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PREFACE 

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

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried out for the Law 
Enforcemen t Assistance Administr,Hion (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpos,~ of 
developing information that permits detailed assess
ment of the character and extent of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on representative 
samplings of households and commercial establish
ments, the program has had two main elements: a 
continuous national survey and surveys in various 
cities. Although the overall objective of the program 
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 
ilcope of thesur\'eys 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, ho,Q~eholds, and commercial estab
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether 
completed or attempted. For those committed against 
individuals, the offenses covcred were rape, robbery, 
assault, and personal larcenYi for households they 
were burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft; and for commercial establishments they were 
burglary and rObbery. The chapter entitled "The City 
Surveys" includes a detailed discussion of the crimes 
and of classification procedures. In addition to gaug
ing the extent to w~ich the relevant crimes hap
pened, the surveys have permitted examination_ of 
the characteristics of victims and the circumstances 

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

The surveys in 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. Iuformation was 
obtained !lom 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 b},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 d~scussion 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 onoa that each diff~rence 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 <I, glossary of terms 
have been included to facilitate furt.her analyses and 
other uses of survey results. The fitst 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 procedllres. The fourth 
appendix consists of a series-of techI1ical notes, par
alleling the topics covered by the section On selected 
findings and designed as guides to th.r- int~rpretation 
of survey results. 

In relation to crimes against persons, ~urvey re
sults are based on either of two units of measure
victimizations or incidents. A victimizat.ion is a ~peci
fic criminal act as it affects a single vi(:tim. 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 p~rsotlal inci
dents. As applied to crimes against hOL11;eholds 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, ,l rehltively 
small number of offenses committed against certain 
otht;:r organizations also are included in results of the 
commercial survey, usually under the category 
"other"; the types of entities concerned are discussed 
in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Attempts to compare information in thi, publica
tion with data collected from local polic\! by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and publisflled hI its 

Iv 

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

. are derived principally from reports that persons 
make to the police, whereas survey data include 
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those 
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes 

J 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 cpvered 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 poptIlation 
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As 
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber 
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of 
victimization for crimes against households and 
commercial establishments are based, respectively, 
on the number of households and businesses, where
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes 
are based on the total popUlation. A technical note 
entitled "Victim characteristics," Appendix IV, gives 
additional details on the manner in which the vic
timization survey rates were computed. 
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The National Crime Survey is a prograhl de.sig~ed '·"<.(,~.e information on crimes that are of major interest 

to develop inform<:\tion not otherwise availabJe~?~~...... to'\~~"" general public, they cannot measure all 
the nature of critllt:r and its impact on society ··c;:-Jminru"?ptivity, as a number of crimes are not 

.~ . ~ 

by means of victimizaH~,,! surveys of the general . anlel~able to"'<l'~~mination through the survey tech-
population. Based 011 reii.{J?t~'(1tative samplings of niql.i¢~ . .$u)'veys h~proved most successful in esti-
households .and commercial --'\:""t~blishments, the mating crimes with ~.fic victims who understand 
surveys elicit information about exp6\?':1~nces, if any, what happened to !.Qem '~1. how it happened and 
with selected crimes of violence and thett;'~lncluding who are 'willing . U, rep~rt w1tt$.:;;Jhey know. More 
events that were reported to the police as \';'.~ll as specifically, they have been showK"'t-li? be most ap-
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, '({l~. plic;lbleto rape, rool?ery, assault, burg1'aty",~md both 
person likely to be most aware of details COllGern- ". personal and household . larceny, indudini!;····,motor 
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a varietYo,f. 'vt;q,jcle thef~! ..... ~~L'O!'~ing!y;··the survey progran:i''\''fa~ 
data, including information on the circumstances ····,designc-Q to fOC~lS"'&~.!,~ese crimes. Murder and kid-" 
under which such acts occurred and on their effect. tl:l.plng are .. not ccvere'd'.~i.:' ~called victimless 

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under- cri~ek-, .. such.as drunkenness,'abuse, and 
taken for filling some of the gap') in crime data, prostitutioi~j. ,ulsoat', excluded, as are t imes 
victimization surveys are expected to supply the for which it'i'S,.;~micur\:~",t(} jdeni:~fy ki1O»,ledg !{?, 
criminal justice commurlity with new insights into respondents or to l(i:c~te co'iIt19.rebenslvi:: data records, 
crime and its victims, complementing data resourc~s as in offenses again's'> .go'yer'!s~D;'~IlL entii~~~.' 1 . Ex-
already on Iland for purposes of planning, evalua- amples of the latter are ini::\J'J~)e·'tl;~~.asion a'o'd"the 
tion, and analysis. The. surveys cover many crimes theft of o.ffice supplies. Crimes"of ·Whl~~tc._ .V V.iilctih'1 '. 
that, for a variety of .reasons, are never brought to may not be aware also cannot benlealiu.r,6~ffec-
police attention. They also furnish a means for tively by the ·survey technique. Buying sto!en P!'9'%."- . 
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec- ty may fall into this category, as may some iIi.:$ta:nce~ .... , . 
t9rs of society, yield information necessary to com- of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes pI'. \Jt~I',.~ 
p~1e the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza- most types probably are underrecorded for this ........ 
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish- reason. Commercial 1arcenies (e.g., employee theft 
ing between stranger-to--stranger and domestic vio- and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible 
.1ence and between armed .\lnd 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 dCI('!lmentation main.-
c.rime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained, tained by most commercial establisfifii~.nts on losses 
and they can provide greater understanding as to from these crimes. Finally, events in whkh the vic-
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police tim has shown a willingness to participate iIiW~,gal 
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area, activity also are excluded. Examples of the lattet, 
vjr.:timization surveys provide the data necessary for which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers, 
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the include gambling, various types of swindles, con 
levels of crimei conducted under the same procedUi'es games, and blackmail. 
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing 
the crime situation between two or more local\~ies or 
types of localities. 

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

J Other than r government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the 
program's commercial sector, government institutions and 
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have 
indicated that government organization records on crime 
generally a~ inadequate for survey purposes. 
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2 Criminal 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, i.e., the 
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall
ing them or their households, and by the phenome
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some 
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside 
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by 
using a bounding technique, whereby the first 
interview serves as a benchmark, and summary 
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding 
duplicative reporting of criminal victimization experi
ences; such a technique is used in the National 
Crime Survey program's national sample. Because 
the city surveys have not been continuous, however, 
the data are subject to telescoping, and no assess
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of 
the problem. 

Another of the issues related in part to victim 
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal 
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in
curred by persons unable to identify separately the 

. ,details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount 
aC\?ij).rately the total number of such acts. Because 
of thi's;:'~!? attempt is made to collect information on 
the specific month, or months, of occurrence of 
series victimizatiqns; instead, such data are attributed 
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it 
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza
tions that occurred in series and to determine their 
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information 
in the processing of survey results would have 

, caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal 
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of 
victimization would have been high~F. Because of 
the inabiiity of victims to' turnish 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 again!'t 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 period. A table of these series victimiza
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal 
Victimizatioll 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 conve.ntional usage and with the defini
tions used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
in its annual publication Crime ill the United States. 
Uniform Crime Reports. 

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS 

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

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

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

The classic image of a robbery is that of a 
masked offender armed with a handgun and operat
ing against lone pedestrians on a city street at 
night. Robbery can, of course, occur anywhere, on 
the street or in the home, and at any time. It may 
be an encounter as dramatic as the one described, 
or it may simply involve a child pinned briefly ,to 
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with 
the 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 assauH 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 threat 
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize 
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple 
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any, 
the victim would have sustained had the assault 
been carried out. In some instances, there may 
have been no intent to carry out the crime, Not all 
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal 
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all 
the offender intended. The intent of the offender 

The City Surveys 3 

obviously cannot be measured in a victimization 
survey, For purposes of this program, attempted 
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated 
assault; attempted a£sault 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, 
ic is also the most rare. Much more common is the 
incident where the victim is involved in a minor 
scuffle or a domestic spat. There is reason to 
believe that incidents of assault stemming from 
domestic quarrels are underreported in victimiza
tion surveys because some victims do not consider 
such events crimes or are reluctant to implicate 
relatives or friends (see "Reliability of estimates," 
Appendix II). 

Personal crimes of theft (Le., personal larceny) 
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth. 
Such crimes mayor may not bring the victim into 
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny 
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attemp~ed 
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny 
without contact involves the theft by stealth of 
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly 
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas 
the latter transpires only in the home or its im
mediate environs, the former can take place at any 
other location. Examples of personal larceny with
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or 
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from 
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in 
a shoppil1g 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 
au.d 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 
assodated 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 ah open window. As 
long as the person entering had no legal right to be 
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred. 
Furthermore, the structure need not be the house 
itself for a household burglary to take place. IUegal 
entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure on 
the premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would 
still be classified as a 'household burglary for the 
household whose member or members were in
volved. 

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

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles, 
commonly regarded as a specialized form of house
hold iarceny, is treated separately in the National 
Crime Survey program. C::.:mpleted 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 establishmentsr they also includ~ a relatively 
small number of offenses committed against certain 
other organizations, descdbed in the introduction to 
Appendix III. 

Only two types of comm~rcial 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 
per~()nal '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 
establish men 1. 
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SELECTED FINDINGS 

The statements that follow are illustrative of the 
information that can be drawn from this report's 
data tables. As a guide to readers, table source 
citations are given parenthetically after each finding. 
Individuals wishing to perform 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 1 % 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 di{-

ference between the motor vehicle theft rates for 
each of the races [Table 62]. 

Households 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 incume 
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 85]. 

Twenty-two percent of all businesses were vic
timized at least once during the year; 18 percent 
of those affected were victimizeo 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 [Tablei 
74]. 

About three-quarters of all commercial burglaril!s 
and robberies were reported to the police [Tablle 
93]. 

The most common reasons for not reporting per~ 
sonal, household; and commercial crimes were the 
victim's beliefs that nothing could be done and thai: 
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 equaUy 
divided between day and night [Table 84]. 

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 
37] . 

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

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

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

Single-offender crimes were relativdy 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
)ority of single- (63 percent) and multiple-offender 
(66 percent) crimes of violence [Tables 9, 11]. 

V'ictims indicated that two-thirds of single-offender 
c!;"imes of violence were committed by persons age 
2 ~ 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]. 

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

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

There was no 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]. 

Firearms were 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 ~ade 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 assaults [Table 31]. 

R()tibery 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]. 

u 
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Selected Findings 7 

About three-quarters of all personal crimes involved 
loss of money or property and/or property damage 
[Table 47], 

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

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 losses valued at $50 or more than did blacks 
Crable 49]. 

In a majority of completed personal robberies 
(81 percent) and 1arcenies (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 slgmfi
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 961· 

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 
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime 

Type of crime Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 5,900 22 
Rape 300 1 
Robbery 2,500 10 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 000 :3 

From serious assault 400 2 
From minor assault 400 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 4 

Simple assault 1,300 5 
With injury 400 2 
Attempted assault without weapon 900 4 

Crimes of theft 11,700 44 
Personal larceny with contact 1,400 5 

Purse snatching 500 " 2 
Att~m~ted purse snatching 200 1 
Pocket picking 600 2 

Personal larceny without contact 1lJ,300 39 

NOTE: Det~il may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
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Table 3. Personal crimes of violence, Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

All victimizations 
Involv'Ulg strangers 

Involvj~&-nonstrangars 

lYPe of crime 
Number Rate 

Number Rate 
Number Rate " 

Crimes .of violence 
5,900 22 

4.800 18 
1,100 

4 

Rape 
30-;) 1 

200 1 
lZ lZ 

Completed rape 
1100 lZ 

'100 'z 
0 0 

Attempted rape 
200 1 

200 1 
lZ lZ 

Robbery 
2,500 10 

2,400 9 
200 1 

Robbery and attempted robbery 

1100 

with injury 
800 3 

700 3 
'z 

from serious assault 
400 2 

400 2 
lZ 1t 

from minor assault 
400 1 

300 1 
'100 'z 

"lWbbery without injury 
1,300 5 

1,200 5 
~z 'z 

Attempted robbery without injury 
500 2 

400 ~ 
lZ 'Z 

Assault 
3.,100 12 

2,200 8 
900 3 

AggrAvated assaUlt 
1,800 7 

1,200 5 
500 2 

With injury 
600 2 

J,OO 1 
300 1 

Attempted assault with weapon 
1,100 4 

900 3 
300 1 

Simple assault 
1,300 5 

900 4 
400 1 

With injury 
400 2 

200 I 1 
200 1 

Attempted assault without 

t,;:& 

weapon 
900 3 

700 3 
200 1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becaUse of rOUnding. 
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
'Estimate, based ~n about 10 or fewer sample cases, is ~tatistiCal1y unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Characteristic All persol1l\l crimes Crimes or violence Crimes of theft Sex 
Male (45) 

53 59 49 Female (55) 48 41 51 Race 
White 

f~~ 73 64 77 lllack 
'Zl 36 22 other 1) \1 \z \1 

~~15 1'1 5 7 4 16-19 7 12 13 11 20-24 9 18 18 18 25-34 14 22 17 25 35-49 231 20 21 20 50-64 22 15 14 15 65 and over (17) 8 10 7 
NOTE: N>.unbers in parentheses re!er to percent in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because or rounding. 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Sex 
Race '!Ype of crime Both sexes Male Female White Black Crimes of violence 81 85 76 88 70 

Rape 91 1100 90 1.92 1.89 Robbery 
93 92 95 95 88 Robbery and attempted 

robbery with injury 87 83 95 90 77 From serious assault 95 94 \100 96 1.89 From minor assault 78 1.65 94 84 "62 Robbery without inj'll'Y 96 96 97 97 95 Attempted robbery Without 
injury 9/, 96 93 100 100 Assault 71 79 61 81 54 Aggravated assault 71 76 64 80 60 With injury 59 74 138 75 1.44 Attempted assault with 

weapon 77 76 78 82 70 Simple assault 71 84 58 82 42 With injury 50 164 1.36 70 0 Attempted' assault 
without weapon 81 93 68 87 62 

1 Estimate, based on abcut 10 or rewer sample cases, 
is statistically unreliable. 

j 

Survey Data Tables 

Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimiz~ti~ns involving 
strangers, by type (jf crime and sex and race of Victims 

'!Ype of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Male 
Whij;e 

91 
"100 

94 
89 
97 
88 
88 
89 

Black White 

72 82 
2 "91 

86 97 
"69 93 

93 100 
60 70 
59 67 

163 73 

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

Female 
Black 

67 
189 

92 
1100 

91 
49 
61 

"29 

Table 7. Persllnal assault: Percent of victi~iz~tions involving strangers, 
by race and age of Victims 

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault 

All races" 
12-15 60 236 

75 16-19 69 
70 20-24 65 

25-34 65 71 
35-49 74 75 
50-64 89 285 
65 and over 96 289 

White 
12-15 289 0 
16-19 80 288 
20-24 74 81 
25-34 72 73 

289 35-49 87 
279 50-64 87 

65 and over 96 289 
Black 

12-15 242 240 
16-19 58 266 
20-24 253 257 
25-34 246 263 
35--49 259 265 
50-64 2100 2100 
65 and over 3 3 

"Includes data on "tlther" races, not shownlse~~:;elt statistically unreliable. 
"Estimate based on about 10 or fewer samp e , rd d 
3No assaults involving blacks age 65 and over were reco e. 

Simple assault 

283 
261 
255 
252 

73 
292 
100 

2100 
273 
262 
270 
285 
291 
100 

248 
242 
241 
220 
249 

2100 
3 

Table 8 Persional crimes of violence: Percent distribution of Vi~timi~~tions 
inv~'vir.g nonstrangers, by type of crime and nature of relations iP 

'!Ype of crime 

Crimes of violence1. 
Robbery 
Assault 

Related ao%r well kno~ Casually ac~uainted 

"InclUdes data on rape,not sho~ separatpe~'cases is statistically unreliable. 2Estimate, based on about 10 or ~ewer sam , 

J 
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14 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 34 63 ~z ~2 

Rape ~32 ~68 0 0 
Completed rape ~20 '80 0 0 
Attempted rap!) ~36 ~64 0 0 

Robbery 21 79 0 0 
Robbery Nith injury '28 73 0 0 
Robbery Nithout injury ~18 82 0 0 

Assault 41 54 ~z '4 
Aggravated assault 36 58 '1 '5 
Simple assault 49 49 0 '2 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roundjng. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fe\"ler sample cases, ',is statistically unreliable. 

. J 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: P~rcent 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 cr~ and ;:-ace of victims 11hite Black other not available 
-

Cr 1iJIE.S of violence 
White 53 45 0 ~2 

Black ~3 94 ~1 ~2 

Rap" 
'1hite '55 '45 0 0 
Black 0 ~1oo 0 0 

Robbery 
White 27 73 q 0 
Black '1-4 96 c 0 

Robbery Nith injury 
Hhite ~30 70 0 0 
Black 0 100 0 0 

Robbery Nitnout injury 
.1·/hite '25 75 0 C 
Black ~4 96 0 0 

Assault 
White 71 25 0 14 
Black ~3 92 '1 '3 

Aggravated assault 
6e '4 White 29 0 

'Black ~5 ' 88 '2 '5 
Simple assault 

\122 '3 11hite 74 0 
Black 0 1,00 C 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roundii~g. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or feNer sample cases, is s~atistically unreliable. 

\ 

Survey Data Tables 

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 knoNn and 

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

Crimes of violence 24 66 '2 '3 ~5 

Rape ~14 ~71 0 '14 0 
Robbery 13 76 '2 ~5 '4 

Robbery Nith injury '8 !l5 0 t3 '5 
Robbery Nithout injury 16 72 '3 '6 '3 

Assault 40 53 ~l 0 16 
Aggravated assault 40 56 0 0 '4 
Simple assault 40 48 '2 0 ~10 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or feNer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime and race 
of victims All white All blae.~ All other Mixed races 

Crimes of viOlence' 
White 32 57 23 
Blac)<: 26 88 0 

Robbery 
66 White 20 "3 

Black 22 92 0 
Assault 

White 47 46 21 . 
Black 217 79 0 

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

24 
21 

27 
22 

0 
0 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or feNer sample casas, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not avcilable 

24 
24 

23 
24 

26 
24 

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 availtble 

Crimes of violence '1 28 66 6 
Rape 0 '35 ~65 0 
Robbery ~1 34 58 '7 

Robbery Nith injury 0 38 58 15 
Robbery without injury 11 31 58 '9 

Assault 1Z 24 70 15 
Aggravated assault ~1 ?-6 67 '6 
Simple assault 0 2b 75 ~5 

NOTE: Detail may not add 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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cr~mJ,~al Victimization Surveys In Miami 
< ";" 

1'a~I~1.4.Perso~al. t~ime.sof violence: Perc.e'nt distribu'tion of single
'Gtt~~der vlctlmlzatlons~ by type of crune, ~ge of victims, 

" and perceived age of offender 
---------.:::,");, 

~.".~------~~~----------"~"~ 

"'i."",.. Perceived ega of offender 
Type of crime and age of victi.ll~·";;'· Uncler 12 12-20 Not known and 

'::'I;;~",. :--____ "> 21 and OV\lr not. available 
Crimes of violence~ "':""'" ';;;~;;:,,,,,----~-_____ ..:.::...::..==: 

12-19",,, t)t,.". 
20-34 "l> IS' ,~ 
~gj% 21 24 .<~: 
65 and Over 0 "19 '" 

Robbery 0 "2S 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

Assault 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

o 
"6 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

"3 
o 
o 

47 
16 

"11 
210 
"IS 

NOTE· Det il t ~rri 1 d a da~y no add to 100 percent because of rounding 
" c.u es a on rape, not shown separately. • 
Estlmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T:fble 15 . . P~rs?na~ crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple
o ender VictimizatIons, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders 

Type of crime All under Perceived age of offenders 
All 21 12 All 12-20 and over Hixed ages 

Crimes of violence lZ 41 '31 Rape 0 l57 ~43 
~5 

Robbery 0 0 
Robbery with injury 35 33 ~6 
Robbery without injury 0 36 36 l10 0 34 32 '4 Assault ~1 48 Aggravated assault 'I 27 '4 
Simple assault 0 

47 31 '4 50 '23 '5 NOTE· Det il 
Z La t~ ~y not add to 100 percent because of rounding 
1E t~S an .5 percent. • 

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

Not lmown and 
not availrble 

23 
o 

26 
'19 
29 
19 

'16 
'23 
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Survey Data Tables 17 

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

and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived age of Offenders 
Type of crime and All under And 21 
age of victims 12 All 12-20 and over 

Crimes of violence' 
12-19 0 69 27 
2C-34 1 29 42 
35-L9 0 36 "32 
50-64 0 36 38 
65 and over 0 "35 243 

Robbery 
12-19 0 "64 0 
20-34 0 "31 231 
35-49 0 "32 235 
50-64 0 231 43 
65 and over 0 "27 "55 

Assault 
12-19 0 70 210 
20-34 3 "25 53 
35-49 0 "56 "11 
50-64 0 "44 "22 
65 and over 0 "42 "33 

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

Mixed ages 

22 
"4 
22 
"9 
29 

0 
27 
23 
26 
"9 

"3 
0 
0 

"22 
"S 

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

Not known and 
not available 

222 
25 

"30 
"IS 
213 

236 
231 
229 
"20 
"9 

"17 
"19 
233 
"11 
"17 

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

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

Male 
Type of crime (118,000) 

'Cl.'iroes of violence 30 
"-.. ~lil-\e. 1 Z 
~u?berv 15 

RacR~r;{ and attempted robbery with injury 5 
~m' ,set-;lous assault 3 
From -t;ltr:qr assault 2 

Robbery ,,'1.thoui;, injury 7 
·,(\ttemptEld robbe-i:"~ without injury 2 

II ~ U 
avated assault -"'-. 9 

injury 3 
ted assault with wei1.pon 6 

Simp ult 6 
With ... y 2 
Attempted.tl~aault without weapon 4 

Crimes of theft 
Persona,l-lLrceny w:lth, c;ontact 

Purse snatching " -
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

49 
4 

lZ 
o 
4 

45 

Female 
(lh6,3OO) 

17 
2 
6 
2 

lZ 
1 
3 
1 
9 
5 
2 
3 
4 
1 
3 

41 
6 
3 
2 
2 

34 

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. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statintically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims 

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

50-64 65 and over n 
:::!. 

(58,900) (45,000) 3 
12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 

Type of crime (113,500) (19,200) (24,900) (36,600) (61,300) 
5" 

14 13 !!. 
1Z 0 < 

C~imes of violence 23 41 42 28 20 
Rape 0 13 \3 12 11 

10 7 !l 
4 13 3" 

ii 
6 4 

!!!. 
0' 

4 6 :::I 
11 ~2, UI 
12 3 c 

:01 
30 19 CD 

'< 
5 7 .. 

25 11 5" 

Robbery 17 11 12 9 11 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 11 14 13 13 3 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 15 16 9 7 8 

Assault 16 27 27 17 8 
Aggravated assault 18 16 18 12 4 
Simple assault 8 12 9 5 4 

Crimes of theft 26 65 86 79 37 
Personal larceny with contact 0 15 14 7 5 
Personal larceny without contact 26 61 82 72 32 

3: 
ii 
~ 

roTE: 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. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape' 
Robbery 

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

Robbery \~ithout injury. 
Attempted robbery wit~Jut injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Atte~ted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Vlhite 
(209,400) 

18 
"1 

S 

3 
2 
1 
4 
2 
9 
5 
1 
3 
5 
1 
3 

43 
5 
3 
2 

38 

Black 
(53,200) 

39 
"2 
16 

4 
"2 
"2 

9 
"2 
22 
15 

6 
9 
7 

"2 
5 

49 
7 

"3 
4 

42 

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

" Estimate , based On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist~cally 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 

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

Less than $3.000- $7,500- $10,000- $15,000- $Z5,ooo Not 
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 SZ4,999 or more available 

Type of crime (36,400) (8.3.700) (37,400) (53,500) (Z7,lOO) (9,700) (16,600) 

Crimes of violence Z8 Z3 16 22 19 Z9 ZZ 
Rape 12 11 11 11 0 0 '1 
Robbery' 1Z 10 7 9 9 113 10 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
iZ with injury 5 4 13 'z 13 13 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 7 6 5 6 7 110 17 

Assault 14 lZ 8 13 10 17 lZ 
Aggravated assault 9 7 4 6 6 16 17 
Simple assault 5 5 '4 6 '4 '10 15 

Crimes of theft 36 36 40 50 59 87 4Z 
Personal larceny with contact 11 5 '4 3 'z 0 '8 

Purse snatching 7 2 '2 '2 '1 0 '3 
Pocket picking 5 3 11 '1 11 0 15 

Personal larceny without contact 25 31 36 47 57 87 34 

NOlE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.atistically unreliable. 
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims 

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

Never Divorced and Not 
married Married Widowed separated aV!:ilable 

Type of crime (70,900) (139,800) (25.900) (26,300) (1,300) 

Crimes of violence 33 16 14 37 19 
Rape ~2 11 '1 11 0 
Robbery 11 8 7 17 0 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 4 2 2 7 ".0 

Robbery \dthout injury 5 4 14 8 ' 0 
Attempted robbery without injury 12 2 11 '2 ','0 

Assault 20 7 7 18 ,,19 
Aggravated assault 12 4 13 12 ,"9 

With injury 4 1 12 14 0 
Attempted assault with weapon 8 2 '11 8 '9 

SiJr!p1e assault 8 3 14 6 0 
With injury 3 '1 12 13 0 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 6 3 12 t3 0 

Crimes of theft 58 34 29 74 119 
Personal larceny with contact 5 4 11 8 '19 

Purse snatching '1'2 2 9 14 19 
Pocket picking 3 2 11 1'5 0 

Personal larceny without contact 53 31 18 66 110 

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

'1Estimate, based On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist:Lcally unreliable. 
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Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime N 
N 

(Rate per 1,000 resident populat,ion in each group) 

c£~~ o! viol~nce Qr~!! 0' th~rt. (') 
~ . All personal All personal Personal larceny Personal larceny 3 

Sex and age cr:lmes of violence Rape Robbery Assault cr:lmes of theft with contact without contact S" 
!. 

