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PREFACE

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

Since the early 19707, 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 te-provide insights into the impact of crimes that
ars of major concern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the

scope of the surveys will be modified periodically

in order to address other topics in the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi-
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey
questionnaires and procedures.

The victimization surveys conducted in Buffalo
and 12 other central cities in 1974 = enabled
measurement of the extent to which city residents

“age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab-

lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether
completed or 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 ofclassification 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

&

O

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

The surveys in Buffalo were carried out in
the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts
that took place ‘during the 12 months prior to the
month of interview, a reference period roughly com-
parable with calendar year 1973. Information was
obtained from interviews with the occupants of
9,875 housing units (21,075 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 1,192 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
“Selected Findings,” which highlights certain basic
survey results. The statements illustrate the types of
empirical data being produced under the National
Crime Survey program.

All statistical data in thig report are estimates
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they
are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses,.and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes in-
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
collection effort: As part of the discussion on re-
liability of estimates, these sources of error are
treated in Appendixes IT and III. It should be noted
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de-
termined rather precisely. In the report's selected
findings, categorical statements involving analytical
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences
were equivalent to or greater than two standard
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not sesult solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the
difference did not result solely from sampling vari-

ability. These conditional statements are charac-

terized by use of the term “some indication.”

Four technical dppendixes 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 mterpxetauon
of survey results.

In relation to ¢rifies against persons, survey re-
sults are based on either of two units of measure—
victimizations or intidents. A victimization is a speci-
fic criminal act as it #fects 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 cfimes against households and
commercial establishments, however, the terms
“victimization” and “incident” are synonymous. Al-
though “crimes against commercial establishments,”
“commercial crimes,” @nd other similar terms refer
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively
small number of offentses comirnitted against certain
other organizations alst are included in results of the
commercial survey, usually under the Category
“other”; the types of entitits concerned are discussed
in the introduction to Appendix III. -

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

$ R

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reporis—I1973 are inappropriate becatise of substan-
tial differences in coveragc 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 only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of Buffale, 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 Buffalo include all
reported crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age, The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations 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
-ars:based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
tiniization survey rates were computed.

—
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. . . ! Tables (continued)
Crimes against persons (continued) . i .

. . . Crimes against persons (contirued) :
Reporting to the police (continued) . , .
42, Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations veported to the police, : Use of weapons (Con_tmued) o

by type of crime and age of victims. (e 34 : 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent dxstrxbu.txo@ of types of
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Theft and/or damage - ; ; 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and °
47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft : annual family income. 45
and/or damage loss, by type of crime. 36 i 64, Household criines: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form
48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting - of tenure, and race of head of household, 45
in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime and valie of loss. 37 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and
49, Personal crimes: Percent distributan of victimizations resulting 4 number of persons in household. 46
in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime, race of victims, . 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and
and value of loss. 37 R & number of units in structure occupied by household. ......___.. 46
50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of victimiza- 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of A
tions resulting in theft loss, by ‘value of stolen property, includ- & household. and annual family income. 47
* ing cash, and race of victims. 38 A1 Place of occurrence
51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of victimiza- i A ; e L
tions resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered. ... 38 i ‘ 68. ‘Household crimes: Percent distribution of household incidents, .
. ; 5 by place of occurrence and type of crime. 48
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52, Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of crime and geographlc area of occurrence, 48 :
time from work, by type of crime. 39 & ’
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of crime. ) 39 ‘ ';; porting victimizations to the police, by type of crime. ... 48
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Time ‘of occurrence R * not reporting victimizations to the police, by race of head of
54, Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of R household and type of crime. 49 ?
crime and time of occurrence. ... _ 39 72. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected reasons for :
55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, by not reporting victimizations to the police, by annual family
o victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occur- : - Income, 49 4
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weapons used by offenders, by type of crime. ... o 40 ¥ 75 Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the - i
' police, by type of crime and annual family income. ..., 51 i
vl i
" i Ix i
o x
oo . o

s

s

R



e 5 VI 530k o RN

A

PSP

g

¥
.
S T s

Tables (continued) )
Crimes against households (continued)
Reporting to the police (continued)

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

77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft’
loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of Ioss.k

Theft and/or damage

- 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by type of crime. :
79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result-
ing in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash, and
type of crime.
80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result-
ing in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head of household,

type of crime, and value of loss, v
"81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result-
- ing in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered and type of

crime. :

Time lost from work

82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizaticns resulting in loss of
time from work, by type of crime.
83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result-
ing in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type
of crime.

Time of occurrence ‘
84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of
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Crimes against commercial establishments
- General

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

86. Commercial crimes; Percent distribution of victimizations, by
selected characteristics of commercial establishments, .____.__

87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were. vic-
timized, by kind of establishment, : , e

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

Number of offenders

89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind .
of establishment and number of offenders, - »
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Tables (continued) :
Crimes against commercial establishments (continued)
Number of victimizations

90. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commer-
.clal establishments, by kind of establishment and number . of
victimizatiofis incurred, :

Place of occurrence

91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and place of occurresce. 57

Reasons for not reportin g to the police

92, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations to the police. 57

Reporting to the police

93. CO{nmercial crimes: Percent of victiﬁiizations reported to the
police, by kind of establishment and type of crime, ... ___ 58

Security measures

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

57

fes 58
95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected
types of security measures, by kind of establishment, ______ 58
Theft and/or damage
96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft :

and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime. 59
97. Con.zmercial crimes: Peccent distribution of victimizations re-
sulting in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment

and value of loss. . 59
98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting in
damage loss to the prt;mises, by kind of establishment. e’ 59

. Time lost from work

99. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by

number of employees losing time from work. et 60
100, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
humber of man-days lost from work. . . 60

Time of occurrence

101.  Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and time of occurrence: 61

Use of weapons

102. - Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders

used weapons, by kind of establishment, 61

103, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type |
of weapon used by offenders. ... : 61
x|
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i Tables (contmued) -

Appendlx I

I

II.

legnd

Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal vnctlm-zatnons gnd ‘household VlCtllealIOIlS,
by size of estimate, -

Standard error’ approxnmatlons for eshmated personal vic-
timization rates.

III. Standard error approxxmanons for estimated household vic-
txmxzauon rates.
Ap')endlx III
N. Relative errors for estimated number of commerclal vxctxmlza-
‘ tions, by characteristics of establishments and type of crime, ...
V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, by

-xll -

characteristics of estabhshments and type ‘of crime,

L
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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 vanety of reasons, are never brought to
police attention. They also furnish a means for
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-
ing between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-
lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs of
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained,
and they can provide greater understanding as to
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation between two or more localmes or
types of localities, -

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

‘ crimes,

SRR

vide information on crimes that are of major interest
to the general public, they cannot measure all
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not
amenable to examination through the survey tech-
nique. Surveys have proved most successful in esti-
mating crimes with specific victims who understand

what happened to ‘them and how it happened and -

who are willing to report what they know. More
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap-
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both
personal and. household larceny, including motor
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was
designed to focus on these crimes, Murder and kid-
naping are not covered. The so-called - victimless
such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prositution, 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 may fall into this category, as may some instances
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of
most types probably are underrecorded for this
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
proach because of the limited documentation main-
tained by most commercial establishments on losses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal

. activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,

which are unhkely to be reported to interviewers,
Jinclude gambling, vanous types of swindles, con
games, and blackmail.

1'Other than govemment-operated liquor stores: and
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the
programs commercial sector; ‘government institutions ‘and
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated. that government - organization “records on’ cnme
generally. are inadequate for survey purposes
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2 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo

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
Buffalo can be found in Appendixes II and III of
this report.

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

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

e b e

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually experienced such acts was small
in relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized one or more times and who had
firm recollections of each event. Approximately
3,200 series victimizations against persons and
2,200 against households, each encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiated evenis, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities.

Although the survey-measured crimes and other
terms used in this report are defined in the Glos-
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of
a detailed description of the offenses and of the
procedures followed in classifying victimization
events. Definitions of the relevant crimes do not
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes,
which vary 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 threat of
force, excluding statutory rape (without force).
Both completed and attempted acts are included,
and incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual
rape are counted.

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object

is to relieve a person of property by force or the

threat of force. The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is

ey g it

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 betwegn
a. completed robbery and an attempted robbery
centers on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury to the victim,

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

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms
of assault are “aggravated” and “simple.” An assault
carried out with a weapon is considered to be an
aggravated assault, irrespective’ of the degree of
injury, if any. An assault carried out without a
weapon is also an aggravated assault if the attack
results in serious injury. Simple assaiilt 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
i
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization
survey. For purposes of this programr, attempted
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was
considered to be simple assault.

Although the miost fearsome forin of assault is
the brutal, senscless 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 crime$ or are reluctant to implicate
relatives or friends (see “Reliability of estimates,”
Appendix II}j.

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny)
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth,
Such crimes may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house-
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman
become aware of an attempt to 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 rapé may be
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify-
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal
event has been counted only once, by the most
serious act that took place during the incident and in
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used
hy the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The order
of seriousness for crimes against persons is: rape,
robbery, assault, and larcepy. Consequently, if a
person were both robbed and assaulted during the
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same incident, the event would be classified as

_ robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating,
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was
robbery with injury.

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

All three of the measured crimes against house-
holds—burglary, household larceny, and motor. ve-
hicle theft—are crimes that do not involve personal
confrontation. If tiiere 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
'eqtry 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 vagation resxdeuce, it would
still be classified as a household burglary for the
household whose member or members were in-
volved.
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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, Jawn furniture, garden hoses, silverware,
ete. :

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

CRIMES AGAINST
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS

Although commercial cnmes 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. TII.

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, commerclal

burglaries can take place only on the premlses of
business ﬁrm\\\ In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be
personal confrontatlon 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

As measured by the household and  commercial
surveys, an estimated 79,600 criminal victimizations
were committed against residents and Husinesses of
Buffalo in 1973.

Fifty percent involved individuals; 41 percent,
households; and 9 percent, commercial estab-
lishments.

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by 1.5 to 1.

Victim characteristics

Residents of Buffalo were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 49 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

Males had a much higher victimization rate
*‘than females [Table 17].

Blacks had a somewhat higher rate than whites
[Table 19]. "

Elderly persons -(age 65 and over) had the
lowest rate of any age group—13 per 1,000
[Table 18],

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

Blacks had considerably higher burglary and motor

vehicle theft rates than whites; there was no signif- *

icant difference between the household larceny
rates for each of the races [Table 62].

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

The household larceny rate among households
with six or more members was about 514 times
higher than that of one-person households
[Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate of 319 and robbed at a rate of 56 per 1,000
[Table 85].

An estimated 22 percent of all businesses were
victimized at least once during the year. Fifteen
percent of those that were affected were vic-
timized two or more times [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

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

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

There was some indication that blacks reported
crimes of violence proportionately more than
whites, but the latter were relatively more like-
ly than blacks to have reported crimes of theft
[Table 41].

With regard to violent crimes, there was some
indication that -victims reported stranger-to-
stranger offenses relatively more often than did
the victims of nonstrangers [Table 401].

Forty-five percent of all household crimes were re-

ported to the police [Table 74].

There was no signiﬁcant difference between
whites and blacks in reporting household crimes
[Table 74].
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6 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butialo

Three-quarters of tommercial burglaries and rob-

"beries were reported to the police [Table 93]’

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

Time and place of occurrence

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

Most household crimes (59 percent) took place at
night [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (86 percent) occurred
at night; however, commercial robberies were about
evenly divided between day and night [ Table 101].

Most personal crimes (59 percent) took pléce on the
street or in other outdoor locations; only 3 percent
occurred inside the victim’s home [Table 36].

Number of victims and offenders

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

Fifty-three percent of all crimes of violence involved
a single offender [Table 28].

Single-offender crimes were relatively more like-
ly to have involved\nonst-rangers than strangers
[ Table 29].

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

Most personal robberies were carried out by
two or more offenders; however, 62 percent of
commercial robberies were committed by a
single offender [Tables 28, 897.

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

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

Strangers were somewhat more likely to have
‘victimized men than women, but there was no

significant difference between blacks and whites
in victimization by strangers [Table 5].

There was no significant difference between the
proportion of violent single-offender crimes per-
ceived to have been committed by whites and
blacks; however, blacks were perceived to have car-
ried out most personal robberies [Table 9].

Blacks only were perceived to have committed most
(65 percent) multiple-offender crimes of violence
[Table 11]. :

Victims perceived most single-offender crimes of
violence (59 percent) as having been committed by
persons age 21 and over; most multiple-offender
crimes of violence (61 percent) involved persons
judged to have been under age 21 [Tables 13,
15].

Blacks were more likely than whites to have been
victimized by members of their own race [Tables
10, 127.

Most single- (80 percent) and multiple-offender
(93 percent) robberies of blacks were perpe-
trated by blacks [Tabiés 10, 12].

Most single- (87 percent) and multiple-offender
(80 percent) assaults against blacks were com-
mitted by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

More single-offender robberies of whites were
carried out by blacks than by whites, and most
multiple-offender robberies of whites (65 per-
cent) were committed by blacks [Tables 10,
12]. '

Most single-offender assaults of whites (64 per-
cent) were perpetrated by whites, but mere
multiple-offender assaults against whites were
committed by blacks than by whites [Tables
10, 123.

Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 41 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 56].

Weapons were used relatively more often in
stranger-to-stranger violent crimes than in those
involving nonstrangers [Table 56].
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Firearms constituted 28 percent of the types
of weapons used in crimes cf violence [Table

577.

Offenders used weapons in 55 percent of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 1027.

Firearms, used in half of the robberies, were the
most common type of weapon [Table 103].

Victim self-pretection

Victims took self-protective measures in most (67
percent) crimes of violence [Table 43].

Victims rarely used firearms or knives, but physi-
cal force or other weapons were employed
relatively frequently [Table 457.

Victim injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in three-tenths of all personal
robberies and assaults [Table 31].

There was some indication that victims of rob-
beries and assaults involving nonstrangers were
relatively more likely than victims of stranger-
to-stranger crimes to have incurred injuries
[Table 31].

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

Sixty—nfne percent of all personal crimes resulted in
losses of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 47]. '

Personal Jarceny was more likely than robbery
to have resulted in economic loss to the victim
[Table 47].

Selected Findings 7

In most (62 percent) personal crimes with
loss, the losses were valued at less than $50,
including items of no monetary value [Table
48].

There were no significant differences between the
proportional amounts lost by blacks and whites
[Table 49].

In a majority of completed personal robberies
(70 percent) and larcenies (76 percent), no
losses were recovered [Table 51].

About nine-tenths of all househeld crimes were
attended by losses of money or property and/or
property damage [Tabie 78].

For all household crimes combined, there were
no significant differences bztween the proportions
of those resulting in losses of Jess than $50,
including items of no monetary value, and those
of $50 or more [Table 80].

Whites incurred a higher proportion of losses
in the $10-$49 range, whereas blacks suffered
relatively more losses in the $250 or more
category [Table 801].

In most (68 percent) household crimes with
loss, no losses were recovered; however, most
(68 percent) motor vehicle theft losses were
fully recovered [Table 811.

Eighty-seven percent of commercial burglaries and
62 percent of commercial robberies resulted in
economic loss [Table 96].

Sixty-two percent of commercial crimes with
loss involved thefts and/or damages valued at
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
i ’ ‘ (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
i‘&pe of crime ) ' Number Rate .
Crimes of violence T 15,900 ) 49
Rape 600 2
Robbery . 5,200 16
" Robbery and attempted robbery -
! with’injury 1,800 5 P
; From serious assault 900 3 v
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Simple assault 5,600 17 ) o ;
With injury 1,400 A : = 5 ‘ S o o e 0y
Attempted assault without weapon 1,200 13 ) : : <oy ey ’ L ’E/ '
Crimes of theft 23,800 (A B . ) : o Lo
Persongl larceny with contact 2,100 7 .
Purse snatching 700 2 )
. Attempted purse snatching 600 2 o . ©
A ) Pocket picking 800 ' : 4 . ’ . e o
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Table 2. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio
of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio
Crimes of violence 13,400 Y 15,900 1:1.18
Rape 600 600 1:1,07
Robbery 4,500 54200 1:1,15

Robbery and attempted robbery :

with injury : 1,600 1,800 1:1.11

From serious assaul 800 900 1:1.11
From minor assault 800 I'n 900 1:1,11
Robbery without injury 1,500 e 1,800 1:1.18

. Attempted robbery without injury 1,400 1,600 1:1.17
Assault 8,400 10,100 1:1,21
Aggravated assault 3,500 4,500 1:1.30
With injury 1,200 1,400 1:1.22
Attempted assault with weapon 2,300 3,100 1:1.34
Simple assault 14,900 5,600 1:1.14
With-injury’ 1,200 1,400 1:1.14
Attempted assault without weapon 3,700 14,4200 ((,, 1:1,14
Crimes of theft 23,200 23,800 W 1:1.03
Personal larceny with contact 1,900 2,100 1:1.09
Purse snatching 700 700 3:1,02
Attempted purse snatching 500 600 1:1.15
Pocket picking 700 800 1:1.12
Personal larceny without contact 121,300 21,700 1:1.02

NOTE: Deteil may not add to total shown becanse of rounding. Ratios were calculated from unrounded
b

ESe

1Becanse of data processing problems, a mannal weighting procedure was used for estimating the
Since it was not feasible to perform en
adjustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents may be

rumber of incidents of personal larceny without contact.

slightly inflated.
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. . Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
' (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 ‘and over)
All victimizationg Invol strangers Involving nonstrengers
; Type of crime Number Rate . Number Rate fomber ate
Crimes of violence 15,900 19 12,800 ) L0 3,100 9
Rape 600 2 500 o ) 2 1100 1z
Completed rape 1100 1z 1100 1z 1z 1z
Attempted rape 500 1 : 400 1 iz - 1z
. Robbery 5,200 16 14,800 ' 15 400 1
Robbery and attempted robbery .
with injury 1,800 5 1,600 5 200 1
4 From serious assault 900 3 800 2 1100 1z
N3 From minor assault 900 3 800 2 1100 1g,
Robbery without injury 1,800 . 6 1,600 5 200 Z
Attempted robbery without injury 1,600 5 1,500 5 1100 1z
Assault 10,100 31 7,500 23 2,600 8
Aggravated assault 4,500 VN s 11 1,000 3
With injury 1,400 L 1,000 3 400 1
Attempted assault with weapon 3,200 10 2,600 8 500 2
Simple assault 5,600 17 4,000 12 1,400 5
With injury . . 1,400 L 800 3 600 2
Attempted asseult without N
weapon Ly200 7 13 3,100 10 1,100 3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. o
N , Z Fewer than 50 victimizations or less then 0.5 per 1,000,
g ) . : 1Estimate, based on about 10 or féewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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12 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo

Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Survey Data Tables 13

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

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Sex
Hale (45) 53 58 18
Female (55) 7 R 52
Race,
White %eog 78 75 80
Black (20 21 23 19
Other (1) 1 2 1
bge i
12-15 (9) 12 17 9
16-19 (10 16 21 12
20-24 (13 21 21 21
25-3L (15 20 P 16 23
35-49 (17 A 15 i 13 . 17
5064 Ezo 12 .9 e 1
65 and over (16) L i Sk ’ I I8

B Ay
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. HNumbers in parentheses refer to
percent in the group.

i
e

Table 5. Personal crimes of violencé: 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 81 [:/A 76 82 77
Rape 90 : 90 9 375
Robbery 92 9% 89 P . 8
Robbery and attempted L
robbery with injury 91 QL 85 91 a8
From serious assault 93 97 82 91 96
From minor assault 88 90 86 92 -, 268
Robbery without injury 91 92 91 92 90
Attempted robbery without '
injury 9% 96 | 92 98 a1
Assault 7% 78 68 - 76 70
Aggravated assault 79 81 73 82 72
With injury 68 % 57 78 43
Attempted assault with =
weapon 83 ;-85 80 8l 86
Simple: assault n 75 65 72 66
With injury 60 76 38 64 27
Attempted assault

without weapon h 75 M ) T 72

i

1No rapes of males were recorded,
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

G
£

. Male Female

Type of crime White j Black Wnite Black
Crimes of violerice 85 80 79 72
Rape : i 94 375
Robbery 96 88 90 87
With injury 96 90 85 283
Without injury 96 87 93 a9
Assault B 79 73 71 . 65
Aggravated 83 76 80 67
Simple 76 69 65 62

INo rapes of males were recorded.
®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

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

Race and age ' A1l assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault
Al races? .
12-15 67 . . 3 h 62
16-19 ) VR 76 80
20-24 - 75 77 T4
25-31, 72 81 : 62
35-49 76 86 68
50-64 71 79 . 6
65 and over 100 . 3100 - 100
White
12-15 69 77 65
16-19 : 78 : 75 81
20-24 77 4
25-34 77 90 63
35-49 75 88 67
50-64 68 7 61
65 and over 100 2100 100
Black P
12-15 %2 68 219
16-19 76 ‘. 79 272
20-21, 61 259 36)
25-31, 70 72 346
35-49 77 282 . 210
5061, 280 28y 395

65 and over 2100 2100 2100

}Includes data on Yother" races; not shown separately.
3Fstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

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

Type of crime Related snd/or well known N Casually acquainted
Grime of violence! ' , 50 50
Robbery ' - %8 232 5
Agsault ) 48 52

Yincludes data on rape, not shown separately.
9Estimate, baosed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
i -victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders
i
5' Perceived race of offender Perceived race of offenders
Not ‘known and Not known and
Type of crime White Rlack Other not available ‘ . Type of crime A1l white A1l black - All other  Mixed races not available
:} . Crimes of violence C48 48 . 11 3 ! ‘ Crimes of violence . 26 65 12 5 11
13 Rape 49 43 14 14 . Rape : 127 173 0 0 0
i Completed rape 0 180 0 120 Robbery 18 73 11 6 12
L Attempted rape 6 134 15 0 Robbery with injury 22 72 0 15 0
H Robbery 30 67 11 12 Robbery without injury 16 73 12 iy 13
[ Robbery with injury . 118 80 0 12 Assault 33 59 12 5 11
j Robbery without injury 35 61 13 - 12 Aggravated assauly 32 59 1y i 11
% Assault 53 L3 11 3 Simple assault 34 59 11 15 11
- ¥ Aggravated assault 47 45 13 15
i Simple assault N 58 4l [ 11 NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
R i 1Estimate, based on ahout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
; NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. &
H 1Estimate, based on aaboufi 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrgliable.
i Table 12. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
3 Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender - offender victimizations, by type-of crime, race of victims,
) victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offender and perceived race of offenders
E Perceived race of offender Perceived race of offenders
14 © Not lmown and Type of crime and race ] Not known and
Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not, available . of -victims - A1l white A1l black A1 other Mixed races not available
\ Crimés of violence = ¢ ' ) Crimes of violencel
$ White ‘ ) 58 38 1} 12 White . 31 58 a2 7 a2
Black 17 85 12 16 Black 11 a7 0 2] 21
IS ‘ Rape Robbery .
8 White 58 133 15 15 Wnits 23 65 31 8 33
; Black 115 185 0 o . Black ‘22 93 0 32 22 i
y Robbery Assault AN
! White 37 61 11 LS White 37 52 23 b 31 N
; : Black 11, 80 0 16 Black 20 80 o] 0 0 :
ki ; Robbery with injury . ) = b
i White 124 73 0 13 NOTE: ' Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. il
: ; =~ Black 113 188 o] 0 ) 1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. §
H Robbery. without injury 3 ’ " 3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer .sample cases, is statistically unreliable. /
: White 42 57 11 0 4 : ’
Hlack 115 76 o} 19 S
. ‘ Assault . 5
. Hite , 162 gg :i 12 : Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of smgle-
C. .
s Aggravated sssmlt ~ o offender victimizations, by type of crime
: i .
AL ack | 2 w0 Ny | and perceived age of offender
Simple assault . P 11
Vhite 7 32 o] : : Perceived age of offender
Black 12 o8 o 0 ‘; ; SAyec B8 g
. Total 21 and and not
NOTE: - Detail may not add to 100 percent becanse of roun : P - »
PR ) .k 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisti c¢ally unreliable. . - Iype of crime Under 12 12-20 12-1y 15-17 18-20 over available
: A ) , , : . Crimes of violence 1 36 6 1 16 59 4
; . o : ‘ ‘ , N Rape 0 29 16 1, 120 &5 16
Sy . , : S S Robbery ) 20 ay 15 19 s, 15
o - : . : Robbery with injury 0 52 3 15 33 46 12
3 : R Robbery without injury 0 36 19 14 13 58 16
Assault 12 35 6 15 15 %0 4
o : , ; S Aggravated assault 1 33 16 1 16 59 7
T 't . = - . ) Simple assault 12 37 [ 18 13 60 1]
’ ‘ - NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, oxr to 100 percent, because of rounding.
é 0 . : - : 1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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; i 16 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo Survey Data Tables 17
'% 0 . . . . . 4 0 »
Table 14. Personal crimes. of violence: Percent distribution of single- Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
5 offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims, offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offender and perceived age of offenders
{ , 7 ;
‘ Perceived age of offender Perceived age of offenders
£ ‘ =L = Not known and Type of crime’ and ) A1l under ATl 21 ‘ Not known and
H Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available ; age of victims 12 A1 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
J Crimes of violencel 1 Crimes of violence!
§ 12-19 2] 58 39 az i 12-19 22 7 ) 6 16 25
L 20-34 az 71 5 i 20-3 32 Ll 20 31 e
fax 55-49 35 17 72 3% | 35~49 2 48 26 18 23
L ; 50-64, 0 13 53 23 50-61, 0 51 23 2 232
i 65 and over 36 65 223 e 65 and over 0 56 228 23 14
i Robbery Robbe:
v 12-19 0 ol 229 0 1219 0 76 a2 17 ]
. 20-3, 0 29 68 2, 2031, 23 51 219 2k e
: @ ¥ 0 216 7% 210 g 35-49 0 £ e = 26
; 506, 0 o, 350 a6 5064 0 56 19 8 9
: 65 and over o} 267 222 311 %5 and over 0 gL 217 o
[ Assault ’ Assault
v 1219 : ' 21 59 37 23 12-19 23 70 a9 15 25
i 20-34 . 2z 22 73 25 20-31 1 40 20 . gh 5
% 35-49 a7 219 69 2], 3549 g 53 Ok 28 0
g 50-6iy 0 A 59 0 50-6], 0 236 232 32 °
: 85 and over 215 262 223 0 ‘ %5 and over 0 246 16 8 o
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roundings. jRY NOTE: Detail mey not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately. .
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
3Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, :
, D S ' S L Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
Table 15. Peysc_mal_ crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple- ‘ by type of crime and sex of victims
: offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders ‘ ‘
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
- Perceived ﬁage. of offenders : Male Female
L AT under AT 21 Not known and ; Type of crime (144,300) (179,100)
Type of crime 12 A1l 12-20 and over Mixed ages not aveilable . - - 3
- . 6l ‘
Crimes of violence 2 59 1 20 5 . Cr%';;: of viclence 0 3 i
Rape 0 125 1)2 133 0 Robbery 3 1 '
Robbery 13 62 1 20 7 . Robbery and attempted robbery
Robhery with injury 0 62 17 14 17 : with injury 7 4
Robbery without injury ! 62 8 23 17 From serious assault b :
Asseult 13 58 16 - 20 14 : From minor assault 3 3
Aggravated assault 1 56 13 v 22 is i : B Robbery without injury 8 4 5
Simple agssult Loz 59 19 18 12 ; e Attempted robbery without injury h’g 22
NOTE: Detail may not ‘add to 100 percent because of rounding. G ' As:;:i;vated assault 20 9
‘ 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. B ] y With injury 6 3
= : . " Attempted assault with weapon 1 6
Simple assault 22 . 113.
' . With injury 6 il
: i - 2 Attempted assault without weapon 16 -
5 5 , Crimes of theft 80 63
hY Personal larceny with contact 4 A
4 ‘ Furse  snatching 0 3
= Attempted purse snafshing 0 1
‘. = . Pocket picking . 4 P
Personal larceny without contact 76
NOTE: - Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.  Numbers in. parentheses refer to
population in the group.. k L ) . K
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims = 4
(Rate per 1,000 resident popxlatiorilrin each group) . :
, ' 12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35+49 5064, 65 and over Q ‘
Type of crime } (29,700) (31,200) {41,500) (47,100} (56,500) {65,700) (51,700) 3
Crimes of violence i 50 105 80 53 35 22 13 i
Rape i 7 : A 1 i iz o0 <
Robbery 31 27 18 16 13 12 ’ 8 a
Robbery and attempted robbery . =
with injury o 7 8 6 6 4 3 3 3
Robbery without indiry 13 v 8 6 5 6 3 13 g
Attempted robbery without : N €~ A
injury 11 1 6 6 iz 3 12 -] 4
Assault, 58 72 58 35 21 10 5 7] 5
Aggravated assanlt . 25 37 20 19 10 X 1n c ol
With injury 9 11 5 5 4 13 11 3 i
Attempted assault with weapon 16 26 15 1, 6 3 13 2 i
Simple assault 33 35 38 16 12 5 . bl |
With injury : 12 10 6 4 3 12 1z 3 1 .
Attempted assanlt without ) o s
weapon ) 21 25 32 12 9 3 k4 ._=,= i . »
Crimes of theft . 69 93 119 116 73 .50 21 g- r s . ~ N
Personal larceny with contact 13 5 6 7 8 8 7
Personal larceny without contact 66 ag 113 109 65 L2 15
NOTIE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, Numbers in parentheses refer {0 population in the group. :
Z Less than 0,5 percent, : :
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. y
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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 populatioﬁ age 12 and over) '

