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PREFACE 

The crime statistics and selected analytical find­
ings presented in this report derive from victimiza­
tion surveys conducted' early in 1974 under the 
National Crime Survey program. Presenting more 
comprehensive survey results and additional techni­
cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic­
timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, published 
in June 1975. 
_ Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried out for the L?w 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of 
developing information that permits detailed assess­
ment of the character and extent of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on representative 
samplings of households and commercial establish­
ments, the program has had two main elements: a 
continuous national survey and surveys in various 
cities. Although the overall objective of the program 

,i~ to provide insights into the impact of crimes that 
, are of major concern to the general public and law 
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the 
scope of the surveys will be modified periodically 
in order to address other topics in the realm of 
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi­
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey 
questionnaires and procedures. ' __ 

The victimization surveys conducted in Hous­
ton and 12 other ~~ntral 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 burglarYl household larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft; and for commercial establishments they were 
burglary and robbery. The chapter entitled "The City 
Surveys" includes a detailed discussion of the crimes 
and of classification procedures. In addition to gaug­
ing the extent to which the relevant crimes hap­
pened, the surveys have permitted examination of 
the characteristics of victims and the circumstances 

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

The surveys in Houston were carried out 
in the first quarter of 1974 aD(.~ 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 
9,911 housing units (21,320 residents age 12 and 
over) and the operators of 2,181 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 tOf,\ical 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 this report are estimates 
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they 
are based on information obtained from sample sur­
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the 
fact that recording and processing mistakes in­
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data 
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re­
liability of estimates, these sources of error are 
treated in Appendixes II and III. It should be noted 
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect 
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de­
termined rather precisely, In the report's selected 
findings, categorical statements involving analytical 
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences 
were equivalent to or greater than two standard 
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at 
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did 
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified 
statements of comparison met significance tests that 
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2 
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal 
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the 
difference did not result solely from sampling vari­
ability. These conditional statements are charac­
terized by use of the term '''some indication." 

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

In relation to crimes against person!), survey re­
sults are based on either of two units of measure­
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a speci­
fic criminal act as it affects a single '~ictim. An inci­
dent is a specific criminal act involving one or more 
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the 
technical notes, the number of personal victimiza· 
tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci­
dents. As applied to crimes against households and 
commercial establishments, however, the terms 
"victimization" and "incident" are synonymous. Al­
though "crimes against commercial establishments," 
"commercial crimes," and other similar terms refer 
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively 
small number of offenses committed against certain 
other organizations also are included in results of the 
commercial survey, usually under the category 
"other"; the types of entities concerned are discussed 
in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Attempts to compare information in this publica­
tion with data collected from local police by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its 
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report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime 
Reports-1973 are inappropriate because of substan­
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and 
police statistics. A major difference arises from the 
fact that police statistics on the incidence (If 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 Houston, 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 Houston 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 
victinJization for crimes against households and 
commercial establishments are based, respectively, 
on the number of households and businesses, where­
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes 
are based on the total population. A technical note 
entitled "Victim characteristics," Appendix IV, gives 
additional details on the manner in which the vic­
timization survey rates were computed. 
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THE CITY SURVEYS 

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

As one of the most· ambitious efforts· yet under­
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected ·to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua­
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. They also furn!~h a means for 
developi.,g 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. C()nducted periodically in the same area, 
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for 
developing indicators sensitive to. fluctuations in .the 
levels of crirI1e; conducted under the same procedures 
in different areas, they provide a basisfor compari~g 
the crime situation between two or more localities or 
types of localities. 

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

vide information on crimes ,that are of major interest 
to the general public, they cannot measure all 
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not 
amenable to examination through the survey tech­
nique. Surveys have proved most successful in esti­
mating crimes with specific victims who understand 
what happened to them and how it happened and 
who are willing to report what they know. More 
specificaily, 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 
crimes, such as druukenness, drug abuse, and 
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes 
for which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable 
l~spondents or to locate comprehensive data records, 
as in offenses against government entities. 1. Ex­
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the 
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim 
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec­
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper­
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances 
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of 
most types probably are underrecorded for this 
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft 
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible 
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap­
proach because of the limited documentation main­
tained by most commercial establishments on losses 
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic­
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal 
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter, 
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers, 
include gambling, various types of swindles, con 
games, and blackmail. 

1 Other than government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the 
p~ogram's commercia! sector, government institution~ and 
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have 
indicated that government organization records on crime 
generally are inadequate for survey purposes. 
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THE CITY SURVEYS 

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

As one of the most· ambitious efforts yet under­
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua­
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. They also furnish a means for 
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec­
tors of society, yield information necessary to com­
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza­
tion surveys ~lso have the capability of distinguish­
ing betwee~ 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 areal 
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 basi~for comparing 
the crime situation between two or more localities or 
types of localities. I 

Victimization surveys, . such as those conducted 
under the National Crime Survey program, are not 
without limitations, however. Although they pro-
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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 
amene,ble 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 16' report what they know. More 
specifically, they have bee~l 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 victimles~ 

crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and 
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes 
for which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable 
respondents or to locate comprehensive data records, 
as in offenses against government entities. 1 Ex­
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the 
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim 
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec­
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper­
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances 
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of 
most types probably are underrecorded for this 
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft 
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible 
to measurement or study by means of the survey Lp­
proach because of the limited documentation main­
tained by most commercial establishments on losses 
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic­
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal 
activity also are exCluded. Examples of the latter, 
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers. 
include gambling, various types of swindles, con 
games, and blackmail. 

I Other than government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems, which fall withiri'tthe purview of the 
program's commercial sector, government institutions and 
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have 
indicated that government organization records on crime 
generally are inadequate for ~urYey purposes. 
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2 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

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

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

Another of the issues related in part to victim 
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza-

• tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal 
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in­
curred by persons unable to identify separately the 
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount 
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 
bo!en feasible to make, a precise tally of victimiza­
tions that occurred in series and to determine their 
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information 
in the processing of survey results would have 
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal 
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of 
victimization would have been higher. Because of 
the inability of victims to furnish details concerning 
their experiences, however, it would have been im-
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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 
12,000 series victimizations against persons and 
1 0,000 against households, each encompassing at 
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were 
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month 
reference period. A table of these series victimiza­
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal 
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities. 

Although the survey-measured crimes and other 
terms used in this report are defined in the Glos­
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of 
a detailed description of the offenses and of the 
procedures followed in classifying victimization 
events. Definitions of the relevant crimes do not 
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes, 
which vary 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 mayor may not involve 
contact between the victim and offender. 

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object 
is to relieve a person of property by force or the 
threat of force. The force employed may be a 
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong­
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is 

placed in physical danger, and physical injury can 
and sometimes does result. The distinction between 
robbery with injury and robbery without injury 
turns solely on whether the victim sustained any in­
jury, no matter how minor. The distinction between 
a completed robbery and an attempted robbery 
centers on whether the victim sustained any loss of 
cash or property. For example, an incident might be 
classified as an attempted robbery simply because 
the victim was not carrying anything of value when 
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however, 
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical 
injury to the victim. 

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

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

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

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

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny) 
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth. 
Such crimes mayor may not bring the victim into 
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny 
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted 
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny 
without contact involves the theft by stealth of 
numerous kinds of items, which need. not be strictly 
personal in nature. It is distinguished fcom 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 larc~ny 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 school ground, 
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket, 
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in 
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman 
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse 
and resist, and should the offender then use force, 
the crime would escalate to robbery. 

In any criminal incident against a person, more 
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be 
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify­
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal 
event has been counted only once, by the most 
serious act that took place during the incident and in 
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The order 
of seriousness for crimes against persons is: rape, 
robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, if a 
person were both robbed and assaulted during the 
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4 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

same incident, the event would be classified as 
robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating, 
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was 
robbery with injury. 

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS 

All three of the measured crimes against house­
holds-burglary, household larceny, and motor ve­
hicle theft-are crimes that do not involve personal 
confrontation. If there were such confrontation, the 
crime would be a personal crime, not a household 
crime, and the victim no longer ".'ould 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 
proper,ty 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. 
FTLlrthermore, the structure need not be the house 
itself for a household burglary to take place. Illegal 
entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure on 
the premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc­
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would 
still be classified as a household burglary for the 
household whose member or members were in­
volved. 

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST 
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 

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

Only two types of commercial crimes ar.e 
measured by the National Crime Survey program: 
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable 
to robbery of persons and burglary of households 
except that they are carried out against places of 
business rather than individuals or households. Un­
like household burglary, however, commercial 
burglaries can take place only on the premises of 
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab­
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be 
personal confrontation and the threat or use of 
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the 
premises of places of business, but some can happen 
away from the premises, such as during the holdup 
of sales or delivery personnel away from the 
establishment. 
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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 addicional analysis 
on the topics covered in the selected findings are 
referred to Appendix IV, Technical Notes. for 
guidance in the interpretation of survey results. 

General 
The household and commercial surveys determined 
that an estimated 339,900 criminal victimizations 
were committed against Houston residents and busi­
nesses in 1973. 

Forty-eight percent involved individuals; 45 per­
cent, households; and 7 percent, commercial 
establishments. 
Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal 
crimes of violence by about 2.3 to ]. 

Victim characteristics 
Houston residents wer~ victimized by personal 
Crimes of violence at a rate of 53 per 1,000 persons 
age 12 and over [Table 1]. 

The victimization rate for males was about twice 
that for females [Table 17]. 

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

Youths age 16-19 had the highest rate of any 
age group, roughly 10 times that for the elderly 
(age 65 and over), who had the lowest rate 
[Table 18]. 

Females were victimized by rape at a rate of 5 
per 1,000 [Table 17]. 

Blacks had a substantially higher household burglary 
rate than whites, but the latter had a higher house­
hold larceny rate than blacks [Table 62]. 

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a 
rate of 578 and robbed at a rate of .140 per 1,000 
[Table 85]. 

An estimated '27 percent of all businesses were 

victimized at least once during the year; roughly 
two-fifths of those affected were victimized two 
or more times [Tables 87, 90]. 

Reporting to the police 
One-fourth of all personal crimes were reported to 
the police [Table 40]. 

Women repori;~;d crimes of violence relatively 
more often than men, but there was no signifi­
cant difference between the sexes in reporting 
crimes of theft [Table 41]. 

There was no significant difference between the 
proportions of violent crimes reported by 
blacks and whites; the latter reported crimes of 
theft slightly more often than blacks [Table 41]. 

Crimes of violence between strangers were re­
ported to the police relatively more often than 
those involving nonstrangers [Table 40J. 

Thirty-six percent of all household crimes were 
reported to the police [Table 74]. 

There was no significant difference between the 
overall proportions of household crimes reported 
by whites and by blacks [Table 74]. 

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

The most common 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, 92]. 

Time and place of occurrence 
More personal crimes of violence occurred at night 
than during the day [Table 54]. 

Most personal crimes of theft took place during the 
day [Table 54]. 

Most household larcenies and motor vehicle thefts 
occurred at night, but burglaries wer~ about evenly 
divided between day and night [Table 84]. 
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Eighty-six percent of commercial burglaries and 60 
percent of commercial robberies occurred at night 
[Table 101]. 

Fifty-two percent of all personal crimes occurred 
on the street and in other outdoor locations; only 
3 percent occurred inside the victim's home [Table 
36]. 

About three-tenths of all rapes took place inside 
the victim's home [Table 36]. 

Number of victims and offenders 
Ninety-one percent of all personal crimes of violence 
involved a single victim [Table 30]. 

Most personal crimes of violence (66 percent) in­
volved a single offender [Table 28]. 

Single-offender crimes were relatively more likely 
to have involved nonstrangers than strangers 
[Table 29]. 

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

Fifty-two percent of personal and 39 percent of 
commercial robberies were carried out by two or 
more offenders [Tables 28, 89]. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 
Strangers committed 71 percent of all personal 
crimes of violence [Table 5]. 

Strangers were relatively more likely to have 
victimized men than women; there was no sig­
nificant difference between the proportions of 
stranger-to-stranger crimes against white victims 
and those against black victims [Table 5]. 

Victims perceived that blacks committed most (69 
percent) single-offender personal robberies, where­
as whites were perceived to have committed most 
(58 percent) assaults [Table 9]. 

Blacks were perceived to have committed a majority 
(69 percent) of all multiple-offender robberies, 
whereas whites perpetrated more multiple-offender 
assaults than blacks [Table 11]. 

Victims perceived most single-offender personal 
crimes of violence (68 percent) as having been 
committed by individuals age 21 and over [Table 
13]. 

---------------------~---------------------------------

Victims perceived that individuals under age 21 and 
those 21 and over committed equivalent propor­
tions of multiple-offender violent crimes [Table 
15]. 

More single- and multiple-offender robberies of 
whites were committed by blacks than by whites 
[Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single- (76 percent) and multiple-offender 
(69 percent) assaults against whites were carried 
out by whites [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single- (93 percent) and multiple-offender 
(85 percent) robberies of blacks were committed by 
blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single-offender assaults (92 percent) against 
blacks were perpetrated by blacks, and some two­
thirds of multiple-offender assaults of blacks also 
wer~cDmmitted by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Weapons use by offenders 
Offenders used weapons in about half of all personal 
crimes of violence [Table 56]. 

Offenders who were strangers to the victim em­
ployed weapons relatively more often than did 
those who were nonstrangers [Table 56]. 

Firearms accounted for two-fifths of the types 
of weapons used in personal crimes of violence; 
the proportion for knives was lower [Table 57]. 

Offenders used weapons in 84 percent of all com­
mercial robberies [Table 102]. 

Firearms were the most common type (73 per­
cent) of weapon used [Table 103]. 

Victim self-protection 
Victims took self-protective measures in 62 percent 
of all personal crimes of violence [Table 43]. 

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self­
defense, but physical force and other weapons 
accounted for 37 percent of all self-protective 
measures employed [Table 45]. 

Victim injury and economic loss 
Victims were injured in 26 percent of all personal 
robberies and assaults [Table 31]. 

Robbery and assault victims of non strangers 
were relatively more likely to have in~urred 
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lflJunes than were the victims of strangers 
[Table 31]. 

In 6 percent of all personal crimes of violence, 
the victim received hospital care [Table 33]. 

Seventy-seven percent of all personal crimes in­
volved loss of money or property and/or property 
damage [Table 47]. 

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

Some three-fifths of all personal crimes with 
loss involved losses of less than $50, including 
items of no monetary value [Table 48]. 

Differences between the relative value of losses 
incurred by whites and blacks were not appreci­
able [Table 49]. 

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

Selected Findings 7 

Ninety-two percent of all household crimes involved 
loss of money or property and/or property damage 
[Table 78]. 

Household crimes resulting in loss were about 
equally divided between those involving amounts 
of less than $50, including items of no mone­
tary value, and those of $50 or more [Table 
80]. 

Blacks had a somewhat greater proportion of 
losses in the $50 or more category than did 
whites [Table 80]. 

In about four-fifths of all household crimes with 
theft, no losses were recovered; in about one­
half of all motor vehicle thefts, however, losses 
were fully recovered [Table 81]. 

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

Roughly two-thirds of commercial crimes with 
loss involved amounts over $50 [Table 97]. 
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SURVEY DATA TABLES 

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates 
for peC"sons age 12 and over, ~Y type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 
Type ']f crime Number 

Crimes of violence 48,800 Rape 2,300 Robbery 15,900 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 3,900 From serious assault 2,500 
From minor assault 1,300 

Robbery without injury 7,600 
Attempted robbery without injury 4,500 Assault 30,500 Aggravated assa~Lt 16,000 

With injury 5,100 
Attempted assault with weapon 10,900 

Simp1.e assault 14,600 With injury 3,100 
Attempted assault without weapon 11,400 

Crimes of theft 113,100 
Personal larcellY with contact 5,400 Purse snatching 1,500 

Attempted purse snatching 1300 
Pocket picking 3,600 

Personal larceny without contact 1Cf{ ,700 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
2 Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samp1.e cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

Table 2. Personal ~rimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio 
of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime 

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio 

Crimes of violence 41,700 48,800 1:1.17 
Rape 2,100 2,300 1:1.12 
Robbery 13,100 15,900 1: 1.22 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 3,500 3,900 1:1.13 
From serious assault 2,300 2,500 1:1.12 
From minor assault 1,200 1,300 1:1.13 

Robbery without injury 6,000 7,600 1:1.27 
Attempted robbery without injury 3,700 4,500 1: 1.21 

Assault 26,500 30,500 1:1.15 
Aggra~ated assault 13,200 16,000 1: 1.21 

With injury 4,400 5,100 1:1.17 
Attempted assault with weapon 8,800 10,900 1:1.23 

Simple assault 13,300 14,600 1:1.10 
With injury 2,900 3,100 1:1.08 
Attempted assault without weapon 10,400 11,400 1:1.10 

Crimes of theft 110,700 113.100 1:1.02 
Personal larce~ with contact 5,200 5,400 1:1.03 

Purse snatching 1,500 1,500 1:1.03 
Attempted purse snatching 1300 1300 1:1.0! 
Pocket picking 3,400 3,600 1:1.04 

Personal ~arceny without contact 2105,500 107 ,700 1:1.02 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calcul£ted from unrounded 
i'igures. 

1 Estimate , based on about 10 Or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
2Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the 

number of incidents of personal larce~ without contact. Since it was not i'easible to perform 
an &djustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents may be 
slightly ini'lated. 

I , 

I 
I 
i 
1 
i 

__ ---- J 
\' .J 

!1 

-------------------

I> 

. , 

,. 
" 1/ 

, 



I.'Q. 

Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 
(Rate per 1,000 resi6ent porAilation age 12 and over) 

All victimizations Invol~ str~ers Involving nonstrangers 

Type of crime Number Rate Number Ra,te Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 48,800 53 34,800 38 14,000 15 

Rape 2,300 3 1,700 2 600 1 

Completed rape 700 1 500 1 1200 1Z 

Attempted rape 1,600 2 1,300 1 1400 1Z 

Robbery 15,900 17 13,600 15 2,300 2 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 3,900 4 3,100 3 700 1 

From serious assault 2,500 3 2,100 2 400 Z 

From minor assault 1,300 1 1,000 1 1300 1Z 

Robbery without injury 7,600 8 6,600 7 1,000 1 

Attempted robbery without injury 4,500 5 3,900 4 600 1 

Assault 30,500 33 19,1,00 21 11,200 12 

Aggravated assault 16,000 17 10,600 11 5,400 6 

With injury 5,100 5 2,900 3 2,200 2 

Attempted assault with weapon 10,900 12 7,700 8 3,200 3 

Simple assault 14,600 16 8,800 9 5,800 6 

With injury 3,100 3 1,600 2 1,500 2 

Attempted assault without 
weapon 11,400 12 7,200 8 4,200 5 .. ,. 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shol'on because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1Estimate, base(.on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 

All victimizations 
Type of crime Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 48,800 53 
Rape 2,300 3 

Completed rape 700 1 
Attempted rape 1,600 2 

Robbery 15,900 17 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 3,900 4 
From serious assault 2,500 3 
From minor assault 1,300 1 

Robbery without injury 7,600 8 
Attempted robbery without injury 4,500 5 

Assault 30,500 33 
Aggravated assault 16,000 17 

With injury 5,100 5 
Attempted assault with weapon 10,900 12 

Simple assault 14,600 16 
With injury 3,100 3 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 11,400 12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statie;tically unreliable. 

'\ . ,I 

l2 and over) 

Involving strangers Involving nonstrAn~ers 
Number Rate Number Rate 

34,800 38 14,000 15 
1,700 2 600 1 

500 1 1200 1Z 
1,300 1 1400 1Z 

13,600 15 2,300 2 

3,100 3 700 1 
2,100 2 400 Z 
1,000 1 1300 1Z 
6,600 7 1,000 1 
),900 4 600 1 

19,400 21 11,200 12 
10,600 11 5,400 6 
2,900 3 2,200 2 
7,700 8 3,200 '3 
8,800 9 5,800 6 
1,600 2 1.,500 2 

7,200 8 4,200 5 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houaton 

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

Characteristic All personal.crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Sex 
Male (48) 55 65 51 
Female (52) 45 35 49 

Race 
White (73) 73 71 74 
Black (26) 26 29 26 
Other (1) lZ '1 lZ 

Age 
12-15 (10) 15 14 15 
16-19 m~ 16 21 14 
20-24 19 23 17 
25-34 (20) 22 22 22 
35-49 (22) 17 11 19 
50-64 (17) 8 7 9 65 and over (8) ;3 2 3 

NO'JE: Numbers in perentheses refer to percent in the group;( Detail may not add to total shown 
because of rounding. 

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

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

Sex Race 
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female White Biack 

Crimes of violence 71 76 63 72 6!l 
Rspe 75 166 76 75 75 
Robbery 86 90 76 ~ 83 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 81 91 64 ~ 71 

From serious assault 83 90 67 88 76 
From minor assault 77 94 159 87 155 

Robbery without injury ~ !l9 83 85 !l9 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 87 92 74 89 80 

Assault 63 6!l 53 66 56 
Aggravated assault 66 71 53 70 57 

With injury 57 62 40 66 34 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 71 75 59 72 67 Simpl.e assault (IJ 64 54 62 54 
With injury 51 66 32 52 '46 
Attempted assault 

without weapon 63 64 61 64 56 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl.e cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Male 
Type of crime White Black White 

Crimes of violence 77 71 63 
Rape '66 2 76 
Robbery 92 87 75 

With injury 94 a6 75 
Without injury 92 ~ 76 

Assault 71 57 54 
Aggravated 75 59 54 
Simple 66 53 54 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl.e cases, is statistically unreliable.· 
2 No rapes of black males were recorded. 

Female 
Black 

65 
75 

.. '17 
'46 

a8 
53 
53 
54 

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

Race and age .All. assaults Aggravated assault Simple essaul t 

All races' 
12-15 5a 63 55 
16-19 66 73 57 
20-24 63 63 63 
25-34 60 58 63 
35-49 62 63 60 
50-64 75 84 62 
65 and over 2!l9 "83 2100 

White 
12-15 62 6!l 59 
16-19 66 72 58 
20-24 6!l 71 66 
25-34 63 62 63 
35-49 61 6a 57 
50-64 77 85 265 
65 and over 286 280 "100 

Black 
12-15 47 251 243 
16-19 67 74 254 
20-24 49 50 "43 
25-34 50 248 256 
35-49 59 245 274 
50-64 268 "81 252 
65 and over 2100 2100 2100 

'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 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 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

47 
'23 

41 
49 

Casually acquainted 

53 
77 
59 
51 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl.e cases, is .stat,istically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender 

-----' Perceived race of offender 

Type of crime 
Not known and 

White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 51 45 3 2 
Rape 53 41 ~6 0 

Completed rape 153 ~34 113 0 
Attempted rape 53 44 13 0 

'Robbery 2:'{ 69 12 ~2 
Robbery with injury 38 58 ~5 0 
Robbery without injury 24 73 11 12 

Assault 58 37 3 2 
Aggravated assault 53 44 lZ 13 
Simple assault 64 31 5 11 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offender 

Perceived race of offender 

Type of crime and race of victims White 
Not kno~m and 

Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 
White 68 2:'{ 3 mack 12 

Rape 
5 92 1Z 12 

~lhite 72 20 19 0 Black 17 93 0 0 Robbery 
White 40 57 12 11 mack 12 93 12 13 Robbery with injury 
White 54 42 14 mack 0 

Robbery without injury 
'7 87 17 0 

White 35 62 11 11 Black 
Assault 

0 96 0 14 

White 76 19 3 Black 12 

Aggravated assault 
16 12 0 12 

White 76 20 11 
Black '18 89 0 

I) 

Simple assault 12 

"hite 75 18 6 Black 11 
12 98 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fe~ler sample cases, is f>tatistically =eliable. 
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Table 11. Personal crimes of viole nce: Percent distribution of multiple­
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Not known and 

Type of crime All white All black All other Mixed races not available 

Crimes of violence 39 53 11 5 H 
Rape 0 ~88 0 112 0 
Robbery 24 69 11 14 11 

Robbery with injury 21 73 12 12 ~2 

Robbery without injury 25 67 11 15 11 
Assault 59 33 11 6 12 

Aggravated aSF,,,ult 58 32 ~1 17 12 
Simple assault 59 36 0 ~4 ~1 

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

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

and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime and race 
of victims All white All black All othel' 

Crimes of violence1 
"hite 53 42 
Black 9 79 

Robbery 
White 37 58 
Black 25 85 

Assault 
White 69 25 
mack "19 67 

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

"2 
0 

"2 
0 

21 
0 

Mixed races 

"3 
9 

22 
28 

"4 
"11 

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

Not known and 
not available 

"1 
"2 

"1 
"2 

"1 
"3 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived age of offender 
Not kno~m 

Total 21 and and not 
Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over available 

Crimes of violence 1'1 28 6 10 12 68 ~~ Rape 0 25 0 17 119 73 
Robbery 11 25 ~5 9 11 70 14 

Robbery with injury 15 112 0 12 110 80 12 
P~bbery without injury 0 29 ~6 11 12 66 ~, 

Assault ~Z 29 6 11 12 67 4 
Aggravated assault 1Z 25 4 9 12 68 7 
Simple assault lZ 33 9 12 12 66 11 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 14. Personal crimes ·of violence: Percent distribution of single' 
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age'of victims, 

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived age of offunder 
Not known and 

Type of cr:iJne and age of vict:iJns Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available 

Cr:iJnes of violence' 
12-19 2Z 59 38 23 
20-34 2Z 13 83 3 
35-49 22 17 75 26 
50-64 0 4 89 27 
65 and over 0 15 85 0 

Robbery 
12-19 0 61 37 23 
20-34 21 15 78 26 
35-49 24 13 79 24 
50-64 0 9 91 0 
65 and over 0 13 287 0 

Assault 
12-19 ,,1 60 37 23 
20-34 0 13 84 23 
35-49 22 15 77 27 
50-64 0 3 88 "9 
65 and over 0 18 282 0 

NOT&: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Est:iJnate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 15. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple­
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders 

All under 
Perceived a~e of offenders 

All 1 Not known and 
Type of cr:iJne 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Cr:iJnes of violence 11 35 35 23 7 
Rape 0 0 138 162 0 
Robbery 11 36 37 21 1~ Robbery with injury 0 40 40 113 

Robbery without injury 11 35 37 24 14 
Assault 11 35 32 23 9 

Aggravated assault 11 29 31 29 11 
S:iJnple assault i1 44 34 16 16 

NO:IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Est:iJnate, based on ·about 10 or fE-war sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple­
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims, 

and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived age of offenders 
Type of cr:iJne and All under All 21 
age of vict:iJns 12 All 12-20 and over 

Cr:iJnes of violence' 
12-19 "2 58 13 
20-34 "1 17 50 
35-49 0 222 53 
50-64 0 228 42 
65 and over 0 211 268 

Robbery 
12-19 21 66 211 
20-34 21 21 51 
35-49 0 221 54 
50-64 0 224 238 
65 and over 0 0 284 

Assault 
12-19 22 53 14 
20-34 0 213 51 
35-49 0 229 240 
50-64 0 237 a51 
65-and over 0 a33 a33 

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

~Iixed ages 

23 
26 

220 
217 
211 

22 
20 

"'21 
223 
216 

23 
28 

221 
0 
0 

2Est:iJnate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available, 

24 
7 

25 
213 
211 

0 
28 
23 

214 
0 

28 
28 

210 
211 
a33 

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

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

Type of cr:iJne 

Cr:iJnes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
. ~Iith injury 

Attempted assault with weapon 
S:iJnple assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Cr:iJnes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Male 
(442,900) 

6 
4 
2 

11 
7 

47 
27 
9 

18 
21 
4 

17 

130 
6 
o 
o 
6 

125 

Female 
(482,900) 

35 
5 

11 

3 
2 
1 
5 
2 

:>.0 
9 
3 
6 

11 
3 
9 

115 
6 
3 

11 
2 

109 

NO:IE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail msy not add to total 
shown because of rounding. 