Male < 
12-15 (9,300) 28 0 18 20 25 0 25 ~ 16-19 (8,500) 52 0 116 36 65 1.4 61 3 20-24 (10,600) 53 0 18 35 107 '3 104 5' 25-34 ~16'500l 34 0 15 19 85 1.8 76 
35-49 28,300 2:l lZ 16 11 48 ~4 44 a: 
50-64 26,000 18 0 14 13 29 '2 27 :::I 

65 and over (18,800) 22 0 14 8 16 '3 13 en 
"-.. 

c 
Female i 12-15 9,2(0) 17 0 15 11i 28 0 28 '< 

1&-19 1O''''''l 32 15 17 20 65 15 60 • 
20-24 14,300 34 15 17 22 71 15 66 S" 
25-34 20,100 23 13 14 15 74 '6 69 ~ 
35-49 33,100 13 '1 7 5 28 5 23 ii 
50-64 32,900 11 1Z 6 14 30 7 23 a 65 and over (26,100) 6 0 12 14 21 11 10 

roTE: 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. 
'Est:lmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stetist~pally unreliable. ,"" 
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Sex and marital status 

Male 
Never married (35,000) 
Harried ~69,6OO) 
Widowed 4,100) 
Divorced and separated 

Female 
Never married (35,900) 
Married FO,200~ 
Widowed 21,900 
Divorced and separated 

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 
"''hite Black White Black 

Type of crime (94,100) (23,000) (115,300) (30,200) 

Crimes of violence 25 47 12 34 
Rape 'z 0 '1 '4 
Robbery 13 22 4 11 

With injury 4 7 2 '2 
Without injury 9 15 3 9 

Assault 12 25 7 19 
Aggravated assault 6 19 3 12 
Simple assault 6 '6 4 7 

Crimes of theft 47 57 40 42 
Personal larceny with 

contact 3 8 6 6 
Personal l,\rceny without 

Cl)ntact 44 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. 
'Estimate, base~ on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 24. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and9ver, 
by sex and marital status of victims and type of crime I' 

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

Crimes of violence 'Crimes of theft 

All personal 
crimes of 
violence' Robbery 

43 15 
20 12 

3]0 "21f 
(8,800) 51 30 

24 7 
11 I. 
11 33 

(17,600) 30 11 

Assault 

27 
8 

"6 
21 

14 
6 

37 
l7 

All. personal 
crimes of 
theft 

62 
39 

321 
91 

55 
30 
]0 
66 

Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

34 
3 
o 

"10 

5 
4 

13 
38 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

58 
36 

321 
81 

49 
26 
18 
59 

----~----------------------------------------------------~. -----------------------------------~~, -------------------------------NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding" '-, 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. -.,-" 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewel' sample ca3es, is statisti!.:ally unreliable. 

-1 

", 
'>' 



, 

I) 
L 

I 
I 
I 
i 
I I 

, ~ 

I 
! 
1 

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

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

Crimes of violence 

~J 
All personal All personal 
crimes of crimes of 

Race and age violence1 Robbery Assault theft 

White 
12-15 12,400 14 25 29 23 
16-19 13,900 29 211 18 77 
20-24 17,700 36 10 23 98 
25-34 26,200 28 10 17 83 
35-49 48,500 15 8 6 32 
50-64 50,500 12 8 4 28 
65 and over (40,300) 13 7 6 18 

Black 
12-15 (6,000) 41 "11 31 35 
16-19 (5,200l 74 212 54 35 
20-24 r900 

61 217 39 58 
25-34 10,000 26 39 17 70 
35-49 12,300l 41 22 18 57 
50-64 8,2(0) 29 23 34 37 
65 and OVer (4,500) 9 29 0 22 

NOTE: t.'umbers in parentheses refer to popuJ:ation in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Crimes of theft 
Personal Personal 
larceny larceny 
with wit·hout 
contact contact 

0 23 
24 73 
35 93 
26 78 
3 29 
5 24 
7 11 

0 35 
25 30 
"3 55 

310 60 
310 47 
25 33 28 214 
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1---... -".~~-~ - .. ~.~- .. - ... ~~~:~~ .. :e=~:I·~ri:~~-Victimization mte. for peBO~' age 12 and over, 

i by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime 

! 
( 

~ 
~ I 
1 
\ 

~I 
l 

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

Crimes of violence 

All personal All personal 
crimes of crimes of 

Race and income violence1 Robbery Assault theft 

White 
Less than $3,000 (23,900) 24 12 12 36 
$3,000-$7,499 f63,300~ 17 8 8 34 
$7,500-$9,999 31,600 13 5 8 37 
$10,000-$14,999 (45,600) 19 8 10 46 
$15,OOO-$24,9~ f23,300) 15 7 8 61 
$25,000 or more 8,600) 32 "14 18 87 
Not available (12,900) 18 28 210 43 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (12,200) 37 14 19 38 
$3,000-$7,499 ~19,800) 42 16 26 46 
$7,500-$9,999 5,600) 30 "18 "7 52 
$10,000-$14,999 t,800l 43 214 28 73 
$15,000-$24,999 3,400 4B 225 223 52 
$25,000 or more 800~ 0 0 Q 280 
Not available (3,500 39 214 221 "35 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown t.ccause of rounding. 
1Includes data on rapc, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Crimes of theft 
Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

14 
4 

23 
23 
23 
0 

26 

25 
8 

27 
"5 
0 
0 

214 

" 

Personal 
larC,eny 
withIJut 
con'.act 

21 
29 
34 
43 
58 
B7 
36 

33 
37 
45 
68 
52 
80 
22 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

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

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

White 

Male 
~22 12-15 ~6'300~ 16-19 6,200 39 

20-24 7,SOO 49 
25-34 ~11,900~ 36 
35-49 22,600 21 
5~4 (:>2,500) 15 
65 and over (16,SOO) 22 

Female 
]6 12-15 (6,100} 

,6-" 1""" ' 21 
20-24 9,SOO 25 
25-34 14,300} 22 
35-49 26,000 9 
5~4 28,000 9 
65 and over (23,500) 7 

Black 

''i',." ["0001 \44 
16-19 2,300 B9 
20-24 2,600 68 
25-34 ~4'400 ~29 

35-49 5'400~ 53 
5~4 (3,300 \37 
65 and over (1,900) 121 

Female 
12-15 (3'000~ '39 
16-19 (2,900 62 
20-24 (4,300 57 
25-34 (5,600~ \25 
35-49 ~6,900 31 
5~4 4,900 \24 
65 and over (2,600) 0 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to Poplllation in the group. , 
\Estimste, based on about 10 or fewer sakple cases, is statisticallyunrel~ble. 

,!! 

\19 
77 

125 
91 
40 
27 
14 

27 
77 
77 
77 
25 
30 
21 

\39 
\34 

58 
73 
81 
47 

~31 

'30 
\36 
59 
67 
':19-
31: " 
'1~ 

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

Type of crime Oile Two 

Crimes of violence 58 20 
Rape 73 '19 
Robbery 44 31 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
49 " 26 with injury 

From serious essault 38 128 
From minor assault 61 '24 

Robbery without injury 40 39 
Attempted robbery without injury 47 '17 

Assault 67 12 
Aggravated assault 65 12 

With injury 56 \15 
Attempted assault with weapon 70 '10 

Simple assault 69 12 
68 

Three 

12 
\4 
18 

19 
~26 

~13 
'12 
~31 

9 
11 

~13 

r9 
'7 
'5 

Four or 
more 

7 
\4 
\4 

\5 
\10 

0 
'4 
'3 

,10 
10 

'15 
'7 

'10 
'13 

Not ';.:;,o~; and 
not avaLt';\1;2e 

'1', 
~" 1"1, . 

'6 c' '~ " 
~3,' \, 
" a~ 
'9 
'2 

0: With injury '15 
Attempted assault without weapon 70 11 '8 '10 ~~"'- . 

--~~~~====~==~~~~------~---------------------'~~~ 
NOTE: Deta:U may not add tCt 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is fltatistically wu-eliable. 
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SUl'\'fey Dal. Tables 
I 

Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents invc!lvinga single 
offender, by type of crime and victim;.offenderrelationship 

Type of crime Involving strangers Inw,olving nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

51 
75 
42 
57 

\ Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unre~,'iable. 
/ 
" 

Table 30. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of inlcidenfLs involving a single 
victim, by type of crime and victim-offenf~er relationship - , 

All Involving InVOlving 
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of vIolence 94 94 95 
Rape 100 100 '100 
Robbery 96 97 '88 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 100 100 \100 

From serious assault 100 100 '100 
From minor assault 100 100 '100 

Robbery without injury 94 95 '67 
Attempted robbery without 

injury 92 94 ~50 
Assault 92 91 96 

Aggravated assault 90 87 96 
With injury 87 79 96 
Attempted assault 

90 96 with weapon 91 
Simple assault 96 95 97 

With injury 100 100 100 
Attempted astjault 
without weapon 94 94 94 

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

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

relationship and type of crime , 

Relationship Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 

All victimizations 33 33 33 
Involving strangers 28 31 26 
Invol~ nonatrangers 

'--"::~ 
52 160 51 

lEstimate, besed on about:l0 or fewer semple casea, is statistically unreliable. 
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i r 28 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 37 120 144 
16-19 36 141 33 
20-24 29 126 31 
25-34 29 128 29 
35-49 31 27 36 
50-64 J,1 42 137 
65 and over 34 138 128 

Arumal family inco,me 
Less than $3,000 43 41 45 
$3 ,000-$7 ,499 37 38 35 
$7,500-$9,999 125 124 125 
$10,000-$14,999 31 131 31 
$15,000-$24,999 125 120 130 
$25,000 or more 131 '20 139 
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 

Item ,-' ) Crimes of violence1 Robbery ,4.$sault 
----------------------------------------------------------------~(~~--, --
Received hospital care 

Emergency room only 
Overnight or longer 

Incurred medical expenses3 

11 
7 
3 
6 

9 
6 

"3 
"5 

;J i1 
" 7 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 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. 

"4 
8 

i 

Survey Data Tables ,29 

Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimiza.ti~ns in which 
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of 

victims and type of crime 

Crimes of violence1 Robbery Asssult 
Characteristic 

Sex 10 10 10 
Male 

11 25 13 
Female 

Race 
9 9 8 

White 
14 28 17 

Black 
Victim-offender relationship 

9 9 8 
Involving strangers 

16 "6 19 
Involving non strangers 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. . 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist~cally unreliable. 

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

Amount! 

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

Percent 

2 37 
"34 
"29 

lIncludes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical 
ex nses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 
~stimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample,cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence 

Type of crime 

All persona1 crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery and attempted rObbery 
without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal 1arceny with contact 
Personal 1arceny without contact 

Inside own home 

6 

17 
144 

14 

113 

15 
17 
17 
17 
lZ 
12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
••• Represents not app1icable. 

~Iear own hom~ 

6 
16 
17 
14 

19 

17 
19 
22 
15 
19 
18 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist~ca1ly unre1iable. 

Inside nonresidential 
building 

On street, or in park, 
playground, schoolground, !:l or parking lot Elsewhere 3" 

18 58 13 S' 
!!. 

9 
14 
14 

51 6 < 141 0 !l 63 14 3" 
11 73 13 ~ 
16 58 15 6" 

::I 
'114 
19 
21 

42 8 en 
45 18 c 
38 19 C! 

C1) 

21 62 15 '< 
III 

28 
21 

55 17 S' 
63 16 3: 
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type~f crime 

Relationship and place Crimes of violence' 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home 12 
Near own home 16 
Inside nonresidential building 9 
On street, or in park, playground, 
school ground , or parking lot 57 

ELsewhere 5 
Involving nonstrangers 

Inside own home 36 
Near own home 17 
Inside nonresidential building 210 
On street, or in park, playground, 
schoolground, or parking lot 24 

Elsewhere "12 

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

Robbery Assault 

11 9 
15 18 
24 15 

66 51 
23 27 

247 34 
0 21 
0 212 

233 22 
"20 211 

"Estimate, 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 oecurrence 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violenc~' 
Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 pe;rcent because of rounding. 
'InclUde~ data on rape, not shown separately. 

Inside city of residence 

88 

91 
94 
88 

87 
92 
86 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or .rewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Inside other central city 
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"Elsewhere 
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to th'l police, by type of crime 

Crimes of' violence Crimes of theft 
All personal All crimes All crimes Personal larceny Personal lsrceny 

Reason crimes of violence\ Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 35 28 35 24 38 47 37 
Not important enough 26 20 20 22 28 23 28 
Police would not want to be bot.hered 8 9 27 9 7 26 8 
Too inconvenient or time conswning 8 5 25 26 9 210 8 
Private or personal matter 6 15 211 18 4 24 4 
Fear of reprisal 2 6 26 26 2Z 0 2Z 
Reported to someone else 5 24 23 25 5 22 6 
All 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. 
\Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

-~-'. All Involving Involving 

Type of crime vi,ctimizations strangers nonstrangers 

All personal crimes 40 

Crimes of violence 57 56 53 

Rape 
j/ 56 ~54 1100 

Robbery 65 65 156 

Robbery and attellTp\:ed robbery 155 
with injury 65 67 

From serious assault 70 71 ~50 

From minor assault 60 61 156 

Robbery withou't injury 71 70 ~60 

Attempted robbery without injury 46 49 133 

Assault 51 50 51 

Aggravsted assault 55 57 49 

With injury 69 7$ 156 

Attempted assault with weapon 47 48 142 

Simple assault 45 42 54 

With injury 61 ~62 160 

Attempted assault without weapon 36 36 ~47 

Crimes of theft 32 i50 
Personal larceny with contact 36 36 

Purse snatching 41 41 a 

Pocket picking 34 34 '50 

Personal larceny without contact 31 

••• Represents not applicable. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallyunreliablti. 
2No attempted purse snatchings by nonstrangers were recorded. 

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

Sex Race 

Type of crime Male Female White Black 

All personal crimes 39 42 41 36 

Crimes of violence 56 59 62 46 

Rape 0 64 171 '42 

Robbery 60 76 73 51 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 66 64 74 143 

From serious assault 76 133 76 '55 

From minor assault ~46 '74 72 130 

Robbery without injury 64 67 76 59 

Attempted. robbery without 56 
injury 136 171 '31 

Assault 53 47 52 46 

Aggravated assault 55 54 63 46 

With injury 71 65 93 47 

Attempted assault with 
weapon 46 46 49 45· 

Simple assault 
~'r: 

51 40 42 47 

With injury '67 155 60 150 

Attempted assault 
without weapon 44 133 34 146 

Crimes of theft 29 35 32 30 

Personal larceny with 
contact 127 42 41 123 

Purse snatching 0 42 39 143 

Pocket picking 129 '43 43 110 

Personal larceny without 
contact 29 34 31 31 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization SU\'Yeys In Miami 

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

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
All personal crimes 32 25 46 44 48 

Crimes of violence1 43 59 65 61 64 Robbery 45 70 71 62 78 Robbery and attempted robbery 
236 26) 64 283 with injury 282 

Robbery without injury 250 65 73 61 75 Assault 40 52 65 261 21,6 Aggravated assault 36 55 68 289 280 Simple assault 45 44 63 225 225 
Crimes of theft 25 11 36 36 36 Personal larceny with contact 213 "39 229 243 44 Personal larceny without 

contact 25 9 37 35 31 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2~.st;~tef based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

"Tab~e 43. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which 
' . victims took self-protective measures, by type of crime and 

victim-offender relationship 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
R~pe 
Robbery 

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

~bbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault ',with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

All 
victimizations 

56 
85 
41 

60 
52 
68 
19 
70 
65 
62 
61 
63 
69 
73 
67 

Involving 
strangers 

54 
88 
41 

60 
52 
71 
18 
72 
65 
62 
64 
62 
68 
76 
66 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statis~ical1y unreliable. 

Involving 
nonstrangers 
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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 

Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape 
Robber;::: 

All robberies With injury 
Assault 

liithout injury All assaults Aggravated 

Sex 
Male 54 41 58 33 66 64 
Female 60 88 43 68 33 64 60 

Race 
White 62 293 46 63 36 74 77 
Black 45 "58 35 257 27 51 46 

Age 
12-19 59 260 58 264 255 60 48 
20-34 68 293 52 88 39 72 74 
35-49 53 271 40 268 229 69 64 
50-64 39 2100 34 248 224 248 "33 
65 and over 33 1 "25 225 225 242 230 

'No rapes were recorded in this category. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

~~f 

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

Crimes of Robber::: Assault 
Self-protective measure violence' All robberies With injury 

_.)J 
vlithout injury All assaults Aggravated; 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 25 "3 
..... 

25 5 ' 27 27 
Used physical force or other weapon 26 27 41 "12 26 28 
Tried to get help Or frighten offender 27 36 37 36 20 14 
TfJeatened or reasoned with offender 17 14 28 221 19 19 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 26 17 211 "24 31 33 

NOTE: DetaU may not .dd to 100 percent because of round:i.ng. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. . 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Crlmlnti\1 Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Sex Race 
Self-protective measure Both sexes Male Female ~lhite Black 

Used or brandished £irearm or kni£e 5 ~6 ~2 ~4 
Used physical £orce or other weapon 26 :n 20 25 
Tried to get help or frighten of£ender 27 19 38 29 
Threatened or reasoned with offender . 17 23 11 16 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 26 22 30 26 

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

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

'!YPe of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with ~ontact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

76 

43 
'48 

77 

77 
100 
'13 

15 
19 
'9 
93 
B4 
69 

100 
94 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, 
by type of crime and value of loss 

no monetary Less than 
'Ijlpe of crime value $10 $10-$49 $$0-$249 $250 or more 

All personal crimes 3 12 35 33 9 
Crimes of violence1 8 8 28 27 15 

Robbery "2 10 29 29 19 
Robbery and attempted rObbery 

"14 with injury "3 a8 31 31 
Robbery and attempted rObbery 
without injury "1 11 28 29 22 

Assault 3'/ "2 "20 "17 0 

Crimes of theft 2 13 37 34 8 
Personal larceny with contact "1 13 31 37 "6 
Personal larceny without contact 2 13 37 34 8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rOunding. 
tIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically urxeliable. 

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

No monetary 
'Ijlpe of crime and race value 

All personal crimes1 3 
White 4 
Black "2 

Crimes of violence1 8 
White 10 
Black ,,~ 

J 

Crimes of theft' 2 
White 2 
Black liZ 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes data on "other" races, not shoW)); separately. 

Less than 
$10 

12 

13 
8 
8 

"9 
"3 
13 
13 
12 

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

$10-$49 

35 
35 
50 
28 
27 
67 

37 
36 
38 

$50-$249 

33 
32 
28 

27 
25 
15 

34 
33 
38 

\1 

\\ 

\ 

.. 

$250 or more 

9 
10 
4 

15 
io 
"6 

8 
9 
3 

Not known or 
not available 

8 

14 
11 

"14 

"9 
"24 

6 
"U 

6 

Not known and 
not available 

8 

7 
8 

14 
14 
"6 
6 
6 
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Criminal Victimization Survey. In Miami 

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

property, including cash, and race of victims 

Type of crime ana propurty value All races' 

Robbery 
22 No monetary value 

Less thal'l $10 10 
$10-$49 28 
$50-$99 17 
$100-$249 15 
$250 or more 21 
Not avaUrble 28 

Personal larceny3 
No monetary value 21 
Less than $10 1.3 
$10-$49 38 
$50-$99 20 
$100-$249 15 
$250 01' more 7 
No·t avaUable 5 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
\ Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

White 

22 
210 
28 
15 
14 
2.3 
28 

21 
14 
.38 
19 
14 
9 
5 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
3Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny witho~t contact. 

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

loss recovered 

Personal larce~ 

mack 

21 
29 
28 
22 

218 
218 

24 

2Z 
11 
.38 
22 
17 
2) 

7 

• > All personal 
Without cont~ct Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact 

None 81 82 82 82 
All \4 7 '4 7 
Some 15 11 1.3 11 

Less than halt 9 4 17 4 
Half or more 'I .3 'I 3 
Proportion unknown \5 4 :, 4 

roTE: DetaU IMY not tdd to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

surVey D.eta Tablei 

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

'l'ype of crime Percent ,-.-._-----------------------------
All pqti\tlt~\l ~.l.mes 

Crimes of viGf~~ 
Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

AssaUlt 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assaUlt 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with ~ontaqt 
Personal larceny without contact 

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

Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result~ng 
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime 

___ ._.:.:;-:~~~::_' ... !llC_: ... :?"""". -----";7""-------------------------
All! personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

~f;$ than 1 day 
1;".'> days 
:;";io days 
Over 10 days 
Amount unknown and 
not available 

IIOTE: DetaU (1I8Y not add to 100 percent because of rounding, 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 

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

.' 

Daytime 
Night&ime 

6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

o 

Not known 
and not 

'l):pe of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known avaUable .., 
All personal crimes 52 42 27 12 3 5 

Qr~$ of violence 47 52 39 13 'z lZ 
Rape \41 56 '.37 119 0 0 
Robbery 44 56 40 16 1Z 'Z 

Robbery and attempted 
36 '16 robbery wUh injury 48 5.3 0 0 

From serious assaUlt 41 62 41 '18 0 0 
From minor assault 55 45 132 113 0 0 

Robbery without injury 40 59 42 17 11 11 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 47 53 42 '11 0 0 

Assault 50 49 .38 11 'z 'z 
Aggravated assaUlt 43 57 46 10 'I 0 

With injury 37 63 54 '3 11 0 
Attempted assaUlt with 

'11 0 weapon 47 5.3 42 0 
Simple assault 59 40 27 13 0 11 

IUth injury 5.3 48 '33 115 0 0 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 62 37 25 112 0 11 

Crimes of theft 55 38 22 11 4 7 
Personal larceny with contact 65 34 30 ~5 0 \1 

Purse snatching 70 30 .30 0 0 0 
Pocket picking , 60 39 30 '11 0 12 

Personal larceny without,:\;ontact 54 38 21 12 5 8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to totsl shown, or 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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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Nighttime 
Relationship and type Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not ·known and 
of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total nddnight 6 a.m. not avail< ble 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence' 4b 53 39 14 "z 

Robbery 43 56 39 16 "z 
Assault 50 50 39 11 0 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence' 49 49 39 "11 "I 

Robbery "44 "56 "50 "6 0 
Assault 51 48 37 212 "I 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because: of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Includes data ~n rape, not shoMe. separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

and victim-offender relationship 

Involving Involving 
Type of crime All incidents strangers nonstrangere 

Crimes of violence 54 54 51 
Rape 19 '17 '50 
Robbery 57 59 '31 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 44 48 '18 

Robbery without injury 65 65 '67 
Attempted roobery without injury 61 62 '50 

Assault" 55 54 55 

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

Table 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 unknOlm. 

Crimes of viOlence' 44 
RobbeI7 50 

Robbery and attempted rObbery 
with injury "29 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 511 

Aggra7ated assault 39 
With injury "22 
Attempted assault with ~eapon 47 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 per·c!!nt because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

23 27 
26 19 

"20 "34 

28 "13 
21 35 

"20 50 
21 28 

"Estimate, based on ilbout 10 or fewer sample cases,is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 58. Personal crimas of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

Involv!Dg stt~Dg~t~ 
Type of cr:ime Firearm Knife 

Cr:imes of violence1 45 24 
Robbery 50 26 
Aggravated assauU 40 22 

WTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Other 

25 
19 
33 

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

Involving nonstrangers 
Type unknown Firearm Knife Other 

25 42 215 36 
26 260 220 220 
25 38 215 38 

Type unknown 
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Crlinlnal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Type o£ crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
UnlawfUl entry without £orce 
Attempted £orcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than S50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle the£t 
Completed the£t 
Attempted the£t 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Number 

10,500 
5,000 
2,400 
3,100 
8,100 
4,200 
3,200 

200 
500 

2,200 
1,600 

600 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because o£ ,rounding. 

