence was less conclusive with respect to 
whites. Males and females both shared in the decline 
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in the overall rate. Ostensible decreases in rates were 
registered by persons of all ages except those 65 or 
over, but only those for persons under age 25 were 
statistically significant. Possibly related to age was the 
decline noted in the assault rate for those individuals 
who had never been married. 

As the victimization rate for personal larceny with 
contact (Le., purse snatching and pocket picking) was 
not significantly changed, the I I percent decrease in 
the rate for personal crimes of theft resulted mainly 
from a lower rate in 1974 for personal larceny without 
contact. The downward turn in the overall personal 
larceny rate was not as widely shared among the 
groups under study as was that for violent personal 
crime. Rates that were clearly lower in 1974 than in 
1972 were indicated for whites, women, persons age 
50-64, those who were married, and those in the less 
than $3,000 and in the $10,000-$15,000 annual income 
brackets. Less certain were the reductions noted for 
men, persons age 20-24 and 35-49, the widowed, and 
those with annual family incomes of between $3,000 
and $7,500. 

Household crimes 
Primarily as a result of decreases in rates for 

forcible entry and attempted forcible entry, the 
overall household burglary rate declined by some 16 
percent, from 109 per 1,000 households in 1972 to 91 
in 1974. It was down in households headed by whites, 
as well as those headed by blacks, and among both 
homeowners and renters. 

The 1974 victimization rate for household larceny 
was not significantly changed from that for 1972. 
Nonetheless, there was some indication that the rate 
for larcenies involving losses valued at less than $50 
was lower in 1974 than in 1972. Black households 
clearly had a lower overall household larceny rate in 
1974 than in 1972; on the other hand, white 

households were no less likely to have been victimized 
in 1974 than 2 years earlier. A marginally significant 
decrease was noted for renters, but the rate among 
homeowners remained about the same. 

For mCltor vehicle theft, the rate fell from 42 per 
1,000 households in 1972 to 36 per 1,000 in 1974, a 16 
percent decline. Households headed by blacks 
registered a 26 percent reduction, but the apparent 
decline in the rate for households headed by whites 
was not statistically significant. Although there was 
some indication of a decrease in the rate among 
renters, no significant change in the rate among 
homeowners was indicated. 

Commercial crimes 
The apparent increase in the commercial burglary 

rate for 1974 over 1972 was not statistically signifi­
cant, although the rate for attempted burglary rose 
from 124 per 1,000 business establishments in 1972 to 
162 per 1,000 in 1974, a marginally significant 
increase. Higher rates in 1974 than in 1972 were 
definitely indicated for firms with gross annual 
receipts of less than $10,000 and for those with no 
paid employees. Wholesale firms had a lower burglary 
rate in 1974 than 2 y~ars earlier. 

The marginally significant decrease in the com­
mercial robbery rate reflected a clear-cut drop in the 
rate for attempted robberies. Although the rate for 
completed robberies also appeared to decline, the 
decrease was not statistically significant. Firms with 4-
19 employees clearly had lower robbery rates in 1974 
than in 1972, as did those with gross annual receipts 
of between $100,000 and $500,000; less certain was 
the indicated decline in the rate for those establish­
ments with :!:~:!ipts in the $50,000-$100,000 range. 
Retail stores had a lower robbery rate in 1974 than 2 
years earlier. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Number and percent distribution 

'. of victimizations, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Number within sector all crimes 
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(;. All crimes 426,300 367,100 100.0 100.0 

Personal sector 234,700 *195,900 100.0 100.0 55.1 53.4 
Crimes Of violence 93,600 *71,600 39.9 36.5 22.0 19.4 

Ii Rape 1,900 1,900 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.5 

~ Completed rape '300 600 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.2 
Attempted rape 1,700 1,300 0.7 0.6 0.4 0.3 

fi Robbery 41,800 *30,300 17·8 1.5.4 9.8 8.3 

I-
Robbery with injury 11,900 *8,100 5.1 4.1 2.8 2.2 

From serious assault 6,200 **4,600 2.6 2·4 1.4 1.3 
From minor assault 5,700 *3,500 2.4 1.8 1.3 0.9 

Robbery without injury 29,900 *22,200 12.8 11.3 7.0 6.1 
Assault 49,900 *39,400 21.3 20.1 11.7 10.7 

"' Aggravated assault 21 .. 900 *19,800 10.6 10.1 5.8 5·4 
'~ With injury 10,500 **8,300 4·4 4·3 2.4 2.3 

I 
Attempted assault with 

6.1 weapon 14,400 *11,400 5.8 3.4 3.1 
Simple assault 25,000 *19,600 10.6 10.0 5.9 5.3 

With injury 6,200 **4,500 2.6 2·3 1.4 1.2 
Attempted assault dthout 

ie weapon 18,800 *15,200 8.0 7·7 4.4 4.1 
Crimes of theft 141,000 *124,300 60.1 63·4 33.1 33.9 

Personal larceny with contact 20,300 18,200 8.6 9.3 4.8 5.0 
Purse snatching 9,500 8,900 4.1 4·5 2.2 2.4 
Pocket picking 10,800 9,400 4.6 4.8 2.5 2.5 

Personal larceny without 
contact 120,800 *106,100 51.1, 54.2 28.3 28.9 

Total population age 12 and over 1,486,100 1,1,67,100 
Household sector 146,700 *128,900 100.0 100.0 34·4 35.1 

Burglary 67,000 *56,100 45.7 43·5 15.7 15.3 ',. Forcible entry 30,600 *25,200 20.9 19.6 7.2 6.9 
Unlawful entry without force 15,000 13,500 10.2 10.4 3.5 3.7 
Attempted forcible entry 21,400 *17,1,00 11,.6 13.5 5.0 1,.8 

Household larceny 53,500 50,900 36.5 39.4 12.6 13.9 
Less than $50 33,300 30,000 22.7 23·2 7.8 8.2 
$50 Or more 14,400 16,000 9.8 12.4 3.4 4.4 
Amount not avallable 1,300 1,600 0.9 l.2 0·3 0.4 
Attempted larceny 4,500 **3,300 3.1 2.5 1.1 0.9 

M..ltor vahicle theft 26,100 *21,900 17.8 17·0 6.1 6.0 
Completed theft 16,200 11,,600 11.1 11.4 3.8 4.0 • Attempted theft 9,900 *7,300 6.7 ,·7 2.3 2.0 

Total tIUIIlber of households 616,000 6t6,400 
COlll1\ercial sector 44,900 42,300 100.0 100.0 10.5 11.5 

Burglary 34,600 34,000 no 80.4 8.1 9·3 
Completed burglary 23,600 20,900 52.4 49·3 5.5 5.7 
Attempted burglary 11,000 13,100 24.6 31.0 2.6 3.6 

Robbery 10,300 *8,300 23.0 19.6 2·4 2·3 
Completed robbery 7,700 *6,600 17.2 15.6 1.8 1.8 
Attempted robbery 2,600 *1,700 5.8 4.0 0.6 0.4 

• Total tIUIIlber of commercial 
I, establiehments 88,700 81,100 

mTE: DetaU may not add t(l total shown because of rOUilding. One asterisk (*) next to numbers 
for 1974 indicates t~,at the change between values for the 2 (-ears was statistically sig-
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks **) denote change significant 
at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 dsta reflects either 
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signifi-
cance £01' apparent change. 
Represents not applicable. 

1 Estimate, baaed on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and victim-offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Involving strangers Involving nonstrang3rs 
Number Rate Number 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes of violence 77,400 *62,400 52.1 *42·6 16,300 *9,200 10.9 
Rape 1,500 1,600 1.0 1.1 ' 500 '300 ' 0.3 

Completed rape '200 '500 '0.1 '0.3 '100 '100 ('Z) 
Attempted rape 1,300 1,100. 0.9 0.7 '400 '200 '0.3 

Robbery J8,9oo *29,200 26.2 *19.9 3,000 *1,100 2.0 
Robbery with injury 10,BOO *7,600 7.3 *5.2 1,100 ' 500 0.7 

From serious assault 5,500 4,200 3.7 2.9 700 '400 0.5 
From cinor assault 5,300 *3,300 3.6 *2.3 '400 '100 '0.3 

Robbery without injury 28,100 *21,600 18.9 *14.7 1,900 *600 1.3 
Assault 37,100 *31,700 24.9 *21.6 12,BOO ""1,700 8.6 

Aggravated assault 19,100 **15,700 12.9 **10.7 5,800 **4,000 3·9 
,lith injury 7,200 6,500 4.8 4·4 3,400 *1,800 2.3 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 12,000 *9,200 8.1 *6.3 2,400 2,200 1.6 

Simple assault 17,900 16,000 12.1 10.9 7,100 *3,700 4.8 
With injury 3,800 3,200 2.6 2.2 2,400 *1,300 1.6 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 14,100 12,BOO 9.5 8.7 4,700 *2,400 3·1 

Rate 
1974 

*6.2 
'0.2 
'0.1 
' 0.1 
*0.8 
'0.4 
'0.3 
'0.1 
"0.4 
*5.2 
*2·7 
*1.2 

1.5 
*2.5 

**0·9 

*1.6 

NOTE: retail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis­
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

(Z) Less than 0.05 percent. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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PHILADELPHIA 

Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple £\Ssaul t 
With injury 
Attempted assaul' without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1972 
(1,486,100) 

63.0 
1.3 

'0.2 
1.1 

28.1 
8.0 
4.2 
3·8 

20.1 
33.6 
16.8 
7.1 
9·7 

16.8 
4.2 

12.7 
94·9 
13.6 
6.4 
7·2 

81.3 

1974 
(1,467,100) 

*48.8 
1.3 
0·4 
0.9 

*20·7 
*5.5 
3.2 

*2.4 
*15.1 
*26.8 
*13.5 
**5·7 
**7.8 
*13.4 
**3.0 
*10.3 
*84·7 

12.4 
6.0 
6.4 

*72.3 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absenc'J of asterisks on 1974 data 
reflects either no (u.t"ference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population. 

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

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime and ~ex of victims, 
1972 and 1974 

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

Male Female 
1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (672,500) (654,900) (813,700) (812,200) 

Crimes of violence 93·4 *72.0 37.9 *30.1 
Rape '0 '0 2·4 2.3 

Completed rape '0 '0 '0·3 0.8 
Attempted rape '0 '0 2.1 1.6 

Robbery 45.1 *31.8 14.1 11.7 
Robbery with injury 11.7 *7.9 4.9 3.6 
Robbery without injury 33.4 *23.9 9.2 8.1 

Assault 48.2 *40.2 21.5 *16.0 
Aggravated assault 27.6 **22.9 7.8 **5.9 
Simple assault 20.7 17·4 13.6 *10.2 

Crimes of theft 100.9 **92.0 90.0 *78.9 
Personal larceny with 

contact 9.0 **6.8 1705 17·0 
Personal larceny ~Iithout 

contact 91.9 85.2 72.5 *62.0 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data 
reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in 
the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

White Black other 

Type of crime 
1972 

(1,003,200 ) 
1974 1972 

(971,600) (469,400) 
1974 1972 1974 

(481,200) (13,400) (14,300) 

Crimes of violence 50.7 *41.0 88.2 *64.9 103.7 '37.0 
Rape 1.0 '0.6 2.0 2.7 '0 '0 
Robbery 20.4 *14.8 43.8 *32·5 58.8 '23.2 

Robbery with injury 6.1 *3.8 11.8 9.0 '19.9 '4.5 
Robbery without injury 14.4 *11.0 32.0 *23.4 '38.9 '18.7 

Assault 29.3 **25.6 42.4 *29.7 44.9 '13.8 
Aggravated assault 12.2 11·5 26.6 *17.6 '14.8 '9.3 
Simple assault 17.1 **14.1 15.7 **12.2 '30.1 '4.5 

Crimes of theft 96.9 *80.9 91.1 92.6 BJ·5 81.7 
Personal larceny with contact 11.6 9.9 18.0 17.3 '9.9 '18·7 
Personal larceny without contact 85.2 *70.9 73·1 75.4 73.6 63.1 

IDTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between velues recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance ror apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

12-12 16-19 2O-g!, 22-111 22-119 20-611 62 and over 
1972 1974 1972 1974 19"/2 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (142,600) (140,400) (130,600) (134,100) (151,500) (153,800) (235,900) (231,000) (290,100) (270,900) (318,700) (313,700) (216.800) (223.200) 

Crimes of violence 108.7 *71.9 13:;'.2 94.0 93.8 *73.3 70.2 **57.6 41.2 35.5 38.0 **31.1 28.7 22·3 
Rape '2.4 '2.5 '3.6 '1.0 '3.1 '3.6 '1.4 2·9 10.5 '0.3 '0.6 '0.4 '0 1() 
Robbery 47·3 *30.2 41.2 *27.8 27.3 26.3 28.7 20.7 21.6 **16.3 24.8 **19.1 21.3 *14.0 

Robbery with injury 9.0 **4.3 8.8 6.0 7·2 7.4 7·1 4·8 7.9 5·1 7·7 6.3 9.0 **4.8 
Robbery without 
injury 38.3 *25.9 32·4 **21.8 20.1 19.0 21·7 **15.9 13·7 11.1 17.0 12.8 12.4 9.2 

Assault 59.1 *39.3 86.4 *65.2 63.4 *43·4 40.0 33·9 19.1 18.9 12.6 11.6. 7.4 8.3 
Aggravated assault 27.8 20.2 59.5 *42·0 30.9 *19.6 16.6 16.1 9.0 7·3 4.1 5·; 3.0 3.9 
Simple assault 31.3 **19.1 26.9 23.2 32.5 **23.9 23.4 17.8 10.1 11.6 8.4 6.1 4.3 4.5 

Crimes of theft 56.3 60·7 90·7 87.2 137.1 **117·2 139.7 128.8 106.4 **93·5 81.4 *66.3 49.2 45.6 
Person;). larceny 
with contact 6.1 4.4 5.6 7·4 8.3 12.6 11.6 11.9 14.8 *8.5 15·5 15.6 25.0 21.0 

Personal larceny 
without contact 50.2 56.4 85.1 79.8 128.7 *104.5 128.1 116.9 91.6 85.0 65.8 *50.7 24·3 24.6 

IDTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 _lliicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent ~onfidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded .for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

1Estimate. based on zero or on about 10 or .fewer sample cases, is statistically unreUable. 
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 

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

• 

Never married l'.arried Widowed Divorced and sellarated 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (479,100) (493,500) (741,500) (700,100) (147,600) (147,::."':» (112,9QO) (121,600) 

Crimes of violence 103.5 *75·9 39.8 *31·3 30.8 26.2 84.0 **66.4 
Rape 2.5 2.1 '0·4 '0.5 '0 10.5 '3.5 '3·9 
Robbery 39.9 *30.1 19.0 *13·4 22.6 *13.5 43·9 **31.6 

Robbery with injury 9.6 **6.6 5·4 3.9 8.7 4.9 17·3 10.9 
Robbery without injury 30.3 *23.5 13.6 *9.5 14.0 8.5 26.6 20.7 

Assault 61.2 *43·7 20.3 17.4 8.2 12.3 36.6 30.8 
Aggravated assault 33.7 *24.6 9.1 7.2 '1.8 6·4 14·9 12.8 
Simple assault 27·4 *19.1 11.2 10.2 6.4 5.9 21.6 18.1 

Crimes of theft 89.6 90.2 99.1 *83.0 67.4 **53.9 126.1 107·5 
Personal larceny with contact 11.4 11.6 10.2 9.5 26.6 21.2 28.1 22.0 
Personal larceny without contact 78.2 78.5 88.9 *73·4 40.7 32·7 98.0 85·5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next. to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 
years Was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence 
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif­
icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not ascer­
tained. 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

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

Less than $2,000 $3,000-$1,422 $1, ;;OCJ..$2, 222 $10, 000-$1!t, 222 $1~, OOO-$~, 222 $22,000 or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (157,900) (134,600) (366,500) (355,200) (189,900) (161,500) (359,700) (352,300) (207,900) (251,300) (38,900) (59,200) 

Crimes of vi alence 72.6 64.4 80.0 *60.6 64.6 **51.5 53.3 *42.0 47.0 39.9 47.6 48.3 
Rape '3.0 '3.4 11.1 11.6 11.8 11.3 10.4 11.0 '1.3 10.8 10 11.1 
Robbery 38.2 **27.2 36.1 *28.4 30.7 26.4 23.3 *16.3 15.0 13.7 27.6 **13.5 

Robbery with injury 11.2 9.4 11.9 *7.3 9.9 8.2 5.4 **3.1 12.9 2.9 11.8 '3.3 
Robbery without injury 27.0 **17.8 24.1 21.2 20.8 18.1 17·9 **13.0 12.1 10·9 25.8 **10.1 

Assault 31.4 33.8 42.8 *30.6 32.1 **23.9 29.6 24.7 30.8 25.4 20.0 33.7 
Aggrava .. ed assault 14.2 19.5 24.7 *14.9 12.1 14.4 15.1 12.6 13.4 12.2 '5.2 19.0 
Simple assault 17.2 14·4 18.1 15.6 20.0 *9.5 14.6 12.1 17.5 13.1 114.9 24·7 

Crime s of theft 89.1 *69.1 83.3 **74.1 100.1 92.7 101.7 *84.1 102.5 102.0 127.8 104.7 
Personal larceny with 
contact 25.4 23·1 18.2 15.6 14.0 15.2 7·7 8.4 6.7 8.2 '8.5 16.8 

Personal larceny without 
contact 63.7 *45.9 65.1 58.4 86.1 7705 93.9 *75.7 95.8 93.8 119.4 97.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to t.:rl;al shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent cornfidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either nO difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical Significance for apparent change. figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and1974 

All. incidents With weaEon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Crimes of violence 79,400 ;*60,000 36,800 *28,300 46.4 47.2 
Rape 1,900 1,800 2500 2500 227.9 228.2 
Robbery 36,200 *25,600 17,500 *12,700 48.4 

Robbery with injury 11,000 *7,300 4,600 3,700 42.0 
Robbery without injury 25,200 *18,300 12,900 *9,000 51.2 

Assault1 41,300 *32,600 18,800 *15,100 45.5 
Aggravated assault 19,700 *15,700 18,800 *15,100 95.7 

With injury 9,000 **6,900 8,200 **6,300 90.6 
Attempted assault 
with weapon 10,600 **8,800 10,600 **8,800 100.0 

Simple assault 21,700 *17,000 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 
percent confidence leval. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the 
lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes data on simple assault, wl>ich by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Represents not applicable. 

49.7 
50.4 
49.4 
46.3 
96.3 
91.6 

100.0 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Firearm Knife other !.YEe unknown 
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Crimes of violence 29.0 27.0 32.4 36.7 34.1 31.5 4.4 
Rape '24.5 '28.6 62.3 '7·4 ~o '0 '13.2 
Robbery 31.8 30.6 35.0 **43.0 26.8 21.2 6.3 

Robbery with injury 14.4 15.0 31.1 43.4 44.8 34.0 '9.7 
Robbery withcmt injury 37.9 37.7 36.4 42.8 20.5 15.4 5.1 

Aggravated assault 26.4 23.7 29.3 30.1 41.9 41.5 '2.4 
With injury 14.3 13.7 28.3 30.4 54.3 53.9 '3·1 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 35.9 31.6 30.0 29.9 32.2 32.6 '1.9 

1974 

4.8 
'0 

5.1 
'7.5 
'4.1 
4.7 

'3.1 

'5.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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PHILADELPHIA 

Table'11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

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 
Canpleted theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1972 
(616,000) 

108.8 
49.7 
24.4 
34.8 
86.9 
54.0 
23.4 
2.2 
7.4 

42.4 
26.4 
16.0 

1974 
(616,400) 

*<]1.0 
*40.9 
21.8 

*28.3 
82.5 

**48.6 
26.0 
2.6 

""5.3 
*35.6 
23.7 

*11.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rm:nding. One I\sterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence leval. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households. 
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White Black other 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 

Type of crime (417,500) (409,600) (193,300) (201,100) (5,300) 

Burglary 83.2 *71.3 163 •. 2 *131.3 147.3 
Household larceny 87.5 87.8 85.9 *71.4 '79.6 
Mot or vehicle theft 36.6 32.9 55.4 *41.0 123.4 

1974 
(5,700) 

'94.1 
'95·7 
'32.1 

NC7rE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statisticBlly significant at the 95 percent 
confidence leval; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 perc'mt Confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
either no difference between values recorded £"1' each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. figures in parentheses 
refer to number of households in the group. 

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

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-:2!i, 25- 49 ~0-6!i, 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

6~ and OVer 
1972 1974 

Type of crime (6,300) (6,100) (153,000) (153,500) (149,200) (142,500) (176,400) (174,200) (131,100) (140,200) 

Burglary 150.3 164.2 175.6 *131.7 111.8 104.0 83.5 74.9 59.6 50.2 
Household larceny '85.9 166.7 128.9 119.6 117.5 109.8 65.5 63.8 32.0 38.2 
Motor vehicle theft '49.2 '19.3 57.1 47.0 56.9 51.8 39.8 **31.0 11.8 13.0 

NorE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence leval. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticBlly unreliable. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974 

(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 $25, 000 or more 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (99,900) (87,700) (163,500) (162,200) (76,300) (65,300) (128,500) (131,100) -(66,400)(84,300) (12,100) (18,400) 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Hotor vehicle theft 

114.8 
52.3 
14.2 

107.7 
42.6 
14.7 

107.0 
81.9 
37.2 

*88.4 
**67·8 
*22.9 

131.3 
101.2 
55.1 

*90.3 
86.6 

**39.,3 

102.4 
104.4 
51.4 

*81.1 
102.5 
49.7 

100.6 
94.1 
56.1 

92.2 
*128.8 

51.1 

87.2 
107.3 
91.3 

128.5 
**161.3 

99.2 

tIDTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lad: of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on household, 
whose income was not ascertained. 

