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CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS
IN BOSTON

PREFACE

The crime statistics and selected analytical findings presented in
this publication derive from victimization surveys conducted early in 1974
under the National Crime Panel program. Besides suppliementing information

contained in Criminal Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities (June

1975), data tabiess in this report have additional details on the statis-
tics previously released.

Since the early 1970's, National Crime Panel surveys have been
designed and carried out for the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
(LEAA) by the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of developing -
information that permits detailed assessment of the character and extent
of selected types of criminal victimization. Based on represéntétive
samplings of households and commercial establishments, the prograr has
had two main elements: a continuous national survey and surveys ir various
cities, most of them focal points of metropolitan areas. Although the
overall objective of the program is to provide insights into the impact
of crimes that are of major concern to the general public and law enforce-
ment authorities, it is anticipated that the scope of the surveys will be
modified periodically in order to address other topics in the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodological Studies are
expected to yield refinements in survey questionnaires and procedures

The 103 data tables in this publication are arranggd by sectors,
that is, by crimes against persons, households, and commercial establisn-

ments. Within each sector, the tables are further divided along topical

“ o,
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lines. These topics are reflected in the analytical statements compiled
in the section entitled "Selected Findings," which highlights certain
basic survey results. The statements illustrate the types of empirical
data being produced under the National Crime Panel program.

A1l statistical data in this report are estimates subject to errors
arising both from the fact that they are based on information obtained
from sample surveys rather than complete censuses, and from the fact that
recording and processing mistakes invariably occur in the course of a
large-scale datd collection effort. As part of the discussion on
reliability of estimates, these sources of error are treated in
Appendixes II and III. It should be noted at the outset, however, that
with respect to the effect of sampling errors, estimate variations can be
determined rather precisely. In the report's selected findings, categor-
ical statements involving analytical comparisons have met statistical
tests that the differences are equivalent tu or greater than two standard
errors, or, in other words, that the chances are at least 95 out of 100
that each difference described is a true one rather than one resulting
from sampling variability. Quélified statements of comparison have met
significance tests that the differences are within the range of 1.6 and
2 standard errors, or that there is a 1ikelihood equal to at least 90
(but Tess than 95) out of 100 that the difference is valid. These

conditional statements are characterized by use of the term “"some

evidence."

%

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

of survey results.
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INTRODUCTION

) .
The National Crime Panel surveys conducted in _M“4§}¢<?l ~7) A

and 12 other central cities in 1974 enabled measwrement of the extent to
“hich city residents age 12 and over, houscholds, end commcrcial estab-
lichoonts were victimized by scelected crimes, whether conpleted or attemptch
For these committed against individuals, the offenses were rape, robbery,
assault, and personal larceny; for houscholds, burglary, houschold larceny,

iad motor vehicle theft; and for commercial establishments, burglary and

robbery. Although definitions of these offenses are included in this

of the cvimes and of classification procedures. Suffice it to note that
cach crime is counted only once and classified under the most scrious act
that took place. In addition to gauging the extent to which the relevant
¢ rimes happened, the surveys have permitted examination of the charac-
teristics of victims and the circumstances surrounding criminal acts,
explering, as appropriate, such matters as the felationship between victim
and vifender, characteristicé of offenders, extent of victim injuries,
economic conscquences to the victims, time and place of.ocCurrence,vuse
of weapons, whetﬁer police were notified, and, if not, reasons advanced

for not infooning.them.

'

The surveys in ,Agﬂeﬁvéb/)q were carried out in the first

quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts that took place during the 12

months prior to the month of interview, a refercnce period roughly comparable
with calendar year 1573. Information was obtained from interviews with the

occupants of 9 ,_270 hobéing units (/9 4%/ ~  residents age 12

and over) and the-épérators of /,772 Dbusinesses. Respondents

v

furnished detailed personal and houschold data (or information about
husiness [ioms) in addition to particulars on the criminal acts they
treuered,

Tnorelation to crives against persons, survey results are based on
cither of two units of wrasure--victimizations or incidents. A victimi-
wtion is a specific eriminal act as it affects a single victim. An
incident is a specific criminal act involving one or 1ore victims and
offviders.  Tor rcasons outlined in the Technical Notes (Appendix 1V),
the muber of personal victimizations is somewhat greater thon that of
perzonal Jucidents. As applied to crimes against households and cominercial
establisl s, however, the temms "victimization" and "incident' are
syranymous.  Although "crimes against commercial cstablishments,"
Hecanereial erimes,” and other similar terms refor chiefly
to victimizations of busincsses, a relatively small nusber of offenses
ceirmitted ugainst certain other organizations also are included in results
of the cowiercial survey, often subsumed by the category ''other;' the
typgs of entities concerncd are discussed in the introduction to
Appendix ITI. |

Although aftcmpts may be made to cOmpare‘infdrmation in this publi-
cation with data collected.from‘local police by the Federal Burcau of

Investigation and published in its report Crime in the United States,

Uniform Crime Reports?-1973, such efforts are inappropriate because, of’

substantial differences in coverage between the surveys and police statis-
tics. A major difference arises from the fact that police statistics

on the incidence of crime were derived principally from reports that

2



persons made to the pclice, whereas survey data include crimes not

reported to the police, as well as those reported. Survey data reflect

only those crimes experienced by residents and commercial establishments

of - , even though some acts took place outside

the city; they exclude criminal acts committed within the city against

nonresidents, such as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other hand,
A

police statistics for S o T include all reported

crimes occurring within the city limits irrespective of the victim's
place of residencé, and exclude crimes experienced by city residents
in other jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey relate only
to persons age 12 and over, whereas police statistics count crimes
against persons of any age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and commercial larceny
(shoplifting and employee theft), that are included in police statistics,
and the counting and classifying rules for the two programs are not fully
conpatible. Similarly, the correspondence between reference periods for
results of the city surveys and published police statistics is not exact.
Unlike crime rates developed from police statistics, the personal
rates cited in this report are based on victimizations rather than on
incidents and are calculated on the basis of the resident population age
12 and over rather than on all residents. As indicated earlier, personal
victimizations outnumber personal incidents. National Crime Panel rates
of victimization for crimes against households and commercial establish-
ments are based, respectively, on the number of households and businesses,

whereas rates, derived from police statistics for these crimes are based

3

on the total population. A technical note entitled "Victim Characteristics,"
Appendix 1V, gives additional details on the manner in which the victimi-

zation survey rates were computed.




SELECTED FINDINGS

For the measured crimes, an estimated 170,200 victimiza?ions_were committed
against Boston residents and commercial cstablishments in 1973.

Forly-eight percent involved pevsons; 39 percent, houscholds;
and 13 percent, commercial establishments,

Parsonal crimes of theft outnumbered porsonal crimes of violence
by 1.8:1. )

Vielim characteristics

Postonians were victimized by personal crimes of violence at a rate of 67
per 1,000 persons age 12 and over [Table 1].

Men were victims of crimes of violence at about twice the rate
for vomwen [Table 17].

There was no significant difference between rates for crimes
of violence against whites and blacks [Table 19].

Persons under age 35 had much higher victimization rates
than older persons [Table 18]. -

Elderly black males (age 65 and over) had an cxceptionally
high rate of crimes of violence--154 per 1,000 [Table 27].

Females were victimized by rape at a rate of 3 per 1,000
[Table 17].

Black houscholds had a burglary rate about 50 percent higher than that for
white houscholds [Table 62]. '

Houscholds headed by the elderly had the Towest burglary rate of any age
group--74 per 1,000 [Table 61].

Black honeowners had substantially higher burglary and Tarceny rates than
white homeowners [Table 64]. ‘ )

Black renters had a higher burglary rate'than white renters
but a lower rate of motor vehicle theft [Table 64].

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

The household larceny rate for Targe households (six or more
persons) was 4 times that of one-person households; the motor
vehicle theft rate was 2.5 times as great [Table 65].

Commercial establishiments were burglarized at a rate of 576 and robbed at
a rate of 132 per 1,000 [Table 85].

Approximately one-third of all businesses were victimized at
least once in 1973; 28 percent of those affected were victimized
more than once [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

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

Yomen reported crimes of violence relatively wore often than
lan, but there was no significant differcnce between the
sexes in reporting crimes of theft [Table 41].

Blacks reported crimes of violence relatively more often than
vhites, but crimes of theft were reported equally frequently
[Table 41].

There was no significant difference between the overall
veporting rates for violent crimes involving strangers
and nonstrangers), but the police were more 1ikely to have
been notified of assaults committed by nonstrangers
[Table 40].

The proportion of personal crimes reported tended to go up
as the age of the victim increased [Table 42].

One-half of all household crimes were reported to the police [Table 74].

Overall, there was no significant differcnce between blacks
and whites in reporting household crimes [Table 74].

Whites reported motor vehicle thefts more often than blacks
[Table 743

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

The wmost prevalent reasons for not reporting personal, household, and
commercial crimes were the beliefs that nothing could be done and that
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39, 70, 92].

.

Time and place of occurrence

at night than in the day [Table 54

Assaults took place mainly at night, but personal robberies
were equally divided between day and night [Table 54].

Most crimes of theft occurred in the daytime [Table 54].
More household crimes occurred at night than during the day [Table 84].

Burglaries took place more often in the daytime than at
night [Table 84]. '

Motor vehicle thefts occurred mainly at night [Table 84].

Most commercial robberies took place in the daytime; most commercial
burglaries, at night [Table 1018

There was some evidence that more gersonal crimes of violence took place



'are personal crimes (51 percent) occurred on the street and elsewhere
cutdooes Lhan in any otar location; only 4 percent occurred inside the
Aetin's howe, and only 3 percent, near the home [Table 36].

Grivcs of violence involving nonstrangeis occurred inside the

rictim's howe relatively more often than those involving

strangers [Table 37]. '

feoaby-three percent of all household Tarcenies took place inside the
Jictia's howe [Table 68].
Heoter of victims and offenders

Finn~iunPQS of all crimes of violence involved a single victim
Teble <0,

dalf of all personal crimes of violence were tommitted by a single
ol fenler [Teble 28].

Most single-offender violent crimes involved nonstrangers
[Table 29]. ,

Most rapes and assaults were committed by a single-offender
[Table 28].

dost poersenal and commiercial rohberies were committed by two or more
of fenders [Tables 28, 29].
ferceived characteristics of offenders
Lighty-scven percent of all personal crimes of violence were committed by
strangers [Table 5].
Men and whites, respectively, were somewhat more 1ikely than
women and blacks to have been victimized by strangers [Table 5].

Viclims perceived whites to have committed a majority of single-offender
assaults [Table 9].

Most multiple-offender personal robberies (73 percent) were perceived to
have been committed by blacks only [Table 11]. .

In a wajority (63 percent) of single-offender crimes of violence, the
victims perceived the offenders as being age 21 or over [Table 13].

In 51 percent of multiple-offender victimizations, the
offenders were identified as being under age 21 [Table 15].

Blacks were more likely than whites to have been victimized by members of
their own race [Tables 10, 12].

. Most single-offender (74 percent) and multiple-offender (78
percent) robbery victimizations of blacks were perpetrated
by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single-offender assault victimizations of blacks (82
percent) were comnitted by blacks [Table 10].

7

More single-offender robberies of whites were carried out by
blacks (56 percent) than by whites (39 percent); most multiple-
offender robberies of whites (71 percent) were committed by
blacks only [Tables 10, 12].

Most single-offender assaults against whites (67 percent) were
perpetrated by whites, and more multiple-offender assaults of
whites were committed by whites only (50 percent) than by blacks
only (38 percent) [Tables 10, 12].

Meapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 48 percent of all personal crimes of violence
[Table 56].

Weapons were as likely to be used in stranger-to-stranger
crimes as during those involving nonstrangers [Table 56].

Weapons weive used in robberies more often than in assaults or
rapes [Table 56].

Knives were the most commonly used type of weapon (40 percent)
in crimes of violence; they constituted about half of all
weapons types used in personal robberies [Table 57].

Offenders used weapons in 73 percent of commercial robberies [Table 102].

Firearms were the most common type of weapon used--63 percent
[Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in more than half of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 43].

Firearms and knives rarely were used for defensive purposes
[Table 45].

Accounting for about two-fifths of all self-protection measures,
physical force or weapons other than firearms and knives were
frequently employed by the victims [Table 45].

Victim injury and 1655

Victims were injured in about onc-third of all personal crimes of violence
[Table 31].

Victims of crimes of violence involving nonstrangers were
relatively more likely to have been injured than victims of
stranger-to-stranger crimes [Table 31].

In 9 percent of crimes of violence, the victim received hospital
care ETab]e 33].




ceply percent of all personal crimes invelved loss of money or property
djue property damage [Table 471,

Persenal larceny was wore Yikely Lhan vobbery to have resulted
in ccrneaic Toss to Lhe viciim [Table 47].

'noover half (59 porcent) of all personal crimes with loss, the
lussas wee 128 than $50, including items of no monctary value
MT.hle '8].

Jieks cuffered a higher proportion of losses in the $50 or

e value cateyoey than did whites [Table 49].

Tn the great wajority of personal robberies (81 percent) and
tarcenies (79 percent) with theft, no losses were recovered
TTeble 51].

Lichly-eight nercent of all houschold crimes involved loss of money or
sponerty and/or property damage [Table 78]. ‘

oot houschold crimes with loss (55 percent) resulted in losses
Soounting to $50 or more [Table 801.

ihere was no significant difference between blacks and whites
Jith respect to the proportion of crimes with losses of $50
or wore [Table 80].

"n 63 percent of all household crimes with theft, no losses
ere recovered; however, most motor vehicle theft losses
(62 percent) were fully recovered [Table 81].

Figpty»uight percent of commercial burglaries and 69 percent of commercial

oo baries resulted in economic loss [Table 961]. '

About two—thiyds of commercial crimes with loss involved losses
of more than $50 [Table 97].




Table 1. Boston: MNomber of victimizations and victimization rates for persons age

and over, Ly type of crime -

(Rate per 1,000 resident poralabion

et Wy o s e o e e b Rt

L2 of crime Number
imes of violonce 29,7700
lape 800
whkbery - 13,600
Robbery =l abbempted robbery
with injucy ' 3,900
Frem coricus asszitlb 2,200
From winor assault 1,800
Rouvbery without dnjury 5,600
Attemnted rohbery without injury 1,100
Assault 15,300
Agpravated assault 7,400
With injury o 2,700
Attempted assault with wespon 2,700
Simple assault 7,500
WUith Injury 2,100
tlempted assault withoult weapon 5,800
“imes of theft . 52,500
Personal larceny with contact 11, 600
Purse snatching 2,400
Attempled purse snabching 2,700
Pocket picking 7,000
Personal larce v without contact 41,000

et e R i St e

IS

<3

age 12 and over)

12

T -

Rate

e e e i [ ——

"TR: Detail may not add to tobtal shovn beczuse of rounding.

67

119
26

16
93

‘ Tetle 2. Boston: Number of personal incidents end victimizations and raitio of incidents
‘ to victimizations, by lype of crime ;

Ratio

ype of crime Incidents Vietimizations
cimes of violence 24,800 29,700
Rape 800 800
Robbery 11,300 13,600

Robbery and attempted robbery 3
" with injury 3,400 3,900
From serious assault 1,800 2,200
From minor assault 1,600 1,800
Robbery without injury L,300 5,600
Attempted robbery without injury 3,500 L,100
Assault 12,800 15,300
Aggravated assault 5,900 7,400
pith injury ‘ 2,200 2,700
tiempted assault with weapon 3,700 1,700
Simple assault 6,900 7,900
With injury 1,800 2,100
Attempted assault without weapon 5,100 5,800
rimes of theft 52,500
Perscnal. larceny with contact 10,900 11,600
.Furse snatching 2,300 2,00
Attempted purse snatching 2,100 2,200
Pocket picking 6,500 7,000

Personal larceny without contact

13,000

1:1.2¢
1:1.00
1:1.20
1:1.15
1.1.27
1:1.1%
1:1.30
1:1.1
1:1.20
1:1.25
1:1.25
1:1.27
1:1.1%
1:1.17
1:1.1/
1:1-0./:
1:1.0.’;
1:1.0%
1:1.,0%

O)TE: Detail may not add to total showin because .of rounding.

