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PREFACE

The crime statistics and selécted analytical find--

ings presented in this report derive from victimiza-
tion surveys conducted early in 1974 wunder the
National Crime Sutvey programi. Presenting more
compréehensive 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 1970s, victimization surveys
have been designed and cairied out for the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpos¢ of
developing information that permits detailed asséss-
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 sarvey and surveys in various
cities. Although the overall objective of the program
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that
are of major concern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the

#3cope 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 Miami
and 12 other central cities in . 1974 enabled
measurement of the extent to which “city residents
age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab-
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether
completed or attempted. For those committed against
individuals, the offenses covered were rape, robbery,
assault, and personal larceny; for households they
were burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle
theft; and for commercial cstablishments 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

A i . 5

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 Miami were carried out in
the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts
that took place during the 12 months prior to the
month of interview, a reference period roughly com-
parable with calendar year 1973. Information was
obtained fiom interviews with the occupants of
10,040 housing units (21,473 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 1,566 businesses. Res-
pondents furnished detailed personal and household
data (or information- about business firms) in addi-
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred.

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

All statistical data in 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 resuits. 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 proceditres. The fourth
appendix consists of a series of technical notes, par-
alleling the topics covered by the section on selected
findings and designed as guides to th# interpretation
of survey results. '

In relation to crimes against persons, furvey 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 vietim. 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 parsonal 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 1IIL

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

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—1973 are inappropriate because of substan-
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and
police statistics. A major difference arises from the
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime

“are derived principally from reports that persons

make to the police, whereas survey data include
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those
reported. Survey data reflect’ only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of Miami, 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 Miami include all
reported crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are
calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
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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Crimes against persons (continued)
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Crimes against households (continued)

Reporting to the police (continued)

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

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

Theft and/or damage

78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by type of crime. ...
79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result—
ing in theft loss, by value of stolen propert v, including cash, and
type of crime.
80. Household crimes: Percesni dlstr.butlon of victimizations result-
ing in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head of household,
type of crime, and value of loss.
81. Household crimes: Percent distribution-of victimizations result-
ing in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered and 3 jpe of
crime.

Time lost from work

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

Time of occurrence

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

Crimes against commercial establishments
General

85. Commercial crimes: Number a:ud rate of victimizations, by
characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime,
86. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
selected characteristics' of commercial establishments, ...
87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that ‘were vic-
timized, by kind of establishment. ...
88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed and
attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment and type of
crime.

Number of offenders

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

51
52
52
52
53

54
54
54

55

55

56

56

56

57

.

vrsacne

Bl Ryt

Tables (continued)
Crimes against commercial establishments (continued)
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cial establishments, by kind of establishment and number of
victirnizations incurred. :

Place of occurrence

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

Reasons for not reporting to the police

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

Reporting to the police

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

Security measures

94, Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with one or more
security measures,
95, Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected
types of security measures, by kind of establishment, . .—.....

Theft and/or damage

96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime,
97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations re-
sulting in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment
and value of loss.
98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting in
damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment. .........

Time lost from work

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

100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by

number of man-days lost from work.

Time of occurrence

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

" Use of weapons
. 102, Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders

used weapons, by kind of establishment.
103. Commercial crimes; Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of weapon used by offenders.
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Tables (continued) ; ; %_%% ; |
Appendlx I " S RNy S :
I. Standard ¢ for approxxmatxons for estimated number of personal i ‘ ; “‘"; ; . . THECITY SURVEYS
incidents, \,cr(unal victimizations, and household victimizations, ‘ ‘ L ; g )
by size of estimate. 93 Te o "*-..%‘
II.  Standard error approximations for estimated personal vic- ‘ Tiie National Crime Survey is a program des aned M;‘{'e information on crimes that are of major interest
' timization rates. .94 to develop inforration not otherwise available mu to x‘r&@ general public, they cannot measure all
III.  Standard error approximations for estimated household vic- the nature of crinf, and its impact on socisty :mmal “gctivity, as a number of crimes are not
timization rates. 94 by means of v1ct1mxz:dix’tm _surveys of the general "'m\ nqble to*axamination through the survey tech-
population. Based ou re Y&\{\tatwe samplings of  nigue:. Surveys h"\\proved most successful in esti-
Appendix III households and commeicial \.’%tabhshments the matmg crimes" with E‘ﬁwﬁc victims who understand
R, e surveys elicit information about expu dences, xf any,  what ‘zappemu G them 'Ex‘ how it happened and
l_{elative errors for. e'snmated nufnber of comm‘e:'cml vxcftlmlza- o8 with selected crimes of violence and theﬁ, _,mclu ding who are w:llmg ' regmrt W _\they know. More
uons,.by characftenstn:s Oft Zstabllshrr;er.\tls af::i tyi};:t;)ofnc::::- b events that were reported to the police as yesll as  specifically, they have been shown“‘lfq be most ap-
;e;:g:r?sr:ic;:s o?re::a :n“:h; ef::l:;ed ctl;p :lofn::rime. :Y 08 those that were not. By focusing on the mc_tgm, e  plicable to rape, rotbery, assauli, burg}ax ‘_and both
person likely ic be most aware of details concern- . personal and .househoid larc‘,n_,s mcluding -motor
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety 'of  vVehicle thefsd ,mrdmg‘y, the survey program ‘¥as
data, including information on the circumstances "“«..deszgncd to focus B sthese crimies. Murder and kid-
under which such acts occurred and on their effect. niping are. not ccvere‘?}””“i"‘*,mso-ca!led victimiess
As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under- crimes;.. such -as drunkenness, i and
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,  prostitutiot,. also avgexcludpd as are tm%&jes
victimization surveys are expected to supply the - for which it is. diffictife. to idenify knowledgeabls.
A criminal justice community with new insights into respondents or to \uc cate campgehensm. data records,
crime and its victims, complementing data resourcés’  as in offenses agams\ Bovf‘m"\‘ﬁem entii{es. Bx-
; already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua-  amples of the latter are intome: ta‘i"was'on and the
, 5 tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes theft of office supplies. Crimes“of whﬂk he victiim .
i that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to may not be aware also cannot be " 1eamx°-.‘
police attention. They also furnish a means for tively by the survey technique. Buying stu‘en praw
" developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-  ty may fall into this category, as may some instances -
tors of society, yield mforrnanon necessary to com-  of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of -
pl&te the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza- most types probably are underrecorded for this
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-  reason. Commercial iarcenies (e.g., employee theft
~ ing between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio- and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
’ lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults  to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
; and robberies. They can tally some of the costs of  proach because of the limited documentation main-
' crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained, ~ tained by most commercial establishiniznts on losses
and they can provide greater understanding as to  from these crimes. Finally, events in whic the vic-
- why certain criminal acts are not reported to police  tim has shown a willingness to participate in i#'zgal
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area, activity also are excluded. Examples of the lattes,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for ~ which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,
developmg indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the include gambling, . various types of swindles, con
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures  games, and blackmail.
in differcnt areas, they provide a basis for comparing
. , the crime situation between two or more localities or — T~ ,
3 i Other than government-operated liquor stotes and
R types of localities. transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the
) P i Victimization surveys, such a§ those conducted program’s commercial sector, government institutions and
( . s L : ¥ 5 under !he Natlonal Crlme Survey program, are not offices are outside the scope of the program. PleteSts have
. o B ; b ep e A e , indicated that government organization records -on_crime
. - N : 9 without limitations, however. Although they pro- generally are inadequate for survey purposes.
1 xil ; i 1
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2 Criminat Victimization Surveys in Miami

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

Data from victimization surveys also are subject
to limitations imposed by victim recall, ie., the
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall-
ing them or their households, and by the phenome-
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con-
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlied 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
“acerately the total number of such acts. Because

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

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually experienced such acts was small
in relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized one or more times and who had
firm recollections of each event. Approximately
900 'series victimizations against persons and
1,300 against households, each encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference pericd. 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 Reporis.

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

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

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property by force or the
threat of force. The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the .victim is
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placed. in physical danger, and physical injury can
and sometimes does resuit, 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 sericus 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 assauit could be the result of bad aim
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal thrsat
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any,
the victim would have sustained had the assault
been carried out. In some instances, there may
have been no intent to carry out the crime, Not all
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all
the offender intended. The intent of the offender
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization
survey. For purposes of this program, attempted
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was
considered to be simple assault.

Although the most fearsome form of assault is
the brutal, senseless attack by an unknown assailant,
it is also the most rare. Much more common is the
incident where the victim is involved in a minor
scuffic 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.c., personal larceny)
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth,
Such crimes may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempied
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house-
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrelia from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shoppiug center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse
arid 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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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 ‘would be the
household itself, but the member of the household
involved in the confrontation. For example, if
members of the household surprised a burglar in
their home and then were threatened or harmed by
the intruder, the act would be classified as assault.
If the intruder were to demand or take cash and/or
property from the household members, the event
would be classified as robbery.

The most serious of the crimes against house-
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime,
usually theft, but no additional offense need take
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The
entry may be by force, such as picking a lock,
breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may
be through an unlocked door or an open window. As
long as the person entering had no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred.
Fuarthermore, 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 ahousehold burglary for the
household whose member or members were in-
volved. '

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

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles,
commonly regarded as a specialized form of house-
hold larceny, is treated separately in the National
Crime 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 establishmentsy they also include a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations, described in the introduction to
Appendix IIT.

Only - two  types of commercial crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable
to robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be
personial 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 illusirative of the
information that can be drawn from this report’s
data tables. As a guide to readers, table source
citations are given parenthetically after each finding.
Individuals wishing to perform additional analysis
on the topics covered in the selected findings are
referred to Appendix IV, Technical Notes, for
guidance in the interpretation of survey results.

General

The household and commercial surveys determined
that an estimated 48,700 criminal victimizations
were committed against Miami residents and busi-
nesses in 1973,

Thirty-six percent involved individuals; 43 per-
cent, households; and 21 percent, commercial
establishments,

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

‘Victim characteristics

Residents of Miami were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 22 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

Men were victimized at 134 times the rate
for women {[Table 17].

The rate for blacks was about twice that for
whites [Table 19].

Persons age 16-24 had the highest rate of any
age group, about three times that of individuals
age 50 and over, who had the lowest rate
[Table 18].

Females were victims of rape at a rate of 2
per 1,000 [Table 17],

- Blacks had higher burglary and household larceny

rates than whites, but there was no significant dif-
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ference between the motor vehicle theft rates for
each of the races [Table 62].

Houscholds headed by the elderly had the lowest
burglary and household larceny rates of any age
group [Table 61].

Households with annual family incomes of $25,000
or more had the highest burglary rate of any income
group [Table 63].

The household larceny rate for households having
six or more members was about three times that of
one-person households [Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate of 292 and robbed at a rate of 104 per 1,000
[Table 851].

Twenty-two percent of all businesses were vic-
timized at least once during the year; 18 percent
of those affected were victimizea two or more
times [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

Two-fifths of all personal crimes were reported to the
police [Table 40].

There was no significant difference between the
percent of violent crimes reported by men and
women; there was some indication that women
reported crimes of theft relatively more than
men [Table 41].

Whites were more likely than blacks to have re-
ported crimes of violence, but there was no
significant difference between the races in re-
porting crimes of theft [Table 41].

Apparent differences between the reporting rates
for violent crimes attributed to strangers and
nonstrangers were insignificant [Table 40].

Forty-six percent of all household crimes were re-
ported to the police [Table 74].
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Overall, there was no significant difference be-
tween the relative number of household crimes
reported by whites and that by blacks [ Table
741].

About three-quarters of all commercial burglaries

and robberies were reported to the police [Table

931].

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

Most personal crimes of theft (55 percent) took
place in the daytime [Table 54].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of -daytime and - nighttime - personal
crimes of violence [Table 54].

As a group, household crimes were about equally
divided between day and night [Table 841].

Burglaries occurred mainly (55 percent) dur-
ing the day, whereas most motor vehicle thefts
(67 percent) took place at night [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (87 percent) occurred
at night; most commercial robberies (72 percent),
during the day [Table 101].

Most personal crimes (58 percent) took place on
the street and in other outdoor locations; 6 percent
each took place either inside the victim’s home or

- near the home [Table 36].

Fourteen percent of all personal robberies oc-
curred inside the victim’s home [Table 36].

Crimes of violence perpetrated by nonstrangers
occurred inside the victim’s home relatively
more often than those involving strangers [ Table
371.

Number of victims and offenders

Ninety-four percent of all crimes of violence in-
volved a single victim [Table 30].

Because of the prevalence of single-offender as-
saults, most violent crimes (58 percent) were comi-
mitted by lone offenders [Table 28].

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

Fifty-three percent of personal and 48 percent
of commercial robberies were committed by two
or more offenders [ Tables 28, 89].

Perceived characteristics
. of offenders

" Strangers committed about four-fifths of all per-
.+ sonal crimes of violence [Table 5].

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

Victims perceived blacks to have committed a ma-
Jority of single- (63 percent) and multiple-offender
{66 percent) crimes of violence [Tables 9, 11].

Wictims indicated that two-thirds of single-offender
crimes of violence were committed- by persons age
21 and over [Table 13].

Blacks were more likely than whites to have been
victimized by members of their own race.

© Most single- (96 percent) and multiple-offender
(92 percent) robberies of blacks were committed
by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single- (92 percent) and multiple-offender
+(79 percent) assaults against blacks were perpe-
trated by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single-offender (73 percent) robberies of
whites were carried out by blacks, and there was
some indication that most multiple-offender rob-
beries of whites also were perpetrated by blacks
[Tables 10, 12].

Most single-offender assaults (71 percent) of
whites were committed by whites [Table 10].

Multiple-offender assaults against whites were
divided about equally between those involving
. all white and- all black offenders [Table 12].
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Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 54 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 56].

There was rno significant difference between
stranger and nonstranger crimes with respect
to weapons use [Table 56].

Firearms constituted 44 percent of the weapons
types employed in crimes of violence [Table

57].
Offenders used weapons in three-fourths of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Fircarms werc the most common type of
weapon used—63 percent [Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in 56 percent
of all personal crimes of violence {Table 43].

Victims used firearms or knives infrequently, but
physical force or other weapons made up about
one-quarter of " all self-protective measures
[Table 45]. .

Victim injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in one-third of all personal
robberies and assauits [Table 317].

R¢bbery and assault victims of offenders who
were not strangers were much more likely to
have incurred injuries than were the victims
of stranger-to-stranger crimes [Table 31].

In 11 percent of personal crimes of violence,
the victim received care at a hospital [Table
33].
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About three-quarters of all personal crimes igvolved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 471,

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

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

Whites suffered a somewhat higher proportion
of Josses valued at $50 or more than did blacks
[Table 491.

In a majority of completed personal robberies
(81 percent) and {arcenies (82 percent), no
losses were recovered [Table 51].

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

Fifty-three percent of household crimes with loss
involved losses of $50 or more [Table 80].

Apparent differences between the relative !os§es
sustained by whites and blacks were not signifi-
cant [Table 80].

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

Ninety-two percent of commercial burglaries and 60
percent of commercial robberies resulted in econom-

-ic loss [Table 96].

In about two-thirds of commercial crimes with
loss, losses exceeded $50 [Table 97].
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SURVEY DATA TABLES

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates | o
“ for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime ) t

A

Type of crime Number Rate
Crimes of violence 5,900 22
Rape 300 1
Robbery ) 2,500 10
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury . 200 3
From serious assault 400 2
From minor assault 4,00 2
Robbery without injury 1,300 5
Attempted robbery without injury 500 2
Assault 3,100 12
Aggravated assault 1,800 7
With injury 600 2
Attempted assault with weapon 1,100 Ay
Simple assault 1,300 5
With injury 400 2
Attempted assault without weapon 900 I
Crimes of theft ’ 11,700 |7
Personal larceny with contact 1,400 5
Purse snatching 500 2
Attempted purse snatching 200 1
Pocket picking 600 2
Personal larceny without contact 10,300 39 3
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 5
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Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizatiens, by type of crime an¢ victim-offender relationship

Type of c;r.'l.me

dons

(Rate per 1,000 Tesident population 8ge 12 ‘and over)
R . ?ful; Victimizat, Involving Strangers

Involvj;z;n no

astrangers

& hoastrangers

ber Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Crimes .of violence 5,900 22 4,800 18 1,100 4
Rape 309 1 200 1 iz 1z
Completed rape 1100 iz 1100 iz o] 0
i Attempted raps 200 1 200 1 iz iz
¥ Robbery 2,500 10 2,400 9 200 1
Robbery . and attempted robbery }
with injury 800 3 700 3 1100 iz
From serious agsault 400 2 400 2 iz iz
From minor assault 400 1 300 1 1100 1y
«Robbery without injury 1,300 5 1,200 5 iz 1z
Attempted robbery without injury 500 2 400 2 iz 1z
Assault 3.100 12 . 2,200 8 900 3
Aggravated assault 1,800 7 1,200 5 500 2
With injur 600 2 #00 1 300 1
Attempted assault with weapon 1,100 4 900 3 300 1
Simple assault 1,300 5 900 A 400 1
With injury 100 2 200 | 1 200 1
: Attempted assault without S
i weapon 900 3 700 3 200 1 -
i e
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,
Z TFewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0,5 per 1,000.
‘Estimate, based >n about 10 or fewer sample cases, ig statistically unreliable,
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able 4. Personal crimes: Pprcent filstnbuuon of victimizations, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime
/ Characteristic A1l
j personal crim i
— nal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
1 Male (45) 53
: Female (55) Y H bl
; racs 4 51
White (79
,; Black gZO; Z’? & i
f Other (1) L3 ‘36 2
: i 2 1]
; 12-15 (7
i 5
: ;g_—;z g§ 12 13 T
25-34 (14 18 e i
\ 22 18
3549 (23 20 2 3
=N g A 4
17) 8 115 K
‘ 7
NOTE: Nambers i t
; becans: ;—‘fl ggm?es refer to percent in the group.. Detail may not add to total shown
1 1Z i{ess than 0.5 percent.
g Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable
:\ Ta::ia& Persl.)onal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
ngers, by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims
. S
Type of crime Both sexes exMale Female White % Black
Cr};:ﬂes of violence 81 85 76 c
Roggery 331 0 4 ! gg i Zg
. Robbery and attempted 92 7 % 8
5 robbery with injury 87 83
; From sgrious assault 95 9t 1 3 4 77
: From minor assault 78 165 o % 44
Robbery without injyry 96 9% es o 162
: Agempted robbery without n 7 9
P Asss uiz-“y ’% 96 93 100 ‘ 180 ‘
! Aggravated assault 71 ;z 21 ) 2 |
With injury ) 59 ", 1 g 5 o
Attempted assault with 3 » T
weapon
S:\’.m;_:le assault '?Z glf [ a2 b
With injuxy 50 6L 158 o k2
A&:rgptid- assault % o °
out weapon 81 3 68
87 62

*Estimate; b : |
2, based on abeut 10 o::yl‘ewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisbie, {

1’}\{‘

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

. Male Female

Type of crime Whike Black White Black
Crimes of violence 91 72 82 67
Rape 1100 2 191 189
Robbery 9 : 86 97 92
With injury 89 169 93 1100
Without injury 97 93 100 91
Assault 88 60 70 49
Aggravated assault 88 59 67 (5]
Simple assault 89 163 73 129

‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2No rapes of black mseles were recorded.

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

Race and age A1l assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault
ALl races?
12-15 60 234 2g3
16-19 é9 75 363
2021, 65 70 255
25-3L 65 71 252
35-h9 T4 75 73
5061 89 285 292
65 and over 96 289 100
White
12-15 289 0 2100
16-15 80 2gg 373
20-24, yin 81 262
25-3L 72 73 270
35~49 87 289 2g5
50-61 87 279 291
65 and over 96 289 100
Black
1215 2h2 20 28
16~19 58 266 2
202l 253 Bsn 241
25-34 2L6 263 320
3549 259 265 249
5061, 2100 2100 2100
65 and over 3 8 3

1Includes data on "ather" races; not shown separately, !
“Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.
2No assaults involving blacks age 65 and over were recorded,

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

Casually acquainted

Type of crime Related and/or well known
g Crimes of violence* bl 36
Robbery 250 250
Assault &1 33
2Includes data on rape. .not shown separately.
b 4 ®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Perceived race of offender

' Not known and

Type of crime : White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence 3k 63 1z 12
Rape 132 168 0 o]
Completed rape 120 180 0 o]
Attempted rape 136 164, o] 0
Robbery 21 79 4] o
Robbery with injury 128 73 0 0
TRobbery without injury 118 82 o} 0
Assault 41 ’ 54 1z 4
Aggravated assault 36 58 11 15
Simple assault 49 49 o} 12

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

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

Not known and
Type of crime and race of wictims White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence
White 53 45 0 12
Black : 13 9l 17 13
Rape
White 155 45 (o] 0
Black o] 2100 o] o]
Robbery
White . 27 73 Q. )
Black . 4 96 4] 0
Robbery with injury
{hite . 130 70 o] o
Black : o] 100 o} o]
Robbery without injury
White 125 75 0 o]
Black 1L 96 [¢] 0
Assault
¥hite 71 25 o] 3y
Black 13 92 1 3
Aggravated assault :
White = ’ t29 0 1y
‘Black A5 .88 12 15
Simple assault i &
White T 122 0 13
Black o] 100 G "0

. NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roundii:’lg.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
3
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Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

Not known and

Type of crime All white All black  All other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence 24 66 12 13 15
Rape 114 1 ) 1, 0
Robbery 13 76 12 15 1y,
Robbery with injury 18 85 0 3 i5
Robbery without injury 16 72 13 14 13
Assault 10 53 1 4] 3
Aggravated assault 40 56 o] 0 1
Simple assault 40 L8 12 o] 110

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

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

Perceived race of offenders

Type of crime and race Not known and
of victims A1l white ALl black A1l other Mixed races not aveilable
Crimes of violence!
White 32 57 23 2L 2
Black 26 aa c i : 2y,
Robbery
White 20 66 23 29 23
Black 22 92 o} . 22 24
Assault
White L7 46 2 0 26
Black 217 79 0 0 2

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

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

Perceived age of offender
Not known and

Type of crime Under 12 12-20 21 and over not availcble
Crimes of violence 11 28 66 6
Rape o] 135 145 0
Robbery 1 34 58 . 17
Robbery with injury 0 38 58 15
Robbery without injury 11 31 58 1g
Assault iz 24 70 - 15
Aggravated assault 11 26 67 16
Simple assault 0 20 1 75 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. '
1Estimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer sample cages, is statistically unreliable.
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. Table 14. Personal crimes of vi e '
i & O 1 (] - % . 3 e . - - . - . . .
% " affender vidtinn :a\:s of \golence. Percent distribution of single- Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
and lons, by type of crime, age of victims, ; offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
perceived age of offender ¢ and perceived age of offenders
: Type of Perceived a g of offender Perceived age of offenders
e of crime and age of victims . Not kn Type of crime and ALl under And 21 Not Jmown and
,: — - - : victims Under 12 - 12=20 21 and over ngt av:;vlnagx{: age of victims 12 AN 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
: es of violence vy ~
! ' 12-19 "*3.,‘\ Crimas of violence®
i 553 ‘*1 s, % ; 23 : 3 i 2, s
; 506, 21 2, Ry, 6 6 35_39 0 36 332 23 230
' &5 and over O ey 71 210 50-6ls 0 36 38 29 21g
. ROl;lzbe;g 28 : 23 ] 65 and over 0 235 3 29 213
; — Sy Robber
; 2031, 20 Wiy o 1219 0 ag), 0 0 234
! 35-19 6 2173 2 2034 0 231 231 2 231
50-61, 0 239 2 3519 0 232 235 23 329
65 and over 8 :24 QIZ 5064 0 231 43 26 420
; ‘ Asi;ﬂ_g 33 . 0 ) 65 and over 0 27 255 29 29
: : ‘ T Assault
! ' 20-3, 0 47 s 12-19 0 70 310 23 217
g 3519 0 16 v ag - 2034 3 225 53 ) 219
50-6, 3 211 A ar? 35-1,9 0 256 233 0 233
3 0 21 11 . :
, 5 and over ° : 260 5061, ) 2L 223 22 1
NOTE:  Dotail 18 273 65 und over 0 242 233 2g 217
: 81l may not add to 100 ; ?
:Inc!.udes data on rape, not shogzr:;:r:{e;guse of rounding, NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samplgr.cases is statisti R 1IncJ‘.x.\des data on rape, not shown separately. X . .
. 1 atilstically unreliable. 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
Table 15 al cri : . . e
offender viz:_'s?"a'_ crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple- Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
3 imizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders by type of crime and sex of victims
, P . . (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
- erceived age of offende ! E > TR
ALY under = -8ge ol IS BB N N
Type of crim A1D 21 i -aﬁ?&«\\ e - . - Male Female
: e 12 ALl 12-20 and over Mixed ages gg: Z‘:,‘Q;'l"zf,;‘g ; k"{ﬁ{\é@ﬁ S e ; <.’ Type of crime (118,000) * {146,300)
i Crimes of violence 15 N i S h AN )
¢ Rape ! 31 15 i - Crimes of violence 30 17
: *  Robbery 8 * §7 13 0 28 : -Rupe, 2 g
: Robbery with injury 0 3 33 14 ] ~Hisbery. 13
, i : 36 26 ! Rochery and attempted robbery with in 5 2
: ooy Vit dnfury o Y % 0 g | Sehery ara sttombed sotbery vith injury 3 2
{ 1 g i om-mitor assault 2 1
; A B & 2 2 From mitior ass
et soamt 1 i7 3 TR Bosbery withont infury ! ]
‘ 0 . 50 153 12 1;3 : " AAt,t]ezptqd robbery without injury 1; é
NOTE: i ‘ ; e S
; Z Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. : Ggravated assault ™. ] 3
Less than 0.5 percent 4 .
v 1Estimate, based on abont i Wi h injury - 3 2
: ' about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable § “rmfstipted assault with wespon 2 i
; : * SimpiPzssault
v H With injury 2 1
- i Attempted uspault without weapon [ 3
# £ T
; ! Crimes of theft L9 41
1 ! Personpal ltrceny with'contact L 6
o i Purse snatching-. 1z 3
! Attempted purse snatching o} 2
i ; Pocket picking L 2
¢ l Personal lerceny without contact 45 34
! NOTE: MNumbers in parent.heses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
i / because of rounding.
i i 2 Less than 0.5 per 1,000, .
i 1Batimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims