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six or mere 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Type of crime (153,000) (160,300) (284,700) (284,200) (125,600) (122,400) (52,700) (49,300) 

Burglary 115.1 *96.8 106.3 *80.1 109.1 98·5 103.7 117·3 
Household larceny 38.4 30.9 75.1 71.8 140.4 134.3 164.1 183.8 
Motor vehicle theft 21.7 19.0 43.6 **35.3 59.9 49.? 54.1 57.2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
canfidence leval; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent cOl'.fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects 
eilner no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses 
refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
HousehOld larc",'1/( 
Motor vehicle theft 

1972 and 1974 
(Rate per 1,000 househOlds) 

CMned or being bought 
1972 1974 

(377,900) (374,700) 

89.5 
88.1 
43.8 

*78.1 
88.6 
38.0 

1972 
(238,200) 

139.6 
85.0 
40.0 

Rented 
1974 

(241,700) 

*111.1 
**73.0 
**31.7 

NorE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 ~ndicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically Significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote char>.ge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The 
absence of asterisks an 1974 data reflects either no difference between values re­
corded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
figures in parentheses refer to number of househOlds in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and number of units in structure, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-nine 
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

(417,300) (419,900) (57,700) (58,300) (27,500) (26,100) (11,600) (11,100) (26,200) (24,400) 

97.4 *80.8 117·4 96·7 213.9 *121.0 131.2 142.A 121.3 **163.7 
91.6 90.8 70.3 67.4 83.2 70.6 95.8 55.8 71.3 57·7 
42.8 38.2 41.6 *20.1 41.0 38.4 2 33 .. 2 237.9 24.0 37.6 

Ten or more 
1972 1974 

(58.500) (60.CJ?O) 

113.9 103.3 
72.5 67.2 
54·7 *31.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for 6dch year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households i"l the group; excludes data on house­
holds for \'Ihich the number of units in structure was not asc\lrtained. 

'Includes dsta on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer. sample cases. is statistically unrelisble. 
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PHILADElPHIA 

Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Ccmpleted burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Ccmpleted robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1972 
(88,700) 

390.1 
265.7 
124.4 
116.3 
87.0 
29.3 

1974 
(81,100) 

419.4 
257.4 

**162.0 
**102.5 

81.4 
*21.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent ohange Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by characteristics of victimized establishments 

and type of crime, 1972 and 1974 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number 
of establishments Burg!arl Robber:/: 

Characteristic 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 

Kind of establishment 
Ratail 32,300 29,400 492.7 519.7 234.2 *178.1, 
Wholesale 6,000 7,300 499.6 *248.0 '45.3 93·7 
Service 36,200 31,800 306.9 425.5 41.6 46.1 
other 14.200 12,600 323.2 269.6 68.8 72·7 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 19,000 15,100 283.8 *545.8 79.2 112.6 
$10,000-$24,999 13,600 12,.300 393.0 461.1 104·4 80.6 
$25,000-$49,999 11,300 10,500 4'72.6 329.7 152.0 133.5 
$50,000-$99,999 10,600 10,900 447.0 416.6 163.2 **121.3 
$100,000-$499,999 11,800 12,400 461.3 415.6 183.0 *100.4 
$500,000-$999,999 2,900 3,000 570.5 395.7 1 $4.3 189.0 
$1,000,000 or more 5,800 6,100 359.1 421.4 92.8 137.2 
No sales 6,200 2,200 425.2 385.5 '22.1 '38.1 

Avarage number of paid employes 
1-3 28,600 26,900 410.9 380.1 122.8 128.3 
4-7 12,700 11,500 469.0 414.3 153.5 *101.0 
8-19 9,000 8,000 489.4 431.9 208.6 *119.9 
20 or more 7,300 7,200 451.5 500.2 93.2 116.6 
None 30,800 27,500 297.3 *436.1 74.3 69.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

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

Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1972 and 1974 

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 

Personal sector, all crimes 35.7 35.1 
Crimes of violence 46·9 48.8 

Rape 54.6 72.0 
Canpleted rape '48.0 167.7 
At tempted rape 55·7 74.0 

Robbery 50.2 51.8 
Robbery >Ii th inJury 63.6 56.4 

Fran serious ~ ~3ault 69.7 58.4 
Fran minor assault 56.9 53.9 

Robbery >Ii thout injury 114.9 50.2 
Assault 43.8 45.4 

Aggravated assault 51.2 55.0 
With injury 58.5 *71.1 
Attempted assault >lith weapon 45.8 43.3 

Simple assault 36.3 35.8 
With injury 53.7 47.8 
Attempted assault >lithout weapon 30·7 ;2.3 

Crimes of theft 28.3 27.1 
Personal larceny >lith contact 39·0 32.2 

Purse snatching 43.7 34.8 
Pocket picking 34.8 29.6 

Personal larceny \;ithout contact 26.5 26.3 
Household sector, all crimes 45.7 45.9 

Burglary 55.4 57.7 
Forcible entry 78.0 73.2 
Unlawful entry without force 43.9 47-6 
Attempted forcible entry 31.0 *43.2 

Household larceny 22.1 23.8 
Less than $50 11.4 13.6 
$50 or more 45.6 45.8 
ftmount not available 127·4 119.4 
Attempted larceny 24.7 111.0 

Motor vehicle theft 69.4 67.3 
Canpleted theft 92.2 89.6 
Attempted theft 32.0 **22.6 

Commercial sector, all crimes 77.8 72.0 
Burglary 74·7 68.4 
Robbery 88.3 86.4 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the chal'.ge between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The 
absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX I 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

For each of the two rounds of household surveys, 
a basic screen questionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a 
crime incident report (Form NCS-4) were used to 
elicit information on the relevant crimes committed 
against the household 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; individual 
screening questions were asked of all members age 12 
and over. However, a knowledgeable adult member of 
the household served as a proxy respondent for 12-
and I3-year-olds, incapacitated persons, and individ­
uals absent during the interviewing period. 

Once the screening process was completed, the 
interviewer obtained details of each revealed incident. 
Form NCS-4 included questions concerning the 

extent of economic loss or injury, characteristics of 
offenders, whether or not the police were notified, and 
other pertinent details. 

In the commercial survey, basically comparable 
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence of 
burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain details 
concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101 contained 
separate ~ections for screening and gathering informa­
tion on the characteristics of business places, on the 
one hand, and for eliciting data on the relevant 
crimes, on the other. 

With certain minor exceptions that did not affect 
the comparability of resnlts covered in this report, the 
questionnaires used in the first and second rounds of 
the household and commercial surveys were identical. 
Facsimiles of the forms used in the first round of 
surveys appeared in Criminal Victimization Surveys 
in the Nation's Five Largest Cities, April 1975. The 
questionnaires used in the 1975 surveys are repro­
duced on the following pages. 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved' 0 M B No 41·1\266\ .. , 
'OR" HCS-3 and NCS-l NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law (public 
10-3-' •. Law 93-83). All Identifiable In(ormation will be used only by persons engaged In 

and for the putp(lses of the survey, Dnd may not be disclosed or released to others 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF' COMMERCE 
for any purpose. 

SOC1A\. ,,-HO ECONOMIC 5T "TlST1CS "'O,,",UilSTRATION Control number 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

ACTING AS COL.L.ECTING ACENT FOR THE 
LA.W.ENFORCEMENT AUISTA.""CE AOMINIS1'RATION 

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY PSU : Serial : Panel iHH : Segment 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , 

FORM HCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE , , , , 
FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1. Int.rviewer identification 6. Tonuro (cc 7) 
Code : Name @) 1 0 Owned or being bought 

I 2 0 Rented for cash I 
@) , _ 0 No cash rent , 

2. Record of interview 
: Date compieted 

7. Typo of living quarto .. (cc il) 
Line number of household Housing Unit 
respondent (cc 8) I @) 1 0 House, apartment, flat I 

I 20 HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc. 
@ I 

I 30 HU - Permanent in transient hotel, moteL etc. 

3. Reason for noninterview (cc 26d) 

'D""'"':~r 50 Mobile h e trailer 
TYPE A (enter leuon and laco) 

6 0 ~ not sp ci ie :;ve - Describe 7 
@ 

~Reason 
1 0 No one home 
20 Temporarily absent - Return date 

~Ol$; V' 
- 0 Refused 
40 Other Occ. - Specify \) '0 Qu rt at HU in rooming or boarding house 

.. Raco of head 

A ~~ 
60 Unit permanent in transient hotel, motel. etc • 

@ 'OWhite \90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
2oNegro '.' 0 Not specified above - Describe 7 
-0 Other ). 
TYPE B 

~,\)'.J 8. Number of housing units in structure ecc 23) @> I 0 Vacant - Re 
2 0 Vacant - St • HH furn tur . (@) , 0 i 5 0 5-9 

- 0 Temporarily u by pers n w URE 20 2 6010 or more 
40 Unfit or to be de s d -0 3 70 Mobile home or trailer 
50 Under construct' o ready 404 a 0 Only OTHER units 
6 0 Converted to temp ry business or storage 

~ ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
9. (Othor than the ••• busin ... ) does anyone in this household B 0 Permit granted, construction not started 

operate a buain5u from this address? 
• 0 Other - Specify 7 @ 10No 

20 Yes.- What kind of buslno .. is thaI? -, 

TYPE C 

@ 1 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
2 0 Demolished 10. Family incomo (cc 2~) 
a 0 House or trailer moved @ 10 Under SI.OOO aD $7.soo to 9.999 
40 Outside segment 20$1.000 to 1.999 • 0 10,000 to 11.999 
50 Converted to permanent business or storage _ 0 2.000 to 2.999 'a 012.000 to 14.999 
6 o Merged 40 3.000 to 3.999 It 0 15.000 to i9.999 
7 0 Condemned 5 0 4.000 to 4.999 12020.000 to 24.999 
8 0 Buiit after April I .• 1970 60 5.000 to 5.999 13 0 25.000 and over 
• 0 Other - Specify] 7 0 6.000 to 1.499 

11. Household membo .. 12 yoars 

TYPE Z 
01 ago and OVER] 

Int.rvi ew not obtained for '1 (ill) Total number 
Line number 12. Hous.hold mombe .. UNDER 

@) 12 yoars of ag. 7 

@) NOTE: Comp/e!e @) Total number 

@) /4-21 for each line ooNone 
nUl)1ber listed 13. Crim. Incid.nt Roports flII.cI 7 

@ 
4. HaufOhold status @) Total number 

@) t 0 Same household as las( enumeration ooNone 
2 0 Replacement household since last enu',leration 
_ 0 Previous noninterview or not in sample before CENSUS USE ONLY 

5. Spoclal ploc. typo cod. (ce 6c) @ @) ® @ 
.@ 

N 
C 
S 

3 

a 
n 
Ii 

4 
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92 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

""'1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS \".' ,""" .•.• 

14. NAME 15. 
(01 household TYPE OF 

16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23. What I. tho hl,hut 
LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE :ORIGIN SEX ~~~~~S =~~~:I(~~~eh~!:'e~:~I" 

24. 

1_--:r,:;es:,:p,:;on;,;;d,:;en",I)'---1'NTERVIEW NO. ~~AH~USEHOLO ;f;iH' STATUS : MEMBER 'ttended! 
Old you 
complet. 
thatyearl 

KEYER - BEGIN 
NEW RECORO (cc B) (CC 9b) 

OAY , 
(cc 13) (cc 14) (cc 15) '(cc 16) (ccI7) (CC 1B) (ccI9) icc 20) 

Last @ @) @).: 
'0 Per.-Se)l-resp_ , o Head 10M. 'OW.: 10M ,OVes 000 Never attended 

r.F"i'-''-t -----1' DTel.-Self-resp. 
30 Per.-Proxy 

'0 Wife 01 head 
'Dawn child 

-- 20Wd. 'oN'&.I-- 'OF 'oNo 
300. 300t.1 

or kindergarten 
__ Elementary (01-0B) 

__ H.S. (09-12) 

, [JVes 

'ONo 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

_ 0 Tel.- Proxy _ [J Other relative 

s D NI-FIII 16-21 5 c: Non-relative 

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

250. Did you live in this house on April I, 1970? 

S ' 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check /tem B 20 No 

b. Where did you live on April I, 1970? (Stato, foreign country, 
U.S. possession, etc.) 

State. etc. County 

_oSep. : 
S[]NM , __ College (21-26+) 

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks? 
@ , 0 Ye~ No - When did you lost work? 

27. 

@) 

20 Less than 5 years ago-SKIPto 280 
305 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 
4 0 Never worked 

Is thoro any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK? 

30 Temporary illness 
Going to school ' 

1 0 No Y'~D Already has a job 

~ Other - Specify 
c. Old you live Inside the limits of a city, town, village, .tc.? "'1 

1 0 No 2 0 Yes - Name of city, town, village, etc,)!! h"' ... :::;.-....~ __ --;~4,:-:---;;-~ ..... S::=:=:==::::::;========1 

~
1IG\);p; WhO~~U, (lastY work? (Name of company, 

I I I I I I /"\ Vb siness, r an at/on or other employer) 

d. Were you in the Armed Forees on April I, 1970? ,/'\, \ \\ "r---<,--------------------I 
<§) I 0 Yes 20 No \ \.~~. @ ~ Never worked - SKIP to 29 

CHECK" Is this person 16 years old ~r? \ ~ \\ 1\- b. What kind 01 buslne .. or industry is this? (For example: TV 
ITEM B., 0 No - SKIP to 29 q '1\\s,\ \ \'\). i/ and radio mfg., retail shoe store, Slate Labor Depl., farm) 

260. Whot were you doing mOS[~T W'EE~~O i"~9' V (§ I I I I 
keeping house, going to 5 h 0 or someth n e, c. Wore you _ 

@Y 10 Working - SKIP 102 Unabl t Wor -SKIP t026d @ lOAn omploree 01 0 PRIVATE company, busin .. s or 
20 With a lob but not at war Retire indlvidua for wages, salary or commissions? 

30 Looking for work Other - Specify, 20 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Fed.rol, State, county, 
40 Keep,ng house or loco I)? . 

sO Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 2Ba) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, prole"ionol 
practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work at 011 LAST WEEK, not counting work 
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH, 
ask about unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many haurs? __ - SKIP to 2Bo 

c. Did you have 0 job Or business from which you were 
temporarily absent or on loyall LAST WEEK? 

1 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

4 0 Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily buslne" or lorm? 

d. What kind 01 work Were you doing? (For example: eleclrlcal 
engfneer, stock clerk, typist, former) 

@ I I I I 
e. What were your most Important activities or duties? (For 

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

Notes 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



I. 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

I HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS I 
29~ How I'd like to ask some question$ about ICJYes - HowmJny 

crime. They refer only to the last 12 months - : IIm", , 
between ___ I. 197_end ___ I 197_.:nNe 

During the Icnt 12 months, did anyone break ' 
inlo or somehow illegally get into your I 

(opartment "home), garage, or another building J 

on your propC'Ity? I 

30. (Other than the ineldent(.) ju.t mentioned) 
Did you find a door jimmied, a lock 'forced, 
or any other .Ign. ef on ATTEMPTED 
break in? 

31. We. anything at all .tolen that I. kept 
outside your home, or happened to be left 
out, such as a bicycle, a garden hose, or 
lawn furniture? (other than any incidents 
already mentioned) 

10 Yes - How mlny 
: - limn? 

~DNo 
I , 
~ 

,[] Yes - How "".y 
I limn? 

:CJNO , , , ---, 
I 

32. Old anyone toke .omethlng belonging 
to you or to ooy memb~r of this household, 
from a place where you or they were 
temporarily stoying, such as a friend's or 
relative's home, a hotol or motel, or 
a vacation home? 

33. What waS the total number of motor 
vehicles (cars, truch, etc.) owned by 
you or any other member of this household 
during the last 12 months? 

34. Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or use 
(it/ony of them) without permission? 

35. Did anyone steal or TRY to steal port 
of Otlany of them), such as a battery, 
hubcaps, tope.deck, etc.? 

j 1-; Yes-How mJny 
~ ---. limn? 

~ L~' NO 
I 

:@) 
o r~ 1 None-

,. SKIP 1036 

IL]I 
z [J 2 
3 rJ3 
4 C14 or more 

I C] Yes - How many 
I IImasr 

iONe 

: [J Yes- HoW mlny 
I tlmn? 
I[JNe 
I 

·1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I /~ 
36. The following qut'Stions refer only to things : 0 Yes - How man), 46. Did you find anYj e~. n e that someone 

that happened to yeu during tho 10.t12 month.-. tim .. ' ATT~EED to .t Iso .thlng that 
, belong d you? (at er than any Incidents 

betw.en ___ l.197_ond ___ I 197_,'ONo ~_\\Olre.odY e tl0,6ned) 
Did you haye your (pocket picked/purse ; 
snatched)? : __ _ 

'[]ye._How m •• y 
: ~ limes? 

IONo 
I 
I 
I 
I ---

37. Did anyone toke something {else} directly i o~~es _ owt\.y 1:YOU co~~olice during the last 12 1 

fr~m you by u~ing force, such as by 0 : - ~s onths to, report something that ha,ppen1!d : 
stickup, mugging Or threat? I 0 ~ to au which you thought wa .. c '""nme? J 

A! 0 policneo~:~~:!n~~~ ;h~l~n~ld:~tt: ;:: : 

k--,---~-----=:--~~ \~ ~ ~ ~~:~-~~~::r:::J have lust told me about.) 1 

38. ~:~h~~~~e~eln~Rt! ~:rr;by~::~( y ,'~~e/:rcc\SfB~'t\,.J:yes -'::.'7,.y 0 No - SKIP 10 48 ! 
any incidents already men' ne : No 0 Yes - What happened? : 

, I 
I , 
, I 

I ----- ------------------------------,,'~IT] 
39. Did onyone beat you up, attock you or hit 

you with something, such as a rock or bottle? 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) 

40. Were you Icnjf~d, shot at, or attacked with 
some other weapon by anyone at all? (other 
than any incidents already mentioned) 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some 
other weapon, NOT including telephone 
threats? (other than any incidents already 
mentioned) 

42. Did anyone TRY to attock you in some 
other wo)'? (other than any incidents already 
mentioned) 

~DYes - How m'ny ~ 
; tlmn? -----------------: 

:ONe ~ I _______________________ 1 

I I 
I I 
I 

IT] 
IT] 

i C1 Yes - How many 
f tlmas1 

Look at 47. Was HH member : 0 yes-How min), 
I tim's? 

I 

iO NO 
, , , 
10 Yes - How m'ny 
I tim .. ? 
I 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 

: 0 Yes - How m'n), 
1 tlmas? 
I 

[n NO 
I 
I 
I 

CHECK 
ITEM C 

12 + attacked ar threatened. ar 
was something stalen or an 
attempt made ta steal something 
that belonged 10 him? 

48. Old anything happen to you during tho lost 
12 months which you thought was a crime, 
but did NOT report to the police? (other 
than any incidents already mentioned) 

o No - SKIP 10 Check /lem E 

DYes - What happened? 

I 
I 

lONe 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

43. During the lou 12 months, did anyone steal : 0 Yes - How many 
things that belonged to you from inside any car I IImts? 

!@)IT] 
-----------------------------i ITJ 

or truck, such as packages or clothing? : 0 No 
I 

404. Was anything stolen from you while you 
were away from home, for instance at work, in 
a theater or restaurant, or while traveling? 

045. (Other than any incidents. you've alreody 
mentioned) was onythlng (else) at all 
.tolen from you during the la.t 12 month.? 

I 
I 

: 0 Yes - How man)' 
I tlma.f , 
:ONO 
I 
I , 
I ---

~ 0 Yes - How min), 
I IIm •• 1 , 
IONo , 
I 
I 
I 

CHECK 
ITEM 0 

CHECK 
ITEM E 

Pale 3 

Look at 48. Was HH member 
12;. attacked or threatened, ar 
was samething stalen or an 
attempt made ta steal something 
that belonged to him? 

I CD 
:0 Yes-H,"w many 
I tlmlt? 
I 
lONe 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Da any or the screen questions contain an)' entries 
ror "How many times?" 
o No - Inlerview next HH member. 

End interview if last respondent. 
and fi /I item 13 on cover. 

DYes - F i /I Crime Incident Reports. 
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94 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS • 
I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 

14. 15. 16. 17. lB. 19. 200. :20b. 21. 22. 23. Whall, Ihe hlghesl 24. 

NAME TYPE OF LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE 'ORIGIN SEX ARMEO grade (or year) of regular Old 10U 
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS , FORCES school you have eve, campi ate 

HEAD BIRTH· , MEItOER attended? Ih~tylat'l 

KEYER - BEGIN DAY 
, 

NEW RECORD (ct 5) Icc 9b) ICC 13) Icc 14) Icc 15) i{cc 16) {cc 171 (cc 18) Icc 19) ICC 20) 

Last @) @ @ @ @ @ 
, 

@l @) (§) @) , , • 
10 Per.-Selfofesp. 'OHead 'OM. 'OW. " 'lJM ,DYes 00 D Never attended , elYes 
• 0 Tel.-Self·resp. • 0 Wile of head 'OWd. 'ONeg.i __ 'LJ F 'ONo or kindergarten 

'DNa -- -- __ Elemenlary (Ol-08) 
First 30 Per.- Pro,y 'OOwn child 3[]O. 3001. i 

4DTel.-Proxy 40 Other relative -OSep. 
, __ H.S. (O9-12) , 

sO NI- FII/16-21 sO Non<elatlve ·ONM , __ College (21-26t) 

CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hovt' you been looking fer work during the pOIt .4 weeks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ , 0 Yes No - \'/hen did you 10,1 work? . 

DYes - SKIP to Check /tem 8 DNa 20 L.ss than 5 years ago- SKIPto 280 

250. Did you live in thi' hou,e on April 1. 1970? 
305 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B ·ONo 
40 Never worked 

27. Is there any reolon why you could "oHoke a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.r. did you livo on April 1. 1970? (State. foreign counlry. @ ,DNa Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

U.S. possossion, etc.) 30 Temporary illness 

State. etc. County 40 Going to schoo) 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, otc.? 
5 0 Other - Speci(y'jl 

@) IONo .0 Yes - />.lome o( city. town. viI/age. etc., ./\ 
280. For wham did ~1\~~ work? (Nome o( company. 

@ I I I I I I bUS~. orgoni o· : other employer) 

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

, DYe. ·oNo ~ x 0 'N,e~r worked ~ to 36 

CHECK. Is this pe'son 16 years old or older? A I~" .:~:' ..... , ".'''' ;. .M.' ". """" " ITEM BONo - SKIP to 36 0 Yes nd radio ., retail shoe store, Stote Lobor Dept., form) 

U •• ,~ ..... , ••• '" ~ .... em "" -(.~ 05 I I I 
'M,'" ..... , ,.,.," " ... " .. 't~ .... . ere you -S ' 0 Working - SKIP to 280 6 0 a e to work P t ~d @ lOAn emplor. of a PRIVATE company. bu,in ... or 
20 With a Job but not at work 7 0 et~( individua for woges, salary or commissions? 

30 Looking for work ~ 0 h - peci(y .0 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Fed.ral. Stat •• county. 
40 Keeping house ..A or local)? 

