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- PREFACE

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

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

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

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

The surveys in Cincinnati 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 intervicw, a reference period roughly com-
parable with calendar year 1973. Information was
obtained from interviews with the occupants of
9,708 housing units (19,683 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 1,601 businesses. Res-
pondents furnished detailed personal and household
data (or information about business firms) in addi-
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred.

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

All statistical data in this report are estimates
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they
are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes in-
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re-
liability of estimates, these sources of crror are

_treated in Appendixes II and 111. it should be noted

at the outse, however, that with respéct to the effect
of sampling errors, cstimate variations. can be de-
termined rather precisely. In the report’s selected
findings, categorical statements involving analytical
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences
were equivalent to or greater than two standard
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least S0 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the
difference did not result solely from sampling vari-
ability. These conditional statements are charac-
terized by use of the term “some indication.”

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

In relation to crimes against persons, survey re-
sults are based on either of two units of measure—
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a speci-
fic criminal act as it affects a single victim. An inci-
dent is a specific criminal act involving one or more
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the
technical notes, the number of personal victimiza-

tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci- -

dents. As applied to crimes against households and
commercial establishments, however, the terms
“victimization” and “incident” are synonymous. Al-
though “crimes against commercial establishments,”
“commercial crimes,” and other similar terms refer
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations also are included in results of the
commercial survey, usually under the category
“other”; the types of entities concerned are discussed
in the introduction to Appendix III.

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

iv

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—1973 are inappropriate because of substan-
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and
police statistics. A major difference arises from the
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime
are derived principally from reports that persons
make to the police, whereas survey data include
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those
reported. Survey data reflect orly those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of Cincinnati, even though some acts took
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts
committed within the city against nonresidents, such
as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other
hand, police statistics for Cincinnati include all
reported crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crizizes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Simiiarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city

.surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations 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 Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed.
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THE CITY SURVEYS

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

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

levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures .

in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation between two or more localities or
types of localities.

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

w0

(.

vide information on crimes that are of major interest
to the general public, they cannot measure all
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not
amenable to examination through the survey tech-
nique. Surveys have proved inost successfal in esti-
mating crimes with specific victims who understand
what happened to them and how it happened and
who are willing to report what they know. More
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap-
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both
personal and household larceny, mcludmg motor
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was
designed to focus on these crimes. Murder and kid-
naping are not covered. The so-called victimless
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes
for which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable

_respondents or to locate comprehensive data records,

as in offenses against government entities. * Ex-
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec-
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper-
ty mily fall into this category, as may some instances
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of
most types probably are underrecorded for this
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
proach because of the limited documentation main-
tained by most commercial establishments on Iosses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,

" include gambling, various types of swindles, con

games, and blackmall

! Other than government-operated - liquor - stores and

transportation systems, which fall within, the purview of the
program’s commercial sector, government institutions and
offices. are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated that' government organization records on -crime
generally are inadequate for survey purposes. ’
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2 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

The success of any victimization survey is highly
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter-
viewers receive from respondents. In the victimiza-
tion surveys conducted in 13 central cities during
1974, interviews were obtained in an average of
96.6 percent of the housing units occupied by
persons eligible for interview. In the commercial
sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent
of eligible business establishments. Details concern-
ing the size of the sample and response rates in
Cincinnati can be found in Appendixes II and
IIT of this report.

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

Another of the issues related in part to victim
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza-
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in-
curred by persons unable to identify separately the
details of ecach act, or, in some cases, to recount
accurately the total number of such acts. Because
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on

the specific month, or months, of occurrence of

series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza-
tions that occurred in series and to determine their
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information
in the processing of survey results would have
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of
victimization would have been higher. Because of
the inability of victims to furnish details concerning
their experiences, however, it would have been im-

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually experienced such acts was small
in relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized onc or more times and who had
firm recollections of each ecvent. Approximately
3,700 series victimizations against persons and
3,100 against households, each encompassing at
least three scparate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix III of the preceding rcport, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities.

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

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

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

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property by force or the
threat of force. The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is
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placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
and sometimes does result. The distinction between
robbery with injury and robbery without injury
turns solely on whether the victim sustained any in-
jury, no matter how minor, The distinction between
a completed robbery and an attempted robbery
centers on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury to the victim.

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

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

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical-
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at-
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any,
the victim would have sustained had the assault
been carried out. In some instances, there may
have been no intent to carry out the crime. Not all
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all
the offender intended. The intent of the offender
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization
survey. For purposes of this program, attempted
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was
considered to be simple assault.

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

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

All three of the measured crimes against heuse-
holds—burglary, household larceny, and motor ve-
hicle theft—are crimes that do not involve personal
confrontation. If there were such confrontation, the
crime would be a personal crime, not a household
crime, and the victim no longer would be the
household itself, but the member of the household
involved in the confrontation. For example, if
members of the household surprised a burglar in
their home and then were threatened or harmed by
the intruder, the act would be classified as assault.
If the intruder were to demand or take cash and/or
property from the household members, the event
would be classified as robbery.

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

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS

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

Only two types of commercial crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable
to robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab-

lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be

personal confrontation and the threat or use of
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the

premises of places of business, but some can happen

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

SELECTED FINDINGS

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

General

The household and commercial surveys measured
an estimated 115,700 criminal victimizations against
residents and businesses of Cincinnati in 1973.

Forty-eight percent involved individuals; 37 per-
cent, households; and 15 percent, commercial
establishments.

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by more than 2 to 1.

Victim characteristics

Cincinnatians were victimized by personal crimes
of violence at a rate of 63 per 1,000 persons age
12 and over [Table 1].

Men were victimized at about 212 times the
rate of women [Table 17].

There was no significant difference between the
rate for whites and blacks [Table 19].

Persons under age 25 had substantially higher
rates for crimes of violence than older persons
[Table 18].

Persons in families with an anmiai income of
less than $3,000 had the highest rate for crimes
of violence [Table 20].

For motor vehicle theft and household burglary,
blacks had higher rates than whites [Table 62].

Renters had a higher burglary rate than home-
owners [Table 64]. ‘

Households headed by the elderly (age 65 and over)
had the lowest burglary and household larceny rates
of any age group [Table 61].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a

‘rate of 566 per 1,000 and robbed at a rate of

72 per 1,000 [Table 85].

Approximately 30 percent of all businesses were
victimized at least once during the year; of those
victimized, about 24 percent experienced two or
more victimizations [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

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

Women reported relatively more crimes of vio-
lence to the police than men, and there was
some indication that they also were more likely
to have reported personal crimes of theft
[Table 41].

There was some indication that blacks reported
crimes of violence relatively more often to the
police than did whites [Table 41].

With respect to the overall proportion of violent
crimes reported to the police, there was no
significant difference between offenses attributed
to strangers and nonstrangers [Table 40].

Persons age 35 and over reported a relatively
. greater proportion of crimes of violence than
younger persons [Table 42].

About one-half of all household crimés were re-
ported to the police [Table 74].

Overall, there was no significant difference be-
tween the percentages reported by blacks
and whites [Table 74]. s

About 84 percent of commercial burglaries and 87
percent of commercial robberies were reported to
the police [Table 93].
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The most common reasons for not reporting per-
sonal, household, and commercial crimes were the
victim’s belief that nothing could be done and that
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39,
70, 921.

Time and place of occurrence

More crimes of violence took place at night than
during the day [Table 54].

Personal crimes of theft were about evenly
divided between night and day [Table 54].

More household crimes occurred at night than
during the day [Table 84]. '

Among nighttime burglaries, more took place
between 6 p.m. and midnight than midnight to
6 a.m. [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries happened at night, but
more commercial robberies occurred during the day
than at night [Table 101].

Most personal crimes (59 percent) occurred on
the street; only 3 percent happened inside the vic-
tim’s home, and another 3 percent took place near
the home [Table 36].

Crimes of violence involving nonstrangers oc-
curred inside the victim’s home relatively more

often than those involving strangers [Table
371.

Number of victims and offenders

Nine-tenths of all crimes of violence involved a
single victim [Table 30].

A majority of all crimes of violence were committed
by a single offender [Table 28].

Crimes by nonstrangers were more likely than
those by strangers to have involved a single
offender [Table 291].

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

Half of all commercial robberies were cérried out by
two or more offenders [Table 89]. '

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Strangers committed 73 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 5].

Strangers were more likely to have victimized
men and whites, respectively, than women or
blacks [Table 5].

Victims perceived that blacks committed relatively
more single-offender crimes of violence (53 percent)
than did whites (45 percent) [Table 9].

With respect to single-offender crimes, there
were no significant differences between the pro-
portion of rapes and assaults committed by
blacks and whites, but blacks committed a ma-
jority (64 percent) of personal robberies
[Table 9].

Blacks only were perceived to have been the
offenders in most (65 percent) multiple-offender
robberies [Table 1117.

Victims perceived most single-offender crimes of
violence (61 percent) as having been committed by
persons age 21 or over [Table 13].

One-half of violent multiple-offender victimi-
zations involved offenders identified as being
under age 21 [Table 15].

Regarding both single- and multiple-offender per-
sonal crimes of violence, blacks were more likely
than whites to have been victimized by members
of their own race [Tables 10, 12].

Most single- and multiple-offender robberies
and assaults of blacks were carried out by
blacks [Tables 10, 12].

White victims of single-offender robberies were
victimized about equally by whites and blacks;
however, there was some indication that more
multiple-offender robberies of whites were com-
mitted by blacks [Tables 10, 123,

Weapons use by olfendérs .

Offenders used weapons in fewer than one-half of
all personal crimﬁs of violence [Table 56].

o

Offenders who were not strangers to the vic-
tim were somewhat more likely than those who
were strangers to have used weapons [Table
56].

Weapons other than knives or firearms were
most commonly used in crimes of violence (39
percent); they made up 63 percent of the types
of weapons used in aggravated assault resulting
in victim injury [Table 57].

Offenders used weapons in 63 percent of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Firearms were the most common type (68 per-
cent) of weapons used [Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in two-thirds
of all violent victimizations [Table 43].

Among asszult victims, the relationship to the
offender had no apparent bearing on whether or
not self-protective measures were used [Table
43].

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self-
defense {Table 45].

Victim injury and economic loss
Victims were injured in one-third of all robberies
and assaults [Table 31].

In 9 percent of violent crimes, the victim re-
ceived hospital care |Table 33].

Selected Findings 7

Seven-tenths of all personal crimes involved loss of
money or property and/or property damage [Table
47].

Personal crimes of theft were more likely than
robbery to have resulted in economic loss to
the victim [Table 471].

In most (65 percent) personal crimes with
loss, the losses were valued at less than $50,
including items of no monetary value [Table
48].

There was no significant difference between the
relative amounts lost by white and black vic-
tims [Table 49].

In the majority of completed personal robberies
and larcenies, no losses were recovered [Table
511.

Nine-tenths of all household crimes resulted in losses
of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 78].

Fifty-two percent of household crimes with
loss involved amounts of $50 or more [Table
801.

In 72 percent of all household crimes with theft,
no losses were recovered [Table 811.

Approximately 90 percent of commercial burglaries
and 68 percent of commercial robberies resulted
in economic loss [Table 96].

Three-fifths of commercial crimes with loss in-
volved sums of more than $50 [Table 97].
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Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates ’ "
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime
‘ (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) =
. ' Type of crime Number Rate .
Crimes of violence 20,100 63
: Rape 500 2
! Robbery ‘ 4,790 15
i Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1,800 6
From serious assault 1,000 3
From minor assault 800 3
Robbery without injury 1,400 L .
Attempted robbery without injury 1,500 5 , s
Assault 14,900 47 i i ‘ 7
: Aggravated assault 7,000 22
K With injury 2,600 8 ,
Attempted assault with weapon 4,400 1
: Simple assault 7,900 25 % - Q
! With injury 2,100 7 z
Attempted assault without weapon 5,800 - 18 3 *
Crimes of theft 35,600 111 .
- Personal larceny with contact 2,100 7
. Purse snatching 600 2
- = Attempted purse snatching 300 1 \ ' ' ]
: Pocket picking 1,200 4 B
Personal larceny without contact 33,500 104
: NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. N
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Table 2. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio
of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio
Crimes of violence 16,900 20,100 1:1.19
Rape 500 500 1:1.05
Robbery 1,100 L4700 1:1.14

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 1,500 1,800 1:1,16
From serious asssult 800 1,000 1:1.17
From minor assault -y 700 800 1:1.14
Robbery without injury J 1,200 1,400 1:1.19
Attempted robbery without injury A 1,400 1,500 1:1,08
Assault e 12,300 14,900 1:1.22
Aggravated assault Lo 5,800 7,000 1:1.28
With injury . 2,200 2,600 1:1.21
Attempted assault with weapon 3,300 44400 1:1.32
Simple assault 6,800 7,900 1:1,17
With injury 1,900 2,100 1:1.15
Attempted assault without weapon 44,900 5,800 1:1.17
Crimes of theft 34,900 35,600 1:1.02
Personal larceny with contact 2,000 « 2,100 1:1.03
Purse snatching 600 " 600 1:1.01
Attempted purse snatching 300 300 151,02
Pocket picking 1,200 1,200 151,04
Personal larceny without contact 132,900 33,500 1:1.02

NOTIE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calculated from unrcunded

figures.

1Because of daba processing problems, a mamial weighting procedure was used for estimating the
number of incidents of personal larceny with&ut contact.
adjustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents may be

slightly inflated.
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gc Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
%‘ g oo (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
A} victimizations Imroivigg strangers Involving nonstrangers
Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Crimes of violence 20,100 63 14,900 46 5,300 17
Rape 500 2 400 1 200 1
Completed rape 13100 1z .1z 1z 1300 iz
‘ Attempted rape 400 1 300 -1 1100 iz
« Robbery 44700 15 44300 13 400 2
Robbery and attempted robbery i
with injury 1,800 6 1,600 5 ” 200 1
From serious assault 1,000 3 900 3 ’ 1100 iz
From minor assault 800 3 700 2 - 1100 iz
Robbery without injury 1,400 4 1,300 L7 1100 ig
! Attempted robbery without injury 1,500 5 1,400 , ‘ 1100 1z
Assault 14,900 47 10,200 33 4,700 14
Aggravated assault 7,000 22 4,700 15 2,300 7
With injury 2,600 8 1,600 » 5 1,000 3
Attempted assault with weapon 4,400 1, 3,100 . 10 1,300 N
Simple assault 7,900 .25 5,500 18 2,400 7
With injury 2,100 7 1,500 5 700 2
Attempted assault without N :
weapon 5,800 8 14,000 ) 13 1,700 5
NOTE: Detail may not add to totsl shown because of rounding.
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per 1,000.
lI:‘.st.:l.mat.e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected

characteristics of victims and type of crime

Crimes of theft

Characteristic A1l personal crimes Crimes of violence

Sex ‘
Male (45) 56 65 50
Female (55) 44 35 50

Race )
White (72) Vil 71
Black (27) 27 28 glg
Other (1) Z 1z z

Age ’

! 12-15 (9) ' 11 1

1619 ﬁmg 17 2§ 1Z
20-24, (14 23 21 24
25-3), (16) ] 21 .17 23
35-49 (17 e 9 16
50=64 (19 9 7 1
65 and over (18) 4 4 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent bécmsgf:'of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to

percent in the group.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 1\
1Estimate, based on about 10 or Tewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

i

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

Sex Race
Type of crime Both sexes ’ Male Female White ~  Black
Crimes of violence 73 77 66 78 63
Rape 68 152 70 76 t2
. Robbery 91 90 1791 92 87
j? Robbery and attempted
": robbery with injury 91 95 83 92 &9
. From seriocus assault 92 100 76 93 89
;s From minor assault 90 89 93 91 88
i Robbery without injury 91 89 78 /A 83
Attempted robbery without :
injury 90 87 100 91 89
Assault , é8 73 58 73 Sk
Aggravated assault 66 70. 56 72 55
With injury 61 67 by 70 L6
Attempted asssault with
weapon 69 - 73 63 73 62
Simple assault 69 75 - 60 75 52
With injury 68 82 Lk 69 61
i Attempted assault without
"weapon 70 73 65 77 50

!Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samplekcases, is statistiéully u?xréliak?lg.

i~
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Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and sex and race of victims

__Male Female _ .

Type of crime White Black White " Black
Crimes of violence 81 66 70 . 57
Rape 1100 0 ~ 75 149
Robbery 92 87 93 87
With injury 94 96 88 70
Without injury 91 80 97 96
Assault 78 58 64, 548
Aggravated dssault 77 55 57 56
Simple assault 79 62 67 - 38

lgstimate, based on about 10 or .t‘ewér sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

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

Race and age Al assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault
M1 rsces?
12-15 59 51 65
16-19 72 &7 79
2021, 69 7 62
25-34 68 69 - 66
3549 o 71 62 81
5064y 72 265 2
65 and over 70 267 372
White .
12.15 66 . 56 72
16-19 78 ‘ 70 86
20-24, 74 81 68
25=3, 72 76 69
35-49 76 68 82
50~64, 75 26l 79
65 and over 269 359 274,
Black
12-15 ) 50 47 53
16-19 : 56 60 49
25-34 54 52 257
35-49 61 253 ¢ 278
50-61, 261 267 259
65 and over 290 273 29

1Includes data on Yother" races, not shown separately.
?Est:\mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Type of crimé Related and/or well known Casu;':‘;Lly acquainted

Crimes of violence! 45 ‘ " s
Robbery ) 38 - 62
Assault 46 54

3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Perceived race of offender
Not known and

Type of crime White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence L5 53 ] 1
Rape 51 L9 0 [o]
Completed rape 150 150 0 0
Attempted rape 52 L8 0 0
Robbery 32 6l 0 13
Robbery with injury 26 71 0 13
Robbery without injury = 35 62 0 13
Assault i 48 50 : il 1}
Aggravated assault 7 50 12 il
Simple assault 49 50 11 11

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

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Perce;nt distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and percelved race of offender

Perceived race of offender Y
Not known and

Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence
White 62 35 1 2
Black 9 91 0 0
Rape
White 6l 136 0 0
Black 0 1100 0 0
Robbery
White Ly 51 0 15
Black 110 90 . 0 0
Robhery with injury :
White 39 56 0 15
Black 0 100 0 0
Robbery without injury
White 46 48 0 15
Black 114 86 0 0
Assault
White 66 31 11 12
Black 9 91 0 0
Aggravated assault
White . 70 25 i3 12
Black 11 89 0 0
Simple assault
White. 63 35 1, 11
Black 16 94 0 o
NOTE: Detail may‘not add to 100 percent becausé of rounding.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat:.s‘bically unreliable.
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Table 11.. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

Not known and

‘A1 white

Type of crime A1l black Al other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence 43 50 4 5 2
Rape 122 156 0 122 0
Robbery 30 65 11 12 12
Robbery with injury 33 6l 0 12 12
Robbery without injury 27 67 11 1 )
Assault . L9 L3 0 6 12
Aggravated assault 53 39 o] 7 i1
Simple assault L7 46 0 5 12

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

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

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

Perceived race of offenders

Type of crime and race Not known and

of victims All white A1l black A1l other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violencel
White 52 IAN 2z é 22
Black 18 77 0 22 23
Robbery
White 38 .. 58 21 21 21
Black 213 79 0 23 a5
Assault
White 57 34 0 7 22
Black 21 76 0 22 22

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

i1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer sample cases,

is statistical"ly unrel/;i,abie.

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

Perceived age of offender

Not known
Totel 21 and and not

Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over available
Crimes of violence 1] 36 6 16 14 61 2
Rape 0 118 0 iy 111 78 14
Robbery 12 L 16 18 19 51 13
" Robbery with injury 13’ L5 16 119 120 L8 13
Robbery without injury 11 I 17 1819 52 13
Assault 35 6 16 13 62 12
Aggravated assault \ 33 8 15 10 64, 13
Simple assault 36 5 16 15 61 12

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

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

o
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*Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

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

Perceived age of offender

Not known and

Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available
Crimes of violence!
12-19 22 65 32 22
20-34 22 19 78 23 -
35-49 25 14 Th 36
5064 0 28 70 23
65 and over 0 49 51
Robbery
12-19 o] 75 25 o]
20-34 0 22 73 25
35-49 213 213 73 ’ 0
50~64 0 238 3sh 2g
65 and over 0 m 229 0
Assault
12-19 22 &4 32 22
20-34 22 19 79 32
35-49 ) 22 215 4 29
50-64 0 525 75 0

65 and over o 0 ; 239 290 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roundmg
Z Less than 0,5 percent.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly unreliable.

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

Perceived e_age of offenders

Ail under All 2 Not known and

Tyde of crime a2 A11 12-20 and ‘over Mixed ages = not available
Crimes of violence ' 11 51 17 28 L
Rape 0 133 144 122 0
Robbery 0 53 22 23 13
Robbery with injury 0 12 27 28 13
Robbery without injury 0 61 18 18 13
Assault 11 50 14 30 5
Aggravated assault C1] L6 . 15 34 1
Simple asseult i 12 54 13 26 5

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

o
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Survey Data Tables

Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: "Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offenders

Perceived gge of offenders

Type of crime and All under All 21 Not known and
age of victims 12 TA11 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of violence®
12-19 ' 22 63 8 2k L
20-34 0 36 24 35 2
35-49 23 28 27 27 34
5064 [0] L 2L 26 26
65 and over 0 235 235 230 0
Robbery
12-19 0 75 25 18 32
20-34 0 32 29 a3
3549 0 245 323 226 26
50-64, o] 53 236 26 26
65 and over 0 229 342 329 0
Assault
12-19 22 59 8 26 2
20-34 0 39 2 35 3
35-49 26 230 230 227 26
5064, 0 236 211 L7 36
65 and over 0 34 225 331 0

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

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

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

Male Female

Type of crime (143,100) (178,000)
Crimes of violence 92 39
Rape 1z 3
Robbery 23 8

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 8 3
From serious assanlt L 2
From minor assault 4 1
Robbery without injury 6 3
Attempted robbery without injury 8 2
Assault ) 69 28
Aggravated assault 34 12
With injury 13 4
Attempted assault with weapon 21 8
Simple assault 35 17
With injury 9 4
Attempted asssult without weapon 25 12
Crimes of theft 125 100
Personal larceny with contact 5 8
Purse ‘snatching 1z 3
Attempted purse snatching (0] 2
Pocket picking 5 3
Personal larceny without contact 120 : .92

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

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

)
5

' 12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35~49 5064 65 and over
Type of crime (27,900) (32,200) (46,000) (50,900) (53,200) (60,200) (50,600)
Crimes of violence 136 1 92 69 3 25 1

Rape A 13 4 12 1 17 0
Robbery 30 29 16 12 11 10 8
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 8 9 7 5 5 4 4
Robbery without injury - 10 10 5 15 3 3 12
Attempted robbery without injury 11 11 A 5 12 iz 1z -
Assault « 102 109 72 55 23 1 7
Aggravated assault L5 59 33 26 12 4 i3
With injury 18 21 13 8 [ L} 11 -
Attempted assault with weapon 27 38 20 18 6 3 12
Simple -assault 58 50 39 29 11 11 4
With injury 22 13 : 11 6 13 12 13
Attempted assault without. weapon 36 37 28 23 8 9 V]
Crimes of theft ?3 158 . 184, 161 110 62 33
Personal larceny with contact 4L 6 6 5 7 LT 10
Purse snatching 13 1z 1] 12 L [y 5
Pocket picking 12 6 5 i3 13 C3 5
Personal larceny without contact a9 151 178 156 103 56 24

HOTE Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable.
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- Survey Data Tables

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

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

White Black

Type of crime (231,200) (88,200)
Crimes of violence 62 65
Rape 2 13
Robbery 13 17

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 5 7
From serious assault 3 4
From minor assault 2 3
Robbery without injury 4 5
Attempted robbery without injury 5 5
Assault 47 46
Aggravated assault 20 26
With injury 7 11
Attempted assault with weapon 13 15
Simple assault 26 20
With injury 8 4
Attempted assault without weapon 19 16
Crimes of theft 114 105
Personal larceny with contact 6 8
Purse snatching 3 2
Pocket picking 3 6
Persongl larceny without contact 108 96

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

populstion in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and dver, by type of crime and annual family income of vi‘ctim‘s