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

el

. 1215 16-19 20-2I, 2534 35-49 50-64 65 and over S
Type of crime (18,500) (19,200) (24,900) (36,600) (61,300) (58,900) (45,000) 3
3
Crimes of violence 23 41 42 28 20 14 13 [}
Rape 0 13 13 12 13 1z o <
Robbery ‘ 17 1 12 9 n 10 7 3
Robbery and attempted robbery '3"
with injury 11 14 13 3 3 4 13 5
Robbery and attempted robbery ) o
without injury 15 16 9 7 8 [ 4L °
Assault ’ 16 27 27 17 8 4 . [ 3
Aggravated assault 18 16 18 12 i 11 2 (7]
Simple assault 8 12 9 5 4 12 3 5
Crimes of theft 26 65 86 79 37 30 19 2
Personal larceny with contact 0 15 i 7 5 5 7 [
Personal larceny without contact 26 61 82 72 32 25 11 3
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. g
2 Less than 0,5 per 1,000, 3 . »
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. = |
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; Table 19. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims /
>L : /’ « ) ———
’ (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) »
White i Black
Type of crime (209,400) (53,200) ! - “"""*‘—*--1
Crimes of violence : 18 39
Rape - . ‘ 1 12 < !
Robbery . 8 » 16 . -
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 3 [ : )
From serious assault 2 : 12 ER ‘
From minor assault 1 12
I Robbery without injury . Y 9
i : © Attempted robbery witithut injury 2 12
& Assault : 9 22 . ’
Aggravated assault 5 15 . ] -
; With injury 1 6 )
i Attempted assault with weapon 3 9 i ' ' ' .
: Simple assault 5 7 . =
With injury 1 12
; Attempted assault without weapon 3 5
- Crimes of theft ' W3 L9
: Personal larceny with contact 5 7
Purse snatching 3 .3 E
i Pocket picking . 2 4
e Personal larceny without conmtact 38 42
: NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to populaiion in the group. Detail may not edd to total shown
i ) because of rounding.
- 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims

w1

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

N

o

Less than $3,000- $7, 500~ $10,000- $15,000- $25,000 HNot g

$3,000 37,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available 3

Type of crine (36,400) (83,700) (37,400} (53,500) (27,100) (9,700) (16,600} H
Crimes of violence 28 23 16 22 19 29 22 <
Rape 122 11 11 11 0 0 1 a
Robbery 12 10 7 9 9 113 10 g
Robbery and attempted robbery I~}
with injury 5 1A iz 13 12 3 '3 o
Robbery and attempted robbery o
without injury 7 6 5 6 7 110 17 3
Assault 14 12 8. 13 10 17 12 [72)
Aggraveted assault 9 7 i 6 6 14 17 5
Simple assault 5 5 Q1A 6 L7A 110 ig s
Crimes of theft 36 36 40 50 5% 87 42 '5
Personal lsrceny with contact 11 5 1y 3 12 0 18 5
Purse snatching 7 2 1a iz A 0 13 =
Pocket picking 5 3 11 iy~ 1 0 15 >
Personal lsrceny without contact 25 31 36 47 57 87 34 3

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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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)

TSR

g
sy

A

et et

e S S

Y

Never Divorced and Not
married ‘Married Widowed separated aveilable
Type of crime {70,900) (139,800)  (25,900) (26,300)
Crimes of violence 33 16 1 37
' Rape 12 1 13 11
-~ Robbery i1 8 7 b4
Robbery and attempted robbery .
with injury A 2 2 7
Robbery without injury N 1y 8
Attempted robbery without injury 32 2 11 12
Assault 20 7 7 18
Aggravated assault 12 L i3 12
With dinjury 4 1 12 14,
- Attempted assault with weapon 8 2 13 8
Simple assault 8 3 A 6
i With injury 3 11 12 13
il Attempted assault without
§ weapon 6 3 12 %3
] Crimes of theft 58 34 29 Tk 219
Personal larceny with contact ! L 11 8 19
Purse snatching 12 2 1, 19
Pocket picking 3 2 11 15 0
Personal larceny without contact 53 31 18 66 110
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding. .
P 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
R f
. )
! =
-1
: ®
: <
| o
e s
~ o
; >
N ;
g
o
"
4 S
‘:! N
t b
g -
. . 4 h T
% |
~ 5 s
f) N
- » 'y - B £y
a
o , . . . . 5 h‘v : o T . - .
e ; : i : < S nE T 5 e ¢
: . v ‘ !



g

s

B3
¥

it

g,

e

Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime 8
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)
Crimes of viclence _ Crimes of theft 2 .
All personal All personal Personal larceny Personal larceny 3 -
Sex and age crimes of violence Rape Robbery: Agsault crimes of theft with contact without contact §'
Male <
12-15 (9,300) 28 0 18 20 25 0 25 )
16-19 ' (8,500) 52 0 116 36 65 1y 61 g
20-24  (10,600) 53 o] 18 1 107 13 104 3
25-34 (16,500 3 0 15 19 85 g 76 ]
35-49 (28,300 27 iz 16 11 48 A " )
50-6L (26,000 18 ) 14 13 29 1z 27 3
65 and over (18,800) 2 0 7 8 16 13 13 g
Female ‘ <
12-15 (9,200) 17 0 15 113 28 0 28 2
16-19 (10,500 32 5 27 20 65 15 60 ot
20-2l (14,300 34 35 17 22 7 15 66 5
25-34 (20,100 23 13 1, 15 T 16 69 z
35-49 (33,100 13 ! 7 5 28 5 23 )
50-64 (32,900 11 1z 6 1 30 7 23 3
65 and over (26,100) [ 0 iz 1 21 11 10 -
NOTE: Numbers in paréntheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. .
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000, i
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ly
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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 (94,100) (23,000) (115,300) (30,200)
Crimes of violence 25 L7 12 34
Rape iz 0 1 1),
Robbery 13 22 4 11
With injury L 7 2 12
Without injury 9 15 3 9
Assault 12 25 7 19
Aggravated assault 6 19 3 12
Simple assault 6 16 L 7
Crimes of theft L7 57 L0 42
Personal -larceny with
contact 3 8 6 [
Personal larceny without
contact L 50 34 37
NOTE: - Numbers "in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000,
1Estimate; 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 crlme ‘
(Hate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Crimes of violerce ‘Crimes of theft
Personal Personal
i A1l personal : All personal larceny larceny
crimes of : erimes of with without
- Bex and marital status vinlence® Robbery Assault theft i contact contact
Male 4 »
Never married (35,000) 43 15 27 . b2 i 2 58 e
Harried (69,600) 20 12 8 39 3 36 3
Widowed  (4,100) , 230 3, 34 321 ; 0 a2 -
Divurced and separated (8,800) 51 40 : 21 91 i 210 81 9
Female . * /) o
Never married (35,900) 24 7 1% 55 i 5 49 -
Married (70,200 11 IN 6 30 S L 26 =_
Widowed (21,900 11 23 a7 30 //ff’ 13 18 &
Divorced and separated (17 600} 30 11 17 66 s 2g 59 -
NOTE: MNumbers 4in parentheses refer to populstion in the group. - Detail may not add to total shown because of roundixige !
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. T
2Estimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 8
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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)

ve

JWEN U} $ABAING UOHEBZIWIOIA [RUIWLD

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Personal Personal
i All personal A1l personal larceny larceny
o crimes of crimes: of with without
Race and age violence® Robbery Assault theft contact contact
White
12«15 (12,400 14 25 29 23 0 23
16-19 (13,900 29 211 18 7 24, 73
20~24 (17,700 « 36 10 23 ‘ 98 35 93
25-3) (26,200 . 28 10 17 83 26 78
~ . 35-49 (48,500 15 8 6 32 3 29
i 5064 - {50,500 12 8 4 28 5 2
65 and over (40,300) 13 7 6 18 7 11
Black
12-15  (6,000) 41 211 31 35 0 35
16-19 (5,2003 Th 212 54 35 25 30
20-21, (6,900 61 217 39 58 3 55
25-34 (10,000 26 29 17 70 210 60
35-49 (12,300 41 22 18 57 210 L7
50-6L (8,200 29 23 2 37 2 33
: 65 and over (4,500) 9 29 0 22 2g 23}
)f NOTE: = Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not ‘add to total shown because of rounding.
: 1Includes data on rape, rniot shown separately.
i 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample c¢ases, 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 sge 12 and over)
Crimes of violence ’ Crimes of theft
Personal Personal
AlL personal All personal larceny lartieny
erimes of crimes of with withput ¢
Race and income violence?! Robbery Assault theft contact contact
i White
Less than $3,000 (23,900) 24 12 12 ‘ 36 1 21
- $3,000-87,499 263.300; 17 8 8 34 A 29
$7,500~%9,999 (31,600 13 5 8 37 23 3h
$10,000-$14,999 (45,600) 19 8 10 16 23 13
$15,000-324,999 523.300) 15 ; 1 8 61 3 58
$25,000 or more (8;800) 32 214 18 87 0 87
Not available (12,900) 18 2g 210 43 26 36
- ; Black . ’
S Less than $3,000 (12,200) 37 1k 19 38 25 33
: $3,000-37, 499 £19.800) L2 16 26 46 8 37
$7,500-$9,999 (5,600) 30 218 29 52 27 45 .
$10,000-$14,999 * (7, 800; 43 214 28 73 25 68
$15,000-324,999 (3,400 48 ' 225 223 52 0 52 “
$25,000 or more 0 [} 0 280 o} 80 ;
Not available (3,500 39 21 221 235 21 22 .
a
NOTE: Numbers in paréntheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown tecause of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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NOTE: Numbers in parenthesea refer to pop\\}lation in the group.

26 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami . !
fbdaon ‘ Sur}';ey Data Tables 27
Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over , I - i N A
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime ! Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents invélving a single
) S€X, offender, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group) . o :
- - Type of erime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Race, sex, and age - Crimes of violence Crimes of theft i
Crimes of violence 51 | ;7
White Rape 75 ' 150
Robbery i 42 163
¢ Male ;
19-15 (6,300 122 119 Assault 57 : 89
%q 16-19 ’?:ggg i Zg 13’57 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unre)iable.
2534 gn.svoog , 36 %1 . : . !
2 35-L9 (22,600 4 ‘ 21 L0 ‘ ] v
I Z?'ﬁﬁd giﬁ;ﬁo?ié' £00) s & Table 30. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
Ferale : victim, by type of crime and victim-offenler relationship
| 12-15 (6,100 ) : 14 27 . : '
i ég_;z g’% Y % ;; AlL Involving Involving
: 2531 11'“ 300 22 77 Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers
% 2_3'_22 ggzgi g §g Cr]ii:es of violence 1316 gl(; . 95
pe 1 100
65 and over (23,500) 7 21 Robbery % 97 igg
Black Robbery and. attempted
Male robbery with injury 100 100 1100
12-15 (3,000 LTSN 139 From serious assault 100 100 1500
16-19 2’300 89 13, From minor assault 100 100 1100
s 2:‘600 A 38 Robbery without injury 94, 95 167
2531 (1,500 129 73 Attempted robbery without.
35-49 §51400 53 81 injury 92 9l 150
50-64 (3,300; :37 11‘7 As:;g:vated assault gg g% 32
) 65 and over (1,900) t21 31 With injury 87 7 %
- Female ! Attempted assault
12-15 (3,000 S 139 130 with wespon 91 90 96
16-19 (2,900 R 62 136 Simple assault .96 95 97
20-2, (4,300 57 59 With injury 100 100 100
52—219; (g,ggg "gi q’é’ . Attempt:d aggault
- 29 without weapon ok 94
50-64, 54:900 121, 31 ; 9%
65 and over (2,600) o] 5 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

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

Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of ihéi&sﬁi*, » .
by type of crime and number of offenders Sl I .

NG j : Relationship ) Robbery and assault ‘ Robbery Assault
Four or Not “Kxown “and : ! . -
Type of crime Otie Two _ Three more not avaiizkle : ALl victimizations 33 33 33
- s Involving strangers 28 31 26
Cr%r:es of violence ’?g ‘fg ’1'.2 "Z Involving nonstrangers -~ .n7 52 160 5
pe VS
Roggggy and bbenpbed Fobbory Ll .31 i8 1 'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
ery e’ .
with injury 49 > 26 19 15
From serious assault 38 128 126 110
From minor assault : 61 2 113 0
Robbery without injury. 4O 39 112 U .
Attempted robbery without injury 7 117 131 13 Sy
Assault e B 67 12 9 ~10 %
Aggravated assault s 65 2. 11 10 ‘
With injury 56 215 113 L 115
Attempted assault with weapon 70 110 39 17 g
Simple assault 69 Co12 0 oy o 110, 5
With injury . 68 115 15 113 L
Attempted assault without weapon- - 70 11 1g 110

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 perceht‘because of roﬁnd:ing. ' . ) : B
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically wmelisble. . [
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami

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
Male 33 34 32
Female 33 31 34
Race
White 33 36 31
Black 33 26 38
Age
12-15 ' 37 120 LA
16-19 36 31 33
2024, 29 126 31
25-34 29 128 29
35-49 31 27 36
50-64 41 42 137
65 and over 34 138 128
Anmal family income
Less than $3,000 . 43 41 45
$3,000-87,499 37 l - 38 35
$7,500-$9,999 125 . 124 125
$10,000-314,999 . 31 131 31
$15,000-32,,999 125 120 130
$25,000 or more 131 220 139
Not available 120 130 112

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

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

=7

Item e Crimes of violencel Robbery Assault
O
Received hospital care 1 9 [
Emergency room only 7 [3 B4
QOvernight or longer 3 a3 2),
Incurred medical expenses® 6 a5 8

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately,

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

3Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.

.

Survey Data Tables

Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimiza_tiqns in which
victims received hospital care, by select.ed characteristics of
victims and type of crime

Characteristic Crimes of violencel Robbery Assault
se;i(ale 10 30 10
Female 11 5 13
Race
9 8
White 9
Black 14 28 1;7
Victim-offender relationship g o
Involving strangers 9 "4 5
Involving nonstrangers : 16

1Tneludes data on rape, not shown separately. .
2Estimate, based on abc’;ut 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Amount? Percent
237
Less than $50 )

$50-$249 239
$250 or more
tainty that medical
1Tncludes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with cer
expi:ges were i;'curred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

29

e R I S
>

e o G e B TISe



e

i
] x
*&’l i &
EJ :—\-.--u—.
¥ .
$ R R e p— . . sttt
Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence
) On street, or in park,
Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground,
. Type of crime Inside own home Year own home. building or parking lot Elsewhere
i 5 All personal crimes 6 6 18 58 13
Crimes of violence 17 16 9 51 [3
Rape - R 17 1 11 0
Robbery 14 1, L 63 1
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 113 9 he! 73 '3
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 15 17 16 58 5
Assault 17 19 w1l 12 8
i Aggravated assault 17 22 o 19 45 18
N = Simple assault 17 15 21 38 19
i Crimes of theft ‘z 19 2 62 15
4 Personal lsrceny with contact 12 18 28 55 37
¢ Personal larceny without contact “ee ces 21 63 16

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,
Z less than 0.5 percent.
¥ <.+ Repregents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistZzally 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?! Robbery Assault
Involving strangers
Inside own home 12 11 9
Near own home 16 15 18
Inside nonresidential building 9 2 15
On street, or in park, playground, .
schoolground, or parking lot 57 66 51
Elsewhere 5 23 27
Involving nonstrangers
Inside own home 36 247 34
Near own home ) 17 0 21
Inside nonresidential buiilding 210 0 212
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 24 233 22
Elsewhere 212 220 211

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
*Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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 Inside city of residence Ingside other central city
A1l personal crimes = 88 A
Crimes of violenca? 91 I
Robbery 9, 25
Assault 88 2
Crimes of theft 87 4
Personal larceny with contact 92 22
Personal larceny without contact 86 A

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rourding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

All personal A1l crimes All crimes Personal larceny Personal lsrceny

Reason crimes of violence?! Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
Nothing could be donej lack of proof 35 28 35 2L 38 L7 37
Not important enough 26 20 20 22 28 23 28
Police would not want to be bothered 8 9 ap 9 7 26 8
Too inconvenient or time consuming 8 5 35 26 9 210 8
Private or personal matter [ 15 211 18 4 3y, L
Fear of reprisal 2 6 26 26 2z 0 2z
Reported to someone else 5 24 23 25 5 22 6
A1l other and not given 10 13 212 12 9 29 9
NOTE: Detail may not sdd to 100 percent because of rounding.

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

3gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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i » ‘ Survey Data Tables 33 %
B . . L e aels L . .
5_{ Table 40. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
| by type of crime and victim-offender relationship “ .
Y ] y ‘
a1l TInvolving Involving 6
Type of crime victimizatiqns strangers nonstrangers
‘ All personal crimes 130 oo Y
Crimes of violence : ’ 57 58 } 53 4 ;
. Rape 758 13, 1100 %1 e
: Robbery 65 5 158 5
i Robbery and attempied robbery i
; with “injury 65 67 155 ]
: From serious sssault 70 71 150 & .
From minor assault 60 61 156 ?
Robbery without injury bat 70 180 21
Attempted robbery without injury 48 L9 133 :
Assault - 51 50 51 . :
: Aggravsted assault 55 57 49 : ‘ ) -
Iy With injury 69 78 256 :
: Attempted assault with weapon L7 . 48 142
Simple assault 45 42 54
With injury : 61 : 162 160
Attempted assault without weapon 38 36 7
Crimes of theft . 32 “en cee
Personal larceny with contact o 38 38 150 3
Purse snatching 41 41 2
: Pocket picking 3L 3k 250
: Personal larceny without contact 31 ses 2o
... 'Représents not applicablée. ;
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 4
2No attempted purse snatchings by nonstrangers vere recorded. i
§
Table 41. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, i
by type of crime and sex and race of victims fi ) i
Sex Race R ) R L :
Type of crime Male Female White " Black ) : o R s
A1l personal crimes 39 42 41 38 ' i !
Crimes of violence 56 59 62 48 :
Rape 0 6l 1 12 ‘ . e L
Tobbery 60 76 73 51 ) ’ o
Robbery and attempted ) : N . Low
robbery with injury 66 61, Th 143 . ’ . . : R
From serious assault 76 133 76 155
From minor assault 18 71 72 130
Robbery without injury 64 87 78 .59
Attempted robbery without . ' .
injury 136 in 56 231 -
Assault ' 53 47 52 W6 Al %
Ageravated assault 55 54 63 46
With injury e 65 93 K7 N
Attempted assault with . .
weapon . 46 18 L9 L5 .
Simple assault ’ 51 KO L2 L7 : & oL . E
With injury % 167 255 60 150 T3 . . S . s . P
Attempted assault ; ' .- . . . oo ) el -
without weapon Ly 133 3k 146 b : ‘ : ; -
Crimes of theft 29 * 35 32 30 gi , , ] ; : y Tl
Personal larceny with &) . : ) . : . ' TR -
contact 127 42 I 123 i 5, : Lo -
Purse snatching 0 L2 39 43 ) ] e : LN . : : - ) ‘ e
e Pocket picking 129 3 - 43 110 4 ' L : e :
v : Personal. larceny without & 4 . . s
S contact 29 3L . 31 31 = n .
o 1Estimate, based on abbut 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. i :
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34 Criminal Victimization SU;:\"eys in Miami

| .
i Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, .
g , by type of crime and age of victim
4 o |
Type of crime 12-19 20-34 3549 " 5061, 65 and over
;AIL]. personal crimes 32 25 L6 W 48 : - .
Crimes of violence? 43 59 65 61 &l
Robbery . L5 70 71 62 78
Robbery and attempted robbery )
with injury 236 =82 : 2635 64 283 .
Robbery without injury 250 65 73 61 75
Assault 40 52 : 65 261 246
Aggravated assault 36 55 68 289 280
Simple assault L5 Ll ‘ 63 225 225 )
Crimes of theft 25 11 36 36 36 -
Personal larceny with contact 213 239 229 243 [AA )
Personal larceny without .
contact 25 9 37 35 31

”

1 Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
"'E@tim::i:e;,f' based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

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

A Involving Involving v
Type of crime victimizations - strangers nonstrangers . . N
Crimes of violence 56 54 61 A :
Repe 85 88 150 e
Robbery 41 151 47 , e %
Robbery and attempted robbery ' >
with injury , 60 (] 155
From serious assauli 52 : 52 150
From minor assault 68 n 256
Robbery without injury 19 18 140
Attempted robbery without injury ) 70 72 133 l )
Assault 65 65 65 ‘ P
Aggravated assault 62 62 61 o -
With injury : 61 (A 156 i o
. Atiempted assault’with weapon 63 62 65 H
) Simple assault 69 68 70 ! '
; With injury 73 76 170 : :
* Attempted assanlt without weapon B &7 66 7
J 1Estimate, based on about iO or. fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, 35{
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Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective measures,
by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime

. _Robbery Assault
. Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape . All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
S Sex
Male 54 : A 58 33 56 4 70
Female 60 211 43 68 33 A 60 68
Race
. White 62 293 46 63 36 Th 77 : 70
r Black L5 258 35 257 27 51 46 ol
: Age
12-19 59 260 . 58 agy 255 60 pX:} 7
20-34 68 293 52 88 39 72 h 68
. ~ 35-49 53 271 40 268 229 69 bl 75
50-6lx 39 2100 34 248 224 - 248 233 257
65 and- over 33 1 325 225 225 242 230 250
iNo rapes were recorded in this category. ‘
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ”
o Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims,
W by type of measure and type of crime
Crimes of Robbery Assault "
Self-protective meadsure violencel All robberies Witk injury 4 Without injury All assaults Aggravated/ -Simpie
Used or brandished firearm or knife 5 25 23 - 27 , 25 27 23
Used physical force or other weapon 26 : 27 NS 212 26 28 21
B Tried to get help or frighten offender 27 36 37 36 20 14 2
. ‘Threatened or reasoned with offender 1 14 28 221 : 19 19 19
- Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 26 17 . 231 22 31 33 29
- o
) i NOTE: Detail may not ¢dd to 100 percent because of rounding.
: 2 Includes data on rape, not shown separately. ’ . .
| 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. -
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Criming! Victimization Surveys in Miami

Tabile 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 Male Female White Black
" Used or brandished firearm or knife 5 14 12 Ly 1q
Used physical force or other weapon 26 31 20 25 32
Tried to get help or frighten offender 27 19 38 29 19
Threatened or reasoned with offender | 17 . 23 11 16 16
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 26 22 30 26 26

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becauge of rounding,
1Estimate, 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 Percent
A1l personal crimes 76
Crimes of violence 43
pe 148
Robbery . 77

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 7
Robbery without injury ) 100
Attempted robbery without injury 213
Assault 15
Aggravated assault 19
Simple assault 29
Crimes of theft 93
Personal larceny with contact 8L
Purse snatching &9
Pocket picking 100
Personal larceny without contact 9y