50 Going to school Armeav=~~ SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.in .... prof ... ionol 

b. Old you do any work 01 all w.,EK. not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the house? (Note; If r or. business operator in HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family bu,ln ... or form? 

@) 
ask about unpaid Work.) d. Whol kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
oONo Yes - How n,any hou,.? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer. stock Clerk, typist. farmer) 

c. Did you have a job or business from which you were @ I I I I 
temporarily ab •• nt or on layoll LAST WEEK? e. What were your most important activities or .duties? (For 

@ ,DNa .0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing. keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

• 

• 
T INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 

36. The following quo.tion. rofer only to Ihlng' that I 0 Yes ... How min, 46. Did you find any evidence thot someon~ I 0 Yes - How mlny 
happened to you during the lost 12 month .. - : tlmts? ATTEMPTED 10 .teol something that I tim .. ? 

b.,w •• n __ l. 197_ and __ • 197_. Did ,ONo belonged to you? (other than any IONo 

you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? 
, 

incidents already mentioned) .' , 
37. Did anyone toke .omething (.1 .. ) directly . : 0 Yes - How runy 

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

from you by using force, such as by a stickup, I tlmn1 something that happened to you which you thought was a 

mugging ar threat? i
ONO crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.ing forc. I 0 Yes - How mlny 
S concerning the Incidents you have lust told me about.) 

~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any I tim .. ? Dyes - What happened? 
incidents already mentioned) iO NO 

• 
39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you DYes - How min), [I] with something, such as a rock or bottle? tlmllf 

(other than any incidents already mentioned) ONo t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12 t:O H 
40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with DYes - How mJn), 

CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-I Yes - tI~~17'ny 
some other weapon by anyone at all? (other tlm.s? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to ;0 No 

than ony Incidents already mentioned) ONo steal something that belonged to him?, , • 
41. Did anyone THREATEN to b.at you up or DYes - Hew mlny 48. Did onythlng happen to you during Ihe lo.t 12 month. which 

THR EATEN you with a knife. gun. or some DNa tlmosl ~ you thought wa, a crime. but did NOT report 10 the police? 
other weapon, NOT including telophone threats? :IJ (other than any Incidents already mentioned) 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

42. Did anyone TRY 10 attock you In .ome I 0 Yes - HoW many =ij 0 yes - What happened? 
other way? (other than any Incidents : tim,,? 
olroady mentioned) ,ONo 

43. During the la.t 12 month •• did anyone .teal : 0 Yes - How many 
t Look at ~B - Was HH member 12 + , 0 Yes How mant 

things that bolonged to you from insido any cor 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. ! tim .. ? 

iONO 
tim .. ? ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

or truck, such as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?' 
44. Was anything stal.n from you while JOu wltre : 0 Yes - How many 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from homo, for Instance at wo , in a I tim"? 
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? 'ONo CHECKt for "How many times?" 

45. (Dthor than ony Incidents you'vo already ; 0 Yes - How mlny ITEM E 0 No - Interview nexI HH member. End interview 
monlionod) Wa. anything (.Ise) at all .t.l.n I tim"? if lost respondent. and (ill item 13 on cover. 
from you during Ihe la.t 12 month.? iON" DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports: 

.. Pace ... 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

'~ . < ; 'J PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS r ,: , "" '" " 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23. What I. the hlgh"t 24. 
HAME TYPE OF UHE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE 'ORIGIN SEX ARMED grade (or year) of regular 

sehool you have ever 
Old you 

FORCES complete 
attended? 

!-__ .;.' __ -!IHTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS , 
HEAD ~k'VH' : MEMBER Ihal),ear1 

KEYER - BEGIN 
HEW RECORD (cc 6) (cc 9b) (cc 13) (cc 14) (cc 15) :(CC 16) (cc 17) (cc 16) (cCI9) (cc 20) 

Last (@) @@ @@)@)! (§) @ ® @) 
'0 Per.-Self.esp. 

1--------1 2 OTel.-Self.esp. 
'OHead 'OM. 'OW. I 10M 10Yes 00 ONever attended 

or kindergarten 
10Yes 

__ 20Wifeofhead __ 20Wd. 20Neg.: __ 20F 20No 
__ Elementary (01-06) 

20No 
First 30 Per.- proxy 

40 Tel. - Proxy 
50 NI-Fur 16-21 

__ H.S. (09-12) 
__ College (21-26t) 

,Dawn child 300. 3001'., 
40 Othe"elallve 4 0 Sep. : 
sO N"" .. lalive sO NM ' 

26d. Have you beon looking for work during the past 4 weeks? 
CHECK 
ITEM A 

Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (80x I marked) 
o Yes. - SKIP to Check /tem 8 0 No 

2Sa. Did you live In this hauso on April I, 1970? 

€BJ ' 0 Yes"" SKIP to Check Item 8 2 0 No 

@ I 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you lost work? 
20 Less than 5 years ago- SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
40 Never worked 

b. Wh.r. did you liv. on April I, 1970? (Stat., far.lgn country, 
U.S. passelS ion, etc.) 

27. I. thoro any roasan why you could na!lako a job LAST WEEK? 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you live In sid. the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
t 0 No 20 Yes - Name of city. town, ViI/age. etc'

1 

@) to No Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 
3D Temporary illness 

,,/,) 40 Going to school 

\ ~ • 0 Other - SpeclfY7 

1 1 1 I lib s, ess, arganl a . n r other employer) 
280. ~whom dida~pa.t); work? (Nome of company. 

d. Wer. you In th~ Armed Forcos on April 1, 1970? ,; ~ 
® t 0 Yes 20 No \ ~ x O't{e~,(,).orked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK" I. this person 16 years old or older? r\ r\,' What kh~('of buslne .. or Industry is thi.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B." 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Yes,/"\.\ \ \ I A ond radio mfg., retail shoe stare, State Labor Dept., farm) 

260. Whot .... r. you doing most 01 LAST WEEK _ (W:~ki ~"\ \ os 'I 1 1 1 
keeping house, going to school) o"~som thing els ? \,\ c. Were you _ 

~ '0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 6 no e to wor~ @ to An .mploroo of a PRIVATE company, bu.lno .. or 
20 With a job but not at work 7 D ~~~c indlvldua for wages, salary or commissions? 
30 Looking for work (2;0 !h~- eCifYi! 20 A GOVERNMENT omployo. (Fedoral, Stat., county, 
40 Keeping house • A or local)? 

• 0 Going to school Arme~rces, SKIP to 280) 3 0 SEL~-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.ine .. , profo .. lonol 
practlco or farm? 

b. Old you do any work at all ,~:EK' not counting work 0 W k WI HOU P . • 
around the hOUle? (Note: If rro business operotor;n HH. 4 or Ing T T AY In family business or farm? 
ask abcut unpaid work.) d. What kind of work wor' you doing? (For example; electrical 

@ 00 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engi!,eer, stock clerk. tYPist, farmer) 

c. Old you have a lob or business from which you were 
temporarily absont or on layoll LAST WEEK? 

@ 1 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Bo 

@) 
e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For 

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

3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 
". 

36. The following questions r.fer only to things thot 10 Yes - How many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone 10 Yes - How mlny 
happon.d to you during tho lalt 12 month. _ IIm .. l ATTEMPTED to Iteal somothing that , IIm .. l 

~:~wh:;. your1ip~~~-;;PI:k~d/pur~.':~atch·.d~;d 0 No ~:~?d::t: ~I:':d~ ~:~;i~~:a,B any ! 0 No __ 

37. Did anyone take somothing (.Iso) directly 0 47. Did you call tho police during the last 12 months to r.port 
. ,from you by uling force, such a~ by a stickup, Yes - n:~lrny something that happened to you which you thought was a 

mugging or threat? 0 No crime? (Do not count any calli made to the police 
1-;:::-::-:-:'.:.......:......---:=::-:--;--""7-"'7---:.----+=----=-=-=-I1'Q5'i\ concerning the incidents you have just told me about.) 
38. Old anyano TRY to rob you by using foreo 0 Ves - How .... ny =±j~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 

or throatoning to harm you? (oth.r than any ,0 No ":~ 0 Yes _ What happoned? ____________ _ 
1-=:~I~ne~i-d-.n-t-s-.~lr~o-a-dy~m-o-nt-i-on-o-d-)~--~~----~ ____ ~~~~~ 
39. Did anyone boot you up, attack you .r hit you 10 Yes - How mlny -- II ---------------------

with lomothing, such 01 a rock or bottle? I tlm .. '--l...-J 
(othor than any Incid.nts alroady montlanod) ,0 No t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12 + : DYes _ Ho" min 

1-40;;:-'.-;;W:-.-r.-y-au""7k'''ni:';fe.!.d',-s'h-07't -at:-,-o-r-a~,,:-a:"'c;-ko-d~w-;:It'h-'---:'!-:O=-Y~-H~==--t CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-, IIm .. l y 
lomo other weapon by anyone at all? (other I es - U:sr

ny 
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 

than any incidonts already montionod) : 0 No __ steal something that belonged to him?: __ 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or , 0 Yes _ How "any 48. Old anything happen to you during the last 12 months which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or somo : ON IImnl tOs9' you thought wos a crlm., but did NOT roport to tho police? 
oth.r weapon, HOT including t.l.phon. throats?: a ~ (oth.r than any incld.nts alr.ady montionod) 
(othor than ony incldonts already montlonod), .-U 0 No - SKIP to Check Item E 

1-4::2:"'.-;D:-:I-;d-a-n-yo-n-o"'T=R-::Y-:t-o-a~tt:-a-c'k-y-o-u-:i-n-.-o-m-o-------'':O=Y-e-.---:Il'ow= .... =ny-tiliH 0 Yes - What happonod? 
othor way? (othor than any incidonts : 11 .... 1 
alroady montian.d) ,0 No 

h I h d d I 

'

LOOk at 48 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yes - How mlny 
"3. During t east 12 mont I, i anyone Itea I 0 Yes - How many CHECK attacked Dr threatened. Dr was some .. 1 limn? 

things that bolongod to you from Inside any car : ONo IIm .. l ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to :ONO 
or truck, luch as packag .. or clothing? steal something that belongod to him?' 

..w. Wat; anything Itolen from you whll. you were 
away from home, for inltance at work, in a 
theater or reltaurant, or while traveling? 

45. (Oth.r thon any incidents you've already 
montlonod) Wal anything (01 .. ) at all stol.n 
from you durinG the 10 It 12 months? 

1 0 Yes - How lI\IIIy 
, 11 .... 1 
10No 

! 0 Yes - ~~~franr 
:ONO __ 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 

'

