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PREFACE 

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

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried oQt for the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose G,f 
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 tw,o 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 
sc;bpe. of the surveys will be modified periodically 
in order to address other topics in the realm of 
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi­
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey 
questionnaires and procedures. 

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

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

The survl!ys in Milwaukee were carried out 
in the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts 
that took place during the 12 months prior to the 
month of interview, a reference period roughly com­
parable wIth calendar year 1973. Information was 
obtained from interviews with the occupants of 
10,734 housing units (23,495 residents age 12 and 
over) and the operators of 1,378 businesses. Res­
pondents furnished detailed personal and household 
data (or information about business firms) in addi­
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred. 

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

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

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

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

Attempts to compare information in this publica­
tion with data collected from local police by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its 
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report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime 
Reports-1973 are inappropriate because of substan­
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and 
police statistics. A major difference arises from the 
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime 
are derived principally from reports that persons 
make to the police, whereas survey data include 
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those 
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes 
experienced by residents and commercial establish­
ments of Milwaukee; 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 Milwaukee include all 
reported crimes occurring within the city limits, 
irrespective of the victim's place of residence, and 
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other 
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey 
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas 
police statistics count crimes against persons of any 
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses, 
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and 
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee 
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the 
counting and classifying rules for the two programs 
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond­
ence between reference periods for results of the city 
surveys and published police statistics is not exact. 

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis­
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based 
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are 
calculated on the basis of the resident population 
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As 
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber 
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of 
victimization for crimes against households and 
commercial establishments are based, respectively, 
on the number of households and businesses, where­
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes 
are based on the total population. A technical note 
entitled "Victim charact~ristics," 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 program designed 
to develop information not otherwise available on 
the nature of crime and its impact on society 
by means of victimization surveys of the general 
population. Based on representative samplings of 
households and commercial establishments, the 
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any, 
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including 
events that were reported to the police as well as 
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the 
person likely to be most aware of details concern­
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of 
data, including information on the circumstances 
under which such acts occurred and on their effect. 

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under­
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected ,to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing datR resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua­
tion, and analy,o;is. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. They also furnish a means for 
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec­
tors 'of society, yield information necessary to com­
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza­
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish­
ing between stranger-to~tranger and domestic vio­
lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults 
and robberies. They can 'tally some of the costs of 
crin-;ejn terms of injury or economic loss sustained, 

',~d they can provide greater understanding as to 
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police 
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area, 
victinfization surveys provide the data necessary for 
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in Jhe 
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures 
in different areas, they provide a basis for compari~g 
the crime sitllation between two or more localities or 
types of localities. 

Victimization surveys, such as those conducted 
under the National Crime Survey program, are not 
without limitations, howe'Vet. Although they pro-
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vide information on crimes ,that are of major interest 
to the general public, they cannot measure all 
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not 
amenable to examination through the survey tech­
nique. Surveys have proved most successful in esti­
mating crimes with specific victims who understand 
what happened to ·them and how it happened and 
who are willing to report what they know. 1',iore 
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap­
plicableto rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both 
personal and household larceny, including motor 
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was 
designed to focus on these crimes. Murder and kid­
naping are not covered. The so-called victimless 
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and 
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes 
~or which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable 
~respondents or to locate comprehensive data records, 
as in offenses against governme'ilt entities. 1 Ex­
amples of the latter are income. tax evasion and the 
theft of office· supplies. Crimes of which the victim 
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec­
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper­
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances 
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of 
most types prob~bly are underrecorded for this 
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft 
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible 
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap­
proach because of the limited documentation main­
tained by most commercial establishments on losses 
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic­
tim has shown a willingness io participate in illegal 
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter, 
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers, 
include gambling. various types of swindles, con 
games, and blackmail. 

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

TIle 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 pe~cent 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 
Milwaukee can be found in Appendixes II and 
In 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 teflhnique, whereby the first 
interview serves as a benchmark, and summary 
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding 
duplicative reportine of criminal victimization experi­
ences; such a technique is used in the National 
Crime Survey program's national sample. Because 
the city surveys have not been continuous, however, 
the data are subject to telescoping, and no assess­
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of 
the problem. 

Another of the issues related in part to victim 
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza­
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal 
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in­
curred by persons unable to identify separately the 
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount 
accurately the total number of such acts. Because 
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on 
the specific month, or months, of occurrence of 
series victimizations; instead, Guch 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 impDrtantly, rates of 
victimization would have been higher. Because of 
the inability of victims to furnish details concerning 
their experiences, howe.ver, it would have been im-
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possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of 
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of 
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of 
victims who actually experienced such acts was small 
in relation to the total number of individuals who 
were victimized one or more times and who had 
firm recollections of each event. Approximately 
6,700 series victimiza~ions against persons and 
6,100 against households, each encompassing at 
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were 
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month 
reference period. A table of these series victimiza­
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal 
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities. 

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

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS 

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

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object 
is to relieve a person of property by force or the 
threat of force. The force employed may be a 
weapon (armed robbery) (If physical power (strong­
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is 
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placed in physiCal danger, and physical injury can 
an(l 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 an 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 ,t~ 
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with 
the victim's lunch money. 

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do 
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms 
of assault are "aggravated" and "simple." An assault 
carried out with a weapon is considered to be an 
aggravated assault, irrespective of the degree of 
injury, if any. An assault carried out without a 
weapon is also an aggravated assault if the attack 
results in serious injury. Simple assault occurs when 
the 1.1ljury, it any, is minor and no weapon is used. 
Within the general category of assault are incidents 
with results no more serious than a minor bruise and 
incidents that bring the victim near death-but only 
near, because death would turn the crime into 
homicide. 

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried 
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical­
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at­
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim 
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat 
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize 
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple 
beca~e. it is conjectural how much injury, if any, 
the VIctIm would have sustained had the assault 
been carried out. In some instances, there may 
11ave been no intent to carry out the crime. Not all 
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal 
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all 
the offender intended. The intent of the offender 
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization 
survey. For purposes of this program, attempted 
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated 
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was 
considered to be simple assault. 

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

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

In allY criminal incident against a person, more 
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be 
~ssociated with a robbery, for example. In classify­
mg 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 aga?'l~t 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 p,urprised 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 andlor 
property from the household members, the event 
would be classified as robbery. 

The most serious of the crimes against house­
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or 
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is 
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime, 
usually theft, but no additional offense need take 
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The 
entry may be by force, such as picking a lock, 
breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may 
be through an unlocked door or an open window. As 
long as ·the person entering had no legal right to be 
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred. 
Furthermore, the structure need not be the house 
itself for a household burglary to take place. Illegljl 
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 mljmber or members were in­
volved. 

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST 
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 

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

Only two types of commercial crimes are 
measured by the National Crime Survey program: 
robbery and burgiary. These crimes are comparable 
to robbery cir persons and burglary of households 
except that they are carried out against places of 
business rather than individuals or households. Un­
like household burglary, however, commercial 
burglaries can take place only on the premises of 
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab­
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be 
personal confrontation and the threat or use of 
fo~ce", Commercial robberies usually occur on the 
premises of places of business, but some can happen 
away from the premises, such as during the holdup 
of sales or delivery personnel away from the 
establishment. 

I 

SELECTED FINDINGS 

The statements r,hat 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 addiHonal 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 171,000 criminal victimizations 
were committed against Milwaukee residents and 
businesses in 1973. 

Fifty-one percent involved individuals; 44 per­
cent, households; and 5 percent, commercial 
establishments. 

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal 
crimes of violence' by about 1.7 to 1. 

Victim characteristics 
Milwaukee residents were victimized by personal 
crimes of violence at a rate of 61 per 1,000 persons 
age 12 and over [Table 1]. 

The victimization rate for males was about 1 V2 
times that for females [Table 17]. 

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

Persons age 50 and over had the lowest rate of 
any age group-28 per 1,000 [Table 18]. 

Members of families with annual incomes of less 
than $3,000 had the highest rate of any income 
group [Table 20]. 

Females were victimized by rape at a rate of 4 
per 1,000 [Table 17]. 

Blacks had considerably higher burglary, household 
larceny, and motor vehicle theft rates than whites 
[Table 62]. 

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

The household larceny rate for households with 
six or more persons was about five times that of 
one-person households [Table 65]. 

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a 
rate of 321 2nd robbed at a rate of 49 per 1,000 
[Table 85]. 

An estimated 19 percent of all businesses were 
victimized at least once during the year; abo;tt 
one-fourth of those affected were victimized 
two or more times [Tables 87, 90]. 

Reporting to the police 
Thirty-four percent of all personal crimes were re­
ported to the police [Table 40]. 

Women reported crimes of violence and crimes 
of theft slightly more often than men [Table 
41] . 

There was no significant differenc?. '.letween the 
proportions of violent crimes reported by blacks 
and whites; crimes of theft, however, were re­
ported by whites relatively more often than by 
blacks [Table 41]. 

There was no significant difference between the 
proportions of stranger-to-stranger and non­
stranger crimes of violence reported to the 
police [Table 40]. 

Forty-five percent of an household crimes were re­
ported to the police [Table 74]. 

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

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

The most common reasons for not reporting per~ 
sonal, household, and commercial cri~es were the 
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victim's beliefs that nothing could be done and that 
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39, 
70,92]. 

Time and place of occurrence 
Personal crimes were about equally divided between 
day and night [Table 54]. 

Most household crimes (56 percent) took place at 
night [Table 84]. 

Most commercial burglaries (84 percent) occurred 
at night; 58 percent of commercial robberies oc­
curred during the day [Table 101]. 

Most personal crimes (55 percent) took place on 
the street or in other outdoor locations; only 3 
percent, inside the victim's home [Table 36]. 

About one-fourth of all rapes occurred inside 
the victim's home [Table 36]. 

Number of victims and offenders 
Nine-tenths of all personal crimes of violence in­
volved a single victim [Table 30]. 

Most personal crimes of violence (57 percent) in­
volved a single offender [Table 28]. 

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

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

Most personal robberies were carried out by two 
or more offenders [Table 28]. 

Fifty-four percent of commercial robbeties were 
committed by two or more offenders [Table 89]. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 
Strangers committed 78 percent of all personal 
crimes of violence [Table 5]. 

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

-~------------,-----,----------

Victims perceived that blacks committed most single­
offender personal robberies, whereas whites were 
perceived to have committed more single-offender 
assaults than blacks [Table 9]. 

Blacks were perceived to have committed a majority 
(68 percent) of multiple-offender robberies, but 
there was no significant difference between the pro­
portions of multiple-offender assaults committed by 
whites and by blacks [Table 11]. 

Victims perceived most single-offender assaults as 
having been committed by persons age 21 and over; 
there was no significant difference between the 
percentages of single-offender personal robberies 
committed by persons under age 21 and those age 
21 and over [Table 13]. 

Victims perceived that most multiple-offender vio­
lent crimes (59 percent) were committed by per­
sons under age 21 [Table 15]. 

Single- and multiple-offender victimizations of 
blacks were only infrequently attributed to white 
perpetrators [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most (64 percent) multiple-offender robberies of 
whites were carried out by blacks, and more single­
offender robberies of whites were committed by 
blacks than whites [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most (63 percent) single-offender assaults of whites 
were committed by whites [Table 10]. 

More multiple-offender assaults of whites were car­
ried out by whites than by blacks [l1able 12]. 

Most single- and multiple-offender robberies and 
assaults of blacks were perpetrated by blacks [Tables 
to, 12]. 

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

Firearms and knives each accounted for some 
three-tenths of the types of weapons employed 
in violent crimes [Table 57]. 

Offenders used weapons in roughly three-fourths of 
all commercial robberies [Table 102]. 

Firearms were the most common type (66 per­
cent) of weapon used [Table 103]. 

Victim self-protection 

Victims took self-protective measures in most (61 
percent) personal crimes of violence [Table 43]. 

Victim:; rarely used firearms or knives in self­
defense, but physical force and other weapons 
accounted for 36 percent of all self-protective 
measures [Table 45]. 

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

Robbery and assault victims of nonstrangers 
were somewhat more likely to have incurred in­
juries than were the victims of strangers l Table 
31J. 

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

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

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

Selected Findings 7 

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

Blacks suffered a somewhat higher proportion 
of losses in the $50 and over category than did 
whites [Table 49'1. 

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

Nine-tenths of aU household cdmes involved loss 
of money or property and/or property damage 
ITable 78]. 

Among household crimes resulting in loss, 52 
percent involved amounts of less than $50, in­
cluding items of no monetary value [Table 80]. 

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

In 72 percent of all househoJ,d crimes with theft, 
no losses were recovered; in most (70 percent) 
motor vehicle thefts, however, losses were fully 
recovered [Table 81J. 

Eighty-six percent. of commercial burglaries and 
75 percent of commercial robberies resulted in eco­
nomic loss [Table 96]. 

Half of all commercial crimes with loss involved 
amounts exceeding $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 32,600 61 
Rape 1,200 2 
Robbery 9,600 18 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 3,300 6 

From serious assault 1,400 J 
From minor assault 2,000 4 

Robbery without injury 3,100 6 
Attempted robbery without injury 3,200 6 

Assault 21,800 '41 
Aggravated assault 8,800 17 

With injury 2,700 5 
Attempted assault with weapon 6,200 12 

Simple assault 13,000 2J... 
With injury ),700 7 
Attempted assault without weapon 9,3OO~c" 17 

Crimes of theft 54,900 103 
Personal larceny with contact 3,900 7 

Purse snatching 1,400 3 
Attempted purse snatching 700 1 
POCKet picking 1,800 3 

Personal larceny without contact 51,000 96 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
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10 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

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

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio 

Crimes of violence 27,400 32,6oc 1:1.19 
Rape 1,100 1,200 1:1.06 
Robbery 8,200 9,600 "1:1.17 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 2,800 3,300 1:1.20 

From serious assault 1,000 1,400 1:1..36 
From minor as~ault 1,800 2,000 1:1.11 

Robbery without injury 2,700 3,100 1:1.17 
Attempted robbery without injur)' 2,700 3,200 1:1.15 

Assault 18,100 21,800 1:1.21 
Aggravated assault 6,900 8,800 1:1.29 

With :injury 2,000 2,700 1:1.31 
Attempted assault with weapon 4,800 6,200 1:1.28 

Simple assault 11,300 13,000 1:1.15 
With injury 3,300 3,700 1:1.12 
Attempted assault without weapon 7,900 9,300 1,1.17 

Crimes of theft 53,300 54,900 1:1.03 
-:Personallarceny with contact 3,600 3,900 1:1.08 

Purse s["atching 1,300 1,400 1:1,04 
Attempted purse snatching 700 700 1:~;.00 
Pocket picking 1,600 1,800 1:1'.15 

Personal larceny without contact 1 49,700 51,000 1:1.03 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calculated from unrounded 
figures. 

lBecause of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure ~as used for estim~ting the 
number of incidents of personal larceny without contact. Since it was not feasible to perform 
an adjustment for cases involving more than one Yict~n, the estimated number of incidents may be 
slightly inflated. -' 
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Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime arid victim·offender relationship 

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

All victimizations Involving strangars Involving nonstran~ers 
Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number ate 

Crimes 32,600 61 25,400 4S 7,200 14 
Rape 1,200 2 1,000 2 200 Z 

Completed rape 400 1 200 1 1100 lZ 
Attempted rape SOO 2 700 1 1100 lZ 

Robbery 9,600 lS S,700 16 900 2 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

6 6 with injury 3,300 2,900 400 1 

"'- From serious assault 1,400 3 1,300 2 1100 lZ 
From mihor assault 2,000 4 1,700 3 300 1 

Robbery without injury 3,100 6 2,800 5 300 :t 
Attempted robbery witr~ut injury 3,200 6 2,900 5 200 Z 

Assault 21,SOO 41 15 ,SOD 30 6,100 11 
Aggravated assault S,SOD 17 6,500 12 2,300 4 

With injury 2,700 5 l,SOD 3 SOD 2 
Attempted assault with weapon 6,200 12 4,700 9 1,500 3 

Simple assault ' 13,000 24 9,300 17 3,700 7 
With injury 3,700 7 2,300 4 1,400 3 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 9,300 17 7,000 13 2,300 4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total'':lhown because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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12 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

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

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Sex 
Hale om 55 58 53 
Female (53) 45 42- 47 

Race 
White (84) 80 81 80 
Black (15) 19 19 19 
other (1) 1 'z 1 

Age 
(10) 12-15 15 20 11 

1,6-19 (10) 16 18 15 
:da-24 (13) 21 20 21 

25-34 (17) 19 16 21 

35-49 (18) 15 12 18 
50-64 (19) 10 9 11 
65 and over (14) 4 5 3 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent in the group. Detail may not add to total shown 
because of roun¢'ng. ' 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casc.~, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 5. Personal crimes of vioi,,:'!ce: Percent of victimizations involving 
strangers, by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims 

Sex Race 
Type of crinle Both sexes Male Female White Black 

Crimes of violence 78 81 74 81 64 
Rape 81 '100 81 81 82 
Robbery 90 93 B7 93 82 

Robbery and attempted 
"72 robbery with injury B9 96 81 93 

From serious assault 94 95 90 96 85 
From minor assault 85 97 78 90 61 

Robbery without injury 90 93 86 91 88 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 93 91 97 95 86 

Assault '12 75 6B 76 54 
Aggravated assault 7h 77 6B 80 54 

With injury 6B 76 58 81 41 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 76 77 73 80 61 
Simple assault 71 74 6B 74 53 

With injury 62 69 55 63 54 
Attempted assault 
without weapon 75 76 74 78 53 

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

-~: 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Male Female 
Type of crime White Black White Black 

Crimes of violence 82 74 80 56 
Rape "100 81 280 
Robbery 93 92 92 70 

With injury 95 100 90 "51 
Without injury 92 89 93 83 

Assault 78 61 74 48 
Aggravated assault 81 64 80 46 
Simple assault 76 57 71 51 

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

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

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault. 

All I'aces' 
12-15 61 64 59 
16-19 75 78 73 
20-24 76 76 77 
25-34 71 '74 69 
35-49 71 66 73 
50-64 81 74 85 
65 and over 86 "100 80 

l'/hite 
12-15 65 71 62 
16-19 81 85 77 
20-24 84 B7 83 
25-34 71 77 6B 
35-49 75 76 75 
50-64 78 70 83 
65 and over 86 "100 80 

Black 
12-15 46 "42- 48 
16-19 56 60 "50 
20-24 34 "36 ")1 
25-34 71 "66 "81 
35-49 53 "46 "60 
50-64 93 "87 "100 
65 and over 0 0 0 

lInc1udes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer s~ple cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

T';fpe of crime 

Crimes of vio1encel 
Robbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

43 
34 
45 

'Inc1udes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Casually acquaL~ted 

57 
66 
55 

13 
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender 

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and 

Type of crime White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 49 44 5 3 
Rape 57 38 '4 0 

Completed rape 165 '35 0 0 
Attempted rape 55 39 '6 0 

Robbery 28 66 '3 '3 
Robbery with injury 25 72 0 '2 
Robbery without injury 29 64 '5 '3 

Assault 53 39 5 3 
Aggravated assault 49 43 6 '2 
Simple assault 55 37 5 3 

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

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

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and 

Type of crime and race of victims White Black Otl]er not available 

Crimes of violence 
Vlhite 59 33 5 3 
Black 10 88 12 '1 

Rape 
White 67 33 0 0 
Black 21 '58 '21 0 

Robbery 
White 37 54 '5 '4 
Black 0 100 0 0 

Robbery with tnjury 
White 34 62 0 '3 
Black 0 100 0 0 

Robbery without injury 
White 38 51 '6 '4 
Black 0 100 0 0 

Assault 
White 63 28 6 3 
Black 12 86 '1 '1 

Aggravated assault 
White 62 27 8 "'3 
Black 16 82 0 '1l. 

Simple assault 
White 64 28 5 3 
Black '7 91 '2 0 

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

Type of crim~ All white All black All other Mixed races not available 

crimes of violence 34 51 3 10 2 
Rape 159 '15 0 '26 0 
Robbery 20 68 11 8 '3 

Robbery with injury 20 66 11 10 '3 
Robbery without injury 20 69 12 7 '3 

Assault 44 38 5 11. '2 
Aggravated assault 45 38 '5 11. '1 
Simple assault 44 39 5 11. '2 

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

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

and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime and race 
of victims All white All black All other Mixed races 

Crimes of violence1 
White 39 45 3 11 
Black 23 85 31 27 

Robbery 
White 25 64 21 9 
Blac~ 0 88 22 24 

Assault 
White 49 32 5 II 
Black 5 84 0 29 

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

Not known and 
not available 

2 
25 

22 
26 

22 
22 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived ~e of offender 
Not kno~.-n 

Total 21 and and not 
Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over availr.'ble 

Crimes of violence '1 37 7 la 12 60 3 
Rape 0 28 18 '5 '15 70 '2 
Robbery 0 51+ 9 29 17 42 '4 

Robbery flith injury 0 54 18 26 120 40 16 
Robbery without"injury 0 54 9 30 15 43 3 

Assault 11 33 7 16 10 63 3 
Aggravated assault '1 31 6 14 11. 63 5 
Simple assault lZ 34 7 17 10 63 '2 

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

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived ~e of offender 
Not known ard 

Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not availabie 

Crimes of violence1 
12-19 "Z 66 31 23 

20-34 "Z 19 77 4 

35-49 0 20 7$ "2 

50-64 "3 27 65 "5 

65 and over 0 51 49 0 

Robbery "2 12-19 0 81 "17 
20-34 0 24 74 "2 

35-49 0 "44 "48 "8 

50-64 0 53 "36 "11 

65 and over 0 "83 "17 0 

Assault 
12-19 "z 64 33 "3 
20-34 "Z 17 79 4 
35-49 0 16 83 "I 

50-64 "4 "17 78 "2 
65 and over 0 "31 a69 0 

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

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

Perceived' aBe of offenders 
All under' All 21 Not known and 

Type of crime 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages nOl; available 

Crimes of violence 1 58 19 18 4 
Rape 0 150 127 115 18 

Robbery 12 58 19 16 5 
Robbery with injury 12 45 28 18 17 
Robbery without injury 12 66 15 14 14 

Assault 11 59 18 19 12 

Aggravated assault 0 52 24 22 12 

Simple assault 1,2 64 14 17 13 

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

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

and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived ase of offenders 
Type of crime and All under All 21 No~ known and 
age of vid.ims 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of 'violence1 
12-19 "Z 78 5 14 22 
20-34 "2 39 31 26 22 
35-49 "3 48 28 17 "4 
50-64 21 35 34 18 211 
65 and over 0 64 27 "7 22 

Robbery 
12-19 0 85 24 9 "2 
20-34 "4 46 21 25 24 
35-49 25 41 28 "20 26 
50-64 "2 30 36 217 214 
65 and over 0 53 34 alO "3 

Assault 
12-19 "I 74 25 17 23 
20-34 21 34 38 26 21 
35-49 "2 54 28 214 "2 
50-64 0 44 231 220 24 
65 and over 0 93 "7 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z less than 0.5 percent. 
!Inc1udes data on rape, not shown separately. 
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampla cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

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

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contac" 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Male 
(248,000) 

7 
4 
3 
7 
9 

53 
22 

6 
16 
30 

8 
23 

117 
6 

1Z 
"Z 

5 
112 

Female 
(285,500) 

48 
4 

13 

6 
2 
4 
5 
3 

31 
11 

4 
8 

19 
6 

13 
90 
9 
5 
2 
2 

82 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shol'lIl 
because of rounding. 

Z Leas than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group) 

12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over n 
~ 

Type of crime (51,500) (52,500) (70,600) (90,700) (96,6OO} (99,900) (71,800) 3 
3" 

Crimes of violence 125 112 91 58 40 31 23 !!. 
Rape 12 6 5 4 11 0 1Z < 
Robbery 47 19 18 14 12 14 14 2: Robbery and attempted robbery 3" with injury 7 6 ~ 5 6 8 7 

! Robbery without injury 18 5 5 4 3 3 
Attempted robbery without injury 22 9 5 5 12 3 4 0-Assault 76 ~ 6S 40 28 16 9 :::I 
Aggravated assault 26 44 30 15 8 7 13 en 

With injury 7 12 9 4 4 12 11 C 

Attempted assault with weapon 19 32 22 11 4 5 12 ~ 
CD Simple assault 50 43 38 25 19 9 6 '< 

With injury 18 14 10 6 5 2 12 III 

Attempted assault without weapon 32 29 28 19 14 7 5 3" 

Crimes of theft 122 152 166 129 100 59 24 ~ 
Personal larceny with contact 5 9 6 5 9 8 9 i" 

Purse snatching 12 5 12 11 4 5 7 lit 
C 

Pocket picking 14 5 3 4 5 3 12 ~ 

Personal larceny without contact· 116 143 161 124 90 51 15 :: ~ 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail ma..v 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 violerce \ 
Rape 
Robbery 

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

Robbery without injury 
At·tempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted a~sault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

White 
(449,100) 

59 
2 

17 

6 
2 
4 
5 
6 

40 
15 

4 
11 
25 
7 

18 
98 
7 
4 
3 

91 

Black 
(81,300) 

74 
3 

25 

8 
4 
4 
9 
8 

46 
26 
9 

17 
21 
7 

13 
129 
11 

4 
7 

118 

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

Less than $3,000- ! ~,500- $10,000- $15,000- $25,000 Not 
$3,000 ~,499 . $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available 

Type of crime (43,700) (104,800) (55,100) (146,000) (116,000) (238,000) (44.300) 

Crimes of violence 99 77 53 56 50 51 50 
Rape 7 2 13 2 11 11 '2 
Robbery 34 26 13 16 13 8 15 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 16 12 5 4 3 11 5 

Robbery without injury 11 8 4 6 4 14 14 
Attempted robbery without injury 8 6 4 6 6 14 6 

Assault 58 49 37 38 36 41 34 
Aggravated assault 24 19 14 15 15 20 15 

With injury 10 5 6 5 4 15 14 
Attempted assault with weapon 14 14 8 11 11 15 11 

Simple assault 34 30 22 23 22 22 19 
With injury 11 10 7 5 6 17 14 
Attempted assault without weapon 23 20 15 17 16 14 15 

Crimes of theft 96 96 121 102 114 135 60 
Personal larceny with contact 17 12 6 4 6 11 5 

Purse snatching 9 6 5 2 .3 0 14 
Pocket piCking 8 6 12 2 3 11 11 

Personal larceny without contact 79 85 115 98 108 134 55 

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

i i 

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

Never Divorced and 
married Married Widowed separated 

Type of crime (176,400) (279,700) (39,500) (36,100) 

Crimes of violence 102 35 35 95 
Rape 3 2 0 7 
Robbery 29 8 25 32 

Robber3 and attempted robbery 
16 with injury 7 3 16 

From serious assault 3 2 14 15 
From minor assault 4 2 12 10 

Robbery without injury 10 2 5 11 
Attempted robbery without injury II 3 14 6 

Assaul.t 70 25 9 56 
Aggravated assault 29 10 5 19 

With injury 8 3 14 8 
Attempted assault with weapon 21 7 12 12 

Simple assault 41 15 14 37 
With injury 13 3 13 12 
Attempted assault without weapon 28 12 11 25 

Crimes of theft 139 84 46 129 
Personal larceny with contact 9 4 12 17 

Purse snatching 4 2 10 11 
Pocket picking 5 2 12 6 

Personal larceny without contact 130 SO 34 112 

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

lEstimate, based on ab9~t 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime I\) 
I\) 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft (') 

Robbe!;l Assault Personal Personal :l. 
3 All personal Robbery Robbery All personal larceny larceny S" crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without !. 