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sfatistically unreliable.
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resuiting in theft and/or damage loss,

by type of crime and value of loss

No monetary Less than Not known or
Type of crime value 310 $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more not available
All personal crimes 3 12 35 33 9 8
Crimes of violence® 8 8 28 27 15 14
Robbery 22 10 29 29 19 11
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 23 a8 31 31 214 31
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 2 11 28 29 22 29
Assault 37 22 220 217 0 a2y
Crimes of theft 2 13 37 34 8 6
Personal larceny with contact 31 13 31 37 26 211
Personal larceny without contact 2 13 37 34 8 6
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. T
2Estimate, 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 ;
. L
No monetary Less ‘than Not known and *‘
Type of crime and race value $10 $10-349 $50--8249 $250 or moré not available i
AN personsl crimes? 3 12 35 33 9 8 '
White 4 13 35 32 10 7 ; B
Black 22 8 50 28 4 g '
Crimes of violence? 8 8 28 27 15 1 i
White 10 29 27 25 ié 1
Black 23 =3 67 15 26 36 :
Crimes of theft} 2 13 37 34 8 3 yo
White 2 13 36 33 9 3 » :
Black 2z 12 38 38 3 9 5
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. '2 R
3Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately, o
2Estimate, based-on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unrelisble. 5 e
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! e X -38 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami ; Survey Data Tables 39
i t } L
fi i ; Table 50. Personal robbery and larc:any. Percent distribution of f Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
victimizations rpsultu_rg in theft loss, by valqe 9f stolen ! from work, by type of crime
Y property, including cash, and race of victims { v
] ‘, Type of crime Percent
\ Type of crime and property value A1l races? White Black | ? A Pﬁf&f@‘i‘ srimes 12
; Robbery : Crimes of vicpisng . 15
; No monetary value 22 22 a1 / Rape : 1y
! Less thaii $10 10 210 29 B Robbery 19
i $10-349 28 28 28 : With injury 13
: $50-599 17 15 22 i Without injury 12
$100-3249 15 14 218 H Assanlt 14
$250 or more 21 23 218 S Aggravated assault 16
. Not availcble 28 %8 2 : Simple assault n
> Personal larceny® }’ Crimes of theft 13
S No monetary value 23 21 2z i Personal larceny with montact 1y
Less than $10 13 14 11 } Personal larceny without contact 12
310-349 38 38 38 i '
$50-$99 20 19 22 g{ 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
$100-8$249 15 1 1:7 |
$250 or more ’; 2 9’}’
Not available o . f - e s . .
: — : | Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of viztimizations resulting
i Rt R i A el i e L It ! in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime
i 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ) 4 ———
: 3Tncludes both personal larceny with contact and persenal larceny withou\t contact. 'l"m‘a 135t At personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
. Lops than 1 day 30 113 53
Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of ; 5 (o % 2 H
; victimizations resuiting in theft loss, by proportion of : 1 Over 10 days 16 26 15
‘ mount unknown an
\ loss recovered 1 not available 1y 11 0
' NOTE: Detail jpay not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
i : ) T pereoml Personal larceny ;' f 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
, Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact Without cnnﬁch
' None & & g 82 Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
- i Some 15 1 13 1 | by type of crime and time of occurrence
o Less than half 9 4 Ar I
. Half or more 11 3 1] 3
i Proportion unknown 15 4 %5 L Nighttime Not known
H Daytime 6 p.m.— Midnight~ Not and not
v NOTE: Detail may not &dd to 100 percent because of rounding. Type of crime 6 a.me=b pom. Total midnight 6 d.m. known aveilable
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 1 -
All personal crimes 52 42 27 12 3 3
- Crimes of violencs W 52 39 13 iz iz
L Rape 141 56 137 119 0 0
Robbery Ly 56 40 16 iz ‘z
i Robbery and attempted
) - 3 robbery with injury 48 53 36 116 0 0
" . ] ) - From serious assault 41 62 41 118 0 o]
. ; From minor assault 55 45 132 113 o] 0
] ; } Robbery without injury 40 59 42 17 it 11
| 3] Attempted robbery without
i . ' g injury N 53 12 111 o} [0}
: Assault 50 19 38 11 iz 1z
- Aggravated assault 43 57 46 10 13 0
v With injury 37 63 5k 13 1 0
< Attempted assault with
¥ weapon 47 53 42 1 0 0
§ Simple assault 59 40 27 13 0 11
; With injury 53 48 133 115 0 0
Attempted assault withoud
weapon 62 37 25 12 [¢] L3 1
E Crimes of theft 55 38 22 11 4 7
; -+ Pergonal larceny with contact 45 34 30 15 0 11
I N K Purse snatching : 70 30 30 0 0 0
H : = Pocket picking 60 39 30 i1 0 12
; : : B Personal larceny without, “ontact 54 38 21 12 5 8
: NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
4 Z Less than 0.5 percent.
é' X 1Estimate, based on'sbout 10 or fewer‘\ -sample cases, 1is statistically unreliasble.
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40 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

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

Nighttime
Relationship and type Daytime 6 peme— Midnight— - Not known and
of crime 6 a.m.=6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a,m. not availible
Involving strangers
Crimes of violerice! L6 53 39 14 2z
Robbery L3 56 39 16 ag
Assault 50 50 39 11 0
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence® 49 L9 .39 211 23
Robbery 24, 256 250 24 0
Assault 51 48 37 212 2

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. )
1Includes data on rape; not shown separately. .
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,

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 A1l incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 54 54 R
Rape 19 217 150
Robbery 57 59 131

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury Ly 48 118
Robbery without injury 65 65 167
Attempted rovbery without injury 61 62 150
Assault® 55 54 55

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

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

Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown .
Crimes of violence® L 23 27 6
Robbery : 50 26 19 5
Robbery and attempted robbery .
with injury 229 220 234 217
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 59 28 213 21
Aggravated assault 39 21 35 26
With injury 222 220 50 28
Attempted assault with weapon &7 21 28 25

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 pei‘*‘r‘:én{: because of rounding.
*Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 58. Personal crimias of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown Firearm Knife Other Type unknown
Crimes of violence?! 45 24 25 25 L2 215 36 28
Robbery 50 26 19 26 260 220 220 o]
Aggravated assault : L0 22 33 25 38 215 38 29
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
2Includes data on rape, not shown separately. :
2Estimate, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable. :
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Criininal Victimization Surveys In Miami

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime Number Rate
Burglary 10,500 85
Forcible entry 5,000 40
Unlawful entry without force 2,400 19
Attempted forcible entry 3,100 25
Household larceny 8,100 66
Less than $50 14,200 34
$50 or more 3,200 26
Amount not available 200 2
Attempted larceny 500 &
Motor vehicle theft 2,200 8
Completed theft 1,600 - 13
Attempted theft 600 5

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

Table 60. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,

by selected household characteristics and type of crime

All household Household Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household
White (79) 66 57 75 75
Black (21) 34 43 24 25
Other (1) 1z iz 11 [¢]
Age of head of household
12-19 (1) 2 2 2 23
20-34 Ezz) 35 35 3k 38
35-49 23; 31 29 34 30
5064 (28 21 22 20 25
65 and over {(22) 11 12 10 LY
Annmual family income
less than $3,000 (19) 13 16 ] 15
$3,000~$7,499 31;; 28 30 27 26
$7,500-59,999 (13 13 13 14 16
$10,000-$14,999 (17) 20 17 23 25
$15,000-824,999 (8 12 10 13 1
$25,000 or more (3 [ 6 6 17
Not available (6) 7 8 7 8
Tenure
Owned or being bought (36) 40 40 L1 35
Rented - (41) i 60 60 59 65
Number of units in structure
12 (47) 51 50 53 47
2 (8 g 10 7 1
3. (2 2 2 11 12
L (6 6 6 5 *5
5-9 (10) 10 10 9 1n
10 or more  (26) 2L 22 24 30
Other than housing units (2) 1z .0 1z 0
Number of persons in household
1 (27 23 28 18 16
2-3 Eso) L7 L5 47 51
4=-5 . (18) 22 19 25 25
6 or more . (5) 9 7 10 7

L b TR

NOTE: - Numbers in parentheses refer to percent of households in the group.  Detail may not add to
total shown because of rounding.
Z less than 0.5 percent. ’
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2Tncludes data on mobile homes, not shown separat/ely.
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Table 61. Househo!d crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household
, (Rate per 1,000 households)
w 12-19 2034 35-49 50-61; 65 and over
Type of crime g , (1,200) (26,800) (34,000) (33,800) (27,300)
Burglary 197 135 89 ‘ 68 46
Forcible entry 150 65 46 34 18
Unlawful entry without force 13108 3 : 17 1y 10
Attempted forcible entry 139 - 37 26 21 18
Household larceny 160 101 82 47 3
Less than $50 . 190 53 38 26 17
$50 or more 160 39 : 38 15 12
Amount not available 210 12 ) 13 11 iz
Attempted larceny 0 8 13 14 11
Motor vehicle theft 120 32 ) CE 20 17 15
Completed theft 120 22 : R 15 13 13
Attempted theft ' 0 10 L 5 1 12
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to totai t:‘%;wxn because of rounding. :
Z less than 0.5 percent. ' - P i
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, ! >
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and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black
Type of crime (97,000) (25,400)
Burglary 61 * 177
Forcible entry 25 ; 102
Unlawful entry without force 17 28
Attempted forcible entry 19 48
Household larceny &3 78
Less than $50 32 ; 40
$50 or more 25 31
Amount not gvailable 2 12
Attempted larceny i 15
Motor vehicle theft 17 22
Completed theft 12 17
Attempted theft 5 L 1
Y NOTE: HNumbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown ¢
becanse of rounding. A
1Estimate, based on about 30 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. -
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization

A i

(Rate per 1,000 households)

rates, by type of crime and annual family income

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500~-89,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-%24,999 $25,000 or more Not available
Type of crime (23,200) (41,600) {15,800) (21,100) (10,200 (3,600) (7,600
Burglary { J Th 75 83 85 106 184 103
Forcible entry-._. 37 37 41 41 49 72 43
Unlawful entry without force 17 16 17 19 28 58 23
Attempted forecible entry 21 22 25 26 29 54 38
Household larceny L0 52 7 87 102 126 73
Less than $50 20 28 45 48 46 48 28
$50 or more 17 21 21 34 43 65 32
Amount not available 1a 12 o] 12 Ly 13 12
Attempted larceny 12 12 15 1y, f10 130 11
Motor vehicle theft 15 1 22 26 730 ! 23
Completed theft 3 11 15 19 /18 13y, 116
Abtempted theft 1 '3 17 7 J 2 17 16

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

1Fstimate, 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)

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

e LE e e

*

.

Owned or being bought Rented ;
A1l races’ White " Black All races® White Black ;
Type of crime (441200 (37,600) (6,500) (78,900) (59,400) (18,900) :
Burglary 9L The 212 80 53 166 :
Forcible entry L6 31 128 38 21 93
Unlawful entry without force 17 16 23 21 18 29
Attempted forcible entry 31 26 60 22 15 43
Household larceny 75 72 90 61 57 i
Less than $50 .37 37 36 32 29 L1 ;
$50 or nore 30 28 43 24 23 27 . . w
Amount not available 22 - 22 26 22 22 21 :
Ahttempted larceny 6 5 26 3 3 35 :
Motor vehicle theft 18 17 26 18 18 20
Completed theft 14 12 25 13 13 15
Attenpted theft 4 5 22 5 5 “5 y
i b 9
NOTE: HNumbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may rot add to total shown because of rounding. ) -
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. ] i
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ’ » ’7‘
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household
. (Rate per 1,000 households)
One Two or three Four or five Six or more
Type of crime (33,700) (61,100) (22,000) (6,300)
. i Burglary ' 8 78 93 12,
Forcible entry 40 3¢ L6 52
i Unlawful entry without force 20 16 23 a3l
i Attempted forcible entry 27 24 24 39
Household larceny 43 62 92 133
Less than $50 22 33 L8 58
$50 or moie . 15 24 40 61
Ambunt not available 1z 12 12 12
Attempted larceny 5 3 12 112
Motor vehicle theft 11 19 X 26 25
Completed theft - 13 22 23
. K Attempted theft *h 6 A7 12
NOTE: DMimbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to tdbai shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample c¢ases, is statistically unrelisble.
!
: Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household
: . (Rate per 1,000 houscholds)
One? ™HO Three~four Five-ning Ten or more
Type of crime (57,900) {10,200) (§,800) (12,300) (32,000)
Burglary © 90 103 Y O 86 7
Forcible entry L6 63 32 41 26
Unlawful entry without force 17 16 210 26 26
Attempted forcible entry 27 2L 35 19 22
Household larceny T 58 58 59 &0
Less than $50 - 39 21 33 35 29
$50 or more 29 3t 21 21 24
Amount not, available 2 25 21 23 22
Attempted larceny 5 21 ®29 22 5
Motor vehicle theft ' 18 2g 16 21 21
. e Completed theft 15 23 211 15 15
e Lo {i Attempted theft ' A a5 25 26 7

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in: the group.
*Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separahely.
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Detail may not add to totsl shown because of rounding.

8Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casis, is statisticaily unreliable.
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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 entry
SV White
. ; Legs than $3,000 (15,800) 39 15 1 1
£3,000~87,499 231.700 50 20 13 17
$7,500-$9,999 (13,400 57 21 15 22
$10,000-$14,999  (18,000) 61 26 16 18
$15,000-824,999 8,9003 88 41 25 22
$25,000 or more (3,300 182 68 63 51
Not available (6,000) 82 29 125 29
3 Biack
Less than $3,000 (7,200) 154 87 2 43
: $3,000-%7,499 §9.700; 155 91 28 36
] * 87,500-$9,999 (2,400 228 155 A 243
ﬁ $10,000-$14,999 §3. 100; 226 125 132 69
! $15,000-$24,999 (1,200 238 1108 151 178
N $25,000 or more (300 1231 1136 2 195
: Not available (1,500 193 99 118 197
3 NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, -
g 1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. .
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48 Criminal Vlcl’lmlzatlon Surveys in Miami

Tabie 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 98 18 2
Near own home FONN 82 33
At vacation home, motel,

. or hotel 2 e [ o]

Inside nonresidential
building Pee e 7

On street, or in park,

playground, school~

ground, - or parking lot ‘e iee 56
Elsewhere cee vee 12

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

e bty ot

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

Inside city Inside other :

Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere f
All household crimes 94 3 3
Burglary 9L 2 3
Household larceny 95 2 2
Motor vehicle treft 89 LR 7

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

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

Reason A1l household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Nothing coilld be done; ) e ’ e
lack of proof 35 39 3L 2L

Not important enough 32 29 35 30

Police would not want .

to be bothered 9 9 9 112

Too inconvenient or

time consuming 5 3 . [ 111

Private or personal

matter 5 6 5 13
Fear of reprisal iz 1z 1z 0
Reported to someone

else 2 3 12 11
A1l other and not

given 10 s 11 9 119

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

Sl S A N
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Survey Data Tables 49

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

Race and reason A1l household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft

White
Nothing could be done;

Jack of proofl 33 37 31 26
Not important énough 36 31 39 28
All other and not

given 32 31 31 L6

Black
Nothing could be done; ;

lack of proof 41 i1 42 21
Not impertant enough 26 26 25 132
All other and not

given 34 33 33 47

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percert because of rourding. ]
*Estimate; 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 importent A1l other and
Income lack of proof enough not given
Less than $3,000 41 25 34
$3,000~-37,499 36 33 3
$7,500-$9,999 32 34 35
$10,000-814,999 35 33 32
$15,000-82,,999 30 43 27
$25,000 or more 25 36 39
Not availsble 45 21 33

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami
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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;

Value lack of proof

Not important

411 other and

enough not given
No monetary value 0 i9 191
Less than $10 21 ® 52 27
$10-849 35 .38 27
$50-399 L7 23 29
$100-3249 42 12 45
$250 or more L0 15 55
Not available 138 i35 127

NOTE: Detail may nat add to 100 percent because of round:mg.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statlstlcally unreliable,

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

Type of crime

All races? White Black
A1l household crimes 16 45 JA:]
Burglary 58 58 58
Forcible entry 80 79 80
Unlawful entry without force L7 52 34
Attempted forcible entry 33 36 26
Household larceny 23 25 18
Less. than $50 12 12 213
$50 or more 36 38 31
Amount not available 223 231 0
Attempted larceny 34 47 0
Motor vehicle theft 73 Th 71
Completed theft 89 90 89
Attempted theft 27 33 o]

tIncludes data on “other" races, not shown separately. N
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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1 Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income
. R Type of crime Less than $3,000  $3,000-37:,499  $7.500-89.999  $10,000-$14,999  $15,000-$24,999  $25,000 or more Not available
: A1l household crimes 4l 47 45 42 57 54, 52
Burglary 5k 56 61 52 69 67 65
Forcible entry 7 75 80 74 92 100 . 8l
Unlawful entry without force I8 50 18 5 61 142 153
Attempted forcible entry 123 35 38 125 138 226 152
Household larceny . .20 25 19 23 17 129 35
Motor vehicle theft 182 80 69 3 7 173 -, 153
: Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrel;l.:éble. )
~N Y
Table 76. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure
A1l races? Yhite Black .
Ovned or being Owned or being Owned or being’ i
Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought Rented :
- i
| A1 household crimes 50 =7 B 13 55 ' L5 i
i Burglary 63 ' 55 : 63 54 63 57 3
Forcible entry 85 7 a7 13 81 80 v
Unlawful entry without force 55 52 60 .48 247 33 E
Attempted forcible entry 36 : 30 38 34 231 23
Household larceny 25 22 26 .25 ) 26 - 15 §
¥otor vehizle theft 82 68 . 9 70 ol ’ 61 5
- o
oy o 1Includes deta on Motier! races, not shown separately. . [
T D e e T . . 2Ectimate; baged on sbout 10-or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable, ‘ R 4
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

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 $10-349 $50-3249 $250 or more
All household crimes iy 18 K7 85
Burglary 135 36 62 87
Forcible entry ! 53 77 89
Unlawful entry without force 121 123 . 43 76
Attempted forcible entry 0 0 1133 1100
Household larceny ‘Z 13 32 60

Motor vehicle theft Nn 89

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2No motor vehicle thefts involving losses in this category were recorded.

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

I

Type of crime | Percent
All household crimes 91
Burglary 87
Forcible entry 97
Unlawful entry without force
Attempted forcible entry 69
Household larceny 96

Motor vehicle theft 90

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

’ A1l household Household Motor wvehicle

Value a crimes Burglary larceny theft

No monetary value b5 1z 13 0
Less than $10 8 4 1 o]
$ic-348 2 13 10 0
$50-399 16 13 o PARE : L3
$100-8249 16 19 15 12
$250-3999 . 19 30 L L2
$1,000 or more -~ 19 17 12 L5

Not available 3 3 3 o]

NOTE: Detail may not ad&‘to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z - less than 0.5 percent.
}Estimate, 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 cf head
of household, type of crime, and value of loss

No monetary

. Not known end
Race and type of crime value Less than $10 $10-$49  $50-3249 $250 or more not available
A1l races?
A1l household crimes 6 10 24 27 2h 6
_ Burglary ) 10 10 15 24 33 8
!, Foreible eniry L 5. 11 21 49 7
. Unlawful entry without
force o] 9 19 42 26 4 j
. Attempted forcible entry 35 23 19 25 23 1
‘Household larceny 52 13 39 35 7 I
Hotor vehicle theft 23 2z 8 13 70 i
White :
A1l household crimes 5 1n 26 27 25 5 §
Burglary 10 10 17 23 t3k 7 :
Forcible entry 25 2 13 21 52 26
Unlawful entry without . i
force 0 2 20 42 30 23 i
Attempted forcible entry 31 25 21 2L ag 14
Household larceny 22 15 37 35 7 L .
Motor vehicle theft 24 0 11 12 70 23 3
Black "
A1l household crimes 7 9 21 27 27 8 £
Burglary 10 11 13 25 32 9 B ¢
Forcible entry 22 26 10 28 L6 8 y
Unlawful entry without :‘
force 0 215 217 41 220 2g ‘
Attempted forcible entry 39 21 17 7 ] 16
Household larceny 22 8 Ly 35 ) 25 5
Motor vehicle theft 22 22 22 214 72 28 I
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ;
*Includes data on “other® races, not shown separately. 4
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fawer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, 4
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami i S—
5 ' . o e Survey Data Tables 55 !
i Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations : f
I” ; resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered ’ Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
.; , and type of crime b by type of crime and time of occurrence
A11 household Household Motor vehicle Nighttime
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft Daytime 6 pome—  Midnight- Not  Not kmown and
3 P p k Type of crime 6 a.me=6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not available
one A 89 25 :
A1l 11 6 5 60 A11 household crimes L5 AN 20 18 6 11
S 9 6
ome 10 15 Bur,
glary 55 3h 19 12 3 11
ﬁ:i; g:agoﬁzlr g ll: :é 113 Forcible entry 61 33 21 8 *3 6
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 i, ; U;ii:é‘ul entry without 52 ,Bh o 12 . w
N 1
NOTE: Detsil may not add to total shown because of rounding. Attempted forcible entry 49 37 15 18 3 14
*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. Hoi:i:"%gaiaggny gz Zg ‘;g }3 }2 %18‘
- $50 or more 40 48 20 19 10 12
- , Amount not_available : 33 162 129 129 35 :5
Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting ‘ Noter vehicle thety % 5 x 3 a3 2
in loss of time from work, by type of crime Completed theft 31 65 27 35 13 %
Attempted theft 27 71 31 39 12 12
Type o?." crime Percent NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
- 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
£11 household crimes 10
Burglatry 12 . se s .
Undenpus. entry without force 2 Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
Attempted forcible entry R ' by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime
Household larceny 3
Less than $50 2 : (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
$50 or more 5 .
Amount. not available : :5 ’ Burglary Robhery
Attempted larceny 2 o
Motor vehicle thofb 25 Characteristic Number Rate Number » Rate
gggzle::g :gzg 23 All establishments (26,000) 7,600 292 2,700 104
mp . 7 Kind of establishment )
‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer gamplé¢ cases, is statistically unrelisble. . v He;‘.i:';' (Zl'lgoo 21 200) B'g% 1&5‘1 1'?88 lz?g
: ar [}
Bating and drinking places = (1,700) = 1,000 57k 500 267
. e e . . General merchandise (300) 200 600 1100 * 268
Table 83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting Apperel group (1,200) 500 391 koo e
. . . Furniture and applisncé group (600) 200 395 1100 91
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime Automotive group (500) 500 932 0 0
. ., Other retail {2,400) 900 - 327 300 96
Wholesale (3,400) 700 211 200 69
A1 household Household Motor vehicle Service (9,700 2,400 251 500 53
Time lost crimes . Burglary larceny theft Manufacturing  (1,400) 400 309 200 160
—y a e S ” Other ~ (3,700) 400 113 200 50
ss than 1 day [ 5 1 28
& N ¢ Gross annual receipts :
b L # N th ; ' Less than $10,000 (k,300) : 1,500 342 200 39
It e and : b 3. $10,000-521,,995 (4,200 : 1,400 333 300 &l
"ot available 1y 13 0 o T $25,000-849,999 (3,600, 900 258 400 99 #
s : ‘ $50,000-399,999 (4, 1,100 269 800 194 ; ’ ,
NOTE: - Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. A ‘ :;88'%2533'333 Eg'ggg; 1'5% ;ig ‘ gzgg -}gg ;
z Less than 0.5 percent. . L $1,000,000 or'more (1,900) 700 © 396 200 81 ‘ ‘
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. No sales (1,200) 300 216 ' 1300 1
; . y e : -
: Average number of paid employees
i ‘: -3 {10,000) 2,600 262 1,300 126 : .
! ' , L=7 (4,300) 1,300 289 500 120
: ‘ . 8-19 (2,800} 700 261 300 121
20 or more (2,300) 1,300 539 300 108
F None (6,600) 1,800 265 300 50
. lj NOTE: Numbers in parintheses refer to establishments in the group. Detail may not add to. total
“ shown because of ‘rounding.
iEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
) .
- ) ; 1 ] ‘
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Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by selected characteristics of commercial establishments

Characteristic

Percent of establishments

Percent ol crimes

} Kind of establishment
- Retail
Wholesale
Service
Real estate
Manufacturing
13 Transporiastio:
: Other Ve
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000
$10,000-324, 999
. $25,000-$49, 999
$50,000-399,999
$100,000-3499,999
$500,000~$999, 999 -
$1,000,000 or-more
No sales
Amount not available

Average number of paid employees

1-3

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

‘Table 87. Cornmercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were

victimized, by kind of establishment

. Kind of establishment Percent

’ A1l establishments 22

i Retail 33

i Wholesale 17

o Service . 19

e Manufacturing . 21

Other 12

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

?T;*’

s

Burglary ) _Robhery
Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed Attempted
A1l establishments 73 27 57 43
: Retail 68 32 52 4,8
" Wholesale 79 . 21 133 157
Service 79 21 81 119
Other 70 30 Sk L6
};E'stimate, based on about 10 or fewer samj:ie cases, is statisticaliy unreliable,
\,
)
1
¥
$p

Survey Data Tables 57

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more Not available

All establishments 43 23 25 9
Retail 34 26 - 38 12
Other 55 20 17 18

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

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

Kird of establishment One Two Three or more
AY1 establishments 82 12 6
Retail . 77 15 8
Service 86 8 16
Other 86 19 15

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

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

Kind of establishment . < On premises ’ On delivery and else;where‘
All establishments C 96 L7

Retail ’ 100 0

Wholesale 100 o]

Sexvice 87 113

Manufacturing 92 13

Other 91 19

xEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer saemple cases, is statistically unreliabie.