for "How many times?" 
~~~C~ 0 No - Interview next HH member. End interview 

if lost respondent, and fill item 13 on cover. 
o Yes - Fil/ Crime Incident Reports. 
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96 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

'0' I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS ,.-
·c";'-. ..... , '; ·<t.;; ··C,·:.;;~,'::,;~:,::; ,,:' 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 12Ob• 21. 22. 23. What Is the hl&host 24. 
NAME TVPE OF UNE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE 10RIGm SEX ARMED g,ad. (or year) or relular Old Jau 

INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS I FORCES school feu hiVl lvar compl.te 
HEAD BIRTH' I MEMBER attended1 thalyurl 

KEVER - BEGIN DAV I 
NEW RECORD (cc 8) (cc 9b) (cc 13) (cc 14i .(ce 15) l(ce 16) (cc 17) (ce 18) (ccI9) (ce 20) 

Last @) @ @ @ @) (ill) I @ @l @) @) 
I • 1 0 Per~-Self ... esp. 10Head 'OM. 'OW. , 

'OM 'OVes 000 Never attended 'OVes 
20Tel.-Self"esp. 2 0 Wife of head 'OWd. 20Neg.: __ 'OF 20NO or klr.dergarten 20Na -- --Fl,st 3D Per.-proxy 30 Own child 300. 3001. : 

__ Elementary (OI-OS) 

_OTel.-Proxy 40 Other relative _OSep. I __ H.S. (09-12) 
I __ College (21-26+) • ONI-FllllB-21 50 Non-relatlve sONM I 

CHECK , Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 week.? 

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

DYes - SKIP to Check /tem B ONo 20 less than 5 years ago-SKIPt028a 

250. Old you live in Ihls hou.e on April 1. 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

@) , DYes SKIP to Check Item B 20No 
40 Never worked 

27. I. Iher. any reo.on why you could not 10k. a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (Sial •• for.ign country. @ ,DNa Yes - 2 0 AlreadY has a job U.S. possession, etc.) «> ' 0' ~ .. "" m .... 

State, etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside tho limits of a city, town, village, .tc.? 
5 0 Other - Specify" 

(§ 'ONo 20 Yes - Name of city. town. village. etc? "" 280. F~~\:dld y~~~ork? (Name of company. 
@) L J I I I I ~~r'" . -;:"',. . .... ".,., 
@) 

d. Were you in Ih. Armod Forc •• on April 1. 1970? 

I DYes 20No ./"\ 5 X 0 N~orked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK. Is this person 16 years old or Older?~ \\ • What kind of busin ... or Indu.'ry I. Ihls? (For .xample: TV 
ITEM BONo - SKIP to 36 0 Yes '\ and radIo mfs .. retaj( shoe store. Stote Labor Dept .. farm) 

260. Whol wore you doing mo.t of LAST 1~ (wor:~: @ I I I I 
k.eping house, going 10 school) or.o ~ .I.e? c. Wer. you-

<i'!J ' D W", .. , - """ ". • 0 ~- • .., @ lOAn emplor •• of a PRIVATE company. bu"in,," or 
20 With a lob but not wo 70 R tl indlvldua for wages, salary or commlnlons? 
3D Looking for work 80 Ot e - Ci fY jl 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fed.rol. Sial •• counly •. 
40 Keeping house or local)? 

• 

• 

• 
50 Going to school ~'f)Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bulln .... prof ... lonol 

b. Old you do any work at 011 L.~WEEK. not counting work 
practic. or farm? 

around Ihe house? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.ln ... or form? 

® 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Whol kind of work were you doing? (For example: electr/cal 
oONo Ves - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 2Ba engineer. stock clerk. typist. farmer) 

c. Old you have Q Job or business from which you were @) 
lemporarily ab •• nl or on loyoff LAST WEEK? G. What were your most important activlti" or duthtt? (For 

@ IONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Ba example: typing. keeping account books. selling cars. etc.) 

3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 
• 

' .. :. " ,j;" :.:';;';;:::.;; >:;:.;;.;:,<.\1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS K,\.:::< /8{:;'~: 
36. The following questlonl r.f.r only 10 Ihlngs Ihol I 0 Yes - HoW mlny 46. Did you find any .vld.nc. that .omoono I 0 Yes - How mlny 

happen.d to you during Ih. 10.1 12 monlh. - : tim •• ? ATTEMPTED 10 s'eollomelhlng Ihol I times' 
bOlw •• n __ l. 197_ond __ .197_. Old 10No b.longed to you? (olh.r Ihan any ,10No 

you hov. your (pock.t picked/pur .. Inotchod)? Incid.nll already m.ntlonod) I ._-
37. Did onyon. ,ake .om.,hlng (.Is.) dlr.clly o Yes - How ",nJ 47. Did you call tho polic. during Iho 1011 12 monlhl 10 "port 

from you by using force, 5uch a. by a stlc~up, tlmlt? .omolhlng Ihol hoppenod to you which you Ihoughl woo a 

mugging or threat? DNa __ crime? (Do not count any call. made to the police 
@ conc.rnlng Ih. incld.nts you han IUlt,Iold mo about.) 

38. Did onyono TRY to rob you by u.lng force o Ves - How "'.J rn 0 No - SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any tlmll' DYes -' What hopponed? . 
incidents already mentioned) DNa __ 

• 
39. Did onyono beat you up, attack you or hit you I 0 Yes - How many ~ with som&thing, such 01 a rock or bottle? I tim .. ? 

(.,h.r Ihon any incldenl. olr.ody m.ntioned) ,DNa t Look at 47 Was HH member 12 t loves How III11Y 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with I 0 Yes - How many 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some-I - 11,,"1 

10mo other weapon by anyone at all? (other I Umoll ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 

Ihon any incld.nl. alr.ady menllon.d) 10No steal something that belonged to him?: • 41. Did onyono THREATEN 10 b.ol you up or lOVes - How ml11J 48. Did anything hoppon to you during tho 101112 monlh, which 
THR EATEN you with a knlfo. gun. or 10m. I DNa IImBI @ you Ihoughl wal a c.lmo. bUI did NOT roport 10 the polic.? 
olh.r woopon, NOT Including tol.phon. Ihroots? 

I 
t1J (otltor tlton any Incldenl_ alr.ady mentioned) 

(olhor Ihon any Incidents olroody monlionod) I o No - SKIP to Check /tem E 

42. Did anyone TRY 10 o"ack you In lomo lOVes - How "'.J I=tJ 0 Yes - ~hal happon.d? 
olh.r way? (olher Ihan any Incldontl : tlmll? 
already m.ntion.d) 10No . 

43. During Ih. lOll 12 monlhl, did anyono II.al i OVe. -How ... n, t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + lOVes - How alny 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·1 11 .... 1 

Ihlngl Ihal belongod 10 you from In.ld. ony car 
10NO 

11 .... 1 ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 Na 
or trutk, luch a. pocJcoge. or clothing? steal something that belan,ed 10 hlm?1 

«. Was anything .tolen from you whUe JOu were I OVel- How .... J Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away frarn ·~om., for Instance at wo , in a I UIOOII 
theater or r.staurant, or while traveling? 10NO 'CHECKt for "How many times?" 

45. (Olher Ihon any Incld.nl. you·v. alr.ody I OV •• - Ho ..... OJ ITEM E 0 No -IntervIew next HH member. End interview 
... nllon.d) Wal anylhlng (olse) at all IIol.n . I Umn? If lost ",spandent. and fill Item 13'on cover, 

from you during Ih. lOll 12 monlhl? ,DNa DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reparts, , --
Pacc 6 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 97 

" .. , PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS , . 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 12Ob• 21. 22. 23. What Is Iho hlghes' 24. 

NAME TYPE OF LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE IORIGIN SEX ftRMED grade (or year) of r'lulsr Old you 
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLO LAST STATUS , FORCES school you have ever complete 

HEAD BIRTH· , MEMBER aUendedl thatyaarl 
KEYER - BEGIN DAY 

, 
NEW RECORD (cc 81 (cc 9bl (CC 131 (cc 141 (cc 151 I(cc 161 (cc 171 (cc 181 (cc191 (cc 201 

last (@) @ @) @ @ @Y 
, 

@ @) ® @) , , 
10 Per.-Self-resp. , o He.d 'OM. I t:1W. I I[]M 10Yes 000 Never attended 'OYes 
20 Tel. -Sell·resp. 20 Wife of head 20Wd. 2C]IIeg.I __ 20f 2[lNo or kindergarten 20No -- -- __ Elementary (01-081 First 30Per.-Pro,y ,DOwn child 3Llo. 'DOt. I 
_OTel.-Pro,y _ 0 Olher rel.tive _OSep. 

, __ H.S. (09-121 , 
__ College (21-26+1 _Dill-Fill '6-21 • 0 11011"01.\1'0 -OllM 

, 
CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. 'Is this the same 26d. Have you b.en looking for work during the post 4 weeks? 

'lEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you lo.t work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check /lem B DNa 20 Less than 5 years ago- SKIP to 280 

250. Old you lIye in thl. hou.e on April I, 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

(@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B zONa 
40 Never worked 

27. I. there any ren.on why you could nollak. a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.r. did you liye 0" April 1, 1970? (Slate, foreign country, (§) 'DNa Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

U.S. possession, etc .. ) 
3 0 Temporary illness 

State. etc. County 40 Going to school 

\~ c. Did you 11". inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
50 Other - Specify., 

@l ,DNa 20 Yes - Nome of cjty, town, viI/age, etc')' 
280. ~:m di~~~c work? (Nome of company, 

@) I J I J I J s ess. arga 'z tia or other empfoyer) 

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

® 1 DYes 2oNo ~ 'cW,,",,'''''' - """ ~ CHECK. Is this person 16 years old or oldor? \(\ • What k~ bu.ine .. or industry is this? (For example: TV 
ITEM BONa - SKIP to 36 0 Yes A \ and radio mfg .. retail shoe store, State Lobar Dept .. (arm) 

,. ......... , .. ,.,., ..... , "" "" -{~~ o I I I I 
keeping hQuse, going to school) or I thing el ? c. Were you -

@l ,0'"''''-''''·''' · ~ - " • @ , 0 An emplor" 01 a PRIVATE company, husin ... or 
z 0 With a lob but not at work 7 i d Indlvidua for wages, salary or commissions? 

30 Looking for wor~ 0 '\ r peci(Y~ 2 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Fedoral, State, county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 

50 Going to school If ArmM'Forces, SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN business, prole .. lonal 

b. Did you d. any work at al~oWEEK. not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the house? (Note: I or business operator In HH, 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family busine .. or 'arm? 

(§) 
ask about unpoid work.) d. What kind of work we .. you doing? (For example: electrical 
a 0 No Yes - How many hour.? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer. stock clerk. typist, former) 

c. Old you have a jab or business from which you wore @) I I I I 
temporarily absent or an layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most important activities Ot duties? (For 

@ , 0 No' 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing. keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

~~li" ~. "~.:".' " ;":';'n ;' . ..... ,:;.j INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS L . ... .: < .. .. 
36. The following qu .. tions r.fer only 10 things that' 0 Yes _ How many 46. Did you find any evidence that som.one I 0 Yes - How fnlny 

happened 10 you dutlng Iho 10.1 12 month, -: IIm .. t ATTEMPTED to .teal ,om.thing thGt I tim .. ? 
between __ 1,197_and __ .197_. Old 10NO belonged to you? (oth.·r than any lONo 

you ha •• your (pock.t plcked/purso snatch,d)? , incidents al .. ady mentioned) , 
37. Did anyone toke somothing (el .. ) dir.ctly : 0 Yes - How mlny 47. Did you call Ih. polico during Ih. lo.t 12 months to r.po.t 

hom you by using force, such as by a stickup, I 11m .. ? something that happened 10 you which you thought was a 

mugging or thrtfdt? lONo crime? (00 not count any calls mode· to thll.f pollee 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by using for •• I 0 Ye. - How Nny 
@ concerning the Incidan" you have l.,t told m. about.) 

~ ONo-SKIPto48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than ony I U .... ! DYes - What happ.ned? incidents already mentioned) . lONO 

39. Did.anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you I 0 Yes - How mlny r=o . with lomething, such 01 a rock or bottle? I tim .. ? 
(olhor than any Inciden" already menHonod) lONo t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12, I Y How In 

40. Wo .. you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with I 0 Yes - How JO'n, 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-, 0 os - tlm .. ~ , 
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No some other weapon by anyone at all? (other I timet? 

steal something that belonged to him?: 1han ~ny ,ncldenh ahttady mentioned) ,DNa 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to beat you up or : DYes - How many 48. Old anything happen 10 you during tho lost 12 months which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or .ome tO No timn! ~ r,0u thought was a crime, but did NOT .. port t. tho polic.? 
other weapon, 1oI0T Including 'el'phon' threo'.? tfJ other thon Qny incid.nts already mentioned) 
(other than any Incidents already montlaned) 

, o No - SKIP to Check Item e , 
42. Old anyan. TRY to attack you In some , 0 Yes - How Nn, to 0 Yes - What happenad? 

athor way? (othr than any Incldont. I thn .. l 
already mentioned) 10NO 

43. During ,h. I •• , 12 months, did anyono .toal t 0 Ve. - How m.n, t Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + , 0 Ve. - How mlny 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some·' 1lm .. l 

things that belonged t. you from Inside any cor 
iONO tI~ ITEM 0 th,ng stolen or an attempt made to iOllo 

or truck, such us packogos or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?' 
~ Was anything ,toion from you whll. xou wer. 10ves- H ...... n' Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for instance CIt wo , in a 1 11m,,? 

theat.r or restourant, or while traveling? 'DNo , for "How many times?" 

45. (Oth.r thon .. ny In~ld."t. you've alr.cdy \OVn- Ho.w many ~HE~~ 0 No - Interview next HH member. end interview 
. rnontlonod) Was onythlng (01 .. ) at oil stolon I tim •• ? If last respondent, and fill Item /3 on ,over • 

from you during tho last 12 months? 10NO __ DYes - Fill Crime Incident Report •• 

PaiD 7 

__ . _________ . __ .______ __ _ _____________________________________ ....J 



98 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 120b. 21. 22. 23. Whal Is Ihe hlghesl 24. 

NAME TYPE OF LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED grad. (or year) of relular Old you 
INTERVIEW ~O. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS I FORCES school you have aver complote 

HEAD BIRTH' I MEMBER attended1 thatyaarl 
KEYER - BEGIN DAY I 

NEW RECORD Icc 8) Icc 9b) ICC 13) ICC 14) Icc 15) lIce 16) ICC I7l Icc 18) ICC 19) Icc 20) 
Lasl @) @. @ @ @) (§ I (§) @) @) @) I 

1 • IOPel.-Self.resp. I o He.d 10M. I[JW. I I[]M I [1 yes 00 L1 Never attended I elves 
• 0 Tel. - Sell-resp. 20 Wile of head -- 20Wd. 2[]Neg.i __ '[)F 2[lNo . or kindergarten 2CJNO -- __ Elemenlary (01-08) First 'OP,r.-Proxy 'DOwn child lLlD. '001. i 
·OTel.-Proxy 40 Other relative ·elSep. I __ H.S.I09-12) 

I 
50 NI_FUI r6-2r 50 Nonofelatlve ·ONM I __ College (21-26+1 

CHECK , Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumerallon! (Box I marked) @ 10 Yes No - When did you lo.t work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa 20 Less than 5 years ago- SKIPto 280 

250. Did you live In thl. hou .. on April I, 1970? 3D 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

@9 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20No 
40 Never worked 

27. I. there any re •• on why you could not take a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1. 1970? (Stale. forei9n country. @ IONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob U.S. possession, etc.) 

3D Temporary illness 

• 
State, etc. County 40 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, ~tc.? 
<./) 

sOOther - SPecify, 

@ loNo 20 Yes - Name of city, town. viI/age, etc., 
280. For whom d~~~c work? (Name of company, 

@) I I I I I I ,\\ess. org iz ion or other employer) 

@) 
d. W.re you in the Armed Fore .. an April 1. 1970? 

I DYes 20No ~ '''' " ..... ,Iv.:' '"'' .,. CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? \ \) • Wha~~gbuSlne .. or Industry is this? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes ("'\ and ra' fg .. retail shoe store, State Labor Dept .. farm) 

,~ ..... "0 ~. "'" •••••• 'm "'" -(~~ 4 1 1 1 1 
keeping house, going to school) or something e 50? Were you-

® ·0 ...... '-"'''·,,· :~."." ••• @ lOAn employee of a PRIVATE company. bu.lne .. or 
20 With a job but not at work 7 e 'red individuo for wages, salary or commlulons? 
30 Looking for work 8 o~~Peci 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal. State. counlv. 
40 Keeping house ~ or local)? 

50 GOing to school {If Armlt,d {"o~. SKIP to 280) 3 0 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.ln .... professional 

b. Did you do any work at~EEK.\.dt counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the hous.? (Note: If a 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 e"ample: electrical 
00 No Yes - How many .. ? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Did you hove a lob or business from which you were @ I I I I 

@ 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most important activities at duties? (For 
loNo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books. sel/ing cars. etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

• 

• 

• 
.1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 1 . 

36. The fallOWing quntlon. r.fer only to Ihlngs thaI 10 Yes - How many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone I 0 Yes - HoW mlny 
happened 10 you during the 10.1 12 month. - I tim .. ! ATTEMPTED to steal .ool.thlng that I tlm.s1 

b';twe.n __ l. 197_ ond __ , 197_. Old : 0 No bolonged to you? {other Ihan any ION. 

you have your (pocket picked/pun. snatch ad)? I incidents already mentioned) I 

37. Old anyone toke .om.lhlng (else) directly 1 0 Yes - Haw many 47. Old you call the polle. during the last 12 monlh. to report 
from you by ustng force, such as by a stickup, I tlmes1 something that happened to you which you thought was a 
mugging or threat? 10NO crlm.? (Do not count any calls mode to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng forc. I 0 Yes - How mlny 
@ concerning tho Incldenh you have just told me about.) 

~ DNo- SKIP to 48 or threatening to harm you? (other than any I times? DYes - What hoppened? Incldenh already m.ntlonad) :ONo __ 

• 
39. Old anyone beat you up, attock you or hll you : 0 Yes - Haw mlny ill , with something, such as Q rock or bottle? I tlmes1 

(other than any Incident. already mentioned) 10No t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12 + :0 Yes - HoW m'n 
40. Were you knifed, shot 01. or attacked with I 0 Yes - How mlny 

CHECK attacked or threatened. or was Some-I tlm .. 1 y 
lOme other weapon by anyone at all? (other 1 tlmn? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 
than ony Incidents olr.ady mentioned) 10No steal something that belonged to hlm!1 

I • 41. Old anyone THREATEN to be.t you up or : 0 Yes - How mlf1)' 48. Old anything happen to you during the last 12 months which 
THREATEN yO" with a knlf., gun, or same tO No tim .. ! @ r.0u thought wa. a crlm •• but did NOT reporl 10 tho police? 
other weapon. NOT Including I.lephon. threats? I :IJ other than any Incidents already mentlaned) 
(other than any Inoldenls already mentlan.d) I o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

42. Old anyone TRY to attock you In some I DYes - How many :=::fj .. 0 Yes - What happened? 
other way? (othar than any Incidents : limn' 
already mentioned) 10No 

43. During Ihe lasl 12 months. did onyon. steal I DYes - HoW many t Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + 10 Yes - How m'ny 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·1 tlm .. 1 thing. that bolongod to you from Insldo any cor iONO tim .. ! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to iONO or truck, such as packages 0), clothing? steal something that belonged to hlm!1 

44. W •• anything .tolen from you while Jau were I o Yes - How mlny Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for Instance at wo , In a I tI"","1 
theat.r or re,tourant, or whil. traveling? 10No CHECKt for "How many times?" 

45. (Oth.r than any Incidents yau've alr.ady : 0 VIIS - How mlny ITEM EDNa - IntervIew nOKt HH member. end Interv/ew 
montloned) Was anything (01 .. ) at all stolon I tllnlat If last respondent. and fllI/tem 13 on cover. 
from you during tho last 12 months? ION. DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

I --

• 
FO M Ne.-, e •• 

• 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. ~1.1\2661 

Notes NOTICE - Your report to lhe Census Surenu \s confidential by law 
KEYER - (Public Law 93-83). All identifiable Information will be used only by 

BEGIN NEW RECORD persons en&aged In and for the purposes of the survey, llnd rna)' not be 
dISclosed or released to others for anY purpo:i!e. 

Line number FORM NCS·4 u.s, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE @) te·3·7.1 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMiC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

aUAEA.U OF THE CENSUS 
.. C.1'tHCl ,,5. COL.L.EC.TlWl A.G.'U~" FOR THE 

Screen question number L.AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTA.NCE ADMINISTRA.TION 

(@ U.S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
Incident number 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
@) CENTRAL CITI ES SAMPLE 

10. You sold that during tho last 12 months - (Refer to 50. Wore you a customer, employee, or own or? 
appropriate screen question for description of crime), 

@) I o Customer 
In what month (did thl./dld the flnt) Inciden" hoppen? 20 Employee (Show flashcard if necessary, Encourage respondent [0 
gfv. exact month,) 3D Owner 

40 Other - Specify 

@) Month (01-12) b. Did the person(.) stool or TRY to .teol anything belonging 
to the store, restaurant, office, facfory, etc? 

ts this Incident report for a s.eries of cfimes? @) I DYes 
f(:KIP to Check /tem 8 @) CHECK t I 0 No - SKIP to 2 

2CJ No 0-( 
IHMA 20 Yes - (No[e; serfes must have 3 or 3D Don't kno more similor incidents which 

respondent can'[ recall separa[efy) ... "l~':S." h ... ""h". h. b. In what month(s) did the.e incident. ta~e placo? there 5 ch as Q gu 5 0 workman? 

* (Mark 01/ that appfy) ~o,. SK". "',,_. @) I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
ONo "0 Summer (June, July, August) 

3 0 Oon't know 30 Fall (September, October, November) .~ 
40 Winter (!5ecember, January, February) \. id the offender(.) octuolly got In or lust TRY to gel 

~O~:;::;;'::;:'''e: '~~ '\)J\ IB In the building? c. 
16 I 0 Actually got In @) 

"0 Five t" ten 2 0 JUSt tried to get In 

3 0 Eleven or more 3 [J Don't know 

40 Oon't know c, Was thore any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 

INTERVIEWER ~ If ser;~~~IIOWing questions refer Window, thot the offender(.) (forced hi. woy in!TRIED 
only to the most (ecent inc ent " to force hi. way in) tho building? 

2. About wbat time did Itblsltb. most ,ocent) @) IONo 

Yes - What was the evidence? Anything el.e? 
@Y 

Inddent happen? 
(Mark 011 that apply) t 0 Don't know a 0 Broken 'lock or window aD Durln& the day (6 a,m. to 6 p.m,) 
3D Forced door or window At night (6 p,m, to 6 a,m.) 

(or tried) 

} SK" 3 0 6 p.m. to midnight 
4 0 Slashed soreen to Check 40 Midnight to 6 a,m, 
sOOther - SpecifY, Item 8 sO Don't know 

30. Old tht. i"<ident toke place In. ide tbe limits of tbl. 

@) 
ctty or somewhere else? 

d. How did tho ollondor(s) (ge, Inltry to get In)? 
I 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 (ill) \ 0 Through unlocked door or window 20 Somewhere clse In the United States 

• 

• 

30 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 20 Had key 

b. In what State and counly did this incident occu,? 30 Don't know 

40 Other - Specify 
State 

Was respondent or any other member of 

till) this household present when this 
County 

CHECK, Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 
@c, Old It happen Inside the limits of a city, town, viliago, etc .. ITEM B t 0 No - SKIP to 130 

IONa 
20Yes a 0 Yes - Enter nome of c/ty, town, etc., 

® I I I I I I 70, Old tho person(s) hav. a waapo. such o. a gun or knife, 
or something he was using as n Weapon, such as a 4. Wh.re did this Incident take placo? 

}SKIP to 60 

• bottle, .or wrench? 

® I 0 At or In own dwelling, In garage or @ tONo other building on property (Includes 
break·in or attempted break·ln) 20 Don't know 

2 0 At or In vacation home, hotel/motel Yes - What was Ihe weapon? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
3 0 Inside commercial building such as } 30Gun 

stofe~ restaur2:.nt, bank, gas station. ASK 
40 Knife public conveyance or station 50 

40 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 50 Other - SpecifY 
50 Near own,home: yard, sidewalk, "i b. Old the personls) hit lOU, knock you Jown. or actually driveway, carport, apartment hall cattock you in some of .r way? (Does not Include break·ln or 

attempted break·'n) .SKIP @) j 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 
.0 On the street, In a park, field, play. to Check 

zONa ground, school grounds or parking lot Item 8 

• 

70 Inside school c. Old the po"onll) tI"e.ton yau wUh harm In any way? 
eO Other - SpecifY, @ I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Yes 

Pale 9 

• 
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100 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS • 
.... ..... I CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I 

7 d. How were hOU threatened? Any ether way? 9c. Old Insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or port of 
• (Mark all t at apply) the total medical expenses? 

@ I 0 Verbal threat of rope @ I 0 Nat yet Settled} 
20 Verbal threat of attack other than rope 20 None ••• , • : • SKfP to lOa 