White " Hack
Type of crime {257,800) {63,200)
Crimes of violence 47 57
Rape 2 : 12
Robbery U 22
Robbéry and attempted robbery
with injury : 5 8
From serious assault 2 6 M
From minor assauit 3 12
Robbery without injury 4 10
Attempted robbery without injury 5 4
Assault 30 34
Aggravated assault 12 20 B
With injury L é
Attempted assault with weapon 8 14
Simple assault 18 13
With injury 5 3
Attempted assault without weapon - i 10
Crimes of theft T4 71
Personal. larceny with contact -6 7
Purse snatching 2 3
Attempted purse snatching 2 1z
Pocket picking 2 4
Personal larceny without contact 68 6l

NOTE: Detail may not adt to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
. population in the groups ) ’ ’
2 Less than 0.5 per 1,000, ) <
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and mggr, by type of crime and annual family income of victims

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

Less than $3,000~ $7,500= $10, 000~ $15,000- $25,000 Not
$3,000 $74499 $9,999 $145999 $24,999 or more available
Type of crime (331100) (7711600) (39,300) (7’“600) (AO,BOO) (8,600) (un700)
Crimes of violence 6l 53 56 U6 L7 36 33
Rape 6 iz iz 1 1 12 i
Robbery 23 19 16 13 13 19 12
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 10 6 S 4 13 15 4
Robbery without injury 6 7 5 5 A 12 6
Attempted. robbery without injury 7 7 13 5 6 12 12
Assault 35 32 38 32 . 33 = 25 19
Aggravated assault © 13 16 16 1, ¥ 18 111 8
With injury 13 5 6 3 - 12 13
~ Attempted assault with weapon 10 11 10 11 11 19 L
Simple assault 23 17 22 18 15 L, 14), 12 .
With injury 6 4 4 4 P 1 13
Attempted agsault without weapon 17 . 12 13 14 ;9 . 111 9
Crimes of theft 69 68 75 82 90 113 51
Personal larceny with contact 11 . 9 5 5 5 12 6
Purse snatching 7 6 i3 2 13 12
Pocket picking A 3 12 2 12 0 13
Personal larceny without contact 58 59 70 7 85 111 [AA
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, -
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Table 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 ags 12 and over) ;
' Never Divorced and
- married Married Widowed separated
-~ Type of crime (120,000) (155,600) (344900) (21,600)
" Crimes of violence g5 26 19 83
Repe 4 11 1z 13
Robbery 26 8 11 37
Robbery and attempted robbery with injury 8 2 A 1,
From serious assault 4L 1 11 9
From minor assault A 1 13 16
Robbery without injury 9 3 13 15
Attempted robbery without injury 9 3 3 8
Assault 55 48 8 43
Aggravated asseult 25 8 3 21
With injury 8 2 12 1
Attempted assault with weapon 17 [3 12 15
Simple assanlt 30 10 5 23
With injury 8 2 12 9
Attempted assault without weapon 22 9 4 13
Crimes of theft es 69 42 87
Personsl larceny with contact y 6 L 11 17
Purse snatching ) 3 3 9 8
Pocket picking 3 2 12 8
Personal larceny without contact v 82 64 31 71
NOIE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
2 ,/Less than 0.5 per 1,000,
3 listimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and agé of victims and type of crime

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

(44

Personal crimes of violence Personal crimes of theft (2}
Robpery Asssult "~ Personal Personal 5‘
A1l personal Robbery Robbery A1l personal larceny larceny 5
crimes of A11 rob- with without A1l Aggravated Simple crimes of with without »
Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults  assault asgault  theft contact contact :
Male 9__.
12-15 {14,700 119 o 51 13 38 €9 34 35 72 13 69 3
16-19 (14,800 144 0 43 11 32 101 55 46 109 15 108 y
20-24 (17,300 101 (o] 21 ig 13 80 A L9 132 i3 129 -
25-34 (22,800 &0 0 19 14 13 A 23 18 117 13 115 ]
35-49 {25,700 48 0 19 7 12 29 1, 15 69 7 62 »
50-64, (28,800 23 0 1, 8 6 9 15 R 57 1 52 c
65 and over (20,200) 18 0 8 13 1s 10 12 8 28 13 21 g
Female 3
12-15 {15,000 61 12 11 13 10 1N 17 31 &7 13 64 -
16-19 (16,400 70 13 12 14 1% L5 21 2 80 17 7 3
2024 (24,200 65 8 15 15 10 42 12 31 109 8 101 o
25-34 (24,300 47 13 S 16 8 30 16 YA 116 1 104 =
35-49 {30,800 25 12 8 13 5 15 6 9 76 8 67 X
5 36,900 21 13 10 3 6 10 I é 45 10 3k °
65 and aover - (31,500) 10 0 7 13 1y 12 13 11 19 9 10
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. - Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
7 o
£ /
v
. [,
o = \
)
7
i
//
: /
i
| {
£ 4 i
SR, - -
o : VW Y.
~" ,’ 'q‘ * o )
¥ k 2 - ¥ QU g
- £ (S

R

Py

Sy



s ey

EEE

Ray

e

———",

g

L T L e s o mi e e s

Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

; by type of crime and sex and race of victims
. - ' (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
i - Male Female
i 4 , . N White Black White Black
Type of crime (115,100) (28,000) (142,700) (35,300)
Crimes of violence 61 75 35 W
Rape 0 0 3 34
Robbery 20 33 10 13
With injury 6 12 L 5
= Without injury 13 22 6 8
. . Agsault 41 42 22 27
" Aggravated assault 19 26 7 16
) Simple assault 23 16 15 11
I Crimes of theft 78 86 7 6
Personal larceny with
contact 3 9 9 6
Personal larceny without
contact 75 78 62 53

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

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

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

e . ‘ A1 personal crimes ‘ A1l personal crimes Personal larceny
) SR . . Sex and marital status of violence! Robbery ‘ Assault of  theft . ) With contact Without contact
. R S Male . ‘ : -
IER & Never married: (53,400) 108 37 71 93 A 89
R i; Married - (76,800) 33 ) 9 .23 71 2 68
L Y Widowed (5,900) 21 25 216 L7 g 28 39
o . ¢ E’é Divorced and separated (7,600) 1, 67 47 9 21 (N
T O Female : )
U‘ ' ‘ S A Never married (56,600) 3 ¢ 15 10 83 9 h
; PR S Married (78,800 20 6 13 67 7 60
o . o B ) E R Hidoweq ‘29' 1w 19 . i2 7 16»1 11 29
o . R R Divorced - and geparated (14,000) 67" 21 41 84 1 70
: NOTE: Det.ﬁi.l may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population :Ln the group.
R : *Iricludes data on rape, not shown separately. ¢
- . 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, o
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T@ble 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime

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

A1l personal crimes

A1l personal crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny

Race -and. age of violencel Robbery Assault of: theft with contact without contact
White
12-15 (19,800 o 92 30 &0 69 2y 65
16-19 : (23,100 119 29 82 98 35 52
20-2 (34,300 ., L 17 55 . 131 ) 125
25-34, {36,800 : 48 13 34 113 6 107
35-49 (41,500) . 34 11 22 75 7 68
50-64 (55,800 =19 10 8 50 1 43
&5-and over (46,400) 12 7 5 20 6 1
Black -
12-15 (9,700 o 86 31 55 72 a2 T
16-19- (7,900 ) 6 218 78 2 4
20-2l, (6,700 ' 86 219  ° 59 25 55
25-34 (9,600 61 - 27 38 . 126 28 118
! 35-49 (14,500) 37 16 19 .68 230 58
i 5061, 9,7002 Al 25 16 LR 310 38
3 %5 and over (5,200) 227 a5 312 B 213 25
FOTE:  Detail may not add to totel shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
' 1Tncludes data on‘rape, not shown separately.
: 2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically uarelisble.
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Table 26. Personal crimes:
by race and annual fa

Victimization rates for persons a

-y

mily income of victims and type of crime

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

ge 12 and over,

A1l personal crimes

A1l personal crimes

Personal larceny

Personal larceny

Race and income of violencel Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
White : ‘ -
. Less than $3,000 (29,200) 67 21 40 73 9 65
$3,000-$7,499 556,900; 50 ) 18 3 67 9 29
$7,500-$9,999 (31,400 L6 13 A U 5 9
$10,000-$14,999 62,!000; 45 12 31 79 4 72
$15,000-$24,999 (33,500 50 14 35 91 25 8
$25,000 or more (7, 600) - 32 36 2, 120 2 119
Not availshle (36,800) 28 10 17 51 6 i
Black
Less than $3,000 (8,500) 55 29 22 51 235 37
$3,000-$7,499 §19:300) 58 22 34 és 29 59
$7,500-$9,999 7,600) 8l ‘ : 23 59 78 24 9l
$10,000~$14,999 11,900) 55 30 33 95 7 89
B e (o # 5 3 3 : .
gog'gegﬁggggre (37880) 57 728 28 ‘ 16 ag 40
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group,
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately,
2Estimate, based on ebout 10 or fewer sample casus, is statistically unrelisble.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butialo

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

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

Crimes .of violence Crimes of theft

Race; sex, and age

White
‘Male . :
12-15 (9,900) - 11 138
16-19 . (10,900 160 1
20-24 (14,500 102 s
25-34 (18,600 19 o7
i ok :
bt
85 .and over (17,700) 1 23
Female : . .
12-15  (9,900) 70 gg
16-19 12,;@ gg K
20-24 (19 ;
25-34; 131200 3 120
3549 {22200 2 ‘ %
o-6s (31,600 20 4t
65 fﬂd over (28,700) 10 _
Black
Male
1215 (4,700 130 1'{3
16-19 (3,800 L 96 ‘ ©
20-24 (2,600 &, K
25-34 (3,700 55 (h
Sk (uraoo % | I
1
25 and over 2,500) 151 27
Female
12-15 (5,000 ; 5 23
16-19 (4,100 35 ‘ 4
202 (4,100 85 2
25-34 (5,800 15 a
Sota (510 2, ’ 36
& o over (2,800) : 14 %0
ooy
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population-in the group. l

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

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

Four or Not known and.;

Type of erime . One Two Three more not availsble
Crimes of violence 5 11’5[. }g %-; 4
Ra
ROE;BI’Y 35 24 17 21 ok
Robbery and: attempted robbery N
withrinjury 29 A N 16 27 . 13
From serious asssult 21 21 10 gz 39
From minor assault a7 21 i; a s
Robbery without injury . LO 19
Attmed robbéry withou @ a8 3 29 18 1% -
Assault 61 10 ' 10 16 L
Aggruavated assault « 55 10 ‘8 %g g
With injury ) 50 14 9 2 3
Attempted assault with weapon 58 9 - 8 5 I
Simple assault 65 10 11 ) 1J.3 ‘ 1z
With injury ‘ . 59 13 16 10 :
Attempted assault without o 3
wWeapon 67 9 9 15

\\ 35

0TE:' Detail m not add to 100 percent ‘because of romxding ]
N 1Estimate, ba?;d on about 10 or fewer sample. cases. is atntieticany unreliable. ‘
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Survey Data Tables 27

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

Type of crime ) Involving etrangers Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence i T

Rape 83 1100

Robbery 33 60

Assault 54 79

‘Exsi’.:l.:um'.ef based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

A Involving Involving
Type of c¢rime incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 89 89 90
Rape 93 96 1100
Robbery 91 91 83
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 94 95 180
From serious assault 95 96 260
From minor assault 9k 93 . 190
Robbery without injury 89 91 175
Attempted robbery without
injury gg 88 E - 1100
Assault 88 87 91
Aggravated assault 83 83 83
With injury 87 88 ay
Attempted assault with .
weapon 80 80 83
Simple assault 92 91 94
With injury B 92 89 96
Attempted asssult
without weapon 92 91 9%

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

Table 31. Personal rebbery and assault: Percent of wctlmlzatlons in which

victims sustained physical i injury, by vnctlm-offender
: relationship and type of crime

Relationship Robbery and assault. Ho,bbery Assault
A1) victimizations 0 3% 28

Involving strangers 28 3k 2

Involving nonstiangers 39 40 38
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28 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo

‘ . , P N Survey Data Tables 29
Table 32. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which Table 34. P | eri , o
! “victims sustained physical injury, by selected 2 | ersonal cr:lmhes of violence: Percent of vuchmuza_tnqns in which
| characteristics of victims and type of crime ‘ victims receive gspltal care, by selec'fed characteristics of
{ . victims and type of crime
ii Characteristic Robbery and asssult Robbery Assanlt -
1 - : Characteristic Crimes of violence! Robbery Assanlt
3 ex .
1§ Mele 320 33 28 Sex
i Female 29 36 26 ' : Male 9 7 9
9 Race Female 7 8 5
White 29 33 28 Race
Black 32 36 29 ) . White . 7 5 7
o o ; Black ’ 13 A 11
12-15 32 22 37 Victim-offender relationship
;gjz :3;3) gg _ ig Involving strangers ‘ LT g 6
2530 % 35 2 . ‘ Involving nonstrangers 12 35 12
35-49 32 3h 31 1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
Zg'gﬁd over } 13‘2 ’ 13'3 zgg ’ 3Estifnate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable.
L Income o ) - . ///
23?303‘13,236000 LB » pey , 2 Table 35. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
$7,500-$9,999 32 19 26 . . . as . . y
S 000u812,999 2 A 2 in which victims incurred medical expenses, by amount
gég vgszk 1999 s gg :ig 112{.(2) -
or ‘more :
Not available g 33 36 31 ; Anount Percent
Less than $50 L6
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. $50-$249 33
$250 or more 21
‘ ; . . . g s gn i e ] 1Includes only th ictimizations in
: Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which Here oot T o I e L ot the M o CorLNGy thab medlosk expenses
( victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care, ‘ 7
g and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime / '
7 % Crimes of violence . Robbery Assault
" Rect;i.ved hospital care 8 7 8 ‘ 8 a
g i~ Emergency room only 7 6 6
“Overnight or longer 2 ag 37
Incurred medical expenses® 6 8 5

11neludes data on rape, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer. samplé cases, i5 statistically unrelisble.

L TS

3Tncludes only those victimizations in which the victims kmew with certainty that medical expenses i ‘&ﬂ
were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the ampunt of such expenses. o e
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence 8
On street, oF in park, - :
: Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground, (2]
Type of crime Inside own home Nesr own home building or parking lot Elsewhere g-
A1 personsl. crimes 3 4 17 59 16 H .
Crimes of viclence 8 12 £ U 59 8 <
Rape 117 115 ¢ s 51 112 a
Robbery ‘ 6 8 9’ n 6 g
Robbery and attempted robbery =, "
with injury &) 13 9 ig 73 iy g
Robbery and attempted robbery o
without injury 8 8 8 71 6 3
Asseult 8 13 17 52 9 [
Aggravated assault 6 12 16 56 10 5
Simple assault 10 h¥A 18 L9 8 3
Crimes of theft 1z 1z 19 59 21 K
Personal Yarceny with contact 2 LA 27 (3% LYy £y
Personal larceny without contact ces ese 19 59 2 (']
; £
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding. & £
Z Less than 0.5 percent, o i
«ss Represents not applicable.
1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble, X
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime
Relationship and place Crimes of violence! Robbery Assault
Involving strangers
Inside own home 5 5 5
Near own home 10 9 11
Inside nonresidential building 13 8 17
On street, or in park, playground;
schoolground; or parking lot 65 % 59
Elsewhere 7 5 8
Involving nonstrangers
Inside own home 20 324 18
Near own home 15 23 18
Inside nonresidential wuilding 15 as 17
On street, or in park, playground, " " -
h ound lot
Elatwnags OF paridng 1o 14 agy 1,

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

Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distributicn of incidents, by type of crime

and geographic area of occurrence

Type of crime

Inside city of residence Inside other central city Elsewhere

A1) personal crimes 88 2 ’ ' ' 10
Crimes of violence® 92 3 5
Robbery 9% - 23 } 3
Assanlt 91 2 7
Crimes of theft 85 2 13
Personal larceny with contact 90 26 25
Personal larceny without contact a5 2 13

NOTE: - --Detail may not add to 100 percent, because of rounding.
11ncludes data on rape; not shown separately. :
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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P ‘ Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime 8
Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
. All personal A1) crimes of N All crimes of Personel larceny Personal larceny g
- 1 Reason crimes violence! Robbery Assault theft with contact without contact E]
i Nothing could be done; i
N lack of proof 33 25 27 2l 38 50 37 <
Not important enough 28 25 19 28 30 18 30 s
Police would not want =
to be bothered 7 7 8 7 7 35 7 3
Too inconvenient or N
timé consuming 3 2 23 22 3 0 3 =
5 i Private or personal matter . 7 13 9 13 A 36 L 3
: Fear of reprisalc & 1 3 5 2 2z a1 2z »
Reported to someone &lse : : 10 9 7 10 10 28 10 c
. ALl other and not. given 12 16 20 15 9 11 9 3 .
- - :
HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. el
Z Less than 0.5 .percent. o =]
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. o
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unrelisble. '_:.=
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Survey Data Tables

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

. AlL Involving Involving
Type of crime  victimizations strangers nonstrangers
All personal crimes 35 e see
Crimes of violence 43 Ll 37
Rape 53 53 157
Robbery 51 53 127
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 63 67 125
From serious assault 6l 69 (")
From minor assamlt 62 65 0
Robbery without injury 65 68 133
Attempted robbery without injury 21 20 122
Assault ) 39 39 s 38
Aggravated assault 48 47 52
‘With injury : 54 56 49
Attempted assault with weapon L6 L N 51,
Simple assault 31 30 31
With injury 2 49 46 53
Attempted assault without
weapon 24, 26 19
Crimes of theft 29 wey sese
Personal larceny with contact 52 53 0
Purse snatching Th 75 0
Attempted purse snabching 36 36 3 &
Pocket picking 41 43 o]
Personal larceny without contact 27 ) ses ces

iEst:Lniate, based on shout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2No attempted purse snatchings by nonstrangers were recorded.
.«« Represents not applicable,

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
A1 personal crimes .32 i 3g 35 : 33
Crimes of violence 37 51 41 : 18
Rape : 53 48 i 269
Robbery = - 52 : 65 49 34
Robbery and attempted
‘robbery with injury 51 81 66 56
From serious assmult 57 &0 A &9 56
From minor assault 13 82 [N 357
Robbery without injury 58 7 : 63 [+:]
Attempted robbery without f/
injucy 1 30 . 22 212
Assault 35 L4 37 L,
Aggravated assault 42 59 45 54
With injury 58 45 49 63
Attempted essault with
weapon 35 65 43 50
Simple -assailt 28 34 31 27
With injury ) 39 61 49 240
Attempted asssult without .
weapon 24 26 25 2l
Crimes of theft 27 . 3 32 20
Personal larceny with contact 41 - 56 . 56 ’ 41
Purse snatching 1 73 9 358
Attempted purse snatching 2 36 35 2100
Pocket picking : 41 )8 52 a9y,
Parsonal. larceny without .
contagt : 27 28 5 - 29 17
1No victimizations from these crimes were recorded for males. = .
“Estimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically Unreéliable,
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo

Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime and age of victim

et A AR st S <

N . N\ B
Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49  50-64 65 end over
Al persondl crimes 28 33 39 7 49
Crimes of violence 36 42 55 58 52
Robbery v 32 53 68 61 69
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury L Cbh 75 66 100°
Robbery and_ attempted robbery
without injury 28 ¥ 65 58 . 250
Assailt o kvl 36 47 55 229
Aggravated assault : L7 L6 51 69 23g
Simple assault 27 29 L, 2 225
Crimes of theft : 18 28 31 ‘ 18
Personal larceny with contdct A3 il 51 53 80
Personal larceny without contact 32

17 27 . 29 10

1Includes data on rape, not sho#m separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 43. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which

victims took self-protective measures, by type of crime and
victim-offender relationship

‘ A1l Involving Involving
Type of crime " victimizations strangers nonstrangers’
Crimes of violence 67 : 66 71
Rape ' 80 ki 1100
Robbery 59 57 88
Robbery and attempted robbery ;
with injury 57 55 175
From serious assault . . 52 52 . 150
From minor assamlt = 61 58 390
Robbery without injury - . 40 34 100
Attempted robbery without injury 8L 8L igg
Assaiilt E 70 71 68
Aggravated assauli 7L 75 67
With injury : 71 : 72 69
Attempted asssult with weapon 5 . 71 65
Simple assault : : 58 . .68 68
With injory ; - &9 69 69
Attempted assault without weapon 67 67 69 .

1Estimate; based on zbout 10 or fewer semple cases, 18 statistically unrelisble,
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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
i Robbery Assault
Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
Sex:
Male 68 t 58 53 é0 73 75 71
Female 66 78 61 62 61 67 70 65 -
Race
White 69 81 bl &0 67 70 72 69
Rlack 61 369 43 46 42 71 75 65
Age
12-19 68 79 6l " 56 67 69 70 69
20-34 Th 78 72 87 6l 75 78 72
35-49 60 271 46 338 50 68 80 58
55 2100 49 39 58 é0 72 48 :
65 and over 51 1 41 233 36 [ 225 80 H
1No rapes were recorded for this group. E
3Estimate, based on zbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. .
i
Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims, !
by type of measure and type of crime £
R f: EXS
e . - Robbery Assault
i Characteristic b.03imes  of violence ¥ AT] robberies With injury Without injury M1 assaults  Aggravated Simple 4
i
Used or brandished firearm or knife 2 21 0 22 2 4 3z .
Used physical force or other weapon 35 41 52 35 33 32 34 §}
Tried to get help or frighten offender 19 21 27 18 16 15 18 i
Threatened or reasoned with offender 12 12 22 /2 16 13 11 1 ‘S
" Nonviolent resistance, including . - .- " : i
<K evarion . © 32 © g ig 30 36 37 34 5
: i NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ) . 1
Z Leds than 0.5 percent, i
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. : x5
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. i
o, 3 : = < .
2 ‘
( g H “
= < i s
g o i
< y
o o !
1 {
) i -
5 j ;‘ ¥
i =4
1 , ,, g
H {7 ¥ =
! , ' ) A .
7 )
T ¥ & - [ \
¥ v el
: . : ' G sk
) Y ¢ : * DR o - -
- K - ’; R e i
-~ ' 3 : T AV . .
. . \\ 8 ¥ ¥
- . # ; 5 w s PR PR T
" . ‘ Y P - : {j . & y
‘ = w i\\\\\\n

"~y




o o L
SR

Smnet

R —E

&

st

S
= o e -~ o
§ : .
i . K
i , * i
i » ; | | R 1
} 36 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo : ,
i . _ BN
1 L e . . f . L. . = 3
i Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective . .
v . measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims .
K‘ Ay i 0
i :
i Sex - Race
; Self-protective measure ‘Both sexes Male Female White Black ;
¥ - - - } 1
: Used or brandished firearm or knife - 2 3 1 13 G g i : v :
Used physical force or other weapon 35 46 22 32 51 v ] #
Tried to gebt help or frighten offender 19 .9 32 20 15 "
Threatened or reasoned with offender 12 13 12 13 9 .
! Nonviolent résistance, including evesion 32 30 33 33 8 |
: NOTE: Detail may nob add to 100 percent becaise of rouncﬂ.n@
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 1
Table 47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resuiting in theft ! .
-andfor damage loss, by type of crime g
s
Type of crime Percent . .
A1l personal crimes - 69 ) ! .
Crimes of violence ’ 32 ’ i
Rape : 122
Robbery 66
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury ) 79
Robbery without injury - ; 100 ‘ :
Attempted ropbery without injury VA , .
Assanlt 16 r i )
Aggravated assault by :
Simple essault U ) \ ) : o s
Crimes of theft . o ; : 1
Personal larceny with contact 78 i X
Purse snatching and attempted i © .
purse snatching ' (37 § . . o ‘
Pocket picking 100 . i : - s : C e . o
: Personal. larceny without contact g 95 . : . « R . ) R >
§ - v 2 1
3 *Estimate, based on ebout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unrelisble. ; N
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Table 49. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss,
by type of crime, race of victims, and value of loss

. Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, <
by type of crime and value of loss :
. ., No monetary Less than Not known and :
. . Type of crime value .. 810 $10-849 $50-8249 $250 or more not available
: X A1l personal crimes 3 22 37 26 4 7
Crimes of violence! 11 22 : 30 23 5 10
Robbery 2, 20 34 25 6 1o
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injucy 32 15 36 28 a5 1,
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 25 2 33 24, 27 ) 7 .
Asseult 25 2 19 : 18 23 it 11 b
. Crimes of theft 1 22 39 27 4 7
Personal larceny with contact az 16 40 30 22 10 i
Personal larceny without contact 1 22 39 27 A 6 ¢
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding. ,
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately, ; . ;;
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable. : ) v .
. R h
i

S

Type of crime No monetary value Less than $10 $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more Not known and not /vaileble
: A1l personal crimest 3 ) 22 B 26 3 7
White 3 2 37 7 4 7 ¥
Black 2 .22 39 25 5 5 8 d
) R e s
RN Crimes of violence! 11 22 29 23757y 6 10 | N
. t , White 13 22 30 20 L) 4 1 23
Black 3g 22 29 28 ag ag -
Crimes of theft! 1 22 ; 39 N2 4 7
White 2 22 38 = X z8 - 4 6
Hlack P 21 ;B 2, 23 8
¥ - B : : N - ~ ot e — - f RN
o } NO1®: Detall may not add to 100 percent becanse .of rounding, /}/ '
{ %Imlﬁﬁs data on "other" races, not shown separately. ' i
o 3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically uarelisble, E -
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo
Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by valqe pf stolen X
property, including cash, and race of victims ;
Type of crime and property value A1l races White Black
Robbery . . .
No monetary velue - - S
Less than $10 ) 2 i
> : 2 z
$100-8249 B 8 ag
$250 or more H : 4
Not available
Pérsonal larceny” sy ay o |
No moneteary value prs py 2
Less than $10 - s 2
e 16 17 16
Sio04019 ‘% 12 = ]
$250 or more 4 4 4
Not available 4L
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
fother” ot shown separatelye
:gzlﬁ‘;::,d;:egnonoabxt igcce::'fgwer sample cases, is statisticallyrmmeliabte.t
3Tncludes both personal larceny with contact and personel lerceny without contact.
Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percentfdlst_nbutlon of
victimizations resuiting in theft loss, by proportion of
loss recovered
N e Pergonal ;arceny T
Proportion recovered Robbery ‘ larcenies contact contact
E % 8 3
Aszgle 16 1 i? 1§
Less than half 6 lé 1 3
Helf or more 6 2 ;
Proportion unknown . 13 : A ‘ :
3 t add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Noﬁ;ﬁﬁ::l bl:sagdngn shout 10°or fiuer 'sunple cases, i3 statisticelly unreliebis,
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Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
from work; by type of crime B

Type of cTime Percent

All personal crimes 4
Crimes of violence ) 6 '

Rape 118 3
Robbery 7
With injury : 11
Without injury 5
Assault 5
Aggravated assault 6
Simple assault ) L
., Crimes of theft 2
i Personal larceny with contact 12
: Personal larceny without contact 2

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

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

' All personal crimes

Time lost Crines of violence Crimes of theft
Less than 1 day a8 21 70

1-5 days ; 47 59 125

Over 6 days 13 18 . LA
Amount unknown and

not available 12 12 - : 12

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

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

Nighttime
Daytime . 6 pume— Midnight- Not Not known and
Type of crime 6 a.m.=6 p.ms Total midnight 6 a.m. knows; not available
A1l personal crimes FAA 52 -31 17 L A
Crimes of violence 47 52 39 13 Tz 1z
Repe 38 63 50 113 0 0
Robbery . 4 53. 11 12 1z (0
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury ; 42 58 4 1 13 0
o From serious assault = 33 67 53 112 L ! 0
From minor assault 51 49 K tg 0 .0
Robbery without injury » 29 51 38 12 0 0
o~ Attémpted robbery without
injury 49 50 38 12 0 [o]
Assaunlt . 48 51 38 14 0 11
Aggravated assault 41 58 40 19 -0 11
With injury : 44 54 40 1 ‘0 12
Attempted assault with
weapon 40 60 39 21 0 1z
Simple assault 52 i 37 10 0 11
With injuxy 52 48 3 (16 i) (4]
. Attempted asssult without "
;| waapon 52 4 38" 8 0 11
Crimés of theft o 43 51 26 19 7 [ .
Personal larceny with contact 50 46 38 17 11 11 A
Purse snatching 54 4 44 0 0 i3
Attempted purse snatching LIA 47 AN 12 0 0
Pocket picking 52 48 29 118 13 0
Personal larceny without R .
contact 42 ; 52 25 v 20 7 é
NOTE: Detall may not add to total ‘showm, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. : 4
1Estimate; bastéd on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble, "
el
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- Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo

‘Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of indidents,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

Nighttime

Relationship and Dayrtime 6 peme—  Midnight- Not  Not knowh and
type of crime 6 aumi—5 peme Total midnight 6 aum. known not available
Trivolving strangers
Crimes of violence® 46 51, 41 13 2g 2z
Robbery NG 53 52 11 3z 0
Assault L5 5% 10 15 0 ag
Involving nonstrangers ’
Crimes of violence 53 45 33 12 0 22
Robbery 50 50 233 218 0 0
Assault 54 Ll 33 11 0 a2

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

Z TLess than 0.5 percent.