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1~st:iJnate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims 
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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,OCO resident. !XlI.>Ulation age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
, Rape 

Robbery 
Robbery and att~mpted robbery 

with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Atte,mpted robbery Without ti,:jury 

Assault 
Aggravated assa~t 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault. without. weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal 19r~~ny with ~gnt~ct 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal lar~~nY without contact 

White 
(680,100) 

51 
2 

15 

4 
2 
1 
6 
5 

34 
16 
5 

11 
18 
4 

14 
123 

5 
2 
3 

118 

Black 
(239,400) 

58 
3 

25 

6 
4 

12 
15 
4 

31 
20 
6 

14 
11 

2 
8 

120 
!! 
3 
5 

112 

NO'JE: Numbers in l'srentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown 
because of rounding. 

lEstimate, bas~d on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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ITable 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims: 

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

Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000- $15,000-
$3,000 $7,499 

Type of crime (86,200) (199,900) 
$9,999 

(105,100) 
$14,999 

(200,700) 
$24,999 

(173,300) 

Crimes of violence 72 72 51 48 43 
Rape 6 4 12 11 12 
Robbery 22 29 17 13 11 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 9 8 12- 3 12 

Robbery without injury 10 17 6 7 4 
Attempted robbelY without injury 13 4 9 3 5 

Assault 45 39 32 33 30 
Aggravated assault 30 22 18 15 14 

With injury 9 9 4 5 4 
Attempted assault with weapon 21 13 14 10 10 

Simple assault 16 17 15 18 16 
With injury 14 J; 14 4 12 
Attempted assault without weapon 12 13 11 14 14 

Crimes of theft 92 118 128 123 139 
Personal. larceny with contact 12 9 6 3 4 

Purse snatching 13 4 13 11 11 
Pocket picking 9 5 13 2 3 

Personal. larceny without contact 80 109 122 120 ·135 

NO:IE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total. shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on. about 10 or fewer ssmple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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$25,000 
or more 
(74,900) 

:34 
11 

8 

12 
13 
13 
25 
11 
14 
7 

14 
13 
11 

136 
14 
11 
;'-4 

132 

Not 
available 
(85,900) 

37 
12 
16 

13 
5 
8 

19 
10 
12 
8 
9 

13 
7 

106 
1~ 

12 
11 

104 
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

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

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatch:l.hg 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Never 
married 

(263,900) 

9 
5 

25 

5 
3 
2 

12 
8 

60 
32 
10 
22 
28 
8 

20 

174 
7 
2 
5 

167 

Married 
(523,700) 

34 
1 

12 

.3 
2 

11 
6 
4 

21 
11 
4 
7 

10 
2 
9 

100 
4 
2 
3 

96 

NOn;: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not edd to total 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

11 ," 

Widowed 
(53,500) 

20 
0 

11 

14 
11 
13 
14 
13 

9 
17 

0 
17 
12 
11 
11 

48 
17 
14 
13 
42 

shown because of rounding. 

Divorced and Not 
sefarated avail/lble 

81,4(0) (3,400) 

75 138 
14 0 
30 113 

12 0 
7 0 

14 0 
14 0 
14 113 
41 126 
20 113 
7 0 

13 113 
21 113 
12 0 
19 113 

144 168 
11 0 
13 0 

8 0 
133 168 
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Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime 

_ . . 

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

Crimes of violence 
Robbe!:i: Assault 

All personal. Robbery Robbl.lry 
crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple 

Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault ass>l.tllt 

Mal.e 
12-15 ~48,6oo~ 91. 12 35 15 30 57 24 33 
16-19 43,600 162 0 43 17 36 120 77 43 
20-24 ~56'3oo~ 128 11 39 11 28 as 60 28 
25-34 93,900 73 0 25 6 19 1.8 24 24 
35-49 95,200 36 0 14 14 10 22 10 12 
50-64 (72,700) 29 0 14 14 10 15 9 7 
65 and over (32,600) 18 0 110 11 19 18 14 14 

Femal~ 

12-15 ~46'lOO1 49 13 10 12 18 36 9 26 
16-19 44,400 67 12 13 11 12 42 20 21 
20-24 t6,3oo 60 12 17 ... 8 9 32 12 20 
25-34 93,500 44 5 15 14 12 24 10 13 
35-49 106,500) 20 12 8 13 5 9 4 4 
50-64 ( SO, sao ) 15 0 6 11 5 19 5 14 
65 and over (45,300) 18 0 15 11 14 3 13 0 

Non;;: Numbers:ln parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total. shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 2S statistically unr~liable. 

\\ 

Crimes of theft 
Personal Personai' 

All personal. larceny larceny 
crimes of with without 
theft contact contact 

192 16 186 
200 16 193 
171 17 164 
139 7 132 
106 14 102 
73 1) 70 
53 19 44 

173 .11. 169 
172 16 166 
l42 7 135 
132 5 127 
112 6 106 
59 7 52 
32 9 23 
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims 

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

Male Female 
White Black White Black 

Type of crime (329,100) (110,200) (351,000) (129,300) 

Crimes of violence 70 78 33 42 
Rape lZ 0 4 5 
Robbery 21 35 9 16 

With injury 5 8 2 4 
Without injury 16 27 7 12 

Assault 49 42 20 21 
Aggravated assault 26 30 7 11 
Simple assault 23 12 12 9 

Crimes of theft 131 130 116 112 
Personal larceny with 
contact 5 7 5 9 

Personal larceny without 
contact 126 123 111 103 

NO'lE: Numbers in parentheses.rl'fer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown 
because of rounding. 

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 resid~?t population age 12 and over) 

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

i 

1 

Sex and marital status 

Male 
Never married (143,700) 
Married (259,400) 
Widowed (7,800) 
Divorced and 

separated (30,600) 

Female 
Never married (120,200) 
Married (264,200) 
Widowed (45,700) 
Divorced and 

separated (50,700) 

All personal 
crimes of 
violence 

117 
44 

144 

104 

57 
25 
16 

57 

Rape 

11 
0 
0 

0 

10 
2 
0 

16 

All rob­
beries 

36 
15 

139 

42 

12 
9 

17 

23 

Robbery 
Robbery 
with 
injury 

8 
.3 

117 

17 

13 
2 

12 

8 

Robbery 
without 
injury 

29 
12 

122 

25 

9 

1) 
14 

All 
assaults 

SO 

~ 
62 

35 
13 
9 

29 

Assault 

Aggravated 
assault 

46 
,1.6 
15 

34 

14 
~ 
18 

12 

Simple 
essault 

34 
13 
0 

2S 

21 

~ 
17 

NO'lE: Numbers:ln parentheses refer to population in the group. Petail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

All personal 
crimes of 
theft 

,1/'.t!1 .. '- ' 
)/)0 
71 

155 

165 
99 
44 

138 
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Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

9 
~4 
110 

1"10 

6 
5 

16 

12 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

172 
97 
61 

146 

159 
94 
38 

126 
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
0 
:!. 

Personal Personal 3 
All personal All personal larceny larceny S" 
crimes of crimes of with without !!!. 

Race and age violence1 Robbery Assault theft contact contact < 
[ 

White 3" 
12-15 ~61'700~ 82 25 53 208 6 202 ;:; 
16-19 59,000 123 29 89 198 7 192 !. 
20-21; 88,400 86 23 58 157 4 153 0" 
25-34 (140,100) 55 14 38 134 4 130 = 
35-49 (148,200) 26 9 15 110 5 105 (I) 

c 
50-64 (120,900) 20 8 12 63 3 59 :< 
65 and over (61,800) 11 "6 5 45 9 35 III 

'< 
Black 

CII 

12-15 ~32'700 55 20 34 136 3 133 S" 
16-19 28,500 100 26 65 160 5 156 J: 
20-21; 32,900 110 41 59 154 16 138 0 

c 
25-34 ~45'700 66 38 27 140 11 130 CII 

35-49 51,900 30 16 14 107 5 102 0' 
50-64 (31,800 28 16 12 76 11 65 = 
65 and over (15,900) 216 "10 5 23 8 16 

" 
NO'IE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the gr~up. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

All personal All personal 
crimes of crimes of 

Race and income violencel Robbery Assault theft 

White 
Less than $3,000 (37)£I;xJ) 71 21 45 92 
$3,000-$7,499 (7,200 69 23 41- 116 
$7 ,500-$9,999 (74,800) 53 18 33 127 
$10,000-$14,999 (161,900~ 51 13 36 122 
$15,000-$24,999 ~151,500 43. 10 32 135 
$25,000 or more 72,000) 32 7 24 136 
Not available (65,000) 41 16 23 113 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (47,800) 75 22 46 S9 
$3,000-$7,499 (81,300) 75 38 34 123 
$7 , 500-$9 ,999 (29,500) 4S 16 32 134 
$10,000-$14,999 (37,400) 36 14 21 130 
$15,000-$24,999 (20,400) 41 219 20 178 
$25,000 or more (2,700) "80 233 332 161 
Not available (20,400) 25 316 "4 84 

NO'IB: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail m,,¥ not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 9ased on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

" ·t 

Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

2 10 
10 
6 
3 
4 

"4 
32 

13 
8 

37 
2 4 
37 
0 

34 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

82 
106 
121 
119 
130 
132 
111 

75 
115 
127 
126 
171 
161 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houlton 

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

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group) 
----------~--~~----~------------------~~'~ 
R::ac:.::e.:,,.:s:.::e:x,.:an=d_8g.:::..e __________ c_rim_e..,s_o_f_v1._Ol_e_n_ce ________ cr_i_m_es_o_f;t(~ 
White 

Male 

1'-1' t'/m1 100 
16-19 2'},3oo 183 
20-24 41,500 124 
25-34 72,600 70 
35-49 ~71,2oo 34 
50-64 (57,900 26 
65 and over (24,900) 114 

Female 
12-15 30,000 62 
16-19 2'},7OO 63 
20- 4 47,000 52 
25-34 67,400 39 '-' 
35-49 77,000 19 
50-64 63,000 14 
65 and over (36,800) 19 

Black 

K'll_l' \'6'
800

1 
8;; 

16-19 14,000 123 
20-24 14,000 148 
25-34 20,400 79 
35-49 23,200 39 
50-64 (14,400) 42 
65 and over (7,500) 133 

Female 
12-15 ~15,9oo~ 124 
16-19 14,500 77 
20-24 ~19,000) 82 
25-34 25,3oo~ 56 
35-49 (28,700 22 
50-64 (17,400) 117 
65 and over (8,300) 0 

." .,/ 

." ( 

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

21) 
204 
164 
141 
111 
72 
54 

203 
193 
151 
128 
109 

54 
38 

154 
191 
195 
136 
92 
76 

149 

116 
131 
123 
145 
119 
76 
o 

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

Four or Not known and 
Type of crime One Two Three more not available 

Crimes of v1.olcnce 66 12 10 9 3 
Rape 89 19 lZ 12 0 
Robbery 46 22 17 13 1'2 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 45 20 15 18 13 

From serious assault 44 19 117 1.l7 12 
From minor assault 46 121 111 118 13 

Robbery without injury 44 26 17 12 11 
Attempted robbery without injury 50 19 19 111 12 

Assault 74 8 I' 7 3 
Aggravated assault 72 9 9 4 

With injury 62 12 11 12 12 
Attempted assault with weapon 76 7 14 7 5 

Simple assault 77 6 8 6 2 
With injury 69 16 113 17 14 
Attempted assault without weapon 80 6 7 6 12 

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

0, 

I 

Survey Data Table. 

Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of inr.idents involving a single 
offender, by type of crime andvictim-offender relationship 

Type of crirrll 

Crimes of v1.01ence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

Invo1v1.ng strangers 

58 
85 
42 
67 

Involving nonstrangers 

86 
98 
72 
88 

Table 30. ~er~onal ci'imes of ~iolence: Percent of incidents involving a single 
Victim, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

Type of crime All incidents 
Involving Involv1.ng 
strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of v1.olence 91 91 92 Rape 93 92 94 Robbery 93 9.3 92 Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 96 96 96 From serious assault 99 98 100 From minor assault 92 93 'iS8 Robbery without injury 92 93 92 Attempted robbery without 
injury 92 92 188 Assault 90 89 Aggravated assault 91 

86 84 90 With injury 89 
Attempted assault with 

86 93 
weapon 85 84 88 Simple asssult 93 93 93 With injury 

Attempted assault with 
95 95 94 

without weapon 9.3 93 92 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fel>'er sample cases, is~statistically unreliable. 

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

relationsilip and type of crime 

Relationship Robbery and assault " l"lobbery Assault 
All v1.ctimiz~tions 26 24 27 

Involv1.ng strangel!l:I 2.3 2.3 2.3 Involv1.ng nonstrangers .33 .32 34 

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

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 

Sex 27 
Male 25 23 

Female 28 27 28 

Race 27 
White 26 24 

Black 27 25 28 

Age 
31 116 39 

12-15 
16-19 24 114 27 

20-24 30 34 28 

25-34 22 24 21 

35-49 27 33 22 

50-64 :1.6 124 28 

65 and over 19 115 0 

Mmual family income 
32 41 28 

Less than $3,000 
$3,000-$7,499 31 27 33 

$7 ,500-$9,999 20 112 24 

$10,000-$14,999 26 24 27 

$15,000-$24,999 19 118 19 

$25,000 or more 27 123 28 

Not available 20 116 123 

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

Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which 
victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care, 

and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime 

Item Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 

Received hospital care 6 8 6 

Emergency room only 4 4 4 

Overnight or longer 3 4 2 

Incurred medical expenses" 6 6 5 

lI~cl1))ies data on rape, not shown separately. 
3Include~ those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical expenses 

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

I 
\ 

I 
J 

Survey Data Tables 

Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which 
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of 

victims and type of crime 

Characteristic Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 

Sex 
:~ale 7 8 7 
Female 5 27 a4 

Race 
White 5 5 4 
Black 11 12 11 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 6 7 ;; 
Involving non strangers 8 all 7 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
aEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Amount! 

Less than $50 
$50-$249 
$250 or more 

N01E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 

Percent 

43 
37 
21 

1Includes those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical expenses 
were incurred and also knew, or \!'ere able to estimate, the amount of such !l>--penses. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence Co) 
0 

On st.reet., or in park, 
Inside nonresident.ial playground, schoolground, 

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

Elsewhere 3" 
All personal crimes 3 3 16 52 25 3" 

!!!. 
Crimes of violence 12 9 12 52 

Rape 29 112 '4 32 
RoH?ery 11 5 6 67 

14 < 
20 2 
11 3" 

Robbery and at.t.enipted robbery 
'8 wit.h injury 13 '3 68 

Robbery and at.t.empt.ed robbery 
66 wit.hout. injury 10 4 7 

Assll1.llt. 12 11 16 46 
Aggravated assault. 12 8 16 50 
Simple ass,!ult. 11 16 41 

N 
'8 !!. 

0-
12 :I 

15 t/) 
c 

14 C! 
17 ID 

'< 
Crimes of theft. 1Z 'z 18 53 

Personal larceny wit.h cont.act. '1 '7 46 32 
Personal larceny wit.hout. cont.act 16 54 

29 .. 
14 3" 
30 J: 

0 
c 
'" ',. 
0' 
:I 

NO'IE: Det.ail may not. add t.o 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less t.han 0.5 percent.. 
••• Represent.s not. applicable. 
'Estimat.e, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist.ically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which 
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of 

victims and type of crime 

Characteristic Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 

Sex 
Male 7 e 7 
Female 5 27 "'4 

Race 
White 5 5 4 
mack 11 12 11 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 6 7 5 
Involving nonstrangers 8 211 7 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samPle cases, is .statistical1yunreliable. 

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

Amountl 

Less than $50 
$50-$249 
$250 or more 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 

Percent 

43 
37 
21 

'Includes those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical expenses 
were incurred end also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount·of such expenses. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence Co) 
0 

0 
Elsewhere ~ 

3 

On street, or in park, 
Inside nonresidentiel playground, schoolground, 

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

25 
5" 
!!!. All personel crimes 3 3 16 52 

.. 14 < 
20 n 
11 j 

Crimes of violence 12 9 12 52 
Rape 29 112 14 32 
Robbery 11 5 6 67 

N 
18 II:< 

s= 
12 ~ 

15 en 
c 

14 ~ 17 '< 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
18 with injury 13 1:3 68 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
66 without injury 10 4 7 

Assault 12 11 16 46 
Aggravated assault 12 8 16 50 
Simple ass,!ul t 11 16 41 

29 
III 

14 5" 
30 ::r: 

0 

Crimes of theft 1Z 1Z 18 53 
Personel larceny with contact 11 17 46 32 
Personel larceny without contact 16 54 

c 
III 

S' 
~ 

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

'" 
''-

••• Represents not applicable. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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' 

Involving strangers 
Inside olm home 9 
Near own home a 
Inside nonresidential building 1.1 
On street, or in park, playground, 

60 schoolground, or parking lot 
Elsewhere 11 

Involving non strangers 
Inside own home 21 
Near own home 11 
Inside nonresidential building 15 
On street, or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 31 
Elsewhere 21 

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

Robbery Assault 

a a 
5 10 
5 16 

73 54 
10 12 

29 19 
27 12 
29 17 

33 32 
21 21 

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

Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime 
and geographic area of occurrence 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence' 
Robbery 
Assault 

Cr1mes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

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

Inside city of residence 

a9 
90 
93 
a9 
aa 
90 
aa 

aE::;ti."'r.ate, baaed on about- 10 -or £el'?er sa.mple CASes, is statistically Ul1..reliable~ 

Inside other central city 

5 
4 
4 
4 

Elsewhere 

7 
6 
3 
7 

7 
24 

7 

UJ c 
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime 

Reason 

Nothing could be donej lack of proof 
Not :important enough 
Police would not want to be bothered 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 
~ivate or personal. matter 
Fear of reprisal. 
Reported to someone else 
All other and not given 

All personal. 
crimes 

36 
'Zl 
4 
3 
6 
1 

13 
10 

NOlE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on'rspe, not shown separately. 

Crimes of violence 
All crimes 
of violence1 Robbery 

24 
25 
4 
3 

18 
3 
8 

13 

35 
25 
4 
5 
8 

a4 
7 

12 

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

Assault 

20 
26 
4 
3 

21 
2 
8 

15 

Crimes of theft 
All crimes Personal. larceny Personal. larceny 
of theft with contact without contact 

40 52 40 
'Zl 20 28 
4 31- 4 
3 32 3 
3 23 3 

az az az 
14 28 14 
8 11 8 
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Survey Data Table. 

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 strll!l8ers nonstra:ngers 

All personal crimes 25 
Crimes of violence 39 41 34 

Rape 34 40 114 
Robbery 47 47 47 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 58 53 ,76 
From serious assault 63 61 170 
From minor assault 48 138 184 

Robbery without injury 59 61 43 
Attempted robbery without injury 18 18 116 

Assault 35 37 32 
Aggravated assault 41 43 38 

With injury 51 60 39 
Attempted assault with weapon 37 37 38 

Simpl.e assaul. t 29 31 26 
With injury 29 30 2S 
Attempted assault without weapon 29 31 25 

Cri.mes of theft 19 
Personal larceny with contact 26 27 0 

Purse snatching 38 39 0 
Pocket picking 19 21 0 

Personal larceny without contact 19 

••• Represents not applicable. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl.e cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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 

All personal crimes 25 25 26 22 

Crimes of violence 35 47 40 38 
Rape 133 34 40 117 
Robbery 40 60 46 49 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 52 67 55 62 

From serious assault 61 6S 62 1~ From minor assault 131 66 45 
Robbery without injury 50 75 61 56 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 17 119 22 0 

Assault 32 43 37 31 
Aggravated assault 38 52 43 37 

With injury 49 57 52 46 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 32 50 39 33 
Simpl.e assault 24 36 31 21 

With injury 27 32 2S 130 
Attempted assault without 

:~. ~; "'enpon 24 38 31 118 
Crimes of .theft 20 18 20 15 

Personal. larceny with 
contact 19 32 2S 22 
Purse snatching a 38 49 'i"23 
Pocket picking 19 120 19 i'22 

Personal larceny without 
contact 20 18 20 14 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl.e cases, is statistically unreliable. 
"No purse snatchings of malas were recorded. 

----------~----------
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" 34 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houlton 

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

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 

All personal crimes 17 28 28 31 36 
Crimes of violence1 31 41 52 43 57 

Robbery 37 43 71 47 84 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 250 56 70 "49 "100 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 35 38 71 1;6 a81 

Assault 29 39 39 39 221 
Aggravated assault 35 44 45 52 21; 
Simple assault 23 33 34 222 231 

Crimes of theft 9 22 22 27 29 
Personal larceny with contact 217 21; 234 217 21;0 
Personal larceny without 
contact 9 22 22 28 26 

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

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

victim-offender relationship 

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers 

~, 

Crimes of violence 62 60 65 
Rape 80 78 86 
Robbery 1;9 50 43 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 61 62 58 

From serious assault 61 59 170 
From ~~or assault 61 67 11,2 

Robbery without injury 25 25 126 
tttempted robbery without injury 78 81 155 

Assault 67 66 6$ 
Aggravated assault 66 64 70 

With injury 64 57 74 
Attempted assault with weapon 67 66 6$ 

Simple assault 68 YJ 66 
With injury 72 6$ 75 
Attempted assault without weapon 67 70 63 

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

Robbe!:;): Assault. 
Charact.erist.ic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Wit.hout. injury All assault.s Aggravat.ed 

Sex 
Male 61 1100 51 67 46 66 64 
Female 63 78 45 52 42 69 71 

Race 
Whit.e 64 78 53 59 51 68 67 
Black 55 80 41 65 34 63 64 

Age 
12-19 64 77 55 76 51 67 65 
20-34 62 77 48 62 43 68 68 
35-49 &J 1100 47 152 44 67 64 
50-64 51 0 38 149 135 61 &J 
65 and over 140 0 138 150 136 144 150 

1Est.imat.e, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.at.ist.ically unreliable. 

Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims, 
by type of measure and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Self-prot.ect.ive measure violence Rape All robberles 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 5 11 7 
Used physical force or ot.her weapon 37 31 40 
Tried t.o get. help or fright.en offender 14 31 13 
Threat.ened or reasoned wit.h offender 17 14 14 
Nonviolent. resist.ance, including evasion 28 23 25 

Nom: Det.ail may not. add t.o 100 percent. because Of rounding. 
1Est.imat.e, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.atist.ically unreliable. 
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19 16 4 5 
55 33 37 33 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective 
measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims 

Sex Race 
Self-protective measure Both sexes MiiIe Female White Black 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 5 6 '3 4 
Used physical force or other weapon 37 43 28 36 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 14 7 25 15 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 17 17 17 18 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 28 28 28 27 

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

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injUl'Y" 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injUI"1 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
S~.mple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

77 
35 
30 
73 

84 
100 

18 
15 
19 
10 
96 
94 
84 

100 
96 

5 
42 
11 
12 
30 
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, 
by type of crime and value of loss 

No monetary Less thsn Not known snd 
Type of crime value $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more not available 

All personal crimes 2 22 37 28 6 
Crimes of violencel 8 19 26 26 8 

Robbery "3 17 27 30 10 
Robbery snd attempted robbery 

with injury "2 19 20 35 a9 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

without injury "4 17 30 2S 11 
Assault 21 21 24 17 "3 

Crimes of theft 1 22 38 2S 5 
Personal larceny with contact al 18 33 32 "3 
Personal larceny without contact 1 22 39 2S 5 

't/0'lE: Detail may not add to 100 per cent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

No monetary Less than 
Type of crime snd race value $10 

All. personal crimesl 2 22 

White 2 23 
Black 1 19 

Crimes of violencel 8 19 
White 10 22 
Black "6 13 

Crimes of theft' 1 22 
White 1 23 
Black "z 21 

NO'lE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less thsn 0.5 percent. " 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, is statistically unraliable. 
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$10-$49 

37 

36 
39 
26 
23 
32 
38 
38 
40 

$50-$249 
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30 
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2S 
29 
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$250 or more 

6 
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4 

6 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of 
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen 

property, including cash, and race of victims 

Type or cr:iJne and property value AlJ. races1 White 

Robbery 21 21 
No monetary value 
Less that $10 17 24 

$10-$49 28 23 

$50-$99 
22 17 

$100-$249 13 11 

$250 or more 13 15 

Not available 7 9 

Personal larceny 1 1 
No monetary value 
Less than $10 23 24 

$10-$49 39 38 

$50-$99 15 15 

$100-$249 14 14 
$250 or more 5 6 

Not available 3 3 

NOT&: Detail may not add to 100 percent because or rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on "other" races, not ShOWl! separately. 
2Est:iJnate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

loss recovered 

Personal larce2l 

mack 

21 
28 
36 
26 
16 
9 

24 

2Z 
21 
42 
17 
13 
4 
3 

AlJ. personal 
Without contact 

Robbery larcenies With contact 
Proportion recovered 

None 00 83 67 

AlJ. 9 7 9 

Some 12 9 25 

Less than halr 6 4 17 

Halr or more 12 3 13 

Proportion unknown 13 3 16 

N01E: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because or rounding. 
lEst:iJnate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by type of crime 

Type or cr:iJne 

AlJ. personal crimes 

Cr:iJnes or violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault; 
S:iJnple assault 

Cr:iJn~_ii or theft 
Pel:;i!onal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

7 
13 

117 
15 
36 

8 
12 
15 
9 
4 

12 
4 

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

-Ta~le 53. Pe~sonal crimes:"?ercent distribution of victilnizations resulting 
In loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime 

Time lost AlJ. personal crimes Crimes or violence Crimes or theft 

Less than 1 day 36 2) 
1-5 days 44 48 
6-10 days 5 8 
Over 10 days 14 19 
Amount unknotm and 
not available 11 11 

N01E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because or rounding 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or,rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 54.' Person~1 crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by ty~) of crime and time of occurrence 

;I,l 
N!,shtt:iJne 

Dayt:iJne 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 
Type or cr:iJne 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a~m. known 

All personal cr:iJnes 52 42 27 10 4 

Cr:iJnes or violence " .47 53 40 13 lZ 
Rape 34 66 42 25 0 
Robbery 47 52 37 15 11 

Robbery and attGmpted 
robbery with injury 38 61 38 23 0 

From serious assault 32 68 42 26 0 
From minor assault 48 49 29 119 0 

Robbery without injury 51 48 39 9 0 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 48 51 32 17 12 

Assault 48 52 41 11 lZ 
Aggravated assault 40 60 45 15 1Z 

With injury 42 58 45 12 11 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 39 61 44 17 0 
S:iJnple assault 55 44 37 6 lZ 

With injury 57 43 36 17 0 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 54 44 38 6 1~ 

Crimes or thert 54 38 22 9 6 
Personal larceny with contact 63 37 31 16 11 

Purse snatching 68 32 27 1'2 12 
Pocket picking 60 40 33 17 0 

Personal larceny without contact 54 38 22 10 6 

N01E: Detail. may not add to ,total shown, or to 100 percent, because or rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimatb, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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54 
38 
11 
15 

12 

Not known 
and not 
available 

6 
11 

0 
11 

11 
0 

13 
12 

lZ 
lZ 
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0 
11 
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Criminal VlctlmlzationSurvejts In Houston 

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

Nie;httime 
Re1ationship and type Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not known and 
of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. 'l'otal midnight 6 a.m. not available 

Involving strangers 
56 Crimes of violence~ 43 43 13 21 

Robbery 44 55 40 15 21 
Assault 43 56 45 11 "1 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence~ 55 .~5 32 12 "1 

Robbery 63 34 "20 "15 "3 
Assault 54 i45 ! 34 11 "'Z 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 1CO::percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents in which 
offenders used weapons, by type of crime 

and victim-offender relationship 

Involving Involving 
Type of crime All incidents strangers non strangers 

Crimes of violence 51 54 45 
Rape 26 31 ~10 

Robbery 60 62 45 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 59 61 ~50 
Robbery without injury 64 66 .,56 
Attempted robbery without injury 53 58 ~15 

Assault" 49 50 47 

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

Table 51. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types 
of weapons used by offenders, by type of crime 

Type of crime F'.crearm Knife Other Type unknown 

Crimes of violence~ 40 31 25 5 
Robbery 43 31 21 "5 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 32 21 32 "14 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 47 34 17 "1 

Aggravated assault !,'; 38 29 28 5 
With injury 23 26 44 "7 
Attempted assault with tleapon 45 30 20 "4 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 

Type of crime Firearm 
Involl!!Bs str~ers 

KnIfe <:iter 

Crimes of violence1 42 31 22 
Robbery 44 31 20 
Aggravated assault 42 28 24 

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

TYPe U'iikiiown 

5 
"5 

6 

2Estimate, based on about.10 0, fewer samPle cases, is statistically unroliable. 

ffiearm 
Involl!!Bs nonstr~ers 
KnIfe ~her 

33 30 34 
"40 229 "Z"/ 

30 :;0 35 

'lYPe unknown 
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42 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houlton 

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$5(.' or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Number 

69,f:tJO 
28,100 
23,700 
17,800 
70,700 
39,300 
25,200 

2,000 
4,400 

13,f:tJO 
9,900 
3,700 

NO'JE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

Rate 

164 
66 
56 
42-

167 
93 
59 
5 

10 
32 
23 
9 

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

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
White (75) 
Black (24) 
other (1) 

Age of head of household 
12-19 12) 
20-34 36~ 
35-49 27 
50-64 22 
65 and over (13) 

Annual family income 
~ess than $3,000 (12) 
$3 ,000-$7 ,499 (23) 
$7,500-$9,999 (12) 
$10,000-$14,999 (21) 
'$15,000-$24,999 (16) 
$25,000 or more (7) 
Not ava:il(lble (9) 

Tenure 
Owned or being bcught (50) 
Rented (50) 

Number of: units in structure 
1" (63) 

i m 
5-9 (4) 
10 or more (24) 
Other than housing units (1) 