3 0 W.apon present or threatened 

SKIP .0AII., •••••• 
with weapon -0 Part . 

40 Attempted attack with weapon 
to 

(for example, shot at) 
lao d. How much did insurance or 0 health bo!nefits program pay? 

• 
s 0 Obi ect thrown at person @ $ . [QQJ (Obtain an estimate, if necessary) 
60 Followed, surrounded 
'1 0 Other - Specify 100. Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property 

during the hicident? 

e. What actually happened? Anything else? @ 18 No - SKIP to II 
2 Yes 

• (Mark all that apply) 

@) 10 Something taken without permission • b, What did you do? Anything 01 se? (Mark all that apply) 

20 Attempted or threatened to @) lOUsed/brandished gun or knife 

take something 20 Used/tried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used 

30 Harassed, argument1 abusive language other weapon. etc.) 

40 Forcible entry or attempted 
3D Tried to get help, attract attention. scare offender away 

forcible entry of house SKIP 
(screamed, yelled, called for help, turned an lights, otc,) 

50 Forcible entry a' attempted to 40 Threatened,oargued, reasoned, etc .. with offender 

entry of car lao 50 Resisted without force, used evasive action (ran/drove away, 

60 Damaged or destroyed property 
hid, held property, locked door, ducked, shielded self, elc.) 

7 0 Attempted or threatened to 60 Other - Specl!y./, 

damage or destroy property 
11. Was tho crime co",~~ one or mar. than one person? 

B C] Other - SPCCl fy 7-
@) 10 Onl>,\ne, Don't know - 30 More than one, 

f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 
'\ \ KIP to 120 

• othor way? (Mark all that apply) 

1"~~ 
\./" f. H~w many p&nons? 

@) 10 Raped '\)f ale? (@) 

'OT"~.".. ::~ 138 I Male 
3 0 Hit With oblect held In hand, shot, knif g. Were they mole or female? 

40 Hit by thrown oblect 2 Female @) lOAn male 

sO Hit, slapped, knocked down ~b' Don't know 
20 All female 

6 0 Grabbed, held, tripped, I~~ushed'~ 3 C] ~Iale and female 

7 0 Other - Sped fy h, Howald would you say _ 0 Don't know 

• 

• 
•.. "'" ." .... '"'~,;~ v the person was? h. Howald would you soy the 

• Anything els.? (Ma 1/ hat appl (ill) 10 Under 12 youngnt was? 
@ I 0 None - SKIP a a 

2012-14 @) 10 Under 12 50 21 or over -
20 Raped 2012-14 SKIP to i 
3 0 Attempted rape 30 15- 17 '0 15-17 60 Don't know 

• _ 0 Knife or gunshot u _0 18- 20 _018-20 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 

5021 or over I. Howald would you soy the 
6 0 Internal Inlurles, knocked unconscious oldest was? • 7 0 Bruises, black eye, cutS, scratches, swelling 60 Don't know @) 10 Under 12 40 18-20 
8 0 Other - Sped fy 

c. Was the person somf'One you 2012-14 5021 or aver 

b. Were you Inlured to the extent that you need.d knew Of was he Q strtJng~r? 3D 15-17 6 0 Don't know 
medical attention alt.r the attock? j. Were any of the persons known 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to lao @ 10 Stranger or rei oted to IOU or were they 
20Yes 20 Don't know all i\trangers. ' 

c. Old you receive any treatment at a hospital? 30 Known by }~" ® '0 All '"'""" ~ "" (ill) 10No sight only to e 20 Don't know to m 

20 Emergency room treatment only 3D All relatives SKIP 
30 Stayed overnight or longer - 40 Casual 40 Some relatives to I 

How many day.? "1 .,acquaintance 50 All knbwn 

@ 50 Well known 6 0 Some known 

d, What was the total amount of your medical d. Was thlt porson a relative 
k, How we'll were they known? 

e.pense. r.suiling from this Incident, INCLUDING * (Mark all that apply) • 
anything paid by Insurance? Include hospital of yours? @ I 0 By sight only } 
and doctor bills, m~dlclne, therapy, braces, Q:'Id @ ,DNa 20 Casual SKIP 
any other Inlury-reloled medical upen.e •• 

Yes - What relationship? acqua,ntance(s} to m 
INTERVISWER - If respondent does not know 30 Well known 

@) 
exact amou.,t, encourage him to give an estimate. 2 D Spouse or ex"sPQuse 
o 0 No cost - SKIP to lao, '0 Parent I. How were they related to you? 

,100,1 40 Own child 
• (Mark all that apply) 

S @ 1 0 Spouse or 4 0 Brothers/ 
X 0 Don't know 50 Brother or sister ex .. spouse sisters 

90, At the time af tho Incident, were yau covered 60 Other rt.lalive -
20 Parents 50 Other-

by any medical Insurance, or were tau eligible 300wn Specify, 
for benefits from any olher type of ealth Specify, children 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, V.huons' ----
Administration, or Public Welfore? 

@ I 0 No , , , , •• } SKIP to lao ....... / .•. - } m. W.r. all al them -

20 Don't know . (ill) . I d Whit.? 
@ 10 While? 

30Yes 20 Negro? 

b, Old you fill a claim with any 01 thlSI Insurance 20 Nogro? SKIP 30 Oth.r? - Specify, 

cempanle. or programs In order to get part or all 30 Olk .. ? - SPedfYjI \'2a 
of your medical exponsos paid? 40 Combination - SpeCifY, 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to lOa 
20Yes 4 0 Don't know 50 Don't know 

• 

• 

• 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 101 

I CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I "'" <::.,;' \ ,,' 

120. Were you the only pe .. on there besides the offender(s)? Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

@ , 0 Yes - SKIP to '130 CHECK t (BoK 3 or 4 marked in 13() 

20No ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check /tern E 

b. How many of these penons, not counting yourself, were 
robbed, harmod, or threatened? Do not Include persons 

DYes 

under 12 years of age. 1400 Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been 
@) 00 None - SKIP to 130 given to the penon who took It? 

@) 'DNa •••••• } 
SKIP to Check Item E Number of persons 20 Don't know 

c. Are any :)f these persons. members of your household now? ,DYes Do not include household members under 12 ~ears of ago. 
@) oONo b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)? 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 
(ill) , DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" In Check Itenl I on poge 12) 'ONo 
130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 

Is Box I or 2 marked in 131? belonged to you or others in the household? , INTERVIEWER - Inc Iud. anything stolen from CHECK o No - SKIP to 150 unrecognizable business in respondent's home. ITEM E 
Do not Include anything stolen (rom ,a recognIzable DYes 
business In respondent's home or another business, such 

.-'\ 

@ 
as merchqnd/se or cash (rom a register. 

<. W ••• h. '''\~'""') "" , ..................... , DYes - SKIP to 13f :n~~et or e'n held by you when It was taken? 
20No @) 

b. Did the p ... an(s) ATTEMPT to 10k. something thot 

@) 
belonged to you or others in the household? h 
'ONo-SKIPtoI3. ~ I\S ~)-l W .. '"" ".h .~,,' ,.,., ..... ,," '" 
_DYes ~ ...1- CHEC 0 Yes - SKIP to 160 

< 7.':::.';;, .~" :'i.:;, .... , •• '~ ~ ITEM F 

• ONo 

@ '0 Purse 
150. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY 

,ow." ..... ~ t that was taken? 
'OCar INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enter SO (or 
40 Other motor Ic stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used. 
50 part of car (hub ,t e·dec~, etc.) 

@) .~ • 0 Don't know $ 

700ther Specify b. How did you decide tho volue of the property that was 

Old they,try to take a purse, wailet, • stolon? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

CHECK t or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) @) , 0 Original cost 

ITEMC o No - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement cost 

DYes 3D Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (p~,../wall.t/money) on your pe"on, for 
4 0 Insurance report estimate 

Instance in a pocket or being held? 5 0 Pollee estimate 

@) 'OY'''} 
6 0 Don't know 

SKIP to 180 7 0 Other - Specify 
-ONo 

• c. What did hoppon? (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

@ , DAttacked 160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property. recovered, 

2 0 Threatened wi th harm .xc.pt for anything received from insurance? 

3D Attempted to break Into house or garage (ill) 'ONone} 
4 D Attempted to 6reak into car 20 All SKIP to 170 

sO Harassed, argument. abusive language SKIP 30Part 
to 

.0 Damaged or destroyed property 18a b. What was recovorod? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or @ .~ destroy property 

Cash: S 
B 0 Other - Specify and/or 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) 
@) o 0 Cash, only recovered - SKIP to 170 

f. What was take. that helongod to you or otho,. In '0 Purse 

@ tho household? What ol .. ? ~ _OWallet 
Cash: S . • \00, 

30Car and/or 

• Property: (Mark 01/ that apply) 40 Other motor vehicle 

@) 00 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 5 D Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, ;Jtc.) 

'0 purse 
60 Othe, - Specify _ o Wallet 

30Car 
• D Other motor vehicle c. What was tho valuo of tho proporty rocov.rod (.xcludln; 
5 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) rocover.d cash)? ' 

6 0 Other - Specify (§ $ .mm 
pa,.1/ 



102 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

I CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued r" . 
170. Was there any insurance ogoinst theft? 

'DNa •.••• } 
SKIP to./8a 

2 Cl Don't know 

3 C] Yes 

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance company? 

'ONo •••.. } 
SKIP to 180 

2 0 Don't know 

30Yes 

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 

, Cl Not yet settled 

20No ••••••• 
} SKIP to 180 

3DYes 

d. How much was recovered? 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
company Instead of cnsh settlement, ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. 

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

@) ,DNa 
2 0 Don't know - SKIP 10 Check Item G 

Yes - Who lold them? 

• 
@) 

3D Household member} 
40 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
sO Police on scene 

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to 
Ihe police? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
, 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Old not think it important enough 
30 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
.q 0 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient 
5 0 Private or personal matter I did not want to report it 
60 Old not Want to get involved 
70 Afraid of reprisal 
80 Reported to someone else 
9 0 Other Specify 

CHECK ~ Is this person 16 years or older? 
ITEM G 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 

DYes - ASK 210 

@ , 0 No \- 3 to Check Item H 
210. Did YO~h~ai job at the time this Incident happened? 

"VOYes \ 

r;;;;:l • hot wa. th\iM>1> 
@ $ • L.2Q.J /-~ , Same as\k!Scribed in NCS-3 items 28a-e - SKIP to 

180, Did any hou.ehold member los. any time from work D Check Item H 

@ a 0 No _ SKIP to 190 c, For whom did you work? (Name of company, business, 
organization or other employer) 

Yes - How inony me~S?1 

~ '\. d, Whol kind of bu.ine .. or industry Is this? (For example: TV 
,,--.... \) \. ond radio mfp", retail shoe store, State Lobar Dept" form) 

b. How much t~' e s losl alto~t~ @> I I I I 
'i7S' , 0 Less than I V e, Were you -
~ @ , 0 An employee of 0 PRIVATE compony, business or 

20 1-5 days individual for wages, salary or commissions? 

3 06-10 days 2 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federol, Slote, counly or locol)? 
30 SELF·EMPLOYED in OWN business, profe .. ionol 

practice Or form? 4 [J Over 10 days 

5 0 Don't know 

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? 
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? 

@ , 0 No - SKfP to 200 

20Yes 

b. (Wa./were) the damaged ilem(s) repaired or replaced? 

, 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

20No 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged IIem(.)? 

@) $ • !'06;1 } SKIP to 200 

X 0 Don't know 

d. How much was the repolr or replacement cost? 

X 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

.~ 
e. Who poid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? 

(Mark 01/ that apply) 

I 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

3D Insurance 

• 0 Other - Specify 

40 Worki'ng WITHOUT PAY in fomily busi~.ss or farm? 

f. Who I kind of work were yau doing? (For example: electrical 
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former) 

@ I I II 
g. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example: 

typln., keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.) 

CHECK ... 
ITEMH ., 

CHECK .. 
ITEM I .,. 

CHECK ~ 
ITEM J .,. 

Pale 12 

Summarize this incident. or series of incidents. 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an entry 
for IIHow many?" 
DNa 
DYes - Be sure you have an Incident Report for each 

HH member 12 years of age or over who was 
robbed, harmed, or threatened in this InCident. 

Is this the last Incident Report to be filled for this person? 
o No - Go to next 'ncident Report. 
DYes - Is this the last HH member to be Interviewed? 

o No - Interview next HH member. 
DYes - END INTERVI EW. Enter total 

number of Crime Incident Reports 
filled for this household In 
ilem 13 on the'cover of NCS·J. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
-------------------------------------------------' 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved' 0 H B. No. "'1-R2661 .. 
KEVER - Notes NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law 

(Public Law 93-83). All Identifiable inforrration will be used only by 
BEGIN NEW RECORD persons engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be 

disclosed 01 released to others for any purpose, 

Line number 'ORIoI NC$.4 U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

@ to"-UI 
SOCIAL AND ECONOIo4IC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

eUREAU of THE CENSUS ••• ., 
ACTING AS COLLECTINC AGENT FOR THE 

Screen question number LAW CNP'ORCEUI!:NT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

@ 
U,S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
Incident number 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEV 
@) CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

10. Vou .ald Ihal during Iho l.sl 12 _onths - (Ref.r to 5a. Were you Q customer, employee, or owner? 
appropriate screen question for description of crime). 

@) 1 o Customer 
In whal monlh (did this/did Ihe flnl) Ineldonl happen? 20 Employee 
(Show flashcard If necessary, Encourage respondenl 10 

'OOwner give exacI manlh.) 
-0 Other Specify 

@ Month (01-12) b. Old sh. ponon(s) sloal or TRY 10 .Ieal onylhing b.longlnv 
to tho •• ore, r.staurant, office, factory, .tc? 

Is this incident report for a series of crimes? @ ,DYes } 

@) CHECK t'D No - SKIP 10 2 20 No • ,.'? SKIP 10 Check Ilem B 
ITEM A 20 Yes - (Nale:. series must have 3 or '0 Don't ~o more similar Incldenls which 

respondenl can'l recall separately) 60. QI~ho aff.:~lh.r. or have a righllO bo 
b. In whal monlh(.) did Ih ... Incidonh 10k. ploce? t\or , such as 9 e or a workman? 

• (Mark all Ihal apply) ~ .. ~"P ",,'''~, ® ' 0 Spring (March, April, May) <: 
\) '0 0 

20 Summer (June, july, August) hl 
3D Fall (September, October. November) '00 t know 

_ 0 Winter (C1ecember, january, February) ~ \' • Old Ihe offendor(.) aClually gel in or jusl TRV 10 gel 

H ••••• , •• ,,, ........... '"'~ ••• 'W\) In Iho building? 

@) 
c. @ , 0 Actually got in 

, 0 Three or four 
20 just tried to get in 

20Flvetoten ~~ 
• 0 Eleven or more {;;;> .0 Don't know 
4 0 Don't know . A '(. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 

INTERVIEWER -If,~foIlOW~ questions refer window, Ihallhe offond.r(.) (farced his way in!TRIED 

• 10 farce his way in) Ihe building? only to the most recent inc n 
@) 'ONo 2. Aboul whol tlmo did (thls~asl roco.l) 

incident happen? Yes - Whal was Ihe evidenco? AnYlhlng .I.o? 
@ , 0 Don't know (Mark all Ihal apply) 

• 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 20 Broken lock or window 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) • 0 Forced door or window 

306 p',m. to midnight (or tried) } ,." 4 0 Slashed screen 10 Check 4 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
sOOther - Specify, /tern B s 0 Don't know 

30. Old Ihi. Incidonl lako ploco Insld. Iha limits of Ihis 

@ 
city or somewhere .I,.? d. How did Iho offonder(s) (gol In/try 10 gol in)? 
, 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 (ill) , 0 Through unlocked door or window 20 Somewhere else in the United States 
• 0 Outside the United States -END IHCIDEHT REPORT 20 Had key 

b. In whal Slalo and counly did Ihl. Incldanl occur? 3D Don't know 

4 0 Other - Specify 
State 

Was respondent or any other member of 

County @) this household present when this 
CHECK t Incident occurred? (If nal sure, ASK) 

@c, Old it happen Insld. Iho limits of a city, 10wn, villago, alc .. ITEM B '0 No - SKIP to 130 
'DNa 

20Yes 
2 0 Ves - Enter name of city, town, elc. 7 

@) I I I I I I 70. Did th~ puson(s) have a weopon such as a gun Or kniftt, 
or something he was using as a weapon, such as a 

4. Where did Ihls Incidonlloke placo? 

}SKIP ••. 
* bottle, or wrench? 

@) , 0 At or In own dwelling, In garage or @ 10Na other bullc\ing on property (Includes 
break-In or attempted break-In) 20 Dan't know 

20 At or In vacation home. hatellmatel Yes - Whal wo. Iho weapon? (Mark all that apply) 
3D Inside commercial building such as } '" 'OGun 

store, restaurant, bank, gas station. 
40 Knife public conveyance or station 50 

40 Inside artlce, factory. or warehouse sOOther - Specify 
50 Near OWn home; yard, sidewalk, b. Did Iho perllon(s) hll ~ou, knock you down, or aCluolly driveway. carport. apartment hall attack you In some at er way? 

(Does not include break-in or 
attempled break-In) SKIP @) , 0 Ves - SKIP to 7f 

.0 On the street, in a park, field, play- to Check 
20Na ground, school grounds or parking lot lIem B 

7 0 Ins Ide school c. Old Ih. persan(s) Ihr.oton you with harm in any way? 
• 0 Other - Specify '"'1 '@) , 0 No - SKIP 10 7. 

'OYes 

Pa,_ 13 
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104 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS • 
" I CRIME IHCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued r 

7d. How were you threatened? .Any other way? 9c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or port of 
• (Mark all that apply) the total medical expenses? 

@ I 0 Verbal threat of rape @ I 0 Not yet Settled} 
20 Verbal threat of attack other than rape 20 None •••••• , SKIP to 100 
3 0 Weapon present or threatened 

SKIP 30AII ........ 
with weapon 

to 40 Part 
4 0 Attempted attack with weapon /00 d. How much did insurance or a health benefits program pay? (for example, shot at) 

• 
50 Object thrown at person @) $ . [QQJ (Obtain an estimate, if necessary) 
60 Followed, surrounded 
70 Other - Specify 100. Old you do anything to protect yourself or your property 

during the incident? 

e. What actually huppened? Anything else? @) I 0 No - SKIP to 1/ 
20Yes 

• (Mark all that apply) 

@) 10 Something taken without permiSSIon • b. What did you do? Anything el so? (Mark ~II that apply) 

20 Attempted or threatened to @)' I Cl Used/brandished gun or knife 

take something 20 Used/tried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used 

3D Harassed. argument, abusive language 
other weapon. etc.) 

40 Forcible entry or attempted 3 0 Tried to get help, attract attention, scare offender away 

forcible entry of house SKIP 
(screamed, yelled, called for help, turned on lights, etc.) 

5 [J Forcible entry or attempted to 40 Threatened, argued, reasoned, etc., with offender 

entry of car 100 50 Resisted without force, used evasive action (ran/drove away, 

60 Damaged or destroyed property hid, held pr~~, locked door. ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

7 0 Attempted or threatened to 6 CJ Other - SP~if 

damage or destroy property 
11. Wos It~~e COm~nIY one or more than one person? 8 [J Other - Specify)/' @ 10 lone 7 ;:- Don't know - 30 More than one., 

SKIP to 120 
f. How did the person(s) ottock you? Any ~ W s this.~ale f. How many persons? • .... _" ,Mo" '" •• , ~"" :~ @) 10 Raped female? @ 

143 
20 Tried to rape @ OMaie 

'CJ "0< ." •• .,." .... ~~ , •• <. " • 
g. Were they male or female? 

40 Hit by thrown object ) 2::J Female @) t o All male 

sO HIt, slapped, knocked o~~ 30 Don't know 20AII female 

6 0 Grabbed~:iPped, d, ushed, c. 3 0 Mal e and femal e 
7 CJ Other - p c b. How old would you say 40 Don't know 

80, What were the i~~ sU~~i il any? 
the person was? 

h. How old would you say the 
• Anything .Ise? (Mo I that ap Iy) @) 10 Under 12 youngest was? 

@ I 0 None - SKI t 0 
20 12- 14 @) to Under 12 sO 21 or over-

2 [] Raped 20 12-14 SKIP to i 
3 0 Attempted rape 3D 15-17 3D 15-17 60 Don't know 
40 Knife or gunshot wounds 40 18-20 4018-20 
s 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 

5,:J 21 or over I. How old would you soy the 60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious oldest was? 

• 

• 

• 

• 7 CJ Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 6 CJ Don't know @) 10 Under 12 40 18-20 
8 0 Other - Speci fy 

c. Was the person someone you 
2012-14 s021 or ave, 

b. Were you inJured to the extent that you needed knew or was he a stranger? 3D 15-17 6 0 Don't know 
medical attention after the attack? j. Were any of the persons known 

(ill) 10 No - SKIP to /00 @ 10 Stranger or rei cted to you or were they 
'OYes 20 Don't know all strangers? 

c. Old you receive any treatment at a hospital? 
3:J Known by }"" @) I 0 All strangers 

~ "" @ 10No sight only to e 2 0 Don't know to m 

20 Emergency room treatment only 3D All relatives SKIP 
3D Stayed overnight or longer - 40 Casual 40 Some r~lat[ves to I 

How many days?)/' acquaintance sO All known 

@) sO Well known 6 0 s01l)e known 

• 
d. What was thG total amount of your medical 

d. Was the person a relative 
k. How well were they known? 

expenses re,ultlng from this Incidont, INCLUDING • (Mark all that aPPly) 
anything pold by in,urance? Inc)ud. hospltol . of yours? ® I 0 By sight only } 
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and @) 10No 20 Casual SKIP 
any other injury.related medical expenses. 

Yes - What r.latlonshlp? acquaintance(s) to m 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 3D Well known 

@ 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. 20 Spouse or ex-spouse 

I. How were they r.lated to you? 00 No cost. - SKIP to IDa . 3D Parent • (Mark all that apply) 
$ .[QQJ 40 Own child @ to Spouse or 40 Brothers/ 
x 0 Don't know 50 Bruther or sister ex .. spouse sisters 

9a. At the time of the Incident, were you covered 60 Other relative -
20 Parents sOOther -

by any medical insurance, or were you eligible 300wn Specify, 
for benefits from any othor type of health SpeCify, children 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans' ----

. Admlni,tration, or Public W.lfare? 
m. Were 011 of them _ @) I 0 No , , •• , • } SKIP to IDa •• W .. h./.h. - } @) I o White? 20 Don't know 

@ I o White? lOYes 20 Negro? 

b, Old you lile a claim with any of th ... In.uronc. 20Nogro? SKIP 3D Other? - SpecifY, 

companies or programs In order to gat part or all 30 Other? - SpecifY, \~o 
01 your medical expense, paid? 40 Combination - Specify"jl 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to IDa 
20Yes 40 Don't know 50 Don't know 

• 

• 

Pace I .. 
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f«' . "':.,.: I: .• ·· ; ..... 
., 

I CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued T "{'. 

:." 

• 
120. Were you the only person there besides the ollender(s)? Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked In 13/J 

'ONo ITEM 0 DNa - SKIP to Check /tern E 

b. How many of these persons, not c:ounting yourself, were DYes 
robbed, harmed, or threatened? Do not in dude penons 
under 12 years of age. 140. Had permission to usc the (car/motor vehicle:) ever been 

@) a 0 None - SKIP to 130 given to the person who took it? 
<ill) IONa •••••• } 

SKIP to Check Item E Number of persons 20 Don't know 
c. Are any of these persons members of your household now? _DYes 

Do not include household m~mbers under 12 years of age. 

@ oONo b. Did the person return the (cor/motor vehicle)? 
Yes - How mony, not counting yourself? 

@) I DYes • 
(Also mark "Yes" in Check /tern I on page /6) 20No 

130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 
Is Box 1 or 2 marked in 13f? b.31onged to you or others in the household? 

t INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen (rom CHECK DNa - SKIP to 150 
unrecognizable busfness in respondent's home. ITEM E -Do not include anything stolen (rom a recognizable DYes 
business in respondent's home or another business, such 

@ 
as merchandise or cosh from a register. c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) 13n your person, for instance, 
I 0 Yes - SKIP to 13( in a. pocket or bjg held by you when it was taken? 
20No @) 

b. Oi,J the person(.) ATTEMPT 10 tok. something Ihat 
IOYes . \ 

@ 
b.longed to you or others in the household? ~.[}) No \~> 
I 0 No - SKIP to 13. \ 

~ 
\~ ~,y cash taken? (Box 0 marked In 13f) 

20Y~ _ 
CH Yes - SKIP to 160 

•• Wh., , .. , .. , '" , .... , ,.,oh' ••• ' •• ~ ITE F 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) DNa 

@ I D Purse 
U5a. Altogether, what was tho value of the PROPERTY 

'DW ....... ~." ~ 
30Car '\; 

thot was token? 

INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enter SO for 
40 Other mot . Ie stolen checks and credit cords, even if they were used • 'D""."~""' .. @l . 00 6 0 Don't know $ 

10 Other Specl b. How did you ,Joe ide tho value of the property that was 

Did they ·try to take a purse, wailet, • stolen? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

CHECK t or money? (BOK I or 2 marked in 13c) @) I 0 Original COSt 

'TEMC DNa - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement cost 