1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Bstimate, based on shout 10 or fewer sampleé 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

: Involving Involving
Type of crime A1 incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 41 43 33
Rape 27 123 “igq
Robbery 46 1 L6
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury . 36 36 133
Robbery without injury 61 60 167
Attempted robbery without
¢ injury 43 43 138
Assalt? 7o 13 31

1¥stimate, based on about 10 or fewer samplé cases, is statistically unveliable,
2Includes data on simple assault, which by definftion does mot involve the use of -a weapon.

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

Type of crime Firearm ¥nife Other Type unlaown
Crimes of viclence* 28 32 36 N
Robbery 25 42 29 IR
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 311 37 X 25
Robbery without injury 35 45 16 23
Attempted robbery without
ingury A B21 43 33 23
Aggravated assault W 30 25 41 L
¥With injiry 310 23 63 Ag
Attempted assamlt with
weapon 39 25 32 3y

NOTE:: Detail may not add to 100 percent becasuse of rou:iding.
}Includes deta on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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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 x
, — Inveolving gtrangers Involving nongtrangerg _ L
Type of crime Firearm Knife Othexr Knife Other Type unknown
Crimes of violence® = 30 31 . 36 35 37 . 28
Robbery 26 h5 27 213 263 219
Aggravated assault 32 EA 40- 31 26 :
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. =
3Inciudes data on’rape, not shown separately. i
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, =
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gi‘ 42 ‘Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo
‘ Table 59. Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
: by type of crime
£ (Hate per 1,000 households) ;
Type of crime Number Rate
Burglary 144,400 . 97
Forcible entry 5,200 35 ;
Unlawful entry without force 5,900 39 :
Attempted forcible entry 3,300 22 |
Household larceny 13,700 92 § ;
. Less than $50 8,000. 53 \ H
$50 or more 4,200 28 i
Amount not availeble 600 4 |
Attempted larceny 900 6 {
Motor vehicle theft 4,400 30 }
Completed theft 3,200 22 i
Attempted theft . 1,200 8 k ;
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ) “
S |
Table 60. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, .
by selected household characteristics and type of crime \\ 3
| |
A1l household Household Motor vehicle !
Characteristic crimes Barglary larceny theft i :
Race of head of ‘household % e
White (81 76 73 9 U o
N Black (19 23 . 26 20 25
; Other (1) 1 1 11
Age of ‘head of household
12-19 (2) ik 3 1 11
. 2031, (26 36 37 35 36
7 35-49 (21 30 27 34 26
50-64 (27 o 22 22 5 2 2
) 65 and over {25) ° 10 11 8 . 12
; Annuel family income
; Less than $3,000 (18) 1, 7 ' 11 u
: $3,000--87,499 226; 25 25 2, e 25
: $7,500-$9,999 (12 13 13 13 1 » }
$10,000-$1%4,999 (19) 23 19 25 27
! $15,000~824,999 £9 12 1 13 12
H szs.ow or more (2 3 3 L 12
! Not avallsble (14) 10 13 9 9. ‘ ]
‘ Tenure : v l
Owned or being bought  (45) Ly ~ 43 46 4y : |
: Rented (55) 56 57 54 56 :
; Number of units in structurse e ; : . :
¥ (29) 32 30 33 34 ‘
2 (48) : 46 ¥ ) b ¥
3 (6 7. ) 8 7 7 C L
L (5) 5 5 4 4 " "
5-9 4 3 & 4 i
; 10 or more. (6) 4 L & 5 i
! " 'Other than housing urits (=2) 2 2 1 12 !
;[ Number of persons in household '
1 (28 16 20 12 16
23 ih’?g ) ) 43 43 ) 42 47
45 (18 5 23 26 © 30 26 o
6 ormore (7) o 12 11 16 ) 12 i :
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of Tounding. . Numbers in parenth2ses refer to percent " v ;
& in the group. .
§ 1Estimate, based on about 10 or feuer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, h
3Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. . : |
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household
(Rate per 1,000 households) ‘
; 12-19 20-34, 35449 5 65 and over
Type of crime (2,600) (39,000) - (315000) (39,800) (36,600
Burglary uz2 138 125 80 13
Forcible entry 57 - 52 A 30 13
Unlawful entry without force 67 50 59 32 17
Attempted forcible entry 118 35 22 19 12
Household larceny 67 125 19 75 29
Less then $50 128 76 o mn 4 19
$50 or more 13 37 58 19 L
Amount not availsble 15 5 5 12 13
Attempted larceny [¢] 6 9 8 13
Motor vehicle theft o S SN 41 38 28 15
Completed . theft 1 . 28 30 20 10
Attempted theft 0 : 13 : 7 8 5
¢+ Detail may not add to to.total shown becsuse.of rounding. MNumbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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44 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo
Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of household
{Rate per 1,000 households)
' White Black
N Type of crime (120,300) (27,800)
i \ -
i Burglary es 133
Forcible entry 27 &7
Unlawful entry without force I8 31
; Attempted forcible entry 19 35 -
I Household. larceny 90 97
i Less than $50 Sh 49
$50 or more 27 33
: Amount not available 3 g8 - /fj
v Attempted larceny 6 8 (
Motor vehicle theft 27 u L/
: Completed theft 19 32 e
§ Attempted theft 8 9
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of round:!ng. Numbers in parentheses refer to
-‘households in the group.
:
% it
!
i
i /
i o ‘\‘\
i 4
4
B
¢ ,
g o a {
§ . 3 Y] \
i \
‘ 4 .
vl
!

—
,A
7
At
o
4 o
ol
=
P
1
X :
b G
{
3
} 3
|
:
’xi
o ",
e .
™ @
1

1 s 1 it e A e i

) ] R .
i . -
: ;J__J\ ‘
o 87
@ g 4 .
5 B N
e iy
. .
# o o S -
. .
- PR

4

7

W

N

o
AT
;
:
W
h
.
“
Y
&
.
.
¢
<

P
Y
.
i
i
(s
.
[
¢ ¥
%
T
“
5
A
L
a
=7
o
. N

PP

-

.
N
*
0
P
-
#
B
s



e Sl G TR T

- - S T g R

b T b S L L T S O R R T I R R A B e P P

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

z (Rate per 1,000 households)
Less than $3,000 $3,000-%7,499 $7,500-89,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$214,999 $25,000 or more Not available
Type of crime {26,100) (38,900) (17,400) (28,400) (14,100) (2, (21,300}
Burglary : 9% 9% 109 97 uy - 131 76
Forcible entry 36 37 35 35 12 122 28
Unlawful entry without force 31 34 L L1 57 9 35
Attempted forcible entry 27 23 21 19 116 13
Household larceny ) 56 ) 86 106 123 124, 191 61
Less than $50 3 35 67 ' 72 68 30
$50 or more ) 16 21 29 40 L5 103 20
Amount not available ’ 13 ) A 1 13 12 131 16
Attempted larceny 15 5 .14 8 1g9 116 15
Motor vehicle theft 2L 29 28 42 {( 37 13g 18
Completed theft u, 23 20 . 30 A 28 122 15
Attempted theft 10 6 ) ig 12 e 1g 7 13
NCTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewex sample cases, is statistically u:u;gliable.
(| v
. e ge . . ) :
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
v ¢+ A1l races®. White Black Al) races* White Black, |
¢ . Type of crime (67,700) (57,500) (9,700) (81,400) (62,500) (18,100)
’ Burglary » .91 86 - 119 101 89 1
‘ . Forcible entry 30 26 55 39 29 T4
\ Unlawful entry without force 43 [T 37 37 39 27
| Attempted forcible entry 18 17 ~ : 27 . 25 21 39 .
i “ L : - Housfhold larceny 22 93 91 92 88 101
[ P Less than $50 E 54 55 48 53 54 50
. CU e e $50 or more 28 78 25 29 26 37
= o . o Amount not available 3 w3 23 5 3 10
. . Attempted larceny 7 6 a1, 5 6 2
Motor vehicle theft 29 2 514 31 30 33
. Completed theft 22 17 48 21 21 23
‘ Attempted theft 7 7 2g 9 9 10
NOIE; Detéﬂ. may not addkto total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown geparately. =
®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, 7]
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 3
(Rate per 1,000 households)
One Two or three Four or five Six or more g
Iype of crime (41,200) {70, 600) (27,000) (10,200) 3
Burglary 69 87 U1 160 B
Forcible entry 26 32 49 51 <
Unlawful entry without force 21 33 68 b 5
Attempted forcible entry 22 21 21, 28 =
Household larceny 39 82 152 213 3
Less than $50 29 52 81 109 ]
$50 or more ) 11 21 5k 85 =
Amount not available 12 5 is 1p )
Attempted larceny 13 5 12 113 w
Motor vehicle theft 17 29 . L2 51 e
Completed theft 10 22 29 15 2
Attempted theft 7 7 13 16 2
- ]
NOTE: Detall may not add to totsl shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group, EY
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, g:l
5 g )
. o s ge. . . ‘e . . ‘. o
Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household ;
(Rate per 1,000 households) %
Onet Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more
Type of crime (42,600) (71,400) (9,600) (8,700) {5,800) (8,800)
wrglary 102 95 121 105 81 6l
Forciblé eritry 23 ) 38 N 38 223 22
Unlawful entry without force L 39 39 33 29 22 N
Attempted forcible entiy 25 18 34 3L 29 19 3 I
Household larceny 108 87 100 91 93 65
Less than $50 (] 53 50 K2 52 45
$50 or more 36 ‘ 2, 39 L2 26 1
Amount not available 5 3 22 2n 213 a3
Attempted larceny 7 7 a9 32 23 0 p
Motor vehicle theft 35 27 33 26 28 26
Completed theft 27 20 23 320 218 216
Attempted theft 8 7 29 ag -, 210 211
ROTE: Detail mév not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthesey refer to households in the group.
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown peparately. ;
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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b Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income
(Rate per 1,000 households)
i Race and income A1) vurglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entry
? ‘ Whife
Less than $3,000 (20,300) g2 26 33 24
$3,000-87,499 (29,800 76 2 33 19
$7,500-$9,999 (14,300 99 26 46 27
¥ $10,000-814,999 (24, 100; 95 33 42 20
; $15,000-824,999 (11,600 120 40 65 15
$25,000 or more (2,500} 133 112 103 118
Not available {17,600) 67 20 36 10
" Black
Less than $3,000 (5,700) 138 72 . 27 38
$3,000-$7,499 §8.300; 151 75 36 40
$7,500-%9,999 (3,000 153 81 231 tn
$10,000-$14,999 h,loog 111 49 133 129
$15,000~$24,999 (2,400 92 145 119 128
$25,000 or more 300; 1116 ¢ 1116 0 0
Not available (3,500 119 63 130 126
NOTE: Detail may not add to tofial shown because of roundirg. Numbers in parenthéses refer to households in the group.
1pstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. o
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§ : . . ) :
SR : Table 68. Household crimes: Percent distribution of household Table 71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
Lo i s : . . AR .
incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
i ' : by race of head of & type of cri
! Flacg Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft ' y ad f hOUSEhOld and type ﬁf crime
Inside own home ’ 97 1 ’ 1% Race and reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Near own home ver 86 43
At vaecation home, motel, White ~
or hotel 13 vee o Nothing could be done;
Inside nonresidential ~ lack of proof 36 37 35 : &7
building voe . vee 1y Not importent enough - 33 28 37 32
On street, or in park, All other and not,
playground, sehoolground, ) given . 30 35 28 28
_ar parking lot aes ’ .rs 52 ¢ Black
«ss Hepredents not applicable. , v Nf:ﬁngfcngbe dones a7 ‘ 35 39 135
1Egtimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable. ! Not important enough 31 P 30 31 ’ 135
‘ 1 A1l otlier and not
. Iy glven . 33 35 31 129
Table 69. Househpld crimes: Percer!t distribution of incidents, NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
by -irype of crime and geogl-aphlc area of occurrence . 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
Inside city Insidé other . : . . s .
v Type of crime of residence, central city FElsewhere : Table 72. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
M1 housenold crimes 95 1 L : ' - reasons for not reporting vic?im.izations to the police,
Burglary 95 1 L by annual family income
b Household larceny 74 1 §
;‘ Motor vehicle theft 91 ) 0 Nothing could be done; Not important A1l other and
L NOTE: . Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding, : ] Income lack of proof enough not givén
iy , Less than $3,000 : 37 29 3L
: . . . . $3,000-87,499 35 33 32
Table 70. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for b Srsmici » 37 2
' “ not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime &, $15,000-82;,999. 35 ‘ 3 30
‘ $25,000 or more 39 26 3
Reason, A11 household crimes Burglary — Household larceny Motor vehicle theft o . Not svallable 4 5 _ 3
v Nothing could be done; ; ) f’ ) NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
T ’ lack of proof 36 36 36+ Ly ' L
Ay L ey S - s Not dmportant enough 3 29 36 32 - . biig
Pollice would not want . ’ ’ {
{0 be botherad 8 8 9 1%
A Too inconvenient or
] time ‘consuming 3 3 3 13
: Private or personal N .
i matter - 5 5 5 11 ] 1 e B &
i Fear of reprisal 1z 11 1z 0 ; _ ; s
: Reported to someone else 2 3 2 11 i ” : -
' A1l other and not given 12 16 9 1, . { ICIN . ) " : L
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ' ; ' ‘ :
Z Less than 0.5 percent. . : : o .
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically mrel;ahle. E
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50 Criminal Victimization Surveys in ‘Buﬂalo

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

o

""Not important

Nothing could be done; A1l other and
Value lack of proof encugh not given -
Less than $10 26 “52 22
$10-349 38 35 27
350-399 45 17 38
$100-3249 41 110 50
$250 or more L 210 e
NOTE:

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

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

Type of crime A1l racegt White Black
A11 househsld crimes ) 453 SR X3 43
Burglary : 50 4 51 48
Forcible entry .70 ¢ 72 65
Unlawful entry without force T L7 32
Attempted forcible entry 28 i 29 27
Household larceny 28 L 29 23
Less than $50 16 \ 16 13
$50 or more 5h N 59 ) 34
Amount not available 27 i ' 225 338
Attempted larceny 19 \ 319 219
Motor vehicle theft . 7% Cy 79 79
Completed theftd 96 ) 96 9L
Attempted theft 36 ; 40 320

1Tncludes data on VMother" races, not shown separately. ‘
2Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of \)ictimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000~-$7,499 $7,500~$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more
A1l household crimes INN i 40 45 47 4 41
C . : Burglary 42 N 50 51 55 56
Forcible entry 63 64 68 3 68 183
« Unlawful entry without force 38 36 48 L 56 15),
' Attempted forcible entry 117 35 29 27 123 225
Household larceny 29 21 ’ 29 33 3 1a,
Motor vehicle theft 85 m 85 78 77 73
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
; Table 76. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
r by type of crime, race of head of niouscheld, and form of tenure
A1l races! + White Black o
Ouned or being Owned or being B ‘Owned or being B
Type of crime bought Rented ‘bought) ' Rented bought Rented
A1 household crimes 18 43 9 42 45 L3
Forcible entry 73 69 78 - 68 57 69
Unlawful entry without force L8 43 49 IV 42 22,
Attempted forcible entry 34 o 24 34 25 235 T2
: Household larceny : - - 32 25 ) 35 24, 216 26
: Motor vehicle theft 82 kil L - o] 79 87 70
: 1Includes data on "other™ races, not shown separately,
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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N 52 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo
¢
i Table 77,,f Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss
i
Z’ Type of crime Less than $10° $10-349 $50-$249 ) 32500r more
} All household crimes 11 ‘ 2, 61 p 7 87
iﬁ Bu.rglary 31 B 35 6‘; 81
{ Household larceny 7 20 52 70
4 Motor vehicle theft 1 aLIC)O ] 98 96
’ 1 There were no recorded motor vehicle thefts involving-losses valued at less than $10.
t 3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizutions resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime
j Type of crime Percent,
M1 household crimes 91
! Burglary 88
Forcible entry 96
' Unlawful entry without force 8g -
] Attempted forcible entry 76
{ Household larceny 95
H Motor vehicle theft . 90
Table 79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
: resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash,
and type of crime
i .
A1l household ‘Household Motor vehicle
i Value erimes Burglary larceny theft
: No monetary value 1 11 13 0
; Less than $10 13 7 20 o
) $10-849 29. coe 21 5 22
: $50-$99 17 19 19 1z
$100-$249 15 21 10 16
v $250-3999 b7 20 3 42
$1,000 or more 7 6 iz 37
Not available A &4 5 3
,} NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. )
} 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
f
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head
of household, type of cnme, and value of loss

No monetary Less than Not kmown and
Race and type of crime value $10 $10-$49 $50-8249 $250 or more not available
A1l races! ‘ o
All household crimes i 5 1; «8 28 18 7
Burglary i 9 12 20 31 20 9
Forcible entry : 6 6 12 29 37 10
Unlawful entry without )
‘force 22 8 28 L5 12 6
Attempted forcible entry 29 32 21 3) 27 13
Household larceny 21 19 41 28 4 6
Motor vehicle theft L 22 7 18 62 6
White : .
All household crimes 5 15 29 29 16 6
Burglary roo10 12 22 - 3 17 7
;, Forcible entry , 7 8 12 31 35 7
‘. Unlawful entry without
force : 22 8 29 L5 10 6
Attempted forcible entry . 34 31 19 a5 31 11
Househol¢ larceny : : 31 21 52 28 4 5
Motor vehicle theft b 3y 32 8 19 61 6
Black it
A1l household crimes . 5 11 . R2 26 25 11
Burglary ¥ 8 11 16 25 27 13
Forcible entry i 26 32 1 26 41 .
_Unlawful entry without i =
force i 0 25 21 45 2 27
Attempted forcible entry i 20 37 2, 34 [} 315
Household larceny ’ 32 15 37 31 25 10 8
Motor vehicle theft j ag a2 126 15 67 ag N
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent, .
1Includes data on "other" races, not showii separately. A
3Estimate, based on asbout 10 or Ieuer sample cases, is stahistically unreliable,
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Criminal »Vlctlmlzi:llon Surveys in Buffalo

Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizatibns )

resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered

and type of crime
A11 household Household Motor vehicle

Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft
None 68 70 81 11
AL 17 10 9 68
Some 15 19 10 21

Less than half 3 5 2 13

Half or more 7 10 L 1

Proportion unknown 1A L 5 1)

NOTE: Detail may not add £ 'tbtal shown, -or to 100 percent, because of rounding,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cages, is statistically unreliable,
f

Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of‘;'ictimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by type of crime

Type of crime

Percent

A1l household crimes 5
Burglary - k
Forcible entry 9
Unlawful entry without force 12
Attempted forcible entry 12
Household larceny .2
Less than $50 12
$50 or more 4
Amount not available 0
Attempted larceny i2
Motor vehicle theft 18
Completed theft 23
Attempted theft 16

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

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

All household Household Motor vehicle
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft
Less than 1 day 33 28 66 22
1-5 days 60 69 128 ] 66
Over 5 days 16 i3 6 1g
Amount unknown and .
not available 11 0 0 i3

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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» . " Survey Data Tables 85
Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and time of occurrence
Nighttime
Daytime IS 6 p.me~ = Midnight- Not Not known and
Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not available
.. M1 household crimes ~ 31" 59 22 28 9 11
Burglary 33 54 2 22 8 13 ‘
Forcible entry 35 55 27 22 [3 10
Unlawful entry without force 33 51 18 21 11 17
Attempted forcible entry 30 59 28 2L 6 11
Household larceny 33 57 18 29 10 : 10
Less than $50 33 54 18 25 11 12 ;
350 or more 33 60 18 33 9 7 .
Amount not available: 35 X 113 123 110 118
Attempted larceny 4 24 71 19 40 112 15
Motor vehicle thett 17 80 32 43 5 13
Completed theft 19 77 34 42 12 13
Attempted theft =~ 12 86 25 48 12 12
NGIE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding.
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime
. Burglsry Robbery
Characteristic ' . O Number Rate Number Rate |
A1 establishments (19,800) 6,300 319 1,100 156 :
Kind of establishment ) o Pt
Retail  (6,900) : 2,700 397 600 - 87 '
Pood group (1,300) 500 408 - 1100 1105 g
Eating and drinking places - (2,100) 900 438 200 oL
Apparel group = (500) 200 465 - 1z 136
Furniture and appliance group (500) 300 L8Y ig 133
futomotive group (400) 300 71 0 0
~' Gas stations 5500) 200 I, 1z S 13 .
Other retail (1,700) 400 216 200 117 ;
Whalesale (1,600) ° 700 435 1100 132 . N
Service (7,200) 1,700 212 300 37 " v 1}
Manufacturing (1,100) = 600 538 2100 160 ’ i y
Other (3,000} ‘ 600 182 1300 1y ; :
Gross annual receipts ) ’ :
Less than $10,000 (3,300) : 1,100 322 : 300 90 3
$10,000~324,999 (2,600 - 700 .. 282 1300 132 .
$25,000~349,999 (2,300 800 335 1100 150
$50,000-$99,999 (2,600 700 263 200 . 6l .
$100, 000-8499, 999 Es,éoo) 1,300 38 1300 133 .
$500,000-$999,999  {800) 600 721 1100 - 20 8
$1,000,000 or more (1,600) 500 323 . 1100 175 .
No sales {(1,300) 300 IR} 0 o ; ‘
Amount not available  (1;600) 400 229 1100 142 . Do
Average number of paid. employees . - :
13" (6,2 : 1,800 . 2% 400 57
47 (3,000 : 900 311 1100 133
819 (2,900) 900 299 300 &g
20 or more. (2,100) 1,300 - 602 200 .. .86
Nene (5,600 1,400 252 o 200 .39

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to i
@ estahlishments in the group. ’ f
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations, . } :