Sex and ege violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact < 
Male !l 

12-15 25'900~ 157 '1 73 10 64 82 32 50 132 '5 127 3" 
16-19 ~5,900 126 0 25 9 16 101 52 49 191 '7 184 ~ 20-24 32,SOO III 0 20 '4 16 91 45 46 198 '5 193 
25-34 44,200 71 0 13 '3 11 57 22 36 138 6 132 r; 

:J 
35-49 44,500~ 52 0 17 10 7 35 10 25 101 7 94 t/) 
50-64 45,700 34 0 15 7 9 19 9 10 62 4 57 c 
65 ~"Id over (29,ooo) 32 0 18 7 11 14 '2 12 26 '3 23 ;! 

CD 
Female '< .. 

12-15 r5'500l 93 '4 19 'S l4 70 20 51 111 '5 106 S" 16-19 26,600 98 11 14 '3 11 73 36 37 114 12 102 
~ 20-24 37,800 74 9 18 7 11 42 17 30 139 6 133 

25-34 46,500 47 8 15 7 8 24 9 14 119 '3 116 i 
35-49 ~ 52,1(0) 29 '1 7 '3 4 21 6 15 99 11 S7 .. 

c 50-64 54,2(0) 2S 0 13 9 5 15 6 9 ;6 10 46 ~ 

65 and over (42,SOO) 17 '1 12 7 5 5 '3 3 23 12 11 :£ 
f' " 
'l. 

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

I 
1! 
, 

\ T 

'" 

, 

,~ 

j: 



~ " 

~ 
\~< 

: ~ ~ 

;i! 
I, 

" r 
\ 
" 

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

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 re~ident population age 12 and over) 

Male Female 
White Black \;hite Black 

Type of crime (211,100) (35,600) (238,100) (45,700) 

Crimes of violence 76 79 44 71 
Rape 0 '1 4 5 
Robbery 22 32 12 19 

With injury 7 8 5 8 
Without injury 15 24 7 12 

Assault 54 46 28 47 
Aggravated assault 22 27 9 25 
Simple assault 32 19 19 22 

Crimes of theft 110 160 87 105 
Personal larceny with 
contact 4 14 9 9 

Personal larceny without 
contact .106 146 78 97 

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

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 resident ~opulation age 12 and over) 
-----------------------------------------

______ ..::C::.rim~e"'s~of~VJ.:.::·~ol:.:e::!.n~c.!:;e ____ • ____ . __ Crimes of theft 

Sex and marital status 

Male 
Never married (89,100) 
Married (138,400) 
Widowed (6,900) 
Divorced and separated (12,600) 

Female 
Never married (87,300) 
Macried (141,300) 
Widowed (32,600) 
Divorced and separated (23,400) .: 

All personal 
crimes of 
violencel 

124 • 
44 
64 

109 

79 
27 
28 
87 

All persor:al 
crimes of 

Robbery Aseault theft 

39 85 159 
10 34 91 
44 220 46 
51 58 145 

18 55 119 
7 17 77 

21 7 46 
22 55 120 

NOTE: Numbers 1<1 parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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with 
contact 
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150 
88 
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 0 ... 
Personal Personal 3' All personal .All personal larceny larceny :; 

crimes of crimes of with without !!!. 
Race and age violence1 Robbery Assault theft contact contact < 
White !l 

12-15 r7
,600 

132 49 82 133 7 126 3' 
16-19 41,000 114 23 85 153 10 143 ~ 20-24 58,500 89 15 69 167 5 162 0" 25-34 74,600 60 12 43 124 4 120 ~ 
35~49 (78,200 40 11 28 90 6 84 en 
50-64 (90,900) 27 12 15 55 7 48 c 
65 and over (68,200) 24 14 9 23 9 14 :i! 

CD 
mack '< 

'" 12-15 13.500 111 43 6') 87 0 87 :; 
16-19 11,200 105 "6 92 152 28 144 

~ 20-:>-4 11,700 109 37 64 162 210 152 
25-34 15,100 51 24 25 152 210 142 i 
35-49 17,600 40 15 25 140 23 118 III 

c 
50-64 (8,600) 68 31 36 96 218 78 ~ 

65 and over (3.,500) 213 213 0 239 0 239 CD 
CD 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. .,. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
Personal 

AD. personal AD. personal larceny 
" crimes of crimes of with V 
Ii .Race and income violence1 Robbery Assault theft contact 

"1 
White 

Less than $3,000 (31,700) 92 33 51 BB J.4 
$3,000-$7,499 (79,600) 72 24 46 B9 12 
$7,500-$9,999 (45,100) 53 13 3B 117 7 
$10,000-$14,999 ~12B,600l 57 16 39 9B 3 
$15,000-$24,999 105,300 49 12 36 109 6 
$25,000 or more 22,100) 51 3B 42 130 31 
Not avail.able (36,700) 47 14 32 52 a4 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (11,400) 121 41 78 113 26 
$3,000-$7 ,499 ~24,100) 92 33 57 120 II 
$7,500-$9,999 9,700) 50 214 31 136 22 
$10,000-$14,999 (16,9oo~ 45 12. 30 130 3B 
$15,000-$24,999 ~1O,2oo 66 23 36 165 all 
$25,000 or more 1,700) 242 214 a27 204 0 
Not available (7,300) 66 222 40 lOB 29 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. ' 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticaliy,unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates Tor persons ~ge Il and over, 
by race, sex, and age of victims and ty~,of crime 

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

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

White 
Male 161 139 

,,..,, ". "" 1 135 190 
16-19 20,600 121 197 
20-24 28,100 

72 133 
25-34 37,800 51 85 
35-49 36,900 31 56 
50-64 41,300 24 
65 and over (27 ,300 ) 33 

'"'';::' [".
7001 

101 128 

92 115 
16-19 20,400 

59 140 
2~4 30,400 48 115 
25-34 36,800 29 95 
35-49 ~41'3oo 24 55 
50-64 49,700 23 
65 and over (40,900) 18 

Black 
Male . " 

147 114 

12-15 rI.JOoI 86 197 
16-19 5,100 

59 208 
2~4 4,600 63 179 
25-34 5,900 52 178 
35-49 (7,300~ 70 122 
50-64 (4,200 157 
65 and over (1,600) 114 

Female 73 W "-,, r""! 114 
16-19 6,100 120 

140 132 
20-24 7,100 44 136 
25-34 9,300 114 
35-49 10,300) 31 

65 72 
50-64 4,500) • 112 124 
65 and over (1,900) 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the grou~. . 
1 Estimate, based on'~out 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat1stically unre11able. 

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

Four or Not known and 

.One Two Three more not available 
Type of crime 

57 16 10 14 3 
Crimes of violence 

78 18 16 16 12 
Rape 

35 28 16 18 13 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
26 33 15 20 15 

with injury 116 31 116 26 110 
From serious assaUlt 

32 34 14 17 13 
From minor assaUlt 16 13 

Robbery without injury 35 29 17 
18 11 

Attempted robbery without injury 44 22 15 
3 65 11 8 12 

AssaUlt 65 10 5 14 7 
Aggravated assaUlt 

63 13 16 20 17 
With injury 65 12 4 11 7 
Attempted assaUlt with weapon 

66 12 10 12 11 
Simple assaUlt 65 11 10 14 10 

With injury . 66 12 9 11 12 
Attempted assaUlt without weapon 

NOTE- Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1E~timate, based on about 10 or,£ewer sample cases, is ~tatistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tablea' 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

Involving strangers 

51 
73 
33 
59 

Involving non strangers 

78 
91 
58 
81 

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

All Involving 'Involving 
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 90 90 91 
Rape 95 93 100 
Robbery 92 92 90 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 91 92 S7 

From serious assault 8a 89 167 
From minor assault 93 93 92 

Robbery without injury 93 93 93 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 91 91 190 

Assault 8a a8 90 
Aggravated assault a5 a4 S7 

With injury a4 83 a6 
Attempted assault with 
weapon a5 84 a8 

Simple assault 
" 91 90 92 

With injury " 93 93 95 
Attempted assault 

\'90 without weapon 89 90 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistics11y Unreliable. 

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

relationship and, type of crime 

Relationship 

\ All victimizations 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

Robbery and assault 

31 
29 
3a 

Robbery 

35 

34 
41 

Assault 

29 
26 
37 

27 
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28 Criminal Vlctl",lzation Surveys In Milwaukee 

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

Characteristic Robbery and ass~Ult Robbery AssaUlt 

Sex 
Male 27 29 26 
Female 37 44 33 

Race 
\I'hite 30 35 28 
Black 34 32 35 

Age 
12-15 27 16 33 
16-i9 30 '29 30 
20-24 27 29 27 
25-34 27 33 25 
35-49 39 51 34 
50-64 39 54 25 
65 and over 41 49 128 

Annual family income 
46 Less than $3.000 40 37 

S3.OOO-$7 .499 35 45 30 
$7 • 500-$9 .999 38 42 37 
$10.000-$14.999 25 23 26 
$15.000-$24.999 25 23 26 
$25.000 or more 26 '11 29 
Not available 25 33 22 

'Estimate. 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 v:l.olence1 Robbery AssaUlt 

Received hospital care 8 9 
Emergency room only 6 7 
Overnight or long Ir 2 2 

Incurred medical expensesa 6 ,7 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Includes only those v:l.ctimizations in which the v:l.ctims knew with certainty that medical 

expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 
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Survey Data Tables 
Table 34. Personal crimes f . I . f . .. - 0. VIO ence: Percent of victimizations in which 

VIC Ims receIVed h?s~ltal care, by selected characteristics of 
victims and type of crime 

Chu;;'acteristic 
Crimes of violencel Robbery Sex 

Male 
Female 

Race 
White 
Black 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

7 
8 

6 
13 

7 
8 

1Includes data on 
2Estimate b d rape, not shown separately. 

, ase on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 

6 
11 

7 
11 

is statistiCally unreliable. 

Assault 

7 
7 

6 
13 

6 
9 

Table 35. Personal crimes of violen . P " 
in which victims incurred ~~di~rc,ent distribution of Victimizations 

a expenses, by amount 
Amountl 

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

Percent 

41 
39 
21 

'Includes only those Victimizations in w 
expenses were incurred and also knew hich the v:l.ctims knew with certainty that d" al 

, or were able to estimate the t me 1C 
, amoun of such expenses. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place'of occurrence 

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

'l)rpe of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parking lot 

All personal crimes 3 3 19 55 
Crimes of violence 10 9 15 55 

Rape 23 18 14 50 
Robbery 6 9 8 68 

Robbery and attemp~~d robbery 
with injury 7 12 15 72. 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 4 7 9 66 

Assault 11 9 19 49 
Aggravated assault 12 10 19 45 
Simp:!.e assault 10 8 19 51 

Crimes"of theft lZ 1 22 55 
Personal larceny with contact 13 9 28 51 
Personal larceny without contact 21 55 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
••• Represents not applicable, 
1 Estimate , basad on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, 
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime 

Relationship and place Crimes of, violence~ 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home 5 
Near own home 9 
Inside nonresidential building 15 
On street, or in park, playground, 
schoolground, or parking lot 61 

Elsewhere 10 

Involving nonstrangers 
Inside own home 25 
Near own home 8 
Inside nonresigential building 17 
On street, or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 33 
Elsewhere 17 

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

Robbery Assault 

4 6 
9 9 
8 19 

72 55 
8 11 

26 23 
312 8 
29 19 

29 35 
324 15 

3Estinlate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticalJ.y unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence~ 

Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

Inside city of residence 

90 

93 
97 
92 

89 
92 
89 

NOTE: Detafi may not. add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
3Estimate, based on Bbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Inside other central city 

3 
2 

32 
2 

3 
25 
3, 

Elsewhere 

7 
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21 
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime ~ 

----,\.,-------------------------------------------------------------------
Crimes of violence 

All personal All crimes 
Reason crimes of violence' Robbery 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 30 24 29 
Not important enough 31 32 29 
Police would not want to be bothered 5 5 6 
Too incor>lrenient or tim" consuming 3 2 21 
Private or personal matter 5 11 7 
Fear of reprisal 1 2 "2 
Reported to someone else 13 9 7 
All other and not given 12 15 17 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 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 victimizatioriil' strangers nonstrangers 

All personal crimes 34 
Crimes of violence 42 42 43 

Rape 56 57 150 
Robbery 51 52 40 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 70 73 53 
From serious assault 76 76 178 
From minor assault 67 70 145 

Robbery without injury 59 60 148 
Attempted robbery without injury 22 23 19 

Assault 38 36 43 
Aggravated assault 48 47 50 

With injury 64 62 6S 
Attempted assault tlith weapon 41 41 40 

Simple assault 31 2S 39 
With injury 44 39 52 
Attempted assault without weapon 26 25 32 

Crimes of theft 29 l·i; Personal larceny with contact 40 40 
Plirse snatching 54 55 0 
Pocket picking 23 24 'l18 

Personal larceny without contact 28 

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

Table 41. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims 
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qrlrplnal Vlctlmlzat,on Surveys In Milwaukee , 
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 23 37 39 41 1,7 

Crimes of violencel 31 45 54 52 62 
Robbery 31 54 61 66 73 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
86 with injury 53 72 68 75 

Robbery without injury 37 73 62 67 278 
Assault 30 41 51 40 43 

Aggravated assault 36 50 79 49 28<} 
Simple assault 25 35 39 33 2:24 

Crimes of theft 16 33 33 35 32 
Personal larceny with contact 216 42 45 47 47 
Personal larceny without 
contact 16 33 32 33 24 

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

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

victim-offender relationship 

All Involving 
Type of crime victimizations strangers 

Crimes of violence 61 60 
Rape 80 78 
Robbery 52 51 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 53 52 

From serious assault 55 54 
From minor assault 52 51 

Robbery without injury 26 27 
Attempted robbery without injury 75 74 

Assault 64 64 
Aggravated assault 65 64 

With injury 64 59 
Attempted assault with weapon 65 66 

Simple assault 63 63 
With injury 63 58 
Attempted assault without weapon 63 65 

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

Robben: Assault 
Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Sex 
Male 62 0 55 00 53 64 6S 
Female 00 81 47 47 47 63 59 

Race 
White 62 83 53 56 51 64 66 
Black 56 163 49 J,2 51 00 59 

Age 
12-19 65 78 59 84 .53 66 73 
20-34 65 86 50 47 51 6S 63 
35-49 53 157 50 57 J,2 54 48 
50-64 48 a 45 36 55 50 55 
65 and over 44 0 41 45 38 51 150 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
2No rapes were recorded for this age group. 

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 Robbe::l Assault 
Self-protective measure violence Rape m robberies With injury Without injury m assaults Aggravated 

Used or brandished fireann or knife 2 0 12 0 11 2 4 
Used physical force or other weapon 36 34 41 53 34 35 34 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 32 16 19 14 14 12 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 17 17 17 12 20 17 15 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 29 16 25 16 31 32 35 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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36 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

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 White Black 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 2 2 ~1 ~1 

Used physical force or other weapon 36 41 32 36 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 8 25 16 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 17 18 15 17 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 29 31 27 30 

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

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Cr±mes 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 contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

70 
31 
25 
63 

78 
100 

9 
17 
23 
13 

93 
84 
69 

100 
94 

~5 
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12 
18 
26 
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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 thWl 
Tn>e of crime '{alue $10 $10-$49 $5()..,$249 $250 or more 

All personal crimes 3 25 37 24 4 
Crimes cf violence1 11 25 28 18 5 

Robbery 3 26 26 24 7 
Robbery Wld attempted robbery 

,,6 with injury 15 27 30 ,,6 
Robbery Wld attempted robbery 
without injury 21 35 25 20 7 

Assault 24 23 29 8 "2 
Crimes of theft 1 26 38 26 4 

Personal larceny with contact 23 16 40 28 34 
Personal larceny without contact 1 26 38 26 4 

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

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

No monetary Less thWl 
Type of crime Wld race value $10 $10-$49 $50-$21,9 $250 or more 

All personal crimes1 3 25 3'/ 24 4 
White 3 27 37 23 4 
mack 4 19 36 29 6 

Crimes of violence. 11 25 2S 18 5 
White 10 26 28 18 3 
mack 14 23 27 18 9 

Crimes of theftl 1 26 38 26 4 
White 1 27 38 24 4 
mack "1 19 38 32 5 

~'·I 
NOTE: Detail may not edd to 100 percent because of rounding. 

lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Crlnllnal Victimization Survey. In Milwaukee 

Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of 
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by val~e ~f stolen 

property, including cash, and race of victims 

Type of crime and property value All races' White Black 

Robbery 
No monetary value 
Less than $10 
$10-$49 
$50-$99 
$100-$249 
$250 or more 
Not available 

Personal larceny3 
No monetary value 
Less than $10 
$10-$49 
$50-$99 
$100-$249 
$250 or more 
Not available 

o 
28 
26 
15 
12 
9 

10 

1 
26 
40 
14 
12 
4 
3 

o 
30 
28 
16 
9 
6 

12 

1 
28 
39 
13 
12 

3 
3 

NOTE' Detail may not add to 100 percent because Oftr~Undulg. 
'fucludes data on "other" races. not shownlsepara e r~ statistically unreliable. 
2Estimate, based On about 10 or fewer sa~ ~ ca~e~~rsonal larceny without contact. 3Includes both personal larceny with con ac an 

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

loss recovered 

Personal larcen~ 
All personal 

0 
24 
18 

214 
21 
20 
23 

21 
19 
40 
17 
16 
5 
3 

Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With qontect Without contact 

None 71 79 61 81 
All 13 9 7 9 
Some 16 11 32 10 

Less than half 5 4 16 3 
Half or more 5 5 9 4 
Proportion unknown 6 3 7 2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
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Survey Data Tables 39 

Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from w('irk, by type of crime 

---------------------------- ,.......--------Type of crime 
Percent 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of viOlence 

Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

5 

9 
113 

10 
20 
5 
9 

12 
6 

3 
8 
3 

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

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

Time lost "-All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
Less than 1 day 38 25 62 1-5 days 

46 52 35 Over 5 days 
14 20 '3 Amount unknown and 

not available 12 i3 

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

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

Nighttime Daytime 6 p.m.- Hidnight-Type or crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. 
All personal crimes 49 47 32 12 Crimes of violence 48 51 40 11 Rape 

39 61 33 28 RobbeI'lr 
53 46 41 6 Robbery and attempted 

'4 
robbery with injury 48 52 47 From serious assault 40 60 52 '8 From minor assault 53 47 45 '2 Robbery without injury 62 37 30 8 Attempted robbery without 

'5 
injury 

49 50 45 Assault 
47 53 41 12 Aggravated assault 42 58 43 14 With injury 35 65 50 15 At.tempted assault with 

weaDon 44 54 41 14 Simple- assault 50 50 39 10 ~Iith injury 50 50 39 11 Attempted assault without 
weapon 50 49 39 10 Crimes "f theft 

49 45 2S 13 Personal larceny with contact 53 45 39 '5 Purse snatching 59 41 38 '4 Pocket picking 51 49 41 '8 Personal larceny without contact 49 45 28 14 
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, 

because of rounding. Z Les~ than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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r 

Not 
known 

3 
'2 
0 
0 

a 
0 
0 
a 

_0 
'2 
a 
0 

a 
'1 
'1 

'1 

4 
a 
0 
0 
4 

Not knOwn 
and not 
available 

4 
'1 
0 

'z 
0 
0 
0 

'1 

'1 
'1 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

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 midnight 6 a.m. not available 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence\ 46 53 42 11 "1 

Robbery 52 4S 42 5 "1 
Assault 43 56 43 12 21 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence1 55 44 35 10 "z 

Robbery 64 36 27 9 0 
Assault 55 45 35 10 "z 

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

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

and victim-offender relationship 

Involving Involving 
Type of Cl"ime All incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 34 34 31 
Rape 21 24 1~) 

Robbery 31 32 '19 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
lnth injury 26 27 '20 

Robbery without injury 34 3S 0 
Attempted robbery without injury 32 31 145 

Assault" 36 37 34 

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

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

'f'ype of crime Firearm Knife other 

Crimes of violence\ 30 30 34 
,Robbery 2B 35 30 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury "19 26 47 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 32 39 23 

Aggravated assault 32 26 37 
With injury 1.2 16 62 
Attempted assault with weapon 39 30 2S 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table, 58. Personal crimes--of-violence: Percent distribution of typ~S of weapons used by offenders, 
by type of crime and vic!im...offender relationship 

InvolvinSi strangers 
Type of crime Firearm Knife 

Crimes of violence~ 30 31 
RobberY 2$ 35 
Aggravated assault 32 26 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 perce'nt because (If rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

other 

34 
29 
37 

Type unlmown 

5 
27 
5 

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

Involving nonstrangers 
Firearm Knife other 

30 29 ~5 
225 2J1 244 
31 28 34 

j---,---------.=~.~-"-~.--~-~-~--------~-----------,7--~-----------/I , 
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42 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

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

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) 

Number 

36,900 
13,900 
13,400 
9,700 

31,100 
19,700 
8,000 

900 
2,400 
7,100 
5,100 
2,000 

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

Rate 

152 
57 
55 
40 

128 
81 
33 
4 

10 
29 
21 
8 

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

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
White (85) 
mack (15) 
Other (1) 

Age of head of household 
1~19 (2) 
20-34 (32~ 
35-49 (22 
50-64 (24 
65 and over (20) 

Annual £amily income 
Les" thsn $3,000 ~12) 
$3,000-$7,499 (24 
$7,500-$9,999 (11 
$10,000-$14,999 (25) 
$15,000-$24,999 (17) 
$25,000 or more (3) 
Not available (9) 

Tenurb' 
Owned or being bought (48) 
Rented (52) 

Number of units in structure 
12 (44) 

i m) 
5-9 (6) 
10 or more (13) 
Other than housing units (1) 

Number of persons in household 
1 (25) 
~3 (48) 
4-5 (20) 
6 or more (8) 

All household 
crimes 

74 
26 

1 

3 
41 
28 
19 

8 

11 
23 
11 
28 
17 

4 
7 

47 
53 

44 
29 
3 
6 
6 

11 
Z 

15 
44 
27 
14 

Burglary 

71 
29 
~Z 

3 
43 
26 
19 
9 

13 
26 
11 
24 
15 
4 
7 

43 
57 

41 
29 
3 
6 
6 

13 
~Z 

19 
46 
24 
11 

Household 
larceny 

79 
21 

1 

3 
39 
30 
20 
7 

9 
19 
12 
31 
19 
4 
7 

,2 
48 

47 
30 

2 
6 
6 
8 

~1 

11 
41 
31 
17 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

69 
31 
o 

4 
21 
13 
29 
,20 

5 
7 

45 
55 

40 
(0 

2 
7 
7 

12 
~1 

16 
43 
26 
15 

NOTE: Numbers:i.n parentheses refer to percent of households in the group. Detail may not add to 
100 percent because of rounding. 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabl~ 
2Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household, 

(Rate per 1,009 households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 
Type of crime (4,800) (76,700) (53,700) (56,900) 

Burglary 264 205 160 116 
Forcible entry 66 66 55 45 
Unlald'ul entry tlithout force 139 66 72 40 
Attempted forcible entry '36 51 52 31 

Household larceny 175 160 174 ~ 107 
Less than $50 99 101 102 71 
$50 or more 47 40 53 26 
Amount not available 0 5 6 '3 
Attempted larceny '29 14 13 7 

Motor vehicle theft '37 40 41 22 
Completed '~heft "32 26 29 16 
Attempted theft '5 12 .~12 6 

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

~.' 

{1 

(/ 
. ~~, 

~- -~-~--
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(49,200) 
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Crhnlnal VlcUmlzation Survey. In Mllwauk .. 

Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unl.awful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Complet.ed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White 
(206,800) 

126 
39 
49 
37 

118 
76 
:30 

:3 
10 
24 
16 
7 

Black 
(35,300) 

30:3 
162 
85 
57 

181 
109 

5:3 
8 

10 
6:3 
49 
.;lb--. 