Rate 

85 
40 
19 
25 
66 
34 
26 

2 
4 

18 
13 
5 

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 the£t 

Race o£ head o£ household 
White (79) 66 57 75 75 
Black (21) 34 43 24 25 
Othel' (1) ~z lZ '1 0 

Age o£ head o£ household 
12-19 (1) 2 2 2 '1 
20-34 ~22) 35 35 34 38 
35-49 28~ 31 29 34 30 
50-64 (28 21 22 20 25 
65 and over (22) 11 12 10 \6 

Annual £amily incon:e 
Less than $3,000 (19) 13 16 12 ~5 

$3,000-$7,499 ~34~ 28 30 27 26 
$7,500-$9,999 13 13 13 14 16 
$10,000-$14,999 (17) 20 17 23 25 
$15,000-$24,999 ~8~ 12 10 13 14 
$25,000 or more 3 6 6 6 '7 
Not available (6) 7 8 7 8 

Tenure 
Owned or being bought (36) 40 40 41 35 
Rented (64) 60 60 59 65 

Number o£ units in structure 
12 (47) 51 50 53 47 

~ m 
8 10 7 '4 
2 2 11 '2 
6 6 5 '5 

5-9 (10) 10 10 9 11 
10 or more (26) 24 22 24 jo 
other than housing units (2) 1Z 0 1Z 0 

Number o£ persons L~ household 
1 (27) 23 28 18 16 
2-3 PO) 47 45 47 51 
4-5 18) 22 19 25 25 
6 or more (5) 9 7 10 7 

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
2Inc1udes data on mobile homes, not shown separa~,~lY. 
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1:C-19 20-34 35-49 
Type 6f crime (1,290) (26,800) (34,000) 

Burglary 197 135 89 
Forcible entry 150 65 46 
Unlewtul entry without force 1108 34 17 
Attempted forcible entry 139 37 26 

Household larceny 160 101 B2 
Less than $50 '190 53 38 
$50 or more 160 39 38 
Amount not available 110 12 13 
Attempted larceny 0 8 13 

Motor vehicle theft 120 32 20 
Completed theft 120 22 15 
Attempted theft 0 10 

-~+ ... - 5 

NOn;:: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. DetaU may not add to tat.ILl !.lhO',m because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample case,s, is statistically unreliable • 
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50-&; 65 and over 
(33, so.~) (27,300) 

68 46 
34 18 
14 10 
21 18 
47 31 
26 17 
15 12 
11 lZ 
14 11 
17 15 
13 13 
14 12 
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Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White 
(97,000) 

61 
25 
17 
19 
63 
32 
25 

2 
4 

17 
12 
5 

mack 
(25,400) 