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

Reason o Percent
Nothing could be done;

lack of proof 548
Not. important enough 30
Police would not want to

be bothered . 14
Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not want to become involved 7
Fear of reprisal
Reported to someone else 13
All other and not given vi

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

=t
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l 58 Criminal Victiriization Surveys in Miami

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

Kind of establishment Burglary and robbeiy Burglary ‘Robbery -
A1l establishments 7% 79 69
Retail 77 81 68
Wholesale 86 88 79
Service 79 80 74
Hanufacturi.ng 55 &4 138
Other 67 60 82

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

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

Kind of establirhmert I Péreent
All establistiments 72
Retail 78
Wholesale 90
Service 65
Real estate . 54
Manufacturing 77
Transportation L7

Other 6l

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

All estab-
Type of security measure lishments Retail Wholesale Service Other
Building alsrm 16 23 22 10 10
Central alarm - police
i or security service 15 21 29 7 13
v Reinforeing device 23 29 28 19 19
Guard or watchman 15 : 11 Q9 20 15
Watchdog I 7 13 L 12
o ; Firearm 5 9 1z L A
1 Camera 1 11 1z 1z o]
1 ; Mirror 1 2 13 1z 1z
Other 9 8 17 7 7

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based o about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

1
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Survey Data Tables

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

Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery
All establishments 92 60
Retall 92 15!;
Wholesale 98 43
Service 91 187
Manufacturing 96 y L6
Other 8L 73

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

in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss

Type of establishmunt Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available
A1l establishments 9 19 27 38 7
Retail 6 16 31 42 5
Wholesale 110 - 132 21 50 14
Service 11 23 26 33 . 7
Other 112 25 20 30 12

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

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

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

Kind of establishment Percent
All establishments 83
Retail 86
¥holesale 8L
Service 80
Manufacturing 80
Other 80

Wi
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Crimlinal Victimization Surveys in Miami

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

Number of employees

who lost time Percent
None 82
One employee 11
Two employees 4
Three or more employees 3

Table 100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by number

of man-days-lost from work

Number of man~days lost Percent
None 82
Less than 1 day 10
1-5 days 6

2

6 or more days

S

e R U S . - RN .- .

Zs s S o W ety

AL w8 et
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Survey Data Tables

Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type

of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime Not ‘known
Midnight- Not and not
Type of crime ’6 aelie known available
Burglary and robbery 31 29 4
Burglary 4O ?9 ]
Robbery 7 1 1z

Z less than 0.5 percent.

*Estimate, based on about 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 Percent
A1 establishments 75
Retail 90
Service 58
Other . 53

e AR 4

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

Type of weapon All robberies Completed robberies Attempted robberies

Firearm 63 1A 33
Knife 11 13 26
Other or unknown type 26 15 41

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

4 T o . '
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APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, a basic screen ques-
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re-
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information
on the relevant crimes committed against the house-
hold as a svhole 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

i AT i - . S

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

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

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

63
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Survey Instruments

O.M.B, No, 41-R266!; Approval Explres June 30, 1974

ronm NCS-3 .and NCS4
(8:23.79)

NOTICE ~ Youi report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S,
Cede). it may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for
statistical purposes.

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOC|AL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAL DF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

FORM NCS5-3 - BASIC SCREEN QUMSTIONNAIRE

Control number

Segment

FORM NCS-4 ~ CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

1, Interviewer identification
Code | Name

5

8. Tenure (¢C7)
o 1 {TJ Owned or being bought
2 [7] Rented for cash
3 [J No cash rent

2. Record «f interview

Line number of household

Date completed
respondent

t
1
]
t
|
]
1

7. Type of living quarters (cc |1)
Housing Unlit
1 [ House, apartment, flat
2 ] HU Tn nontransient hotel, motel, etc.
9 "] HU — Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.

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

4 [T} HU in rooming house
5 ] Mobile home or trailer

6 [_] HU not specified above ~ Describe 7

OTHER Unit
7 ] Quarters not HY in rooming or boarding house

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

8 [ ] Unit not permanent in transient hotel, motel, eic.
9 [] Vacant tent site or trailer site

10T} Not specified above — Describe 7

TYPE 8

1 [[] Vacant — Regular

2 {71 Vacant — Storage of HH furniture

3] Temporarily occupied by persons with URE
4[] Unfit or to be demolished

s [] Under constructlon, not ready

& (] Converted to temporary business or storage
7 [ Unoccupied tent site or trailer site

8 [C] Permit granted, construction not started

9 [} Other — Spec!!y7

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

O 5[] 5-9
2(]2 &[] 10 or more
313 7 [C] Moblle home or trailer
4[4 8 [] Only OTHER units
b ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:

9. (Other than the . . « business) does anyone in this household
operate o business from this address?

Im

2[7] Yes — What kind of business is that? <

TYPE C

1 [7] Unused line of listing sheet

2] Demolished

3 [J House or trailer moved

4[] Outside segment

s} Converted to permanent business or starage
6 [ Merged

7 [Z] Condemned

e [7) Built after Apsil I, 1970

a [} Other - Specl{y7

10. Family income (cc 24)
1 [ Under $1,000
2] 81,000 to 1,999
371 2,000 t0 2,999
4[] 3,000 103,999
s[C] 4,000 to 4,999
& {1 5,000 to0 5,999
7[} 6,000 to0 7,499

8 []$7,500 ¢ 9,999
9 [] 10,000 to 11,999
16 {7] 12,000 o 14,999
11 [] 15,000 to 19,999
12 0] 20,000 to 24,999
13 [7] 25,000 and over

11, Household members 12 years

TYPE Z
{nterview not obtained for 7
Line number

of age and OYER 7

e o Total number

12, Household membesrs UNDER

12 years of age 7
——— 11 LT 1T
o[} None
13. Crime Incident Reports filled
——— 7
4. Household status e 0001 NUMber
1+ [CJSame household as last enumeration o ] None
2 [J'Replacement household since fast enumeration
3 [T Previous poninterview or not In sample before CENSUS USE ONLY
5. Spaclal ploce type cede (¢c 6¢)
-
e e SRS N - Y

£
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Mlami

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 17.
NAME (of household
tespondent)

18. 19. 20a. 20b. |2l 22, 23,What {5 the highest grode
RELATIONSHIP | AGE_ IMARTAL|RACE  lORIGIH |SEX  |ARMED
1o KouseHoLD | SAST. JsTATUS [icc15) i (ect6) [(cc1n) |FoRCES

(nr-year) of regular school DId you
you have ever attendad? :;mnin:ur
B Y O]
MEMBER {ASK for persons 12-24 y13. | (c.'50)

Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc19)
{cc 18}

@ @ |@

1[] Head tCOme 1 Ow. sOM {1 T ves| oo [ Never attended 1{7] Yes
2[Wite of head | | 2[JWd. | 2[JNeas) —_}2[IF J2 ([Tl oF kindergarten 2 No

e Elem, (01-08)
iz M, §09-12)
College {21~26+)

26d. Have you been ook g for work during the past 4 weeks?
No < When did you fast work?
2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28¢
3{7] 5 or mere years ago
4[] Never worked SKIP to 29

KEYER — EUGIN HEAD DAY - tec 14)
NEW RECORD tceab) tce 13)
Last
First 3 (7] own child sCJo. |sJot
4 {] Other relative; «[C]Sep.
s Non-elative sCONM
Look at item 4 on cover page. s this the same
fHEEc: household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) @ 1] Yes
TEM ] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B J No
2%a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970?
@ 1 [J Yes = SKiP to Check ltem B 2[JNo

27. Is there cny reason why you could not toke o job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. County

‘ 1 Ne

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

¢. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, atc.?
13 Ne 2 [} Yes ~ Name of city, town, village, eic.y

s {7} Other — Specu‘ly?

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

@ [T 111

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
yClYes  2[JNo

x ] Never worked — SKIP to 29

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEMB CiNo—-SKIP 029 = [JYes

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

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working, :
eeping house, going to school) or something olse?
1] Working — SKIP to 280 & [} Unable to work—SKIP to26d
2 7] With a job but not at work 7 [T] Retired
3 ] Looking for work 8 (] Other — Speclfy.',
& "] Keeping house
s "] Going to school

(!f Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

@ [T 11

¢ Were you -
1 [ An employae of a PRIVATE company, business or
Indivlduur for wages, salary or commissions?
2] A GOVERNMENT employes (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or farm?

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

ask about unpaid work.)
o[JNo Yes — How many houis? ~ SKIP to0 28a

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily businesd ¢r farm?

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

<. Did you have a job or business from which you ware
temporarily absent or en loyoff LAST WEEK? B

1 INo 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280

@ LT 11

e. What were your most importany activities or duties? (For
exomple: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, ete.)

3[7] Yes — Layoff — SKIP t0 27

Notes

FORM NCE-3 (8:23-.78) Page 2

T RIS

Survey Instruments

HOUSEHOL.D SCREEN QUESTIONS

PR O

29. Now I'd like 10 osk some questions about 1"} Yes — How many
crime. They rofer only to the last 12 months — | timos?

1

) '
beiween 1, 197__ond . 197__-:(:]“0
Duting ihe last 1Z months, did onyorie break

into or somehow illegally get into your
(apartment ‘home), gatage, or-onother building
on your property?

32. Did aonyone toke something belonging
to you of io any member of this household,
from o place where you or they were
tempororily staying, such as. a friend’s or
relative's home, o hotel or motel, or
a vacation home?

R
[T} Yes ~ How many
times?

[Ike

33, What was the total number of motor
vehicles (cars, trucks, etc.) owned by

you or ony other member of this household

30. (Other thon the incident(s) jusi mentioned) 1{Z] Yes — How many
Did you find o door jimmied, a lock forced, ' Umes?
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED Hus L
breck in? -

during ths lost 17 months?

®

©[”] None -

; EJSKIPtoJév
(AR

2[7])2

33

a 7] 4 or more

34, Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or use

Yes ~ How mary

£l Hm&g )
T INo

31. Was onything ot all s16len thot is kept
sutside your home, or hoppened to be left
out; such os o bicycle, a garden hose, or
lown furniture? (other thon ony incidents
already meationed)

(it/any of them) without permission?

[ Yes—How many
times?

[CINo

35, Did anyone steal or TRY 10 steal part
of (it/any of them), such as a bottery,
hubcaps, rape-deck, atc.?

{73 Yes —How many
times?

(mLT]

] INDIVIDUAL sC

REEN QUESTIONS |+

36, The following questioiit rufer only to things
thot happened to you during the last12 months = .
between. 1,197 __ond .. __, 197_-:[:.] No
Did you hove your {pocket picked/purse

}
Yes — How many
0] times?

46, Did you find any evidence that someons
ATTEMPTED to steal something that
befonged to you? (other than any incidents
olready mentioned)

{[C] Yes ~How uT
i timest

(L)

47. Did you call the. police during the lost 12
ths 1o repors something thot happened
to you which you thought was a crime?
(Do not count ony calls mode to the
polica concerning the incidents you
havs [ust told me about.)

T3 No - SKIP 1048’
{73 Yes — What happened?

T
snosched)? H
37. Did anyone toke something (else) directiy 1["] Yes ~ How many
lrt:ml you by usilng (or:e, suchor by o 4 times?
stichup, mugging or threot? 1
}[_‘] No
1
1
'
38. Did isnyone TRY to rob you by using force [T Yes — How many
or threatening to harm you? {other then times?
incidents clieody ioned) e
i
39, Did onyene beat you up, attack you or hit ] ves - n:;:;lﬂ,

ey with something, such os @ rock or bortle?
(u'hn thon ony incidents olready mentioned) :ﬂ No

®
HHH

40, Were you knifed, shot ot; or attacked with
some other weopon by anyone at all? (other
than any incidents already mentioned)

{73 Yes ~ How many
times?

Look at 47, Was HH member

12 + attacked or threatened, or
CHECK was something stolen or an
ITEM C attempt made to steal something

that belonged to him?

Cine
41. Did onyone YHREATEN 1o beat you up or {3 Yes - How cuany
THREATEN you with e knife, gun, or some | times?
other weapun, NOT including telzphone Tl
threats? (othe: than any incidents alieady [ o
mentioned)

[T ves—How maxy
\ times?

ke

48. Did onything happen to you during the last
12 months which you thought wos e crime,
but did NOT report to the police? (other
than any incldents alyeady mentioned)

42, Did onyone TRY to ottack you in some
other way? (other than any incidents already
mentioned)

[CJves — How miny
limest

i L]

Y

[J No — SKIP to Check item E
3 Yes — What hoppened?

43, Dusing the last 12 manths, did snyCne steal  ![] Yes — Hew many
'M:\ql thot belonged te 7u‘u from i’n\:ld. any cor:D l"‘":
or truck, such as packages or clothing? ‘DNQ

@[]
L]
L]

ond fill item I3 on cover,

44. Wos unything stolen f:om you while you 7] Yes ~ How many Look at 48.. Was HH member ] Yes -How many
were away from home, for instonce a¥ work, in | timasr 12 + attacked or threatened, of teesy
o thecter or exstaurant, or while traveling? i CHECK was something stofen or an
. 1[TINe ITEM D attempt made to steal something | N°
H that belonged to him?
. i e
45, (Other than ony incidents you've clready f[]ves - How many Do any ¢f the screen questions contain any entries
imentioned) was anything (else) o oll ¥ times for **How many times?'"
stolen from you duilieg the last 12 months? ! CTHECK {1 No — Interview next HH member.
1E0ne ITEM E End Interview if lost respondent,
i
1

(3 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports,

S
» .

FORM NC3d (82073} Page d

PP
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68 Criminat Victimization Surveys in Miami

RRE . ] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS [ -7 v o ah g oo
1 15. 16. 7. 18, e, 0. 120b. |21 22, 23.:um Is the higrast gade |24,
NAME TYPE [LINE RELATIONSHIP . | AGE_ |MARITAL|RACE | ORIGIN |SEX ARMED or ysar) of regular school Y

oF  [wumeer [ToHouseHoLo | KAST |staTus ficc15) | icc16) [tec 17 [Fomges [ Youbave averitimdedr - Jcompiate
KEYER —~ BEGIN | INTER- |(cc8) HEAD D {cc 14) i MEMBER |  (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs, [ \cc'g)

NEW RECORD VIEW {ccab) (cc 13) : {cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yis.)(cc19)
T

bast :

V[ Per 1 [ Head Om [ Ow | 1M 10T ves| oo [ Never attended 1[3 Yes

207el . Ja[witeothead | | 2[Wd. | 2 Neg.l 1 2[3F |2[0JNo ot kindergarten 2 Ne
Flist 3Ny 3[JOwa chitd (0. Japjon ——Elem. (01-08)

762,1, 4[] Other relative] i)sep. i ———H.S. (03-12)

s ] Nonwelative sCINM i College {21-26+)

CHECK Look 2t .item 4 on cuver page.
ITEM A ' household as last enumeration?

{s this the same
{Box | marked)

[ Yes — SKIP to Check Item 8 [ No

1 [ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B

25d. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 %

26d. Hove you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
1] Yes No — When did you lost work?
23 Up to 5 years ago ~ SKIP 1o 28a

3 [] 5 or more years ago
4 [T} Never worked }SK,P 36

2["JNo

U.S. possession, etc.)

State, etc, County

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19702 (State, foreign country,

1O No

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?
2 {7} Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.

27. s there ony teason why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK?
y[TINo Yes — 2 ] Already has a job
- 3[] Temporary iliness
4[] Golng to school
5[] Other — Speci[y;,

y 4

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

1] Yes 21 Ne

970?

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

% {1 Never worked. — SKIP to 35

CHECK

ITEMB O No — SKIP to 36 Oy

Is this person |6 years old or older?

es

v [J Working — SKIP to 28a

3 {7} Looking for work
4 [} Keeplng house

8 [} Other

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — {working,

keeping house, going to school) or something else?
6 [_] Unable 1o work — SKIP to26d
2 [ With a job but not at work 7 [} Retired

- Speclfy;,

s [} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

around the house? (Note: If form or busines
ask about unpaid work.)

o[ JNo  Yes — How many hours?

b. Did you do ony work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work

s operator in HH,

~ SKIP 10 280

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

@ [ 1T

c. Weie you ~
1{73 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, solary or commissions?
2 [T} A GOVERNMENT ‘employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?
3 [T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
proctice or form?

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

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

3] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

c. Did you have o job of business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1[TJNe 2(T]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

@ CI1 11

s. What were your most important activities or duties? (For
exomple: typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.)

INDIVIDUAL SCRE

N QUESTIONS | o & o Sl o Wl 7

hoppened to you during the last 12 months —

between____1, 197____ ond
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

36. The following questions refer only to things thot | CIYes - l'{nv many
times?

,197__. pid (0N

46. Did you find any ovldcnc; thot someone | ] Yes — Kow many
ATTEMPTED to steal something thot ! times?
belonged to you? (other than any HELU

incidents already mentioned) !

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

[ Yes ~ How many
timas)
[N

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threatening 16 harm you? (other than any
incidents clready ioned)

[ Yes — How many
times?

(m

[~
__j [} Yes — Whot heppened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you
with semething, such as o rock or bottle?
(other than any inci s already tioned)

47. Pid you call the palice during the last 12 months to report
something thot happened 1o you which you thought wos o
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the pelice

concerning the incldents you have just told me about.)
[JNo — SKIP to 48

—
{1 Yes —How many

times?

ZINe

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with
some other weapon by anyone ot all? (cther
thon any incidents olready foned)

] Yes — How many
times?
WL

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to  {[T)No

Look at 47 —~ Was HH member 127+ | .
CHECK ’ attacked or threatened, or was somes | 1 ~ :‘.:.':.',“'"
steal something thatbelonged to him?:

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some
other weapon, NOT including teleph
(other than any incid

s already

1
P threats? (Ll
1, 4}

{1 Yes — How many
times?

48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which;
50 ou thought was o crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(oﬂnr than any incidents altéady mentioned)

{1 No.— SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some
other way? (other thon ony incidents
clready mentioned)

4[] Yes — How many

[]Yes —~ Whot happened?

O timas?
o

.-

43, During the lost 12 months, did anyone steal
things thot belonged 1o you from inside any cor
or truck, such as packcges or clothing?

[ Yes — How many
times?
OiNe

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instance ot work, ina

CHECK
iTEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some.f Imes
thing stolen of an attempt made to :DN"

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ TD Yes ~ How auny
t 1
. steal something that belonged o him?;

{Z] Yes — How many
times?

Cike

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
for “"How many times?'*

theater or restaurcnt, or while tcaveling? CHECK CIN f . HH . End .
g o — Interview pext member, End interview
Otk R oy Tttt e ooy T vV e | 1meM €I N e e e 13 o sove
from you during the last 12 months? CiNe {1 Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,
FORM NCS$-3 (8-23.73] Page 4 N

R T A

1

b ool

RS

Survey Insiruments

o T R S PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS | e o e
4. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 20a. 20b. |21 22, 23.what is the highest grade 24,
NAME TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP [ AGE_ |MARITAL |RACE ORIGIN |SEX ARMED (or year) of ragulsr school | DId you
e wuMBer | o Honsenod | LAST. bstatus liec1s) | icets) fiee1n |Fonces :::':"': ""s’ o::"l"z":: e o
- - e - .
NEW RECORD !',“,I:‘ (ect) ::::::; (Dc:\;a) fec 14) ;;1:,“ Tunscvlbg for 25+yrs.){cc19) {ce 20}
1 ] Per t {Z] Head Om (O 1M | «{Z1Yes| oo [T]Never attended i[O Yes
2] Te 2[Wifeothead | | 2[Jwd. [2[INeg.) e | 2[TJF |2[0JNo of kindergarten 2 No
Flest :DNI;; 3] Own ehlld ijo. [sJot Elem, (01-08)
léFIZ’: 4 [C] Other retative) 4[] sep. ——H.S. (09-12)
- s ] Honelative s{TIN M —Coltege (21-26+)

Look at {tem 4 on cover page. Is this the same
household as last enumeration? (Box | marked)
[3 Yes — SKIP to Check Jtem B I No

CHECK
ITEM A

250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
1 [} Yes — SKIP to Check ftem B 2] Ne

26d, Have you been looking for wark during the past 4 wesks?
1 7] Yes No — When did you last work?
2[J Up to 5 years ago ~ SKIP to 280

3[T1S or more years ago
a4 [J Never worked }SK,P to 36

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

State, etc. County

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

1[I No 2] Yes — Name of city, town, village, elc.7
[T T TT]

27. 13 there any reason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
1[I Ne Yes — 2 {] Already has a job
3 [) Temporary iiness

4[] Going to school
5[] Other - SDeclfY;

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

1] Yes 2T Ne

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

X [TJ Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person (6 years old or older?
ITEM B ] No — SKIP to 36 [ Yes

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

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
1+ [C] Working — SKIP to 280 6 [} Unable to work — SKIP to26d
2 (] With a job but not at work 7 [} Retired
3 (] Looking for work 8 7] Other ~ Specify
4[] Keeping house 7

5[] Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 260)

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

o[ JNo  Yes — How many hours? = SKIP to 280

@ [T 11

c. Were you -
1 [C] An employee of o PRIVATE company, business or

individuol for wages, solary or commissions?

2[2] A GOVERNMENT employes (Federal, Stote, county,
or local)?

3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

] proctice or farm?

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

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

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

{[TJNe 2[7]Yes - Absent — SKIP to 28a
» 3 [ Yes — Layoff — SKiP to 27

@ L T1

e. What were your most important actlvities or dutles? (For
example; typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

o ] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS ] LT

36. The following questions refer only to things that 1 [7)Yes ~ How many
hoppened to you during the last 12 months ~ times?
betwasa___1, 197__and____, 197__. Did {E3%

you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

46. Did you find ony evidence ;huf sovmobono ;C]Yos -”Ne\v wany
ATTEMPTED to steal something that 1 times?
belonged to you? (other thon any 10N

)

incidents already mentioned) !

37. Did onyone toke something (else) directly
from you by using force, such as by a stickup,

[ es = :{low n;any
mes
mugging or threat? Ine

47, Did you call the pelice dusing the last 12 months to report
something thot hoppened to you which you thought was a
crime? (Do not count eny calls made to the police

38, Did anyone TRY to iob you by using force [ Yes — How many
times?

or thrsatening to harm you? (other than an
incldents already R d) Y CiNe

39. Did onyone beat you up, attack you o hit you Yes — How many
with something, such as u rock or bott|e? o times?
(other than any incidents ulready tioned) Clne .

@) ing the incidents you have just told me obout.)
[Z1No — SKIP ta 48
[ Yes -« What hoppened?

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with
some other weapon by anyone at ali? (other
than any incidents alraody mentioned) ke

[] Yes — How many
timas?

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to [T No

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 ¢+ |
CHECK ' attacked or threatened, or was some-ﬁDY" 'a;:.'r"’
steal something thatbelonged to hlmlg

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or ] Yes — How many
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some CINs times?
other weepon, NOT including telephone threats?

(other than -y incidents already mentioned)

48. Did anything hoppen to you during the last 12 months whick
o5 ou thought was o ceime, but did NOT report to the police?
{othtr than ony incidents already mentioned)

[3 No — SKIP to Check ltem E

42, Did anyone Y@i\’ to ottack you in some

[ Yes ~ How many
other way? {ether than any incidents times?

{73 Yes — What hoppened?

already mentioned) One s —
ook at 48 - Was HH member [2 + -

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone stecl [J Yes — How many | CHECK attacked or threatened, or was somz:-:DWs ik aud
things. that belonged to you from inside any cor WlOn times? ITEMD thing stolen or an attempt made 1o {C]No
o fruck, such as pockages or clothing? : M ~ steal something that belonged w himli

44. Wos anything stolen from you while you were Yes — How many
awoy from home, for instance ot work, ina O times? ?o ‘a'ngoowf the sctli'eer;;l'lfestlons contain any entries
theater of restaurant, or while traveling? CIne CHECK 5 ) ’"J!"‘YI me W ber. End i ’

45. (Other than any incidents you've already Yes —~ How many | ITEM E o — Interview next HH member, End interview
mentioned) Wn! anything:(else) at all stolen 0 times? if last respondent, ond fill item 13 on cover,
from you during the lost 12 months? [ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM NCB-3.(0:22:73}) P.l. 3

P T

7

€
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS [ ivr.
L‘A'IE 15. 16+ 7. 'IABG.E 19. 20a. 20b, {21, j‘(222. 23.('!:!( is )n:; hl:h:n gu'::' %{5
TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP MARITAL | RACE ORIGIN }SEX ARMED or yar togular sc! you
OF  |NuMBER | TO HoUSEHOLD | EAST [STATUS |(cc15) 1§ (cc16) Jfoc 17y |Fomges |  YOUhave evat itwndedr  cenpidte,
KEYER — BEGIN | INTER- [(cc8) HEAD Y (cc 14) E MEMBER {ASK for persons 12-24 yrs, (¢c 20)
NEW RECORD VIEW {cc9b) {ce 13) {cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.){cc19)
bast @)
{71 Per e 1OM. | Ow. 1[I 1O Yes) oo [ Hever attended 1] ves
20vel{ ___ lawireothead [ f2[wd. |2 Neg.t | 200F |20 or kindergarten 2 Ne
Flest 0Ny 3] Own chitd sdo. |30 ——FElem. {01-08)
"6’3’,’ 4[] Other relative] s sep. —H.5. (03-12)
5 ] Non-relative s{TINM College (2]-260)

ITEM A [ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B

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

e

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
+ ] Yes — SKIP 1o Check tem B 2

26d. Have you been looking for werk durinz the past 4 weeks?
1] Yes No — When did you last work?
23 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a

3[] 5 or more years agod
47} Never worked }SK,P to36

O No

U.S. possession, etc.)