DYes 3D Personal estimate of current value 

• 

• 

• 
d. Was the (pur.e/wallet/money) on your p.rson, for 

40 Insurance report estimate 

Instance in a pocket or being held? 50 Police estimate 

@ 10 Yes} SKIP to 180 
6 0 Don't know 

20No 
70 Other - Specify 

• e. Whal did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

@ I o Attacked ~ 160. Was all or part of the stol en money or property recoverl!td, 
2 0 Threatened with harm except for anything received from insurance? 

30 Attempted to break into house or garage @) IONone} 
.0 Attempted to break Into car 20 All SKIP to 170 

• 
sO Harassed, argument, abusive language SKIP _OPart 

to 
60 Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. What was recovered? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to d~mage or (ill) .f][] destroy property 

Cash: S 
80 Other - SpecifY andlor • * Property: (Mark 011 that aPPly) 

@ 00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 
f. What was laken that belonged t. you or others In '0 Purse 

@) the household? What .I •• ? [gQJ 
2 o Wallet Cash: $ _ • :.OQ., 
_OCar andlor 

• property: (Mark all that apply) 40 Other motor vehicle 

(§) 00 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

, o Purse 
60 Other - SpecifY 

·OWaliet • 
30Car 
40 Other motor vehicle c. What was tho yalu. of th. property rocovered (excluding 
.0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) recover.d cash)? 

@> ~ 6 0 Other - Specify S "0" • .. 

• Pale 15 
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170. Was there any insurance against th.ft? 

IONo .•••• } 
SKIP 10 180 

20 Don'l know 

3 Cl Yes 

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance company? 

IONo •..•. } 
SKIP 10 180 

20 Don't know 

30Yes 

c. 'Nas any of this loss recover~d through insurance? 

I 0 Not yet Settled} 
SKIP 10 180 

20No .•••. , • 

30Yes 

d. was r.cove,.d? 

INTERVIEWER - If properly replaced by insurance 
company Instead of cash settlement, ask for es[imate 
of value of Ihe properly replaced. 

$ 

18 •• Old any household member lo.e any time 
because of this incident? 

00 No - SKIP 10 /90 

I 0 Less than I 

201-5 days 

3 C 6-10 days 

40 Over 10 days 

not taken in thl. Incident? 
For e, was a or window broken, clothing 
damaged, or damag., done to Q car, etc.? 

@ I 0 No - SKIP 10 200 

20Yes 

b. ""',,'W'''.' 
I 0 Yes - SKIP 10 19d 

20No 

repaired or replaced? 

c. How much would It cost to repair or replace the 
damag.d Item(s)? 

s . R } SKIP 10 200 
X 0 Don't know 

d. How much was the repair or replacement COlt? 

@ X 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP 10 200 

.11 
e. Who paid or '(ill pay lor the r.polrs or roplacemenl? 

(Mark all Ihol apply) 

I 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

30 Insurance 

• 0 Other - Specify 

200. We,. the police Inform~d of this Incident in any war? 

@ IONo 
20 Don't know - SKIP 10 Check /tem G 

Yes - Who told them? 

• 
@) 

• 0 Household member 
4 ClSomeone el se SKIP 10 Check /tem G 
sO Police on scene 

b. What WOI the reolon thi~ incident was not reported to 
the pollee? (Mark all Ihal apply) 
I D Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
2 D Did not think It important enough 
30 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matter. did not want to report it 
6 D Did nOI want to get involved 
70 Afraid of reprisal 
B 0 Reported to someone else 
• oOlher-

time this incident happened? 
Ilem H 

NCS·3 Items 28a-e - SKIP to 
Check /tem H 

For "hom did you "ark? (Nome of company, business, 
organization or other employer) 

d. What kind 01 bu.lne .. or industry i. this? (For example: TV 
and radio mfg., relall shoe slore, Slale Labor Depl., farm) 

e. Were you-

I. 

lOAn .mplor'. 01 a PRIVATE company, bu.ln ... or 
Indlvidua for wages, salary or commissions? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT .",ploye. (Federal, Stato, county or local)? 
30 SELF.EMPLOYED in OWN bu. in .... prof ... lonal 

practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In lamily bus In ... or larm? 

electrica: 

g. What were your most important activities or dutle.? (For example: 
Iyplng, keeping aCCounl books. seiling cars, finishing concrele, elc.) 

CHECK .. 
ITEM H.,. 

Summarize this Incident or series of Incidents. 

CHECK .. 
ITEM I .,. 

CHECK ~ 
ITEM J .,. 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an entry 
for "How many?" 
DNa 
DYes - Be sure you have an Incldenl Reporl (or each 

HH member 12 years o( age or over who was 
robbed, harmed. or Ihreatened in Ihls Incldenl. 

Is this the last Incident Report 10 b. filled for this person? 
o No - Go to nexllncldenl Report. 
DYes - Is this the last HH member to be Inlervlewed? 

DNa - Inlervlew next HH member. 
DYes - END INTERVIEW. Enler 10101 

number o( Crime Incldenl Reporls 
filled (or Ihis household /n 
Item 13 on the cover o( NC5-3, 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
~-----------------------------------... 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved: a.M.B No. ,,1-R2662 

FORM CVS.10l 
ce·21-7.41 

U,S, DEPARTMENT of COMMERCE 

NOTICE -Your repori to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (Public 
Law 93-l13). All Idonurlable Infolmallon will be used only i1t pelSons 
engaged In and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be disclosed 
or released to others for any purpose. 

I.!IDENTIFICATION CODES 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUs 

ACTING "'" COl.LECTING AGENT FOR 
a. psu L.AW ENFORCEMENT A'SISTANCE ADMINisTRATION 

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

e. RO 

\" 

Interviewer eod~ I'g, Total number 
of incident'S 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

INTRODUCTION 
Good morning (allernoon). I'm Mr(s.) __ (your n.me) __ lrom the U.S. Bureau 01 the Census. 
We are conducting a survey in this area to measure the extent to which businesses are victims 01 
burglaries and/or robberies. The Government needs to know how much crime there Is and where It Is 
to plan and administer programs which will have an Impact on the crime problem. You can help by 
answering some quesllons for me • 

• Part I - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS 

23. Is Ihls eSlablishment owned or operaled as an incorporaled 
business? 

7. Old anyone else operate any departmenls or 
concessions or some other business acllvily 
In Ihls eslabllshmenl during Ihe 12-monlh 
period ending " ? 10 Yes -SKIP 103 

_oNo .' 5 
1 0 Yes - Lisl \8at department, concession, or other 

b. How is Ihls business owned or opelaled? .' ~~~W~ V"O Ir~~Ys~:e~r70;~~~,/~7~g: 
1 0 IndiVidual proprietorship \ \~~at:;t1~~ ':i8d

. c~~gheJ~ea t~:r,~~: on 
2 0 Pnrtnershlp ••• ~ R \ a sample ne. 

l 0 Government - Continue Intervlow ONL Y If< '\ ~. ,2 0 NO\ 
liquor store or any type & ""'-i---->,r~L------------_! 
01 transparlatlon . d50 NOT ~'s!a.TEM 8 UNTIL PART II AND ANY 

40 Other - SPOCIfYjl \'" \\ '~ ,'/tIC/OENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 
~ <~ 8)...What were your approximate gross sales 01 merchandise 

I __ =========::::l/;:::; '~==~~ \'~:¢>~:....j andior ,ecelpls from services allhls eslabllshment 
~ lor the previous 12 months ending ? 
3. Do you (the owner) operate more thyn '9rte'~labliish':lu,~V (Eslimale annual ~ales and/or recelpls If not In 

10 Yes /"'-.. \'> V business lor enlir~ 12 months.) 
-0 No .f ... 0".(\ I 0 None 

4. Old you (Ihe owner):~e .~ esta~~menl al _ 0 Under SIO.OOO 
Ihls localion duiing the e r ·month period 30 SIO,OOO ;0 524.999 
ending? 40 525.000 to 549,999 
I 0 yes • 0 550,000 10 S99,999 
_ 0 No - How many monlhs during I Months 60 SIOO,OOO 10 5499,999 

Ihe deslgnaled period? 705500,000 to 1999.999 
B 0 $1,000,000 and over 

5. Excluding you (I he owner) (Ihe parlners) how • 0 Other - Specify 
many paid employees did Ihis eslabllshment average 
during Ihe 12·monlh period ending ? 
10 None 

.0 1- 3 

304-7 

40 8- 19 

5020 or more 

' •. :,;.:\",? INTERVIEWER USE ONLY( .(;J 
9a. Record 01 Interview 

6a. What do you consider your kind of business 
to be at Ihis locallon? I OFFICE USE ONLY 

-------------------
b. Mark (X) ono box 

RETAIL 

to Food 

20 Eating and drinking 

30 General merchandise 

• 0 Apparel 

5 0 Furniture and 
appliance 

6: 0 Lumber, hardware. 
mobile home delilers 

7 0 Automotive 

80 Dru& and proprietary 

.0 Liquor 
A 0 Gasoline service 

stations 

B 0 Other retail 

WHOLESALE 

cDOureble 

DO Nondurable 

MANUFACTURING 

EO Durable 

F 0 Nondurable 

REAL ESTATE 

G 0 Apartments 

H 0 Other real estate 

r oSERVfCE 

J 0 BANKS 

I< 0 TRANSPORTATION 

L 0 ALL OTHERS - Specify.., 

(1) Dal. 

(2) Name of respondent 

(3) Title of respondent 

b. Reason for non·lntervlew 
TYPE A 

I 0 Present occupant Tn business at end of 
survey period but unable to COnlnct 

I Extension 

20 Refusal and In business at end of survey period 
30 Other Type A - Spec/ly7Z 

TYPE B 

40 Present occupant not In business at end 
of survey period 

5 0 Vacant or closed 

60 Other Type B (Seasonal, etc.) -Spoclfy"}! 

TYPE C 

7 D O~cupred by nonllstable activity 
80 Demolished 
.0 Oth.r Type C - SpeclfYjl 
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108 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

~ Part II - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

Now I'd like 10 ask some questions about particular kinds of thelt or altempled thell. 
These questions refer only 10 this eslabllshmenl for Ihe 12-monlh period beginning and ending 

10. During this period did anyone break inlo or some­
how illegally get inlo Ihis place of business? 

18. Why hasn't Ihis establlshmenl ever been Insured agalnsl 
burglary andfor robbery? 
t 0 Couldn't afford It I Number • n Yes - How many times?-I 

(rill an Incldenl Reporllor each) '------------/ 

Z 0 Couldn't get anyone to innure you 

3 Cl Didn't need It 

2DNo 

11. (Other than the incldent(s) jus I mentioned,) during this 
petiod did anyone lind a door jimmied, a lock lorced, 
or any olher signs 01 an ATTEMPTED break·in? 

4 [1 SelHnsured 
50 PremIum tOo expensive 

6 [] O.h.r - SpeclfY7 

19a. What security measures, 
r--:---------1 if any, are present al I Number lhis location now, to 

.0 Yes - How many limes? -I protect it against 
(Fill an Incident Report for each) '------------1 burglary and/or robbery? 

20No 

12. During Ihls period were you, the owner, or any 
employee held up by anyone using a weapon, 
lorce or threat ollorce on these premises? 

a. Mark (X) all that ~i( 
I lJ A fm system OUts e 

ngOng, building 1m •... ~ 

~ t u aarm-n e gng 

b. When were these 
security m eauures 
IIrst Inslalled 
or otherwise 
undertaken? 
Enter the 
appropriate code 
from the list 
given be/ow. 

b. Codes 

(FiJIan IncIdent Report /oreach) ( \\:3 t-l Cent al 13 _ rings at pollee 
2 Cl No ../\ \ V depar t security agency 1-___________ -1 

I [,I Yes - HoW many times? - ~'::J B I I I d . I 

13. (Olher Ihan the incldenl(s) already mentlo:~lr\\\ Ll ~~I~~~~ ~~g:I~~:~~: :~~~s. 
did anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, the win\e~ r ga.es. etc ............. . 
any employee by using lorce or threalenlng 0 
harm you while on Ihese pre;m~. 5 Ll Guard. wa.chman ••••••••• 

I [] yes _ How many times? .1 N",\~ V olJ Wa.ch dag •••••••••••••• 

(Fill an I~n e Report /0 e J 70 Firearms ..•••..•••• , •. 

20Na 
8 [_1 Cameras ••••••• ,. I', •• 

Ihis period were y. 0 ner, or any employee held up 9 [] Mirrors ••••••••••••••• 
14. (Other Ihan Ihe in~S); ust me;nio~ed,) during 

while delivering me Ise or carrying business money A lj Locks ••••••••• , •••••• 
out~ide the business? 

f Number 
I 0 Yes - How manY times? '_1 

(FIff '" Incldenl Report lor each) '---------1 
2[lNa 

15. (other Ihan the Incident(s) just mentioned,) did 
anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, the ow.l0r, or any 
employee while delivering merchandise or carrying 
business money oulside the business? 

1 
Number 

• 0 Yes - How "-"ny Iim~sl_ 
(Fill an tncldent Report for each) '----------1 

20Na 

16a Is this establlshmenl insured against burglary and/or 
robbery by means other Ihan sell·insurance? 
'OY" 

8 l~l Comply with National 
Banking Act (for 
banks only) ••..•••. , .•. 

c t..J LIghts - outside or addlttonal 
Inside .•••••.••••••.•• 

o r.J O.her - SpeC/lyy 

E:J None 

"Codes lor use In Item 19b 

LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR 

1 - January 7 - July o _ 1-2 years ago 

2 - February 6 - August 

3 - March 9 - September 
e: - 1-5 years ago 

4 _ April A - October F - More than 5 

5 - May B - November 
years ago 

6 - June C - December 

2 0 No } SKIP to 17a 
_3;O""-D_on_·_._kn_a_w~ ____________ _l 20. INTERVIEWER'" 

b. Does the Insuran~e also cover other Iypes 01 crime losses, CHECK ITEM ,-
Were there any Incidents 
reported in 10-15? 

such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theft? 
'DYes } 
• 0 Na SKIP to 19a 
3 0 Don't know 

17a. Has this establishment ever been insured against burglary 
and/or robbery by means other Ihan self.lnsurance? 
·O'ios 
.0 No - SKrP to 1B 
3 0 Don't know - SKIP to 19a 

b. Old the insuraroce also cover other types 01 crime losses, 
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee Ihell? 
'oYes 
20No 

c. Did you drop the Insurance or did the company cancel 
your policy? 
I 0 BuSinessman drqpped It " ••••• } SKIP to 19a 
~ 0 Insurnnce company cancellr.d polley 

NOTES 

Page 2 

[J Na - Detach IncIdent Reports, 
enter "0" In Item 19 on • 
page 1 J and continue 
with Item B. 

[::J Yes - Enler number of Incfdents 
In lIem 19 on page 1. and 
continue with IIrst Incident 
Report. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENT/FICA TION CODES FROM ITEM 1 

OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
o. PSU I h. Segment I c. Line No. I d. Panel Ie. RO 

You said that during the 12 months beginnlnJl ___ 
and ending (reter to screening questions: 
1(J-15 for description of crime). 

1. In whal month did this (did the li/st) Incident happen? 
I L~l Jan. 4 r1 Ap,,1 7 r; July AoOC1. 

• r1 Feb. , ["]May • nAu •. B 0 Nov • 
,[JMar. 6 n June • ["1 Sepl. cO Dec. 

2. About what lime did it happen? 
, L-l During the diS)' (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nIght (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
2 C 6 p.m • .- Midnight 
3 [1 M,dnlght - 6 '.m. 
4 r~-1 Con't know what time at ntght 

5 r1 Don'\: know 

3. Whele did this Incident take place? 
t [l At thiS place of busu'Iess 
2 [1 On delivery 
l rJ Eoroute to bank ~ 
4 C-l Other - Speclly 

4. ,,,' "" ... , ~.,. " '., ... ,., ... "".~ 
incident was occurlng? ~_ 
'DYes .~ 2 C1 No - SKIP 10 10 
30 Don't know ~ 

5,. ,,. ,. "'". ~ h":~: """'" that was used as apo , such as ott e 01 wrench? 
I DYes 
• r-J No J 
3 0 Don't know S a 

b. Whal was the weapon? (Mark (X) .lIlhal apply) 
1 ["jGun 
• [J Knlle 
3 r.1 Dthe' - Speclly 

6a. How many pelsons wele Involved in commltllng the crime? 
I 0 One - Continue with ~b below 

'OTwo } 
3 0 Three SKIP 10 ~e 
40 Four or mr:e 
50 Don't know - SKIP to 78 

b. How old would you say the pelson was? 
1 r1 Under 12 40 ,8- 20 
'Clll-l-I 5021 or oyer 
'[J 15-11 60 Don't know 

c. Was the pelson male Ot lema Ie? 
, OM-Ie 
20 Female. 
3 0 Don't know 

d. Was he (she) -
1 D'Hhlle? 

} SKIP 10 78 
20 Black? 
3 0 Othe/? - Specify 
o [J Don't know 

e. How old would you say the youngest pelson was? 
10 Under 12 on 18-20 
.rJ 12-14 5 [J 21 or over - SKIP 1069 
3 CJ 15-17 6 C1 Don't know 

I. How old would you say the oldest pelson was? 
'[1 Under 12 4 r:118-20 
'0 ,2- 14 5 rJ 21 or over 
30 15- 17 60 Don't know 

g. We Ie they male or female? 
'OAIl male l n Male i'tnd female 
2 o All femltle 4 n Don't know 

h. Wete they -
1 0 Only while? 
• 0 Only black? 
30 Only othet? - Speclly 

00 Some combination? - Specify 

.5 0 Don't know 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved- 0 M B No ""-R2b6'2 ... 
.oA"CVS·IOI U.S. OEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
{G·al-HI SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
ACTING AS COLLSC1'INQ AGENT FOR 

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANce ADMIN. 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTII.IIZATI01'l SURVEY - CITY SAI.\PLE 

No. Record which incident (1, 2, etc.) 
f. Inc,dent I. INCIDENT NUMBER 

;5 covered by this page 

7a. Wele you, the ownel, 01 any employee inju/ed in this 
incident, se/iousty enough to lequire medical aUenlion? 

1 0 Yes - How many? . Number 

• 0 No - SKIP 10 9a 

b. How many 01 them stayed in a 
hospital overnight 01 longet? 

Number 

B. Olthos~ leceivlng treatment in 01 oul 01 a hospital, did 
this business pay fot f of the medical expen~es nol 
covered by a tegula(h h benefits ptog/am? 

,0 , .. -H'''~ I!I \ \, was paid. • 

'ON:~\v V~Don k W", 

I\~ any dea~ul as a lesult 01 this incident? 
rl Yes 

2 -j No - SKIP ro 15a 

b. Who was ktlled? c. How many?, 
(Mark (X}_lIlhal "poly' 

1 OOwner(s) . .. . ... 
2. 0 Employees .... " ....... 
30 Customers. . . . .... ~ , . . . 
40 Innocent bystander(s) •••... 

sO OHender{s}, •••• , •••••••• 

60 Polu':e .•.....• , . ... .. -
70 Other - Speclty, 

SKIP '0 150 

10. Oid Ihe ollendel enlel, attempt 10 entel, 01 lema In In this 
establishmenlillegally? 

, DYe. 
'ONo, 

Discontinue USB 01 tncldonl Report. Enter at the top ot 
'his sheet '·Oul 0' Scopo-Larceny/' erase incIdent 
number, change the answers to screenfng questions 10-15, 
change number of Incidents In Item 19, page 1, and go 
on to the /lext reported Incident, "no other Incidents 

:rea~~r!~~ ~~U~~e'~:':~:/~W~nd complete items 

11. Did the oflende/(s) actually get In 01 iust hy to get in? 
t 0 Actuall y got In 

20 Just tried to get in 

12. Was the/e a btoken Window, broken lock, alalm, or any 
othel evidence that the offende/(s) 10lced (hied to 10/ce) 
his (lh!l!) way In? 

'OYes 

to No -SKIP 10 14 

13. What was the evidence? (Merk all Ihal apply) 

1 0 Broken lock or Window 

},"'". 2 [1 Forced door 

-1tlAlarm 

4 0 O,her - Specl/y 

14. How did the olfendel(s) get In (hy to get In)? 
1 0 ihrolJ&h unloc.ked door or wmdow 

20 Had a ke~ 

, 0 O,her - S!"'clly 

4 0 Don1t kno~ 

I 
N 
C 
I 
o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

page 3 
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'110 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS • 
INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

15a. Was anything damaged in this incident? For e~ample, 18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time 
a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. hom work because 01 this incident? 
1 ~.JYes 

2 ~ No - SKIP 10 16a 1 r-} Yes - How many people? ---+- !Number 
L_ L-

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replacld? 2 L~~ No - SKIP to 19a • t [I Yes -SKIP to 15d 
b. How many work days were lost altogether? 2LJ No 

1 ~-j Less than I day 
C. How much would it cost to repair or repiace the damages? 2 [; 1-5 days 

(Estimate) 
J ~~16-IO days loays 

S . [QQJ} SKIP to 15e 
4 L:..l Over 10 days - How many?~ 

X ,,_J Don"t know 5 ~~1 Don't know 

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the dama,es? 19a. Were any security measures taken after this incident to • 
. [ill 

protect the establishment Irom luture Incidents? 
S I~-~Yes .• ) 
V Ll No cost - SKIP to 16a 2 [J No - SKIP 10 :lia, • 
x LJ Don't know 

b. What mea~res were ~~ e. Who paid or will pay lor the repairs or replacement? 
IMark Ii? a rhat apply 

(Mark (X) al/ rhat apply) 
....... ~I Alar s stem - out ringing 

I ~j This business r. . 
2. L~ .1 Insurance 

A\:\ I'\S .. ".. '" -, .. ,"",""., 
3 [J Owner of building (landlord) LJ Central 'rm 

4 U Other - Specify 4 ~j Reinforcing deVices, grates, gateS, 
5 [J Don't know ...... , \\,'\\\ bars on Window, etc 

.. ,. '" " .",.,,,(,( "., ,., "\'t::S:"'\) \) \; 5 [J Guard. watchman 

equipment, or sou~ ~ 6 Cl Watch dog 

t !.lYes \) 7 Cl Firearms 

2[jNo -SKIP to a a ~~J Cameras 

b. How much money wa~n)_ S v . []QJ 
9 [JMmors 

A LJ Locks 

c. What was the total valtttr-irt" mercha~dise, equipment, or 8 L1 Lights - outside or additional Inside 
supplies taken? 

C [j Other - SpeCifY., 

S . [ill 

• 

• 
v L1None } 

SKIP to 17a 20a. Were the police Inlormed 01 this Incident in any way? x [] Dontt know 
IONo 

d. How was the value (merchandise, equipment, or supplies 2 C Don't know - SKIP to 21 
taken) determined? 

",., -... ""''''7 } 1 U Original cost 

2 [J Replacement cost J LJ Owner(s) 

J LJ Other - Specify 4 [J Employee 
SKIP to 21 

5 0 Someone el se 
17a. How much, Ii any, 01 the stolen money and lor property 6 [J Police on scene 

was re~overed by Insurance? 
b. Whal was the reason this Incident was not reported 

S .00 to the police? (Mark (X) alf/hat apply) 

1 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
v LJ None - Why not? ., 

2 [J Old not think It Important enough 
1 W Didn't report It 

3 r~ Pollee wouldn't want to be bothered 
2 L J Does not ha ... e Insurance 

4 LJ Old not want (0 take the time - too Incon .... enlent 
3 L J Not settled yet 

5 [1 Private or personal matter, did not want to rePort It 4 ~~J PoliCY has a deductible 

5 LJ Money and/or merchandise was reco .... ered 6 CJ Old· not want to get In ... ol .... ed 

• 

• 
X U Don't know 7 [J Afraid of rcpri sal 

b. How much, If any, 01 the stolen money and lor property 
a 0 Reported to someone el Se 

was recovered by means olher than Insurance? • 0 Other - Specify., 

S . ill] 
VONone } SKIP to IBa 2l. INTERVI EWER ~ Are there more Incidents x 0 Don't know 

CHECK ITEM to record? 
c. By What means was the stolen money and/or o No -Return /0 page I, 

property recovered? complete Items Band 
10 Pollee 9, and end Interview. 

o Yes - FIll the neK/lncldent 2 0 Other - Speclly Report. 

• 
NOTES 

• 
Page -4 GPO 1180.161 

• 



TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHeET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
c, PSU I b. Segment JC' Une No. Jd. Panel ,e. RO 

Vou said Ihat during the 12 months beginning ___ 
and ending (reter to scr~onfng questions 
to-15 lor description ot crime). 

I. In whal month did this (did the firs I) Incident happen? 
t C]Jan. 4nA~nl 7 r: July AOOct. 
2 rJ Feb. sOMay , • [1 Aug. .DNov. 
3 rJ Mar. 6 n June 'CI Sept. cO Dec. 

2. About what lime did 11 happen? 
t [:"1 During the day (6 a.m. - 6 p,m.) 

At night (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
2 C 6 p.m. - Midnight 
3 L' Midnight - 6 a.m. 
4 f] Donlt know what time at night 

5 [l Don't know 

3. Where did Ihls IncidenUake place? 
I [] At this place of bUSiness 
2 [l On delivery 
3 [] Enroute to bank ~ 
4 Cl Other - Specify 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved' 0 M B No, 41-R2662 ... 
FORM CVS·.1Ol U.S. OEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
IC·ZI-HI SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
ACTING ... , COL.LECTING AGENT POR 

l.AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE AOMIN. 
u.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY - CITY SAMPLE 

I. Incident ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. Record which incident (1, 2, etc.) 

;s covered by this page 

7a. Were you, the owner, or any employee Injured in this 
incident, seriously enough 10 require medical allenlion? 

I 0 Yes - How many? , Number 

'0 No -SKIP 10 9a 

b. How many 01 them slayed in a 
hospital overnight or longer? 

Number 

B. Ollhose receiving trealmenl in or out 01 a hospital, did 
Ihis business pay 10r.3iI.Y ollhe medical expenses not 
covered by a regu (h)'Hlh benelils program? 

'D~:;.'l'- .@!l 

\ .~~ Do 't no: 

I [J Yes 

. 

N 
C 

D 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

1\~anY de~ur as a result 01 this Incident? 

4. .... ''". ,.. ~"" .... , .. "., .. '''.~ _ No - SKIP 10 15a 
Incidenl was occullng? ~ 
, DYes b. Who was killed? c. How many?, 
'ONo-SKIPloIO ,~ (Mark (X) a/llhal apply' 
30 Don't know ~ 1 OOwner(s) . . ... 

'". Old 'h. ""'",~ '''~, ..... 'hi" 2 0 Employees •.. ... . . .. ' . Ihat was used as We such a a bol e or wrench? 
, DYes 3 0 Custome~s ... .... . ...... 
'DNo J 
l 0 Don't know S' P t 6a 40 Innocent bystander(s} .••.. 

b. What was Ihe weapon? (Mark (X) a/l Ihal apply) 50 OHender(s) I ••••••••••••• 

, C) Gun 60 Police .•... 
2 C1 Knife 

, ... .. ,. . .. , 

3 n O.her - Spaclfy 70 Other - spec{{Y7 

6a. How many persons were involved in committing the crime? 
1 0 One - Continue with 6b below 

20Two } 
SKIP to 150 3D Three SKIP to 6e 

4 0 Four or more 
10. Did Ihe ollender enter, attempllo enler, or remain in Ihls sO Don't know - SKIP to 7a 

establishmenlillegally? 
b. How old would you say Ihe person was? I DYes 

• 0 Under 12 40 18- 20 
• 0 No, 2012-14 5021 or over 

3C115-17 60 Don't know DIscontinue use 01 Incident Report, enter at the top 01 

c. Was Ihe person male or lemale? 
this sheet "out of Scope-Larceny," erase incident 
number, change the answers to screening questions 10-15. 

, OM.le change number of Incidents In item 19, page 1. and go 

20 Female on to the next reported Incldenl. II no other IncIdents 
are reported. return to page 1 and complete items 

J 0 Don't know Band 9 and end tho Inteivlew. 

d. Was he (she) -
11. Did Ihe ollender(s) aclually gel In or jusllry to gel In? • CJ While7 

} SKIP 10 7a • 0 Black? 1 0 Actually got In 

3 0 Other? - Spaclfy 20 JUSt tried to &ct in 
4 0 Oon'~ know 

12. Was Ihere a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any 
e. HoW old would you say Ihe youngest person was? olher evidence Ihallhe ollender(s) lorced (tried 10 lorce) 

, 0 Under 12 40 18- 20 his (their) way In? 
'012-14 sO 21 or over - SKIP 10 6g 

'DYe, 3015-17 60 Don't know 

f. How old would you say Ihe oldesl person was? 
20 No - SKIP /0 I~ 

I [l Under 12 4 CJ 18-20 13. What was the evidence? (Mark all/hat apply) 