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

Less than $3,000~- $7,500~ $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000 Not
$3,000 $7,49%9 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available
Type of crime (45;400) (751200) (38,600) (691600) (1051700) (161200) (301500)
Crimes of violence 94 ZB 63 58 48 46 33
Rape IA 1 11 12 11 1 0
Robbery , 25 14 L1, 13 1, 15 11
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 11 6 13 5 13 1z 5
Robbery without injury 8 4 6 4 4 11 13
Attempted robbery without injury 7 IA 5 I é 12 13
Assault 65 58 N 43 33 Lo 22
Aggravated assault 37 28 18 19 15 14 10
With injury 1 11 é 6 6 1 1,
Attempted assamlt with weapon 22 17 12 13 9 10 6
Simple assault 28 30 30 2 19 24 12
With injury 8 9 6 7 5 LI 1
Attempted assault without weapon 20 20 23 17 13 22 11
Crimes of theft 89 109 1;4 120 119 135 72
Personal larceny with contact 15 10 2 3 13 1z 6
Purse snatching 8 3 1z 11 13 12 A
Pocket picking 7 6 1 12 12 13 12
Perscnal larceny without contact 75 99 132 117 115 130 67

unuu;oﬁ;o u) sASAINS UOHRZIWIDIA [RUHUND

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

Z Less than 0.5 percant,

AEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer gample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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\ ‘ Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
I —
! Rever Divorced and
- : married Married Widowed separated
Type of crime (104,100) (156,900) (31,700) (27,500)
Crimes of “violence 109 36 23 87
. Rape 1 0 1)
Robbery 23 7 13 26
Robbery and attempted robbery with injury 7 3 7 12
From serious assault I 2 13 g8
From minor assault 3 1 15 1y,
Robbery without injury g 2 13 7
Attempted robbery without injury 8 2 13 8
Assault 83 28 10 56
Aggravated assault 40 13 1 25
- With injury 16. L 1y 11
- 1 Attempted assanlt with weapon 2 9 13 1y
Simple assault 13 15 7 31
With injury 12 3 i3 12
Attempted assault without weapon 31 12 1y, i9
Crimes of theft 138 102 L2 134
Personal larceny with contact 7 5 -7 16
Purse snatching 3 2 b1 6
Pocket picking & 3 A3 9
Personal larceny without contact 131 98 35 119
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. .
1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically \\g,nreliable.

so|qeL mjeq Asning

e

&

b

e

14 ; »

i

)

e



s

N
B
| Table 22. Persenal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime N
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
§ Crimes of violence Crimes of theft Q
. 4 . Robbery Assault Personal Personal g
* § A1l personal Robbery Robbery i All personal larceny larceny 5
| ¢rimes of A1l rob- with without Al Aggravated Simple crimes of with without o
i Sex and age violencel beries injury injury assaults assault_ assault theft contact contact :
Male J I ‘ 2
12-15 (14,300 175 49 12 36 126 60 &7 106 a3 103 3
16-19 (14,600 218 45 12 32 172 96 Vi 159 2g 151 g
. 2024 (21,100 129 25 10 15 103 51 52 217 25 212 =
25-3l (25,100 91 16 6 10 75 38 37 175 23 172 S
35-49 (23,300 49 15 8 26 34 19 15 112 25 107 P
50-64 (25,500 36 15 7 8 21 25 17 67 3 64 €
65 end over (19,300) 21 12 25 27 9 25 2% 39 9 29 3
Femele S
12-15 (13,600 95 210 2y 36 ™ 29 48 79 35 % 5
16-19 (17,700 ™ 17 26 11 . 56 29 27 156 a5 152
- 20-2 (24,900 62 9 2} a5 46 18 28 156 7 19 0
25-34 (25,800 47 7 23 2 37 13 22 17 7 10 F
35-49  (29,900) 23 8 23 35 15 6 8 108 8 100 5
50-64 (34,700 16 7 a2 2 9 23 6 59 9 50 3
; 65 and over (31,400) 10 5 23 a2 25 22 23 30 10 20 =
t : :
] NOTE: Debail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in. the group. ;
1 1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately. :
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
b by type of crime and sex and race of victims

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

%ii (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
| Mele Fensle
White ) Black White Black
Type of crime (104,800) (37,500) (126,400) (50,700)
Crimes of violence 92 92 37 45
Rape iz ig 3 12
Robbery 21 27 7 10
With injury 7 11 3 3
Without injury 13 15 L 7
Assault 71 65 27 32
§' Aggravated assault 34 37 9 is
| Simple assault 37 28 i8 1
I Crimes of theft 122 134 107 83
: Personal larceny with contact 3 10 8 7
S_ } Personal larceny without contact 118 12, 99 76
|
:

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

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

Crimes of violence
A1l personal crimes

Crimes of theft
Personal larceny

All personal crimes Personal larceny

Sex and marital status

FLAKT L

=

“ of violence* Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
b
| Male 7
i Never married (50,900) 158 57 120 161 4 157
Married 277,800) 48 10 39 104 L 100
Widowed (5,100) , 52 32 219 45 210 35
Divorced .and separated (9,000) 116 45 70 16 18 128
Female
Never married (53,200) 62 9 48 117 10 107
Married (79,100 ) 24, 5 17 01 5 96
Widowed - (26,600 i8 9 8 42 6 36
Divorced and separasted (18,500) 73 17 50 ‘ 129 15 114 ©
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 3‘
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. <
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. E
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime

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

ve

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft Q
A1l personal crimes . All personal crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny §
Race and age of violencel Robbery Agsault of theft with contact without contact Ey
]
White, <
12-15 216 500; = C141 34 101 106 23 103 s
16-19 %\ {21,000 160 33 124 17t 26 171 =
20-24, {35,500 92 1 7h 195 7 186 3
25-34 - (37,700 4 13 59 160 23 157 N
35-49- (35,400 32 8 23 107 6 100 g-
50-64 (44,300 2 9 15 62 5 57 3
65 and over {40,800) 10 5 5 33 9 24 7
Hlack = 5
12-15 (11,300 127 20 103 74 2L 69 ®
16-19 . (11,200 106 23 81 123 24 117 r
20-24 (10,300 95 ' 23 67 153 az” 151 5
25-34 (12,500 55 ag 46 170 212 158 o
35-49 - (17,400 41 17 2l 117 28 109 5
50-64 (15,800 28 . 1 13 61 12 49 a
65 and over (9,800) --30 ..18 212 33 212 21 ‘g"
NOTE: Detall may not add to tétal shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to populat.:.on in the groupe. -‘-:-,
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately,
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer 'sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft

All personal crimes A1l personal crimes Personal larceny

Personal larceny

XS P

sa|qul vjeq Aenng .

se

Race and income of violencel Robbery Assault of theft with contacy without contact-
White '

Lsss than $3,000 (24,600) 99 27 67 98 15 82

$3,000~87,499 §1+8,6003 72 11 é0 113 8 104

$7,500-$9,999 (28,200 66 18 L6 138 22 136

$10,000-$14,999 (55,300 60 12 47 113 3 110

$15,000-$24,999 - (38,200 49 1, 34 117 23 S114

$25,000 or more (15,000 ] 25 42 138 2 134

Not available (21,400) 27 27 21 82 8 74
Black

Less than $3,000 (20,700) a8 2L 62 80 14 66

$3,,000-87,499 %26'1400; 73 18 5k 103 12 91

$7.:500-$9,999 - (10,100 55 23 52 128 a2 126

$10,000-814,999  (14,000) 51 19 28 150 33 147

$15,000-$24,999 (7,100) 40 210 31 130 25 . 125

$25,000 or more (1,000) 217 o] 217 2100 21y | 283

Not available (9,000) 47 22 25 49 0 S 49
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. k

1Includes data on rape, riot shown separately. :

?Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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.Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati
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Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime

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

'Race, sex, and age Crimes of violence - Crimes of theft

White ;

Male
12-15 3.6003 8y ié'?
16-19 (9,700 235 167
2025, {17,000 ] 130 212
25-34 (19,700 j 97 &
£ ) e -
%5 and over (14,700) ' 16 . 36

Femzle ‘ A %
12-15 (7,900) % %
16-19 (11,300 97 ) 165
20-24 (18,600 56 i
25-34 (18,000 48 2
5 5
65 end ove;\? (26,100) 8 | 32

Black i

Male ;
12-15 (5,700 158 1;93
16-19 (14,800 187 u
20-2, (L,000 121 22
25-34- (5,100 68 =
4 G . 7
65 and over (4,600) 39 46

Female .
12-15 (5,600 , 95 133
16-19 (6,300 Ly o
2024 {6,300 v 78 5
25-34 (7,400 Lz,'g N 3
o : rnoog

1

65 and over (5,200) 122 22

NOTE: Numbers in parenthesés refer to population in the groups ) . .
Igstimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

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

: Four or Not known and
Type of crime One Two Three more not &available
Crimes of violence : 60 12 K 6 g

Rape 86 6 4 .
Robbery L7 21 14 16 2

Robbery snd’ attempted robbery ..

with?indm K 36 27 16 lis 12

From serious asssult 41 - 22 120 1 1;

From minor assault 31 32 10 ‘ii 1
Robbery without injury 50 - 23 1, u 3
Attempted robbery without injury 58 13 2 S

Assailt 6l 10 6 17

Aggravated assault 63 8 7 17 a3

With injury 61 13 8 15

Attempted assault with weapon 65 5 [} 17 lg
Simple assault 6l 11 [ 7 %

With injury - 63 10 9 16

Attempted assault without , .

ueapgztx , . 65 i1 5 18 12

jod

NOTE: Detail msy not add to 100 percent becanse of roundings = . :
1pstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 4s statistically unrelisble.
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Survey Data Tables 27

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

Type of crime 7 Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence . . 54 78

Rape ’ 82 100

Robbery 46 61

Assault 56 79

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

Type of crime A1l incidents Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 90 89 91
Rape 96 9l 100
Robbery 95 94 98
Robbery and atiempted .
robbery with injury 96 96 100
From serious assanlt 96 96 1100
From minor assault 96 . 95 1100
Robbery without injury 92 92 291
Attempted robbery without
injury 96 95 100
Assault 88 87 90
Aggravated assault 85 84 88
With injury 89 86 93
Attempted assault with ‘
weapon 82 82 83
Simple assault 90 89 92
With injury o i 91 89 95
Attempted asssult
without weapon 89 89 90

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer éample cases, 1s statistically unreliable. '

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

Relationship Robbery snd assault " Robbery . Assault
AL victimizations 33 38 ‘ 32

Involving strangers ' 32 38 30

Involving nonstrangers 36 37 36
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Criminal Vietimisatinn Survevs in Cincinnati

Table ’32.A Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which
~ victims sustained physical injury, by selected-
characteristics of victims and type of crime

s

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault
Sex
Male 34 37 33
Female 31 40 29
Race
White 33 38 31
Black 34 39 33
Age
12-15 36 27 38
16-19 31 29 31
20-24 35 41 33
25<3) 29 39 27
35-49 41 49 37 e
50-64 28 43 117
65 and over 41 50 130
Annual family income :
Less than $3,000 37 Ll 34
$3,000-87,499 37 45 35
$7,500-$9,999 25 123 25
$10,000-$14,999 33 3¢ 32
$15,000-$24,999 30 124 33
$25,000 or more 22 141 220
Not available 32 47 2l

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

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

Item Crimes of violencel Robbery Assault

Received hospital care "9 . 10 9
Emergency room only 7 7 7
Overnight or longer 2 3 2

Incurred medical expenses? 7 7 6

1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.

2Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical expenses °

were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.

e —

Survey Data Tables

Table 31%. Persona[ crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of
victims and type of crime

Characteristic Crimes of violence? Robbery Assault
Sex

Male 8

Female 9 1; g
Race

White 7 ‘

Black 13 13 1;5
Victim-offender relationship

Involving strangers 8 9 8

Involving nonstrangers 10 29 10

3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 35. .Perso-nal c_rimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by ainount ‘

Amount? Percent
Lesg than $50 35
$50-3249 34
$250 or more 32
NOTE:  Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,

Includes only those victimizations in which the victims kmew with certainty that medical expenses

were incurred

and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.
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Table 36 Personéi’”“crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence

0e

V On street, or in park,
: Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground, g (%]
Type of crime Inside own home Near own hom¢ building or parking lot Elsewhere g'
A1) personal criimes 3 3 16 59 ‘ 18 i
Crimes of violence { 9 10 12 57 12 <
Rape i) . 3h 16 4, 48 - g Q
Robbery / w8 5 6 70 10 g
Robbery and attempted robbery 4 ’ \ 5
with injury : 10 L6 13 69 : 12 3
Robbery and attempted robbery o °
without injury 6 15 7 71 9 3
Assanlt 9 12 1, 53 12 (7]
Aggravated assault 9 15 13 = 54 10 5
Simplé¢ assamlt 9 .9 16 53 14 -
Crimes of theft 1z 1z 19 60 21 -
Personal larceny with contact by 13 26 54 12 5
Personsl larceny without contact 1 e aoe . 18 60 22 O
# 5
NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of romd:l.ng o
Z Less than 0.5 percent.,. 3
«es Represents not applicale. »
YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 'Ls statistically unreliable. =
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by s ae N . -
%i by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime
% Relationship and place Crimes of violence! Robbery Assanlt
| Involving strangers
Inside own home 5 [ L ”
Near own home 9 5 11
Inside nonresidentisl building 13 5 16
On street, or in park, pl ound,
; schoolground, or parking got 63 % 59
i Elsewhere 9 9 10
i Involving nonstrangers
i Inside own home 19 220 17
i Near own home 13 25 1 ,
I Inside nonresidential building 10 29 11 g
(‘ On street, or in park, playground,
: schoolground, or parking lot 41 36 42
{ Elsewhere 17 230 16
3 ., NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
. Y 1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. H
2BEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. &
Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime \
and geographic area of occurrence {
Type of crime ' Inside city of residence -Inside other céntral city Elsewhere % -
A1 personal crimes ' 87 L 9 ;
Crimes of violence? - 90 4 6
Robbery 90 5 5
Assault 90 3 7
Crimes of theft 86 L 10
Personal larceny with contact 88 26 26
Personal, larcney without contact 86 A 10
3Includes data on rape, not shown separately. ‘ ] i
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 39. Persongl crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

Crimes of theft

Crimes of violence .
All personal A1 crimes All crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny Q
Reason. crimes of violence! Robbery: Assault of theft with contact without contact §'
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 33 20 31 18 39 60 38 B
. Not important enough 30 31 25 33 29 11 30 <
: Police would not want to be bothered 5 5 7 4 4 22 5 o »
Too inconvenient or time consuming A 3 6 2 4 34 & = |
; Private or personal matter 7 1 9 S 15 3 26 3 3
n Fear of reprisal 1 3 32 3 1 21 1 N i
Reported to someone else 10 9 25 10 10 2g 10 =
A1l other and not given 11 15 5, 1 10 27 10 S
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ‘ 2
1Includes data on rape, not.shown separately. g g
2Estimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, <
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: : 7 ’ - Survey Data Tabies

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

Iy

oA e Involving ) Involving
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
A1 personal crimes 37 P v
Crimes of violence Ll Ly L5
. ) Rape 37 42 1as
2 . Robbery 51 51 45
. Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 69 70 163
From serious assault 71 v¥3 163
From minor assault 66 67 143
Robbery without injury 53 50 19
Attempted robbery without :
3 injury 27 30 0
i Assault : 43 41 46
Aggravated assault 53 5L 51
; With injury 59 : 61 56
Y Attempted assamlt with : :
B weapon 50 51 47
; Simple assault 33 30 40
With injury 45 39 57
: Attempted assamlt without
weapon 29 27 7 34
Crimes of theft 32 oee eos
Personal larceny with contact 32 42 136
Purse snatching 57 57 R 2
Pocket picking 30 30 Yo 136 ¢
Personal larceny without '
contact . 32 " ves ias

«+s Represents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
2No purse snatchings by nonstrangers were recorded.

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

Sex Race
Type of crime Male Female _White Black
A1l personal crimes 35 39 o 37 35
Crimes of violence L2 50 43 49
Rape v 0 36 39 4 119
Robbery 48 58 7 61
Robbery and attempted 3
robbery with injury ‘ 68 i 2 65 80
: L -~ From serious assault 78 63 69 ' 81
EDe 7 " From minor assault 58 87 60 79
L ‘Robbery without injury 49 , 58 50 62
S Attempted robbery without
irjury 25 3 23 35
Assault 40 49 42 L b5
Aggravated assault 51 59 .55 50
" With injury ‘ v/ 66 58 59
Attempted asseult with R
weapon - 47 55 53 43
Simple assault 28 L2 32 . 39
With injury 36 60 %! 61
Attempted assault without . '
weapon “ 25 35 28 33
Crimes of theft 31 34 35 27
Personal larceny with . .
contact . 29 L8 45 ) 35
Purse snatching 0 58 54 267
LR Pocket picidng 30 31 - 35 : ‘ 2,
ol b k Personal larceny without L . o
i ' : contact - 31 "33 34 : 26

"Esti:ﬁate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically mlreiiahle.
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34 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and age of victim

Type of crime ) 12-19 7 20~34 35-49 50-61 65 znd over
A1l personal crimes 30 38 41 L1 by
Crimes of violence® 38 48 52 50 57
Robbery AN 52 56 62 63
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 54 76 é8 85 37
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 36 36 25 46 253
Assault 36 . 49 48 42 : 50~
Aggravated assault 49 58 51 357 364,
Simple assaunlt 23 o L1 L5 37 239
Crimes of theft 22 34 37 38 38
Personal larceny with contact 217 39 239 53 19
Personal larceny without contact 22 3l 37 36 “ 33

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

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

A1 Involving Involving ,
Type of crime . victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 66 65 &7
Rape .~ 67 ' 75 150
Robbery 63 60 89
Robbery and. attempted )
robbery with injury 63 60 1gg
From serious assault 55 52 1g8
From minor assault 73 71 N igg
Robbery without injury . 39 35 Iy 1nq
Attempted robbery without
injury 85 83 100
Assanlt 67 &7 66
Aggravated assault 68 68 67
With injury 71 ) 71 71
Attempted assault without -
weapon o 66 67 - 65
Simple assault 65 ' 66. 6L,
With injury 70 66 ™
Attempted assault without )
weapon. 6l 66 59

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases ié statistically unreliable,
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Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective measures,
by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime

H ; Robbery Assenlt
\ Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape #11 robberies = With injury Without injury A1l assaults Aggravated Simple -
i Sex )
Male 66 150 61 61 61 68 70 66
Female 6l 66 66 66 66 &l 6l 6l
Race
White 66 66 &l 63 64 67 67 66
Black 65 167 61 61 60 66 70 62
Age
12-19 &7 167 72 88 65 65 70 60
20-34 67 56 73 Th 73 a7 64, 68
35-49 67 100 56 57 55 ' 75 67
5064, 61 1100 43 131 51 73 70 75
65 and over 39 2 12, 114 132 56 157 156
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
2No rapes were recorded for this group.
Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims,
by type of measure and type of crime
Robbery Assault
Self-protective measure Crimes of violence! All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
H
! Used or brandished firearm or knife 3 2y 21 24 3 4 22
v Used physical force or other weapon 37 45 54 39 35 38 32
Tried to get help or frighten offender 12 16 20 12 11 7 1
Threatened or reasoned with offender 12 9 26 12 13 8 17
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 35 26 19 31 38 42 34
NO;E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. L
sIncludes data on-rape, not shown separately. )
Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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: Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective g
measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims
.h I :
Sex Race :
Self-protective measure k Both sexes Male Female White Black
Used or brandished firearem or knife 2 L 1z 3 5
Used physical force or other weapon 37 43 27 37 37
Tried to get help or frighten offender 12 [ 2 12 1
Threatened or reasoned with offender 12 14 9 13 10 2
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 35 33 38 36 33 ; b
_NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. z
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 5
Table 47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft y
and/or damage loss, by type of crime |
Type of crime » ,:Q ' Percent ‘
A persozai crimes 69 ; w
Crimes of. ".L{lence 27 N
Rape 119
Robbery 66 i
Robbery and attempted robbery i
with injury 88 5 ~
Robbery without injury 100 :
Attempted robbery without j_njury 19 -
Assault 15 : - i,
Aggravated assault 17
Simple assault 13 i
Crimes of theft 93 |
_ Personal larceny with contact 85
: Purse snatching 66 . S
i Pocket picking 100 ’ Lo
f Personal ,larceny without contact 94 3
3 ’Estimeit.e, based on about. 10 or fewer sample bases, is statisiically unreXizble. v
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss,

by type of crime and value of loss

No monetary Not known and
Type of crime value Less than $10 $10-349 $50-$24,9 $250 or more not available
A1l personal crimes 3 23 39 25 4 6
Crimes of violence! 2 32 22 6 9
Robbery 2 22 28 29 6 11 ;
Robbery and attempted robbery . :
with injury ag 22 33 27 10 25 j‘
Robbery and attempted robbery :
without injury 25 21 23 31 33 17 i
Assmnlt 16 22 36 1 3% 8 N
Crimes of theft 2 23 41 25 ok 6 i
Personal larceny with contact 32 21 W 23 2 2
Personal larceny without contact 2 23 40 25 I 5

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

;Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

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

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

Type of crime ard race

Not known and not availsble

No monetary value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-3249 $250 or more ; - "
A1 personal crimes* 3 23 39 25 I 6 J
White 3 23 40 24, 4 6 t
Black 2 22 39 27 4 6 i
Crimes of violence! 9 22 32 22 6 9 '
White 9 21 34 20 5 10 :
Black 2g 22 28 27 aq 8+
Crimes of theft! 2 23 41 25 4 6
White 2 2 5 25 L 6
Black 23 22 L0 27 A 6
NOTE: . Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ; )
1Tncludes data on "other!" races; not shown separately, e
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati s Data Tabl
urvey Data Tables 39
Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: P distributi
. :ny: Percent distribution of . el S f 4
ictimizati ing i . ~ . : ng in loss of time
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen Table 52. Personal c"mi:o;e;f::(t gf ‘,:'Ctg":)':a::t:i?:: resulting
property, including cash, and race of victims » OY 1yP '
Type of crime and property value A1l races? White Black Iype of crime ‘ Percent
Robbery ) A11 personal crimes )
No monetary value 29 o o Crimes of violence 10
it 0 z 2 9 e i
sso-sgg ‘ §Z - % 23 : . Rog}i).:;:yinjury 23
$100-$249 s ﬁ 35’3? . Without injury 5
$250 or more i Assanlt 10
Not available ‘ 13 ig i 2%; })fg Aggravated assault 1
Personal larceny® o Simple assault 7
No monetary value 1 1 2y i Crimes of theft
Less than $10 21 24 3 . £ Personal larceny with contact 1s
$10-849 I3 4 Personal larceny without contact L
$50-$99 15 1{2 42 2 - -
:;‘?8"$249 10 11 ;LO 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble, ”
or more v ! i
Not availsable é g g e
os: Detail may not aid to 100 percent bocause of rounding, Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
ludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. i i Y& : i
:Estlmate, based on about 10 or'fewer sample cages, ::Lrs statistically unreliable, in loss of time from WOl"k, by nun[lber of days lOSt and type of crime
Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. ‘ ‘
’ Time lost A1) personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
‘ : s . 1 : 8 =
Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of e LA o s 3
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of b g;;g ggvgm 2 ' 13 ' R
loss recovered . { Amount unimown and » ’ :
. 15 not available 2 12 12
‘recos Fersonal larceny : NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Proportion recovered Robbery ALl personel larcenies With contact Without contach ' ! Estimate, ba:id on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
None 66 7 L.
ﬁe 213 1 ;”g ZZ 1 ' . . g s . i e
Less than half " 1§ A 1; Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
Half or more 1 ‘ H i
Propostion wainown 5 g , :é’ § by type of crime and time of occurrence
No}g‘ﬁ iﬁetm may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ‘ ‘ : Nighttime e
stimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. < - Daytime 6 piume—  Midnight- Nub  Not kmown and
» Type of crime 6 a.m.~b6 pem. Total -midnight 6 a.me known mnot available
] A1 personal crifies 47 50 31 15 L 4
_ Crimes of violence 46 50 - 52 12 0 1y
. Rape L6 5 12g 226 0 0
o Robbery 140 60 48 12 0 0
: FRobbery and attempted .
robbery with injury 36 él, 50 1 0 0
i W From serious assault 2 76 61 14 0 0
i From minor assault 50 50 35 1 0 0
Robbery without injury 51 49 38 110 0 0
Attempted robbery without o
injury - 35 65 55 11 0 0
Assault 48 52 41 11 (o] iz
Aggravated. assault INA 56 45 11 0 1z
With iajury 36 6l 51 13 0 - 4]
Attempted assault with
weapon 49 51 41 10 0 *z
Simple assault 52 48 37 . 1 0 2z
With injury 53 L7 31 16 o] o]
Attempted assault without
weapon 51 L8 39 9 0 1z,
Crimes of theft 47 48 25 16 6 6
Pe sonal larceny with contact 70 30 26 4 o] (o]
Purse snatching ; 69 31 28 12 0 0
Pocket picking 70 30 25 1 0 0
Personal larceny without contact L5 L9 25 17 6 6
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent;.becmse of rounding.
Z Less than 0,5 percent, ' ‘
Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