State, etc. County

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

%I No
@ [T T 11

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?
2 [T1Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.

27. Is thers any reazon why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK?|
1 {JNe Yes -2 [T] Already has a job
3 (£ Temporary iliness
4[] Going to school
s {] Other — SpeCi{y.',

¥

1[JY¥es  2[JNo

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

28c. For whom did you {last) work? (Name of company,
business, vrgonization or other employer)

x [] Never worked — SKIP to 36

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

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~

3 [3 Looking for work
4} Keeping house

keeping house, going to school) or something else?

1+ [T Working — SKIP to 280 & {] Unable w work = SKIP to26d
2 [[] Wizh a job but not at werk 7 [T} Retired

8 [J Other - Speclfy_',

{working,

5[] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

b. Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not
around the house? (Note: If farm or business
ask obout unpatd work.)

o{_INo  Yes — How many kpurs?.

caunting work
operator in HH,

SKIP to 280

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

11

c. Were you ~
1 1 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wagies, salary or commissions?
2] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or locol)?
3 [} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professiona!
proctice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or form?
d. What kind of work ware you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

o

1 [JNo 2[]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3[7]Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

Did ycu hove o job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on loyoft LAST WEEK?

@ [T -T1

e. Whot were your mest importont activities or duties? (For
example; typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

{ INDIVIOUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS L

36. The following questions refer only to things that
hoppened to you during the last 12 months —
between____ 1, 197, and L197___. bid
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?

T
1 [} Yes — How many
a times?

:Dm

46, Did you find any evidence that someone {JYes
ATTEMPTED 1o steal something that
belonged to you? (other than any L
incidents already mentioned)

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

{1 Yes — How many
times?
CINe

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

38. Did anyone TRY 1o rob you by using force
or threatening to harm .you?Jgo'htr than any

idents alrecdy )

) Yes — How many
times?
1 C1no

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such as o rock or bottle?
(other thon ony incidents slready mentioned}

[1Yes — How many
times?

@ ing the incidents you hove just told me about.)
I No — SKIP to 48
[] Yes — What hoppened?

[ONo

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or ettacked with
some other weapon by anyone ot all? (other
thon any incidents already mentioned)

1{Z]Yes = How suny
H times?
(N

Look at 47 ~ Was HH member 12 + |
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some~| 1 Y¢3 ~ :}:,';""
ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to ~{{T]No

steal something thatbelongedto him?{

41, Did onyone. THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or scme
other , NOT including telephone threats?

(other than any incidents already mentioned)

. DYﬂ—n"rﬂv
p mes
N

48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
@ you thought wos a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(other than any incidents already mentioned)

{71 No — SKIP to Check item E-

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some
other way? (other thon any incidents
already mentioned)

{73 Yes — What happened?

[T Yes — How many
times?

[CINe

43. During the lost 12 months, did anyone steal
things thot belonged to you from inside ony cer
or truck, such os packoges or clothing?.

{JYes — How many
times?
{INo

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instance ot work, in a
theater or restaurant, or while traveling?

CHECK
ITEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some-l. 8?7
thing stolen-oi an attempt made to [ No
t

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + 17} Yes — How many
time
. steal something that belonged w him?t

es — How. man)
;DV times? 4

OnNe

45, (Other than ony incidents you've olready
: Jientioned) Was enything {(else) ot ol stolen

[ yes ~ :ln‘nuny

}F_‘]No

Imes?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

for **How many times?**
:ErHEEMC: {21 No = Interview next HH member, End interview
if fost respondent, and fill item 13 on cover,

R [:] Yes — Fj{l Crime Incident Reports,

| from you during the lost 12 months?
FORM NCB-3 (8.23-72} )

Pag

e 6 R

S prmne i

S

Survey Instrumeiis

| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS |

14, 15, 16. 17. 18. 19 200, 206, |21, 22.

23.What (s the highest grade 24,

NAME TYPE |LINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE_ IMARITAL|RACE ! ORIGIN |SEX . |ARMED (or yoar) of ragular echool | Did you
e loF NUMBER | TO HousEHOLD | LAST. 1sTaTus iec1s) | (cc18) [(cctn) |Fomces | You have ever attendad: complate)
KEYER — BEGIN [ INTER- [(cc8) | HEAD bAY | |iec14) MEMBER | (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. | todt Yo

NEW RECORD VIEW {ccob) {cc 13} (cc 18} Transcribe for 25tyrs.){cc19)
Last
* D
A ) Per 1 [J Head fOm D DOw 1OOM {1 [ ves| oo [T Never attended 1 ves
2[]Tel 2[Jwite el head | | 2(TJwd. |2[JNeg.! 2[7}F [2[3Ne ¢ kindergarten 2 [ No
First PNy 3{7J Owa child s[Jo. {370t 1 ~———Elem. (01-08)
Mfg{ o a ] Other retative a3 5ep. H ——H.S. (03-12)
s [ Non-relative s[TINM ! . College (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on.cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hove you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
::THEEMC:' household as last enumeration? {Box | marked) 1O Yes No — When did you last work?
C1'Yes — SKI# to Check item B I Ne 2{"J Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
250, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 : g oy more years ”‘°} SKIP to 36
1 CJ Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 2L No 27, Is there any reason why you could riot take a job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. County

1O Ne

Yes ~ 2 ] Already has a job:
3 {0 Temporary illness
4[] Going to schoo!

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

1O Ne 2{7] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.?
CITTT]

s [} Other — Spec]fy7

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

d, Were you In the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

1 [ Yes 2[JNe % [J] Never worked — SKIP to 36
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? b What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
ITEMB ] No = SKIP to 36 L[] Yes and rodio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

260, What were you deing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to-school) or something else?

2 [T3 With a job but not &t wark 7 ] Retired

3] Looking for work “ B[] Other— Specify
4[] Keeping house 7
s.{"1 Going to school

 [[J Working — SKIP to 28a - & [7] Unable to work—SKIP t026d

___{if Armed Forces, SKIP to 28q)

CLI ‘
. c. Were you —~
t ] An cmploru of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2{71A GOVE?NMENT amployee (Federcl, State, county,

or local

3 ) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

&

Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: |f form or business operotor in-HH,
ask obout unpaid work.)

o[TINe  Yes — How mony hours?. = SKIP to 280

practice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family busine3s or form?

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

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

1{CJNo  2[7] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
3] Yes'~ Layoff — SKIP 10 27

G [T 11

o, What were your most important activities or dutics? {For
exomple: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

T

T T

INDIVIDUAL SCRE

EN QUESTIONS l B

36. The following questions refer oniy to things that t [ ves ~ Hew many
happened to you during the last 12 months - times?
between 1, 197, and L197__. Did (LU
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

48. Did you find any evidance that someone {3 Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that times?
belonged #» you? (other than ony One

incidents o/ 2ady mentioned)

37. Did onyone take something (else) directiy ] Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such os by o stickup, times?
mugging or threat? [JNo

47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report
something that hoppenad to you which you thought was a
crime? (Do not count ony calls m¢de to the police

h

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by usirng force
or threatening to harm you? (other thon any
incidents olready mentioned) : e

] Yes ~ How many
timea?

2 9 the incidents you have just told me about.)
[ No — SKIP to 48
] Yes — What hoppened?,

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you ;DYM - How many
with something, such as a rock or bettle? { times?
_ {other than ony incidents olready mentioned) i [JNo

other wecpon, NOT including telephone threats? {DNO
(other than any incidents already mentioned) !

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 +
Yes ~ How man;
40, Ware you knifed, shot ot, or attacked with 1177 Yes ~ How many CTHEECK 3’:.‘“‘“" or threatened, or was some- a tUmes? 4
some other wecpon by anyone at ol1? (other ! times? ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to - }{"]No
than any incidents already mentioned) {DND steal something thatbelonged to him?
4%, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 1 (7] Yes — How maay 48. Did anything hoppen to you during the last 12 months which
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or some ! times?

@ ou thought was @ crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(n'hu than any incidents already mentioned)

[J No = SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did asyone TRY to attack you in some
other woy? (other thon ony incidents

| [Oyes — ro- many
olready mentioned) ;DN“

imes?

3 Yes — What hoppened?

43. During the last 12 months, did anycne steal
things that belonged to you from Inside any cgar
or truck, such as packoges or clothing? ‘

1 ] Yes ~ How many
times?
CINo )

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + |1 ves — W

CHECK attacked or threatened, or was sc»m!:-lD o ":;'r;w

iTEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to }r_-, No
steal something that belonged o hlm?:

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were 7] Yes — Kow many

Do any of the screen questions contain.any entries

away from home, for instance ot work, ina tizes? A Ao
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? CIne CHECK ‘& N o il "Y‘Iu mest WH ber. Eid I ;

5. (Other thon ony Incidents you've already Yes - How many.| 1TEM £ o] No — [fterview next Hid member. End interview
mentioned) \Vaz onything (zlui at oll stolen o times? if last respondent, and fl1I item I3 on cover.
from you during the last 12 montha? - CiNe i {3 Yes « Fill Crime: Incident Reports,

FORM NCB-3 (5:23:73) P‘a' 7 B

k]
S . e e S st s g e e i - - .
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

|.4A..E 7. 18. 19. 20a. 20b. {21, 23.What Is the highest grade 24,
TYPE 1LINE- | RELATIONSHIP }AGE  MARITALIRACE  !ORiGiM [SEX  [amwED (or yoar) of copulae schos! | Did you
cErETean] Oyey. | UNRER | TOHOUSENOLO BiNTh. STATUS [(cc15) | (cc16) Jicc17) |roRcES | YA RS Svor "","2."" ey
- <1(cc8) - | HEAD K for persons 1 2~24 yrs.
NEw RECOND | View | ecdo) P A anscrine far 254y )(oe 13y (6¢ 200
Last
@)
V[ Per 1CjHead Om jgw. Lt[OM- [ 1T Yes| oo [ Never attended 1] Yes
2] Tel a[witeothead | {2[qwd, |2 [CJmeqt —___}23F {20000 o kindergarten 2INe
First 30Ny 3] 0wn child s[Jo. |[son ———Elem, (01-08)
e 4[J0ther a[Jsen. K5, (09-12)
5 ] Non-relative s[JNN ! College (21-26+)
CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1] Yes No = When'did you lest work?
[C3 Yes — SKIP to Check item B O No 2[JUp to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280

250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19702
@\ 1 [J Yes — SKIP to Check {tem B 2[JNo

3[7]'5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked SKIP 1o 36

b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (State, foreign country,
U.S. possession, etc.)

State, etc. County

27. s there any reasen why you ceuld not toke o job LAST WEEK?
1 [ Ne Yes — 2 [ Already has a job
3 ] Temporary itiness

4[] Going to school

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?
1 I No 2 ] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc. o

s [] Other ~ Speci[y;,

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

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

x [} Never worked — SKIP to 36

1] Yes 2[JNe
CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEMB 1'No — SKIP to 36 7] Yes

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

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working,
keeping house, fjoing to school) or something else?
@ 1 [ Working —SKIP to 280 & ] Unable w work — SKIP to26d
2{T] With a job.dut not at work 7.} Retired
3 [] Looking forvork a [[] Other — Specify
4[] Keeping house 4
s ] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

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

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

@ [T 11

¢ Were you —
1 [J An 'mjilo(u of a PRIVATE company, business or
individuol for wages, selary or commissions?

23 A GOVERNMENT employes (Federal, State, county,
ot local)?

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

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

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

c. Did you hove o job or business from which you were
temporarily. absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

tC]No 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
8 Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ CI 11

o. Whkat were your most important activities or duties? (For
2xample: typing, kee“ping account books, selling cars, etc.)

iz

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The following questions refer only to thin . that &[] Yes — M

happened to you during the last l; monﬁu‘— Oves u:.?"'
between____1,197__ and____, 197__, Did (0%
you hove your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

46, Did you find any evidence that someo Yes - H
ATTEMPTED 1o steal something thﬂ". =D ** ";5.”

bolofgcd to ymﬁ? (other szn ony. ID Ho

oot y f ) 1

1

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly Yes — N
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, Dlves !l:'u?"
mugging or threat? CINo

47. Did you call the police during the last 12 menths to report
something that hoppened to you which you thought wes o
crime? SDo not count eny colls made to the police
o incid

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force Yes - H
or threatening to harm you? (cther then any Daves u::?“’
incidents already mentioned) [0

N [INo = SKIP to 48

you have just told me about.)

] Yes ~ What huppened?

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

Yes — N
with samething, w:b as e :ock)o' bottle? . Llves ll::;.'

{other thon eny i y CINo

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attecked with Yes — K
some other weapon by anyone at 6ll? (other Oyes !i:l-r'.’
than uui’ incidents clrecdy : d) No

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + .|
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- 1 Ye*= :::.T"
ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to |(JNo

stea! something thatbelonged to him?ll

4). Did enyene THREATEN to beat you up or [ Yes ~ How mamy

@ (ou thought was @ crime, b:n dl‘d NOT ‘upoﬂ to the police?

48, Did anything heppen to yeu during the lest 12 months which

other then eny incid

Y

[ No — SKIP to Check tem E

] Yes ~ What happened?

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some timee?
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? Owe
(other thon any incidents clready jonsd)
42. Did anyone TRY fo atteck you in some Yes ~ K
other way? (other than any incidents Chves ll:a?“,

already mentioned) 8o

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal I ves-H
things thot belonged to you from. inside eny car {D * u:-?.,

ITEM D thing"stolen or an attempt made to.  —jNo

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + 3~
CHECK . sttacked or threatened, or was some- Qe :::'?ny
steal something that belonged to him?|

or truck, such as peckages or clething? ‘LD No
44. Was anything stolen from you while you were V] Yes — How many
away from heme, for instance at work, in times?

theater or restovront, or while troveling? (mLD

45. (Other then ony incidents you've already Yes — W
mentioned) Wc! onything (e!se) ot ail stolen Qye II:J‘I.',

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
CHECK for "How many times?'*
ITEM E [C)No —~ Interview next HH member.- End Interview

. if last respondent, and fi/f item 13 on cover,
[3Yes — Fill Crime incident Reports,

from you during the last 12 months? I'D'“

FORM NCE-2 (5.23-73)
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Survey Instruments

KEYER — Notes
EGIN NEW RECORD

NOTICE ~ Your rep

ort to the Census Bureau is confidential by faw
(Title 13, US. code), It may be seen only by sworn Census employees
and may be used only for statistical purposes.

@

Screen question number

© _®

Incident number

Line number (.;?5._‘7:(’05-4

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

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

»

1e. You said that during the last 12 months < (Refer to

appropriate screen question for description of crime). @

In what month {did this/did the first) incident happen?
(Show floshcard If necessary, Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12)
Is this incident report for a series of crimes? @

CHECK i D No — SKIP to 2
Yes ~ (Note: series must have 3 or
ITEM A . 0 r(nore similar incidents which

>

50, Waere you a customer, smployes, or owner?

1 [T} Customer
2 [_] Employee
3 [J Owner

4[] Other — Specify.

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

1 [ Yes

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

SKIP to Check ltem B

S MO — O X -

respondent can't recall separately) [

b. [ whot month(s) did these incidents take place?
(Mark all that apply) @
1 [C] Spring (March, April, May) .
2 [T] Stimmer (June, July, August)
s [T] Fall (September, October, November)

4[] Winter (December, January, February) b.

c. How mony incidents were involved in this series?
1 [ Three or four
2] Five to ten
3 ] Eleven or more

4[] Don't know <.

I;TERVIEWER ~ If serjes, the following questions refer .

2. Aboof what time did {this//the‘most recent)

only to the most recent incideat,

incident hoppen?

1 [ Don't know

2 [ During the day (6 8.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3[T)6 p.m. t0 midnight
4[] Midnight to 6 a.m.
s [] Don't know

)

30. Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere else? skip
1 £5) Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

2 [} Somewhere else in the United States
3 [] Outside the United States —END INCIDENT REPORT

b. In what Staie and county did this incident occur?

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

1[7] Yes — SKIP to Check item B

2[]No
3 ] Don't know

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

1 O] Actually got in

2 [ Just tried to getin

s [C] Don't know

- O v m X

Wos there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s) (forced hiz way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the building?
1 ONe
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2 ] Broken lock or window
3 [] Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4[] Slashed screen to Check
5[] Other — Specl!y7 ftem B

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

1 (] Through uniocked door or window
2 [} Had key
31 Don't know

4[] Other — Specify

State

County

¢ Did it hoppen Inside the limits of a city, town, village, efc.?
1O Ne

2 [7) Yes — Entei home of city, town, etc. 7

Was any member of this household,

including respondent, present when this
CHECK ’

ITEM B

incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
1 ] No — SKIP to 13a
2] Yes

11
4. Where did this incident take place? [t .
1 [T At or in own dwelling, in garage or
@ = other building on property (Includes

SKIP to 6a
breck-in or attempted break-in} °

2 [[] At of in vacation home, hotel/motel
3 Inside commercial building such as
= store, restaurant, bank, gas statlon, ASK
publi¢ conveyance or station Sa
4[] Inside office, factary, or warchouse
s [] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hall
{Does not include break-in or
attempted break-in) SKIP
€ [T]On the sueet, ina pack, fleld, play- to Check
ground, school grounds or parking lot [ ftem 8

7 (] Inslde school
s [] Other — $ped!y7 @

70. Did the peison(s) have o weapon such os a gun or knife,

or something he was using o5 a weapon, such os o
bottle, or weench?

1] Ne
2 (7] Don't know
Yes ~ What was the weapon? (Mark oll that apply)
3] Gun
4[] Knife
& 7] Other — Specify,

b. Did the persen(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually

attack you in some other way?
13 Yes - SKIP to 7f
2[JNo

c. Did the parson(s) threaten you with harm in unyﬁuy?

1{Z]No — SKIP to 7e
2[7] Yes

Page 9
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CRIME {NCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved

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

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

@ + ] Raped

2 [[] Tried to rape
a {3 Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed
4 [T Hit by thrown object
s [J Hit, slapped, knocked down
& [} Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
- pushed, etc.
7 [] Other — Specify

8a. What were the injuries you suffered, if ony?
» Anything else? (Mark all thot apply)
t ] None — SKIP to |0«

2 [T] Raped N
3 [ Artempted rape
4 [ Knife or. gunshot wounds
s [T} Broken bones or teeth knucked out
& [T] Internal injuries, knocked unconscious
7 ] Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 {_] Other - Specify

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed
medical attention ofter the attack?
@ 1 "] No — SKIP to 10a
2{]Yes

¢. Did you receive any treatment at o hospital?
13 No
2 [C] Emergency room treatment only
3{JStayed overpight or longer —
How many duys?;

d. What was the totol smount of your medical

p Iting from this incident, INCLUD-
ING onything paid by insurance? Include hospitol
and doctor bills, medicine, theropy, broces, ond
any other injury related medical expenses. ;
INTERVIEWER ~ If respandent does not know
exart amount, encouroge him to give an estimate,

0 { JNo cost — SKIP to 10a

; i

x [ Don't know

9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered
by eny medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benefits from ony other type of health
benefits progrom, such os Medicaid, Veterani'
Administeation, or Public Welfare?
@ 1IN0 veunn

2] Don't krmw}SKIP to 10a

3[]Yes

L

How old would you say
the person was?

1 3 Under 12
2[J12-14
ajI5-17
a{]18-20

s [J 2! or over
6 1 Don't know

Was the.person someone you
knew or was he o stranger?

1 {T}Stranger
2{7] Don’t know

3 [ Known by skip
sight only toe

47} Casual
acquaintance

s [] Well known

o

d. Was the person a relative
of yours?

1t T Ne
Yes —~ What relationship?
2 [C] Spouse or ex-spouse
a[7] Parent
4[] Own child
=78 [ Srother of sistér

6 [} Other relative —
Specl[y;

e. Was he/she —

1 [] White?

2.{7] Negro?

3{T] Other? ~Speclfyg IS‘:“P
120

4[] Don't know

(Mark all that apply) @ in.order to. get part-or all ef your medical expenses paid?
@ 1+ 7] Verbal threat of rope 113 No — SKIP to 10a
2 [T Verbal threat of attack other 2] Yes
than rope B
c. Did insurance or any, Leaith benefits program pay for all or part of
ER | ‘\:?&P:';:;:;em or threatened SKIP @ the total medical expenses?
4 ] Attempted attack with weapon };8 0 :ot yet setrled S
(for example, shot at) o 2[JNode....... KIP to 100
s [] Object thrown at person AL e
& [_]'Followed, surrounded 4 7] Part '
7 (] Other — Specify d. How much did Insurance or o health benefits program pay?
J @ s __ . (Obtain an estimate, if necessary}
e. What actually happened? Anything else? 10a. Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the incident?
* {Mark all that apply) 3\ t CINo ~ SKIPto 1]
@ 1 [T] Something taken without 2] Yes
permissian + b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mark oli that opply}
203 A(‘:empled °{ threatened to 1 [T Used/brandished gun or knife 4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned,
take something busi 2] Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender
3 [0 Harassed, argument, abusive chased, threw object, uséd other s [J Resisted without force, used
language weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away,
4[] Forcible entry or attempted SKIP] 3] Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door,
forc:!;le entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.)
s Fo{c:blfe entry of attempted 10a regltsed. call)ed for help, turned on [3 D’(S)zhe?r-
entry of car ights, etc.) L opecily
€ E Damageddor destroyed Z"’P“W 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person?
7 7] Attempted or threatened to 1 Only one 27 Don't know — 3 re tha
damage or destroy property L1 0nly i t sﬂ’,‘p ,onlza i noncy
8 ] Other — SPCC"fYy o, Wa; fhili person male f. How mony persons?
or female? .
. FClMale Weve they male or female?
f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 2] Female g Yere AI'I’Y m::‘a or femele
& other woy? (Mark all that apply} 1 3 All male
3 ] Don’t know 2 ] All female

T

©

.
H

M

3 [T Male and female

4[] Don't know

How old would you say the
youngest wos?

1 [JUnder 12 s[J2! or over ~

20 12-14 SKIP 10 |
3[] 1517 6 [J Don’t know
4[] 18-20

How old would yor;say the
oldest was?

$ [JUnder 12 4[] 18-20
23 12-14 s{_] 21 ar over
3[JI5-17 & [[] Don't know

Were ony of the persons known
or related 1o you or were they
all strongers?

1 [} All strangers } SKip
2] Don’t know. tom
3 [[J Al relatives SKIP
4[] Some relatives } to !
s 7] Al known

6] Some known

How well wore they known?

{Mark all that apply)
3 (3 By sight only

2 [] Casual B SKIP
acquaintance(s) tom
3 [T Well known

How were they related to you?
{Mark all that apply)
1{]) Spouse or - 4[] Brothers/
ex-spouse sisters
2] Parents s glhe;{—
3[]0wn pecify
= children 4

Were all of them ~

1 [J White?

2] Negro?

3{]) Other? - Sbeci!y;

4 73 Combination -~ Speci{yg

5[] Don't know

FORM NGS-4 (8-23.73)
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Survey Instruments

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved |

120, Weré you the only person there besides the offender(s)
@ 1[T1Yes — SKIP to |30
2{71No

b, How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
ﬂ}rea'ened? Do not include persons under 12 years
of age.

@ o {"TNone ~ SKIP to 130

Number of persons

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?

{Box 3 or 4 marked in 13{)
CHECK
ITEM D {ZiNo — SKIP to Cherk ltem E

[ Yes

¢. Were ony of these persons members of your household?
Do not include houschold membars under 12 years of age.

@ o7 No .

Yes — How mony, not counting yourself?

(Also mark **Yes'* in Check ltem | on poge 12)

13a. Was something stolen or token without permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
INTERVIEWER — Include onything stolén from
unrecognizable business in respondent's home.
Do not include anything stolen from a recognizable
business in respondent's home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from a register,

1§73 Yes - SKIP to 13f

217 No

st

b, Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belonged to you or others in the houschold?

@ t17]No = SKIP to 13e
2{"}Yes

% o T

1177 Yes

17} Yes

140. Had permission fo use the (cor/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took it?

2[7] Don't know } SKIP to Check Item E

3] Yes

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

2{JNo

Is Box | of 2 marked in 13f2
CHECK {1 No — SKIP to 150
ITEM E

[T} Yes

co Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance,
in o pocket or being held by you when it was token?

2{"1No

c. What did they try to take? Anything else?
¥ (Mark all that apply}

1 {7} Purse

2 [Z1Wallet or money
3l 1Car

4 [T Other motor vehicle

s [} Part of car (hubcap, tapesdeck, etc.)
6 1 Don't know

7 {} Other — Specify.