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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i 56 Criminai Victimization Surveys In Buffalo » S R Survey Data Tables 57
’ Table 86. ‘Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, | Table 89. Commercial (obbe,ry: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
b by selected characteristics of commercial establishments of establishment and number of offenders
b‘ Characteristic °. Percent of establishments Ppercent of crimes i Kind of establishment One Two or more Not available
“\‘\r ‘ Kind of estatlishment » ‘ o k . ALY establishments 62 36 12
l i Retail K ‘ 35 o b3 g0 Retail 6
H Wholesale 8 10 i Other 9 31 0
: ‘Service . 36 27 ) ; .o . 53 e 13
| %ta;gactming ’ lg g 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Gross annual. rec%ts 17 18 o .
: Less than $10 . H s . . . . ae s ;
f‘ o oo | 3 1 i | Tabl: 90. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
i: 525 aoo-515,59 12 n i establishments, by kind of establishment and number of victimizations incurred
' :100'%:&99'399 ' f'\ R 12 ' ig oo Kind of - ‘ -
: 7 $i,060,00092r9'm?u'9e Y ’ 8 8 estabishnent One Two Three or more
: {. No sales 7 4 ’ “ M1 establishments’ g
: * pmount not available . 8 6 : Retail > 9 . 6
Average number of paid employees : : o : Service 80 13 iq
1 1-3 32 - 29 ‘ Other : & 8 Xy
ya 17 Bt 1 . , i * 16
) (//’/ ; galzr Core }.II ég i 1Estimate, based on about 10 ar fewer sampye cases, is statisticelly unreliable.
e None N . . “oag : 22 '
L‘ . T B ‘ . -
] | ‘ o ] A Table 91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
Table 87.- Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were ; - S of crime and place of occurrence
‘ victimized, by kind of establishment —— ——
: “ . y DY . - . esbahl»ishment On premises On delivery and elsewhere
i Kind of establishment Percent ' A1 estabilishments . o 98 12
5 = - : Retail 100 : \
: Al1 establishments 22 ' Service 120 g
.“: . Retail . : } ;Z » , . ther i 93 h:
g:‘?léiile ‘ » : i o \[" Y Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unrelisbles
Manufacturing 25 . .
Other 1% : . . :
Table:92. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
. . o : f) reporting victimizations to the police
Table 88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed - :
b L and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment _ Reason , Percent
o3 N . “ B ’ . Nothing could be done;
%j RY ) and,type of crime lack of proof o ccne s :
b . - Not important enough A
| ¥ Burglar, Robbery e P:uge gmt:lhd not want ER
I | < Attempted G ted.  Attemptes” o0 be bothered =
3 Kind of establishment Canpleted e‘“P‘)’ omple i vl Too inconvenient & time consuning; . h
i M1 establishments // .68 3 ] 50 . 50} did not want to become invalved ‘
; / . o 16 Fear of reprisal . ) 19
‘ nctosal 2 130 s 2100 B e e : 15 '
Slrvice 65 35 125 75 : iher shd ot Blven | 9
] ; i 1 . 1 3 3 i
: gbag‘;f‘”t“"i"g ~ g; 133 13? . 133 'Estimate, based on about 10-ar fewer sample: cases, is statistically urelisble.
\ ‘[ “Igstimate, based on abmut 10 ar fewer sﬂmple; cases, is stetistically ““reliai’;e' | | |
| o
;i-k\\\ . d : B ‘r»’ l" )
L') ; : ’ B \ 't ’ ’ Q ’ it
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58 Criminal Victimizatica Surveéys in Butfalo - . Survey Deta Tables 59
" ial crimes: Percent of victimizati to the » , A e P o
' \ Table 93. Commercial t:m;es. tP%'iFet:‘t Qf_tv":t('j",:'z?:'g'f‘sc:::::ned i Table 96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
police, by kind of establishment and typ and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime
i ; i : e : '
u . . R - . Robb: ] e S s
i Knd of establishment Burglery and robbery gty W TOWeW ' ¥ind of establishment ‘ | Beglayy , Robbary
.All estatlishnents ;; ';Z ' ZZ | Al establiskunents 87 ' 62
Thissale 8% % 1100 | Retail e 7
Service . S : 63 26 ‘;.1616 E}elv%zialq ’ 3 gg 133
3 ; Service . )
}étagx;iacturing C 2? 6% ‘ 1g5 ; Manufacturing . 97 150
= . % Cther . 91 a5
4 isti eliable. I ) -
*Bstinate, based on about 10 ar fewer sampie casesy ’is ;tab:.st;cally Hresante 1 YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelishle,
19 § N
Table 94. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with ;

Table 97.- Commercia! crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting

curity measures ' f . : o .
one or more security in theft and/or damage ioss, by kind of establishment and value of loss

Kind of ‘establishment Percent. . ‘ 3 : _ '
- o2 g ! Type of crime Less than $10 $10-350 . $51-$250 $251 ar more Not available
A establishments 2 ; '
Rebail o 7 6l ) o A1l establishments 12 22 27 35 LAk
Wholesale . , 19 ; Retail 8 19 30 38 a5
Service ; 55 A Whalesale 15 117 35 40 i3
Real estate 58 : Service 16 2h, 30 28 2
Manufacturing ) 66 Manufacturing 21, 2L 1g i1 13
i Banks : , 100 ] Other 114 42 ig 28 18
: Transpartatioi 68 . »
4 . Other . 59 1Est:i.ma{:e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected types ; Table 98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting
of security measures, by kind of establishment ' in damage foss to the premises, by kind of establishmant
i
X i -
Type of security measure ALl establishments  Retail Wholesale Service Other Kind of esf.,ahlishment - Percent
Building elerm a 1 1 6 7 A1) establishments 76
! Central alarm — pdlice or i Retadl ) 78
: security service 12 11 21 8 19 Wholesale 93
Reinforcing device ‘ 23 .28 43 16 17 Service 62
Guard or watchman Q 3 13 10 - 17 Manufacturing 75
Watchdog - 12 UM 7 . Other 85
Firearm 5 7 8 13 L 2 :
Camera 2 13 0 11 4 i
) Mirror 2 A 0 11 i1 '
Other o u 8 12 1 7 i
4 - - i
1Estimate, based an sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliables |
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Crimiinal Viciimization Surveys in Bufialo -

" Table 99. "Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by number of employees losing time from work

ORI e e+ g 3 et S RS e b NP b S

Mumber of® employees

who lost time : ’ : - Percent
None 92
One employee 6
Two employees . 1
Three or more employees 1
Not available ’ 1

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

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

Number’ of man-days lost Percent
Nene - ’ ’ 92
Less than 1 day 3
1~5 days : 11.;
6 or more days 1

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

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

. i . Nighttime

‘,\ Daytime % peme—  Midmight— Not
Type of crime 6 auie=6 pemme Total -midnight 6 a.me known Not lmiown
~ Burglary and robbery 13 80 . 15 no 2 7
Burglary 6 86 10 47 25" 8
Robbery 51 49 4L ig oy 0

1pstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

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

Kind of estahlishment Percent
All establishments 55

Retail f 67

Cther 40

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

Type of wWeapon /A1l robberies Campleted robberies Attempted robberies

Firearm 50 62 120
Knife 129 19 120
Other or unknown type 31 119 160

NOPE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 aor fewer sample 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 désigned 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. ilowever, a knowledgeable
adult member of the household served as a proxy
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated

i i A e e s N P

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.

63
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Survey Instruments

O.M, B, No, 41-R2661; Approval Expires june 30, 1974

rorm NCS3 a0d NCS T
8-23.72)

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
‘BUREAU OF THE CEN3US

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

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

NOTICE - Your feport to the.Census Bureau Is confidential by law (Titie I3, U.S,
Cods), |t mey be seen only by sworn Gensus employess and may be used only far
statistical purposes.

Control number

PsSU Serlal Panel Segment

1
1
!
|
1§
1
&
i

1. Interviewer identification
Code | Name

6. Tenvre (cc7)
i 7] Owned or being bought
2 [] Rented for cash
3 [] No cash rent

2. Record of interview

Line number of household

!

i
réspondent H
i
i
]
1

Date completed

7. Type of living quarters (cc 11)
Housing Unilt
1 {7] House, apartment, flat .
2 7] HU in rontransient hotel, motel, etc.
3 [[J HU ~ Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc,

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

4 [CJ HU in rooming house
5[] Mobile home or traller

& [[J HU not.specified above — Describe 7

OTHER Unit
7 [T Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house--

P> Race of head
1 [ White
2] Negro
3 [T] Other

8 [[] Unit net permanent’in transjent hotel, motel, etc,
9 (7] Vacant tent site or trailer site
10 [ Not specified above — Describe ¥

TYPE B
1 [ Vacant — Regular
2[] Vacant — Storage of HH furniture

3 {7 Temporarily occupled by persons with URE

4[] Unfit or to be demolished
5[] Under construction, not ready

11 5.(] 5-9
2(02 & {110 or more
a3 7 7] Mobile home or trajler
d 14 #1] Only OTHER units

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

&[] Converted to temporary b or
7 [[] Unoccupied tent site or traiter site
8 [] Permit granted, construction not started
9 [[] Other — Specify 7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:
9. (Other than the « . . busin does ony in this h hold
operote a business from this address?
t[JNo
2 [ Yes ~ Whot kind of business is that? ]

® V¥

TYPE €

1 [CJ Unused: line of listing sheet
2 [] Demolished

3 [7] House or traller moved

4[] Outside segment

5[] Converted to permanent business or storage

6 [_JMerged

7 [ Condemned

s [ Bullt.after April 1, 1970
9 ] Other — Specl!y7

10. Fomily Income (cc 24)
t [T] Under $1,000
2 [ 1,000 to 1,999
3{7] 2,000 t0 2,999
4[] 3,000 to 3,999
s{] 4,000 to 4,999
6 (] 5,000 to 5,999
76 6,000 to 7,499

11. Household members 12 years

8 []57,500 0 9,999
9 [7] 10,000 wo 11,999
10 ] 12,000 to 14,999
11 {] 15,000 to 19,999
12{] 20,000 to 24,999
13 ] 25,000 and over

®

SYPE Z
Interview not obtained for 7
Line number

of age and OVER 7

e Total number
12. Household members UNDER
12 yea;s of oge 7

i Tortal number

o ] None
13, Ceime Incident Reports filled

7

® 0066

4. Household status
1 [CJSame household as last enumeration

2 [} Replacement household since last enumeration
3 [T Previous noninterview or not in sample before

@ Total numb

0[] None

CENSUS USE ONLY

®

5. Special place type code (cc 6¢)

B
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalc

“%5] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 1
NAME (of housshold

18, |19 200, 20b. 2L 22
RELATIONSHIP tﬁfr MARITAL {RACE | ORIGIN |SEX ARMED

(or year) of ruu'l'u :’:‘ ;ol
15 | icc16) [cc1n |Fomces | You have sver stie

respundent) 3 oF MUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD | miaTi. | STATUS. |(cc ASK for persons 12-24 yrs that year?|
KEYER — BEGIN | IATER-{(cc8) | MEAD DAY |lec14) sEMBER | {ASK Lot PRt s (ec 191 £ 20)
MEW RECORD VIEW {ceob) 1 (ee 13) cc 18,
t (3 Per 1 [JHead 1O (v, 1M [1[Qves] 003 tg:?rr‘dae\'t;m:: 1] Yes
a[3Tel | fawite ot bead | — | 20Owe. [2[DNeg.) —|200F {203ke ¢ 2[JNo
Elem. (01-08)
First 30Ny 3] Own child ado. |s[Jou RS, 0012)
Fiil &[] Other relative] &[] Sep. "“"‘c',"'“. 21-264)
16-21 s [] Noa-relative s[NM —

household as last enumeration? (Box [ marked)
ITEM A [ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B I No

750, Did you live In this house on April 1, 19702

CHECK ’ Look at item 4 on cover page. s this the same

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
1] Yes No — When did you last werk?
2[JUp to § years ago = SKIP to 28a

3[] 5 or more years age
4[] Never worked }SK’P to29

.1 ] Yes - SKIP to Check ltem B 2[JNo

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (Stote, forsign country,
U.S, possession, efc.)

State, etc. County

7. 1s there any reason why you covld nottake o job LAST WEEK?
1[I No Yes ~ 2 [] Already has 2 job

3] Temporary illness
4 ] Golng to school

. Did you live inside the !imits of g city, town, villoge, efc.?

s ] Other — Speclfy7

1 [C]No 217 Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.y

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

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

‘ 1[JYes 23 No

@ x [] Never worked. — SKIP to 29

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEMB ] No — SKIP to 29 [ Yes

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

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — {working,
keeping liouse, going to school) or somsthing else?
s [} Working — SKIP to 268a & [[] Unable to work~SKIP to25d
2 (] With a job but not at work 7 ] Retired
3 [J Looking for work n [_] Other — Speclfy;,
4[] Keeping house
s {7} Golng to schoo!

(if Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

@ [T 11

<, Were you — boat
A loyee of o0 PRIVATE company, business or
o ln':!l.v';‘dpunnor wages, salary or commiscions?
2 [T} A GOVERNMENT employce (Federal, State, county,
or local)?
3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or farm?

b, Did do ony work at all LAST WEEK, not counting .\vurlt
muﬁ"m. h::u? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o[JNe Yes — How many hours?, ~ SKIP 10 28a

4 7] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?

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

. Did hove o job or business from which you were
¢ icmpy:r:rlly ﬂblln' or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1[CJNo 2 [ Yes = Absent — SKIP to 280
2] Yes — Layoff = SKIP to 27

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

Notes

FORM NCS-3 (8.23.73) ) Page 2
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HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS R

29. Now 1'd like to lk some questions uou'
ciime. They refer only to the last 12 months ~

between
During the lost 12 months, did enyone break
into or somehow illegoily get info your
{apartment/home), goroge, erancther building
on your property?

1,197 _ond _____, 197 Cbo

Yes — How many
D, timea?

32. Did dnyone foke something belonging
1o you or fe any member of this household,
from u place w‘ul you ot they were CINe
temporarily stoying, such as a friend’s or
relative's home, o hotel or motel, or
u vacation home?

] Yes ~How many
times?

30, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned)
Did you find a door }immied, a lock forced,
or ony other signs of an ATTEMPTED
break in?

[T ves — How many
timer?

e

31. Was onything ot all stoles that ia kept
outside your home, or happensd to be left
out, wtl os 6 bicycle, o garden hose, or

lawn furniture? (other than ony Incidents
olready mentioned) .

[T] Yes — How many
timas?

CINe

33, What was the total number of motor
vehicles (cors, trucks, etc.) owned by
you or any other member of this household o {7] None ~
during the laat 12 months? SKIP to 36
V[
212
33
4[] 4 or more
34. Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or vse Yes— N
(l'/unyyoi them) without pomls:ion? Clves tmast
e
35. Did anyone steal or TRY to steal part Yes—H
of (h/cyny of them), such os o battery, Qves Ilzl?",
hubcaps, tape-deck, etc.? Cine

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS f

36. The followins questions refer only to things
thot happened to you during the last 12 months —
between 1,197 __and N9 .

Did you hove your (pocket picked/purse
snatched)?

1
Yes — How ma,
:D times? "~

:DNo

]
1
i
1

46. Did you find any evidence that someone
QI;TEM:’TED !g’ l('u;.l m;r.'hing Ohmd
elonged to yo t incident
u"“:y mm'ym:.d)o or than any incidents |,

[ yes—How many
timee?

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

Yes ~ How maa;
- times? 4

[TiNe

38, Did anyona TRY to rob you by using force
or threatening to harm you? (other than
any incidents olready mentioned)

[TJves — How many
times?

[JINe

47. Did you call the police durisg the last 12
months to teport something that happened
to you which you thought was a crime?
(Do noi count any cealls made to the
:ollcn concerning the incidents you

ave just told me sbout.)

] No — SKIP to 48
2] Yes — What happenad?

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit
ou with something, such os a rock or bottle?
ather than any incidents alceady mentionad)

Cves- e
e

@[] ]
Ll
L]

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with
some other wedpon by anyone at all? (other
thon sny incidents olready loned)

] ves ~ How maay
times?

One

4). Rid anyone THREATEN to beot you up or
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some
other waapon, NOT including telephone
threats? (other than any incidents already
mentioned)

] Yes — How meay
times?

Look at 47, Was HH member
12 + ateacked orthreatened, or
CHECK . was something stolen or an

[ Yes - How many
times?

ITEM C attempt made to steal something Ore
that belonged to him?

Cne

43, Did anything heppen to you during the last
12 months which you theught was @ crime,
but did NOT report to the police? (other
’h.n .ny 1 1d, 1 .I’ 81, ‘;

42. Did enycne TRY te attack you in some Yis - N
other way? (othes then any incldents olready Qe g T3 Ne = SKIP to Check Item E
mentioned) y v ] Yes - What happened?
43. During the lact 12 menths, did enyonc steal 3 Yes - Now many
things that Eolonged te you from inside any car timen? I I I
or truck, such as packeges az clothing? CJNe
44. Wos onything stolen from you while you Yes > How Look at 48. Was HH member -
were away from home, for instonce c’f werk, in Qe ll-u?“’ 12 + attacked or threatened, or [Jves :'3:-':""
o thester of restaurant, or while traveling? CHECK was something stolen or an
[ONe ITEMD attempt made to steal something CIne
4 that belonged to him?
i .
1
45, (Other thon any incidents you've alréod 1) Yes — Do any of the screen questions contain any entrles
mentioned) was nnyﬂlln': (ZIno) ot all 4 {D h "::;W for "l-{ow many times?*® " ) Y
stolen from you during the last 12 months? } CHECK [CJ No — Interviaw next HH member.
1N ITEM E - End interview If last respondent,
i and fill item 13 on cover.
! [T Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports
FORM NCB-3 (8:23:78) Paged
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PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

21 22 23.-mn. {he highest grade

'llA. P 15. 16. 17. ]AB.E 19, 20a. 20b. L ln the Mghest mrade, %fé y:u
NAME TYPE |LINE [ RELATIONSHIP | AGE  |MAMITAL [RACE  !oRiGIN |SEX .|ammep .|
vl _lor  |wumeen|Towousenorn | EMST lsyatus |ec1s) | ce6) |(ce1n) [Forces :’:‘s‘:‘l‘[:: :{:’l’:"l';*;: e o yein
LiREYER. — BEGIN I3 (S . ) MEMBE R " .
it Ecoro | w1 oo DAY | tee 18) Transiiribe for 254yrs.) (co19p] 1€ 20
bast @ | i
13 Per 1 T Head 108 Ow. vOM | 1] Yes| o0 [ Nijver attended 1 Yes
2JTel 2(wite ot head | .| 2[JwWe. |2 Neg.! . }2[3F |23 No ofikindergarten 2[No
Fist 20Ny 3] Own chitd s0e. [agjon 1 = —Flem. (01-08)
162,11 4[] other relative 4 Sep. o H3. (03-12)
s Noni-retative s{INM : College (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work diling the past 4 weeks?
?:::: household as last enumeration? (Bos | marked) 1] Yes No ~ When did you last work?
{3 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B I Ne 2] Up to 5 years ago ~ SKIP to 280
n 315 or miire years ago SKIP t6 36
250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970? 4] Never iworked
1 EJ Yes ~ SKIP to Check ftam B 2 No 27. 1s there any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc, County

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

Yes —~ 2z [[] Alreadyt has a job
3 [] Temporary illness
4[] Going to school
5 [] Other - Speclfy—’,

1{TJNe

1[CINo 2[7J Yes — Name of city, town, village, etcy

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

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

% [] Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or oider?
ITEM B [CJ No ~ SKIP to 36 [ Yes

260. Whot were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
04) 1 [ Working — SKIP t0 280 & [ Unable to work—S$KIP to25d
2 [T] With a job but not at work -7 [] Retired
3 [J Looking for work 8 [] Other — Specify;
4[] Keeping house .
s (] Going ta school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

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

@ [TT11 : ‘

c. Were you —

i [3 An employes of « PRIVATE company, business or

individual for woges, salary or commissions?

2] A GOYERNMENT employee (Fqderal, State, county,
or lscol)? \

. 3[)SELF-EMPLOYED iii OWN bu:f‘ncu, professional

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

o[ 1No . Yes — How many hours?, ~ SKIP to 28a

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

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

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

1 [JNe. 2[}Yes ~ Absent — SKIP 10 28a
3] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ CI 1] i
. s, Whet were your most imporiant activities or duties? (For
exampié: typing, keeping cccount bouks, selling cors, etc.)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [}}

36. The following questions refer only to things that | {~]yes ~ How many
hoppened to you during the last 12 months — times?
batwesn__.__1,197___and____, 197._. Did [N
you hove your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?

48. Did you find any evidence that nm;cne
ATTEMPTED to steal somithing that
bvlo;:gad to ym:? (other ﬂld'l: any DNuw

{J Yes — How many
times?

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

O Yes ~ How many
tines?

47 Did you call the police during the lost 12 months 't& report
something that happened toryou which you thought wos a
crime? {Do not count any calls made {o the police

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force

] Yes ~ How maay
or threatening to harm you? [ather thon ony times?
incidents already o 0

Cie

/

‘concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)
[T No — SKIP to 48 )
7] Yes ~ Whot happened?__

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

(] Yes « How maciy
with something, such as o rock or bottle? times?

other weopon, NOT including telephone threats?
(other than any. incidents already tioned)

(other than any incidents olready mentioned) CIne CHECK t;:‘c(kl:i 4°7r :h x'aiegydm:?\s:; Is’l° n:e-iDY“ —~ How many
40. Were you Imi‘-d,‘ shot at, or uﬁo:hg with CJyes - l:n sy | (TEM C 2hing stolen or an .“e"““ made to 1] No times?
:::";’:'.' '5:"”_" by ""]’"" at °"‘,:(°'h" o timest steal something thatpbelonged to hlm?‘}
41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or t [ Yes — How meny 48. Did cnything hoppen to you during the last 12 months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some Ko @ (o': ﬂu;'u:gh' was o 'c)dmo, b:n d!ld NOT -"”ﬂ to the police?
other thon any Y )

[ No— SKIP to Check Item E
[ Yos — What happened?

42. Did anyene TRY to atteck ysu in some T3 Yes — How many
other woy? (ather than any incidents . times?
clready mentioned) INe

43. During the last 12 months, did anycae steal [3Yes = How many
things that belonged to you from inside any car times?
or truck, such os packoges. or clothing? One

ITEMD thing stolen or an attempt made to }D No

. Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ [ Yes ~ H
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was same-! DiYes u:-'r”’
steal something that belonged o hlml:

44, Was onything stoien from you'while vou were
away from home, for instance ot work, in"a™=

Yes — How many
S, = times?
theater or restaurent, or while traveling? TN

. ?n ar;{ of the sc:een, qlﬂcstions contaln any entries
or ‘‘How many times?*
CHECK vy

T g No — Iriterview next HH member, End Interview
e ey et Lo e (vt | e £l 3 e T e 15 v,
from you during the last 12 months? DN"”‘ ) . [ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Repcrts,
FORM NEB.3 (8-23-73) Page 4
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Survey Instruments

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

“ Pies ERL ol . X
14, 15. 16. 17. 18, 19. 20a. 206, 2. 22, 23.What is the highest grade 24.
NAME TYPE |LINE [ RELATIONSHIP | AGE  |MARITAL|RACE  !omiGiw [SeEx  lamuep {or yoar) of tagular school | DId you
EvEr=sEa] Uopp. |VUMBER | TO HOUSENOLD | LI, ISTATUS |(cc15) | (cc 16} [(ec17) |FORCES |  YOU have sver attendad? | compinte,
oy INTER- HEAD {ASK 1 12-24 yrs,
NEWREGORD | yiew | | ticom Ay |1 ferar | Transcribe for Ztyis)(de 1)) 6 20
Last
[ Per 1[I Head sOMe 1w 1M |13 yes| oo Never attended V[ Yes
2[JTel 2[QWitecthead | {2[JWd J2[JNeg.! — | 2(JF [2[]No or kindergarten 2[JNe
Flrst mLL 3 own child s{Jo. [aqot Elem, (01-08)
. 6’_’5’,’ 4 [T] Other relative 4[] sep. —HS. (09-12)
s [ Nen-relative s[CIJNM College {21-26+)
CHE Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 25d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
I'I!‘EMcf household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) . 1[J Yes No — When did you last work?
[7] Yes — SKIP to Check Jtem B I No 23 Up to 5 years ago ~ SKIP to 280
- 3{] 5 or more years ago
250, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 4 ] Never worked SKIP to 36
V[J Yes - SKIP to Chéck ltem B 2[JNo

2]. 15 there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?

b. Where did you live an Aprll 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.S. possession, etc. '

State, etc. County

Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
3 [[] Temporary illness
4[] Going to schaol

1[I No

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

1O No 2 ] Yes = Name of city, town, village, etey

@ [T T

s {] Other — Specify7

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

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

@ X {T] Never worked — SKIP to 36

1] Yes 2] No .
CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEMB {TJNo = SKIP to 36 [ Yes

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

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

2 ] With a job but not at work 7 [T} Retired
3 [} Looking for work 8 ] Other —~ Specify

4[] Keeping house L ¥
s ] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

1 ] Working ~ SKIP to 28 & ] Unable to work—SKIP to 26d 11 An omploroo of a PRIYATE compony, business or

@ (111

c. Were you —

individual for woges, salafy 61 commissions?

2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federcl, State, county,

or local)?

3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professiona!

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 about unpaid work.}

o[ JNo Yes — How many hous? ~ SKIP 10 280

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

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

c. Did you have a [ob or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on loyoff LAST WEEK?
1[CINo 2[] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3 Yes —~ Layotf — SKIP to 27
o -

wapeses

@ CIT 11

e. Whot were your mont importent activities or duties? v(For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

INDIVIDUAL SCRE

LR

EN QUESTIONS ]

36. The following questions refer only to things that ~H
hoppened to you during the last 12 months - Dves “;:‘r;uny

between____1,.197__- and L 197, Did 1N

you hove your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?

46. Did yoy find any evidence that someone | [ Yes ~ How many

ATTEMPTED to steal somsthing that times?
Enlf)ngcd to yolﬂ? {other thczr\: any OnNo

37. Did onyone tcke something (else) directl -H
from you by using force, such os by a :ﬁ’;kup, Dves II:::?.",
mugging or threat? (mb T

47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report
something that hoppened to you which you thought was o

38. Did anyone TRY te rob you by using force
or threatening to harm you? (other than any
incidents alceady toned)

] Yes — How many
times?

CNe

crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police
@ ing the incid you have just told me about.)
=" [JNo - SKIP to 48

{T] Yes — What happened?

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such as o rock or bottle?
(other than oay incid Iready tioned) [ LT

[C] Yes — How many B
times?

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + |
-~ i | -

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with [7] Yes — How many CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- {3 Yes :{:\:‘?W
some other weopon by anyone ot ali? (other times? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to  {[TJNo
than any Incidents olready mentioned) (1 steal something thatbelonged to him?t

41, Did anyone THREATEN 1o beat you up or Yes - How 48, Did anything hoppen to you during the lost 12 th: ich
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or ‘:omo Elve llll?..’ oy thayugl\'gwan: :rlmoynbvo ':;I:I"NO'I.' r:;ch “m:'::. p'on::?
other weapon, & luding telephone threats? Ote @ (od:nr than ony incid ts already tioned) )
{other than any incidents already loned) [ No — SKIP to Check Jtem E

42. Did onyons TRY to attack you in some Yes — K [ Yes — What hoppened?.
other. way? (other than onyylncldynﬁc Lves trast "
olready mentioned) = ONo

43, During the lost 12 months, did anyone steal Yes — Hew Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + 'l[:]ch- How many
things that belonged to yo'ia‘ from inside any cor [D]:" tln:':.ny :‘:rHEEMC; fﬁ::k:‘i&;d;:e:;e:;:;“:: ;:;:?:‘e'} times?
‘or truck, such os packages or clothing? ) V' steal something that belonged w hlm?:DNn

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were 3 Yes — How many L -
away from home, for instance at work, in a - times? Do any of the screen q_\festions contain any entries
theater or restavrant, or while traveling? CINa CHECK] for “‘How many times?