177 
102 
28 
48 
78 
40 
31 
~2 

'5 
22 
17 
'4 

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

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

II 
I' .\ 

--------------- ------~-----------
~~~~---- - - . 

" 

--, - I 

b 

" 

t',~- ... ~. 

o 

\ , 

' ... 

.. 
o 

r,i 4 
, 

\1 ';;1 I' 



o 

, 
" 

i 
1 

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

Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 
Less than $3,000 

(23,200) 
$3,000-$7,499 

(41,600) 
$7,500-$9,999 

(15,800) 
$10,000-$14; 999 

(21,100 
$15,000-$24;999 

(10,200 

Burglary , ) 74 75 83 85 106 
Forcible entry -~_r? 37 37 41 41 49 
Unlawful entry without force 17 16 17 19 28 
Attempted forcible entry 21 22 25 26 29 

Household larceny 40 52 71 87 102 
Less than $50 20 28 45 48 46 
$50 or more 17 21 21 34 43 
Amount not available '2 '2 0 '2 ~ '4 
Attempted larceny '2 '2 '5 '4 ~10 

Motbr vehicle theft '5 14 22 26 30 
Completed theft '4 11 15 19 18 
Attempted theft '1 '3 '7 7 I' '12 

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

$25,000 or more 
(3,600) 

184 
72 
;8 
54 

126 
48 
65 
'3 

'10 
'41 
'34 
'7 

Not available 
(7,600) 

103 
43 
23 
38 
73 
28 
32 
'2 

'11 
23 

'16 
'6 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or being bought 
All races' White Black All races1 

Type of crime (44,200) (37,600) (6,500) (78,900) 

Burglary 94 74 212 80 
Forcible entry 46 31 128 ,38 
Unlawful entry without force 17 16 23 21 
Attempted fo~cible entry 31 26 60 22 

Household larceny 75 72 90 61 
Less than $50 37 37 36 32 
$50 or more 30 28 43 24 
Amount not available "2 22 26 22 
,Attempted larceny 6 5 26 3 

Motor vehicle theft 18 17 26 18 
Completed thaft 14 12 25 13 
Attempted theft 4 5 22 5 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Rented 
White Black 

(59,400) (18,900) 

53 166 
21 93 
18 29 
15 43 
57 74 
29 41 
23 27 
22 21 
3 "5 

18 20 
13 15 
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Table 65. Household crirnes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 

Type or crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawrul entry without rorca 
Attempted rorcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or mol-'a 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle thert 
Completed thert 
Attempted thert 

One 
(33,700) 

S6 
40 
20 
27 
43 
22 
15 
'2 

5 
11 
_7 
~4 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Two or three 
(61,100) 

7S 
3e 
16 
24 
62 
33 
24 
12 
3 

19 
13 

6 

Four or rive 
(22,000) 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses rerer to househol.lis in the group. Detail may oot add to tot31 shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample (lases, is statistically unreliable. 

Six or more 
(6,300) 

Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household 
(Rate per 1! 000 households) 

One' '1\-/0 Three-four 
Type of crime (57.900) (10,200) (f,SOO) 

BurglarY 90 103 77 "-J 
Forcible entry 46 6,3 32 
Unlawrul entry without force 17 16 210 
Attempted rorcible entry 27 24 35 

Household larceny 74 58 58 
Less than $50 39 21 33 
$50 or more 29 31 21 
Amount not available 21 25 21 
Attempted larceny 5 21 "'29 

MotOr vehicle thert 18 2S 16 
Completed theft 15 23 211 
Attempted theft 4 a5 "5 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households :In the group. Detail may not add to tot9.1 shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separa!;ely. 
8Estjmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cas~s, is statistic&ily ufU'eliable. 

.. 

Five-ninll 
(12,300) 

86 
lf1 
26 
19 
59 
35 
21 
"1 
"2 
21 
15 
"6 

.. 

Ten or more 
(32,000) 

73 
26 
26 
22 
60 
29 
24 
22 
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21 
15 
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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 entl~y without .force 

\iliite 
Less than $3,000 (15,800) 39 15 14 
$3,~$7,499 P1,700 j 50 20 13 
$7,500-$9,999 13,400 57 21 15 
$10,~$14,999 ~H\'ooo) 61 26 16 
$15,~$24,999 8,900~ 88 41 25 
$25,000 or mOre 3,300 182 68 63 
Not available (6,000) 82 29 125 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (7,200) 154 87 24-
$3,~$7,499 ~9'700~ 155 91 28 
$7,500-$9,999 2,400 228 155 ::1 
l\10,~$14,999 ~3,100l 226 125 ~32 

$15,~$24,999 1,200 238 1108 151 
$25,000 or more (3°Ol 1231 1136 0 
N<}t available (1,500 193 99 118 

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

Attempted .forcible entry 

11 
17 
22 
1i! 
22 
51 
29 

43 
36 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Inside own home 
Near own home 
At vacation home. motel, 
or hotel 

Inside nonresidential 
building 

On street. or in park. 
playground. school
ground. or parking lot 

Elsewhere 

98 

2 

18 
82 

••• Represents not applicabl.e. 
'Estimate. based on about 10 Or fewer sample cases. is statistt~ally unreliable. 

'2 
33 

o 

7 

56 
'2 

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

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

All household crimes 94 3 
Burglary 94 2 
Household larceny 95 2 
~lotor vehicle tr,ert 89 '4 

'Estimate. 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 

3 

3 
2 
7 

Reason All housenold crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Notp~ coUld be done; 
lack of proof 35 39 34 24 

Not important enough 32 29 3!i 30 
Police would not want 
to be bothered 9 9 9 112 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 5 3 6 111 

Private or personal 
matter 5 6 5 13 

Fear of reprisal 1Z' 1Z 1Z 0 
Reported to someone 
else 2 3 12 11 

All other and not 
given 10 11 9 119 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samPle cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

by race of head of houaehold and type of crime 

Race and reeson All household crimes 13urglary Household.:1arceny Motor vehicle theft 

White 
Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 33 37 31 26 

Not important enough 36 31 39 28 
All other and not 

given 32 31 31 46 
Black 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 41 41 42 '21 

Not important enough 26 26 25 '32 
All other and not 

given 34 33 33 '47 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percert , because of rounding. 
$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, 

Income 

Less than $3.000 
$3,000-$7.499 
$7 , 5~$9. 999 
$10,000-$14,999 
$15.000-$21,.999 
$25,000 or more 
Not evailable 

by annual family income 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

41 
36 
32 
35 
30 
25 
45 

Not important 
enough 

25 
33 
34 
33 
43 
36 
21 

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

All other and 
not given 

34 
31 
35 
32 
27 
39 
33 
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Crimina' Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

by value oistolen property 

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

No monetary value 0 '9 '91 
Less, than $10 21 52 27 
$10-$49 35 38 27 
$50-$99 47 23 29 
$100-$249 42 12 45 
$250 or more 40 '5 55 
Not available '38 '35 '27 

NOTE: Detail may nat add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Type of crime All races1 White Black 

All household crimes 46 45 48 
Burglary 58 58 58 

Forcible entry 80 79 80 
Unlawful entry without force 47 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 "31 0 
Attempted larceny 34 47 0 

Motor vehicle theft 73 74 71 
Completed theft 89 90 89 
Attempted theft 27 33 0 

lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income 

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7.499 $7.500-$9.999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or mOre 

All household crimes 44 47 45 42 47 54 
Burglary 54 56 61 52 69 67 

Forcible entry 77 75 80 74 92 100 
Unlawful entry without force 41 40 148 41 61 162 
Attempted forcible entry '23 35 38 125 '38 126 

Household larceny 20 25 19 23 17 '29 
Motor vehiclethert '82 SO 69 73 71 173 

'Estimate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrel£able. 

" 

Table 7&. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure 

Not available 

52 
65 
S4 

'53 
152 

35 
'53 

All races' ,/hite Black 

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Bprglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Hv~schold larceny 
Motor veh4~ theft 

Owned or being 
bought 

50 
63 
85 
55 
36 
25 
82 

'Includes data on "other" ,races, not sho.m separately. 

Rented 

44 
55 
77 
42 
30 
22 
68 

2Est~~.M!!OO 011 "bout ~O'or, fe.we. S!l!!1PJ,t). cases. is statistically llI)I'eliable. 

Owned or being 
bought 

48 
63 
~ 
60 
38 
26 
79 

.. 

Rented 

43 
54 
73 
48 
34 
25 
70 

.. 

Owned or being 
bought 

1 
\' 

Ii 

o 

Rented 

, 

45 
57 
80 
33 
23 
15 
61 
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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-$49 $50-$249 

All household crimes 14 18 47 
Burglary '35 36 62 

Forcible entry '71 53 77 
Unlawful entry without force '21 '23 43 
Attempted forcible entry 0 0 '33 

Household larceny 19 13 32 
Motor vehicle theft a a 91 

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

$250 or more 

85 
87 
S9 
76 

'100 
60 
S9 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Atte~pted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

91 
87 
97 
S9 
69 
96 
90 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value '1 'z '1 0 
Less than $10 8 I, 14 0 
$lo-.$4~ 2t.. 13 40 0 
$50-$99 16 13 2i ' , .. 
$100-$249 16 19 15 12 
$250-$999 19 30 4 4:2 
$1,000 Or more 1:) 17 '2 4,:; 
Not available 3 3 3 Ii> 

lUrE: Detail may not add 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 of head 
of household, type of crime, and value of loss 

No monetary 
Race and type of crime value Less than $10 
All races' 

All household crimes 6 10 Burglary 10 10 '" Forcible enl:i-y 4 5 " Unlawful entry without 
rorce 0 9 Attempted rorcible entry 35 23 Household larceny 92 13 if!otor vehicle theft 23 'z 

White 
All household crimes 5 11 Burglary 10 10 Forcible entry 25 "4 Unlawful entry without 

26 force 0 
Attempted rorcible entry 31 25 Household larceny 22 15 Motor vehicle theft 24 0 

Black 
All household crimes 7 9 Burglary 10 11 Forcible entry "2 26 

Unlawful entry without 
force 0 215 

Attempted forcible entry 39 21 Household larceny 22 8 Motor vehicle theft 22 22 

NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~ Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known pnd $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more not pYallable 

21\ 24 27 6 15 24 33 a 
11 24 49 7 

26 4 19 42 
19 25 23 14 39 35 7 4 8 13 70 24 

26 27 25 5 17 23 . 34 7 13 21 52 96 

23 20 42 30 
21 24 25 14 37 35 7 4 11 12 70 "3 

21 27 27 8 
13 25 32 9 10 28 46 8 

217 41 "20 28 
17 7 0 16 1.4 35 26 "5 22 214 72 28 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft 

None 80 84 89 25 
All 11 6 5 60 
Some 9 10 6 15 

Less than half 3 4 '1 '4 
Half or more 3 4 '2 10 
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 '1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 Or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Type o~: crime 

/,J.l household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Ullla'Hiill entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or m<lre 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

10 
12 
20 
15 
'4 
3 

'2 
5 

'5 
'2 
25 
33 
'7 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampll\ cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 83. Household crimes: Pe:rcent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime 

All househo1d Household Motor vehicle 
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 

-"'~! 
Less than 1 day 43 50 '41 28 
1-5 days 48 44 '41 58 
Over 5 days 9 '5 '19 '14 
Amount unknown and 

not available '1 ~! '1 0 0 

NOTE: Deta;i.l may not add to 100 pfJrcent becsuse of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Nighttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known 

All household crimes 45 44 20 18 6 
Burglary 55 31+ 19 12 3 

Forcible entry 61 33 21 8 13 
Unlawful entry without 
force 52 ,4 17 1~ '5 

Attempted forcible entry 49 37 15 18 '3 
Household larceny 37 50 20 19 10 

Less than $50 36 47 19 17 11 
$50 or more 40 48 20 19 10 
Amount not, available '33 '62 '29 '29 '5 
Attempted larceny '24 73 31 39 '4 

Motor vehicle theft 30 67 2B 36 '3 
Completed theft 31 65 27 35 ''3 
Attempted theft 27 71 31 39 '2 

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

Not known and 
not available 

11 
11 
6 

14 
14 
14 
18 
12 
'5 
'2 
'3 
'4 
'2 

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

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Burglar:.: Robbe!:,:! 
Characteristic Number Rate Number Rate 

All establishments (26,000) 7,600 292 2.700 104 
Kind of establishment 

Retail (7,900) 3,600 457 1,600 196 
Food group (1,200) 500 444 300 278 
Eating and drinking places (1,700) 1,000 574 500 267 
General merchandise (300) 200 600 '100 '268 
Apparelgroup (1,200) 500 391 400 348 
Furniture and appliance group (600) 200 395 ' 100 '91 
Automotive group (500) 500 932 0 0 
other retail (2,600) 900 327 300 96 

Wholesale (3,400) 700 211 200 69 
Service (9,700l 2,400 251 500 53 
Manufacturing 1,400) 400 309 200 160 
other (3,700) 400 113 200 50 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 (4,300) 1,500 342 200 39 
$10,000-$24,99$ 14'2OO~ 1,400 333 300 64 
$25,000-$49,999 3,600 900 258 400 99 
$50,000-$99,999 4,000 1,100 269 800 194 
$100,000-$499,999 ~5,ooo~ 1,200 239 900 176 
$500,000-$999,999 1,700 500 310 '100 '29 
$1,000,000 or more (1,900) 700 396 200 81 
No sales (1,200) 300 216 1 100 '41 

Average number of paid emPloyees 
1-3 ~10,000) 2,600 262 1,300 126 
4-7 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 
None (6,600) 1,800 265 300 50 

NOTE: Numbers in pa~lntheses refer to establishments in the group. Detail may not add to total 
shown because of rounding. 

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

, 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Characteristic Percent of establishments Percent Gf crimes 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
M!!h1.U'acturir.g 
Transporkt:i,on 
other ' 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 
$10,000-$24,999 
$25,000-$49.999 
$50,000-$99,999 
$100,000-$499,999 
$500,000-$999,999 ' 
$1,000,000 01' more 
No sales 
Amount not available 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 
4-7 
8-19 
20 or more 
None 

31 
13 
37 

5 
5 
2 
7 

17 
16 

, 14 
15 
19 
6 
7 
5 
1 

38 
17 
11 
9 

25 

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

50 
9 

29 
'1 

6 
'1 
4 

16 
16 
12 
18 
20 
6 
9 
3 
o 

38 
17 
10 
15 
20 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
other 

Percent 

22 

33 
17 
19 
21 
12 

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

and type of crime' 

Burgla!:)!: Robhe:a; 
Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed Attempted 

All establishments 73 27 57 
Retail 68 32 "52 
Wholesale 79 21 \43 
Service 79 21 81 
other 70 30 ,54 

'Estimete, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
:) 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more' Not available 

All establishments 43 23 25 9 
Retail 34 26 38 '2 
other 55 20 '7 18 

\ Estimete, basp.d on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stati~tiCally unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more 

All establishm~nts 82 12 6 
Retail 77 15 8 
Service 86 8 '6 
other 86 '9 '5 

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 elsewhere' 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
other 

96 
100 
100 
87 
92 
91 

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

'4 
o 
o 

113 
~8 

'9 

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

Reason 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to 
be bothered 

Too inconvenient or time consuming; 
did not want to become involved 

Fear of reprisal 
Reported to someone else 
All other and not given 

Percent 

48 
30 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallY unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization 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 robbery Burglary 

All establishments 76 79 
Retail 77 81 
Wholesale 86 88 
Service 79 80 
Manufacturing 55 .64 
other 67 60 

'Estimate, 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 establi~bment 

All establi~:'1ments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Pcrtlent 

72 
78 
90 
65 
54 
77 
47 
64 

Robbery 

69 
68 
79 
74 

138 
82 

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

All estab-
1ype of security measure lishments Retail Wholesale Service 

Building alarm 16 23 22 10 
Central alarm - police 
or security service 15 21 29 7 

Reinforcing device 23 29 28 19 
Guard or watchman 15 11 9 20 
Watchdog 4 7 13 4 
Firearm 5 9 12 4 
Camera 1 11 12 lZ 
Mirror 1 2 11 lZ 
Other 9 8 17 7 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based o;~ about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery 

All establishments 92 60 

Retail 92 54 
Wholesale 98 '43 
Service 91 87 
Manufacturil(,g 96 '46 
other 84 173 

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

Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of est~blishri1ent and value of loss 

Type of establishm~nt Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available 

All establishments 9 19 27 38 7 

Retail 6 16 31 42 5 
Wholesale 110 '12 21 50 '6 
Service 11 23 26 33 7 
other 112 25 20 30 '12 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
'II'holesale 
Servi<:e 
Manufacturing 
other 

Percent 

83 
86 
84 
80 
80 
80 
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60 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

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

Number of employees 
who lost time 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 

.Percent 

82 
11 
4 
:3 

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

Number of man-days ~ost 

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

Percent 

82 
10 
6 
2 
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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 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not and not 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available 

Burglary' and robbery 25 71 11 31 29 4 
Burglary 8 87 8 40 '(9 5 
Robbery 72 28 20 7 1 1Z 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Est.imate, based on about. 10 or £ewer sample cases, is stat.istically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Service 
other 

Percent 

75 
90 
58 
53 

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

Type of weapon 

Firearm 
Knife 
other or unknown t.ype 

All rObberies 

63 
11 
26 

Complet.ed robberies 

84 
11 
15 

Attempt.ed robberies 

33 
26 
41 

1Est.1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX I 
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

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

. , 

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

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

In the commercial survey, basically comparable 
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence 
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain 
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101 
contained separate sections for screening and gather
ing information on the characteristics of business 
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on 
the relevant crimes, on the other. 
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FDA ... HCS,3 ,ar.d NCS-4 
1"21-711 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL ~ND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU '01'" THE CE • .;sU' 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QU!,\STIONNAIRE 

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

I. Interviewer Identillcatlon 
Code I Name , 

@) 
I 
I 
I 

2. Record _/Intervlew 
I Date completed Line number of household 

respond(;nt 
, 
I 
I 

@) I 
I --3. Realon for nonlntorvlow (cc 26d) 

TYPE A 

@) 
~Realon 

I 0 No one home 
.. 0 Temporarily absent - Return dote 
lO Refused 
.0 Other Occ. - Specify 

@) 
~ Raco of hood 
10 Whlte 
20Negro 
lOOther 

TYPE B 
@) I 0 Vacant - Re,ular 

• 0 Vacant - Storage of HH furniture 
30 TemporarHy occupied by persons with URE 
_ 0 Unfit or to be demolished 
.0 Under construction. not ready 
60 Converted to temporary business or storage 
? 0 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
8 0 Permit granted, construction not started 
.0 Other - SpecifY 7 

TYPE C 
(ill) I 0 Unused line of listing sheet 

2 0 Demolished 
.0 House or "aller moved 
.0 OutsIde segment 
50 Converted to permanent business or storage 
6 Ci Merged 
7 0 Condemned 
.0 Built after April I, 1970 
• 0 Other - SpecifY, 

TYPE Z 
Interview not obtain~d for "1 
Line numbor 

@ 
@) 
<§) 
® 

4. Hou .. hald .totu • 

@ I 0 Sarno hou.ehold as I.st enumeration 
20 Replacement household since I •• , enumeration 
, 0 Previous nonlntervlew or nOt In sample before 

5, Spoolal place type codo (cc 6c) 

@) 

Survey Instruments 

OHBN HI ... 0.4 266.; Approval Expires June 30. 197<4 

NOTICE- Your report to Iho Census Bureau Is confldenllal by law (TItle 13. U.S. I 
Code). It rna)' be lecn only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for 
stlltlstlcal plJrposl:lS. 

Control number I 

PSU I Serial I Panel IHH I Segment 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I , I 
I , I I 
I I I I 

6. Te,ure \(.: 7) 

@) I 0 Owned or belnz bought 
z 0 Rented for cash 
• 0 No cash rent 

7. Type of living quorte .. (cc II) 
Housing Unit 

@ 10 House. apartment, flat 
20 HU In nontranslent hotel. motel. etc. 
• 0 HU - Permanent In transient hotel. motel, etc. 
• 0 HU In rooming house 
sO Mobile home or trailer 
60 HU not specified above - Describe., 

OTHER Unit 
70 Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house 
80 Unit not permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc. 
• 0 Vacant tent site or trailer site 

10 0 Not specified above - DescrIbe "1 

8. Numb.r 01 houllng unltl In Itructure (cc 23) 

@) 101 505-9 

'0 2 6010 or more 

'0 3 70 Mobile home or trailer 

-04 a 0 Only OTHER units 

~ ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLO: 
9. (Other thon tho ••• bUll no .. ) do .. anyone In thll household 

operate Q bUlino". from this address? 

@) ,DNa 
20 Yes - What kind of bUllne .. II that?., 

10. Family Incomo (cc 24) 
@ I 0 Under $1,000 .0 $7.500 to 9.999 

'0$1,000 to 1.999 .0 10.000 to ".S'99 
3 0 2,000 to 2.999 100 12.000 to 14,999 
40 3.000 to 3.999 II 0 15.000 to 19.999 
50 4.000 to 4,999 12 0 20.000 to 24.999 
60 5.000 to 5.999 13 0 25.000 3nd over 
? 0 6.000 to 7.199 

11. Household mombo .. 12 yo ... 
of ago and OVER, 

@) Total number 

12. Household mom b ... UNDER 
12 y.a .. of ago 7 

(ill) Total number 
oONone 

13. Crlmo Incldont Repor" flllod 7 

@) Total number 

00 None 

CENSUS USE ONLY 

@ @) @) @ 
, ~ 

'. 
, 
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:,$: ~,~l,}\~'>l[,;~, " .• ·;;tc·\:iJ~:;: ;,,~;v";;:':'''!;:;,~~il PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I?iL~~J~:;;~';; ;\: .. i;<~"r:":<l'i)!::·.\ij, .~~>, 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. l.?,Gb. 21. ;l2. 23.What I. thl hlah"! "odl 24. 
NAIIE (ot household TYPE ' LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE Jl,\RiTAL RACE \OftIGIM ~EX ARiI!D (or year) of "Iular Ichool Old ,OU 

respondent) LAST (cc 17) FllftCU 
)'OU hay, evlr aUend.dl compl"tl 

7Evu - ellGtN 
OF IIUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD iJIRTH· STATUS ICC IS) I (ee 16) 

(ASK for p.rsons 12-24 yrs. thli. Yliut 
INTER· (eeS) HEAD 

1 rtc~3) 
(ce 14) I IIEllnR (ec 20) 

NEW RECORD I'CC9b) 
I cc 18) Transcribe for 2Styrs.) (ec 19) 

VIEW , 
~ ~- @) (@) @ @ @ (ill) , Q40 @ @) (@ 

I 
tOP.r • OH.ad 'OM • 'OW. I ·OM ,Dy·s 00 0 Neyer attended 'OY.s 

I 
'OT., • 0W"e of h.ad ,0Wd • 'ON02·I __ -OF _ONo or klnderiirten 'ONo -- --

FIrst 'ONI1 ,DOwn child '00. 'DOt I 
__ flem. (01-118) 

Fill _ 0 Othor ,.Iallv. -oS.p. I 
__ H,S./09-12) 

16-21 
50 Non.,elatlve soNII 

, __ Col!e,. (21-26.) , 
CHECK , Look at it.m ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Ho.e you boon 100'," ,Ig for work during tho ~a.t 4 .... kl1 

household as last enumeratIon I (BOK I marked) @ t 0 Yes No';' Wh.n did you la.t work? 
ITEM A DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa z 0 Up to 5 yurs ago - SKIP to 28a 

k~O. DId you II •• I. thlo hou .. on April I, 1970? 
• 0 5 or more y&a" Og6} SKiP to 29 
• 0 Never worked 

@) lOVes - SKIP to Check Item B zONo 27. Is th ... eny IOOlon why you could not tak. a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Who .. dId you llvo on April I, 1970? (Stat., forolgn country, ® toNo Yes - z 0 Already has a lob 

U.S. pOII.ulon, etc.) 3 0 Temporary Illness 

rfe.,"· <r::.,~r~.~ .. ' •. , ...•...• :i.. ~~.-\ . <',;"-, HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS t:·;'i~;;;>'·':';';.;1/,······; .'j:'!>; . ';:;" " 
29. How I'd Ilk. to osk lome qu.,tlons about I [1 Yes - How mlnr 32. Old anyon. tak. lomothin, bolonglng , 0 Yes - How many 

crime. Th.y rcf.r only fa the 10lt 12 monthl _ : limn' to you or ',0 an~ member a thh household, : u". .. , , from a place w ere you or .hey were 10No 
bo!w •• n ___ I, 197_ond ___ , 197_': ON. temporarily staying, such as a friend's ~r , 
Durl"g the la,t 1~ months, did anYO"41 break : 

r.latlve l
, home, a hotel or motel, or I 

a vacation home? I 
Into or som.how Illegally get Into your : 

, 
(apartment 'home), garage, or. another building t --- 33, What WOI the tatal number of motor 

I@ on y')ur property? 
, vehlcl., (can, trucks, etc.) owned by , 

you or any other member of this houlehold 100 None-
30. (Othe. than the ineldont(l) (ull mont/onod) 10 Yes - How IIIlny during tho loot JX monthl? : SKIP to 36 

Did you find a door I'mml.d, a locl lorc.d, ; - tlln .. ' 
1'0 1 

a. any other Jignl a an ATTEMPTEO IONo 
break in? ,z02 , 

1303 , 
I --- :- 0 ~ or more , 

131• Wal anything at all Itolon that il k.pt 

, 
34, Old anyone Iteol, TRY to .teal, or u'. , 10 Yes-How ",any 

;OVes- Hw m.a'1 (ltlony of thom) without p.rml"ion? : u ... , 
o.utsid. your home, or happened to be I.ft : IIml,W 10NO 
outi such as a bicycle, a .o;trrden hose, or 10NO ---
leiwn furnlt"re? (oth., than any inclden .. , 35. Did onyono .toal or TRY to It.al part ~DYes-How 1I1n)' 
already mllifl\tioned) , --- of (ltlany of th.m), luch 01 a bottory, I U ... , , 

hubcap., ,ape~declc, .tc.? ION. , 
I I 

State, etc. County ,:..- 40 Going to school 

c. DId you II •• Inlldo tho limIts of • cIt" town, .1I10g., otc.? 
5 0 Other - Specify, 

® 10No Z 0 Yes - Name of city, town, vii/age, etc'jl 
20 •• For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company, 

@ 1 1 I I I I business, organization or ather employer) 

d. Wo .. you in tho Armod Fore .. on April I, 19701 

@) t DYes zONa @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 29 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or olderl b. What kind of bus In ... or Industry II thll? (For e.amp/e: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 29 oVes and radio mfg .. retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm) 

260. What w ... you doIng mo.t of LAST WEEK - (workIng, , @) r 1 I -I 
k.oplng hou .. , going to school) or somothlng ols.? c. W.r. you-

@) • 0 Working - SKIP to 280 6 0 Unable to wo<k-SKIP to26d @) lOAn .mplor" of 0 PRIVATE company, bu.ln ... or 
z 0 With a job but not at work 70 Retired lndlvlduQ for walile., Jt\.olory or c:ommlilionl? 

3 0 Looking for work .0 Other - SpeclfYjl z 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy.o (F.d.ral, Stoto, county, 
• 0 Keeping house or loco I)? 

50 Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prol.,,'onal 

b. DId you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
practice or farm t 

around tho hou .. ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH, 
• 0 WorkIng WITHOUT PAY In family buslnu. or form? 

ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of work wore yo .. doing? (For e~omple: .Iectrlcal 

@ 00 No Ves - How ,nany hours? ___ - SKIP to 21la engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Old YCIU hay. a Job or bUllnel1 from which you wGr. @) 
t.mporarlly ab .. nt or an layoff LAST WEEK? o. What w ... your molt Important actl.ltl .. or dutl .. ? (For 

@ 10No z 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 eKamp/e: typing. keeping accounl books •• elllng cars, .tc.) 

30 Ves - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 

,',," .!; ~" ;', ., " , . ',·.1 INDIVIDUAL SCRHN QUESTIONS \-, •. "" ':." .: . .;:. ... :,.' . ' .. ·····.i,>! ,;;)"," 

36. Th. followh'g questiOi!t r.fer only to thln!;s : 0 yes _ How m.n, 46. 010 you find any evidence that someone 10Y.s-H ..... ' 
that hopp.nod to you durIng tho 101112 monthl _ • IIml" ATTEMPTED to It.ol.om.thlng that I tlMn 

botw •• n ___ I,197_ond __ ,197_.-C1No bolonl.d t. you? (othor than any Incldln'" 10No 
Old you haye your (pocket plck.d/puts. : 

01 roo y montl,nod) I , 
'na'ched)? : --- , , 

37. tlld ahyon. tok. something (.10.) dlroctiy i 0 Yes ,... n~~.iIn1 47. Old 'au call tho pollc. during tho lo.t 12 I 
from you by using farco, such O!- by a months to ,eport .om.thlng that happ.ned 

, 
I 

SUcilUP, mugging or threal? 
lONO 

to you which you thought was a crime? I 
(Do not count any call s mode to the I 

I , pollc~ cancern'ng the Incidents you I , 
hays IUlt told m. about.) , 

~. 

, --- I 
I 

38. Did "nyono TRY to rob you by ,,'ng forco l DYts - Howlftlny o No - SKIP to 48 , 
or th,.atenlng to har"" you? (other than I tlII1S1 

, 
o Ves - What hopp •• od? I 

alty .Incident\; already me"tfoned) 10No 
, 
I 

I I , I 
I --- I , 

iC§IT] 3J. Old anyon. b.o, you up, attock you or hit 10 Yes - How lI.fty lCIl wuh ,om~thi"g, such as a rock or irottle? ! u .... , -' , IT] other than any Jncidenll already mentioned) IONo I , , I IT] , I 
I ---- I , 

40. Woro you k.lfld, Ihot at, or attock.J with IDyli" - How N:!l1 Look at ~7. Was HH memb.r ~~~Yes-n:.-r·' lome olhet •• o.,on by onlone at all? (other I lI.tll 
12 • attacked or threatened, or ,han any Incldo.1I ~Iroo y m.ntlonod) I 

t 
I 

10No CHECK was something stolen or an 
, 

I 
ITEMC attempt made to steal something leNa 

I , .J , that belon,ed to hIm? I , , 
41. Oid ooyono THREATEN to boot 'au up or lOVes - How DUI 

I 
t 

THREATEN you "ltl. a knlfo, gun, or 10m. ~ 1111 .. ' I ---
othor w.op.", NOT Inciudlng tohphon. 

iONO 48. Old anythIng happ.n to you durlnv tho 1.lt , 
throall? (otho/than any Incldont. olr.ady I 

ft"tntioned) 
, 12 month. which you thought wal a crl ... , I , but did HOT roport to tho poll c.? (oth .. I 
I --- than any Incld.nll .I,oady montlonod) I 

I 
~2. Old onyon. TRY to attack 'au In 10m. :OVes - HIIII' IRan, I 

DNa - SKIP 10 Check /tern E I 
~thor way? (oth .. than any incldonll olroady 1 U_II' I 
mont/on.d) 

, 
DYes - Wh.t hopp_nod? 

I 

10No I , 
I I , I , 

i€WIT] O. ::I011ng tho loll 17 month., dId .n~Gn. Itoal : 0 Yes - H ••• '0)' 

thIngs 'hot b.lo.g.d to, you from I •• ,d. any carr II .... ' 
, 

IT] I 
or truck, such as packagol ot clothing? :ONO I 

I 
I I IT] I I 
I --- I 

44. ~Ol anything Itol'n ftom you whll. you :OYes - H" .... 7 Look at~. Was HH member 10'1' .. -" .... 111 
_ere awa), from home, for indance aW work t In I·- tI", .. , 

CHECK , 12 + awscked or threa\ened I or I liMO" 
a theat.r or r· .. taurant, or whU. traveling' I was somethln& stoten or an 

10No ITEM D attempt made to steal somethln& 10Na , that belon,ed to him? I , I • I , --- I 

>0 

\) 

45. (Othor than any Ineld.ntl y .. u'.o cillOody lOYel - H ...... 7 00 any cr the scre"" questions contain any enules 
mlntlonod) WOI anythlnt (.1 .. ) at all I tI ... , , for "How mGny times?" 
Itolon f.om you dU,r~9 t • lOll 12 mon!ho? , CHECK o No - Interview nOKI HH member. 

ION. ITEM E End Interview If last respoodent, 
I and fill Item 13 on cover. I • DYes - Fill Crime 'ncident Reporls • , 

P:'llI'l 

Puc 1 

, 
r 
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:-'~;,';': :,,", ,,'- c':": ;'.'; ,-cd, 
'. 

PER~ONAL CHARACTERISTICS I ~~, ,- . - 24. 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 12Ob. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t Is the hI&lI .. t !I.de 
(or ),ur) of r.,ul., .thoof Oldy .. NAIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE JlARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED you hav. IV" attend.dl complel. OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (ce 15) I (CC 16) (cc 17) FORCES thatyurl BIRTH· (ASK lor persons 12-2. yrs. KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (ceB) HEAD DAY (cc U) 

, IIEIIBER Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc19) (ce 20) I NEW RECORD VIEW (ce9b) I (CC 13) I (ce IB) 
Last @) @ @) (ill) @) @ , @ @) @) @) 

I 
,0P.r I o Head 10M. lOW. I 101.1 10y·S 00 0 N.ver attended IOYes I or kindergarten ·ONo ·0Tel • 0 Wile 01 head ·oWd. ·ONeg.\ __ ·oF ·oNo -- -- __ EI.m. (Ol-OB) First ,oN17 'OOwn child .00. 'OOt. : __ H.S. (09-12) Fill .. 0 Other relative ·oSep. I 16-21 

50 Nonofelatl .... e ·oNM I __ ColI'iO (21-26.) 
I 

t Loo." ott item 1 on CUver page. Is this the same 26d. Have you boen looking for work during the pa.t 4 we.ko? 
CtlfCK 

household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® 10 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 
ITEM A 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP 10 280 

• 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 250. Did you liv. in this hou •• on April 1. 1970? ('~ 40 Never worked 

® I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20No 27. I. thero any re •• on why you could notfak. a lob LAST WEEK? 
b ....... r. did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• foreign countrYi @) IONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a job U.S. pOlSeslion, etc.} 

• 0 Temporary Illness 
State, etc. County • 0 Going to school 

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

@) IONo 20 Yes - Nome of city. lawn. \·llIage. elc'j! 
280. For whom did you (1011) work? (Name of comfXlny. 

® l I I I I 1 business. organization or other employer) 

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

® IOYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. Whot kind of bu.ln ... or Indu.try II thl.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP 10 36 DYes and radio mfg .. relall shoe store. State Labor Dept •• farm) 

260. What w.r. you doing mosl of LAST WEEK - {working. @)I.ll.l 
keeping house, going to school) or .omething el.e? c. Were you-

® I 0 Working - SKIP 10 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP to2M ® lOAn .mplor.oof a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 
2 0 With a lob but not at work 7 0 Retired Individua for wages, salary or cammlnions? 
• 0 Looking for work 80 Other - SpecifY, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy.o (F.d.ral. State. county. 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Gain, to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prof ... lonol 

practice or form? 
b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK. not counting work • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.lne .. or form? around the house? (Nole: If (arm or business operator in HH. 

d. What kind of work w.re you doing? (For example: electrical ask about unfXlid work.) 
@ a 0 No Yes - How mony hOurl? ___ - SKIP 10 280 engineer. Slack c,erk. typist. former) 

~. Did you have a jab or business from which you were @ l 
t.mporarlly ab .. nt or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What wero your mo.t important actlvitle. or duties? (For 

@ IONa 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP 10 280 example: typing. keeping accounl books. se/llng cars. etc.) 

'OYes Layoff - SKIP to 27 

.: ','",_ 'l, '',.,t : .. , .. J INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I, ,c ,C : " . ::~", ., 
" ' "' 

36. Tho following questions refer only to thing. that 10 Yes _ How m.ny 46. Did you find any evidence that lomeone I 0 Yes - How ""ny 
happened to you during the last 12 months - l tlmel' ATTEMPTED 10 ".01 .om.thlng thai I tlm.d 

botwo."-l. 197_ and __ • 197_. Old 10 No b.long.d to you? (other thon "ny IONo 
incidents already mentioned) I ---you have your (pock.t plck.d/purs. snalch.d)? I 

47. Old you call the police during the lost 12 month. to ropo.t 37. Did anyone take something (.Is.) directly 1 0 Yes - How min), something that happened to you which you thought was a from you by ullng force, IUC'ft as by a stickup, I Umll' 
crime? (Do not count any calli made to the police 10No mugging or threat? 

I -- @ concernIng the incidents you have iUlt tC!ld me about.) 
38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force I 0 Yes - How mlny R=1 0 No - SKIP 10 48 

or threatening to harm you? (ather than any J IImlll DYes - Whot h.,pp.n.d? . incid.nts already mentioned) IONo __ 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attock you or hit you 'oYes-How .... y 

bid • Coo ... ., _ W .. "" .~M"" :O~. _" __ with something, luch as a rock or bottle? : tI.lIl 
(other than an)' incidents already mentioned) ,oNo __ 

AD. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with I 0 Yes - How uti)' 
CHECK attacked or threatened II or was some"l tllft.d 
ITEM C thin, stolen or an attempt made to 10No ,ome other weapon by anyone at all? (other : tlMll 

steal s~methin, thatbelon,edto him?: __ than any incidents alr«ady mentioned) 10No 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to b.at you up or 'DYes-Hew _y 48. Old anything hopp.n to you during the la.1 12 month! which, 
THREATEN you with a knlf •• gun. or sam. 10 II .... ! @ tu thought wa& a crlm •• but did NOT report to the pollc.? 
other weapon, HOT Including telephone threats? , No t:lJ oth.r than any Incld.nts alr.ody mentioned) 
(other than any inc:ldents afready mentioned) 

, o No - SKIP to Check Item E I __ 

42. Old anyone TRY to attock you In .om. 'oY •• -H ..... y m 0 Yes - Whal happ.ned? , '_ 
other way? (other than any incidents I thHI7 
alr.ady menllon.d) lONG t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + lOY" - H ..... 1I7 43. During the 10.1 12 monlh •• did .nyone .t.al ~ DYel- How IUn), CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·1 U.IIl 
thing. that b.lon~.d 10 you from In.ld. any car 10No II ... ! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 
or truck, such as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to hlm?1 

«. WOI anything stolen from you while ,tau were ,oYe.-How .... ' Da any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for inltance at wo I in a I tlMI' 
, for "How many times?" theater or restaurant, or while traveling? 'ONo 

CHECK 0 No - 'nlervlew next HH member. End inlervlew 45. (Oth.r thon ony incld.nt. you·v. olr.ody i 0 Yes - ~:~a,n, ITEM E If 'aSI resfXlndenl. and fill Ilem 13 0/1 co .. r. m.nlion.d) Wa. anything (.1 .. ) 01 all .t.l.n 
DYes - Fill Crlm~ Incldenl Reports. fro .. you during the la.t 12 monlhs? ,oNo 

I ' 

\1 

I 

I 

1 
! 
I 

1 

I 
1 
i 

I 
,1 

c! 
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:.:::,i" ,'~ , " n 1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
o " 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Whlt I. tho hl,h .. t ".d. 24. 
NAIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (Of Y.I') of "lui" rehool Old ,ou 

you hln lV.r 'Ulfldtdl compl.t. OF NUIIBER TO HOIISEHOLO LAST STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES thlt,. .. ,l BIRTH· (ASK 'or persons 12-24 yr" KEYER - BEGIN INTE!I' (ceB) HEAD 
Irc~~31 

ICC ,.) , IIEIIBER (CC 20) , TranSCIlbe lor 25tyrs.)(ceI9) NEW RECORD \lIEW (ce9b) I ec IB) 
Last @) @ @) @ @) (ill) , @ @) ® @) , 

10Per 10Head '0M. lOW. I 10M 'W Yes 00 0 Ne.er auended 10y·S , 
·0T,1 • 0 Wife of head ·OWd. ·ON'i·I __ zOF ·0No or klndereanen ·0No -- -- __ Elem. (Ol-OB) First .ONI7 .OOwn child '00. '001. : 

__ H.S. (09-12) Fill , 0 Other ,.Iall.e 'OS.p. I 16-21 
s [J Non~elallve ·0NM 

, __ Colleie (21-26.) 
I 

CHECK t Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is 1~ls the same 26d. Have you b.en looking for work during !h. pa.t 4 w •• ko? 
household as last enumeration! '80~ I marked) ® t 0 Yes No - Whon did you la.t work? 

ITEM A 
DYes - SKIP 10 Check Item 8 DNa 2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

• 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP 10 36 250. Old you live In Ihll hou.e on April I. 1970? 
• 0 Never war~ed 

® 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item 8 20No 27. II th.r. any r.alon why you could nol tak. a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.r. did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• forolgn country. @) IONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob 

U.S. posseuion, etc.) 
• 0 Temporary illness 

State. etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you IIv. In.ld. Ih. limlfl of a c1ly. town. villag ••• IC.? 
5 0 Other - SpeCifY, 

@) 10 No 20 Yes - Nome of city. town. village. etc., 
280. Fur whom did you (Ia.t) work? (Nome of company. 

® Ii J I I I buslne ... organization or other employer) 

d. Woro you In the Arm.d Fore .. on April I, 1970? 

® I DYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP 10 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older! b. What kind of bulln ... or Industry I. thll? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg •• retail silOe store. Slate Labor Dept •• form) 

260. What were you doing mo.1 01 LAST WEEK - (working. @) l I I I 
keeptng house, going to school) or lomething ,lie? c. Were you -

® I 0 Workln, - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to wor~-SKIP to2M ® ' 0 An .mplore. of a PRIVATE compan)'. bu.ln ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Indivlduo for wogus, salary or commission I? 
.0 Looking lor work 80 Other - SpeCifY, 
.0 Keeping house 

20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fed.ral, Stoto. county. 
or local)? 

50 Gain, to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP 10 280) .0 SELF-EMi'LOYED in OWN bu.ln .... prof ... lonal 
practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK. not counting work 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bUllno .. or form? around tho hou .. ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH. 
d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical ask aboul unfXlld work.) 

@ 00 No Yes - How many hourl? __ - SKIP 10 280 engineer. stock clerk. lypIst, (armer) 

c. Did you have a lob or bUlln .. ' from which lOU were @ L I I 1 
I.mporarlly ab .. nl or on layoff LAST WEE ? e. What wIre your mOlt important activities or dutle.? (For 

@ IONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typIng. keeping account books. seiling cars. etc.) 

3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

·i • (i 

I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I ~." ,. 

36. Th. following qUOltlon. r.i.r only to thing. thai' 0 Yo. _ How many 46. Old you find any .vld.nco that 'Om.on. I 0 Yes - HoW ft.'1n)' 
happ.nod to you during tho 1011 12 month. -: IIm.1l ATTEMPTED to .teal .om.lhlng thot I tlmll' 

betw •• n __ l.197_and .197_. Old roNo helanged 10 you? (alher than any 10No 
Incld.nll already m.ntlon.d) , 

you have your (pockot plck.;VP;;; .. ,notched)? I 

Old you call the police du,lng Iho la.t 12 month. to r.porl 37. Old anyone 10k •• omethlng (el .. ) dlroctly i 0 yes - ~~~.iny 
47. 

.om.lhlng thol happoned to you which you Iltought wa. a from )Iou by uling force, such as b)l a ltickup, 
,oNo crime? (Do not count any colli made to th. pollco mugging or threat? , -- @ conc.rnlng the Incld.nll you have lull told me about.) 

38. Old anyone TRY 10 rob you by using lore. I DYe. - Ho. many rn 0 No - SKIP 10 48 
or threatening to harm )Iou? (ather th'Jn any I llmel' DYes -. What happ.ned? 
Incldenll alr.ady m.ntioned) 10No __ 

39. Old anyone boot you uP. attaok you or hll you 10 Ves - How man), [J..J_ with lomethlng, luch as a ,.ock o~ bottle? : tlmlll 
(olh.r Ihan any Incld.nll .Ir.ady m.ntlon.d) ,0No t Look at 17 - Was HH member 12 t 'DYe. -Ho ... lllY 

40. W.re you knlfou •• hot .t. or attack.d wllh I 0 Ye. - How many 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was sorne-, . lim .. ! 
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No lome other weap~n by Q"/..on. at all? (other I tiN" 

s,~,e.1 samelhlng that belon,ed to hlm!l ___ than any Incld.nts alr.o y menlloned) ,ONo 

41. Old onrn. THREATEN to b.ot you up or 'O,/ .. -Ho."III, 48. Old anything happ.n 10 you during the lost 12 monlh. which 
THRE TEN you with a knife, ;un. or .am. ION. tI .... ! @ lOU thought wa. a crlm •• but did NOT r.port to tho pollc.? 
oth.r w •• pon, NOT Indudlng lel.phon. thr.otl? rn olh.r than any Incid.nll alr.ady m.nlloned) 
(oth.r thon a~~ Incld.nll alr.ady m.ntlon.d) I 

DNa - SKIP 10 Check Item E , 
42. Old anyone YWIY to attock you In .om. 

I t=±=l 0 Yes - What ha?p.n.d? I Cl Yes - How min, 
oth.r way? (.th.r than any Incld.nll I IImeal 
olr.ady mentlon.d) IONo 

, Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + 10 Yes - H •• ma., 43. During the la~1 12 month •• did anyone u.al : 0 Yes - How OII.y CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some-I tim .. ! 
thing. thai b.longod 10 you from 1 .. ld. OilY cor ION Ii .... ! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 
Of truck, luch 01 packages or clothing? If" 0 steal something that belonged to hlm!1 

«. Wa. anything stol.n from you while JOu w.r. ,Oy .. -HO"' .... ' Do any of the Screen questions contain any entries away from home, for Instance at 'Wo ,In a I limll' t for "How many times?" theot.r or restaurant, or w~H,. trovel1ng? 'ONG __ 
CHECK 0 Na - IntervIew next HH member. End Interview 45. (Oth.r than any Incid.n," yO!!·v. alr.ady : 0 yes - ~:~17InY ITEM E if lost resfXlodenl. and fillilem 13 on cover. m.nllon,d) Wa. anything (.1 .. ) at all .tol.n 

10NO DYes - Fill Crime Incldenl Reports. from yOU during the I." 12 month.? 
,. I"OAM HC". I II fa1 Pale 5 
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'II. 

J' 
b("· ,;;:::, "}i?,~:. ";~"><i';;:':;~:;:.'\'i ·."/·"·~,;\:l PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS r::';);:!, :,':/"f :\,,:::;,; ',';'!\ .'.\\; • .. }i ~X· \;;:::;; 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Whlt II thl hlp .. t "ade 24. 
NAIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARIIED (or 'tlr) of "Iullt school Old, .. 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (CC 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you h.n IV" Mtlndedl complete 

KEYER - BEGIN INTER-
BIRTH- VlIt, .. " 

(ce8) HEAD DAY (cc 14) IIEIIBEII (ASK fOf persons 12-24 yrs. 
NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) (cc 13) 

, 
(cc IBl Transcribe tor 25~yrs.){tc191 (ce 20) , 

Last @ @ W;J @ @) @) @ @) (@ @) I , 
, ClPer . (C;·,,\d 'OM. 'OW. 

, 
'OM 'DYes 00 0 Hever attended 'OVes , 

>OTel -- • b Wife of head -- 'OWd. 'ONo'·I __ 'OF zONa or klnderaarten zONa 
First loNI, lOOwn child lOC. loOL I __ Elem. (01-Q8) 

• Fill 40 Otter relatiVe -OSep. __ H.S. (M-12) 
16-21 

, 
50 Non-relatlve sONM 

, Colle,e (21-26') , 
CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been lookl"g for work durl.~the post 4 weeks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ , 0 Yes No - When did you lost work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check /tem B Dr/a • 0 Up t~ 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Did you live in thh house on April I, 1970? • 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP 

® ' 0 Yes SKIP 10 Check /re", B 20 No 
4 0 Never worked to 36 

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19701 (State, 'oreig" country 
27. I. thore any reOOon why you could not toko a lob LAST WEEK? 

U.S. poss"lSio~f .tc.) , @ ,DNa Yes - • 0 Already has a job 
• EJ Temporary Illness 

State. etc. County 40 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city~ town, village, .tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpecifYj1 

@ ',0 No • 0 Yes - Name of cjty, lawn, village, etc.; 
280. For whom did you (lo.t) work? (Name of company, 

@> I I I I I I bUSiness. organizatIon or ocher employer) 

d. Were you in the A.rmed Forces on April 1, 19701 

@ ,DYes 'ONo @) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kl~d of buslne .. or Indult" Is this? (For example: TV 
ITEMB DNa - SKIP to 36 DYes and rad,o mfg .. relall shoe store. State Labor Dept •• fanro) 

260. What wore you doi?g mo.t of LAST WI:EK - (worklnv, @ I I I I 

@) 
keeping hous., gOing to school) or something .Is.? c. Were you-
, 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP to26d @ , 0 An emploree of a PRIVATE camp on" buslne .. or 
• 0 With a job but not at work 7 0 Retired individua for wag'!:" salary or commfl$lons? 
• 0 Looking for work 80 Other - Specify 20 A GOVERNMENT employe. (Federal, State, county 
40 Keeping house ;: or local)? ' 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28.) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.lne .. , profe .. lonol 

b. Oid you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
prll1ctice or farm? 

around the house? (Note: If form or business operator In HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family businul or farm? 

@) 
ask about unpaid Work.) d. Who.' kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
00 No Yes - How many ~.u,.? ___ - SKIP to 280 engIneer, stock clerk. typist. farmer) 

c. Did y.:.u have a job or business from which you were @) l:T -[ 1 
temporarily ob .. nt or on lo,off LAST WEEK? a. What w.~,. yo~r mOlt important actlvitie, or duties? (For 

@ ,DNa 2 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example. typ,ng. keeping account books, seiling cars, etc.) 

• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

.~:' .. J, .. "';-~~~:i<" .. >·C';i'· i';: ''''(;:1 INDIVIOUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 1:;:;,.,::,':ri·;~.y,·.<,{·C;,;:::,.:;':.'2~:!'" ~'i4;' 

36. The following que,t!ons r.f.r only to things that 10 yes _ Haw man, 46. Did you find any evidence that someone 10 Yes -..,_ 114ft 
happened to you dUring the las' 12 months -: II" .. , ATTEMPTED to stool .omethlnv that' u ... , ' 
betweon __ l,197_and __ ,197_. Old lONO belonged to you? (otherthaHony 10No 
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? I t"cidantl already mentiGned) , 

37. Did anyone toke .omethlng (else) dlr.ctly ~ DYes - How man, 
47. Old you call the pollee during the la.t 12 montho to report 

from you by using force, such 01 by a stickuF, I tlm.'f something that hoppened to you which you thought wal a 

mugging or threat? 10No crime? (00 not count any colis mod. to the police 

38. Oid anyono TRY to rob you by using force I 0 Yes - How maa, 
@ concornlng the Incidents you have lu.t told me about.) 

or threotening to harm you? (other than any 1 thDla' mONO-SKIP to 48 

incidents already mentioned) 10NO DYes - What happened? 

39. Did anyone beet you up, ottock you or hit you 10Ye.-H ...... ' [IJ with lomething, such 01 a rock or bottle? 1 thnn? 
(other thon any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa t I.ook at ~7 - Was HH member 12. ' 

40. We,. you knifed, shot at, or attacked with I OVes- How .... ' 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. : 0 Yes - ~:I~'" 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (other J th .... ' 
ITEM C thine stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 

than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa ste.1 something \hat belon&ed to him?, 

~1. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 

, 
10yes-How_, 48. Old anything happen to you during the 10lt 12 months which 

THREATEN you with a knif., gun, or 10m. lDNo "" .. , @ you though! was a crime, hilI did NOT report to the po Ii .. ? 
other weapon, HOT includinG telephone threats? 
(other thon any incidents olr.~dy men'iofted) 

, ITI (other than any Incidents already .. entloned) 
I o No - SKIP 10 Check Item Ii: 

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in lome 'DYe. - H ..... ., ta 0 Yes - Whot happened? 
other way? (other than any incidents : time.' 
already mentioned) ,DNa 

43. During tho last 12 months, did anyone otool 10ye.-H ..... ' 
t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 11 + , 0 Yes - How .. o, 

thing, that belonged to you from inside any cal 
10NO 

tiM" 
CH ECK attacked or threatened, o~ was some.! ' tI •• " 

or trucle, such os pad:age, or clothing? ITEM 0 thIng stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No 

.u. Was anything stolen from you while JOu were 
~t::~J s9mething that belonged to him?1 

,OVe. - Haw_, 
Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for instance at wo , in a , II ... , 

theater or re,tauront, or .,,~iI. traveling? 'ON. CHECKt for "How many times!" 

..(5., (Other th~n any incidents you've olread), :D~es -How min)' 
ITEM EDNa - IntervIew next HH member. End 'nlerv'ew 

.. ~;ontlonod) Woo anything (el.e) at all stolen J IImll!- <, If last respondent, and (II/Item 13 on Cover. 
r- -- from you during the lost 12 months? :oNO r - '-" '''-.");:::1 Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

!l"ORIot ,.c:s·a 1 •• u·7I1 Pale 6 --"', 

k,: "'. -'/ ' <,~;, >.'~ 1 PI:RSONAL CIiARAC'tERISTlCS 1,'.\, ':'·~·"'Y:::·:·<J' ·.~fh:',Y;T'~c;,'r~':7 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 12Ob. 21. 22. 23.Whlt Is the hl", .. t arlde 24. 
NAIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE \OftIGIN SEX ARMED (or Yllr) of "lui" ,chool Old ,au 

KEYER - BEGiN-
OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc IS) (ce 17) you hlvij .Vlr IUand.dt compl.t. 

BIRTH· I (ce 16) FOftCES 
INTER- (ceB) HEAD 

I rc~~3) 
(cc 14) , MEIIBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. that, .. r' 

NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) 
, Transcribe for 2S+yrs.)(ccI9) (cc 20) , (cc 181 

Last @ @ @ @ @) @ ® @) (@ @) I 
I 

'OPer , Oll.ad 10M. 'OW. 
, 

'OM lOVes 00 0 Never attp.nded , OVes 
>OTel 

, 
-- z 0 Wile e.' head -- zOWd. 20Ne,.: __ zOF zONa 0: klnderearten >ONo 

First ~ONIjl' lO Own child lOC. lOOt. : __ Elem. (Ol-OB) 
Fill f' .. 0 Other relative _OSep. __ H.S. 109-12) 

16-21 I 
IS 0 Nonofelative _ONM 

, 
ColieRo 121 26') , 

CHECK 

~ 
Look at 'Item 4 on. cover page. I~ ~~,Is the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the poot 4 weeks? 

ITEMA' household ~.s last enumeration! (Box I marked) @ , 0 Yes No - When did you lost work? 
O'Yes - SKIP to Check /tem BONo • 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you live in this house on April I, 1970? • 0 5 or more years ago} SK 

® ' 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem B • 0 No 
40 Never worked IP to 36 

b. 'Where did you live on April I, 1970? (State, forolgn counl", 
27. Is thor. any roo.on why,you could notlake a lob LAST WEEK? 

U.S. pOlleuion, etc.) @ ,DNa Yes -. 0 Already has ajob 

State, etc. 
• 0 Temporary Illness 

County 40 Going to school 

@ 
c. Old you live In.ldo the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 

sOOther - Specify!! 

,DNa z 0 Yes - Name of city, town, ViI/age, etc.., 
280. For whom did y~u (I~,.t) work? (Name of company, 

@) I I I I I I busrness. organization or other employer) 

@ 
d. Wero you In the Armed Forces on April I, 19707 

I DYes 'ONo @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is thl s person 16 years old or older! b. What kind of bu.l"e .. or Industry i. this? (For example' TV 
ITEM B DNa - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg .. relail shoe slore, State Labor Dept .. far;") 

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK _ (working, @) I I I I 
, 

@) 
lee.plng house, going to school) or something el,e? c. Were you -
I 0 Work,"g - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP 1026d @ , 0 An e",ploree of a PRIVATE compon" bUllne .. or 
20 With a job but not ~t work 70 Retired Indivldua for wage., 10lary or comminions? 
3D Looking for work - 80 Olher - Specify .0 A GOVERHMENT .mployoe (Federal, State, county, 
40 Keeping house '1 or local)? 
sO Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bUllne .. , profe .. ional 

b. Old you do any work at all LAST \'lEEK, not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the hou .. ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.in ... or form? 

® 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Who! kind of work wore you dol"g? (For example: electrical 
a 0 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engmeer, stock clerk. typist, farmer) 

c. Did you hove a fob or busine" from which you were @ I I I I 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your mOlt Important activities or dutft:.li~ 

@) ,DNa 20 Yes - Absent - 'sKIP to 280 example: typIng. keeping accaunl books. selling cars. etc.) 

• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

r;:~ 'f'.\,-., ~<">!:y .~',:;~:.';;;:i::?< .,: I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I :;, .,>.~>,.,. "::', :'.,':,/. . '.'.:.-.' ..... ~<. ; :,.;~ 

36. The following qu .. tlan. refer ani, to things that lOVes _ Hew mi., ,(6. Did you find any evidence that lomeone I 0 Yes - How many 
happened to you during the lo.t 12 monthl _: t!m"l ATTEMPTEO to .tool something that I tlmnl 
betweon __ l, 197_ ond __ , 197 __ • Old ION. belonged l'fI trou? (other than an), 10No 

you have your (pocket plcked/pu"e snatched)? , IncldenftJO iJ~l,ady mentioned) , 
37. Old anyone toke something (el .. ) directly : 0 Yes - How mJn1 

~7. Old you call the police during tho last 12 months to report 
from you by uling force, such as by Ci 'tlckup, I tlmll' .omething that happened to you which you thought woo a 
mugging or threat? 10No crime? (Do not count any colli m\de to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.i .. g force I 0 Yes - How man1 
@ concerning the Incidents you have lust told .me about.) 

or threatening to harm you? (other than any } tllMa:l mONO - SKIP to 48 

Inciden .. already men.tiDned) ,DNa DYes - What hoppenod? 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you : 0 Yes - How mlnr [IJ with lomething, luch 01 a rock or bettie? I thllll' 
(other than any Incidents already mentioned) IONo t Look al 47 - Was HH member 12 + 

.40. Were you knifed". .hot ot, or ottack.d with I OVo. - How.,."./ 
CHECK auacked or threatened, or was some· I 0 Yes - ~ow 7'"' 

,orne othe,r weopon by anyone at all? (at~er I tha'" ITEM C thing stolen or an auempt made to 10 No " .. 

than any incidents already mentlonod) JONo steal something that belonged to him?, , 
41. Old anyone THREATEN to be.t you uF' or lOVes -How .... , ~8. Old anything happen to you during the lost 12 monthl which 

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some 10NO u .... , @) r,0u thought was a crime, but did NOT ,.port to the police? 
other weapon, HOT including telephone threats? 
(other than any Incidents already mentioned) 

, ITI other than any Incident. already mentioned) , o No - SKIP to Check Item E 
42. Old allyone TRY to attack yOO In some lOVes - How ... ., lTI 0 Yes - What happened? 

other way? (other than any Incidents I !Ime,' 
already montloned) ,DNa 

43. During the I.st 12 month., did anyone .toal : 0 Yes ~ How many t Look at 48 Was HH member 12 + 'OVe. - How ... 

thlngl that belonged to you from Inside any ~r 
10No 

tim'" 
CHECK attacked or threatened. Of was some.1 tllll" 111 

~{ truck, luch 01 paclc.oQ_e, or clothing? 
ITEM 0 thing stolen or an auempt made to 10 No 

.... WOI onythi"v Itol.n from you whil. JOu \fere 10 Yes - How uny 
steal something that belonged to him!' 

away from harne, for In.tance at wo , In a I t~" .. t Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 

theater or restaurant, or whil. traveling? 10No CHECKt for "How many llmesl',' 

45. (Other than any Incidents you've already ; EJ Yes - How many. ITEM E ~ No - Irtervlew next HH member. End interview 
mentioned) WOI anything (el .. i at all Itolen I 11",.11 • If last respondent. and fill Item 13 on cover. 
from you during the last 12 months? toNO o Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

1"0"'" He'" ,.·n·n, Pazo 1 
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Pal. 8 

of bualno .. 0, Indual'l' ia Ihlt? (For example: TV 
~~_~m~f'" retal/ shoe store, State Labor Dept .. farm) 

you -
lOAn o .. ploroo of a PRIVATE company, bualno .. 0, 

fndivIdua for wage., lalary or co,"",lulon,? 
2 0 A GOVERNMENT omployoo (Fodo,ol, Stolo, counly, 

o,locol)? 

lO SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN buainOla, profo .. lonol 
practice or form? 

yes-H .... .., 
lI .. al 

O.M.B. No ... '.R2661; APproval Expires une 3D. 197 .. 

@) 

KEYER -
BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

Screen question number 

@) 

Notes 

Survey Instruments 

NOTICE _ Your report to the CensUS Bureau Is confidential by law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only for statistical purposes. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COfr,l .. ERCE" 
soctAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION J 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT C 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