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in {3()
CHECK [T} Yes — SKIP 1o 160
ITEMF

T iNo

ITEMC {7} No = SKIP to I8a

Did they try to take a purse, watllet,
CHECK . or money? (Box I or 2 morked fn 13¢)
wJYes

*

d. Was the (purse/wullef/mcney) on yout person, for
instance in o pocket ot being held’?
1y
@ 'O “} SKIP to 180
2[T]No
4 ¢ Whot did happen? {Mark oll that apply)

1 {7} Attacked A

2 {71 Threatened with harm

3777 Attempted to break into house or garage
4 {7 Atempted to break into car

s{ THarassed, argument, abusjve Janguage SKIP
6 1_; Damaged or destroyed property 18a

7 .} Atempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property

8 {_} Other ~ Specify

P

1 {1 Original cost

15a. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
that was fcken?
INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cosh, ond enter $0 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were ysed.

b. How did you decide the value of the property that was
stalen? {Mark all that apply)

2 ] Replacement cost

3 [T} Personal estimate of current value

4 [} Insurance report estimate T
s [] Police estimate

6 {71 Don't know

7 {7} Other - Specify -

*

f. What was token? Whot else?

Cash} $ .

and/or
« Property: (Mark oll that aphly]

@ o [7] Only cash taken — SKIP to 14¢
V() Purse
2 [ wallet
a{Car
4[] Other motor vehicle
s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

& {] Other — Specify

1 [ I None

Cash: $

o [] Cash only recovered ~ SKIP to |70

160, Was oll or purt of the stolen money or property recavered,
except for anything received from insurance?

2 Al }SKIP to I7a
3{7]Part

b. What was recovered?

and/or
Property: {Mark all that apply)

1 7] Purse

2 [] Wallet

s{Z)Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

s {7 Part of car {hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

& [} Other — Specify

c. What was the volue of the proparty recovered (excluding
recovered cash)? .

FORM NCE4 (0:23.72)
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

\%] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued

170, Wos there any insurance against theft?

1TJNo.....

2{_] Don't know
3[JYes

} SKIP to 180

b, Was this loss reported to an insurance compony?

@ N

2 [ Don't know
3[] Yes

} SKIP to 18a

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insuronce?

@ 1 [[J Not yet settled
SKIP 10 18a

2[JNo...vun
3 Yes

20a. Were the police Informed of this incident in any way?
1 [)No
2 [] Don't know — SKIP to Check ltem G
Yes — Who iold them?
3 ] Huusehold member
4.[] Someone else SKIP to Check Item G
5[] Police on scene '

OM,B,

No. 41-R2661; Approval Expites june 30, 1974

Survey Instruments

BEGIN NEW RECORD

KEYER - Notes

NOTICE - Your report: to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law
{Title 13, U.S, code). It may be séen only by sworn Census employees
and may be used only for statistical purposes.

Line number

@)

Screen question number

b, What was the reason this incident was not reported to
* the police? (Mark all that apply)
1 [C] Nothing-could be done — lack of proof

2] Did not think it Important enough
3] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4[] Did not want to take time — too Inconvenient
5[] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [J Did not want to get involved
7 [ Afraid of reprisal
8 [ Reported to someone else
9 [_] Other — Specify

Incident number

rorm NCS-4

(8.23.74)

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

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

d. How much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER — |f property replaced by insurance
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimote
of value of the property replaced.

@ s .

Is this person 16 years or older?
ﬁ.‘g‘cé T No — SKIP to Check ftem H
O Yes ~ ASK 210

180 Did any household member lose any time from work
because of this incident?

@) o[INo - SKIP 10 190

Yes —How many memhers?7

b. How much time wos lost altogether?

@ 1 [J Less than | day
2[]1-5days
3[]15-10 days

4 [T} Over 10 days

5 ] Don't know

21a. Did you have o job ot the time this incident hoppened?
+ [JNe — SKIP to Check Item H
2[7] Yes

®

&

Whot was the job?

t (7] Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a~e — SKIP fo

Check Item H
2 [] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

¢« For whom did you work? (Name of compony, business,
organization o other employer)

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

@ [T 11

e Were you .. ..t
188 V[T An ampfnreo of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for woges, salary or commissions?
2[] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)?
3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or form?

4 Working WITHOUT PAY in fumily business or farm?

B
»
&
i
P

19a. Was onything domaged but not tcken in this incident?
For example, was a lack or window broken, clothing
domaged, or domage done to o car, etc.?

1[I Ne — SKIP 0 20a
2 1Yes

b. {(Was/were) the domaged item(s) repcired or replaced?
7 [ Yes - $KIP 10 19d
2[JNe

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

@ [T

9+ What were your most important activities or duties? {For example:
typlng, keeping account books, selling cors, finlshing concrete, etc.)

¢. How much weuld it cost to repair o replace the
domaged item(s)?

s

: SKIP to 20a
% [] Don't know

BRIEFLY summarize this ipsident or serles
CHECK of Incidents.

ITEM H

d. How much was the repoir or replacement cost?

x [} No cost or don't know — SKIP to 200

entry for “'How many?*

[JNe

{1 Yes — Be sure you have on Incident Repors,
for each HH member 12 years of age
or aver who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened in this incident.

CHECK

Laook at 12¢ on Incident Report, Is there an
ITEM 1 .

. Who poid or will pay for the: repairs or replocement?
{Mark all that apply}

*
1 [} Household member
2] Landlord
3 {7 Insurance

&[] Other — Specify

Is this the last {ncident Report to be
CHECK filled for this person?
ITEM J [CINo ~ Go to next Incident Report,
{7 Yes — Is this the last HR member
0 be Interviewed?
[7] No — Interview next HH member.
{3 Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number of Crime
Incident Reports fitled for

this household in Item 13
on the cover of NCS-3,

AT

FARL MERL R n )

Page 12

To. You sald that during the last 12 months ~ (Refer to

k. In what month(s) did these incidents take place?

50. Were you a customer, employee, or owner?

appropriate screen question for description of crime). @ 1 [T Customer

In what-month (did this/did the first) incident hoppen?
{Show flasheard if necessary, Epcourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12)

2] Employee
3 ] Owner
4[] Other — Specify.

-

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

Is this incident report for a series of crimes? [ Yes

1 I No —~ SKIP to 2
fTHE!iAC: 2} Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
more simlldr incidents which

2[INo SKIP to Check ltem 8
33 Don't know

respondent can't recall separately)

6a. Did the offender(s) live there or hove a right to be
there, such as a g; <4t or a workman?

(Mark all that apply) @ 1[0 Yes — SKIP to Check Item 8

t [J Spring (March, April, May)

2 [] Summer (Jung, July, August)

3 [[] Fali (September, October, November)
a [T] Winter (December, January, February)

1 [ Three or four
2[JFive to ten

3 (] Eleven or more
47} Don't know

INTERVIEWER — If series; the following questions refer
only to the most recent incident.

2

. About what time did (this/the most recent)
incident happen?
1 ] Don't know
2/} During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6. p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3716 p.m. to midnight
4 [} Midnight to 6 a.m.
s [ Don't know

3a. Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this

city or. somewhere ¢lse?

1 [T Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

2 {T) Somewhere else in the United States

3 [[] Outside the United States —~ END INCIDENT REPORT

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

2} No
3] Don't know

Mmoo — O =

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

c. How meny incidents were involved in this series? Vv Acwally got in

2 [} Just tried to getin
3 ] Don't know

-0 O v m >

c. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
* to force his way in) the building?

@ i No

Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2[7] Broken lock ot window
3 [T Forced door or window

{or tried) KIP
4[] Slashed screen to Check
s [] Other = Speclfy7 item B

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

1 {20 Through unlocked door or window

2] Had key
371 Don't know
4[] Other — Specify

State

County
c. Did it happen inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.]]

1 Ne

CHECK

Was any member of this household,

including respondent, present when this
' incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)

1 [J No = SKiP 1o 130
2] Yes

ITEMB

2 [] Yes — Enter nome of city, fown, ezc..7

[TT T T

i IR SR —

4,  Where did this incident toke place?

1 [0] At or In own dwelling, in g(a'rag'edor
other bullding on property {Inciudes
break-in or attempted break-in) SKIP 1o 6a
2 [7] At of in vacation home, hotel/motel
3 [J Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, ‘bank, gas station, ASK
public conveyance or station 5a
4[] lnside office, factory, or warehouse
s [7] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
drivaway, /dleupon. apartment hall
{Does Nar“include break-in or
attempted break-in) SKIP
&[] On the streat, Ina park, field, play- to Check
ground, school grounds or parking 1ot [ item B
7 2] Inside school

8 [] Other = Specify.-';

70, Did the person{s) have ¢ wecpon such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as o weapen, such ds o
« bottle, or wrench?

1 Neo

2 [T] Don’t know
Yes ~ Whot was the weapen? (Mark all that apply)
s Gun .
4 [ Knife
5[] Other - Specify,

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

@ Y[ Yes =~ SKIP to 7f

2] No

cs Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in ony way?
1{T1No ~ 5KIP to 7e

2[] Yes

Paga |3
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78 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami ‘ i
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)
; o
o : 'CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS = Continued : ' , Survey Instruments 79
s oW - ]
@ (Mquw:,'f!%:;‘ ;p;;’;;“'d? Any other W:Y? 9b. IDIJ i’au :lle a claim with any of these insurance componies or programs ‘ ] e
' ) Verbal threat of rape @ 'nEorl r:; : g;('l;;u‘r’ 78:” of your medical expenses paid? CioRN S 5 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued l : ; 3
21 \'/:;bal threat of attack other 2] Yes 0 1% { 120. Were you the only person there besides the offender(s) Was a cdr or other motor vahl;Ie take z
n repe ' = akén
3] Weapon present or threatened c. Did insuronce or any health benefits program pay for oll o § ¢ @ = :es SKIP to 130 CHECK (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13()
with weapon SKIP @ the totol medical expenses? rpart o 2[JNo ITEMD ] No — SKIP to Check ftem E
4[] Attempted attack with weapon >0 1 ] Not yet settled b, H crsem
(for example, shot at) 10a 2CINone. v ovsa. SKIP t0 10 ; . l"ow many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or [ Yes
. g gbisﬂt hrown at person T A o :‘r:;:nad? Do not include persons under 12 yeors T
¢ 51 Followed, surrounded o[ Pant p i o, Hod permission to use the (car/motor vehicl b «
7 ] Other — Specify d. How moch fid Trrurance or s healih benefiis pro . i @ o [T] None — SKIP to 130 given o the person who took 1t? e) ever been
rogram pay 3 1IN0 eeees
5 J s_ . Eo83ostain on estimate, if necessary} : Number of persons . SKIP to Check Item E
€. What actually hoppened? Anything else? 10a. Did you do anythi 2] Don't know
. (Mork all thox appiv) ! ything to profect yoursell or your property doring the incident? . ¢ <. Were any all i‘lhnu persons members of your household? 1Oy
@ + [T] Something taken without ;% so =~ SKiPto 11 & @ D‘[’j“;‘ household bers under 12 ysars of age. es
permission es ' ° ° b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?
2 All:emp(ed or threatened to : 6 b. What did you do? Anything else? - (Mark oll that apply) g Yes  How many, not counting yourself? 1ay "
:: e something ‘ (139 . 1[QUsed/brandished gun or knife [ Thieatened, argued, reasoned, . : _— es
23 Ia?‘r::ased. argument, abusive ZchJlfed/dul(ehd phys‘;;:al force (hit, etc. with offender : (Also mark *'Yes™ in Check ftem | on page 16) 2T} Ne
ze ased, threw object, used other 5 Resi -
[ Forcible entry or attempted weapon, etc.) De::;‘s::da::g‘:li:;:;;:é;scd : 18 13a. \‘,V:I::o::‘e;};:ng s'o|enhor taken without pam;h.slon that
foveible enty of house >_EKIP 3] Tried to get help, amract amention erasive perion (r eove my_ ; INTERVIEWE‘;; ov,o' 'c;s in the household? Is Box { or 2 marked in 132
s ] Forcibl 0 scare offende ’ ) ' ¢ ; 5 ~ Include anything stolen from
D Forbe ey arsempied (o R o A Sl : ~» ecoizobls busiess nrespodant o cHeck [l CINe - SKiP o152
. 6 [ Damaged or destroyed property T W w“s: ste) Specify f ' seine ’E?Lu:ic any“h:,?f'ss;::‘;: Z?m a'rLc:ognlfable C]Yes
; 7{71 Attempted or threatened to @ . ‘Eﬁé. lcnme committed by only one or mare thon one person? H as merchundiSQror cash from a regls'tcr: usiness, such
. damage or defuoy property nly oneo 2] Don't know ~ 3 [ More than ane H @ 1 [ Yes ~ SKIP to 13f ¢. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance,
o [} Other — Specify Voo SKIP to 120 14 : 21Ne . in o pocket or being held by you when it was taken?
a. °r;e:n;s.person male f. How many persons? ¥ L[] Yes
J ? i b. lh)lf the :euon(S) ATIEM&;T ;‘o t:l:n !;mvghing that o .
' i Mal : 4 elonged to you or others in the house ald? 2 ]
f. How did the person(s) ottack you? Any - . ¢ L 9. Were they male or Temale? | : @ 1 [[JNo — SKIP to |3e '
. other way? {Mark all that apply) 2] Femal> N A e % 2[ Yes Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13()
@ 0 Raped 3 [ Don't know 2 [T All female - W ‘ CHECK [ Yes — SKIP to l6a
| Tfied 10 rope WR 5 = s ] Male and femate = . M:fkdid they try to take? Anything else? ITEM F
3 ] Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed ) Qh‘:wp:rsn:‘,: ?yeu sor 4[] Don't know hd (ark all that apply) [ Ne
« 7 Hit by thrown object as ‘ . Lo + (7] Purse
] Hit, slapped, knocked down + [ Under 12 . ;1::" °.'f"'°:'§ you say the : 2 [ Wallet or money .. 15a. A)!’oge!h-r, what was the volue of the PROPERTY
6 {1 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 2[12-14 @ t DgUndev; l‘z 5[] 21 ot oves ; : 3] Car thot was tcken? '
pushed, etc., Nt ¢ — : 1] Other motor vehicle INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cash, and enter 50 for
20 Other 5 s 1517 0 12-14 SKIP to ] C 1 stol h
pecify ) NS Dont ! ! ; olen checks and credit cards, even If they were used,
. 4[J18-20 17 &[] Don't know ) ; s [T] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, stc.)
. Ba. Xhm were the in'iuviu you suffered, it any? 4[] 18-20 ' : 6 [} Don't know } s .
aything else? ‘M‘ark oll that apply) s[021 or over ' i+ How old would you say the " 3 7 (] Other — Specify. i
+ [J None ~ 5K to 10a & (] Don't know oldest was? b. How did you decide the value of the property that was
2L Raped ¢. Was th 1{J Under 12 o[} 18-20 . 5 Did they try to take a purse, wallet, x siolen? {Mark all that apply) '
2] Atempted rape: ' l(m © person someane you 2[J12-14 5[]21 or over Lo CHECK or money? {Box | or 2 morked In 13¢) 1 [T] Original cost
4] Knife or gunshotvenunds new or.was he o stronger? 3[J15-17 &[] Don't know . 1 ITEM C ] No. - SKIP to 180 2 ] Replacement cost
5 "] Broken bones or teeth knocked: out 1 [ Stranger ‘ [P |
&[] Internal injuries, khocked unconscious 2 [] Dont know Je Woro]anydol the persons known j ! [ Yes 7] Personal estimate of currént value
7 {71 Buuises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling SK l :I;r:,::: ."‘“,{"" or were they ; 1 d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for 4[] Insurance report astimate
8 [] Other — Specify L sKi"?:tm t,IY to L. @ 1 DAII’s!rangers : b insteace In a-pocket or being he 5[] Police estimate :
on ; E i
b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed y . Y 2 "] Don’t know } ff’P . ] @ 1 Yes 6 [] Don"t know
medical attention after the attack? 4[] Casuas 3 1 All relatives " ¥ 2{JNo SKIP to {8a 7 (7] Other — Specify
@ 1 ] No ~ SKIP to 10a acquaintance 4[] Some relativ } ke
2] Yes 5 ] Well known s O All known es tol + & Whot did happen? (Mork all thot apply)
- ?i[d]y;: receive any treatment of o hospital? d. Wos the persan a relative 6 [_] Some known 1 [ Attacked W 16a. Was.all or purt of the stolan money or property recovered
2 [ Emergency room treatment ont of yours? k. How well were they known? 2{T] Threatened with harm except for anything recelved from insurance? )
+ 5] Stayed overmight or longe: _“ 4 1 No «  (Morkoll that apply) i 3 [7] Atempted to break into house or garage 1 {TJ None s =
How many days?— : Yes — Whot relationship? 1 [ 8y sighe only ‘ 4 [T] Attempted to break into car 2 Al KIP to 170
2 [7] Spouse or ex-spouse 0 Eu‘:ﬁ::ntance(s) !sg(l"P ‘ b s [] Harassed, argument, abusive language . ff"’ 3] Part
i Vet —_},——|—- 3] Parent 3 {Z] Well known ; s g gamaztd or destroyed property 18a b, What wes recovered? ‘ ’
. What wos the totol amount of your medical 7 trempied or threatened to-damage or
sxpentes | 'd’ b‘ymm this your e llcP:CLUD- 4[] Own child . h zxg";k“';"l'é';ya;};;’f)ﬂd to you? destroy property ge o Cash: s
anything pol insurance? Include ho: . - ash: .
and docror bl mediciner "r‘mpy:‘i;c“' :th s [ Brother or sister 1 [)Spouse or 4 7] Brothers/ a [ Other — Specify and/or
IOJYTE’;" injury related medical expenses. s 1 g;:egrrelntive - 20 ;:-s,pc:usg O slsters 6 Property: (Mark all that apply}
VIEWER ~ If respondent does aot know cilyy rents s [7] Other — E (49 o[JCashont
exact amount, encourage ki . ! 3] Own Spe only recovered — SKIP'to 170
SR e ?;“gewu;xo(acu give on estimate; F iren p C’fY; f. What was taken? What else? ) O Purse
P ‘ Cashr S o] 2 (] Valtet
x [} Don’t know «. Was he/she — m. Were all of them ~ P and/or ) s Q] Car
/she £ /
e :‘ e ﬁm: of |'h' incident, were you covered @ 1 [ White? ;% :’:;'v.o?? : hd Property: {Mark all that apply) 4 [ Other motar vehicle
y any medicol insu 'y v - C - s Part of
I':' bf"’“m‘ from ""Ym:?:h.er:’y;‘:.l l::l":‘iiibll 2 [ Negro? 3 [ Other? ~ SPQCUV; ' ‘ (: g g:lr::as" taken ~ SKIP to 14c [ Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
enefits program, such o3 Medicoid ' SKip :
@ A‘[’j’"‘?}""’"""‘ . Publ?: w.'"':':; , Veterans 3 ] Other? =Specifyy L 1o 0é 3 2 [ Wallet 6 7] Other - Specify. :
' Ouessne 4 il - i
2} Don't know} SKIP ta 10a . f2a embination Spec,{y7 ; a [ Cer W
30 Yes : ‘ ' 4 (] Other motor vehicle c. What was the volue of th - ‘«
____sOves O Dfm + know o] Do <o : ‘ s ] P o ear (hubeap, tape-deck, etc.) b7 ¢ property resovered (excluding t
Page 14 i ) '
o & (7] Other — Specify s * :
; FORM NCS-4 ($:23:72) Paia IS -
b ;
s et ol TR - - NV | :!‘
= = = = e IR | .

et e s R
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170. Was there any insurance ogainst theft?

i[JNo., s, - go 'k SKIF " : 3 0.M.B, No. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977
+ > SKIP to 18a 2[] Don'tknow ~ to Check ftem G ; = . FORM EVS.101 U.$: OEPARTMENT OF COMMERGE

2] Don’t know Yes — Who told them? , L NOTICE « Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by | i7et1.73) SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,

g taw {Tutle 13, U.S. Code). [t may be seen only by sworn Ceasus BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

3 ] Household member
3] Yes ) 4[] Someone else SKIP to Check Item G

employees and may be used only for statistical purposes.

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES

¢

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance company? 5 Police on scene o PSU b, Segment {c. Line No. {d. Panel e DCC
@ ONe..... o kit e dent wos not reported to ) COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
< Docane J P15 L[ e b ek oo ol — L p—.
33 Yes 3] Police wouldn’t want to be bothered .
¢. Was any of this lois recovered through insurunce? ;g E:’v::: ::::::o:l:e":z:;dt&o;:::,:;in::'::p0" it ; INTRODUCTION

Gaod motning (alteinoon). I'm Me(s.)____(your namej from the U.S, Bureau of the Census.
We are conducling a survey in this 2rea lo measure the- extent to which businesses are victims of
burglaries and‘or robberies, The Goveimnment needs to know how much crime thete Is and where it Is
to plan and administer progtams which will have an impact on the crime problem. You can help by
answering some questions for me.

6 [} Did not want to get involved
; 7] Afraid of reprisat
8.{_] Reported to someone else 3
s [T} Other — Specify. : !
Is this person 16 years or older? &

2CJNo . v
3] Yes

@ 1 [ Not yet settled
SKIP to l8a

d. How much was recovered? lCT"EEMC: [ No — SKIP to Check ftem H Part | - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS
Yes — ASK 210} L I8 1 tablishment d i led 7. Did anyone eise operate any departments or
INTERVIEWER — If property replaced by Insuronce ] % Lﬁ,g?g:sﬂ owned or op 3 36 fncorp concessions or some other business aclivity
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 21o. Did you have o job of the time this incident happened? - . In this establishment during the 12 month
of value of the property replaced. 1] No ~ SKIP to Check fiem H : , 1[71Yes ~SKIP 103 peiind ending ?
2[7] Yes 2T} Ne [TiYes - List pach de:;’mlr‘tmem. concasslolr;, or other
b. What was the job? E . : - b. How is this business owned or operated? Saction v'ot :‘;.a'sé"}n?e?n”féfﬁiﬁ, i not
already listed, Complete a separate

©

questionnaire for each one thal falls on

1 {7V individual proprietorship
a sample line,

Check Item H 2[7] Partnership,
2 [C] Different than described In NCS-3 ftems 28a—e 3 {7} Goverament — Continue interviaw ONLY It
3 - liquor store or any type

c. For whom did you work? (Nome of company, business . #
orgonization or other employer) Y ' : 3, ”°’ renspatin
] [‘]omer - 3pec y.;,

1 {J Same as described in NCS-3 items 2Ba—e ~ SKIP to

i

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

0 [ No — SKIP to 19a

2[INo

®

DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART It AND ANY
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED

8, What were your approximate sales of merchandise
and/or recelpts from services st this establishment
for the previous 12 months ending

{Estimate annual sales and/or receipts if not in

Yes — How many m'mbcu?y

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

3, Do-you (the ownei) operate mote than one establishment?

b. How much time wos lost altogether? I I | I i 7] Yes business fof entire 12 months.)
@ 1] Less than | day ¢ Were you — - : o 2 1Ne 117 None
10 An OMPlOrn of d PRIVATE company, business or " 4. Did you (the owner) operate this establishment at 27} Under 510,000
2[] 15 days individual for wages, salary or cormmissions? lhlds' location duting the e;nixe 12 month period 3 [ 516,000 to 524,999
A GOVERNMENT employes (Federal, Stat | i i eneing oot 4{73525,000 10 549,999

3[C]16-10 days 21 employ , State, county or local)? 3 X

) 3[J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional i V7 ves, : E, $50,000 to $99.999
4[] Over 10 days . practice or farm? ‘ 2{"* No ~ How ‘many months during Months s} ‘"’o-x to 5;::»9::
5[] Don't know 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? the deslgnated peried? :]g'l :mo oo::n:a u’vqer

S. Excluding you (the owner) {the partners) how 9 [} Other ~ Specity

many paid employees did this establishment averige
duting the 12 month period ending ? INTERVIEWER USE ONLY

¥ What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical

19a. Wos anything domaged but not token in this incident?
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) =

For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing

damaged, or domage done to. a cor, etc.? l-—]—l—-—|
1+ {7 No — SKIP to 20a ti" ' None e[Je-19 9a. Recard of interylew
9+ What were your most important activities or duties? (For example; 23713 s [120 or more (1} Date
2[JYes typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.) 214t

{2) Name of respondent

T

{Was/were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?

6a, What do you cansider your kind of business
to be at this location?