Number of persons in household 
1 (23) 
2-3 (49) 
4-5 (21) 
6 or ",,ore (8) 

All household 
crimes 

72 
28 
Z 

2 
45 
30 
17 

11 
24-
13 
21 
17 
7 
7 

44 
56 

59 
5 
1 
4 
4 

26 
1 

16 
47 
26 
11 

Burglary 

6; 
35 
~z 

2 
45 
30 
16 
6 

15 
26 
12 
19 
16 
6 
7 

44 
56 

62 
5 
1 
5 
4 

22 
lZ 

19" 
47 
24 
10 

Household 
larceny 

78 
21 
lZ 

2 
44 
31 
17 
6 

7 
22 
13 
23 
19 
7 
7 

45 
55 

58 
4 
1 
3 
4 

29 
1 

13 
46 
28 
12 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

72 
28 
o 

4 
48 
2.5 
2(,' 

3' 

8 
21 
17 
23 
17 
7 
7 

42-
;8 

57 
; 

lZ 
4 
5 

28 
lZ 

16 
49 
27 
9 

NO'JE: Detail lIlay not add to 100 percent because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
percent of households in the group. 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 4 !ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
"Includes data on moblle 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 
Type of crime (7,;00) 

20-;4 
(154,500) 

;5-49 
(116,;00) 

50-64 
(92,600) 

65 and over 
(5;,;00) 

Burglary 225 20; 178 124 85 
Forcible entry 74 82 7; 52 ;2 
Unlawful entry without force 102 66 65 ;9 ;0 
Attempted forcible entry x49 55 40 ;3 22 

Household larceny 222 20; 186 128 78 
Less than $50 77 120 94 69 5; 
$50 or more 126 67 72 4S 11l 
Amount not available 111 6 4 1; 14 
Attempted larceny 18 10 15 9 1; 

Motor vehicle theft 70 43 29 29 8 
Completed theft 58 32 21 20 16 
Attempted theft 111 11 8 10 12 

N01E: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
XEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 62. Houselibio~rr.nes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not av~able 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White 
(318,000) 

l.42 
51 
55 
36 

174 
100 

59 
4 

11 
31 
21 
10 

Black 
(103,200) 

234 
114 

59 
62 

147 
72 
60 

6 
8 

37 
31 

6 .-----------------------------------------------
NO')E: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown 

because of rounding. 
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7 ,500-$9 ,999 $lO,ooo-$14j999 $15,ooo-$24
j
999 $25,000 or more Not available 

Type of crime (50,700) (99,100) (49,900) (87,900 (68,600 (28,300) (39,600) 

Burglary 199 181 172 147 159 153 123 
Forcible entry 90 80 105 49 58 66 55 
Unlawful entry without force 45 51 68 56 6S 65 40 
Attempted forcible entry 65 49 1.0 42 33 21 27 

Household larceny 101 158 190 187 200 185 129 
Less than $50 51 89 103 112 111 94 67 
$50 or more 37 59 67 59 72 80 43 
Amount not avallable '5 6 '5 '4 11 13 '7 
Attempted larceny 8 5 15 L1 16 18 11 

Motor vehicle theft 21 29 46 36 33 34 25 
Completed theft 15 22 37 26 20 26 20 
Attempted theft '6 7 9 11 13 '8 15 

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

Table 64. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure, and race of head of household 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or being bought 
All races' White BlAt"'}r All races1 

Type of crime (210,100) (162,500) .--(~ (214,ooo) 

Burglary 146 132 19B 182 
Forcible entry 56 47 B6 77 
Unlawful entry without force 55 54 63 56 
Attempted forcible entry 35 32 49 4B 

Household larceny 152 152 15h 181 
Less than $50 B1 B4 71 104 
$50 or more 5B 55 72 (f:) 

-Amount. not avcd1abJ.Q. L. 4 :~ 5 
Attempted larceny 8 9 ~o 12 

Motor vehicle theft 27 23 41 37 
ComJlleted theft 19 15 34 2S 
Attempted theft B B 27 9 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses l;"efer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" raees, not shown separately. 
aEstimate, based on .sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Rented 
White 

(155,500) 

152 
56 
57 
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198 
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two or three Four or five 
Type of crime (98 ,100) (206,500) (87,400) 

Burglary 1,2 158 195 
Forcible entry 66 58 74 
Unlawful entry without force ,6 55 72 
Attempted forcible entry ,0 45 49 

HOusehold larceny 96 158 2;30 
Less than $50 53 90 130 
$50 or more 35 55 77 
Amount not available 13 4 6 
Attempted larceny 4 10 16 

Motor vehicle theft 22 32 42 
Completed theft 18 '\ 23 30 
Attempted theft 4 9 12 

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

Six or more 
(,1,900) 

218 
95 
85 
,9 

267 
12!l 
112 
111 

16 
37 
28 
1-9 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Onel Two Three-Four 
Type of crime (267,900) (16,900) (17,000) 

Burglary 160 216 237 
Forcible entry 63 110 177 
Unlawful entry without force 55 58 98 
Attempted forcible entry 42 48 92 

Household larceny 152 158 165' 
Less than $50 eo 103 90 
$50 or more- 59 35 4!l 
Amount not available 5 "5 210 
Attempted larceny 8 215 a18 

Motor vehicle theft 29 42 35 
Completed theft 21 28 220 
Attempted theft 8 l114 315 

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

Five-Nine Ten or more 
(15,800) (100,900) 

166 155 
72 57 
51 59 
43 38 

192 205 
116 121 

56 70 
3, 4 

317 10 
40 37 

"24 ;30 
316 8 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entl1f' 

White 
Less than $3,000 (24,500) 150 57 40 53 
$3 ,000-$7 ,499 ~ 63,000 ~ 145 &J 48 37 
$7 ,500-$9,999 38,200 139 49 56 33 
$10,000-$14,999 ~73'000~ 139 43 58 38 
$15,000-$24,999 60,900 151 50 66 35 
$25,000 or more 27,300 149 61 66 22 
Not available (31,100) 118 47 42 29 

Bleck 
Less than $3,000 (25,700) 246 123 4!l 76 
$3,000-$7,499 (35,500) 24~ 118 56 72 
$7,500-$9,999 (11,500) 28'j1 117 108 62 
$10,000-$14,999 ~14'4(0) 186 79 45 62 
$15,000-$24,999 7,1(0) 239 135 85 1i9 
$25,000 or more 900~ 1278 1234 145 0 
Not available (8,200 146 88 137 122 

NO'lE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of ro{inding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ,\ 
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\ 48 . Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

Table 68. Household crimes: Percent distribution of household 
incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime 

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Inside own home 
Near oWn home 
At v/l.cation home, ldotel 
or hotel 

Inside nonresidential 
bullding 

98 

2 

13 
87 

12 
36 

3 
On street, or in park, 

playground, school­
ground, ')r parking lot 

Elsewhere .. ,. 
--------------------------------

••• Represents not applicable. 
Z Less than 0.5 ptJrcent. 
lEstimate, based ,on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table'69. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
hy type of crime and g.~ographic area of occurrence 

lnRide city Inside other 
Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All household crimes 94 3 
Burglary 93 3 
Household larceny 95 3 
Motor vehicle theft 95 12 

lEst~~ate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stQtistically unreliable. 

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

3 

4 
2 

13 

Reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 41 41 41 37 

Not important enough 31 28 34 24 
Poli!: e would not want 
to be bothered 6 7 6 15 

Teo inconvenient ~r 
time consuming 3 3 3 12 

Private or personal 
matter 4 5 4 18 

Fear of reprisal lZ lZ lZ 12 
Reported to someone 
else !i 5 5 17 

All other and not given 10 12 8 15 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

-----~ - ----------------------------

Survey Data Tables 

Table 71. Household .crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 

by race of head of household and type of crime 

All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 
Race and reason 

White 
Nothing could be done; 

41 42 40 39 
lack of proof 

Not imiX'rta.'lt enough 32 27 35 25 

All other arid not 
given 27 31 24 36 

Black 
Nothing could be done; 

40 38 43 131 
lack of proof 

lIot important enough 29 29 29 124 

All other and not 
given 31 33 28 45 

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

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

by annual family income 

Nothing could be done; Not important 

Income lack of proof enough 

Les .. than $3,000 38 28 

$3 ,000-$7 ,499 42 30 

$7 ,500-$9 ,999 40 31 

$10,000-$14,999 39 33 
$15,000-$24,999 43 32 
~5 ,000 or more 42 32 
Not available 39 32 

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

All other and 
not given 

II 
l) 

34 
29 
30 
27 
25 
25 
29 

---------~I---------
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Criminal Victimization SUr./eys In Houston 

Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 

by value of stolen property 

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

No monetary value 111 '34 
Less than $10 28 54 
$10-$49 41 35 
$50-$99 50 17 
$100-$249 53 13 
$250 or more 42 7 
Not available 32 38 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, 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 All races1 White 

All household crimes 36 36 
Burglary 46 47 

Forcible entry 70 73 
Unlawful entry without force 35 36 
Attempted forcible entry 21 24 

Household larceny 19 21 
Less than $50 11 12 
$50 or more 35 38 
Amount not available 218 220 
Attempted larceny 10 28 

l~otor vehicle theft 73 71 
Completed theft 90 90 
Attempted theft 27 29 

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

'55 
18 
24 
32 
34 
51 
30 

Black 

37 
44 
66 
31 
17 
14 
25 
25 

213 
216 

77 
89 
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Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 

All household crimes 37 34 35 35 36 
Burglary 44 43 46 43 49 

Forcible entry 69 65 69 73 79 
Unlawful entry without force 30 31 38 32 38 
Attempted forcible entry 18 21 21 23 19 

H.Q\lsehold larceny 17 17 16 22 21 
Motor vehicle theft 69 71 72 73 67 

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

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

All races1 White 
CMned or being Owned or being CMned or being 

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought 

All household crimes 36 36 37 35 36 
Burglary 47 45 49 45 44 

Forcible entry 75 67 78 70 72 
Unlawful entry without force 33 37 35 38 29 
Attempted forcible entry 25 19 29 20 315 

Household larceny 20 19 21 21 15 
Motor vehicle theft 71 74 69 72 73 

1Inc1udes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
3 Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

$25,000 or more 

37 
46 
64 
35 

122 
20 
86 

mack ----
Rented 

37 
44 
63 
32 
18 
14 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

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

Type of crime Less than $10 $1()..$49 $5()..$249 

All househOld crimes 8 14 37 
Burglary 18 20 44 

Forcib1.e entry 142 38 57 
Unlawful entry without force 17 !1 .35 
Attanpted focible entry 0 114 124 

HousehOld larceny 5 1.3 .32 
Motor vehicle theft 0 2 181 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
2There were no recorded motor vehicle thefts invOlving losses valued at $1()..$49. 

$2;0 or more 

8.3 
85 
S9 
74 
0 

54 
91 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

BJrglary 
Forcible entry 

Unlawful entry ,,"ithout force 
Attempted forcible entry 
HousehOld larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

92 
88 
97 
S9 
74 
96 
87 

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

and type of crime 

All househOld HousehOld Motor vehicle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value Z lZ 11 0 
Less than $10 12 6 18 ii 
$1()..$49 29 17 41 0 
$5()..$99 17 13 21 11 
$1Q()..$249 14 20 11 14 
$25()..$999 17 .30 4 42 
$1,000 or more 9 11 1 59 
Not available 3 .3 3 1;3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 crime, and value of loss 

No monetary Not known and 
Race and type of crime value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more not, available 

All races1 ' 

All househOld crimea 5 13 28 26 22 7 
Burglary 10 9 18 24 29 10 

Forcible entry 4 3 12 23 48 10 
Unlawful entry without 
force a1 8 22 40 22 4 

Attempted forcible entry 38 22 20 a3 a1 17 
HousehOld larceny 1 18 40 32 6 4 
Motor vehicle theft a1 a3 8 5 75 8 

White 
All househOld crimes az 13 30 29 24 3 

Burglary a1 6 16 33 42 3 
Forcible entry az 4 8 22 62 3 
Unlawful entry without 
force a1 8 23 42 23 3 

Attempted forcible entry 0 0 a52 a48 0 0 
HousehOld larceny "z 19 41 31 6 3 
Motor vehicle theft 0 0 0 a5 93 22 

mack 
All househOld crimes az, 8 26 33 29 3 

Burglary 0 5 20 34 39 a2 
Forcible entry 0 a2 12 33 50 a3 
Unlawful entry without 
force 0 10 32 38 20 a1 

Attempted forcible entry 0 a20 a64 a16 0 0 
HousehOld larceny a1 13 38 39 4 4 
Motor vehicle theft 0 a1 0 a4 91 a4 

NOTE: De,tail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unraliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered 

and type of crime 

All household Household 
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny 

None 79 79 87 
All 10 6 bl 
Sane 11 15 6 

Less t.han helf 3 6 2 
Half or more 5 6 2 
Proport.ion unknown 3 3 3 

NOTE: Det.ail may not. add t.o t.ot.el shown, or t.o 100 percent., because of rounding. 
1 Est.imat.e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.atist.ically unreliable. 

Mot.or vehicle 
t.heft. 

25 
49 
26 

5 
18 
13 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
At.tempted forcible ent.ry 

Household 1arceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted1arceny 

Motor vehicle 'theft. 
Canpleted theft. 
Attempt.ed theft. 

Percent. 

6 

7 
12 
4 

11 
4 
2 
6 

12 
13 
19 
25 
12 

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

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 10:;;' crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Less than 1 day 36 38 46 23 
1-5 days 51 50 45 58 
Over 5 days 9 9 15 14 
Amount not. known and 
not available 4 3 4 5 

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

:/ 
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Survey Data Tables 

Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime and time of OCCurrence 

Nighttirne 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Tot.el midnight. 6 a.m. known 

All househc~d crimes 35 50 22 18 10 
Burglary 43 41 21 12 7 

Forcible ent.X"'.' 49 39 22 10 7 
Unlawful. entry without. 
force 44 36 18 10 9 

At.tempt.ed forcible entry 33 50 25 19 7 
Household larc(\ny 29 55 20 21 14 

Less t.han $50 29 53 19 19 15 
$50 or more 33 54 22 21 11 
Amount. not available 30 57 120 24 113 
Attempted larceny 10 82 27 40 15 

Motor vehicle theft 27 67 32 29 7 
Canplet.ed theft 29 64 35 22 7 
Attempt.ed t.heft 21 77 25 46 16 

NOTE: Det.ail may not add t.o tot.el s.'lown, or to 100 percent., because of rounding. 
1 Estimate, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat.ist.icel1y unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

15 
16 
12 

20 
17 
15 
18 
13 

113 
8 
6 
7 

12 

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

(Rat.e per 1,000 est.ablishments) 

Burg!ar:z:: Robbe!::! 
Characterist.ic Number Rate Number Rate 

All est.ablishments (36,600) 19,000 578 5,100 140 
Kind of establishment 

Retail (10,300) 9,700 939 3,500 339 
Food group (1,700) 1,000 579 1,300 774 Eating and drinldng 
places (3,700) 4,000 1,100 1,600 !~6 

Furniture and appliance 
group (300) 500 1,502 1Z 1:;1 

Gasoline stations (1,100) 1,200 1,058 200 ;;32 
Drug stores (300) 400 1,223 1100 "390 
Other retail (3,200) 2,600 822 300 101 

Wholesele (3,600) 1,400 390 300 80 
Service (14,800) 5,700 385 1,000 64 
Other (7,900) 2,200 275 400 51 

Gross annuel rec~pt.s 
Less than $10,OCO (9, 500) 6,100 646 700 75 
$10,000-$24,999 t 900 ~ 1,700 444 900 244 
$25,000-$49,999 3,400 1,800 519 700 206 
$50,000-$99,999 3,700 1,500 414 500 126 
$100,000-$499,999 ~6,000~ 3,600 601 1,500 243 
$500,000-$999,999 2,100 1,300 640 400 168 
$1, 000, 000 or more (5,000) 2,100 416 300 57 
No seles (2,700) 800 285 200 57 
Amount not available (300) 1Z 151 1100 1149 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 ~12,900) 6,900 533 1,500 114 
4-7 6,000) 3,100 508 1,200 201 
8-19 (4,400) 2,600 581 1,100 248 
20 or more (5,200) 2,500 481 600 114 
None (8,000) 3,900 484 700 93 

NOTE: Num1)ers in parentheses refer to establishments in the group. Detail may not add to t.ot.el 
shown because of rounding. 

Z Fewer t.han 50 vict.imizations. 
lEst.imate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist.ically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization SurveYI In Houlton 

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

Charact.erist.ic Percent. or est.ablishment.s Percent. of crimes 

Kind of est.ablishment. 
Ret.ail 28 55 
WbolesaJ.e 10 7 
Semce 40 27 
Other 22 11 

Gross annuaJ. receipt.s 
26 13 Less t.han $10,000 

$10,000-$24,999 11 10 
$25,000-$49,999 9 13 
$50,000-$99,999 10 13 
$100,000-$499,999 16 22 
$500,000-$999,999 6 6 
$1,000,000 or more 14 11 
No saJ.es 7 6 
lunount. not available 1 6 

Average number of paid employees 
34 1-3 35 

4-7 19 18 
8-19 14 17 
20 or more 9 13 
None 22 19 

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

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

Kind or establishment. 

All est.ablishment.s 

Ret.ail 
WbolesaJ.e 
Semce 
Manufact.uring 
Transport.at.ion 
Other 

Percent. 

27 
41 
24 
23 
13 
28 
16 

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

and type of crime 

RObber:z: Bur&!:~ 
Kind of est.ablishment Completed Attempted Comp~eted Attempted 

All establishments 75 25 69 31 

Retail 75 25 SO 20 
WbolesaJ.e 75 25 59 41 
Semce 69 31 43 57 
Other 92 8 46 54 

Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistic~y unraJ.iable. 

j 

I 

Survey Data Tablel 

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

Kind of establishment One Two or more Not available 

All establishment.s 56 39 5 
Retail 58 40 ~1 
Semce 61 21 18 
Other 37 59 5 

NOTE: Deta:a may not. add to 100 percent. because of rounding. 
1Est.imnt.e, based on about. 10 or fewer semple cases, is stat.istic~y unraJ.iable. 

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

Kind of est.ablishment. One Two Three or more 

All establisrunent.s 61 20 19 
Retail 55 22 23 
WbolesaJ.e 76 112 112 
Semce 55 25 20 
Other 85 18 18 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Est.imate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.atist.ic~y unraJ.iable. 

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

Kind of est.ablishment. 

All est.ablishment.s 
Retail 
WbolesaJ.e 
Semce 
Other 

On premises 

97 

99 
70 
98 
88 

NOTE: Detail may not. add t.o 100 percent because or rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent.. 

On d~very and aJ.sewhere 

1 Est.imat.e, based on about. 10 or i'ewer sample cases, is st.at.ist.ic~y unraJ.iable. 

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

c Not.hing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not. important. enough 
Police would not. want. t.o 
be bot.hered 

Too incOll'lenient. or time coneuming; 
did not want. to become involved 

Fear of reprisaJ. 
Report.ed t.o 5an~QI1(; e1ce 
All other and !,1'~' ;rJ.v'lIl 

Percent. 

36 
22 

4 

5 
o 

13 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

Table 93. Commerc!::d crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the 
, PC;'~P.I J~Y kind of establishment and type of crime 

Kind ai' establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary 

All establishments 72 71 
Retail 78 76 
Wholesale 65 65 
Service 63 63 
Manufacturing !l5 87 
Transportation 63 59 
Other 75 75 

1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisti~ally unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

74 
81 
84 
66 
66 
73 
94 
78 

Robbery 

78 
83 
65 
63 

175 
175 

75 

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

All estab-
T.ype of security measure lishments Retail Wholesale Serv:i.ce Other 

alarm 9 18 6 7 3 
Central alarm - police 
or security service 16 23 29 7 16 

Reinforcing device 15 23 15 13 11 
Guard or watchman 20 8 34 19 30 
Watchdog 7 9 7 7 4 
Firearm 7 14 4 4 3 
Camera 2 4 1Z 1Z 1Z 
Mirror 2 5 1Z 1Z 
Other 19 19 18 18 23 

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

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

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery 
All establishments 89 76 

Retail 91 85 Wholesale 92 65 Service 83 57 Other 95 50 

Table 97. CCR'""!'Jrcial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft amNor damage loss, by kind of esfcablishment and value of loss 

T.ype of crime Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available 
All establishments 13 18 29 35 5 

Retail 13 18 35 30 4 Wholesale 14 12 26 39 19 Service 14 23 23 33 7 Other 7 17 14 59 13 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

76 

79 
72 
72 
78 
84 
73 
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60 Criminal Victimization Sureeys In Houston 

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

Number of employees 
who lost time 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 

Percent 

92 
6 
1 
1 

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

Number of man-days lost 

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

NarE: DetaiJ. may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 

Per6ent 

92 
4 
2 
1 

Survey Data Tables 

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

6 p.m.-
Nighttime .Not lmown 

Day;iime Midnight- Not and not 
Type of crime 6 a.m • ..o p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known avaiJ.able 

Burglary and robbery 14 61 14 33 34 5 
Burglary 6 86 8 37 41 6 
Robbery 39 60 35 16 7 11 

1 Estimate, based on ab~~t 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

RetaiJ. 
Wholesale 
Service 
Other 

Percent 

84 
66 
65 
70 
66 

" Table 103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type 

Type of weapon 

F.i.rearm 
Knife 
Other or unknown type 

of weapon used by offenders 

All robberies 

73 
9 

18 

Completed robberies Attempted robberies 

36 
22 
42 

1Estimat!j, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX I 
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

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

persons, and individuals absent during the interview­
ing period. 

Once the screening process was completed, the 
interviewer obtained details of each revealed inci­
dent, if any. Form NCS-4 inclu~ed 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-1 0 1 
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. 
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OM B No ... 1-«2661' Approval Expires June 30 197.01 ... 
FO"~ NCS-3 and NCS-4 NOTICE - Your report to tho CenslJs Bureau 1$ confidential by law (Title 13. U.S. 
ta-U·UI Code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for 

statistical purposes. 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Control number 
SOCIA.L AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

aUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY PSU I Serial I Panel iHH I Segment 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 1 1 1 1 
1 1 1 1 
1 1 I 1 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 
1 1 1 ! 1 1 , 

FORM NCS.4 - CRIME INCIOENT REPORT 

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

1 2 0 Rented for cash 

@ 
1 , 3D No cash rent , 

2. Record of interview 7. Type ~lllvlng quarte" (cc I I, 
Line number of household i Oate completed Houslr'9 U~1t 
respondent 

, 
@) , I 0 House, apartment. flat 

1 20 HU In nontranslent hotel, motel. etc. 
@) 1 

1 3D HU - Permanent In transient hotel. motel, etc. 

3. Reason lor non Interview (cc 26d) • 0 HU in rooming house 

TYPE" 
5 0 Mobile home or trailer 

~Rea.on 
60 HU not specified above - Describe., 

@) 1 0 No one home 
2 0 Temporarily absent - Return date 
3D Refused OTHER Unit 
• 0 Other Occ. - Specify 70 Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house 

~ Race 01 head B 0 Unit not permanent in transient hotel. motel, etc. 

@ 1 o White 9 0 Vacant tent she or trailer site 

20 Negro 100 Not specified above - Describe -; 

'0 Other 

TYPE B 
8. Number 01 houllng units i. Itructure (cc 23) @ 1 0 Vacant - Regular 

20 Vacant - Storage of HH furniture @> 101 sD5-9 

3D Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 202 6010 or more 
• 0 Unfit or to be demolls~ed 303 70 Mobile home or trailer 
50 Under construction, not ready 'D~ a 0 Only OTHER units 
s 0 Converted to temporary business or storage 

~ ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
eO Permit granted, construction not started 9. (Other than the ••• bUllne .. ) doel anyone in this houlehold 

operate a businG" from this addrua? 
• 0 Other - Specify 7 @) 10No 

20 Yes - What kind 01 bUline .. I. that? -, 

TYPE C 

@) 1 0 Unused line of lI.tlng sheet 
20 Demolished 10. Family Income (cc 24) 
3D House or trailer moved @ 10 Onder SI.OOO aD S7.500 to 9.999 
• 0 Outside segment 20SI,OOO to 1,999 gO 10,000 to 11.999 
50 Converted to permanent business or storage 3D 2,000 to 2,999 10012.000 to 1~,999 
6 o Merged • 0 3.000 to 3,999 11 0 15.000 to 19,999 
7 0 Condemned 50 4.000 to 4,999 12 0 20.000 to 24.999 
80 Built after April I. 1970 6 0 5.000 to 5.999 13 0 25,000 and over 
90 Other - SpeCify, 7 0 6.000 to 7 .~99 

11. Household mombers 12 years 

TYPE Z 
01 age and OVER 7 

Interview not obtained for 7 @) Total number 
Line numbt'lr 12. Household members UNDER 

@) 12 yea,. 01 age -, 

@ @) Total number 

(§) 
oONone 

@) 
13. Crime Incident Reports lilled 7 

.j, Houl.hold ItOtUI @ Total number 

@ I 0 Same household as last enumeration ~ 0 None 
20 Replacement household since last. enumeration 
3D Previous nonlntervlew or not In sample before CENSUS USE ONLY 

5. Spool.1 place tYFe code (cc 6cl @ @ @) (ill) 

@) 

, 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston 

PERSONAL CHAR ACT E R 1ST I CS I~~? ;,1'. ::,N3f:l~rl'~i·i:'i'~;' .. , :"c··'JI' ).;,'S 
c',: #;:~';:::i;.'i"'f ;~,"e '\'."iH'·/'!:,(I 

12Ob. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t II tho hllhut If.d. 24. 
17. 18. 19. 20 •• (or rllr) of ,Icula, school Old you 

14. 15. 16. IORIGtN SEX ARIIED compl,tl RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE y~u hlv' ev., attlRdtdT NAIIE (of household TVPE LINE LAST (cc 17) FORCES thai yurT 
respondent) OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH· STATUS (CC 15) I (cc 16) 

IIEIIBER (ASK for persons 12-24 ),rs. (CC 20) 
(cc 14) I Transcribe for 25'yrs.)(cc 19) 

KEVER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD rc~~3) I cc 18) 
NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) I 

@) 
@) @) @ @ @ @) I (§) @ @) 

Last I lOVes I 10M 'OVes 00 0 ~;k1~d~t~~:~ 'OPer , o Head 'OM. 'OW. I _ONo 
20Wd. -ONeg·I-- _Of _ONo 

_OTel -- _OWife of head -- __ Elem. (01-08) 

First ]ONI., ]OOWn child ]00. ]OOt. I __ H.S. (09-12) 
Fill .. 0 Other relative _OSep. I ColleRe (21-26'1 I 16-21 sO Non-relatlve ·ONM I 

26d. H ••• you b •• n looking for work during tho p •• t • w •• k.? 

CHECK t 
Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same @ , 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) z 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 2Ba 

ITEM A DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo , 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 

25 •• Did you Ii •• in thi. hou .. on April 1. 1970? 10 Never worked 

~ '0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B Z 0 No 27. I. th.r. any roo.on why you could not take a job LAST WEEK? 

b. Wh.r. did you Ii •• on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• for.ign country. (ill) ,0No Yes - z 0 Already has a Job 

U.S. possession, etc.) , 0 T.mporary Illness 
10 Going to school 

State, etc. County 50 Other - SpeCifY, 

c. Old you live insido the limits of a city, town, vll1ag., etc.? 

@) 10 No z 0 Yes - Name of city. town. viI/age. etc'j1 280. For whom did you (Io.t) work? (Name of company. 
business, orgonization or other employer) 

@) I I I I I I 
d. W.r. you in tho Arm.d Fore .. an April 1. 1970? 

@ ,DYes zoNo @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 29 

b. What kind of bUlin ... or indu.try i. thi.? (For example: TV 
CHECK • 

Is this person 16 years oid or .,ider1 and radio mfg .. retail shoe store. State Labor Dept .. farm) 
ITEM BONo - SKIP to 29 0 Yes - @) r I I I 

260. What w.r. yOU doing mo.t of LAST .WEEK.- (working. 
keeping house, going to school) or s~~athlng ahe? c. Were you -

® ' 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 60 Uoable to work-SKIP to26d 
@ '0 An .mplor •• of a PRIVATE company. bu.in ... or 

Individua for wages, salary or commhsions? 
z 0 With a job but not at work 70 Retired z 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.d.ral. Stat •• county. 
'0 Looking for work .0 Other - Specl fY j1 or local)? 
10 Keeping house , 0 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu. in .... prof ... ionol 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 2Ba) practice or farm? 

b Did au do any work at all LAST WEEK. not counting work 10 Working WITHOUT PAY In family buoln ... or form? 
• orou~d tho hou •• ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH. d. What kind of work wore you doing? (For example: electrIcal 

ask about unpaid work.) engineer, stock clerk, typist, former) 
@ 00 No Yes - How many hou .. ? ___ - SKIP to 2Ba 

@) I c. Did you have a lob or business from which you wClre e. What were your most imf'lortant activitie. or duties? (For 
temporarily ab .. nt or on layoff LAST WEEK? example: typinB. keeping account books, sellIn, cars, etc.) 