//




Table 3.

gy it
maln, ‘Cp.&\‘?-“_

Dnshon:  Number and rabve of victimizations involving personal crimes of violence, by btype of crime and victim-offender

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Ao Viecbvimimablons Involving siranszers Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime RS Rintelary 2853 Sumber Rate Sumber Ra~
Jrimes of vielence 26,700 67 26,000 59 3,700 g
Rape 200 2 7C0 2 1100 g,
Complebed rap tzoc 7 : 2200 27 g 'z
Abbemphed :.'c“ﬂ 720 = 500 L 2100 ~ 2z
Rob:er* 13,600 2L 12,90 29 700 Z

Ry bbCry and abhemnied robbery '
with inlury 3,900 9 3,600 8 1,00
From sarious c"ca:lt 2,200 ) 1,900 b 200 s
Trom minor norrul® 1,80 4 1,700 L 200 iz
“«  Robhery wiihow: iniury 5,400 L3 5,400 12 200 A
N Abbonphed rothers withoud infury *uy 200 e 3,900 9 1200 ig
Assanl?t ‘ 15,3C0 33 12,400 28 2,900 8
Apgerauca aosouly 7, 4CC e 5,800 13 ,600 L
With indary 2,700 ) 2,000 5 700 ‘
***mq*’*"‘&ﬂ rseonh WA weanen 4, 7C2 “i 3,8C0C 9 900 :
Simpie Ls.w::;.: 7,520 .8 6,6C0 15 1,300 e
. wabh o dndury 2,100 5 %,700 I 300 Z

Atbenmnted nsgenlt withoub . .

4 ~ ~

weapon

(=3
j

WOTE:  Debatl may nob add to tobel shown because of
Z Tewer bthan 50 viciimizabiong or less than C.5 per 1,CC0,

‘Estimate, based on avous L0 or fewer

sanple cases,

Y O\.J‘d_:_..-b .

is statistically unrelliadle.

.




Teple L. Poston:  Doeceal di
of victims rod Lyoc of crime

i e L A o o8 kol AR b i B A T e

Shoracheristic
jex
Male (1)
Female (56)

Rlace
¥nite (82)
Black (16)
Other (2)
;3e

1215 (9)
16--19 210)
’ '7!]..,?_}+
25-3) 0 (18)
~)~/+9 (10)
Lol {17)
! o) and over (13)

e s s b— e 8 = g v At g bt B

‘ 0TE: Detail rnay not add to 100 percent becanse of rounding.

percepi: in the group.

Table 5. DBoston: Percent of violent personal victimizations involving strangers,

R

[‘1] L” «anﬂ Crii

A e s o ¢ A A & A e Al i R

t?‘

13
26

L

11
i1
b

e g A e B e 2%+ At L

seeiimtion of pow

s of violence

as

conal vievlais

4 S e i s i o e 8B

61
39

32
17
1

11
15
26
21
11
10

-

2

ations,

ek 0 g e

by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims

Ly

e e s

seleclaed chavoehn s

Crimes of

T A AN B i e 8 L el 4 s gae o

e o i 8 B

41
59

12
26
2N
15
11

7

Mumbers in parsntheses refer

1ohdog

o S Rt N 9 s 2 e e em w

;}uft

et

[¥10]

Sex Race
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female White Black
Crimes of violence 87 90 83 89 78
Rape 83 0 85 a7 1ol
Robbery 95 oL 95 95 92
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 91 91 91 93 82
From serious assault 89 91 81, 9l 75"
From minor assault 92 90 95 91 100
Robbery without injury 96 95 98 96 97
Attempted robbery without .
injury 96 96 97 96 97
Assanlt 81 87 72 84 66
Aggravated assault 78 86 bl 80 71
With injury: 75 85 55 78 61
Attempted assault with :
weapon : 81 86 70 81 71
Simple assault 8l 83 79 88 60
With injury = ° &l 90 73 91 131
Attempted assault )
without weapon al, 87 80 87 67

1E»stimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

/3



pe of crine

dwes of vieolence
Rape
Rolbery
Uith injury
Vithout injury
Assonlt
Aggravated assault
Simple ascoult

we aad age

hile

() 1

1
AUy
() 1
75
39
37
90

et o 4 e et 5 3. < i S AR A e O e o i b i e g R e e e

A1l assa

e A L o S e e s 3 Oy e e s i B

:
76
£0
69

INo rapes of white males wore recorded. v ’
2fsbimate, bascd on zbout 10 or fewer sauple cases, is stabistically uncelisble,

\JA‘/fik/ /.

A e s e emek e s C @ e e e e

nlts

1 races*
12-15
16-19
20-21 - -
25-34
35-49
50--61,
65 and over

nte
12-15
16-19
2021
25-31L
35-49
506

65 and over

.ack
12-15
16-19
2024
25-34
35-49
50-64

65 and.over -

. 265 T

254
250
3

72 63
78. ; 82
88 86
81
79
82
'78

75
88
262

59
81
89
75
8l
87
262

73
79
92
84
8L
89
78

281
7, 86
48 71
63 255
249
2100

3

72 .

6
37
Y7
96
v
7’7
66
85

Appreavabed sosamddt

G 6
55
57
53

A i o ey ey i o e e A £ A i B+ e ek a G o P & e B S A o o 2 i b B

e e sk o it e e A ol

Simple assaul

T

78
/72
90
88
82
78
2100

82
77
(/)l}_

250
259
263
=73
267
233
- 3

1Tncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cascs, is statistically unreliable.

3No assaults involving black victims age 65 and over were recorded.

rpe of crime

Jolt, L.

Related and/or well knowm

Casually acquainte.

-imes of violencel

Robbery
Assault

46
35
49

Sk
65
51

1Tncludes data on rape, not showh separately.
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. Povecived pace of offvoder 0
' R A Mot kncowrn o e i eveae s e e e T T R B e ek 88w he e M b bei bt i A ot abars 48 o e oo
e of crine Whibe Wlack Cthor ot availabl Do Peveaivad wace of offunder
R o b st B L T T T e T S SERTUE R R et B o D i b st e A A A A ‘ . I\I()b 1{11("“.'11 :i]](

20 hs . 3 2
bl L9 0] 0
Conplebod cape v25 ' 5 0 0 simes of vielence ‘
Al,’l‘,}:;;;pl;ml rape b 12 lo 9 vihile _‘)8 37 2 3
Rohlcry 35 60 N ' 2 Hlack L5 ¢ 3 2
Robbeey with injury 36 58 1 12 Rape
Robbecy wiliwnb o jucy 3h 60 i -7 Hhite | Oy 36 0 0
ssault b8 37 2 1’3 Pl ack 0 .00 0 . 0
Agpravabed aseanlt S ho ;3 e foblovy ’
Gimple assault 61 35 ' x ‘ 3 White . 39 ' 56 3 2
e ST S it Hlaclk . ‘ 1Ly 7, 14 ‘ 13
T Dobail may nob add Lo 100 pevcenh beemse of rounding. e Robbery with injury . .
Wisbimahe, Lascd on abonb 10 or fower ssmple cases, Ls sbabistically uneelisble. vhibe Ll )8 15 13
Rlack . 1L 839 0 ' 0
Rebbery wii’ mt injury
White . 38 . 58 13 ' 12
Black 120 67 18 15
Assault
White - 67 28 12 3
. Black ' 115 82 Rl 1.
- fAggravated - ault ’ .
' White 62 31 Uy 3
Black _ U 86 0 13
‘ Simple assault
* White ‘ 70 25 o 13
' Rlack : 19 79 12 . 0

imes of violeace
Rape

pe of erime aod race of vichims hibe Mack Chhor nob availabile

- T R e s T STPTET S MR S R B T T S S Y B I T v T S A P T o

- T S AT

MB:  Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Estimate, based on about 10 or fcwer sample cases, is statistically unveliable.
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. - et s '1“\7,;_'-'(;‘3,';(1(1 FRIRTaLs ’UL‘ "gn‘ffnmlm‘s )

T Nob kacim ane T

Type of crime AL whitbe AlL black ALL obher Mived races "nob oavailable Mype of crime sud race Mol, knemm an

\ . e e ket e e . 3 vichins : ALL whithe Al Blnek ALL othee Mired poces b svailabl

Criwos ol viclaonee ~9 , 60 2 v 1 B e s mm e o

Ry RO 136 0 0 A 0 Seimes of violence?

Relibory 1.7 3 1, 7 ) “hibe 31 58
Roblicry wikh injucy L7 s 13 15 ¥, Rlack 21 67
Rabbery wilhont injuey 17 R M. 8 2 Reblery

Assiault W7 IR 3 g 1. White 19 7. :
Arpravaled assanlb h2 L6 3 g 1 Black : 21.0 "8
Simple assault 52 35 Y, 8 L) Assault .

. N - [&
: e e et vt ot et e st 10 e White 50 38

¢ sm < v S AT vke e N L dow e eE X

- [ - PN . N e e e ke e e e e

Ly 2
{ 1.
- .
¢ . e3¢
" (3 wj

NN

I

7 2,
° () :3}}

&

w oW

() 27,
24 : 2]

L O P IRt R

0
~
“+

E s Debail apay nob add bo 100 pereent beesuse of vounding. . Bl ack 35 53
Yestimabe, bascd on abub 10 or fower veaple cnases, is shabisbically urreliable. T T e e

RO - et o den < R e 2 % L B s

NOPR:  Detail may nob add to 100 percenk beeanse of rounding.
1Tnelndes dadn on rape, nob shown sepacabely.
¢ BRstimate, bl on about 10 or Fewer somple casnes, Ls shabisbically wwreliable.




Typo ol crine
Oripies ol yviclonee
Brpe
Rebbwy
Reldeey wilkh injucy
Bt ﬂ;l(l'y‘ wi,t.hzaub
injiy
Avssenlly
Appravibod acvanlb
Dimple soeanlb

HOVR:  Delail way b add Lo
% Tess blun 005 percoenbe
Uigsh albe, based on abeub L0 or fever

opeom

Pobal

1250

Vodep 12

v/
0
v
;

"L
1y
1Y,
17,

g e

33
13
5
10

Wy
Rl
29

A

Lolal shooan, o Lo

Porecivad aoe

121,

I
13
1,
12

o

T L S S

1517

8
17
1L
19

1.2
!
8
6

B owwes t e ohred

220
1.3
30
29
30
1.6
18

16

of offendar

N

P

1.00 pm_.(-‘l_:n‘l-,? beecatdse of rounding.

ke e

‘ -?ff)iL‘ ke

21, and sral nob

oo ayaibab
63 A
65 1.3
51 3

51

51 2
68 A
66 Y,
10 3

B . in i Ak A rpnkn Rl G 0 W R

sowple cases, 1s stabilstically unceliable.

*
Ter oo SO
Poreriyold ace of offeodor

ol knam
1. - oy
Tobal A1 el aod aob
Under 1.2 L2 A4 15 .Y 123 Gy e available

e ea e s - e s B L e e e D e A A rmeed B anen e Lo e e

ipa of crime and

« R T SN
oof vt

dmes of yiolerce?
12419
20 3 : 2l 25
3519 2L 29 Rt "9 1.8 65 4 RN
50 Al 0 26 0 53 273 69 . i
65 and wver » 0 52 2, 2), 230, 55
Roblewy )
1.2--1.9
2031,
3549
50 6l
65 and over
ssault -
1219
20--3M
35-49
5061
65 and over

0 53 12 .17 2 hb 2y
2 5 1.8 ‘10 A

61 21, 216 31 39
140 23 210 28 LY ' 2
33 0 N 61, 6
-",3 7 * 0 0 ‘33:/ "5 7 26

57 0 %6 ?51 37 76

52 12 17 22 N 2

20 22 b 15 75 b
23 0 23 220 71 s
P12 0" 0 %2 83 %5
211, 21 0 0 89 0

Y] h v
col8o ococofo

OIE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
7. Less than 0.5 percente
Ymcludes data on vape, not shown separatelye
"Rstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. .
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cimes of violenee

Bape

Robbery :
Bobbery wibh inghey

- Rableey wilhenl injuey

- Assoull

| Ao abed assault

Simple acscanlb

BINDH

Debail may nob add Lo 1O
A nens Lhan 0.5 peccenb.
dionimake, Lased onoaboub 10 o Fower

N 5 hnhg R

12

he

1"/',

»

pereen

/{m’, ({1'(;{# /'\5-.

P A S e em s s e A hee R e ERAS AW M R d e A A 8

Prvecived age of of fopdees,
AL Pl
ML L2 .20 Al ooyvoer

- . PR

5. 20 25
0 .8 0 142
Y, 5 21 22

0 56 19 22
7 573 22 22
v, 1,8 20 | e
1?]‘ Ll 2. 26

0 52 1.6 3L

" o e

b bueonse of vonnding.

YT v iipe
Hired s

e w se e A

8

Ao s e

somple cases, s obabisbically voeelisbhles
4
"»l

Fob knewn and
nob ovailablc

=

e ol
O of viebinas

b ol

dmes of violonee?

12419

203,

3549

{)O »«(‘/;

65 avdd over
Robbory

1.2..1.9

203,

3549

50 00

65 and cver
Asuanlt

1219

203N

35-h9

50 -0M

65 and ovoew

s Debail

Tmcludes div «
2hstimate, 1

. /fi’ f{ (”‘(‘,,‘ /{'/)

Pevecived e of ot'feaders

AL eeder AL 2L

.

12 AVL L2 20 sl tver Mol ejes

1. (3. ; 0
0 1,0 25 33
0 h3 30 2h
0 57 =9 210
0 /'() A1 a4

21 ) 3 1/
0 h5 AN 12
0 I3 37 Y16
0 53 30 12
0 39 =0, 2

21, 60 2y 21
0 36 30 33
0 R 1.9 36
O "67 5325 » a/'l-
o) “65 0 215

[

L oead Lo 100 percent becavse of rounding.

»y not shown scparabely.
Lout 10 or fewer sapple cases, 1S statistically unveliablce.
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Y 1.
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/pe of eiiae

> s sikn o hame £ o o e r ¢ e i W T B e o e

cimes of violonee
Rape
Robbary
Robboery ad abboapbod rebbery
with injury
Feon sericus ausalt
From winer sseoulb
Robbery wivhoult injucy
Abboupbed vobbery witheut injucy
Ascault
Agpravated assaultb
With injury
Attempted assault with weopon
Simple assault
With injury
Avtempted asszult without weapon
rimes of theft
zPersonal larccay with contact
Purse snatching
Attempted purse snatching
Pocket picking
»Persorial larceny without contact

93
>z
h5

13
3
5

18

A

1.8

25
9

16

23
7

16

. 109
12
17,
A
12
97

......

P L T T

Fewnle
(Ph15600)

L Thn i ons TS0 R S e £ I o S e e -

- 17
3
20

6
2
L
8
6
2h
10

A

7
14

3
11

127
38

10

- 9
19

90

OTR:
population in the group.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000.

Detail may not add to tolal shovn boczuse of rowrling.

Mumbers in parentheses refer to

. YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Ta‘ole/ﬁ(f. Boston: Victimization rates.’for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims

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

1215 16-19 20-2/; 253, 35219 : 50-64, 65 and over
oe of crime (37,7CC) (43,700) (74,800) (78,500) (72,300) -~ (74,700) (59,000)

-imes of violence 2e 105 10/ 80 45 L0 26
Rape - %3 5 3 1z 11 0
Robbery L3 12 40 28 25 - 26 21

S Y

1 3 L
Robhery and afbiemd

witn iniury 9 S 10 6 8 11 10
Trom serious assaulit i 7 7 3 I3 & 13
Prom minor ascazly LY ) 3 3 A 5 7
Rohery withous iniury 20 20 16 12 9 9 ' 8
Abbempted rebhery withoud infury i w3 3 10 8 . 7 12
Assanls L5 60 59 49 19 1. 5
Lerravated assanlh 7 35 2 23 10 15 *3
With iniury 8 e ¢ 8 5 2 1z
Abtempted assavlt wiith weapon G 2% 1g 15 5 3 13
Simnle assauli 28 25 3 27 9 8 12
wish injury 11 20 7 A 3 11 1y
Ihtempted assanlht withoub wearnon 7 ih 2l 22 6 7 :12
imes of theft 60 148 184 159 110 80 62
Pevsonal. Lorceny with conbach s L 37 32 25 25 27 32
Purse snatching - “h 3 5 6 7 10
rAtempted oDurse snabching Q =3 6 5 7 6 5
Poclket nicking L 2L 23 15 11, 1 18
Personal larceny withéuh conbach 55 116 152 13/, 85 53 30 -
TE:  Dehadil may not off fo tobal chown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
7 Tegs Than Q.5 par L,0CC,
“Wshimate, hased on ahous L0 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Teble LY, Doshen:  YVichiwigabion raieos Tov
C ST
ol race of vichims

poereeas cae 12 ol ey Ly byoe of cxime

(Rate por 1,000 resident fm alobion age 12 0l ove L)

et S T @ p—— k8 A B T I T T e T ot - < A Srmie i B A e S e st e

Ihite -31 ek Othe
/DP of erige (3)91 UD) (72,1G0) (9,30
Crimcs of violence 68 70 12
Rape 2 12 0
Robhery ' 31 32 29
Robbery and abtempted robbary
with injury 9 , 11 ' 110
) From serious assaultb L ' 3 15
From minor ’*'sseui b lt 3 14
.- Robbery without injury 3 13 : A
Avtempled robbery withoult injury 9 9 1g
Assanlt - 35 36 113
Aggravated assault 16 : 19 110
With injury 6 8 0
Attempted assault with weapon . 11 11 110
“imple assault : 19 17 12
fiith injury 5 3 0
Attempted assaultb without weapon N 13 in 15
(rimes of theft 124, 101 70
Personal larceny with conbact 27 26 171
Purse snatching - 5 3 - 19
Attempted purse snatching 5 L 1g
Pocket picking 16 15 1
Personal larceny without contact 97 75 54

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. MNumbers in parcantheses refer to
population in the group.
15 timate, Based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table ,/-,3'. Boston: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims

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

Less than $3,000- $7,500~ $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000 Not
$3,000 87,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available
rpe of crime (55,300) (103,600) (39,100) (83,700) (50,500) (16,300) (92,100)
“imes of violence 06 78 67 55 53 7 56
Rape I3 12 13 11 i i3 11
Robbery . L2 37 32 25 23 2L 28
Robbery and attempted robbery :
with injury 11 12 12 6 7 lg 7
From serious assanlb 6 5 . 8 2 5 i L
From minor assaulb 5 6 13 L 12 1 3
Robbery without inifury 22 1k 11 12 6 LA 12
Attempted robbery withoub injury Q 2 9 7 9 11 9
Assault 50 1O 32 29 29 L7 28
Aggravated assaultb 23 20 i7 10 1L 21 17
. with injury 10 9 1) 3 5 1y 5
N Attempted assault with weapon 15 1% 13 6 9 20 . 11
Simple assault 27 20 15 19 15 25 11
With injury 6 6 8 3 ! 13 3
Atbempted assault without weapon RL 14 7 16 i 23 8
~imes of theflt 153 121 116 137 136 152 86
Personal larceny with conbact 39 33 25 17 18 18 26
Purse snatching 6 6 5 b 12 13 8
Attempted purse snabtching 5 8 15 3 13 116 4
Pockelt picdng 28 19 15 11 12 10 13
Personal larceny without contach 14 88 92 100 118 134 60

JTE:  Detail may not add to btotel shown because of rounding.