--------------------------------------------------~ ~-----Detail may not ( ; total shown NOTE: Numbers in pal'entheses refer to households in the group. 
because of rounding. 
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family incomf! 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7 ~499 $7,500-$9,999 $10, OOO-$14~ 999 $15,000-$24)999 $25,000 or more Not available 
Type of crime (30,100) (57,300 (26,500) (60,300 (40,000 (7,200) (21,300) ,. 
Burglary 165 166 152 147 136 208 119 

Forcible ent.ry 69 74 58 44 3e 85 56 
Unlawful ent.ry without force 62 54 50 57 58 89 31 
Attempted forcible entry 34 38 44 46 39 35 32 

Househcld lar~eny 92 103 138 162 143 154 96 
Less than $50 62 64 88 101 95 71 63 
$50 or more 26 29 33 4(J 33 55 ~ Amount not available 11 \3 17 4 14 '6 
Attempt.ed larceny 13 8 10 16 10 122 13 

Motor vehicle theft 10 26 36 33 36 50 24 
Completed theft 9 20 23 24 23 37 17 
Attempted theft '1 6 13 10 13 113 17 

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

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

Owned Or being bou6!!t 
All races' All races! White Black 

Type of crime (117,700) (104,500) (12,900) (125,700) 

Burglary 136 112 324 166 
Forcible entry 48 33 175 65 
Unlawful entry without. force 51 47 79 59 
Attempted forcible entry 37 33 70 43 

Household larceny 136 121 261 120 
Less than $50 91 83 156 71 
$50 or more 32 27 78 34 
Amount not available 4 3 16 4 
Attempted larceny 9 9 210 11 

Motor vehicle theft 27 20 89 31 
Completed theft 20 14 68 22 
Attempted theft 7 6 21 9 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of r~unding. 
lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ia statistically unreliable. 
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Rented 
White 

(102,300) 

139 
46 
52 
42 

116 
68 
33 
4 

12 
28 
19 
9 

Black 
(22,400) 

292 
154 
89 

I' 49 
134 
82 
39 
24 
9 

48 
38 
10 
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and numbler of persons in household 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two or three Four or rive 
Type of crime (60,100) (116,aoo) 

Burglary 115 146 
Forcible entry 44 56 
Unlawful entry without force 37 50 
Attempted forcible entry 34 39 

H~usehold larceny 58 lOS 
Less than $50 36 69 
$50 or more 16 26 
Amount not available 11 3 
Attempt?,d larceny 5 10 

Motor vehicle theft 19 26 
Completed theft 13 18 
Attempted theft 5 8 

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

(47,300) 

189 
72 
74 
43 

204 
132 

51 
6 

14 
40 
:<8 
12 

Six Qr more 
(~.9,100) 

211 
64 
95 
53 

281 
166 
89 
18 
18 
56 
46 

110 

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

Onel Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more 
Type or crime (106,300) (65,500) (5,500) (14,100) (14,200) (32,800) 

Burglary 144 165 192 168 160 147 
Forcible entry 51 66 101 n. 56 46 ,. 
Unlawful entry without force 53 59 57 49 55 61 
Attempted forcible entry 39 40 234 4B 50 39 

Household . larceny 138 140 128 131 121 74 
Less than $50 91 88 75 78 68 43 
$50 or more 35 35 37 38 44 18 
Amount not available 3 6 "8 "5 "3 "3 
Attempted larceny 10 10 "8 "10 "6 10 

Motor vehicle theft Zl 33 "30 34 36 26 
Completed theft 19 22 "22 26 32 19 
Attempted theft 8 11 "9 28 "5 7 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses rerer to households in the gt'oup. 
'Includes data on mobile homes, not shown sepSl'ately. 

Detail may not odd to total shown because of ~unding. 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force 

White 
Less than $3,000 (23,200) 113 33 47 
$3,000-$7,499 ~45'700~ 136 51 51 
$7,500-$9,999 22,300 126 42 48 
$10,000-$14,999 ~56'700~ 126 34 48 
$15,000-$24,999 36,800 121 30 53 
$25,000 or more 6,7(0) 192 70 92 
not available (18,400) 101 40 30 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (6,5()()) 356 204 11" 
$3,000-$7,499 f11,2OO) 282 165 59 
$7,500-$9,999 4,000) 305 152 67 
$10,000-$14,999 ~6'4(0) 321 131 126 
$15,000-$24,999 3,900) 282 123 105 
$25,000 or more (500~ 435 1293 146 
not available (2,900 235 158 131 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Est1mste, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Attempted forcible entry 
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Criminal Vlcllmlzallon Surveys In Milwaukee 

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 

97 

3 

16 
84 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
••• Represents not applicable. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unr~liable. 

'z 

4 

64 
'3 

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 96 1 3 
Burglary 95 1 4 
Household~arceny 98 1 1 
Motor vehicle theft 94 \2 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 

Reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft -

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 35 35 34 37 

Not important enough 35 29 40 30 
Police would not want 
to be bothered 8 8 9 '4 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 2 3 2 0 

Private or personal 
matter 5 4 5 '5 

Fear of reprisal 1 '1 'z '1 
Reported to someone 
else 4 5 3 '6 

All other and not given 11 15 7 '1.7 ---,---
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 per"'mt 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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Survey Data Tables 

Table 71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimiz2tions to the police, 

by race of head of household and type of crime 

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

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
All other and not 

given 
Black 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
All other and not 
given 

33 
38 

29 

41 
25 

34 

33 32 
31 43 

35 25 

40 42 
20 28 

40 29 

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

34 
2') 

37 

44 
'31 

'25 

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

by annual family income 

Income 

Leas than $3,000 
$3,000-$7,499 
$7,500-$9,999 
$10,000-$14,999 
$15,000-$24,999 
$25,000 Or more 

Nothing could be done; 
lack or proof 

39 
36 
38 
34 
29 
41 

Not important 
enough 

22 
33 
33 
36 
44 
35 

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

All other and 
not given 

39 
31 
29 
30 
27 
25 
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Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 

by value of stolen property 

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

No monetar,y value \28 '39 
Less than $10 23 60 
$10-$49 37 34 
$50-$,,99 48 12 
$100;'$249 44 11 
$250 or more 36 '3 
Not available 27 29 

NOl'E: Detail may nut add to 100 percent becau3e of rounding. 
'Esti~ate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically un~eliable. 

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 races' White 

All household crimes 45 45 
Burglar,y 54 52 

Forcible entry 73 72 
Unlawful entry without force 4b 48 
Attempted forcible entry, 36 36 

Household larceny 28 30 
Less than $50 19 21 
$50 or more 53 57 
Amount not available 21 31 
Attempted larceny 25 28 

Motor vehicle theft 77 77 
Completed theft 91 91 
Attempted theft 44 .46 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer san~le 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 in~ome 

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,5ro-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 

All household crimes 45 46 40 43 49 
Burglary 56 54 51 48 57 

Forcible entry 71 74 72 68 77 
Unlawful entry without fOrce 48 36 45 43 57 
Attempted forcible entry 40 43 29 36 38 

Household larceny 22 24 17 31 35 
Motor vehicle theft 80 80 79 78 74 

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

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

Ali races\ ~lhite 

$25,000 or more 

51 
57 
85 
41 

\28 
35 
72 

Black 
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being 

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought 

All household crimes 46 45 46 43 45 
Burglary 57 52 57 ~ 56 

Forcible entry 77 '11 79 76 
Unlawful entry without force 51 ;42 54 43 39 
Attempted forcible entry 37 135 40 33 27 

Household larceny 29 27 32 29 19 
Motor vehicle theft 75 79 74 79 78 

1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
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Rented 

49 
58 
74 
40 
44 
19 
78 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victiimizations resulting in theft 
loss reported to the police,. by type af ~;rime and value of loss 

Type of criJre J..ess than $10 Sl()...$1~9 $5()...$2i+9 $250 or more 

All housohold crimes 14 31 bo 81 
Burglary 36 43 66 85 

Forcible entry \62 60 78 S9 
Unlawful entry without force .28 .33 56 76 
Attempted forcible entry \18 '22 \100 \36 

Household larceny 8 25 49 77 
Motor vehicle theft " 0 87 92 

\ Est!mate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
"There were no recorded motor vehicle thefts involving losses valued at less than $10. 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlswful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

90 
86 
96 
87 
71 
95 
S8 

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 S10 17 9 26 0 
Sl()...$49 31 25 42 'z 
S5()...$99 15 17 16 \3 
Sl00-$249 14 20 9 16 
$25()...$999 13 20 .3 39 
$1,000· or more 6 6 i 36 
Not available 3 3 3 4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent beclI-use 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 Not known and 
Race and type of crime value Less than $10 $10--$49 $50--$249 $250 or more not available 

All races~ 
All ho~sehold crimes 6 18 28 25 16 7 

Burglary 11 12 22 28 18 9 
Forcible entry ~, 6 15 29 33 10 
Unlawful entry without 
force 31 11 31 40 11 5 

Attempted forcible entry 35 26 19 .5 23 11 
Household larceny 1 26 40 24 4 .5 
Motor vehicle theft 6 3 6 16 57 12 

White 
All household crimes 6 20 30 25 12 7 

Burglary 12 15 23 28 14 8 
Forcible entry 9 8 16 31 26 9 
Unlawful entry without 
£orce 21 14 33 39 9 5 

Attempted forcible entry 35 26 18 5 "3 13 
Household larceny 21 28 40 24 3 4 
Motor vehicle theft 6 "2 6 13 61 12 

Black 
All household crimes 6 11 25 26 24 8 

Burglary 8 7 1'.' 28 29 9 
Forcible entry 6 4 14 25 41 11 
Unlawful entry without fI, 26 46 "5 force 0 19 
Attempted forcible entry 3.4 26 24 "5 "1 210 

Household larceny "l 20 41 24 7 6 
Motor .~hicle theft "6 25 "5 21 51 11 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
!.!nelud65 data en "ether" .r-!l~~H!; n9t ~h~ .. separ~t~ly. 
2Est:!Jnate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallyunrel.1abla. 
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

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

and type of crime 

All Musehold Household Mot.or vehicle 
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft 

!lone 72 74 81 10 
All 15 9 11 70 
Some 13 17 8 19 

Less than half 3 5 1 5 
Half or more 7 10 4 8 
Proportion unknown 3 2 4 7 

!lOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or t.o 100 percent., because of rounding. 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempt.ed forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount ~ot available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent· 

5 
6 
9 
6 
3 
2 
2 
3 

~z 
~-Z 

15 
1..9 
\3 

~Estimat.e, based On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Less than 1 day 41 42 52 34 
1-5 days 54 54 48 56 
Over 5 days ~4 ~3 0 '10 
Amount -.mknown and 
not avaoilable ~1 ~1 0 0 

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

1\ 
rJ 

, .. 

b 

.. 

') 

.. 

o 

"'. 



f 
" 

, ., , 

" 
If 
(., 

---- ----' '--- - -

Survey Data Tablea 

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

Nighttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

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

All household crimes 32 56 24 19 11 

Burglary 35 52 24 17 11 
Forcible entry 38 51 25 17 10 
Unlawful entry without 
rorce 36 49 21 15 13 

Attempted rorcible entry 28 59 28 20 11 
Household larceny :,lO, 59 28 20 11 

L~~s than ,$50 31 " 58 26 18 14 
$50 or more 33 57 30 22 ,.3 
Amount not available 31 53 33 '15 15 
Attempted larceny 19 74 32 31 11 

Motor vehicle theft 29 66 31 29 6 
Completed theft 28 66 32 27 n-1 
Attempted theft 31 66 29 33 '4 

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

Not known and 
not available 

12 

13 
11 

15 
14 
11 
12 
,10 

'1.7 
16 

5 
6 

'i3 

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

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Burgla!:.!: Robber:! 
Characteristic Number Rate Number Rate 

All establishments (22, 'JOO) 7,300 321 1,100 49 
Kind or establishment 

Retail (7,300) 3,900 538 700 100 
Eating and drinkin~ places (2,900) 1,100 369 300 102 
Gas stations ~ 600 417 758 200 273 
Other retail 3,800) 2,400 634 300 74 

Wholesale (1,700) 200 138 '100 '29 
Service (9,800) 2,300 240 200 24 
Other (4,100) 800 204 '100 '25 

Gross annual receipts 
Less then $10,000 (3,100) 1,500 482 '100 '16 
$10,000-$24,999 ~3'100~ 900 302 300 81 
$25,000-$49,999 2,600 800 297 '100 '51 
$50,000-$99,999 3,100 1,000 308 lZ '11 
$100,000-$499,999 ~4,600~ 1,600 343 500 101 
$500,000-$999,999 1,000 200 197 '100 '50 
$1,000,000 or more (1,900) 500 279 '100 '27 
No sales (600 ) 200 314 0 0 
Amount not available (2,800) 700 242 '100 '29 

Average number I)r paid employees 
1-3 (7'700~ 2,100 269 300 41 
4-7 (4,200 1,200 279 300 63 
8-19 (2,600) 1,100 414 200 57 
2C:or more (2,700) 1,000 375 200 63 
None (5,600) 2,000 357 200 39 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses rerer to establishments in the group. Detail may not add to total 
shown because or rounding. 

Z Fewer than 50 victimizations. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent distri~ution of. victimizations, 
by seleCted characteristics of commercial establishments 

Characteristic 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
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 or more 
No· sales , 
Amount not available 

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

Percent of establishments 

32 
7 

43 
18 

13 
11, 
12 
14 
20 
4 
8 
3 

12 

34 
18 
12 
12 
24 

Percent of crime 

55 
3 

31 
11 

18 
14 
11 
12 
24 
3 
7 
2 
9 

28 
17 
15 
14 
26 

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

Kind of establishment 

All estsblishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Other 

Percent 

19 

30 
15 
14 
14 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Service 
Other 

and type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed Attempted 

62 
58 
67 
64 

38 

42 
33 
36 

Robbery 
Completed Attempted 

73 
75 
64 

177 

l is statistically unreliable. 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samp e cases, 

I 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishement 

All establishments 
Retail 
Other 

One 

42 

45 
135 

Two 

30 

25 
39 

Three or more Not available 

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

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more 
All establishments 74 13 13 Retail 

78 12 10 WhOlesale 100 0 0 Service 60 20 20 Other 82 16 112 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically un~eliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establisruuents 
Retail 
Service 
other 

On premises 

93 
91 

].00 
189 

On delivery and elsewhere 

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

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

Russon 

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 

33 
29 

10 

16 

° 19 
14 

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

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

Kind of establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary 

All establishments 84 82 
Retail 88 86 
Wholesale 71 72 
Service 78 77 
other 86 84 

'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 establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Percent 

51 
64 
53 
39 
58 
57 
77 
50 

Robbery 

95 
1.00 
'66 
,86 

'100 

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

All estab-
Type of security meas~e lishments Retail Service other 

Building alarm 4 7 2 4 
Central alarm - poli~e 
or security Bervic~ 11 15 5 14 

Reinforcing device 10 14 6 9 
Guard or watchman 4 3 4 .~ 

'2 5 12 .2 
" 

Watchdog 
2 :3 ~1 .1 Firearm 
1 '2 'z '3 Camera 
1 4 'z 0 Mirror 

other 21 18 20 27 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 't' 11 l' bl 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statks kca y unre kR e. 

,~ 
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Survey Data Tables 

Table 96. Corn mercia I 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 86 75 Retail 

85 ,75 Wholesale 
79 167 Service 
87 .. 71 other 
86 '83 

'Estimate, based on about 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 establishment and value of loss 

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or mOre Not available 
All establishments 20 26 30 20 Retail 19 27 28 22 Servi.:e 20 25 34 18 Other 21 30 26 20 

'\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 
Service 
other 

Percent 

71~ 

77 
75 
63 

4 
.4 

,'..3 
'3 
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Criminal Vlctlml,utlon Surveys In Milwaukee 

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

Number of employees 
who l-ost time 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 

'~tail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 

Percent 

93 
5 
,2 
'1 

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

Number of .'~ys lost 

None 
Less thsn 1 day 
1-5 days 

Percent 

93 
5 
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 13 78 16 33 29 9 
Burglary 7 84 15 36 33 9 
Robbery 58 40 25 15 0 12 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically un~eliable. 

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 

74 
86 
,64 

'33 

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

Completed Attempted 
Type of weapon All robberies robberies robberies 

Firearm ,66 ,12 140 
Knife 110 \13 0 
other or unknown type 24 '15 "\'60 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX I 
SURVEYINSTRUMENT,S 

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

persons, and individuals absent during the interview­
ing period. 

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

In the commercial survey, basically comparable 
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence 
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain 
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-IOI 
contained separatr. 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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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUReAu 0,.. 1'H£ CENSUS 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPI.E 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1. Inlerylewer Idenllflcation 
Code I Name 

I 

@) 
I 
I 
I 

2. Record of InierYlew 
Line number 0' household i Date completed 
respondent I 

I 
I 

@) I 
I 

3. Realan far nonlnlervlew (cc 26d) 
TYPE A 

® 
~Realon 

I 0 No one home 
20 Temporarily absent - Return date 
3D Refused 
- C,! Other Occ. - S!>eclfy 

(§ 
~Race.f head 
10White 
20 Negro 
3D Other 

TYPE B 

(§ I 0 Vacant - Regular 
20 Vacoitt - Storage of HH furniture 
3D Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 
_ 0 Unfit or to be demolished 
50 Under construction, not ready 
60 Converted to temporary business or storage 
70 Unoccupied tent site or tral/er site 
80 Permit granted, consuucllon not started 
• 0 Other - Specify 7 

TYPE C 

@ I 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
20 Demolished 
30 House or trailer moyed 
_ 0 Outside segment 
50 Converted to permanent busIness or storage 
6 o Merged 
7 0 Condemned 
60 Bullt ':!fter April I. 1970 
• 0 Other - Specify, 

TYPE Z 

Interylew not obtained ror 7 
Line number 

@) 
@ 
@) 
@) 

4. HoulOh.ld .Ialul 

@> I 0 Same household as last enumeration 
20 Replacement household since last enumeration 
3D Preylous nonlnterylew or not In sample berore 

5, Spoclal place Iypo codo (cc 6c) 

@) 

Survey Instruments 65 

O.M.B. No. <41 ~R2661; ApprovlIl Expires June 30, 191-4 

NOTICE - Your leport co che Census Buteau Is confidential b), law (Title 13. U.S. 
Code). It mll)" be leen ani), b)' SWorn Census employees lind may be used only for 
scntlstlclIl purposes. . 

Control number 

PSU I Serial : Panel iHH I Segment 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

6. Tenuro (cc 7) 
@ I 0 Owned or being bought 

2 0 Rented for cash 
• 0 No cash rent 

7. Typo of /lying quarle,. (cc II) 

@) 
H.ullng Unit 

I 0 House, apartment, flat 
20 HU In nontransient hotel, motel, etc. 
30 HU - Permanent in transient hotel. motel, etc. 
40 HU In rooming house 
50 Mobile home or trailer 
60 HU not specified aboye - Describe "1 

OTHER Un II 
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 aboye - Describe 7 

8. Number of hauling unit, In "ruclure (cc 23) 

@ 10 1 505-9 
20 2 6010 or more 

30 3 70 Mobile home or trailer 
4o~ .0 Only OTHER units 

~. ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 
9, (Other ,han Ihe ••• bUllne .. ) da .. any.ne In Ihll household 

operate a bu.Jnns from this odd,.".? 

@) 10No 
20 Yes - Whal kind of bu.lno .. II Ihal? 7 

10. Fomlly Income (cc 24) 
@ I 0 Under Sl,ooO 60$7,500 to 9.999 

20 Sl,ooo to 1,999 90 10,000 to ",999 
3 0 2,O!lO to 2,999 10 012,000 to 14,999 
-0 3,000 to 3,999 11 0 15,000 to 19,999 
50 4,000 to 4.999 12 0 20,000 to 24,999 
6 0 5,000 to 5,999 13 0 25,000 and oYer 
70 6.000 to 7,499 

11. Hou .. hold mom ben 12 yea" 
al ago and OV ER 7 

@> Total number 

12. Hou .. hold mombo,. UNDER 
12 yean .f ago 7 

<ill) Total number 
oONon. 

13. Crlmo Incidenl Reporu filled "1 

@) Total number 

a 0 Non. 

CENSUS USE ONLY 

@) . @) @) @ 
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21. 22. 23.Wh.1 IIlho hl,hlll ".do l ~1ci JO. 

NEW RECORD VIEW Icc9b) cc r.;;:.. ~ @ @ 
Lasl tOW 1Qi5\@@) @ ~ \ O.ooM OV •• oooNe""r.Uended 

~ ~ OM lOW. I ' 1, orklnderaarten 
I 0 Per I 0 He.d I· .0 Ne'.1 __ 20 F 20 No __ Elem. (Ol-OS) 

1-____ ---120Tel - 20owo"eo~~:ad - :g~~' '001. I __ H.S.(09-12) 
Flrol ,oNI1 ,wnc 

lOVe. 
zoNo 

Fill 40 Other rel.tI.e 40 sep. I Colleae (21-261) 

16-21 .0Non~el.tI.e .0N M 26d
l 

Hav. you blln looking for work during thl pa.t 4 w .. kl? 

t 
Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is this the same r.:;;-..' I 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 

CHECK household as last enumerationl (Box I marked) ® 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 2Ba 
ITEM A 0 Yes SKIP to Check Item BONo 30 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 

40 Never worked 

250. Old you live In thl. hou .. on April I, 1970? 27. I. thore any roo Ian why you could nattakl a lob LAST WEEK? 
S 1 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 10 No Yes _ 2 0 Already has a lob 

@) 

b. Wh.ro ~id yo~ liveon April I, 1970? (State, forolgn country, @ • 0 Temporary Illness 
U.S. pO"'llIon, erc.) .0 Going to school 

County 
State. etc. 
Old you lIvI Inlld. Ihl IImltl of a clly, town, vll,lagl, ItC.? 

c. 10 No 20 yes - Name of city, town, vi loge, etc., 

sOOther - Spec/fY/1 

2Ba. For whom did you (10.1) work? (Name of co:"pany, 
business, organization or othor employer) 

@) r 1 , , 1 1 
d. Wore you In the Armld Forc .. on April I, 1970? ® )( 0 Never worked _ SKIP to 29 

@1 0 Yes 20 No b Whal kind of bUlln ... or Indullry II Ihll? (For examPf,e: T) V 
CHECK" Is this person 16 years old or olderl • and radio mfg .. retail shoe store. State Labor Dept., arm 

ITEM B.,.. 0 No - SKIP to 29 0 Yes ~ rL_lLL 11-_______ -'------, 
f LAST WEEK - (working, ® 

260 What Worl you doing ma.1 a hi I? c Worl you -
• k .. plng houlI, going 10 .chool) or lomll ng "~-SKIP t026<l fciSS\ • lOAn Implor" of a PRIVATE compan~. billn;" or 

tOW 1 0 Working - SKIP to 280 6 0 Unablet ~ Indlvldua lor wag .. , lalary or eamml .. ani 
~ 20 With a lob but not at work 70 Retire f 0 A GOVERNMENT Implay .. (FldlNI, Statl, caunly, 

30 Looking for work 80 Other - Spocl y,. 2 or locol)? 
.0 Keeping house 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN buslnl", prafl .. lonal 
sO Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP 10 2Ba) practlco or farm? 

k II LAST WEEK not counling ",ork 4 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bUllnll1 or farm? 
b. ~~u~dUt~: h:!.:;r(N~~e~ If farm or busl~ess operator In HH. d. What kind of work Worl you doing? (For example: electrical 

ask about unpaid work.) SKIP 280 engineer. stock clerk. typist, farmer) 

@ a 0 No Yo< - How many hau .. ? - to @ rLJTL..L..JL--:-;-;::==::;-;::;;M.;;;;;-:;-;r.;;r.;;?~Fo;:-l 
c. Old you ha •• a lab or bUlllnllfl1 Lfr:mST"';~~l?u w.ro 056 What Worl your malt Im~artant actlvltl .. or dutlll? (For ) 

tlmpararlly ab .. nt or on aya ,. I. example: typlnB. keeping account bookS. seiling cars. etc. 

r.;;;.. 0 No .. 0 Yes - Absent SKIP to 28G 
~ 1 ~ 0 Yes Layoff SKIP to 27 

Notes 

1.0 ... NC'" " .. 711 
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HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS 

29. Now I'd Ilk. to olk 10m_ que.tlona about 10 Yea - How m'fty 
crime. Thoy refor only 10 Ihl lalt 12 monlh. - I tll ... 1 

I 

bltwlln ___ l, 197_ano\ ___ , 197_.!ON. 
During Ihl la.t 12 month I, did anyanl break , 
Into or lomlhaw IlIlgally gIl Inla your : 
(aparlmlnt/haml), garagl, ar.analhor building I 

on your prop.rty? : 

30. (Other than Ihl Incldlnl(.) IUlt mlntlonld) 
DI~ you find a door Ilmmlod, a lock forcld, 
or any ath .. Ilgnl a an ATTEMPTED, 
break In? 

31. Wal anylhlng at all Itolln Ihat Is kept 
ouliid. your homl, or happlned to bl 11ft 
out, luch 01 a blcycl., a garden hOle, or 
lawn furniture? (olhor than any Incldlnll 
already mlntionld) 

lOVes - How many 
I tl .... , 

ION. 
I 
I 
I , 
I 
I 

IOVes- H ...... nr 
I U .... , 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

32. Old anyonl takl lomllhln, bllonglng 
to you or to any memb., 0 this houl.hold, 
from a p;oce wh.,. you or they w.r. 
temporarily ,'ayt"g, luch 01 a f,lend', or 
r.fatlve', home, a hot.1 or mot.l, Dr 
a vacation home? 

33. Whal w •• thl total numb .. 01 motor 
"shlcll' (can, truck., ,tc.) owned by 
you or any alh .. mlmber of Ihl. houllhald 
during thl lalt 12 monlhl? 

34. Old anyanl Itoal, TRY to 11101, or un 
(ltlany of thlm) without perml .. lon? 

35. Old anyanl Itlal or TRY to 11101 part 
of (lt/any of thlm), luch 01 a battery, 
hubcap., top ... d,d:, .tc.? 

I 0 VOl-H ... msny 
: thn'" 
: ON. 
I 
I 
I , 
I@) 
laO None-
: SKIP to 36 
110 1 
1202 
1'03 
:. 0 ~ or more 

lOVes-H ..... .,. 
I UM" 
:oNO __ _ 

10V .. -H ...... .,. 
I IIMI' 
:oNo 
I 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 

36. Thl following qUlltlonl rolor only to thing I 10 V .. - H ... .... y 
Ihat happlnod to you during tho 100t 12 monthl _: tim .. ' 

botwlon ___ l,197_and ___ ,197_.·0~0 
Old you ha," your (pocklt plckld/purlC : 
Inalchld)? I 

37. Old anyanl takl lomlthlng (1111) directly 
from you by ullng fure., luch 01 by a 
Itlckup, mugging or Ihroal? 

38. Old anyan. TRY 10 rob you by ullng farcI 
or throalenlng 10 harm you? (olh .. Ihan 
anJ Incldlnll alroady mlntlanld) 

39. r,fd anyono blat you up, attack you or hit 
you with ,omethlng, luch as a rock 0, bottl.? 
lolh .. Ihan any Incldlnll alroady mlntlanld) 

40. Werl you knifed. Ihat aI, or altackld with 
I."" oth.r "'OPO,", by anyon, at .II? (oth.r 
Ihan any Incldlnll alr.ady mlntlanld) 

41. Old anyanl THREATEN 10 boat you up or 
THREATEN you with a knlfl, gun, or 10101 
other Wlapon, HOT Including tlilphonl 
throal.? (other Ihan ony Incldonll alroady 
mlnllonld) 

42. Old onyanl TRY 10 attack you In 10101 
alher way? (ather Ihan any Ineldlnll already 
mlntlanld) 

l 0 VII - n::,7·nr 

IONO 
I 
I 
I 
I 

10V .. -H ...... J 
I tI ••• , 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 
I 

~ 0 Yes - Hew .,n1 
i tllII.' 

10NO 
I 
I 
I 
I 

10V .. -H ...... J 
: II ... , 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 
I 

IDv .. - Htw "'ny 
: till'" 
ION. 
I 
I 
I 

:OYII-H ... ,., 
I U ... ' 
I 

10No 
I 
I 
I 

43. During tho loot 12 man,hl, did anyanl 11101 10 V .. - H ... " • .,. 
lhinol thaI bllo.gld 10 you from Inlldl a.y car I tI .... , 
or Iruck, luch 01 packagll or clothing? ION. 