@ , 0 No z 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Ba 
, 0 Yes Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 
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)Iii\;~,~,,,',,f~ !~v'~:f:;ia~~~)JH1~~i~1 HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS R!~t;';\<;;";:0?':i .. ··.1;:;;it;t:;j;j~l;;:;~~ 
29. How I'd lik" to ask some questions about I 0 Yes - How Ift."t 32. Old anyone toke .om.thlnr b.longing I Dv •• -H."! .... , 

crime. Thty ref.r only to the last 12 mon,h. _ : tlntllf to you or to ant member 0 this houlehold, : th .• sf 
I from a place w .re you or they were I DNa 

~:tr7::~h. la.t 1~ ~!~th.:~~d .nyon. br~~-'i oNo 

temporarily .taying, such as 0 friend' .. or I 
reiative'l ho~e, a hotel or motel, or , 
a vacation home? I ---Into or lomehow iII.golly get into your 1 I 

(apartment/hom.), gorag,J, or. another building I --- 33. What .01 the total number of motor 
I@) on your property? I vehicle. (cars, trucks, .tc.) owned by 

you or any other member of thll household 100 None-
30. (Oth.r than tho incid.nt(.) ju.t m.ntlon.d) :DYes- n:.,.ny during tho la.t 12 month.? , 

SKIP to 36 
Old you find a doo, jimml.d. a lock forced • l,oi 
or ony other .Ign. of an ATTEMPTED ION. 1202 br.ok in? I 

1'03 , 
I --- 140 ,",or more I 
I 

3.c. Did anyone Iteal, TRY to .teal, or u.e IOVes-H •• "07 , 
31. '110. anything at all .tol.n that Is k.pt 'oVe.-H ..... ' (ltlany of th.m) without p.rmi .. ion? : UMI.f 

outside your home, or happened to be l.ft I tl."f IONO 
out, .uch 01 a bicycle, a garden hose, or 10NO ---
lawn furniture? (other thon any incl~en" I 35. Did anyone ot •• 1 or TRY to .t.al part IOVe.-How ... .,. I 
already mentioned) , of (il/any of th.m) •• uch a. a batt • ..,., I lIM.1 

I --- hubcaps, tap .. deck, etc.? IONo , 
I I ---

!':,'};:i::::;:~(;~i'Jk~:;:ttl:ii,·It;:!i,;)'i,;}.~:\,:~,,;)~.::~;::~ INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS t<\'!·;,~; ".;";,,,.<'~;{;,'¢;. ":~"\' .~ ;;;>i ;;:':,;,t:~ 
36. Th. following qu •• tlon. r.f.r only to thing. lOve. - Naw .... , 46. Did y.u find any •• id.nco that .om.on. !DYes-n:.'r8Y 

thot happ.n.d to you during tho lOll 12 monthl-~ till'" ATTEMPTED to .t.al .om.thing that 
b.lonl.d to you? (ath.r than any incid.nll ION. b.tw •• n ___ l.197_and ___ .197_"oNo olrla y mentioned) 

Old you ha •• your (pock.t pick.d/pur.. ; 
I 
I 

.. atch.d)? : I --- , ---
37. Old anyone toke .om.thing (.110) dlr.ctly : 0 Yes - Ho. mlny 47. Old you call tho pollc. during tho la.t 12 , 

from you by UI ing force, .uch as by a l 1I"'llf month I to report lomething that happened I 
I 

ltickup, mugging or threat? 
10NO 

to you which you thought was a crim.? I 
(Do not count any call. made to the I , I , police concerning the Incidents you I , 
ha •• jUit told m. about.) I 

I --- , 
o No - SKIP to 48 

I 
38. Oid anyone TRY to rob you by u.ing force 10 Yes - ~:~.~"y I 

or threatening to harm you? (other than I 
DYes - What happ.n.d? 

, 
any incidents alreaeiy mentioned) 10NO I 

I 
I I 
I I , I ---, 

:@)IT] 39. Did anyone b.at you uP. attock 'au or hit 'oV .. -H .... ·07 
tOU with something, luch as a rock or bottle? 1 UM.f I 

I IT] other than any incident. already mention.d) 10NO I 
I , I IT] , I 

I --- I 
I 

40. We,. you knifed, Ihot at, or attocked with ,oVes -H ...... ' Look at ~7. Was HH member IOV .. -H ...... ' 
lome other weapon hy arzone at all? (other I tI ... f 12 + attacked or threatened, or 

I U .. 1t 
than any inc !dent. alrea '1 mentioned) 

t 
I 

10NO CHECK was somethlnc stolen or an 
, 

I 
ITEMC attempt made to steal something 10NO 

I , --- that belon,ed to him? , 
41. Did anyone THREATEN to b.at 10U up or 10V •• -H ..... ' 

THREATEN you wllh 0 knil •• vun. or ..... : tlM.f ---
oth.r w.apon. NOT including t.l.phan. 

loNo 41. Did onything happe. to you durin, tho I .. t 
thr.ali? (oth.r thon ony Incid •• 1i alr.ody , 12 month. which you ,thoutht wo. 0 cri .... 
m.ntion.d) I but did NOT roport to ,\h. polic&? (oth.r , --- thon ony incld.nll alrO\\dy montianod) 

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in ..... lov •• - H .... ., o No - SKIP to Check /tem E oth.r way? (oth.r than any ineld.nli alr.ady I tlM.f 
m.ntlon.d) I 

DYes - What hopponod? 10No 
I , , --- ,@>IT] 

43. Ourinv tho I .. t 12 .. onth •• did anyone .tni 10 V •• - K .. ".OY I IT] thing. thot b.lang.d ta yau f", .. in.id. any car, tI ••• , I 
or truck, luch as packal~~ or clothing1 lONO , 

I 

IT] I , 
I I 
I --- I 

44. '110. anything .tol.n from you whil. you 10V •• -H ..... ' Look at <III. Was HH member IOVn-H ..... oy 
were awoy fro", hoRte, for In,tance at wDrk, In I 11 ... ' t 

12 .. attacked or threatened, or 1 11M.' 
a theater or reltauront, or while traveling? I CHECK was something stolen or an 

IONa IONo ITEM 0 attempt made to steal somethln& I 
I that belonced to him? I 
r , , I 
I --- I ---

45. (Oth.r than any Incld.nt. you' •• olr.ody JOYe. - K ...... , Do any of the screen questions contain any enules 
m.ntion.d) wa. anythint (.110) at 01\ I· U ... f 

t 
for "How many times?" 

.tol.n from you during t • la.t 12 month.? , 
CHECK o No - Interview next HH member. 

10No ITEM E End Interview if last respondent. 
I and fI II item 13 an Caver. I 
J --- DYes - Fill Crime InCident Reoor!s. I 
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,",> .;:!.:1<' ':"', ..... J PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I" .'.' <t "'.';;::' .'.0,'" di-: ',>,;.:;,,'.'::, 

15. 16. 11. 18. 19. lOa. ,lOb. 21. 22. 23.Whal I. Iha hl", .. 1 .. ada 24. 
U. AGE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or 111') of "lui., school Oldy .. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP MARITAL RACE you haY' IVII Itttndedl camplltl LAST STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES that YI.,l OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BUn-rio (ASK lor ""rsons 12-24 ylS. 

(cc 14) I MEMBER (cc 20) KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (ccB) HEAD rc~~3) 
, 

IcC IB) 
Transcribe for 25tyrs.) (cc 19) 

NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) I 

Last @) @ @) @ @ @) I ® @) @) @) , 
'oPer ,oHe.d 10M. lOW. I 10M 10Yes 00 0 Never attended ,DYes 

I or klnderaarten ,DNa ,oTel 'oWlfe of held -- ,oWd. 'oNeR.: __ 'OF ,DNa -- __ Elem. (Ol-OB) 
Fltst ,0NI, ,DOwn chil!I '00. 'DOt. I __ H.S. (09-12) 

F;// "0 Otller ~/ilaU\le _oSep. I 
16-21 I __ Colleie (21-26+) 

5 0 Non ... ~ latlve ·oNM I 

t Look at item 4 on cover r.lge. Is this the same 26d. Haye you b •• n looking for work during the pOlt 4 week.? 
CHECK household as last enum, /atlon? (Box I marked) ® . 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you lo.t work? 
ITEM A DYes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem B DNa 

20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP 10 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP 10 36 

25 •• Did y.u livo In this house.n April 1. 1910? • 0 Never worked 

® ' 0 Yes - SKIP to Chec~ /tem B 2oNo 21. 1. ther •• ny r •••• n why you could not t.k •• lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (Stat., foreign country, @) ·oNo Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob 

U.S. possession, etc.} 30 Temporary illness 

State, etc. County 
• 0 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a c1ty, town, village, .tc.? 
5 0 Other - SptcifYjl 

@) , 0 No 20 Yes - Name of city. town. ViI/age. etc", 
280. F.r whom did y.u (I •• t) work? (Nome of company. 

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

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

@) ·oYes 2oNo <ill> X 0 Ne"", worked - SKIP 10 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. Wh., kind .1 bu.ln .... r Indu.try Is thl.? (For example: TV 

ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes 
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept., farm) 

260. What w.re you doing mo.t of LAST WEEK - (working. @ I I I I 
k •• ping hous., going to school) or something .h.? c. Were you-

@) • 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ , 0 An .mpl0r-' of. PRIVATE company, bu.in ... or 

20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired individua for wages, salary or commlssionl? 

30 Looking for work • 0 Other -SpeCify, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy .. (F.doral. State. c.unty • 

• 0 Keeping house or 10c.I)? 

5 0 Going to school (If Armed Farces. SKIP to 2Ba) 30 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... pr.I ... lon.1 
practice or form? 

b. Did you do .ny work .t all LAST WEEK. not counting ,,·.rk • 0 W.rklng WITHOUT PAY In f.mlly bu.ln ... or f.rm? 
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH, 

d. Wh.t kind 01 work w.r. you doing? (For example: electrical ask aboul unpaid work.) 
@) ooNo Yes - How m.ny hours? __ - SKIP to 2Ba engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Did you have a lob or busines, from which you were @ I I I 
tempor.rily .bsent or.n I.yoff LAST WEEK? e. Whot were your mOl' important activities or duties? (For 

@ ,oNo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2&0 
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 21 

, I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I" >;," ,,"'" 0";"' .. }',,: ,', ~)~ """ 

36. Th. following questions r.f.r only to thin;s that: OYes - How run)' "6. Did you find any evidence thot lomeone I 0 Yes - How man), 
ATTEMPTED to .t •• 1 .om.thlng th.t I lImlil 

happened to you during the last 12 month. _ I tlmn? 
b.l.ng.d t. you? (.th.r th.n .ny 10NO 

b.tw.on __ l, 191_ .nd __ • 191_. Old 10NO incide",ts already mentioned) 
, ---you havfi your (pocket picked/purse Inotch.d)? I 

41. Did you call tho pollc. during tho I •• t 12 month .• t. r.port 
37. Did anyone take lomething (else) directly : 0 Yes - How a\an)' lomething that happened to you which you thought was a 

from you by using force, such as by a stickup, I thra.l crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police ,0No mugging or threat? I -- @ concerning the incldentt you ho"e lust told me about.) 

38. Did .ny.no TRY to rob you by u.lng for •• I 0 Yes - How Nay ~ DNa-SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any l lIM.t DYes - What h.pp.n.d? 
incidents already mentioned) 10NO __ 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you '0 Yes - How many W-J . 
with something, such as a rock or bottle? : tlm •• t t Look at 47 Was HH member 12 + love.- H .... anJ (other than any incidents already mentioned) ,0No 

40. Were you knUed, shot at, or attacked with 'oYe.-How_J 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. I tlllnl 
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0110 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (other 1 Ume.t steal something that belonged to him!: 
than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa 

41. Did .nyan. THREATEN t. b •• t you up.r J DYes - How many 48. Old .nything h.pp.n to y.u during tho 1 •• t 12 month. which 

THREATEN you with. knlf •• gun. or •• m. 10 tlm .. l @ r u thought was • crlm •• but did NOT r.p.rt to tho polic.? 

other weapon, HOT including telephone throats? 
, No :iJ .th.r th.n .ny Incld.nt •• Ir •• dy montloned) 

(other than any incidents already mentioned) 
I o No - SKIP to Check Item E I 

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some I 0 Yes How man), ili 0 Yes - Wh.t h.pp.nod? 

other way? (other than any incidents ; U"'l 
already mentioned) ,DNa t Look at 4B - Was HH member 12 + 10 Yo. How many 

43. During the 10 It 12 months, did anyone steal : DVes - How manr CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some .. ; timid 
things that belang.ci to you from inside any car 

10No tI~ ITEM 0 thing stolen a' an attempt made to '0 No 
or truck, ,uch as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to hlm?1 

.«.. Was anything stolen from you whUe JOu were lOVes - How IMft)' 00 any of the screen questions contain any entries. 
away from home, for instance at wa , in a I U ... l t for "How many times?" 
theater or r .. taurant, or while tra"eling? 10No -- CHECK 0 No _ Interview next HH member. End Interview 

45. (Other than any incident, you've already : OYes - How Nny ITEM E If last respondent. and fill item 13 0/1 cover. 
m.ntion.d) W ••• nythlng (01 •• ) .t .11 .tol.n I tlm.at 

DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reparts. 
from you during the lalt 12 month,? ,DNa 

I 
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Survey Instruments 

~):"t;';; ,":" > S":'; 'I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I" 
.,,;,; " ~f , : ., ,: :<a: 

U. 15. 16. 11. 18. 19. 20 •• I lOb. 21. 22. 23.Whal Is Iho hllh .. 1 .. ado 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RI.CE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or y.,r) of r'lull' school O!d )'ot' 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 161 (cc 17) FORCES )'ou h,v. 'V.r Ittendedl compl,t' 
BIRTH· thlt)''',l KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (ccB) HEAO 

I rc~~3) 
(cc 141 I MEMBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. (CC 20) NEW RECORD , Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc19) VIEW (cc9b) I (cc 161 

Last @) @ @ @ @ @) I ® (§ @) @) , 
,oPer I o Head 10M. 'OW. I 10M ,oVe. 00 0 Never attended ,DYes I 
,oTol -- 'oWllo of head -- ,oWd. 'oNeR': __ 'OF 'oNo 

or kindergarten ,DNa 
First ,0NI, ,DOwn child '00. '001. I __ Elem. (Ol-OB) 

Fill • 0 other relative _oSep • __ H.S. (09-121 
16-21 I 

50 Non-t'elatlve ·0NM 
, __ Colleio 121-26') 
I 

CHECK t Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. H.ve y.u b.on looking for work during tho pa.t 4 ..... k.? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® ,DYes No - Whon did y.u lalt work? 

DYes - SKI" to Check Ilem B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 2Bo 

250. Old you Ii .. In this house on April 1. 1910? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
• 0 Never worked 

@) .0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 2oNo 21. II thero any realon why you could not take 0 lob lAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.r. did you Ii .. on April '. 1910? (Stot •• for.ign country. @) ·oNo Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

U.S. pOllelilan, etc.} 
30 Temporary Illness 

State, etc:. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you live Inlide the limitl of a city, town, "Iliage, etc.? 
sOOther - Specl fYjl 

@) ·oNo 20 Yes - Name of city. town. village. etc., 
280. For whom did you (I •• t) work? (Name of company. 

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

@) 
d. W.r. you in tho Arm.d Fore .. on April 1. 1910? 

• DYes 2oNo <ill> X 0 Neve, worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. Wh.t kind of bu. In ... or Indu.try i. this? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg •• relail shoe store. State Labor Dept .. farn) 

260. What w.r. you doing malt 01 LAST WEEK - (working. @ I I I I 
keeping hOUle, going to .chaol) or lamethlng el.e? c. Were you -

® • 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ , 0 An .mpl.r" of. PRIVATE c.mpany. bUllno .. or 
20 With a job but not at work 7 0 Retired Individua for wage., 10 lory or commissionl? 
30 I.ooklng for work .0 Other - S".clfy, 2 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fedor.l. St •• : ••• unty, 
• 0 Keeping house .r 10c.I)? 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 2Bo) 30 SELF-EMPLOY EO In OWN bu.ln .... pr.f ... lon.1 

b. Old you do .ny work .t .11 LAST WEEK. not counting work 
practice or form? 

.ro~nd tho heuse? (Nale: If farm or business operator In HH. • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY in f.mily bu.ln .... r I.rm? 

@) 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Wh.t kind .f w.rk wer. you doing? (For example: electrical 
ooNo Yes - How m.ny hours? __ - SKIP to 2Ba engineer, stock clerk, typist. former) 

c. Did you have a lob or bu.ine" from which lOU wer. @ I I I I 
t.mpar.rily ob .. nt .r on I.yoff LAST WEE ? e. ~hat were your most Important acti"itil' or dutiel? (For 

@ ·oNo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Bo eKample: typing, keeping aCCOlJnt books, selling cars, etc.) 

3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

,.;:' 
, .'. ,':'x".:', ,:' '" '" (;, ~ .". I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I ",' . " 

.. '''', 

36. Tho following question. r.lor only t. thing. th.t lOVes - Ho. many 46. Old you find any evidence that someone lOVes - How mlny 
happened to you during the last 12 months -: tlm.lt ATTEMPTED to .t •• 1 lom.thlng that I tlmnt 

botw •• "-,. 191_ .nd __ • 191_. Old 10 No b.l.ng.d to y.u? (.ther th.n .ny 10No 

you h.y. y.ur (p.ck.t plck.d/pur ... n.tch.d)? I Incid~nts already mentioned) I 

31. Cld any.n. t.k •• om.thlng (.1 .. ) dlr.ctly ~ 0 Yes - How man), 
47. Old you c.1I the polic. during tho I •• t 12 month I t. r.port 

from you by using force, luch al by a stickup, I lIm.ll" .om.thlng th.t h.pp.n.d to you which y.u thought was • 

mugging or thr.at? ,0No crim.? (Do not count any call. made to thl police 
I -- @ concerning the incidents you hove just told me about.) 

38. Old .nyon. TRY t. rob y.u by u.lng I.rco I 0 Ye. - How menJ ~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (o~her than any I tlmell DYes - What hopp.ned? 
inclden" already mentioned) 10No 

39. Old anyone boat y.u up, .H.ck you or hit y.u : 0 Ves - How mlny =0 with something, such 01 a rock or bottl.? I "."1 
(ather rhan any Incidents already mentioned) 10No t Lookat47-WasHHmemberl2t lOY H ....... 

.40. Were you knifed, Ihot at, or tlttacked with I DYe. - H •• manJ 
CHECK attac~ed or threatened. or w,as SOme ... t es - tllIlIl Y 

lome other weapon by anyone ut all? (ather I lIlaul ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :oNo 

than any Incidents already mentioned) 10No __ steal something that belonged to hlm!1 
I --

41. Did anyone THREATEN to boat you up or i 0 Yes - How menJ 48. Old .nythlng h.ppen to you during tho la.t 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with. knlfo. gun, or aam. 10No lim .. l @ f,0u thought wal • crlm •• but did NOT r.p.rt to tho polic.? 
oth.r w.apon, NOT Including tol.phon. thr •• II? TI ather than any incidents already mentioned) 
(.th.r than any Ineld.nta alr •• dy m.ntl.nod) I 

o No - SKIP to Check Item E I 

42. Old any.n. TRY to .Hack you In •• m. I 0 Yes - How many =i:J 0 Yes - What h.pp.n.d? 
ath.r way? (oth.r th.n any Incldonll l IIm.ll 
.Ir.ody m.ntlon.d) 10No 

43. During tho I. Ii 12 m.nth •• did anyone .t.al 1 DYes - How mlny 
t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + 'OYe. - H ...... J 

CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. ' tlmlst 
thing. th.t b.l.ng.d to you from In.ldo any c.r 10No Ii .. o.l ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 
or truck, luch as packoge. or clothing? stoal something that belonged to hlm?1 

.w. Wal anything Itol.n from you whll. ,tau were I 0 Yes - How ",lilY Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away hom hom., for in.tance at wa , in a I thM'l 
theater or reltaur~nt, or while traveUng? 10No CHECKt for "HOW many times?" 

45. (Oth.r than any Ineld.nll y.u· •• alr •• dy : 0 Yes - HIW lI.ny ITEM EDNa - Interview neKI HH member. End Interview 

m.ntlon.d) w •• anything (.Iso) at .11 .tol.n I tllIlIl If last respondent. and fill item 130/1' cover. 
from you during tho I •• t 12 month.? 10NO -- DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reparts. 

Pale 5 
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1<';:,;>;";:": ~ .\. ;t:''''i~'~(~,\ ,'::;,,?'<'.I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I,,"':';;":;'::" >/.!t:.:'::'li;··"\:" ,;,' "X .:~ 
,lOb. 21. 22. 23.What I. tho hlp .. t ,r.do 2~. 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 

(ot )'lIr) of rtlul., school Oldy .. NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE : ORIGIN SEX ARMED 
you hav. "'I' .tttndedl compl.t. 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES thatyur! BIRTH· , MEMBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. (cc 20) KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD DAY (cc 14) , Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc19) NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) (cc 13) I cc 18) 

Last @> @) @ @) @) @ , @) (§) @> @ 
I 

10Per , o Head 'OM, 'OW. 
, 

'OM ,oVes 00 0 Never attended lOVe. I or klnderearten 'oNo ,oTel 'oWlle 0' head -- ,oWd. ,oNel.\ __ ·0F 'ONo -- __ Elem, (Ol-DB) First 10NI., 'oOWn child '00. 3001, \ __ H,S, (09-12) , Fill '0 Other relative _oSep, , 
J6-2J 

5 0 Non ... elatlve soNM 
, Colle.e(21-26.) , 

t Look at item ~ on covet page. Is this the same 26d. Hove you be.n looking for work during th. pa.t ~ wllk.? 
CHECK household,as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ .:' 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you lo.t work? 
ITEM A DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa . 20 Up to 5 years ago - S~/P to 280 

3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
250. Old you live in this house on April 1. 1970? • 0 Never worked 

® ' 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20No 27. I. ther. any lIa.an why you could not 10k. a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• foreign country. @ ·ONo Yes - 20 Already has a lob 

U.S. possession, .tc .. ) 30 Temporary Illness 

State. etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you live Inside the limitll of a city, town, village, .tc.? 
• 0 Other - Spe~lfYjl 

(§ , 0 No 20 Yes - Nome of city. town. village. etc.., 
280. For whom did you (la.t) work? (Nome of compan,'. 

@) r"T II I I business, orgonization or other employer) 

d. Were you In Ih. Armod Forc .. on April 1. 1970? 

@) 'OYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of bu.ln ... or Industry I. this? (For example; TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and rodio mfg .. retail shoe store. Stote Lobar Dept .. form) 

260. What we,. you doing matt of LAST WEEK.- (working. @) r 111 
keeping hous., going to school) or something .Ise? c. Were you-

@) , 0 Working - SKIP to 28a 60 Unable to work-SKIP loUd @ , 0 An .mplor" of a PRIVATE company. bu.ln ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 7 0 Retired indivldua for wages, salary or commlnions? 
3 0 Lookin~ for work eO Other - Specify, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy .. (Fed.ral. Stat., county. 
40 Keeping house or local)? 

sO Going '0 school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 3D SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... praf ... lonal 
practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK. not counting .work .0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.ln ... or farm? 
around the hou5O? (Note; If form or business operotor 'n HH. 

d. What kind 01 work w.,. you doing? (For exomple; electrical ask about unpaid work., 
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former'", @) oONo Yes - How many hOUII? __ - SKIP to 280 

@ c. Did you hove a iob or business from which y:u were 
e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For t.mporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK. 

@) 'ONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28a example: typing, keeping accaurlt books, seiling cars, etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

.',J: ' =!. n'; ',',' , .. !! I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I .. /. ;, '-.o:!'- '~,':', ".;' ,';' ... ::, , .. ', , ~. ". 
r .• ' .• 

36. The following questions refer only to things that: OYes - How many "6. Did you find any If..:id".,;;: that someone lOVes - How mlny 
ATTEMPTED to stool .om.thlng that I tim,,} happened to you during the last 12 months - l tim .. ., 
belonged to y~u? (other than any 10No 

belween 1. 197 and • 197_. Old J 0 No incident. alr.ady mentioned) , 
you hove your {pocket picked/purse snatc~.~~? I 

47. Old you call th. palic. during th. la.t 12 month. to report 
37 Did anyon:- take something (else) directly ~ 0 Yes - tl:~,iny something that happened to you which you thought WOI a • from you by using force, such 05 by a stickup, crime? (00 not count any calls mod. to the police 

mugging or threat? :oNO @ concerning the incldant. you have IUlt told me about.) 
38. Old anyone TRY 10 rob you by u.lng fore. I DVes - How manl ~ DNa - SKIP to 48 

or threatening to h~rm you? (other than any I tllDI.? , 0 Yes - What hopp.ned? 
incidents already mentioned) JON. 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you I 0 Yes - How mlny r=o with something, such as a rock or bottle? : tlm.,t t Lookat47-WasHHmemberI2. 10V .. -H ....... y (other than any incidents aheady mentioned) ,DNo 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some- t tI.llt .40. Wer. you knifed, shot at, or attacked with I Dves - How many ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (other : time.' steal somethln, that belonged to him?: 
than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa 

41. Did anyen. THREATEN to b.at you up or I DYes -How mMy ~8. Did anything hopp.n 10 you during th. last 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some :0 tim .. ! @ you thought was a crime, but dicH-IOT report to the polic.? 
other weapon, NOT including t.lephone threah? , No rtJ (oth.r than any Incld.nts olr.ady m.ntlaned) 

I o No - SKIP to Check Item E (other than any incidents already mentioned) , 
42. Old anyone TRY to aHock you in some 1 0 Yes - How man)' C±=J O. Yes - What hopp.n.d? 

other way? (other than any incidents. ' tlml.? 
already mention~d) :oNO , t Look at 48 - Was HH memb ... 12 + '0 V .. - H ....... y "3. During the lost 12 months, did anyone steal : 0 Yes - How mJny CHECK at~acked or threatened, or was same-: tlmlst 
things that belonged 'Q you from inside ony car 10No tlln.,? ITEM 0 IhlOg stolen or an attempt made to '0 No 
or truck, such as packages or clothing? steal somethl n, that belonged to him?' 