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

Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
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Table //4/1-:. Roston:

Vicitimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims

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

Never Divorced or
married Married Widowed separated

ype of crime (189,900) (179,100) (37,000) (31,600)
rimes of violence QL L1 35 99
Rape 3 11 0 )
Robbery L 20 2L, 43

Robbery and atbtempbed robbery

with injury 9 7 12 17
From serious assaul® 5 L iy 9
From minor assould [{4 3 7 8
Roaery withowd injury 19 7 9 13
- Avtompied robbery wibhout injury 12 7 | LA 13
Assauit 50 20 : 11 o
Aggravated assault 2L 9 ! 6 27
" with injury q8 L 13 12
R Abtempted assault with weapon i -6 . 13 16
' Simple ‘.LSSC’U.‘ % 26 11 ' U 27
with indury 8 3 1y 11
A‘u‘uenptec‘ assault withoubh weapon 18 9 ! L 25
Srimes of theld 147 93 L 158
Personal Larceny with conbach 29 16 .37 53
Purse snatching . L 3 12 -18
Abbempbed purse snatching 5 3 11 11
Pocket piciing ‘ , . 20 10 1L 25
Personal larceny wilthoud conbact 118 77 37 105

1

TEstimate, bhased on ooult 10 o

0TE: Detall mey nobt add to tovel shown because of rounding.
o *

-

Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.

fewer sampJ.e cases, is statistically unreliable.
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mahle j, Tosbon:  Tiobimizabtion rates for psrsons sge 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)
Crimes of wviolence Crimes of theft —
200Dery Assault Personal Person
Al mersonal 2ohbery Johpery Al}tpersonal lgfceny lgrceny
erimen of AL rob- Wil withovs ALl Aggravated Simple . crimes of with without
ey and ace riolemes Rone nerieg indury injury assaul®ts  assault assault  theft contact contact
ap . .
wh 1
1R-l8 0 (o, el LB L %) il Bl L8 25 23 65 3 61
LR-LE Lo, o) “L :
b6-25 (o0t e o ) 15 ib 85 51 34 12/ ‘ 16 }OC)
1 SR 5 A
RODGL R0 Ll 0 og th by 85 ho 39 16, 1 150
nG_ni  (ar onnt oM n 52 - e 25 68 31 37 147 g - 139
ep=2in (25,00 - ot 7 :
3545 TR 55 0 2% 1 22 2., 13 11 9 | 9 8l
- v e Ve . - - B " 1 b z
EO-fy, 120,100 3 0 22 i 2y 16 6 10 71 12 53
i Ve Am T e - - - =, ‘
AR end ey 'IX’I.CC o) w c a2 Q 20 -3 Y L 67 25 4
amaln : ‘ L
12-ls o (18,500) 6L c = 26 13 A2 9 33 Sl 5 49
T ./‘4"',' R # .
VAR R YL e tx Py *q 24 39 22 17 166 A 123
0 e / r\/\n' - ) D Vi ) Y 1h 23 201 LT 154
2027, [hI,200 L C “is , ; Y 18 6 - 130
an.nn Ul hon” A2 A 23 e g i 16 18 169 39
Ay N I"""" - "’"r - - ~ o, - - - b 8 86
a0 (a-ux (\ht’\ K 4 I . tr-w, {) WP :.5 7 8 *z}‘} 3
B B - - o L . ; 38 18
OGS (LR, 500 20 - i G ¢ 12 . 5 17 8 , : 4
P RS Bl i - -
A ond auey (00 onod o 8 N 15 S ) 1o . 1 £0 3 L
M o ¥ e N TN “r
DR Detalll omay not gl ho hobal chowm group, .
SLotimone, Lagad on foows 10 o Sewnr som
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Peble L6, Boshbon:  Yicbinizabion eabos

b T
sl sex ond voce of victius

or povions cp2 12 rod over, by bYype of criue

<>

(Rabe per 1,000 resident popalation aze 12 sod over)

. o v n e e e e R 7 Ser e S e e et et o e 71 0 2 4578t A e e i 2 3 e A A e
End N
lidle Female
REELACN

vhite - T TBiack Thite “Blac

Type of ciime (161,400) (29,800) (197,500) (12,3
Ceimes of violence on 92 L6 55
Rape 0 13 I ' 13
Rﬁbb('?ry fily L7 19 v 22
Hith injury . 12 15 6 8
Yithont ingury 32 32 1 15
Assoult 50 . L5 23 30
Appravated assmlb 25 29 16 13
Simple assault 25 .17 13 16

Crimes of theft 110 105 136 98
Personal larceny with
contact 11 18 39 32
Personal larceny without
contact 99 87 96 66

——— it -

Tt M VAT £ M 1 ot 0 B 8 L5 1 o PRt W - A 4% 04

HOTE: Detall may not «dd Lo tetal shown because of rowmding. Huabers in parentheses refer to
population in bhe Sroup. -
IEstimate, based on shout 10 or fower sample cases, is sbalistically unveliable.
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(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Crimes of viglLence N m e TR
RooeTY T 2SO Purson

A1l personal Robbery Roobery SaEnas Fol PpETecnel Ry Larcen

crimes of A1y with withoub ALl Aggravanes Simpie swimes of Rl withou
# and marital status violence?! robberies injury intury assaclos as58uL0 a33800 TaSd Sonvasy contac
-
dever married (91,000) 125 57 1, Ll 68 50 3L L w5 1z
sarried (87,800) ' 58 28 9 29 29 ! e GE G 7y
nidowed (6,900) L9 L6 216 30 %3 &5 v i 2% 50
Jivorced or separated (8,900) 152 82 34 L9 "0 55 55 185 1) 160
.male
Wever married (98,900) - 65 25 5 25 34 i3 20 ey il 125
varried (91,300) 25 12 L 8 < L2 5 7 G =5 75
Wlidowed (3G, 100) 31 19 il 8 i2 7 25 7. o0 3L
Divorced or separated (22,700) 79 28 il 17 L3 25 Z5 Lt i, 83

rou

143

JTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the
*Includes data on rape, not shown separately. '
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbtatistically unreliable,
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in parentheses refer to population in the group.
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J oAl

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

Crimes of violience

A1l personal

Crimes of theft

A1l personal

Personal larceny

Personal larcen;

~Includes daba on rape, not shown sepcrately.,

"Estimate, hased on shoub

20 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.,

e and income crimes of Robbery Assanlt “crimes of theft with contact without contact
e
Less than §3,000 (43,900) 95 L3 19 . 165 39 125
83,000-87,439  (78,900) €0 37 L2 128 35 93
37,500-19,999  (3%,9C0) 70 35 33 122 27 95
210,000~ *,;,999 (71,000) 58 25 31 119 18 101
215,000-024,99¢  (44,700) 56 25 30 139 18 121
25,000 or more (15,70C) 70 23 Ll 151 19 132
ot aveilable (73,200) 3 25 27 87 26 61
nCK
.egs than 93,000 (9,800) 11 L0 61, 113 L2 71
33,000,499 (21,900) 7y 37 L0 106 30 76
"'/, 500-29,009 (6, /4,00 [ An 227 229 . 86 21, 72
320,000~ JT,¢:99 (1:,300) 28 23 1”15 112 217 95
,LCU 824,999 (5,200) 230 2Q R21 112 21), 98
9“ ,C20 or more (LOO) 223, 261 2173 0 0 0
ot availeble  (17,200) Tl 39 33 g6 27 60
B Debtail may not add to btotol shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
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L = o }
T;‘.bl«:}&{)_ s e 12 rawd cyvar, Ly e

(Rehe por 1,000 vos

e o PN

il o ST T meehn e
REXS0 VAN MY ) alabiciain cseh 2K (,Up)

Crines of violonee

e oy, e e
it
":ie
12--1 1), By s
2--15 ( /17)(-"‘)) 5
16-19  (15,700) 59

159

20.-2),
112

2530

(713, 500)
(:9,1C0)

3549 (26,700) 51
06l (27,500) 5l

65 and over (19,%00) 38
Female

12.-15 6l

16--19
20.-2),
25-31
35-h9
50--6L  (36,500) .

© 65 and over (34,400) -

)
0) 5
) 73
62
3l
31 .
i

(1.,7200)
(3,600) A
(2.,400) 173
(5,900)
35-49 (5,800) 65
5064 (3,700)

65 and over (1,800)

12-15
16.-19
20'“2[+
25-3)

Fcmale
12-15
16-19
20-21
25-31

(5,000)
(4.,500)
(7,000)
(10,100)
35-49 (8,700) 1,6
50-61, (5,400) 130
65 and over (2,200) 0

102
67
6l

Crines of Lhetfb

69
133
164
150

93

59

66

56
15
229
190
131

81

59

1["{8

97
160
131
100

81
1 91

56

9

&2
114
112,
123
146

B et

OTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.

" iEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stitistically unreliable,
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Table 97 Boshon: Perceab distrilubion of dncideabs of peoroonal criwes of violence, by
Lype of crige and uusber of offecnders

S <ot e o iy v+ T At D W i A | o e L e e B S R T RPN R am s S ST WY Lo e e i 6 S Y e oo atn s P 1l T bt Forras NG 5T 4 i 0h @B B e et & Fepan i @A b BT < 3 B e g

Four or ot knoun and
spe of crime Cne Trio Thrae HOLE not avallable
a-imes of violence 50 20 11 15 A

Rape €8 15 0 15 13
Robbery 36 28 17 15 I
Robbery and attempted robbecy
with injucy 31 29 19 15 : 6
From scrious assault 30 28 18 18 . 16
From minor assault 33 32 20 iz - 16
Robbery without injury 30 33 19 14 19
Attempted robbery without injury 1,8 22 12 15 1g
Assanlt - 60 13 7 i5 - 5
Aggravated assault 55 16 6 16 6
With injury Iy 20 18 21 1y,
Attemplted assault with weapon 61 1 5 12 8
Simple as - ~mih ‘ Al 10 8 : 1 I
With ir . v . 59 *10 110 18 13
Attempted o -aalt without
weapon 66 10 8 13 1y

OTE: Detail mey nvi cdd to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Bstimate, based on azbout 10 or fower sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Zi9-
Table 107 Boston: Percent of incidents of personal crimes of violence involving a
single offender, by type-of crime and victim—offender relationship

‘Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangex
Crimes of violence ’ B L6 77

Rape ; 83 1100

Robbery ) - 35 60

Assault : 55 _ : 81

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

3%




o . o~ . . .- . . . - .
7 Bosteon: Percent of iuwcidenbs of porsenal ceimes of violence involying a
single victim, by type of crime snd vichim-offccder pelaticnship

AlL Trerolving Towvolying
Type of crime ineidents SLeRnEnrs nonslrangers
Ceimes of violence . 90 90 &9
Rape 95 Uy 1100

Robbery 91 91 88
Robbery and atbempted

robbery with injury o oL . 89
From scrious assault 90 A 91 189
From minor assasult 57 ~ 97 A 190

Robbery without injury 39 30 g2
Attemoted robbery withoub
injury - - 91 . 91 . 193
Assault 38 a8 83
Agpravated assault 86 85 90
With dinjury a7 35 92
Attempted assault with
weapon 86 85 38
Simple assault 89 - 20 a6
With injury 89 = 87 g7
Attempted assault
without weapon g0 91 81.

1Estinate, based on sbout 10 or fewcr sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

-
=/,
Table/lz‘. Boston: Percent of personal victimizations in which victims of crimes of
violence sustained injury, by victim-offender relationship and type of crime

Relationship Crimes of violence? Robbery Assau
A victimizations . 32 29 31
Involving strangers = .31 28 30
Involving nonstrangers T L0 50 35

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.




Tedle 1%, Poston: DPovecnt of povscoal victinmizabions in which vichbims of cirimes of
violegee sushained physical dajury, by selecved cheeschoristics of vietims
and bype of crime

“ayechoristic Crimes of violencel Robbery Assan]

Nt W DT T k. am F A S i PR K T T AR s S b e i e

n——

XK

itale ' 31 28 23
Fomal.e 7 3L 30 28

nee
thite 32 28 ' 31
Black 3L 33 31
e
12--15 32 21 12
16--19 3L 20 40
20-24 30 26 27
25-34 26 22 21,
35~19 35 31 39
50-64 37 L2 25
65 and over - L3 49 =21

nnual family income
Less than $3,000 32 26 32
$3,000-57,499 ~ 36 31 . 37
$7,500-$9,999 - 40 36 37
$10,000--514,999 26 25 23
$15,000--$21,999 33 32 30
$25,000 or more 21 ?35 9
Mot available 29 25 31

1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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Tevle 124 Docven:  Doveoat of povoonal viebindeaticas jn wbich victius of croiues of
Ve . - - . - B
violeree noiaiend physical injacy, wocecived hospitzl cave, sd dncureced
modical ox z by K rinae
T IR S . - i e e 5 e e e e
I‘hfzm A ey Ausy
D bmm d physieal injuvy 52 29 31
[eceived L ii al care 9 3 10
}*zs:"L"m.,J poom only 7 6 7
- Overnight or Logzer - 3 2 3
[neurred wedical exponses® 6 6
ES

C e i M3 B % e N e o e ke 4 R (T R W 9 L @ S A e T B O S SR 8 KR ol o e s o S 98 o Tl Pl ot T e

*Tocludes daba on rape, uob chbolun seprcabely.
"y

2T 0 " . . ~ -
“Tneledas only Lhose vietiwmigations in wpich the viebins hac
erxpeases wore incuncead sud aluoo knew, or weve able Lo wusbimesd

-'s,rfzjn wy whot madical
st of guch exponses.

!

N

W
b

Teble /if',{ ~ 7z Porecent of purronal vicbimizations in which vic
jolrncc received hospital core, by selected characberis
type of crime ’

o

tims of crimes of
stics of victims and

Charactcristic . Cm.m,., of violencet Robbery - Assanld

P ——

Victim—offender relatn.onsblp
Involving strangers : . 9 7 10
Involving nonstrangers 13 212 13

- 1Tpcludes data on rape, not shown separately.
_2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelizble,

zs
Table 16 Boston: Percent distribution of victimizations in which victims of crimes
violence incurred medical expenseés, by amount

Amount? : . Percent

Less than $50 : 31
$50-%5249 50
$250 or more ~ 18

1Includes only those victimizations in whkich the victins knew with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able tc estimate, the amount of such expenses. :

37
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: Table /. Boston: Percenv disvribubion of incidents of personal crimes, by type of crime and plece of occurrence

On street, or in park,

Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground,
pe of crime Inside own home Near own home huilding '~ or parking lot Elsewhere
? ALl personal crimes A 3 30 51 ' 12
imes of violence 12 10 1L 58 6.
Rape 27 5 21 40 : . g
Robhery 8 11 12 6l L
Rebhery and attempted robbery
with iniury . 11 17 6 , 61 1
Robbery without injury i 9 11 65 5
Attemphed robbery wwibthout iniury 12 , 9 19 - 67 LA
Assaulb Lh ) P15 ‘ 5 8
Agrravated assauld 1 g ‘ 12 54 8
Simple assaulb it 9 . 17 Sk g
imes of thefb 2z ¥ , 37 T 14
Personal larceny with contach ) 12 2 o 56 31 6
Personal larceny withouh conhach ees _ - ‘ 32 . 52 16

Py

Z Less than 0.5 percent, . -
.++ Represents nolt applicable,
“Estimate, based on aboult L0 or fewer sample cases, is statb 1st;c 1y unrelisble.