~~~Ol~ ____________ ~ __ ~--~ __ ------.-~ __ ~=-----C~E_N_T~RA_L_C_17TI_E_S_SAM __ P_LE-: ________ -11 
10_ You laid that during the la.t 12 month. - (Refer to Sa. W.r. you a custom.r, employ •• , or dwn.r? D 

Incident number 

appropriate screen quest/on for description of crime), @ 1 0 Cuslome, 
In whol monlh (did Ihla/dld Iho fl,al) incldonl hopp.n? 20 Employee _ E 
(Show (lash cord If necessary, Encouro,e respondent to • 0 Owne, - N 
give exact month.) 

.~o~o~m~e~'~-~S~p~,c~lf~Y~==~====~=7~;=====~ 
~ ~, Old Iho p.,aon(a) alo.1 0, TRY 10 alool anylhlng from T 
~ Month (01-12) tho alo,o, r .. I.uranl, offico, facl.ry, ole.? 

• 
@) 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Is mls Incidenl report for •• erle. of crlmesl @ 1 0 Yes } 
1 0 No - SKIP to 2 20 No SKIP to Check Item B 

20 Yes - (Note: .erles mudst haveh~ orh I ___ ...:.'..::O=-.:.D.:..n .. '~t_k_n,.ow-:=:...,.--:----:----:-:--:-----t R 
more sim/lar Incl "nts w IC ~ 
respondent can't recall separatelY) 60, Old tho offondor(l) IIvo Iho,o or h.vo • right I. bo E 

thara, luch 01 a gua.t or 0 workman? 
b. In wh.I monlh(a) did Iho .. Incld.nla lake placo? 

(Mark 0/1 that apply) ® 1 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check Item B P 
I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 20 No 
20 Slimmer (June, July, August) .0 Don't know 0 
• 0 Fall (SePtember, Oerober, November) R 
• 0 Winter (December, January, February) b, Old Iho ollond.,(a) aClually gol In or jual TRY 10 gol 

In Ib building? 
c, How .. any Incldonlt woro Involvod In thlt .. ,I .. ? @ I 0 Actually got In T 

® I 0 Three or four 20 JUSt tried 10 ,et in 
20 Five to ten 
• 0 Eleven 0' more • 0 Don't know 
4 D Don't know c. Was there any evidence, luch 01 a broken lock or broleen 

window, thai Iho ollondor(a) (fo,cod hi. way inlrRIED 
INTERVIEWER - If serjes, Ihe fol/owing questions refer to forco hla way In) tho building? 

1--___ o:::n:::l!,y..:'::,o..:,l:::he:..:;:m::o:.s:.t :..:re:.:c,::.:::nt:..:::ln:.;c::.j!1:..:e:::n;;I,~ __ -:-______ -t@ 10 No 
2. Abaut what tlmo did IIhla/thO' ... al .. cont) Yes - Whal waa Iho ovldonco? Anylhlng ol .. ? 

Incldonl happ~n? (Mark all rhat apply) 
@!) I 0 Don't know 20 Broken lock or window 

20 During the day (6 a,m. to 6 p.m,) 30 Forced door or window 

} 

SKIP 

30, 

At night (6 p,m. to 6 a.m.) (ur tried) 
306 p.m. to midnight 40 Slashed screen 
• 0 Midnight to 6 a.m, 50 Other - Specify.,. 
50 Don't know r 

Old this Incld.nl lako placo Inaldo tho "milt of thlt 
cUy or lomewh.r •• I,.? 
1 0 Inside limlrs of this city - SKIP 10 4 
20 Somewhere else in the United States 
l 0 Ours Ide the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

d. How did the offondor(l) (gol In/l'l' to vol In)? 

® I o Th,ough unlocked door or window 

20 Had key 

to Check 
Item B 

b. In whal SIa.o and county did Ihll Incldenl occu,? 
• 0 Don't know 
• 0 Olher SpeCify 

State 

£c~ou~n~tyt==========================='='=====~G!V 
Old It happon Inaldo tho 1110111 .f a city, I.wn, villogo, ole. 

CHECK ... 
ITEMS ., 

Was any member 01 this household, 
Including ,espondent, presenl when this 
Incident occurrp,dl (If nol sure, ASK) 

10 No - SKIP 10 130 

1 DNa 
20 Yes - Enlet name of city, town. etc, 7 

fl l 1 1 1 
Whoro dl~ Ihla Incldonl lako placo? • 

other building on property (Includes SKIP to 60 
1 0 At or in own dwell In., In ,*rage or } 

break-in or attempted break·ln) 
20 At or In vacation home, hotellmotel:; 

• 0 Inside commercial buUdln& such IS 
store, restaurant, bank. las station. ASI( 
public conveYllllce or station >- So 

• 0 Inside office, lactory, or warehouse 
50 Ne.r own home; yard, sidewalk, 

driveway, clrpon, apartment hall 
(Does not Include break·ln or 
atlemPled break-In) 

60 On the street, In a park, field, play' 
,round, school grounds 0' parkin, lot 

70 Inside school 

• 0 Other - SpeCifY..., 

SKIP 
to Check 
Item B 

20Yes 

70. Old the per,onCs) have a weapon luch al a gun or knU., 
or lom.thlng h. wal ullng O:i a weapon, luch 01 0 
bottle, or wrench? • 

@ 10No 

2 0 Don't know 
Yes - Whol WOI Iho ... o.pon? (Mark all thaI apply) 

'OGun 

-0 Knife 

• 0 Othe, - Specify 

b. Old Iho po .. an(a) hit you, knock you down, or octually 
attack ~O" In IC •• other wa,? 

@ 1 0 Yes - SKfP 10 7f 
20No 

c, Old tho poraon(a) throalen yau with hor .. In any woy? 

® 1 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Y.' 
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I 74 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami 
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\ ;,'-, ~~~\'110',:~i£;t:;;l\i:'*;{r;ii":1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued l:;t:;;;i-G~y:;';i:'~~";;'';':f",m:r~::-;~;:;~;,';i:{;S 

· 7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Did you file a claim with ~ny of these insurance companies or programs 

@ 
(Mark all that apply) @ in order to get part or all C:f your medJcal expenses paid? 
, 0 Verbal threat of rope 132 • 0 No - SKIP to 100 
20 Verbal threat of attack oth.r 20Yes 

than rope c. Did Insurance or any, ~ealth benefits program pay for all or part of 
3 0 Weapon present or threatened 

SKIP @ 
the iotol medical expenses? 

with weapon 
to • 0 Not yet settled} 40 Attempted attack with weap('ln 100 20 None. • • • • • • SKIP to lOa (for exam pi e, shot at) 

sO Oblect thrown at person 3OAII •••••••• 

60 Followed, surrounded -0 Part 

7 0 Other - Specify @) 
d. How much did Insuroneo or a health benetil. program poyt 

S • tloo:-i (Obtain on estima!e. if necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything .I.e? iDa. Did you do anything to protect you".1f or your property during th. Ineldont? 

· (Mark all that apply) @) , 0 No - SKIP to II 

@) , 0 Something taken without 20Yes 
permiSSion . b, What did you do? Anything .I .. ? (Mark all that apply) 

2 0 Attempted or threatened to @ , 0 Usedlbrandlshed gun or knife 40 Threatened. argued, reasoned, 
take something 20Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender 

3 0 Harass~d, argument, abusive chased. threw object, used other 50 Resisted without force, used 
language weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away. 

40 Forcible entry or attempted SKIP 3 o Tried to get help. attract attention, hid, held property, locked door, 
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

5 0 Forci~1 e entry or attempted 100 telled, called for help, turned on 6 [?Other-
entry of car 18hts, etc.) Specify 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one perl on? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to @) • ODnly one; 20 Don't know - 3 0 More than one, 

damage or destroy property SKIP to 120 
B 0 Other - Specify, a. Was this penon male f. How many persons? 

or femal.? @) 
@ , oMale 

g. Were they male Or female? 
I. How did the person(.) attock you? Any 20Femaie @ 'oAIi male · oth.r way? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

3 0 Don't know 2 o All female 
@) '0 Raped 30 Male and female 

:> 0 Tried to rape b. Howald would you .oy _ 0 Don't know 
30 Hit with object held In hand.shot, knifed the person was? 

h. Howald would you .oy the _ 0 Hit by thrown object @) 1 o Under 12 
50 Hit, slapped, knocked down @. youngest was? 

145 J 0 Under 12 5 0 21 or over -
60 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 20 12-1~ 

20 12-1~ SKIP to j 
. pushed, etc. 3015-17 30 15-17 .0 Don't know 

70 Other -SpecIfy 
~O 18-20 40 18-20 --80. What were the injuries you suffered, if anY? 5021 or over I. Howald ..-ould yo,doy the · Anything .I .. ? (Mark all that apply) aide" ", •• ? 

(ill) , 0 None - SKIP to ICJc, 60 Don't know @) I o Under 12 _ 018-20 
20 Raped " c. Was the. person someone you 2 0 12-1~ s0210rov", 
30 Attempted rape knew or was h. a stronger? 30 15-17 60 Don't know 
_ 0 Knife or gunshot wounds 

@ , o Stranger j. Were any of the perlons known s 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked OUt 
60 Internal iniuries , knocked Unconscious 'O~.·,,",· } or r.lated t~ you or were they 

all strangerl? 
70 Bruises, black eye, cuts. scratches, swelling 30 Known by SKIP @ I 0 All strangers } SKIP 
.0 Other Specify sight only to e 

20 Don't know to m 
b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed _OCasual 3D All relatives } SKIP medical attention after the attack? acquaintance _ 0 Some relatives to 1 

@> , 0 No - SKIP to lOa 
20Yes 

S DWell known 50 All known 

c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital? d. Wos th.· person a relative 
s 0 Some known 

@) ·oNo of yours? k. How ",ell "'.r. they known? 

2 0 Emergency room treatment only @) .0No • (Mark 01/ that apply) 

30 Stayed overnight or longer - @ • 0 By sight only 

How many day.?, Yes - Whot relotlon.hlp? ,0 Casual >- SKIP 
2 0 Spouse or ex·spouse acquaintance(5) tom 

@) 30 parent 
30Weli known 

I. How were thoy related to you? 
d. ¥fhat was the totol amount of your nwrdicol _q Own child . (Mark all that apply) 

expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUD· 
:::5 CrblDther or sister @) , 0 Spouse or _ 0 Brothersl 

ING anything paid by insurance? Include haspl",1 
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and 6 0 Other relatrve -

el(-spouse sisters 

any other inJury related medical expenses. Specify, z 0 Parents -0 Other-
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know ·00wn SpecifY, 
e.--q":t amount, encourage him ,to give an estimate. children 

@ o (] No coSt - SKIP to 100 

S .~ m. W.re all 01 them -
x 0 Don't know e. Was he/she - @ , o White? 

90. At the time of the incident, wer. yay cover.d (@) 'O~,·, } 20 Negro? 
by any medical insurance, 0, were ~ou eligible 20 N.gro? 3 0 Other? - Specify" 
for benefits from any other type of ealth SKIP 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, V.t.ran,' 3 0 Other? -SpecIfy, to 

_ 0 Comblnatloq ~ SpecifYJr 
@) 

Admlnhtrotion, or Public W.llore? 120 
'0 No ••••• } SKIP to lOa 
20 Don't know 
30Yes 40 Don't know _ 0 Don't kno ... 

I!::>;.~;<,";;.-\'~\ii- :,: .;c :-1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued V.\J~;' ·:.;~g;{::i")'f;:;; ;'~:;';~:f~ 
120. Were you the only person there besIdes th~ offender(s) Was a car or other motor vehir.le taken? 

@> , [1 Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK , (Bo.3 or 4 morked in 13() 

2(] No ITEM D [J No - SKIP to Che~k /tern E 

b. How many of these porsons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
threatened? 00 not include persons under 12 yean 
of age. 14a. Had permission to use the (cor/motor vehide) ever been 

@ o C] None - SKIP to 130 given to the penon who toC'~ it? 

@) .ONO •••••• } 
SKIP to Check /tem E 

Number of persons , Cl Don't know 
co Were any of these persons mem~ers of your household? 30Yes 

00 not include household memb-:'Ju under 12 yoan of age. 

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

yes - How mony, not counting yourself? 
@) 'OYes 

(Also mork "Yes" in Check Item I on page 12) 20No 
130. Was something stolen or taken without permh.sion that 

Is Bo~ I o~ 2 marked In 13f? ~elonged to you or others in the household? 

t INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen (rom CHECK o No - SKIP to 150 
unrecognizable business in respondent'S home. ITEM E 
Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable DYes 
busIness In respondent's home or another business, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cash from a register. c. Was the (purse/wallet/mon",y) on your person, for instance, , r:1 Yes - SKIP to 13f In a pocket or b.'ng held by you whon It was token? 
2C;No @ 'DYes 

b. Did the person(.) ATTEMPT to toko something that 
belonged to you or others In the household? Z [1 No 

<ill) , \:J NQ - SKIP to 13e 

t 
Was only cash taken? (Bo. 0 marked In 13fJ 

2 e]Yes CHECK [J Yes - SKIP to 160 
e. What did thoy try to toke? Anything else? ITEM F 

CJNo 
" 

(Mork all thot apply) 

@ I Cl Purse 
150. Altogethor, whOl was the yolu. ollho PROPERTY 

2 Cl Wallet or money that was token? 
J CJ Car INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enter SO for 
_ [lather motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cords, even If they were used. 
s [1 Part 01 car (hubcap, tape;c(eck, etc.) @ .~ 6:J Don't know S 

7[JOther SpecIfy b. How did you decide tho yolue 01 Ihe property that was 

" stolen? (Mark all that apply) 

t 
Did they try to take a purse. wallet, @) , 0 Orrglnal cOSt 

CHECK or money? (Bo. I or 2 marked In 13<) 

ITEMC CJ No - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement COSt 

;:] Yes 
::I 0 Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on Itur person, for 
4 0 Insurance report estimate 
_ 0 Police estimate 

instance in 0 pocket or being hel ? 
60 Don't know 

@ I CJ Yes} SKIP to 180 70 Other - Specify 
20No 

• •• What did happen? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ I DAn.cked 160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered, 
except for anything receivvd from Insurance? 

2 (:1 Threatened with harm 
@) 'ONone} 3 C1 Attempted to break Into house or garage 

20Ail SKIP to 170 
4 [1 Attempted to break Into car 
5 [1 Harassed, argument. abusive language SKIP 3[,JPart 

to 
6 C~ Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. Whot WQS recoverod? 

7 U Attempted or threatened to damage or @) [][J destroy property Cash: $ _____ • 

6 C] Other - Specify andlor 

• Property: (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
@) 00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

f. Whot was taken? Whot el .. ? , o Purse 

@ .[QQJ _OWollet 
Cash: $ 30Car 
andlor _ 0 Other motor vehicle . Property: (A\ark all that arply) 

@) o r-.J Only cash taken - SKIP to I-Ie 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape--deck, etc.) 

, (,1 Purse 60 Other - SpeCify 
2 o Wallet 
30Car 
• 0 Other motor vehicle c. Whot was the value of the property recovered (excluding 

• Cl part of car (hubcap, t.pe.deck, etc.) tecovered cosh)? 

60 Other - Specify @) S .~ 
: r 
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-1~;1:;';;lt;;;';:h.',;",'" ~ .. !/j ;'.:',: ~i~:~\;:'\;~\~:~"J~ CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Conlinued ~i}(,,¥"!2';1~"'.,;·:f;1,;Z ,"~;;~i;;~.'~&::;;;.~Jl 
170. Was there any insurance against th.ft? 200. Were Ihe police Informid of Ihls Incidenl In any way? 

@) ,0Na ••••• 
} SKIP to 180 

@) 10No 
20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 

20 Don't know Yes - Who ,old Ihem? 
_ 0 i4ousehold member} 

_DYes - 0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item C; 
b. Was this lou reported to on insurance company? sO Police on scene 

@) 'ONo •.••• b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to 

} • Ihe police? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
20 Don't know 

SKIP to 180 @) 10 Nothlng·could be done - lack 01 proal 
20 Old not think It Importan, enough 

_DYes _ 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? - 0 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matter, did not want to report it 

@) I 0 Not yet settled } .0 Old not want to get Involved 
SKIP to 180 7 0 Afraid of reprisal 

-DNa ••••••• 80 Reported to Someone else 

_DYes • 0 Other - Spec/(y 

Is this person 16 years or alderl 
d. How much was recoyered? CHECKt o No - SKIP to Check /tem H ITEMG 

INTERVIEWER - I( property replaced by insurance DYes - ASK 2/0 
Compony Instead o( cosh settlement, ask for estImole 

210. Old you have 0 iob ollhe lime Ihls Incldenl happened? o( value 0' the property replaced. @ 1 0 No - SKIP to Check Ilem H 
_DYes 

@ S .~ b. Whol wos Ihe iob? 

@) I 0 Same as described In NCS-3 Ifems 28a-e - SKIP '0 
180. Did any household member lose any time from work Check /lem H 

becau .. of Ihls Incldenl? 2 0 Different than described In NCS-3 Items 2Ba-e 

@) a 0 No - SKIP to 190 c. For whom did you work? (Nome of compony, business, 

Yes - How many members?., 
organization 01' other employer) 

d, Whal kind of buslne .. or Induslry ~s 1~ls? (For e.amp/e: TV ------- and radio mfg" retail shoe store, State Lobar Dept., (arm) 
b. How much time was 10,' altogether? @) I I I I 

@) 1 0 Less than I day e. Were.,you _, ' ,.~i;ii'. 

@) lOAn empl0r-e of a PRIVATE company, busine .. or 
201-5 days indivlduo for wages, salary or commissions? 

_ o~-IO days _ 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, Slale, county or local)? 

- 0 Over 10 days 
_ 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN busino .. , profeSSional 

practice or farm? 

S 0 Don't know 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in lamlly buslne .. or farm? 

190. Was anylhlng damaged bUI nol loken in Ihis Incldonl? f. Whal kind of work Wore you doing? (For e.omple: efectrIca: 
For example, was a lack or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk. Iypist, (armer) 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? 

@) I I I I @) 1 0 No - SKIP to 200 
g. What were your mOlt important activities or duties? (For examPle: 

-DYes typing, keeping account books, se/llng cars, (lnlshlng concrele. etc.) 

b. (Wos/wer.) Ih. domagod It.m(s) repair.d or replaced? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to 19d BRIEFLY summarize this In~ldent or series 

CHECK t 
of Incidents. 

-ON~ ITEMH 

c. How much wCluld It cost to repair or replace the 
damaged ilem(s)? 

~} @ S • ': SKIP to 20a 
X 0 Don't know t 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. fs there an 
CHECK entry for "How many?" 

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost? ITEM I DNa 

@) x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 DYes - Be sure you have on Incident Report, 
(or each HH member 12 years o( age 
or over who was robbed, harmed, or 

.~ threatened In this InCident. 
S 

Is this the last Incident Report to be 
e. Who paid or will pay for the" "po irs or rep{acement? CHECK t filled for this person? 