Nighttime .
Relationship and Daytime 6 PeMe— Midnight- Not known and
type of crime 6 a.ms=6 pem. Total midnight 6 a.m. not available
Involving strangers
Crimes of violencel L3 57 L 12 o]
Robbery 39 61 49 12 0
Assault L5 55 43 i2 o]
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence! 54 L6 36 10 21
Robbery 50 50 233 217 0
Assault 54 45 37 9 21

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

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

A1l incidents Involvixig strangers Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime
Crimes of violence 43 41 L7
Rape 35 : 130 14
Robbery 43 41 56
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 50 50 _ 153
Robbery without injury 36 .36 145
Attempted robbery
without injury 10 36 147
Assault? 43 L2 L6

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

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

Type of crime Firearn Knife Other

Type unkmown
Crimes of violence?! 27 28 39 6
Robbery ' 22 33 36 9
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 19 20 43 19
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 25 T3 30 ap
Aggravated assault 29 27 Lo L
With injury 13 20 63 2y,
Attempted assault with weapon 39 30 26 4

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
*Includes data on rape, not shown separately. :
2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
___;L@Mers — . Involving nonstrangers
Type of crime Firearm Kx;;\fe Other Type unknown Firearm Knife Other Type unknown
Crimes of viclence! 27 28 40 5 29 29 . 36 24
Robbery 21 - - 32 . 36 ’ 11 " c 325 2p2 233 0
Aggravated assault 30 26 41 23 ) : 29 28 38 36
o NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
. 3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
R ?Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

Table 59. Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizatidns,

by type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Type of crime Number Rate
Burglary 22,500 143
Forcible entry . 8,900 57
Unlawful entry without force 7,800 49
Attempted forcible entry 5,800 37
Household larceny 16,200 103
Less than $50 9,700 62 -
$50 or more 4,700 30 h
Amount not available L00 3
Attempted larceny 1,400 9
Motor vehicle theft 3,900 25
Completed theft 2,800 18
Attempted theft 1,100 7

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

Table 60. Household trimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,

by selected household characteristics and type of crime

. A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Characteristic erimes Burglary larceny
Race of head of household
White (73 66 60 T4 65
Black (27 , 34 39 26 35
Other (2) T 1z 1z iz 0
Age of head of household
12-19 (2) 4 4 4 13
20-34 (31 42 42 4 45
35-49 (20 25 2 27 22
50-64 (24 20 19 19 21
65 and over (23) 10 11 9 9
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 (20) 19 22 16 13
$3,000-$7,499 525; 2 25 2l 26
$7,500-$9,999 (12 12 1 14 1l
$10,000-$14,999 §19g 23 21 25 23
$15,000-$24,999 (11 11 11 11 11
$25,000 or more (3) L L L L.
Not available (10) 6 7 6 9
Tenure :
Owned or being bought (39) 37 32 43 36
Rented (61) 63 68 57 A
Nurber of units in structure ‘
12 (38) 40 35 47 37
2. (1) 13 12 13 1,
3 5; 5 5 3 5
4 (9 9 9 8 12
5-9° (9) 11 12 10 10
10 or more (22) 20 24 16 %2
Other ‘than housing units (2) . 2 2 3 2
Number of persons in household
1 (32) 21 25 15 - 21
2-3 ?.6; S w\ B 45 K7
4=-5 (16 2 19 26 2
6 or more {7) 11 9 1, g

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. Mbera in parentheses refer to

percent of households in the group.
Less than 0.5 percent.

Z . .
. ;Fnst te, based on about 10 or fewer. sample case’siyis statistically urreliable.

cludes data on mobile homes, not shown separate
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimizaiion rates, by type of crime and age of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

o

12-19 20-34 35-49 §5 and over
Type of crimes (3,900) (48,200) (31,300) 7 (35,600)
Burglary . 203 197 169 , ; 71
Forcible entry 62 83 65 < 27
Unlawful entry without force 91 63 61 21
Attempted forcible entry 50 51 43 23
Household larceny 181 138 . 138 41
Less than $50 - 111 80 i : 80 27 .
$50 or more Bl Ly Ly 7
Amcunt not availsble LA 12 LYA LS 1]
Attempted larceny 125 13 10 ot L
Motor vehicle theft 129 36 28 c 10
Completed theft - ‘29 27 20 7
Attempted theft 9 8 13
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding., Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable.
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44 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati ’
Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime -
' and race of head of household
(Rate per 1,000 households)

¥White ‘ Black

Type of erime (114,200) ! (41,900)
Burglary 119 211
Forcible entry IAA 92
Unlawful entry without force & 48 53
Attempted forcible entry 26 66
Household larceny 104 102
Less than $50 61, 56
$50 or more 28 34
Amount not available 2 LI
Attempted larceny 10 8
Motor vehicle theft 22 e 32
Completed theft 16 Ly 2L
Attempted theft 7 e g

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sho
households in the group., .-
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YEstimate, based on about 10°6% fewer sample cases,

is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Less than $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000~$14,999 $15,000~$24,999 $25,000 or more Not available

Type of crime (30,700) (39,700) (18,600) (29,600) (17,300) ' (15,400)
Burglary 161 139 137 158 U2 151 96

Forcible entry &y 5k 51 61 62 57 42

Unlawful entry without force 5L 4O L9 58 59 76 31

Attempted forcible entry 43 L5 37 39 21 117 2
Household larceny 85 98 119 137 18 125 58

Less than $50 51 52 71 8l 67 76 43

$50 or more 25 35 28 35 32 42 11

Amount not available 13 12 1, 13 0 0 13

Attempted larceny 6 8 16 15 ig 16 11
Motor veitdcle theft 16 26 30 31 21 31 22

Completed theft 12 20 24 22 15 123 10

Attempted theft 1 6 14 9 9 g 11

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

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Owned or being bought Rented
. Al races* White Black A1l races* White Black

Type of crime (61,300) (48,700) (12,500) (95,500) (65,500) (29,400)
Burglary 117 100 184, 160 133 222

Forcible entry 50 37 103 61 50 88

Unlawful entry without force 42 Ly 34 5k 52 61

Attempted forcible entry 25 19 48 L5 32 73
Household larceny 113 115 109 97 97 99

Less than $50 72 77 52 55 55 58

$50 or more . 29 27 39 30 30 32

Amount not available 22 21 a5 3 3 a3

Attempted larceny 11 10: 13 8 9 7
Motor vehicle theft 23 21 30 26 23 34

Completed theft 15 1 21 19 17 26

Attempted theft 8 8 29 7 6 8
NOTE: Detsil may not add to total shown because of rounding, Numkers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

1Tncludes data on “other" races, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household
(Rate per 1,000 households)

Two or more

Four or five

Six or more

One
Type of crime (49,500) (72,600) (24,500) (10,200)
Burglary 112 148 175 188
Forcible entry . L7 57 68 h
Unlawful entry without force 33 52 68 71
Attempted forcible entry 32 39 38 L
Household larceny 50 100 172 221
Less than $50 26 61 106 133
$50 or more 16 27 418 Zl
Amount not available 13 12 13 5
Attempted larceny 5 10 14 113
Motor vehicle theft 17 25 38 30
Completed theft 12 19 25 19
Attempted theft 5 6 1, 111

NQOE Détail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
Qatimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One* Two Three Four Five~Nine Ten or more
Type of crime (59,900) (221500) (7,700) (14,300) (14,600) (33,900)
Burglary 133 123 151 5 181 157
Forcible entry 56 52 71 L6 71 59
Imlawfui entry without force 47 38 L6 61 548 52
Attempted forcible entry 30 33 33 37 62 45
Hous2hold larceny 27 92 73 89 109 78
Less than $50 80 59 46 50 55 40
$50 or more 2 22 21 27 39 29
Amount not availeble 32 23 3 32 36 3y
Attempted larceny 12 7 a2 210 a9 8
Motor wvekicle theft 2 24 25 33 27 23
Completed theft 15 22 317 27 20 15
Attempted theft 9 23 2g LX) 3 8

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

17ncludes data on mobile homes, ‘not shown separately,
®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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White
Less than $3,000 (17,300) 121 16 X 27
$3,000-87,499 (27,600 116 41 43 32
$7,500-$9,999 (14,000 113 41 44 28
$10,000-$14,99% (24,000 131 L6 58 28
$15,000~$24,999 (14,800 136 54 61 21
z $25,000 or mcre (5,200 147 52 76 119
; Not available - (11,200) 70 31 20 19
! Black ’
i Less than $3,000 (13,300) 21, 86 63 bl
| $3,000-87,499 (11,900) 195 &7 32 7
$7,500-$9,999 . (4,500) 220 8 66 89
L $10,000-$14,999 5.500;. 276 129 59 a8
$15,000-$24,999 (2,300 176 113 49 1,
$25,000 or more (300 2233 1138 192 0
Not availeble (4,100 ) 167 72 56 39
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. HNumbers in parent.heses refer to households in Jche Broup.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreéliable,
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(Rate per 1,000 households)

Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income

Race and income

A1l burglaries

Forcible entry

Unlawful entry without force

Attempted forcible entry

e

J\
.

)



. T

e
ey

48 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

Table 68. Household crimes: Percent distribution of household

Survey Data Tables

incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime

Table 71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by race of head of household and type of crime

Race and reason

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Inside own home , 98 20 11
Near own home ces 80 24
At vacation home, motel,
. or hotel 2 see 0
L Inside nonresidential
building 13
¥ On street, or in park,
' playground, school-
ground, or parking lot ven eee R
Elsewhere eoe ves S

A1l household erimes Burglary

Household larceny Motor vehicle theft

White
Nothing could be done;

iy

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

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

Inside city Inside other
Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere
All household crimes 94 2 L
Burglary 94 2 4
Household larceny 95 1 3
Motor vehicle theft 91 13 [

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

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

Reason

A1l household crimes Burglary

Household larceny

Motor vehicle theft

lack of proof 36 37 36 32
Not important enough 32 26 37 1)
A1l other and not

given 32 37 27 54

Black
Nothing could be done;

lack of proof L0 L2 38 37
Not important enough 26 23 31 120
A1) other and not : ’

given 34 35 31 43

3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

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

Nothing could be done;

Not important A1 other and
Income lack of proof enough not given
Less than $3,000 39 27 3L
$3,000-87,499 39 28 33
$7,500-$9,999 39 31 " 30
$10,000-$14,999 35 34 An
$15,000~$24,999 36 33 32
$25,000 or more 36 27 37
Not available 36 29 36

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

Nothing could be done;

b R e b AN A R AL

lack of proof 38 39 36 3l
Not dimportant enough 30 25 35 16
Police would not want : ’

to be bothered 5 5 6 12
Too inconvenient or

time consuming 3 3 L 12
Private or personal
‘matter 6 6 6 b
Fear of reprisal 11 fob ! 1z 0
Reported to .someone

else 5 8 2 Iy 15
A1l other and not given 12 13 10 ) 34

NO‘D] Deta:Ll 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,

49



- L

s

T

J e e e e

50

L A S e LR

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

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

)

) Nothing could be done; Not important enough A1l other and
Value lack of proof ] enough not given

No monetary value 126 215 59

Less than $10 26 . 56 - 18
$10-849 38 i . 30 31
$50~-399 46 ) 18 36
$100-$249 : 52 10 39

$250 or more 42 LA 54

Not available 3L 36 31

NOIE: Detail may not add to 100 perceat because of rounding.
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

it

-Table 742/ Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
to the police, by type of crime and race of head of household

Type of crime A1l races? White Black
A}l household crimes L7 L6 . 48
Burglary 55 53 57
Forcible entry 77 75 78
Unlawful entry without force A2 43 41
Attempted forcible entry 37 35 39
Household larceny 29 31 25
Less than $50 21 22 17
$50 or gore 52 56 L
Amount not available 212 219 0
Attempted larceny 17 19 2g
Motor vehicle theft 75 78 69
Completed theft 89 93 81
Attempted theft 42 46 332

1Tncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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52 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft

loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss r -
} Type of crime Less than $10 $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more
! A11 household crimes 15 30 57 87
Burglary 30 35 €2 a7
Forcible entry 61 52 . 0 92
Unlawful entry without force 19 24 /54 67 -
Attempted forcible entry i 260 #100 1 ‘
: Household larceny 10 27 50 73
Motor vehicle theft 1 3100 76 91

1There were no recorded victimizations in this category. )
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

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

Type of crime Percent
: A1l household crimes 90 . :
! Burglary . -
3 Forcible entry 97

Unlawful entry without force 7/ 88

¢ Attempted forcible entry ; T
5 Household larceny 94

Motor vehicle theft 87

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

s

i A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Value N crimes Burglary larceny theft

No monetary value 2 1 2 (o}

i Less. than $10 15 8 25 0
$10-349 27 21 39 12
$50-899 14 15 17 11

; $100-$249 15 20 11 1

; $250-$999 17 24 4 54

i $1,000 or more 6 8 1z 29

; Not available 3 3 3 1

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

Z Less than 0,5 percent,.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizaticiis reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income ‘ “1
Type of crime Less then $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-89,999 $10,000-814,999 $15,000-824,999 $25,000 or more ‘
A11 household crimes 42 4 47 ‘ 45 50 55 ‘ *
Burglary 49 57 53 55 53 66
Forcible entry 76 73 78 83 70 91
Unlawful entry without force 35 : I by 7 5 6
Attempted forcible entry 26 L7 30 38 30 20
Household larceny 23 29 34 i 25 : 42 3
Motor vehicle theft Y B I 85 : 69 &9 :
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat.isjbii;éﬁly g;;z-el’:l:qable. . ' ) 4“
Table 76. Household crirmes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of terure ;.
- All races® White Black
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being ;
Type of crime bought ’ Rented bought Rented bought Rented :
All household crimes 18 46 - Y 15 51 % '
Burglary 59 52 <57 51 63 54 i
Forcible entry 8l . T 81 72 81 6 I
Unlawful entry without force W . 42 L5 12 e 37 52 ’l
Attempted forcible entry 40 25 40 33 N 43 38 f
Household larceny 31 22 33 30 7\ 25 2l 4
Motor vehicle theft ‘ 75 75 i 18 P 68 69 g
tncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately: ‘ : ;‘ KN
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Table 80. Houszhold crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head :
of household, type of crime, and value of loss t
c,i‘ No monetary Not known and
& Race and type of crime value iLess than $10 $10-$49 $50~$249 $250 or more not available .
& K11 races®
‘}' A1 household crimes 8 15 25 25 19 8
i Burglary 12 11 19 25 22 10
o Forcible entry [ 5 11 26 40 13
e Unlawful entry without
b force 3 13 28 38 U, L
1; Attenpted forcihle entry 40 21 20 23 o] 15
], Household larceny 3 21 38 27 A 5
I Motor vehicle theft 5 23 9 12 65 9
i White :
i A1 household crimes 6 18 28 25 17 7
! Burglary 10 13 21 26 20 - 10
t Forcible entry 7 7 1 25 35 1, i
T Unlawful entry without l
N force 22 15 28 39 12 3
i Attempted forcible entry 36 23 23 ag 0 16
. P Household larceny 2 2 39 % 4 L
4 Motor vehicle theft 36 21 11 11 6 7
ké Black .
i A1) household crimes 11 11 20 25 23 10 .
i Burglary 16 8 15 2, 26 1
Forcible entry L 22 7 28 L6 13
¢ Unlawful entry without
force 24 :3 26 36 19 25 §
Attempted forcible entry 45 21 18 23 0 14
Household larceny L 19 35 31 23 8
Motor vehicle theft 23 23 2L 15 (A 311
NOTE: Detail may not add tc 100 percent because of rounding. >
iTneludes data on Mother" races, not shown separately.
. ®Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. N
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: Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati ’ Survey Data Tables
Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations i Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered % by type of crime and time of occurrence
l and type of crime ;
' / . . Nighttime
A11 household Household Motor vehicle ] X ' Daytime Pem.~ ~ Midnight~ Not ~ Not kmown and
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft o Type of crime 6 a.m.,—6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not &vailable
None 72 72 82 . 19 : All household crimes 34 52 22 20 10 ;lh
M 13 9 9 60 ! Burglary 11 L 22 1 9 15
‘Some 1 19 9 21 : Forcible entry L7 10 23 11 6 13
Less then half A 5 3 15 i Unlawful entry without force 36 45 19 15 11 18
Half or more 7 10 2 13 3 Attempted forcible entry 36 49 23 17 10 14
Proportion unknown 4 I 4 Ly Household larceny 27 59 22 21, 13 15
. ‘ ! Less. than $50 30 53 23 18 12 17
§ NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, becamse of rounding. ! $50 or more 24 65 20 30 15 12
| 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ! ; Amount not. available 120 49 115 112 120 - 132
; ‘ ! Attempted larceny 17 80 23 46 110 13
; Motor vehicle theft 22 22 25 36 8 &
' , s ge s . . ’ : Completed theft 2 21 38 Vi 8
Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting - Attempted theft 22 75 34 31 g i3

f in IOSS Of t|me fl'OITI WOfk, by type Of crime NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
f : *Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
i Type of crime Percent :
| M1 household crimes 2 Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
, B e entry 1 by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime
{ Unlawful entry without force 2 . . oL
; Attempted forcible entry ‘ 3 (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
¢ Household larceny 4 -
! Less than $50 2 Burglary iHobbery
$50 or more 8 Characteristic Number Rate Number Rate
§ Amount, not available 15
[ Attempted larceny 1 M1 establishments (27,300) 15,400 566 2,000 72
‘ Mogg;p{::égl:h:giﬁ %Z " Kind of establishment S N
Attempted theft i : ‘ Retail (9,400) 7,200 765 700 78
: Food group (2,000) (2,600) l,zOO ;ge N 200 : 72
Y 5 Eating and drinking (2, 2,400 929 400 . 15
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable. ’ | Lumber, building, hardwere,
D and farm group (300) 200 873 iz YA
) O Automotive grox(xp (500) 600 1,277 X 0 . 0
" . iatributi istimizatio~ i : Gas stations - (1,200 1,300 1,071 100 57
Tabl_e 83. Hou§ehold crimes: Percent distribution of V|ct|m|zat|o,r,.s rgsultmg ‘ Drug end pmprietm{ stores (300) 500 1,351 2
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime Liquor stores 200 1,000 0 -0
: Furniture and appliance group (400) 300 750 o] 0
- Other retail (2,000) 600 318 1100 135
A1) household Household Motor vehicle Wholesale (1,800) 1,400 775 ‘ 1100 164
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 5 Service (10,100) 4,800 473 800 75
Real estate (1,300) 400 320 1100 15}
Less than 1 day 40 33 48 48 ! Manufacturing zl,l,,OO) 600 4,63 © 1100 161
1-5 days 55 61 L8 49 ! ¥ Trensportation (900) 600 618 1100 1109
Over 5 days 1 15 15 13 : : Other (2,400) 400 170 1100 143
Amount, unknown a.d i .
, i Gross annual receipts
not aveilable 1 1 0 0 ; Less than $10,000 (4,400) 2,100 re! 20 3
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ;ég'ooo—:zz,g'ggg 2’1{88 }';% 617 ;88 98
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ) : $5°z000_1$99:999 3 3:500 2:000 » 563 300 72
$100,000-$499,999 €5|600; 3,600 1 1300 151;
$500,000~-$999,999 (1,300 900 691 100 - 90
$1,000,000 or more -(2,200) 1,400 660 500 250
2 g No sales (1,800) 1,000 570 1z 110
e . R ¢ Amount not available (2,000) 900 137 1100 150
1 , o & : < 5 Aversge number of paid employees
: v ) J} 13 (9,500 54600 593 300 34
] 47 (5,200 2,900 558 . 300 49
3 8-19 (3,9002 2,400 611 600 150
20 or more (2,500) 1,800 711 500 181
{4 None (6.200) 2,800 442 400 58

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because. of rounding. Numbers in perentheses refer to
establishments in the group.
. Z TFewer than 50 victimizations.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sariple cases, is statistically unreliable,

I i

®
g B
L]

\
1

b

PR T tes  e

e e i R e ST e A S

. oy B S 20 111 . i
[ U, . S PO _ ‘ _ P :&,;Jhi"“':’“ e i . . 9,

-




e

S e Y
e e A

T

gy s ey g

ey e

56

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati..

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

A

Cheracteristic™ Ly

Percent of establishments

Percent oi‘ crimes

Kind of establishment U
Retail
Wholesale
Service
Real estate
Manufacturing .
Transportation™
Other

Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000
$10,000-$24,9%9
$25,000~$49,999
$50,000-$99,999
$100,000~3499,999
$500,000-~$999,999
$1,000,000 or more:
No sales
Amount not available

Average mumber of paid employees
1-3
4=7
8-19
20 .or more
None

35
7
31

34
18

17
18

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

Kind of establishment Percent
V A1} establishments 30
Retail Al
Wholessle 27
Service 27
. Real estate 17
5 Mamifacturing 26
Transportation 33
Other 16
Y \
Table 88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed
and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment
and type of crime J
/
. Robbery
Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed _ Attempted
A1 establishuents 7 29 53 o)
Retail 67 33 75 25
Wholesale! 85 15 12 128
Service 73 27 25 75
~ Other . 73 27 62 138

e
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Survey Data Tables 57 ‘
Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
of establishment and number of offenders
Kind of establishment : One Two or rhore Not aveilable
A1 establishments I 50 '3
Retail 41 55 5
Service 55 43 2
Other L6 54 0
NOTE: Deteil may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. '
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
Table 90. Cormmercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
establishments, by kind of establishment and number of victimizations iricurred
Kind of establishment One Two or more Three or more
411 establishments 76 14 L 10
Retail 75 1, 11
Service 82 12 6
Other 70 16 15
NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding. '
Table 91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and place of occurrence
¥ind of establishment On premises On delivery and elsewhere
A1l establishments: ’ 97 13
Retail ke 100 o
Service = 100 o}
Other 86 A
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 92. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations to the police 5
Reason Percent )
Nothing could be done; .
lack of proof 36
Not important enough . 33 ; :
Police would not want to be -
bothered . TN
Too inconvenient or time consuming;
did not want to become involved 11
Fear of reprisal 0
Reported to someone else Co12
All other and not given ) 1.
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unrelisble.
' z
'
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Criminai Victimization Surveys in Cincinnatl

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

Kind of establishment

Burglary and robbery Burglary Robbery

All establishments 85 84 a7
Retail 91 90 93
Wholesale 7l N 172
Service 83 83 82
Real estate : 82 83 175
Manufacturing 77 7h 2100
Transportation 65 59 1100
Other 83 a3 183

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

Y

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

3
i3

Kind of establishment Percent
A1l establishments 73
Retail : B 77
Wholesale 7%
Service 66
Real estate 72
Mamfacturing 69
Banks 100
Transportation 84
Other 5 85

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

Type of security measure M1 establishments Retail Wholesale Service Other
Building alarm 8 12 15 6 5
Central alarm — police

or security service 11 12 2l 5 17
Reinforcing device 19 24 21 kL) 16
Guard or watchman 9 9 11 7 1
Watchdog L L 12 3 6
Firearm 4 7 12 3 3
Camera 1 11 0 11 : 4
Mirror ‘ 2 5 11 1z 1z
Other 29 35 28 23 31

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Survey Data Tables 59

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

Kind of establishnent " Burglary Robbery
A1l establishments 90 68
Retadl 93 91
Wholesale 95 1g6
Service 89 39
Other 83 76

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

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

Kind of establishment Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available

A1 establishments 16 21 31 29 3
Retail .15 19 35 28 3
Wholesale 19 37 29 24 1
Service 23 18 26 28 A
Other 8 2l 26 39 13

1Estimate, based 6n about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Kind of establishment Percent
" A1 establishments 82
Retail 87
Wholesale 86
Service 82
Manufacturing L5
Real estate 71
Other ° h.
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60 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati Survey Data Tables o

\ Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
.\; of crime and time of occurrence

Table 9S. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by rnumber of employees losing time from work

Numbér of employees who lost time Percent ;

t Nighttime
i ; Daytime G peme Midnight—  Not
ggne sloyee 9(8) & Type of crime 6 a.n,~6 p.m. Total midnight 6 adi. known  Not known
e employe : " .
gwhge:mﬁox:: caplogess 11 » Burglary and robbery 18 76 11 31 3L 6
i 1z i : Burglary 14 80 9 34 37 6
Not available : i Robbery 55 15 32 13 i 11
Z Less than 0.5 percent., . i :
1 H . 1 is statistically unreiiable. NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, becausé of round .
Estimste, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, statistlealy ® - : [ 1Estimate, based on absut 10 or fewer éample casesy,)eis st:atisticilly un;lezgij:ﬁe.
: 00. ial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by number ' {9 i . . i
Table 100. Commercia o?"%,:n_ days lost from work ' o Table 102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders
! : i ' used weapons, by kind of establishment
Percent i
 Number of man-days lost . it ' Kind of establishment Percent
None 90 i
Less than 1 day 3 ; A1l establishments 63
15 days .8 Retail 86
6 or more days 1Z Service 36
Ardunt unknown ! iz Other 68
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
% Less than 0.5 percent. pL 15 statisticell: eliable
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unr . { “ . R . . . . .
eumaey ' # Table 103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
‘ of weapon used by offenders
Type of weapon . A1 robberies Completed Attempted
Firearm 68 88 11y
Krife 1, 0 11
Uther or unkmown type 28 112 66

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

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

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

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

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

i

RN

Sitrvey Instruments

0,M.B, No. 41-R2661; Approval Explres June 30, 974

rorv NCS-3 and NCS4
(0:23.73}

NOTICE — Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S.
Coda). It may be seen only by sworn Census employeus and may be used only for
statistical purpeses.