TE:  Detall may not add to 10O percent because of rounding.
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Pahle 1 RBaston:  Porcond diatrilatd £ ineid- ! d
2 154 ISP 5284 - 383 LELTUNITION G 1 TIVES £ CTImes YIDLCO0 ¥
1(.3’!.(,/8 sueas Poreont distribabion of incidonts of cvimes of violsace, by
victimoffarier velabionship, place of cocuvwznce, and Lype of crime
laticaship and place Crimes of vieolence! Robtery el
3 e e Aarn et e e e o ettt e+ s Lo e e o oot e et e et a5+

avolving shrangers ,
Toside ovn bone 9 7 9
ifear wwn home 9 11 7
Inside nonresidential building ' 15 i3 16
Cn sitrect, or in povk, playground,

sehoolground, or packing lot 62 65 0

Klscvnere 6 !

1-
-

PrE>

nvolving nonsteangers

Inside own hoae : 32
Wear owmn homne
Tnside nonresidentisl building 26

On streoet, or in park, playgzround,

schivolground, or parking lob 3h 51

Flsewhere 13 29 14
OT®: Debtail may not zdd bto 100 pcrcent becouse of rounding.
}ncludes data on rape, not shotin scparately.

ZEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unrelisble. .
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Table 19. Boston: Percent distribution of incidents of personal

crimes, by type of crime and geographic area of occurrence

'

ype of crime Inside city of residence Inside other central city Elsewhere
KL personal crimes 86 4 10
‘rimes of violence® " 89 3 7
Robbery 9l 3 3
Assanly 87 3 10
wwimes of theflt 8l L 11
Perconal lLarceny with contact QL 3 3
Personal larceny withoul contact 82 L 13

0TE:  Detall may nolt add to 100 percent becaunse of rounding.
Tncludes daba on rape, not shovn separasely.
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Table 20, DBoston: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting personal victimizations to the police, by reason and type of

crime
Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
A1l personal A1l crimes A1l crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny

-ason ’ crimes of violence! Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
vbhing could be done;
.ack of proof 37 32 39 ‘ 26 40 50 37
b importan®t enough 28 25 21 . 28 29 18 32
lice would not want “o be bothered 7 9 10 g 6 6 6
0 inconvenient or time consuming L L - b 3 L 3 . L
ivate or personal matter 5 9 b ) 11 3. 21 3
ar of reprisal, 1 3 22 3 27 21 : ' 2z
ported Lo someone else 7 Ly k L 7 6 8
1 other and not given 12 1L ‘ 11 ' 16 11 ‘ 15 1

TE:  Detall may nov add vo 100 percent because of rounding.
Zz Less then 0.5 percent.
*Includes data on rape, not shown separately. o

N

®Esbimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable,
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et < VTIPS R P T S g3 P ST S ' ) R .
eyl (;/_-'1’, Maohon:  Poveent of i,‘_l,,n,,.,ﬂ_ Jietimiaehicns eoporiead Lo the rolice, by Lyue
of criwe ond vichia offroice volabicuship

AL Tuvolving Tuwvolving
i

Type of crime vicliniraticns shrongors nonshrang

ML perocaal cvimcs 36 foe L.

Crimes of violonce L8 58 52
Tape 50 16 167
RobbLery 53 ‘ 5h 52

Bobbory and atboapbed robbery
with injury ‘ 63 70 . Ol
From scrious assolltb ‘Th Th A2
Frem minor asssult . 61 55 11y,
Robbery without injury 61 62 113
Avtempled cobbery without injury 21 28 113
Assaulb My 51 51,
Aggravaled asseult 53 51 59
With injucy : 63 63 65
Attenplted assault with wespon L7 L5 5,
Simple assaulb 35 32 18
Yith injury L7 L5 159
Attempted assault without ’
© weapon 30 28 43

Crimes of theit 28 e e

Tersonal larcemy with conbact 31 31 ) )
Purse snatching 56 57
Attempted purse snabching : 10 10
Pocket picking 28 28

Personal lavceny withoub contact 28 P y cee

I s g e e . ' et S A . S s s it 8 70 e 4 - —

O WO O

*Estimate, based on zbout 10 or fewer szmple cases, is ctztistically unrvelisble,
“Wo abttempted purse snatchings by nonstrangers were recorded,
..« nepresents not applicable.
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Prde 2, Dosten: Deeceenb of poreonal viebiadsatioos oo oebod o bhe police, Ly dype

of criee 23l sk srad ovoes of viebios

pe of crinme Hale Fomle ke ,
AL pureoaal crlaes 36 35 35
“iaes of violence L5 53 L7
Rape 0 . L2 52
Robbery 50 G0 52
Robbery and atbeapled
robbery with injucy 66 72 68
Trom sericus assault '3 75 Th
From minor assoulbt 53 70 61
Robbery withcub injury 59 66 - 60
Attempled robbery wibhout
injury 23 37 27
Assanlt L1 L9 - L2
Aggravaled assault L9 0 52
Uith injury 59 ‘ 72 63
Attempted assault with
¥eapon Ll 53 L6
Simple assault 31 L0 33
With injury L5 52 07
Attempled assaunlt
without weapon 25 37 - 27
rimes of theft 29 28 28
‘Personal lsrceny with contact 29 31 30
Purse snatching 1100 55 57
Attompted purse snatching -0 11 12
Pocket picking o 27 28 28
Personal lavceny without
contact 29 27 28

v A S B g S 0 i it

1lstimate, based on stout 10 or fewer sample cascs, 1s stabtistically uncelisble,

#32. :
Table/?é’. Boston: Percent of personal victimizations reported to the police, by type
of crime and age of victims

ype of crime . 12-19 20-31 35-49 5061
M1 personal crimes - 25 36 . 39 Ll
rimes of violencel! 36 L8 59 58
Robbery . 34 56 60 63
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 56 67 68 70
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 29 52 56 59
Assanlt 38 L3 58 51
Aggravated assault L3 sl 69 72
Simple assault 33 33 L5 37
rimes of theft 1 29 31 37
Personal larceny with contact 210 29 31 12
Purse snatching 213 29 - 3, 3
Pocket picking 29 29 26 L5
Personal larceny without contact 15 29 31 3L

1Tnclades data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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pe of crime
vines of viol .2
Rape
Rolbbery
Robbery and - L
with injury
From serious assaulb
Frem minor assaultb
Robbery wibheout injucy
- Atbtempled robbery without injury
CAssault
Aggravaied assaulb
With injury
Attempted assault with weapon
Simple assault
With injury
Attempted assaunlt without weapon
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70
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76
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57
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21,
7 6
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Aggravabted

Simple

ALl rotheriss With Indury
L9 58
50 58
0 60
e L8

16
K7

46
50

43
53
16
34
12

70
63

67
71

66
70
56
68

71

68
: 61

66
bl

59
69
60
6l
289

- 73
65

68
80

73
71

2

=

71
314_6

P
5%
P
[
w e
)
5 -
nE, #g Folaid
R
. PN
¥ e -
-
x| G
»
. s
b P
SRR B
» b
E L) S -
»
2 ‘ R T e WS
. - " ea LS ib‘u-
- . k. . w ‘
« . s : g - “ % P R T S Ny o e el el e d
% - . [ Ctsea e e S Uat 2§ et nd e ion sike it W)

I

.

asures emplcyed by victims of crimes of violence, by type of measurs and

-

ieglly unreliable.

2chbary

Assault

2 2 o
with infury

Without injury

ALl assaults

Aggravated

Simple

"
“ -2
4

. b

BIA

3
36
17
12

31

3
39
15
13

30

b
36

14
32

41
16
11

5 ~ Sy g Y e ey * -C‘ :‘
coen LA .-A"n‘ Tarw ik o e~ a3 Aoz Tekriinta v
M e L S o, I shestive ma
P e inem et
- s
‘ ¥ 3 4 E : h E » - A - -~ ¥
Ahess Lt v s ma v ™ ey v o) ronnavt ne
. % sma W omo s PAPTe e fy SRR A S 9L BapeE e T
o BEERARCIWIY L MR R N A P e P el R R ek
*® * + fedp ng ® ® i 4 ‘* Eal ?
Lat "‘,’ » L™ -
# L2 * L] H R % e } - Qr‘i N g
ok -
B - o B
% § 5 % Fa L - K:,‘yn o d i
. > . -
, h
. » [E Yy - g o
P L™
LR A . ey Ta - % Cox »
* - B &
: ne e 26
3 Y oy b
b Ty
s . - . - 3
» ¥ . hd B L A T4 TR T Na B ALl W i) S hala RS L Bitialih af s
. & 7 O AR TR v W e e s MR Ak .
L N . « " * = ¢ : -
.t E, N - .o Poma n® wn e g P T M PN o pade Moyl o ey y o Y
\ R o mepnln oaaeee, fgoouniisticslly unreliable,

o e e




S
-~ A o~ 1 PR - 1 - Lo o I3 . - - . Ry .. 1,
[ ";’ ',*f. “;'}" [ 3 £ 1 » : EAP S § 131, . R ¥ 7 e F i a/br
s ., . R . . s e
srehs 3 EE R 3 of vicloaae, Ly ooloeld ooy winhies of
LI -
(RIS A R
|
‘
I
FU . - e e s e e e e e e a2 o mmmimrrm b oo e an
€3, Hore
.o Lo [P PO A e e W e e
. L. x.. L. O [ Y)Y .0
il pie e S Mole Foonle Liibe 2 )]

P R Sk g s WA b ew &% e s e - Rt ettt s A e At A N -

4 og breoadiched Tirearn vre knife 3 L ?2» 3 1),
i phynical force or othor vigspon hl - h9 S 42 35
ind bo peb belp or frighbon offender 147 3 o 17 16
reabened o vonooned uilbh offender 11 12 11 12 11
avioloub rosistonce, including crasion 28 2 29 27 33

...... e s e B s s iy At S ———— o ot W5 B YT w AL s e W

B i e R BB e ke s A e e s e A e e # Ay . e

TH:  Debaill aay oot 2dd to 10D porecnt Locsuse of roucding.

iy

1T . 1] - - . - . . q
“Estimabe, Degod on choul 10 or fower sawsple cases,; is stabtistieal by varelisble,

A

. »‘;//‘ s
Tablelzgl Boston: Pecrcent of personal victimizabions resulting in theft—and/or
damage, by type of crime

- |

. o S an g o A 4 VR o P T o i 3 e T o e S e b o P e e o s - —— e o e

pe of ecrime Percent

T T S T T T SN U DU U S L L I o — i i A oy A e R L S e & T A e it e+ & o s

A1 perscwal crimcs 70

“imes of violence L0
Rape o : 38
Rovbery . : 67
Robbery and attempted robbery -
with injury ‘ 80
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury 9
Assault ' 16
Aggravated assault ) ' 19
Simple assault 14

imcs of theft 27
Personal larceny with contact a3
Purse snatching and attempted :
purse snabching ‘ 57
Pocket picking . A 100
Personal lacceny without contact ) . 29
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Table/29'. Boston: Percent distribution of personal victimizations with vheft and/or damage, by type of crime end velue of l1oss

No monetary : - Less ' : Yot xaown

Type of crime ' value than $10 $10-~-$49 $50-82L9 3250 or wore 1ot availzi
A1l personal crimes 3 eI 38 ' 23 5 v
Srimes of violence? 9 18 29 25 20 9
Robbery ; 3 19 29 29 il 8
<y Robbery and attempted robbery
N with injury 3y 8 28 25 i3 11
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury . 22 20 30 30 1 7
Assanlt , ‘ A 30 15 29 G 2, 12
Srimes of theft 1 8 L0 28 5 6
Fersonal larceny with contact 21 18 L9 20 27 11
Purse snatching 22 13 Ll 26 22 12
Pocket picking ‘ 21 19 5% : ) 27 il
Personal larceny without contact 1 i8 38 1 7 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
 Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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49,
Table 30, Boston: Percent distribution of personal victimizations with theft and/or damage, by type of crime, race of vicitims,
and value.of loss . ‘.

Less than $i0 $10-849 '$50~-3249 ~ 8250 or more Not xnown and not availa

Type of crime and race No monetary value
All personal crimes?’ 3 18 38 8 6 7
White 3 19 39 27 6 6
Black 2 1 R 2 8 s . 10
Srimes of violence? 9 18 29 | 25 9 9
White 9 20 30 23 10 7
Black 27 °8 27 | 33 29 16
Crimes of theft! 1 18 L 28 6 6
Black %1 8 8

16 33 . 3k
JOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

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

R
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Roston:  Pereent dicheilabicn of goecenal cohbeey and lercony victimizabions,
Ly valua of stolen pecpoebly, dneluding ensh, sod voce of vicbtims

2obbery

No munetary waluc
Less thean $10
$10--449

21
21
29

$50--599 17 -

$100--$2.9 15

%250 or wore 12

Mot available 5
Personal Larceny”

No monetary value L

Less than $10 19
$10-$49 12
$50-%99 16
$100--$2,9 12
$250 or more 5
Not available T 5

Type of crime ond proprrbty value ATL vacest hite
e e ¢ 2 e b £ b e 80 AR A R A st e & e e et ot v e e s

NOTE: Detail may not add Lo 100 poreent beczuse of rounding.
1Tncludes data on Mobher® vaces, not shown scparately.’
2Estimabe, baced on shout 10 or fewer secaple cases, 15 sta

1
3Tncludes both porsondl lerceny with conbact and personal 1

S/ : ’
37, Boston:
by proportion of loss recovered

Table

x|

stically nnrelicble,
recny withoat contact,

a

Percent distribution of personal robbery and larceny victimizations,

Persona} larceny

A1 personal

Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies

With -
contact

Without
contact

None 81 .19 -
Al 7 8
Some 12 13 .

Less than half L ) 6
Half or more 5 A
Proportion unknown 3 . L

72
a
20
- 10
L
5

80
8
1z

W &\

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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Table 33, Bosbon:  Poreont of poracesl wich
- s . .
Cecm work, by Lype of cerize

cype of crime

ol bing in loss of bime

——ae e e e e e i e e
kS - -
Pavecnt

et A et 5 S 5 o 50t e e

e el o o i b <o v SV 1 e A TH W e M AR G e T (8 el s B

A1l personel crimes

" aaus of vieolence
ST
Bobbery
With injury
WHithout injury
Asszult
Aggravated assaalt
Simple assanlt
Crimes of theft
Pergonal larceny with contect
Pergonal. larceny without conbact

o

g
e 3

Table 3 '« Boston:

of time from work, by number of days lost znd type of crime

Percent distribution of personal victimizations resulting in loss

T™ime lost

A1 personal crimes

Crimes of violence

Crimes of the

39
1,0
6

13

12

Less than 1 day
1-5 days

6-10 days

Over 10 days
Amount unknown and
not available

21

66
29
13
12

12

NOTE:

Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically uncelizble.
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Table 352 Rocton: Percent disbrilabion of duncidents of personal crimes, by type of
- - -
crime and tinme of occurrance

Lype of crime

AL porsonal eviaes

Jrimes of violonce
Rape
Robbery
Robbery and atbbeapted
robbery with injury
From scrious assanlbt
Frome minor assaulb
Robbery without iajury
Attempted robbery without
injury
Assault
Apgravated assanlt
With injury
Attcempted assault with
weapon
Simple assaulb
with injury
=vhempted assaultb
vivl ut weapon

Srimes of theld
Trirsonal. ' arceny with contact
Purse sntaching
Attempted parse snabtching
Pocket picking
Personal |a~rceny without contact

eyt Sk St bt S e e e e

Daybine

52

il
29
50

50
18
53
18

53
Lk
37
38

37

L9
L1

A3

e

Ll
53
61
L9

59
53
1,6
51

s
56
62

61

62
50
59

17
10
23
2,
18
24,
I

) Mighttime
6 peme—
6 ann. 6 pom, Tobal midnight 6 a.m.