(Ma:k all that apply) ITEM J ONa- Ga to ne.t Incident Report. . 
DYes - Is this the last HH member @ 1 0 Household member [0 be. interviewed? 

DNa - Interview n~Kt HH member. -0 Landlord 
DYes - END ENTERV/EW. Enter 

30 Insurance total number of Crim. 
Ine/dent Reports (1Iled (or 

- 0 Other - Specl(y this household In /tem 13 
.,,...u ... c~ .. 111.,. ... ,..1 on the Cover o( NCS-3 • 

IA O.M.B. No. ~ -R266 : pprova I E I xp res un. 30 197~ 

KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

LIne number 

@ 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incident number 

@> 
10_ You sold Ihal during Iho lasl 12 monlh;' - (Re(er to 

appropriate screen question (or description o( crime), 

In whal manlh (did Ihls/dld Ihe flrsl) Incldenl happen? 
{ShoW (fashcord I( necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give e.act month.) 

I 

(§ Mont~ (01-12) 

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t 1 0 No - SKIP to 2 

ITEM A 20 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 
more similar incidents which 
respondent can't recall separately) 

b. In whol monlh(s) did the .. Incid.nll lake ploce? . (Mark 0/1 that aPPly) 

@ I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
20 SUmmer (June, July, August) 
3D Fall (September, October, November) 
_ 0 Winter (December, January, February) 

How many incidents wore involved In fhi. serfes? 

® 
c. 

I 0 Three or four 
20 Five to ten 
_ 0 Eleven or more 
_ 0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - I( series, the follOWing questions re(er 
only to the most recent Incident. 

2. Aboul whoilime did (Ihis/lhe mosl recenl) 

@) 
Incldenl happen? 
I 0 Don't know 
20 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
_ 0 6 p.m. to midnight 
_ 0 Midnight to 6 •• m. 
sO Don't know 

30. Old Ihls Incidenl lake placo Insldo Ihe limits of Ihls 

@) 
city or somewhere .Is.? 
I 0 InsIde limits of this city - SKIP 10 4 
20 SOr:1ewhere else in the United Stales 
.0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In whal Slale and county did Ihl. Inc/denl occur? 

State 

County 

@)c. Old It happen Inoldolh. IImlli of a clly, lawn, village, elc. 
10No 
20 Yes - Enter nome of city, fawn, etc., 

(ill) I I I I I 
4. Wh.re did Ihls lncldonllok. place? 

}SKIP to 60 
(@ 1 0 At orin own dwelling, ,In garage or 

other building on property (Includes 
break-in or "ttempted break-In) 

2 0 At or In vacallon home, hotel/mot.1 
_ 0 Inside commercial building such as 

store, restaurant,'bank. gas stadon, ASK 
public conveyance or station 50 

_ 0 lrClld. office, (actory, or warehouse 

• 0 Nea, own tme; yard, sidewalk, 
drh-~wDYtj rport. apartment hall 
(Does 'il!'~ nelude break-In or 
attempted break-In) SKIP 

.0 On the streot, In a park, field, play- I'! Check 
,round, school grounds or parklnl lot /lem B 

7 0 Insid. school 

80 Other - SpeCi(Y., 

Survey Instruments 77 

NOTICE - Your report to the Ceosus Bureau Is confldentlal by law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be secn only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only for $tatlstlc~1 purposes. 

FOR" NeN 
(1.2~·7lt) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

aUREAu OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. Were you a customer, employCto# or owner? 

@ I o Customer 

20 Employee 

-0 OWner 

• 0 Other Specl(y 
b. Old Ihe persan(s) sleal or TRY 10 51eal anylhlng from 

the star., restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

@) t DYes } 
2 0 No SKIP to Check Item B 
_ 0 Don't know 

60. Old Ih. offender{s) Ir.e Ih.r. or have a rlghl 10 be 
thor., such as a g;'~!it or a workman? 

@ 10 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem B 
20i'l0 
_ 0 Don't know 

b. Old Ihe off.nder(s) actuolly gel in or iusl TRY 10 gol 

@) 
In Ihe building? • 
I 0 Actually got In 

20 JUSt tried to get In 
_ 0 Oon't know 

c. Was there ony evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window, Ihallh. offender(s) (forced his way in!TRIED 

• 10 force his way In) Iho building? 

@) 10No 

Yes - What was the evidence? Anylhing else? 
(Mark 01/ Ihot apply) 
20 Broken lock or window 
_ 0 Forced door or window 

(or tried) 
} >KIP - 0 Slashed screen to Check 

sOOther - SpeCify, Item B 

d. How did Ihe offender(s) (gel In/lry 10 gel in)? 

@ I 0 Through unlocked door or window 

.0 Had key 
_ 0 Don't know 

-0 Other Speci(y 

Was any member of this household, 

@) 
Including respondent, present when this 

CHECK t incident occurred? (I( not sure, ASK) 
ITEM B 

I 0 No - SKIP to 130 

20Yes 

70. Did tho person(s) have a weapon such as a gun Or knife, 
or something h. was uling as a weapon, such as a 

• bottle, or wrench? 

@ IONo 

2 0 Don't know 

Yes - Whal wos the weopon? (Mark a/l thot apply) 
·oGun 

-0 Knife 

sOOther Specify 

b- Old 'he porson(s) hit ~ou, knack you down, or aCluolly 
attack you In lome at .r way? 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to 'I( 

_DNa 

c. Old Ihe porson(s) Ihroole. you with harm In any way? 

@) I 0 No - SKfP to 7e 

2oYe. i 
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[&~i~',\ '~;~;":~~~~f~'5;~f:,r((:;~{1;\;C:E:;;,n\~1,~},;J ,CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Conllnued ~~~~t\,fc·\\i;1.il';·'<i'?i~;:Z,;,,cf~~';I;I{i~\',:lF~':&J 
7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Did you file a claim with any of ~h.s. insurance companies or programs 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) @ in order to get part or _all of your medical expens.s paid? 
@ 1 0 Verbal threat of rope 132 10 No - SKIP to IOn 

20 Verbal threat of attack olher 2DYes 
than rape c. Old insurance or any health ben.UtI prograrn pay for all or part of 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
SKIP @) 

the total medical expense.? 
with weapon 

to I 0 Not yet settled} _ 0 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for example, shot at) 100 20 None. •••• • • SKIP to lOa 

5 CJ Obi ~ct thrown at person 3OAII •••••••• 

60 Followed, surrounded -0 part 

70 Other - Specify @) 
d. How much did Inlurance or a health beneflb program pciy7 

S • ffi!j!] (Obtain on estimate, If necessary) 

e. Who I oClually happened? Anylhlng el .. ? lOa. Old you do onylhlng 10 pralect you"ell or your properly during Ih~ Incldenl? 

· (Mark 01/ that apply) @ I 0 No - SKIP to II 

@) I 0 Someth ing taken without _DYes 
permission . b. Who! did you do? Anylhlng el .. ? (Mark ali that apply) 

2 0 Attempted or threatened to @) 10 Usedlbrandlshed gun ar knife ., 0 Threatened, 8i"gued, reasoned, 
take something _ 0 Used/trled physical farce (hit, etc. whit offender 

3D Harassed. argument, abusive chased, threw obJect. used other 50 Resisted without force, used 
language weapon, erc.) evasive action (rail/drove away. 

_ 0 Forcible entry or attempted SKIP 3 o Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door, 
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

50 Forcible entry or attempted 100 tell ed, called for help, turned on 6 o Other-
entry of car 1&hIS, etc.) Specify 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed property II, Was the crime commItted by Drily one or more thon one person? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to @) I OOnly on., _ 0 Don't know - 3 0 More than one, 

damage or destroy property SKIP to 120 
B [] Other - SpecifY7 a. Was this perl on mal. f. How many persons? 

or female? @) 
@ 10Maie 

g. Wore Ihey male or lomale? 
I. How did th. person(s) attack you? Any -0 Femal~ ® 10AII'maie 

'" 
alher way? (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

.0 Don't know 20Ail female 
@) 10 Raped • 0 Male and female 

20 Tried to rape b. Howald would you say _ 0 Don't know 
30 Hit with object held In hand, shot, knifed the person was? 
_ 0 Hit by thrown object @) 10 Under 12 

h. Howald would you say Ihe 

sO Hit, slapped, knocked down @) 
younlJe.t was? 

60 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, '012-14 I o Under 12 -021 or OVO<_ 

pushed. etc. _012-14 SKIP to J 

7 0 Other - Specify 
3015-17 • 015-17 6 0 Don't know 

_018-20 _ 018-20 

80. What were the ~niuries you suffered, if any? 5021 or aver I. Howald would you say Ih. 
• Any,hing else? 'N.ark ail that apply) ald .. fwas? 

@ 10 None - SKW,to lOa 60 Don't know @ 10 Under 12 _ 0 18-20 
_ 0 Raped 

c. Was the p.rson lomeone you zo 12-14 s0210rover 
" 0 Attempted rape knew or was he a stranger? ·015-17 6 0 Don't know 
.0 Knife or gunshot"'j~unds @ I o Stranger J. Were any of the penons ~nown 5 0 Broken banes or ti.';th knocked, aut 
60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious ,0 ,"0" ""- } 

or r.lated to you or were they 
all strange,.? 70 Bruises, black eye. CUts, scratches. swelling 30 Known by SKII~ ® I 0 All strangers } SKIP 

B 0 Other - Specify sl,ht only to e 
• 0 Don't know to m 

b. Were you iniured to the extent that you needed 4 0 Casua~ 30 All relatives } SKIP medical attention after the attack? acquaintance 40 Some relatives to I 
@> 10 No - SKIP to lOa 5 DWell known 50Ail known 

_DYes 
c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital? d. Was the person a relative • 0 Some known 

@ 10No of yours? k. How well were Ihey known? 

20 Emergency room treatment only @) 10No . :~k::'s~~: ::~) ~ 3D Stayed overnight or longer - @) 
How many days?., Yes - Who I relationship? _ 0 Casual SKIP 

2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse acqu.intonce(s) tom 

@) '0 Parent 
30 Well known 

d. What was the total amount of your mtdical _DOwn child, 
I. How were Ihey relaled 10 you? 

expenul resuiting from this incident, INCLUD. • ('"",rk all that apply) 

IHG onylhing paid by insurance? Include hospital sO Brother or sister @ 10 Spouse or • 0 Brathersl 
and doctor bills, medicine, ,therapy, braces, and 6 0 Other relative -

ex-spOUSf; sisters 

ony other injury r.lated medical expenus. SpeCIfY, -0 parents sOOther -
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know ·0Own SpeclfYl 
exact amount. enCClUrt2ge him to give an estimate. children 

@ o 0 No COSt - SKIP to lOa 

S •• m, W.re all al Ihem -
X 0 Doo't know e. Wos he/she - @ I o White? 

90. At the time of the incident, were you covered @) 'D~'·' } 
.0 Hegro? 

by any medical insura"ce, or were ~ou eligible 20 Negra? 30 Olher? - SpeCifY, 
for benofi" from any other type of ealth SKIP 
benefi" program; such as Medicaid, Vet.rons· .0 Olher? -Specify" to 

.0 Combination - Specifyy 
@) 

Administration, or Public Welfare? 120 
10 No. - ••• } SKIP to 100 
20 Don't know 
30Yes _ 0 Doo't know .0 Doo't know 

P.I. 14 

q 
n 
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:/~;':~~ .':,,";';,',,; ,:f:~;;:;~'~,-';""::': ,,;,;:;.,,' CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I,' "-i:~:;:':.";.; ,:;:c:,,:':!)':'i·:;':.h:t:\;:~!{i:: 

120. Were you Ihe only person Ihere besides Ihe offender(s) Was a car or other motor l1ehlcle taklin? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 mar~ed In 13f) 

2oNo ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check Hem E 

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 

threatened? 00 not include persons under 12 years 
140. Had permission to uso the (car/motor vehicle) eve, been of age. 

@) 00 None - SKIP to 130 
glYen to the person who took It? 

@) IONa •••••• } 
SKIP to Check Item E 

Number of persons • 0 Don't know 

c. Were any of these p.rsons members of your houuhold? ,0Yes 
Do not Include household membe,s under 12 years of 0'11 •• 

b, Old Ihe porsan relurn Ihe (car/malar vehicle)? (§ ooNo 
Yes - How many, nat countIng yourself? @ I DYes 

(A/so mark "Yes" In Check Item I on poge /6.1 zONo 

130. Was something stolen or taken without permlt.slon that Is Box I or 2 marked In 131? 
belonged la you or alhe .. In Ihe household? 

t INTERVIEWER - Include anything stoleo from CHECK DNa - SKIP to 150 
unrecognizable business In respondent's home. ITEM E 

DYes Do not include anything stolen from a recognizable 
business in respondent'S home or another business, .such 

@ 
as merchandise or cosh from a register. c. Was th. (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for Instance, 
10 Yes - SKIP to 13f In a pockel or being held by you when It was 10k en? 

·oNo @) I DYes 
b. Old Ihe sorsan(s) ATTEMPT 10 lake somelhing Ihal 2oNo 

belonge 10 you or olhers In Ihe housohald? 
@) 10 No - SKIP to 13e 

t 
Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked In 13f) 

,0Yes CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 

c. Whol did they Iry 10 10k.? Anything .Ise? ITEM F 
DNa 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@> '0 Purse ISo. Altagelhor, whal was Ihe valu. of Ih. PROPERTY 
20 Wallet or money. that was taken? 

·oCar INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enter SO for 
_ 0 Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cards, even If :;'"y were used. 

_ 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-de<:,k, ItC.) @ .IE s 60 Ooo't know 

7 o Other Specify b. How did you doclde Ih. value 01 Ihe property Ihal was 

• <I.len? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

t 
Old they try to take a purse, wallet, @) I 0 Original coSt 

CHECK or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEM C o No - SKIP to 180 
z 0 Replacement cost 
30 Personal estimate of current value 

DYes 
4 0 Insurance report estimate 

d. Was Ihe (purse/wallel/money) on your person, lor 5 0 Police estimate 
Inllail<O In a porkel or being held? .0 Don', know 

@) I DYes} SKIP to /80 7 0 Other - 5peclfy 

zONa 
e. Whal did happen? (Mork 0/1 that apply) • 

@ 10AtI.cked 
160. Was all or part of the stolen money or ~roperty recovered, 

except for anything received from ihsuranc.? 
Z 0 Threatened with harm @ I o None } • 0 Attempted to break loto house or gara,e • 0 All SKIP to 170 
_ 0 Attempted to break iOlo car 

SKIP 'OP.rt 50 Harassed, ar&ument, abusive language to 
b. What was recover"d? 6 0 Dama,ed or destroyed property 180 

7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 
destroy property @) 

Cash: S .tfi 
80 Other - Specify andlar 

• Property: (M:lrk aI/that apply) 

@) 00 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

I. Who I was loken? Who I el .. ? I 0 Purse 

@) ,~ 
• o Wallet 

Cash: $ ·0Car 
and/or • 0 Other motor vehicle . Property: (Mark 01/ thot apply) • 0 part of car (hubcap, tape-<leck, etc.) 

@) o 0 bnly cash taken - SKIP to 14c 

to Purse G 0 Other - ~peclfY 

_oWaliet 

·0Car 
c. Whet was the \'alue of tho property r.:over • .1 (excluding 40 Other motor vehicle 

5 q Part of CDr (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 
recovered cash)? . 

.~ • 0 Other - Specify @) $ 

P" ... IS 

""--~""".-""~'''~ , . 
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170. Wo. thor. any I."ura.c. agal •• t tholt? 

10No ••••• } 
• SKIP 10 180 

2 0 Don't know 

30Yes 

b. Was thle 1011 reported to an Insurance company? 

'DNa ••••• } 
SKIP 10 180 

20 Don't knol" 

'OYes 

c. Was any of thI, loii recover.d through in:ltlrllnc.? 

I 0 Not yet settled } 
SKIP 10/80 

20No ••••••• 

'OYes 

d. How much wai recoyer.d? 

INTERVIEWER - I( properly replaced by Insuronce 
company ins lead of cosh se!!lemenl, ask (or estlmale 
of value of the property replaced. 

lOa. Wore tho pollc. I.falmed of thl. Incldont In any way? 
@) ,DNa 

20 Don't know - SKIP 10 Check IEem G 
Yes - Who told them? 
• 0 Household member 
40 Someone else SKIP 10 Check /tem G 
5 0 Pollee on scene 

b. What wal the rea Jon this incident wal not report.d to 
the police? (Mark 0/1 Ihol apply) 
, 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Old not think It Important enough 
3D Pollee wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Ohi not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
sO Private or personal matter, did not want to report It 
60 Old not want to get Involved 
70 Afraid of reprisal 
e 0 Reported to someone else 
9 o Other-

ot t~e tlmo thl. Incldont hopponed? 
10 Check Hem H 

'~~~S7=~~~.IR~~~ __ ~ __ ~-4~ 
ISo. Did any hou .. hald .. ember 10 .. any tlmo fra .. work 

b.caus. of this incident? 

was the 
, 0 Same as de.crlbed In NCS·3 1tems 28o-e - SKIP 10 

Check Item H 
20 Different than described In NCS·3 Items 28a-e 

@ 00No-SKIPro 190 

Yes - How many membe,.?, 

b. How much tim. wa. la.t altagothor? 

@ I 0 Less than I day 

20/-5 days 

• 06-/0 days 

40 Over 10 days 

i. thl. Incldont? 
For ., WoOl a lock or window broken, clothing 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP 10 200 

20Yes 

b. (Wo. tho damagod Itom(.) ropolrod or rep 

@ 10 Yes - SKIP 10 19d 

20No 

c. How much would it COlt to repair or replace the 
damaged item(.)? 

@ s .• } SKIP 10 200 
x 0 Don't know 

d. How much was the repair or replacement COlt? 

@ x 0 No cost or don't. know - SKIP 10 200 

s 
o. Who paid or will pay for tho ropaln or replocemo.t? 

(Mark 0/1 Ihol apply) 

, 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

• 0 Insurance 

• 0 Other - SpeclfY_~. 

PO'o 16 

c. For whom did you work? (Nome of company, business, 
orgonlzotion or other employer) 

What kind of bu.lno .. or Indu.try I. thl.? (For exomple: TV 
and radio mfll., relol/ shoe srore, Stole Labor Dept., form) 

e. Were you-

f. 

, 0 An emploreo of • PRIVATE company, bu.ln ... or 
indlvldua for wages, salary or coliunhstons? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT amploy .. (Fodoral, State. county Of local)? 
3D SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... plofo .. lanal 

practice or farm? 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PA'I: In family bu.lno .. or farm? 

woro you doing? (For e.amp/e: electrical 
clerk, ryplst, (armer) 

g. What woro your ma.t Important activltl •• or dulle.? (For example: 
typ/n" keeping account books, $Omng cors, (lnlshlng concrele, elc.) 

CHECK 
ITEMH 

CHECIi: 
~TEM I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entry for flJ-fow manyl U 

DNa 
DYes - ae sure you have an Incident Repart 

(or each HH member 12 years of o,e 
or ot'er who wos robbed, harmed, or 
threatened In this InCident. 

ta be 
filled for 
o No - Go to next Incident Report. 
DYes - Is this tho last flH member 

to be .Interviewed? 
o No - Inrervle .. next HH member. 
DYes - END ENTER VIEW. Enter 

tala/ number of 
Incident (or 
thl. 13 
on the cover 
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a M B No '" 1-1\2662: Approval EJCPlres Match lI, 1917 .. ,-
FO~M CVS·l0t u.s. DEPARTMENT OF' COMMERCE 

HOTICE ... Your report to lhe Census Bureau IS confjderatlal by n·\\·ul SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN, 
law (THft H, U.S. Code). It may be seen only by sworn Census BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

empl';'),ee, and mar be used only for stall stlcal purposes • . 
1. IDENTIFICATION CODES 

]o.OCC a. psu 1 b. Se.onent I e. Line N°'1 d. P.nel 
COMMERCIAL CRIM,E VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

f. IntelYleWer _9' Total number CITY SAMPLE code I (I) Int,d.n .. 1(2) InCident shee .. 

INTRODUCTION 
Good mornln, (.lIeinaan). I'm Mr(s.) __ ,your n.mal __ from Ih. U.S. Bureau 01 Ihe Census. 
We .re tondutlln, • survey In Ih/s .re. 10 measure Ih. ellen I 10 whlth businesses .re vltllms 01 
burglaries and'or robbOiles. Th. GovOlnm.nl needs 10 know how muth trim. Ihere Is and where II Is 
10 plan and admlnlSier prOlrams whlth will hlV' an Impacl on Ih. trim. probl.m. You tan help by 
answering sam. questions lor me. 

~ Po,ll - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS 

2 •• Is !hls esl.bllshmenl owned or opera led .s an Intorporal.d 7. Old anyone els. opera Ie .ny deparlmenlsor 
tancesslons or some olher busln.ss aellvlly buslnessl 
In lhls .sl.bllshmenl durin, Ih. 12 monlh 

I 1"1 Ves - SKIP ro 3 pOilod .ndln, 1 
zeNo 

1 C; Yes - ~~~:n~~hlt~~'t:ft';ec:!t~ ~o:~~::~o;;~~(o~ther 
b. How Is Ihls business own.d or oper.ledl Sect/OIl V 01 the segment lold.:;/. II nol 

alffu.tdy listed. Complefe a separate 
I [I Individual proprietorship questlonnatre lor each one Ihal lalls on 
2. n ParirtCrshlP: 

it sample line. 

J C Government - f,~u!:~~~O:~t~v:~; g~L Y II 2 r:~ No 

01 trsnsporratJ:::: DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART 1/ AND ANY 
• OOlh .. - Specl/y, /HCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. Whol were your approxlmal. salos 01 melthandlse 
.ndior ret.lpls ham .servltos .t Ihls eslabllshmenl 

3. Do you (th. ownerloperale mo .. Ihan one esl.bllshmenl1 
lor Ih. previous 12 monlhs end in, 1 
(Esllm.le annual sales and lor retelpls II nol In 

I r:1 Ves buslnoss lor .nll .. 12 monlhs.) 
'ONo I C None 

-. 
4. Old you (the owner) oper.l. Ihls eSI.bllshmenl 01 2 ~1 Under SIO.ooo 

Ihls 10"lIon dUlin,lhe entire 12 monlh period :I 0 510.000 to $1 ... 999 
endln, ? 40 $25,000 to '419.999 

t r"'yes. 5 C· $50,000 to 599/i99 

'r~ No - How many monlhs durlnc r·nll

" 

6 Cl 5100.000 co S .. 99/i99 

lh. deslen.'ed perl~1 7 C' $500,000 to $999,999 
II [151,000.000 and over 

5. Extludlnr you (the ownor)(lhe parlners) how , r:: Other - Speclly 
many paid employees did Ihls es(abllshmenl.vor.ee 

INTERVIEWER USE ONLY durlnelhe 12 monlh porlod endlne 7 
q~ Notle '0 8-19 9 •• Record allnlervlew 
z!" 1-3 sO 20 or more (lIO.le 
l'''' .-7 

(2) Name of respondent 

6 •• Wh.1 do you tansldor your kind of busIness 
(3) Tltlc of ,upondent 10 be allhls lotalionl 

IOFFICE USE ONLY 
(., ~ INI!Il cOdelNumber I EJC,enslon 

b. Ma,k IX} ona box b. Reason lor non-Inlerylew 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

.; Food EO Durable I 0 P,uGnt occupant in bUsiness Dt end of 
,ur\ley period but unable co contact. 

1 [': EA\.n& and dnnfc.ln& F' 0 Nondur.ble lO Refusal and In business .t end of lur .... ey period 
l~': Get'lcral merdUlndlse , 0 Oil,.. Type A - SpeCl/y., .. r:' Apparel REAL ESTATE 

5 r . Furnuure and GO Apattmcors 
.. appliance 1'4 0 Other teal enate TYPE B 

G C Lumber. hardware, • 0 Present oc.t;upanl not In bullneu at end ~ mobile home dealers I 0 SERVICE of sur~ey period. 
, 0 AutomoU .... '; 

J 0 SANKS 
' 0 VaGint Of closed 

I!I 0 Orul o\t1d proprieury IS 0 Other Typo B (Seasonal, etc.) - Speclly~ 

• fl Liquor K 0 TRANSPORTATION 
A fl GASoline service 

L 0 ALL OTHERS - SpecI/Y/1 TYPE C ".1Ions 

D C1 Othcr retail '00ccupled by nOllHuabla ac,lvlty 

• 0 DemoliShed . WHOLESALE • 0 0"'., Type C - SpeCifY., 
cD Ourable.. 

o 0 Non.dur.ble 

'. 
I' 
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Ii 

• Port II - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

How I'd like 10 ask some quesllons .boul parllcular kinds ollhell or IUempled Ihell. 
These questions reler only 10 Ihls esl.bllshmenllor Ihe 12 monlh period bellnnlnl and endlnl 

10. Durlnllh/s period did anyone bre.k Inlo or some. lB. Why h.sn'l this e.l.bllshmenl ever been Insured ailln.t 
how Illerally .ellnlo Ihls place 01 business? 0 bur,lary andlor robbery? 

I ... ~ Ves _ How many tlmes7---..1 Number 
t 0 Couldn't ar(ord It 

20 Could"f t l~t"anyone 10 Insure you 
(Fill an Incldenl Report lOt each) l 0 Didn't l'ieeaTt 

.2r~1 No • CJ Self-insured 

11. (Olher Ihan Ihe Incldenlfsljusl mentloned,l durlnllhls 
s 0 Premium too Upensive 

period did anyone find a door jimmied, a lock loreed, 
80 Other - SpecltYjl 

or .ny olher signs ol.n ATTEMPTED break·ln? 

19 •• Wh.1 securlly measures, b. When were Ihe.e 
_ . , Number if any, "e presenl ,I securlly measms I ~. 1 Yes - How many limes? ~ Ihis localion now, 10 firsilnslilled 

{Fill an InCident Report IOf each} prolecl it a,.lnsl or olherwlse 
2~'" ~ No bur,lary and!or robbery? underlaken? 