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

Control number

Code | Name

i

NATIONAL. CRIME SURVEY PSU | Serial {Panel [HH | Segment
CENTRAL. CITIES SAMPLE ': E |= :I
1
FORM NCS-3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE ; i P
FORM NCS-4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
1. Interviewer identification 6. Tenure (cc 7)

1 ] Owned.or being bought
2 [] Rented for cash
3 [] No cash rént

2, Record of interview

Line number of household Date completed

7.

6 ] Converted to temporary business or storage
7 ] Unoccupled tent site or trailer site

o [] Permit granted, construction not started

9 {] Other — Specify 7

Type of living quarters (cc 1)
Housing Unit

1
|
respondent i 1 {J House, apertment, flat
' 2 [TJ HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc.
} 3 [J HU —~ Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.
3, Reason for noninterview (cc 26d) : % ngb::‘er::rr:l‘len:rh::l:r
TYPE A '6 (] HU not specified above — Describe
P> Reason ?
1 [1 No one home
2 ] Temporarily absent — Return date
3["J Refused OTHER Ugit
4 [7] Other Occ. — Specify, 7 [ Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house
P> Race of head i 8 (] Unit not permanent in transient hotel, mote!, etc,
1 ] White 9 (] Vacant tent site or trailer site
2 ] Negro 10 [C] Not specified above — Describe 7
3 {7] Other
:Y(EIEV:cant — Regular 8. Number of housing units in stiveture (cc 23)
2] Vacant — Storage of HH furniture 101 s[]5-9
3] Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 2(J2 6 [} 10 or more
4[] Unfit or to be demolished 1[]3 7 [C] Mobile home or trailer
s [J Under construction, not ready s34 a [-J Cnly OTHER unlts

bl

® V

TYPE C
1 [C] Unused line of listing sheet
2 7] Demolished
3 [} House or trailer moved
4{] Outside segment
5[] Converted to parmanent business or storage
6 [_1Merged
7] Condemned
a [ Built after April 1, 1970
o {7} Other — Specl{y7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:

. (Other than the . . . business) does anyone in this househeld

opetate o business from this address?

1[JNo
2{7] Yes — What kind of business is that? ]

®

Family income (cc 24)
t [J Under $1,000
257 $1,000 to 1,999
3] 2,000 to 2,999
4] 3,000 to 3,999
5[] 4,000 to 4,999
61 5,000 to 5,999
70 6,000 to 7,499

0[] $7.500 to 9,999
9 7] 10,000 to 11,999
10 (J12,000 to 14,999
11 ] 15,000 to 19,999
12 {7 20,000 to 24,999
13 [7] 25,000 and over

SRy

iRy

11. Household members 12 years
of age and OVER 7
TYPE Z
“interview not abtained for Pr——— )T
Line number * 12, Household members UNDER
12 years of ugf 7
Total number
- 0[] None
13. Crime Incident Repoits filled 7
S
4. Household status Total number
1 {7 Same household as last entimeration o "] None
2 ] Repl household since last enumeration
3 [} Previous noninterview or not in sample before CENSUS USE ONLY
5. Special place type code (cc 6c)

N
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS |,

TR KT 8. 1.

23.What 13 the highast grade 24,

200, 20b, |21 22

1 Did
}“A.HE {of household I LINE | REtaTioNSHiP ] AGE  IMARITAL|RACE | ORIGIN |SEX  |ARMED (’guv'::;).:"'."l:"‘:‘mr et
respondent) | oF NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD 'if:TTN- STATUS }{cc 15) (cc 16) j(ce 17) |FORCES (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. that youn
KEYER — BEG:N | INTER- l(cc8) | HEAD E“a) {cc 14) u;ul:n S o e o eaad 1 19y| (e 20)
NEW RECORD | viEW (ceob) cc
Last
1 ] Per 1 [J Head O (Ow 1M {1 Yest 00 g:;ci'r‘daet::m:: 1 (] Yes
2[O7el | J2[C)Wite of head | ——— | 2[JWd. [2 [ Negd ——12JF |2[0No Eem, (01-08) 2 [ No
First ANk 31 0wn child s0Jo. {sJou —— 209_‘2)
Fill 4[] Other relative a[5ep. —_Collexe P
te-21 s [3 Non-elative s[TINM — - y —
L been looking for work during the past 4 weeks
CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d ?‘{“j'}':: een ;“‘o _'_‘ﬂw;.n did you I:n werk?
l;‘EM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 2D Up w0 8 years ago — SKIP to 28a
] Yes — SKIP to Check item 8 O Ne 2575 or more years ago} b 29
5. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 ) 4[] Never worked
1 ] Yes — SKIP to Check fiem B 2[INo 27. |3 there any reason why you could not toke o job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. County

Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
3 ] Temporary illness
4 "1 Golng to school

1+ I No

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

1[I No 2 [7) Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc.;

5[] Other — Speclfy;

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

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

1) Yes 2] No

% [ Never worked — SKIP to 29

CHECK Is this person [ years old or older?
ITEM B 3 No — SKIP to 29 [ Yes

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

J6a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working,
kesping house, going to school) or something alse?

2] With a job but not at work 7 ] Retired
3 ] Looking for work a [[) Other — Specl[y;,
4[]} Keeping house

1} Working — SKIP to 280 6 [JUnable o work - SKIP to26d 1 An vmploru of a PRIVATE company, business or

@

c. Were you —

Individual for woges, salary or commissions?

2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

s ) Going to scheol

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or farm?

b. Did do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting .wovk
ureuryl;uﬂl: houyn? (No!)e: if farm o¢ bush'wss operator in HH,
k about unpaid work.
gsg No Yes — How many hours? . - SKIP to 280

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY iin family business ot farm?

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

Did you have o job or business from which you were
'omp,or:rily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1 [INo 23 Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
= 3{"] Yes ~ Layoff - SKIP t0 27

o

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

Notes

FORA NCS-3 {8-23-73)

Page

s

oo

Sk

Aot

Survey Instruments

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS b

) i

29. Now ['d like 10 ask some questions about [ ¥es — How muany
ctime. Thay refer only to the last 12 months - times?
between V9 ond o, 197__.1TNo
During the last 12 months, did anyone break

into or somehow iflegally get into your

32. Did onyone take something belonging

to you er

frcm a place where you or they were
temporarily staying, such as a friend’s or Ot
relative's home, o hotel or motel, or
a'vacation home?

Yes—H
to any member of ihis heusehald, Cver Hedond

out, such as o bicycle, o garden hose, or INo

(apartment/home), garage, or another building ———=—1 33. What was the total number of motor
on your property? vehicles {cars, trucks, etc.) owned by
you or any other member of this hovsehold o (] None -
30. (Other thon the incld. ‘fl)alun tioned) [ Yes ~ How many during the last 12 months? SKIP to 36
Did you find a door jimmied, a lock forced, times? 'O
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED CINe 2
break in? 2
333
— 4[] 4 or more
34..Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or use ] Yes— How many
31, Was anything at il stolen that is kept [ Yes - How many (it/ony of them) without petmission? tloes?
outside your home, or happened to be left Umes? it

lawn furniture? (other than any incidents
olready menticned)

35. Did onyone steal or TRY to steal part
of (it/any of them), such as o battery,
hubcaps, tape-deck, etc.? e

Yes — How ma,
Qa times? id

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The following questions refer enly to things
thot happened to you during the last 12 months —
between 3,197 _and ____,197__.1ClNo

Did you have your (pocket picked/purse i
snatched)? |

Yes — How man;
- times? v

46. Did you find any evidence that someone
ATTEMPTED to steal something that

belon

od
uhoc:y mentioned)

~H
ST
to you? (other than any.incidents CINo

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly
from you by using force, such es by a

[] Yes — How many
timas?
stickup, mugging or threat?

Cne
38. Did onyone TRY to 70b you by uaing force Yes - #
or threatening to harm ylu? (o’lhov thon ¢ Daves "::l?.’,
ony incidents already toned)

[l

47, Did you caoll the police during the lost 12
months to report something that happened
to you which you thought was a crime?
(Do not count any cells made to the
:ollu concerning the incidents you

ave juat

told me about.)
[JNo - SKIP to 48
{J Yes — What hoppened?

39. Did anyene beat you up, ottack you ot hit [T Yes ~ How many
ou with something, such as o rock or bottle? times?
other than any incidents olready mentioned) o

-~ il

@ | ]

L1

L]

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with [T] Yes — tow many
seme other weapan by anyone at all? (other times?
than ony incidents already mentioned)

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or

Yes - N
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or some }D ¢ ll:lm’

1

o CHECK
TEMC

Look at 47, Was HH member
12 + attacked or threatened, or
was something stolen or an
attempt made to steal something e
that belonged to him?

Yes— How man,
o times? ’

other weapon, NOT including telaphone
threats? (nvh:r than any incidenis glready L
mentioned)

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in seme

Yes - W
other way? {(other than any incidents already Qe Unar

48. Did anything happen to.yeu during the last
12 months which you thought was a crime,
but did NOT report to the poiice? (cther

tioned)

id

shen any §

s already
[J No — SKIP to Check Item E

mentioned) Cyme 1 Yes —~ What happened?

43. During the last 12 menths, did unyone steal ] Yes ~ Hew many L'LJ
things thet belonged te you frem inside any car times? L_LJ
ertruck, such es packeges or clothing? Cine

44. Was anything stolen from you while you TIves - Hew Look at 48. Was HH member -H
were away from home, for instence at work, in s lll'l'l“.’ 12 + attacked or threatened, or Clves ":nrq
o theater or restaurant, or while traveling? CHECK was something stolen or an

[One ITEM D attempt made to steal something O
that belonged to him?

45, (Other than any incidents you've already

I ves - b
mentionad) was anything {else) ot all Lve “':"u'uy

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

for **How many times?**
stelen from you during the last 12 months? CHECX [ No ~ Interview next HH member,
Do ITEM E End interview if last respondent,
ond fill Item 13 on cover.
[C] Yes — Fill-Crime Incident Reports.
FORM NCB-3 (8:23.73) Page 3
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Crirhinal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

L‘A.IE 15. 4. 17. IA%E 19. 20¢. 20%. 121. 23.( hat I8 )u: h.l‘hml .';::I l%fd
TYPE |LINE RELATIORSHIP MARITAL [RACE 0 58 ISEX ARMED of yaar) of reguisr sc you
T =] OF NUMSER | TO HOUSENOLD 1 SAST IsTATUS e 15) /v 16 et 1) |Fonces (’A“:K":;' ";’ ""l"z“;: i
EYER — BEGIN . r persons 1224 yrs., e
AEW RECORD § view | ) |fecon Ay, "Jiec 14 ety | Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc1if ¢ 20
P N
Lot @ T
1] Per 1T Head 1OM fiOw. 10OM 117 Yest oo ] Never attended 1] Yes
2007el | f2[witeofhead { . [2[TJWd. [2[Neg.] — _|2[JF [2]No or kindergarten 2[JNo
First :DNI; 3] own child a[go. [a{Jjou _Elem, (0108}
16,3,1’ 4 ] Other relative) a[3Sep. M., (03-12)
s {7 Non-retative sS[INM College {21-26+)
CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. ‘Is this the same 26d. Have you been locking for work during the past 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1] Yes No — When did you last work?
[ Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B. CINo 2[] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
5 s
25q. Did you live in this hotse on April 1, 19707 i% N::;:::{:::’ azg} SKIP to 36
t 0] Yes — SKIP to Check jtem B 2[JNo 274 Is thers any reason why you could not toke o job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. County

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

1[J No 2] Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc.?

Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
3 {] Temporary illness
4[] Going to school
5[] Other — Spet:tfy_‘7

1 [ Ne

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1,.1970?
1] Yes 2[JNo

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEMB [CJ No — SKIP to 38 [ Yes

26a, Yhot were you daing most of LAST WEEK — (working,
eeping house, going to school) or something elso?
1 [] Working — SKIP to 280 6.[T] Unable to work - SKIP tc26d
2 {] With a job but not at ' work .7 [T] Retired
3 [7] Looking for work 8 [} Other — Specify
4 ] Keeping house 4
5[] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

b. Did you do any work at oll LAST WEEL. not counting work
dround the house? (Note: If form or business opesaisr in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o[]No . Yes — How many hours? ~ SKIP 10 22a

280. For whom did you (lust) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

x [[] Never worked — SKIP to.36

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

@ [T 11

c. Were you —
1 An tmploru of a PRIVATE company, business or

individual for wages, salary or commissions?

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

3 [ ) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professioncl
practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?

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

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

1[C)No 2] Yes ~ Absent — SKIP to 280
3 [} Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@9 [T 11

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

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The following questions refer only to things that | (] Yes — How many
happened to you during the last 12 months — timea?

between___1,197__and.___, 197__. Did {EIW .
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?

46. Did you find any evidence that somecne [ Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that times?
belonged to you? (other than any Ly
incidents already mentioned)

47. Did you call the palice during the last 12 months to report
something that happened to you which you thought was o
crime? {Do not count any calls made to the police

37. Did onyone tcke something (else) directly [ Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such as by o stickup, times?
mugging or theeat? Ll

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force ] Yes ~ How miny
or threatening to harm you? {other than any times?
incidents already joned) [CINo

@ concerning tha incidents you have just told me about.)
{J No ~ SKIP to 48

[ Yes — What happened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, ottack you ot hit you [} Yes ~ How many
with something, w:!| as a rock or bottle? times?

(other than any i ts slready joned) [ONo Look at 47 ~ Was HH member 12 + Yes - How man
e - y
40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with []'Yes — How many CHECK a:“ked |°’ threaténed, or was some- o times?
some other weapon by anyone ot oll? {other times? ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to | [TJNo
than any Incidents alresdy mentioned) CINe . steal ‘something thatbelonged to him?
"}« \. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 7] Yes — How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
~" THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some times? @ v thought was a crime, but did NOT repert to the police?

other weapon, NOT including telephone thrects? EINe
(other than any incidents olready mentioned)

other than ony incidenfs already mentioned)
[C] No — SKIP to Check jtem E

42, Did anyene TRY to attack you in some

[C] Yes — What happened?

(3 Yes <~ How many
times?

other way? (other than any inddaph Do

already mentioned)

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal [C Yes ~ How many

things that belonged to you from inside ony cor times?
or truck, such as packages or clothing? CONe

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were 7] Yes — How many
away from home, for instonce ot work,.ina . - times?

theater or restourant, or while traveling? {7 4INe

CHECK
ITEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some-!
thing stolen or an attempt made-fa. 1) No

Look at 48'— Was HH member 12 ¥ (] Yos — Hew many
times?
steal something that belonged w him

T m——

¢
45. {Other than any incidents you've already T} Yes — How many
mentioned) Wos anything {e!se) ot all stolen Owe times?

from you during the last 12 months?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries ™ .i.

: tor *‘How many times?*’
lngEEMc.E( [CJ No — interview next HH member, End interview
if last respondent, and fiil item |3 on cover,
[ Yes — Filt Crime Incident Reports,

FORM NGS-3 (8:23-73) Page 4
"
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Survey Instruments

] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 16. 17. 18, 19. 20a. 20b.  f21. 22, 23.What Is tha highest grade 4.
NAME TYPE |LINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE . [MARITAL{RACE | ORIGIN {SEX ARMED (or yaui) of regu lat ;:z?ol Did you
< EVET=5Ee] O . |NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD . [sTATUS [cc15) | (ec16) [tcc1n [FomeES {:‘S‘K P v
- N TER- Al o persons 12-24 yrs,
NEW RECORD. | viiw | | recom oA {1 leeygy | . Transcrie for Z5eyrs,) e 3)| < 20)

Last

@

1{JPer 1 ] Head iCIM P Ow. VI8 | 1] Yes| oo ] Never attended 1 [ Yes

2[JTel 2[]witeofhead | . [2[JWd. |2[TJNeg.! | 2[JF |2[]No of kindergarten 2 () No
Flrst Nty 3] 0wn child ajo. ot ——Elem. {01-08)

Fill 4[J Cther telative 4[] sep. M5 (03-12)
1621
5[] Non-retative s[ONM —College (2126

ITEM A ] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B

CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same
household as last enumeration? (Box | marked)

[INe

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970?

1] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 2} Neo

051 1] Yes

26d. Have you bean looking for wark during the past 4 weeks?
No — When did you lost work?
2{J Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280

3{T]5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked }SKlP to 36

U.S. possession, etc,)

State, etc. County

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,

@ [T TTT]

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

13 No 2] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.

7

1OYes 23 No

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

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEMB ["] No — SKIP to 36 [ Yes

3 ] Looking for work
4[] Keeping house

260, Whot wers you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
eeping house, going to school) or something else?
1 [C] Working ~ SKIP to 280 & [} Unable to work —SKIP to26d
2 []With a job but not at werk 7 [T] Retired
8 [} Other ~ Spe:lfy;,

5{T] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

dsk about unpaid work.)

o[TJNo - Yes ~ How mony hours?,

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

~ SKIP to 28¢

1{TJNe

% [[J Never worked ~ SKIP to 36

@ [ 1]

1.7 An employse of o PRIVATE company, business or

27. |s there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?
Yes — 2 "] Already has a job

3 [J Temporary tliness

4[] Golng to school

s [] Other — Specify;

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

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

¢ Were you -

individuai for wages, salary or commissiens?

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

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

a ) Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or form?

d. What kind of work were you deing? (For exomple; electricof
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

3

1[7JNo 2[J Yes — Absent —"SKIP to 28a
. 3] Yes — Layoff — SKiP t0 27

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

CLI 1.

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

INEYIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

oppened 1o you during the Jast 12 months —
97. and  197___. Did

betwers 1, 197___ond___
you i1 your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

36. The following questions iefer only to th;'r.gs thot 1

] Yes — How many
times?
TiNe

46, Did you find any evidence thot someone [7] Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that times?
beloriged to you? (other than any
incidents already mentioned)

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

[C] Yes = How meny
times?

e

47. Did you ccll the police during the last 12 months to report
something that hoppened to you which you thought was o
crime? (Do nét count any calls made to the police

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force

[ Yes — How many

ing the incidents you have just told me ‘about.)
=~ [JNo - SKIP t0 48

{T] Yes —~ What happened?

or threatening 1o harm you? {other than ony times?
incidents already mentioned) Oxe

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you [C] Yes — Haw many ]
with something, such as a rock or bottle? times?
(other than any incidents alteady mentioned) gNo

40, Were you knifed, shot a1, or ottacked with
some other weapon by onyone at all? (other
thon any inci tioned)

olready )

CJyes - :lcw many ITEMC

Imes?

{JNo

Look at 47 —Was HH member 12 + | -
CHECK ' attacked or threatened, or was some- | Y2 = fiow many

thing stolen or an attempt made to  J{T]No
stea} something thatbelonged to him?:

41, Did anyone THREATEN o beat you up or
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or some
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats?
(other than any incidents already tioned)

[ Yes -~ How many

CIno times? @ (ou thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?

48, Did anything hoppen to you duting the last 12 months which

other thon any incidents already mentirned)

{71 No — SKIP to Check ltem E

42. Did onyone TRY 1o attack you in some
other way? (other thar any incidents
alreody mentioned)

7] Yes — What happened?

3 ves — (low many
times}

Oke

43. During the last 12 months, did onyone stecl
things thet belonged to you from inside ony car
or truck, such os pockages or clothing? I3

[ Yes —~ How many CHECK
Cive "™t 1 TEmd

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from hkome, for instonce ot work, ina
theater or restourant, or while traveling?

attacked or threatened, or was some-‘l
thing stolen or an attempt made to  |[~No

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + ({7 Yes ~ How many
times?
steal something that belonged o him?{

{T] Yes — How many
timas?

ONe . | cHECK

45. (Other than any incidents you've already
mentioned) Was anything (else) at all stolen
from you during the lost 12 months?

(O Yes— :Ilnw many 5 ITEM E

mos?

O No

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

for *'How many times?*'

[ Nu — Interview next HH-member, End interview.
if tast respondent, ond fill item {3 on cover.

[ Yes — Fili Crime Incident Reports:

FORM NCE-3 (8:22-72)

Page 5




Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

¥

14.
NAME TYPE [LINE

17.

oF NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD

18. 19. 200, 20b, |21,
RELATIONSKIP l‘.gSET MUNITALTRACE | ORIGIN |SEX ARMED
BINTH-|STATU3 l(cc15) | (cc 16) [{cc 17) |FORCES

23.What I3 the highast grade 2
(o yoar) of regulsr school Did you
you have evar attended? complete

KEYER — BEGIN | INTER- o ASK for 12-20 yrs. |4
NEW RECORD | wiaw | :'cf::m : Ay (ec 14 :_g:)“ anscribe for 35+yreq (ee18)] (€€ 20
Last
1 [JPer 1 [JHead iCMe |iOw. s CIM |13 Yes] .00 [ ] Never attended 1] Yes
2[Qvel ) a2 witeothead | |z wa. |2[Tneg.! ___[200F {200 or kindergarten 2] No
First s[Ng 3] Own child 3o, [s[Jot ——_FElem, (01~08)
v 4[] Gther a[)sen. H — M5, (03-12)
5[] Non-ralative sCINM ! College (21~26+)
CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weaks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 13 Yes No — When did you last work?
[ Yes — SKIP to Check ftem B 1 No 2T} Upto 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 :% z::er:::r{::rs ago} SKIP to 38
Yes — SKIP to Cl 8 Ty
@ 1[JYes o Check item 2[JNo 27. 13 there any reason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19702 (State, foreign country,
U.S. possession, etc.

State, etc. County .

Yes — 2 ] Already has a job
3 7] Temporary.illness
4[] Going to school

1 [JNo

c. Did you live inside the [imits of a city, town, village, etc.?
1CINe 2 [7] Yes ~ Name of city, town, village, etc.;,

5[] Other = 5peci{y7

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

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
1] Yes 2 JNo

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEMB [ No — SKIP 10 36 1 Yes

x ] Never worked — SKIP to 36

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

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?

i ) Working — SKIP to 28a & [} Unable to work— SKIP 10 26d

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

3 [] Looking for work 8 [] Other ~ Specify;,

4[] Keeping house

s 7] Going »» school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

Gy [T 171

<. Were you —
1 ] An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2[7] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)

3 [T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

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

~ SKIP to 28a

o[ JNo -Yes — How many hours?