Midnight—

2 11
h2 11
13 *i9
10 9
h2 7
L3 18
1,0 15
)2 9
36 # 11
13 * 13
L7 15
48 14
L6 16
40 10
L5 14
38 9
21, 11
21 12
23 R !
18 0
21 13
2l 13

B Y

Not Mot known
knovm not availas

N . s At e ot | Tame W s

ol oNe] COOO

Noooow O

h

i0TE:; Det»il may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.

4 fess than 0.5 percent.

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

35,

Table/36: Boston: Percent distribution of incidents of personal crimes of violence,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime and time of occurrence

lelationship and
cype of crime

‘nvolving strangers
Crimes of violence!
Robbery
Assault

involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence!
Robbery
Assault,

Daytime

6 a.m.-6 p.m.

L7
51
43

57
L1,
148

21
2z
21

21
3
0

Nighttime

6 p.n.—~ - Midnight—- Not Not kmown

Total midnight 6 a.m. knovm not availab
53 L1 11 27
49 39 9. 27
56 L3 13 0
52 45 8 0
53 53 0 0
52 12 10 0

JOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.

~ Z Less than 0.5 percent.

1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.

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

S/
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Table_;7. Boston: Porcent of iacidenbs of violence in which offenders used weapons,
by btype of cvime snd vicbim-oifcnder relationship

o ittt £ oA ki me e & © g e = A b St oA i 1 A im - e o kv e % < etk & ks 4 - e e - o

ype of crime All decidents Tnvolving strangérs Tuvolving nothrang&
~fmes of viclcnce 18 1.8 L8
H )&pe 32 35 . 120
Robbery 53 ' 54 18
Robbery and attempted robbery
vith irjury Ly L2 161
Robbery without injury 62 6l 135
Attempted robbery without
- injury - - 51 - 52 . 140
Assault?® W L3 50

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbtabistically unreliable.
2Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.

‘5‘7 I
Table‘}Bf Boston: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by armed offenders
in committing personal crimes of violence, by type of crime

ype of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknov

rimes of violencel 26 L0 29 5
Robbery 23 52 20 5
Rotery and attempted robbery
wigh injury 17 50 32 22
Robbery without injury 31 L7 15 7
Aitempted robbery without
injury 16 62 17 25
Aggravated assault 30 27 38 b
With injury 18 19 56 .29
Attempted assault with weapon 37 32 29 23

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

52
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Table)39] Boston: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by armed offenders in committing personal crimes of violence, by type of

crime and victim-offender relationship

, Involving strangers Pevigo IR i trenzers
Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unxnown Firearm Xnife Other Type unkno
Crimes of violence! 26 41 27 5 25 33 L0 22
Rebbery . ' 2L 52 19 6 29 63 229 0
Aggravated assault 30 28 38 5 30 25 L2 a2

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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stletjlﬂ Doston: MNumber of household victimizations znd houschold vichimization
rates, by type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 houseliolds)
'pe of crime , Hunber Rate
wrglary 33,000 ‘ 149
' Forcible cniry 13,000 63
CUnlawful entry without force 3,800 2
Attempied forcible enbry 9,700 L
mschold larceny 18,200 87
Less than $50 9,300 LA
| $50 or more 6,700 32
Amount not available {00 3
Attempted larceny 1,400 ' 7
vbor vehicle theft 17,900 36
Completed theft 10,500 52
CAttempted theft 7,000 3

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

: &0,
| Table }Z. Boston: Perceat distribulion of houschold victimizations, by selecled
characteristics and type of crime

) A11 household Household Motor vehicle
Treee steristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
eee of head of houschold :
White g&; 80 75 82 87
Blzck (17) 19 23 17 12 |
Other (2) . 1 2 b . 2 |
;e of head of household J
12-19  (3) 3 b 4 2 /
| 283k (36) 48 50 16 16
- 35-19  (20) 22 19 o7 o1 [
- 50-0k  (22) - 18 18 16 20
45 and over (20) 8 10 6 3
%rmual family income
. Less than $3,000 (17) 15 20 13 8
' $3,000-$7,499 (26) 21, 25 25 19
- $7,500-$9,999  (9) 9 8 10 11
; $10,000-$14,999 16) 18 16 17 2
' $15,000-3$24,999 93 12 11 11 1,
f $25,000 or more (3 L L 3 5
?E Not available (20) 18 16 20 19
fepure
' Owned or being bought (28) 28 2L 31 32
Rented (72) 72 . 76 69 68
sumber of units in structure
12 (20) 21 18 25 2L
2 14; 12 11 13 1,
3 (23 ) 21 21 22 21
L () 3 3 2 5
5-9 (10) 12 14 10 10
10 or more (25) 26 29 21, 23
Other than housing units (4) 3 L 3 1
Not available (1) 1 1 11 11
fumber of persons in household : .
1 (31) 21, 30 17 20
2-3 2&6} Ll . Lk 42 7
45 (16 20 18 2 22
6 or more (7) : 12 . 8 18 11

JOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to

percent of households in the group,.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
2Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately,

S | o
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Table 70". Boston: Household victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 20-31, ) 35-49 | 50-6L , 65 and over

pe of crime : ‘ (6,500) (74,400) (41,000) (45,600) ‘ (40,800)
rglary 174 208 145 119 71,
Forcible entry 59 : 88 61 53 30
Unlawful entry without force 86 61, 37 26 20
Attempted forcible entry 129 57 , L7 LO 25
usehold larceny 116 113 119 6L 29
Less than $50 65 54 60 35 20
$50 or more 32 L6 50 21 L
Amount not available >3 5 ~ LA 12 11
Attempted larceny 116 9 5 7 L
tor vehicle thef+t 63 11z 103 ‘ 78 35
Completed thefl: L3 65 61 L8 26
Attempted theft 120 - L6 L2 31 9

;I'E Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
Estimate, based on aboubt 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

’ZN

\
/,
Y

i




e

Table 7V, Boston: Howsehold victimiznstion cates,
rd

of rouscheld

— e

(Rate per 1,000 houcciolds)

i —— e : e s

e v e me s woms e mr W e e e —

Ly Lype of crime and race of hend

———

Vinite Black

Typz of crime (148,800) (35,4,00)
Burglary 138 204
PForcible cntry 55 100
Unlawful entry without force L3 50
Attcmpted foreible entry 50 64
Houschold larceny a8 89
L.2ss than $50 1,',6 510
$50 or more 32 37
Amount not available 3 1g
Attempted larceny 7 7
Mobtor vehicle thaft 92 58
Completed theft 56 33
Attempted theft 36 26

Nummbers in parentheses refer to

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

househinlds in the group.

1Estimate, bascd on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stalistically unreliable.

ol e
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Table 72, Boston: Household victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Less than $3,000 $3,000-57,L99 $7,500-59,999 $10,000-524,999 $15,000-82L.,999 325,000 or more Not available
Type of crime (36,100)- (544280) (18,600) \33,400) (38,500) {5,750) (41,900)
Burglary 172 iL2 i35 1.6 178 250 123
Forcible entry 67 65 60 5G i 85 50
Unlawful entry without force , 62 37 32 3L 5. 7L 33
Attempted forcible entry L3 LG L3 53 L8 59 LO
Household larceny 66 85 97 Gl 1356 oy 87
Less than $50 36 L8 L5 50 LG 59 39
$50 or more 22 29 38 36 45 15l 37
Amount not available i2 i3 2 i3 12 8 5
Attempted larceny 6 " L1 ig " e i
Motor vehicle theft 38 6L, 10L 326 159 161 81
Completed theft 26 L3 69 7, 7 93 L6
Attempted theft 12 23 35 53 6L, 7% 3,

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

Q)
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Table j/B’. Boston: Household victimization rates, by type of crime, tenure, and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Ovned or being bought

A1l racest White " Black All racest

“ype of crime _ (58,000) (50,800) -~ (6,500) (150,300)
Surglary 131 122 204 | 156
Forcible entry 60 55 102 oL
Unlawful entry without force : 30 29 L5 L7
Attempted forcible entry 40 28 57 L5
Jousehold larceny 98 93 149 &3
Less than $50 ° 53 52 bl L
$50 or more 3L 3L bl 32
Amount not available L N 29 3
Attempted larceny 7 6 21 7
~sotor vehicle theft 98 g9 92 81
Completed theft 54 57 40 51
Attempted theft L, L2 52 30

JOTE: Detadl may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
*Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.

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

@
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Table }4} Boston: Household victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two or {hree Four or five Six or mor
Type of crime (64,700) (94,900) (33,100) (15,500)
Burglary 142 1 169 161
Forcible entry ' 62 56 83 62
Unlawful entry without force L2 L1 L3 52
Attempted forcible entry 38 48 L3 17
flousehold larceny L8 80 128 207
Less than $50 25 L1 | 65 103
$50 or more 19 29 43 90
Amount not avallable 11 L 1z 1
Attempted larceny 12 6 L5 9
Mobtor vehicle theft 5L 89 RS 13Q
Completed theft 35 52 75 71
Attempted theft 19 37 43 59

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, _
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Table /75'. Boston: Household victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by nousehold

(Raue per 1 OuO housenolds)

“ype of crime (41, 1oo) (29,900) (47, ooo) {7,900) (21,000)
jurglary , 135 111 139 133 <07
Forcible entry 57 5L 66 5L, _ U
Unlawful eniry without force 35 217 30 37 5L
Attempted forcible entry Ly 30 L3 L2 58
Hdousehold larceny 110 80 85 53 87
Less than $50 6L Ly 36 28 Li
$50 or more 35 28 36 225 32
Amount not available a5 21 2L o : 23
Attempted larceny 6 26 9 0 10
.iotor vehicle theft 105 85 82 103 88
Completed theft 59 50 L8 71 63
Attempted thei‘t b,é 35 3L 32 26

\xOTE. Detail may not add to totaﬂ. shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to nouseholo.s in the groupe.
. *Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,

One? Two Three Four Five-Nine
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Table;?é; Boston: Household burglary rates, by race of head of household and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

sce and income A1l burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attenpued forcible entr;

‘aite : '
Less than $3,000 (28,700) 157 5l 70 33
$3,000=87,499 (Al,Boog 133 59 38 36
87,500-$9,999 (15,300 115 49 3% 35
$10,000-$14,999 §28,300§ 134 ' L7 33 50,
$15,000-$24,999 (16,300 178 VL 58 46
$25,000 or more (5,500) 213 82 70 62
Not available (33,400) 110 L7 30 : 3L

..ack
Less than $3,000 (6,500) | 235 114 34 v a7
$3,000-$7,499 211,700) ‘ 179 9 37 L3
$7,500-$9,999 (2,900) 252 118 125 : £9
$10,000-$14,999 (4,400 227 129 L3 53
$15,000-$24,999 Ez,ooo 183 102 1.2 149
$25,000 or more 2003 1362 12,3 1119 -
Not available (7,700 187 70 50 67

OTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentneses refer to households in the group.
*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Burglarcy

Table 53. #aston: Percent distribubtion of houschold incidents, by place of
v .
~~eurrence and bype of crime

tluschold larceny

Motor vechicle thef

N

&L

ce
ide ovin home 98 23 13
i Ovin home so e 77 23
vacation home, motel,
r hotel . . 2 LR N 2 O
side nonesidential building
1ilding coe ‘e 2
street, or in park,
rayground, school~
round, or parking lot coe cee 73
sewhere cee coe 11
.o Represents not applicable.
IBstimate, based on a@bout 10 cr fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble.
€7,
Table 54. Boston: Percent distribution of household incidents, by type of crime and
d geographic area of occurrence
Inside city Inside other

pe of crime of residence central city Elsewhe.

A11 household crimes 92 2 6
halary 92 3 5
1sehold larceny 93 2 5
tor vehicle theft 1 8




7C.
TableJ§5. Roston:

leason

Fot‘ning could be done;
Jack of proof

Fot important cnough
"olice would not want
to be bothered

foo inconvenient or
time consuming
Private or personal
lmatter

fear of reprisal
wported to someone
else

11 other and not given

Perecnb disteibution of reasons for not reporiting houschold

e e 81 e i e o St 6 3 A o S e 4 e g R

AL housebold crimes

e e B b R e | P b 8 S e o . B e e o vt R

39
30

9
3
5
1

L
10

oo e e s A o e At i

Housclinld larceny

Purglacy

=\

1

o e s e e 4

victimizalions to the police, by reason and type of crime

Motor vehicle the

A o

34
34

10

39
31

| 71,

’

0TR:  Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
, 'Tstimate, based on about 10 or fewer suaple cases, is statistically unrelisble,

Table/SG. Boston: Percent distribution of selected reasons for not reporting
household victimizations to the police, by race of head of household,
reason, and type of crime

Race and reason A1l houschold crimes Burglary  Houschold larceny
hite
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 38 L2 33
Not important enough 32 2 37
A1) other and not
given 30 30 30
3lack
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof LL L8 38
Not important enough 2 21 26
A1l other and not
given 33 31 36

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

Motor wvehicle th

38
32

30
49
120

31




|

come lack of peoof crcngzh not given

Table "/ o Boston: TPoveont diciribubtion of sclected rescens Tor not reporting
nonselold viebinizabions to the police, by scrunl Ersily Taccme and reason

ki e o e o ek o P s F P kP s e A e e A AR S S mA | v Cm L oy ot s w2 e b St e —

Moithing could Le done; ot japociant A1l other &

58 than $3,000 35 26 38
,000--57 ;499 10 o1 29
/,500-$9,599 37 33 30
0,000-$14,,999 34 35 29
5,000-52/,999 39 35 27
5,000 or more 50 24 26
% availasble A 27 32

AE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becruse of rounding.

f73'
Table ?‘é. Boston: Percent dislribation of selected wreacons for not reporting
. houschold victimizations with theft to the police, by value of stolen
property and reason

B

‘ Nothing could be doue; Mot important A1} cther an
lue lack of proof enough not given

» monet zvy value 127 118 55
55 than $10 28 51 21
0-349 35 39 27
0-599 43 20 37
00--$249 57 13 L0
=0 or more Al 15 51,
& available 27 2l L9

/ITB: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliatle,

7.
_Table 59. Boston: Percent of household victimizations reported to the police, by
type of crime and race of head of household

pe of crime A1 races?! White Black
A1l household crimes - 50 51 L7
‘cglary 56 56 56
Forcible entry 76 7 66
Unlawful entry without force 48 18 53
Attempted forcible entry 34 32 ’ L1
msehold larceny 23 21 21
Less than $50 . ) 13 1 28
$50 or more 40 41 37
Amount not available 21, 210 231
Attempted larceny 20 23 2g
ytor vehicle theft 68 69 57
Completed theft 93 94 ' 86
Attempted theft 30 . 31 220

Afncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
[3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

8
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Table /6@’. Boston: Percent of household victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

Less than . $3,000- $7,560= $10,000~ $25,000- §25,000 Not
ype of crame $3,000 87,499 $9,999 814,999 $2L.,999 or more available
A1l household crimes L7 51 51 | 49 . 5L 56 50
Surglary 52 56 58 51 ' oL, 65 56
Forcible entry . 6L 77 ] 71 &L 73 82
Unlawful entry without force 50 52 63 35 L7 6L 41
Attempted forcible entry 35 25 29 35 £9 =L 36
Sousehold larceny 21 28 20 23 23 9 22
wotor vehicle theft 73 68 69 66 65 &7

71

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

%
7, ,
Table ,61_’. Boston: Percent of household victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime, race of head of household,
and household tenure . 1
A1l racest White ; £l ack _
. Owned or being Owned or being Cwned or veing
Type of crime bought Rented bought ’ Rented bougav nented
A1l household crimes 51 ) 50 52 S 50 LA LS
Burglary ' 60 5L 61 : Sh 58 55
Forcible entry 83 73 85 77 ‘ 74 6l
Unlawful entry without force Ly 50 Ly L9 2.8 55
‘Attempted forcible entry 38 32 L0 29 232 L3
flousehold larceny . 22 2L 23 . 2l 218 2L
otor veh:.cle theft 66 ) 69 68 ‘ 70 55 58

lIncludes data on "“other" races, not shown separately. ;
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat:.st:.cally unrel:.anle.




717 |
Table 62, Boston: Percent of houschold vicbimizations inwolving theft reported to
the police, by type of crime and valne of loss

ype of crime T.css than $10 310 -34,9 350.-221,9 ‘ $250 or more
| AI1 houschold crimes 10 22 52 &7
Lrglary 33 10 62 85
>uschold larcciy ts 13 26 61
>tor vehicle !haft 2 7 82 9L

TEstimate, b on shout 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabisbically woweliable,
2No motor vehiole thefts involving losses valued at less than $10 were rocovded.