'012-1~ 5021 or over 

I 0 Broken lock or Window 3D 15-17 6 0 Don't know 

}SKIP 10 15a 
g. Were Ihey male or lemale? z 0 Forced door 

1 o All mal. l 0 Male and female 3QAlarm 

• 0 All femal. 40 Don't know 40 Other Spaclly 

h. Wetc they - 14. How did Ihe ollenderls) gel in (lry to gel in)? , 0 Only While? 
20 Only black? I 0 Through unlocked doot or WIndow 

3D Only olhet? - Specl/y • 0 Had a key 

4 0 Some combinallon? - Specl/y 3 0 Other - Specify 
sO Don't know ~ 0 Don't know 

Pale 5 
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112 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS • 
INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

15a. Was anylhing damaged In Ihls Incident? For example, 
a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. 

18a. Old you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time 
Irom work because of this Incident? 

I ;'-'::'lYu 
'~No -SKIP to 160 , 0 Yes - How many PeOPle?_!NUmber 

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? • ~ No -SKIP to 19a • , C) Yes - SKIP to 15d b. How many work days were lost ailogether? 
'ONo 

I :J Less than I day 
c. How much would It cost to repair or replace the damages? • [j 1-5 days (Estimate) 

3 U 6-10 days lDays 
S . 00 }SKIP 10 ISa 

4 [J OVer 10 days - How lOany?_ 

X I.-J Oon't know 5 CJ Oon't know 

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages? 19a. Were any security measures taken aner this Incident to 

·00 
protect the establishment irom luture Incidents? 

S li-lYes ~, 
v [.1 No cosl - SKIP to l6a • [] No - SKIP I "''''\ 
x [] Don't lenow 

'Wh·t~~, e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? (Mark ) I that apply 
(Mark (X) all Ihat apply) 

~r ,,~ -.. ","",",,", I i. . ..} This business < \) 2 Burgi a ar - Inside ringing 2 [.I Insurance: 

~(\ 3 [J Owner of bulldlnp (landlord) [1 Central al arm 

':-1 D,h.r -Speclly , Relnrorcin& deVices, grates, gates, 

5 U Don't know \ ","\\\ bars on window. etc 

, .... ,' " •• ,,",,,,,, 1>" .. , .~''\:)~ \) 
5 LJ Guard. watchman 

equipment, or supplies? \ .0 Watch dog 

,lJ Yes '\\ 7 eJ Firearms 

.[jNO-SKIP~ -A • LJ Cam.ras 

b. How much money ~_. S \) .[][] 
9 [j Mirrors 

A [.1 Locks 
c. What was the total va~rchandlse, equipment, or B [J Lights - outsTde or additional Inside 

supplies taken? c [J D.her - SpeCifY., 

• 

• 

• 
S . [ill 
v Ll None } 

SKIP to 17a 20a. Were the police informed of Ihis Incident In any way? 
x [J Don', know 

, (lNo 
d. How was the value (merchandise, equipment, or supplies 'Z CJ Don't know - SKIP to 21 

taken) determined? 
w-- ~. "", .. , 7 } I lJ OrlgTnal cost 

'2' LJ Replacement cOSt 
3 [] Owner(s) 

3 LJ D.her - Speclly 
• LJ Employee 

SKtP to 21 
5 [J Someone el se 

17a. Ifow much, if any, 01 the stolen money and'or property Ei [J Police on scene 
was recovered by Insurance? b. Whal was the reason this Incldenl was not reporled 

S .00 10 the police? (Mark (X) all that apply) 

1 [J Nothing could be done -lack of proof 

• 
v tJ None - Why not?7 20 Old not thlnlC It Imporrant enough 

I CJ Didn't report It l [1 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
2 [J Does not h:we insurance 

4 t.J Did not want to take the time - too inconvenient 
3 LJ Not senl ed yet 

5 L] Private or pCf$onal matter. did not want to report it 
4 [J Polley has a deductible 
5 CJ Money andlor merchandise was recovered 6 CJ Old not want to get involved 

• 
x 0 Don't know 10 ArrDld of reprisal 

b. How much, If any, of the stolen money lnd10r property 
B [J Reportl!!d to someone el se 

was recovered by means other than insurance? • [J O,h.r - SpecifY., 

S ·00 
v o None } SKIP to 18. 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Are there more Incidents 
x 0 Don't know 

CHECK ITE~' to record? • 
c. By what means was the slolen money andlor o No - Return 10 page I, 

property recovered? complete Hems Band 

'0 Police 9, and end Interview. 

• 0 O.her - Speclly DYes - Fill tho no.tlneldent 
Ropor/, 

NOTES 

• 
FORM CV"ofOI 18.24.1'" GPO 810.111 
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU , b. Segment 'c. Lone Na. , d. Panel '0. R~ 

you said Ihat during the 12 monlhs beginning ___ 
and ending (tefer to screening questions 
10-15 lor description 01 crime). 

J. In whal month did Ihls (did the lirsllincideni happen? 
I ! ~ , Jan. 4 r~~ April 7 ~-; July A 00«. 
2 [~ Feb. 5~'~May 8 [' 'Aug. B D Nov. 
J ;-j Mar. 6 ['j June 9 C ~ Sept. cODec. 

2. Aboul whailime did It happen? 
) r": Dunn&- the day (6 a.m. - 6 p,m.) 

At night (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
Z ['~ 6 p.m. - Midnight 
3 Cl Midnight .... 6 a.m. 
41- ; Don't know what time at night 

5 rl Don't know 

3. Where did Ihis incident take place? 
1 ~~: At thlli; place of bUSiness « 2 r 10n delivery 
3 t ~ Enroute to bank A 
4 ~ i Other - Speclly 

4. ,," " .. '" ~"". " .. , ... , .... ''''.~ incldenl \Vas oecuring? ~ 
I fI Yes 

z r-1 Na - SKIP 10 10 \ \\' 
3 [1 Don't know 

... "",. ... ,"" ~~,"~,,, ""!h',, that was used as n, such" a ott e or wrench? 
, rlYes 
2r~INo J 
1 r _1 Don't know S 

b. Whal was the weapon? (Mark (X) al/ Ihal apply) 

I( 1 Gun 
2 r-: KOire 
3 r i O,he' - Specl/y 

6a. How many persons were involved in commflting Ihe crime? 
I 0 One .... Continue with 6b below 

zOTwa } 
3D Three SKIP 10 5e 
4 0 Four or more 
sO Don't know .... SKIP to 7a 

b. How old would you say the person was? 
, r-I Under 12 '0 18- 20 
2r~112-14 sO 21 or over 
3l~1 15-17 60 Don't know 

c. Was the person male or female? 
'OMale 
20 Femnle 
3D Don't know 

d. Was he (sheJ-
'rJWhite? 

} SKIP 10 7a ' C'l Black? 
3 r-] Other? - Specify 

4 r~ I Don't know 

e. HoW old Would you say Ihe youngest person was? 
1 r~l Under 12 .n 18-20 
2 r J 12-14 5 r~121 ar over - SKIP 10 5g 
3 rl15-17 6 r:1 Don't know 

I. tlow old would you say the oldesl person was? 
I r'l Under 12 • r'118-20 
'1:112-14 5 [l21 or over 
3[115-17 6 [1 Don't know 

g. Were Ihey male or lema Ie? 
'OAII male 1 n Male and female 
20 All remale 4 r:-; Don't know 

h. Were Ihey -
I [1 Only while? 
2 ['J Only black? 
l Cl Only other? - Speclly 

• 0 Some comblnallon? - Speclly 

• Cl Oon" know 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved' 0 M B No.41-R2662 ... 
FORM CYS.·10 1 U,S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
IC·2.I-UI SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU Of' THE CENSUS 
ACTING AS COL-LEtTING AGENT FOR 

L.AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMIN. 
U.S~ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY - CITY SAMPLE 

Na. Recard which inc/dent (I, 2, elc.) 
f. Inc,den' ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 

;s covered by this ptlge 

7a. Were you, Ihe owner, or any employee injured In Ihls 
incident, seriously enough to require medical allentlon? 

I 0 yes - How many? . Number 

20 Na - SKIP 10 9. 

b. How many of them slayed in a Number 

hospital overnight or longer? 

Ollhose reCeivln&.I~lmenl in or out 01 a hospilal, did B. 
this business pa~ f~ ny of Ihe medfcal expenses nol 
covered by • regu a J).. flh benelils program? 

:~~~~" .~ S-

!~ODa" "\$f any dea'tfls OecUI as a r.sufl 01 this incident? 
, r: 1 yes 

-I Na - SKIP 10 15a 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 7 
(Mark (X) al/ Ihal applYI 

I DOwner(s) . , ....... 
2 0 Employees. ...... , ..... 
lD Customers .. ' . , .•.•••.• 

4 [] Innocent bystander(sl .••.. 

sO Offender(s}, • I •••• , ••• , •• 

Gel Pol",", . , .. .. . 
70 O,her - Spccl/y)! 

SKIP to 150 

10. Did Ihe ollender enler, attempllo enler, or remain In Ihls 
establishment Illegally? 

'DYes 
zONa, 
Discontinue usa cllncldent Repor'. Enter at 'he top 01 
this sheet' Out of Scope-Larceny," erase Incident 
number, change the answers to screening questions 10-15. 
c/lange number 01 Incidents In lIem 19, page 1, and go 
on to the noxt reported InCident. II no other incidents 
are reported, return to page 1 and complete Items 
8 and 9 and end the Interview. 

II. Old the offender(s) aclually get 10 or Just try to get In?, 
I 0 Actually go": In 

20 Just tried to get In 

12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any 
other evidence thai the offender(s) forced (tried to force) • 
his (Ihelr) way In? 

'OVes 
zONa - SKIP 10 14 

13. What was Ihe evidence? IMark all Ihal apply) 

I Cl Broken lock or Window 

}"",o,~ 2 [ } Forced door 

,nAlarm 
• CI O,her - SpfJClly 

14. How did the offender(s) get In (try 10 gel In)? 
I 0 Through unlOCked door or Window 

20 Had a ~ey 
3 0 Other - Specily 

4 0 Don't know 

N 
C 

o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

Page 7 
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114 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS • 
INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

15a. Was anylhlng damaged In Ihis incldenll For example, 18a. Did you, Ihe owner, or any employee here Inse any lime 
a lack or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc. hom work because ollhls Incldenl? 
1 [JYes 
, ':J No - SKIP ro ISa '[1 Ye, - How many PeOPle?_INumber 

b. Was (were) Ihe damaged ilem(s) repaired or replaced? Z ,-,J No - SKIP ro Iga • , 0 Ye, - SKIP ro 15d 
b. How many work days were 1051 .lIogelherl 

'ONo - I :1 Les s than I day 
c. How much would it CO 51 10 repair or replace Ihe damages? z r.=J 1-5 days 

(Estimale) 
3 [:J 6-IQ days ID'Y' 

S .~} 4 ~~! OVer 10 days - How many?---+-
SKIP 10 15e 

s j~ jOan' t know X ~--,J Don't know 

d. How much did II cosllo repair or replace Ihe damages? 19a. Were any security measures laken afler Ihis incldenllo 

.[]!J 
plolecllhe eSlablishmenlhom fulure Incldenls? 

S 1 i:i Yes 
• 

V L.:J No cost - SKIP to 16a , I: I No - SKIP 10.20".,\ 
X CJ CanOt know 

..... , '1'"'" '''~ e. Who paid 01 will pay for Ihe repairs or replacemenl? (Mark ,;< ,all Ihal app ) 
(Mark (X) all Ihal apply) 

~! ''', ""~ -0" • 'CO,", I L1 Thl$ business '\ \) "-I B~la alarm - on, e ringing 2 [J Insurance 

~\G\ l [J Owner of bulldinl. (landlord) L1 Centr I ai, 
4 [.I O,her - Specify 4 LJ Reinforcing dtlvlces. grates, gates, 
50 Don't know \\~hl 

bars on window, etc 

L"\. [] Guard, watchman .... "" .... " .... ,,' ",. '"' \~'"\>\J '0 equlpmenl, o@ 60 Watch dog 

, Cl Ye, 70 Firearms 

20 No - SK P 188 8 LJ Cameras 

b. How much money ~~n?_ '( .[QQJ 
9lJMlrrors 

A [J LOC~S 
c. Whal was Ihe lolalbro'e of merchandise, equlpmenl, or B CJ Lights - oUtside or additional Inside 

supplies laken? c [j Other - speclfY-, 

S .~ 

• 

• 
v UNone } 20a. Were Ihe police Informed of Ihls Incldenlln any way? x 0 Don't know SKIP to 17a 

,elNo 
d. How was Ihe value (merchandise, equipmenl, or supplies 'Cl Don't know - SKIP to 21 

laken) delermlned? U , .. -'b"""b •• , 7 } , Cl Original cost 
2. 0 Repl aeement cost 'DOwner(s) 

30 O,her - Speelly 4 r~J Employee 
SKIP 1021 

5 [.1 Someone el se 

17a. How much, If any, of Ihe siolen money and'or properly 6 [J Police on scene 
was recovered by Insurance? b. Whal was Ihe reason Ihls Incldenl was nol reporled 

S .[QQJ 10 Ihe police? (Mark (X) 8111hal apply) 

I tJ Nothing c::ould be done - Itlck of proor 
V 0 None - Why nol? -; 2: [,1 Old not lhlnk It Important enough 

• 

1 LJ Dldn't report It 
3 [.1 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 

2 C] Does not have Insurance 
4 LJ Did not want to take the time. - too Inconvenient 

3 [J Not settled yet 

40 Policy has a deductible 5 rJ private or personal matter, did not want to report It 

5 [J Money and/or merchandise was recovered 60 Old not want to get Involved 

• 
X [J Don't know 7 [1 Afraid of reprisal 

b. How much, If any, of Ihe slolen money andlor properly 
8 [J Reported to someone else 

was recovered by means olher Ihan Insurance? • 0 Other - Speclly -; 

$ .[[gJ 
vONone } SKIP 10 188 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Are there more Incidents x 0 Don't know 

CHECK ITEM to record? 
c. By whal means was Ihe slolen money and/or o No - Relurn to puga 1, 

properly recovered? complete Items 8 and 

10 Pollee 9. and end Interview. 

, pOther - Speclly [J Ye, - Fill Ihe na,' Ineldonl 
Reporl. 

• 
NOTES 

• 
Page 9 
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APPENDIX II 

TECHNICAL INFORMATION 
ON THE HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS 

With respect to crimes &gainst persons and 
households, results contained in this publication are 
based on data collected through two separate surveys 
in each city, conducted during the first quarter of 1973 
and 1975. The required information was gathered 
from persons residing within the city limits of each of 
the five jurisdictions, including those living in certain 
types of group quarters, such as dormitories, rooming 
houses, and religious group dwellings. Nonresidents 
of each city, including tourists and commuters, did 
not fall within the scope of the surveys. Similarly, 
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces per­
sonnel living in miiitary barracks, and institutional­
ized 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. The 
reference period for each round of surveys consisted 
of 12 months, ending with the month prior to the 
month't>f interview. 

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 
exceptions to the requirement for personal interview 
applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated 
persons, and individuals who were absent from the 
household during the entire field interview period; for 
these persons, interviewers Were required to obtain 
proxy responses from a knowledgeable adult member 
of the household. Survey records were processed and 
weighted, yielding results representative both of each 
city's population as a whole and of sectors within the 
population. Because they are based on a sample 
survey rather than a complete enumeration, the 
results are estimates. 

SAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE 

The basic frames from which the samples were 
drawn for the two household surveys in each of the 
five cities were the complete housing inventories for 
each city, as determined by the 1970 Census of 
Population and Housing. For the purpose of sample 
selection, each city's housing units were distributed 
among 105 strata on the basis of various characteris­
tics. Occupied units, which comprised the majority, 
were grouped into 100 strata defined by a combina­
tion of the following characteristics: type of tenure 
(owned or rented); number of household members 
(five categories); household income (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. 
Furthermore, a single stratum incorporated group 
quarters. 

To account for units built after the 1970 Census, 
samples were drawn, by means of independent clerical 
operations, of permits issued for the construction of 
residential housing within each city. This enabled 
persons occupying housing built after 1970 to be 
properly represented in the surveys. 

Detailed information concerning sample size and 
rates of response among persons eligible for the 
surveys is given in Table I of this appendix. With 
respect to both sample size and response rates, 
differences from city to city and between the first and 
second surveys for any given city were relatively 
small. For the i975 round of surveys, an average of 
12,020 housing units per city was designated for the 
sample. Of these, an average of 1,449 per city were 
visited by interviewers but were found to be vacant, 
demolished, converted to nonresidential use, tempor-
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116 HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS 

arily occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible 
for the survey. At an average of an additional 412 
units visited by interviewers it was impossible to 
conduct interviews 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 an average of 10,159 housing units per 
city, and the average rate of participation among units 
qualified for interviewing was 96.1 percent. Partici­
pating units were occupied by an average 0(21,995 
persons age 12 and over, or some 2.2 persons of the 
relevant ages per unit. Interviews were conducted with 
an average of 21,696 of these persons, resulting in an 
average response rate of98.6 among eligible residents. 

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE 

For each of the surveys, data records generated 
through interviewing 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 for the 
sample, the following elements determined the final 
weights: (l) a basic weight, reflecting the selected 
unit's probability of being included in the sample; (2) 
a factor to compensate for the subsampling of units, a 
situation that arose in instances where the interviewer 
discovered many more units at the se:mple address 
than had been listed in the decennial Census; (3) a 
within-household noninterview 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 interview was not obtained; (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; and (6) a population ratio estimate factor, 
applicable only to crimes against persons, which 
brought the sample estimates into accord with post­
Census estimates of the population age 12 and over; 
the estimator adjusted the data for possible biases 
resulting from undercoverage of the populcltion. As 
indicated in the preface to this report, the sixth step 

was omitted when results of the first round of surveys 
were processed for the first time. 

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 compen­
sated for the exclusion from each stratum of any 
households that already were included in samples for 
certain other Census Bureau programs. The proce­
dure 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 half so that 
double counts were not introduced in the tabulated 
data. When a personal crime was reported in the 
household survey as having occurred simultaneously 
with a commercial burglary or robbery, it was 
assumed that the commercial survey accounted for 
the incident, and, therefore, it was not counted as an 
incident of personal crime. However, the details of the 
outcome of the event as they related to the victimized 
individual would be reflected in the household survey 
results. 

For household crimes, the final weight consisted 
of all steps described above except the third and sixth. 
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 W5lS inapplicable, and an adjust­
ment comparable to that made in the personal sector 
to account for multiperson incidents was unnecessary. 

SERIES VICTIMIZATIONS 

As discussed in "The City Surveys," information 
on series victimizations against persons and house­
holds was processed separately from the main body of 
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survey results. For both of the surveys in each of the 
five cities, Table II lists the estimated number of series 
victimizations by type of crime. These series victimi­
zations, tabulated by number of series rather than by 
humber of victimizations, each consist of a grouping 
of three or more criminal acts similar, if not identical, 
in nature and incurred by individuals age 12 and 
over and by households. Study is underway con­
cerning the nature of series victimizations, focusing 
on their relationship to nonseries victimizations. 

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 surveys was only 
one of a large number of possible samples of equal 
size that could have been used applying the same 
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates 
derived from different samples may vary somewhat; 
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a 
complete census had been taken using the same 
schedules, instructions, and interviewers. 

The standard error of a survey estimate is a 
measure of the variation among estimates from all 
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the 
precision with which the estimate from a particular 
sample approximates the average result of all possible 
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 
average result of all possible samples by less than one 
standard error. Similarly, the chances are about 90 
Ollt of 100 that the difference would be less than 1.6 
times the standard error; about 95 out of 100 that it 
would be less than 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 
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plus the standard error; the chances are 68 in 100 that 
a figure from a complete census would fall within that 
range. Likewise, the 95 percent confidence interval is 
defined as the estimate plus or minus two standard 
errors. 

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called 
nonsampling error. Major sources of such error are 
related to the ability of respondents to recall 
victimization experiences and associated details that 
occurred 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 victimization 
surveys. Besides reasons relating to memory failure, 
the coverage of assault probably is deficient because 
of the observed tendency of victims to underreport to 
interviewers those 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 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 eariier­
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 determined. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indicated 
that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for all 
persons residing in the household than when each 
household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted as 
a general rule; allowances for proxy response under 
the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to the rule. 
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Additional nonsampling errors can result fro 
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 observation, 
with retraining and reinterviewing, as appropriate, as 
well as edit procedures in the field and at the clerical 
and computer processing stages, were utilized to keep 
such errors at an acceptably low level. As calculated 
for these surveys, the standard errors partially 
measure only those nonsampling errors arising from 
random response and interviewer errors; they do not, 
however, take into account any systematic biases in 
the data. 

Concerning the reliability of data from the 
household surveys, it should be noted that estimates 
based on zero or 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 this report. For both 
of the surveys, the minimum estimates considered 
sufficiently reliable to serve as bases for statistics 
relevant to the personal and household sectors were as 
follows: Chicago, 1,000; Detroit, 450; Los Angeles, 
1,000; New York, 2,500; and Philadelphia, 600. 

As they appear in the report's data tables, all 
absolute values-including numbers of victimizations 
and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) shown 
parenthetically on rate tables-have been rounded to 
the nearest hundredth. Relative figures (whether rates 
or percentages) were calculated from unrounded 
figures. 

COMPUTATION AND 
APPLICATION OF THE 
STANDARD ERROR 

For each of the five cities, first and second survey 
results presented in this report were tested to 
determine whether or not statistical significance could 
be associated with observed differences, or changes. 
Differences between corresponding pairs of values 
from each survey were tested to determine whether 
they were significant at 2.0 standard errors (95 percent 
confidence level) or 1.6 standard errors (90 percent 
confidence level). The results of these tests are noted 

on the data tables by means of asterisks. For purposes 
of this report, apparent differences that failed the 90 
percent level test were not considered statistically 
significant. 

For personal and household crimes, three proce­
dures for computing standard errors and for perform­
ing tests of significance with values other than those 
already tested in the preparation of this report are 
described below. 

, With respect to levels (or absolute numbers) of 
victimizations or incidents for a given city, the 
procedure for computing the standard error of a 
difference is' given by the following formula: 

Standard error of the difference (XI - X
2

) 

The symbols are defined as follows: 
XI - the estimated level for a given crime category, 

1972. 
X2 - the estimated level for the corrp!:ponding crime 

category, 1974. 
Parameters developed from the full sample and 
obtained when generalizing the standard errors. al 

b
l 

For each city and survey, "a" and "b" parameters 
were obtained for personal victimizations, per­

a2 
b

2 
sonal incidents, and household victimizations. 
These are displayed on Table III, at the end of 
this appendix. 

To illustrate the use of the formula, Data Table I 
for Philadelphia shows that the estimated number of 
victimizations from personal crimes of violence was 
93,600 in 1972 and 71,600 in 1974. Substituting the 
appropriate values into the formula yields: 

Standard error of the difference (93,600 - 71,600) 

= 

(93,600)2(00050047040 + 80.895671) + 
93,600 

(7 1600)2(00021365657 + 76.069503) 
,. 71,600 
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= 8,760,960,000 (.0013647403893) + 

5,126,560,000 (.0012760797962) 

= J11,956,435.961041 + 6,541,899.640007 

= J 18,498,335.601048 

= 4,300.969, which rounds to 4,301. 

The chances are 68 out of 100 that the difference 
(93,600 - 71,600 = 22,000) lies between 17,699 and 
26,301 (22,000 plus or minus 4,301) and 95 out of 100 
that the difference is between 13,398 and '30,602 
(22,000 plus or minus 8,602). The'ratio of differences 
to their standard errors defines values that can be 
equated to levels of significance. For example, a ratio 
of about 2.0 (or more) denotes that the difference is 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level (or 