45. (Other than any incidents you've alread Yes — N } ] No — Interview-next HH member, ‘End interview
mentioned) w.’.' anything (ZIn) at oll uzlm Clves ll:::?“’ ITEME if lost respondent, ond fill item I3 on cover,
from you during the last 12 months? (mpl 7] Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

FORM NCS3 (8:23-73)

L RN ki et
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: . urvey Instruments 71
‘. ; 70 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo 2
s H O H } PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS
PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS i . 17. 18. 19, 20a 206 21
NANE TYPE. JLINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE  |ya) : &N |sex 23.at In the bighest :
. 2 . . . ) 0. j20b. 21 [22.  [23.4matis the highest grade |24, 4 7 MARITAL [RACE | ORIGIN [SEX  JARMED | {0 year) of regular achool | Did you
. !rsvps ‘uGu: :75 ATioNsHiP 18. zan Mo Db J2L |20 (23t bighes .':ml U v : xEver e o . zg:)a:n TO HOUSEHOLD Binti. (STATUS [(cc15) | (cc 16) Jico 17) |FORCES | YO have ever attended? complete .
. - =il O, [NUMBER {0 HOUsENOLD ATae (STATUS [tec18) i (cc 16) [(cc17) |FomcEs :':"s:":: ::;';:';;_‘;:m g : NEWRECORD | yicy eeom oAY (cc 14) :aznl:)zn (ASK for persons 33;2)4( %) e
14 KEYER — BEGIN - s : c¢ i
T o G - - Sl s | PR 49 \ ‘:
Last ; 0 ; % ::: N ) Head M brOw. TIM Tr[C]Yes| oo 7] Never attended 1[] Yes
1] Per rJ Head 1M OV 1{IM [13Yes | oo [] Never attended 1] ves , A Wite of head | [2Wd. [2[INee.d ——_|20JF [20IN0 of kindergarten N
21Tl h " F N or kindetgarten M ! ] Fust LNl 3157 Own chitd s0I0. [sou Elem, (01-08 2L '
Fist el ZS;LM o;:,:ad - zgz ) zgz:" — 20 (20 Elem. (01-08) 2Lve o 4[] Other agsep H.s Eo(s—lz))
n (0. |s — - ) . —Hs,
. 63:,17 : 0 m,,,c retative s[3sen. H.S. (0512) : 8 [ Non-relative sCINM College (21-26+)
s (] Nonwelative sCOINM ——-Coliege (21-26+} : 8 CHECK . Look atitem 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work durin
s 3 . g the past 4 weeks?
HECK Laok at item 4 on cover page. [s this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks? ! ITEM A household as Lust enumeration? (Box | marked) 13 Yes No — When did you fast wark? -
Iql'EM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 13 Yes No — When did you last work? ] Yes — SKIP to Caeck Item 8 [CINe 2 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
[J Yes — SKIP to Check item B I No : g l;;;:;irieaer:(:g: ;— SKIP to 280 250, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 iD f“" more z"':'s 220 L ox1p 10 36
; evi
Zia- Did you live In this hevse on Aprl 1, 19701 <ClNever warked - SKIP to 36 ; tE)Yes - SKIP to Check iem B 2LiNe 77 s there any 1o fD e:aworneuk fob LAST W
Z b. Where did ] ) y reason why you.could not take a jol EEK?
1 [J Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B 2] No 27. Is there any reason why you could not toke a'job LAST WEEK?] : U.S..';ouoy:‘:.:or::’.ﬂ:’.‘)Apr" ]'~'97°? (State, foreign countey, @ iCNe Yes —2[] Already has a job
b. \Jhslro did ym; live 'nn)Aprll 1, 1970? (State, foreign country, v No Yes —z [] Already has a job 2 ] Temporary iliness
.S. possession, etc. 3] Temporary itness : g State, etc. County 4[] Going to school
State, etc, Coaunty 4[] Going to school <. Did you live inside the limits of 6 city, town, villoge, etc.? s [ ] Other — Specify.
y - Other — Speci , 5. town, , otc. 2
c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 5[] Other pec fy7 g 1[ZINe 2[0] Yes — Name of city, town, viliage, etc.;, — — ;
1[I Ne 2] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc. T I T 2. For whom did you (lost) werk? (Name of company,
] o : Y 7 28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company, 3 business, organizotion or other employer) peny
N O I business, organization or other employer) ) ‘ E d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970? 1] Yes 2] No x ] Never worked — SKIP to 36
1 Yes 2[3No x [} Never wocked — SKIP to 36 . f'I!iEEMc: Is this person 16 years old or older? b. Whot kind of business or industey 1z this? (For exampie: Tv
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? b.'What kind of business or indusity is this? (For example: TV ; : (I No — SKIP 0 36 L] Yes ond radio mfg.. retail shos store, State Labor Dept., farm)
ITEMB [CJNo—SKIPto3s . [JYes and radio mfg., retall shoe Store, State Labor Dept., farm) : : 262, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working, L1 T
26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (workiny, I ] l I - T :‘g'&:z;:;t ?s;(l;‘}g :: ;;:“’) gl ws"hln' slse? ¢ Were you =
keeping house, going to school) or something eise? e Were you — : {% 2] With 4 Job but K 6 [} Unable 1o work—SKIP to25d 1 An cmplorn of @ PRIVATE compony, business or
1 ] Working ~ SKIP to 28a. & [[] Unable to work—SKIP to26d 1 C]'An employee of o PRIVATE compony, business or : £ 3 5 Looking 1 :' nit at work 7 ] Retired individual for wages, salory or commissions?
2 [] With a job but not at work 7 ] Retired individual for wages, solary or commissions? . 3 O Keepln: h::.s:r 8 ] Other - SPQC”Y? 2 [T] A GOVERNMENT.employee (Federal, State, county )
3 g Look;ns for work 8 ] Other - Specify, 2JA lcovsgrmsnr employee (Federal, State, county, i s (] Going to school i i o orE local)? s
4[] Keeping house or loca . ¥ If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28q) 3 [T SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
5[] Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a) 23 SEL?EMP%OY‘ED in OWN business, professional : % b D yqtoﬂ:io;ny w?o'(’;iu' ull’l;AST N besiness counting work D‘:;ui':“ ;:;;?I:T PA u
practice or farm srount the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH hd orking Y in family business or farm?
b Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 4[] Working WIT ask ab id f rm
) ¥ A g WITHOUT PAY in family business or form? ¢ out unpaid work.) - d.-What kind .
:':I::gc:b: u’;;::!‘i;?nggf)e I form or business oparsiar n HH, d. What kind of work were you doing? (FZr example: erlec':ical ! . “ o[ No  Yes — How many hours?_____ — SKIP 10 28a e";’“""l :"U:: 'ckle‘; ;:'J;::"fi:geif or example: electrical
a[INo  Yes ~ How many hours? — SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typlst, former) - c. Did you have a job or business from which you were LT ! )
. Did you have o job or business from which you waere Lt i i “m”,:""y absent or on Iayaif LAST WEE'(? . «- What were your most impartant activities or duties? (For :
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? . What were your mos¢ importent activities or duties? (For B ¢ t[CONo 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)
1 INe 2{"] Yes — Absent — SKIP t0 28a example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) ; . . 3 [ ] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27
3 Yes — Layoff — SKIP 1027 , ; 5 g ] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS :
" : " INSIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS E{, i) ;_eg’ 12 B f e - 36. ’Tb' '°":‘:'ﬂﬂ QU:":P"' ’:"‘I" only fo things that ] Yes — How many 46. Did you find ony nviacnco fh;x::m;onu ,\E| Yes ﬁgu man
H T 3 L ; oppened to - -
36. The following questions refer only to things that 1 [~]ves - Howmaay}  46. Did you find any evidence that someone | [7] Yes ~ Hew many . g b :’: " you during the last 12 months CIne times? ATTEMPTED to steal something that ] timast
heppened to you during the last l; months — times? ATTEMPTSD to steal something thot ! times? : 3 etwaen____1, 197__ond____, 197___. Did P'lf’,"g'd fo you? (other then any {ONe
betwes 1197 ond 197 Did 1IN belonged to you? (othar than ony ! JNe : ] ’ you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? dy mentioned) !
yéu have your chckmlchd/pw:t snatched)? incidents already mentioned) 4 ) 5 37. Did anyane toke somathing (else) directly [ Yes - How many 47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report '
- — Toet Tirnctl 47. Did you call the police curing the last 12 months to report : < from:you by using force, such as by a stickup, times? something thot hoppened to you which you thought was a
37. Did any toke g (else) dienctly [ Yes ~ How many i mugging or threat? CINe crime? {Do not count any coll d 4
from you by using force, such os by, ¢ stickup times? something that happened to you which you thought was o ; A  count any colls made to the police ]
4 mugg{ng o')"'"u’s? g g Y i[JNe crime? (Do not count ony calls made to the police g 38.Did anyone TRY o rob you by using force Sveon @ g the you have just told m_>about.)
! 38. Did anyone TRY to rab y;u by using force ] Yes — How many @) CIN i SKIP. ; 4:8 you have just told me about.) ] or t‘hjnuhnllng to ham you?‘(o!htr than any Tlinesr 8 5:: s';{f"f 8 i o
3 - - ; H - Wha .
B or threatening to horm you? {other than any times? 5 Y:s — Whet f Co . v { Y ) e PP
: Tncid alresdy Toned) CINe PP : 39. Dll'dhcnyonchrnt youhup, attack you or hit you 3 Yes = How many -
39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you er hit you 3 Yes — How many (w,”“:::':: u:;,tw'c‘. os o f“‘ﬂ" bo"!"? 4 CIne tmes?
: with something, such as a rock or bottle? timea? 40 W = ~ - ———_4 CHECK Look at 47 — Was HH member 12+ {[:]Yn— How
. (other than any incid lready :onad) Cne Taook at 47 — Was HH member 12 + — o 40. Were you knifed, shot at, or ettacked with [ Yes — How many attacked or threatened, or was some~| ".“?W
1 ) WO W oo knitod shot ot or afached with . CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- Des Hiefand }i soms 0""’r weapon b‘y onyone at'all? (other times? ITEMC thing stolen.or an attempt made to /[ JNo ;(
) n.:o Yoﬁ':nr \v:q:on by anyone ot all? (other L ves~ timat T | ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to  {[TJNo e than any [oents already foned) Bt steal something thatbelonged to him?;
i than any incident: (A ], tioned) No steal something thatbelonged to him? PO :i;.' 4. ?L‘R"E"K;."E' THREATEN to best you up or [J'Yes — How masy 48. Did anything happen to you during the last !‘2 months which
41. Did enyene THREATEN 1o beot you vp or [ Yes — How many 48. Did anything hoppen to you during the last 12 months which : other '{I‘;’o‘;‘l"h a l::allfo-;cfn,Lor n'r;:’c“"? CINe times? @ Iou' thought was o 'c:lmo, b:n did NOT report to the police?
: THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some Cite tines? @ u thought was o crime, but did KOT report to the police? {other than any incid already mentioned) other than.any i dy mentioned):
i ‘cther weapon, NOT including teleph h ? other than ony incidents alrecdy mentioned) % = ! —_— ] No — SKIP to Check item E
" i (other than any incidents already foned) [ No ~ SKIP to Check tem E E 4. Did anyone TRY.to attack you in some ) Yes — How many [ Yes — Whot happened?
; 42. Did anyons TRY to ottack you in some ] Yes — How macy [ Yes — Whot happened? ;:::‘::,‘wu,::n'(;:?:d')’h“ any incidents CiNe times
c:h-rdway? (oflndr)ﬂmn ony incidents Cne times? P "h T — ' —_— T T =1 £
H already mentione - » Quring the lodt-(2 months, did dnyone steq| [ Yes — How many * = vas member 12 ¢ . {[™] ves - How miany i
¥ n iy Lock at 48 — Was HH menbear 12 + | - things thet belanged to you from insid y CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- times? i
; 43, &u:;lr‘g :hh:' l::lfo’l'::‘;:':rhyz,“d‘:::‘nly;t;;:;ay' car [Oyes- ::5“1 CHECK attacked or threatened, or|was some-! CJves :::.7"' ot truck, such.os puch."" or 3,,';,7,,;7“” hd N times? ITEMD ;l‘nlnf slole:\mor ‘q!!‘.;g:mlpt made tol Ote et i
i 9 | ITEMD thing stolen or an attempt made to N - [7 — . 8| something &*at-belonged w him? N
or truck, such as packeges or.clothing? §D"° —— steal something that belonged w hlm?'}l:] g i “ a::;awﬁ;:fm :::n:':::r:'hi:: :.;"w:,. Qe -::::.:w Do any of the screen questions contain any entries i
“ !::;?ﬂi:g-::dﬁ: :::Tn::: :'hu: Yo i - : Do any of the screen questions contain any entries P theoter or restavrant, or while traveling? 3 he CHECK for *How many times?** i
) theater or restaurant, or while travaling? Cite cHeck i, o7 “How '""'Y"""“?" ot ember. End i 45- (Othar them ooy Inclognts Jourve altsady Y- Howmny | iTEM ERP [N~ Interview next HH members End Intarview i
= g - [ No — Interview next HH member, End interview ; o3 onything (else) at-all stolen times? . ast resporident, and fill item 13%n cover, i
e W b, (41oe) or ol siolen J 7@~ limrer | ITEME If last respondent, and filf item 13 on cover. ? from you during the last 12 months ? Ow (1 Yes.~ Fill Crime Incident Repors. £
from. you during the fast 12 months? Cke [0 Yes - Fill Crime Incldent Reports. - ORMNEES fnaTn) Page 7 " 4 ) -
‘ FORM NCE-2 (8-28.7) 7 Page 6 g - ; : . i} )
bk |
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

15. 16, 7. 18. 19. 200. 206, j21. 22,

u‘i . 23.Wnat 13 the highest grade |24,
ME TYPE . [UNE | RELATIONSHIP | ASE - amiTAL|mace  lomiein [sex  lammeo (or yoa) of regular sches) . | Did you
cEvE—iEan] O ren, [IUNPER | TO HOUSEHOLD LT ISTATUS [icc1s) i (ec 16y Jiecin [romces :A';;"" i ‘"1'2":" Erprgibe
- N or persons 12-24 yrs,
Last .
@D) @
1 ]Per 1 (O Head 1On [1Ow. 1M 1] Yesy 00 ] Never atiended 1[JYes
2JTel 2Ciwiteothead | J2[wa. [20megsl | 203F (200N of kindergartan - 2%
First :Dm’ 3[TJOwn child 3o {sCjot —_Eiem, (01-08)
léfgll 4[] Othwr relative] 4[] 5. —HS. {09-12)
) &[] Nonelative s[ONM College (21-26t)
Loak at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been losking for work during the past 4 weaks?
fT"::: h hold as last ion? (Box | marked) 1[0 Yes No — When did you lest werk?
[ Yes — SKIP to Check item B [ No 2[] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
253, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 : % Ny more vears "°} SKIP 10 36
@) 1 Yes = SKIP to Check lten B 2[]No Tl

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

State, etc. County

27, s there any reeson why yeu could not toke a job LAST WEEK?
1 [JNe Yes — 2 ] Already has a job ’
3 ) Temporary illness

4 [] Going to school

. Did you live inside the limits of a city, tewn, village, etc.?
@ 1[JNo 2 [[] Yes — Name of city, town, village, ety

s ] Other - Speclfy-j.f‘

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

d. Were'you in the Armed Forces on April 1[; 19702

1] Yes 2[JNo x ] Never worked — SKIP 1o 36
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or clder? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For excmple: TV
ITEM B "I No — SKIP to 36 3 Yes dnd radic mfg., retall shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

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

@ 1 [ Working — SKIP to 28a

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

3 [ Looking for work 8 "] Other — Specify

4 ] Keeping house 4

5[] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 289)

& [C] Unable to work — SKIP to25d 177 An om loru of o PRIVATE cempany, business or

@ [1T11 :

€ Were you —

indivi val for woges, salary or commissions?
2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [T SELF-EMPLOYEZ in OWN business, professional

b. Did you do any work at oll LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator-in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)
o[CJNo Yes — How many hours? - SKIP to 28a

practico or farri? .
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in femily business or furm?

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

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

1 [JNo 2[] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
3] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ 111 R

o Whot were your most importent activities or dnﬂny’} (For
i books, selling cars, etc.)

typing, keeping

. ey % INDIVIDUAL SCRE

EN QUESTIONS

36. The following quﬂon: rafer only to things thet Yes = N
hoppened to yeu during the last 12 months — Cves II:;-’

between_____1, 197__ and____, 197 Did I
you hove your (pocket picked/purse snstched)? :

46. Did you find eny evidence thet someene
ATTEMPTED to steal something that
'hl,orgod hl yw} (ﬂlt-’r 'ﬁl;: eny

|- o
:Dm
!

37. Did anyone take somsthing (eise} directly Yoz — Ho
rom you by using force, such &y by e l'[’cku’, Clyes tl:'u?.’
mugging or threet? s o

L4
47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months te repert
n-ﬂmus thut happened to yeu which you thought wos a
crime? '( o not count eny calls made to the police

@ the incidenty you have just teld me about.)

I'l::EATEN ”N“O'{’"’h a k:lh, gun, or some ) [0k

(other than up'ny incidents clr-udy meatisned)

38. Did anyene TRY to rob you by using ferc Yes ~ How moay [ No ~ £KIP t
or t‘hjmnnl.ng fo harm ’you?JSﬂbtr than any C]:,{Mo times? : EDJ Y:s — Whet 2 ﬁ 4
39, Did anyone beat you up, attuck you eor hit you f‘ -N :
zvi:: u'::'hing, su:‘b as e {ock‘;r bnl-?.‘) g “ tl:n"" .
other thon eny incidents olready mention . No Look at 47 — Was HH member 12+ |
—_— ¢ Yes -
40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with ] Yos ~ How many I":THEEMC(K: :h'l"d‘d |°’ threatened, or was “"‘e’:D ” Iul:;.,
seme other weapen by anyon: st ali? {other times? ng stolen or an attempt made 1o [JNo
then eny incid y iened) [CNe steal something thatbelongedto hlmh'
41. Did onyene THREATEN te baat you up or ] Yes — Wow many 48. Did anything heppen to you during the last 12 moaths which

v thought wes a crime, but did NOT rt to the pelice?
93, (:ﬂ\w ﬂo:u ony Incid olreedy '"”‘) © e pelice

(71 No — SKIP to Check ftem E

42. Did anyone TRY te etteck you in seme ] Yes ~ dHow many
other way? (other thon eny incidents thwes?
siready mantioned) Clne

(7] Yes — What happened?

43, During the last 12 menths, did anyene stecl T3 Yes - now msey | cECK 5&::‘:"?[;1::‘35"’::":‘:, lszo;e-i CIves— :":.7“1
things that belanged to you frem inside eny car times? ITEM D thing stolen or an lm:l‘lpt made to
or truck, such os packages er clething? OINe steal. something that belonged to hlm?: No
44. Was anything stelen from yeu while you were ] Yes — How many D 'y A
eway from home, for instance ot work, in o times? 0 any of the screen quedtions contain any-entries
R WML} 1] Y N
3 er then any incidents you've alrea Yoz ~ H i - - .
mentioned) Wou anything (s126) ot ol stelen ClYes—homsoo | ITEME If last respondent, and fill item 13 on caver,
frem you during the last 12 menths? CIne (C]Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,
FORM NCB-2 18.28-73) Page 8 '

L gt

o

0O.M.B. No, 41-R2661; Approval Explres june 30, 1974

Survey Instruments

KEYER ~ Notes
BEGIN NEW RECORD

NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau [s confidentlal by law
(Tltle 13, U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees
2nd may be used only for statistical purposes.

Line number

Screen question number:
02

Incident number

rorm NCS-4
{8-23.73)
U,5. DEPARTMERT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIRISTRATION
BUREAU .OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

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

Month (01-12)

S0, Were you @ customer, employee, or owner?
@ 1 7] Customer
2{"]) Employee
3 [ Owner
.4 [_] Other — Specify.
b. Did the person(s) steal or TRY to. steal anything from

-rmo — M 2 -

Is this incident report for & series of crimes?|

CHECK 1 CINo ~ SKIP to 2
ITEM A 2 [7] Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
more similor Incidents which
respondent can’t recall séparately)

the store, restourant, office, foctory, etc.?

@ 1] Yes
2[]INo
33 Don’t know

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

SKIP to Check Jtem B

-3
a
5

b. {n what month(s) did these incidents take place?
* (Mark all that apply)
1 [ Spring (March, April, May)
2 {"] Summer (June, july, August)
3 [J Fall (September, October, N ber)
4 "] Winter (Dacember, January, February)

there, such as o guest or o workman?
@ 1 {7 Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item 8
2] No
3 [ Don't know
b. Did the offender(s) actually get In or just TRY to get

How many incidents were invelved in this series?
1 [7] Three or four

2 [J Five to ten

3 ] Eleven or more

4[] Don’t know

o

in the building?

1 {J Actually gotin
2 7] Just tried to get in
3 ] Don’t know

Was thete ony evidence, such as a broken lock or broken

-0 O O9m =

€,

INTERVIEWER - If series, the following questions refer
only to the most recent incident,

window, thet the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
* to force his way in) the building?

2. About what time did (this/the most recent)
incident happen? :
1 [ Don't know
2 [ During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m, to 6 a.m.)
3] 6 p.m. to midnight
4[] Midnightto 6 a.m.
5[] Don't know

@ 1INo

Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)
2] Broken lock or window =
s [T] Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
a [ Slashed screen to. Check
s (] Other — Specl{y; item B

30, Did this incidént tcke place inside the limits of this
city or somewhere élse?
1 (7] Inside limits, of this city — SKIP to 4
2 [T} Somewhere else in the United States
3[7) Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

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

1 [T] Through unlocked door or window
2 {TJ Had key

b. In whot State and county did this incident occur?

3 [ Don't know
4 ] Other — Specify

2 [C] Yes — Enter name of clty, town, e:c.7

State Was any member of this household,
including respondent, present when this
County CHECK Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)}
c. Did it happen inside the limits of a city, town, village, stc.?] ITEM B 1 7] No — SKIP to 13a
1 I Ne 2] Yes

7a. Did the person(s) have @ weapon such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as o weapon, such as a

4. Where did this incident take ploce?

1 [TJ At or in own dwelling, in garage or
other building on property (Incfudes
breok-in or attempted break-in)

2 7] At or in vacation home, hotel/motel

3 [ inside commercial building such. as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station,
public conveyance or station

4[] Inside office, factory, or warehouse

SKIP to 6a
ASK
5a

driveway, carport, apartnent hall
(Does not Include break-in or’
attempted. break-in)
&[] On the street, In a park, fleld, play-
ground, school grounds or parking lot
7 [ Inside schoo!

& (] Other — S;:ec{{y.7

sKIp
to Check
item B

N bottle, or wrench?
1[INo
2 [} Don’t know .
Yes — What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply)
3 [J Gun
4[] Knife
s [] Other — Specify.

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

@ ([OYes-SKIPto7f
2] No
¢« Did the person(s) threaten you with hoim in any woy?
@) 1CINo~SKIPt07e -
= Yes )

h
}
5[] Near own home; yard, sidewatk, -~ ]