78
Table 63, Boston: Percent of houschold victimivations resulbting in thefb a.n_d/or
damage, by type of crime )

rpe of crime Percent
A1) housechold crimes 88 )

wrglary ; 85

Forcible entry 96

Unlawful entry without force a5

Attempted forcible entry ) 69
usehold larceny oL
>tor vehicle theft a8

79. .
Table /65. Boston: Percent distribution of household victimizations with theft, by
value of stolen property, including cash, and type of crime
A1l household Household ¥otor vehicl

:lue crimes ' Burglary larceny - theft

monetary value , 1 11 3 0
:ss than $10 6 i 3 13 Y
10-$49 21 16 LO !
"0-$99 .12 4 13 19 17
100-$249 17 =7 15 5
£50-$999 <0 . 2% 6 30
.,000 or more 19 12 11 59
-t available L L L b

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

66
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Table 65. Boston: Percent distribution of household victimizations with theft and/or damage, by race of head of household, type of crime,
’ and value of loss ; ;

No monetary Less

Not known and
Race and type of crime value than $10 $10-349 $50-8249 3250 or more not available
All races* ;
All household crimes 8 8 22 25 =0 3
Burglary . 12 8 16 29 26 9
Forcible entry 5 L 10 3% Li 9
Unlawful entry without ,
force : 21 5 23 L3 23 5
Attempted forcible entry 37 18 22 8 1 14
Household larceny 3 12 58 3L . 7 5
Motor vehicle theft 5 3 . 13 9 41 5
White
All household crimes 6 8 23 25 30 8
Burglary 10 9 18 30 2L 9
Forcible entry 5 5 10 32 59 8
0N Unlawful entry without
~J force 21 6 26 L3 29 5
Attempted forcible entry 33 i9 22 8 =2 16
Household larceny 3 i3 40 33 6 5
Motor vehicle theft 5 3 13 9 62 3
Black -
All household crimes 13 7 16 27 50 : 8
Burglary 17 5 10 26 33 8
Forcible entry 8 23 25 29 L6 10
Unlawful entry without
force a2 0 211 L3 L3 22
Attempted forcible entry L8 1L 20 %8 0 39
H.usehold larceny 7 ' 10 32 37 8 7
Motor vehicle theft 39 25 10 21 57 ag

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



el
Tzble /66. Boston: Percent distribution of houschold vietimizations with theft, by
proportion of loss recovered and lype of crime

! A1 household : llouschold HMotor voehic

roportion vocevercd crimes Davglary lerceny Lheft
e e e — e e e e
1€ 63 75 82 16

R : -0 3 6 62

Line 17 18 12 22
Less than haif L 6 3 3
 Half or more 'l 3 3 13

- Proportion untnovm 5 h 6 7

e A e e N T sy b G A iy R R e n . o e e

s e apm— b o et ek S b e e e

o e e

DTE: Detail may not add Lo total shown, or to 100 pircent, bechsase of vounding.

F2.
Table §'f. Boston: Percent of houschold victimizations resulting in loss of time from
| viork, by type of crime :

B

| — pe—

ype of crime Percent
| -
b All household crimes 9
;urg‘lary 7
Forcible entry 12
| Unlawful entry without force 5
| Attempted forcible cniry 3
kousehold larceny ‘ , N
| Less than $50 2
| $50 or more 6
" Amount not available 114
| Attempted larceny 1q
otor vehicle theft 17
Completed theft 23
Attempted theft 7

| . - . - . -
- 1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unceliable.

é3. :
Table ;8/. Boston: Percent distribution of household victimizations res{llting in loss
of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

s

A1 household Household Motor venich
“me lost crimes Burglary larceny theft
ess than one day 39 ) 36 58 37
~5 days 55 oh 38 60
wer 5 days 5 7 15 13
mount unknown and . .
not available 11 13 0 0

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

68
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Posbon:  Pevernb distbeilabion of houschold incidenbs, by Lype of ciime and
Lime of occurvence .

&3,
Table ,'/7’.

Boston:  Numbor of commeeeial vicbimizations

and comncreial victimization |

bt h ik g by e R KL e A Mk eamde W

G A o b b e S A 9

b mme et

CNighblime

e TN

NSEWd Hot known and

Daybime 6 P mem Midnigit-
pe of crime 6 aan.--6 pome Tobal mwidnight 6 a.n. known not availablg
ALl hou,(hold crimes 38 50 23 20 7 12
rglary 50 37 20 11 5 13
Forcible cntry 52 37 21 11 5. . 12
Unlawful cnlry without force 48 37 20 12 6 14
Attdmpted focvcible culry h9 37 18 12 6 15
wasehc!d larvcony 38 - L9 21 18 10 13
Less han $50 36 19 20 16 13 15
$50 o1 nove 4,0 ING 22 19 6 13
Maount ot available L6 39 0 123 116 116
Attempted Lavcony 38 60" 36 22 11 13
ybor vehicle theft 18 76 31 36 9 7
Completed Lheft 20 - 75 32 3h 9 6
ALl mle‘:d Hl("ft lb, T 30 39 8 8 :
YR:  Detail may nob add to total nhONﬂ, or to 100 prfcent because of rounding. ;
gstimate, based on aboubt 10 or fower sample cases, is statistically unreliable. . ;
|

establishments in the group.
7 Fewer than 50 victimizations.
1¥stimate, based on about 10 or fewer

sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

rates, by Uharncboriulics of vicbimized esblsbyishiments and bype of crime |
{
(1xLe p<v L QDO cJLabl uhmOULa) E
, lh1t11wny e o ROJDP[y
weaclerishic Vh»b(r Rabe Nunbbr RxLe;
M1 Gubebldolacnbs (}"‘),(\(')()) / (3(70 576 3,900 1.32;
ad of esboblichmont |
Retail  (9,100) 1,400 339 2,000 218!
Food bu(np (1,000) 1,400 1,120 GO0 5915
Babiog rod deinking plocoes (2,700) 1,000 130 200 79}
General wochondise  (C00) 500 205 1100 133
Appacel geenp (1,000) 1,100 1,105 100 1123
Purnituve cod applicoce  (600) 400 86 200 31
Automolive pronp  (200) 400 1,463 1100 1929 ¢
Gas stabions  (300) 400 1,414 1100 Al
Neng and propeictoavy sltorves (300) 300 1,000 1100 1&22:
Liquor stoces  (200) 100 1617 200 921 |
Tanber sud Coacn equipment  (200) 200 1,552 1y Y101
Other retail  (1,800) 00 h15 300 151
Hholesale  (2,200) 1,700 559 1100 139!
Scevice (13,000) 5,500 156 1,700 103!
Macafoctacing  (2,100) 1,100 520 Y1000 1652
Real csbnle (woo) /00 Wi, 100 1921
Obther  (3,300) 1,200 370 400 120!
o5 annual rocelpls
Less than $10,000 (1,700) 1,900 166 1,00 92 |
$10,000--&2), y99 (3,700) 1,000 312 100 131
$25,000- ‘/,9 000 (3, Ooog 2,700 711 1,00 132
$50,000--599,599 (2,800 2,300 Q2 500 177
$100,000--5499,999 26 woo; . 3,800 631, 1,100 1775
$500,000 -$999,999 (1,300 600 LT 300 197
$1,000,000 or mave (2,600) 2,100 309 500 85
No sales (1, tooy. 700 139 17 122
Amount not avsiissle  (4,400) 2,400 495 1,00 76{
rerage number of paid cnployces f
1-3 g9 y500) 5,600 582 1,300 134,
4-7  (5,200) 2,800 531 1,100 205,
8-19 (3,700) 2,400 660 500 138
20 or more (/4,000) 3,100 772 700 170
‘Rone ™ (7,000) 3,100 Al 400 5h
TR: Detail may not add to total shown because of roundinge. Numbers in parentheses refer to



i A
Characberistic Percent of estsblishaonts Percent of eriy
Kind of csinblishment
Retail. : 31 16
Whole:ale ‘ 4 6
Service hi 22
Maoufacluring 7 6
Real estate 3 2
Transporbation 2 1
Other 9 (4
Gross anmial receipts
Less than $10,000 - 1 11
$10,000-$24;,999 11 7.
$25,000--549,999 10 12
$50,000-$99,999 10 12,
$100,000--$499,999 21 o
$500,000-%959,999 b L
$1,000,000 or more 9 ) 12
No sales 5 ' 3
Amount not available 16 13
Average number of paid cmployees
1-3 . 32 33
47 17 18
8-19 12 1,
© 20 or more 1 . 18
None 2L 17
Not available 1 1y
Z Less than 0.5 purcent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is stalistically uorelisble,
Kind of establishment Percent
A1l establishments 32
Retail 43
Wholesale 25
Service 27
Manufacturing - ) 31
Real estate 26
Transportation 23
Dther 26
J c At EF. _ . .-
‘ Bucglary ’ a Robber 7
kind of establishment ~ Completed Attempted . Completed Attempte
. A establishments 68 32 61 39
Retail 66 3, 71 29
ﬂholesale Vili 23 160 1,0
Service . 70 39 K7 53
dther 68 32 58 52

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

7/
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¢ 7.
Tebhle ,81/. Boston: Percent distribution of inecidints of enudrcial robbery, by
kind of esteblishacnt and mubrre of offcuders

- e e e ey 4 B i bt e o e sk Sy g e o % 8w L W n el S N Mpenms e KR e e e v w e e . e o gt T i e e St v im0 el al

ad of eshablishuaent Cre Tuo Three or more Tob avalilag

—— - Sy e o b e e e e e e cen e N e m el e - U i R e PP e

AL cobirblistacnts 31
shail 2h ) Ll 32 0
.evice 31 39 17 13
sher 51 3 110 ts

B T e T P

10 21 5

¥

g S T T e e e i a1 i R e e i kR T B Mo e o e R e e s e e i s e

YEstinate, hased on sbout 10 or fouer sauple cases, is shabishically npeeliable.

G
Teble 82, PRoston: Percent distribnbion of vicbimized coumercisl esisdlictacnts, by
muaber of viclimizalicns incurred

ind of establishacnt Cne Tvio Three or mo

A1l establishments 72" 1 14
etail 67 16 17

lervice 76 12 12
ither 75 1, 10

- oo e o A o i a5 s St e e M e e ¢ e a2 i o $ am B o s i o ot v . ey o

0':  Detail may not &id to 100 prrcent Lecowse of rovoding,

S74

7l - .

Table /83. Boston: Percent distribution of incidents of commcrcial robbery, by kind
of establishment and place of occurrence - - e

ind of establishment On premises ’ On delivery and elscwh-

M1 estzblishments 91 ) 9

letail 92 8
ervice 87 : 13
)ther 95 5

1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unrelisble.

72



72

Table 8. DBoston: Percent distribulion of reasons for not reporting commercial
victimizations to the police ’
| Jeason Percent
’!othing could be done;
| Jack of proof 31

fot important cnouzh 2L
Police would not want to be

hothered 6
Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not wint to become involved 8
Fear of rcprisal 0
Reported to someone clse 9
A1)l other and not given 22

3.

Table 85

Boston:

Percent of commercial victimizabions reported to the police, by
kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establisiwient Burglary and robbery Burglary Robbexy

~
A1l establichmonts 79 78 83
Neteil : 81 79 &9
Yholesale = 87 86 1100
Service 77 76 81
Manufacturing - 68 70 150
ResY c:tate 76 88 120
Transportation 75 163 1300
Other ’ 76 76 77

]

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

74,

Table/aél Boston: Percent of commercial establishments with one or more security -

measures

Kind of establishment Percent
A1l establishments 78
Retail 84
Wholesale 82
Service 73
Real estate 56
Yanufacturing 79
Banks 100
Transportation : 90
Other - 7

73




Jad 2,

A1l eslab-

7

1There were no robberies recorded for these establishmentse.

Fype [ sceuriby mcasure Lishments Rebail Hiwlesale Service e factueing Othe
I i sttt £ e o o v i —— et ¥ A e e e e s e A e e e o s e e e e 2 dan o 0o
fuile g alsrm 14 23 i2 9 11 9
Centi L alacm--police
or sceuribty scrvice 20 31 39 10 20 14
einforcing device 21 30 28 16 19 13
Tuard or watchman 13 il 2L 12 13 17
Jatchdog 3 2 0 3 15 11
Firearm 2 2 13 11 11 12
Camera 2 3 12 11 0 A
Mfirror LR L 12 0 12 0
Dther 12 9 13 11 11- 20
" TEsLimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliables
T b, TE
%ind of establishmenb Purglary Robbery
A1 estsblishmcnts 38 69
Retail 90 79
Tholesale 92 1
Bervice” 85 51
Manufacturing ol b
Dther 85 76



" "7 7:
- . ey e . . P . R -~ s -
Tanle 90. Boston: Tercentb distribution of commercial victimizations with theft a::zd/ or
demage, by xiod of cstsblishaent cud approximate value of theft Cznd/o’f drange

"ind of eshbablishment Less thoen 310 $10--$50 5514250 $251 or more Not availa
r._—-a—.-....,-ﬁ_.-.«-._. ...,.-....‘ N ’ e i A e v <4 et s e 33t 1 e -

| M1 establishments 12 16 25 52 5
ebail 9 13 27 L5 6
holesale 13 16 28 L1 | 1
ervice 16 20 23 37 : L
anuiacturing 112 16 28 L1, : 0
ther 15 11 22 B 11

bTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent bLecause of rounding. :
‘lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unveliable,---

|

| -~
Table /9f Fuston:  Percent of commercial burglaviés involving damage to premises, by kind
© o7 ehablishment

| N

r’ind of establishment Percent
M1 establishments 79
etail h i 85
{ olesale : 86
ervice 70
leal estate 79
amufacturing 83
g’cher 73

79.
Table Z. Boston: Percent distribution of commercial victimizations, by number of
employees who lost time from work

umber of employees

yho lost time Percent

lone 91

)ne employee . 6

'Wwo or more employees 2 ‘
Jot available 1 |




/0 0.
i
min-<1ays lost from work

et e S, 7% ¥ e N s e - ———

sount witknown

s 2w s pm kv te e AW e amias T

b

-

/Cfe
Table/?f,u Bostons
’ time of occucrcnce

v B o ot e e s = ¢ o e e

Table ﬁﬁ. Boston: Perc.ont distribution of cemmcrcial victimizations, by number of

mbce of man-days Jost Percent
me 91
rss thon 1 day 3
5 days 3
or more diys 1
11

Estimate, brscd on sbheabt 10 vr fower scmple cases, is statistically unrelizble,

Percent distribulion of commercial incidents, by type of crime and

Nighttime
Daytime 6 p.m.—~ Midaight- Not
/pe of crime 6 a.m.~6 p.m. Total widnight 6 a.m. ¥known Not knowr
| Burglary and robbery 19 s 1 34 26 7
wglary 6 87 . 13 L2 32 7
vbbery 76 22 18 L 0 12
g stimate, based on about 10 or fewcr sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

VAV E
Table ﬁb’ « Boston: FPercent of commercial robberies in which the offenders used weapons,
by kind of establishment

|

Lnd of establishment

i Percent

[ _ —
L A1l establishments 3

2tail 84

>rvice - 63

'r;’ner 62

|

/93, '
Table 796’. Boston: Percent distribution of incidents of armed robbery of commercial
establishments, by type of weapon used by offenders

A1l robberies Completed robberies Attempted robberj

-pe of weapon

\rearm 63 69 ,49
hife 18 18 19
’F.her or unknown type 19 i3 32

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

76



APPENDIX I
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, 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 gathering of information
on the characteristics of each household and of interviewed household
members. Household screen questions were asked once of an adult member of
the household, whereas individual screen questions were put to all household
members age 12 and over. For 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated persons,
and individuals absent during the interviewing period, adult household
members served as proxy respondents.

Once the screening process was completed, the interviewer obtained
details of each revealed incident, if any. 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 related
details.

In the commercial survey, basically comparable techniques were used
to screen for the occurrence of burglary and robbery incidents and to
obtain details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101 contained separate
sections for screening and gathering information on the characteristics of

business places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on the relevant

crimes, on the other.

77

FORM NCS-3 and FORM NCS-4




FORM CVS-101
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APPENDIX 11

HOUSEHOLD SURVEY:
TECHNICAL INFORMATION AND STANDARD ERROR TABLES

With respect to crimes against persons and houscholds, survev results
contained in this publication are based on data gathered during early

1974 from householders residing within the city limits of _;E;cyul-éfiq

including persons living in certain types of group quarters, such as
dormitories, rooming houses, and religious group dwcllings. Nonresidents
of the city, including foreign visitors, did‘not fall within the scope of
the survey. Similarly, crewmembers of merchant vessels, Amed Forces
personnel living in military housing, and institutionalized persons,

such as correctional facility inmates, were not under consideration. With
these exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in housing units
designated for the sample were eligible to be interviewcd in person. lach
interviewer's first contact with a unit selected for the surveyv was in
person, and, if it was not possible to secure interviews with all eligible
members of the household during the initial visit, telephone interviews
were permissible thereafter. The only exemptions to the requirement for
personal interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapuacitated persons,
and individuals who were absent from the household during the entire field
interview period; for these persons, interviewers werc required to obtain
proxy responses from an adult member of the household. -Survey records
were processed and weighted, yielding results representative hoth of the
city's population as a whole and of sectors within society. Because they
are based on a sample survey rather than a complete cnumeration, the

results are estimates.