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series {3) Titte of respondent

1] Yes — SKIP to 19d CHECK of incidents, OFFICE USE ONLY
2 D No . ITEM H {4) Telephone [Area codef Number Extension
o rr——
<. ?::um:‘ciia':orl)d?n cost to repoir or replace the b. Mark (X} one box b, Reason for non-inteiview
9 mis ‘ RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A
v Food € [} Ourable ) [J] Present occupant in business st end of

survey petiod: but unable to contact,
2 D Refusal and (n business at end of survey period
3[] Other Type A ~ Smclly7

277 Eaung and dnnkung ] Nondurable
37" Gendral merchandise

A
@ . }SKIP to 200

x ] Don't know Look at |Z2c on incident Report, |s thers an

CHECR entry for *“How many?*’ REAL ESTATE
d. How much wos the repair or replacement cost? ITEM | I Ne

477" Appate!
6 {77 Apartments

8 7" Furniture and

R Yés — Be sure you have an |ncident Report sppliance W L] Other real extate TYPE B
@ x [J No cost or don't. know — SKIP to 20a o for each );'IH member 12 yea?s of f,’:e 6 [7* Lumber, hardware, « 7] Prasent ocsupant not in business at end
, or over who was robbed, harmed, or moble home dealers 1 CISERVICE of surcey period.
{3 threatened in this incident. 7 [JJAutomotive 1] Vacant or closed
L S, - . . TS this the Tast Incident Report 12 be J E Drug and propeietary 4 L3 BANKS § [ Other Typs 8 (Seasonal, atc.) - Specity
. Who poid or will pay for the repairs or replocement? CHECK ‘%Ile: for "’2’ p"'""l, (dent R ’ 'r,; :Nu:' , k] TRANSPORTATION
{Mark all that apply) ITEM ) ¥ 0 — Go to next Incident Report, A asoline service _
. ] Yes — is this the last HH member stations v T3 ALL OTHERS Speclly-’, TYPE C
1 [} Househo!d member to be interviewed? 8 [ Other rewail 7 g Oceupied bdr nonlistable activity
[ No ~ Interview next HH member, ; ’ » [] Damolishe
dlord . . i . WHOLESALE C-
2] Landlor () Yes — END ENTERVIEW. Enter ! ¢ [ Dbl » [J Other Typo € — Spacity 5
3 [Jinsurance total aumber of Crime : I
. Iz;:ident Reports fiiled for H 6 [ Noridurable
4] Other — Speci this household In ltem |3 : 3 j
4 pecify on the cover of NCS-3,
FORM NCB-4 (8-28-78) Page 16 . ROMO {1573 O=EN~028 N
B
i
» ;
o e i s A AT e . B - . . ]
. R ; : e s g e s . e ———
0 ) i e :
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82 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Port Il - SCREENING QUESTIONS

Now 'd like to ask some questions about partlcular kinds of thelt or altempled theit.
These questions refer only to this establishment for the 12 month period beglnni

and ending

10, During this period did anyone break into or some-
how illegally get Inla thls place of business?

18. Why hasn't this establishient ever been Insuréd against
burglary and/or robbery?

e Number

Yes — How many limes? r——-y-

# [T Couldn't afforg it
27 ] Couldn*t getranyone to tnsure you

tFill an Incident Reporl for each)
28 iNo

3.7 Didn't need'ft
4[] Selfsinsured
5 [} Premium too expensive

11, (Other than the incident(s) Just mentioned,) during this
period did anyone find a doot jimmied, a lock forced,
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED break-in?

- Number
117 1 Yes ~ How many times? ———

(Fiit an Incident Report for each)
2{""No

67 Other — Speclly;,

19a, What security measures,
if any, are present s}
this location now, o
protect it against
burglary and/or robbery?

b. When wese these
securily measeres
first installed
or otherwise
undectaken?

2. During this period were you, the owner, or any
employee held up by anyone using a weapon,
force or threat of force on these premises?

Number
t7 1 Yex — How many times? ———,
{F1i{ an Incident Report for eachj
277 No

Enter the
approperiate code
from the list
given below,

a. Mark (X) all that apply

b, codes

1 T3 Alarm sysiem = outside
HREINE: ¢4 vt v ennanens

27 Contral alarm oy oyvainaas

13, (Other than the incident(s) already mentioned,) .
did anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or
any employee by using force or threalening to

harm you while on these premises?

3 {7 Reinforcing davices, such
as bars on windows, grates,
BALES, €IC 4 o iy ia v aan

Number
Yes — How many times? ~—————-
1Fill an Incident Report lor each)
217 Ro

17

47T Guard, watehman s o4 400,

STLIWtEh dor v unvrrvneann

G TFIearms o yuvyursnyeris

14, {Othes than the incident(s) Just mentioned,) during

this period wete you, the owner, or any employee held up
while delivering metchandise or carrying business money
oulside the business?

. Number
¥ Yes ~ How pany times? —— o
{Filt an Incident Report lor each}
2 Ne

15, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did
anyone ATTEMPT io hold up you, the owner, or any
employee while delivering merchardise or carrying
business money outside the business?

Number
8 Yes = How many limes? —e——a.
+£188 an Incedent Repoit for each)
2 No

o~y
T, CaAmeras, iy as

a[::m:m:‘.'......“....un

[
P lockS . i it

A *" ! Cormiply with Nationa)
Banking Act (For
Banksonly) v ohiveusanns

87" Other ~Spocily 7

C° None

Codes for use In llem 19b

162 Is.this establishment insured against burgulary and ot
sobbecy by means other than seif-insurance?
¥ Yes

H No
6 17
3' Doa't knc} SKIP 1

b. Does the insurance also cover other lypes of c?l;ne losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theft?

R {
! "} SKIP ta 19a
2 No

17a, Has this establishment ever been insured against -
burglary and or robbery by means other than
self-fnsurance?

1 Yes' ..
2 7 Ne—SKIPta18
31 7 Dén’t know — SKIP to 192

b. DI the insurance also cover other types of ctime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee thefl?

1777 Yes
el

2 Ne

c. Did you drop the insurapce or did the company cance!
®  your policy?

17 Businessman d d o, .o
L esiman Goppad 18 ev v e e L siip 10 158

2 {7 Insurance company cancélled palicy

LESS THAN I YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR
1 = January 7 - July O~ 1=2 years ago
2 - February 8 = August
3 - Macch 9 ~ September E - 2-5years ago
4 = Apny| A ~ October £ = Mote than S
§ = May 5 - Noveiber years ago
6 ~ Juné € = December
20. INTERVIEWER Were there 0" incidents ¢
CHECK ITEM reported in 10157
T} Yes —Detach incident. fleports
o entor 0" in Hevms 1ai1)"
and (2) on paga 1, and
continue with ltem 8.
{Z3 No~Enfer number of incidents
In Htem 19{1) on page 1, ang
continue with lirsi tncident
Repor],
NOTES

FORM CV3 101 To13.73) Page 2

s s i~

T ———

ey 3

b
T

B e rrre s
o pneiigt 8

Survey Instruments

O,M.B, No, 41-R2662; Approval Exgires March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM ¢
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT,

IDENTIFICATION CODE

FoRrM CVS:101 U.5: DEPARTMENT OF COMMEACE
2 SOCIAL AND ECONGMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,

BUREAU OF THE CENIUS
INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME' /ICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

e PSU b. Segment ¢s Line No. d, Panel fe. DCC

INCIDENT NUMBER
Record which incident (1, 2, etc.}
is covered by this page

f. ircident
No,

You sald that duting the 12 months beginning _________
and enting Jeeter to screening questions
10-15 Jor description of grimej,

1. In what month did this (did the tirst) incident happen?
173 Jan. T Aenil 707 July AT oet,
2[7] Feb. s {71 May 8l Aug, 8™ Nov,
3[2] Macs 671 June 9 {7 Sent, c i’ Dec,

~a

. Aboul whal time did il happen?
+ {77 During the day {6 Am. =6 p.mi)
At night (6 porne —~ 6 am.)
2776 pum. — Midnight
3 7Y Midnight = 6 8.m.
4§ Don't know what time at aight
8 {71 Don't know

7a. Were you, the owner, or any employee injuizd in this
incident, seriously enough to require medjcal altention?

117 Yes - How many? - [Number

1" No = SKIP fo 9a

b, How many of them stayed in 2 Number

hospital overnight or longer?

3. Wheie did this incident lake place?
t {7V At this place of business
2{ On delivery
3 [} Enroute to dank
4 {71 Other ~ Specily.

8. 01 those receiving tieatment in or out of a hospital, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular health benelits program?

$¢7" Yes ~ How much E
waspaid? s .,

217" Ne

31077 Den't know

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this
incident was occuring?

1{7 ves .

277, No = SKIP to 10

317¢ Don't knaw

5a. Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something
that was uscd as 2 weapon, such as 2 boltle or wrench?

27TNo \
371 Don't km;}‘ SKIP: to 6a

%a, Did any deaths occur as a resull of this incident?
1] Yes
2{7 i No — SKIP to 15a

b, Who was killed? ¢, How many?

{Mark (X} all that apply)

19 "0wnets) coxensorarnines

27 Employdes «ovsssraniaenn

30 CuSIOmEIL v uabaiaaavsein

4 innotcent bystander(s) ., 4 iy a0y

b, What was. the weapon?
i 17 Gun
2577 knfe
317" Other — Spacity

5 OMeader(s)s vvassvavrenvs

R - [ T

7" Other = spec/ly_.r;

6&. How many persons were. involved iiv committing the crime?
1 ["1One ~ Continue wiih 6b below
{71 Two
37" Three
47" Four or more,
§ 7" Don’t know « SKIP 1o 72

SKIP 1o 6¢

SKIP to 150

- Zmo—0zZ—

O wm>a

10, Oid the offender enter, attempt to enter, or remain In this
establishment illegally?

2.7 Female
3 [ Don't know

b. How old would you say the person was? t Yes
17" Under 12 o7 T le-20 3" No P
i 2-14 . 877720 orover N 7 .
3711517 67" Don't know Miscontinue use ol Incident Roporl, Enter at ihe to of

this sheat **Out of Scopo~-Larceny,”” artise meident

¢, Was (he person male or female? number, change the 10 ng 1018,

15 Male change number ol incidents ¢n stem 1g(1J, page 1, and 9o
H on 10 the poxt reporled . N

no other
are reporled, 1oluta 10 page | and complote ttems 1gt2)
8, ard 9 and ond the intutview.

d, Was he (she) -
1777 White?
21" Black?
34" Other? - Specity
4‘ M

SKIP 1o 7a

11, Did the oltender(s) actually get in or Just try to get in?
v Actually got

2 Just tered (o gel

e, How old would you say |he youngest person was?

1 {71 Under 127} 47 18-20
2V 13-4 372 or over - SKIP to 69
371517 817" Don't knaw

12, Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
other evidence thal the offenderis} forced iteied to force)
his (thein way in?

177 Yes

{. How old would you say ihe oldesl person was?

2" No~SKIP 1014

[ AN mate
2 [ All female

3{77 Male, and lemale

i {7} Under 12 -rr“ 118-10 13, What was the evidance? saark atl that apply)
2 12-14 $T7 2 or puer K
3 {:} 1517 ‘t--‘ Oon't kriow 1 Broken tock or window
. . 2" Foreed door
‘- Wete they male or female? L. SKIP to 150
37 Alorm

4% Other ~ Specily

47" Don't know
h, Wee they - ’

1 {73 Only white?

257 Dnly black?

3 [T Only other? - Spocity
4 [7] Some combination? ~ Specity

$ [ Don't know

14, How did the oftender(s) gel in (try to get in)?
t,7 Thisugh unlocked door ur window
2577 Had a key
37" Other ~Specily
477" Don’t know

80

S

Page )

N

s o

i

ke

83




————r

v AR .
H
]

£ ; . : 7/ U, .
5 : ‘ : : S : {
it 5 84 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami / . Survey Instruments 85 : ;
i . | :
o . ]
){»i f i
¢ : - AP " : 0.M.B. No, 41<R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977
4 NERE SN © . INCIDENT REPORT - Continued _ = i romm CVS-T01 0.5, DEFARTMENT OF COMMERCE
lSI. Uas anylhlng damued bul not taken in this incident? For |18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee hm lose any time ! TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM (TEM 1 |11t oIl AN O ST ar ThE Cersrs
) example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc. from wotk b of this Nomber i OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORT !
! ‘ D:“ SKIP 10 162 17 ves — How many people? ! INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INGIDENT. COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
2 0 - 0 4 -
& 2777 Na. = SKIP fo 192 i IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMPLE C
b, Was (were) the damaged item(s) paired or placed? | a, PSU b, Segment c. Line No. d. Panel |e. DCC ' {4 ;;-:Idenz INCIDENT NUMBER 1
1 [J} Yes — SKiP 1o 15¢ ' b. How many work days weie lost altogether? . . ‘ Record which incident (1, 2, ete.}
2] Ne - is coverad by this page D
107" Less.than | day ; 7 ' o ; Tojured I i E
T . You said that during the 12 months beglnai a. Nere you, the owner, or any employee injured in this
c. :iEo;:i::‘ceh)wnuld it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2{T7}1-5 days ‘ ‘ . and ending J {refer to reroening questions in , serlously cnnugh to tequire medical attention? |\
37610 days Days § : 10-15 for descyiption of erims). [ Yes ~ How many? T T
s ' [E] SKIP to 15¢ 4[] over 10 days = How many? ——s : 1. In what month did this (did the fisst) incident happen? ) > ‘
X {T] Don't know 5[71Don't know : 3 E}] Jat 4 [S,ng,ll 7giuly ; 5] ::: 2[T) No— SKIP to 8 .
f 2 Feb. s ay ] ug. v =
d. How much did i 1 : < Sept. £} Dee. Number R
Haw much d1d It cost lo redalr or replace the ? 13, Were any securlty measures taken‘after this incldenl to : dJter el iune  9L]Sest. i jOec b. How many of them ::":,,d‘,';'z' E
s @ ' protect the est from future i ' ‘ 2, Abaut what time did it happen?
: day (6 &.m. = 6 p.m.)
v {7] Na cosc — SKIP 1o 162 VoY Yes : 0 2:',:?:“:’:2 ;::\,( -.a":.m.) - 8. 0f those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did P
x ] Don't know 2[7] 6 pom. — Midnight this business pay for any of the medical expenses not 0
2{Z)No ~ SKiP to 20a 3 ] Midnight = 6 a.m. covered by 2 regular health benelits program? R
¢. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? - ! 4 [[] Don't know whet time at night 1 {3 Yes — How much
(Mark (X} all that apply) b, Whaamelsuus weie taken? s ] Don’t know waspzid? S . n T
. : l d
; S ;T:v:::;ne“ u"‘! (1ol thet apply) 3. Where did this Incident take place? 2[}No
3 ] Owner of Buitding (landiord) ;lg (A:hv::'sy:;:: =~ outside tinging H AT ; % /o\:‘::xlls‘::::a of business 3{7] Don't know
& en/
Ll g"".’ - Seclly 3 [] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates 3 (] Enroute to bank 9a. Did any deaths occur as a fesult of this incident?
5 ] Bon't know bars on windaw, efc. ! " 4 (2] Other — Specity 1] Yes
16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money 4[] Guard, wutchman ‘ 4, Wete you, the owner, or any employee present while this 2[] No = SKIP 10 158
ging to s or store s [ Watch d incident was occuring? -
1 [ Yes - What was lhe £ Warch dog : V[ ves , b. ¥ho was killed? . ¢. How many?
total valye? —s- § &[] Firearms : 2] No ~ SKIP 10 10 (uark (X} all that apply)
2 [T No . 7{_] Cameras - : 3 [ Don't know. ' YCJOWners) oo vunnntssencns
b. Did the offender(s) take any merchandi i o & ] Micrors . 5a. DId the person holding you up have 2 weapon or something i . s
! (Exclude perty beloaging to # [T Locks - that was used as a wezpon, such &s a bottle or wrench? 2 [ Bmployses . <4 s o
cuslomers nr'shlo‘re pe:shonnel ) A ] Othee —Spoclly.;, . : [ z., I3 Customers yvwiuivaeiina
t 3 2 o
7 Yes hat ::lill’e s ) @ . EDJ Dot knn} SKIP to 62 4[] tanocent bystander(s) o « oy vs s
i i =
H No —~ SKIP to 17a If a r 10 I6a . H Otfender(s), v s coeaosnsniss
s Is yes; olherwls"es‘;?(ll’ to 18a 1 i b ,'PE; ::: the weapon? -
T T———— 20, Was this Incident reported to the police? 2 [ Knife SLIPolices s o pennasenyaden
: 1 {77 Original cost serme {2 Yes — SKiP to 21 . v 3 (0] Other — Specily 7T Other - Smlly.7
2% Replacement cost 20No i 6a. How many persons were Involved in committing the crime?
3 r—y Other — Specit - : 1”7 One — Continue with 6b below
1~ Specily b. What was the reason this incident was not reported _ ’ 2] Two SKIP to 15
17a. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/oi properly to the police? i . 37 1F'mee . SKIP to Ge o
was recovered by insurance? {Mark (X) all that appty) = : :} D:::.O;n':::smp 078 10, Dld lhe omnder enter, altempl tc enter, or remain in this
H . @ 1.7 " Police already knew of the incident - ) . — 1llegaily?
- s : b. How old would you say the person was? . £ Yes
v 127 None — Why not? . 2 . Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof : ¥ under 12 -0 X g N:
1477 Dida't report 1t 37" "0ud not think it important enough ’ - z2{]12=14 s} 2 or over
2]} Does not have insurance Did not want 10 bother police ! - 3 115=17 & [[] Don't know B‘Il‘s‘:‘s’"""’"eo"z‘ D,I "’f,,',‘i’.f’[,",:’,’,,“;'[ E;’,’:; .1,'1;7;.,‘-,7, of
3] Not'sentied: yet -0 - c. Was the person male or female? number, change the
47 Policy has a deductible *4. O notwant fo take the time : A change'numbar of Incidents. in itom 1913, page 1, and 50 "
— . : V[Ttale on to the next reported Incldent, {1 no othar incldents R
5 [_] Money andfor merchandise was recovered; . - 1. Did not want 10 get (nvolved ; 2{7] Female e are reported, return to page 1 and compiels items 1g(2) .
1 :
‘% {7 Don't know 717 Atrand of ceprisal i 117] Don't know 8 and end lhc interview, g . )
b. How much, 1f.any, of the: stolen money and/or propert " 837 Reported tn someone else o d. Was he (she) - 11, Did the offender(s) actually get tn or just try to get In? ) .
perty White?
was recovered by means other than insurance? " ) VL] White Actuall L
91, Other -—Spee:ily7 - } 21 Black? SKIP to 70 1t 1 Actually got in : ! .
iy s . @ ' 2(T: Other? ~ Spacity 2] Justtried to get in
v {1 sione } i 4 r' i Don't know
| SKIP 10 182 N 4 N 12, - Was there a brcken window, bioken ka alara, oy oy *
X [1Don't kiow - 2. g‘&%"}v:;::n ] :{ this “‘Ebiaﬂ Incident j -, How old would you say the youngest person was? - othar evidence that the olfender(s) forced {teied to force)
¢. By what means was the stolen money and, or Refiort to be completed? Lo ‘ Y [TJ under 12 i) 18-20 his (thair) way in? .
progerty secovered? 7 Yex — Relurn io page 1 . ‘ 2{7} 1214 8 {121 or.over — SKIP fo &g
complole tems lq'?l, 24 N 1Y
4 {7 Police 8, 9, and end intetyiew, i - s L ¢ L1 Don't know 2] No ~ SKiP 10 14
2[7] Other = Specity ] ; TSNe - gggol";a next Incldent i | I How old would you say Lhe oldest person was? -
- ‘ ’ - ! ¥ 7] Under 12 «[t8-20 13, What was the evidence? (kiark atl.that apply)
NOTES . . : 21204 s ] 2t or over 1 [) Briken lock ot window
N [C] 1512 & 7] Den't know Y P
’ - Wete-they male o femate? 0 :"u ' SKIP 10 158 :
i o, VI AN male 3 [ Hale and femate 3 Alarm ¢
"y - : 11 AN female « ] Don't know 4 (7] Other —Specily 5
- . . - ) « | ’ h. ":-'-'] g‘:{, ;hu.r 14, How did the olfender(s) get In (try 1o get in)?
: ’ ) : 2] Only black? : 1 {Z Through unlocked door or window L
I\ : ! 3 {7] Only other? ~ Specity 2[00 Hed akey B
h : : P 4[] Some combination? ~ Specily 3 [T Othet — Spacity
[ . . § . g
FORM CV3 101 (2et1e7a) Page 4 ‘ i ] R & [ Don't know ) : &[] Don't know . o
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1 IMCIDENT REPORT - Continved. }

example, 2 lock ot window broken, damaged meschandise, elc.

17 Yes
2[JNo =SKIP to 16a

15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in ihis incident? For °

from work because of this incident?
1 [ Yes —~ How many people? —————n

Number

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?

2[J No =~ SKIP to-19a

18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time

1] Yes = SKIP io 15d

b. How many work days wete losl altogether?

R } SKIP ta 15¢

x [T) Don't know

2[]No 1] Less than | day
€. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2[}1-5 days g
(Estimate) 3 6=10days oy

4[] Over 10 days — How many? em——i ~
8 {1 Don’t know

d. How much did it cost to répair of replace the damages?

s .

v [} No cost — SKIP to 162
% [J Don't know

18z, Were any security measures taken afler this incident to
protect the establishment fiom future incidents?

1] Yes
2T} No — SKIP to 202

e. Who paid or will pay for the repaits or replacement?
{Mark (X) all that apply)
$ [T] This business
2 [Jinsurance.
3 [] Gwner of Buitding (landiord)
4 [} Other — Specity
5[] Den’t knaw

b. What measures were taken?
{Mark (X} @il that apply)

t [T] Atarm system — outside tinging

2 [} Central alarm

3 [J Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on’'window, etc,

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

1] Yes — What was the
- total value?—$_____ .
2[JNe

4 [7] Guard, watchman
s [T] watch dog

6 [ Firearms

7] Camerss

b. Did the offender(s) take any merchandise, equipment or
supplies? (Exclude personal property belanging to
customers of slore personnel.)
t[]ves — What was the

total value? ——-$

2] No.—~SKIP to 17a It answer to {6a
is yes; otherwise SKIF to 18a

8 ] Mirrors
-9 [} Locks
A [ other ~ Specliy7

c.'How was the value determined?
1 ] Original cost
2 [C] Replacement cost
3 q Other ~ Specity

20a. Was this incident reported to the police?
ST Yeés —SKIP to 21
2{I Mo

b, What was the reason this incident was not upbrled

17a. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by Insucance?
s .8
v [} None — Why not?:
1 [] Didn't report it )
2 [_J Poes not have insurance
3 ] Not settled yer
&[] Policy has o deductibie

5[] Money and/or merchandise was secovered
x{} Don't know i

b. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?
1’4
s .

v [] Nane
X [7] Gon't knuw} SKiP to.18a

to the police?

{&ark (x) all that apply)

1 {77 Paolice already knew of the incident
277 Nothing could de done ~ lack of proof
377 Did not think it importar¢ enough

o[ 10id fiot want to bother police

5 [} Did not want 16 take the tme

€ ' Did not want to get javolved

77 Afraid of reprisal

3171 Reported 1o someone else

9 [ Other ~ Spoclry.7

21, INTERVIEWER N (s this the fast Incident

c. By what means was he stolen money and/or CHECK ITEM ‘Eip::: to ::';:"":'ﬂ‘:i nd
property recovered? complete teme 1gr2),
] Police 8, 9, and end {nlerview;
2 [ Other - Specity {"No g"’g.j/;'e next ncident
NOTES '
" FORM GV 10V 1741 1o7m) Poge 6
B
- et min T o
s .
IS &
‘ N N v . R
s = hs

g e

Survey Instruments

O.M.B; No, 41-R2662; Approvasl Explres March 3t, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.

IDENTIFICATICN CODE

ronm CVS.101
ay573)

INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECOROMIC STATISTICS ADMIN.
BUAEAU OF THE CENSUS

o PSU b. Segment

¢, Line No, d. Panet |e. DCC

o Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)

I Incident ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER
is covered by this page

You said that dusing the 12 monlhs beglanlng
and ending__________(refer lo screening questions
10-15 {or dascription of ctime),

. In what month did this (did the first) Incident happen?
+ T Jan, 4 Aprit 700 July A [] Octy
2[] Feb, s [ May s} Aue. o] Nov,
3 Mar, ) June 9 [] Septe ] Dec.

7a, Were you, the owner, ur any employee injured in this
Incident, seriously enough to require. medical attention?

V) Yes — How magy? — . [Number
2] No =~ SKIP to 92

b. How many of them stayed in a | Number

~N

. About what time did it happen?
1 [] Ouring the day (6 2.m, — 6 pym.)
At night {6 p.m. —6 a.m.)
2] 6 pum. =~ Midnight
3 [7] Midnight =~ 6 a.m.
4[] Don't know what time 2t night
% ] Don't know

pital overnight or fonger?

w

. Where did this incident take place?
' T3 At this place of business
2 [3 On delivery
3] Enroute to bank
4 [0] Other — Specity

8. Of those receliving treatment in or out of 2 hospital, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular health benefils program?

+ 7] Yes ~ How much ;
= waspaid? S ___ {1
2{7) No

3 [ Oon't kiow

4

. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this
iecident was occuring?
1] Yes
2] No ~ SKIP to 10
3 7] Con’t knaw

5

a, Did the person hoiding you up have a weapon or something
that was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wiench?

1[2] Yes
21 Ne
3 ] Don't kno:l_—} SKIP to 6a

bi-What was the weapon?
1] Gun
2 [] Knife
3 [7] Other — Spscily

3. How many persons were involved In committing the crime?
i [ One ~ Continue with 6b below

92, Did any deaths occur as a result of this incidant?
1] Yes
2[T] No — SKIP to 15a

b, Who was killed? . How many?