12. Ourlne Ihls perIod were you, the owner, or .ny 
Enter the 
appropriate code 

employee held up by .nyone uslne a weapon, (;om rhe list 
loree or Ihre.1 01 roree on Ihese premises? given belolv~ 

a. Mark (X) all ,hat apply .. I Number 1 Cj Alar"l ,yslem - ~Illide 
b. codes 

, '~1 Ye. - How many limes? _ 
{Fill an Inclclent Report fOf each} 

,lnclnl. ~" ••••••••••• " • 

~' . No z C~ Central alafm • + ~ • + ~ , '" •• 

13. (~Ih.r Ih.n Ihe Incidenl(s).lready menlloned,) 1 ['J RClnrotdnc davlccs, such 
d,d anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold liP you, Ihe owner, or as bars on WIndows • .ctates, 

• ny employ.e by us In, force or Ihrealenln,lo .cale", Ctc. ~ ••• "' .. + •••••• 

harm you while on Ihese pre",lses? .. r:; Guard. walchman ••• , ••••• 
., Number 

I : ~ Yes - How many times? ~ 
5 f:1 Watch doc ••••• -. , ~ •••• ,. 

IFill an Incident Aepotllor each) 
2 7-~ No "C~ Filealms .. + •••• " • " •• I •• 

14. 10lher Ihan Ihe Incldenl(s)j.).1 menlloned,) durin, 7 ~ Camera, •••• f ............. 

Ihl~ period were you, Ihe owner, or any employee held up e r:: MiHort ••• '" ••• " ........... 
whrle delivering merchandise or carrying bUSiness money 
oulslde Ihe bUSiness? , ;. : Locks ............ ~ • , • t • 

~, Number 
A ~. : Comply wl1h Nallonlll 

Banklnt Ac.c (For I Yes - How pany lime:!? -_ Ban':. on I,) ........... ~ , 
IFill iln IncIdent Report lor each I 

a -' , No Other - SpoCify -, 

15. 10lher Ihan the incidenl(s) jusl menlloned,) did 
anyone i!lTTEMPT io hold up you, Ihe owner, or any e' None 
employee while deliverrne rnerchar.dise or carrying 
bllsiness money oulside Ihe business? Codes for use In lIem 19b 

I Number LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR 
I Yu - Haw m.any timul_ 

'("111.10 InCIdent qeporl lot edchJ 
' .. Januaf), 7 - JulY D - J-2 yur5 Ilea 

: No 
2 - February B - Aucullt 

l - March 9 _ September E - 2-5 yeA' I ala 

16a Is Ihis esl.bllshmenl Insured .g.insl burlulary and or 4 _ AprIl ~ .. October F - Hore than 5 
robbery by means olhel Ihan "If·insurante? 

5 ... May Q ... Novernber )'un alo , Yo. 

• No J 6 ... June C - December , o t SKIP /0 17a on, know 20. JWrEf!VIEWER ~ Were therte. "0" incidents « 

b. ODeS the insurinco also cover ol~er Iypes or cr'l;" losses, CHECK ITEM reponed in 10-151 
such as vand.llsm or shoplllHnl .nd employee Ihell? :::J YtII-OellJch IncldenUlepOf's. , Yo>} en,er"O"ltI items ,girl , N:l SKIP to 19a IJl1c1 (2) on page I, and 

contl(fue with Item 8. 

17a. Has Ihls eslablish",enl ever been Insured '1.lnsl o No-EnlDr nlJfTlber ollncldent, 
burelary .nd or robbery by means olher Ihln In Item '9ft} on page If and 
selHnsurance? continue wlttr 11($1 IncIdent 

Repotr. , Ye. N<;lTES 
2 No - SKIP to IS , DCHl't kilo.". - SK,P 10 tga 

b. Did Ihe Insurinc. lisa cover olher lypOs of crime losses, 
such as va.d.llsm or shopllUlnl ind employee Ihell? 
1 ~~Yes 
z ... • .. No 

c. Did you drop the insu"nco or did Ihe comp.ny Clneel 
• your policy? 

• :,; BuSInessman d'"".ed " •• ,., •• } 
'2 C InSurance company cancelled poliey SKIP to 19a 

FOR'" cv. Hit '''H.U' Palel 

, 
f 

'. 
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TRANscRIBE THE IDENTIFICA TlON CODES FRDM ITEM: 
DF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A ~I'PARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FDR EACH INCIDENT. ' 

O,M.B No 041 R'266l' Approval EXPires Mnrch 31 1977 
I'ORM CV,S.101 
17,1'.n, 

U,S. DePARTMENT Of' COMMt"CC 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STA,TISTICS AOMIN. 

BUR;£"'U or 'HC (r.:NljJl 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME, ilCTlloIlZATIOH SURVEY H 

IOENTIFICATION CODE CIT" 'SAMPLE C 

o. PSU -Ib. SelmOn' 'c. L'ne No. Id. p", •• n_e_'Je_'_O_C_C-ir-r._~_ro_F.'_d._n_':l~..:.:IN:.;C::.:I:..:D.:.E:.:N.:.T..:N~U,~M::;B:.:..!E:.:R2.:. ______ ~ I Roeo,d which Incldon, (1, 2, .re.) 
is co .... r.d by 'his pag' 0 

Vou Slid Ihll durln,lhe 12 monlhs bellnnlnl___ 7 •• Were you, Ihe owner, or ooy employee Inju,"d In Ihls E 
and enf.lnl ____ l'.r.' 10 scroonlng quesllon. Incldenl, seriously enoulh 10 require medical .lIenllon? H 
10-15 JfN description 01 crime}. -- T 

I. In whit monlh did Ihls (did Ihellrsilineideni happen? ' ;' Y •• - How m.n;? ----. NUmbe, 
I r.! Jan. 4 Cl April 7 r- July lor" Oc.t. O!:~ No - SKIP to 9a 
z. rJ Feb. s [" Mar I C~' Auc. B r', Nov, 
10 Mar-. 'Q June 51 1." Sept. C ~-' Dec. 

2. Aboul whit lime did II trlppen? 
b. How mooy ollhern slayed i •• 

hospllal overnl,hl or lonrer? 
Number R 

E 
t r Ouflne tile day (6 ... m. - 6 p,m,) 

At niche (6 p,,", - 6 a.m.) t-S.-Ol-Ih-os-e-re-ce-Iv-In-II-"-.I-me-nl-In-o-r -ou-'1 0'-1-. -ho-sp-II.-I,-d-Id--l l' 
l C· 6 p.m. - Mldnllht 
.l r:: Hidnltht - 6 a,m. • r' Don" know ~tlal time at nllkt 

'. ! Q Don't itnow 

3. Where dId Ihls Incidenllike pllee? 
t r:' At thiS plaec of bullness 
Z r. On delivery 
J C~ enroUUI: to ~ank: 
• ['I Olher - Specfly 

4. Were you, Ihe owner, or ooy employee presenl while Ihls 
Incldenl WIS occurln,? 
1 r~ Ves 
%:-:: No - SKfP to 10 
1 ~: t Don·, It.now 

Si. Old Ihe pm on holdlnl you up have ... upon or somelhln, 
Ih.1 .. as USed IS a weapon, such as i bollle or wrench? 
'ryes 
"-~No I 
1 [i 00"" kno!!! SKIP- to Ba 

b. Wh.1 was Ihe weaponl 
'r~ Gun 
: r' Krufc 
1 ~ Other - Speclly 

Ca. ~o" mlnY persons "ere Involved Ii, commlllln,lhe crl~e? 
I r"; One - ConHnue w/lh 6b below 

'[-lTwo } 
l f"~ Three SKIP 10 6e 
.. ;-. Four 0' moreo 
$ ~ ... ~ Don', "flOW - St<IP' '0 7a 

b. How old would you Sly Ihe person WIS? 
, ..... , undef 12 ...... 18-20 
zr't2-104 .;~·2IOl'over 
1 roo; 15-17 6~' 000" kono.". 

c. W .. Ihe person mile or lemlle! 
t~· Male 
2: .. ·· FemAle 
:I r~ Oor,', know 

d, Was he (she) -

2 r" Black? 
1:: . Olher? _ Specl/y SKIP ro 7. 

Ihls busIness p.y lor any ollhe medical upenses nol 0 
covered by i relul" he.llh be.elils procram? R 
I ~~ • Yes - Haw much • rutH was paid? S ____ ~ T 
z ~ .. ~ No 

:I r~' Oc"lt know 

Sa. Old Iny dealhs occur as • resull ollhls Incldenl? 
'~.' Yu 
If j No -SJ<IP 10 15a 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 
(Mark Oil-II rh.r apply) 

t ~ ·OwnCr(I) .'O ........... " .• I-------j 

2 Employees ••••••••• , ~ ••• I-------j 

:I CU'IOmCt~ • , •••••••••••• I-------j 

.. I"no~cnl bystanderlil •••••• 'I--------j 

5 Olfcmde'(s) •••• , ••••• 'O ••• f--------J . ' Po!t1,;C 1 ••• , t- •• , • , ........ I-------j 
Other - Speclly? 

-------- '-------l 

SKIP '0 150 

10, Old Ihe ollender enler, .lIempllo enler, or rem.ln In Ihls 
establlshmenl IIle,.lIy? 
1 Ye5 

z:' No, 

a/,~c':l.!::/,u~,~f :14:~~~O:'L::g~j:., ~i~::~ ~:;'7:fc~~/f of 
number. change tho anSWC'$ 10 screening qUD$rlortS H),..fl,J. 
r;hangc Ilumber 01 meldenls " Hern 'gO I, P.lgD J. IIIId go 
on 10 ,.'10 no,.t lelXNted IncIdent. It no oilier me/dents 
l1re reported. lorutn 10 1Mf}t' I and camplo,,, IIem!\ fgr21 
8, and 9 and oncJ the "fllll '''ew. 

11. Old Ine ollender(s) )clu,lIy ,elln or jusllry 10 lei in? 
r Ac.,ualJr cal In 

2 Just HIed to lel In 

I'-:Whll.? } 

.. t ~ &,..', kno,,", 
-:..:-.-.,.,--.,.,--------:!.--------l12. Was Ihero. broken window, brok~n lack, .Iarm. or iny 

e. Howald would ~ou Sly Ihe younlest person .15? olher evidence 1I"llhe ollenderls) lorced Ilrled 10 force I 
, [.1 Under 11;:1 • :-. 18_20 his nhelr) w.y In? 
2 £':' Il-r. I ~ "It qr over - SKIP to 6g l' Yos 
1 r: 15-17 Ir' Coo', know 

t. How old would you Sly the oldesl person WIS? 2:: No - SKrp ro 14 
, I~I Undo, 11 • r 118-10 
z I1ll-14 $ f" 11 or ower 
1 Cl 15-17 • C' Oon" know 

',. Were Ihey male or lemal.? 
1 C}AlI tNl, 1 r Mlle. !""d female. 
Z C1 All female .. r: OCHl·t ",..ow 

h. 'tll Ihey -
I C Only Whitt? 
• 0 llnll bllCkl '0 Onl, olhtrl- Spoclly ________ _ 
• 0 ~om. cOMblnallon? - Spoc/ly ______ _ 
10 Oonlc know 

13. Whol WIS lhe evld~nce? 1M",' "II'n", apply' 

l' Broken lock. Ot .... mdoN } 

a Fo,ced dool 

1 ." ""'rro SKIP to 1.5.1 

.. t~ Olhct _ Spoclly 

14. How dId Ihe ollender(.),et In Itry 10 .ellnl? 
1;: Throuah unloc.kelJ doo, Uf V'W",do,," 

2 ~·l-fad a ke)l 
J ;:~ Other -SpecUy ____________ _ 

.. r:~ 001"1'& know 

,~"'''''~-,~<..~-!l .... , , o 
-1· ... f' ~"""-~~~ 

'~' . ' 

" 
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'.7:.' . . ", ' . c'; INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 
lSI. "lIS Inylhlnc dama.ed bul nDllaken in this Incident? FDr lSa. Old you. the owner, or an~ employee here lose 'ny Ume 

enmple, a lock or window broken. da.,.ltd merchandise. etc. from work. because 01 this Incident? ,/Numb" 
1 C1 Yes 

1 r:~ Yes - How l'IIany people?----. '0 No -SKIP ro rGa 
l~" No - SKIP '0 19a 

b. Was (were, the dama.ed Item(s) repaired or replaced? 
I 0 Yes - SKIP '0 J5d b. How many work days were lost altorether? 
'ClNo 1 r:: Less. than I day 

C. HDw much wDuld It cost to repair or replace the dama.es? 2 i:-ll-S da~s 
(Eslimate) 

'[16-10 da", .[oa" 
S 

• [j]}SKIP 10 15<1 '" 0 Over 10 days - How many?---.. 
x 0 Don't know 

5 Cl Don', know 

d. How much did It cost to repair or replace the dama,u? 
19a. W.re Iny security measures laken',Uer Ihls Incident to 

S .00 prolect the establishment from future Incidents? 

v 0 No COSt - SKIP to '6a , C1 Yo, 
x 0 Don'e know , 0 No - SKiP 10 20a 

e. Who paid or will pay for the rep'irs or replacemenl? 
(Io/ark (X) all lhal apply) b. What'ineasures were taken? 
J 0 This bUSiness (Io/./~ (X) all Ihal apply) 
2 0 Insurance 

110 Alarm sY:Uem - oulslde flnCinc 
3D Owner of BuildlRC (IMdlord) 

i b Central alarm 4 0 Other - Specify 
50 Don't know 30 Relnforcln& device~. Itaees, lates. 

ba,s 01'1 window. etc. 
16a. Old the offender(s) take lOy OIDney? (Exclude money '" 0 ward, wklehman 

belDncinclD customers Dr stDre perso •• eil ~ 
5 DWatc:h dOl 

I 0 Ye, - What was the ~ 60 Fifearms total .alue?_ S .' .' 
'ONO " '10 Carneras 

b. Did Ihe Dnender(s) take any mercha.dlse. equlpmenl or BONinors 
supplies? (Elclude personal prop.rl, beIDn.'nc tD '0 Lock.$ 
custDmers Dr slDre persDnnel.) 

'[l 011>0' -spacllY7 
I r. '1''' - Whal was the .ri] • tDtal .alue? _ S 

zf iNa -SKIP 10 17a lI .. nswer tolBa 
Is yesl otherwise SKIP 10 18a 

c. HDw was the vafue delermined? 
20a. Was Ihls Inc Ide. I Ie palled tD the police? 

I .r: tlt"fClnal cc.st i C"! Yes - SKIP to 21 

2 r ~ Replacement COSt Zf""No I? 
:5 0 Other - Speclly 

b. Whal, .. s the reaSDn this Incident w.s .Dt repDrled 
17a. Ho" much. If any. of t~e stDlen mDney and/Dr prDperty tD the pDlicel 

was recovered by insur.nce? (Io/ark (X).I/ rhal apply) 

S .00 I ~. Pohce al,eady knew of the I"c.delll 

V f:! N""e - Why .DI? 7l 
, .. Nothml could be done - lack of ptoof 

1 r:~ Dld,,'lteport 11 , Old not think. ,I i~"ort:lnl enou«h 

2 r:1 Does not have insurance • .- Old 001 .... ~t to bother pol.ce 
1 0 Not seuled yet 

I ~.-. Old nOI Wlint 10 ta.,,-,. Ihe lime 
II Q PoliCY hu 011 deducllble 

aD Mor,ey ~d/or merchandise was ler:ove,e~ ~ a r. Old not want 10 Ict Involved 
'x C Don't know '1~:' Afraid of reprisal 

b. HDw much. If any. Df the stDlen mDney •• d/Dr pr~perty . ' i.:' Reponed In someone el se 
Was reco..,ed by me •• s Dlher than Insurance? 

i L Other - SpecHy, . 00 . 
S 

VOtlone } 
X [1 Oon'( kno.." SKIP to 18d 21. INTERVIEWER. 15 Ihis the last Inc,dent 

c. Dy what m .. ns WIS the stDI~. mDney and:Dr CHECK ITEM Rel,or, to be completed! 
prDperty fecowed? ~; Yes - ~=f'e:: t::n~ ',~~"!" 

"'J DPoljce 8, 9, !1M fltt;d i"IfUV~ew. 
20 Olher - Specify fi No ~ Fill lhe ned Incletcnl 

IW'''''· 
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICA TIDN CODES FROio/ ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INC/DENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
CI, psu 1 b. So.mont -r' Lone No. I d. Panel r Dee 

YDU said that durl •• the 12 mDnths be.I •• ln. ___ 
and endfnc ____ (Ieler to tcreenlng questions 
10-15 lor description of crime). 

I. I. whal month did this (did the first) Incld •• 1 happe.? 
, [:1 Jan. • ['1 .... ,,11 TOJuly 'DOc,. 
'OFob. SOMi, aDAuI. a o Nov. 
JOMa'. 6 [l June '0 Sept. c'OOee, 

2. AbDul what time did It happ •• ? 
1 0 Durln& the day (6 ... m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nl'ht (6 r.m. - 6 a,m,) 
106 p.m. - Midnfcht 
l 0 Mldnllht - 6 a.m. 
.. 0 Ool'1't know what time at nllht 

sO Oor!" know 

3. Where did thl. Incident take plac.? 
1 0 At this place of business 
, 0 On delivery 
l 0 EnrotJ'e to bank 
_ 0 Other - S"..lIy 

4. W.r. YDU, the Dwner, Dr I.y ImpIDY •• pl .... t whlll this 
Incld.nt .IS Dccurl •• ? 
lOY" 
'0 No -SKIP 10 10 
lD Don', know 

51. Old the p."O. hDldln. you up hav. J .llpO. Dr •• fI.thl •• 
that w .. usod II I "UP D., .uch IS a bDIlI. or w".ch? 
IOYel 

>ONo J . ) 0 00"" know SKIP to 6.t 

b. Whal WIS the ."PD.? 
, o Gun 
• [J Knll. 
l 0 Other - Specify 

61. HD. many pe!so.s ".re I.VDlvld I. coulttl •• thl crl •• ? 
1 r~ One - Contlnue with 6b below 

'OTwo } , n Th'oo SKIP 10 50 
4 n Four or more 
~ rl Oon'l know - SKIP 10 711 

b. Ho .. Did wculd yDU say the persDn •• s? 
, II Unde' 12 _0 18-20 
'012-1. s0210rover 
,[:115-17 aDDco', know 

c. Was the persDn .. ale or f.mal.? 
, elMalo 
20 Female 
) 0 OonOt know 

d. Was he (shl)-
,OWhlte? 

} SKIP 10 7. 'r: Black? 
,~Other? - Spocn, 
.. r~ i Oon', know 

.•• HDW old would you Sly thl YDu •••• 1 pe"D. "IS? 
10 Undor 12 _0 18-20 
'012-1. a021 or ov.r - SKIP to 6g 
'ClI5-17 , 0 000" know 

f. HDW Did WDuid yDU lIy the Dldlll pI"Dn WII? 
, CJ Undor 12 _0 18-20 
'0 12-11 1021oro'cler 
'0 15-17 10 00,,', know 

•• WI,. IItt, 01111 or '"IIII"? 
'OAII male :I 0 Mal. and temal. 
·O""lomal. 4 0 DonO, know 

h. '"!' Ihey -
, C1 Daly "hUe? 
, 0 0.1, bllck? . • 0 O.ly Dthll? - Spoclly 
-0 SO •• cD.blnaUu? - Spaclly 
a 0 Doni, know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No .. , R266'2' Approval EJCpires March 31 1977 .. 
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BUREAU Oil' 1HE CEN'U, 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. Inc'dent ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. RecorJ which In.IJonl (/, 2, olc.) 

I. covorod by Ihl. P090 

7a. Were YDu,lh. Dw.er, Dr any ImplDye. I.Jured In this 
Incld •• t, s.rIDusl, •• Du.h ID r.qulre medlcalllt •• tiD.? 

, 0 y .. - HDW ma.y? , Number 

Z 0 No -S~IP 10 9 • 

b. HDW many DI Ihem staytd I •• 
hDSp1t11 .ver.l.hI Dr lo ••• r? 

Number 

B. Of IhDse recII.I •• t"al ••• II. Dr DUt Df. hDspltal. did 
Ihls busl ... s pay for a.y D' the .Idlclillpens ... Dt 
cD •• r.d by a I.,ul.r health be •• llts prD~ .. m? 
I 0 Yo< - HDw much 

WIS ,old? S •• 'ONo 
1 0 Don', knuw 

90. Old any d.alhs Dccur IS a rosult of Ihi. I.cld.nt? 
iOYe, 
Z 0 No -SKI? ro IS. 

b. WhD WIS klll.d? t. HDW ml.Y? 
(Io/.rk (X) .'1 Ih.r apply) 

1 0 Owner(s) , ..... ~ • , •••• , , • 

20 Employee ......... , •• , 0" 

30 CUltomers • " ••• , • ~ •••• ,. • 

.. 0 Innocent bystande,(s) , ••• , • , 

' 0 Off.nder(s). 0 •• , •••••••• , 

60 Police ••• ' ,0 ..... , ••••• , • 

1001l>.,-S"../lY7 

SKIP to /50 

10. Old the Dff •• der Inl.r. attempl t ••• t.r, Dr rl .. ll. In thl. 
establlshmenl 1II •• ally? 

IDYes 

ZONO., 
Dlsconrlnue un 01 Incidenl Report. Enler at the tOP 01 
Ihls sheel "Out of &ope-LafCMY,·· etlue (ncldenr 

~~:::: f nC::;: ot?1ncar;J::'~s 1~0,::~e;~~7r, cr,::;i'r:r/J';J 5. 
on 10 the nel(, tsported Incldenl, 11 no olh.r Incidents 
=~ee~~~ ~ur,'i,.t~:,:r:I:w~nd camp/tl.ltelM 19(2) 

ll . Old tho Dninder(.)actuilly •• t In Of Just try ID •• 1 In? 
1 0 Actually lot in 

.2 0 Just tried to let In 

12. W .. thorl I br.hn wl.dDW. broh. lock. 11 .. _. 01 ="' 
othll n,d .. ct thlt the Dffllllllr(.) 'DIced (tried 10 'DIC.) 
hll (tholr) wly I.? 

lOVea 

'0 No -SKIP ro I. 

13. Ihat W.,lho .vldence? (I.,.,rk .11 that apply) 

1 0 &rohn loek Of window 

}SKIP!O 15<1 
z 0 Farad door 

IDAI.rm 

• 0 Other - Speclly 

14. HDW did tltt ollt"II(I) ,,11ft (try 10 ,,11ft)? 
I 0 Ttvouah unlocked door or window 

,0 Hod. ko, 
• 0 DIM! - Spocl/y 

.0 Don" know 
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86 Criminal Vlctlmiziltion Surveys In Miami 

r;Vi;",~-;;~t~"~~;f~~~;;"}i;: .. i\;;r\F,1r:ii;%1INCIDENT REPORT - Contln.od. ~{.~;:;;itt;:;~:,,:".~ '.' .~.i;·.i; ':; .•.. '.< 
ISa. Was anylhinl damaled bul nol taken In Ihls Incld.nt? For 18a. Old you, the olln.r, or any .mploy.e here lose any tim. 

.umpl., a lock or window broken, damalld .... chandl .. , .tc. Irom work b.cause 01 this Intld.nt? .1 Numb., 
'DYes , 0 Ves - How many peopl.?_ 
• 0 No -SKIP ro 1&1 

20 No -SKIP to 19a 
b. Was (wer.) the damaled It ... (s) repalr.d or r.plac.d? 

10 v •• -SKIP ro ISd b. How many work days w.r. los I altol.ther? 
ZONo 1 0 Less than I day 

C. How much would It cost to repair or r.plac. the damales? 201-5 days 
(Estlmat.) 

• 1iJ}SKIP ro ISe 

306-10 da),s ...I Days 
$ .. 0 Ovor 10 days - How many? --.-.. 
x 0 OO,,'l knoW' Q 0 Oon "t know 

d. How much did It cDsl to r.palr or replac. the damal's? 
19 •• Were any s.curlty measur.s tak.n afl.r this Incld.nt to 

$ . Ii] prot.cl the est.bllshm.nt from future Incld.nts? 

v 0 No cOlt - SKIP to 1611 I DYes 
x 0 Don', know • 0 No -SKIP 1020. 

e. Who paid or will P'y for the rep. Irs or r.plac.m.nl? 
(",.rk (X) all rhal apply) b. Wh.t m.lSures w.,. taken? 
, 0 ThIs business (Merk (X) elllhol apply) 

2 0 Insurance. 
I 0 Alarm syslom - ou~slde tfnlinc 

l 0 Owner 0' Bu1ldlnc (Ianqlord) 
l 0 Ceoual alarm • 0 O,h., - Speclly 

50 Den', know 1 0 Rainfordnz dey Ices, I,atel. ,ates, 
bars 0.."\ ""l"dow. etc. 

161. Did the oll.nd.r(s) take .ny mon.y? (E.clud. mon.y .. 0 Goard. watchman 
b.lonllnl to custom.rs or stOi' p.rsonn.n 

50 Watch dOl 
lOVes - Wh.t w.s the .[i] 60 Firearms total nlu.1- $ 
ZONa 10Camer.os 

b. Old the off.nd.r(s) I.k •• ny m.rchndls., .quipment or eOMirrors 

supplies? (E.clud. p.rsonll property b.loneinl t. 'OL~cks 
customers or store personnel.) , 0 Olh., - spec/ty II 
t 0 Ves - Wh.t WIS the .Ii'.! tot.lv.lu.?_$ 
ZONa SKIP to 17a /I answer to ,Sa 

Is yes; olh"rwlse SKIP to 18a 

c. How w.s Ihe utue d.t.rmln.d? 
20 •• lIS this incld.nt r.port.d to Ihe pollc.? 

, 0 Orl&inal COSt t Dv •• -SKIP r021 
2 0 Replacement cost 'O~Jo 
3 q Olh., - Spec/ty 

b. What WIS Ih. r.ason this Incld.nt WIS not r.porl.d 
17 •• How much, If any, of the slolen money .nd/or properly 10 the polic.? 

"'S recovered by Insurance? (A.:er~ (X) .lllhal epply) 

$ .1aJ 1 r Pilitce alreadt knew or the InCIdent 

V 0 Non. - Why not17 
2 :~ .. Hathln, could De done -lack of proof 

I 0 Did"·, report H 1 ;~~ Old no~ think It important enou,h 

2 0 Does not have In sUI_nee • 0 Old not .want 10 bother police 
1 0 fi.~1 nuled yet 

5 C1 Old not want 10 take the w:ne .. 0 Polic), has III deductible 

50 Money Dnd/ot merchandise was recovered 6 C: Old not want to leI involved 
X 0 Oon'l know 7 [1 Afraid of reprisal 

b. How lIuch, If .nr, of the stol.n mon.y and/or prop.rly ~ 0 Reponed to someone el foe 
WIS rer.over.d by .... ns other thin insullnce? 