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

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

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

1 {JNo 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
a[J Yes — Layoff ~ SKIP to 27
i ¥ £

@ 1 T 1

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

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

) i

36. The following questions refer only to things thot Yes — H 46. Did you find p id :h t . ‘ -
haoppened to you during the lost 12 months - Lves ll::s?n’ ATTYEMP‘I"'E[; ';Z ::.ql";cg:,":in‘:;l:n. Eves QNI:I?.”
between____1, 197___ and 197, pid CINe _b.lfmgld to you? (other than any [No
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? —_— incidents already mentioned)

T ey e e e, 137 | T e happered vo o0 ik v Mot v o
mugging or threot? ' * One crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police

ing the incidents you have just told me about.)
38. DidhunyonciTRY l': rob yon?l by’:uin: force [ ves — How many 5=/ ] No — SKIP to 48
t t t i 1 times?
?r L'"ﬂ .';lf:gadﬂy arm You ch 114 ah ony DNQ s .__l__, D Yeés — Wha' L PP J?
39. Did anyone beat you up, attzck you or hit you Yes - Ho!
(m: u:ﬂhlng, IIJ:J'\ as a {ack or bottie? S Dlves uan?”'
other than any inci dy tioned) CINe — Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + 1

40. Were you knifed, shot ot, or attacked with 1] Yes — How many CHECK attacked or threatened, or was $°""°‘=EJ Yos = ﬂ:'u';m
some other weapon by anyone ot oll? (other ! times? ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to  {[JNo
than any incid Iready foned) ij steal something thatbelonged to him?i

41. Did onyone THREATEN to beat you up or

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

[C] Yes ~ How many
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or zome N
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? LY
_(other than any. incid lroady tionad)

you thought was a crime, but did NOT rt to the poli
@ (other than any incid already ’upc") ® fhe police?

[} No ~ SKIP-10 Check item E

42, Did onyone TRY fo ottack you in some

1 Yes — What happened?

Yes — How ma
other way? (other than ony incidents - times? "~

olready menticned) [No

43. During the last 12 months, did onyone steal
ings that belonged 10 you from inside any car
ot truck, such as packages or clothing? Ono -

] Yes — How many
times?

attacked or threatened, or was some-!
ITEMD

Look at 48 ~ Was HH member 12 + |, -
cHECK g art =
¢hing stolen or an attempt made to | ~yo

44. Wos anything stolen from you while you were

steal something that belonged o hlm?g

[J Yes — How many
away from home, for instance-at work, in o . times?
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? CINo

= THECK

45, (Other than ony incidents you've already

[ Yes — How many
mentioned) Wos anything (else) ot all stolen times?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

for *‘How many times?** ’

. ) {3 No — interview next HH member, End interview
ITERE Jif lost respgndent. and {ill item 13 on cover;

from you during the lost 12 months? CHe

[ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

FORM NCE-3 {9-23-73)

Page 6

T AR
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Survey Instruments

}‘4." 16. 17. . 19, 200 20b. |21 23.:lhn Is )u;-' hlm?n "ﬁ::: lzlfd
AME TYPE [LINE RELATIONSHIP | AG! MARITAL |RACE ORIGIN {SEX ARMED or yoar) of regular sc you
L1 wumaeR | 70 HousewoLo | LAST. lsvatus |rce1s) | ec16) Jtec17) |FORGES {;s“:::: ;:;’0::':";‘:" e g
- N - - 3
NEWRECORD | view | | oo 2 et Transcribe for 25yrs.)ec1a)| €€ 20
Lot
1 O Per 1 [} Head One O 1M [ 1[JYes| oo[JNewy attended 1] Yes
2] Tel 2 JWite ofhead | | 2[Jwd. {2 ezt |200F J2000 or kirdergarten 2JNo
Flrst [ N'? 3] Own chitd ago. {aJot Elem. (01-08)
162’)' 4[] Other relative) 4[J5ep. — S, (03-12)
s 7] Non-telative s{ONM College (21-26+)
L_ook at item 4 on cover page, Is this the same 26d. Hove you been looking for wo.rk during the past 4 weeks?
fTHEEMc: household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) VL] Yes No ~ When did you lust work?
[ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B [JNe 2] Up to S years . ago ~ SKIP to 28a
3 [7}5 or more years ago
250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 4 [ Never worked SKIP to 36
+ [ Yes — SKIP to Check [tem B 2[JNe 27. Is there any reason why you could nottake o job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. County

1 I No

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

1 ] No 2 [ Yes — Name of city, town, vlllage, etc.7

Yes — 2 (] Already has a job
3] Temporary iliness
4[] Going to school
s [] Other — Speclfy?

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
sJYes  2[7No

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

x [] Never worked ~ SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEMB {Z1 No — SKIP t0 36 [ Yes

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
kecping house, going to school) or something else?
1 [ Working — SKIP t0 280 & [] Unable to work—SKIP t026d
2 ] With a jeb but not at work 7 ] Retired
3 [7] Looking for work a [_] Other — Specify;
4[] Keeping house
s [} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

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

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

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

@& [T 11

¢ Were you —
1] An cmplorn of o PRIVATE company, business or

individual for wages, salary or commissions?

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

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

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

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

¢. Did you hiave a job of business from which you were
temporarily absent oron layoff LAST WEEK?

. 1[JNo 2[7] Yes — Absént X SKIP to 28a

@ CI 1

«. Whot were: your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.)

3[] Yes - Layoff — SKIP to 27

INDIVIDUAL. SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The following questions refer only to things that | [~] Yes - How many
happened to you during the last 12 months - times?
between___1,197___and____,197__. Did {EIN°
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?

[3 Yes — Hew many

46. Did you find any evidence that someone
times?

ATTEMPTED to steal something that
belonged to you? (other oh&m any

H

!

I TN
idents already 1

37. Did anyone take something {else) directly ] Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, suth as by a stickup, times?
mugging or threat? {JNe

1
47. Did you call the police during the lass 12 months to report
scmething thot happened to.you which you thought was @
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police

38, Did anyone TRY 1o rab you by using force
or threatening to harm you? (other than any
incidents already mentioned) [Cte

[ Yes — How many
times?

ing the incidents you have just told me about.)
[CJNo ~ SKIP to 48

] Yes ~ What hoppened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, sttack you or hit you

] Yes =~ How many
with something, such as a rock or bottla? times?

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, o some Sne times?
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? 1!
(other than ony incidents already mentioned)

(other than any incidents already mentioned) (L Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + }DY“ — How maay
40. Were you knifed, shot at, or onn:l:lcla wl:: ] ves ~ :‘1" ,;M, ::THEE}::E ':ﬁ::kse; I(:nt::e:;e:;g;n%rt‘:vn:; esc::e- :E] "o times?
(]
:;::,",:’;':' heiriaeel :ly,.:';yyo". n.'x . Z)(o *r ED No m steal something thatbelonged > himq
41,.01d onyona THREATEN to beat you up or [ Yes ~ How many 48. Did anything hoppen. to you during the last 12 months which

@ {ou thought was o crime, but d!‘d NOT ,upo:: to the police?

1d (1

other thon any i y )}
) No — SKIP to Check item E

42. Did anyane TRY to attack you in some

{7 Yes — How many
other way? (other thon any incidents times?

] Yes ~ What happened?

already mentioned) N

43, During the last 12 months, did onyone steal 1) ves ~ How many
things that belonged te you from inside any car | times?
or truck, such as packages or clothing? o J'DN"

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instance at work, in a
theate| or restaurant, or while traveling? (mL 1

U] Yes ~ How many
~ times?

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + | [ Yes — How many
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-l times?
ITEM D thing stelen or an attempt made to | ~INo

steal something that befonged to hlm?tl

45, (Other than any incidents you've already [JYes — How many
mentioned) Was anything (else) ot oll stolen " times?
from you during the last 12 months? :D o

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

E for ‘*How many times?"*
CHE c: [ No ~ Interview next HH member. End interview
ITEM d if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover:
[ Yés — Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM NCB-3 (§:23:73} Page 7
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

w3 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14. 15, 16. 17. 18. 19,

206, 206, |21, 22, 123, what is the highest grade 4.

NAME TYPE . [LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE_ " [MARITAL | RACE ORIGIN [SEX ARMED (or yest) of regular schosl | Did you

of  [wumsen [ TonousenoLn [EAST JsTaTuS [(cc1s) |iccs) fioce1nr [Fomces [ YouRavesver mdedt jeamlie,
KEYER — BEGIN | INVER- (cc8) HEAL: DAY | |ice 14) MEMBER ASK for persons 12-24 wis. { (¢ 90

NEW RECORD VIEW {ceob) {cc 13) {ec 18 ranscribe for 25+yrs.)(cc19)

Last

t[J Per i) Head Os bow t[OM §1[C3Yes] o0o[T] Never attended 1 Yes

2] Tel 2[]witeothead | | 23Wa. |2(TINeg.! —— | 2[]F |2[JNe o kindergarten 2[]No
Flrst a0NIg 3] Owa child s[Jo. |s[Jot Etem. (01-08)

76’3; 4[] Othier relative] OmilA —HS. (09-12)
s ] Non-elative sCINM Coltege (21-26+)

CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page, Is this the same
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked)

] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B CINo
25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
@) 1[0 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 2] Ne

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weoks?
1 Yes No =~ When did you last work?

2 [ Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
3] 5 or more years "o}SKIP 036

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

State, etc, County

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

1] No 2] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.

¥

1 {1 Ne

4 [T] Never worked
27. s there any reason why you could not foke a job. LAST WEEK?
Yes — 2 {_] Already has a job
3 (7] Temporary iliness
4] Going to school
s{ ] Other — Specl{y7 :

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19702
1] Yes 2[Ne

x [3 Never worked — SKIP to 36

280, For whom did you (lost) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B 73 No — SKIP to 36 [ Yes

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - {working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?

1 (] Working — SKIP to 28a s [_] Unable to work — SKIP to

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

3 7] Looking for work 8 [] Other — Specify

4[] Keeping house 4

26d

s [C] Going to. schoo!l

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

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

o[JNo Yes — How many hours? — SKIP 1o 280

1]

1] An employee of o PRIVATE company, business or

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

c. Were you —

individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

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

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

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

<. Did you have a job or business from which you wete

temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1{JNo 2[]Yes ~ Absent— SKIP o0 28a
3["] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

e [T 171

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

it 7

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

S s,

36. The following quonion n'vonl
hoppened to you during the last 1% months —

between____1, 197___ ond ,197__. Did 1[N0

1
you have your (pocket picked/pursa snatched)?

to 1||lng thet | [ Yes ~ Hew many
times?

46. Did you find any evidence that someone ;7] Yes — Hew y
ATTEMPTED to steal something that ! !
bolorg-d to you? (other than any HmL
incidents tHanad) H

Y ! {

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

[(] Yes — How many

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

38. Did anyone TRY to 1ob you by using force

or threatening to harm you? (other than any
: 7 \

id already d

CINe

[ Yes ~ How many
times?

g the incidents you have just told me about.)

{C] No — SKIP to 48
] Yes — What happened?

39. Did onyone beat you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such cs o rock or bottle?
(other than any incid tready ioned) {JNe

Yes ~ How mae:
-l times? v

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 ¢ - |
h ~ 1) Yes —H
40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with ] Yes — How maay CHECK attacked or threatened, or was s°"‘e':D o ll:o.!‘m
some othez weopon by anyone of all? (cther times? ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to | No
then any incidents ol y tioned) CINo . steal something thatbelonged to hlm?:
41, Did anyone THREATEN to beot you up or 7] Yes — How many 48, Did enything hoppen to you during the last 12 months which
T:;REATEN yl;ro\;_i"h a k:\j'l, gun, or some ; 10k timea? o5 (o;' !ho»n‘:gho wes a crime, but did NOT 'npo‘r: to the pelice?
‘(,oﬁh.o'r than al:y incidents olre dy mentioned) = No - SKIP sty )

) No —~ SKIP to Check Jtem E
d?

42, Did anyone TRY to attack you in'some
other way? ‘(other than any incidents
olready mentioned) ONe

[ Yes — How maay
times?

[ Ye's — What hopp

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal
things that belonged to you from inside ony car

times?
or truck, such as packages or clothing? CINe

[ Yes — Hew many

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instence at work, in e

Yes — How man)
4 times? d

Look at 48 ~ Was HH member 12 + | -
CHECK jEYer i
ITEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some-!
thing stolen or an attempt made to o
steal something that belonged w him?

theater or restaurant, or while traveling? OO Ne

45. (Other thon ony incidents you've cliscdy Yes — How many
mentioned) Was enything (else) at all stolen o times?
from you during the last 12 months? [mpL :

~
I'.:'EE:: [3 No ~ Interview next HH member, End intérview

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
for *‘How many times?**

if last respondent, and fitl item 13 on cover,
[C] Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reborts.

FORM NC3-3 (9:25-78)

Page B
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Survey Instruments 73

BEGIN NEW RECORD

KEYER - Notes

NOTICE — Youi report to the Census Bureau [s ‘confidential by law
(Title |3, US, code). it may be seen only by sworn Census employees
and may be used only for statistical purposes.

Line number

(8.23.73)

@

Screen question number

Incident jumber

23

ronm NCS-4

U,S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CEN3SUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

o,

You scid that during the last 12 months ~ (Refer to Sa.
oppropriate screen questlon for description of crime). @

In. what manth (did this/did the first) incident hoppen?

(Show floshcard if nécessary. Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Were you o customer, employes, or owner?
1 [J Customer

2{] Emgiloyee

s [JOwner

4[] Other — Specify.

Did the person(s) steal:or TRY to steal anything from
the store, restaurant, office, factory, etc.?

1] Yes

2] Ne SKIP to Check Item B

3 [7] Don't know

—_ Mmoo —O = —-

Month (01—12) b,
Is this Incident report for a serles of crifmes? @
CHECK A} D No — S¥IP to 2
ITEM A 2] Yes — {Note: series must have 3 or
more similar incidents which
respondent con't'recall seporataly) ba.

In what month(s) did these incidents take place?
(Mark all that apply) @
1 [ Spring (March, April, May)

2 [] Summer (June, July, August)

3 (] Fall (September, October, November)
4 [T} Winter (December, January, February) b.

How mony incidents were involved in this series?

1 [ Three or four
2[[JFivetoten

3 [ Eleven or more

4 [T} Don't know c.
INTERVIEWER = If series, the following questions refer
only to the most recent incident, *

2. About whot time did (this/the ‘most recent) @

incident hoppen?
1 J Don't know
2 [] During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. t0 6 a,m.}
3716 p.m. to midnight
4[] Midnight to 6 a.m.
5[] Don't know

3a

b

Did this incident take place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere else? d
1 [T] Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4
2 [7] Somewhere eise in the United States

3 [T) Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT
In whot State and county did this incident occur?

Did the offender(s) live there or have g right tc be
there, such as o guest or a workman?

1 [[] Yes — SKIP to Check item 8
2] No
3] Don't know

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

1 [J Actually got in
2 {77 Just tried to get in
3 [J Don't know

- 0 O "W m.;y

Was thers any evidence, such a3 o broken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the building?
1O Ne
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)}
2 {7] Broken lack or window
3{] Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4 [} Slashed screen to Check
s [] Other — Speci{y7 ltem 8

How did the offender(s) (gt in/tey to get in)?
1 {1 Through unlocked door or window

2 [JHad key

3 [ Don't know

4[] Other = Specify

State

County

Did it hoppen inside the. limits of o city, town, village, etc.?
13 Neo
2] Yes — Enter name of city, town, c:tc.7

Was any member of this household,

including respondent, present when this
CHECK '

ITEM B

incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
+ ] No — SKIP to {3a
2[] Yes

[T T E

Whete did this incident take place? .
1 ) Ator in own dwellings in garage or
other building on property ({includes SKIP to b0 -
break-in or attempted break-in}
2 [] At or in vacation home, hotel/motel

3 ] Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK
public conveyance or station Sa

a ] Inside office, factory, or warchouse

s [J Near own home; yard, sidewalk, be
drlveway, carport, apartment hall
(Does not include break-in or
attempted break-in) SKIP @

&[] On the street, In a park, field, play~ to Check
ground, school grounds or parking lot { ltem B

Did the person(s) have o weapon such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as o weapen, such as o
bottle, or wrench?

1 [ No
2 "] Don't know
Yes — What was the weapon? (Mark il that apply)
31 Gun
4 [J Knife
s ] Other — Specify.

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

1] Yes — SKIP to 7f
2 Ne

7 [] inside school ¢. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in cny way?
o (] Other - Specify @ 1[INo = SKIP to7e
2[7] Yes
Page 9
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continved

7d. How were you threatened? Any other way?
3

*

@ {Mark all that apply) @ in order o get part or all of your medical expenses paid?

1 [} Verbal threat of rape
2] Verbal threat of attack other
than rape

9b. Did you file a claim with any of these insurance companies or programs

1 {Z]No ~ SKIP to 10a
2] Yes

<. Did insurance or ony health benefits program poy for ofl or part of

*

*

@ 1/} Semething taken without

ad wlet:p:r;:;::ent or threatened sKip @ the total medical expenses?
4[] Attempted attack with weapon to 1 [ Not yet settled
(for examiple, shot at) 10a 2 JNone....... SKIP to 10a
s [[] Object thrown at person ICJAIL. e
6 [} Followed, surrounded 4[] Part
7 [T Other — Specify d. How much did insuronce or a health benefits program pay?
J @ 3 . L0 (Obtain an estimate, if necessary)
e. What actuolly happened? Anything else? 10a. Did you do anything fo protect yourself or your property during the incident?

(Mark all that apply) N

permission

2 [ Auempted or threatened to
take something

3 [} Harassed, argument, abusive
language

4 [ Forcible entry or attempted SKIP

forcible entry of house
5[] Forcible entry or attempted {0a
entry of car
6 [1 Damaged or destroyed property
7 [C1 Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property

o (1 Other — Specify-’,

J

t[JNo - SKIPwo 11
2] Yes

»_ bi What did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply)
1 [T Used/brandished gun or knife

2[T)Used/wried physical force (hit,
chased, threw object, used other
weapon, etc,)

3 [T Tried to get help, attract attention,
scare offender away (screamed,

4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned,
etc, with offender

s [JResisted without force; used
evasive action (ran/drove away,
hid, held property, locked door,
ducked, shielded self, etc.)

1 [TIMale

f. How did the parson(s) attack you? Any
other way? (Mark all that apply)
1+ ] Raped
2 ] Tried to rape
3 [] Hix with abject held in hand,shot, knifed
4[] Hit by thrown object
s [J Hit, slapped, knocked down
6 [} Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, etc.
7 [_J Other —~ Specify

+ [ Under 12

*

@

8a. What werz the injuries you suffered, if any?
Anything else? (Mark all that apply)
t [ Nope ~ SKIP to0 104
2] Raped
3 ] Auempted rape
4[] Knife or gunshot wounds
s [] Broken bones or teeth knocked out
& [] Internal injuries, knocked uncenscious
7 [ Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 [} Other — Specify

@ 1 [] Stranger

by Were you injured to the extent that you needed
medical ottention ofter the attock?
1{T I No — SKIP to |0a

2{] Yes

c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital?
1+ [J No
2] Emergency room treatment only
3 [7] Stayed overnight or fonger —
How many days?7

d. What was the total omount of your medical
p Iting from this incident, INCLUD.

ING anything paid by insurance? ‘Include hospital
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, end
any -other injury reloted medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER ~ If respondent does not know
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimats,
0. ["J No cost — SI{IP to /0o

Bl

e,
x [ ] Don’t know

9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered

@) .

by any medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benefits from any other type of Knl!h
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans'
Administration, or Public Welfare?
1[OQNo.....y

2 [T} Don't knaw}SK'P to {0d

@ 1 [T} White?

3[7]) Yes

relled. called for help, turned on 6 [)Other=
ights, etc) Specify
11, Was the crime committed by only one or more then one person?

t 3 Only onep

2] Don't know —
SKIP to 120

3 [} More than one »

o. Was this person male

or female? @

2[]] Female
3 [] Don’t know

b. How old would you say
the person was?

2[J12-14 @
3] 15-17
4[] 18-20
5[] 21 or over
5] Don't know

c.'Wos the person someone you
knew or was he a stranger?

2 ] Don’t know
3 [ 3 Known by Skip @

sight only foe

4[] Casual
acquaintance

s [ Well known

d. Was the person a relative
of yours?

1] No .

Yes — Whot relationship?
2 [C)Spouse or ex-spouse
3[] Parem

4[] Own child «
s [T] Brother or sister

6 [] Other relative —
Spe:lfy;

e. Was he/she —

2 ] Negro?
3 [T Other? -Specl[y’ ‘S:(IP

12a

4[] Don't know

m. Ware ofl of them

{. How many persons?

g+ Were they male or femaie?
1 [C] All male
2 [J Al female
3 [JMale and female
4[] Don't know

h. How old would you say the
youngest was?
1 TJUnder 12 s []2! or over —
2] 12-14 SKIP to |
301517 6 (] Don’t know
4] 18-20

I+ How old would you say the.
oldest was?
1] Under 12 4[] 18-20
271214 5[] 21 or over
a[Ji5-17 6 ] Don"t know

jo Were any of the persons known
or related to you or were they
all strangers?

+ CJ Al strangers } SKIP

2] Don’t know tom
3 [J All relatives SKIP
4[] Some relatives to |
5 {J All known

6 [] Some known

ke How well were they known?
(Mark all that apply)
1 [ By sight only

2[T] Casual SKip
) acquaintance(s) ( ‘tom

3 [J Well known

I How were they related to you?
{Mark all that apply)
1 [JSpouse or - 4[] Brothers/

ex-spouse sisters

2 [] Parents s [] Other —

3] Own Specify
= children i

1+ 7] White?
2 {T] Negro?
3] Other? - Spcclfy?

4 ] Combination -~ Specifyp

FORM NCS.4. (8.23-72)

Page 10
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CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS = Continued

12d. Were you the only person thére besides the offender(s)

@ t ] Yes ~ SKIP to |30
2{"]No

b, How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
threalened? Do not include persons under 12 years

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?
(Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)
CHECK

ITEM D ) No —~ SKIP to Check Item E
[C3 Yes

of age.

@ o [[JNone — §KIP to 13a

Number of persons

1[OJNo......

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

@ o 1No

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mark "*Yes*' in Check Item | on page 12)

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

Do hot include anything stolen from a recognizable
business in respondent’s home. or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from a register.

1 [2] Yes - SKIP to 13f
2[]No

b. Did the person{s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belanged to you or others in the houschold?

(5 1[N0 = SKIP to I3¢
2{"] Yes

14a, Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took it?

2 [ Don't know } SKIP to Check Item E

a{JYes

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

1 Yes

2{"JNo

Is Box | or 2 marked in 13f?
CHECK ] No — SKIP to 150
ITEM E

[ Yes

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instonce,
in o pocket or being held by you when it was taken?

1T Yes

s What did they try 10 take? Anything else?
x (Mark all that apply)

1 [ Purse

2 ["]Wallet or money
s{JCar

4 [T] Other motor vehicle

s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
6 [J Don’t know

7 [ Other — Specify

2T} Ne

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13f)
CHECK [ Yes — SKIP to 16a
ITEM F

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,

CHECK or money? (Box ! or 2 marked in 13¢)
ITEMC CINo ~ SKIP to jru
JYes :

150. Altogether, what was the volue of the PROPERTY
that was taken?

INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, ond enter SO for
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used.

——

b. How did you decide the value of the property that was
* stolen? (Mark all that apply)

1 ] Original cost
2 [T] Replacement cost
3 [ Personal ‘estimate of current value

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for
instance in a pocket or being held

¥
G 'O “}smmo 18a

2{JNo

4 ] Insurance report estimate
5[] Police estimate
6 ] Don't know

7 (] Other — Specify

¢, What did happen? (Mark all that apply)

i "] Attacked W 160, Was all or port of the sQ?len money ot property recovered,
except for onything received from insurance?
2 [[J Threatened with harm
3[7] Auempted to break into house or garage 3 Nqne} SKIP to 170
4[] Attempted to break into car 2[J AN
s [ ] Harassed, argument, abusive language L i:(IP 3 [JPart
6 {7] Damaged or destroyed property {8a b, What was recovered?
d or thr dtod or
70 :esuory pro‘:;e;t‘y Cash: $ .
a [] Other ~ Specify and/or
* Property: (Mark all that apply)
Z o [J] Cash only recovered = SKIP to 170
f. Whot was taken? Whot else? i 3 Purse
2 [T 'Wallet
co, ® ' e
. Property: (Mark all that apply) 4[] Other motor VB:ICIC y
o [T} Only cash taken —~ SKIP to I4c s [J Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
t 3 Purse & [} Other ~ Specify.
2 ] Wallet
3{JCar
4 7] Other motor vehicle . What was the volue of the property recovered (excluding
5[] Part of car (hubeap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered cash)?
6 {T] Other — Specify e
FORM NCS.a (8.22.73) | Page {1
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued

17a. Was there any insurance against theft?