Page'9
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74 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo i Survey Instruments 75
" CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Confinved . CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued
: 7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Did you file a claim with ony of thasy insurdnce companies or programs 12a. Yere you the onl there besides the offend W - ’
b (Mark all that apply) 3 in order to gef part or ofl ofyyour medical expenses paid? preg 'O (’es - S;’;PY ::.;;:" ere besidas the offendar(s) .\FSBaDsXa:'c:’r :r,,,:[,};gd";:t?g;;'hme taken?
@ 1 [J Verbal threat of rape @ 1 {"JNo ~ SKIP to 10d @ 2N CHECK
f 23 V}::rbal threat of attack other 2] Yes CIRe ITEM D T No — SKIP to Check Item E
s than rape " 4
B ¢« Did insurarice or any heclth benefits program pay for all or port of b, How many. of these persons were robbed, h d Yes
y 1 vv!fg,p&'l:;::m o threatened | skip @ the totol medical expenses 4 ‘L‘ d? Do not Include persons under ﬂlré“;':': -
| to 1 [ Not yet settled ot age. 140, Had permission to use the (cor/motor vehicl by
‘ «0J 8:‘::‘;;:;]2(2?“;:2:? weapon 10a 2[JNone....... SKIP to 10a @ o] None — SKIP to 130 . given to the person whe took i1? ofor vehicle) over been
‘ s [J Object thrown at person 3CJA.cLeeee ) (6D [ o P
i s [} Followed, surrounded 4[] Part : =y Number of persons 2 [ Don't know SKIP to Check ltem E
T 7 ] Other — Specify d. How much did insurance or a health benefits program pay? c. Were any of these persons bars of your h hold? v
i J @ $ . [:00 ] (0btain an estimate, if necessary) Do not include household members under 12 years of age. 3 Yes
e. Whot actually happened? Anything else? 10a, Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the incident? @ °O :‘,D H | b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?
! @ (Mark all that apply)} . N\ @ 1 [JNo = SKIP to I ) es — How many, not counting yourself? O ves
: 1 [[J Semething taken without 2[T] Yes ——————
: permission + b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that appiy] : : (Also mark "Yes” ln Check Item | on page 12) 37JNe
; 2O A‘:emmed g[’ threatened to 1] Used/brandished gun or kife 4 [ Threatened, argued, reasoned, 130. Was something stolen or token without permission that
| take something 21 Used/uried physical Zorce (hit, etc. with offender belonged to you or others in the household? s Box | or 2'marked in 132
H a (7] Harassed, argument, abusive chased, threw objecti/used other . s ["JResisted without force, used INTERVIEWER ~ Include anything stolen from X
a i f CHECK No — SKIP to'15
nguage weapon, etc.) evaslive action (ran/drove away, unrecognizable business in respondent’s home. -, ITEM E O3 No - tol5e
: a7 rForc.:lbIe entry ofrham:mpted SKIP 3[TJTried to get help, attract awention, hid, held propesty, focked door, Do nat include anything stolen from a recognizable [ Yes
: O F"'c':’;r entry o ‘":se red to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) buslnes: Ind;esponden’t;s home or another business, such
s orcible entry or attempte: 100 - as merchandise or cash from o register, -
ertry of car mlj:gi: :!ac.n)ed for help, twnedon - 6 Dgg:g!y Ll yer s SKibte 13{{ om @ register, ¢ rlus Qheprun n{wrllc’t('{éoncy) on your person, for instance,
6 Ié!] 25mazedd°' dc:uoyed zf"PEf‘Y 11.” Was the crime committed by only one or more than orie person? 2[JNo ] n @ pocket ar being held by you when it was taken?
7 ttempted or threatened to ] * - T t Y
damage of destroy property @ 1] Only onez 203 ?;?Pt tkoml,;'u 3 [[J More than one 7 b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT fo fake something that s
8 [T] Other — SPeCif)’y a. Wos this person male f. How many persons? @ b'lD‘m::d toS;':u or others n the household? 203N
of female? . @ ! o — SKIP 16 |3e Was only cash taken? (Box 0 morked in 13f)
J 1 Mate . Were they male or famale? sy CHECK [ Yes — SKIP to 16a
. Hiow 31 the pevsonts) ottack you? Any . 2] Female g.‘ AIIY : c. What did they try to take? Anything else? ITEM F
] 6 other way? (Mark all that apply) <[ Don't know ; % o ;::‘ :Ie (Mék:“ that apply) ¥ CINe
H @ ! D RaPEd 1 urse
| | ; )
| 2 []) Tried to rape b. How old would you say : % Pg:nsra::oaemale 2 [ Wallet or money 156, ?}!;o'g::!:‘ty;';;:t? was the value of the PROPERTY
) 3 [ Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed the person was? . T s[JCar INTERV: MER. Exciud .
i . H w th i TEWER = Exclude stolen cash, dnd enter $0
! <« H!: by thrown object ' [ Under 12 Y:;I:“' ::'? you say the 4 T} Other motor vehlcle stofen checks and credjt cords, even if th: w:re us 5‘”
i 5 {77 Hit, siapped, knocked down : nder 12 s 21 s [ Part of car (hub deck ' 4 eds
! & [ Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, [ 1214 [N 'n lr 0 SKlol; :;/qr - ; r (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
i pushed, etc. a7 15-17 2[jl2-14 Don't k I &[] Don’t know [ N
i 7 ] Other ~ Specify a(J15-17 &[] Don'tknow 7 [] Other — Specify. b. How 21 vou d ”
I 4[] 18-20 4[] 18-20 . . “onvlf. I’w '}f,'?':rke:!ild:h“;e ;n;u)v of the property that was
i 8. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? b Did they try to take a purse, wallet, AR at apply.
i * Anything else? (Mark all that apply) s[J2 °" over [ :il?::;l:;«;uld you oy the ! * CHECK or money? {Box | or 2 marked in 13c) 1 [TCitiginal cost
: [} Noned_ SKIP to 104 6 [] Dont know y [ Under 12 4[] 18=20 iITEMC ["3 No — SKIP to 18a ) 2 Regiacement cost
! 2 [} Rape c. Was the person someans you 2 12-14 s ] 21 or over ] Yes 3 [ Personal estimate of current value
s 3 ] Attempted rape knew or was he a stranger? 300 15~17 &[] Don't know o 4T Insurance report estimate
: 4[] Knife or gunshot wounds s . d. Wos the (purse/wallat/money) on your person, for S
s [7] Broken bones or teath knocked out 1 [ Swranger ) j+ Were any of the persons known instance in a pocket or being held? s ?m‘hce estimate
= 6 (7] Internal injuries, knocked uncanscious 2 [T} Don't know o °|'|"'°"d 19 you of were they ; 1] Yes s [ Qna't know
z 7 CJ Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swellingw 3 [] Knownby " leeP @ =‘l r__!]'::;:!::atg ors sk ) 1 @ 2 No } SKIP to 80 7 1 Oftrer ~ Specify
! 8 (] Other « Specify sight only © N :
. b, Were you injured to the extent that you neednd a{7] Casual i% ﬁ?lnrilttl?\::s ;‘;(;ﬂp « @ What did happen? (Mark 'all that apply) /i
medical attention ofter the attack? acquaintance 4[] Some relatives } tol . 1 {7 Attacked h 160, Woy wll-ar part of the stolen money or property recovered,
; @ ; % ?:s— SKIP to 102 5[] Well known 5 ] Al known 3] Threatened with haom O except for anything received from Insurance?
f 2 . y 166, T\
i , d -
e L e | D e e 25 o
i 1 No of yours’ . y wn L: | AL
; 2] Emergency toom treatment only @ 10N . * (M""‘B"” 'I'":: UMIM . s [7] Harassed, argument; abusive language | ff”’ 3 7 Part
{ i - 1 sight on -
;&_. = a?ze'ﬂu:v;e;r:ygr;;r longer Yes ~ Whot relationship? 2 g c:suag[ Y SKIP :S gamaged Jor deleroyed g"’PﬁI‘)’ 18a b What wis recovered?
! 2 [ Spouse or ex-spouse acquaintance(s) [ tom destroy perty © weor -
: 3 [T Welk knows " ¥ property B F ey ﬁﬁ
: > [ Parent ! HD; th : lated fo you? ’ - 8[]Other ~ Specify fm"cf%f
. How weia they related to you : . R
- i ; d. What was the 03!':1 :;n’;‘w;:'zl’yo%méim‘l:l_w‘ 4[] Own child - (Mark all that apply) N « Pragérty: (Mark ali that apply)
o 13 ING anything paid by insurance? Include hospitel § [ Brother or sister 1 [JSpouse or &[] Brothers/ — o7 Cash oply recovered — SKIP to 170
L and doctor bills, medicine, theropy, braces, and & [] Other relative ~ ex-spotise sisters f. What wos taken? What else? £ Purse
E. cay other injury relcted medical expenses. Specify 2] Parents s ] Other — 2 \\'A‘Ilet
IS INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 4 3] Qwn Speci{y; Cash: $ . Fod.
i éxact amount, encouroge him lo give an estimate, children and/or ’ ) 5,7 Car
I3 0[] No cost — SKIP to 100 . . Property: (Mark all that apply) & [~ Qther motor vehicle
] ! Il of them = ; %177 Part of car (hubcap, :
YT o Vor beTabe - @ v - |@ Qo cosuien-skiPwise 7 Partof cor (b tapedeck, et
¥ 9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered @ 1 [C] Whire? 2 [} Negro? . 2] Walleg &1 Other — Specify
* . £ g -dic‘:u! insuum;t, ov.wu; K“f:."‘“' ) 2 [] Negro? 3[7] Other? ~ Spedfy; | s Cor o
£ C its from any other typa-of healll y SKIP b .
: l R ' Other? ~Specify. = i Oth: hict ; - "y
j bensfits program, such os Medicaid,.Veterons s Z 4 o = ! 4[] Other motor vehicle e Whitt was the value of the property recovered (excluding
: @ ﬁ:]m'n;':..ﬁ.“?'. t:r}P;:ll}l::c,l;:u? 20 4[] Combination Sp"-""V? ‘ 5[] Pare of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc) - . ‘Nr.r‘uvﬂtd cash)? ‘ Y <! [
: : 2[7]:Don’t know : | ’ M ] .
a[] Yes 4 [} Don’t know 5[] Don*t know : i 6 (] Other — Specify | . Y
FORM NCS-4 (3:23.78) Page 10 «(!. . FORM NCS-4 (8-23.72} i ) Page 4.
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i 76 Criminal Victimizatior: Surveys in Butfalo : : B Survey Instruments 77
:r, g O.M.B. No. 41-R2661% Appioval Explrés June 30, 1974
: Lt : g CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS. - Comiml"d i 80 va KEYER - Notes. NOTIICE -Josur r;ponlto lhebC«nsus elur:au s cocr:xfldemlnl bly laws .
; 17a. Was there any insurance against theht? 2°°' :"E ;:‘o' police informed of this incident iri any way? i BEGIN NEW RECORD by B e o o Srad e Sy, 8 sworn Census employe
t{OJNo..... X 2 [] Don't know — SKIP to Check jtem G Line number - 59;37721’05-4
{ , SKIP to 18a Yes — Who told them? ! US, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE I
2{] Don't know | SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
: 3 [} Household member Scree stlon numbe BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
k 3] Yes 4[] Someone else SKIP to Check Item G creen question ntmber ) N
; b. Waos this loss reported to on'ins company? s [J Pollce on scene CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
+ e WOS an vrance r B
t @ 13 Tous repor e pany b. What \155 ’h:{reason this incident was not reported to Incldeat number NATIORAL CRIME SURVEY c
¢ 1Ne. ... * the police? (Mark oll that apply) CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE
I 5 } SKIP to 18a 1 [] Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof I
2[]Don’t know 2] Did not think it important enough la. You said that during the lost 12 months ~ (Refer to Sa. Were you a customer, smployes, or owner? D
@ 3] Yes 3] Police wouldn't want to be bothered appropriate screen question for description of crime). @ 1 [J Customer
¢ 4[] Did not want to take time — too Inconvenient In what month (did this/did the first) incident heppen? 2] Employee E
! c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 5[] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it S’J?ﬁﬁﬁhcﬁﬁﬂi') necessary. Encourage respondent to 3[] Owner
i “ m s,
i @ 1 [} Not yet settled : S iifa?:;yf:;r::ag'“ involved ‘ 4[] Other — Specify. N
! e SKIP 1o 18a & ] Reported to someone else F Month (01—12) b. Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from T
i e the itore, restaurant, office, factory, etc.?
: 2 ves 9 ] Other ~ Speclfy Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? @ s Yes
| Is this person 16 years or older? 1[CJNo — SKIP to 2
; N SKIP t
! d. How mich was recovered? CHECK {73 No — SKIP to Check Item H @ CHECK 2 Yes — (Note; series must have 3 or 2C]No v KIF to Check jtem 8
: ITEM G ITEM A ( 3 (] Don’t know
i . [JYes - ASK 2la more simijar incidents which
3 INTERVIEWER — {f property replaced by insurance responident can’t recall separately) 6a. Did the offender(s) live there or have 4 right to be
I company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 210, Did you have a job at the time this incident happened? there, such as o guest or @ workman? . E
i of value of the property replaced. 1] No ~ SKiP to Check ftem H b. In what month(s) did these incidents take ploce? ' :
= 2[5 Yes x  (Mark alj that'apply) @9 v Yes ~ SKIP to Check Jtem 8 P
& (o) 1 I Spring (March, Aprlt, May) 2[7] No
i @ -8 . What ;“ the ':b? ibed in NCS-3 items 28a- SKIP . 2 {] Summer (June, July, August) 0 Dot k 0
: : 1 7] Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a—e — Check'7tem H . s[] Fall (September, October, November) 3 (3 Don't know
; 184, Did any household member lose any time from work 4[] Winter (December, January, February) b. Did the offender(s) actually get i t TRY to get
! becagsy of this incident? 2 [T] Diffecent than described In NCS-3 Items 28a—e & ( - T Rr—— in the ,,:,.‘;m,‘ Y get inor Jus v R
@)  o[3No~SKIP to 19 i For whom did you work? (Name of company, business, e How many incidents were fnvolved in this series 1 [] Acsually got In T
i organization or other employer) “ 13 Thr,"‘nj or four 2] Just tried to get in
( Yes — How many members?7 :E g:::'/e‘::re?nora e 3 ] Don’t know A
f d, What kind of husiness or industry is this? (For example; TV 4 [} Don't know cs Was there ony evidence, such as o broken lock or broken
i and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,, farm) INTERVIEWER — If serjes, the following questions refer wh;dow, ﬂm the f')"';'.d'é(’”:‘"'?d his way in/TRIED
¢ Sl Ll ce his wa t 1
i b. How much time wos lost gltogether? (R only to the most recent incident. @ 1°lj°rNo y in) the bullding
Z i i e, Were you - ; 2. About what Hime did (this/the most recent) Yes — What wos the evidence? Anything else?
i @ 1{JLess than | day . 1 [ An employen of o PRIVATE company, I:usims;”ﬁ‘I or Incident I‘:"Pl"“'l’ (Mark all that apply) yihing
} 2[] L5 days ) indlvlduarior wages, salary or commissions? 0 gm. ¢ ‘knowd . ¢ 2 [ Broken fock or window : . y
i 507610 days 2 "] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)? o 203 A{",:‘,‘;;,;"(z ,,"_‘,’,',.(,o“g":‘,: ™) pem:) 3 [ Forced door or window
¢ 3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professionl : 316 pum. to midnight {or tried) sKip
L 4[] Over 10 days practice of farm? ) 2 [ Hidnight to 6 am. ) 4[] Slashed screen to Check
! s (] Don't know 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY I family business or farm? s [ Don’t know s (] Other — Specily frem &
i 190. Was nnychi’ng dumaged but ot toked in this lr;cigem? . “""'1' kind of W:"‘l,";"'t you l“"f‘"ﬂ? ()"'°’ example; efectrical 3o, Did this incident take place inside the limits of this
H For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, jarmer; sity or somewhere else?
} damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? I—T—-l-——l 1 O] tnside limits of this city  SKIP o 4 @ d. How did the offender(s) (get in/try 1o get in}? :
] 1 [ No - SKIP to 20a - - 2] Somewhere else inthe United States @ (] Through unlocked door or window -
i Ov s t‘;’;' ¥ ore Your most important cetivitles °{'rdf'r:7’? (For =lxam‘/e=’ 3 [} Outslde the United States — END. INCIDENT REPORT 2 [7] Hud key :
H 2 es ng, keeping accoun s, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc, " X
i b, In what State and county did this incident occur? 3 [C] Don't know
i b. (Was /were) the damoged item(s) repaired or replaced? - 4[] Other — Specify i d
& BRIEFLY summarize this incident or seriles -, State Was apy member of this household, B
; 1] Yes — SKIP to 19d CHECK of incldents. . including respondent, present when this
¢ N ITEM H . County - CHECK Incident pecurred? {If not sure, ASK) .
B 2] Ne X . c. Did it hoppen inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.? ITEM B 1 [CINo - SKIP to 130
i ¢« How much would it cost to repair of replace the . 1[JNo 2] Yes'
¥ damaged item(s)? - s 2[7) Yes — Enter ndme of city, town, elc.7
: [——r"‘r'—r"'r—‘t Ta. Did the person(s) hove o weopon such os @ gun or knife,
. @ . or something he was vsing.os a weopon, such as o
coy s . SKIP to 200 . 4.  Where did this incident take place? ; * bottle, or wrench? B
— 0 Look at |2¢ on Incident Report. |s there an : @ 1 [T] At or in own dwelling, In garage or +v[CINo :
: x "3 Don't know CHECK entry for ‘‘How many?*’ — other bullding on property (Includes | sx1p 10 60 .
£ d. How much was the repair of replacement cost? ITEM | 8 3" B= ‘h Incident R / break-ln or attampted breok-ir) : 2] Don't know
: e es — Be sure you have on.Incident Report s P 2 [ At or in vacation home, hotel/motel Yes - Wh the \veapon?
% [T} No cost or don’t know — SKIP to 200 : for each. HH member 12 years of age / R D) Acar in vacad s °? was the weapon? (Mork all that apply)
. ! 3 [} Inside. commercial bullding such as 3[JGun
; ‘ v e b, K, o ﬂ Sore i, ok, i | ASK S ‘
; o ¥ . . v;," public conveyance o station Sa | ta |
i [ J - Its ‘h(}sflhi}:]a“ Incident Report to be 4[] Inslde office, factory, or warehouse W 5 [7] Other — Specify. ’ s L \ .
5 - " 5 -, filled for this person? i A " s [])Neat own home; yard, sidewalk ; b :
) . Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacament? CHECK [INo— Go to next Incidént Report. ‘ | driveway, CaTpor, apartment hl;ll b. Did “‘,' person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually
Yy
e {Mark all that apply) ITEM J ! N attack you in some other way?
W . [IYes~1is ;hisi the last F;H member ‘ ; (lt)loesp;loj Lr;cll;‘d? )break-l’n, or sk @ oY SKIP to 7f & : R T
) H hold b to be interviewed? attempted bregk-in i fes — KIP to 2f ¥ | ’ :
@ ¥ [3Houschold member [T No — Interview next HH member. : 6 [ On the street, in a park, fleld, play-- 3}, to Check 2[JNo ‘ : ‘ i
2 (7] Landlord ) : ground, szhool grounds or parking lot [ /tem B : .
. J 3 Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter Fo . ; ; - ) }
,U . total number of Crime ; 7 ) Inside school c. Did the person(s) threaten.you with harm in any way?
2 3 [ Insurance Incident Reports filjed for o [ Other — Specify 162D 1IN0 - SKIP 0 7¢ .
o Other - Speci : . tiis household in ltem 13 : : i 7 : ' : <
4[] Other — Specify. - on the cover of NCS-3, e § . w200 Yes .
FrRG MCR4 (RPWTAL . Page 12 i : Page i3 ' ‘;
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v LR : Survey Instruments 79
: 78 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo s
. CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued s X i )
; X 3 R CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued & N 2 . . I ’( 126, Were you the only person there besides the offender{s) Was a car or OIthdle;lr vehicle taken?
i How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Did you file o claim with any of these insurance companies or programs [ ; @ 1 [ Yes — SKIP to 13a CHECK (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13()
- (Mark all thet apply) 3 @ in order to get part or all of your medical #xpenses paid? . 2[JNo i ITEM D ] No — SKIP to Check ltem E
: 1 [ Verbal threat of rape t ] No ~ SKIP to 10a i &
! 20 \'/herbal threat of attack other 2L Yes i 5 b, How many of these pnrs;or:“t were lobbci, hu‘rg\cd, or 3 Yes
\ an rape : . § : ' threatened? Do not include persons under 12 years
] a0 WﬂahPOH present or threatened SKIP € ai.d::quu;ng?;g‘:l n.';yp:‘::.lz'; benefits program pay for olf or part of ! : of n:-- 140, Had p-rml':sicn to uu;‘ the (;u{{’mc'ot vehicle) ever baen
with weapon H - given to the person who took It
: 4[] Attempted attack with weapon "o @ 1 ] Not yet settled : i @ o [ None — SKIP to 13a : ACING e ese s
: (for example, shot at) 0O 2[CJNone.saoos SKIP to 100 ! SKIP to Check ltem E
\ s [T] Object thrown at person 3JAleeeenen Number of persons 2 [] Don’t know
Followed, ded 4[] Part c. Were f these persons members of your hovsehold?
: :% Orhc‘:w-—esp:lé:'?'l?:____._ d. How much did Tnsurance ora health benefits program pay? Do'no‘:nlyn:lud:houpuhold members under 12 years of age. 300 Yes
& : ) @ s . (Obtain an estimate, If necessary) H @ o [JNo b, Did the person return the {car/motor vehicle)?
j e Whﬂ’k"l’uﬂlly happened? Anything else? 100. Did y;u do ;;’;’anl'lo protect yourself or your property during the incident?, Yes ~ How many, not counting yourself? 1] Yes
Mal 1 that appl 1 o — to e
: @ ﬁ Er] sim«:.-ngﬁif:n without ) &) 2 SYes : {Also mark ‘*Yes* In Check item | on page 16) 2[3Ne
permission b. What did you do? Anything else? (Mork all that apply) ! 13a. Was something stolen or token without permission thot
: 2 [ Auempted or threatened to 1 E]Used;b:‘andolshed :un or'knife 4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned, belongad to you or othes in the household? fs Box | or 2 marked In 1312
take something 2] Used/tried physical force (hit, ctc. with offender INTERVIEWER ~ Include anything stolen from CHECK ] Ne — SKIP to (50
. 3 [[] Harassed, argument, abusive = chased, threw object, used ather 5[] Resisted without force, used unrecognizable business in respondent’s home. ITEME o
. language ", weapon, e1c.) ' ' evasive action (ran/drove away, Do not fnclude anything stolen from a recognizable [ Yes
H 4[] Forcible entry or attempted SKIP) 3] Tried to get help, attract auention, hid, held property, locked door; busiriess in respondent’s home or onother business, such
j forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) as merchandise or cash from a reglster, c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance,
: s [J Forcible entry or attempted 10a elled, called for help, turned on 6 [T JOther= @ 1] Yes ~ SKIP to 13 in o pocket or being held by you when it was token?
: entry of car righzs, etc.) Specify 2[JNe v
H 6 [} Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person? b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT fo foke something thot 1] Yes
i = ?tlemptedr :r sd:,rr:al:r,:);‘ir‘& @ 1 only one g 20 ?z;\;’t kn?;’ . 3 [ More than one g ’ b-longn: '; y:u or others In the household? 2[]Ne
: amage ot destroy to 12a
: 8 ] Other - 5935”)’7 a. Wos this person male f. How many persons? @ t{JNo—SKIPto13e Was only cash taken? (Box O marked in I3f)
! J or female? @ 2] Yes CHECK 3 Yes — SKIP to 60
i 1 [Male Wore they male of female? j <. What did they try to take? Anything else? ITEM F I Ne
: f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 2] Female 9 Ware they ma'e or feme . (Mark al] that apply)
; ther way? (Mark all that apply) 1 D Al male i + [ Purse
d other way Ply; 3 {1 Don't know 2 [T All female 150. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
; @ + [JRaped s (] Male and female 2 [T] Wallet or money that was token?
% 2 [ Tried to rape . b. How old would you say 4[] Don't know ! s[]cCar INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cash, and enter 50 for
| 3] zlt with ob]e:ll:leld jn hand, shat, knifed the person was? . Tiow 10 would you say The ; 4[] Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used.,
Dot ot ﬁ L5 P of o b, ek,
s () Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 2[12-14 @® gz s 3 o over — & ] Don't know s b
£ pushed, etc. 2[312-14 . o] 7 ] Other — Specify. b. How did you decide the value of the property thot was
7 7] Other — Specify ¢ 15-17 sJi1s-17 & [7] Don’t know ’ * ) stolen? (Mark all that apply) ) .
‘ aJ18-20 : «[]18~20 ; Did they try to take a purse, wallet, 1 [ Orlglnal cost ‘ -
I 8a. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? | i. How old would you soy the § 3 CHECK or money? (Box ! or 2 marked in 13c)
| Ise? / s 21 or over you say-t ; 2] Replacement cost
i @ A’I‘E']h:("g e :OS-K(’l:o:k :;ga!hal apply) 6 [ Don't know oldest was? ; ITEMC T3 No.— SKIP to 18a E s [ Personal estimate of current value
I ! one — 0 1 ) Under 12 4] 18-20 Yes : erson
| 2 [ Raped c. Wos the person someone you 2] 12-14  s[J2) or over D 4] Insurance report estimate
] 3 [ Auempted rape ‘ knew or was he a stranger? a[J15-17 &[] Don't know d :'l«:s"'h:.(f:r:-{’::l."';{ﬂ;:';;z)h:'; your person, for s [ Police estimate
; 4 [T Knife or gunshot wounds + [J Stranger v T T nstan P ’ 6] Don't know
; 5[] Broken bones or teeth knocked out I "'l“"Yd“ @ persons known 1 [ Yes ther — Specl
; & [ Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 2 ] Don't know i :"l':':::g.';?yw or wete they @ =t } SKIP to 18a : 7 ] Other — Speclfy
Z 7 [ Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 3 Known b P
: o] Other — Specify LK, we (D ! g ’;L'n.‘:’:::;" } Skip 1 o+ What did happen? (Mark qil that apply)
' . n 3 < § A 16a. Was all or part of the stolen money or property racovered
! b ::Q?c);oluu:;'-l::;:ng:f:t:!;a:,:,;:n?:?' younesded «0 E:su:ilma ce 3 [ All relatives SKIP ) 1 [ Antacked . except for anything received from lmumm:o?'y )
! No ~ SKIP o0 i0a . Quatnean 4[] Some relatlves to ! ; 2 [] Threatened with harm
: @ ; % Yes s [ Well known s 3 All known : 2 {T] Attempted to break Into house or garage ! g ;‘:'"e } SKIP to 170
! | S kn g . 2
i c. Did you receive uny trectment of o houpital? d. Was the person a relative L ;E ':;rl'e",:v:: - 3 4 [0 Auempted to break fnto car SKIP 3] Pant
; 1 CJNo of yours? Torkoll thers .l’ nown % s [T} Harassed, argument, abusive language t
’? 2] Emergency room treatment only @ 1 No @ + [ By sight :Syy} . i 6 [7] Damaged or destroyed property 18a b, What was recovered?
! :0 at:zemdﬂz\;e:’r;lyg:l?t or longer — Yes — What relationship? 2 ] Casual SKIP ) K3 7 [:]: pted or thr d to domage ot
; ? 2 [] Spouse or ex-spouse acquaintance(s) (~ tom 3 e:noy psrppe:[ty Cash:$ - WS
2 3 ] Well known a [T] Other - Specify B and/or
20 Pavent 1. How were they related to you? L Property: (Mark all that apply)
d. What was the oln!ul T::’:L]:‘ ﬁﬂ"’"fﬁéwn- 43 Own child . (Mark all that apply) ¢ / o [C] Cash only recovered — SKIP to |7a o
ING anything petd'by insurance? Inciude hospital 5[] Brother or sister ‘ 1 [JSpouseor 4[] Blrothers/ §. What was token? What else? 1] Putse ’
. d docior bills, medicine, the braces, ond " ex-spouse sisters . : Wall
| :nny othes in]w; ulctl:d"n.wdlcn'lcpt;m’:::: - = g;ti?,',';?'" " 2 8 Parents s[] gpd;e;{— . Cash: § o~ : g C:r *
: INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know s[J0wn , cify 3
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate, children F ;:O:Z:‘Y' (Mark all that apply) 4[] Other motor vehicle .
= o [T] No cost ~ 3KIP to 100 S * : * . 5[] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
i o Ty : o [ Only cash taken — SKIP to 14¢
i ; m. Were cll of them ~ : , :
f’ )‘( ] Don't know Y53 he/she - 1 [ White? " . * 1 {0 Purse 6 [7] Other — Specify —
1 9a. At-the time of the incident, were you covered @ 1 ] White? 2] Negro? ! E : 2 ] Wallet
p by any medical insurance, or were yeu eligible 2] Negro? 3 [T} Other? — Specl{y; 3 ] s{C}cCar
: f:r b’onlfih from any :’hor&ysn o:d vl'h . [ Other? ~Specif SKiP N ) 4] Other motet vehicle cs Whet vu.ldﬂw ;()I;UC of the property recevered (excluding
5 enefits program, such as Medicald, Yeterans 3 or? =Specify, - ; = " recovered cos .
[ T A‘mlnlﬂfﬂﬂ%n, or Public Welfare? . ’ /3 lI%a 4[] Combination — Specl{y’ L b 5[] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) .,
> ;S Dot o} SKIP to 100 : N & [] Other — Specify @ s i e
: 3] Yes - 4[] Don't know ™ 5 (] Don't know ; o FORM NCE:4 18:28:78} i Paga' 15
FORM NCS-4.(8-28:73) Page (4 . ) ' i . . *
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo

5] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued [7odenl B quit -0 2

17a. Was there any insvrance against theft?

1 No.....
o }SKIP(olBa

2] Don't know 2
3[3Yes

b. Was this loss reported to an insurence company?

@ 1[ONo... ..
} SKIP to 180

2] Don't know
3] Yes

*

. Was any of this loss recevered through insurance?
¢ J Not yet settled
@ SKIP to 18a
2N e v e
3] Yes

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

1[CJNe

2 [T] Don't know — SKIP to Check Jtém G
Yes — Who told them?
3 ] Household member
4[] Someone else
3 [] Police on scene

SKIP to Clieck Jtem G

b. What was the reason this incident was not regerfed to
the police? - (Mark all that apply) :
1 ] Nothing could be done - lack of proof
2[T] Did not think it important enough
3] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4[] Did not want to take time — too inconverient
s [] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [[] Did not want o get involved
7 [J Afrald of reprisal
8 [] Reported to someorie else
9 (] Other — Specify .

d. How much was recovered?
INTERVIEWER — If property replaced by insuronce

company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced,

@ s .

is this person |6 years or clder?
::THEEMcé I No ~ SKIP to Check item H
[ Yes —~ ASK 2/a

@

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

@7d  o[INo~SKIP to 19

Yes — How many amnbnu?;

216, Did you have « job at the time this incident happened?
1 [} No —~ SKIP to Check Item H ' -

2[7] Yes

b: What was the jeb? . :
1 7] Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a~e:— SKIP 1o
Check Item H
2 [T] Different than described in NCS:3 items 2Ba—e

c. For-whom did you work? (Nome of company, business,
organization or other employer}

d. What kind of business or iedustry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retafl shoe store, State Labor Dept,, form)

b. How much time was lost altogether?

@ 1 [J Less than | day
2] 15 days
377610 days
4[] Over 10 days
s [ Don't know

® @

CLLl |

o, Were you'= :
1 [Z] An employee of a PRIYATE company; business or
individual for woges, solary or commissicns?
2[T] A GOYERNMENT employse (Federal, State, tounty or local)?
3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED i OWN business, prafessional
practice or farm? ;
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in thiz incidens?
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing
damaged, or domage done to a car, etc.?

@9 1[ONo~SKIP to 20a
| 2] Yes

b. (Was/were) the damoged item(s) tepaired or replaced?
@) 1[OYes-5KIPt0 19d
2["INo

f- What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electricol
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) !