4 •• Wal anything .talln from you whlll you 
wc:~. away from ho",., '0' Inltonc' at work, In 
• th.at., or ,utauront, or whU. trov,lIng? 

~5. (Oth .. than any Ineldlnll yau'.1 alroady 
mlnllonld) WOl anything (It.~) at all 

• 11011. from you during Iho loll 12 montho? 

I 
I 
I 

:Ovn- H,. IUn, 
I tle. .. ' 
I 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 
I 

:OVes - Ho .... '" 
A U.tll , 
ION. 
I 
I 
I 
I 

46. Old you lind any 1.ldoncl that 10mlOnl 
ATTEMPTED to Itlallomlthlng Ihal 
bllonVld to you? (alher Ihan any Incldlnll 
already mlntlanld) 

~7. Old you call thl palicl during Ihl lalt 12 
manlh. to roport lamllhlng that happlnld 
to you which you Ihaught wal a crimI? 
(Do nal count any calli modI to Ihl 
pollc. conc.rnlng the Incld.ntl you 
ha," IUlt told ml about.) 

o No - SKIP to 48 

DYe. - What happlnld? 

10V .. -H ..... J 
I tI .... , 

ION. , 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-----------.---------------!~c=r=J 

ic=r=J 
----------------------------------! c=r=J 

CHECK 
ITEMC 

Look at 47. W .. HH momber 
12 + attacked or threatened. or 
was somethin& stolen or an 
attempt made to steal somothln, 
that belon,ed to hlml 

lov"-n:.f·J 
I 
I 

ION. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

48. Old anylhlng happln to you during thl 1001 
12 manthl which you though! woo a crimI, 
bl.t did NOT report to thl policl? (ath .. 
than any Incldlntl already ,,"ntlanod) 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

CHECK 
ITEM 0 

CHECK 
ITEM E 

o No - SKIP to Check Item e 

DYes - What happonld? 

Look at <III. Was HH member 
12 I attacked or threatened. or 
was somethlnc stolen or an 
attempt ma~e to Sleal somethln, 
that belon,ed to him! 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

!@)[IJ 
~ UJ 
! OJ 
IOv .. -H .... ., 
I 11.01' 

10No 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

00 any of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How many tImes?" 
o No - Interview next HH member. 

end Interview If loS! respondenl. 
and fill Item 13 art cover. 

DYes - Fill Crime Ineld.nt Reports. 

Pac- 3 

, 
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68 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee 

14. 
HAilE 

'.:;\~;J PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS n::;:.:)~,;:~;:<·!!:i"3c:z,,,:';',:;f ;,;,,;>;;'~J 

16 17 18 19. (:. I.. (or year) of f"ula, Ichool Y10u 
15. • 'LATIONSHIP AGE IlARITAL RACE IORIGIN SEX ARIIED 'D. h ••• ovor .tlendod! ~~:;P':~~l 
TYrE ~~NIIEaER ~~ HOUSEHOLD ~fh. STATUS (:c 151 I Ice 16) (cc 171 ~~:~~~ (ASK for person~ 12-2~yr~9) (ce 20) 

KEYER •• BEGfN ~N~ER' (ce8) HEAD DAY (ce 14) : ce 181 Transcribe for 1 +yrs.) ce 
NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) I fcc 13) @ @ @ @ 

~ IQii' @' 040 041 042 
Last row tOW 'OW ® ~, 0 N .ttended , 0 Yes ~ ~ ~ 'Oil· '0"'· I 'OM ,DYes 00 o:~;~derg'rten 'OMo ' 0 Per '0 He,d " 0 F , 0 NO 

1-__ -----1'OTel -- ·'OWlfeolhe,d --- ,r~,~. 'ONeg,, __ , Etem.(0I-08) 
First 'ONI, '0 (ho!,,,hlld l6:1r,;}~l.,.OOt' 1 _H.S.(09-12) 

Fill • OOtlle"el,U.e • Osep.: College (21-26') 
16-21 ON I,ti'e sON M , .. ? 

• on<. 26d. Hovo you b.on 100kin9 for work during Iho PO:I 4 w •••• t Look at item"" on cover page. Is this the same r.:;;';\ 0 Yes No _ When did you last work. 
CHECK household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® 1 20 Up to 5 years ago _ SKIP (0 280 

ITEM A 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem BONo • 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

• 0 Never worked 250. Old you livo In Ihi. house on April 1. 1970? LAST WEEK? 

o No 27. Is there any reason why you could not tale a iob to«' , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 2 , b 

~ ( I I Iry ~ , 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already has a 10 b. Where did you live on April 1. 1970? Slat •• ore gn coun. ® • 0 Temporary illr.nss 
U.S. po ..... lon. elc.) 40 Going to school 

State. etc.. Couoty sOOther _ Specl
fY

)1 
c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, vi,"age, etc.? 

, 0 No 20 Yes - Nome of cit),. town. v,lIoge. etc'J1 

o II I I 
280. For 'whom did you (1001) work? (Nome of company. 

business, organization or other ef\1ployer) 

d. Wore y:lU in the Ar!'1~.i Forces on April 1, 1970? 3 

@ X 0 Never worked SKIP to 6 
@,OYeS20NObWhalkindafbu.ln ... orlndu.trYiOlhi.? (For exom~le: )TV 

CHECK'" Is this person 16 years old or older? • and rodio mfg" retail shoe store. State Labor Dept" ,arm 
ITEM B '" DNa SKIP to,36 DYes. (@)ILLI.LI.J

1 
____________ ----, 

260. Whul wore you doing mo.1 01 LAST WEE~,- (wi;:~n9. os c. Wore you _ 

keeping hou,., going to school) or some\;n
g

• k SKIP t026<1 I(i5'5\ 10 An emploree of a PRIVATE company, busl,,;s. or 
q 10 Working - SKIP to 28a 60 Una e to WOf - ~ individua for wages, salary or commissions. ~ 20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired • 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy .. (F.doral. SIal •• counly. 

30 Looking for work 80 Other - SpeCIfY, or local)? 

• 0 Keeping house • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.in .... prol ... lonol 
• 0 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP '0 280) proclic. or form? 

d L I II LAST WEEK nol counlin9 work 40 Workin9 WITHOUT PAY In lomily buolno .. or farm? b Did you 0 any wo .. a a • I HH I I tricol 
• around Ih. houso? (Note: If form or business operator n. d. Whal kind 01 work wore yo." doing? (For exomp e: e ec 

ask about unpaid work.) SKIP 28 engineer. stock clerk. tYPISt. former) @ 00 No Yes How many hours? __ - to a 

Did you have a job or busi"e" from which you were 
c. lompororily absenl or on loyoll LAST WEEK? 

IQSOI , 0 No 20 Yes - Ab .. nt - SKIP to 280 

'eV 'OYes Layoff SKIPt027 . .,.:"''";;:. .• J;,, .. ,.: .... j.. ""\.2 

@ •. rWhal w+'. your mo.1 importonl oclivill .. or d~llos? (For 
example: typing. keeping account books. sell,ng corso etc.) 

',; .•.. 1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 'c:;' ~'" ,C< '.:'~ • 

"'''J'''',.", >., .:>. ',- , .' "I 46. Old you find ony .v,d.nc. Ihot .omoon. 1
0 

Yes - ~~~.'i.n, 36:'~;'. loliowing quoslion. relor onl~ 10 Ihingo Ihat : DYes - ~~~.~.ny ATTEMPTED 10 .1001 .om.lhlng Ihol : ONo 
happened to you during the last L months - • : 0 No b.longed to you? (other than any 
b.tw .. "-I. 197 and • 197 • dD)~d , incid.n" olroody m.ntion.d) • 
you have your (pock.! picked/pune snotche . 1 1,7 Did you call the police during the lau 12 months to report 

( I ) d' II ' O,Yes - How .... , •• om.lhin9 Ihol happ.n.d 10 you whdlch you
h 
Ihoul~hl wa. a 37. Did anyone 10k ••• ",.Ihing ... ".c.y k : limos! crim.? (Do nol counl ony call. ma • 10 I • po 'co 

from you by using force, such as by a S'IC up" 10 No __ ~0S8 concerning the incident. you hove Just told me about.) mugging or threat? ~ 

b ' I , 0 Yes - How ma.y ~(O No - SKIP to 48 38 Old anyon. TRY 10 rob you y uo .. g orc. , tI .... ! nYes _ Whal hopp.n.d?r ____________ _ 
5 or threatening to harm you? (other than any, 10 No __ ".~ 

Incidents already mentioned) -" I J ____________________ _ 
39. Old anyone beat you up, attack you or hi! you 10 Yes - HoW many ~~:!.---:-,-=;:-:;-:;7:-:w;;;-j:ji:r;;;;;;;i;;;"TIi'7:;:::::::::;:::::1 

with something, such as 0 rock or bottl.. : tlmt.t J: t Look at 47 _ Was HH member 12 t : 0 Yes _ How min)' 
(other than any incldenh already mentioned) 10 No -- CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some .. : lim'" 

k d 'Ih 10 Yes Ho ...... y ITEM C thin' .. olen or an attempt made to ,,0 No 40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attac 1'1'( W 'h ' - tI .... ! ste.! something that belonged to ~Im,; SOme other weapon by anyone at, a • at er : 0 No 

Ihon an, ineldon" olroody monhon.d) . ,'8 Old anything hopp.n 10 you during Ih. 10.1 12 m0h'lho ~hl;h 
. n. Did anyone THREATEii to, beat you up or ~, 0 Yes - n~-:"lY ~. you thought wal a crime, but did HOT .report to tepa ce 

THREATEN you with a kn,I •• gun. or .om. ? I ONo ~ (olh .. tnon ony Incid.nl. already m.nlton.d) 
olhor "eopon. NOT includlnlll.l.phon~ Ihro." , I-¥o 0 No _ SKIP to Check Item E 
(olh., than any incld.nts already m.nl,on.d) I tiji-...W 0 Yes _ What h.pp.n.d? ____________ _ 

,(2. Old anyone TRY to attack y~u in sorroe ~ 0 Yes - ~:I'f"Y 

olh .. way? (olhor Ihon any ,neld.n" 1 0 No Look at 49 _ Was HH member 12 + 'OY" _ Ha. Nil)' 

I 0 Y~' - How many 00 any of the Screen qUf'!~tions contaln any entries 44. Was anything stolen from you while JO~ were: tlIh611 t for "How many times? fI + 

away from home, for instanh~i a: wo I.' ~~ a lONo __ CHECK 0 No -Interview r;txt HH member. End interview 
IIt.ol .. or ,.olouranl. or w ,. rove ,n , ITEM E if lost respondent, and fill item 13 on COVer. 

45 (Olh .. Ihon any In<· ...... I~ you·v• olready ! 0 Ye. - ~~~;;an, C 'd R IS 
• mentioned) Was ani);\t,Hnt .... ::.ls .) at all stol.n IONo 0 Yes _ FIll rime Inci cot epor , 

from you during th.lan'12 month.? I 

Pace. ... 

, 

'-"~"","~l._~"-,,",,, •• ,...,,,"J 

o 

-------

Survey Instruments 69 , :2'\ 
.... .' 

J PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
•. <c!,': 

.. 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. .20b. 21. 22. 23.Whot I. tho hlrhost ".d. 24. 

NAIIE 
TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE IlARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (Of Yilt) of re,ullt school Old you 

LAST 
you han Inr attend,d1 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD 
BIRTH· STATUS (cc IS) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES cooplltl 

KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (ceS) HEAD 
I fc~~J) rcc 14) , 

MEMBER (ASK lor persons 12-24 )'rs. that,"r! 
NEW RECORD 

VIEW (cc9bl , 
(cc 181 Transcribe for 2S+yrs.){ccI9) (cc 201 , Last @ @ @) @) @) @ , @ @ @ @ , 'OPer , OH.ad 

'OM. 'OW. 
, 

'OM 'DYes 000 Never attended 'DYes 
, 'Onl -- 'OWI/e 0' head -- 'OWd. 'ONeg,I __ 

'Of 'ONo or kindergarten 
'ONo 

First 
'ON', 'DOwn child '00. lOOI'1 __ E'em, (01-08) Fill 

40 Other relative 'OS_p, __ H.S, (09-12) 
16-21 

• 50 Non"felatfve 'ONM 
, 

College (21-26' I , 
CHECK t Loo~ at item "'1 on COVer page. Is this the same 

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 we.ks? ITEM A household as last enumeration? (BOK I marked) 
@) , 0 Yes No - When did you lost work? DYes - SKIP to Check ('em B ONo 

20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 250. Old you live In Ihi. houa. on April I. 1970? 
• 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP t 3 @) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 

20No • 0 Never worked a 6 
27. 

Is there any reason Why you could nottake a job LAST WEEK? b. Whoro did you Ilvo on April 1. 1970? (Sloto. Iorelgn counlry. 
@) 'ONo Yes - 20 Already has a job 

U.S. POSS.SSio.n, etc.) 

• 0 Temporary Illness State, etc. 
County 

• 0 Going to school 
c. Did you live inside the Ilmlts of a city, town, village, etc.? 

SOOther - SpecifY)1 @) 'DNa 20 Yes - Nome of city. town. vII/age. etc., 

= 280. For whom did you (losl) work? (Nome of company. @) I I I I I I 
business. organization or other employer) 

@ 
d. Woro you In Ih. Arm.d Forces on April 1. 1970? 

, DYes 20No 
@ X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 CHECK t Is this person 16 years old or older? 

b. Whol kind 01 buslno .. or indullry i. !hi.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B 

DNa - SKIP to 36 DYes 
and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Lobar Dept •• farm) 26 •• Whol wore you doing moot 01 LAST WEEK _ (working. (@) II r I @Y Iceeping house, going to school) or something else? 

c. Were you _ ' 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP to26d 

@) '0 An omploroo 01 0 PRIVATE company. bu.lno .. or 20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired 
individua for wages, salary or commissions? • 0 Looking for work 80 Other _ SpeCify, 

20 A GOVERNMENT employeo (Fodorol. Slolo. Counly. 
• 0 Keeping house 

or 10c.I)? sO Going to school 
(If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 

3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN buslne ... prof ... lonal b. Old you do any work 01 oil LAST WEEK. nol countin9 we:k practice or farm? 
.rO<lnd the hou .. ? (Note: If form or bUSiness operator in HH. 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY i. lamily buslno .. or farm? <§ ask about unpaid work.) 

d. Whol kind 01 work W.,~ you doing? (For example: electrical 00 No Yes - How mony hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 
engineer, stock Clerk. typist. farmer) c. Did you have a job or business from which you were @ I _I ~ J lomporarily oblOnt or on loyoll LAST WEEK? 

e. What w.re your most important activities or duties? (For @ 'ONo 2 0 Yes - Absent - SKip to 280 
example: typIng. keeping aCCOUnt books, seiling cars_ etc.) • 0 Yes - Layoff - S/I.'IP to 27 

. :"., : ...•. ,:. .. 11 .J INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS J .. ...... '~ .. : ,:.' ' .. 36. Th. following question, relor 6nly 10 Ihlngo Ihal 'tJ Yes _ How mill, 
46. Did you find any evidence that someone 

I 0 Yes - How mlny 
happened to you during the ID~t 12 months _: tlmtl, 

ATTEMPTED 10 .1.01 .omolhlng Ihol 111m .. , belw .. n __ l. 197_ ond __ • 197_. Did 10NO 
belonged to you? (other than any 10No yat have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? I 
incidents already m"ntioned) 

• 37. Did onyono lako v;'melhlng (el .. ) dlreclly 
: 0 Yes - How mlny 47. Did you call the police during the last 12 month, to report from you by using force, such as by a stickup, 
I Umn1 lomething that happened to you which yo" thought was a mugging ~l threat? 
:ONO crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force 
10 Yes - now many @ concerning the incidents you have just told me about.) rn 0 No - SKIP to 48 

Or threatening to harm you? (other than any 
I tlml" 

DYes - Whol happenod? 
incidents already mentioned) 

:ONO 
39. Did anyone boat you up, attack you or hit you 

: 0 Yes - How many (JJ with lomethlne, such as 0 rock or batt I.? 
I tim .. , (other than any incidents already mentioned) 
'ONo t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12. : Y H 40. Were you knifedj shot at, or QHacked with, 
: 0 Yes - How mlny CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some .. , 0 es - ,,::.7,ny some other weop~n by onyone at oU? (other 
I tim .. , ITEI>\'C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No than any inc,lr!;.nts alr.acly mentioned) .0No 

steal something that belonged to him?l 41. !lid ii.~vor~;-HREATEN 10 b.ol you up or 
, , j Dyes - How .... , 

48. Old anylhl.~ noppon 10 you during Iho 10.112 monlh. which THREA'l':N you with. knife. gun. or 10m • 
JONo tlmos, ~ lOU thought was a crime, but did_ NOT report to the police? other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? tIJ oth.r than any Incidents already mentioned) (other than any incidents already mentioned) , 
I 

DNa - SKIP to Check lIem E 42. Old onyono TRY :10 ottack you In .omo 
I 0 Yes - How Dlany !;O 0 Yes - Whot hopp.n.d? pther way? (othtr than any .incidenh 
: tlml" already mentioned) .0No 

43. During the last 12 mOnthl, did anyone Ileal 
: 0 Yes - H1W mIn, , Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Ye. _ How ... ny Ihlng. Ihat belong.d 10 you lrom In. i •• any car 

CHECK attacked or threatened. or Was some.' tlmll! or truck, such as package, or clothing? 10No tlmll! 
- ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10No 

44. Was anything stolen from yo~ 'whUe JOu wet. 
10Yes steal somethlnl tha, belonged to him?' How mlJly 

00 t.ily of the screen questions contain any entries 
away from home, for Instance at wo , In a , IhHl' theate, or restaurant, or while trayeling? 'ONo CHECK' for "How many times!" 45. (Qther than any Incidents- you've already 

: 0 Yes ~ How many ITEM EDNa - Interview next HH member. End interview m.nllon.d) Woo anythinll (.Iso) 01 all .Iolen 
I tim .. ' if lost respondent. and fill item 13 on Cover. from you durinll Ih. lost 12 monlho? 10No 

DYes - Fill Crime Incident Ret>orts. "ORM NCS., 1'.11.131 

PalO 5 
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14. 
NAME 

"':"':"~'\ :,:" 

15. 16. 
TYPE LINE 

~ ______ ~~~ OF NUMBER 
KEYER - BEGIN INTER. (ce8) 

NEW RECORD VIEW 

Last @ @@ @): @(§ @) (§) 
,'0 Per 

1------;-OTel 
,OH •• d 'OM, 'OW. \ 'OM 'OVe. ooO~~~lricJ~t:;;:~ :8~:s 
_OWtteofhead - __ OWd. -ONeR.: __ -OF _ONo __ Elem.(0I-08) 
30 Own child 30 D. , DOt. : __ H.S. (09-12) 
400ther relative 40seP.: Cotlege (2l-26.) 

'.q~:, 
16-21 

First 

sO Non"'felative 5 0 N M I 

CHECK 
ITEMA 

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

DYes - SKIP to Check /tem BONo 

250. Old you live In this house on April 1. 1970? 

@ , 0 Yes !>KIP to Check /tem B 20 No 

b. Where did you Iiv. on April 1. 19701 (State. lorelgn country. 
U.S. possession, etc.) 

State. etc. County 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city .. town, village, .tc.? 
, 0 No 2 0 Yes - Name of city. town. village. etc., 

@)rlTIII 

26d. Have you be.n looking for work during the palt 4 we.k,? 
tOsi' , 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 
~ 2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
• 0 Never worked 

27. Is th.re any r.a.an why you could not take a iob LAST WEEK? 

@ ,DNa Yes - 2 0 Already has a iob 
30 Temporary Illness 
• 0 Going to school 
• 0 Other - Specify, 

280. For whom did you (Ia.t) work? (Nome cl compony. 
bUSiness, organization or other employer) 

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

@ t 0 Yes 20 No @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK'" Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind 01 bu.ln ... or Indu.try;' thl.? (For e,omple: TV 
ITEM B.,. 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Yes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Lobar Oept .. farm) 

260. What were you doing most 01 LAST WEEK - (worklng.@rL_ILJ1LJlL ______________________ -t 
keeping house, going to schooH or something else? c. Were you _ 

D Workin - SKIP to 280 6 0 Unable to wo<k-SKIP toUd lOsS' , 0 An empl"r •• 01 a PRIVATE company, bu.ln ... or 
, ~ b b J 0 Retired ~ individuo for wages, salary or con-millions? 20 With a)o ut not at war .... ,7 I 
3D Looking for work .0 Other - Specify, 20 A GOVE~NMENT employ.e (F.d.ro • Stat •• county. 
• 0 Keeping house or local). 

O G • h I 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prole .. ional 5 o'ng to sc 00 (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) practico or lann? 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEE~. not counting .work 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in lamily bu.in ... or larm? 
around the hou •• ? (Note: If form or busrness operator rn HH. d. What kind 01 work wore you doing? (For example: ./ectrica' 
ask about unpaid work.) engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) ~ a 0 No Yes - How many hours? ____ - SKIP to 280 

c. Did you have a Job or business from which you were 
t.mporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

, 0 No 2. 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
30 Yes Layoff - SKIP to 27 

@ r II 
a. What were your most important activities or duties? (For 

e)(ample: typIng, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

'.':,"'" "":;.""",."c,,. ':':",;">'. ""', > ',' ':', 'I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS C:·~.>· ,', :';; ;; '0':: 'i' , S,', : :l" ~ ':<\.'~ 
'3'6. 'T'he 10l'Iowing qu."stions rafer only to things that I,D Ves _ How.m,nJ "-6. Old you find any evidence that someane 10 Yes - ~ow 7,ny 

h tI 1 ATTEMPTED to .tool .om.thlng that It ... happened to you during the last 12 mont I - I ml belonged to you? (other than ony l 0 No 
hetween 1 191 and ,197. Did: DNo incidents already mentioned) I 
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? I h 

47. Did you call tho polic. during tho la.t 12 mont. to r.port 
37. Did anyone take something (else) directl.Y : DVes - How IMn, something that happened to you which you thought was a 

from you by using force, 5uch as by a stickup, : No tlmllt crime? (Do not count ony calli made to the police 
mugging or throat? 1

0 @ concerning the incidents you have iUlt told me about.) 
38. Did anyan. TRY to rob you by u.ing lorce rOVes - How OII.Y ~058 0 No _ SKIP to 48 -

or threotllning to harm you? (other than any t tllMl' 0 Yes _ What happened?~ ___________________ _ 
incidents already mentioned) I DNa ___ _ ________________________________ _ 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hi: you lOVes - Haw many L=tJ=::::. __ -,. __ ,-..,.--,-=-;;;:::-;-;':'T:=:::;::::-;-:;-:--r _________ -l 
with somdhing, such as a rock or batt!.. : tim"'... , Look at -17 _ Was HH member 12 + :OYU _ How IItlfty 
(other than any incident. already mentioned) I D No CHECK attacked or threatened. or was sorne-I tllIlI' 

-40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacke~ with 10 Yes - How mlfty ITEM C thing stolen ar an attempt made to :0 No 
some other weapon by anyone at all. (other 1 tlmelt steal something that belonged ta him?: 
than any incidents already m.,.tioned) 10 No 

r 0 48. Did anythi"g happ.n to you during tho la.t 12 month. whlc,h 41. Did anyone THREATEN to b.at you up or ,Yes - How .... ' r.;;;;, you thought was a crim •• bot did NOT r.part to tho pollc •• 
!t~~rE!!~~n~NuO;.iti~:I!~ii!;, t:I:;h:~;Oth;eats? : 0 No tlmest ~ (other than any incident. already mentioned) 
(oth.r than any incidents alr.ady monllon.d) I -.l....J 0 No - SKIP to Check Item E 

"-2. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some ~ 0 Yes - n:.,aJ LlJ 0 Yes - What happened? _________________ _ 

other way? (other than any incidents __ ~I O~~Na~-=:~_tW-J::!~--~:_Lo-;;I:;;:Ta=:=w;~~;;;~;=if:;=fc~;=~;;~~ 
already mention.d) t Look at 18 - Was HH member 12 + rOVes- H ..... ey 

43. During 'the last 12 monthl, did anyone steal I : 0 Ves - How mallY Ct1ECK attacked or thr~atened, or was some-: UM"t 
thing. that belong.d to you from insld. any car 10NO tI .... 1 ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10No 
or trude, such as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?t 

..u.. Was. anything stolen from you while you were ~ 0 yes - How min), Do any of the screen questions contain ;tny entries 
awo)' from home, for instance at work, in a J tlmll' t for uHow many times?" 
thooter or restaurant. or whll. trav.ling? "l 0 No ;::.. CHECK 0 No _ Interview next HH member. End Interview 

45. (Oth.r than any incid.nt. you·v. alr.ady 1,0 Ve. - ~:~.i'·Y ITEM E If lost respondent. ond fill Item 13 on cover. 
m.ntian.d) Was anything (else) ot all stolen 0 NOYes _ Fill Crime Incident Reports. 
from you during the last 12 months? : a 

Survey Instruments 

1:\,::;/,-:;:, ;,~;::'{·:;:::\,\t',>~;: <'7,\'71 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I"::;\.,~: ,>;;i\ };;""i,:", ,; \.-'-,0f,1'. ',,:!};'ANJ. 

~~ME 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23.Whlt Is th. hl,hut Ilid. 24. 