44. Was anything stoltn f,om you while tOU were ~ 0 Yes - tl:l~any Do any of the SCreen questions contain ~ny enuJes 
away from home, for instanc .. at .wor f in a t for "How many times!" theat., or restaurant, or while troveling? 'ONo 

CHECK 0 No - Interview O'xt HH member. End Interview 
45. (Other than any incidents you've already : 0 Ves - ~~~:rny ITEM E If lost respondent. and fill Item 13 on cover. 

mentioned) Was anythip9 (else) at all stolen 
DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. from you during the last 12 mon,h,? ,DNo 
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;,..> '.", : :: :,: ::: ': ".'t.,,; ,.,';' .0"'1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS ['/): ',< ... :,?'. :T, :/;:" ';,:i,.':::;;";'> 
U. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,lOb. 21. 22. 23.Whll ), Iho hl,holl I"do 24. 
NAIIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL R ACE :O~IGIN SEX ARMED (Of Yllr) of ",ullr school Old you 

you hlYI IYIr Ittendedf completl TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES that y.,r1 OF NUMBER BIRTH' tASK for pelSon. 12-24 yrs. \lEYER - DEGIN (cc8) HEAD (cc 14) , 
~~~:~R (cc 20) INTER· 

I ~~~3) , TranSCIlbe fOI25+yrs.)(ccI9) IIEW RECORD VIEW I (cc9b) , 
Last @> @ @) @) @) @ , @) (§) @> @ , 

,oPer ,oHead 'OM. 'OW. 
, 

'OM ,oVes 000 Never attended ,oVes , 
·0Tel .0Wllo of he,d ·oWd. 'oNel.: __ ·0F 'oNo 

or kindergarten zoNo -- -- __ EI.m. (01-08) Fils! ~oNI)1 300Wn child 'DO. soOI. : 
FIll _ 0 Othel "Iatlve -oS.p. , __ H.S. (09-12) 

J6-2J sO Non.,elatlve ·oNM 
, __ Calle,e (21-26t) , 

t look at Item ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Ha .. you b •• n looking for work during tho past 4 w •• kI? 
CHECK 

hO"sehold as I.st enumeration? (Box I marked) ® ' 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you last work? 
ITEM A o 'r'~s - SKIP to Check /te", B DNa 20 Up to 5 ye.rs ago - SKIP to 280 

3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 250. Old you IIv. In thl. hou .. on April 1. 1970? • 0 Never worked 

® ' 0 Yes - SKIP to Chock Item B 20No 27. Is th.r. any lIa,on why you could natlak. a lob I.AST WEEK? 
b. Wh.,. did you Ilv. on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• lor.lgn country. @ ,ONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob U.S. pOllelllon, etc.) 

30 Temporary Illness 

State, etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you live Insld. tho limit. 01 a cltr. town. villag ••• tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpeclfYjl 

(§ 'O'No 20 Yes - Nome of city. town. vil/oge. etc., 
280. For whom did you (la.t) work? (Nome of compony. 

@) r"T II I I busIness. orgonlzotlon or other employer) 

d. W ... you In tho Arm.d Forcos on April 1. 19701 

@) , DYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of bu. In ... or Indu.try I. this? (For exomple; TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg .. retoil shoe store. State Lobar Dept •• form) 

260. What w.,. YO'J doing mast 01 LAST WEEK - (working. @) I I I I 
k •• plng hou ... going to .chool) or .am.thlng .I .. ? '" Were you-

@) , 0 Working - SKIP to 2Bo 60 Un.ble to work-SKIP toUd @ lOAn .mplor" of a PRIVATE company. bu. In ... or 
2 0 With a lob but not at work 7 0 Retired h.dividua for wages, salary or commlnions? 
30 Looking for work a 0 Other - SpeCify, 
40 Keeping house 

20 A GOVERNMENT .mployoo (F.d.rol. Stat •• county. 
or locai)? 

sO Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prof ... lanal 

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

.0 Working oWITHOU'i PAY In lomlly busln ... or form? around tho haUl.? (Note; If form or business operator In HH. 
d. Who I kind 01 work w.r. yo~ doing? (For example; electrical osk obout unpaid Work.) 

@ oONo Yes - How many h.urs? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer. stock clerk. typist. ,or!"er) 

c. Old you have a lob or businell from which lOU were @ 
t.mpararily ab .. nl or on layoff LAST WEE ? e. What were your most important acti~ltles or duties? (For 

@) 'ONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example; typing. keeping account b ... ,ks. se//lng corso etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff SKIP to 27 

:'~~:/,~~-c1:'<:>~ ~ . :,.>,; :,:,'<,,' .;.: "'. i.r,"<,:·,.1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUES1 IONS kc';:+\,:/\.::-:': ;;:'S:;:,,~:::,:':':~· .:,;~V 
36. Th. following quostlan. r.l.r only to thing. that' 0 Ves - Ho .. many ~6. Old you find any .vld.nc. that someone lOVes - H"w min, 

happ.n.d to you during tho la.t 12 month. _: tim .. ! ATTEMPTED to .t",1 .am.thlng that I tlmesf 

b.tw"IL.-.I, 197_ and __ • 197_. Old 10NO b.lanc.d to you? (athor than any ION. 
incidents already mentioned) , 

you hov. yo", Ipock.t plck.d/pur ... notch.d)? , 
~7. Old you call th. pallc. during tho la.t 12 month. to r.port 37. Old anyone toke .om.thlng (.1 .. ) dlr.ctly : oVes- How ma.y .om.thlng that happ.n.d to you which you thought was a from you by ullng force, such as by a stickup, I tlm"1 

crJO'i1~? (Do not count any call. made to the police mugging or thr.at? 10NO @ conc.rnlng tho Incld.nl. you havo lu.t told m. about.) 
38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by using fore. : 0 Ves - ~:.'i".y ~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 

or threotening to harm you? (other than any DYes - Whot hoppon.d? 
Incld.nts alr.ady m.ntlan.d) io No --

39. Old anyone b.at you uP. attack you or hit you , 0 Ve. - How m •• y OJ with lomethlng, such 01 a rocle or bottle? I tlmll' t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12. lOVe. - How liN, (ath.r than any Incld.nts alr.ady m.ntlan.d) ,0No 
CHECK, attacked or threatened, or was some·, n ... , 

~. W.r. you knlf.d, .hot 01. or allack.d with 'oVes- Ho ...... y ITEM C thin, stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No .amo ath.r w.apan by anyone at all? (oth.r I th" .. ? 
steal something that belon,ed to hlm?1 than any Incld.nts olr.ody mentlon.d) ,0No 

~1. Old a1on. THREATEN 10 b.at you up or io V .. - How .... y ~e. Old anything hi'pp.n to you during tho last 12 month. which 
THRE TEN yOU with a knlf •• gun. or .om. :oNo tim .. ! @!) ~ou thought was a crl .... but did NOT r.part 10 th. polic.? 
othor w.opon. NOT In.ludl~g t.l.phon. throat.? ffJ ath.r than any Incld.nt. alr.ady mentlon.d) 
(ath.r than ony Incld.nts aillady m.ntlan.d) 

, o No - SKIP to Check Item E , 
~2. Old anyone TRY to attock yoU In .am. 'oVes- H ....... y ffi 0 Yes - What happ.n.d? 

ath.r way? (oth.r than any Incld.nt. I tlm •• t 
alr.ady m.ntlon.d) ,ON' t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 t 10Ve.- How IUIY ~3. During th. last 12 month •• did anyone .'.01 lOVes - How .. IO, CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some.: th ... ! 
thing. that ~olon;.d to you from In.ld. any car 10No II"",.! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an atlempt made to '0 No 
or truck, such 01 packages or clothing? steal somethlnl that bel on led to him!' 

;r ... Wa. anything stol.n from yowwhil. JOu w.r. ,0 Ve. - How .. any Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from ho~e, for instance at wo , In a 1 thHlt t for "How many times?" theat.r or restauran', Or while traveling? 'oNo 
CHECK 0 No - Intervlew·noxt HH lliember. End Jntervlew 

~. (Olh.r than any Incld.nt. yau·v. alr.ody : oVes- Ho ...... , ITEM E If lost respondent. ond fill Item 1:3 on cover. m.ntlon.d) Was anything (.1 •• ) at all .tol.n • Ihn •• , 
DYes - Fill Crime Incrdent Reparts. from you during th. 1011 12 month.? :oNO 

, 
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+:,~~.':;',\~':'~ ,:~;,~,:,·~:tr.b<:~·~; :'L~,4';: . ';;f,l'~':."!">.':)2·;~'~.1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS E.,;,,", ,;'c"··i,., Ii> '''f , .:,;:,,:,s:·~':tf;'i+, \:::,2'~; 
14. IS. 16. 17. 18. 19. 2Oa. ,20b. 21. 22, 23.Wh.t t. the hl", .. t ., .. 24. 
MAilE TY~E LIME RELATIONSHIP AgE MARITAL RACE :ORIGIN SEX ARIiED (or , •• r) IIf replll' Ichool DI.y .. 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc IS) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES rou hi.,. If" ,«_ded! ce.,11t1 

KEVER - BEGIN BIRTH· tholy ... ' INTER· (ccB) HEAD 
r.~~3) 

(cc 14) , IIEIlIER IASK lor persons 12-24 yrs. (cc 20) NEW RECORD V'EW (cc9b) 
, 

cc IB) Transcribe lor 2Styrs.)(ccI9) , 
Last @) @ @) @) @) @) , ® @) @) @) , 

'oP,r ,oHud 'OM. 'OW. 
, 

'OM 'oVes 00 0 HeWlr aU.nded ,oVes , 
,0Tel -- • oWIl. 01 he.d -- ,0Wd. ,0N.,.: __ -OF 'oNo 

or klnderlarten ,0No 
First lON', 100wn child 100. lOOt. I __ E'em. (01-cB) 

Fill • 0 Other ",.tI .. _oSep. __ H.S. (09-12) 
16-21 

, 
50 Non"'felath'e _oNM 

, __ Colle,. (21-26.) , 
CHECK t Loa. at Item ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hav. y.u b •• n I •• klng f.r w.rk during tho pa.t 4 w •• h? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® I 0 Yes No - Wh.n did y.u la.t w.rk? 
DYes - SKIP to Check /tem B ONo z 0 Up to 5 years a,o - SKIP to 280 

25a. Did y.u IIv. In thl. h.u ... n April I. 1970? - 0 5 .r more years a,o} SKIP to 36 

(§ 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B zONo 
• 0 Never worked 

27. Is Ihor. any r .... n why y.u c.uld n.t take a iab LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.re did y.u IIv •• n April I. 1970? (State. foreign c.untry. (§) IONo Yes - z 0 Already has a lob U.S. pOllellion, .'c.) 

3D Temporary Illness 
State, etc. County • 0 Goln, to school 

c. Old you live In.ld. tho limit •• f a city. t.wn. villag ••• tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpeCify, 

@) 'ONo z 0 Yes - Name of City, town, vl11age, e"':1 
28a. F.r wh.m did y.u (I •• t) work? (Nome of company, 

@) l I I I I I bUSiness, ofgonlzatlon or other employer) 

@) 
d. VI.r. y.u in Ih. Arm.d F.rc ... n April I. 1970? 

, DYes zONa. @) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • is this person 16 years old or old.r! b. What kind .f bulln .... r Indu.try I. thl.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg .. reta/l shoe store, State Labor Dept .. form) 

26a. What wore y.u d.lng m.sl .f LAST WEEK - (w.rklng. @) r T T 1 

(§) 
k •• ping hOUle, voing to school) or lom.thlng .I •• ? c. W.r. you-
I 0 Working - SKIP to 280 • 0 Unable to wD<k-SKlP loUd ® lOAn .mplar ••• f a PRIVATE c.mpany. bu.ln ... or 
z 0 With a iob but not at work 70 Retired tndJviduQ for wage., .alary or commlilion.? 
3 0 Looking for work a 0 Other - SpeCifY, 2 0 A GOVERNMENT .mpl.y" (F.doral. Stat.c c.unty. 
• 0 Keeping house .r I.cal)? 
sO Going to school (If Armed Force •• SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prof ... I.nal 

b. Did y.u d. any w.rk at all LAST WEEK. n.t c.unllng w.rk 
practice or fann? 

around Ih. h.u •• ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH. • 0 W.rklng WITHOUT PAY in family bu.ln .... r f.rm? 

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Wh.t kind of w.rk wore y.u doing? (For example: electrIcal 
a 0 No Yes - H.w many hou .. ? __ - SKIP to 280 ellglneer. stock Clerk. typIst, farmer) 

c. Did you have a lob or busin ... from which you we,. @) 
I.mp.rarily ablOnl or .n lay.ff LAST WEEK? e. What were your mOlt important activitl •• or dutle,? (For 

@) IONo z 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keepln, account books. seiling cars, etc.) 
• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

.>; ::~,~·~F;·,:·~".·:·:·Y·.'~i;::~:1~·~;;,t"'~;:· ~~. '~\:~J~r.'::. 'J. :':.:-~tr~i INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS ~";>L~·;'';;:L',\~:·:·J ~·)QA:~I.'i~.'i".~·,;\c'··"i<~<'~;,:· 
36. Th. f.lI.wlng qu •• tI.n. refor .nly t •. thlng. thaI' 0 Yes - Ho .... , <16. Did you find any .vldenc. that •• monn. I oVe.- H •• _, 

h.pp.n.d to y.u during tho la.t 12 m.nlh. _: tIlH" ATTEMPTED I •• Ieal •• m.thlng thaI , tI ... , 
b.lw"II-I. 197_and __ • 197_. Did :oNa b.l.ng.d t. y.u? (ath.r than any 10No 

y.u hay. your (p.ck.t plck.d/pur ... na'ch.d)? , Incld.nt. alr.ady m.ntl.n.d) I 

37. D,d anyone take •• m.thlng (.1 .. ) dlr.ctly ! 0 Yes - n:.i"' 47. Did you call tho p.llc. during tho la.t 12 month. to rep.rt 
from you by using forc~. such a. by a It1ckup, •• m.thlng that hopp.n.d t. y.u which y.u th.ught wa. a 
mllgg;"g or threat? ' 10NO crlm.? (Do nal c.unt any call. m.d. to Ih. police 

38. Did any.n. T'i!Y 10 r.b y.u by u.lng f.rc. 10V .. -H ..... ' 
@ concornlng tho Incld.nt. y.u hay. lu.t told m. ob.ut.) 
~ ONo-SKIP to ofB 

ar thro.t.nlnl I. harm you? (.Ihor Ihan any I liMIT DYes - Whal happ.n.d? 
Incld.n" ah •• dy m.nll.nOlI) 10No ~ 

39. Old any.", bool y.u uP. attack you .r hit you 'OVu-HowlllO, IJ , wlth lomt,thlng, such 01 a rock or bottle? J tllHll 
(.Ihor thun any Incld.nl. alroady m.nll.n.d) 10No t Look at ~7 - Was HH memb .. 12. , 

40. W.ro y.u knlf.d •• h.t 01 •• r allack.d with 'oVe.-How_ 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some"o V •• - ~::.'i"" 

lome other ... eapon by 0"l0ne at all? (other : U"lt ITEM C thine stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 
Ihan any Incld.nl. alrea y m ... II.n.d) ,oNo stell somethlne thatbelon,ed to him!, , 

41. Did ony.n. THREATEN t. b.at you up or 10Ve.-H .. _, ~8. Did on,thln, hopp.n 10 you during Ih. la.t 12 ",.nth. which 
THREATEN y.u with a knlf •• gun •• r .om. 10NO n .. _, ~ r.:u Ihought WGI a crl .... bUI did NOT rop.rt I. tho p.llce? 
.thwr w •• p.n. NOT including "I.ph.n. Ihroa"? "'Tl atlror thon ""y Incldonl. already ..... tI.nod) 
(.thor Ihan any Incld.nl. already m.nllan.d) I o No - SKIP to Check Item E , 

~2. Old any.n. TRY I. attack you In •• m. 'oV .. -H ..... ' =t3 0 Yes - What happon.d? 
.Ihor way? (.Ih.r than .ny Incld.nl. I tll.II' 
alroady ... ntlon.d) ,oNO 

~3. During tho 10.1 12 ... nth •• did any.n •• t.al 10Vu-H .. 1IIIIy 
t Look at ~B - Was HH member 12 tiD Yes - How "oY 

thing. tIr.I b.l.ng.d t. y.u from In.ld •• ny car 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some-' n ... , 

or truck, such a. package, or clothina? 10No "_, ITEM D thine stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

44. Wal anything Itol.n from you whllexou ".r. !ove.-H .. _, 
steol somethlne that belonced to him!' 

away from hom., for In.tone. at wo ,In 0 I tI .. " 
00 any of the screen questions contain any entries 

thRt., or reltauront, or whll. traveling? 10No CHECK' tor "How many times!" 

45. (Olhor thon any Incld.n" you've alroody ,oV .. -H •• 1IlIIIy 
ITEM EDNa - IntervIew next HH member. End InterView 

... ntlon.d) Woo anything (.1 .. ) .1 al~ .I.I.n I 11 •• " • If last respandent, and fill Item 13 on cover • 
1.... fr ... y.u durin, th. 10.1 12 .. onth.? ,oNo DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports, , -- . ~ 

FO ..... He ..... ,. U 71' Pate 8 

OM B N ~I R1661'1" , . .. pprova I Explr •• J 30 197~ un. 

KE'1ER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
scre'.n question number 

® 
Incident number 

@) 
10. y.u .ald that during tho 10.1 12 m.nth. - (Refer 'a 

appropriate screen question for description of crime). 
In what month (did Ihl./dld tho flnt) Incld.nt hopp.n? 
(Show flashcard If necessary, Encourage respondent to 
give exact month.) 

(ill) Month (01-12) . 
Is this Incident report for a series of almes! 

® CHECK t I 0 No - SKIP to 2 

ITEM A 20 Yes - (Note: serIes must have 3 or 
more slmUar Incidents which 
respondent can't ,'Ocall separately) 

b. In wh.t m.nlh(.) did Ih ... Incld.nll toke ploc.? 

• (.'.lark a 1/ tho t appl y) 

® ' 0 Spring (March. April. May) 
z 0 Summer (June. july. August) 
• 0 Fall (September. October, November) 
• 0 Winter (December, january, February) 

How many Incld.nll wHelny.lved In thl ... tI .. ? c. 
@) , 0 Three or four 

z 0 Five to ten 
• 0 Eleyen or more 
• 0 Don't know 
INTERVIEWER -If serle •• the follOWing quesUons refer 
only to the most recent Incident, 

2- Ab.uI what tim. did (thl./th. m •• t rocent) 

@) 
Incld.nt happ.n? 
I 0 Don't know 
2 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
.06 p.m. to mldnleht 
• 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
5 0 Don't know 

3a. Did this Incld.n' toke plac. In.ld. tho limits of thl. 

@) 
city or lomewhere el.e? 
I 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
z 0 Somewhere el.e In the United States 
• 0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

b • In wh.t State and c.unty did thl. Incld.nl .ccur? 

State 

COUnty 

@c. DI~ It h.ppen In.ld. Ih. 11m I" of a city. lown. vlll.g ••• ,c. 
IONo 
z 0 Yes - Enter name of city. town. etc., 

@) I I I I I 
4- Whore did thl. Incld.nt 10k. place? 

} SKIP to 60 
@) I 0 At or In own dwelling, In garage or 

other bulldln, on property (Includes 
break·ln or attempted break·ln) 

z 0 At or In yacotlon home. hotellmotel 
• 0 Inside commercial building such as 

store, restaurant. bank, gas station. ASK 
public conveyance or station 50 

• 0 Inside office. factory. or warehouse 
50 Near own home: yard. sidewalk. < 

driveway, carport, apartment holl 
(Does not Include break·ln or 
attempted break-In) SKIP 

60 On the street. In a park, field, ploy- to Check 
, eround, school ,roun,d. or parklne lot Item 8 

70 InsIde school 

a 0 Other - SpeclfV7 

J 

Survey Instruments 

NOTice _ Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law 
(Title 13, U.S. code). It may be seen only by aworn Census emplo)'ees 
and may be used only for statistical purposei. 

..... HCH 
"·:U·13' u.s. DEPARTMENT Cf' COMMERCE 

SOCiAL. AND ECONOMIC STATISTIC~ ADMINISTRATiON 
aUAEAU OF THE CIENIU' 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. Were you a cUIlomer, employe., or owner? 

@ I o Customer 
20 Employee 

-0 Owner 
• 0 Other - Specify 

b. Did tho p.nan(.) .teal N TRY t •• t.ol anything fr.m 
the Itor., restaurant, office, fadory, etc.? 

@) , DYe. 1 SKIP to Check Item B zONo 
_ 0 Don't know) 

60. Did tho all.ndor(.) IIvo thor •• r hay. a rlgh, t. b. 
there, luch al a guest or a workman? 

@ , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 

20No 

.0 Don't know 

b. Did tho .lIond.r(.) actually g.t In or iu.t TRY I. g.I 

@) 
In tho building? 
I 0 Actually got In 

z 0 JUSt tried to get In 
3D Don't know 

c, Wal there any evidence, such 01 a broken lock or broken 
wlnd.w. that tho off.nd.r(.) (forcod hi. way In/TRIED 

• to f.rc. hi. way In) tho building? 

@ 10No 
Yes - What was Ih. ovldenco? Anything ol .. ? 

(Mark all 'hat apply) 
20 Broken lock or window 
3D Forced door or window 

(or tried) } ,~, 
• 0 Slashed screen to Check 
sOOther - SpeCify, Item B 

d. H.w did Ih •• ff.nder(s) (get Inltry t. gol In)? 

@) , 0 Through unlocked door or window 

zO Had key 
_ 0 Don't know 

• 0 Other - Specify 

Was any member of this household, 

@ 
inclUding respondent, present when this 

CHECK t Incident occurred! (If not sure, ASK) 
ITEM B , 0 No - SKIP to 130 

zOYes 

70. Old the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife, 
or lomethlng h. wal uslng 01 a weapon, luch as a 

• b.ttl ••• r wronch? 

@) 'ONo 
z 0 Don't know 

Yes - What w.' Ih. w •• p.n? (Mark all that apply) 
'OGun 

-0 Knife 

sOOther - Specify 

b. Did tho po ... n(.) h!l ~.u. kn.ck y.u d.wn. or aClually 
attack you In I,:,me ot er way? 

@ , 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 

zONo 

c. Did tho p .... n(.) Ih,oal.n you with horm In any way? 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

zOYes 

I 
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C 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Houston 

K'ii\~~~i:·~(5;;;~;l;'''1;~'''··.~;HE",~~i~.1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued F;;~:~\;~:·~~io.;.W'~:.'.;·'i/,~Y,:··.~.~ 
7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Old you fil. a claim with any of these 1nsurance comp~nJ.s or programs 

• (Mark all that apply) ~ A,:;'\ In ord.r to g.t port or all 01 your m.dlcal e.p.n ... paId, 
@ 10 Verbal threat 'f rap. \!EI 10 No - SKIP to 100 

20 Verbal threat of attack othor :.2,,!,0=..Y.:.e::s=-___ --:-_;:;--;----::::-____ ---::-::--.._-:-::-::--. ___ 1 
than ropo c. Did insurance or any health benef1ts program pay for all or part of 

30 Weapon present or threatened the total medical expenses? 

40 Attempted attack with weapon ;go 20 None.. •••• • SKIP to lao 
with weapon SKIP @ 1 0 Not yet settled} 

(for example, shot at) 3D All •• , ••••• 
50 Object thrown at person _ 0 Part 

60 Followed, su~rounded d,~ H'o=;w!..,m~u:,:cr-hl .:I;,I,CI.,"-"n~.u:::r:::o=nc;:.=-=o;-r =ah. n,.=afillhh,h. '''.;;;n.;mili<s-;p;;r<;og;;r:;;amm''';p;;;aiVy'lr-----.., 
7 0 Other - SpeC![y @ S . hoo:] (Obtain on estimate, If necessary) 

•• What actually hopp.n.d? Anything .h.? lOa, Old you do anything to protoct your 1011 or your prop.rly during th. Incld.nt? 
• (Mark all that apply) ,@ 1 0 No - SKIP!~ I I 

I\i4' 10 Something taken without ;;2,i'0=..Y~es~ __ ;-:;.--.:r;:::-::;::'-":;:::;;-;:~;;;;;;-;;;:;;;;;;\ ______ 1 
~ permiSSion • b, What did .you do? Anything .I •• ? (Mark all that apPly) 

2 0 Attempted or threatened to '1i6' I o Us,;llbrandished gun or knife _oThreatened, argued, reasoned, 
take something \!5' 20 l',sedluled ~hyslcal force (hit, etc. with offender 

30 Harassed, arg,ument. abusive f·hased, threw object, used other sOResisted whhout force, used 
language ~eapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away, 

• 0 Forcible enuy or attempted SKfP 30 Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, I?cked door, 
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded .",1, etc.) 

50 Forcible entry or attempted 100 yelled, called for help, turned on 6 0 0
S

ther
f
-

entry of car IIthts, etc.) peel y 
60 Damaged or destroyed property r--t-l-:: Wa& the crime committed by only one or more than one person? 
70 Attempted or threatened to @ 1 0 Only ane)l 20 Don't know - 3D Mare than one, 

damage or desuay properlY SKIP to 120 _ 
80 Other - Specify; o. Woo this p.non mol. I. How mony p.non.? 

orf.mal.? @ 

.~~~--~~~"-~~~ I. How did tho ponon(.) attack yoo? Any 
• othor way? (Mark all that apply) 

@ t DRaped 
20 Tried to rape 
30 Hit with abject held in hand,shat, knifed 
_ 0 Hit by thrown object 
50 Hit, slapped, knocked down 
6 0 Grabbed, held, tripped, Jumped, 

pushed, etc. 
70 Other - Specify 

So. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? 
• Anything .I .. ? (Nark 0/1 that apply) 

@ 10 None - SKIP to lOa 
20 Raped 
3 0 Attempted rape 
• 0 Knife or gunshot wounds 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked OUt 
60 tnternal injuries, knocked unconscious 
7 0 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 
8 0 Other - Specify 

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 
medical attention after the attock? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 100 
20Yes 

c. Did you rec.ive any treatment at a hospital? 
@ ,DNa 

20 Emergency room treatment only 
30 Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days? 'jl 

d. What was the totol amount of your medical 
•• pon ••• r •• ultlng lrom this Incident, INCLUD· 
INC anything paid by In.uronc.? Include hoopltal 
and'doctor billit medici"lt, therapYt Dracel, Md 
any oth ... iniury related medical expenses. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exact omount. encourage him to give on estimate. 

@ a 0 No COSt - SKIP to 100 

S ,I:E 
x 0 Don't know 

~~9~a-.-A~t~th~.-t~i-m-.-071~th;.~ln~e7Id~.-n7~~w~.~r~.~y=0~u~c=0= •• =r=.1.~~ 
by any .,edicol inlurance, or were y~u .lIglbl. 
lor .... n.llt. /rom any oth.r ty,. 01 h.alth , 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, V.teranl 
Admlnlotr.tl.n, or P.bllc W.llar.? 

@I 0 No ••••• '}jKIP to 100 
20 Don't know 
30Ye. 

10Male 

20Female 

3D Don't know 

b. Howald would you ooy 
the person was? 

, o Under 12 

20 12- 14 

3015-17 

_018-20 

5021 or over 

g. Were they m~l. Or female? 
§ 1 o All male 

20Ail fem_Ie 
30 Male and femalo 
40 Don't know 

h. Howald would you oay th. 
I. ~ youngest was? 
~ 10 Under 12 5021 or over-

2012-14 SKIP to j 
• 015-17 60 Don't know 
40 18-20 

I. How old would you .ay tho 

_6_[] __ ~D_a_n'_t_k_n_ow __________ --1~ 

c. Was the perlon someone you 
knew or was he a Itranger? 

old .. t was? 
1 o Under 12 
2012-14 

40 18-20 
5021 or aver 
60 Don't know 

I o Stranger } 
20 Don't know 

3D Known by 
sight only 

.0 Casual 
acquaintance 

50 Woll known 

SKIP 
to e 

d. Was the person a relativ. 
01 you,,? 

lONo 

Yes - Wh.t r.l.tlon.hlp? 
20 Spouse or ex-spouse 

30 Parent 
_ 0 Own child 

50 Brother or sIster 

60 Other relative -
SpeCify, 

· ~~ ~~~: ~.«",,} f: 'P 
120 

_ 0 Don't know 

• 015-17 

J. Wore any of tho persons known 
or related to you or were they 
all strangers? 

@ 1 0 All strangers } SKIP 
20 Don't know to m 
30 All relatives } SKIP 
• 0 Some relatives to / 
5 o All known 
6 0 Some known 

k. !tow w.1I w.r. th.y known? 
• (Mark all that apply) 

@ 1 0 By sight only 1 
2 0 Casual SKIP 

acqualntance(s) to m 
3 DWell known 

I. How w.r. th.y r.l.t.d to you? 
~ (Mark oIl that apply) 

@ 1 0 Spouse or 4 0 Brothersl 
ex-spouse sisters 

20 Parents sOOther -
3'0 Own SpeclfYjl 

chll~r.n 

m. W.r. all 01 th.m -
@ loWhlt.? 

2 0 N.gro? 
30 Oth.r? - SpecifY, 

_ 0 Combination - Speclfy~ 

----_._--, 
50 Don't know 

I 

Survey Instluments 75 

t;/::zr:··,·: 'N ""'~~<i~:'a CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I,'l;;,:~ii;,;~;!r~;;'i;;~ti. "';~L;~::S}~:~;;X::,~; 
120. Were you the only porson there besides the offender(s) Was a car or other motor vehlcle.tzken? 

@ 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 
CHECK t (Bo. 3 or 4 marked In 13f) 

20No ITEM D DNa - SKIP to Check Item E 

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
threatened? Do not include persons under 12 yean 
of age. 

140. Had permission to use the (cor/motor vehicle) ever been 
@ a 0 None - SKIP to 130 given to the person who took 1t? 

, @) 'DNa ...... } 
SKIP to Check Item E Number of per~(\ns 20 Don't know 

c. Were any of those persons members of your household? 
30Yes Do not includ. hous.hold members under 12 years of age • 

@) ooNo b. Old the person r~turn the (cor/motor vehicle)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

@l lOYes 

(Also mark "Yes" /n Check Item I on page 12) 20Na 
130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 

belonged to you or othQrs in the household? Is Box I or 2 marked In 131? 
INTCPVIEWER - Include anythIng stolen from 

CHECK t DNa - SKIP to 150 unrecognizable busrness in respondent's home. ITEM E 00 not include anything stolen from a recognizable DYes 
business In respondent'S home or another busIness, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cosh from 0 register. 

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance, '0 Yes - SKIP to 13f in a pocket or being held by you whon It was taken? 
2oNo 

@) I DYes 
b. Did th. ponon(.) ATTEMPT to take .om.thlng that 

belonged to you or others In the household? 20Na 
@) , 0 No - SKIP to 13e 

t 
Was only cash taken? (BaK 0 marked /n 13() 

20Yes 
CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 

c. What did they try 10 toke? Anything el .. ? ITEM F 
• (Mark 0/1 that apply) DNa 

@ 10 Purse 
150. Altog.th.r, what was th. voluo 01 th. PROPERTY 20 Wallet or money 

that was taken? 
30Car 

INTERVIEWER - EKclude stolen Cosh, and enter SO for 
- 0 Other mOtor vehicle stolen checks and credit cords, even if they Were used. 
5 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) 

@) .~ 60 Don't know S 

70 Other - SpeCify 
b. How did you decide the valu. 01 the proporly that was 

• .tol.n? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

t 
Old they try to take a purse, wallet, @) , 0 Original cost CHECK or moneyl (BaK I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEMC DNa - SKIP to IBo 20 Replacement cost 

DYes .3 0 Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for 
40 Insurance report estimate 

instance In a pocket or being held? sO Police estimate 

@) 1 DYes} 
60 Don't know 

SKIP to IBa 7 0 Other - Specify 
2oNo 

• o. What did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

@ t o Attacked 160. Wos all or port of the stolen money or propilrty recovered, 
20 Threatened with harm except for anything received from insurance? 

30 Attempted to break Into house or garage @ 'ONone} 
- 0 Attempted to break Into car 20 All SKIP to /70 

50 Harassed. argument. abusive language SKIP 30Part 
to 

60 Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. What was recovered? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

@) .~ destroy property 
Cash:S 

80 Other - Specify andlor 

• Property: (Mark off that apPly) 
@ 00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

f. What woo tak.n? Wh.t ol .. ? I 0 Purse 

@) Cash: ~ 2oW_lIet 
S 

·0Car andlar 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) - 0 Other motor vehicle 

<§ a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to /4e 50 part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

10 Purse 
6 0 Other - Specify 

2oWaliot 

.0Car 
,~, 

_ 0 Other motor vehicle c. What was the value of the property recovered (excluding 
50 Part of car (hubcap, tape.dock, etc.) recovered cash)? 

• 0 Other - Specify 
)-

@) S . mIl 
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170. Was !he,. any Inlurance against theft? 

IONo ..... } 
SKIP to 180 

_ 0 Don't know 

'OYes 

b. Was this loss reported to on insurance compony? 

c. 

'ONo ••••• } 
SKIP to 180 _ 0 Don't know 

'OYes 

loss recovered through insurance? 

, 0 Not yet settl ed 

_ONo ••••••• 
} SKIP to 180 

'OYes 

d. How much was recovered? 

INTERVIEWER - I¥ property replaced by insuronce 
company instead of cash settlement. ask for estimate 
of va lue of the property replaced. 

• 
@) 

~~~====~.~t~=.~·I ________ ~~~ 
180. Did any household member los. ony time from work 

because of this incident? 