. (Mark (X) all thal apply}
T OWNeH(S) o i et

2 JEmployees s ysvarsniiiannn

AT Customers o v v ian ey s

4 [} innocent bystander(s) . .. v

s} Offender(s) e o aeivesanasns

L L

() Other — Speclly_’

2{7] Two
3] Three }SKIP 10 e SKIP to 15a
;E) ;::::;"'::,"_ SKIP 10 72 10, Did.the offender enter, atiempt to enter, or remain In this
tablish Hlegally?
b. How old would you say the person was? VO ves
1 [T} Under 12 (] 18-20 10 Ne
2] 1214 s ] 21 orover ¥
a3 15-17 €[] Qon't know Discontinue use of Incident Report, Enter at the top of
- this sheet **Out of Scope—Larcsny,"* erase incident
c. Was the person male or femate? number, change the answers (o scmenlng questions 10~15,
ytale . . change number of Incidents in item 19{1), page 1, and go
on {0 the naxt reported incident. {f no othor incidents
2] Female . are teporled, relurn to page 1 and complate ltems 1g(2}

3 ] Don't know

d, Was he {she} -
v [7) White?
2 ] Black?
3] Other? ~ Specity
4 [7) Don't know

SKIP to 7a

8, and 9 and end the Interview,

—

1. Did the oftender(s) actually get in or just try to get in?
1 [J Actually got in
2] Just ied to getin

—

other evidence that the offender(s) forced (lrled to force)
his (their) way In?

10 Yes
2] No ~ SKIP (0 14

2. ‘Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, ot any -

e. How old wonld.you say the youngest person was?
1 G,l{ndu W2 Ay i1a-20
2[J12~14 5[] 21 ot over = SKIP 10 6g
30 15-17 6{"] Don't know
{. How old would you say the oldest pérson was?
1 T undec 12 «}i8-20
21 12-14 8] 2 orovet
{3 15-17 6 7] Don’t kpow
g. Were they male or female?
1 T AN mate ¥} Male and femala

2 3 Al fomale 4 [ Don't know

h, Wern they —
1 Only white?
2] Only black?
o 3{] Only othér? - Specity

—

3. ‘What was the evidence? (Mark all that apply) *
1 [J Broken Jock or window
2 [} Forced door
s Alarm
4 ) Other - Spec/iy.

SKIP to 15a

" 4[] Some comblnation? ~ Specity

5[] Oon't know

14, How did the oifender(s) get in'(try to get In)?
1 [J Through unlocked dost or window,
2T Had a key
11 other - Spacity:
4] Don't inow

Page 7
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

"} |NCIDENT REPORT — Continved .-

Ay

example, a tock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc.

152, Was anylhing damaged but not taken in this Incident? For |18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee heie lose any time

from work because of this incidént?

APPENDIX Il

Number n B

V[ Yes V[23 Yes — How many people? —— 4 HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
No — SKIP o 16a . . .
b. :ID( : ) the da d lem(s) repaired or replaced? PLNe s to T i TeChnlcal |nformat|°n
L . Was (were) the damaged item(s) rep: ? k
; 1 [] Yes — SKIP to 15d b. How many work days were lost altogether? and standard error tables
‘ 2[JNo ! 1{TJLess than | day
], c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2[7} 16 days
: (Estimate) 3] 6=10 days 5o —_

e E}SKIP to 158

x [T} Don't know

4 [} Over 10 days — How many? —
s {71 Don't know

[ ad

How much did it cost to repals of replace the damages?

s [w]

v [] No cost — SKiP to 16a !
x [[] Don't know

—
w
&

. Were any security measures taken alter this incident to
protect the establishment from future incidents?

T ves
2"} No = SKIP to 20a

. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mark (X) all that apply)
3 [ This business
2 [ Insurance
3 ] Owner of Building {landlotd}
4 ] Oiter — Specity
s ] Don't knaw

o

» What measures were taken?
{Mark (X) atll that apply}
1 [T Atarm sy stem - outside ringing
{7} Central atarm

371 Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc.

customers or store personnel.)
1 {3 yes — What was the
total value? ——>S .. [E]

2 [T] No ~ SKIP to 17a it answer to 162
is yes; otherwise SKIP fo 18a

16a. Did the offender(s) tzke any money? {(Exclide money 4 {7] Guard, warchman
belonging to customers or store personnel) 5 [0 Watch dog
5 Yes — What was the
: 1] Yes Mt v:m:? s ‘| :l &[] Fireatms
i 2[T}Ne 7] Cameras
b. Did the offendes(s] take any merchandi ipment or 8 [ Mircors
supplies? (Exclude personal property belonging to 9 ([} Locks

A [J)other - Speclly.?

. How was the value determined?
t ] Original cost
2 ["] Replacement cost
3 [} Other ~ Specify

n

20a. Was this incident reported to the police?
Y {C) Yes - SKIP to 21
27T No

b. What was the.reason this incident was not reporled

17

. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was tecovered by insurance?

S s
v [ None — Why not?,
1 [T} Oidn'treport st
2 [7] Does nat have insurance
3] Not settled yer
4[] Policy bas a deductible

. ${7] Money andfor merchandise was recovered
% {1 Don’t know

{o the police?
{Mark (X} all that apply)

+ 77 Police already knew of the incidem
277" Nothing could be done = lack of proof
377 Did nat think it important enough

4 {77 Did not want to bother palice

s [ Did nat want to 1ake the time

6 [T7'Did not want to get involved

7 77 Aleard) of seprisal

b, How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insutance?

s .=
v [") Nosie
« [ Don's »‘mw} SKIP to 182

& [ Hepotied to someone clse

s {VOther —~ Speclly7

21. INTERVIEWER K s this the fast incident

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

t [} Palice
2 D Other - Specily

CHECK ITEM Report to be completed?

Yes - Relurn to page ! and
= compete :le?ns 19t2),
8, 9, and end interview,

[CINo ~ Flll the next fnciden!
Report.

————
NOTES

FORM CVS$ 101 {7-11-73}

Page 8

N

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
Miami, 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, ajl 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 requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the houschold during the entire field interview
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses irom a knowledgeable
adult member of the household. Survey records were
processed and weighted, yielding: results representa-
tive both of the city's population as a whole and
of sectors within society. Because they are based on
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration,

the results are estimates, i

Sample design andslze

The basic frame from which the sample was
drawn for the National Crime Survey household
survey in Miami was the complete housing in-

ventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample sclection, 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
cnabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housigg built after 1970,

A total of 12,148 housing units in Miami
was designated for the sample. Of these, 1,912
were visited by interviewers during the survey
period but sere found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 196 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
10,040 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 98.1
percent. Participating_ units. were occupied by a
total of 21,573 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 2.15 residents of the relevant ages per
unit. Interviews were conducted with 21,473 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.5
percent among eligible residents.
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami
Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons and. another  for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing
inventory, the following elements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit’s probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances
where the interviewer discovered many more units
at the sample address than had been listed in the
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter-
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes
against persons, to account for situations where at
least one but not all eligible persons in a household
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview
adjustment to account for households qualified to
participate in the survey but from which an inter-
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed
from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adjustment with the complete Census count of
such units.

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

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

personal crime was reported in the household survey
as having occurred simultaneously with a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commercial
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be reflected in the house-
hold survey results,

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

In- performing the estimation procedure that

yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. These estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 15.0 percent
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974
survey of ‘Miami households. As a result,
population figures that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
incidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.150024. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera-
tors and. denominators used in computing such
figures, Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes,
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Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the
sample employed in conducting the survey was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from different samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers.

The standard error of a survey estimate is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, o gauge qf the
precision with which the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average result of all pos-
sible samples. The estimate and its associated
standard error may be used to construct a confidence
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed
probability  that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average value of all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2,0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-

Household Survey 91

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 assauit are a part of
everyday life and, thus. are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems
may result in a substantial understatement of the
“truc” rate of victimization from assault.

Another source of nonsampling error related to
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12—mon.th
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined.

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one household member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when
cach household member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule.

Additional nonsampling errors can resuit from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and impropet
coding and processing of data. Many of these
errors would also occur in a complete census.
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser-
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at
the clerical and computer processing stages, Were
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92 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

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

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

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—including numbers of victimiza-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases)
shown parenthetically on rate tables-——have been
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-
lated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables
and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude
of the standard error rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table 1 con-
tains the standard error approximations applicable
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas
Table III displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear
interpolation must be used tc approximate the
€rror.

To illustrate the application of standard errors
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a
data table in this report shows there were 1,500
personal robbery incidents in Miami. Linear
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 143 for the esti-
mated 1,500 incidents. The chances are 68 out
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure
differing from a complete census figure by less than
143, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
1,357 to 1,643. 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 (286); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval
then would be from 1,214 to 1,786.

Assume further that, for a Miami popula-
tion subgroup numbering 30,000, the recorded
personal victimization rate was 20 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 2.9. Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 20 would be
within 2.9 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate - would be from 17.1 to 22.9. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the cstimated rate
would be within roughly 5.8 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would
be about 14.2 to 25.8. _

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 scparately. This formula represents the
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrclated 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.

-
Household Survey 93
Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal

incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,
by size of estimate

(68 chances out of 100)

R T

Personal

Size of estimate Incidents Victimizations Household incidents
50 : 25 25 26
100 35 36 37
250 56 57 58
500 : 80 82 82
1,000 116 120 116
2,500 196 206 186
5,000 302 433 266
10,000 493 553 388
25,000 1,026 1,203 663
50,000 1,896 2,272 1,045
100,000 3,625 by 4Ok 1,741
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- Table ll. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates

1

(68 chances out ‘of 100)

Estimated rate Base of rate Q
per 1,000 persons 100 250 500 1,000 £,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 = 500,000 1,000,000 E)
5 or 999.5 79 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 0,4 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 i
<75 or 999.25 9.7 6.1 L3 3.1 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 <
1 or 999 1l.1 7.1 5.0 3¢5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 o
2.5 or 997.5 17,6+ 11.2 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.4 1.8 1.1 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 =
5 or 995 2.9 15.8 11.1 7.9 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 Oy 0.2 i
7«5 or 992.5 30.5 19.3  13.6 9.6 6.1 4.3 3.0 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 5
; 10 or 990 35.2 22,2 15.7 11.1 7.0 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 =
! 25 or 975 5542 34,9 24,7 17.4 11.0 7.8 5.5 3.5 2.5 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.6 g
i 50 or 950 77.0 487 3Ly 243 15.4 10.9 7.7 449 3k 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.8 P
£ 100 or 900 106.0 67.0 47.4  33.5 21.2 15.0 10.6 6.7 4.7 3. 2.1 1.5 1.1 c
i 250 or 750 153,00  96.8 6B.4 L48.L 30.6 21.6 15.3 9.7 6.8 4B - 3.1 2.2 1.5 4
3 500 176.6  111.7 79.0 55.9 35.3 25,0 17.7 1.2 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.5 1.8 %
; - 3
< Table lll. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates E]

(68 chances out of 100) ' !
Estimated rate per — - Base of rate
1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 25 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000
5 or 999.5 8.2 5.2 3.7 2.6 1.6 1.2 c.8 0.5 Ol 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
«75 or 999.25 10,0 6.3 L5 3.2 2.0 14 1.0 0.6 Ouly 0.3 0.2 0.1 0,1
1 or 999 11,6 73 562 3,6 2.3 1.6 1.2 0.7 0,5 Cely 0.2 0.2 0.1
2.5 or 997.5 18.3  11.5 842 5.8 3.7 2,6 1.8 1.2 0.8 0,6 Quly 0.3 0.2 \
5 or 995 25,8 16,3 1l1.5 8.2 542 3.6 2.6 1.6 1.2 0.8 0.5 Q.4 0.3 -
Te5 oOr 992.5 31.5 1949 14,1 10.0 6.3 4e5 342 2.0 1.4 1.0 0.6 Ol 0.3 i
10 or 990 36,3 23,0 - 16,3 11,5 7.3 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 04 h
25 or 975 57.1 36,1 25.5 18.0 114 8.1 5.7 3.6 2.6 1.8 1.1 0.8 0.6 .
50 or 950 79:7 5044 35.6 25.2 15.9 11.3 8.0 5.0 3.6 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 §
100 or 900 109,6 69.3 49.0 34.7 21.9 15.5 11.0 6.9 L9 345 2.2 1.6 1.1 I
250 or 750 158.3 100.0'° 70,8 50.0 31.6 22.4 15.8 10,0 Te1 5.0 3.2 2.2 1:6 it
500 182.7 115,6 B1.7 57.8 36.5 25.8 18.3 11.6 8,2 5.8 3.7 2.6 1.8 b
:
'
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APPENDIX HI

COMMERCIAL SURVEY
Technical information
and relative error tables

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in
central cities have focused on business establish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, government-operated liquor stores and
trapsportation 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, Miami
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 twe kinds.
Establishments of other types were not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within
each segment during the field survey were eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample. :

A total of 1,862 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 293 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

T RS N A e

interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
three 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 1,566 establishments, and the overall rate of
response among those qualified to participate was
99.8 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 clements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected esgé\.blishment's
probability of being in the samp}c; (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 noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for ecach
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of thosc
establishments, This factor was obtained by multi-
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
number of months the cstablishment was active
during the reference period. Then, the result was
multiplied by -the ratio of required records- divided
by the number of usable records, the result being
applied to the record of each part-year operator.
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96 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miaml

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 subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative errors are the products of calculations in-
volving estimates derived through sampling, each
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

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

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

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

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

The numbers of commercial victimizations 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 estimated values not shown on Tables IV and
V, rough approximations of relative errors may be
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar
figures having bases of comparable size.

When used in conjunction with the survey re-
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc-
tion of intervals containing the average results of
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi-
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any
given survey result would differ from resuits 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
7,600 commercial burglaries estimated to have

occurred in Miami. Referring to Table IV, it
is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (7,603) is 18.8 per-
cent. Multiplying 7,603 by .188 yields 1,429.
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 6,174 to
9,032. If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

"'The calculated figure (1,429) is the standard error of
the estimated 7,603 burglaries (shown as 7,600 on Data
Table 85).

Commercial Survey 97

about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 4,745 to 10,461,
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 establiziiments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

N S X

E Type of crime Estimated number of incidents Relative error ‘ ’
=T 18 = | rech
: omple ' § :
: . Attempted burglary 2,069 19'(?: -‘ ECHNICAL NOTES
{ Robber: 2,703 39. ;
§ Comp{eted robbery i.ggg 22:9% i
i Attempted robbery ! Information .provided in this appendix is de- either type were assumed to have involved a single
: signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected victim, the affected household or business. In fact,
: . . ol victimizati findings a ore broadly, to assist data users in the terms “victimization” and “incident”
Table V. Relative errors for estimated comm{ercnal vmtnm;z_atmn rates, int:r f:tinnd’st;istics riyn th)c,z’ d(;ta t;bles Thes not::s used in::rchanceg)lzait;oanal :ﬂl clix:t:adsrhos::hotl’g
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime preting . BEA0Y 1N analyzing
address general concepts as well as potential problem and commercial crimes. :
: (68 chances out of 100) areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
,’ ) purp P p
Burglary . )R%bbexw v or problems. The Glossary of terms should be victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
sti e ) . . . N
; ‘ ﬁ::i‘;‘jggg rate Relative ﬁ;”;“,‘ééo e Relative consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari- dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
: Characteristic establishments error establistments . error ables, and other terms used in the data tables and quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
“ ima of cobarliommat s selected findings, victim. They also are better suited for assessing
i: ALl esteblishments pss gﬁ?; 196 146.3% victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin-
! Whelesale 2l T éé g’g ;Zg General ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
Service . ) . T addition to serving as a key element in computing
A Gross annuel receipts 10 39 50.0% Thrqughout this rep ort,. \{lct.xm;.zathns are Ehe victimization rates, victimization counts arep used
’ Less than $10,000 342 16'7§ & 35.14 basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific L : VA,
$10,000-$24;,999 333 3 3 3.8 . . . - for developing information on victim injury and
$25,000-849,999 258 1,66 19 5e.0% criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a B ) . i
: $50,000-$99,999 289 11.7% 915 A . h hold 1 f business. F . medical care, economic: losses, time lost from work,
§x -'$100,000-£499,999 239 ég‘g }Zg 38.7% perton, fiousehold, or place of business. For crimes victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and
| 308680850%23.3235 g;g 20.9% a1 59. 6% against persons, however, some survey results are reporting to police ’On the other hand. i ’ dent
- No sales 218 33.372 11% L.(S):gé presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza- daI: a areg morep ade .uate fo tho ei; ianti’ mc; f}?
¢ Not svailable ‘ ' tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving ; q di or h © cxamination ol the
} 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. | one or more victims and one o¢ more offenders. :‘;’::l”l‘z‘::ccses:zr:’;z llngd;te O::currel_]ce t}(:f tl_’er"
§ i For many specific categories of personal c;ime, vie- and place ofl occ;u:renci )cl),f sucah Cotlfl:sggsmis »:elinz]l:
i ! timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that the use of weapons and number of victi’m s and of
; % stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
; were simultaneously committed against more than case ;ven above. therefore .the rat y% ta f
: § one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may persongal assault “;ould reﬂec’t the at?af:k c?naea::)l:
; | have occurred during the course of a commercial customer, and other victimization tables would in-
4 - : burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi- cor orate’ details concerning. th o ¢ th
} . mization reported to survey interviewers, it was ori rﬁ ¢ for each eron Gsuch is a:: ?:‘Sfile]:e do ¢
: , determined whether others were victimized at the . p P y 10 » Camage
: ‘ s . d d whether th h to clothing, and loss of time from work.
: i \ same time and place and w ether the offen§e ap- For data tables on crimes against persons, the
; o pened during a commercial cZime. A weighting ad- table titles stipulate whether victimizations or ’inci-
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix dents are the relevant units of measure.
1 : A II) protected against the double counting of inci- ‘ ‘ sure.
Q ‘ ‘ _ V ' dents,. If, for example, two customers were assaulted Victi h teri ‘“
R : during the course of a store holdup, the event would victim characteristics |
) . ‘ Loh have been classified as a single commercial rob- A variety of attributes of victimized persons,
f ' bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With households, and commercial establishments appear
% respect to crimes against households and businesses,  on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
P gt there is no distinction between victimizations and  the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing
3 | f incidents, as each criminal act against targets of  the number of vigtimizations associated-with a speci-
| . | 99
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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 bnsed
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-

lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the houschold

as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two
crimes against commercial establishments are re-
lated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of house-
holds and basinesses, 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 danget 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 projiortion made known to them being of
primary congern,

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

Time and place of occurrence

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

Regarding data from the household survey,
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites, two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupicd temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a houschold larceny within the victim’s own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative,
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and houschold crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the *“‘geographical area” of oc-
currence. The ‘tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence;. inside
another central city; and clsewhere (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan- places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that
took place when the victims were temporarily away
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;

S——

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 previbusly, the number of individuals
victimized in each personal crime is a key element
for.computing rates of victimization and other data
on the impact of crime. However, the data table
specifically concerning the number of individual
victims per c¢rime 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-
periénces, 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. 1f
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 cffect of such bias,
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In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made
between “single-offender” and ‘“multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two or more persons. As ap-
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
than one age group; similarly, the term “mixed
races” applies to situations in which the offenders
were: members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

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

Victim self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence,
iiifformation was obtained on whether or not victims
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102 . Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami y
tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas- costs were available on that crime; these results are
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging reflected in the appropriate data tables,
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self- With respect to economic losses incurred by
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; persons, households, and commercial establishments,
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for  the data tables make distinctions between crimes : GLOSSARY
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and “theft
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable category t )
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by of loss. The term “theft loss” refers to stolen cash, Age—The appropriate age category is determined ~ Head of household—For classification purposes,
victims in each crime, no determination having been ~ property, or both, whereas “damage” pertains to by each respondent’s age as of the last day of only one individual per household can be the
made of the single most important measure. property only. Items categorized as having “no mone- i the month preceding the interview. head person. In husband-wife households, the
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly ; ’ Aggravated assault—Attack with a weapon result- husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
e me s . valueless objects, or of ones having considerable :. 5 ing in any injury and attack without a weapon In other households, the head person is the indi-
Victim injury and economic foss sentimental importance. References to losses “re- , resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
Information was gathered concerning the in- covered” apply to compensation receivcjd by victims ' bones‘, loss of te?th’ intemal. injtfri.e S, loss -Of that person is.the chicf breadwinaer.
N . - for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen ! consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir-  Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three e L ing 2 d f hospitalization. Also in- livi : 2oeup part
personal crimes of violence. However, during the property or cash, although no distinction is made : g ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also i iving quarters meeting either of the following
. . Al as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa- : cludes attempted assault with a weapon. criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem-
preparation of this report, the requisite data were . . : & - oo . . . )
not available for calculating the proportion of rape tion on economic losses relates solely to property Annual family income—Includes the jncome of the porarily a.bsent, Yvhf)se usual. place of residence is
Jb avaidnie A weiatle " - i household head and all other related persons the hou t t 2) P
victimizations in which victims were injured. There- d.amage, because as.sal.llts attended by theft are clas 5 isehols i _ p e housing unit in question, or (2) Persons
: . . . , sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to | residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12 staying in the housing unit who have no usual
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which measure attempted nocket picking: by definition 'j N months preceding the interview and includes lace of resid Isewh
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery therefore. all I;chigetrd‘i’ckinl: ha dg’theyoutcome 0% wages sglaries iet income from business or prass © . \enge clsewhere. .
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of theft loss’ and 1: here mg h g b ith gy f A terest. dividend ¢ and Household crlmes——Bu'rglary or larceny of a resi-
injuries concerned arc described in ‘he Glossary, X y have been some cases wit 3 arm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com-
under “Physical injury.” property dama}ge. . . other form of monetary income. The income c?f pleted and attempted acts,
For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur- i persons unrelated to the head of household is  Household larceny—Theft or attempted theft of
Victims who had been injured furnished data on veys determined whether persons lost time from work - excluded. property or cash from a residence or its imme-
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re- after the experience, and, if so, the length of time Assault—An unlawful physical attack, whether ag- diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based involved. With respect to crimes against persons and i gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.
solely on information from victims who knew with households, the survey did not record the identity of » attempted assaults' with or without a weapon. Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also  the household member (or members) who lost work H Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as more victims and offenders. In situations where
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By time, although it may be assumed that, for most : 3 attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which a personal crime occurred during the course of a
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of  personal offenses, it probably was the victim who are classified as robbery, commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat  sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob- 5 £ Attempted forcible entry—A form of burglary in that the commercial victimiza;ion survey ac-
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the  bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in- to owners, operators, and employees of the entities Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence counted as an incident of 'p,ersonal cr’imé. How-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical  concerned. : or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended ever, details of the outcome of the event as they ;
’ 5 by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. related to the victimized individual would be re-
Central city—The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a flected in data on personal victimizations. ’
% standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA),  Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or
deﬁnefl bel(?w. principal activity at each place of business. .
Commercial crimes—Burglary or robbery of busi-  Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
ness establishments and certain other organiza- cash without force. A basic distinction is made
o tions, such as those engaged in, religious, politi- _ between personal larceny and household larceny.
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed  Marital status—Each household member is assigned
: 'fmd attempted acts, Additional details concern- to one of the following categories: (1) Married,
; ing entities covered by the commercial survey which includes persons joined in common-law
; E appear in the introduction to Appendix III. unions and those parted temporarily for reasons
; Forc;xble entry—A form of burglary in which force other than marital discord (employment, military
o is used fo gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window service, etc.); (2) Separated and  divorced.
: or slashing a s‘creen). Separated includes married persons who have a
* - 103
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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 anotker. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and n-nstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a crime; the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact between victim and offender.

Offense—A crime; with respect to personal crimes,
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre-
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas-
ure is a victimization or an incident.

Personal crimes—Rape, robbery of persons, assault,
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny
without contact. Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal crimes of theft—Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash, either with contact (but
without force or threat of force) or without direct
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent
to personal larceny.

Personal crimes of violence—Rape, robbery of
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and
attempted acts,

Personal larceny—Equivalent to personal crimes of
theft. A distinction is made between personal
larceny with contact and personal larceny with-
out contact.

Personal larceny with contact—Theft of purse,
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person
of the victim, but without force or the threat of
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

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

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of
the three personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report. For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from “serious  assault”
and “minor assault.” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness,
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from. minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm
governs classification of the event. The same ele-
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries for robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting
either in minor injiry (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—Ex-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000.
In addition to the county, or counties, contain-
ing such a city or cities, contiuous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and economically in-
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA’s consist of towns and cities
instead of counties, Each SMSA must include
at least one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.
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Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact 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. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought threugh mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is not used.

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to households and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are coa-
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reascning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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flecing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a wcapon,

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects
a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number of victims of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because per-
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each
criminal act against a household or commercial
establishment is assumed to involve a single vic-
tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,000 resident population age 12 and over. For
crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimization
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,000 establisliments,

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