KEYER - BEGIN' 
NEW RECORD 

l.ast 

TYPE ~INE RELATIONSHIP ~t\ MARITAL RACE 10RIGIN SEX ANMED (or YIII) of "Iulll School Did you 
OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH. STATUS (cc 15) , (ce 16) (ce 17) FORCES you ha ... Vllltiond.d1 compl.t. 
INTER- (ce~) HEAD DAY (ce 14) , MEMBER (ASK for pelSons 12-24 yrs. thlt ,III! 
VIEW (ce9b) 1 icc 13) : (ce 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.)(ccI9) (cc 20) 

@)@@ @@@>: @)(§@) (§) 
'OPer 'OHead 'OM. 'OW. I 'OM 'OVes 00 0 NevGr atlended 'OVes 

I-F-I-rs-t------ll ~ IS !~: --, _ 0 Wlte of head -- _ 0 Wd. _ 0 Neg.: __ _ 0 F _ 0 No or kindergarten _ 0 No 
"' , r ' 0 Own child , 0 D. , 0 01. : __ Elem. (01-08) ItY! 40 Olher relative 40 Sep. r __ H.S. (09-12) 

~ ____ -;~-L~~~~--~~.~(]~N:o:n:.e:l~at~iv:eJL~~~S~(]~N~M:l,_~~~:~-_JL~--~~~~~~~C:O~II.~R~e~(2~!:-~26~.~) ____ 1_ ____ J 

t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is tlris the same d6d. Hav., you been looking lor work during tho pa.t 4 w •• k.? 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® 10 Yes No _ Wh.n did you la.t work? 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

DYes - SKIP to Check /tem BONo 2 0 Up to 5 years ago _ SKIP to 280 
250. Old you live in this houso on April 1. 1970? 305 or more years ago} SKIP 

r.;;, 40 Never worked to 36 ~ I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 

27. I. th.re any rea.on why you could nottak. a iob LAST WEEK? b. Where did you Ilv. on April 1. 1970? (State. loreign country r.;;-,OS2 
U.S. po ..... ion. etc.) , ~ , 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you live Inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
t 0 No 20 Yes - Name of city. town. village. etc., 

r I II I 

3D Temporary iilness 
• 0 Going to school 
• 0 Other - SpecifY, 

280. For whom did you (Iou) work? (Nome 0' Company. 
bUSiness, organization or other employer) 

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

@ I 0 Yes 20 No @ x 0 Never worked _ SKIP to 36 
CHECK. Is this person 16 years old or older! b h k 
IT M • W at I~d a! bu.lne~. or Industry I. this? (For eXample: TV 

E BONo - SKIP to 36 0 Yes and rad,o mfg •• retort shoe store. State Labor Oept •• 'arm) 
260. What. were you doing mo.t 01 LAST WEEK _ (working. @ r 1 I 1 

keepU~9 house, going to school) or something else? c. ~W;:.::-r.':-:-y-ouL--L--------------------J 
, 0 Working - SKIP to 2Bo • 0 Unable to work-SKIP to 26<1 @ '0 An .mplo •• 01 a PRIVATE company, bu. In ... or 
20 With a iob but not at work 70 Retired Indlvlduar lor wages. salary or comml .. ion.? 

• 0 Looking for work B 0 Other - SpeCifY, z 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fod.ral. State, county. 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 

• 
0 

Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu. in .... prol ... ional 
b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 

around tho house? (Note: If form or bUSiness operator In HH. 
ask about unpold work.) 
a 0 No Yes - How many houlI? ___ SKIP to 280 

c. Did you have a job or business from which 'you were 
t.mporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

@ , 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

practice or farm? 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY in lamily bu.lne .. or larro? 
d. Wha,t kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electrical 

engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

@ r III 
e. What were your malt important activltJes 01 duties? (For 

example: tyPIng, keeping account books, selling curs, ere.) 

';''1:'(;;'' ·;',,:;?":'~'Y</ ",::i: ':'.~ ,<,,:IT INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS n::;;;;~:f:~;~~,;'/:,;',\:T'.~c'C,:_;:~ 
36. Th. lollowlng qu.st!on. r.ler only to thing. that: 0 Ves - How ml.y 46. Did you lind any evld.nc. that samoan. : (] Ves _ How ml.y 

happened to you dUring the lo,~ 12 month. - i tim .. ! ATTEMPTED to steal something that , 11m .. ! 
betwe.n __ l, 197_ and __ • 197_. Old I DNa ~el~nged to you? (ath.r than any 10No 
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? I InCidents already mentioned) I 

37. Did anyone take somothlng (01'0) directly : 0 Yes _ How .... , 47. Old you call the polic. during tho la.t 12 month. to r.port 
from you by using force, such 01 by a stickup, I IImn1 something that happened to you which you thought was a 
mugging or threat? 10 No crime? (Do not count ony calls made to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.in" lore.' @ concerning the Incidents you hay. iu.t told m. about.) 
• r Ove'-HoWl1llnY~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 Or threatening fa harm you? (other thon any I tim .. ' 

Incld.nts already mentioned) : ONo ' 0 Yes - What happ.nod? ____________ _ 

39. Old anyone b.at you UP. allack you or hit you " 0 Ve. _ How ml.Y rH ___________________________ _ 
with lomething, such as a rock or bottle? I 11m .. , J-...L-J 
(oth.r than any incid.nt. already m.ntioned) I DNa Ii.. Look at 17 _ Was HH member 12. ' 

40. ~:~: ~~.~n!'::po~b~ :t~y:'n:t~~c:,i~ (;:~.r ! 0 Ve. - ~~:.i'.Y ~~~C~.,. :~~~~~t~l~n t~;e:~e;t~~~~t %~~:~;e-l~ ::s - ~~~.~"Y 
than any Incident. already mentioned) ,0 No steal something that belonged to him?: 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to b.at you up or : 0 Ve. - How man, 48. Old anything happen to you during the la.t 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with a knife. gun, or •• m. '0 N. IImn1 'Os9' you thought was a crim., but did NOT r.port to tho po lie.? 
other weapon, HOT Including t.lephone threats? I ~ (oth.r than any incidentl alr~ady mentioned) 
(othor than any incidents already m.ntion.d) I ~I 1 0 No _ SKIP to Check Item E 

42. Did anyone TRY to allack you in .ome , 0 Ve. - How""., :f3 0 Yes' _ What happ.n.d? 
other way? (other than any incidentl : IIml" 
alr.ady m.ntion.d) I 0 No 

43. DUring tho last 12 month •• did anyone .t •• 1 " 0 Ves _ How mi., t Look at 18 Was HH member 12 + "0 Ve. _ Ho. ""1l1 
thingl that belonged to you from inside any car CHECK , attacked or threa,tened, or was some .. 1 tlmll' 
or truck •• uch •• packog .. or clothing? : 0 No 11m .. ! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

«. Was anything stol.n from you whil. you w.r. : 0 Ves _ He. ml.Y steal someL~ing that belonged to him?' 
away from hom., for instonce at work, in Q I Ure,at 00 811Y of the screen questions contain any eO!ries 
theat.r or re.taurant, or while traveling? 10 No CHECK'~ for "How many times?" 

45. (Other than any Incld.nts you·v. alr.ady : 0 Ve. _ He" ma.y ITEM E Q/jo - Interview next HH member. End interview 
m.ntion.d) Was anything (.1 .. ) at all stolen, 11m •• ! If lost respondent. and fill item 13 on cover. 
Irom you during th.laSl12 month.? lONe 0 Yes _ Fill Crime 'ncident Reports. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS 

14. 15. 16. 
NAIIE TYPE UNE 

OF NUII.ER 
KEYU -IEGIN INnR· (CC8) 

17. 
RELATIONSHIP 
TO HOUSEHOLD 
HEAD 

18. 19. 200. 
ruT MARITAL RACE 
IIRTH. STATUS (cc IS) 
DAY (cc 14) 

,20b. 
IORIIiIN 

(cc 16) 
ARIIED 
FlIRCES 
IIEIIIEft 
cc 18) 

23.Wh.1 I. tilt hl ..... t IT. 24. 
(or ),l8r) of "'It~ar IcbMl DI~ ,. 
you haw. ew., IHlnftill co.,I ... 
(ASK for perlon> 12-24 )'<1. Ihll JUr' 
Tran>cribe for 2Styrs.){cc 19) (cc 20) NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) cc 131 

Last @) @ @) @) @) 
'oPer 
2oT.) 

First >oNI, 

, oHeod 
2oWIt. of head 

.0Own child 

'OM. 
"oWd. 
>00. 
'OSeP. 
·0NM 

'Ow. 
,0N" 
'001. 

,DYe. 
,0N. 

00 0 He .. r att.nded 
or klnder,lrten 

__ EI.m. (01-ll8) 
__ H.S. (O~12) 
__ Collel' (21-26') 

,DYe. 
2oNo 

Fill 40 Other relative 
16-21 sO Nonofelati'le 

CHECK .. 
ITEMA .,. 

Look at item ~ on cover pale. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (Bo. I marked) 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 

250. Did you liv. in thi' hou •• On April 1. 1970? 

@9 10 Yes SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 

b. Wh ... did you Ii .. on April 1. 1970? (Stot •• for.Ign country. 
U.S. PO".llion, etc.) 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you liv. In.id. th. limit. of a city. town. villag •• &lc.7 
§ 10 No 20 Yes - Nome of city. town. villale. etc.

F 

@) 

26d. Hov. you b •• n lookIng for work during tho po.t 4 w •• k.? 
@ I 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you 10" work? 

27. 

@) 

2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP .0 280 

• 0 5 or more years a,o} SKIP to 36 
• 0 Never worked 

I. th.r. any r.o.on why you could nottok. 0 job LAST WEEK? 
, 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

• 0 remporary Illness 
• 0 Goin, to school 
50 Other - SpeclfY"jl 

280. For whom did you (10.1) work? (Nome of compony. 
business, orgonizotion or other employer) 

d. W.r. you in Ih. Arm.d Forcel on April 1. 1970? 

@ I 0 Yes 20 No @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK" Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of bUlin ... or indu.lry I. this? (For e.ample: TV 
ITEM B.,. 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Yes and radio mfl •• retail shoe store, State Lobar Dept •• form) 

260. What w.r. you doing .. o.t of LAST WEEK - (working. @> 
k •• ping hOUle, gotng to school) or something .I •• ? c. War. you _ 
to Workin, - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to _k-SKlP to26d @ IDA •• mplor" of 0 PRIVATE compony. bu.in ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Indlvidua for wog .... alary or comml .. ionl? 
'0 Lookin, for work a 0 Other - SpeCifYF 20 A GOVERNMENT omploy •• (Fodorol. Stot •• county. 
• 0 Keepin, house Or local)? 

50 Gain, to school (If Anned Forces. SKIP to 280) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bulin .... prol ... ional 
practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work", all LAST WEEK. nol counting work 
oround Ih. hou •• ? (Note: If fann or business operator in HH. 
ask about unpoid work.) 
a 0 No Yes - How many hou .. ? __ - SKIP to 280 

c. Did you hove a job or bUlinul from which you W.,. 
temporarily .b •• nt or on 10yoH LAST WEEK? 

, 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
, 0 Yes --Layoff - SKIP to 27 

36. Th. following quos lion. r.f.r only to Ihing. thaI 10 Yes - Ho._, 
happened to you during the 10lt 12 montha - I UNS' 
b.tw •• n __ l. 197_ ond __ • 197_. Did: oNo 
'10U hove your (pock.t picked/puf.e Inotch.d)? I 

37. llid .nyon. take som.thlng (.110) dir.,,)'y : 0 Y •• - How ....., 
from you by uling force, auch as by a stickup, I U_ .. , 
mugging or threat? : 0 No 

38. Did anycn. TRY 10 rob you by u.lng force lOY" H .. un, 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any I - lIM.t 
Incid.nls alr.ady m.nlion.d) : oNo 

@) 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily bUlln ... or fonn? 

d. What kind of wor~ w.r. you doing? (For example: electrical 
engineer, stock clerk. typist. farmer) 

.0 What were your mOlt important !Jctivltl., or dutte.? (For 
example: typing. keeping account books, sellin, "o(s. etc.) 

46. Old you find ony evidence that someone 
ATTEMPTED to .1001 .om.thing that 
b.long.d to you? (olh.r thon any 
incidenh already mentioned) 

1 OYes- H •• UfI, 
I U ••• , 
loNO 
I 

~7. Did you coli tho palic. during Ih. 1011 12 month. to r.port 
somothing Ihot hopp.nod to you which you thought woo 0 
crime? (Do "ot count any calla made to the police 
concerning th, incldenb you have iUlt told me about.) 
o No - SKIP to 048 
DYes - What hopp.n.d? ____________ _ 

39. Did onyon. bool you up. attock you or hll you : 0 yes _ Ho. _ 
with aome1hing, luch al a rock or boHI.? I u ... , I-:.;:..:..-_.,...-:--,'""".,....,:;--,,;_=:-....,:-""';":;,.......,. ______ ~ 
(oth.r thon any irlcid.nl. olr.ady m.ntion.d) 10 No t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12 tiD Y. How 

1-40=-.~W,:..;.;;r • .:.;..y;.;;ou;,;;;;k-ni:':f.:..d •• ;.;;.":h..;;o.,.t;;.a.,.I.-o;;.r.;.o-:tt.,.a.:.c.k-.d.,....,"'it~h....:--..:: O~Y-e-.---H-.. =_='-I CHECK attacked or threatened, 0' was so",e·1 . e - II ... ';"" 
.om. oth~r woopon by anyone at all? (oth.r 'loNo II ... , ITEM C thin, stolen or an attempt made to :oNo 
than any incidentl already mentioned) steal some~.ing that belonged to h1m?: 

1-47.1:-.-::D:::i:;d;;'a';'n"'yo'-n;;'0;';T:::-:H'i:R'::E-::A-::T";E:::N~to"'b-.. -:t:-y-o;;'u-u:"p-o-r---I~I 0=Y-.-.-_-H-.. = .... =-,r--:"~8::-.-;:D·ld·a-ny-:l·h:-In-"."'.,,,.~p·p.n'o you during Ih. I .. , 12 monlh. which 
THREATEN yo. with a knif •• gun. or .om. : 0 No th ... ~ @ you Ihought was a cri .... bul did NOT roport 10 tho polic.? 
o,""er weapon, HOT including telephone threats? I (other than any incldentl already mentioned) 
(oth.r Ihon ony Incid.nts alr.ady m.ntion.d) I 0 No _ SKIP to Check Item E 

42. Did onyon. TRY to attock you I;; .0... , 0 y •• _ H .. _, 0 Yes - Whot hopp.n.d? 
other way? (ather than any inddenh :,0 No UMlt 
alroody m.ntion.d) 

43. During tho lest 12 monlhs. did anyone .1.01 : 0 Yes - How ... ' 
Ihing. thot b.long.d to you from in.Id. ony cor '10 No 11_' 
or truck, luch as pad:agel or clothing? 

44. Was anything Ito len from you while you were 
ow.,. fram ha ... e, for instance at work, in a 
theat!l!r or restaurant, or whUe traveling? 

45. (Oth.r thon ony Incid.nll you' •• alr.ody 
m.ntion.d) Woo anything (.1 •• ) 01 all .tol.n 
from you during tha loat 12 Iftonthl? 

,0Y·,-H .. _, 
I liMit 
'oNO 

: DYe. - How NOJ 
I 1I" .. t 
:oNO __ 

t 

Look at ~8 Was HH member 12 tiD V •• - Ho ... ., 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. 1 tI .. ll 
ITEM D thin, stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No 

steal somethin, that belon,ed to hlm?1 

00 any of th .. screen questions contain any entries 
CHECKt for "How many.times?" 
ITEM E 0 No - Inteme'" n •• t HH member. End Interview 

if last respondent. and fill /tem 13 on cover. 
DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports, 

Pale 8 

a 

Survey Instruments 

O.M.B. No. ·41-R2661* Approval Ex I pres une 30 1 , 9H 
KEYER _ Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD ~~1:11;~37 J.S~rC~d~):tlttom~heb;ensus ~ureau Is confidential by law 

Line number 
and may be used only for star,stlc:i~~r~~le~~ Sworn Census employees 

@) FORM NCH 
,.·n·nl 

Screen question number 
u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

@) BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

Incident number CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

@ NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

10. You sOi.d that during tho lo,t 12 monlhl _ (Refer to 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

apprap"ate screen question for description of crime). 50. Wete you a customer, employe., or owner? 

IS whot month (did Ihi./did Ih. fI"t) Incld.nt hopp.n? @) 10 CUStomer 
(Ihow flashcard If necessary. Encoura,e respondent to 20 Employee 
g ve e.act month.) 

'DOWner 

@) Month (01 12) 
• 0 Other - Speclfv 

h. ~Id Ihe p."on(s) .1'01 or TRY 10 .1.01 onylhing from 

t 
Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) 
t • Itar., r.staurant, office, factory, etc.? 

@) CHECK ' 0 No - SKIP to 2 I DYes } 
ITEM A 20 Yes - (Note: se,,'es must have 3 or 2 0 No SKIP to Check Ite,., B 

more similar Incidents Which '0 Don't know 
respondent can't recall separately) 60. ~Id !h. off.nd.r(s) live Ih.re or hovo a righllo b. b. In whot month(s) did Ihe .. Incldenll toke place? 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) 
t ere, such as a gu.st or a workman? 

@) t 0 Sprin, (March, April, May) @> 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 

20 SUmmer (June. July, August) 20No 
, 0 Fall (September. October. November) , 0 Don't know 
• 0 Winter (De~ember. January. February) 

b. Fld hlhi, o~f.ind.r(.) oCluol!y g.t In or JUII TRY 10 gol 
@)c. How many Ineldenh wore Involved In this lorie,? @) n t e ul ing? 

I 0 Three or four I 0 Actually got in 
20 Five to ten 20 JUSt tried to get in 
, 0 Eleven or more 
40 Don't know • 0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER If series, the fol/owin, questions refer 
c. Was there any ovidence, luch al a broken lock or broken 

window. thot Ih. offond.r(s) (forc.d hi. way inlTRIED on Y to the most recent incident, • to force hi. woy in) th. building? 
2. Aboul whot timo did (thls/th. mo.t rec.nl) @) 10No 

@) 
Incldenl hopp.n? 

Yes - What was the eVidence? Anything else? I 0 Don't know 
20 During the dar (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

(Mark 0/1 that apply) 
20 Broken lock or window At nl,ht (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
, 0 Forced door or wi ndow • 0 6 p.m. to midnight (or tried) 

• 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. • 0 Slashed screen } "" 5 0 Don't know sOOther - Spec/ fYF 
to Check 

30. Did thl. Incidenl toke placo Insid. th. limlh of thl. 
Item B 

@) city or lomewher. else? 
I 0 Inside limits of this city _ SKIP to 4 d. How did Ih. offender(s) (got in/lry 10 get in)? 
2 0 Somewhere else In the United States @ 

I 0 Through unlocked door or .. indow 

b. 
' 0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 20 Had key 
In whot Stoto and counly did Ihi. incid.nt occur? , 0 Don't know 

State • 0 Other - Specify 

County Yia. any member of this household, 

@) Including respondent. present When thIs 
@) c. ~~I~~opp.n In.id. tho limits 010 city. lown. vii log ••• tc •• 

CHECK , Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 
110 ITEM B 

I 0 No - SKIP to 130 
20 Yes - Enter nome of city, town. etc., 20Ye., 

@) I I I I I 
7a. Old the tersan(l) have a weapon luch as a gun or knife 

~. Wh.r. did thi. incld.nl 10k. ploc.? 

® 
br I,m.t ing h. wal ullng as a weapon such as a ' 

I 0 At or in own dwell ing. in garage or } • ott e, or wr.nch? ' 

other build In, on property (Includes @ 'ONo 
break·ln or attempted break.ln) SKIP to 60 

20 Don't know 
2 0 At or In vacation home. hotellmotel 

• 0 Inside commercial bulldln, such as '" Yes - Whol was th. weopan? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK 'OGun 
public conveyance or stallon ~5a 40 Knife 

• 0 Inside office. factory. or warehouse 

50 Near own home; yard. Sidewalk. ' 50 Other - Specify 
driveway, carport, apartment hall b. D~d I~' p.r~on(.) hit ~ou. knock you down. or oCluolly 
(Does not inClude break·ln or a ac you n lome at .r way? 
attempted break"n) SKIP @> 10 Yes - SKIP to 7f 60 On the street. In a park. field, play. to Check 
,round. school ,rounds or parking lot Item B 20No 

70 Inside school 

a 0 Other - SpecIfY..., 
c. Did tho p,,,on(.) tbr.aton you with harm in ony woy? 

@) , 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

201'e$ 
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7d. How were you 
• (Mark 011 that apply) 

@ , 0 Verbal threat of rope 

. 
@) 

20 Verbal threat of attack other 
than rape 

:3 0 Weapon present nr threatened 
with weapon 

40 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for example, shot at) 

sO Object thrown at person 
60. Followed. surrounded 
7 0 Other - Specify _____ _ 

e. What 
(Mark ali 
, 0 Somethrng taken without 

permission 
2 0 Attempted or threatened to 

take something 
3 0 Harassed. argument. abusive 

language 
40 Forcible entry or attempted 

forcible entry of house 
sO Forcible entry or attempted 

entry of car 
6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 

a 0 Other - SpecifY7 

I. How 
other way? 

, 0 Rap~d 

20 Tried to rape 
30 Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed 
_ 0 Hit by thrown object 
50 Hit, slapped, knocked down 
60 Grabbed, held, tripped, Jumped. 

pushed, etc. 
7 0 Other - Specify 

80. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? 
• Anything els.? (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

@ 10 None - SKIP to IOu 
20 Raped 
3 0 Attempted rape 
40 Knife or gunshot wounds 
5 0 Broken bones o~ teeth knocked out 
6 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 

Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, 
Other -

b. you 
medical attention after the attack? 
10 No - SKIP [0 100 

Yes 
c. you any treatment at a 

@ ,DNa 
20 Emergency room treatment only 
3 0 Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days?, 

d. What was the total amount of your medical 
expenses resulting frCIm this incident, INCLUD· 
ING anything paid by insurance? Include hospital 
and·doctat bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and 
any other injury related m~f:lical expenses. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
e ... act amount. encourage him to give an estimate. 
o 0 N~ cOSt - SKIP to 100 

~. ==-;-:::::. I1E 
.. e,. you 

by any insurance, or were you 
Jar benefits from any other type of heal 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans' 
Adminislration, or Public Welfar.? 

I 0 No ••.•• '}SKIP to 100 
2 Q Don't know 
3 Yes 

----------

9b. Did you file Q claim with any of these insurance companies or programs 
In order to get part or all of your medical expenses paid? 

No - SKIP to 100 
Yes 

c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of 
the total medical expenses? 
, 0 Not yet settled '\ 
20 None ••••••• ~ SKIP to 100 
30AII ........ J 

Part 

20 Female 

3 0 Don't know 

b. Howald would you say 
the person was? 

10 Under 12 

20 12-1~ 
_0 15- 17 

_0,a-'20 

5021 or over 

40 Threatened, argued, reasoned, 
etc. with offender . 

50 Resi5tOd without force, used 
evasive action (ran/drove away, 
hid, held property, locked door, 
ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

60 

g. • or 

® ' o All male 
20AII female 
_ 0 Mal e and female 
40 Don't know 

h. you say Ihe 
~ youngest was? 
~ , 0 Under 12 5021 ~r over-

2012-14 SKIP (0) 

_ 0 15-17 60 Don't know 
4018-20 

I. w~uld you say lhe 

6_-=0;..:.._D_on_'_t_k_n_ow _____ -I@) 
c. Was the penon someone you 

knew or was he a strang.r? 

wal? 
10 Under 12 
20 12-1~ 
30 15-17 

4018-20 
5021 or over 
60 Don't know 

, 0 Stranger } 
20 Don't know 

3D Known by 
sight only 

40 Casual 
acqualntan=e 

SKIP 
to e 

5 DWell known 

d. Was the person a r.lative 
of yours? 

,DNa @ 
Yes - What relationship? 
20 Spouse or ex-spouse 

30 Parent 

-0 Own child 

50 Brother or sister 

6 0 Other relative -
Spe<lfy'f 

• 
@) 

J. Were any af the person I known 
or rela.ad to you or were they 
all strangers? 
, 0 All strangers } SI':IP 
20 Don't know to m 
_ 0 All relatives } SKIP 

k. 

40 Some relatives to I 
50AII known 

Some known 

were they known? 
that apply) 

, 0 By sight only 
20 Casual 

acquaintance(s) 
Well known 

SKIP 
to m 

I. How were they relat.d to you? 
(Mark all that apply) 
, 0 Spouse or 4 0 Brothers/ 

ex-spouse sisters 
20 Parents • 0 Other -
30 Own SpecrfYl 

children 

e. Was he/she -

, o White? 

20 Negro? 

m. Were all of Ihem -

30 Other? -SpeclfYl 

- 0 Don't know 

SKIP 
to 
120 

'0 White? 
20 Negra? 
300thor? - S~clfY1 

40 Combination - SpecffY~ 

50 Don't know 

Survey Instruments 7S 

1;)1;1'i~J:i"":C:': , ;'ili:i5~.W(': ;~'~:ih;.;;j;C~LI CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS _ Continued 1.;::!::;~·~~;;::'2~,;>i'; ,i ·~%:::,:;·;,:(,\(:n';i:;d,;: 
120. Wore you the only rerson there besides the offender(s) 

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? @ 'l:] Ves - SKIP to 130 
CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f) 

2CJNo 
ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Cher.k /tem E 

b. How many of thes~ persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes threatened? Do not include persons under 12 yoors 
of age. 

141h Had permission to usc the (car/motor vehicl.) ~Yer been @) 00 None - SKI,' to 130 given to the person who took It? 

@) 'DNa ...... } ---- Number of persons 20 Don't know SKIP to Check Item E 
c. Were any of these persons members of your household? 

Do not Include household members under· 12 years of age. 30Yes 
@) oONo 

b. Old the person return the (car/motor vehicle)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

\ill) , DYes 
(Also mark "Yes" In Check /tem I on />oge 12) I 20No 

130. Wns something stolen or taken whhout permission that 
belonged to you or others In the household? 

t-
Is Box I or 2 marked iii Ill? 

INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from 
CHECK o No - SKIP to 150 unrecog.nizable bUsiness In respondent's home. 
ITEM E Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable 

business in respondent's home or another business such DYes 
as merchandise or cash from a register. . , 

@) , 0 Yes - SKIP [0 13( c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person for insiance 
20No in a pocket or boing held by you when It was 'taken? ' 

b. Did tho pe .. on!s) ATTEMPT to tok .. something tho, 
@ lOVes 

@) 
belonged to you or o,ha .. in the hou •• hold? 2DNo 
I rJ No - SKIP lo 13. 

Was only cash taken? 20Yes 

t 
(Box 0 marked In 13f) 

CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 c. Whot did they try 10 take? Anylhlng else? ITEM F . (Mark all that oPp/l') DNa @ , 0 Purse 

20 Wallet or money 
30Car 

ISo. Altogether, what was the value 01 the PROPERTY 
that was taken? 

40 Other motor "ehicle INTERVIEWER - EXclude .stolen cash, and enter SO for 

50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used. 