&/



Sample design and size

The basic frame from which the sample was drawn for the National

Crime Panel household survey in LJ%“@ﬁ*‘f”Wﬂ was the complete

housing inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 Census of
Population and Housing. For the purpose of sample selection, the city's
housing units were distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised the majority, were
grouped into 100 strata defined by a combination of the following
characteristics: type of tenure (owned or rented) ; number of household
members (five categories); household 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, a sample was drawn,
by means of an independent clerical operation, of permits issued for the
construction of residential housing within the city. This enabled the
proper representation in the survey of persons occupying housing built
after 1970.

Some /2,249 housing units in Bf”n‘-'»f :Z"‘}' were designated

for the sample. Of these, &, /9/ were visited by interviewers during

the survey period but were found to be vacant, demolished, converted to
nonresidential use, temporarily occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise

ineligible for the survey. At an additional 74 S wnits visited by

Interviewers it was impossible to conduct interviews because the occupants

PR

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 7,2 90 housing wnits, and the

’

rate of participation, or response, among those qualified for interview
was 92,4 percent. Participating units were occupied by a total of

19 (1] persons age 12 and over, or an average of 2./!  residents

of the relevant ages per household.

Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews were assigned two sets of
final tabulation weights--one for crimes against persons and another for
crimes against households. For intervie''s conducted at housing units
selected from the Census housing inventory, the following elements
determined the final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the selected
unit's probablity of being included in the sample; (2) a factor to
compensate for the subsampling of units, a situation which arose in
instances where the interviewer discovered many more units at the address
designated for the sample 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 occupied housing
units qualified to participate in the survey but from which an interview
was not obtained; and (5) a ratio estimate factor for bringing estimates
developed from the sample of 1970 housing units into adjustment with the

complete Census count of such units.
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In performing the estimation procedure that yielded the results
appearing in this publication, there was no adjustment for bringing the
survey-derived estimates into accord with any independent, post-Census
estimates of the city population. Subsequent to the initial processing
of survey results, however, post-Census estimates of the population age 12
and over were calculated. These estimates indicate that an undercoverage
amounting to about /.4 percent of the relevant population occurred

/} ‘6.
in the 1974 survey of [Sro—u-Uerm households. As a result,

populaticn figures that serve as bases for rates of victimization for
crimes against persons understated the size of the population, and
victimization and incident counts for crimes against persons also were

too low. 1In order to bring estimates in this report into accord with

this post-Census estimate, population control figures and levels of
victimizations and incidents for crimes against persons should be increased

(multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of /- /% 3749 . However,

all relative figures--namely personal victimization rates and other data

on pers-nal crims expressed in percentages--appearing on the data tables

remain unaffected by the abplication of an independent population estimate,

as the adjustment factor is applicable to the numerators and denominators
used in computing such figures. Likewise, the adjustment is not
applicable to data on household crimes.

The fifth step described above did not apply to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units constructed after the
Census. For tabulating crimes against persons, a further weighting adjust-

ment was required in those cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an

P4

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 a single incident,
the veight assigned to the record for that incident (and associated
characteristics) was reduced by one-half in order not to introduce double
counts in the tabulated data. When a personal crime was reported in the
household survey as having occurred simultaneously with a 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 evenit as they
related to the victimized individual would be reflected in the household
survey results.

The final weight used in generating tabulations of estimates of

criminal incidents against ngrﬂﬁfjd;ﬁh residents was the product

of the five steps described above, plus the adjustment for incidents
involving more than one‘person, as appropriate. In producing estimates of
personal victimizations (as opposed to those of incidents), the weighting
factor also was the product of the five steps, but the édjustment for
incidents invoiving more than one pérson was omitted. Such‘an adjustment
would have been inappropriate, because éach‘individual victim was counted
as having incurred a victimization irrespective of the number, if any,
of other vicfims involved in the same incident.

For household crimes, the final weight, consisting of all steps
described above except the third, was that of each household's principal

person. In the case of husband-wife households, the wife was designated
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to be that person; for all other households, the head of the household
(as determined during the course of the interview), was considered the
principal person. 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
multihousehold incidents was inapplicable, and an adjustment comparable
to that made in the personal sector to account for multiperson incidents
was unnecessary.

The ratio estimate 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 compensated
for the exclusion from each stratum of any households that already were
included in samples for certain other Census Bureau programs.

Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained in this report are
estimates. Despite the precautions taken to minimize sampling variability,
the estimates are subject to errors arising from the fact that the sample
employed in conducting the survey was only one of a large number of
possible samples of equal size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates derived from different
samples may have differed somewhat; they also may have differed 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 guage of
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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 chances are about 68 out
of 100 that the survey estimate would differ from the average result of all
possible samples by less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be less than 1.6 times
the standard error; about 95 out of 100 that the difference would be 2.0
times the standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it would be less
than 2.5 times the standard error. The 68 percent confidence interval is
defined as the range of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the chances are 68 in 100
that a figure from a complete census would fall within that range. Likewise,
the 95 percent confidence interval is defined as the estimate plus or minus
two standard errors. Standard errors applicable to data on crimes against
persons and households are presented at the end of this Appendix, preceded
by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates presented in this
report are subject to so-called 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 poliée files, indicates that assault is the



least well recalled of the crimes measured by the National Crime Panel
program. This may stem in part from the observed tendency of victims not
to report crimes committed by offenders known to them, especially if they
are relatives. In addition, it is suspected that, among certain societal
groups, crimes that contain the elements of assault are a part of everyday
life and, thus, are simply forgotten or are not considered worth mentioning
to a survey interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems may result
in a substantial understatement of the 'true'" rate of victimization from
assault.

Another source of nonsampling error related to the recall capacity
of respondents involves telescoping, or bringing within the appropriate
12-month reference period victimizations that occurred earlier--or, in a
few instances, those that happened after the close of the period. Unlike
in the national sample of the National Crime Panel 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 preparation for the National
Crime Panel 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 this rule.

&

Despite these attempts to minimize the effect of victim recall
problems, memory lapses inevitably occur. For the 13 cities surveyed in
1974, some evidence of the extent of this problem was obtained from the
findings of a reinterview program in which a 4 percent subsample of the
households interviewed initially were interviewed a second time by a
supervisor or a senior interviewer. Differences between the original
interview and the reinterview were reconciled by discussion between the
reinterviewer and the respondent. In general, the.differences between
estimates based on the original interviews and reconciled reinterviews
were not statistically significant.

Additional nonsampling errors can result from incomplete or erroneous
responses, systematic mistakes 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 this survey, 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 survey, it
should be noted that estimates based on about 10 or fewer sample cases

have been considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
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to the data tables and were not used for purposes of analysis in the
report's selected findings. The minimum estimate considered sufficiently
reliable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the personal and

houschold sectors was <200 .

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, percentages,
or ratios) were calculated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal and household sectors,
the standard errors displayed on tables at the end of this appendix can
be used for gauging sampling variability. These errors are approximations
and suggest an order of magnitude of the standard error rather than the
precise error associated with any given estimate. Table I contains the
standard error approximations applicable to the estimated levels, or
numbers, of personal incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal victimization
rates are given on Table II, whereas Table III displays the standard error
approximations for household victimization rates. For levels and rates not
specifically listed on the tables, linear interpolation must be used to

approximate the error.

To illustrate the application of standard errors in measuring sampling

variability, assume that a data table in this report shows there were

.;L

] ] oohpersonal robbery incidents in EEMFW‘ - O . Linecar

interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix yields a standard

o ) TV
error of about 540 for the estimated f”f/«f»‘ “incidents. The

chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure
differing from a complete census figure by less than 560 , i.e., the
68 percent confidence interval associated with that level of incidents

would be from /% %0 to !/,54C . The chances are 95 out of

100 that the estimate would have differed from a complete census figure

by less than twice this standard error ( /, /20 ); i.e., the 95

percent confidence interval then would be from 2, 840 to /2, /2¢.

b
Assume further that, for a §£>v*f“’c~m population

oy -

subgroup numbering >, CGO | the recorded personal victimization rate

was L per 1,000 persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear
interpolation of data listed in Table IT would yield a standard error of
about -, . Consequently, chances are 68 out of 100 that the

cstimated rate of AL © would be within ..,  of a complete

census figure; i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associated with

the estimate would be from /& to 2 & . And, the chances are

95 out of 100 that the estimated rate would be within roughly 2.0 of

a conplete enumeration; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would be

about 2 to 28

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard error of the difference
between the two figures is approximately equal to the square root of the

sum of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate considered
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separately. This formula represents the actual standard error quite .

Jable I .

accurately for the difference between uncorrelated sample estimates. If,

however, there is a high positive correlation, the formula will overestimate (¢8 chences out of 100)
the true standard error of the difference; and if there is a large negative Personal S Heusehold
Sive of eslinale eidents T T ViU inisatkions viebimizabions
correlation, the formula will underestimate the true standard error of . ‘ : . . e e m i et et n e e e e e s
5 : ‘ 36 3 38
the difference. 168 ;5 5£ 53
250 30 43 8,
500 113 117 120
1,600 160 166 169
2, 510 256 266 269
5,000 3067 38N 383
10,000 535 563 - 548
25,000 912 950 900
SO)O()O 1:]135 1’1576 1:311-7
100,000 2,385 2,637 2,099
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Estimated rate
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o5 or 999.5 117 T 5.2 3.7 2.3 b 162 0.7 0.5 Oui 0.2 CuZ 0.1
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1 or 999 165 1044 7ol 5.2 3.3 2.5 2.6 2.0 0.7 0.5 G5 5.2 0.2
2.5 or 997.5 ~ 26,0 16,5 1.6 8.2 5.2 347 2.6 26 el C.8 G Sl 0.3
5 or 995 36,8  23.3 16 1146 7l 5 3.7 2.3 1.6 - C.7 0.5 Ouly
7.5 or 992.5 L5.0 285 20,1 1lL.2 9.0 6L L5 2.3 2.0 A 5.9 C.é !
10 or 990 51,9  32.8 23.2 16.L 104k 7.3 5.2 543 2.5 2.6 .0 G 0.5
25 or 975 81.L 5145  36.s 25,7 16.3 1.5 . 8l 5.2 5.6 2.4 o “.0 0.8
SO or 950 113.6 7109 50.8 35.9 v 220? v :.601 :.:.-L. "/.2 5-:. 306 2-3 :..D 101
100 or 900 156.4 98,9 70,0 L49.5 3143 2241 15.6 9.9 7.0 La9 5.l 2.2 1.6
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500 260.7 164.9 116.6 82.L 5241 36.9 2647 16.5 11.7 8.2 5.2 5.7 2.6
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1or 999 16,9 10,7 7.5 5.3 ek 24, 2.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 C.3 Gz 0.2
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APPENDIX III

COMMERCIAL SURVEY: TECHNICAL INFORMATION
AND RELATIVE ERROR TABLES

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in central cities 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, btate, and local government operating

within the city limits generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,

however, government-operated liquor stores anﬁ transportation firms 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 comprised 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 enumerations, all results are estimates.

Sample design and size -~ 4

L »
For the purposes of sample selection, w,?*f‘ﬁz”’it?ﬁbr was

segmented into geographical units known to have contained at least four

but 70 more than six commercial establishments, whether retail, service, -

or a combination of the two kinds. Establishments of other type§ were
not taken into consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and other non-business
organizations located within each segment during the field survey were

eligible for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being sampled in

.97

connection with the nationwide commercial victimization survey were
excluded from the sample.

A total of ﬁ,?»?’gconmercial establishments (including other
organizations) was considered eligible for inclusion in the sample. Of
these, ;%gfé?were found to be out of business at the time of the field
interviews, no lTonger operating at the designated address, or otherwise
unqualified to participate. At WL establishment it was

S o '
impossible to conductAlnterview because the operator could not be

reached, declined to participate in the Survey, or was otherwise unavailable.

Th ] i i
erefore, interviews were taken in /e 772 establishments, and the

overall rate of response among those qualified to participate was 5931 S

percent.

Estimation Procedure

Data records produced by the survey interviews were assigned final
weights, applied to each usable data record, enabling the tabulation of
city-wide estimates of victimization data. The final weight was the
product of the fo]lowing'elemehts: (1) a basic wé%éht; reflecting each
selected establishment's probability of being in the sample; (2)~an
adjustment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to éccount f&r establishments
which were in operation during only part of the survey reference period.

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the total number of data
records required for each particular kind of business divided by the
number of usable records actually collected. The factor to account for

establishments that were not in operation during the entirellz-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 multiplying the basic weight of each part-year
operator by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the number of months
the establishment was active during the reference period. Then, the
result was multiplied by the ratio of required records divided by the
number of usable records, the result being applied to the record of each
part-year operator.

Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this publication
concerning the criminal victimization of commercial establishments are
estimates that were derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration. The sample used was only one of many of
equal size that could have been selected within the city, utilizing the
same sample design. Although the results obtained from any two samples
might differ markedly, the average of a number of different samples would
be expected to be in near agreement with the results of a complete
enumeration using the same data collection procedures and processing
methods. Similarly, the results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the who]ehsample 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 in calculating the coefficients of variation, or relative errors,

for estimates generated by the survey. 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 survey, 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 survey than they were in the house-
hold survey. These factors include the greater likelihood of recordkeeping
and of reporting to the police by businesses, as well as the concentration
of the survey on two of the more serious crimes, burglary and robbery.
Unlike in the national sample of the commercial victimization surveys,
the city samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure to minimize
nonsampling errors attributable to telescoping.

In addition to those relating to victim recall ability, nonsampling
errors may have arisen from deficient interviewing and from data processing
mistakes. However, quality control measures comparable to those used in
the the household survey were adopted to minimize such errors.

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 or fewer sample cases
have been considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered sufficiently reliable
to serve as a base for statistics on commercial crimes was 150.

The numbers of commercial victimizations appearing in Data Table 1
and the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in Data Table 24

have been rounded to the nearest hundredth. However, all relative figures

(whether rates or percentages) were calculated from unrounded figures.
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Relative Error Tables and Calculations

In order to measure sampling variability associated with selected
results of the commercial survey, relative errors are presented on two
tables in this appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those
developed in connection with the household survey, were not calculated.
Instead, the tables display actual calculations of relative errors from
the sample observations for estimated values pertaining to selected
characteristics of business establishments. . Tabie IV applies to the
estimated level of victimizations, and Table V relates to victimization
rates for each of the measured crimes. Although the relative errors
1isted on those tables partially gauge the effect of nonsampling error,
they do not take into account any biases that may be inherent in the
survey results. For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and V, rough
approximations of relative errors may be made by utilizing the relative
errors for similar figures having bases of comparable size.

When used in conjunction with the survey results, the relative error
tables permit the construction of intervals containing the average results
of all possible samples with a prescribed level of confidence. Chances
are about 68 out of 100 that any given survey result would differ from
results that would be obtained from a complete enumeration using the same
procedures by less than the relative error displayed in the tables. Doubling
the interval increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of 100 that
the estimated value would differ from the results of a complete count by

less than twice the relative error.

s

To illustrate the computation and significance of these ranges, assume
that one wished to test the extent of sampling variability surrounding
the | ~ commercial burglaries estimated to have occurre: in

-

Referring to Table IV it is found that the

relative error associated with the unrounded form of that figure (/7015)

is percent. Multiplying /< ¢~/ by ./ yields 2572 .1
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the estimated number of
incidents would be .'.% ‘&% to /Y ¥%° . If similar confidence

intervals were constructed for all possible samples of the same size,

about two-thirds of these would contain the results of a complete enumeraticn
using the same methodology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the
confidence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the calculated interval
would contain the results that would have been generated by a complete
enumeration. If the interval were to be doubled, then the chances would

be increased to 95 out of 100 that the resulting interval, in this case

S 7 745 , would contain the total that would have been

obtained from a complete tally.

1The calculated figure ( /. 372 ) is the standard error of the estimated

‘7,02 ) burglaries (shown as /7, 000 on Data Table 59).