1 No...u.
L }SKIP!OIBa

2 ] Don't know
3[]Yes

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance compony?

@ t[ONo.....

2[] Don't know
3[] Yes

} SKIP to 18a

*

cs Wos any of this loss recovered through insurance?
@ 1 {3 Not yet settled
SKIP 10 180
2[JNo.......
a[7] Yes

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

t{TNe
2[] Don’t know — SKIP to Check Item G
Yes ~ Who told them?
3 ] Household member
4[] Someone else

SKIP to Check ltem G
s ] Police on scene

b, Whot was the reason this. incident was not rmported. to
the police? ' (Mark all that apply)
+ {7 Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof
2 ] Did not think jt important enocugh
3] Pollce wouldn't want to be bothered
4] Did not want to take time — too Inconveniént
s ] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
&[] Did not want to get inyolved
7 [] Afraid of reprisal
8 [ ] Reported to somesne else
9 [] Other — Specify.

d. How much was recovered?

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

@

ITEM G [ No — SKIP to Check Jtem H

CHECK Is this person 16 years or older?
[J Yes — ASK 210

18a. Did any household member lose any time from work
because of this incident?

@)  oCINo<SKIP 1o 19

Yes - How mony meml\ers?—',

b. How much time was fost altogether?

@ 1 [] Less than | day
2] 15 days
3[J6~10 days

4] Over 10 days
5[] Don't know

®

21a, Did you have a job at the time this incident happened?

1 [ No ~ SKIP to Check Item H
2{] Yes

b. What was the job? o
1 [ ] Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a—e ~ SKIP fo

Check Item H

2 [_] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

<. For whom did you work? (Name of company, business,
organization or other employer}

d. What kind of business orindustry Is this? (For example; TV
and.radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

e. Were you — “
1] An amplo{ec of a PRIVATE company, business of
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2 [T] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)?
3 [T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?

190, Wos anything domaged but.xot taken in this incident?
For exomple, was a lock or window broken, clothing
domaged, or domage done to o car, etc.?

1 [ No — SKIP 10 200
2[JYes

b. (Was/were) the damaged item(s) repoired or reploced?
@ 1 Yes —SKIP to I9d
2[1No

f. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electricat
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer}

g. What were your most Importont activities of duties? (For examples
typing, keeping account books, selling cors, finishing concrete, etc.}

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the

domaged ifem(s)?
} SKIP to 20a

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series
CHECK of incidents.

ITEM H

s
x {T] Don’t know

d. How much was. the repair or replacement cost?

% ] No cost .or.don't know — SK/P 1o 20a

Look at 12¢c on [ncident Report. [s there an
CHECK entry for *'How many?’’
ITEM | 3N

[ Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report
for each HH member {2 years of dge
or over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened in this incident.

e. Who poid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mark oll that opply)

*
1 {1 Household member
2[JLandlord
3 [7] Insurance

4[] Other — Specify

Is this the {ast Incident Report to be
CHECK fitied for this person?
ITEM J I No ~ Go to.néxt Incident Report;
[21Yes — Is this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
[T} No — Interview next HH member,
[Z] Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number.of Crime
Ingident Reports filled for

this household in item 13
on the caver nf NCS?

FORM NTS-4 (8:23.73)
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Survey Instruments

BEGIN NEW RECOFD

KEYER — Notes

NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law
(Tie 13, U.S. code). it may be seen only by sworn Census employees
and may be used only for statistical purposes.

Line number

®

Screen question nimber

Incident number

crorm NCS-4
{8.23.73)
U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
DUREAU OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURYEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

la.

You said that durlrig the last 12 months ~ (Refer to
appropriate screen question for description of crime).
In what month (did this/did the first) incident happen?
{Show flashcard if necessary, Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12) .
Is this incident report for 2 series of crimes?
1 I No — SKIP to 2

,c;'EEMC: 2[] Yes — (Note; series must have 3 or

more similar incidents which

50; Were you a customer, employee, or owner?
@ + {7 Customer
2 [] Employee
3 [} Owner
4 {7] Other — Specify. 8

b. Did. the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from
the store, restavrant, office, foctary, etc.?

1 Yes

21 No SKIP to Check Item B

3] Don't know

respondent can't recall separately)

In what month(s) did these incidents take place?
{Mark all that apply)

1 [J Spring (March, April, May)

2 [) Summer (June, July, August)

3 [JJFall (September, October, November)

4 [} Winter (December, January, February)

How many incidents were involved in this series?
+.[] Three or four

2[JFive to ten

3 {] Eleven or more

4[] Don't know

INTERVIEWER ~ If series, the following questions refer
only to the most recent Incident.

2,

About what time did (this/the most recent)
incidunt hoppen?
1+ 2 'Don"t know
2 [7] During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
316 p.m. to midnight
4 [T] Midnight to 6 a.m,
s ) Don’t know

3a.

Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere else?

i [ Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

2 [7]) Somewhere else in the United States )

3 [} Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

6a. Did the offender(s) live there or have a right to be

there, such as o guest or o workman?
@ 1[0 Yes ~ SKIP 1o Check Item 8

2{"}No
3 [] Don't know

b. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
inthe boilding?

t [J Actually got in
2[7] Just tried to get in
3] Don't know

¢. Was there any evidence, such os a broken lock or broken

window, that the offender(s) (focced his way in/TRIED

* to force his way in) the building?

@ 13 No

Yes ~ What was the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2] Broken lock or window

, 3 ] Forced docr or window

(or tried) SKIP
a{]Slashed screen to Check
s ] Other - Speclfy? ftem B

d. How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)?

t [J Throtgh unlocked door or window
2] Had key

3] Don’t know

—-22MmMmMo - =22 —

- WO Um >

4[] Inside officé factory, of warehouse
s {7 Near own home: yard, sidewalk, i
driveway, carport, apartment hall
{Does not include break-In or
attempted break-in) SKiP
6 [].0n the street, in a park, field, play- to Check
ground, school grounds or parking lot [ Jtem B
7{] Inside school

8 7} Other — Specl{y—'.

b. In what State ond county did this incident occur?
4 7] Other — Specify
State Was any member of this household,
Including respondent, present when this
County CHECK incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
¢, Did it happen inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?] ITEM B 1 CIN6 - SKIP 1o 13a
1CNe 2[7] Yes
2] Yes ~ Enter nome of city, town, exc,..',
@ r‘—]—"_m 7o. Did the person(s) have o weapon such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as a weapon, such as a
4. - Where did this incident take place? . bottle, or wrench?
1 {71 At or jn-own dwelling, in garage or ' No
@ other bullding on property {Inciudes SKIP to ba a ,
break-in or attempted break-in) 2 ] Don't know
2 [T] At or in vacation home, hotel/motel Yes < What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply)
3 7] Inside commercial bullding such as s[O3 Gun
'store, restaurant, bank; gas station, ASK Kif
public conveyance or station Sa. 4 Knife

s [7] Other ~ Specify

b,

Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually
attack you in some o'Ker way? .

@ 1 CYes—SKIPto s
2[JNo

¢, Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any way?
@ 1CINo~SKIPto7e,
2] Yes

Page 13
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78 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Cincinnati Survey Instruments 79

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved "] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTICNS ~ Continved | e B

; . 7d. How were you threatened? Any other woy? 9k, Did you file a claim with any of these | ponies or prog 12a. Were you the only person there besides the offender(s) Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?
(Mark all that apply) 3 in order to get part or all of your mediccl expenses paid? Y SKIP to 13a {Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f) .
@ [ Verbal threat of rape @ ) No —~ SKIP to 10a i @) 1DYes- e CHECK
2] Verbal threat,of attack other 2] Yes i 2[3JNe ITEMD [ No — SKIP to Check Item E
thon rape 43

3] Weapon present or threatened
with weapon

SKiP @

¢, Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of

the total medical expenses?

entry of car

4[] Autempted attack with weapon o 1 [ Not yet setrled
E](folr e:ample. shot at) 4 10a 2JNone....... » SKIP to |0a
5 [ Object thrown at person sCJAIl el
6 {1 Followed, surrounded 2 gl Par:‘ _— T T o
253 Other — Spec , How mudl nsurance or o heg enefits progrom po
= pecily ) @ 3 . (Obtaln an estimate; if necessary)
e. What actuolly hoppened? Anything else? 10a. Did you do onything so protect yourself or your pioperty during the incident?
* (Mark oll that apply) W 1{JNo — SKIP to i1
@ 1 [] Something taken without 2[Yes
permission « b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mark a!l that apply)
2[7} At‘:empted :: threatened to 1 [JUsed/brandished gun or knife A [} Threatened, afgued, reasoned,
O ﬁa;:::‘e‘a'nﬁmem abusive 2T Used/tried physical force (hit, etc, with offender
language + 378 ' chased, threw object, used other s ] Resisted without force, used
! weapon, etc.) evaslve action (ran/drove away,
4[] Forcible entry or attempted SKIP| 3[JTried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door,
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.)
5[] Forcible entry or attempted 10a 6 (] Other=

rlel led, called for help, turned on

ghts, ete.)

Specify

6 [} Damaged or destroyed property
7 1 Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property

a [ Other - Specify.’,

-~

How did the person{s) attack you? Any
. other way? (Mark all that ¢zply)
@ 1 [T Raped
2"} Tried to rape
3 [ Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed

s ] Hit, slapped, knocked down

6 [ Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, etc.

7 ] Other - Specify

80. What were the injurivs you suffered, if any?
% Anything else? (Mark oll that apply)
1[I None ~ SKIP t0 {00 . ~
2 [7] Raped
3 [T} Attempted rape

s [7] Broken bones or teeth knocked out
6 ("] Internal injuries, knocked unconscious
7 {7 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 ! Other ~ Specify

b. Were you injured to the extent thot you needed
medicol ottention ofter the attack?

@ 1{Z] No ~ SKIP 10 10a

2{1Yes

c. Did you receive ony treatment at o hospital?

1 C] No

3] Stayed overnight or longer ~
How many duys?7

d. ‘What was the total amount of your medical
P lting from this incident, INCLUD-
ING anything paid by insurance?. Include hospital
and doctor bills, medicine, theropy, braces, and
any other injury reloted medical expenses,
INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know
exoct amount, encourage him to give an estimate.
o {7} No cost ~ SKIP to 10a

;

/

4[] Hit by thrown object

4 [T} Knife or gunshot wounds

2 {71 Emergency room treatment only @

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

t [J Only one o 2] ?;?"’: ::,n?;ra— 3 [ More than one z

o, Was this person male

or female? @

i [T} Male
2{"] Female
3 {3 Don't know

b, How old would you soy
the person was?

v [J Under 12

2[]12-14 )

s 1Is-17
s[J18-20
s [J 21 or over

6 [ Don't know

c. Was the person someone you
knew or was he a stranger?

+ [T] Stranger
2] Don't know

3 2 Known by Skip @

sight only toe

4[] Casual
acquaintance

5[] Well known

d. Wos the person o relative |
of yours?

1[I Ne

Yes — What relationship?
2] Spouse or ex-spouse
3 [] Parent

4[] Own child

s (] Brother or sister

6 [] Other relative -
Specify?

X[ Don't know' ¢ Wo he/she ~ ' 1 [ White?

90. At the time of the incident, were you covered @ 1 [T] White? 2 ] Negro?
by any medical insurance, or were you eligible 2] Negro? 3 [] Other? Specl]y?
for benefits from any other type of Keahh - SKIP
benefits program, such os Medicaid, Veterons' 3 ] Other? -SPECNY; to -

@ Administration, or Public Welfare? 120 4[] Combination ~ Sped[y;,

iCONo v eans '
2[7] Don't know SKIP to 10a
371Yes 4[] Don't know s ] Don't know

m. Were oll of them -

£, How many persons?

g+ Were they male or femole?
1 [J Al male
2] All female
3 ] Male and female
4[] Don't know

F o

. How old would you say the
youngest was?
1 [ VUnder 12 s [} 21 or over —
2] 12~14 SKIP to }
3[J15-17 6 [] Don't know
a[_]18-20

How old would you say the
oldest was?

1T Under 12 2] 18-20
2] 12-14 s [} 21 or over
a[15-17 6 [7] Don't know

Were any of the persons known
or reloted to. you or were they
all strongers?

1 [JAll strangers } SKiP
2] Don’t know tom

3 J Al relatives } SKip

hrad

4[] Some relatives to !
s ] All known
6 {_] Some known

e

How. well ware they known?"
(Mark all that apply)

1 [ By sight only

2[] Casual sKiP
acquaintance(s) tom
3 [} Well known

I+ How ware they related to you?
{Mark all that apply)
v [} Spouse or 4[] Brothers/

ex-spouse sisters
2 [] Parents 5[] Other
a[Jown Specify
children 7

FORM NC3S-4 (8:22.73)

Page 14

e S B e e e

b. How many of these persons. were robbed, harmed, or
ﬂ;ren'amd? Do not include persons under 12 years
of age.

@ o [_]) None — SKIP to 134

Numbet of persons

] Yes

2

Were any of these persons members of yourhousehold?

Do not include household s under 12 years of oge.

@ o[ JNo -

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mark **Yes®* in Check ltem | on page 16}

130, Was something stolen or taken without permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
INTERVIEWER ~ |nclude anything stelen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home,

Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable
busi n respondeiit’s home or her business, such
as merchondisé or cash from a register.

@ t[]Yes — SKIP-to 13f
2[JNo

1] Yes

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

@ 1 [JNo = SKIP to I3e
2] Yes

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

tCJNo.eenss SKI
2 ) Don't know } P to Check item E
3] Yes
b. Did the person return the (cor/motor vehicle)?
V[ Yes
2 Neo
Is Box | or 2 marked in 13f?
CHECK [TINo ~ SKIP to I5a
ITEM E

O Yes

¢ Was the (purse/wallet/monay) on your person, for instance,
in o pocket or being held by you when it wos tcken?

c. Whot did they try to take? Anything else?
* {Mark all thot apply)

1 [ Purse

2["]Wallet or mon»v.

a[jcCar .

4[] Other motor vehicle

s ] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
& ] Don"t know

2[JNo

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13f)
CHECK [} Yes — SKIP to 16a
ITEM F

I No

@

7 [] Other — Specify,

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
CHECK or money? (Box | or 2 marked in {3c)

ITEM.C [ No ~ SKIP to 18a
[JYes

o~

Was the (purse/wollet/maney) on your persen, for
instance in o pocket or being held?

@ ! DY“} SKIP to 18a

2{3Ne

+ @ What did hoppen? (Mark all thot apply)

150, Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
that was taken?
INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cosh, and enter 30 for
stolen checks ond credit cards, even if they were used,

b, How did you decide the value of the property that was
stolen? (Mark all that apply)