60 Dan', know @) $ .~ 
70 Other - SpeCify 

b. HQW did you dedde the value 01 the property thaI was 
* t Did they try La take a purse, wallet, 

@) 
stolen? (Mark all that upply) 

CHECK or mOMY? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) , 0 Orrginal COSt 
ITEMC DNa - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement COSf/, 

DYes 30 Personal estlm~ie of current value \ 

d. Was the (~urse/wallet/money) on your person, for 40 Insurance report,··estirnate 
In~""""'"~~a In 0 pocleet or being held? sO Pollee ~stimate , 

@) , c.J Yes } 60 Don't know 
, 0 No SKIP to IBo 7 0 Other - Specify 

.. a. What did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

@ 10 Attacked 
160* Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered 

20 Threatened wl[h harm except for onything received from Insuronce? ' 
30 Attempted to break rnto house or garage @ 'ONOne} 
40 Attempted to break Into car 20 All SKIP [0 170 
.s 0 Harassed, srgument, abusive language SKIP 30Part 

to 60 Damaged or destroyed property IBa b. Whol was recovered? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

@ .!]gTI 
destroy property 

Cash: $ a CJ Other - Specify _. 
and/or . Property' (Mark all that apply) 

I. What was I.ken? What .I .. ? 
@) a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

@ 
. , 0 Purse 

Cash: $ .~ 2.0Wa!let 
andlor -OCar . Property; (Mark 01/ that apply) 40 Other motor vehicle 

@) 00 Only cash taken - SKIP to (4c 50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 
10 purse 
20Wallet 60 Other - Specify 

30Car 

- 0 O,her motor vehicle 
c. What was tho volue of the property recoverod CexciudiR9 5 c:fPart of c.r (hUbcap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered cash)? 

6 0 Other - Specify @) $ .~ 
'-ORM NC;I.4 ~1.u.nJ 
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1,)i;,~;,":,'1< ,;:x~ '£D:;'<')/~:~' ;;:" ""':"'_;'(~ CRIME 1~ICIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued ~:t;,t,7i;;J};-ii'£'~~}l~H;t;-,::'~,~i::;:f5;;~~:1:,i'I~ 

170. Was there any insurance against theft? 200. Were the police informed of this Incident in ony way? 

@) ,DNa 
@) ,DNa ••••• 

} SKIP to 180 
20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 

Yes - Who told them? 20 Don't know 
• 0 Household member} 

'OYes _ 0 Someone else SKIP to Check /tem G 

b. Was this loss reported to an Insurance company? 
50 Police on scene 

b. What was the reason this inc:id~nt was not reported to 
@) rONa ••••• } • the police? (Mark all that apply) 

SKIP to IBo @) , 0 Nathing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Don't know 20 Did not think it important enough 

'OYes 30 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient 

c. Was any of this loss r"covered through insurance? 5 0 Private or personal matter. did not want to report it 

@) i 0 Not yet settled '} 
60 Did not want to get invoh/ed 

SKIP to 180 70 Afraid of reprisal 
20No ••••••• B 0 Reponed to someone else 

90 Other Specify 
'OYes 

CHECKt 
Is this person 16 years or older? 

d. H"ow much was recovered? DNa - SKIP to Check Item H 
ITEMG 

DYes - ASK 210 
INTERVI! #ER - If property reploced by Insu~nce 

210. Did you hove a lob at the time this incid.nt hopp.ned? company h,sfead of cosh settlement, ask for estImate 
of value of the property replaced. @ , 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 

20Yes 

~ 
b. What was the lob? 

@ $ . -- @) , 0 Same as described in N,C~3 items 28a-e - SKIP '0 
" Check /tem H 

180. Did any household member lose any time from work 
20 Different than described in NCS-3 Items 2Ba-e because of this incident? 

@) 00 No - SKIP to 190 c. For whom did you work? (Name of compony, business, 
orgonization or other employer) 

Yes - How many members?,. 

d. Whot kind of busine .. or industry is thi.? (For example: TV 
and radio mfg .. retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., 'orm) 

b. How much time was lost altogether? <® I I I I 
@ , 0 Less 'han I day e. Were you-

@) lOAn .mploye. of a PRIVATE compony. bu.lne .. or 
Individuo for wages, salary or commissions? 201-5 days 

2 0 J. GOVERNMENT employ •• (Fed.",I. SI<Ite, county or local)? 
• 0 6-iO days 

• 0 SELf-EMPLOYED in OWN bu. in .... profot~ionol 
• 0 Over 10 days practice or form? 

50 Don't know -0 Working WITHOUT PAY in family busine .. or form? 

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in this Incident? f. Whot kInd of work were you doing? (For example: eiectrlcal 
For example, waS a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 
damaged, or damoge done t~ a car, etc.? @) r I 1 I 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to 200 
g. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example: 

20Yes typing, keeping account books, se//fng cors, finishing concrete, etc,) 

b. (Was/ ... ere) the domaged item(s) repaired or roplacod? 

BRiEFLY summarize this inciden, or series 
@ 10 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

I; CHECK t of Incidents. 

ITEM H ~ 20No 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
domogod item(s)? 

(ill) ~} S 
Look at 12c on incident Report. Is there an .- SKIP to 200 

x 0 Don', know 
CHECK , entry for "How rnany?" 

d. How much was the reputr or r!B'placement cost? ITEM I DNa 
DYes - Be sure you have an Incident Report 

@ X 0 No cOSt or don't know - SKIP to 200 • for each HH member 12 years of age 
ar over who was robbedt harmed. or 
threatened In this Incident. 

s .00 is this till! last Incident Report to be 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? CHECK 

t 

filled for this person? 
ONo- Go to next Incident Report. (Mark all that opply) ITEM J 
DYes - Is this the last HH member . 

to be interviewed? @) , 0 Household member 
DNa - In,erview ne>! HH member. 

2 0 Lan~Jord DYes - END ENTER VIEW. Enter 
total number of Crime 

• 0 Insuronce Incident Reports filled for" 
j 
i 

this household In /tern 13 _ 0 O,her - Specify 
,on the cover of NCS-3. 

Paze 12 
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_.,, _______ ~==,~~""~~ .. - ..... i 

Survey Instruments 
O.M.B No. 41·R2661; Approval ExplreJ June 30 197~ 

KEYER _ Notes 
NOTICE - Your feport (0 the Census Bureau Is confldll!nttal by law 

BEGIN NEW RECORD {Title 13. U.S. code}. It may be seen only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only for statistical purposes. 

Line number 
'ORM NCS'4 

@ II.U-nl 

U1S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAl. "'NO ECONOMiC STATISTICS "'OMINISTRATION Screen question number BUREA.U OF THE CENSUS 

@) 
CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

Incident number 
HATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

@) CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 
10. You soid that during the lost 12 months - (Refer to 5 •• Were you CI customer, employee, or owner? appropriate screen question for description of crime). 

® '0 Customer In whot month (did this/did tho first) incidont happen? 
20 Employee (ShoW flashcard if necessary. Encourage respondent to 

give exact month.) 300wner 
_ 0 O,her - Specify 

(§ Month (01-12) b. Did the pe"on(s) stool or TRY to steal onythihg from 

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? the store, restaurant, officl!t, fClctor)', etc.? 

t 

(ill) 'DYes } @> CHECK ' 0 No - SKIP to 2 
20 No SKIP to Check Item B ITEMA 20 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 
• 0 Don', know more similar incidents Which 

respondent con't recall separately) 6 •• Did the offonder(s) live thore or hove 0 right to bo 
b. In what month(.) did these incidents tako ploc.? there, such as a guest or a workman? 

• (Mark 01/ (hot apply) (ill) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B @ , 0 Spring (March, April, May)' 
20No 20 Summer (june, July, August) 

30 Fall (September, October, November) • 0 Don't know 
_ 0 Win,er (December, January, February) b. Old the offendor(s) octuolly get in or lust TRY to get 

c. How many Incidents were Involved in this series? @ 
in tho building? 

@) I 0 Three or four ' 0 Actuallt gOt in 
20 Five '0 ten 20 Just tried to get in 
• 0 Eleven or more • 0 Don't know _ 0 Don', know 

c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 
INTERVIEWER - If series, 'he follOWing questions re,er window, that the offender(s) (forcod his woy i,,/TRIED 
only [0 the most recenf incident. ~ to force his woy in) tho building?-

2. About whot tim. did (this/the most recont) @) 'DNa 

@) 
incident hoppon? ' Yes - What was the evidence? Anything else? 
, DDon't know (Mark 01/ that apply) 
20 During 'he day (6 a.m. '06 p.m.) 20 Broken lock or window 

At nigh, (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 3D Forced doo, or Window 
• 0 6 p.m. '0 midnight (or tried) } "" _ 0 Midnight '0 6 a.m. _ 0 Slashed screen to CheCK 
5 0 Don't know 50 O,her - Specify, Item B 

30. Did this incident toko place insido the limits of this 

@) 
city or somewhere else? 

d. How did the off.ndor(s) (got in/try '0 get In)? , 0 inside limits of 'his city - SKIP to 4 
@) 20 Somewhere else In the United S,ates , 0 Through unlocked door or windo\'! 

30 OUtside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 20 Had key 
b. In what State and county did this incident occur? • 0 Don" know 

State 
_OOthe, Specify 

Was any member of this household, 
Coun'y (ill) CHECK t 

including respondent, present when this 
incident occurred? (If no' sure, ASK) @) c. Old it happen inside ino limits of a city, town, villoge, etc •• ITEM B , 0 No - SKIP '0 130 10No 

20 Yes - Enter name of City, town, etc" 20Yes 

@) I I I II 70. Old the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife 
4. Whore did this incident toke ploco? or something he was using as a weapon, such as a ' 

• bottle, or wrench? 
@ , 0 At or In own dwelling, in garage or 

}SKIP t06a 
@ ,DNa other building on property (Includes 

break·in or ottempted break-In) 2'.0 Don', kllOW 
20 At or in vacation home, ho,ellmotel 

Yes - Whot was the weopon? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
30 Inside commercial building such as 

ASK 'OGun store, restaurant, bank. gas station, 
public conveyance 0: station So -Ol<ni(e 

_ 0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 
sOOther Specify 

5 r1 Near own home; yard. sidewalk, ' 
b. Old the penon{s) hit ~ou, kno(k you dow~, or actually ,- driveway, carpO~'t, apartment hall 

(Does not Include break-in or attock ),ou In some of .r way? 
attempted break.ln) SKIP @ , 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f .0 On the stree" In a park, field, play· to Check 
ground. school ,rounds Or parking lot /tem B 20No 

70 Inside school c, Did the pe"on(s) threaten you with harm in any way? 
a 0 O,her - Specify 7 @) , 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Yes 
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r~~~;~~},):,::;\,\(t;,: t)~ .. ;; :<,;;:;r:"~ ',~::'1~.;',;1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued 1:\~~;~"p:'}~,,':;,:,:;;I~J;): 
7d. How wer. you threatened? Any other way? 9~. Old you file a claim with any of these Insurance companies or programs 

• (Mark all that apply) @ in order to get part or all of your medical expense, paid? 
@ I [l Verbal threat of rope Il2 1 C) No - SKIP to 100 

• 0 Verbal threat of attack other • [J Yes 
thon rape c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for aU or part of 

3 [-! Weapon present or threatened 
SKIP (ill) 

the totol medical expens .. ? _ .. with weapon 
1 0 Nat yet settled} • Cl Attempted attack with weapon to 

100 .0 None. • • • • • • SKIP to lOa (for example, shot at) 
_OAII •••••••• .! r. Object thrown at person 

6 r:':; Foliowed. surrounded • r::J Part 
? is Othe; - Specify @ 

d. Row much dTcf,nsurance or a health benefits program pay? 
S • 00 (Obtain on estimate, If necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything else? 100. Did you do anything to protect yoml.1f or your property during the Incident? 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) @) I 0 No - SKIP to /I 

@) 1 rJ Something taken Without 'OYes 
permission . b. Who. did you do?' j"lything el .. ? (Mark all that apply) 

2 [:1 Attempted or threatened to @) 10 UsedlbrandisWed gun Of knife • 0 Threatened. argued, reasoned, 
~ take something • 0 Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender 

3 C.1 Harassed, argument. abusive chased, threw object, used other sO Resisted without force, used 
language weapon, etc.) evasive act10n (ran/drove away, 

4 ~ Forcible entry or attempted SKIP _OTried to get help. attract attention, hid, held p'operty, locked door, 
1..-. forcible entry of house to scare offender away (saeamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

5 r~ Forcible entry or attempted 100 yelled, called for help, turned on 600ther-
.... l entry of car lights. etc.) Specify 

6 C~ Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or mar. thon one p.r~c)n? 
7 [l Attempted or threatened to @) I OOnly one, • 0 Don't know - _ 0 ~;ore than one, 

• damage or destroy property SKIP to 120 
a [, Other - SpeCify, o. Was this person male f. How many penons? 

or female? @l 
@) '0Male 

g. Were they male or f.mal.? 
f. How did the pe"on(s) attock you? Any • 0 Female ® 10AIlmaie · other way? (Mark all that apply) 

_ 0 Don't know -OAII female 
@) 10 Raped _ 0 Male and female 

2 [J Tried to rape b. How old would you .oy • 0 Don't know _ 0 Hit with object held in hand, shot. knifed the person was? 
h. Howald would you .oy the 4 ~~ Hit by thrown object @) 10 Under 12 

(@) 
youngest was? 5 r-1 Hit, slapped, knocked down 
10 Under 12 5 021 or over -

6 C} Grabbed, held, tripped, Jumped, ·012-14 
'0 12- 14 SKIP to j 

pushed. etc. .015-17 • 015-17 • 0 Don't know 7 [] Other - Specify 
·018-20 4018-20 

80. What were the injurtes you suffered, If any? sO 21 or over I. How old would you soy the · Anything else? (Mark all that apply) oldest was? 
@) 1 C None - SKIP to lOa 60 0011

1 t know @) 10 Under 12 4018-20 
• Cl Raped c. Was the person someone you '012-14 5021 or over _ C Attempted rape knew or was he a stranger? _ Q 15-17 6 0 Oon't know 
4 Q Knife or gunshot wounds 

~ 1 C.1stranger J. Weu;ony of the persons known 5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 

'DO .. ·""~ } 
or related to you or were they 6 :-'1 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 
all straogen? 

7 ci Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches. swelling _ C Known by SKIP 
@) 1 0 All strangers } SKIP to e B=~ Other Specify SIght only 

• 0 Don't know to m 
b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed .0 Casual _ 0 All relatives } SKIP medical attention after the attack? acquaintance • 0 Some relatives . to I @) 1 C1 No - SKI!' to 100 .0 Well known sO All known 

z::-:-;Yes "':-.::_ 
d. Was the person a relative • 0 Some known 

c. Did you receive Q~'V heatment at a hospital?\ 
of yours? k. How well were they known? @ '~lNo ' 

@) • (Mark all that apply) ... 
2 ~j Emergency room "reatment only 10No @) I D!ly sight only 3 r~ 1 Stayed overnight or longer -

Yes - Who' relationship? .0 Casual SKIP '. How many day.? 7 
:2 0 Spouse or ex .. spDuse acquaintance(s) to m 

@ _ 0 Parent _ 0 Well known 

I. How wl!"r. they r.lated to you? d. What was the totol amount of your medical • 0 Own child . (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
expenses resulting from t~is incident, INCLUO· 50 Brother or sister @) 1 o Spouse or • 0 Brothersl ING nnylhing paid by In,uronce? Include ho.pltal 

ex-spouse sisterS and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and • 0 Other relative -
'0 Parents sOOther -ony other injury related medical expenses.. SpecifY, 

INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know _DOwn Specify; 
exoCl amount. encourage him to give on estimate. children 

@ 0:'1 No COSt - SKIP to 100 
s"' . fI] m. W.re all of ,hom -
~, r1 Don't know e. Woo he/she - @ 1 o White? 

90. At the time of the incident, were you covered (@) 'C,'""·' } • 0 Negro? 
by any medical insurance, or we,e tau elisiible 

• 0 ,'jegro? SKIP 
_ 0 Other. - Specify, 

fOf benefits fram any other type of ealth 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans' _ Cl (,'.ther? -Specify; to 

• 0 Combination - Specify, 
@) 

Administration, or P~lblic Welfare? 120 
1 C: No ••••• } SKIP to 100 ---.----2 ~.:; Ooo·t know 

40 Don't kno"" • 0 Don't know 3 :~ .. Yes 
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Survey Instruments 

\j:~';1'~:,}:i~,~":~;:':)<~2:,~;,>:'~'!~,:;1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I\:.>r~':> ,'~,'~;:i'!:,;:~~,~:,;:'F::i 
120. Were you !he only person there beside, the ol/ender(.) \ ' . 

@l , D'~ - <K"" ", • W .. " ... , ••• ,," ""d. ,,''"' 
2 0 No CHECK (Bo.3 or 4 marked In 13fl 

b. How mony of these persons were robbed, harmed or ITEM DONo - SKIP to Check Item E 

t~r.at.ned? Do no. 'nclud. persons under 12 ye~rs DYes a age. 

@) 00 None - SKIP to 130 140. ~I:d p~rm.'h"lon to Use the (cor/motor vehicle) eVer be.n @ en a e person who took It? 
Number of persons 161 10NO •••••• } 

c. ~ere an)' of those persons members of your household? • 0 Don't know SKIP to Check Item E 

@) o not Include houlehold ,members under 12 years 01 -DYes oONo age. 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? b. Old the p'"on return the (cor/motor vehicle)? 

(Also mark "Yes" in Check Item I on poge 16) 
@) I DYes 

130. ~0t' son:t'hlng .tol.n or token without permlulon that 'ONo 
• onge to you or others In the hou .. hold~ 

Is Box I or 2 marked In 13f? INTER,VIEWER - Include anything stolen from 
unrecognizable bUSiness In reSPOndent's home CHECK, DNa - SKIP to 150 ~o not In~lude anrthlng Stolen from a recagn/z~ble ITEM E 
uSlnesh In respondent'S home or another business such DYes 

@) as mere andlse or cash from a register. • 
10 Yes - SKIP to 13( 

c. ~o: ~~:~:~~;':I~lIe~/ldobey) on Yh"r person, for In.tonce, 'ONo 

@) g e y you w en It wos talc en? 
b. Old the person(.) ATTEMPT to toke .omethln that ' DYes 

@ belonged to you or others In the hous.hold? 9 
'ONo I 0 No - SKIP to 13e 

'OYes 
Was only cash taken! (Bo. 0 marked In 13fJ 

c. What did they try to toke? Anything el .. ? CHECK t DYes - SKIP to 160 • (Mark all that apply) ITEM F 
@ 10 Purse DNa 

_ 0 Wallet or money 
15,. ~tog.ther, what was tho value of the PROPERTY -OCar t at was takctn? 

• 0 Other motor vehicle l~TeER~/E!ER - EXclude stolen cash, and enter SO for 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) 

@) 
n c oc s and credIt cords, even If they were used. 

.0 Don't know 
• $ [@ 7 0 Other - Spec/fy . ' 

b. ~t:ie~;d r;Zrte~i/d~h~~ea;~:~j of the property that Was Old they try to take a purse, wallet, • 
CHECK t or moneyl (Bo. I or 2 marked In 13c) @) t 0 Original cost fTEMC 

o No - SKIP to 180 • 0 Replacement cost 
DYes 30 Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/monoy) on your person, for 4 0 Insurance report estimate 
In.tonc. In a pocket 0' being held? 

50 Police estlm.te 
@) 1 DYes} • 0 Don't know • 0 No SKIP to 180 

7 0 Other - Specify 

• e. What did happen? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
@ , o Attacked 

160. Was all or port of the stolen "'0 e _ 0 Threatened with harm 
except for anything recaived 1 n r or property reeovttred, 

_ 0 Attempted ,\J break Into house or garage @ rain n1uranee? 
1 o None } • 0 Attempted to break Into car • 0 All SKIP to 170 

50 Harassed. argument. abUsive language SKIP -OPart 
• 0 Damaged or destroyed property to 

70 Attempted or threatened to damage or 
180 b. What was racover.d? 

destroy property @) 
~ .0 Other - SpeCify _ Cash: $ .. 

andlor 

• Property: (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
f. What WOI token? What el .. ? @) o 0 Cash only recovered _ SKIP to 170 

@ 
.~ 

10 Purse 
Cash: $ 'OWallet 
and/or 

-OCar • Property: (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
40 Other motor vehicle <® a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 
sO part of car (hubcap, tape-<feck, eto.) to Purse 

-OWaliet • 0 Other - SpeCify 
-OCar 

40 Other motor Vehicle : 
50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) c. Whet was tho "olue of the d 

recovered cash)? property recov.ra (excluding 

G 0 Other - SpeCify @> S .00 "ORM r.te'~4 II,u.UJ 
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80 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

17a, Wal thoro any In.uranco agalnlt tholt? 

'0 No •• , ••• } SKIP 10/80 

• 0 Don:t know 

30Yes 

b. Was thh 1011 reported to an 'nluronce company? 

c. 

'DNa ••••• } 
SKIP 10 180 

• 0 Don't knol" 

recover.d through Insurance? 

, 0 Not yet settled 

·ONo ••••••• 
} SKIP 10 180 

d. Haw 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
company Instead of cash settlement, ask for estlmote 
of value of the property replaced, 

• 
(ill) 

.~~~$======~.=II~·.~--~~~~~@9 
18a. Old any houlOhold momb.r 1010 any 11m. from work 

b.cau •• of thll Incldont? 

@ 00 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - How many m.mb ... ?, 

b.-H-o-w-m-u-c~h-t~lm=·=.=w=o='~I=o=,t=a~l=to~g-.~th-.~r?~-------------i~ 

@ , 0 Less than I day @ 
zO 1-5 days 

306-10 days 

• 0 Over 10 days 

but not tok.n In thll Incld.nt? 
lock or window brok.n. clothing 
don. to a car, .te.? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 200 

zOYes 

b. (Wal/w.re) tho damaged 

@ t DYes - SKIP to 19d 

zONo 

c. How much would it COlt to r.palr or r.plac. the 
domag.d lI.m(I)? 

(ill) $ •• } SKIP 10200 
X 0 Don't know 

d. How much was the r.palr or r...,lf!cement COlt? 

@ X 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

$ 

•• Who pold or will pay for th. repalrl or r.plac.m.nt? 
(Mark all thol apply) 

t 0 Household member 

zO Landlord 

30 Insuranee 

• 0 Other - Specify 

Pa.e 

'ONo 
• 0 Don't know - SKIP 10 Check /lem G 

Yes - Who told thom? 
30 Household member 
• 0 Someone else SKIP 10 Check /lem G 
5 0 Police on scene 

b. What was the reason this Incident was not report.d to 
tho poll c.? (Mark all Ihal apply) 
, 0 NothIng could be done - lack of proof 
• 0 Old not thInk It Important enough 
30 Police wouldn't want to b. bothered 
• 0 Old not want to take time - too InconvenIent 
50 Private or p.rsonal motter, dId not want to report It 
60 Old not want to get Involved 
7 0 AfraId of reprisal 

Reported to someone else 
Other -

b. was 

at tho tim. thll Incld.nt happo •• d? 
to Check Item H 

, 0 Same as described In NCS·3 Items 28a-e - SKIP '0 
Check /lem H 

z Different than described In NCS·3 Items 28a-e 

e. For whom did you work? (Name of company, business, 
orgonlzadon or other employer) 

d. 01 bUlln ... or Indultry It thll? (For exomple: TV 
ond radio mfg .. retol/ shoe .tore, Stote Lobor Dept., form) 

e. W.r. you-
, 0 An .mplor •• 01 a PRIVATE company, bulln ... or 

Indlvldua for wag"" .alory or commlutonl? 

z 0 A GOVERHMEHT employ.o (Fodoral. Slat •• county or local)? 
30 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bulln .... prol ... lonal 

practlce or farm? 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bUlln ... or farm? 

I. WOl'. you (For e.omple: eleetrlcol 
clerk. lyplsJ, former) 

g. What w.r. your malt Importantoetly/II.I or dull .. ? (For e.ample: 
typln,. keepIng occount book •• • ell1n, cars. fInIshIng concrete. etc,) 

CHECK 
ITEM H 

CHECK 
~TE'" I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

or series 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there On 
t!nlry for "How many?" 
ONo 
DYes - a. sure ~ou have on IncIdent Reparl 

for eoeh HH member 12 yeors of age 
or over who was robbed. harmed, or 
threalened In thl. InCIdent, 

to be 
for this person? 

o No - Go 10 next Incldont Repar!. 
DYes - Is thl. the last HH member 

to be Interviewed? 
DNa - IntervIew ne.1 HH member. 
DYes - END ENTERVIEW. Enler 

total number of 
InCident for 
thl. 13 
on 

--- ---------
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.. o. pprova xp res March] • 1977 
NOTICE - Your report 10 the Census Bureau Is con(jdenc',~ by FO,U04 CYS.l01 

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE taw (Title 13, U.S, Code).. It may be seen onl), by sworn Censul n·II·U, 
SOCIAL 'AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMJN, employees and ma,. be used onl), for staU stical pUrposes. 

BUREAU 0,. THE CENSUS 

OM8 N 11 R2662·A I E I 

I. IOENTIFICATION CODES 
.. PSU lb. Selment r Line N0'ld. Pan.J / •• DCC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY f. Interviewer 
---.V. To~al number code I (lllntiden" J (21 Inelden' .hee" CITY SAMPLE 

INTRODUCTION 
Good mornlnr (I"ernoon). I'm Mr(s.) ___ {your nam.} __ lrom Ihe U.S. Burelu of Ihe Census. 
We are conduclln, I survey In Ihls I,ea 10 me .. ure Ihe ulenl 10 which businesses are vlcllms 01 
bur,larles and/o! robberies. The Governmenl needs 10 know how much crime Ihere Is and where II Is 
10 plan and admlnlsler pro,IIlms Which w1ll hive In Impacl on Ihe crime problem. You can help by 
answer In, some quesllons lor me. 