00 No - SKIP to 190 

b. How much time was lost altogether? 

, 0 Less than I day 

_ 0 I-S days 

• 0 6-10 days 

_ 0 Over 10 days 

, 0 No - SKIP to 200 

_DYes 

b, (Wo./were) the damaged item(.) repaired or 

, 0 yes - SKIP to 19d 

_ONo 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged item(.)? 

@) s ,I~:~ } SKIP to 200 

" 0 Don't know 

d. How much WoS tho repair or cost? 

@ " 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

.00 
e. Who paid or will poy for the repairs or ,eplacem.nt? 

(Mark all thot apply) 

, 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

3 0 Insurance 

.0 Other - SI'.cify 

Pace 

Were the police informed of this incident in any way? 
'ONo 
_ 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check /tem G 

Yes - Who told them? 
• 0 Household member 
_ 0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
sO Police on scene 

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to 
the police? (Mark ali that apply) 
, 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
_ 0 Did not think it Important enough 
• 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matter. did not want to report it 
6 0 Did not want to get involved 
7 0 Afraid of reprisal 
B 0 Reported to someone else 
9 0 Other - Specify 

at tho time thl. Incident happened? 
, 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 
_DYes 

b. was 
t 0 Same as described In NCS-3 Items 28a-e - SKIP '0 

Check Item H 
Different than described In NCS-3 items 28a-o 

c. For whom did you work? (Name of compeny, buSIness, 
organization or other employer) 

d, What kind of bu.lne .. or Indu.try Is thh? (For exomp/e: TV 
and rodlo mfg .. retoil shoe store, Stote Lobor Dept .. form) 

e. Were you-
, 0 An emploree of a PRIVATE company. bu.ln ... or 

indivldua for wages, salary or commhslons? 

_ 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federol. St.le. county or local)? 
.0 SElF·EMPlOYED In OWN bu.in .... profe .. lonal 

practice or form? 

_ 0 Working WiTHOUT PAY In family bu.lne .. or form? 

~ ~==~~~--~------~~~~~e~xa=m=p~l:e'='~e7/e=c:tr~i:CO~/~~ 

g. What were your most Important activities or duties? (For example: 
typIng, keepIng account boo~s, seiling cors, finiShing concrete, etc,) 

CHECK .. 
ITEMH ., 

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entry for "How manyl" 
ONo 
DYes - 8e sure you have on InCIdent Report 

for each HH member 12 yeors of oge 
or over who was robbed, harmed. or 
!hreatened In this incident. 

Is last Incident Revort to be 
filled for this person? 
o No - Go to next IncIdent Report, 
DYes - Is this the last HH member 

to be interviewed? 
o No - Interview next HH member. 
DYes - END ENTERV/EW. Enter 

total number of Crime 
Incident Reports fl"ed for 
thIs household In Item 13 
on the cover NCS-3 

" 

Survey Instruments 

'0 M B. No. 041-R2661· Approval Expires June 30 197-'4 

KEYER - Notes NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law 
BEGIN NEW RECORD (Title 13" U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees 

and may be used only for statistical PUrpOSes. 

Line number FO." NCH 
@) le.a,·?" 

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL. AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATIoN 

Screen question number bUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

® CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
Incident number NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

@) CEHTRAl CITIES SAMPLE 

10. You .aid that during tho la.t 12 month. - (Refer to 50, Were you a customer, employee, or owner? 
appropriote screen question for descrIption of crime). 

@ 10 Customer 
In what month (did thl./dld the flnt) Ineldo"t happen? _ 0 Employee 
(Show flashcard if necessory. Encouroge resPondent to 
give exact month.) 'OOwner 

-OOthe, Specify 
@) Month (01 12) b, Old the pe"on(s) .toal Or TRY to .te.1 anything from 

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? 
the store, restaurant, office; factory, etc.? 

t 1 0 No - SKIP to 2 @ I DYes } 
@) CHECK _ 0 No SKIP to Check Item 8 

ITEMA _ 0 Yes - (Note: series mUst have 3 or 3D Don't know more sImilar IncIdents which 
respondent can't recoil separately) 60. Old tho offondor(.) IIv. th ... or have a right to bo 

b. In what month(.) did the.e Incidents take plac.? there, such as a guest or a warkman? 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) @) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item 8 
(§ t 0 Spring (March, April, May) 

-ONo _ 0 Summer (june, July, August) 
30 Don't know • 0 Fall (September, October, November) 

_ 0 Winter (December, January, February) b, Old tho offender(.) actually get In or ju.t TRY to got 
c. How many Incidenh were involved in this series? @) 

In tho building? 

@) I 0 Three or four ' 0 Actually got in 
_ 0 Five to ten _ 0 JUSt tried to get In 

3D Eleven or more • 0 Don't know 
4 0 Dan"t know, 

c. Was there any evidence, such 05 Q broken lock or broken 
INTERVIEWER -If series, the (ollowlng quest/ons refer window, that the offend.r(.) (forced hi. woy In!TRIED 
only to the mOSt recent incident. * to force hi. way In) tho building? 

2. About what tim. did (thl./the ma.t recont) @ 'ONo 
Incldont happen? Yes - What was the evidence? Anything else? 

@) I 0 Don't know (Mark 01/ that opply) 
_ 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) _ 0 Broken lock or window 

} At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) • 0 Forced door or Window 
• 0 6 p.m. to midnight (or tried) SKIP 
_ 0 Midnight to 6 a,m. _ 0 SI.shed screen to Check 
sO Don't know sOOther - Spe~ifYj1 Item 8 

30. Did thl. Incident take place In.lde the limit. of thl. 

@) 
city or somewhere else? 

d. How did the of/.nder(.) (get In/try to g.t in)? , 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
@ , 0 Through unlocked door or window _ 0 Somewhere else in the United States 

• 0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT _ 0 Had key 

b. In what State and county did this incident occur? • 0 Don't know 
_OOther Specify 

State 
Was any member of this household, 

County @ CHECK' 
including respondent, present when this 
incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 

@) c. Did It happen Inside the limit. of a city, town, village. etc. ITEM B 
1 0 No - SKIP to 130 IONo 
-DYes _ 0 Yes - Enter name of city, town, etc., 

@) I IJ I I 70. Did the person(s) have a weapon such a~ a gun or knife, 

4. Where did this Incldont take plac.? or something he was using as a weapon, such as a 

} SKIP t060 

• bottle, or wrench? 
<ill) 1 0 At or In own dwelling, in garage or @ IONo other building on property (Includes 

break-in or attempted break-in) _ 0 Don't know 
_ 0 At or In vDcation home, hotellmotel 

Yes - What was the weapon? (Mark all thot opply) 
• 0 Inside commercial building such as 'OGun store, restaurant, bank, gas stotlon, >- ASK public conveyance or station 50 <O!<nlfe 
_ 0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse sOOther SpecIfy 
sO Ne.r own home: yard, sidewalk, ' 1>. Old the pe,.on(.) hit ~ou, knock you down. or actually driveway, carport, apartment hall 

attack you In lome ot .r way? (Does not Include break-In or 
attempted break-In) SKIP @) , 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 60 On the street, In a park. neld, play- to Check 

-DNa ground, school ,rounds or parking lot Item 8 
70 Inside school c. Old the po"on(.) threaton you with harm In any way? 
a 0 Other - Specl fy -; ® t 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

_DYes 

Pale 13 
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· @> 

• 
@) 

· @ 

How were you 
(Mark 01/ that apply) 
I 0 Verbal threat of rape 
z 0 Verbal threat of attack other 

than rape 
3 0 Weapon present or threatened 

with weapon 
_ 0 Attempted attack with weapon 

(for e.ample, shot at) 
s 0 Obi~ct thrown at person 
60 Followed, surrounded 
70 Other - Speclfv _____ _ 

e. What actually happened? 
(Mark 0/1 that apply) 

I. 

1 0 Som~tni!,g taken without 
permission 

z 0 Attempted or threatened to 
take something 

3 0 Harassed, argument, abusive 
language 

_ 0 Forcible entry or attempted 
forcible entry of house 

sO Forcible entry or attempted 
entry of car 

60 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 

a 0 Other - Specify, 

other way? 

10 Raped 
z 0 Tried to rape . 
• 0 Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed 
_ 0 Hit by thrown obj ect 
sO Hit, slapped, knocked down 
60 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 

pushed, etc. 
7 0 Other - SpeCify 

Boo Whot were the injuries you ,uffered, If any? 
Anything el .. ? (Mark all that apply) 

@ 10 None - SKIP to 100 
z 0 Raped 

b. 

• 0 Attempted rape 
_ 0 Knife or gunshot wounds 
sO Broken bones or teeth knocked out. 
60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscIous 
7 0 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swell 

Other - Spec 

c. you receive any treatment at a 
@ 10No . 

20 Emergency room treatment only 
• 0 Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days?., 

d. WJ,o. was the total amount of your medical 
expenlel r.suiting from this incident, INCLU~­
IN(; anytl.ing paid by in.urenco? Includo hoop.tal 
and doctor bills, meciiciC', therapy, broce" and 
any other iniury r.lated m.dical expenSH. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exaCt amount. encourtlge him to give an estimate. 
00 No co<t - SKIP to /00 

s • 

90. 
by any 
for benaU" from any 
benefits program, such as 
Adminiltration, or Public: 

10 No ••••• '}SKIP to 100 
2 Ooolt know 
3 Yes 

zo Female 

• 0 Don't know 

b. How old would you .ay 
the perlon was? 

I o Under 12 

zo 12-14 

·015-17 

_018-20 

_021 or over 

60 Don't know 

c~ Was the person lomeone you 
knew or wal h., a stronger? 

I o Stranger 

z 0 Don't knoW 'O'"~"~ } SKIP 
sight only to e 

_oCasual 
acquaintance 

_DWell known 

d. Was the person a 

o. 

of yours? 

10No 

Yes - What rolatlan.hlp? 
z 0 Spouse or ex-spouse 

'0 Parent 

-0 Own child 
_ 0 Brother or sister 

60 Other relative -
SpeCifY, 

10Whlto? 

zo Hogro? 

• 0 Other? -Specify, 

• 0 Don't know 

SKIP 
to 
12a 

(Mark 

@) 

. 
@) 

*' @ 

i. 

j. 

k. 

_ OThreatenod, argued, reasoned, 
etc. with offender 

sO Resisted without force, used 
evasive action (ran/droye away. 
hid, held property, locked door, 
ducked. shielded self, etc.) 

60 

s021 or over -
SKIP to j 

6 0 Don't know 

_018-20 
_021 or over 
60 Don't know 

Were any of the pe'lon, known 
or r.lated to you or we,. they 
all Itrangefs? 
I 0 All strangers } SKIP 
z 0 Don't know tom 
• 0 All relatives } SKIP 
_ 0 Some relatives to / 
sO All known 

Some known 
were they known? 

0/1 that apply) 
I 0 By sight only 
z 0 Casual SKIP 

acqualntance(s) to m 
3 Well known 

I. How woro thoy rolatod to you? 
(Mark all that aPply) 
10 Spouse or • 0 Brothersl 

ex .. spouse sisters 
z 0 parents 50 Other-
300wn Specify; 

children 

.,. Woro all 01 tho., -
10 Whlto? 
20 Hogra? 
3 0 Othor? - Specify, 

.0 Combination - SpeclfvJr 

_ 0 Don't know 

t 

1 I 
t 
~ 

Survey Inltrumentl 

1;~l~:~~,il"K\ r:0:;;;~'f~/':./'1: un~ CRIME IHCIDENT QUESTIOHS - Continued 1;:'~;',{:'~S;J;,"'i>:.l<';:;'~;~":\\\ ~ 
120. Were you the only person thor. bOlides the ollender(.) Was a car or other motor veh1c1e taken? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to /30 
CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f) 

zoNo ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
thrctotened? Do not include persons under 12 years 
of age. 

140. Had permission to use the (cor/motor vehicl.) ever be.n @) 00 None - SKIP to 130 given to the person who took it? 

@) 'oNo ...... } 
SI(lP to Check Item E Number of peruons z 0 Don't know 

c. Were any of these persons membe,. of y~ur household? 
,0Yes Do not include household members under 12 years of age. 

@ ooNo b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

@l I DYes -----
(Also mark "Yes" In Check Item I on page I~) zoNo 

130. Was something stolen or taken without plnmllsion that 
Is Bo. I or 2 marked In 131? belonged to you or othe .. In the household? 

t INTERVIEWER - Include anythIng stolen from CHECK o No - SKIP to 150 unrecognizable business In respondent's home. 
ITEM E Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable DYes 

business In respondent's home or another business, such 

@ 
as merchandise or cash from a register. 

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instence, 10 Yes - SKIP to 13f 
In 0 pocket or being held by you when it wa. tak.n? 2oNo 

@> I DYes 
b. Old the persan(.) ATTEMPT to take something that 

zONa belonged to you or others In the household? 
@) 10 No - SKIP to 13e 

t 
'Nas only cash takenl (Box 0 marked In 13f) 

zoYes 
CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 

c. Whot did they try to take? Anything el .. ? ITEM F 
oNo • (Mark all that oPply) 

@ 10 Purse 
ISo. Altogether, what wa. the volue 01 the PROPERTY z 0 Wallet or money 

that was taken? 
,0Car 

INTERVIEWER - EXclude stolen cosh, and enter SO for - 0 Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cords, eVen If they were used. 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

(ill) .~ 60 Don't know S 
70 Other - SpecIfy 

b. How did you decide the valu. 01 the property that Wa' 
• IIolen? (Mark all that apply) 

t 
Did they try to take a purse, wallet, ® I 0 Original COSt CHECK or money! (Box I or 2 marked in /3c) 

ITEMc o No - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement COSt 

DYes 3D Personal estimate of current value 

d. Woo tho (purn/wallet/maney) .n your pe .. on, lor 40 Insurance report estimate 
_ 0 Police estimate inltance In 0 pocket or baing hold? 
60 Don't know 

<ill) I DYes} 
7 0 Other - Specify SKIP to 180 

zoNo 

• e. What did happen? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ 10 Attacked 160. Was all or po'rt of the stol .. n money or property recovered, 
except for anything received from Insurance? z 0 Threatened with harm 

@ 10None} 30 Attempted to break Into house or garage 
z 0 All SKIP to 170 - 0 Attempted to break Into car 

50 Harassed, argument. abusive language SKIP • 0 Part 
to 

60 Damaged or destroyed property 180 ),. What was recovered? 
70 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

@l .rE destroy property 
Cash: $ 

a 0 Other - SpecIfy andlor 

• Property; (Mark ~II that apply) 

® 00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 
I. What wa' takon? What else? 10 Purse 

<§ ~ zoWaliet Cash: $ .. ', . 
'oCar and/or 
- 0 Other motor vehicle • Property: (Mark 01/ that apply) 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) @Y 00 Only cash taken - SKIP to /4c 

I o Purse 
• 0 Other - Specify 

zoWaliet 
,0Car 
_ 0 Other motor vehicle 

i. What was the value of tlte property ree.vered {excluding 
~ 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered calh)? 

• 0 Other - SpeCify @) S •• Pale IS 
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80 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Houston Survey In.trument. 81 

':_:"'1'~,'tV';\\~; CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued ~~fli';;::~~!;f;:;t~:~~;:f}:,},i i2'~;;'Yi~il~ 

170. Was there any Insurance against theft? 200. Were the police Inlormed 01 this Incident In any way? 

@ ,DNa ••••• 
} SKIP to 180 

@ ,DNa 
_ 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 

_ 0 Don't know Yes - Who told th.m? 
• 0 Household member} 

'OYes • 0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 

b. Was this los~ reported '0 an insurance company? 
sO Police on scene 

@) 'DNa ••••• 
b. What was the reason .hi. inclden' was not reported 10 

} . tho polic.? (Mark all that apply) 

_ 0 Don't kno~ SKIP to 180 @ , 0 Nothing could be done -. lack of proof 
_ 0 Old not think It Important enough 

'OYes • 0 Pollee wouldn't want to be bothered 

c. Was any of this 1011 recover.d through Insuranc.? 
4 0 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
5 0 Private or personal matte,. did not want to report It 

@) , 0 Not yet Settled} • 0 Old not want to get Involved 

SKIP to 180 70 Afraid of reprisal 
_DNa ••••••• .0 Reported to someone else 

'OYes 
• 0 Other - Specify 

CHECK t Is this person 16 years or older! 
d. How much was recover.d? ITEM G 0 No - SKIP to Check /tem H 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insuronce DYes - ASK 2/0 

company instead of cosh settlement, ask for estimote 210. Did you have a lob at tho tim. this Incld.nt happ.ned? 
of va lue of the property replaced. @ , 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 

_DYes 

@) .~ 
b. What was tho lob? 

$ @) , 0 Same as described In NCS-3 Items 28a-e - SKIP '0 
180. Did any household member lose any time from work Check Item H 

because of this incident? _ 0 Different than described In NCS-3 Items 288-e 

@ a 0 No - SKIP [0 190 c.-For whom did you work? (Name of company, bUSiness, 
organization or other employer) 

Yes - How many members?, 

d. What kind 01 busln ... or Indu.try I. thl.? (For example: TV 
and rodlo mfll .. retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., form) 

b. How much time was lost altogether? (@ I I I I 

OM B No .. 1·R'l66'l: Approval EKpires March 31 1977 . . 
NOTICE _ Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by 

,-CAM CV5·101 U,S. DEPARTMENT OF" COMMERCE 
''1'11.'13' SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

law (Title Il, U,S, Code). It may' be seen only by sworn Census BUREAU 0,- THE CENSUS 
employees and may be used only for scatlsllcal purposu • 

I. IDENTIFICATION CODES 
':lo psu , b. Selment 'c. Line NO., d. Panel j"'DCC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

f. Interviewer Q, Total number CITY SAMPLE code I (1) InCidents I (2) Incident sheets 

INTRODUCTION 
Good mornlnl (Iflernoon) • I'm Mr{s.) __ (yaur namol __ hom the U.S, Bureau of the Ce .. us. 
We Ire conductlnl a survey In this .,11 to musure Ihe e.tenl to which businesses I,. victims of 
burllllies andlor robberies. The Governmenl n .. ds to know how much crime there Is Ind where It Is 
10 plln and Idmlnlsler prOlrlms which will have an Implcl on the crime problem. You cln help by 
answerlnl some questions for me. 

~ Part I - BUSINESS CllARACTERISTICS 

21. Is this esllbllshment owned or operlled IS In Incorporlted 7. Old Inyane else operlte In~ departmenls or 
business? concessions or some other uslne .. activity 

t DVe. -SKIP r03 
In Ihts esllbllshment durlnl the 12 rna nih 
period endlnl ! 

'ONo 1 0 Yes - List each department. concession. or other 

b. How Is this business owned or operated7 
business activity on D separate line 01 
Section Vol 'he segment folder. II not 

I 0 Individual proprletorshlJ:' 
a/ready listed. Comple'fJ a separate 
questionnaire for oach one that lalls on 

z 0 Partnership a sample line. 

l 0 Government - Continue Interview ONt Y /I 'ONo 
liquor s 'Ole 01' any rype 
at transportation . DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART /I AND ANY 

- 0 Other - Specl/Y"lT INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. 'hit were your Ippro.lmlle sales of merchlndtse 
Ind/or receipts hom services at this esllbllshment 
for the previous 12 months endlnl 7 

3. Do you (Ihe owner) operlte more thin one esllbllshment7 (Estlmlte InnuII slles Ind/or receipts II not In 
IOYes business fOl entire 12 months.) 

@) , 0 Less than I day e. Were you-

@) lOAn .mplor. 01 a PRIVATE company. bu.ln ... or 
_01-5 days indlvldua for wages, salary or commissions? 

• 0 6-10 days 
_ 0 A GOVERNMENT _loy" (F.doral. Stat •• county or local)? 
30 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prol ... lanul 

40 Over 10 days practice or form? 

sO Don't know 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In lamlly bus in ... or larm? 

190. Wa. anything damag.d but not tak.n In thl. Incldont? I. What kind 01 work woro you doing? (For example: electrical 
For example, was a loclc. or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk. typist, 'armer) 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? <ill) I I I I 

@) , 0 No - SKIP to 20a 
g. What were your most Important activities or duties? (For example: 

_DYes typing, keepln, account books, sellin, cars, finIshing concrele, etc.) 

b. (Was/wor.) tho damag.d item!.) repalr.d or replac.d? 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

t 
BRIEFLY summarize this Incident or series 

CHECK of Incidents. 

zONa ITEM H 

'ONo 10 None 

4. Old you (Ihe owner) operlte this estlbllshment II 20 Under 510.000 
Ihls locilion durlnllhe entire 12 month p.;lod l 0 510.000 to 52".999 
endlne ? 40 $25,000 to $"9.999 

'OVe. 50 5SO,Ooo to $99.999 

, 0 No - How mlny months durlnl I Month. 
.0 .,00.000 to 5<'1'1.999 

the dullnlt.d ptrlod7 70 5S00,OOO to 5999.999 

• 0 51.000,000 and over 
5. E.cludlnl you (I he owner)(the plltners) how I 0 Other - Spoclly 

mlny plld .mploy.u did Ihls estlbllshm.nt lverlle 
durlnllh. 12 monlh ptrlod endlnl 7 INTERVIEWER USE ONLY 
10 None _0 8- 19 91. R.card 01 Interview 

'0 '-
3 5020 or more (l) Date 

>0<-7 
(2) Name of respondent 

SI. What do you consldet your kind of buslnus 
10 b. allhls 10Cllion! (3) Title of respondent 

rfflCE USE ONLY 

(.c) ~ IArea cod1NUmber I Extension 

c. How much would it cost to repai( or replace the 
damag.d it.m!.)? 

b. !.lark (XI on. box b. Ruson fat non·lntervlew 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

, • } SKIP to 200 @) $ 
Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 

x 0 Don't know CHECK t entry for "!-low many?" 

d. How much was the repair or r~lacement cost? ITEM I ONo 

(ill) 
DYes - Be sure you have an Incident Report 

x 0 No cast or don't know - SKIP to 200 for each HH member 12 years of age 
er over who was robbed, harmed, or •• threatened In this InCident. 

$ ,Is this tho 'ast Incident Report to be 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repaIrs or replacement? CHECK t filled for this person! , 
(Mark all that apply) ITEM J ONa- Ga to next InCident Report. 

• 
, 0 Household member 

DYes - Is this the last HH member 

@ to b. Interviewed! 
DNa - IntervIew noxt HH member. 

zO Landlord DYe. -,END ENTER VIEW, Enler 

• 0 Insurance 
total number of Crime 
Incident Reports (1Iled (or 

• 0 Other - Specify 
Ihls household In Item 13 

• on the cover of NCS·3, 

10 Food EO Durable I 0 Present occupant In business at end or 

z 0 Eatln& and dflnklnl F 0 Nondurable 
survey period but unable to contact. 

20 Refusal lind in business at end of sur .... ey period 10 General merchandise 
1 0 Other Type A - Spec/rY7 

40 APparel REAL ESTATE 

s 0 Furniture and G o Apanmenu 
appliance H 0 Other real ellate TYPE B sO Lumber. hardware, 

40 Present occupant not In business at end mobile home dealer. I o SERVICE 
70 Automotlv6 

of survey period. 
S 0 Vacant or closed 

• 0 OnJI and proprteulrt J 0 BANKS 
6 0 t,~ther Type B (Seasonal, etc.) -SpecIlY7 

10 liquor K 0 TRANSPORTATION 
A 0 Gasollno service 

e 0 ALL OTHERS - Spoc/ryy stations TYPE C 
D 0 Other ,etall 70 Occupied by noollstable activity 

• 0 Demolished . WHOLESALE • 0 Other Type C -Spec/rY;r 
cO Ourable 

D 0 Nondurable 

Po,e 16 
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-

• Pari II - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

How I'd like to Isk some questions Ibout particular kinds of theft or IUempted theU. 
These quesVons refer only to this estlb'tlshment for the 1Z monlh period bealnnlna Ind .ndlna 

10. During this period did Inyone brelk Into Dr some· 18. Why hlsn't Ihls establlshmenl .. er been Insur.d aallnst 
how IIleaally aet Into Ihls place of business? burallry and/or robbery? 

.. [ Number 
' 0 Couldn't afford It 

10 Yeo - How many tlmes?-
2 0 CoUldn't let .I'lyone co ,Insure you 

(Fill an Incident Report 101' each) 
10 Didn't need It 
40 Self-Insured 

'ONo sO PremIum too c)(pensl vc 

11. (Olher Ihln Ihe Incldenl(s) jusl mentioned,) durlnllhls 
• 0 01l1er - SpeCify,}! 

period did anyone lind a door jlllmled, I lock forced, ',\ 

or any olher sl,ns of an ATTEMPTED brelk·ln? 
19a. Whal securlly me .. ures, b. When were these 

.1 Number 
If anY, are present al securlly measures 

I elY., - HoW m.ny IImes?- 'this location now, 10 first lnolalled 

(Fill an IncIdent Report for !BCh) 
protect lIagllnst Dr olherwlse 
buralary and/or robbery? undorllken? 

·ONo Enter 'he 

12. Durln~ Ihls period were you, Ihe owner, Dr any 
appropriate code 
from the list 

employe. held up by anyone using a "'OIpO., given be/ow. 

force or IhrOlI of force on Ihese premises? a. M,rk (X) ,II 'h" ,pply 
b. codes .. ..I Number 1 0 Ahlorm syst~m - outside 

I l.l YeS - How many tlmeSt --. rinllnl, ................ 

(Fill an Inc/dent Report/or each) Co 
2 DCenual alarm •••••••• , •• 

zn No 

13. (Other Ih.n Ihe incidenl(s) already mentioned,) 
1 0 Relnlorc:in, devIces. such 

.s bars on windows, ,rIlUu. 
did anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ihe owner, or ,ates. etc: ••••• , •••••• , • 

any employee by usinalorce or threatenl~, to 
harm you while on Ihese premises? _\ NUmber 4 0 Guard, WlllCNnlln .......... 

I Cl YeO - HoW many limes?- 50 Watch dOl ••••••••••••• 

(Fill 811 IncIdent Report for Bach) 60 Firearms •••••••••••• •• 

ZONo 

(Olher Ihan Ihe ineldent(s) Jusl mentioned,) durlnl 
70 Cameras •• 0' ••••• •• •• •• 

14. aDMirrors .................. Ihis period were you, Ihe owner, or any employee held up 
while deliverln, merchandise or carrylnl business money 'DLocks •••••••••• to •••• 

oulslde the business? 
A 0 Comply wllh National .. r Number 

Bankln, Act (For 

I I' ' Yes - How many times?---+- Banks only) •••••••••••• 

(Fill an IncIdent Report tOf each) • 0 Olher - Speclly .., 

2i'~1 No 

(Olher Ihan the InddenUs) Just mentioned,) did 15. cO None anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, Ihe owner, or any 
employee while deliver in, merch.ndlse or carrying Codes lor USI In lI.m 19b 
business money oulside Ihe business? 