9. What were your most important activities of duties? (For example:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, flnishing concrete, etc.)
s

¢, How much would it cost to repair or replace the
domaged item{s)? - -

‘——————--}sm 10 200

Xx.[T] Don’t know

BRIEFLY summarize this lnddem or series

CHECK of incidents.
ITEM H ‘ ,
7 7
/ ‘

i i

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost?
@ % [] No cost or don't know — SKIP to 20a

14

Look at [2c on Incident Ri2port, Is there an
CHECK entry for **How many?*’
TEM 8§° 8 h‘ Incident R
es — Be sure you hove on Incldent Report
for each HH member 12 yéars of age
or over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened in.this Incldent,

e, Who poid or will puy for the repalrs or replacement?
{Mark all that opply)
*

@ 't [[] Household member
2 [J Landlord
3 [ Insurance

4[] Other - Specify

Is this the last {ncident Report to be
CHECK filled for this person?
ITEM J [OJNo- Goto next facident Report.
: {J Yes ~ s this the jast HH member
to be Interifiewed? .
[J No ~ ipterview next HH member,
[C] Yes ~/END ENTERVIEW, Enter
4 total pumber of Crime
1 Incident Reports filled for
' this household in item I3
' on the cover-of NC5-3,

FORM NCS-4 {8:38-72)

Page 16
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Survey Instruments

0.M.B, No. 41-R2662; Appioval Expires March 31, {977

FORMCVS.10} U/$i DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
re13734 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
| BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau iz confidential by
law (Title 13, U.S, Cade). It may be seen oaly by sworn Census
empioyees and may be used only for statistical purposes,

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES

a PSU b, Segment |, Line No. |d, Pane| e, DCC

COMMERCIAL CRIME ViCTIMIZATION SURVEY

g.:Total number
{1) Incid {2) Incident sheets

. intorviewer
tode

CITY SAMPLE

INTRODUCTION
Good marning (al ). I'm Mris.) {your name), from the U.S. Buriau of the Census,
We are conducting a survey in this area to measure the extent {o which businesses are victims of
burglaries and/or robberles, The Government needs to know how much crlme there I8 and where It Is
lo plan and administer programs which will have an Impact on the ctlme problem. You can help by
answering some questions Jor me,

Purt | — BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

23, Is this establishment owned or d as an incosp d 1. Did anyone else operate any depsiiments of
business? concessions of some olher business aclivity
in this establishment duting the 12 month
171 Yes ~SXIP to 3 period ending ?

2[C}Ne 1 (] Yes — List edch department, concession, of other
ac. y on a sep ne
b, How 15 this business owned or operated? Sectlion V of the cogment fojder, Il not

already listed. Complete a separate
1 [T} Individual proprietorship questionnaire for each one that lalis on
2[7] Partnership

a sample line.
2{JNo
3 [[] Goverament — Continuo Interview ONLY It
tiquor 3tore or any type
of transportation DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND.ANY
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED

4[] Other ~ Spe::lly7
8. What were your approximate sales of merchandise
and/or receipts from services at this establishment

for the previcus 12 monthsending . ___ - 7
3. Do you (the owner) operate more than one establishment? (Estimate annual sales and/or receipts if not in
1) Yes business for entire 12 months,

2] Ne 1[I None
4. Did you (the owner) operate this establishment at 2 7] under $10,000
this focation during the entire 12 month period 3 []'$10.000 1o $24,999
ending_________? + 7] 525,000 to 549,999
7] Yes s [} $50.000 w0 $99,999
273 No — How many months during Tronth & {71 3100,000 to $499,999
= the designated period? onih 7 [7] $500,000 to $999,999
o [} 31,000,000 and. over

¢ ] Other - Specity

5. El‘cludlng you (the owner) (the partaets) how
many pal 1 did this biishment

2ny p ploy average
duting the 12 month period ending ? INTERVIEWER ‘USE ONLY
1 [7] None a[J8-19 92. Record of interview
I[J1-3 8 320 o more (1) Date
3[[14-~7 {2} Name of respondent
fa. mlllaledaot mus c'ggﬂtlioe;zyouv kind of business G e
OFFICE USE ONLY
(4) Telephone. |Area code| Number Extension
S—r——
b. Mark (x) one box b. Reason for non-Interview
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A
3 (7] Food £ [] Durabte 1 [ Present accupant In business at end of

survey period but unable to contact,
2[] Refusat and in business at end of survey perfod
3] Other Type A —~ Spqclly7

2 [} Eating and deinking
3 [T} General merchandise
71 Apparel

3 Furpituie and
o spplinnce v

s[0) Lumber, hardware,

F [C] Nondurabie

REAL ESTATE
6 [T] Apartments
H [ Other real estate YYPE B

4[] Present occupant not In birsiness at end
mobite home dealars. 0 SERVICE Do' sutvay period,
7{7) Automotive 8 [} Vacant or closed
Dr d proprietar 3 7] BANKS
8 {7 Drug and proprietary 4 ] Other Type B (Seasonal, ete.) —sPecny7
3 [7) Liguor ® [ TRANSPORTATION

A [7) Gasolina service
tations L [JALL OTHERS - Speclfyy | - TYPEC

7 G Occupied by nonlistable activity

6 {7} Deniotished

9 ] Other Type C ~ s‘wcllyy

8 [T} Other retail

WHOLESALE
€ {T) Durable

© [T]Nondurable

81
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% 82 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Buffalo : Survey Instruments .
i ) . i
i O.M.B. No. 41-R2662; Appraval Expires March 3), 1977 R
i 3 . CVS.10) U.S¢ DEP, ENT OF COMMERCE
i , Port I - SCREENING QUESTIONS , TRANSGRIBE THE IDENTIFIGATION CODES FROM ITEM7 | 01-19) SociAL AND “°"§2‘E€fB‘JJ’IL‘é’:‘J’,ﬁ'S;
Now 1'd {ike to ask somie questions about particular kinds of theft or altempled theft, ; f:vFa ;l;gl f-t;:;% i.'iEFE;RAﬁZ ::A’l:élig:v : SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORT i
These questions refer only to this establishment for the 12 month perlod beginall and eading . y a . COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
10 During this period did anyons break into or Some- 18, Why hasa't this establishment ever been insured against . IDENTIFICATION cODE CITY SAMALE ¢
" how illegally get into this place of business? burglary and/or tobbary? W : o PSU | b, Segment e Lint No. | d. Panel |w DCC |1 ;«"c.m"' l’?eii‘:‘fs{,s,uxsﬁfm (1, 2, efc.) : ’
tdn® d i 5 ¢ i 4, etc,
I R times? Number ;%f:::w:': :::‘:'nny:ne 10 iisure you : - is coveied by this page D
VI ves - How many Hnes? e 3 ] Dida't need it : You sald thal during the 12 months beginning ______ Ta. Wete you, the awner, or any employee injured In this E
r‘]( n Incident Report for « [ Selteinsured : and ending (raler to screening questions incident, serfously enough to require medical ‘atiention? N
=2 No. :
o s [ Premium too expensive 10-15 for description of crime),
' v 71 Yes — How many? o [Number T
11, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) during this & ] Other ~ Speclly 5 ) : 1. .In what month did this (did the first) incident happen? ! o i o0
petiod did anyone find a doot jimmied, a fock forced, : ! L[] Jan. a3 Aerit 7O July A [} 0et, 2 {7} No —SKIP 10
or any other signs of an ATTERPTED break-in? i : E Feb. :E)J e :E]; fe.® 8 Bow b. How many of them stayed in a Number R
y 13a, What security measures, p b, When were these hospital overnight or longar? E
~ [ imes? Nuinber it any.,:re present at securily measures 2. About whlal ll::wddnid &Tpp«m?6 , b
HiZhves - How r/n/'i,/\y limes? ————s- ”:Lste'l:l"lal":na?:;;' e :l'r:t.hl:s't’allxl:d o ?\:;?:h: (.Z p-:’n- - ;":,m.) P 8. Ol those receiving treatment In or aut of a hospilal, did
(Fill an jnc/l/enl Report for each) l‘:m Yaty ml' o robbery? undert :ken7 2077 6 p.me = Midatght this business pay for any of the medical expenses not 0
2[INe R € ¥ Enior th 3 ] Midnight = 6 aum, covered by a regular health benetits program? R
> nter ihe 4] Don't know what time at night Yes ~ How much
12 Durilng lhi; ﬁ:tiodbwm you, lh: owner, or any ‘ 3poropriata codo 5] Don't know 1L3Yes was paid? S . E T
employee held up by anyone using 3 weapon glven below,
farce or threat of force. on these premises? a. Matk (X} all that apply 3. Where did this Incident take place? 2 No
» b.codes B + 7] At this place of business 3{Z] Don't know
- ’\\\’){ . imes? Number t ] Alarm spstem ~ outside - 2] On délivery ¢
$ {71 Yes = How many times ? O R R 3 [ Enroute ta bank . Sa, Did any deaths occur as a tesult of this Incident?
(FiI1.2n Incident Report for each) N . &[] Other — Spacity 1] Yes
2 Central alatm o v aa'eynss e or -
21T No o " 4. Were you, the ownelr. or any emplayee presenl while this . 2[CINo —SKIP to'158
13, (0lhr than o Inclen(s abeady mestioned) S araan indowe: s, - e s occurine? : b. Who was kiled? <. How many?
anyone 6 hoid up you, the owner, or R AN : £
any. elrfployee by using force o threatening to & g 2[JNo ~SKIP ta 10 ) {Mark (X} all that apply)
harm jou while on these premises? e 4[] Guard, watchman o o o s nsres : £ 3 [[] Den't know 1[0wnens) o vucniiaeinin
umber i "
- v 25 s 5a. Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something : o
1171 Yes — How many limes? e—rmeeeen s Wateh dog vsveeyinrnes . {1 was used as a weapon, such as a botfle of wiench? 2 Employees i iivia, s .
{F1ill an incldent Report for eech) £ .
2 Ne 6[JFirearms ¢ .y vsivnvranan | 1] ves 5 ATICustomers o ouwiiavyitaen .
- - 7 dCameras, v usrerianians : :E’] g:“-( know - SKIP to 62 &["Y Innocent bystander(s) . ... .4
14, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) during (¢ ) ; & -
lhilsl p;:lr‘d wieu you, the owner, or ln]y empleyu heid up BLIMIFOrS, o s ussnannas s ) b. What was the weapon? s{T10ftenderts) e iy usneinsanns . E
while delivering handise or carrylng b money ” ; i} : Gy !
outside the business? £ Y o T 2 ; ;Ekn:‘lc 6 1Polices s iy iinssianrna
: - A L7 Gomply with (NFuuunal b 3 1[5 Other ~ Spocity : 7() Other - Specily—
o - - Numbe; anking Act {For L g v
N 1{ . Yes « How many limes? s i Banks only) s o vussveras ; 5 63, How many persons were involved in committing the crime? :
» {FI(I an Incident Report for esch) ® [T Other = Specity 7 . : ;% _or:]z— Continue with 6b below ’
2 : ! [ Fheee }smp 10 62 SKIP to 150 v
15. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did - i ;% B el s k1P 0.7 10 DId the offender enter, altempt to enter, or remaln n this :{
anyline ATThli:'MPdTll‘o hold up yohu, me owner, or any. c{".} None i ‘}ﬂ tablishment itlegaily . -
, employee while delivering merchandise or carrying i ¥ ) “
‘business maney outside the business? Codes for use in item 196 : i 3 > rl?_:_] l::d:?l:g’ youssy lr::]":;ul:“? T ves o
- i ;- nded E - N
L7 T umber j LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR : - 2] 12-14 s} 2 ot sver 2} e G
$77 Yes —5iOW many limes? ———e i~ Januaty 7 - July D ~ I=2years ago : K a3 15-17 6 [} Den't know Discontinue use of Incident Report, Enter-at the iopol
: - : . this sheet **Out ol Scooe~L. ot incident \
* {Fill an Incident Report for esch) 2~ February . 8 - August 2 : ¢. Was the person male or female? nz:,b:rﬁ'hagge z;;u’a acr;;wers?l’g;s’c':);ee;n?:;?gu::Nfsfs 10-15, .
. E ~2-8 years . & ts in It , page 1, and go
: e - 3otk 5 Somber , =L shangn, oot ot et 11, oo 1 and .
i 16a Is this establishment insured against burgulary andsor 4 < Aprid A = Ociober F.~ bore than £ . i % a0 Do;".‘ Know - g,’",,',%’?g’,‘;i,‘{; ;:‘l,vmelt:ni":g:, wand complele tems .1gf2) ;
’ robbery by means other than self-insurance? 1 5=ty 5 — Novembér years ago i o i 1 ) ¥ " . i ~: N
l:':‘Yes . 6 = June € = December ‘ ) o i E d. 1E]h:lh‘|!le;) - 11, DId the offender(s) actually get In of just tiy to gel in? 3
- et tnon} P07 ., ~ : i + ) Black? r2 Acually got in : .
2, Den’s knog, 20. INTERVIEWER f) - Were there */0"" Incidents oo 5 1) Other? - spochy . SKIP 1078 2[7} Just wied 1o gec in :
b. Does the insurance 3lso cover other types of crime lossss, CHECK ITEM . reported In 10152 ; ; « 5 bont knowpe ha £ i
such as vandaltism or shoplilting and employee theft? ) T Yes ~ls)a'lac:‘:‘olﬂli(d’onl ne;m'u, . — 12, -Was there a broken window, broken luck, alarm, or any i
ires) o ) oo nanems 19(1) ¢. How old would you say the youngest persen was? o) other evidence thal the offender(s) forced (tried to force) :
. [ SKIP 1015 o Contints Wi tam s, . V] Under 12 «[C118-20 k his (their) way in? 4
214 . 2l t ~ SKIP 10 6 ;
17a, ;us Ilhls eséablish:lx,enl ebvu been h;;meldb against = No-lsnmlfo’rg‘%?f)’:r’: ﬁ%ﬁ”r’f’ina : 8 :s-n :8 Do::lnlc::w ? Vi ves H
urglary and or robbery by means other than tinue ‘with f) 1dont - 271 No —SKIP fo 14
seu-lns’uunce? y : Roport,’ 110 trst tnclaen ; 1. How ofd would you say the oldest person was? Eine vl
» . 11 Yes NOTES ' [ % l'.lnd\;r 1”2 . E]) ;?-20 13, What was the evidence? /Mark all that apply} L
E . .27 }No ~ SKIP 1018 - z -4 s o over 1 {7} Broken tack or windaw :
‘ L e ’ t ;lccr:el ::e—;:uale or lemal:TD T 2 E-]' Farcad doar SKIP 10150 e
i . - " w01 i
\5\ b. Bid the insurance 2150 cover other types of crime fosses, V[JA male 3 [ Male and famale s Al i '
B such s vandalism or shoplifting and émployee the{t? 27 Al femate 4 ] Don's know 477 Other ~ Specily {4 Vi \ -
B ' Y - = 5| i
2 g N:' k. rg g:lyy hier 14, How did the offender(s) get in (tey‘co get In)? o -
- 20 Only black? . 1 [T1 Through unlocked door ur window ié
Lt ;ngry::"dcr:; the lnsuryn:e or did the company cance| . - + 5] Only other? = Spocity 2 [ Hed o key i ?7 -
N i -
o : : f 1 [[] Businessman dropped it ., ..\ $KIP 10 15 A3 SBI‘O ? ~ Specily 3 [7] Other —Specity ;’
i o : 2 [ insurance company cancefled poticy [ © . 8 7] Don't knaw. - 4[] Don'tknow . i
FORM V3 101 1711-78) Page 2 ’ p Page 3 5
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l ' : 84 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo ‘ ; Survey
% i ; .
‘ E 7 0.M.B, No. 41-R2662; Approval Explres March 31, 1977 .
N 3 3 i " wom CVS.101 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ccuu::cﬁ: :
___INCIDENT REPORT - Continved _; e L - TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION GODES FROM ITEM 1 | 1tetst SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN
¥ 15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? For ' |18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee hese lose any time ! OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORT !
i example, a fock or window broken, damaged merchandise, efc. from work of this incident? o | INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT, COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
’ =M SKIP to 162 2 13 ves — How many people? : IDENTIFICATION CODE i CITY SAMPLE <
i - I - 3 -
i g bt : 221 No = SKIP 10198 i o FSU[b Segmemt |< LineNo. |4 Panel [a. BCC [T Ieident | 4 |ucIDENT NUABER . 1
% b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? i : Record which incident (1, 2, efc.) D
1 [7] Yes —SKIP to 150 b. How many work days were lost altogether? ; Is coverad by this poge £
o : Ta. Were you, the owner; or any employes injured In this
- : v [ Less than | day i | You said that during the 12 months beginning — lncldoy,ul,'mlmly u’nnnh lo tequlre medical attention? N
| and endin frefer o screening question:
. How much woild it cost to repair of replace the damages? 2[T] 1=5 days 1 | S —— ;
i 10-15 for dascription of crime). " T
(Eslimate) 3[ 6210 days 1 [ Yes — How many? —— . [Rumber
6~ Y Days f 1." In what monih did this (did the first) incident happen? :
s E] $KIP to 152 4 [Z) Over 10 days — How many? . —| : 11 Jane  aCJAenit 7[2] July & [ 0et, 2 [ No —SKiP to 82
% [T] Den’t know § [Z] Don't know } : E]] Feb. © 3 E T" :B ?.u.; : E g:: b. How many of them stayed in s Number R
- - 3 Mar, [ une . . .
. d - hospital ight or longer? E
d- How much did it cost to repait of replace the damages? 18a. Were any security measures taken after this incident to g 2. About what tine did It happen? :
s ‘ protect the establishment from future Incidents? i 1 [Z] Ouring the day (6 -;m. -)a pom.) v, Ol those — In or out of & hospital, did P
H Atnight {6 p.m. — 6 aum, 3 /4 o 0
‘ 1 -Mi this business pay for any of the medical sxpensas nof
Wb " :S ::ﬂc:::;ﬂ-wsk‘m o6 e ‘Qve ; : 8 ;:j:;}m ':':n.l.‘.:f covered by a regular health benefils program? R
N . 2{"] No — SKIP to 20a 4[] Don't know what time at night 1] Yes — How much . T
e. Who paid or will pay for the repaits ot replacement? b, hat fren 7] Don't know was pald?  § .
(Mark (x) all that apply} . What measures were taken : —— R
! O This business (Mark (X) ail that apply) ' } > I'gaAdzil‘h::“psl:'::??'n:ul;:'l:lh"? 3 g Con't know
23 Insuranice ) 1 [ Alasm system — outside ringlng ‘ 2 [ On delivery ‘ s
3 [] Owner of Building (tandlord) 2[7] Contral alarm ; 3 [T] Enroute 1o bank Sa, Did any deaths occur as a resuit of this incident? 3
4 {7} Other — Specity ~ Specit
s E D:n: km:w 4 3 [[] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates, i 423 Other ~ Spécity > 1] Yes
bars on window, etc, : 4. Were you, the owner, or any employse present while this 2] No — SKIP to 158
16a. Did the oll'ender(s) take any money? (Exciude money. 4[] Guard, watchman : { Incldent was occuring? b. Bho was killed? €. How many?
belonging to cust of storc.p ] Watch d ; : s Yes )
1] Yee ~ What was the : g oy { : 251 No — SKIP 1010  (Mark () all that apply)
v total yalue? ——- $ | 3] Don't know T () R PN
2[JHs o ‘ 0 Clameras ’ i 5a. Did the parson holding you up kave a weapon or uno;h?lnl 2] EmPloyses s o e nrsaainnans
b. Did the of (s) take any merchandise, equipment or 8.0 Mitrors ; that was used as a weapon, such as 8 bottls or wrenc R .
pplies? (Exclude | property belonging to s [} Locks : : 10 Yes ACTCustomers . vuivisnanneas AL
:"![:l;:::s w'shl::e' ::.r:::nel-) A [ Other ~ Specily., ‘ - :8 Do+ kowe - SKIP 10 68 4 Tl anocent bystanderts) o oo yue| ‘
* total value? —» S ’ : b, What 53 The waspen? 5[] Offendar(s)s o v nsnnnnss \\\\
2 [T} No ~ SKIP 1o 178 11 answer to 162 LR ; .
Lite is yes; of:em?s:gKrIanIaa | i%ﬂﬁ. L -
. How was b value dotermined? ~120a. ¥as this incident reported to the police? ) ? 3] Other — Specity 7[] Other — Spoclly_’ \\
Y (7] Origisal cast, ) 101 Yes ~skiPr02r - 6a. How many persons wate inyclved in committing the crime? k \\\
Sy 2 [7] Replacement cost 2] No i ] [|:_‘] gne ~ Continue with 6b below ‘5\
Other — Speclf ; % 2} Twe . :
3 03 Other — Specity , b. What was the reasan this incident was; it reported . ! 10mwee | powirtote . SKIP v 150 t — m’l“
17a. How much, it any, of the stalen money and/or propert 0 the police v ! 41 Four of mo 10, Did the cffender enter, aitempt to enter, of remain in
: was recovered by insurance? Y {hark (X} all that apply) y . . : 3 {_) Don't know = SKIP to 7a TN "m.";?
$ .@ 177 Police 2lready knew of the incrdent . ! . b. How old would you say the person was? 1] ves
v 3 None — Why not?, 2[7 Nothing couid be done ~ lack of proot ; . ;8 :’1"::: 12 :8 ;?:2'00“’ 20 Ne R 5
3 0l ceper 2170l o ik e o | 25 4O o' RS g o et Bt St e o :
o] have i ™ip; H the ans to lons 10-15, ’
P :S N:::::,;;:‘ nsurance 4171 Did not want to bather police ; ’ ¢. Was the person male or female? g%:;x:,"mg:u' 9 anawars [0 scre '9"" s e on .
$ {3 Did not want to take the time i 13 Mate 0n 1o the next reported incident, If no Gther incidents .
4 [[J Policy has a deductible ! 2] Femnale are. [n'dpor(cd return to page 1 and complete items 1g(2)
P 5 [} Money wnd/or merchandise was recovered & {1 0id not want 16 get inzolved i 3 7] Don't know 8,-and 9 and end the interview, i
@ , "% [ Don't know : 7 Atraid of reprisal . ; | 4. Was he (she) - 11, Did the oftsnder(s) actually get In o Just try to get in? ‘
b. Eo: nuch,'lef::;. of-the s!l::er:hmnnlay and/u7pvopevly #77] Reported tn someone efse i 4 ; % :?.11:“71 1 £ Actually got in ; P
2% recove. means other than insurance? K . SKIP to 78
L 9] Other ~ Spoc/ly.;, i 30 Other? - $pecity 2 [7] Just tried 1o gat in
G Y o o o vy e i T S o
> SKIP to 18a N oungest peIson was? other evidence that the o r(s) torced (iried to tor
x ] Dorftknow') f’ 21, INTERVIEWER Is this the last Incident ; e, :Ig tﬂ: d::\:t: you s3y l‘Iu‘:yl lu:f}; pet ) s (i) wey In? :
t. By what means was the stolen money and/or, CHECK ITEM i?’:: to ::I;:"::'“':", i § i M2-14 8 ] 21 or aver ~SKIP 10 69 ' O Yes
property recovered? - Comar jo page 7 and. ; 30]15-17 # £J Don't know 2[INo~SKIP to 14
1 [[] Policie . 8,9, ‘and end Intetview. H 1.-How old would you say 1he oldest person was?
N 2] Other ~ Specity - i - CiNe = SL%';" noxt Incldent 1 [T Under 12 4{7]18-20 13, What was the evidence? (Mark all that apply)
Gl ~ | | - = = E e 1 0 o et e
. ) = 3 =
. ; . . d
) : ’ ! : 4. Wera they male of temale? 8 ::”:‘ oot SKIP to 15 o ; e
i ST Al mate 3[C] Male and femala 3 Atem | " ' p
’ : : 2 [T Al tenais 4 7] Don't know 4[] Other - Specify . i
) L ‘ L b, Were they - ) 14, How did the olfender(s) ot In (try.to get In}?
o - b 1 7] Only white?
? 20 Only black? 1 ] Through unlocked door or window
' ‘ ' b - 3] Only other? — Specity — 2] Had & key
= C a (3] Some combinatien? ~ specity 3 L] Other - Spacity
. & i 1 o ’ i 8 [ Don’t know ) - 47 Don't kiow
: : FORM CVS 101 711731 ) Page 4 B ) - - i ) Page § .
i *' k E X v [ -
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§ 86 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Buffalo Survey instrument: ‘
i
v .
A 0.M,B. No. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 3L, 1977
! INCIDENT REPORT - Continyed = TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CG oY EraL AND. z“:‘"c" T RTITIce ADuIN.
i - (o] S FROM ITEM Sk SOCIAL AND ECONOMI N
§ 15a, Was anything damaged but not taken in this Incident? For ]18a. Did you, the owner; or any cmployu heu lose any llme aj ODES FROM ITEM 1 AU OF THE CERSUS
| h ot OF THE COVER SHEET.AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE |
| example, a lock or window broksn, damaped marchandise, etc. from work of this Nomber INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INGIDENT INCIDENT REPORT
i t[] Yes 1 [ Yes = How many. paovlc?-——» - . COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
i} 2{Z]JNo —SKiIP to 16a s to 19 IDENT!FICAYIdN CODE CITY SAMPLE c
It " - _— . 2[JNo = SKIP to 19a a, PSU b. Segment e, Line No. d. Panel |e, DCC |# Incident INCIDENT NUMBER 1
i b. Was (were) the Hten(s) oreep ? - No. ‘ Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
& v[Jves ~SKIP to 15d b. How many work days were lost altogether? is covered by this page [ D
5; =l - 10 ess than f ‘,’" You sajd.that during the 12 months hulnnln;______- 7a, Ware you, the owner, or any employee injured in this E
i c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 215 days and onding (rofer to 9 q incident, serlously enough to require medical attention? | \y
e (Estimate) 1[0 6=10'days 5 . 10-15 for description of crime). " ., - - T
5 r - H : . - ?
; s . 2 M 1. tn what nunth did this (d1d the first) Incident happen? ' D0 Yes = How many? o | Number
i _— SKIP to 156 4[] Over 10 days — How many? ——s- VClJan.  sJAwll  7JJely a0t 2[T1No —SKIP (o 9a
x [] Don’t know. . . 5[] Don‘t know. . . 2 E ::b' M 8 T" s B g:" 8 g go:: | b. H $ "' ¢ d i Number R
B T 3 e [ une $ L e ow many of them stayed In a
i d. How much did it cost to "" teplace the damages? {183, Were any securlty measures taken after this incident to, 2. Aboul what tine did 1t hagsent ’ ght or fonger? E
i" s ' A protect the establishment from future incidents? + [J During the day (6 a.m. = 6 p.m:) , " P
¥ : . At night (6 p.m. = 6 £..) 8. Of those receiving trestment in or out of a hospital, did
; v No cost—SKIP to 162 . . 1.0 Yer . 2036 P Midnigh this business pay tor any of the medical expenses not 0
x [] Doa't-know 2] No ~ SKIP 10 208 . 3 [T Midnight ~ 6 a.m. covered by a regular health banelits program? R
¥ tght .
‘A @, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? 4[] Don't know what time at n 1,[7] Yes = How much
2 (Msark (X) all that apoly) b. What measures weie taken? 5 0 Don't knaw . waspald? S ___ . . T
i 1 {C] This business (Mark (X) all that apply) 3. Where did this incident take place? 2{3No
3 2 [ Insurance Al - Ida ringl 1 [J At this place of business 3 [7] Uon't know
3 ] Owner of Building {landlord) ; o c urma:};s.:m eutslde ringing 2[]On dellveryb. .
4 CJ Other — Specity. . [ Cearr m : 3 [] Enroute to " 2. DId any deaths occur as a result of this Incident?
0 Det know AN O falnterciog davicss artes. e = L 4 : —— 'O ves
™ ’ .. Were you, the owner, of any employee present while this - i
16a. Did the olfender(s) take any money? (Exclude money 4 [T] Guard; watchman . |.,c’|¢|yng was ogcum;:z ny anmployes pecant 200 Ne = SKIP 1o T4 -
1.t or store p s ] Watch dog 1Ol ves ) b Who was kifled? ¢ How many?
13 Yex ~ What was the (] Fireams 2T No = SKIP t0 10 ) (Mark (X) all that apply)
o total value?—-S _____ 2 0 Cameras 3 [] Don’t know 1 ) Owner(s) .«
2 No
. up have 3 wea ometh :
b. Did the olmmr,(s) take any merchandise, equipment of 8 [ Mireors : ) - " ?hlf( t::sp;'l:%"ih:ll‘wl‘l:::. :ulghv:’ a'b%tflzn::n':::ﬂ'" 2] Employees . o vocanveiees . .
supplies? (Exclude personal property belonging to 9 (] Locks + O Yos 3 [ Customars
customers of store personnel.) A [ Gither ~ Speclfy 5 AN [ R
1 Jyes — What was the N F . 37 Dan't kno} SKIP to 6a 4] Innocent bystander(s) « « «'s o't
total value?—>-$o o . + [ Offenderts)
2[JNo —SKIP fo 17a It answar 16 16a " . . b. What wis lhg’: weapon? Cirsesesianene
Is yes; otherwise SKIP 1o 18a — ;8‘:‘;‘" S Pollee. . civniiinenannas
- 20a, Was this incident reported to the police?
( ) c. How was the vaiue determined? SKIP 1031 ° 3 (] Other - Speclty - 7 (] Other — Specity—
~ 1 0] Orlginal cost i[O yes ~SKIP to : 6a. How many persons were svolved in committing the crime?
2 [} Replacement cost “2{3No ) g 1 [7] One = Continus with 6b balow
ther = 20T
3[7) Other = Specily b. llvh:g nus”tbe?reasnn this. Incident was-not reported 3 8 1-:.',:. }sm’p to e SKIP 10 15a
17a. How wuch, if any, of the stolen mosiey and/or propert 0 the police ; 4[] Four or more g
was tecovered by Insurance? ' property (Mark (X} all that apply) - 5 (] Don't know ~ SKIP fo 78 10, 2,‘:'.{,1:',:':::}"{,,::',',',’,;""" to enter, or-remaln in this .
s » ) ? ] Police already knew of the incldent : ' : : . b. How old would you say the parson was? L) ves )
. - 2 [T] Nothing could be done — lack of proof i 1 {7 Under (2 s{J19-20 L %
{ - ’ v 3 tene = Wby "M?? 3] DId not think it important enough ‘ 2[T12-14 s[] 2t or over B ey 0 N°7 .
i 1,7 Didn*t report it , g U R : . 3y is-17 &[] Don’t know . I;'llscoztlnu‘e‘ us? oll Incident Report, Enter nll 179 top of : R
) : : g z::::::;n;:‘lnluunze 4[] Did not want to bother police ¢. ¥as the person male of female? - Lu:-bser,.?hano" o opo—L:{cony. au;s he, d.:ho—is.
i i hange number of i ts In item 1g(!
4[] Polley has a deductible 5 (3 Did not want 10 take the time _ X g Z:,'“‘nl! S tathe nvxlrr%olnlco/dm e or e e * *
8 [ Money andfor merchandise was recovered € [T1Did not want to get involved 3 (1 Don's know g{earn%pgrm ;'a,:,n:m.lt;";;:m.iw-.nd complete ltems 19(2) ’ - )
i x [ Dan'tknow 7] Atraid of reprisal : . d. Was he (she) - : '
; b, How much, "d':" e ‘l':"";h““," and/M?ﬁropllly + 0 Repored fo someone sise : + ] White? . 1. ngﬁ: oll:.n_du(s)' actually get in or just try to gat in2 o
! was recovered by means other than Insurance : N o B 2 [T} Black? 1 ctually got in
i 5[] Other ~ Specuy? . SKIP 1o 72 .
b s . .BE . . 3] Other? - Specity o o e 2] Justtried to get In ; .
) s 4 [ Don't know ;
v [j None - i : \ L3 0on't kno : 12. Was there & broken window, broken lock, alarm, or uy
SKIP to 18a 3
x {7] Don't know : 21. INTERVIEWER K '1s this the fast Incident S e. How old would you say the youngest person was? - - other evidence that the ollndu(s) lucad (uM to force
] CHECK ITEM Report to b leted? 1] Undar 12 - ] 1e-20 his (their) way in?
'g' ) c. By what means was the slolen money and/or Zport to be complete ’ o e z |;-.|'4' : : U -nr aver ~ SKIP fo 6g
- i Prlo:p‘my tecovered? [ yes - F"’,%,"',;g /’Sdfn; ", o : 3 . . 8 57 e 8 Don’s kniow ! g :“ s
i 1 Police . . 8, 9, and o nlerview. g - - 2 0 - to 14
I8 2] Cther — Specity . 171 NG = F11 tho noxt fncident f. How oid would you ssy !he oldest person was?
5 e & ‘ i Report. ) + ] Under 12 + ;8-'20 13, Whatwas the ovidence? (arkall thaf apply) ;
s ; NOTES - : . :B Ilg::; :8 DL:&?:;; 1 [ Broken tock or window
2. Ware they male or female? S 30 Foread doot . $KIP 10158 i
I3 ' . : . ’ 1 T Al mate ¥ Mate and (omll\v 3] Alwrm - b
£ A : : T 2 7] Alt female «JDon'tknow -~ 4[] Other — Specity “ i i R
: ‘ : ‘ e e it : 14, How did the offender(s) get in (try to got in)? [
i : ,_ 2. (7] Only black? . “} . 13 hroush ualocked door or window i "
B & - - « 3[7) Only other2 - Specily 2 [[JHad » key
3 - ' C > ‘ 43 Some combination? - Specity . 3 [C] Qther — Specity #
“ . 4 ) = ) § 87} Don’t know 4] Don't know
= FORM CVS 101 .(7+)1-73) ?.‘. '3 o } . ] v P.‘. 7 - .
. B -
‘ : . £
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. ..
5