~ Pari I - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Is Ihls eslabllshment owned or operaled ns an Incorp",'ed 7. Old anyone else ope"l. any deplrfmenls or busIness? 
concessions or Some olher busIness Icllvlly 

'DVe. -SKIPro3 In Ihls esllbllshmenl durin, Ihe 121110nlh 
period end In, ? zONo 

.... 0 Yu - List each department, concessIon, or other b. How Is Ihls business owned or operaled? 
bUS/nBS! activity M a separate I/ne 01 
Section Vol the segment foldef, II not I 0 IndiVidual proprietorship already listed, Complete II separate 
questionnaire tor each one that falls on .2 0 Partnership 
e sample line • 

1 0 Government - Continue IntervIew ONL Y II 'ONo liquor tHoro or any Iypt 
01 transportatIon 

DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART /I AND ANY - 0 011,.. - SPOCIIY"j! 
/HCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. What were your approxlmale slles 01 merchlndlse 
~nd/or receipts Irom services allhls esllbllshment 3. 00 you (the owner) opente mere thin one tlSfabllshmen17 lor the previous 12 manths endln, ? 
(Esllmlte InnuII sales Indlor receipts 1/ nol In 'O"'e. 
busIness for enllre 12 months.) 'ON. 
I o No.,e 4. Old you (the owner) operate Ihls esllbllsh"ent al 
.z :::J Under SI 0,000 this 10"lIon durin, Ihe enllre 12 monlh pe!lod 
J 0 sro,ooo to 52".999 endln, 7 
40 $25,000 to $<19,999 'OVe. 
• 0 SSO,OOO t. S99.999 , 0 No - How mlny months dUrin, 

1MOnthi • 0 SlOO.ooo 10 S199,999 Ihe desl,noted perIod? 
10 S5OO.000 '0 S999,999 
80 51,000.000 and over 5. Elcludln, you (Ihe owner)(lhe plrlners) hall to Other - specJly m .. y paid employees did Ihls .,llbl/shmenllvera,e 

durlnRlhe 12 monlh perIod endln, 7 
INTERVIEWER USE ONLY 10 None -0 8 -19 

91. Record 01 InterView '01-3. sOlO at more (I) 00'0 '04-7 
(2) Name ar resPondent 

6a. Whal do you consider your kind a' busIness 
Ie be II this IOClllon7 

(3) Title 0' respondent I OFFICE USE ONLY 

(.c) ~ ,Area COdeJ Number I E.xtonslon 
b. Mark {X} on. box 

b. Reason 'or non-intervIew RETAtL 
MANUFACTURING TYPE A I o Food 

EO Durable 
I 0 PreSCnt oC,'Cupant In business at end o( z 0 eaUna and drlnkl"1 r 0 Nondurable curve)' period but IJnable to contact. 

l 0 General mordlandlse 20 Refusal and In buslneu at end of Sut\ley period 
.0 Apparel REAL ESTATE ' DOthr Type A-SPfJCIlY7 5 0 Furniture and 9a ApAHmenu 

appliance 
H 0 Other real IIltate 

10 Lumber. hardwZlte. TVPE B 
mobile home dulen 

I 0 SERVICE • 0 Present OCCUPant not In buslneu at end 70 Automotive of survey period. 
I 0 Drul and Ptoprletary J 0 BANKS sO VaCCllnt 01' closed 

'0 l.lquor 
• 0 TRANS PORT" TIOH 

'0 Othe, itpe B (Sulonal. etc.) -$peclty~ 
'" 0 Guoline Ie,vlce 

"atloru 
L 0 ALL OTHERS - SPOC/ly., TYPE C 80 Other relall 

WHOLESALE 
7 0 O~cupled by nonl"lable activity 
eO Demolished 

cO Durable to Othar Type C - SPOC/ly., 
D 0 Nondurable 

;( 
~, 
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82 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

• Par, II - SCREENING QUESTlON~ 

Now I'd like 10 uk some qu.sUons aboul parUcullr kinds 01 Ih.1l or IU.mpled Ih.ll. 
Thes. q,esUO.,s reler only 10 Ihis eslabllshm.nl lor Ih. 12 monlh period belinninl and ondinl 

10. Durinllhls period did anyone truk Inlo or some· 18. Why hasn'llhis eslabllshmenlevor been insured Illin'l 
how ilielally cel inlu Ihls place 01 business? burll"y and/or robbery? 

.. I Number 
1 0 Couldn't afford It 

, 0 Y., - How m.ny Umes?- 20 Couldn't let anyone to ln~ure yOU 

(FHI an Jncldenl Report tor eaCh) '0 Didn't need It 

'ONo 
40 SeU·rnsured 
50 Premium too expenslye 

B. (Other Ihln Ih. incidenl(s)lusl menUoned,) durlnllhis • 0 0"'.' - specl/Y7 
period did anyor,e lind a door jimmied, a lock lorced, 
or .ny olhersiln. o'ianATTEMPTED bruk-in? 

19a. Whal securilr mu.ures, b. Wh.n were Ihese 
." Number illny, are presenlal securily musures 

t C] Yu - How many times?--..-' Ihis locllion now, 10 Ilrsl inslliled 
(FfII an Incident Repo,' tor each) protecl ilallinsl " or olherwi .. 

'oNo 
burll.ry and/or robbery? underlahn? 

!;nter the 

12. Durinllhl. period were you, Ihe owner, or Iny approprIate code 
trom the list 

employee held up by anyone using a wupon, given below, 
lorce or Ihrul ollorce on Ihese premises? a. Matk (X) 811 rh .. apply 

.. I Number , 0 Alarm system - outSld'{ 
b, codes 

, £:1 y .. - How mlny limes? - rln&ln&, , , , , ~ •••• ~\ ••••• 
(Fill an Incident Report tor e.ach) 

·nNo 
20 Central alarm • ~ •••••••• , 

13. (Olher Ih.n Ihe incldenl(s) already menUoned,) 3 0 Reinfar'i.'::::::deYJces. such 
as bars OJn windows, ,ratolo 

did onyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ihe owner, or &ates. etc •••••••• , • , , •• 
any employee by us inc lorce or Ihrealeninclo 
harm you while on Ihese premises? 4 0 Guard, wau:tvnan , •• ~ ••••• 

. 1 Number 
I r.J Ye, - How many limes? - 50 Watch do, •••.•• i ....... 

(Fill an Incidenl RePort lor each) 
60 Firearms •••••••••• I ••• 

'ONo 

({jther Ihan Ihe Incldenl(s) Jusl menlioned,) durin I 
70 Camer.s, •••••••• ., ••• , • 

14. 
Ihls period were you, the owner, or any employee held up a Cl Mirrors •• ~ ••••• , ........ 
while deliverin, merchandise or ca"yinc business money 

90l.0c:ks •••••••••• , ••••• oulslde Ihe business? 
," 0 Campi), with National 

• ["Number Bankln, ACE (Fot 
Ii', Yes - How mapy Umes?--..... Banks onl)') ••• , ........ , 

JFIII an Incident ROpcl(t tor eaCh} • 0 O.h .. - S,poclly -, 
2 j .... , No 

15. (Olher lhan Ihe incidenl(s) Ius I menlioned,) did 
any ... ~ ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ihe owner, or any c f:l No"e 
employee while dellverlne merchandise or carryln, 

Code. 101 USI In illm 19b business money oulside Ihe business? 

I Number LESS THAN 1 YEAN AGO IIOU THAN 1 YEAN 
r ., 

Yes - How m.1ny times?--+r J - January 7 - July o - 1-2 yearl .,0 
(Fill on fneldent Report lor each) 2 - February, 8 - Au,ust , No, l - March 9 _ September E - 2-5 rears .10 

16a Is Ihis eslabllshm.nl ins(ired a,ain'l bur,ulary and/or 4 -April ., - October F '- More than 5 
robbery by means olher Ihan seIHnsu,.nce? 5 -.May a "' November 

yearl a&o 

I r"yes 
fj - jUlle c-- December 

? r1 No J SKIP to 17a 
20. INTERVIEWER ~ Were there ItO" incidents 1 r: . Don't Ic.IlClW 

b. ODes Ihe"i~surance al.o cover ollier Iypes 01 crime losses, CHECKITEIII reported In 10-IS? 

s.ch .s vand.lIs~ or shopllllinc and employee Ihem o Yes -Detach Incident Rlpoft., 
I C'~Y •• } 

ente,"{Joo'n Items 19(1) 

:.:... SKIP 10 19a and (2) 0/1 PFgo I, and 
2 i .• No continuo with Itetl'! ~. 

17a. Has Ihls eslablishmenlever been Insured a,alnS! o No -Enl'r number ot Incidents 
In Item 1 pff) on paQB 1 f Bnd 

bur,lary and 'or robbery by mean. olher Ihln continua with llrat Incident 
.5elf~in5u,antC? R.potl. 

, ~!yes NOTES 
2 ~-.1 No - SKIP to 18 

1 n Don', know - SKIP 10 198 

b. Old Ihe Insurance also cover other Iypes of crl ... losses, 
such as vandalism or shoplillinc Ind emplo,vee Ihem 
'OVes 
2oNo 

c. Old you drop lho InsurlncI, or did .Ihe com piny cancel 
• your policy? 'il 

, 0 B''''n'''man d,ooped /, ••••••• } SKIP 10 19<1 
2 o Insurance: company cancelled policy 

1/ o 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
u, PSU I b. Selmen' I c. Line No. r panel, •• oec 

You Slid Ihll durinclhe 12 mo~lh. btclnnlnc ___ 
and endlnl ____ (re/e, to scroenlng questions 
10-15 lor description at crime), 

1. In whal monlh did Ihls (did Ihe Ilrsl) incldenl hlppen? 
, 0 Jan. • 0 Ap,iI 70 July • DOe •• 
zOFeb. 50May 'OAU&. DONoy. 
'0 Mar. 60 June , 0 Sept, cO Dec:. 

2. Ab~Ul whillime did il hlppen? 
1 0 Durln& the day (6 1I.m. - 6 p.m,) 

At nl&he (6 p,m. - 6 a,m.) 
2 0 6 p,m. - MldnlJht 
, 0 Mldnl&ht - 6 a.m. 
.. 0 OO.,°t k~ow ..... hat time at ni&he 

10 Don't know 

3. Where did Ihl. Incldenl ,"ke pllcr? 
1 0 At this place of buslneu 
.2 0 On deliytlO' 
, 0 Enroute to bank 
4 0 Other - Speclly 

4, Were you, Iha owner, or Iny employee presenl while Ihls 
Incldenl WIS occurlnl? 
'OVe, 
20 No - SKIP 10 10 
3 0 Don't kntow 

51. Old Ihe person holdlnc you up hove •• upon or .omolhlnc 
Ihlt was used IS a weapon, such as a boll Ie or wrench? 
,ov., 
'ONo J 1 0 Don't know SKIP to 6a 

b. Whll WIS Ihe weapon? 
'oGun 
'0 Knlte 
, 0 Otner - Speclly 

61. HQIIi many persons were Involved In commllllnclhe crime? 
, 0 One - continue wllh 6b below 

'OTwo } ) 0 Throe SKIP to 6e 
" 0 Four or more 
5: 0 Don't know - SKIP 10 7a 

b. How old would you say Ihe pe,.on "'"s? 
'0 Under 12 40 18- 20 
'012-14 !D1loroYer 
'0 rS-17 40 Don't know 

c. Was Ih. person mile or lemlil? 
, OMale 
20 Female 
;, 0 OonOt know 

d. WIS he (she) -
10 WhUe? 

} SKIP to 7. 
20 Blick? 
, 0 Olhar? - Speclly 

40 Oo"'t know 

e. How old would you Sly Ihe younCesl person was? 
to Under 11 '0 '8- 20 
'012-14 5 O. ~l or oyer - SkIP to 611 
'0'5-'7 'O""Ooo't know 

I. How old would you say Ihe oldest plrson WIS? 
I o Under 12 '0 '8- 20 
.0 12-1~ 50 II or over 
'015-17 4 0 Do'''' know 

,. WI" Ihey male or Ilmlle? 
I o All mol. 1 0 Male and female 
Z 0 A.II rema'e .0 Oon', know 

h. Will Ihey -
I 0 Only whIte? 
.0 Dnly bl.ck? 
• 0 Only olhlr? - Speclly 

• 0 Some comblnltlon? - Specify 
I 0 Oonlt know 

Survey Instruments 

o H B N " . . o • ·R2662; Approval Expires Match 31, 1977 
I"OAM CVS.101' U,S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE I'-'I·n, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATt5TICS ADMIN, 

Bura:Al! 01'* THE:; CCNSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. /l';.'den, I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
Record which Incident (I, 2, .te.) 
is covered by this page 

71. Were you, Ihe owner, or any employee In lured In Ihls 
Incldenl, seriou.ly enouRh 10 require medical allenlior.! 

' 0 Y .. - How many? I Number 

, 0 No - SKIP 10 9. 

b. How many ollhem stayed in a Number 

ho.pllal overnichl or loncer? 

8 •• Dllho .. rec.lvlnclrealmenlln or out 01 a hospllal, did 
Ihis buslne .. pay lor any ollhe medical upenses nol 
covered by • recular h .. llh benelils procram? 
, 0 Y .. - How much 

was plld? S .~ 
'ONo 
3 0 DonOt know 

91,. Old Iny d .. lhs occur as • resull ollhis Incldenl? 
I DYes 

zO No -SKIP 10 15a 

b. Who was killed? 
(Mark (X) all that apply) 

c. Ho. mlny? 

1 OOwner(s) ••••••• , ••••••• 

.2 [1 Employees •••••••••••••• 

1 0 Customers, ••••••• \ ° •••• 

4 C}lnnoc:enl bystander(s) • , ••••• 

$ n OHender(s) •• , ••••••••••• 

6 Cl Pol lI:e. ~ ••••••• I ••••••• 

10 O,h .. - SpecifY, 

SKIP to 150 

10. Old Ihe ollander enler, allempllo enler, or remain in Ihls 
eslabllshmenl IIl0colly? • 

lOVes 

'ONO, 
/)/sc~nlfnlJe use 01 Incident Report, Enter at the lop 01 
,his shee, "Out of Scope-Larceny," erase tncldent 
numbor, change the answers to screenln~ questions ")-15 
change nlJmber 01 tncldents In Item 19(1 • page 1. ana go • 
on to the next ,eported tncldont. 1/ no other incident:· 
are reported, rerum 10 page land complete items tg(;t} 
8. and 9 and end the Interview, 

11. Did Ihe ollender(s)acluafly cel In or I~sllry 10 cel in? 
r C:! Actually &o~ In 

1 Ci JUSt {fled to let In 

12. l'Ias Ihera 0 broken window, broken lock, alarm, or .ny 
olher evidence Ih.llhe o"ender(s) lorced (tried 10 lorce) 
hi. (their) way In? ~ 

tDVei 

'ON. -SKIP ro 14 

13. Wh~1 was Ihe evidence? {Ma'k all Ihat apply} 

1 [1 Broken loc:k or window 

}SKIP to 15. 

2 C1 Forc:ed door 

'DAllr", 

• 0 O.her - Specl/y 

14. How did Ihe ollender(slc.1 In (lry 10 celln)7 
1 0 Throu&" unlocked door Uf Window 

'0 Hod a ~Qr 
, oO.he, - Specify 

.. 0 Don', know 
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84 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

~:'tyi~';'>:):;;'i~i,,\>;\;:i,.~)'.'·; INCIDENT REPORT _ Continued ff·;;(D~f1,:· >:~;j:;-.: . .': 
15 •• W ••• nylhlnl d .... I.d but nDt tlk.n In this Incld.nt? FDr 18 •• Old YDU, the Dwn.r, Dr Iny .mpIDy.e her. ID ••• ny tim. 

... mpl., • IDck Dr wlndDw brDk.n, dlllllltd IIIOIchandl .. , etc. IrDm WD!kbec.use D' this Incld.nt? J Numb" 
IDYes , 0 Y •• - HDW m.ny pIDpl.?-:---
2 0 No -SKIP to 16a 

'0 No - SKIP ro 198 
b. WIS (w.r.) the d .... I.d It.m(s) r.p.lr.d Dr repl.ced? 

I 0 Yes - SKIP to 15d b. HDW m.ny wark dlY' were ID.t .ItD,.ther? 
'ONo I 0 Less than I day 

C, HDW much wDuld It cast tD ,.p.lr D' ,.pl.ce the d.mOI"? 2 0 1-5 days 
(Estlll.t.) . 

30 6- 10 days ...I Days 
S OO} .. 0 Over 10 days - How mlny?-.. • . SKrp ro 15. 
X 0 Don't know 5 0 Don it know 

d. HDW much did It CD.t tD r.pol, Dr r.ploc. thl d.m'l.s? 190. W.rl Iny •• curlty mu.u,es tlken .n.r this Incld.nt tD 
S . Ii] prDt.ct thl .st.btlshmlnt frD~ 'utur. Incld.nt.? 

v 0 No cOSt - SKIP to 168 lOVes 

X 0 Don't know , 0 No - SKIP 1020a 
e, WhD plld Dr wilt ply 'D' the ,.p.l" Dr r.pl.c.mlnt? 

(Mark (X) 0/1 lhalapply) b. Whit mllsur.s w.r. t.ken? 
t 0 This business (Mark (X) a/l Ihal apply) 

2 0 InsuranC:1! 1 0 AlarlTj system - outside rln&lnc 
3D Owner of Bulldln, (landlord) 

2 0 Central alarm " 0 Other - Speclly 
!I 0 Don'l know 30 Relnforc:lnl devices. ,'ales, cates, 

bilrs on window, etc. 

16 •• Old the Dff.nder(s) t.k. Iny mDney? (E.clud ... Dney " 0 Guard. watchman 
belanllnl tD custDm." Dr StDl. personnen 

!I 0 Watch do, 
, 0 Ye. - What w .. the .00 '0 Firearms tDt.' v.lu.? __ S 
'ONo 70 Cameras 

b, Did the DU.nd.r(s) take any m.rch.ndls., .qulpment 0' eDMlrrors 

suppli.s? (E.clude pe"Dnal prDp.rty bllDnclnl tD 10 Locks 
custDm." Dr stDr. p.rsann.I.) 

• 0 Olhe, - Speclly, 
, 0 Ye. - Wh.t was the . fi] tDtalvalu.? __ S 
2 C1 No - SKIP to 17a /I answer to 168 

Is yesj otherwise SKIP to ISa 

C. HDW w.s the v.lu. det.,mln.d? 
20 •• WIS this Incld.nt repDrted tD the pDlice? 

1 0 Orl,lnal ct.Sl '0 Ye, -S~IP 10 21 

20 Replacement cost 20N. 
3 0 Olher - Specify 

b. What w.s the relSDn this Incident WIS nDt ,epDrled 
17 •• HDW .. uch, If any, DI the stDlen money .nd/Dr prDperty tD the pDUC.? 

w.s r.cDv.r.d by Insuranc.? (Mark (X) 0/1 Ihal apply) 

S .~ t C~ Police alreadt knew of the Incidenl 

V 0 None - Why nDt?-, 2 r:: NomIne could be done -Iaek of proof 

1 0 Oldn', report it 1 LJ Old not think 1t Important enou,h 

2 0 Does not have lrisurance "C~ Old not want to bother police 
1 0 Not settled ),et 

50 Old not want to lakl" the till'll! 
" 0 Polic)" hBS a deductible 
5 0 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 6 C! Did nOl want to let involved 

'x 0 Don', know 70 Afraid of reprisal 

b. HDW .. uch, U .ny, D' the stDlen mDney and/or prDp.rty .s 0 Reported 11'1 someone else· 
WIS r.cDver.d by m •• ns Dther thin Insur.nce? • C Olh .. - Specify, 
S .00 
VONone } 
x 0 Don', know SKIP to lSa 21. INTERVIEWER. Is this the last Incident 

c. By wh.t ... ans WIS the stDlen mDn.y IndlDr CHECK ITEM Report to be completed! 
prDperty recDv.rld? ["] Yes - :::"u;ret': t::~ 'r:j~. 
'DPolic:e 8, 9, and end Inte, ... ew. 

20 Olh ... - SpaCI/Y., C1 No - Fill Ih ... xl'ncldcnl 
Reporl. 

NOTES 
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEE T AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIOENT. 

IOENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU "Ii>, Selmen, 1<' Line No, r Panel r DCC 

YDU Slid thlt durin I the 12 mDnths bellnnlnl ___ 
Ind endlnl ____ (16'sr '0 5creenlng questions 
10-'5 lor descrIption 01 crIme). 

I. In what mDnth did this (did thl first) Inclde.t hlppen? 
, OJan • _oAp,11 10July '·OOct. 
'OFeb. SOMal' eOAu,. aONov. 
lOMar. 60June .0 Sep" cDDac. 

2 • AbDUt whit tlml did It happen? 
, 0 Durin, the d.l' (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nilhl (6 ".m. - 6 a.m.) 
2 0 6 p.m. - Mldnl,ht 
l 0 Hldnllht - 6 a.m. 
... 0 Oon" know what time at nl,hl 

' 0 Doo', know 

3. Whero did this Incldlnt tikI pIICI? 
t 0 At this place of business 
2 0 On de:ll ... ery 
J 0 Enfoute to bank 
- 0 O1he, - speclly 

4. Were YDU, thl Dwner, or Iny l.pIDY.I (lIeSlnt whlll this 
Incident w .. accurlnl? 
loYes 
• 0 No -SKIP ro 10 
J 0 Dan', know 

51. Old thl pelSDn hDldlnl YDU up havl • WllpD. or sD •• thlnl 
thlt WIS used IS I WllpDn, such IS I bDttle Dr w"nch? 
IOYes 
'ONo J 10 Don'l know· SKIP to 6a 

b. Whit wlS thl wtapDn? 
, OGun 
'0 KOlre 
, 0 O,he, - Specify 

61. HDW .. Iny pe"Dns wIre In~Dlved In :D •• lttlnl tbl c,h .. ? 
I 0 One - Continue with 5b below 

'OTwo } 
10 Threa SKIP 10 58 
.0 Pour or more 
sO Do,,', know - SKIP to 7a 

b. HDW Did wDuld YDU lIy the pelSO. WIS? 
, 0 Under 12 _0IB-20 
'012-.14 ao11 or 0 .... ' 

'0 rS-17 60 Don't know 

C. W .. the p.rSDn ralll D, feOllle7 
tOMala 
2 0 Female 
1 0 Oon't know 

--,-
d. WI~ h. (shl) -
'0 White? 

} SKIP 107. 
20 Blick? 
, 0 Other? - Specify 
... 0 Oon', know 

I. HDW Did WDuid YDU Sly thl YDU'lut pelSD' WIS7 
'OUoderl2 _0IB-20 
'0 '2-14 s021 0' over - SKIP 1o 69 

'0 15- 17 60~'tk.now 

I. HDW Did WDuid YDU Sly thl Dldest pelSD. WIS? 
10 Unde, 12 _0IB-20 
20 12- 1• sO 21 or over 
'0 15-11 60 Do,,', know 

I. 1111 thoy ra.11 Dr f.,"II? 
'0"'11 male , 0 Male and fomale 
'oAIl 'emale .. 0 Con'e know 

h. Will tblY -
to Only whit.? 
• 0 Only bllck? . , 0 Only other? - Specify 
_ 0 SD.I cD.blnIU,.? - Spoclly 
aD Donlt know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B N 41 R2662' Ap .1 e. I M h 31 19n . . o • prov pres ... 
..OAM CVS.1OI U.S. DEPARTMENT OF CO .... ERCE. 
".II-nl SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS l.e .. IN. 

IIIJREAU 01" THE. c:r:;NSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

f. ~"..:d.n'l. INCIDENT NUMBER 
Ree.rJ which fncfJ.nl (I, 2, .'c.) 
f. covor.J 6. Ihi. p •• e 

71. WIll YDU, tho Dwnll, 0/ I.y Imp IDYll Inlured In this 
Incldlnt, urlDUIly e.Dulh tD lI'Iulll .. dlcllltllntlD.? 

' 0 yes - How .... y? • Number 

20 No -SKIP to 9a 

b. HDIII 1I11ny D' thera stlyed In I 
hDspltl1 Dve,nllht Dr ID'III? 

Number 

B. 0' thDII IIcelvlnl trllt.ent In D' DUt D' I hDSpltll, did 
this bus Iniss pay 'D' I.y 0' tho notdlul"pens .. not 
CDv.rod by I IIlullr h .. lth benlms prDlrlll? 
, 0 Ye. - HDW .uch •• WIS plld? S 

'ONo 
l 0 Don', '-now 

90, Did Iny dllths Dccur "' • rtlu!t D' this Incfdlnt? 
loYes 

• 0 No .. SKIP 10 ISa 

b. WhD WIS klllld? C. HDW .... y? 
(I/ark (X) al/ lhelapply) 

I DOwnar(s) ••••••••••••••• 

, 0 Employees •••••••••••••• 

10 CustQn1er •••••••• _ •••••• 

• 0 Innocent byltander(s) ••••••• 

s 0 Offender(s) •••••••••••••• 

60 Pollee •• _ •••••••••••• , • 

, 0 0"'., - SpecIfY71 

SKIP to IS. 

10: Old the Dlfl~dll tntll, IUI.pt tD entll, Dr 1I.I'n In this 
estlbllsh •• nt "'lllliy? 

'DYes 

'ONO, 
Disconllnue use of Incident Report. Enter.t the top at 
this sheet "out 01 Scope-Larceny," eraas Incident 

~~=:' nc,!agr, ottr';7:ew,::~' I~o 1:::;~~7~, t;tlr:'!n~c;J S. 
on to the neKi reporled Incident. "no other IncIdents 
:~'.~~ :~W;~'~,:::?:,:w~nd compl.te itaIM tg(2} 

ll, DI~ the Dfflnder(s) Ictulliy lit In or Just try tD lit In? 
1 0 Actually lot In 

20 just tried to Ie, tn 

12. I .. tholl' blDhn WlndDW, b,Dkl. lack, "'"r. Dr I.y 
Dthor 1W1~lnco thlt thl olflllder(s) fDlcod (tll;./ tD fDICO) 
his (thlll) WIY In? 

'DYes 
• 0 No - SKIP 10 14 

13. Ihlt WIS tho IvldllCO? (llork .lIlholapply) 

1 0 Broken Jock 01' window 

}SKIP /O,s. 
z 0 Forced door 

IDAla'm 

- 0 O1h", - Specify 

14. How did till Of"IIII.,(I) ttt IR (try 10 ttt I.)? 
~ 0 Throu#l unlocked door or window 

'OHadekey 
, 0 O'M! - Speclly 

-0 Don"krrow 
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86 Criminal Victimization SurveYI In Milwaukee 

lSI. las Inythlnl dl.'I.d but n.t tlk.n In Ihts Incldenl? For 
IXIIIPle, I lock Dr wlnd.w brok.n, dl .. ," _chlndlll, tic. 
, DYe. 
Z 0 No -SKIP 10 160 

b. Was (were) Ihe dlIBII.d 1t.II(S) repllred or repllcld? 
, 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15<1. 

zONo 

c. How much would It COil 10 repllr .r reptlce Ihl dllllln? 
(EsUm.I.) 
$ _______ _ 

d. H~w 

$, ______ _ 

v tl No COlt - SKIP 10 t6a 
x 0 Don't know 

to 15e 

ply for Ih. repills 01 repIIClm.nl? 
(Wark (X) alllhalapply) 
1 0 This business 

1 0 Insurance 
10 Owner of Bulldfn& (I,,"dlord) 
- DOth ... -Speclly ___________ _ 

50 OGO" know 

161. Old Ih. oUender(s) tlke Iny m.ney? (Exclude m.ney 
bllonllnl t. cust.mers .r sl.re personnel) 
t 0 Yes - Whll was the $ I'm 

t.111 vll.e?_ .1:!!!tI 
zONo 

.r 

, 0 Yes - r.~:l ::I~:~~~ $ ______ .lii.J 

z 0 No -SKIP 10 19a 

b. How mlny work dlYs were I.sliltoiliher? 