. , Number 
LESS THAN 1 YEAK AGO IIOftE THAN I YEAft 

I : • , yes - How many limes? ----- t - January 7 - July o _ 1-2 yeArS a,o 

(Fill s., Incident Report lor each) 2 - February B _ Au,ust 

z: ' No 31 - March 9 _ September 
E _ 2-5 years a,o 

16. Is this eslabtlshmenlinsured a,ainst buraulary and,or .(I _ April A _ October F - Marc thlVl 5 

robbery by means olher than s.IHnsur.nce? !5 -May B _ November 
yea,s alO 

, r~!yes ~ - June C _ December 

'ONo J-SKIP 10 17' ZOo INTERVIEWER ~ Were there "0" incidents 
1 r:' Don', know 

b. Does Ihe insurance also cover olhO( Iypes 01 crl ... tO$ses, CHECK ITEM reported in 10-151 

such as vandalism or shopllftlnaand employee them 
o yu _Detach Incident Reports. 

enter''(J''ln /f.IM 19(1) 

I !.:.. ~ yu} SKIP 10 19a 
IJnd (2) on Plff}6 1, and 

21.1 No 
continue with Ihlm 8. 

l1a. Has Ihls esl.bllshmenl ever been insured aaainst 
o No - Enror number of Incident. 

bur&lary and:or ,obbery by means olher than ~~~1~!~Uh °n::fnc~d:~rd 
selHnsurance? ~TES 

Report. 

I t }Yes 
• L:] No - SKIP 10 18 
1 [1 Don', know - SKIP to 19a 

b. Did the insurance also covo( other types 01 crl ... tosses, 
such as vandalism or shopliltlnalnd employee the It? 
'DYes 

'0;10 

. C. Did you drop Ihe Insurlnc. or did the complny Clnc.1 
your policy? 
10 Bu.lne"man d' .... d I, , •••••• } SKIP 10 190 
z 0 Inlurance company cancelled policy 

Pe,el 

-------~---~-

I 

I 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICA TION CODES FROM ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
/NCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIOENT. 

IDENTIFICATION COOE 
a o PSU , b. Sclmonl , •• Line No. I d. Pan.r ! .. DCC 

You Slid Ihlt durinalhe 12 months blalnnlna ___ 
Ind .ndlnl ____ (reler to screening questions 
10-10 lor description at crime) • 

I. tn whll month did Ihls (did the first) Incld.nt hlppen? 
• OJan, _OA.rll 70July A 0 OCt. 
'OFeb. 'OHay • o AUI. BONo .... 
'0 Mar. 6DJune ·OSc.I. CODoc:. 

2. About whit time did It hlpp.n? 
I 0 Ou,ln, the day (6 •• m. - 6 r.m,) 

--- At nl,ht (6 p.m. - 6 •• m.) 
106 p.m. - Mldnl,ht 
3 0 Hldnl,ht - 6 a.m. 
40 Don't know what time at nl,ht 

5 0 Oon't know 

3. Where did this Incident tlke pllc.? 
I 0 At this place o( b~slnoSi 
Z 0 00 dellv8f}' # 

J 0 Enroute to banI.: 
_ 0 Olher - Speclly 

4. Were you, Ih. owner, or any employee preslnt white Ihls 
Incldenl WIS occurlna? 
'Dyes 
• 0 No -SKIP 10 10 
3 0 Don't know 

SI. Old the person holdlna you up hive I w"P~:;-,,(s.melhlna 
thlt was used IS I WOIpon, such as • t.'iill or wrench? 
IDYu 

'ONo J 
3 0 Doo't know SkiP to 6a 

b. Whit WIS Ihe welpon? 
• OG, .. 
'0 Ktllr. 
, 0 Olher - Spec/ly 

61. Ho" mlny pel$ons Wire involv.d In commlUlnalh. crime? 
lOan. - COIIlinue With 6b below 
'OTwo } 
3D Three SKIP 10 6e 
40 Four or more 
, 0 Don·, know - SKIP to 74 

b. How old would you Sly lhe person WIS? 
10 Under 12 _018-20 
• 0 r1-1< 5021 0' over .. 
'0 rS-r7 • 0 Don', know 

c, WIS the person mile or I. mile? 
'OHaie 
1,0 Female 
1 0 Oon', know 

d. WIS he (.h.) -
10 Whit.? 

} SKIP 10 7, • 0 Blick? 
, 0 Olher? - Spec/ly 
4 0 Oon" know 

'. How old would you Sly the younaesl person WIS? 
10 Und.r 12 _0IB-20 
'0 11-r~ 50 21 or ovor - SKIP to 69 
'0 15-17 • 0 Don"t know 

f. Howald would you Sly the oldest plrson WIS? 
10 Under 12 _0 18- 20 
'0 11-1~ 1021 or over 
301S-17 60 Dan', know 

I. '.r. th.y mil. or femli.? 
10Allmale II 0 Male and female 
10AII femal. eO Don', know 

h ••• r. Ih.y -
• 0 Only whUe? 
• 0 Onll btlck? 
, 0 Only olh.r? - SDOClly 
_ 0 SO •• co .• binoUon? - Spoc/ty 
5 0 Don', know 

Survey Instruments 

OMS No .. 1 R1662'A , . pprova rEI liCp reS March 31 j 1977 

"'O~M CVS.IOI U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
t7·11~nl SOCIAL "ND ECONOMIC 5TATI5TICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU OF THE CE.NSUI 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. ~n;.I,j.n' ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 
RocarJ which 'ndJ.n' (1, 2, 01 •• ) 
Is cov.r.t! IlY this page 

71. Were you, Ihe owner, or any employee Injured In Ihls 
Incldenl, seriously Inouah 10 require medical .Uention? 

I Cl Ye. - HoW mlny? to Number 

• 0 No -SKIP 10 9, 

b. How mlny ollhem sllyed in a 
hospltll overnlahl or lonaer? 

Number 

B. 01 those recelvlnc trOllment in or out 01. hospltat, did 
this business pay for ony of Ihe medical upenses nol 
covered by a reaular hOlUh benellts prolrlm? 
• 0 Yeo - How much .li1 ."s plld? S 

'ONo 
30 Don't know 

9a. Old Iny dealhs occur IS a result 01 this Incident? 
1 DYes 

• 0 No -SKIP 10 IS, 

b. Who WIS killed? C. How mlny? 
(Mark (X) alllhal applY) 

I Cl Ownef(S' , •••••••••••• , • 

2 0 Employees •••••••• , • ~ • ~ • 

30 Customers •• ~ 0- •••••• , ••• 

oil CJ Innocent bystander(s) ••••••• 

5 n OHender(s) ••••••.•••••••• 

60 Police, ••••••••• , •••••• 

70 01l1er - specllY7 

SKIP fa IS. 

10. Old the oUender enler, IU.mpt to enler, or remain In this 
esllbUshment II1eallly7 

'Oy., 
z Cl No", 
DIscontinue use 01 Incident Report. Enter at the top of 
this sheet "Out at $CaprI-Larceny,'· erase inCident 

~h::::'n~t::~re otrrn~~:"~~S 1~01;;~e1~~~, ~~S:'r:'~n1J1;J5, 
on to the next rePOr'e.1lncld'nl. It no other Incidents 
,.re reported. return to page 1 and complele Items 1{}(2) 
8, and 9 and end tho Interview. 

11. Did lhe oUender(~) aclulUy aot In or just try 10 lei i~? 
r 0 Ac:tually ,ot in 

z 0 Jus, trl".d to ,et In 

12. WIS Iher. I broken "Indow, broken lock, Ilarm, or Iny 
olher evld~nce Ihlt the .Uender(ii) lorced (fried 10 force) 
his (thelrl wly In? , 
IOYe. 
• 0 No - SKIP 10 14 

13. Whll "IS Ihl Ividence? (Mork oil Ih%pply) 

I C1 Broken lodt Of window 

}SKIP 10 rSs 
J 0 Forced door 

:sOAlarm 

- 0 Olhe' - Ip.c/ty 

14. How did Ihl oUender(s) ,el in (try to ael In)? 
' 0 Throu,h unlocked door 0, window 

20 kad. key 

, 0 Olher - Speclly 

... 0 Don't know 

N 
C 
I 
o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
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o 
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T 
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Jl:'i;;;"?;;; ~i:(/.;;' '; "c'; 
",,':' 1 INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnuod L{~;:: ,'. 

~. :"~:' -;' 151. IVIS Inylhlnl dlmlled bul nDlllken In Ihls Incldenl? FDr 
1h. Old YDU, Ihe Dwner, or eny .lIpIDYII h.r. lose Iny lime IIlmpl., I lock or window broken, d.me..., IIIOIwndlse, elc. 

from work beclull 01 Ihls Incldenll .1 NUmb., -DYes 
, 0 Y .. - HDw lI.ny people?_ • 0 No - SKIP 10 IBs 

• 0 No - SKIP 10 19. b. W .. (were) lhe dam.,ed llem(s) rep. Ired or repl.ced? 
,oVe. -SKIP 10 15<1 

b. HDII ... ny wDrk d.ys were lOSllltolelher? ·oNo 
t 0 L.ess than I dll)' 

C. How much would It cosllo IIpllr 01 rep lice Ih. dlm.us? 
• 01-5 day. (EsUIIII.) 

'06-10 day. .I Oars S OO} .. 0 Over 10 days - How manY1-----... • SKIP 10 15<> )( 1lJ Oon'l know 
50 eo,,', know 

d. How much did il cosllo r,p.1r or r.pl.c. Ih. dl"llIs? 

19.1. 'ere eny securily .. lIsurllllken .fler Ihls Incldenllo s .00 prolecllhe eslabllsh"enl from fulure Incldenls? 
v 0 No COlt - SKIP to 16a 

'DYes xODon', know 

• 0 No -SKIP 1020. e. Who paid or will ply lor Ih. repairs or repIIClII.nl? 
(llark (XlIII IIIaI8pply) 

b. Whal .. e"ures well liken? 10 Thl,\s bUSiness 
(1I1Ik (X) a/llllar apply) z. 0 Inlu.~ance 

I 0 Alarm sYltem - ouUlde ,In&tn& 30 Owner of Buildi", (landlord) 
- 0 O,h ... - Speclly z D Cennal alarm 
5 0 Don't know 

30 Relnforcln& device., &ratllS, &ale •• 
bar. on window, etc. 16 •• Old Ihe offender(s) like Iny mDney? (Elclude IIDney 

.. 0 Guard. watthman belonalnllD cuslDmers Dr SiDle personnel) 
SDWa,ch dOl ' 0 Ve. - Whll w.s Ihe 

.riJ eOFhearms IDlIi Yllue?--.. S 
'ONo 

7D<:.nern 
b. Did lhe Dffender(s) like eny .erch.ndlse, equlpmenl Dr aDMlfro,s 

supplies? (Elclude persDn.1 properly belDn,ln,lD 
'0 Lock~ cuslDmers or slore personnel.) 
A00th .. -SPOO/ly , , 0 Ve. - Whal was Ihe 

.fij IDlIi value?_ S 

z Cl No -SKIP to 17eif answer to 168 
Ls yesj otherwise SKIP to 18a 

c. HDw w.s Ihe volue delerilined? 20 •• WIS Ihls Incldenl lip Dried ID Ihe pDllc.? 
I 0 Orl&lnal COst , 0 Ve. -SKIP 1021 
2 0 Replacement COlt 

.qNo . '0 Other - Speclly 

b. Wh.1 w.s Ihe relSDn Ihls Incldenl WIS nDI repDlled 17 •• HDw mUCh, lI.ny, of Ihe slolen mo.ey .nd/Dr prDperly 10 Ihe pDllce? w.s recorered by Insur.nce? . 
(Uark (X) .lIlnalapply) 

$- .00 
j C Police aheady ,';new of the inCident 

V 0 None - Why nDI?,.. 
z 0 NOthlnl could be done -lack of proof 

1 0 Old"', report It 
.1 L 1 Old nOl think It Important enoUI" 

It z 0 Does not have Insura"cc 
4 [1 Old not warn to bother POlice 1 0 Not settled yet 

50 Did not want to takeo the Clme • 0 Policy hu a deductible 
sO Money and/Of-rnercha,.:lISCI was recovered 115 Q Old nOt want to let Involved 'x 0 Don', kl'low 

1 CJ Altaid of reprisal 
b. HDw much, II .ny, of L~o slolen mDn.y .nd/or properly 

,I 0 RepoUed t., SOmeone else WIS recovered by meens .Iher Ihl. Insurance? 
> 0 Other - SpecltY7 S .£i1 

VONone } 
X 000"°, know SKIP 10 fSa 

21. INTERVIEWER. Is this the last Incident c. By wh.I .... s w.s lhe slolen mDney .nd/or CHECK ITEII Report to be completed! prDperly IIcovered? 

o Ve. - rg),,'%r~,tg roil: 'r;(~. I o Pollee 

8, 9, and end In,e,v ew. • 0 Dth .. - Speclly o No - FIll rhe "".r Inclde;'r 
Repott. NOTES 

; 

.' , 

" 

Survey Inltrumentl 

C.M.B. No • .-1·R1662; Appro .... 1 EMpire. March 11, 19n 

:;~'~~f~~S.101 SOCIAL AND 'ECOH~~~!LA~~Si~~S t:H"'I~i TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROIlITEIl , I 
OF THE COVER SHEET ANO COIIPLETE A SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORT H 

u.s DE.PARTMENT Of' CO .... E .. CE 

INCIOENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATIOH SURVEY 

t=:~~;':~~~~~~~~~~~-r;.t~~~~~<r~~;o~C~I~T~YS~AIIP~L~E~:-~~:-----"lCI IDEHTIFIC"TIOH CODE -Id. P I r DCC I. 'ne'den' ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 

I I. co.oroJ by_ "". povo LO_'_P_S __ UJ~ __ ~ __ lm_e_n __ t~117'C'~L_ln_e:N~o~·~~~·7n.e--l·_· ____ -t~N~O.;;,;;~~R~O;CO~~~W~h~'c~h;/~n;C/~J~on~';(il~.;2,~0~'~C.~}~~~lDe 
71 Wlr. YDU Ihl ow •• r, Dr In, ellplo,ee InJul'''' In Ihll YDU Slid Ihal durln,lh. 12 mDnlhs bellnnlnl_____ • Incld.nl,'",lo .. ', enoulh 10 ,.qulre .edlclllll.nlion? H and endlnl _______ (reI., 10 .cr •• n/np quosr/ons T 

10-'5 tordescflpllon 0' crime). 10 :es _ How many? ______ -+ •. INumb'e' 
1. In wh.1 ~Dnlh did Ihls (did IhI filii) Incldenl hlP

o
Pl';;. • 0 No _ SKIP 1098 

'OJ·n. _OMrll 1o)uly AoN :' ::~:"'-='~------------l';jN;::um;;;b;:;e;;r----1 R 
• 0 Feb. • 0 Hoy • 0 AUI. • 0 , b. HDw Ift.ny ofthem &t.yed In. 
'0 Her. - 0 June > 0 Sept. cO Dec. hDlpllli onrnllhl or IDn,.r7 E 

2. ~~I~~,~~I~~: :~~ :~ ~~~'~?6 p.m.) 01 IhDri.,e .. lvln,Irlll.eniIn or oul 01 I hDSpilll, did ~ 
A, nl,h' (6 r·m. - 6 o.rn.) 8. Ihls business p.y for Iny ollhe lItdlc.lllpenses nol 
20

6 
p.m. - Hldnllh' covered b, • r.,ul.r h~.lIh b.nefils prD,rl.? R 

'0 Hldnl,h, - 6 a.m. I 0 V .. _ How .uCII- • T " 0 Don', know what time at "1,ht WIS paid? S • 
:5 0 Coo', know 

3. Whele did Ihls Incidenlilkt pIICI? 
, 0 A.t thl. place of blJllnou " 
20 On: delivery 
J 0 Enroulo to bank , ' . 
- 0 Other -Spocl/Y ____ k:" 

4. W.re YDU, Ihe Dwner, or Iny e.pI9~ft~ preslnl whlll Ihls 
Incldenl WIS DCculln,? . , 
'OV" 
20 No -SKIP 10 10 
J D Don', know 

5. Old Ihe p"rson hDldln, you up hive. wUplIn DI 101l'~~ln, 
• Ihll WII used IS • Wilpon, such IS I bDllIe or wrenc 
'ov .. 
'ONo l SKIP loBs 
J 0 Don', konod 

b. Whll WIS Ihe w .. pon? 
lOGon 
zO Knife 
, 0 O,her - Specl/y 

61. HDw m.ny P'lsons WI/I InlDlved In co •• IllI.,lhe crl •• ? 
, 0 One - Conllnue w/lh 6b ""'ow 

·oNo 
10 Oon', know 

9.1. Old eny deelh' Dccur IS • resull 01 Ihls Incldenl1 
'ov .. 
20 No -SKIP 10 15. 

b. Who WIS killed? C. HDw lIeny? 
(1I8r~ (X) .11 Ilia I apply) ~ _______ -; 

, 00",,0r(.) ............... ~ _____ -; 

20 Employ .................. ~ ______ -; 

10 Cu.tomer ••••••••••••••• ~ _______ -; 

.. 0 Innocent b)'stander(.) ••••••• ~ ______ -j 

10 Offender(.) •• , •••••••• , •• '--------1 
60 Police ••••••••••••••• i • ~ ______ -; 

10 Other - Spocl/V7 

'OT",o } SKIP 10 150 

: 8 ~~~eor mor. SKIP 10 6. 10. Old Ihe offendel enler, .\lempIID 'nler, or re •• ln In Ibis 
• 0 Don', know - SKIP ro 78 .. tabllsh.enl 1II'lllly? 

b. HDw old wDuld you lIy Ihe perlOn WII? , 0 Ve. 
'0 Undor 11 _0'8-10 'ON07-

20'2-.1-4 10
21 

or over Ol,conllnue un 01 Incident Report. Enter at the top 01 
1015-17 10 OI7'l" know Ihi. shoet "out 01 SCope-L.rceny," eran Inc',dent ,0-15 

ber change Ihe answer. 10 screening que., ons , C. 'IS Ihe plISDn mile or fe.lle? ~:ng.' numbor 01 '",,'donl. In Itom Ig(II, pogo I, and go 

, 0 Male on to lhe nexi r.pott.cllnCldon~ II no 1~~:r,t:~d1~}~) 
2 0 Femate =~'.:r:=:t !~r;~(:~:':f:,~w~ CQmP 1 0 Oon', know 

d. 'IS he (she) - 11. Old IhI oU.nder(s) Iclu.lly ,elln Of Jusllry tD ,el1n? 
, 0 While? } , 0 Ac,ualiy '0' In 
• 0 BI.ck? SKIP 10 78 20 JUst trl.d '0 ,0' In lO Olh.r? - Speclly ___ _ 

0
00 • kno IZ W .. Ihlr. I brDken wlndDw, blDken IDCk, 11".1 or lay :'=:.::"::':.:::"'=-__ -:7 ___ ::::-==:-:;:;----1 . olhlr n"enc.lhilih. offe".,(I) lorced (trleelo IDlce) e. HDw old would ,DU lIy lhe ,Dunltsl Plrlon w .. ? his (Ihelr) ",y In? 

I 0 Under 11 _ 0 18-10 
2011-14 • 0 210' over -SKIP 106g 'Ov .. 
'015-17 -0 Don', know • 0 No -SKIP 10 I. 

I. HDw IIId would you IIY Ih. oldesl person wll7 13. Wh.1 WII lilt IV ","ce? (110m ollillal 'pply) 10 Und~r 11 _ 0 IB-10 

J: 0 12-1-4 10 21 
Of O"'.f 1 0 BtokWl lock 0' wlndow } 

• 0 15-17 - 0 Don" kno'" • 0 Forcod door SKIP 10 1511 
I· WIlt IhI, •• Ie 01 le •• le? • 0 AIOIrn 

, 0 All mal. , 0 Hal. end lemalo _ 0 Other _ Sp«:/fy 
2 0 Alt f.male .. 0 Oon', know 

h. Were Ihey - 14. How ~Id Ihi 01"".,(1) 11111 (try 10 III Ill? 
10 Onl, white? 10 Tlvoulh unlockod door or Window ... 
z 0 Only bl.ck? z 0 Hod • key _ 'i-' 

• z 0 Only olh.,? - Speclly ------------- • 0 Dtho: _ Spec"y _ 0 So.e co.bln~IIQn? - Spoclly ___________ _ 

10 Don'" know .. 0 Don', ,knoW 

p.,.s 

r 
J, 
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15 •• W., .n,lhlnl d'.'I.d bul 
.. u.pl., • lock or window 
lOY.' 
20 No - SKIP 10 16a 

b. '11 (W.II) Ihe d.m •• td It.a(s) rep.lrtd or repl.ced? 
'OY •• -SKIP 10 15<1 
20No 

c. How much would It cosllo IIp.1r or repl.eolht dam"es? 
(EsUII.I.) 

v 0 No COIC - SKIP to 1&1 
x 0 Don', know 

•• Who paid or 
(AIOrk (X) all that .pply) 
10 Thll business 
2 0 Insurance: 
J 0 Owner of Bulldln, (landior.tJ) 

to 151 

Olh .. - Speclly ________ _ 

Dco't know 

161. Did Ihe offender(s) I.ke any lIone,? (Exclude lIoney 
b,IOIIllnllo cuslomers Ot II00e pllsonn,1) 

lOY" - 'hlt WIS Ih' II!:'! 10111 Vllu.?_ S ._ 
20No 

an, .. ttchandlst •• qulp.eol or 
penon.1 propttt, hl~~llnllo 

or Ilor. personn.'.) . 
I 0 Yes - Whil WII Ihe C1'J 

10t.1 Vllu.? __ S . <.,... 
20 No - SKIP 10 174 II answer 10 168 

fa yes; otherwise SKIP to 1Sa 

c. How wlilh. Vllu. delermlned? 
I 0 Orl&lnol eOlt 

20 l\e9lacement COlt 

1 Other - S/»c/fy 

17 •• How much, iI.n" 0' Ihl Ilol.n money Inol/ot propert, 
WII recov.red b, 'nsur.ncI? 

S •• 

v 0 Non. - Wh, .olt~ 
I 0 Didn't report h 
20 Does not h .... e Insurance 
lO Not .enled yet 
" 0 Policy h ... deductible 

10 Money 811.d/Ot merchandise was recovered 
X 0 Oon', know 

b. How much, If Iny, 0' Ihl stolen IIOnlY .nd/or pr."erl, 
wlillcovered by .... tl olher Ihln Insullnce? 

S •• 

to 1Sa 

Iiolen 1I0nl, In~/or 

1 o Pollee 
20 Oth_ -Specify ___________ _ 

CV' 101 (7.11.111 

20 No -SKIP 10 19a 

b. How .. any."ork dlYI were 1011.1l011Ihtt? 

I 0 Less than I day 

201-5 day. 

'06-(0 day. 

a 0 eve' 10 days - How mlny? -~-'-------l 
5 0 Oon't know 

191. W.re any securlly m .. surll liken Ifler Ihll Incident 10 
prol.cllhe tlllbll,h •• nl frOID lulure 'ncld.nls? 

'DYes 
20 No -SKIP to 20. 

b. Whll mellurls wert liken? 
(Mark (X) all that apply) 

, 0 Alarm .YI~em - outside ,ln,lnl 

.2 0 Central alarm 

J 0 Relnforc:lnl devlco •• ,rates, ,ales, 
b3r1 on window, elc.. 

4 0 Guard, watchman 

15 0 Watch dOl 

6 0 F1r~r.~ml 

70Cameru 

aOHlnols 

to Locks 

A 0 Othe, - Speclty 71 

2nt. WU Ihls Incldenl reporled 10 the pollcl? 

1 t:J Yes - SKIP 1021 

20No 

b. Whll WIS the rllson Ihll Incldlnlw .. nolreporled 
10 Ihe police? 
(Mark (X) all that apply) 

1 0 Police alreadr knew of th Incld~i 
.z 0 NOthfnc could be dono -lade of proof 

1 0 Old not think It Important cnouch 

40 Old not ~want to bother police 

15 0 Old not want to take the time 

6 0 Old not want to aet Involved 

1 0 Afraid of reprisal 

~ 0 Reponed to someone else 

• 0 0 .... ' - SpecllY7 

INTERVIEWER ~ Is this the laS! Inciden. 
CHECK ITEI! , Report.o be comple.ed? 

DYes - ~:/nU;~l: t::~ ',;/1. 
B. 9, and end In,erv{flw. 

o No - Fill tho nur IncldOM 
Report. 

---. _ .. _-,.<------

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICA 1.IDN COOES FROlllTEllt 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH IIiCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU I b. S.,,,,,,n' I c. Lin. No. I d. Pan.1 r OCC 

Vou Slid Ihil durlnllhll2 monlhs blllnnlnl ___ 
Ind endlnl_· ___ (rolor '0 screening quosllom 
10-15 lor doscrlptlon of crime). 

1. In whll monlh did Ihls (did the Ihll) Incldlnl hlppon? 
I o Jan. aOAo,1I 70JUry A DOe'. 
'OF.b. oOMay oOllu,. e o Nav. 

'OMa'. aDJune ·0S.01. cOoac. 

2. AbDUl WhIIUM' did II hlppln? 
I 0 Oorln, the da)' (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nr&ht (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
z 0 6 p.m, - Mldnl,ht 
10 Mldnllht - 6 a.m. 
.. 0 Don't knaw Ywhet time at nl,hl 

s D Ooo't knaw 

3. Where did thll Incidenlilke pllce? 
1 0 At thl. placa af bulirtliSi 
2 0 On delivery 
1 0 Enroute to bank 
aDO .... , - Specl/y 

4. W.re 'ou, lhe OWllr, or an, e.plo,,, prellnl whil. Ihll 
Incld.nl WII occurlnl? 
10Yes 
20 No -SKIP to 10. 
, 0 Dan't know 

51. Old Ihl person holdlnl you up hlVI I wupon ollomllhlnl 
IhallllS Ulld II. wupon, such II I bolli. or wrenchl 
lOY" 
20No J-
, 0 Dan" know SKIP '0 6a 

b. Whll WIS Ihl Wupo.? 
10GJn 
'0 Knll. 
, 0 Olh., - Specify 

51. HOIl min, persons WI .. Involved In co •• UUollhl crl"l? 
I 0 On. - Conrlnuo with 60 N/ow 
20Two } 
, 0 Th,.. SKIP tei 6. 
" 0 Four or me,. 
• 0 000'1 know - SKIP to 7a 

b. How old would 'OU II, Ihe pelion WII? 
I o Under 11' aD '8-20 
2012-r4 1021 Of over 

'0 15- 17 10 Ooo't knoW' 

c. WIS thl person mile or '"IIIII? 
10Mo'e 
20 Female 
J 0 Dorl't knew 

d. Wn he (she) -
10 WhU.? 

} SKrp to 7a '0 Blick? 
, 0 Olher? - Sp<>cl/y 

" 0 Oort', know 

e. How old would 'OU lIy lhe ,ounlill perlon Will 
10 Unde, 11 '0 18- 20 
'012-14 50 II or 0 .... ' - SKIP '0 tJg 

'0 15- 17 10 D~'t know 

,I, How old would 'OU IIY thl oldesl perl on wnl 
10 Und., 12 ,aD 18-10 
'0 11- 14 lOll crave, 
'015-17 10 Don't know 

I. Will the, .11. or II.II.? 
'OAII,,!al •• J CJ'Mal. and femal. 
z o ... n famal. .0 Don't know 

h. Wlrl Ihl, -
I DOni, whUI? 
, 0 On I, ~)IC.~? 

• '0 011- ,.\;~y, - Spoclly 
aD C" .. :.bll.lIn? - SpIcily. 

lGe ~. -;: I. I~"'f 

---..:. --.-. .; 

Survey Inltrumenll 

.. 
Jl'oIltMCVS.l01 u.s, DEPARTMENT OF CO .... ERCE 
l7.11·U. SOCIAL AND ECONONIC STATISTICS ADMIN • 

• U .. IEAU Of' THE CENIUI 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

f. Ineld.nl I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. Rocord which Inc/don' II, 2, .tc.) 

I. covorN by tltl. povo 

?I. '"e 'OU, Ihl owner, or In, emplo, .. Inlulld In thll 
I.cld.nl, IIrlously enoulh 10 requlrl .Idleal Ill •• tlon? 

I 0 yes - How .... '? , Numbe.r 

20 No -SKIP ro ga 

b. HOIl .... y 0' the. sta,ld In I 
hospllil oVllnl,hl or lonlll? 