1 3 Original cost
2 [T} Replacement cost

3 [] Personal estimate of current value
& {7 Insurance report estimate

5[] Police estimate
6 [J Don’t know

7 {Z] Other — Specify

1 (] Autacked W 1éd. Was cll'nr part haf the s'olo; money or property recovered,
2 {T] Threatened with harm except for anything received from insurance?
3 [ Attempted to break Into house or garage v [ None } SKIP to I7a
4[] Attempted to break Into car z[JAN
s {T] Harassed, ar abusive | 9 ﬁ(", 3 [JPar
6 [J Damaged or destroyed propérty 180 be What was recovered?
d hre d to damage or
ﬁeswory pro‘:"e;t): ‘ Cash:$ .
8 [[] Other ~ Specify and/or
Propeity: (Mark all that apply)
2 o [T] Cash only recovered ~ SKIP to 17a
f. What was token? Whot else? 1 [ Purse
Cash: § — | £90 ] :g z::le‘
and/or
. Property; (Mark all that apply) 4[] Other motor véhicle
T o [T} Only cash taken — SKIP to 14c s [7] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
1+ [ Purse 6 [7] Other — Specify
2] Wallet
3] Car
4 ] Other motor vehicle c. Whot was the value of the property recoversd (excluding
» ] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered cash)?
&[] Other ~ Specify s . [
FORM NCE-4 (8:23:73 Page IS N
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‘ } ‘! Survey Instruments 81
! 80 Criminal Victiniization Surveys in Cincinnati ‘ B
_ .7 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved | N % -
17a. Was theie any insurance aguinst theft? 200, WND* the police Informed of this incident in ony way? ; 0.M.8, No, 41-R2662; Approval Expires ::":‘;:E:Z:
1 No ol 4 CVS-101 UsSs DEPARTMENT v
'O Noweees SKIP to 18a 2d Don't know ~ SKIP to Check ltem G ; NOTICE. - Your report to the Census Bureau is :cnﬂdenélal‘b: :‘1?-"1.": $OCIAL AND ECONE“J‘L‘:;‘:LAJ"S:»‘«‘:zsc‘S&u-
2 [Z] Don't know 0 Yes — Who told them? N ! T fiie IJ.dU.S. i:d:l;J;fn;yr:re:l::;‘smln)] Z&:’Jﬁ'ﬂ. ensuy
3 ) Household member ) i employees and inay
3] Yes 4[] Someone eclse SKIP to Check ftem G 3 1. IDENTIFICATION CODES
= s% Police on scene } o Check em > TFsU[b Seement |c. Line Mo [d Panel e OCC EY
b. Was this loss reported to an insuronce compony? ] COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURY
b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to oA
@ CNe..... s+ the police? (Hark all that apply) S T isriewer 3 Tbial nomber CITY SAMPLE
2 ("} Don't know SKIP to 18a 1 [Z] Nothing could be dené ~ lack of proof SR " code ) Incidents (2) Incident sheets
b 2"} Did not think it important eriough !
a[JYes . 3} Police wouldn't want to be bothered B S
W T :4 {_} Did not want to take time — too inconvenfent k : , 'NTRODUC;:?N from the U.S. Bureau of the Census.
c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 5 [T} Private or personal matter, did not want to report Jt SR Good morning (alterncon). I'm Mi(s.) am (;:‘;’SJ;: 16 extent lo which businesses are victims of
1 [ Not yet settled ¢ L1 Did not want to get involved T We are conducting 2 survey in Iis wen 8 W2 R how much crine there Is and where It 1s
¥ 8 ! The Govemme
SKIP to 18a 7 {] Afraid of reprisal : : busglaries and/or tobberies. UL have an impact on the crime problem. You can help by
2CJNo .. .ens, 8 [} Reported to someone else i lo plan and adm!nlslell pm’ulms which will hav
g [} Other — Specify ! answering some questions for me,
a{JYes - |
s this person 16 years or older? i Part § « BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS artments o
d. How much was recovered? ICTHEEMC'(; [J No — SKIP to Check Item H : ; oo 7s e ssabllshmsal awned of o9 1ed 25 an Incorparaled 1. B:::er;y;:::seLies:;:llollO":'ﬂ ud:lg“ls idll;lly
INT;RVI]EWIER"— {l{ przper:ty’ replaced ‘l:yrlnsurc}nce - D [T} Yes — ASK 2ia 3 business? :’,,e:m ::g:::ithnl during !h|712 mon
compdny. instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate . bid b ot th inci : = §KIP lo 3 ———
compny lndof o e D o e e i o | e oo F—————
2 usineys
2] Yes } ’ Section V of the segmen fofder, Il not
§ d? d, Complete a soparate
: b. How is this business owned or operate Siraady liste arate
b What was the job? : L] questicnnaire for each one that la
@ | 1 (] Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a~e — SKIP to i 1 [T} individual proprietorship a sample line.
18a. Eid any Iu;ulheheld n::ml:;r lose any time from work - : b than described in NCS-3 1 28 Check ltem H ‘ { : g Z:"“"::: Continue intarview ONLY It 2
ecouse of this incident 2 ‘erent than described in <3 items 28a-e¢ 5 e 3 vern - )
, e 5 e ation” T DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND ANY
: (7) o[INo~SKIPtoi% ¢ For w’humt did you work? {'Namc): of company, business, s " INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COM
L organization or other employer] : o 4 [J Other = Specily handise
; & our approximate sales of merchan
Yes — How mony membeu?;, o . !rl:d.}:"’,:cgylpls rfgm services at this establishment
i s for the previous 12 months ending
: d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV ; ) tablishment? (Estimate annual sales and/or recefpts if not in
‘ e and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm) i 3. Da you (the owner) operate mare than one establishm business for entire 12 months.)
; b, How much time was lost altogether? l I I ’ ; 1 C]ves 1 [ None
; - i SR 2] No
: [~ Under $10,000
1 Less than | da e Were you - : i ate this establishment at 2
@ 0 Y 1 (7] An.employes of a PRIVATE company, business or ' . Did you {the quner) ?If:'enliu 12 month period 3 [] $10,000 10 324399
2{J1-54da L Indivlduur for wages, solary of cur‘nn{iuio s? f 2 lh‘;l focation during H 4{7]325.000 to $49,999
; > oars : ’ " ; ending —————— $50,000 10 $99,999
: 37610 days 2{Z] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federcl, State, county or local)? i ‘ \IYes : EJ] o o0 e 299,999
: . 3 [TJSELF.-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional . .. Hew many monlhs during Months $500,000 10 $799,999
. 2[1Ne Y 0
i a3 Over 10 days proctice or farm? I Y . th2 designated period? 5[] $4,000,000 and aver
; . 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? Other = Specily
A s{—] Don't know . -} y ¢ farm oy 5. Excluding you (the owner)(the Dlttpm_) huv.l 3 [] Othe
i 19a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? « ‘What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical W | ' many paid employees did this average INTERVIEWER USE ONLY
. For example, wos a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clark, typist, former) ; during the 12 month period ending
: damoged, or domage done to g car, etc.? 819 9a, Record of interview
: . None L]
1 No — SKIP to 20a CTT1 'rl s D20 er mare (1) Date
: t[INo ~ 0 g- What ware your most important activities or duties? (For example: I a1 Name of respondent
v 2{}Yes typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.) e Tals 2y N
i b, (Was/were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? i 6a, What do yoiu tlnnswg,?your kind of business {37 Title of respondent,  +
) BRIEFLY summarize this incldent ] 1o be at this facation OFFICE USE OALY
; @ 1] Yes ~ SKIP 10 19d CHECK ' of in:idents.m' rize this Incldent or series {4) Telephone ‘ng code‘Numbor Extension
; ITEMH "
‘ :0N v b. Mark (X) ono box b. Reason for.non-interview
c. :’i:’:u;x:;};':;?‘l%h cost to repair or reploce the k; 5 RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A i besiness at and of
- ; L 1 [, Food € ] Ourable = fﬂ?:.‘;“pifﬁ,", Bot unable 1o contact.
. g . 2 (2] Eating and drinking £ ] Nonduirable 2 [7) Refusal .nd,{n b;:lnc’n;s at end of survey petiod
2 Other Type A — Specily
s . -s SKIP to 200 » : 37 General merchandise REAL ESTATE 0 Y 7
Bon* Look at 12¢ on Incident Report. Is there an . 4 [ Appare!
X [ Don't know CHECK entry for *‘How many?"* Sy s L:J Furniture and G ] Apaniments
‘Be How much was fhe repair or replacement cost? - ITEMI Ds“ A LI appliance ] Other real sstate TYEP]E 8 ant ot in business at end
i es — Be sure you have on lricident Report . : ber, hardware, 4[] Present occup.
Y. x [CINo cost or don't know - SKIP to 20a = for each ’;JH member 12 yeors of gze s 0 habie home Gealsis 1 [T SERVICE of survey petiod.
" of over who was robbed, harmed, or = 2] Automative s [} Vacant or closed soncih
. , threatened in this incident, 7 f‘ , + 0] Drug and prosristary 3 ] BANKS f[:l°"‘" Type B (Sensonal, etc.) = Speclly
$ ’ l{suth;sf'xhe ltan Incident Report to be B B » [ Liquot ] TRANSPORTATION
. N tied for this person? N -
b «. Whe poid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? CHECK 4 A [7] Gasoline service s - Speclly. TYPE C
3 (Mark all thot apply)’ ITEM J [JNe ~ Go to next Incident Report. ; e [ stations L EALL oTHER e 7 [0] Occupled by nonflstable activity
! - [JYes—1is xbhls the last HH member i B [ Other retail o [ Demollshed
i ' Household member to be interviewed? RS o . _ " .
i - [ No — Interview next KH member, o ¢ WHOLESALE . s CJOther Trpe € = Specllyy
- z[JLandlord [ Yes ~ END ENTERVIEW, Enter CoY © (] buratle _
: total nunber of Crime E o.[C]Nondurable
N ; 3 [ Insurance ‘ In?ldenl Reports filled for : =
, 4[] Other = Specify . lo’;r sthhecg:tﬁgfl if'J'CnSe-f'i" 1 ¢
I FORM NES-4 {6:20:71} Psge 16 L RO LI DS :
[ i
i i f ’
]
(W ; e
. ) ! i D
. t
!
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5 o 82 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati Survey Instruments 83
. 0.M.8, No, 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977
Part |} —~ SCREENING QUESTIONS roRw cvs 101 R u.s. nana}wgnr c:srﬁgsu:g:f":
K TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 B SOCIAL AND ECONDMIC STAT :
Now 1'd like to ask some questions about particular kinds of theft or altempted theft. . OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE INCIDENT REPOR.:: 2.OF THE CENSU! i
These questions refer only to this establishment for the 12 month period b i and ending . INCIDENT REPOAT FOR EACH INCIDENT. COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
10. During this period did anyone break into or some- 18. Wiy hasn't this establiskment ever been Insured against “IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMPLE c
how filegally get into this place of business? burglary and/c: robbery? TP To Seamemt | <. Lina No. | & Panel Je, DCC |V Wneident INCIDENT NUMBER )
- 1 {7] Coutdn't atford it h Ne. ‘ Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
1777 Yes — How many times? —— - Numbes 2] Couldn't gex anyone to'insure you e is covered by this poge D
{Fiit an tpcident Report for each) 3 (] Did't need 4t beinal Ta. Weie you, the owner, of any employee injured in s E
2[TINo .t % Self-Insured I:du ::,}f.,l‘h“ durlng the (luz;:?,o:‘;h:msnmg questions ident, sericusly enough to require medical attention? [
- 5 Premium too expensive. A
10-15 for description of crime).
11, (Other than the incidentfs) just mentioned,) during this 6] Other — Specity 5 §[7) Yes — How many? ——— [Number T
i 1. In what month did this (did the fizst) incident happen?
petlod.did anyone find a door jimmied, a lock forced, PN ] ot x L Ot 2 [T} Ne = SKIF 1092
or any other signs of 2n ATTEMPTED break-in? ; E é:r; ; % M:; : r)iu:. 5 Nov-. - . Q
lSajV‘hat security meatsu{es, b. When \‘me Lhese 1[0 Mar. s (] June 9 [7] Sept. c ] Dee. b. How many of lhem :::)Lend"l:\?: umber "
Number it any, are present a securily measurps
1£7] Yes — How many times? c—mipm this l&eaﬁun row,-1o tirst installed 2. About what time:ld :: P:lppl.lz?s . b
{FIlt an incident Repait lor each) | protect It-4gainst . or otherwise ,f’ (] a‘(’"’l“ht"& ‘:'“ > ! 6":"“.) P 3. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did
2["INe burglary and/or robbery? undestaken? . 2116 pume — Midiighy this business pay for any of the medical expenses not o]
3 . Enter the /! a1 md'nl'.m 63.m, covered by a regulas heaith benefits program? R
12. During this peiiod were you, the owner, or any geproprlate \ode 4] Don't know what time at night + [ Yes — How much . [’—ﬂ T
employee held up by anyone using a weapon, given bolow. 5 {7 Don't know . was paid? S o A
force or threat of force on these premises? a. Mark (X) all that apply I Whewe 413 this Tncidont take place? 2 No
1} Yes ~ How many times? e——n Number + [0 Alarm aystem - outside —— ' E S:‘l;umxe of business 37 Don't know
N - H HOZINE s v e v s vansasanny ST © k
{Fill an Incident Report tor each) 3 [7] Enroute to bank 82, DId any deaths occur as a result of this incident?
2 TNe 2[C] Central alarm « v sy 0w anas 4 ] Other — Specily VT Yes
l i . e1, of any employes present while this No < SKIP fo 15
t 13, (Other than the incident(s) already mentioned,) 3 Df:‘é’::ﬂ:zw?:;::::f g’ru:lre‘s ! lnecrledey:l“wllh:o‘:::zll'r:ll Y empioyee ¢ mLL L -
did anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or BBIES, B1Ce 4 v et s s onnnn M b. Who was killeg? ¢. How. many?
|ainy employm by uslglng force of lh{’calenln; to . I:J N:‘_ SKIP 10 10 iMark (X) all that apply}
arm you while on these p 4[] Guard, watchman ca sy b v
Number 3] Don't know L{T10wner(s) oo vit v nasarenns
1177 ves — How many times? womm—msm s IWatchdog vovyvnvnnonan
: TR 5a. Did:the person holding you up have a weapon or something , e beeeeaees
(FHl an incident Report for each) &[] Firearms . that vuspused as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench? 2{71 Employees
; 2 'No AR 1] Yes I[J1Customers s u e ahinesan
3 7 Cameras. covsoosvronasy 2 N .
14. (Other than the incident(s} just mentioned,) during o N E] Bon't know - SKIP to 62 4" tinnocent bystander(s) .+ 4. ous
¢ this period were you, the owner, or any employee held up BLAMIIONS, ¢ oo ersossonrns 51~ Offendarts) o
; while delivering merchandise or cartying business money < b. What was the weapon? o L R TR
outside the business? s locks suuinaiinaninn, 1 [} Gun STPOlEE iy ots
4 T Comply with National 2[_] Knife N
R Number Banking Act (For 3] Other ~ Specity 7{77 Other - Speclly.7
1} Yes — How many limes? cmremmep. Banks oAy} o ov vh v e ani s Trotved T e e crime?
{Fill an incident Repart lor each} — 6a. How many persons were involved in committing crim
2, "Ne 8 L7 Quber = Spectly ¥ 1 [] One - Continue with 6b below
! 18 e }smp 0 68 SKIP to 150
15, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,} did o 4] Four or mare o, o the oftensd o7, aTiomot 1o enter. ov vemaia fa this
anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or 2ny c {7 None $£5] Don'c know — SKIP 10 72 B e offender enter, atlempt to enter, of ¢ n
employee while delivering merchandise or canying establishment illegalty?
" business money outside the business? Codes for use in item 19b b. Fow o1d would you say the person was? L yes
; Number LESS THAR.1 YEAR AGO MORE Tit7¥ 1 YEAR ' £ Under 12 [ 18-20 . if“ - 7
H t Yes — How many limes? ——m—es- } - January 7 = July D = 1=2 years ago 0] 1214 s 128 or over
N s - 'tk Disconti ! Incident 1, . Entor at the top of
P - tFilf an {nctdent Report for each} 2 - February 8 = August AC] 1517 's f']| D;n t know m/]sst;:ge:(:o'gzy% sggpoc-nu?ggg;' 35'332 ‘:ncl;enl;‘;: s
! - 2~ 3 1 )
: 2z No 3 ~ March 9 - September E = 2-5yeats azo & ?E‘:&&"“n male of female Z:anee, ncul:t’;,egleol ‘Iyncldonls in "EI;I of! ),hpage 1, and go
: 162 Is this establishment insured against,burgulary and of 4 - April A - October F = More than 5 2] Female :?e‘few'gg"léfum’ ‘o page T and mmp,e‘,:“ems Sott
roblery by means other than self-insurance? . 5 - May 8 — Novembar years ago 3 ] Don't know 8,.and 9 and end the intetview.
17 Yes Y
" o . S e € 7 December N 11, Did the offender(s) actually get in ot Just try to get In?
.. 0 17a 1 .-
by 3% Don't kno} 20, INTERVIEWER Were there *'0*' Incidents 2 [ Black? SKiP 1o 72 r 777 Actually gotn
b. Does the insurance also cover other types of crime fosses, CHECK ITEM reported in 10157 1 (7] Other? - Specily e 2 {77 Just tried to get in
i such as vandalism ¢ shoplifting and employee theft? ) ves -Delac'i‘tollr::i’l,df:lm};ep&l’l's, 4[] Don't know T Wor T 3 Bk wicion Toaven ock. sl ov
. - . Was there a broken window, broken loc m,
v :: Skip o 192 conlsn{:e wﬂan Item a . How ofd would you say the youngest person was? other evidence that the alle‘ndey(s) toced ((ried to force)
- id' 1 ) Under 12 Al 18~20 . his {their) way in?
T17a. Has this establishment ever been insured against D3 No—Ener numbor of Incidents o 20 12-14 s ] 21 or ever - SKIP to 6g R
0 e
: burglary and or robbery by means other than Contimue with TSt craent s 1517 6 [C1Don't know -
el ivsuance? il 1. How oid would you say the oldest person was? 2L No — SKiP o 14
. -y, - ! ;
* - N?__ SKiP io 18 ’ NOTES 1 [ Under 12 a[C]18-20 13. What was the evidence? ./atark ail that apply} i
12! 20 -
i 3"7 Don't know — SKIP 1o 192 :E |§_:; :8 Dn:"x ol:nrw 1 {77 Broken lock ot window
2 {7} Forced door
b. Did the insurance also cover other fypes of crime losses, | g. Ware they male or female? + T Alarm SKIP to 15a
such as vandalism or shoplilting and employee thelt? VAl mate M Bg"'f and femate 4153 Oiher Specity
= AN female . on't know {3 Other —
Toed — 8
2L Ne h. Were they - : 14, How did the olfender(s) get in (try to get in)?
? 1+ [ Only white? tocked d
¢. Did yau”drop the insurance ot did the company cancel 23 Only black? . 1 [ Through unlocked door ur windew
® - your policy? R 307 Ol 2 [ Had a key
. " y other? ~ Specity -
R t {7} Businessman dropped it ..y iy o s SKIP 10 198 . % Same bination? - Specily 3 ] Other = Specity
2 [ Insurance company canceiled policy . . D Don’t know ’ 0 Don't know
FORM CVS 10) 17-1 1721 Pl‘ﬂ 2
Page 3
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cinclnnati

N

" INCIDENY REPORT ~ Continved ©" I

15a. Was anything damaged but nof taken in this incident?

example, a fock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc.

For 118a. Did you, the awner, or any employee here lose dny time
1 of this incident?

'mm work Number

tO] Yes - ~ i
2] Ne — SKIP to 164 1L Yes - How n‘:ny people? ———s- /s
i 2[C}No .~ SKIP ti 193

b, Was (were) the damag d item{s) repaired or replaced? : -
V{73 Yes — SKIP to 15¢ ’ b. How many wark diys were lost altogethei?
2CINe 1 O] Latss than # llay

¢. How much would it cos! 1o repalr of replace the damages? 2[J1e-5d .
(Estinate) t Cl1-s ders ’ !

3{J6-10 days : Days

s }SK/P to 150 4[JOver 10 daysi—How many? ——s| -
% [T] Don’t know )

5[] Doa't know

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the d.
s .

v ] No cost < KIP to!16a
x ] Don*t know™ ;

?
: 13a, Were any security tteasures taken after thii, incident to
protect the establivhment from future incidents?

1177 Ves

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs of replacement?
{Mark (X) all that apply} b
1 [[] This business
2 [} Insurance
3 7] Owner of Buliding {lhndtord)
4 {] Other — Specily

2 [ No — SKIP 1o 208

b. What measures weré taken?

tMark (X) all that a2ply)

1. [J Alarm sy stem + outside ringing ‘
2 [} Central alarm |

5[] Don't know

3 ] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,; 3
rs on windoyl, etc. i

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money
belonging to customers or store persoanel)
1 {7 Yes — What was the

total valve? —s- §
2{INo

—

4[] Guard, watchmin vf
s ] Watch dog i
&[] Firearms

7] Cameras i

supplies? (Exclude personal property belonging to
customers or store personnel.)
1 [73 Yes — What was the

total value? —-»- S .

27 No ~SKIP Lo 17a Il answer to 16a
Is yes; otherwise SKIP o 18a

b. Did the offender(s) lake any merchandise, equipment o

e {_] Mirrors :
9 [ Locks
A [] Other - Spoclly_’,

i

¢. How was the value determined?
1 {7] Originat cost
2 [} Replacement cost
3[7) Other — Specity

{30, Was this Incident repiited to the pollce‘l*;
1 [C]Yes - SKIP 10 41 3

2{ 71N> 3

17a, How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

s .=

v [] None ~ Why not?
1 {7] Didn'i report it
2 [[] Dees not have insurance
3] Not settted yet

| 4[] Policy has a deductible
i s [T] Money andfor merchandise was recovered

‘% [ Don't know

b. What was the reascn {)is incident was nnl%
to the police? 4

§
{Mark (%) all that-apply) 1
t {77 Police already kiiew: of the incident |
i
f

2 {77 Nothing Could be done = fack of proaf:

reparted

¥
i

3% 7 Did not think It lihporlmx enocugh v
471 Did not want to b:“)lh!' police :
s [} Did not want 10 tike the time

6 {77 Did net want to ll‘:\l involved ¥
70 Atraid of reprisal

b. How much, if any, of the stolen maney and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

s .

v
L None. w} SKIP to 188

X 3 Don’t kno

8] Reported ta someghe efse )\

9 (T Other = Speclly7l. 4

2. INTERVIEWER N 15 this the last Incident ke

c. By what mcans was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

1 [] Police

2] Other — Specify

CHECK ITES Report to be completed?
1 res — Roturn to page 1 any
N complelte {tems 1912},
8, 9, and end interview,

[} flo = FIN the next Incident,
. Report, g

{NOTES

2
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT,

IDENTIFICATION CODE

7:

rorm CYS.101 U,S: DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
{11730

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
BUREA

U OF THE CENSUS
INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

a, PSU B, Segment e, Line No. d, Panel Je, DCC

.

Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
is covered by this poge

- incident ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER

You said that during the 12 months begianing
and ending__.______ (refer fo screening questions
10-15 for description of ctime).

Ta.

Were you, the owner, or any employee Injured in this
incident, seriously enough to require medical attention?

1 {] Yes — How many? ., [Number

2 (7] 6 p.m, — Midnight

3 [] Midnight ~ & a.m.

4[] Don't know what time at night
5 [ Don't know

w

. Where did this Incldent take place?
1 [ At this place of business
27} On dellvery
3 [] Enraute to bank
4[] Other — Specity.

1. In what month did this (did the first) incident happen?
B B BAL sHe 10t - un
3 {7} Mar, &[] June 9 ) Sept, €[] Dee. b, !(nu many of g!m‘m ::.ly":,]"]??. Number
2. ‘About what time did it happen? v e
' = %:?:hih(itym,(?é":,;f pum) 8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of & hospital, did

this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular health benefits program?

Yey — How much -
1Ove waspaid? S .
2] Ne

3 [C] Don't know

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this
Incident was occuring?

V[ Yes

2[JNo —SKIP to 10

3 [ Don't know

o

.

5a, Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something
that was used as a weapon, such as a:bottle or wrench?
1] Yes

2] No
3 [C] Don't know SKiP to 6a

b. What wzs the weapon?
1] Gun
2] Knife
3 ] Other - Specify

6a. How many persons were [nvolved In committing the crime?
1 1 f#ne — Continue with 6b below

Did any deaths occur as a result of this Incident?
1] Yes
2 [T} No = SKIP to 152

Who was killed?
(Mark {X) all that apply)

¢. How many?

s Owner{s) o0 cuennn

2[JEmployees . covevnnsionse

3] Customers L ovienininaaion

4 7] Innocent bystander{(s).. .. s . s

S[JOffendes(s) s s savcraveanss

—“HZMO=-0N0Z —

-0 TVma

6 JPolice, . ciivaniaaivresrs

7] Other - Speclly_’

2 Two
3 % Tiree SKIP 1o 6 SKIP to 150
$LI Peieor more id th enter, attempt to enter, of remaln in this
5 (7] Don't know — SKIP 10 7a 10. Did the ?"'"?‘I:u"";? emp '
b, How old would you say the person was? 1O Yes
[} Under 12 4 18~20
zE]jl;.‘-:: sSII or over ZDN°7
] 1517 &[] Don't know Discontinve use of incident Report. Enter at the top of
this sheet *‘Out ol Scope~Larceny,* erase incident
¢. Was the person male or female? number, change the 1o scy 10-15,
changs number of incidents In item 19(1), page 1, and go
t Dl rale 0 0 the next reported Incldent. If no other incidents
2[7] Femate are reported, raturn to page 1 and complete items 19(2)
3 [C] Don"t know 8, and 9 and end the interview.
4. "“ h:h(lsl:;) - 11, Did the offender(s) actually get in or just try to get in?
2 (:D] Black? SKIP 1o 78 t [ Actually got In
1 [ Other? - Specity 2 [ Juse tried to get in
412 Con't know 12, Was there a broken window, broken lock, atirm, or any
e, How old would you say the youngest pesson was? :‘M(r‘ hovlhl)nnce %I\;l the offender(s) forced (tcled to force)
1 [] Under 12 « [} 18-20 s (their) way In
2 12~14 s 2} ot over — SKIP to &g
s% 15=17 a% Don't know 10 ve !
- 2] No = SKiP to 14
{. How old would you say the oldest person was?
1 7] Under 12 4[] 18-20 13, What was the eviderice? (Mark a// that apply)
8!1 14 s [7] 20 ot over ¢
2 -
1 15-17 & (7] Don’t know 1. [T] Broken lock or window
2 [T] Forcad door
2. Wero they male ot female? . SKIP to 154
1 [T Al mate 3 [ Male and femate 2 {3 Atarm
2[C1All female 4 [Z] Don't know 4 {T] Other — Specliy
h. Were they - 14, How did the offender(s) ot In {try fo got In)?
_ ] Only white? e locked Indow
2 (71 Only black? . 1 [J Through unlocked door or windo!
* a[) Only other? - Specily 2 ] Had a key
4[] Soms.combination? - Specity 3 7] Other — Specity
8 ] Don't know 4] Don"t know
Page 5
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: AR INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continved TAANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 R i soCIAL Aug E‘?:Z:E:EE ;ﬁ:ﬁ::zé:: 5‘5';':?{
. F THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
: 15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? For |18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time o INCIDENT REPORT 1
! INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.
; exampie, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc. from work because of this Incident? Nomber ENT . IAL CRINE VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
; 10 Yes 1 7] Yes = How many people? ——s- IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMPLE c
. 2 ) No —SKIP to 16a 2[J No - SKIP (o 19a o. PSU b. Segment c, Line No, d. Panel |e. DCC | “\:Idem INCIDENT NUMBER 1
B M 0.
§ b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? ‘ Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
; 1 [[] Yes - SKIP to 15 b. How many work days were lost altogether? i is coverad by this page D
2N 1 [ Less than | day You sald that during the 12 months beginning ____ 7a, Were you, the owner, or any employee Injured in this E
i and ending._..___ {reler to screening questicns incident; seriously enough to require medical attentfon? N
H ¢. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2[J1-5 days 10-15 tor description of crime).
{Estimate) 3 [J6-10 days Bavs L. In what month did this (did the lirst) Incident happen? 1 [ Yes — How many? " [Number T
s R ) G 4[] Over 10 days ~ How many? ——»- ‘ o Tt A G = oo 200 Ne - SKIP fo 5
x [] Don't know s ] Don’t know . 3] Mar. s [J june 9 (] Sest. <[] Dec. b. How many of |r,ﬁ sh;yed ;n’, Number R
er ?
- d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages? 19a. Were any security measures: taken after this Inc’ldenl to & ?ggh‘“ IE::: :ld :ls h:gfm?s pum.) pital overnight or longer E
¥ ring 34 o - o]
; s . protect the establishment from future Incidents? : At night {6 pum. — 6 2.m.) 8. Of those recelving treatment in or out of a hospital, did P
VTt o P o1 Qe = DAy i e o ot o bt s 0
3 i ~ 6 a,m. s program
x [ Don't know 2 (] No — SKIP t0.208 4 E D:vnr"xv‘kr:ow whu’:‘ﬂmﬂ at night v y.;y_ No: much ? . R
- 0. Who paid or will pay for the repairs ur replacement? " 8 [] Don't know waspaid? S__.._ . ., ' T
: (Mark (X) all that epply) b ":“k”';"";ﬁh:'m ‘7"““' 3. Whese did this incident take place? 2] No
i‘ 1 [O] This business (Mark (X) apply} 1 [T] At this place of business 3] Don’t know
2 [ Insurance ! 1 [[) Alarm system — outside ringing : = gﬂ de’z“:;yba k
:g g:‘n:-u;::cl;;iymt (landtord) 2] Centrat alarm . : El] o;‘;::::sml?y ) Sa. Did any deaths occur.as a result of this incident?
5[] Don't know 3 [ Reinforcing devices, prates, gates, 4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this 1 ver
rs on window, etc. . b r 27} No = SKIP to 152
b Incident was occuring?
D s Tt | 1D o o e o i o v
; s [ Watch dog 2 No -~ SKIP to 10 {Mark (Xx) all that apply)
O] Yes = "olm ::I:u:l;c R m &[] Firearms 3 [7] Don’t know V[C]Owner(s) vl -
2[INe 7 [ Cameras S5a. Did the person holding you up have a weapon of something 2] Employees v e v se.s. e, .
b. Did the offender(s) take any merchandi ipment ot a [ Micrors thal was used as a weapon, Such as a bottle or wrench? A
pplies? (Exclude { property beionging, to 9 ] Locks +[T] Yes I[JCustomers o c.eiyianionnn
2 N
customers or store personnel.) A ] Other -Speclly.;, 3 8 D:,,.‘ k,,,;} SKIP to 6a 4[] Innocent bystander{s) .« o iy
1 [ Yes —~ What was the : h
tal value? —a- $ . b. What was the weapon? 5[] Offenden(s) s v v vosiasaenss
No = SKIP to'17a it to 162 1 [] Gun .
=0 is y“;o o':’mf::vsl;’”’ow 182 2 E Knife 6 Pollcescviicaniaininnna
- . Was this incideut reported to the police? 3 [7] Other — Specify 73 Other — Specity o
¢ ?E;:[‘J::’:::: deterni=2d? ) ] Yes — SKIP to 21 64, How many persons were involved in committing the crime?
2 [] Replacement coxt 2(JNe ; 8 g:::‘ Coatinue with 6t below
3 ) Other — Speclly b. What was the reason this incident was not reported :8 :-::f,:, ,m,,} SKIP to 62 SKIP o 150
17a. How much, if any, of the stalen money and/or properly to.the police? § s ] Don't know ~SKIP to0.7a 10. Did the offender enter, attempt to enter, or remain in this
was recovered by insurance? (Mark {X) ail that apply} establishment illegally?
s . 1 ] Police aiready knew of the incident f b, :‘I‘S ‘:Jl:d:?u'[: you say t:’g‘:;g’;:“’ 1] Yes
v ] None ~ Why not? 2J Nothing could be done ~ Jack of proof . 2[712-14 s [C] 2t orover 2[]Ne 7
; ) f 3] 15=17 6 ] Doa’t know Discontir d 5
1 [J Dich't repore it 3 [T] 0id not think it important encugh - WD p [:I| m,‘:‘s’ga:;l?-ngg/s'gcwl,:f[f,gm.-Eg:'.":;‘%’é?:.:’t‘m of
2.[] Does not have insurance 4[] Did not want 1o bother police % ¢. Was the person male or female? number, change the o q 10-15,
3 [ Not seisled yer . ¢ 1 [JMate change number of Incidents In item 19(11 page 1, and go
£ Policy h 'd ductib) $ 7] D:d not wani to take the time £ 2[] Female :;'olgalhalf"g"’ﬁd’(o”&dplam“’,’"";d ”ul}: Io'{"'"”""ld:";;)
4 o as a deductible A s n 0e 1 and T ate /tems
s Mon::and/or merchandise was recovered & 1 Did not want to get involved 3 [} Den't know 8, anc § and ond the interview. P v
. ) d. Was he (she) - ” -
x 7] Don't know 7 [ Alraid of repeisat 'O Wh(llei) 11, Did the oftender(s) actuaily get in o just try to get in?
b. How much, Ildlny. of the stolen money and/or property 8 7] Reported to someone else 2] Black? skip 17 1 ] Actualty gox in
was recovered by means olhﬂln insurance? » (] Other - Specity 3 (] Other? - Specity. 078 2 Just tried to g8t In
E . 4 Don't know -
v [ None ] HS old would ysu say the youngest person was? 12. ':.y,‘ !herllda m:h. "g 7;"“,7',&”“;’ 'I Mk’d'lt' ;:J i
N u other evidence that the offender(s) forced (lried to force
x [J Don't know} SKIP 10162 - INTERVIENER | 1z s the fast Incident 1 [ Unider 13 o[ 18-20 his (thels) way in? ¢ : foree)
eport ta- be completed? 2 1214 5 21 or over = SKIP to 6g
< B% nl;tll ;o:ms. ::; the stolen money and/or [] Yes — Return t0-page 1 and 3 E 1517 ‘B Do’ know 1O Yes
property 4 " complete items 1g(2), 2[JNo—~SKIP to 14
1 [ Potice- . 8, 9, and end interview. (. How old would you say the oldest parson was? -
- [T} No = Flll the next incident 1 {T] Under 12 4[] 1820 ]
2] Other — Specity Ridhe ! 8 Under : 8 L 13. What was the evidence? (wark all that apply)
T 3 1517 & ] Don’t know 1 ] Brokan lock or window
g. Weie they male o lemale? 4[] Foread door SKIP 161 ‘
Al ¢ S H
1 [C] Al male 3T Moo and female 3] Atarm ‘
2 ] All female 4[] Don't know 4[] Other ~ Specily ;
h. W, - :
v ) '.ll:.l g':ﬂ, white? 14.. How did the offandes(s) get in (try to get in)? H
) 5 1 (] Only black? 1 [ Through unlocked dogr or window {L
. = « 3 ] Only other? - Specity B 2] Had a key § :
‘. 4[] Some combination? ~ Specity 3 [ Other — Specify N
F i 5 7] Oon't know ) ) 4 ] Don't know :
. o PORM CVE 101 (7-1)278) g Page 6 Page 7 :
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

271 INCIDENT REPORT — Continued ,, . = . -~ - -

152, Was anything damaged but not {aken In this incident? For
example, 2 lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc,
1] Yes
2[J No ~SKIP 1o 16a

18a. Did you, the owner, ur any employee h;;e I ,
fram work because of this inciderrl? ose 2ny tne

t ] Yes — How many people? ——p
2[JNo —SKIP to 19a

Number

v [) No cost — SKIP to 16a
X ] Don't know

e. Who paid or will pay for the répairs or replacement?
(Mark (X) all that apply)
t [J This business
2[7] Insurance

. 3] Owner of Bullding {!andlord)
4[] Other — Specity
5 {T] Don’t know

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclud
belonging to customers or sytare pzrsor(m:lc)u ¢ money
1 ) Yes ~ What was the
total value?—>-S___ = | E
2[TJNo

b. Did the offender(s) lake any meschandise, equipment o
supplies? (Exclude personal property helon%lni {o '
customers or store personnel.)