-C Oth., - SpocllY7 
$ •• VONon. } 
x 0 Oon'~ know SKIP to IBa 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Is th'5 the la5t Inc,dent 

c. By .h.t .... n. was the .tolen money .nd/or CHECK ITEM Repo" to be cDmpl .. ed 1 
iIIo,erty recover.d? r""!' Yes - Return 10 page 1 and 

complete rtems If/f21. to Pollee 8, 9. SlId end fntefvlew~ 

• 0 Olhor - Speclly C' No - FfIIlhe nex, Incident 
Ropo". 
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TRANSCI1ISE THE IDENTIFICA TlON CODES FROM ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

JDENTIFICATION CODE 
o. PSU \ b. Selmen' I"~ Line No. 1 d. Panel 1" occ 

Vou said that durin, Ih. 12 month. b.elnnlne ___ 
and endlnl ____ (rel6f to sCleen/ng qusstfons 
'0-15 lor dsscrlptlon 01 crime) • 

L In wh.1 month did Ihls (did the first) Incldenl h.ppen? 
'OJon. • o Ap,lI ,OJuJy 'DOc, • 
'OF.b. _OMa, aOA.l. aoNov. 
> o Me,. 60JUI'\e -OSep" cOOee. 

2. About wh.IUm. did 11 hlppen? 
t 0 Ourlnl the day (6 a.m. - 6 p,m.) 

At nl1ht (6 p.m. - 6 a.m., 
106 p.m. - Mldnll"t 
l 0 Mldnill1t - (. a.m. 
40 Don't know what time eot "l,ht 

5 0 DonO, know 

3. Where did this Incld.nt tlk. pllce? 
, 0 AI (hit place of business 
20 On delivery 
l 0 Enfoulc to bank 
• 0 O,h .. - Speclly 

4. Wer. you, the owner, Dr any .mploy •• prosent .~II. this 
I~cldonl was Dccurlnl? 
'OVe. 
, 0 No - SKIP 10 10 
l 0 Oon" know 

51. Old the p.rson holdlnl you up hlV' • wilpon or som.lhlne 
th.t WIS us.d os I w.apon, such .s a boUI. or wr.nch? 
1 DYes 

'ONo J 3 0 Don't know SKIP fa 6a 

b.·Wh.t WIS the wupon? 
.0G.on 
'Ol<nll. 
l 0 Other - Speclty 

6 •• How m.ny p.rsons w.,. Involv.d In committlnllhe crlm.? 
J 0 On. - COIII/nw .. /.h 6b below 

'OT"o } > 0 Three SKIP ro u. 
" 0 Four Of mole 
sO Don't know - SKIP 10 711 

b. How old would you say Ih. person WIS? 
10 Under 12 -0 J8-10 
zOJ2-1~ 1021 or over 
>0 15-/7 ~·O Oonil know 

c. WIS the p.rson m.l. or femlle? 
10M-Ie 
z 0 Female 
J 0 Don't know 

d. WIS h. (sh'l-, o White? 

} SKIP 107. 
lO Blick? 
> a Olh.r? - Speclly 
4 0 001'\" know 

•• How old wo~ld you say the younlesl person WIS? 
t O,~nder~'" '0 JO-20 
~O 2-1~ 5021 Of ovor - SKIP 10 69 
30 15- 17 • 0 Oeo', kno" 

f. How old would you Sly the otdest person was? 
, 0 Und., 12 '0 J8-20 
'0 12-1~ '1011 Of over 
>0'5-J7 10 Don't know 

I, Were they mal. or !em.le? 
I o All mal. , 0 Male and femal. 
20 All 'ema.l. 40 Oon', know 

h. Were thly -
I DOni, white? 
• 0 Only bl.ck? 

• 10 Only other? - S~lIy 
• 0 SO"I cO.blnallon? - Spec/ly 
I 0 Oont( know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No 041-R2662' ApprovlIl Expires Harch 31 1977 . . 
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aUAE/.u 0,", THE CENIUI 

tNCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CillME VICTIMIU,TION SURVEV 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. Incl •• nt I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. R.cord whl.h Inc/J.nl (1,2, ., •• , 

I •• 0 •• roJ by .hI. p090 

?. Were you, the Dwn.r, ur .ny .mploy •• InJur.d In this 
Incld.nt, s.rlously .noulh to r.qulr. ",.dlcal .tt.ntlon? 

, 0 Ves - How ",.~y? • Number 

• 0 No - SKIP 10 9, 

b. How many of them st.y.d In I Number 

hosplt.1 overnleht or lonl.r? 

B. Of Ihose r.c.lvlnl trutm.ntln Dr out 01 • hosplt.l, did 
this business pay lor anr of the medical up.nses not 
cover.d by a reeular hllUh b.nollts proillm? 
t 0 V •• - How much .li1 was plld? $ 

'ONo 
3 0 Oon', know 

91. Old .ny duths occur IS • result 01 this Inch!"nl? 
,DYes 
z 0 No -SKIP 10 rs. 

b. Who WIS killed? c. How m.nr? 
(Mark (X) a" rhalepply) 

1 0 Owner(l) ................ 

.z 0 Emplo),oes ............... 

l 0 Customers • ~ ........ t', ••• 

"0 Innoc.ent bYltander(s) ••••••• 

5.0 Offender(s) ............... 

60 Police •• + •••••••••••••• 

70 Olhe, - Specl/Y""jl 

SKIP /0 ISo 

10. Old the oUend.r .ntll, .U.mpt to enter, or rem. In In this 
.stabllshm.nt 1II0,.lIy? 

IOYes 

zON0"j1 
DIscontinue use 01 Incident Report. Enter a' the top of 
this sheet "OUt 01 Scope-Lsrc,nYf Of erase Incident 

~~=~. n~'::~re otFr~7d::'~ J~o 1:;~e1~f7r. ~~si'::':n'J';JS, 
on to tho fHlKI reported Incident. (I no arhaT Incidents 
are ISported. (elurn to page 1 and complete Items Ip(2) 
B. and 9 and end the Interview. 

11. Old the oll.nd.r(s) Ictu.lly I.t In or IUlt try to lelln? 
I 0 AetuaUt lot In 

z 0 Just uh'd to let 1n 

12. W .. there I broken wlndo., brok.n lock, .llIm or .. y • 
olher evld.nce th.t the ollendll(s) forced (frl.d to forcel 
his (thllr) w., In1 

1 o Yes 

'0 No - SKIP 10 14 

13. Whit w •• the evidence? (IJltk all,h.'appry) 

i 0 Broken lock Of wrndow 

}SKIP10 15a 
z 0 Forced door 

'DAlarm 

~ 0 O,hOf - Spec/ly 

14. HoW did the offend.r(l) let In (try to 1ft In)? 
t 0 Throulh unlocked door or wlJ'ldow 

• 0 Hod. ket 
> 0 O,her - Speclly 

40 0 Don't .. now 

I 
N 
C 
I 
0 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

P .. o7 

-----,~- - - -
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88 Criminal Victimization Surveys In MiamI 

I,::,;"~ :", "",,,,,,,, , '\ Itl'ClqlEHT REPORT - Contlnuod 
'. ' 

.\Sa. Was anylhlne dlmaled ~ut not taken In this Incident? For IS.. Old you, the owner, Dr any emptoyee here lose .ny time 
example, a lock Dr window broken, damaced merchandise, etc. from work because 01 this Incident? ,I Numb., 
loYe, 10 Yes - How .. any peoplel_ • 
Z 0 No - SKIP 10 16. 

Z 0 No - SKIP ro 19a 
b. WIS (were) the damaced nem(s} rep. ired 01 replaced? 

I 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15d b. HoW many work days were tost .Hogether? 
'20No 1 0 Less thaJ'l l day 

c. How much would n cost to repair Dr replace the damages? • [] 1-5 doys 
(Estlmale) 

• OO}SKIP ro ISa 

306-10 days I Days 

$ .. 0 Over 10 da)'s - How manY1_ 
x 0 Oon'l know S C1 Oon't know 

d. How much did it cost to repair Dr replace the damaees? 19a. Were .ny security measures taken .lter this Incldenl to 
s . Ii] prolect Ihe est.bllshment hom fulure Incidents? 

, 
I C)Ye. v 0 No coSt - SKIP to 16a 

x 0 Oontt know • 0 No -SKIP 1020. 
e. Who paid Dr will pay for the repairs or replacement? 

(M.rk (X) allllralapplY) b. What measures were I.ken? 
, 0 This busUless (Mark (X) a" ,b., apply) 

20 Insurance t CJ Alarm system - outside ''"lln, 
1 0 Owner of BuildlOl (landlord) 

2 C1 Central alarm • 0 Olhe, - Speclty 
50 Don', know l Cl f\elnfOlCIf1' deVices, Irates. lateS, 

~ bars on window, etc. 

ISa. Old the offender(s) lake any money? (Exclude money 4 0 G .. lllfd, walduTlall 
belonclne to customers or store personnell sOWatch doc 

I' I 0 Yes - What Was the .~ 60 FTfearml total v.lue?- S 
zoNo 'OCameras 

b. Did the offender(s1lake any merchandise, equlpmenl or a Cl Hlf;"OlS 

supplies? (Exclude personal properly belonelne to 51 0 Locks 
cuslomers or slore personnel.) • C1 Olher - Speclty JI 
I 0 Yes - Whal was Ihe . Ii] lolal volue?_ S 
l 0 No -SKIP to 17a It answer to'Sa 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to l8a 

c. How was Ih. valu. delermlned? 
ZOa. Was Ihls Incldenl repolled to the police? 

I 0 Ortllna I cost I C1 Yes - SKIP 1021 

20 Rep1acemenl cost .j<No 
3 0 Othe, - Specify 

b. Whal WaS Ihe reason Ihis Incldenl was not reporled 
17 •• How much, If any, ollhe slolen money and/or properly 10 Ihe police? 

wn recovered by Insurance? (Mark (X) all ,hal apply) 

S . [i) , r:~ Police alreadt icne"V of the Incident 

V 0 None - Why nOlt~, 2 ::' Nothtn&l could be done -lad of proof 

1 0 Oidn't report It ] :~ , Old "a+: dllnk. It Important enolJlh 

'2 Cl Ooes not nalle Insurance , c-: Old not wanl to bother police 
10 Not settled yet 

5 COld 1101 want to take the time .. 0 Policy hu: a deductible 

5 0 Mone~ and/Of IMrc:han,hse WIIS recollered 6 c: Old ntlt wan, to let jl1volved 

X 0 00.,', know 7 [: Afta"jl of ,epnnl 

b. How much, if any. of the stolen money and/or properly a C Reponed to someone el Ie 
was recovered by means olher Ihan Insurance? ; CO Othe, - SPecllY7 
S .00 
voNone } 
x D, Oon', know SKIP to fSa ZI. INTERVIEWER ~ 15 this the last InCident 

c. By whal means was Ihe stolen money and lor CHECK ITEM Report 10 b. completed? 
properly recovered? DYes - Relurn 10 page 1 arK! 

comp.'eID Items Igt2J, 
'DPolice 8. 9, and end mterview, 

zOO"',, - Speclly o NO - Fllllh. /18" Inc/denl 
Report. 

NOT~S 

FO ..... eva 101 fT It '*1 

" 

-
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APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical information 

and standard error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, survey results contained in this publica
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
Miami, including those living in certain types 
of group quart~rs, such as dormitories, room
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Non
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did 
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly, 
crewmembers .of merchant vessels, Armed Forces 
personnel living in military barracks, and institu
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility 
inmates, were not under consideration. With these 
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in 
units designated for the sample were eligible to 
be interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit 
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was 
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible 
membus 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 household 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.): 

iJ 

Sample design and size 
The basic frame from which the sample was 

drawn for the NaHonal 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 selection, the city's housing units were 
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various 
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised 
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined 
by a combination of the following characteristics: 
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of 
household members (five categories); household in
come (five categories); and race of head of 
householrl (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
tiouof residential housing within the city. This 
enabled the proper representation in the survey of 
persons occupying housilJg 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 were 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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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 
Gelected unit's probability of being included in the 
sample; (2) a factoI' 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 non interview 
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 w~s 
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent 
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin 
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any 
households that already were included in samples 
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The 
procedure was not applied to interview records 
gathered from residents 01' 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 
ar~ . synonymous, since each distinctly separate 
cnmmal act was defined as having been experienced 
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad
justment comparable to that made ·in the personal 
sector to account for multi person incidents was 
unnecessary. 

In performing the estimation procedUL'e 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 th~ 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 
i?to 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 nltio estimate factor of 
1.150024. However, all relative figures-namely 
personal victimization rates and other data on per
sonal crimes expressed in percentages-appearing 
~n the data. tables remain unaffected by the applica
tion of an mdependent population estimate as the 
adjustment factor is applicable to both the ~umel'a
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, :l gauge of the 
precision with which the estimate from a particular 
sample approximates the average result of all pos
sible samples. The estimate and its associated 
standard error may be used to construct a confidence 
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed 
probability. that it would include the average result 
of all possible samples. The average value of all 
possible samples mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed interval. The chances are about 
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ 
from the average result of all possible samples by 
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances 
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be 
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out 
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the 
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it 
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The 
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range 
of values given by the estimate minus the standard 
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete 
census would fall within that 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 pe.rsons 
and households are presented at the end of this 
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their usc. 

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called non
sampling error. Major sources of such error are 
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of 
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from 
police files, indicates that assault is the least well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the National 
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from 
the observed tendency of victims not to report 
crimes committed by offenders known to them, 
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is 
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes 
that contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or 
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey 
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems 
may result in a substantial understatement of the 
"true" rate of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to 
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month 
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier 
-or, in a few instances, those that happened after 
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample 
of the National Crime Survey program, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure 
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and 
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-

termined. 
Methodological research undertaken in prepara-

tion for the National Crime Survey program indi
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
all persons residing in the household than when 
each household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 

exceptions to the rule. 
Additional nonsampling errors can result from 

incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would also occur in a complete census. 
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser .. 
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at 
the clerical and computer processing stages, were 

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

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

As they appear in the report's data tables, all 
absolute values-including numbers of victimiza
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) 
shown parenthetically on rate tables-have been 
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures 
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu
lated from unrounded figures. 

Standard error tables 
and calculations 

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

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

To illustrate the application of standard errors 
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a 
data table in this report shows there were 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); Le., 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 estimated rate 
would be within roughly 5.8 of a complete enumera
tion; Le., 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 separately. This formula represents the 
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If, 
however, there is 'a high positive correlation, the 
formula will overestimate the true standard error of 
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 

r. 

Household Survey 

Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations, 

by size of estimate 

(68 ch~ces out of 100) 

Personal 
Size of estimate Incidents Victimizations Household incidents 

50 25 25 26 
100 35 36 37 
~50 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 4,404 1,741 
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Estimated rate 
per 1,000 persons 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or 997.5 
5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

Estimated rate per 
1,000 households 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or 997.5 
5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

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

Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates 
---- (68 chances out of 100) 

Base of rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 'io,ooo 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 

7.9 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 
9.7 6.1 4.3 3.1 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 

11.1 7.1 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 
17.6 11.2 709 5.6 3.5 2.4 1.8 1.1 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 
24.9 15.8 11.1 709 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.4 
30.5 19.3 13.6 9.6 6.1 4.3 3.0 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 
35.2 22.2 15.7 11.1 7.0 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 
55.2 34 •. 9 24.7 17.4 11.0 7.8 5.5 3.5 2·5 1.7 1.1 0.8 
77.0 48.7 34.4 24.3 15.4 10.9 7.7 4.9 3·4 2.4 1.5 1.1 

106.0 67.0 47.4 33.5 21.2 15.0 10.6 6.7 4.7 3·4 2.1 1.5 
153.0 96.8 68.4 48·4 30.6 21.6 15.3 9·7 6.8 4·8 3.1 2.2 
176.6 111.7 79.0 55.9 35.3 25.0 17.7 11.2 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.5 

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

Base of rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 

8.2 5.2 3.7 2.6 1.6 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 
10.0 6.3 4.5 3.2 2.0 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 
11.6 7.3 5.2 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.2 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 
18.3 11.5 8.2 5.8 3·7 2.6 1.8 1.2 0.8 0.6 O./~ 0.3 
25.8 16.3 11.5 8.2 5.2 3.6 2.6 1.6 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 
31.5 19.9 14.1 10.0 6.3 4.5 3.2 2.0 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 
36.3 23.0 16.3 11.5 7.3 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 
57.1 36.1 25.5 18.0 11.4 8.1 5.7 3.6 2.6 1.8 1.1 0.8 
79.7 50.4 35.6 25.2 15.9 11.3 8.0 5.0 3.6 2.5 1.6 1.1 

109,,6 69.3 49.0 34·7 21.9 15.5 11.0 6.9 4.9 3.5 2.2 1.6 
158.3 100.0 70.8 50.0 31.6 22./~ 15.8 10.0 7.1 5.0 3.2 2.2 
182.7 115.6 81.7 57.8 36.5 25.8 18.3 11.6 8.2 5.8 3.7 2.6 
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APPENDIX III 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 
Techni~al 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 applicabl~ cities, 
however, government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems were within the scope of the 
survey, these having been the only exceptions to 
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ
izations other than businesses have accounted for a 
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data 
were personally gathered by intcrviewers 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 tW0 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 

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 "mong 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, enabI'ing the tabulation of city-wide 
estimates of victimization data. The final weight 
was the product of the following elements: (1) a 
basic weight, reflecting each selected esMblishment's 
probability of being in the samM,e; (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 
to'tal number of data records required for each 
particular kind of business divided by the number 
of usable records actually collected. The factor to 
account for establishments that were not in operation 
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator 
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the 
number of months the establishment was active 
during the reference period. Then, the result was 
multipJiedby the ratio of required records divided 
by ~he number of usable records, the result being 
applied to the record of each part-year operator. 
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Reliability of estimates 
As indicated, statistical data presented in this 

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

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er
rors, principal among these being the problem of 
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months 
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors, 
however, these errors probably were less pr~valent 
in the commercial survey than they were in the 
household survey. These factors include the greater 
likelihood of ret:Qfdkeeping 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 natil)nal sample 
of the commercial victimization survey£.', the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

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

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

reliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes 
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered 
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics 
on 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 results that 
would be obtained from a complete enumeration 
using the same procedures by less than the relative 
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval 
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of 
100 that the estimated value would differ fr.om 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 

. ' .... r.~.~~~:!.!.':"'..::::.::=:~~..$:'~-<r-_l 
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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 1,429.1 

Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the 
estimatl~d 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 (I ,429) is the standard error of 
the estimated 7,603 burglaries (shown as 7,600 on Data 
Table 85), 
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results 
of a complete enumeration using the same method
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the 
calculated interval would contain the results that 
would have been generated by a complete enumera
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the 
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that 
the resulting interval, in this case 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 establfl..~1jments and type of crime 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 

, Attempted burgl8:l'y 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbary 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Estimated number of incidents 

7,603 
5,534 
2,069 

2,703 
1,536 
1,167 

Relative error 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chances out of 100) 

BurSl~ Robbe!:l; 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
5.8% 104 31.3% All establishments 292 

Retail 457 8.4% 196 46.3% 
Wholesale 211 14.1% 68 15.8% 
Service 251 15.a,( 53 36.0% 

Gross annual receipts 
10.7% 39 50.0% Less than $10,000 342 

$10,000-$24,999 333 16.3% 64 35.1% 
$25 ,000-$49 ,999 258 14. £if, 99 34. £if, 
$50,000-$99,999 269 11.7% 194 56.0% 

. $100,000-$499,999 239 16.4% 176 28.1% 
$500,000-$999,999 310 29.0% 129 38.7% 
$1,000,000 or more 396 20.9% 81 59.£4, 
No sales 216 37. £if, 141 45.3% 
Not available 0 o.a,( 0 0.0% 

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

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

General 
Throughout this report, victimizations are the 

basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of business. For crimes 
against persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims and one or more offenders. 
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes 
were simultaneously committed against more than 
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a commercial 
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was 
determined whether others were victimized at the 
same time and place and whether the offense hap
pened during a commercial ~~ime. A weighting ad
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix 
II) protected against the double counting of inci
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted 
during the course of a store holdup, the event would 
have been classified as a single commercial rob
bery, not as an incident· of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households and businesses, 
then! is no distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of 

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

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work, 
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and 
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident 
data are more adequate for the examination of the 
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per
sonal crimes. Ac.cordingly, data concerning the time 
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as 
the use of weapons and number of victims and of
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical 
case given above, therefore, the rate data for 
personal assault would reflect the a1,\ack on each 
customer, and other victimization tables would in
corporate details concerning the outcome of the 
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage 
to clothing, )md loss of time from work. 

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

Victim characteristics 
A variety of attributes of victimized persons, 

households, and commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed ~y dividing 
the number of viQ~imizations associatcd::\\fith a speci-

, # 

. 
~\ 

\ 

, ' 



, , 

I~ • 

,L 

" .. , 
100 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of 
persons, households, or businesses under consi~era
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are hnsed 
on the total number of individuals age 12 and ~ver, 
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes 
are regarded as being directed against the household " 
as a unit rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of 
the fraction consists of the number of households in 
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two 
crimes against commercial establishments are re
lated to the number of businesses being examined. 

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

Reporting to the police 
The police may have learned about criminal 

victimizations directly from the victim or from some
one else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they were on (or happened 
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the 
data tables, however, the means by which police 
learned of the crime are not distinguished the 
overall proportion made known to them bei~g of 
primary com'ern. 

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

For personal and household crimes, and in addi
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data 
are presented on the "geographical area" of oc
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses 
that happened within the city of residence; inside 
another central city; and clscwhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that 
took pla~e w~en the victims were temporarily away 
from theIr reSIdence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; 

,I 

and (2) crimes that took place within the reference 
period but at a time when the victim lived at a 
place other than the city being surveyed. 

Number of victims and offenders 
As noted previously, the number of individuals 

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

Two tables, also based on incidents, display 
data on the number of offenders involved in per
sonal. crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questIOns on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
~ictim d.id .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 
" t "d" s ranger an 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 ra?e. As with most information developed 
from thIS survey, offendcr attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If 
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or 
a set of them) more than others, bias would have 
been introduced into the findings, and no method 
has been developed for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 
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In the relevant data tables, a distInction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to 
those committed by two or more persons. As ap
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category 
"mixed ages" refers to cases in which the offenders 
in any single incident were classifiable under more 
than one age group; similarly, the term "mixed 
races" applies to situations in which the offenders 
were members of more than a single racial group. 

Weapons use by offenders 
For personal crimes of violence and comm<!rcial 

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 instr).lments of physical 
attack. 

In addition to firearms and knives, the data 
tables distinguish "other" weapons and those of un
known types. The category "other" refers to such 
objects as clubs, stonl's, 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 weflpons present were recorded, not the number 
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two 
fir~arms and a knife during a personal robbery, the 
CrIme would have been classh1ed as one in which 
weapons of each type wer.e 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 
hav.e been made under the category "firearms." 

Victim self-protection 
With reference to pcrsonal crimes of violence 

i\ iformation was obtained on whether or not victim~ 

, 
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging 
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; 
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for 
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; 
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent 
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime, no determination having been 
made of the single most important measure. 

Victim injury and economic loss 

Information was gathered concerning the in
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three 
personal crimes of violence. However, during the 
preparation of this report, the requisite data were 
not available for calculating the proportion of rape 
victimizations in which victims were injured. There
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which 
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery 
and assault. For each of these crime'l, the types of 
injuries concerned are described in ~he Glossary, 
under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished data on 
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based 
solely on information from victims who knew with 
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also 
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By 
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of 
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat 
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the 
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in
formation relating to hospitalization and medical 

costs were available on that crime; these results are 
reflected in the appropriate data tables. 

With respect to economic losses incurred by 
persons, households, and commercial establishments, 
the data tables make distinctions between crimes 
resulting in "theft and/or damage loss" and "theft 
loss" only. Table titles specify the applicable category 
of loss. The term "theft loss" refers to stolen cash, 
property, or both, whereas "damage" pertains to 
property only. Items categorized as having "no mone
tary value" could include losses of trivial, truly 
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable 
sentimental importance. References to losses "re
covered" apply to compensation received by victims 
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen 
property or cash, although no distinction is made 
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa
tion on economic losses relates solely to property 
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to 
measure attempt~d :,::''Jcket picking; by definition, 
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of 
theft loss, and there may have been some cases with 
property damage. 

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

GLOSSARY 

Age-The appropriate age category is determined 
by each respondent's age as of the last day of 
the month preceding the interview. 

Aggravated assault-Attack with a weapon result
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in
cludes attempted assault with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the income of the 
household head and all other related persons 
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12 
months preceding the interview and includes 
wages, salaries, net income from business or 
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any 
other form of monetary income. The income of 
persons unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which 
are classified as robbery, 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi
ness establishments and certain other organiza
tion!), such as those engaged ill, religious, politi
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern
ing entities covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is the indi
vidual so regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have no usual 
plac~ of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny of a resi
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com
pleted and attempted a.cts. 

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

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

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

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or 
cash without force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member is assigned 
to one of the following categories: (1) Married, 
which includes persons joined in common-law 
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. 
Separated includes married persons who have a 

103 

J 



104 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Miami 

legal separation or have parted because of m~ri
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never marrIed, 
which includes those whose only marriage has 
been annulled and those living together (exclud
ing common-law unions). 

Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, motor
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally 
allowed on public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized tak
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such 
acts. 

Nonstranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are 
related, well known to, or casually acquainted 
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and w'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 interuhangeably 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 betweefl personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, 
wailet, or cash, by stcalth 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 t:he victim's hom~ o.r 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 includo 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-Attac!<,without a weapon resulting 
either in minor injllry (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 f\t 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 c;<.Jtinties, contain
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are 
included in an SMSA if, according to certain 
criteria, they are socially and economically in
tegrated with the centraL city. In the New Eng
land States, SMSA's consist of towns and cities 
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include 
at least one central city, and the complete title of 
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities. 
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Stranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving 
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see 
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender 
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Tenure-Two forms of household tenancy are dis
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings 
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented, 
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging 
to a party other than the occupant and situations 
where rental payments are in kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary committed by 
someone having no legal right to be on the 
premises even though force is not used. 

Victim-The recipient of a criminal act; usually 
used in relation to personal crimes, but also 
applicable to households and commercial estab
lishments. 

Victim self-protection measures-For each victimi
zation involving a personal crime of violence, 
victim reactions of the following types are con
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting, 
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasaning 
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help; 
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fleeing from the offcnder; 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 th(~ 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 establishments. 

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