Number 

., 

B. 0' Ihou re .. Moalr .. l.lnl In or oul 0' I hOlpllll, did 
thll buslnnl pa, lor In, 0' the .ediealllplnlli nol 
covered b, • ItlullI hullh bellflll prol".? 
I Dye.:" How .uch 

1111 ,lid? S. •• 'ONo 
10 Oan't knaw 

91. Did .n, dOllhl occur II. rllull 0' thll Incldanl? 
'OY •• 
20 Nn - SKIP ro 161 

b. 'ho WII killed? C. HOIl .Inyl 
(Mark (X) all that apply) 

• 0 Owner(l) •••••••••••• " •• 

20 Employee ••••••••••••••• 

, 0 CUI torner. • ••••••••••••• 

" 0 Innocent bYI,ander(l) ••••••• 

sO Offendaria) •••••••••••••• 

10 Police •••••••• ~,. ••••••• 

70 Oth .. - Specl/Y" 

SKIP 10 150 

10 • Did lhe ollendlllnlll,llleMpllo Inlll, or .. M.ln 1.lhll 
IIllbllshmlnllllollll,? 

lOVe. 

20 No jl 
D/scontlnuo use 01 Incident Repott. Ent.r at the top of 
this sheet .. ou, of Scop&-LlJrcenr,'* erau Incld.nt 

~~=~'nc,:"ag:; otpr":7:::r~:r I~o,::,;~n, C:='r:':n'!;J5, 
on to the nut reported Incldenl., If no othtr Incld.nt. 
8rt reported, re'urn to pape 1 and compl.ta Items tp(2) 
B. lind 9 and find 'hi Int8rvl.w. 

11. Did Ihe ollendll(l) IclullI, III In OIlulllry 10 1IIId 
I 0 Actually lat In 

z 0 JUu trlod (0 ,et tn 

12. WIS Ihlr. I broken window, brokl. lock, aillM or •• , 
olhtt evldlnce Ihlt Ih' ollnder(s) '"cld (lrl;J to loreo) 
his (lh.lr) WI, In? 

lOY" 
20 No -SKrp to r4 

13. Whll WII til' evld,.cl? (IIItrk III that apply) 

t 0 Braken lock Of windaw 

}SKIP to 161 
J 0 Forced door 

'OAlarm 
a 0 Other - Spoclly 

14. How did tilt 011 ... 11(1) ,.11. (lr, 10 11(11)1 
t 0 Thtou~ unlocked door or ...,Indaw 

20Hadakey 
, 0 Other - Spoclly 

" 0 Don't knew 

P ... 7 

, 
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~1~~:~:c.:;f:::~'?~:.:~Z":tf:;,;:c>;i~f1IH'cIDEHT REPORT - Contlnuod f: .c· '.: .; .: .. ~-.. 
15 •• Was Inylhlnl dlmllad bul nol tlken In this Incident? For 18 •• Old you,the owner, or Iny employee here lose any time 

lumple, I lock or window broken, dl~1I'i .. chondl .. , etc. from work beCluse 01 this Incident? .1 Numbe, 
'DYes I 0 Ye. - How mlny people?_ 
• 0 No -SKIP 10 16. '0 No -SKIP 10 19, 

b. WIS (wer~) Ihe dlmlled Ilem(s) replired or repleced? 
I DYe. -SKIP 10 15<1 b. How m~ny work dlYs were tost Iliolether? 
,0No I 0 Less than 1 day 

c. How much would It cost to IIpllr or rep lice Ihe dlmallS? 201-5 days 
(Estimlte) 

• lIl}SKIP 10 150 

30 6- 10 days ..I Days 

S .0 Over 10 days - How many? ~ 
x 0 Don't know , 0 Oon't know 

d. How much did II cost to rep~lr or repllce the damlles? 19a. Were any securlly musures taken aUer this Incident to 
S .rE protect the establishment from luIure Incidents? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP to 1Sa I Dyes 

x 0 Don', know • 0 No - SKIP 10 20. 

e. Who paid or will pay '01 tbe repairs oNeplacement? 
(l/8fk (X) ,II lhal epp/y) b. What measulls were taken? 
1 0 This business (Io/ark (X) alllhal.ppiy) 

z 0 Insurance t 0 Alarm system - outside rlnlln& 
l 0 O:wner of Bulldln, (landlord) 

Z 0 Central alarm 
• 0 O,he< - Specl/y 
5 0 Don't know 1 0 ReinfOfCln& dcvh:as. ,rDotes, latest 

ban on window, etc. 

161. Old the ollender(s) take any money? (Exclude money .0 Guard. watchman 
belonclnl to customers 01 stOle personnel) 50 Watch dor. 
I 0 Ye. - Whll WIS the . Ii] 60 FireArms 

,0No 
~olll Vllue?_ S 

70 Cameras 

b. Old the oUlndll(s) !!Ike Iny merchandise, equlpmenl 01 aOMlrrors 

supplies? (Exclude personal property belonllnl to '0 Loc:ks 
cuslome~ or stOll personnel.) A 0 Other -Speclly-, 
I 0 Ye. - Whit wu the .00 totll Vllu.? ---+- S 
ZONa SKIP 10 17a lIanswQI to 168 

Is yesi otherwise SKIP to tBa 
201. WI. this Incidenillported to the police? 

c. Ho. WIS the volue detelmlned? 
10 Ye. -SKIP 1021 

1 0 Orl,lnal COSt 

2 0 Replacement cost 'oNo 
lo Other - Spaclly b. Whit WIS tile relson this Incident WIS nol repolted 

171. How mUCh, IIlny, ollh. stolen money and/or property to the police? 
WIS IIcovered by Insulance? (Io/ark (X) alllhal apply) 

$ •• " 0 Police alread}" knew of the Incident 

V 0 None - Why not? 7l t..0 Nothln' could be done -lack or proof 

, 0 Oldn", report It lD Did "ot think It Important, Cnou&h 

2 0 Does no~ have Insurance .0 Old not want to bother police. 
10 Not settled yet 

.5 0 Old not want to take 111e time 
.• :G ~ollcy has a deductible 

.5 0 Money and/or merchandise was recovered to 0 Old not want to let Involved 

X 0 Oon"' know 70 Ahald of reprisal 

b. Ho. lIuch, lIony, of Ule stolen .oney Ind/or property a 0 Reported to someone else 
WIS Itcovlled by "'elns other than Insuronce? 

• 0 Othe' - SpecIlY7/ 
, . 

.1Il 
--. 

$ , , 
-

voNone } 
21. INTERVIEW·ER·~ Is this the IBst Incident x 0 Don't know SKIP to 78a 

c. By whit ... ns was the stolen 1I0ney andlol CHECK ITEM Report to be completed! 

propelly recovlled? DYes - ~~u:re,': Jt:~ rr;(W, 
10 Pollee 8, 9, and end InterView. 

• 0 Other - Speclly 
ON. - Fllllhe no.,lnelden, 

Reporl. 

NOTES 

"0,,,. evs 101 11 II 71, Pale B 

-~------~- --~ 

ii 

t 

j 

APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical Information 

and standard error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, survey results contained in this publica­
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
Houston, including those living in certain types 
of group quarters, such 'as dormitories, room­
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Non­
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did 
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly, 
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces 
personnel living in military barracks, and institu­
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility 
inmates, were not under consideration. With these 
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in 
units designated for the sample were eligible to 
be interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit 
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was 
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible 
members of the household during the initial visit, 
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter. 
The only exemptions to the requirymel1t for personal 
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci­
tated persons, and individuals wllo were absent from 
the household during the'entire fieJd interview 
period; for these persons, interviewers were required 
to obtain proxy responses froIll: a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household. (~!Jrveyrecords were 
processed and weighted, yielding result~" representa­
tive hoth of the city's popUlation as a :iwhole and 
of Sf is within society. Because they ate based on 
a sample survey rather than a completfl enumeration, 
the results are estimates. . i_! 

Sample design and size I' 
.~.:,-\\ 

The basic frame from which-'the sample was 
drawn for the National Crime Survey household 
survey in Houston was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

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

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

A total of 12,366 housing units in Hous­
ton was designated for the sample. Of these, 
2,194 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 261 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 
9,911 housing units, and the rate of participation 
among units qualified for interviewing was 97.4 
percent. Participating units were occupied by a 
total of 21,629 persons age 12 and over, or an 
average :of 2.18 residents of the relevant ages per 
unit. Interviews were conducted with 21,320 of 
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 98.6 
percent amorlg eligible residents. 
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Estimation procedure 

Data records generated by survey interviews 
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights­
one for crimes against persons and another for 
crimes against households. For interviews conducted 
at housing units selected from the Census housing 
inventory, the following elements determined the 
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the 
selected unit's probability of being included in the 
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub­
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances 
where the inter~iewer discovered many more units 
at the sample address than had been listed in the 
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter­
vie~ adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes 
agamst persons, to account for situations where at 
least one but not all eligible persons in a household 
were interviewed; (4) a household noninter'liew 
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 
~stimate faclor for bringing estimates developed 
from the sample of 1970 housing units into 
adjustment with the complete Census count of 
such units. 

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

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

personal crime was reported in the household survey 
as having occurred simultaneously with a com­
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that 
the incident was represented in the commercial 
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an 
incident of personal crime. However, the details of 
the outcome of the event as they related to the 
victimized individual would be reflected in the house­
hold survey results. 

. For ~lOusehold crimes, the final weight con­
sisted of all steps described above except the third. 
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents 
ar~ . synonymous, since each distinctly separate 
cnmmal 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, 
the~e was .no adj~stment for bringing the survey­
denved estimates mto 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 th~ 
relevant popUlation. These estimates indicate that 
an undercoverage amounting to about 12.8 percent 
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974 
survey of Houston households. As a result, 
popUlation figures that serve as bases for rates of 
victimization for crimes against persons understated 
the size of the popUlation, and victimization and 
incident counts for crimes against persons also were 
~oo low. In o:der t.o bring estimates in this report 
l~tO accord With thiS post-Census estimate, popula­
lion control figures and levels of victimizations and 
incidents for crimes against persons should be in­
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of 
1.127689. However, all relative figures-namely 
personal. victimization rates and other data on per­
sonal cnmes expressed in percentages-appearing 
~n the data. tables remain unaffected by the applica­
tIOn of an mdependent popUlation estimate as the 
adjustment factor is applicable to both the ~umera­
tors and denominators used in computing such 
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli­
cable to data on household crimes. 

Reliability of estimates 
As previously noted, statistical data contained 

in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions 
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates 
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the 
sample employed in conducting the survey was only 
one of a large number of possible samples of equal 
size that could have been used applying the same 
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates 
derived from different samples may vary somewhat; 
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a 
complete census had been taken using the same 
schedules, instructions, and interviewers. 

The standard error of a survey estimate is a 
measure of the variation among estimates from all 
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the 
precision with which the estimate from a particular 
sample approximates the average result of all pos­
sible samples. The estimate and its associated 
standard error may be used to construct a confidence 
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed 
probability that it would include the average result 
of all possible samples. The average value of all 
possible samples mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed interval. The chances are about 
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ 
from the average result of all possible samples by 
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances 
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be 
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out 
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the 
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it 
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The 
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range 
of values given by the estimate minus the standard 
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete 
census would fall within that ran be. Likewise, the 
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti­
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard 
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons 
and households are presented at the end of this 
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use. 

In addition ·to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called non­
sampling error. Major sources of such error are 
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc­
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of 
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from 
police files, indicates that assault is the least well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the National 
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from 
the observed tendency of victims not to report 
crimes committed by offenders known to them, 
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is 
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes 
that contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or 
are not considered worth mentioning to a surv~y 
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems 
may result in a substantial understatement of the 
"true" rate of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to 
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop­
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month 
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier 
-or, in a few instances, those that happened after 
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample 
of the National Crime Survey program, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure 
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and 
the magnitUde of telescoping has not been de­
termined. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi­
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
all persons residing in the household than when 
each household member is interviewed indi'Vidually. 
Therefore, the self-respons~ procedure was adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to the rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result from 
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis­
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would also occur in a complete census. 
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser .. 
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro­
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at 
the clerical and computer processing stages, were 
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low 
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard 
errors partially measure only those nonsampling 
errors arising fl'Om random response and inter­
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac­
count any systematic biases in the data. 

Concerning the reliabjlity 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 400. 

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 In 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 l.:leasuring sampling variability, assume that a 
data table in this report shows there were 8,000 
personal robbery incidents in Houston. Linear 
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix 
yields a standards error of about 600 for the esti­
mated 8,000 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 
600, i.e., the 68 percent co.nfidence interval associ­
ated with that level of incidents would be from 
7,400 to 8,600. 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 (1,200); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
then would be from 6,800 to 9,200. 

Assume further that, for a Houston popula­
tion subgroup numbering 150,000, the recorded 
personal victimization rate was 45 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola­
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard 
error of about 3.9. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 45 would be 
within 3.9 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 
percent confidence interval associated with the 
estimate would be from 41.1 to 48.9. And, the 
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate 
would be within roughly 7.8 of a complete enumera­
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would 
be about 37.2 to 52.8. 

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard 
error of the difference between the two figures is 
approximately equal to the square root of the sum 
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate 
considered separately. This formula represents the 
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ­
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If, 
however, there is a high positive correlation, the 
formula will overestimate the true standard error of 
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre­
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 

J 

Household Survey 

Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated n~~be.r o~ personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household Victimizations, 

Size of estimate 

50 
100 
250 
500 

1,000 
2,500 
5,000 

10,000 
25,000 
50,000 

100,000 

by size of estimate 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Incidents 

45 
64 

101 
143 
203 
325 
468 
688 

1,198 
1,929 
3,291 

Personal 
Victimizations 

49 
69 

109 
155 
220 
352 
507 
744 

1,295 
2,081 
3,547 

Household incidents 

53 
75 

119 
168 
237 
376 
533 
758 

1,219 
1,771 
2,633 
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Estimated rate 
per 1,000 persons 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or 997.5 
5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

.Estimated rate per 
1,000 households 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or 997.5 
5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

, 
I 

i 
I 

0 

I 

. 
j 
l \\ 

\ "" L-"-" 

T [) 

Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Base of rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 lOC,ooo 250,000 500,000 

15.4 9.S 6.9 4.9 3.1 2.2 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
lS.9 11.9 S.4 6.0 3·S 2.7 1.9 1.2 O.S 0.6 0.4 0.3 
21.S 13.S 9.S 6.9 4.4 3.1 2.2 1.4 1.0 0.7 0.4 0.3 
34.4 21.S 15.4 10.9 6.9 4.9 3.4 2.2 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 
48.'! 30.S 21.S 15.4 9.7 6.9 4.9 3.1 2.2 1.5 1.0 0.7 
59.6 37.6 26.6 lS.S 11.9 S.4 6.0 3.S 2.7 1.9 1.2 O.S 
68.6 103.4 30.7 21.7 13.7 9.7 6.9 4.3 3.1 2.2 1.4 1.0 

107.7 68.1 48.2 34.1 21.5 15.2 10.S 6.S 4.S 3.4 2.2 1.5 
150.4 95.1 67.2 47.5 30.1 21.3 15.0 9.5 6.7 4.S 3.0 2.1 
207.0 130.9 92.6 65.4 41.4 29.3 20.7 13.1 9.3 6.5 4.1 3.0 
29S.7 188.9 133.6 94.5 59.7 42.2 29.9 lS.9 13.4 9.4 6.0 4.2 
344.9 21S.2 154.3 109.1 69.0 48.S 34.5 21.S 15.4 10.9 6.9 4.9 

Table III. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Base of rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 

16.S 10.6 7.5 5.3 3.4 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
20.5 13.0 9.2 6.5 4.1 2.9 2.1 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 
23.7 15.0 10.6 ?5 4.7 3.4 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 
37.4 23.7 16.7 11.S 7.5 5.3 3.7 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.7 0.5 
52.9 33.4 23.6 16.7 10.6 7.5 5.3 3.3 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.7 
64.7 41·0 2S.9 20.4 ;,2.9 9.1 6.5 4.1 2.9 2.0 1.3 0.9 
74. 6 47.2 33.4 23.6 14.9 10.5 7.5 4.7 3.3 2.4 1.5 1.1 

117.0 74.0 52.3 " :37.0 23.4 16.5 11.7 7.4 5.2 3.7 2.3 1.7 
163S 10.3.3 73.1 51.7 32.7 23.1 16.3 10.3 7.3 5.2 3.3 2.3 
224.S 142.2100.6 71.1 45.0 31.S 22.5 14.2 10.0 7.1 4.5 3.2 
324.5 205.3 145.1 102.6 64.9 45.9 32.5 20.5 14.5 10.3 6.5 4.6 
374.7 237.0167.6 l1S.5 74.9 53.0 37·5 23.7 16.S 11.9 7.5 5.3 

.,: -
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1,000,000 

0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
1.1 
1.5 
2.1 
3.0 
3.4 

1,000,000 

0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.4 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
1.2 
1.6 
2.2 
3.2 
3.7 
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APPENDIX III 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 
Technical information 

and relath(e 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 Fedenil, State, and 
local government operating within th0 city limits 
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities, 
however, government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems were within the scope of the 
survey, these having been the only exceptions to 
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ­
izations other than businesses have accounted for a 
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data 
were personally gathered by interviewers from the 
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi­
nesses and other participating organizations. Be­
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than 
complete enumerations, all results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
For the purposes of sample selection, Hous­

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

A total of 2,820 commercial establishments (in­
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 594 were 
found to be out of business at the time of the field 

interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At 
45 other establishments it was impossible to con­
duct interviews because the operator could not be 
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was 
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were 
taken in 2,181 establishments, and the overall rate of 
response among those qualified to participate was 
98.0 percent. 

Estimation procedure 
Data records produced by the survey interviews 

were assigned final weights, applied to each usable 
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide 
estimates of victimization data. The final weight 
was the product of the following elements: (1) a 
basic weight, reflecting each selected estal?!ishment's 
probability of being in the sample; (2) ',an adjust­
ment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account 
for establishments which were in operation during 
only part of the survey reference period. 

The n('minterview adjustment was equal to the 
total numlber of data records required for each 
particular kind of business divided by the number 
of usable I;ecords actually collected. The factor to 
account fo~ establishments that were not in operation 
during the ,entire 12-month time fram;-, was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses I~nd not the complete inventory of those 
es~ablishme11ts. 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 numper of usable records, the result being 
applied to tbe record of each part-year operator. 
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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, the average 
of a number of different samples would be expected 
to be in near agreement with the results of a com­
plete enumeration using the same data collection 
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the 
results obtained by averaging data from a number 
of subsamples of the whole sample would be 
expected to give an order of magnitude of the 
variance between any single subs ample and the 
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as 
the random group method, was used for calculating 
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for 
estimates generated by the survey. Because the 
relative errors are the products of calculations in­
volving estimates derived through sampling, each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes 
against' businesses are subject to 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 record keeping and of reporting to the 
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of 
the survey on two of the more serious crimes, 
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample 
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro­
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

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

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

----- ----------

reliable. Such estImates are qualified in footnotes 
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered 
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics 
011 commercial crimes was 150. 

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

Relative error tables 
and calculations 

In order to measure sampling variability asso­
ciated with selected results of the commercial survey, 
relative errors are presented on two tables in this 
appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those 
developed in connection with the household survey, 
were not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual 
calculations of 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 estim~ted 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 thf' average results of 
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi­
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 ~hat any 
given survey result would differ from results that 
would be obtained from a complete enumeration 
using the same procedures by less than the relative 
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval 
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of 
100 that the estimated value would differ from the 
results of a complete count by less than twice the 
relative error. 

To illustrate the computation and significance of 
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the 
extent of sampling variability surrounding the 
19,000 commercial burglaries estimated to have 

0; 
! 

occurred in Houston. Referring to Table IV, it 
is found that the relative error associated with the 
unrounded form of that figure (18,953) is 18.9 per­
cent. Multiplying 18,953 by .189 yields 3,582.1 

Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the 
estimated number of incidents would be 15,371 to 
22,535. If similar confidence intervals were con­
structed for all possible samples of the same size, 

I The calculated figure (3,582) is the standard error of 
the estimated 18,953 burglaries (shown as 19,000 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 enomera­
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 11,789 to 26,117, 
would contain the total that would have been ob­
tained from a complete tally. 
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Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations, 
by characteristics of establishments 31'1d type of crime 

Type or crime 

B.u'glary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(68 chances out or 100) 

Estimated number or incidents 

18,953 
14,221 
4,732 

5,135 
3,545 
1,590 

Relative error 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chances out or 100) 

Burgl!!!): Robbe!:i: 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind or establishment 
All establishments 518 19.7%. 140 2305% 
Retail 939 12.~ 339 20.1~ 
Wholesele 390 36.9% SO 38.5~ 
Service 385 23.2% 64 27.CJ!, 

Gross annuel receipts 
Less than $10,000 646 907%. 75 2307% 
$10,000-$24,999 444 22.2% 244 ,-, 26.£iI, 
$25,000-$49,999 519 33.1~ 206 . 50.£iI, 
$50,000-$99,999 414 2M%. 126 ',' 55.~ 
$100,000-$499,999 601 34.7f, 243 34.5%. 
$500 ,000-$999,999 640 18.9%. 168'- 42.0%. 
$1,000,000 or more 416 31.9% 57 3M%. 
No sales 285 27.3% 57 4405'1> 
Not available 150 * 1148 82.6% 

*Relative error greater than 100 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically reliable. 
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APPENDIX IV 
TECHNICAL NOTES 

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

General 
Throughout this report, victimizations are the 

basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of business. For crimes 
against persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza­
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims and one or more offenders. 
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic­
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes 
were simultaneously committed against more than 
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a commercial 
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each per~onal victi­
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was 
determined whether otherI' were victimized at the 
same time and place and whether the offense hap­
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad­
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix 
II) protected against the double counting of inci­
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted 
during the course of a store holdup, the event would 
have been classified as a single commercial rob­
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households and businesses, 
there is no distinction between victimizations and 
inci~~nts, as each criminal act against targets of 

either type were assumed to have involved a single 
victim, the affected household or business. In fact, 
the terms "victimization" and "incident" can be 
used interchangeably in analyzing data 011 household 
and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci­
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse­
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin­
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work, 
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and, 
reporting '. to police. On the other hand, incident 
data are more adequate for the examination of the 
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per­
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time 
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as 
the use of weapons and number of victims and of­
fenders, are .. based on incidents. In the hypothetical 
case given above, therefore, the rate data 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 commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of 
persons, households, or businesses under considera­
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based 
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over, 
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu­
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes 
are regarded as being directed against the household 
as a unit rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of 
the fraction consists of the number of households in 
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two 
crimes against commercial establishments are re­
lated to the number of businesses being examined. 

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

Reporting to the police 
The police may have learned about criminal 

victimizations directly from the victim or from some­
one else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they were on (or happened 
upon) 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 reawn, if any, for not reporting the 
crime. 

Time and place of occurrence 
For each of the measured crimes against 

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

Regarding data from the household survey, 
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds 
of sites, two of which cover the respondent's home 
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not 
involving contact between victim and offender, the 
classification of crimes is determined on the basis 
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most household burglaries happen at principal 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 de.livery persofiTIf.1 
away from the establishment. 

For personal and household crimes, and in addi­
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data 
are presented on the "geographical area" of oc­
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses 
that happened within the city of residence; inside 
another Gentral city; and elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan phices). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances: (l) 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 offenders 
As noted previously, the number of individuals 

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

Two tables, also based on incidents, display 
data on the number of offenders involved in per­
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders took part 
in the incident, no further questions were asked 
about offender characteristics, and the crime was 
classified as having involved strangers. The terms 
"stranger" and "nonstranger" are defined in the 
Glossary. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offenders only and others cover both victims 
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age 
and race. As with most information developed 
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex­
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in­
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If 
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or 
a set of them) more than others, bias would have 
been introduced into the findings, and no method 
has been developed for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 

Technical Notes 101 

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

Weapons use by offenders 

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

In addition to firearms and knives, the data 
tables distinguish "other" weapo~s 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 
vio!ence 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-protectlCiln 
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; 
fieeing 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 measur('s, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime, no determination having been 
made of the single most important measure. 

Victim injury and economic loss 

Information was gathered concerning the in­
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three 
personal crimes of violence. However, during the 
preparation of this report, the requisite data were 
not available for calculating the proportion of rape 
victimizations in which victims were injured. There­
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which 
victims were harmed is co~fined to personal robbery 
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of 
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary, 
under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished data on 
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re­
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based 
solely on information from victims who knew with 
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also 
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By 
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of 
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat 
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the 
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in­
formation relating to hospitalization and medical 

costs were available on that crime; these results are 
reflected in the appropriate data tables. 

With respect to economic losses incurred by 
persons, households, and commercial establishments, 
the data tables make distinctions between crimes 
resulting in "theft and/or damage loss" and "theft 
loss" only. Table titles specify the applicable category 
of loss. The term "theft loss" refers to stolen cash, 
property, or both, whereas "damage" pertains to 
property only. Items categorized as having "no mone­
tary value" could include losses of trivial, truly 
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable 
sentimental importance. References to losses "re­
covered" apply to compensation received by victims 
for theft losses, as well as to re!!ltoration of stolen 
property or cash, although no distinction is made 
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa­
tion on economic losses relates solely to property 
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas­
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to 
measure attempted pocket picking; by definition, 
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of 
theft loss, and there may have been some cases with 
property damage. 

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur­
veys determined whether persons lost time from work 
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time 
involved. With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, the survey did not record the identity of 
the household member (or members) who lost work 
time, although it may be assumed that, for most 
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who 
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob­
bery, data on loss of time from work was appiicable 
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities 
concerned. 

GLOSSARY 

Age-The appropriate age category is determined 
by each respolldent'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 lncome of the 
household head and all other related persons 
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12 
months preceding the interview and includes 
wages, salaries, net income from business or 
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any 
other form of monetary income. The income of 
persons unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag­
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which 
are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi­
ness establishments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi­
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern­
ing entities covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is the indi­
vidual so regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem­
porarily abr.e.t,lt, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have no usual 
place of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny of a resi­
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com­
pleted and attempted acts. 

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

Incident-A specific criminal act involving one or 
more victims and offenders. In situations where 
a personal crime occurred during the course of a 
commercial burglary or robbery, it was 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 b~1 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 fOI;ce. 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 non stranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The, perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail­
ing contact between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre­
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas­
ure is a victimization or an incident. 

Personal crimes--Rape, robbery of persons, assault, 
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny 
without contact. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or attempted theft 
of property or cash, either with contact (but 
without force or threat of force) or without direct 
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made between personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with­
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, 
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person 
of the victim, but without force or the threat of 
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching. 

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

Physical injury-The term is applicable to each of 
the three personal crimes of violence, although 
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic­
tim injury were not available during the prepara­
tion of this report. For personal robbery and 
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is 
made between injuries from "serious assault" 
and "ininor assault." Examples of injuries from 
serious assault include broken bones, loss of 
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness, 
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more 
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as­
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, 
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring 
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults 
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm 
governs classification of the event. The same ele­
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury 
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated 
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of 
injuries for robbery with injury from minor 
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon resulting 
either in minor injury (e.g.; bruises, black eyes, 
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in­
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. 
Also ip.cludes 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 
c.ontact betwecn 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. Th~ distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offedder. 

Ten~re-:-Two forms of household tenancy are dis­
tmgUIshed: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings 
bei?g 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 
some~ne havmg no legal right to be on the 

. ~remIses even though force is not used. 
VIctim-The recipient of a criminal act· usually 

used. in relation to personal crimes, 'but also 
~pphcable to households and commercial estab­
lIshments. 

Victim. self-protection measures-For each victim i­
z~tI?n involving a personal crime of violence, 
VIctIm reactions of the following types are con­
s:ru~d to be self-protection measures: hitting, 
kl.ckmg, or scratching the offender; reasoning 
With the offender; screaming or yelling for help; 
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fleeing from the offender; and/or using or 
brandishing a weapon. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as it affects 
a single victim, whether a person, household or 
co~mercial establishment. In criminal ~cts 
agamst persons, the number of victimizations is 
determined by the number of victims of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
bec~use more than one individual is victimized 
dUrIng certain incidents, as well as because per­
s~nal ~ictimizations that occurred in conjunction 
WIth eIther commercial burglary or robbery are 
n~t ~ounted as incidents of personal crime. Each 
cnrr.mal act against a househoid or commercial 
e.stablishment is assumed to involve a single vic-

. ~Im.' t~e affected household or establishment. 
VICtI?l1~at.lOn. rate-For crimes against persons, the 

VIctImIzatIon rate a measure of ' occurrence 
among ~opulation groups at risk, is computed on 
the basIs. of the number of victimizations per 
1,?00 resId~nt pljpulation age 12 and over. For 
CrImes agamst households, victimization rates 
~re. calculated on the basis of the number of 
mCIdents per 1,000 households And f . . . ,or CrImes 
agamst com~ercial establishments, victimization 
rates are derIved from the number of incidents 
per 1,000 establishments. ' 

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