1 JYes — Whal was the
total vajue? —s-S___. . @

2] No — SKIP to 17a If answer {0 f6a
1s yes; olherwise SKIP to 18a

1] Yes
2 (] No — SItIP 10 20a

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) ired o replaced? -

;8 ::s ~ SKIP to 15¢ b. How many work days. were lost allogether?

t ] Less than | day

<. How much would it cost to repai ? i

et pair or replace the dam;ges. 2[] 15 days

s . 3] 6-10 days ) Days

SKIP 10 150 4 [ Over 10 days — How many? ——»

x [3 Don’t know 5[] Don't know 7

d. How much did it cost ta repair or replace the d ges? 19. ¥
— . Wese any security measures taken after this
s .‘ protect the establish from future incid lncy(denl o

b, What measures were taken?
{Mark (X) all‘ ‘that apply)
1 [ Alarm system — outside ringing
2] Central alarm

3 U] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, elc.

4 ] Guard, watchman
S [] Watch dog

6 [[] Firearms

7{] Cameras

8 [] Mirears

8 [J Locks

A [] Other - Speclly7

¢. How was the value determined? 2

1 [T] Original cost
2 [C] Replacement cost
3 [] Other — Specity

17a. How much, if any, of the stol
was recovered by'insuunce? e money and/or property

s [w]
v [ Nene — Why not?,
1 Oidn’ repor it
2 [] Does not have insurance
3 Not seutled yer
4[] Policy has a deductible

s (O] Money and/for merchandise was recovered
X ] Don’t know

b, How much, if any, of the stolen mons and
was recovered by means other than lnysuvan/:e'7m”"y

s .

0a. Was this incident reporied to the police?
1 Yes ~SKiP to 21
2{INo

b. What was the reason this Incident was not teported

to the police?
(Mark (X) all thay apply)

1 [Z] Police alteady knew of the incident

2 {7} Nathing could be done —~ fack of proaf
3{7] P1d nat think it important enough

4 [[] Did not wans to bother poljce

5[] Did not want to take the time

6 [ Did not want o get invalved

7 [ Afraid of reprisal

?D Reported to someone clse

9 [] Other - 8peclly7

v (J None
X [} Don‘t know ‘SKI_P fo 162 21
¢. By what means was the-stolen money and/or

propesty recovered?
1] Police
2] Other = Specity

. INTERVIEWER Is this the Jast |
! ncident
CHECK ITER Report to be completed?
- [ Yes —Relwlnlto 9¢ 1 angd,
<omplele ltems 1g(2),
8, 9, and end lntgr{v/ew.

[CINo ~ Fill the next incident
Report,

NOTES

FORM CV$ 10t (7,1)-73)

Page 8

" APPENDIX 11

HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
Technical information
and standard error tables’

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, survey results contained in this publica-
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974
from persons residing within the city limits of
Cincinnati, including those living in certain types
of group quarters, such as dormitories, room-
ing- houses, and religious group dwellings. Non-
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly,
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel living in military barracks, and institu-
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility
inmates, were not under consideration. With these
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample were eligible to
be interviewed. o

Each' interviewer’s first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in persei; and, if it was
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible
members of the household during the initial visit,
interviews by telephone were permissible thercafter.
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the household during the entire field interview
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the household. Survey records were
processed and weighted, yielding results representa-
tive both of the city’s population as a whole and
of sectors within society. Because they are based on
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration,
the results are estimates.

Sample design and size

The basic -frame from which the sample was
drawn for the National Crime Survey household

survey in Cincinnati was the complete housing -

inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

S ARSI {0 b A T o i

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 remnted); number of
household members (five categories); household in-
come (five categories); and race of head of
household - (white or nonwhite). Housing units
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to
an additional four strata, whera they were distributed
on the basis of rental or property value. Further-
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters.

To account for units built after the 1970 Census,
a sample was drawn, by means of an independent
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc-
tion of residential housing within - the city. This
enabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970.

A total of 11,915 housing units in Cincin~
nati ‘was designated for the sample. Of these,
1,970 were visited by interviewers during the
survey period but were found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise  ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 237 units visited by
interviewers it was impossible to conduct inter-
views because the occupants could not be reached
after repeated calls, did not wish to participate in
the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons.
Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of
9,708 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 97.6
percent. Participating units were occupied by a
total of 19,903 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 2.05 residents of the relevant ages per
unit, Interviews were conducted with 19,683 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 98.9
percent among eligible residents.
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90 Criminal Victimizaticn Surveys in Cincinnati

Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey . interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons and another for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing
inventory, the following elements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit’s probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arosc in instances
where the interviewer discovered many more units
at the sample address than had been listed in the
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter-
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes
against persons, to account for situations where at
least one but not all eligible persons in a household
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview
adjustment to account for households qualified to
participate in the survey but from which an inter-
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed
from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adjustment - with the complete Census count of
such units.

The household ratio estimation procedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Bureau programs, The
procedurc  was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census.

In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations),
a further weighting adjustment was required in those
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an
incident involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents had
more than one chance of coming into the sample.
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for
that incident (and associated characteristics) was
reduced by ‘one-half in order not to introduce
double counts in the tabulated data. When a

personal crime was reported in the household suzvey
as having occurred simultaneously with- a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commercial
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be réfiected in the house-
hold survey results.

For household crimes, the final weight con-
sisted of all steps described above except the third.
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents
are synonymous, since cach distinctly separate
criminal act was defined as having been experienced
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad-
justment comparable to that made in the personal
sector to account for multiperson incidents was
unnecessary.

In performing the estimation procedure that
yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. These estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 4.6 percent
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974
survey of Cincinnati households. As a result,
population figures that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
incidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.046386, However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable to both the rumera-
tors and denominators used in compuiing such
fignres. Furthermore, the adjustment it not appli-
cable to data on household crimes. -
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Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the
sample employed in conducting the survey was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from different samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers.

The standard error of a survey estimate is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge qf the
precision with which the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average result of all pos-
sible samples. The estimate and its associated
standard error may be used to construct a confidence
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed
probability that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average value of all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error, The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of res; ondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc-
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of offenses drawn ‘from
police files, indicates that assault is the least well
recalled of the crimes measured by the National
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from
the observed tendency of victims not to report
crimes committed by offenders known to them,
especially if they are relatives. In addition, ?t is
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes
that contain the elements of assault are a part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems
may result in a substantial understatement of the
“true” rate of victimization from assault.

Another source of nonsampling error related to
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-mon.th
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined.

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one household member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when
cach household member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule.

Additional nonsampling errors can result from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper
coding and processing of data. Many of these
errors would also occur in a complete census
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser-
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at
the clerical and computer processing stages, were
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92 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Cincinnati

utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard
errors partially measure only those nonsampling
errors arising from random response and inter-
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac-
count any systematic biases in the data,

Concerning the reliability of data from the house-
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for
purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings.
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re-
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the
personal and household sectors was 150.

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—including numbers of victimiza-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases)
shown parenthetically on rate tables—have been
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-
lated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables
and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude
of the standard crror rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table T con-
tains the standard error approximations applicable
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and houschold
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas
Table IIY displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, lincar
interpolation must be wused 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 4,500
personal robbery incidents in Cincinnati. Linear
interpolation of values in Table T of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 280 for the esti-
mated 4,500 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
280, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
4,220 to 4,780. The chances are 95 out of 100
that the estimate would have differed from a com-
plete census figure by less than twice this standard
error (560); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval
then would be from 3,940 to 5,060.

Assume further that, for a Cincinnati popula-
tion subgroup numbering 60,000, the recorded
personal victimization rate was 30 per 1,000
persons age 12 and over, Two-way linear interpola-
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard
error of about 3.0. Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 30 would be
within 3.0 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 27 to 33. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the cstimated rate
would be within roughly 6 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would
be about 24 to 36.

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard
error of the difference between the two figures is
approximately equal to the square root of the sum
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate
considered separately. This formula represents the
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If,
however, there is a high positive correlation, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error of
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre-
lation, the formula will underestimate the true
standard error of the difference.
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Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal

Household Survey

incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimlzatlons,

by size of estimate

(68 chences out of 100)

P al

size of estimate Incidents —— Victimizations Household incidents
28 30 31
1(538 40 13 1(:1;
: 4 :
51500 299 323 2
10,000 L3 LBk a
i ¥ ¥
1091000 2,27, 2,651 1,746
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APPENDIX Il

COMMERCIAL SURVEY
Technical information
and relative error tables

Commercial victimization surveys conducted :in
central cities have focused on business establish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi-
z&tions, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities;
however, government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems were within the scope of the
survey, these having been the only exceptions to
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ-
izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses ‘and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations, all results are estimates.

Sample design and size

For the purposes of sample selection, Cin-
cinnati was segmented into geographical ' units
known to have contained at least four but not
more than six commerciil establishments, whether
retail, service, or a combination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other types were not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within
each segment during the field survey were eligible
for inclusion in the sample, Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample.

A total of 2,014 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 374 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
39 establishments it was impossible to conduct
interviews because the operator could not be
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were
taken in 1,601 establishments, and the overall rate of
response among those qualified to participate was
97.6 percent.

Estimation procedure

Data records produced. by the survey interviews
were assigned final weights, applied to each usable
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide

‘estimates of victimization data. The final weight

was the product of the following elements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment's
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for poninterviews; and (3') a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period.

The noninterview adjustm:ist was equal to the
total number of data records required for each
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi-
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
number of months the establishment was active
during the reference period. Then, the result was
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided
by the number of usable records, the result being
applied to the record of each part-year operator.
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Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning thé criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimates that were
derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration. The sample used
was only one of many of equal size that could have
been selected within the city, utilizing the same
sample design. Although the results obtained from
any two samples might differ markedly, the average
of a number of different samples would be expected
to be in near agreement with the results of a com-
plete enumeration using the same data collection
precedures and processing methods. Similarly, the
results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the whole sample would be
expected to give an order of magnitude of the
variance between any single subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative errors are the products of calculations in-
volving estimates derived through sampling, each
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er-
rors, principal among these being the problem of
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors,
however, these errors probably were less prevalent
in the commercial survey than they were in the
household survey. These factors include the greater
likelihood of recordkeeping and ¢f reporting to the
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of
the survey on two of the more serious crimes,
burglary and Y‘obbery. Unlike the national sample
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro-
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable
to telescoping.

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

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as a basc for statistics
on commercial crimes was 150,

The numbers of commercial victimizations and
the control figures (bases) shown parentheticaliy in
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether
rates or percentages) were calculated from un-
rounded figures.

Relative error tables
and calculations

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

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

To illustrate the computation and significance of
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the
extent of sampling variability surrounding the
15,400 commercial burglaries estimated to have

occurred in Cincinnati, Referring to Table IV,
it is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (15,439) is 17.1 per-
cent. Multiplying 15,439 by .171 yields 2,640.
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 12,799 to
18,079, If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

*The calculated figure (2,640) is the standard error of
the estimated 15,439 burglaries (shown as 15,400) on Data
Table 85).

Commercial Survey 97

about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 10,159 to 20,719,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete taily.
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respect to crimes against households and businesses, . on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
there is no distinction between victimizations and  the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of ~ the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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, “
Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime,
(68 chances out of 100) o ‘ ’ APPEND'X v
: . Type of crime Estimated mimber of incidents Relgtive error :
——y— - R TECHNICAL NOTES
! Completed burglary ) 11,026 19.7%
Attempted burglary 4,413 15,1%
i Robbery 1,971 26,14 . . . . _ . . .
Completed robbery 11046 34.3% Information provided in this appendix is de- either type were assumed to have involved a single
Attenpted robbery 925 29.3% signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected  victim, the affected household or business. In fact,
‘ findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in the terms “victimization” and “incident” can be
; lati ] . ‘ interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes used interchangeably in analyzing data on household
' Table V. Relative errors for teSt'ma_ted commercial ‘"Ct'm'z_at'on rates, ‘ address general concepts as well as potential problem and commercial crimes.
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
(68 chances out of 100) _ or problems. The Glossary of terms should be victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
! - Robbery , consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari-  dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
Estimated rate Relats Estif;ﬂggg et ables, and other terms used in the data tables and  quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
Characteristic Sotabitshnents error Gstabiishuents  error ; selected findings. victim. They also are better suited for assessing
ot of eobamlishiont : ; ; viq4tim reqctions to criminal attack and for examin-‘
| ﬁﬁ a;;tablisl'ments ;22 ig gé V ;g ég'f;é i General ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
% : : . | . e additio servi i in
j ’3’233252“ Z% ?ﬁgé 1.?15‘ é‘;g ! Throughout this report, victimizations are the fid.u.n to serving as a-kt-ay ‘?lement In computing
=77 . ] . . s e e e . . victimization rates, victimization counts are used
Gross annual receipts { basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific for developing information on victim injury and
* Less than $10,000 471 16, 43 26, imi i i icti
313,000-$24.999 187 16.2; 140 34.% : criminal act as it affects a single chnm’ wheth_e ra medical care, economic losses, time lost from work
$25,000-49,999 - 617 18.3% 58 40,04 ; person, household, or place of business. For crimes . ’ . ’ . . M
$50,000-899,999 563 13.0% 72 34.8% ! . ; ul victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and
: $100,000-8,99,999 &1 16064 5 36004 against persons, however, some survey results are ting t lice. On the other hand. incid
3 $500,000-3999,999 691 18.2% 190 30.0% ? presented on the basis of incidents; not victimiza- reporting to police. On the other hand, incident
! $1,000,000 or more 660 41.2% 250 Ly.5% ! . . ) . s . . data are more adequate for the examination of the
No' salon 570 yion 110 % ! tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving circumstances surrounding the occurrence of Der
it Not available 431 24.7% 50 50.4% } one or more victims and one or more offenders. X meung ret P
*Relative error greater than 100 percent. " For many specific categories of personal crime, vic- sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time
r *Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unveliable. : s .. . " and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
] ! timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that ..
! ' . . . the use of weapons and number of victims and of-
i stems. from two contingencies: (1) some crimes , . e ,
: ; . . . fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
‘ ! were simultaneously committed against more than :
: i . . case given above, therefore, the rate data for
t : one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
! ! . . L personal assault would reflect the attack on each
i i have occurred during the course of a commercial L .
i { b T customer, and other victimization tables would in-
; urglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi- . .
2 Lo . . . - corporate details concerning the outcome of the
‘ mization reported to survey interviewers, it was . o
‘ . s crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage
: } determined whether others were victimized at the . .
X . to clothing, and loss of time from work.
i i same time and place and whether the offense hap- . .

! N : . . 3 e For data tables on crimes against persons, the
! pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad- . . C -
| { . . e . table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci-
H ! justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix dents are the relevant units of measure
i II) protected against the doubie counting of inci- S ’
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted Victi haracteristi
: during the course of a store holdup, the event would ctim characteristics
1 p have been classified as a single commercial rob- A variety of attributes of victimizid persons,
§ i . bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With  housecholds, and commercial establishments appear
2 '!
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. fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of

persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the houschold
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two
crimes against commercial establishments are re-
lated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of house-
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can-
not involve more than one victim during a specific
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of
individuals, households, and commercial establish-
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of
the danger of having been victimized during the
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, households, and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner in which they are calculated,
the rates in effect apportion multiple victimizations
among the population at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the risk that any single person, household,
or business had of being victimized.

Reporting to the police

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

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon-
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each
non-report, and no determination has been made of

the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the
crime.

Time and place of occurrence

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

Regarding data from the household survey,
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites, two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a houschold larceny within the victim’s own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it;, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and household crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the “geographical area” of oc-
currence, The tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that
took place when the victims were temporarily away
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;

T A

R

R o S RS e S £

P——

N

T AR SR A TR e e

and (2) crimes that took place within the reference
period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being surveyed.

Number of victims and offenders

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

Two tables, also based on incidents, display
data on the number of offenders involved in per-
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead
question concerned the number of offenders. If the
victim did not know how many offenders took part
in the incident, no further questions were asked
about offender characteristics, and the crime was
classified as having involved strangers. The terms
“stranger” and ‘“nonstranger” are defined in the
Glossary.

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Some of the tables on this subject display data on
the offenders only and others cover both victims
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age
and race. As with most information developed
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely
on the victim’s perceptions and ability to recall the
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in-
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If
victims tended to misidentify a:particular trait (or
a set of them) more than others, bias would have
been introduced into the findings, and no method
has been developed for determining the existence
and effect of such bias.
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In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made
between ‘“single-offender” and “multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two or more persons. As ap-
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
than one age group; similarly, the term “mixed
races” applies to situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

For personal crimes of violence and commercial
robbery, information was gathered on whether or
not the victims observed that the offenders were
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned.
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere
presence of a weapon constituted “use.” In other
words, the term “weapons use” applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes of
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they
actually were employed as instruments of physical
attack.

In addition to firearms and knives, the data
tables distinguish “other” weapons and those of un-
known types. The category “other” refers to such
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
the types of weapons were classified in the personal
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types,
of weapons present were recorded, not the number
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two
firearms and a knife duripg a personal robbery, the
crime would have been classified as one in which
weapons of each type were used. With respect to
each robbery of a business in which weapons of
more than onec type were observed, only the most
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of-
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a
store, the crime would have been classified as one
in which firearms were used; a single entry would
have been made under the category “firearms.”

Victim self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence,
information was obtained on whether or not victims
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self-
protection measures: reasoning with the offender;
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender;
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by
victims in each crime, no determination having been
made of the single most important measure.

Victim injury and economic loss

Information was gathered concerning the in-
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three
personal crimes of violence. However, during the
preparation of this report, the requisite data were
not available for calculating the proportion of rape
victimizations in which victims were injured. There-
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury.”

Victims who had been injured furnished data on
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re-
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based
solely on information from victims who knew with
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables.

With respect to economic losses incurred by
persons, households, and commercial establishments,
the data tables make distinctions between crimes
resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and “‘theft
loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable category
of loss. The term “theft loss” refers to stolen cash,
property, or both, whereas “damage” pertains to
property only. Items categorized as having “no mone-
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable
sentimental importance. References to losses “re-
covered” apply to compensation received by victims
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen
property or cash, although no distinction is made
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa-
tion on economic losses relates solely to property
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas-
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to
measure attempted pocket picking; by definition,
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of
theft loss, and there may have been some cases with
property damage.

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

GLOSSARY

Age—The appropriate age category 'is determined
by each respondent’s age as of the last day of
the . month preceding the interview.

Aggravated assault—Attack with a weapon result-
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir-
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault with a weapon.

Annual family income—Includes the income of the
household head and all other related persons
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12
months preceding the interview and includes
wages, salaries, net income from business or
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any
other form of monetary income. The income of
persons unrelated to the head of household is
excluded.

Assault—An unlawful physical attack, whether ag-
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a weapon.
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which
are classified as robbery.

Attempted forcible entry—A form of burglary in
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry.

" Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence

or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry.

Central city-——The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a
standard metropolitan statistical area {SMSA),
defined below.

Commercial crimes—Burglary or robbery of busi-
ness establishments and certain other organiza-
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi-
cal, or cultural activities, Includes both completed
and attempted acts. Additional details concern-
ing entities covered by the commercial survey
appear in the introduction to Appendix III.

Forcible entry—A form of burglary in which force

is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window
or slashing a screen),

Head of household—For classification purposes,
only one individual per household can be the
head person. In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
In other households, the head person is the indi-
vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner.

Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
living quarters meeting either of the following
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem-
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons
staying in the housing unit who have no usual
place of residence elsewhere.

Household crimes—Burglary or larceny of a resi-
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com-
pleted and attempted acts.

Household larceny—Theft or attempted theft of
property or cash from a residence or its imme-
diate vicinity., Forcible entry, attempted forcible
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
more victims and offenders. In situations where
a personal crime occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assu?ped
that the commercial victimization survey “ac-
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
counted as an incident of personal crime. How-
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they
related to the victimized individual would be re-
flected in data on personal victimizations.

Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or
principal activity at each place of business,

Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction is made
between personal larceny and household larceny.

Marital status~——Each household member is assigned
to one of the following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons joined in common-law
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons
other than marital discord (employment, military
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced.
Separated includes married persons who have a
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legal separation or have parted because of mari-
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes those whose only marriage has
been annulled and those living together (exclud-.
ing common-law unions).

Motor vehicle—Includes automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and highways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or unauthorized tak-
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such
acts.

Nonstranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in-
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are
related, well known to, or casually acquainted
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a crime; the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact between victim and offender.

Offense—A crime; with respect to personal crimes,
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre-
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas-
ure is a victimization or an incident.

Personal crimes—Rape, robbery of persons, assault,
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny
without contact. Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal crimes of theft—Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash, either with contact (but
without force or threat of force) or without direct
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent
to personal larceny.

Personal crimes of violence—Rape, robbery of
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal larceny—Equivalent to personal crimes of
theft. A distinction is made between personal
larceny with contact and personal larceny with-
out contact.

Personal larceny with contact—Theft of purse,
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person
of the victim, but without force or the threat of
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

S—

Personal larceny without contact—Theft or at-
tempted theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any
place other than the victim’s home or its imme-
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the
offender during the commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of
the three personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report. For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from “serious assault”
and “minor assault.”” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness,
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm
governs classification of the event. The same ele-
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries for robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—Ex-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000,
1n addition to the county, or counties, contain-
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and economically in-
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA’s consist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include
at Jeast one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.
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Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is not used.

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to households and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are con-
strued to be self-protection measures:  hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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flecing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a weapon.

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects
a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number of victims of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because per-
sonal 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 vic-
tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,000 resident population age 12 and over. For
crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimizatio.
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,000 establishments.

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against a person,
household, or commercial establishment,
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