Jabje IV

(63 chances out of 100)

ype of crime ¥stimahed muaber of victimizaticns Relavive 2udee

urglary . 17,021 11.0%

Completed Lorglary 11,650 11.1%

Attempted burglory 5,371 10.6%

obbery 3,910 10. ‘}70

Completed vobhery 2 ,3‘7? 11,64

Attcs:;pt(’d rabber y 5 18 13.1%
|

Table I
(68 chances out of 100)
Burglary Robbery

Estimated rate Estimated rate ‘
‘per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative

haracteristic establishments error - establishments error
“nd of establishue .
A1l establisimcn z 576 8.5% 132 7.2%
Retail’ o - 539 9.1% 218 11.4%

Wholesale =+ = 559 33.2% 139 30.3%

Service . - 1,56 17.3% 103 2); o% ~
ross conual ceceipts
Tess than 310,000 166 23.6% - 92 3L. 3%§

$10,000-$2/,999 312 20.6% 131 39.6%
$25,000-$49,999 : 711 15.7% 132 26.8%"
$50,000-399,999 azl, .. 2L 0% 177 2560
$100,000-$499,999 634 11.9% 177 20.7%:
$500,000-$999,999  ha7 . 17.7% 197 36.5%
$1,000,000" or more 809 18.1% 185 29.3% .
‘No Sales ) 439 25.7% 122 68.7%?%

Not availasble L95 16.1% 76 27.6% 1

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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APPENDIX 1V
TECHNICAL NOTES

Information provided in this appendix is designed to aid in
understanding the report's selected findings and, more broadly, to
assist data users interpret statistics in the data tables. The notes
address general concepts as well as potential problem areas, but do not
purport to cover all data elements or problems. The Glossary of Terms
should be consulted for definitions of crime categories, variables, and
other terms used in the data tables and selected findings.

General

Throughout this report, victimizations are the basic units of
measure. A victimization is a specific criminal act as it affects a
single victim, whether a person, household, or place of business. For
crimes against persons, however, some survey results are processed on
the basis of incidents, not victimizations. An incident is a specific
criminal act involving one or more victims and one or more cffenders.
For many specific categories of personal crime, victimizations outnumber
incidents, a difference that stems from two contingencies: (1) some
crimes were simultaneously committed against more than one person, and
(2) certain personal crimes may have occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victimization
reported to survey interviewers, it was determined whether others were
victimized at the same time and place and whether the offense happened
during a commercial crime. A weighting adjustment in the estimation

procedure (see Appendix II) protected against the double counting of
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incidents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted during the course
of a store holdup, the event would have been classified as a single
commercial robbery, not as an incident of personal assault. With respect

to crimes against households and businesses, there is no distinction between
victimizations and incidents, as each criminal act against targets of either
type were assumed to have involved a single victim, the affected household
or business. In fact, the termg‘victimizatioﬁland“incidenf'can be used
interchangeably in analyzing data on househol@ and commercial crimes.

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, victimization data are
more appropriate than incident data for the study of the effects, or
consequences, of crime experiences upon the individual victim. They also
are better suited for assessing victim reactions to criminal attack and for
examining victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in addition to
serving as a key element in computing victimization rates, victimization
counts are used for developing information on victim injury and medical
care, economic losses, time lost from work, victim self-protection, offender
characteristics, and reporting to police. On the other hand, incident data

are more adequate for the examination of the circumstances surrounding the

occurrence of personal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time and
place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as the use of weapons and number
of victims and offenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical case
given above, therefore, the rate data for personal assault would reflect

the attack on each customer, and other victimization tables would incorporate
details concerning the outcome of the crime for each person, such as any

injuries, damage to clothing, and loss of time from work.




For data tables on crimes against persons, the table titles stipulate
whether victimizations or incidents are the relevant units of measure.

Victim Characteristics

A variety of attributes of victimized persons, households, and
commercial establishments appear on victimization rate tables. The rates,
or measures of the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing the number
of victimizations associated with a specific crime, or grouping of crimes,
by the number of persons, households, or businesses under consideration.

For crimes against persons, the rates are based on the total number of
individuals age 12 and over, or on a portion of that population sharing

a particular characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes are regarded
as being directed against the household as a unit rather than against the
individual members; in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of

the fraction consists of the number of households in question. Similarly,
the rates for each of the two crimes against commercial establishments are
related to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of households and businesses,
unlike those of persons, cannot involve more than one victim during a specific
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of individuals, households,
and commercial establishments can and do occur. The rates, therefore, are
indicators of the gross risk of having been victimized during the reference
period, but they are not sufficiently refined to represent measures of risk
for specific individuals, households, and business places.

Reporting to the Police

The police may have learned about criminal victimizations directly

from the victim or from someone else, such as another household member or
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a bystander, or because they were on (or happened upon) the scene at the
time of the crime. In the data tables, however, the means by which police
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the overall proportion made
known to them being of primary concern.

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respondents for not reporting
crimes to the police. Data tables on this topic distribute all reasons for
each non-report, and no detemination has been made of the primary reason,
if any, for not reporting the crime.

Time and Place of Occurrence

For each of the measured crimes against persons, households, and
businesses, data on when the offenses occurred were obtained for three
broad time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); the first
half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and the second half of nighttime
(midnight to 6 a.m.).

Regarding data from the household survey, tables on place of occurrence
distinguish six kinds of sites, two of which cover the respondent's home and
its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not involving contact between
victim and offender, the classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, most household burglaries
happen at principal residences, with a small percentage “t second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and motels. Personal larceny
without contact and household larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur. Commercial burglaries can
take place only on the premises of business firms; however, commercial

robberies can occur away from the premises, or even outside the city limits,




such as during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment.

For personal and household crimes, and in addition to information on
the sites of occurrence, data are presented on the "geographical area" of
occurrence. The tables distinguish between offenses that happened within
the city of residence; inside another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs
and nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two categories reflect
two circumstances: (1) crimes that took place when the victims were
temporarily away from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; and (2) crimes that took
place within the reference period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being surveyed.

Nunber of Victims and Offenders

As noted previously, the number of individuals victimized in each
personal crime is a key element for computing rates of victimization and
other data on the impact of crime. However, the data table specifically
concerning the number of individual victims per crime is based on incidents.

Two tables, also based on incidents, display data on the number of
offenders involved in personal crimes of violence. In the sequence of
survey questions on characteristics of offenders, the leau question
concerned the number of offenders. If the victim did not know how many
offenders took part in the incident, no further questions were asked about

offender characteristics, and the crime was classified as having involved

strangers. The terms 'stranger" and "nonstranger are defined in the Glossary.

Perceived Characteristics of Offenders

Some of the tables on this subject display data on the offenders only
and others cover both victims and offenders. The characteristics examined
are age and race. As with most information developed from the survey,
offender attributes are based solely on the victim's perceptions and ability
to recall the crime. Because the events often were stressful experiences,
resulting in confusion or physical harm to the victim, it was likely that
data concerning offender characteristics were more subject than other survey
findings to distortion arising from erroneous responses. Many of the
crimes probably occurred under somewhat vague circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim preconceptions,
or prejudices, at times may have influenced the attribution of offender
characteristics. If victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or

a set of them) more than others b1as would have been 1ntloEEEEE’::>
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<\4> into the findings, and no method has been developed for
determining the existence and effect of such bias.

In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made between "single-
offender" and "multiple-offender" crimes, with the latter classification
applying to those committed by two or more persons. As applied to
multiple-offender crimes, the category '"mixed ages'" refers to cases in which
the offenders in any single incident were classifiable under more than onc
age group; similarly, the term "mixed races" applies to situations in

which the offenders were members of more than a single racial group.
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Weapons Use by Offenders

For personal crimes of violence and commercial robbery, information
was gathered on whether or not the victims observed weapons, and, if so,
the types of weapons concerned. In addition to.firearms and knives, the
data tables distinguish "other' weapons and those of unknown types. The
category ''other" refers to such objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and
bottles. A difference exists, however, in the manner in which the types
of weapons were classified in the perscnal and commercial sectors. For
each peisonal crime of violence by an armed offender, the type, or types,
of weapons used were recorded, not the number of weapons. For instance,
if offenders wielded two firearms and a knife during a personai robbery,
the crime would have been classified as one in which weapons of each type
were used. With respect to each robbery of a business in which weapons of
more than one type were used, only the most lethal type was recorded. Thus,
for example, if offenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a store,

the crime would have been classified as one in which firearms were used; in

other words, a single entry would have been made under the category "firearm."

Victim Self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence, information was obtained
on whether or not victims tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the
measures they took. The following reactions, ranging from nonvinlent to
forcible, were considered sclf-protection measures: reasoning with the
of fender; fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for help; hitting

kicking, or scratching the offender; and using or brandishing a weapon.

The pertinent tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by victims
in each crime, no determination having been made of the single most
important measure.

Victim Injury and Loss

Information was gathered concerning the injuries sustained by the
victims of personal crimes of violence. In tabulating the. data, all rapes
(whether completed’or attempted) were classified as resulting in injury,
irrespective of the extent of harm and of medical or hospitalization
requirements. - For perscnal robbery and assault, the types of injuries
concerned are described in the Gloésary,’unde? "Pﬁysiqal Injﬁry." Viétims
who had been injured furnished data or. hospitélization and on medical
expenses. With regard to medical expenses, the data tables are based solely
on information from victims who knew with certaintylthat such expenses were
incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By excluding
vi;tims unaware of such expenses, and of their amount, the utility of the
déta is somewhat restricted.

With respect to economic losses incurred by persons, households, and
commercial establishments, the data tahles make distinctions between crimes
resulting in '""theft and/or damage loss' and '"theft loss' only. Table titles
specify the applicable category of loss. The term '"'theft loss' refers to
stolen cash, property, or both, whereas ''damage'' pertains co property only.
Items categorized as having ''no monetary value" could include losses of
trivial, truly valueless objects, or of ones having considerable sentimental

importance. References to losses '"recovered'" apply to compensation received




by victims for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen property
or cash, although no distinction is made as to the manner of recovery. For
assault, information on economic losses relates solely to property damage,
because assaults attended by theft are classified as robbery. Similarly,
there was no attempt to measure attempted pocket picking; by definition,
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of theft loss, and

there may have been some cases with property damage.

For all crimes reported to interviewers, -the surveys determined whether
persons lost time from work after the experience, and, if so, the length of
time involved. With réspect to crimes against persons and households, the
survey did not record the identity of the household member (or members) who
lost worktime, although it may be assumed that, for most personal offenses,
it probably was the victim who sustained the loss. For commercial burglary
and robbery, data on loss of time from work was applicable to owners,

operators, and employees of the entities concerned.

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Terms Related to Crime

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 conscious-
ness) or in undetermined injury requiring 2 or more days of
hospitalization. Also includes attempted assault with a weapaon.

Assault - An unlawful physical attack by one person upon another,
including both aggravated and simple assault.‘ Excludes rape and
attempted rape, as well as attacké 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 home or business, usually,
but not necessarily, attended by theft. Includes attempted forcible
entry.

Commercial Crimes - Burglary and robbery of business establishments and
certain other organizations, such as those engaged in religious,
political, and cultural activities. 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).

Household Crimes - Burglary and larceny of household property, plus

motor vehicle theft.
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Houschold Larceny - Theft or attempted theft of property or cash from
the home or its immediate vicinity. Involves neither forcible nor
.unlawful entry.

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 crimes, it was assumed that the commercial
victimization survey accounted 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.

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, victimizations (or incidents) were classified as
having involved nonstrangers if victim and offender either were
related, well known to, or casually acquainted with one another.

In crimes involving a mix of stranger and nonstranger offenders, the
events were classified under nonstranger. The distinction between
stranger and nonstranger crimes is not made for personal larceny
without contact, an cffense 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 offender.

Offense - A crime; with respect to personal crimes, the two terms can be
used interchangeably irrespective «7 whether the applicable unit of

measure is a victimization or an incident.

Personal Crimes - Rape, robbery of persons, assault, personal larceny
with contact, and personal larceny without contact.

Personal Crimes of Theft - 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, and assault.

Personal Larceny - Equivalent to personal crimes of theft.

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 df force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

Personal Larceny without Contact - Theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any place othef than
the victim's home or its immediate vicinity. Also includes attempted
theft. In rare cases, the victim sees the offender during the
commission of the act.

Physical Injury - The term is applicable to each of the three personal
crimes of violence. All rape victimizations, whether completed or
attempted, are classified as having resulted in physical injury to
the victim, irrespective of the extent of hamm or of medical or
hospitalization requirements. For personal robbery and attempted
robbery with injury, a distinction is made between injuries from
"'serious assault" and "minor assault.'' Exarples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries,
and loss of consciousness, or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more

days of hospitalization; injuries from minor assault include bruises,
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black eyes, cuts, scratches, and swelling, or undetermined injuries . Simple Assault - Attack without a weapon resulting either in minor injury
requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults resulting (e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined
in victim injury, the degree of harm governs classification of the injury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. Also includes
event. The same elements of injury applicable to Tobbery with injury attempted assault without a weapon.
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated assault with injury; : Stranger - With respect to crimes entailing direct contact between victim
similarly, the same types of injuries applicable to robbery with and offegdcr, victimizations (or incidents) were classified as
injury from minor assault are relevant to simple assault with injury. ~ involving strangers if the victim so stated, or did not sce or recognize the
Rate of Victimization - See "Victimization Rate.' offender, or knew the offender only by sight. In crimes involving
Rape - Carnal knowledge through the use of force or the threat of force, : a mix of stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events were classified
including atterpts. Statutory rape (without force) is excluded. | under nonstranger. The distinction between stranger and nonstranger
Robbery - Theft or attempted theft, directly from a person or a business, ‘ crimes is not made for personal larceny without contact, an offense
of property or cash by force or threat of force, with or without a in which victims rarely see the offender. .
weapon. Unlawful Entry - A form of burglary committed by someonc having no legal
Robbery with Injury - Theft or attempted theft from a person, accompanied : right to be in the premises even though force was not used.
by an attack, either with or without a weapon, resulting in injury. Victim - The recipient of a criminal act; usually used in relation to
An injury is classified as resulting from a serious assault if a personal crimes, but also applicable to households and commercial
weapon was used in the commission of the crime or, if not, when the establishments.
extent of the injury was either serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of Victim‘Self-protection Measures - For each victimization involving a
teeth, internal injuries, loss of consciousness) or undetermined but ' personal crime of violence, victim reactions of the following types
requiring 2 or more days of hospitalization. An injury is classified were construed to be self-protection measures: hitting, kicking,
as resulting from a minor assault when the extent of the injury was or scratching the offender; reasoning with the offender; screaming
minor (e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or or yelling for help; fleeing from the offender; and using or
undetermined but requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. brandishing a weapon.
Robbery without Injury - Theft or attempted theft from a person, accom- Victimization - A specific criminal act as it affects a single victim,
panied by force or the threat of force, either with or without a whether a person, household, or commercial establishment. In criminal

weapon, but not resulting in injury.
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acts against persons, the number of victimizations is determined
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 was victimized during certain incidents, as
‘well as because personal victimizations that occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are not counted as incidents
of personal crime. Each criminal act against a household or commercial
establishment is assumed to involve a single 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 calculated on the basis of the number of incidents per 1,000
households. And, for crimes against commercial establishments,
victimization rates are derived from the number of incidents per
1,000 establishments.

Victimize - To perpetrate a crime against a person, household, or commercial

establishment.

Other Terms

Age - The appropriate age category is de*ermined by each respondent's age
as of the date of the interview.

Annual Family Income - Inciudes 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,

Y,

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.

Central City - The largest city and focal point of a Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area (SMSA).

Head of Household - One person in each household is so designated by a

~ member of the household during the interviewer's initial visit to
the sample unit. - o

Household - Consists of the occupants of separate living quarters meeting
either of the following criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or
temporarily 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. ‘

Kind of Establishment - Determined by the sole or principal activity at
each place of business.

Marital Status - Each household member is assigned to one of the following
categories: (1) Married, which incluﬂes persons having common-law
unions énd those parted temporarily for reasons other than marital
discord (employment, military service, etc.); (2) Separated and
divorcgd. Separated 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, motorcycles, and any other
motorized vehicles legally allowed on public roads and highways.

Race - Determined by the interviewer upon observation, and asked only
about persons not related to the head of household who were not
present at the time of interview. The racial categories distinguished
were white, black, and other.

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) - Except in the New England
States, a standard metropolitan statistical area is a county or group
of contiguous counties that contains at least one city of 50,000
inhabitants or more, or '"twin cities'" with a combined population of
at least 50,000. In addition to the county, or counties, containing
such a city or cities, contiguous counties are included in an SMSA
if, according to certain criteria, they are socially and economically
integrated with the central city. In the New England States, SMSA's
consist of towns and cities instead of counties. Each SMSA must
include at least one central city, and the complete title of an SMSA

, identifies the central city or cities.

Tenure - Two forms of household tenancy were distinguished: (1) Owned,
which includes dwellings being bought through mortgage, and (2)
Rented, which also inciudes rent-free quarters belonging to a party

other than the occupant.
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