higher); a ratio ranging between about 1.6 and 2.0 
indicates that the difference is significant at a 
confidence level between 90 and 95 percent; and a 
ratio of less than .about 1.6 defines a level of 
confidence below 90 percent. In the above example, 
the ratio of the difference (22,000) to its standard 
error (4,301) equals 5.12. Therefore, it was concluded 
that the difference between the number of victimiza­
tions for 1972 and 1974 was statistically significant at 
a confidence level exceeding 95 percent. 

The formula below represents the procedure for 
calculating the standard error of absolute differences 
between the rates of victimization shown on Data 
Tables 3-8 and 11-17 for each city and for the 
percentages displayed on Data Tables 9, 10, and 20. 

Standard error of the difference (PI - P2) 

= 

The symbols are defined as follows: 

PI - a victimization rate (e.g., 52.3 per 1,000) or a 
percent (5.2%) for 1972; the value is ex­
pressed in decimal form, i.e., .0523 (rate) or 
.052 (percent). 
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P2 - the :victimization rate or percent for 1974, 
also expressed in decimals. 

b l and b2 - The parameters described above and 
listed in Table III. 

Yi - the number of persons (or households) in the 
group on which the 1972 rate is based; or, the 
base for a 1972 percent. 

Y2 - the number of persons (or households) in the 
group on which the 1974 rate is based; or, the 
base for a 1974 percent. 

To illustrate the application of this formula, Data 
Table 13 for Philadelphia shows that the household 
larceny rate among households headed by persons age 
50-64 was 65.5 per 1,000 households in 1972 and 63.8 
in 1974. Substituting the appropriate values into the 
formula yields the following: 

Standard error of the difference (.0655 - .0638) 

+ 

= 4.101986331429 + 4.160034479773 
176,362 174,155 

= '1'.0000232589011 + .0000238869655 

= '1' .. 0000471458666 

= .006866 

The confidence interval at one standard error around 
the difference of .0017 would be from -.0052 to .0086 
(.0017 plus or minus .0069). The ratio of the difference 
(.0017) to its standard error (.006866) is equal to 
0.248, a figure that is below the 1.6 minimum level of 
confidence applied in this report. Thus, it was 
concluded that the apparent change between the two 
victimization rates was not statistically significant. 

A third formula was used for calculating the 
standard error associated with each relative change 
(or percent difference) between victimization rates. 
This formula, appearing below, differed from that 
used in calculating the standard error of the absolute 
differences between the victimization rates them­
selves. Consequently, the results of the significance 
tests differed in certain instances. The formula, 
incorporating symbols defined previously, was used 
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for computing the standard errors of the relative 
changes discussed in the "Summary findings" and to a 
lesser extent in the "General findings." 

Standard error of the 
relative difference 

(PI;I
P2

) 

= P2J:bl X (I-PI) + b2 x (l-P2) 

Ph YIPI Y2P2 

To illustrate the use of this formula, Table A shows 
that the rate for personal crimes of violence among 
Chicago residents was 9.4 percent higher in 1974 than 
in 1972. Substituting the appropriate values into the 
formula gives the following: 

Standard error of the 
relative difference 

( 
.0555 - .0601\ 

.0555 -) 

= .0607 138.72242 x .9445 + 115.82703 x .9393 
.0555 2480200 x .0555 2523000 x .0607 

= }131.023326 + 108.796329 
1.09369 137651.1 153146.1 

= 1.09369 y' .000952 + .000710 

= 1.09369y'.001662 

= 1.09369 (.04077) 

= .04459 

The confidence interval at one standard error around 
the relative difference of .09369 would be from .04910 
to .13828. The ratio of the relative difference (.09369) 
to its standard error (.04459) is 2.10 1, a figure higher 
than 2.0. Thus, it was determined that, at minimum, 
the relative increase in the rate for personal crimes of 
violence was statistically significant at a 95 percent 
confidence level. 
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Table I. Household surveys: Sample size and rates of response, 
by city and year of survey 

Chic~o Detroit Los Angeles New York 
197.3 1975 197.3 1975 197.3 1975 197.3 1975 

Number of housi.'1g units 
Designated 12,126 12,508 12,100 11,811 11,981 11,967 11,91.3 11,7.32 
Eligible 10,425 10,997 10,279 9,941 10,589 10,766 10,757 10,421 
Interviewed 9,441 10,675 9,866 9,586 10,412 10,505 10,229 9,906 

Response rate 90.6% 97.1% 96.cY% 96.4% 98 • .3% 97.6% 95.1% 95.1% 
Number of persons 

Eligible 21,.378 2.3,778 22,266 20,967 21,702 21,546 21,489 21,045 
Interviewed 20,682 2.3,647 21,810 20,697 21,412 21,281 21,128 20,647 

Response rate 96.7% 99.4% 98.cY% 98.7% 98.7% 98.8% 98 • .3% 98.1% 

• 

PhiladelEhia 
197.3 1975 

12,17.3 12,082 
10,722 10,7.30 
10,0.35 

9.3.6% 
10,124 

94.4% 

22,671 22,61,1 
22,.382 

98.7% 
22,208 

98.1% 

Table il. Personal and household crimes: Number of series victimizations, 
by sector, type of crime, and city, 1972 and 1974 

Chic~o Detroit Los ge1es New York PhiladelEhia 
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 '1974 1972 1974 

Personal sector 26,900 24,000 11,900 11,400 .30,400 24,500 41,400 .38,800 17,800 10,400 

Crimes of violence 17,100 1.3,.300 7,400 7,500 14,900 12,400 2.3,900 19,.300 10,900 5,800 
Rape '100 '200 1200 '100 '600 '500 '600 '0 '200 '100 
Robbery 5,600 4,700 2,400 1,900 .3,600 2,900 12,100 6,700 4,100 1,800 

Robbery with injury 2,000 1,500 900 800 1,000 '800 .3,800 '1,200 1,100 '500 
Robbery without injury .3,600 3,200 1,500 1,200 2,600 2,100 8,300 5,400 3,000 1,300 

Assault 11,400 8,400 4,800 5,600 10,700 9,000 11,100 12,600 6,600 3,900 
Aggravated assault 4,300 3,600 2,200 2,600 2,900 2,600 3,800 5,100 2,.300 1,600 

With injury 1,400 1800 500 '400 1,000 '700 '300 12,400 '500 '500 
Attempted assault with a weapon 2,900 2,800 1,800 2,200 1,900 1,900 3,500 2,700 1,700 1,100 

SiJIuile assault 7,000 4,700 2,600 2,900 7,800 6,400 7,300 7,500 4,300 2,300 
With injury 1,200 '900 '400 500 1,000 1,800 11,200 '1,800 700 '300 
Attempted assault .lithout a 

weapon 5,800 3,800 2,200 2,500 6,800 4,600 6,200 5,700 .3,700 2,000 
Crimes of theft 9,900 10,700 4,500 3,900 15,400 12,100 17,500 19,500 6,900 4,600 

Personal larceny with contact '500 1600 '400 '200 '400 '300 2,700 12,100 '500 '300 
Personal larceny without contact 9,400 10,000 4,100 3,700 15,000 11,800 14,900 17,500 6,500 4,300 

Household sector 18,000 16,800 9,600 8,700 27,200 29,200 27,200 26,300 9,800. 6,600 

Burglary 10,,300 8,600 5,300 4,500 11,800 10,300 14,000 12,800 .3,700 2,800 
Forcible entry 4,600 4,600 2,700 2,400 5,100 4,100 6,900 5,100 1,600 1,600 
Unlawful entry without force 2,200 1,400 1,100 1,100 3,600 4,200 2,600 2,200 '500 '400 
Attempted forcible entry 3,600 2,600 1,500 1,000 3,100 2,100 4,500 5,600 1,500 900 

Household larceny 6,400 7,000 3,500 3,000 14,700 16,800 10,600 10,100 5,300 3,400 
Motor vehicle theft 1,300 1,200 800 1,200 '700 2,100 2,600 3,400 800 '400 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shOl'/ll because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table III. Personal and household crimes: Parameters used in calculating 
the standard errors of differences for personal victimizations, 

personal incidents, and household victimizations, 
by city and year of reference 

Personal victimizations Personal incidents Household victimizations 
City and year of reference Parameter fla" Parameter "b" Parameter "a II Parameter ''bn Parameter fla" Parameter fib" 

Chicago 
1972 -.000021195970 138.72242 • 000024643727 128.23853 .000084169209 145.29811 
1974 .00038937852 115.82703 .00024941657 118.62830 .00027375668 125.45038 

Detroit 
1972 .00069310516 52.245368 .00055856165 47.685890 • 000052981079 57.014859 
1974 .00047728885 58.864028 .00053332280 50.173275 • 00017143413 56.876931 

Los Angeles 
1972 .00040141959 119.85415 .00020041224 103.60880 .00026617199 115.28823 
1974 -.000033238903 126.42894 .000023372471 115.30640 .000038093887 123.00304 

New York 
1972 .00030463189 318.53687 .00028043985 316.82824 .00010875240 297.61620 
1974 .00053119473 307·76575 .00053975917 273.56270 -.000016022474 310.20054 

Philadelphia 
80.895671 67.311706 67.015244 1972 .00050047040 .00041574985 .0001580861..2 

1974 • 00021365657 76.069503 .00020606350 64.761123 .0000092536211 69.647834 

• • • • • • • 
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• APPENDIX III 

TECHNICAL INFORMATION ON THE 
COMMERCIAL SURVEYS 

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in 
selected cities, including the five covered by this 
report, have focused on business establishments, but 
coverage has extended to other organizations, such as 
those engaged in religious, political, and cultural 
activities. Units of Federal, State, and local govern­
ment operating within the city limits generally have 
been excluded. In applicable cities, however, 
government-operated liquor stores and transporta­
tion systems were within the scope of the survey, these 
having been the only exceptions to the general 
exclusion of government entities. Organizations 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 businesses and other 
participating organizations. Because they are based 
on sample surveys rather than complete enumera­
tions, all results are estimates. 

As in the household surveys, eligible businesses in 
each of the five cities were surveyed twice, during the 
first quarter of 1973 and 1975. The reference period 
for each round of surveys consisted of 12 months, 
ending with the month that preceded the month of 
interview. 

SAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE 
For the purposes of sample selection, each of the 

cities was segmented into geographical units known to 
have contained at least four but not more than six 
commercial establishments, whether retail, service, or 
a combination of the two kinds. Establishments of 
other types were not taken into consideration in 
designing the sample; nevertheless, visually recogniza-

ble establishments of all types and selected nonbusi­
ness 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 eommercial victimi­
zation survey were excluded from the sample. 

For the first and second surveys in each city, 
details concerning sample size and rates of response 
among eligible commercial establishments appear in 
Table IV of this appendix. In the second round of 
surveys, an average of about 5,030 businesses (in­
cluding other organizations) per city was designated 
for the sample. Of these, an average of 1,661 were 
found to be out of business at the time of the field 
interviews, no longer' operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise ineligible to participate. At an 
average of an additional 96 establishments it was 
impossible to conduct interviews because the operator 
could not be reached, declined to participate in the 
survey, or was otherwise not available. Therefore, 
interviews were taken in an average of about 3,273 
establishments per city, and the average response rate 
among businesses eligible to participate was 97.1 
percent. 

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE 

For each of the surveys, data records produced by 
the interviews were assigned final weights, applied to 
each usable data record, enabling city-wide estimates 
of victimization data to be tabulated. The final weight 
was the product of the following elements: (1) a basic 
weight, reflecting each selected establishment's proba-
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bility of being in the sample; (2) an adjustment for 
noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account for 
establishments that were in operation during only 
part of the surveys' 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 mUltiply­
ing the basic weight of each part-yea'r 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 operator. 

In c'ontrast to the estimation procedure used in the 
personal and household sectors, it was not necessary 
to process series victimizations separately in the 
commercial sector because record keeping generally 
enabled respondents to provide details concerning all 
victimizations, including any that may have occurred 
in series. Thus, all reported cases of burglary and 
robbery (up to a maximum of 10 incidents per crime) 
against commercial establishments are reflected in the 
data tables. 

RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES 
As indicated, statistical data presented in this 

publication concerning the criminal victimization of 
commercial establishments are estimated that were 
derived through probability sampling methods rather 
than from complete enumerations. For each survey, 
the sample used was only one of many of equal size 
that could have been selected utilizing the same 
sample design. Although the results obtained from 
any two samples might differ markedly, the average of 
a number of different samples would be expected to 
be in near agreement with the results of a complete 
enumeration using the same data collection proce­
dures and processing methods. Similarly, the results 

obtained by averaging data from a number of 
sUbsamples of the whole sample would be expected to 
give an order of magnitude of the variance between 
any single subsample and the grouping of sUbsamples. 
Such a technique, known as the random group 
method, was used for calculating the coefficients of 
variation, or relative errors, for estimates generated 
by the surveys. Because the relative errors are the 
products of calculations involving estimates derived 
through sampling, each error in turn is subject to 
sampling variability. 

As in the household surveys, estimates on crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampling errors, 
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 surveys than they were in the household 
surveys. These factors include the greater likelihood 
of record keeping and of reporting to the police by 
businesses, as well as the concentration of the 
commercial surveys 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 
procedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributa­
ble 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 compar­
able to those used in the household surveys were 
adopted to minimize such errors. 

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases have been considered unrelia­
ble. Such estimates are qualified in fo.otnotes to the 
data tables. For both of the surveys, the minimum 
estimates considered sufficiently reliable to serve as 
bases for statistics on commercial crimes were as 
follows: Chicago, 450; Detroit, 250; Los Angeles, 
450; New York, 1,200; and Philadelphia, 300. 

The numbers of commercial victimizations ap­
pearing in Data Table I and the control figures (bases) 
shown in Data Tables 18 and 19 have been rounded to 
the nearest hundredth. However, all relative figures 
(whether rates or percentages) were calculated from 
unrounded figures. 
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COMPUTATION AND 
APPLICATION OF THE 
STANDARD ERROR 

As was the case with data from the household 
surveys, results of the first and second rounds of 
commercial surveys contained in this report under­
went testing to determine whether statistical signifi­
cance could be attached to observed differences, or 
changes. In order to meet the standards for reliability 
applied in this report, each difference between a 
corresponding pair of values from each survey met the 
test that the difference was equivalent either to 2.0 
standard errors (95 percent confidence level) or to 1.6 
standard errors (90 percent confidence level). The 
results of these tests are noted on the data tables by 
means of asterisks. Table V, at the end of this 
appendix, can be used by persons wishing to measure 
the variances actually associated with selected data in 
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this report-changes in the number of victimizations 
and in the overall rates of victimization. To illustrate 
the use of this table, Data Table I for Chicago shows 
that the overall number of commercial burglary 
victimizations was 37,000 in 1972 and 38,000 in 1974, 
a difference of 2.7 percent. The applicable standard 
error can be found on Table V: it is 7.8 percent. 
Dividing .027 by .078 yields 0.346, which is below 1.6, 
the minimum criterion for significant change used in 
this report. Therefore, the change in the level of 
victimizations was not considered statistically signifi­
cant. 

Referring to Data Table 18 for Chicago, it can be 
seen that the 1972 rate for completed robbery was 
52.6 and that the one for 1974 was 99.0, a difference of 
88.2 percent. Table V shows that the appropriate 
standard error is 23.7 percent. The result of dividing 
.882 by .237 is 3.722, a figure surpassing 2.0 standard 
errors. In this case, the increase between rates was 
regarded as significant. 



• 

Table IV. Commercial surveys: Sample size and rates of response, 
by city and year of survey 

Chic~o Detroit Los Angeles New York Philideluhia 
Item 

Number of segments 
Number of establishments 

Designated 
Eligible 
Interviewed 

Response rate 

• • 

1973 1975 1973 1975 1973 1975 1973 

251 252 235 231 173 170 187 

3.577 3.892 3.023 3.201 4.676 5.061 7.256 
2.864 2.705 2.249 1.983 3.446 3.328 5.943 
2.797 2.651 
97.7% 98.0% 

2.202 
97.9% 

1.972 
99.4% 

3.415 
99.1% 

3.321 
99.8% 

5.709 
96.1% 

Table V. Commercial crimes: Selected standard 
error estimates for percentages of change 

in the number of victimizations 
and in the rates of victimization, 

by city 
(68 chances out of 100) 

1975 

187 

8.296 
5.792 
5.508 
95.1% 

Item Chicago Detroit Los Angeles New York Philadelphia 

Number of victimizations' 
Burglary 7.8 5.7 10.1 7.9 10.1 

Completed burglary 9.1 7.0 12.0 9.0 11.9 
Attempted burglary 14.9 10.1 18.2 12.5 19.2 

Robbery 16.6 12.5 11.9 6.5 5.1 
Completed robbery 20.8 14.2 12.5 7.3 6.2 
Attempted robbery 27.4 26.5 32.1 13.8 8.9 

Rates of victimization" 
Burglary 6.4 5.8 6.1 6.1 8.9 

Completed burglary 7.6 7.1 7.3 6.9 10.4 
Attempted burglary 12.3 10.2 10.9 12.5 17.2 

Robbery 19.0 8.9 13.8 7.5 7.3 
Completed robbery 23.7 10.3 13.8 8.5 8.9 
Attempted robbery 31.5 18.8 40.5 16.2 12.2 

''l'he standard errors shown are applicable to the number of victimizations for all estab­
lishments (Data Table 1). 

3 The standard errors shown are applicable to the rates of victimization for all estab­
lishments (Data Table 18). 

• • • • • 

1973 1975 

240 240 

4.270 4.702 
3.339 3.01,0 
3.282 2.915 

98.3% 95.9% 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

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 resulting 
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 
includes attempted assault with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the income of the 
household head and all other related persons 
residing in the same household 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 
aggravated 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. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of business 
establishments and certain other organizations, 
such as those engaged in religious, political, or 
cultural activities. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. Additional details concerning 
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 individual 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 temporar­
ily 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 
completed and attempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash from a residence or its immediate 
vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible entry, 
or unlawful entry are 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 account­
ed for the incident and, therefore, it was not 
counted as an incident of personal crime. 
However, details of the outcome of the event as 
they related to the victimized individual would be 
reflected 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: (I) Married, 
which includes persons having common-law 
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unions and those parted temporarily for reasons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. Separat­
ed includes married persons who have a legal 
separation or have parted because of marital 
discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married, 
which includes those whose only marriage has 
been annulled and those living together (excluding 
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 taking 
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 
involved non strangers if victim and offender are 
related, well known to, or casually acquainted 
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events are 
classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entailing 
contact between victim and perpetrator. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably 
irrespective of whether the applicable unit of 
measure 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 without 
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 attempt­
ed theft, without direct contact between victim 
and offender, of property or cash from any place 
other than the victim's home or its immediate 
vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the offender 
during the commission of the act. 

Race-Determined by the interviewer upon observa­
tion, and asked only about persons not related to 
the head of household who are not present at the 
time of interview. The racial categories distin­
guished are white, black, and other. 

Rape-Carnal knowledge through the use of force or 
the threat of force, including attempts. Statutory 
rape (without force) is excluded. Includes both 
heterosexual and homosexual rape. 

Rate of victimization-See "Victimization rate." 
Robbery-Theft or attempted theft, directly from a 

person or a business, of property or cash by force 
or threat of force, with or without a weapon. 

Robbery with injury-Theft or attempted theft from a 
person, accompanied by an attack, either with or 
without a weapon, resulting in injury. An injury is 
classified as resulting from a serious assault if a 
weapon was used in the commission of the crime 
or, if not, when the extent of the injury was either 
serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of teeth, internal 
injuries, loss of consciousness) or undetermined 
but requiring 2 or more days of hospitalization. 
An injury is classified as resulting from a minor 
assault when the extent of the injury was minor 
(e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, sweiling) 
or undetermined but requiring less than 2 days of 
hospitalization. 

Robbery without injury-Theft or attempted theft 
from a person, accompanied by force or the threat 
of force, either with or without a weapon, but not 
resulting in injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon resulting 
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes, 
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined 
injury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. 
Also includes attempted assault without a wea­
pon. 

Stranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza­
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving 
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strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see or 
recognize the offender, or knew the offender only 
by sight. In crimes involving a mix of stranger and 
nonstranger offenders, the events are classified 
under nonstranger. The distinction between 
stranger and nonstranger crimes is not made for 
personal larceny without contact, an offense in 
which victims rarely see the offender. 

Tenure-Two forms of householO tenancy are 
distinguished: (l) Owned, which includes dwel­
lings 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 establishments. 

Victirnization-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 deter­
mined by the number of victims of such acts; 
ordinarily, the number of victimizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is victimized 
during certain incidents, as well as because 
personal victimizations that occurred in conjunc­
tion with either commercial burglary or robbery 
are not counted as incidents of personal crime. 
Each criminal act against a household or commer-
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cial establishment is assumed to involve a single 
victim, 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 calcu­
lated on the basis of the number of incidents per 
1,000 households. And, for crimes against co."'\­
mercial 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. 

Weapon-With respect to personal crimes of violence 
by armed offenders, a distinction is made between 
firearms, knives, and weapons of "other" types, 
such as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles; a fourth 
category covers weapons of unknown types. For 
each incident involving an armed offender 
(offenders), survey interviewers record the type, or 
types, of weapons used in the incident, not the 
number of weapons. For instance, if offenders 
wielded two guns and a knife during a personal 
robbery, the crime is classified as one in which 
weapons of each type were used. 

Weapons use-For purposes of tabulation and 
analysis, the mere presence of a weapon consti­
tutes "use." In other words, expressions such as 
"weapons use" apply 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. 
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