S— S I e . rse e




LR

o

AT A

A
Y IR & e

88 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Butfalo

‘.}, INCIDENT REPORT -~ Continved , M
151 Was anything damaged bul not taken In this incident? For [18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any !lme

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages?
s RO

v ] No cost. ~ SKIP to 16
X [ Don't know

19a. Were any securily measures faken al!er thls Incldenl to
protect the est: lwm future §

1 [C] Yes
2] No — SKIP 10 20a

e. ¥ho paid of will pay for the repairs or r2placement?
{Mark (X) all that apply)
1 [] This business
2 [] insurance
3 [ Owner of Building (landtord)
4[] Other - Specity

b. What measures wese taken?
{Mark (X} all that apply)
1 [J Atarm system ~ outside ringing
2{7]) Gentral atarm

5[] Oon’t know

3 [7] Reinforcing devices, grates; pates,;
bars on window, etc

e

16a, Did the offender(s) take any money? {(Exclude money
belonging to customers or store personnel)

1 [}Yes —What was the Eﬂ

total value? ——> $

2{]No

4[] Guard, watchman
s [[] Watch dog

6 [[] Firearms

7} Cameras

b, Did the oflender(s) take any merchandise, equipment or
supplies? (Exclude persenal property belonging to
customers o7 store persoanel.)

1 ] ves — What was the
total value? —-$.

2[) No —SKIP to17a If answer to 16a
Is yes; -otherwise SKIP o 18a

8 [[] Mirrors
9 Locks
- A [JOther -Speclly7

¢. How was. the value determined?
1 [[] Original -cost
2 {] Replacement cost
3 D Other — Specily

20a, Was this Incident reported 1o the police?
1 [ Yes. - SKIP 10 21

2 [ No

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported

17a, How mickh, 1f any, of the stolen monay and/or property
was recovered by Insurance?

s i v
v ") None — Why not?
t [} Didn’t repore it
2 [[] Does not have insurance
3 [7] Not sectted yet
4] Palicy hys a deductible

s [J'Money and/or merchandise was recovered 6 (] Did not want to get involved

% (] Don’t know

to the palice?
(Mark (x) all thal apply) L

1 [T} Police atready knew of the incident

2 [} Nothing could b done — lack of prodt
3 [7] Did not think it impartant enouth
4[] Did not want: to hoihu police

5[] Did not: want 1o take the time

7 [ Afraid of reprisal

b.'How much, 1f any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

S .
v [7] None
x[] Don't know} SKIP. & 182

8 [} Reported to somfone 3¢

s ) Other - Speclly7

21, INTERVIENER N |s this the fast Incident

¢. By what means was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

1 [TJ Police
2 [} Other — Specity

CHECK ITEM Réport to be ‘conipleted?

Yes Relum to page 1 and
0 - plele ﬁg&s 1g{2),
9, and end. (nlerview,

£INo — FIII the pext Incldent.
. Report. !
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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
Buffalo, including those living in certain types
of group quarters, such as -dormitories, root-
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Noi-
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 fhese
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample were elxgxblﬁ. to
be interviewed.

Each interviewer’s first contact thh a it

selected for the survey was in-person, and, if jt \was
not possible fo secure interviews with all eligh

members of the household during the initial yisit,
interviews by telephone were permissible therzifter.
The only exemptions to the requirement for pirsonal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, inspaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were abser !\ from
the household during the entire field ip erview
period; for these persons, interviewers were quired
to obtain proxy responses from -a knowle geable
adult member of the housghs sid. Survey recor § were
processed and weighted, yleldmg results reg gvpenta-
tive both ot the-city’s population as a wl*} le and
of sectors’ within society. Because they are 1 sed on

~_s“5ample survey rather than a complete enu‘f mauon,
the results are estimates. . ?

Gl » ;
Sample design and slze . ] ,
The basic frame from whxch ‘the sal| ple was

drawn for the National Crime Survey ! ‘usehold
survey in Buffalo was the corplete hol ing in-

‘ventory for the cxty, as determined by e 1970

i example, & lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. from work b of this Nomber . ]
7o 1] Yes 1 ] Yes — How many people? ———-s
(DN -skp it = | APPENDIX Il
‘,; b. ' tﬁ' a 8 “»" . o Tomsd -l ‘? 1 g . :
X |E‘|(:::e)- s;IP 10 15d a6) . " oL b. How many work days were los{ altogether? HOUSEH OLD SURVEY
| 20N , VEJ Less than 1 dey , Technica! information
, ¢ £f c. ?g&izgf:)would it-cost to repair or teplace the damages? : gl-f::::s _ ] - and stand ard error tables
i~ ) - ays . i
B s = SKIF 10 150 4[] Over 10 days ~ How many? —»- ]
i X [J Don’t know §[] Don't know

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample selection, the city’s housing units were
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined
by a combination of the following characteristics:
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of
household members (five categories); household in-
come (five categories); and race of head of
household (white or nonwhite). Housing units
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to
an additional four strata, where they were distributed
on the basis of rental or property value. Further-
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters.

To account for units built after the 1970 Census,
a sample was drawn, by means of an independent
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc-
tion of residential housing within the city. This
enabled the pmper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after. 1375,

A total of 11,852 housmg,xsmts in Buﬁalo
was designated for the -sample. Of these, 1,584
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 393 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
9,875 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 96.2
percent, Participating units were occupied by a
total of 21,396 persons age 12 and over, or an
saverage of 2,17 residents of ‘the relevant ages per
unit. Interviews wug:cpnducted with 21,075 of
these persons, resulting in-a response rate of 98.5
percent among eligible residents.
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Buffalo
Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons .and another for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing
inventory, the following elements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit's probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances
where the interviewer 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 eligibie 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 wunits,

The household ratio estimation procedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results, It also com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The
procedure was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census,

In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations),
a further weighting adjustment was required in those
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an
incident involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents had
more than one chance of coming into the sample,
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for
that incident (and associated characteristics) was
reduced " by one-half in order not to introduce
double counts in the tabulated data. When a

APy o

personal crime was reported in the household survey
as having occurred simultaneously with a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that

+ the -incident was represented in the commercial
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be reflected in the house-
hold survey results.

For household crimes, the final weight con-
sisted of all steps described above except the third.
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate
criminal act was defined as having been experienced
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad-
justment comparable to that made in the personal
sector to account .for multiperson incidents was
unnecessary.,

In performing the estimation procedure that

yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. These estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 4.5 percent
of the relevant population occurred jn the 1974
survey of Buffalo households. As a result, popu-
lation 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
1.045321. 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 numera-
tors and denominators used i computing sigh
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes,
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Reliabllity of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contai.ned
in this report are estimates. Despite. the preca.utlons
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 sam‘ples of equal
size that could have been used applying »the. same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from different samples may vary.somew_hat;
they also may differ from figures ol?tamable if a
complete census had been »taker.l 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 (¢ average rest.llt of all pos-
sible samples. The estimate and its associated
standard error may be used to construct a conﬁd?nce
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed
probability that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average vz}lue pf all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are al?out
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; abou.t 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times th_e
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 cc?mplete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, th.e
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 ?f this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use,
In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-

Household Survey 91

zation experiences and associated details th.at oc-
curred during the 12 months prior to the. time of
interview, Research on the capacity ot: v1ct1‘ms'to
recall spscific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of oﬁerl.ses 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 tt.len.l,
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 simp.ly 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 inv91ves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-mox?th
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that haPpened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national saml_)le
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounc.lmg 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_th?n. when
each household member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedurc 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 resul_t fro.m
incomplete or erroneous responses, system.atlc 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 i.ntefviewer 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

namay
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard
errors partially measure only those nonsampling
errors arising from random response and inter-
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac-
count any systematic biases in the data.

Concerning the reliability of data from the house-
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for
purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings.
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re-
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the
personal and household sectors was 150,

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—including numbers of victimiza-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases)
shown parenthetically on rate tables-—have 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 error rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table I con-
tains the standard error approximations applicable
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas
Table III displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear
interpolation must be used to approximate the
error,

To illustrate the application of standard errors
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a
data table in this report shows there were 4,000
personal robbery incidents in Buffalo. Linear
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 251 for the esti-
mated 4,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure
differing from a complete census figure by less than
251, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
3,749 to 4,251. 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 (502); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval
then would be from 3,498 to 4,502.

Assume further that, for a Buffalo popula-

tion subgroup numbering 30,000, the recorded

personal victimization rate was 40 per 1,000
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola-
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard
error of about 4.8, Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 40 would be
within 4.8 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 35.2 to 44.8. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate
would be within roughly 9.6 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would

‘be about 30.4 to 49.6.

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 |. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal

Household Survey

incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,

by size of estimate

(68 chances out of 100)

Pergonal

Size of estimate Incidents Victimizations Household incidents
0 27 30 30
180 38 42 43
250 61 66 67
500 86 94 96
1,000 123 134 136
2,500 197 216 216
5,000 287 315 310
10,000 425 472 451
25,000 760 860 770
50,000 1,255 1,440 1,209
100,000 2,196 2,568 2,008
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Table . Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates

(68 chances ocut of 100)

v6

Estimated rate . Base of rate - N Q

pet* 1,000 persons 100 250 500 1,000 24500 5,000 10,000 25,000 "50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 ;
-

5 or 999.5 9.3 5.9 4e2 3.0 1.9 1.3 0.9 0.6 04 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 o

<75 or 999.25 11, 7.2 5. 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 b 0.2 0.2 0.1 <

1 or 999 13.2 B3 5.9 42 2.6 1.9 1.3 0.8 0.6 0uly 0.3 0,2 0.1 s

2.5 or 997.5 20,8 13.2 9.3 6.6 4.2 2.9 2.1 1.3 0.9 0.7 Oy 0.3 0.2 5-

5 or 995 29.4 18,6 13,2 9.3 5.9 42 2.9 1.9 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 =

7.5 or 992.5 36,0 22,8 16.1 1l.4 7.2 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0., ]

10 or 990 41,5 . 26,3 18,6 13,1 8.3 549 42 2.6 1.9 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 g

25 or 975 65.2° 41.2 29,2 20.6 13.0 9.2 6.5 4ol 2.9 2.1 1.3 0.9 0.7 3

50 or 950 91,0 57.5 40.7 28.8 18.2 12,9 9.1 5.8 hel 2.9 1.8 1.3 0.9 w

100 or 900 125.3  79.2 56,0 39.6 25.1 17.7 12.5 79 5.6 440 2.5 1.8 1.3 g

250 or 750 180.8 114.3 B80.8 57.2 36,2 25.6 i8.1 114 8.1 567 3.6 2.6 1,8 ®

500 208.8 132.0 93.4 66.0 Li.8 29.5 20.9 13.2 9.3 6.6 L2 3.0 2,1 <
)

Table Ill. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates g
o
(68 chances out of 100)

Estimated rate per e Base of rate o

1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 _ 2,500 . 5,000 10,000 25,000 . 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 _ 1,000,000

«5 or 999.5 95 640 « L3 3.0 1.9 1.3 1.0 0.6 Od4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1

«75 or 999.25 11.7 Tok 5e2 3.7 2.3 1.7 1.2 0.7 0.5 0.k - 0.2 0.2 0.1

1 or 999 13.5 8.5 0 4.3 2.7 1.9 1.3 0.9 0.6 Ol 0.3 0.2 Q.1

2.5 or 997.5 21,3 13.5 9.5 6.7 43 3.0 2.1 1.3 1.0 0.7 Ol 0.3 0.2

5 or 995 30.1 19,0 1344 9.5 6.0 43 3.0 1.9 1.3 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3

7.5 or 992.5 N 36.8. 23.3 16.4 11.6 Toly 52 3.7 2.3 1.6 1.2 0.7 0.5 Ol

10 or 990 42, 268 19.0 13,4 8.5 6.0 L2 2.7 1.9 1.3 0.8 0.6 Oy

25 or 975 66.5 42,1 29.8 21,0 13.3 9.4 6.7 Le2 3,0 2.1 1.3 0.5 0.7

50 or 950 \;‘ 92,9 58,8 L41.5 29.4 18,6 13.1 93 5.9 542 2.9 1.9 1.3 0.9

100 or 900 ) 127.9  80.9 57.2  40.4 25.6 18,1 12,8 8.1 5.7 - 40 2.6 1.8 1.3

250 or 750.// 184.6 116.7 82,5 58.4 36.9 26,1 18,5 117 8.3 5.8 3.7 2.6 1.8

500 o 213,1 134.8  95. 67.4 42, 30.1 21.3 13.5 9.5 6.7 43 3.0 2.1
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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-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems were within the scope of the
survey, these having been the only exceptions to
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ-
izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample survys rather than
complete enumerations, all results are estimates.

Sample-design and size

For the purposes of sample selection, Buffalo
was segmented into geographical units known
to have contained at least f;i-?i‘s_;; but not_more
~than six commercial establishments, whether re-
tail, service, or a combination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other types were not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within
each segment during the field survey were eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample.

A total of 1,609 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 409 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

P s
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interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
eight 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 1,192 establishments, and the overall rate
of response among those qualified to participate was
99.3 percent.

Estimation procedure

Data records produced by the survey interviews
‘were assigned final weights, applied to each usable
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide
estimates of victimization data. The final weight
was the product of the following elements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment’s
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for noninterviews; and (2) a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period.

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

4
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Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning the criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimates that were
derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration. The sample used
was only one of many of equal size that could have
been selected within the city, utilizing the same
sample design. Although the results obtained from
any two samples might differ markedly, th: average
of a number of different samples would be expected
to be in near agreement with the results of a com-
plete enumeration using the same data collection
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the
results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the whole sample would be
expected to give an order of magnitude of the
variance between any single subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative errors are the products of calculations in-
volving - estimates derived through sampling, each
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er-
rors, principal among these being the problem of
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors,
however, these errors probably were less prevalent
in the commercial survey than they were in the
household survey. These factors include the greater
likelihood of recordkeeping and of reporting to the
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of
the survey on two of the more serious crimes,
burglary and robbery.  Unlike the national sample
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro-

cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable:

to telescoping.

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

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics
on commercia}l crimes was 150,

The numbers of commercial victimizations and
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether
rates or percentages) were calculated from un-
rounded figures.

Relative error tables
and calculations

In order to measure sampling variability asso-
wiated 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 z:e 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 wvariability surrounding the
6,300 commercial burglaries estimated to have

A IR )

occurred in Buffalo. Referring to Table IV, it
is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (6,308) is 10.3 per-
cent.  Multiplying 6,308 by .103 yields 650.
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 5,658 to
6,958. If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

! The calculated figure (650) is the standard error of the
estimated 6,308 burglaries (shown as 6,300 on Data
Table 85).
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 5,008 to 7,608,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally.
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Table V. Relatlve errors for estimated number of commercial vnctlmlzatlons,, ' ‘
by charactenstlcs of establishments and type of crime

‘\\ (68 chances out of 100)
Type of crime ) B Estimated number of incidents Relative error ’ : '
l Burglary ‘ : ) 6,308 10.3% . APPEND.X 'v
ted burgl . P L2974 12,
Atbmpted burglory Dow, 1617 TECHNICAL NOTES
Robbery = 1,103 13.7% s .
Completed robbery ) 551 19.5%
Attempted robbery 552 , 17.5%

Table V. Relative errors for eéstimated commercial victimization rates,

Information provided in this appendix is de-
signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes

either type were assumed to have involved a single
victim, the affected household or business. In fact,
the -terms ‘‘victimization” and “incident” can be
- used interchangeably in analyzing data on household

by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

S : address general concepts as well as potential problem . and commercial crimes.
i (68 chances out of 100) :

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically um'eliable.r

tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving
one or more victims and one or more offenders.

¢ For many specific categories of pérsonal crime, vic-

timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes
were simultaneously committed against more than
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
have occurred during the course of a commercial
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi-
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was
determined whether others were victimized at the
same time and place and whether the offense. hap-
.pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad-
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix
IT) protected against the double counting of inci-
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted
during the course of a store holdup, the even’; would

have been classified as a single commercial rob- -

bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With
respect to crimes against households and businesses,
there is no distinction between - victimizations and

“data are more adequate for the examination of the

j — areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements . As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
8 ' : ' Burglary Robbery k i 3
§ v ST ToTatoi Tate or problems. The‘ Qlossary <.>f terms sl_lou]d b.e wctxmzzanon data are more appropriate than inci
; per 1,000 Relative pegakl)igogm N Relative consulted. for definitions of crime categories, vari- ~ dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
# . -error . . . . qs s
f : . Charasteristic : establistnents srror esvep T shments i ables, and other terms used in the data tables and,  quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
Kind ‘of egtablishment ings. ictim: i i
14 of egkablishnen 319 1204 5 12.9% selected findings V3ctfm They also are 'better suited for assessing
i Retail- 397 iag% 2 ;’{lg victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin-
| HhoLesale | | 12 zg:zé 3 25078 General ir:ig'd victim perceptions of olifender attributes. Thus, in
eipts , . addition to servi
Rl il b s 922 3.2 90 29.1% Throughout this report, victimizations are the fo serving as a key element in computing
; hMapdd 3 18.9% 132 10u7% . . PRI I : victimization rates, victimization counts are used
| gg,ooo—ow_ﬁg.ggg 3§§ 22.7% 120 36.6% basic units. of measure. A victimization, is a specific for developing information on victim in and
: $50,000-999,599 263 21,14 L 22.0% criminal act as it affects a single victirn, whether a medical cafe iconoxhic losses. time lost frglxlnrywbrk
i el er i 41 o FAE 1129 Fiar person, household, or place of business. For erimes . % e 0 0 haracteristics. and
o l§1,o<;<1>,ooo or more 3123 35.3; 173 33'15?& against persons, however, some survey. results are renotin th)) police ,On the other hand. i ,i‘ dent
1 = 0 sales . . . P [PPTI ] YOI .
4 Not available 229 162 59.1% presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza- POElng to po ' T hand, 1ncide

circumstances surrounding- the occurrence of per-
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
the use of weapons and number of victims and of- -
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
case given above, therefore, the rate data for
personal assault would reflect the attack on each
customer, and other victimization tables would in-
corporate details ‘concerning the outcome of the
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage
to clothing, and loss of time from work.

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

Victim characteristics

A variety of attributes of victimized persons,
households, and commeicial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dwxdmg

incidents, as each criminal act against targets of - the number of victimizations associated thh a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of
persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
Iar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the household
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two
crimes against commercial establishments are re-
lated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of house-
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can-
not involve more than one victim during a specific
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of
individuals, households, and commercial establish-
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of
the danger of having been victimized during the
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, households, and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner in which they are calculated,
the rates in effect apportion multiple victimizations
among the population at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the risk that any single person, household,
or business had of being victimized.

Reporting to the police

The police may have learned about criminal
victimizations directly from the victim or from some-
one else, such as anothér 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 sccond half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.).

Regarding data from the household survey,
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites,two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity, For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and

its immediate environs, the former can take place at

any other location. In order to have been classified
as a household larceny within the victim’s own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment,

For personal and household crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the “peographical area” of oc-
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
another central city; and eclsewhere (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;
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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 offencers

- As noted previously, the number of individuals
victimized in each personal crime is @ 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 cower 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 wbility to recall the
crime. Because the evepfs often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusior 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 onc 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 cffenders

For personal crimes of violence and commercial
robbery, information was gathered on whether or
not the victims observed that the offenders were
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned.
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere
presence of a weapon constituted “use.” In other
words, the term “weapons use” applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes of
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they
actually were employed as instruments of physical
attack,

In addition to firearms and knives, the data
tables distinguish “other” weapons and those of un-
known types. The category “other” refers to such
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
the types of weapons were classified in the personal
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types,
of weapons present were recorded, not the number
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two
firearms and a knife during a personal robbery, the
crime would have been classified as one in which
weapons of each type were used. With respect to
each robbery of a business in which weapons of
more than one type were observed, only the most
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of-
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a
store, the crime would have been classified as one
in which firearms were used; a single entry would
have been made under the category “firearms.”

Victim self-protection

With 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
pé:sonal 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 expense¢s 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
involvisd: With respect to crimes against persons and
households, the survey did not record the identity of
the household member (or members) who lost work
time, although it may be assumed that, for most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities
concerned.
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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 untawful 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),

e ik R R M T

Head of household—For classification purposes,
only one individual per household can be the
head person. In husband-wife househoids, 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 attemipted acts,

Household larceny—Theft or attempted theft of
property or cash from a residence or its imme-
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
more victims and offenders. In situations where
a personal crime occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed
that the commercial victimization survey ac-
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
counted as an incident of personal crime, How-
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they
related to the victimized individual would be re-
flected in data on personal victimizations.

Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or
principal activity at each place of business.
Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction is made
between 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 c¢ash, 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 Jarceny—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 dirgctly from the person
of the victim, but without force or the threat of
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

Personal larceny without contact—Theft or at-
tempted theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any
place other than the victim’s home or its imme-
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the
offender during the commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of |
the three personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report. For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from “serious assault”
and “minor assault.” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness,
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
tesulting 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 ins-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—Ex-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000.
In addition to the county, or counties, contain-
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and economically in-
tegrated with the central city, In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA’s consist of towns and cities
instead of counties, Each SMSA must include
at least one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.
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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 wcapon.

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects
a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the numbeér 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 iadividual 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 yssumed to involve a single vic-
tim, the 2ffected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
amaag population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number c¢f 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 establishinents, victimization
rates are derived from the number «f incidents
per 1,000 establishments.

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against a person,
household, or conmercial establishment,
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