1 0 Less than I day 

201-5 days 

106-10 days 

- 0 eve, 10 d.~. - How mlny? ---L-______ -j 

!5 0 Don't know 

19i. Wele Iny IIcurlty mllsures liken Iller Ihls Incldenl t. 
prol.ct Ih. IIllblish.lnl fr.m future Incldenls? 

IOYes 

Z 0 No - SKIP 1020a 

b. Ihlt m.asures were Ilkln? 
(AWk (X) all rhal apply) 

, 0 AI.rm system - ouulde rln&ln& 

.2 0 Cennal alarm 

l 0 :.efl;(:nc!l~d~~.I~~~: ,ta,ea, ,ates. 
40 Guard. watchman 

50 Watch dOl 

60 Firearms 

70 Cameras 

aDMi"ofS 

J 0 Locks 

- 0 Othe, - Speclly 7 

.2 0 No - fsK':s:s~O ~r:e~i::;'KI~o,~~8a 
----.:..-.:..-------------1201. Was Ihls Incident rep.rled 1.lhe p.llce? 

c. H.w WIS the vllue determined? ,DYe. _ SKIP 1021 
I 0 Orl&lnal cost 20 No 
20 Fteplaeement cost 

3 Other - Specify b. Whll WIS the rels.n Ihls Incldenl .IS n.lllp.rted 
t. the p.lice? H.w much, If lOy, .f the st. len m.ney Ind/or pr.perty 

WIS recevered by Insullnce? 

$---_ •• 

v 0 Non. - Why n.I?7 
1 0 DIdn't report It 
20 Does not have Insurance 
3 0 Not settled yet 
4 0 Polic), has. deductible 
$ 0 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 

Don't know 

b. H." much, If Iny, el the stelen "'.ney Ind/or properly 
WIS rec.vered by melns .Ihe, Ihln Insurlnce? 

$ __ --;:-_ •• 

VONone 
x o Don't 

SKIP to'IBa 

c. By whll .. etns WIS Ih. stolen m.n.y Ind/er 
pr.p.rly rec.vered? 
10 Pollee 
Z DOth", -Specify ___________ _ 

Pale 6 

(!lark (X) all Ihal apPlY) 

1 0 Pollee already knew of the lnelderlt 

20 NOL'l'n, could be done: - lack of proof 

3 0 Old not think it Imponant enoulh 

40 Old not ,want to bother pollee 

$ 0 Old not want to take the time 

60 Old not want to let involved 

10 Afraid of reprisal 

~ 0 Reported tD Someone else 

-OOthe, -SpecIfY7 

INTERVIEWER" Is this the '.st Incident 
CHECK ITEM , Repo" to be completed? 

o YIIS - ::n':Jf'el: t::~ ',:(~t 
8, 9, and end Inlerlliew. 

o No - Fill the ned Inc/dent 
Reporl. 

Survey Inltrumenll 

.. o H B No. 041·R2662' Approval Expires Harch 31 19n 
,",0"t.4 CVS.l01 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF' cO .... !:R:CE TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICA T.lON CODES FROW ITEM I 17.11·71, 

SOCIAL AND EC,.ONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 
OF THE COVER SHEET.AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE BUREAU 0,. THE CENSUS 

iNCIDENT REPORT fNCIOENTREPORT f'O/l EACH INCIDENT. 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMiZATION SURVEY 
IDENTIFiCATION CODE CITY SAMPLE 

a. PSU I b. 50lment I c. Line No. I d. p.nel r' DCC f. Incldenl. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. RocorJ wblch Incilloni (I, 2, .'e.) 

I, cov.r.J hy IhI. pogo 
V.u Slid Ihll durlnl the 12 m.nlhs be,lnnlol ___ 7,. lere you, Ihe .wner, or Iny e.pl.y" Inl~lId In Ihls .nd .ndlnl ____ (rDler to screening questions Incldenl, slll.usly en.u,h t. IIqulre .ldletlllle.,I.n? 10-15 for description of crime). 

I. In whit m.nlh did Ihls (did Ih. first) Incld.nt hlppen? ' 0 Y .. - H." .. Iny? • Numbc.r 
I o Jon. '0 Ap,1I 70J"I, -OOct. z 0 No -SKIP /0 9a zO Fob. SOHor aOAul. BONoy. 

Number 'OMe,. fOJune -05opt. cODee. b. He" IIII.y of them sllyed In I 
2. Ab.ul whit Ume did It hlppen? h.splill evernl,hl .r I •• ,er? 

t 0 Durin. the d.y (6 a.m. - 6 P.rn.) 

I. Of Iheu recelvlnilruilleni In .r eul of I hospltll, did At nl,he (6 p.rn. - 6 a.m.) 
2 0 6 p.m. - Hldnllh( this buslnus ply for Iny .f Ihi ,"dlcll.xptnslS n.1 
3 0 Hldnl,ht - 6 a.m. c.vared by I I.,ull/ hlllth benlflts pr.I"m? .. 0 Oon't know ~at time at nllht 

'OY" - He. much •• sO Don't know 
wlS plld? $ 

3. Where did Ihls Incidenlllki pllc.? ZONa 
1 0 At this place of business 

:s 0 Don't know 20 On delivery 
3 0 Enroute to bank 

91. Old Iny dlllhs occur II I Illull .f Ihls Incldonl1 - 0 Other - Spec fly 
IOYes 4. I.re Y.u, the .... r, .r Iny I.pleye. pre .. nl whlf. Ihls 
z 0 No -SKIP ro 160 Incldenl WIS eccurlnl? 

'oYes b. Who WII klllld? C. H .... lOy? zO No -SKIP 10 10 (Wark (X) all lhal 'pply) 
J 0 Don't know 

, 0 O""or(.) •.••••••••••.•• 
5,. Old Ih. ptrs.n h.ldlnl Y.U up hIVe I wllp.n or s .... lhlnl 

20 Employees ••••• j •••••••• Ihll WII used II I Wllp.n, such as • b.m. or wrench? 
10Vn 

1 0 Customers •••• j ••••••••• zONo J 
3 0 Don', know SkiP to 6a .. 0 Innocent bystander(s) ••••••• 

b. Whll WII Ih. wilpon? 
S 0 Offender{s) ••••••••• '.' ••• 

'OGun 
60 Police, •••• :~ ••• '. '; .... 20 Kt:.lfe 

3 0 Other - Spaclly 70 Oth., - specllY71 
61. Hew IBlny pe .. ens wl/e Invelvtd I. ce •• Ulln,lhl crill'? 

I 0 Ooe - Continue .. llh·6b below 
ZOTwo } • 
1 a Three SKIP to 68 
.. 0 Four or more SKIP 10 150 

10. Old IhI .U.ndarenllr, alll.plio .ntar, e, renin In this ' 0 Don't know - SKIP to 7a 
esllbUsh .. enl IlIelllly? 

b. He" old w.uld Y.u Sly Ihe pers.n was? 
tOYes 10 Under 12 _0 18-20 
z 0 NO.,. zO 12-1~ S021oroyer 

> 0 15-17 60 t".on'r know 
Discontinue we of Inc/elfin' Report. Enter at the top of 

C. 'IS Ihe pers.n ~lle or fe.,le? this shoet "Out of Scope-Larceny," .rase Inc/~nt 

';,':~:'nc:,:b!: otrr':7:'w:,~s I~OI::~'~~1~ =tI~!n~DpJ5, , OHol. 
on to the nfu<l reported Incident. II no other Incidents 20 Female 

:~8:t:~e,::; ::'~~.'~':::f:/:w~nd CO!fVJI.,. Itema 1p(2) , 0 Don" know 

d. WIS he (she) -
11. Old Ihe .Uendll(s) icluilly III In or lusl lIy I. IIllal 'O·hlle? 

} SKIP 10 7. 
z 0 Blick? I 0 Actually lot In 
> 0 Dlher? - Spacfly 

1 0 JUSt trIed to let tn 
~ 0 Oon', know 

I~. liS lhere I brob. Wlndew, .,ekln feck, IIIIM, 01 Ifty e. H.w eld •• uld Y.u Sly Ihe younl.sl pers.n WIS? 
elhll evliincelhilihe eUlndtr(s) fMCld (!rId Ie fOlCO) 10 Under 12 _0 18- 20 his (tholr) wly II? z 0 12-1~ 5 0 21 or ~v.r - SKIP to 6g 
1 DYe. >0 15-17 .0 0..,', know 

f. H.w .Id .euld Y.U lIy the eldesl pels.n .II? z 0 No - SKIP 10 I. 
'0 Undo, 12 _018-20 13. 1.,1 ." lilt tvI4I1CI? (Wark ./1 thaI ""ply) zo 12-1. 50 21 o~ ove" 

1 0 Stolt." lock or window 

}SKIP 10 IS. 

'OIS-17 10 Cort" know 

I. I.,. lhoy mill .r fl •• II? J 0 Forc.d door 

10AII male 10 Hale and fema'. SOAI.rm 
IOAIl tamale .. D 000" know • 0 Oth ... - Spaclly 

h. 1,," IhlY _ 
14 •. He. ~14 lilt oUndll(s) ,.1 II (IIY 10 III In)? 10 Ooly whu.l 

2 0 0,1, .Iackl , 0 Thtouw. unlocked door Or window 
• , 0 D.,y olher? - S,,"lIy z 0 Hod a kay 

- 0 S •• I c •• bIIIUonl - Spocl/Y > 0 Olha, - Spacfly 10 Donie know 
.. 0 Don't know 

P ... ? 

N 
C 
I 
o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

~----------~---------
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f;:1.1f"";'<;"'i"",; ,,-tI);'i~\:,'\P~X,\:':",,;lIHCIDEHT REPORT - Continued t ,:~>;, .. :'.."., " . ' 

lSI. illS lOylhlns dlmll.d bul nolilken In Ihls Incldenl? For 181. Old you, Ihe owner, Dr Iny employee here lose any lime 
. ellmple, a lock Dr window broken, d .... 1Od _choRdI .. , .Ic. hom work because ollhls Incldenl? .1 Numb .. 

1 ClYes , 0 Y., - How m.ny people?_ 
z 0 No - SK'P 'a '6. z 0 No - SK'P ,. 19. 

b. WIS (were) Ihe dam'led Ilem(s) {epalred or repllced? 
'0"''' -SKip ra 15<1 h. How mlny work days were losl allolelher? 
,0No 1 0 Less then I day 

c. How much would II cost to rep.lr or rep lice Ihe d.ml,es? z 01-5 day, 
(ESIl!ll.I.) 

• Iil}SKIP,a 15_ 

30 6- 10 days J Ollys 

$ .. 0 Over 10 days - How many? -----+-

x 0 D~n't know sO Don't kl'loY1 

d. How much did II cosllo rep._lr or repl.ce Ihe dama,os? 19 •• Were any securlly mnsures I.ken aller this Incldenl 10 
S . III prolect Ihe eSI.bllshmenl from luture Incldenls? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP to 16a 1 Dyes 

X 0 Don', know I z 0 No -SK'P', 20. 
e. Who p.ld Dr will pay lor the r~palrs or roplace"enl? 

b. Whal me.,ures wert laken? (/olark (X) _II ,ha, apply) 
(",.rk (X) .11 'ha' apply) 1 0 This business 

Z 0 Insurance I 0 Alarm system - outside rln,ln& 
, 0 Owner of Bulldfn, (landlord) 

z 0 Central alarm 
• DOth .. - Speclty 

:3 0 RelnfOlcin& de .... lces. ,rates, ,atu, sO Don't know bars on window, etc. 

161. Old Ihe offender(s) Ilk. Iny money? (Exclude money .. 0 Guard, watchman 
belon,lnllo cuslomers Dr slore personnel) 5 o Watch dOl 

tOY.' - What WIS Ihe .~ 60 Firearms 10111 value?~ S 
,0ND 70 CameraS 

b. Old Ihe offender(s) like .ny merchandise, equlpmenl Dr eOMirrors 

supplies? (Elclude personal properly belon,ln, to '0 Locks 
cuslomers Dr slore personnel.) 

A. 0 Other - speclfY-, 

, 0 y., - r~:l ::I~:~~ S .tiJ 
20 No -SKIP to 17a It answer to f6a 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP 10 18a 
20a. Was Ihls Incidenl reporled 10 Ihe police? 

c. How was Ihe value delermlned? 
I 0 Yes -(SKIP to 21 

1 0 Orj;lnal cosk 

to Replacement COSt 'oND 
30 Oth., - Speclly 

b. Whll WIS Ihe relSon Ihls Incidenl was nol repoii.d 
171. How much, II any, 01 Ihe slolen money and/o, p,operly 10 the police? 

WIS recovered by Insurance? (M.rk (X) a" rhar apply) 

S .1ii1 1 0 Police 3.lreadt knew of the 'ncldent 

V 0 Non. - Why nOI?"Jl 20 Nothln& could be done -Iaell; cf proof 

t 0 Dldr(t .;eport It 10 Old not think it important enou,h 

20 Does! ~not have lnsurance .. 0 Old not want 10 bother polIce 
1 0 Not sen led yet 5 0 Oid nOl want 10 take the time .. 0 Pol1cy has a deductible 

60 Old 001 wa;nt to tel involved 50 Money and/or merchandise ""'as recoveted 
X 0 Oono, know 10 Afraid or reprisal 

b. How much, If lOy, 01 the slolen money and/or property eO Reported to someone else; 
WIS recovered by m .... olher Ihan In.ur~nce? ; 0 Other - Speclfy-, 
S .1Il 
v 0 None } SKIP to 1Sa 

21. INTERVIEWER ~ Is this the lost Incident x 0 DonO, know 
CHECK ITEM Report to be completed! 

c. By whal mean. WI. Ihe stol.n money and/or 
DYes - ::::R~,': t::~ ',:m. properly recov.red? 

10 Pol1ce B. 9. and end Intervlewo 
p No - FII' 'he ""XI tncldenl • 0 6th ... - Speclly RepcHt. 

NOTES 
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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 dt<ring early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
Milwaukee, including those living in certain 
types of group quarters, such as dormitories, room­
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Non­
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did 
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly, 
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces 
personnel living in military barracks, and institu­
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility 
inmates, were not under consideration. With these 
exceptions, all pel sons age 12 and over living in 
units designated for the sample were eligible to 
be interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit 
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was 
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible 
members of the household during the initial visit, 
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter. 
The only ex/'mptions to the requirement for personal 
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-oJds, incapaci­
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from 
the household during the entire field interview 
period; for these persons, interviewers were required 
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household. Survey records were 
processed and weighted, yielding results representa­
tive both of the city's population as a whole and 
of sectors within society. Because they are based on 
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration, 
the results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
The basic frame from which the sample was 

drawn for the National Crime Survey household 
survey in Milwaukee was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

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

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

A total of 12,069 housing units in Mil· 
waukee was designated for the sample. Of these, 
1,119 were visited by interviewers during the 
survey pericd 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 216 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 
10,734 housing units, and the rate of parHcipation 
among units qualified for interviewing was 98.0 
percent. Participating units were occupied by a 
total of 23,688 persons age 12 and over, or an 
average of 2.21 residents of the relevant ages per 
unit. Interv,iews were conducted with 23,495 of 
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.2 
percent among eligible residents. 
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee 

Estimation procedure 
Data records generated by survey interviews 

were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights­
one for crimes against persons and another for 
crimes against households. For interviews conducted 
at housing units selected from the Census housing 
inventory, the following elements determined the 
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the 
selected unit's probability of being included in the 
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub­
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances 
where the interviewer discovered many more units 
at the sample address than had been listed in the 
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter­
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes 
against persons, to account for situations where at 
least one but not all eligible persons in a household 
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview 
adjustment to account for households qualified to 
participate in the survey but from which an inter­
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio 
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed 
from the sample of 1970 housing units into 
adjustment with the complete Census count of 
such units. 

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

In producing estimates of personal incidents 
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations), 
a further weighting adjustment was required in those 
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an 
incident involving more than one person, thereby 
aJi,')wing 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 siiI1Ultaneously 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. 
Tn the household sector, victimizations and incidents 
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate 
criminal act was defined as having been experienced 
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi­
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad­
justment comparable to that made in the personal 
sector to account for multiperson incidents was 
unnecessary. 

In performing the estimation procedure that 
yielded the results appearing in th is pUblication, 
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey­
derived estimates into accord with any independent, 
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse­
quent, to the initial processing of survey results, 
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the 
relevant popUlation. These estimates indicate that 
an undercoverage amounting to about 1.6 percent 
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974 
survey of Milwaukee households. As a ~ restiit, 
population figures that serve as bases for rates of 
victimization for crimes against persons undcrstated 
the size of the population, and victimization and 
incidcnt counts for crimes against persons also were 
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report 
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula­
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and 
incidents for crimes against pcrsons should be in­
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of 
1.015933. However, all relative figures-namely 
personal victimization rates and other data on per­
sonal crimes expressed in percentages-appearing 
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica­
tion of an independent population estimate, as the 
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera­
tors and denominators used in computing such 
figures. Furthermore, thc 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, a gauge of the 
precision with which the estimate from a particular 
sample approximates the average result of all pos­
sible samples. The estimate and its associated 
standard error may be used to construct a confidence 
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed 
probability that it would include the average result 
of all possible samples. The average value of all 
possible samples mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed interval. The chances are about 
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ 
from the average result of all possible samples by 
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances 
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be 
less than 1.6 ·times the standard error; about 95 out 
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the 
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances ·that it 
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The 
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range 
of values given by the estimate minus the standard 
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete 
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the 
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti., 
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard 
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons 
and households are presented at the end of this 
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use. 

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called non­
sampling error. Major sources of such error are 
reJ.ated 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 .(0 

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 
aU persons residing in the household than when 
each household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted 
a,~ 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 200. 

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 Jer\'els, or numbers, of personal 
incidents, personal VIctimizations, and household 
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal 
victimization rates are given in Table IT, 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 8,000 
personal robbery incidents in Milwaukee. Linear 
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix 
yields a standard error of about 438 for the esti­
mated 8,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out 
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure 
differing from a complete census figure by less than 
438, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ­
ated with that level of incidents would be from 
7,562 to 8,438. 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 (876); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
then would be from 7,124 to 8,876. 

Assume further that, for a Milwaukee popula­
tion subgroup numbering 60,000, the recorded 
personal victimization rate was 40 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola­
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard 
error of about 4.1. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 40 would be 
within 4.1 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 
percent confidence intcrval associated with the 
estimate would be from 35.9 to 44.1. And, the 
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate 
would be within roughly 8.2 of a complete enumera­
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would 
be about 31.8 to 48.2. 

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 tile 
standard error of the difference. 
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Household Survey 

Tabl~ I .. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal 
mCldents, personal Victimizations, and household victimizations 

by size Of estimate ' 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Size of estimate Personal 
Incidents Victimizations Household incidents 

50 32 36 100 
45 38 

250 
71 

51 54 500 80 85 101 113 1,000 
144 121 

2,500 160 171 
5,000 ~32 254 271 338 10,000 

505 
360 385 25,000 512 549 915 $25 50,000 1,529 891 100,000 l,lOl 1,312 2,709 1,790 1,994 
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Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates co ,. 
(68 ~hances out of 100) 

Est:imated rate Base of rate (') 

per 1,000 persons 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 '5,OcO 10,OCO 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 ::I. 
3 . 11.3 7.2 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 
SO . .5 or 999.5 !!. 

'I .75 or 999.25 13.9 8.8 6.2 4.4 2.8 2.0 1.4 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 f, < 
I' 1 or 999 16.0 10.1 7.2 5.1 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 !l I; 2.5 or 997.5 25.3 16.0 11.3 8.0 5.1 3.6 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.3 

~ 5 or 995 35.7 22.6 16.0 11.3 7.1 5.0 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 3' 
''"'- 7.5 or 992.5 43.7 27.6 19.5 13.8 8.7 6.2 4.4 2.8 2.0 1.4 0.9 0.6 0.4 i .1 10 or 990 50.4 31.8 22.5 15.9 10.1 7.1 5.0 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.5 0-Ii 25 or 975 79.0 50.0 35.3 25.0 15.8 11.1 7.9 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 :::I 

n, 
50 or 950 110.3 69.S 49.3 34.9 22.1 15.6 11.0 7.0 4.9 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 en 
100 or 900 151.8 96.0 6709 48.0 30.4 21.5 15.2 '" 9.6 6.8 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 c 

~ 250 or 750 219·1 138.6 98.0 69.3 43.8 31.0 21.9 13.9 9.8 6.9 4.4 3.1 2.2 ~ 
500 253.0 160.0 113.2 SO.O 50.6 35.8 25.3 16.0 11.3 8.0 5.1 3.6 2.5 III 
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" Table III. Standard error approximf,Jtions for estimated household victimization rates i Ii III 

c I 
~ 

~ (68 chances out of 100) :I 
Estimated rate per Base of rate 
1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 

.5 or 999.5 12.1 7.6 5.4 3.8 2.4 1·7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.2 o.~ 0.1 

.75 or 999.25 14.8 9.3 6.6 4.7 3.0 2.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2, 0.1 
1 or 999 17.0 10.8 7.6 5.4 3.4 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 

[ J 2.5 or 997.5 26.9 17.0 12.0 8.5 5.4 3.8 2.'/ 1.7 1.2 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.3 
\ I 

#, ; > 5 or,995 38.0 24.1 17.0 12.0 7.6 5.4 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 
'> HI , I " \ 7.5 or 992.5 46.5 29.4 20.8 14.7 9·3 6.6 4.7 2.9 2.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.5 ; I , ' I, 10 or 990 53.7 33.9 24.0 17.0 10.7 7.6 5.4 3.3 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.5 :'S5:' . \ f, J 

, ' , , 25 or 975 84.2 53.3 37.7 26.6 16.8 11.9 8.4 5.3 3.8 2.7 1.7 1.2 0.8 
, I I 50 or 950 117·5 74.3 52.6 37·2 23.5 16.6 11.8 7.4 5.3 3.7 2.4 1·7 1.2 .... ,.-
Ii i II j! 100 or 900 161.8 102.3 72.4 51.2 32.4 22.9 16.2 10.2 7.2 5.1 3.2 2.3 1.6 
Ii 250 or 750 233·5 147.7 104.4 73·9 46.7 33.0 :G3.4 14.8 10.4 7.4 4.7 3.3 2.3 

(li 500 269.7 170.6 120.6 8,5.3 53.9 38.1 27.0 17.1 12.1 8.5 5.4 3.8 2.7 
i I I I if'; -0 !! i 
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APPENDIX III 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 

Technical information 
and relative error tables 

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in 
central cities have focused on business establish­
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi­
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political, 
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and 
local government operating within the city limits 
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities, 
however, government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems were within the scope of the 
survey, these having been the only exceptions to 
the general exclusion of government eDltities. Organ­
izations other than businesses have aClcounted for a 
relatively smaJI part of each city sampl(~. Survey data 
were personally gathered by interviewers from the 
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi­
nesses and other participating organizations. Be­
caune they are based on sample surveys rather than 
complete enumerations, all results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
For the purposes of sample selection, Mil­

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

A total of 1,695 commercial establishments (in­
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 303 were 
found io be out of b~lsiness at the time of the field 

I 

interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise ':Jnqualified to participate. At 
14 other establishments it was impossible to con­
rluct interviews because the operator could not be 
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was 
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were 
taken in 1,378 establishments, aniftile over-ail rate of 
response among those qualified to participate was 
99.0 percent. 

Estimation procedure 
Data records produced by the survey interviews 

were assigned final weights, applied to each usable 
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide 
estimates of vic;timization data. The final weight 
was the produc:;. of the following elements: (1) a 
basie weight, reflecting each selected establishment's 
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust­
ment for noninterdews; and (3) a factor to account 
for establishments which were in operation during 
only part of the survey reference period. 

The non interview adjustment was equal to the 
total number 'Df data records required for each 
particular klnd of business divided by thellumber 
of usable i~-;;~orcls actually collected. rhe factor to 
account for establishments that were nol in operation 
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi­
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator 
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the 
number of months the establishment was active 
during the reference period. Then, the result was 
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided 
by the number of usable records, the result being 
applied to the record of each part-year operator. 
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Reliability of ~stimates 
As indicated, statistical data presented in this 

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

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

In addition to those relati:-lg 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 estlmares 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 from the 
results of a complete count by less than twice the 
relative error. 

To illustrate the computation and significance of 
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the 
extent of sampling variability surrounding the 
7,300 commercial burglaries estimated to have 

~. , 

" 

occurred in Milwaukee. Referring to Table IV, 
it is found that the relative error associated with the 
unrounded form of that figure (7,345) is 13.3 per­
cent. Multiplying 7,345 by .133 yields 977.1 

Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the 
estimated number of incidents would be 6,368 to 
8,322. If similar confidence intervals were con­
structed for all possible samples of the same size, 

1 The calculated figure (977) is the standard error of the 
estimated 7,345 burglaries (shown as 7,300 on Data 
Table 85). 
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results 
of a complete enumeration using the same method­
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi~ 
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the 
calculated interval would contain the resuits that 
would have been generated by a complete c:numera­
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the 
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 Lhat 
the resulting interval, in this case 5,391 to 9,299, 
would contain the total that would have been ob­
tained from a complete tally. 

1 



r . .. 

--- r 

h; 
\ '11 .;..., "1' 

\ 98 

~ '" 
I i 

~ 

L , 

.. 

" 

"." 

Criminal Victimization Surveys In Milwaukee . 

. . f f ted number of commercial victimizations, Table IV. Relative err.ors or es Ima . t f r'me 
by characteristics of establishments and ype 0 c I 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Type of crime Estimated number of incidents Relative error 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

7,345 
4,529 
2,816 

1,123 
821 
302 

Table V Relative errors for estimated commercial victimiz~tion rates, 
'by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

Characteristic 

Kind of establishment 
All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Burglary 
Estimated rate 
per 1,000 
establishments 

321 
538 
138 
240 

Relative 
error 

Gross annual receipts 482 17.8% 

L$e10s sooo-than$24$ 1, 099,0009 302 , 2230 •• 2'f.
Sd ' 297 7" $25,000-$49,999 08 28.7% 

$50,000-$99,999 3 3 24.3% 
$100,000-$499,999 34 54.5% 
$500,000-$999.999 m 54.4~ 
$1,000,000 or more 314 41.77" 

Robbery 
Estimated rate 

• per 1,000 
establishments 

49 
100 
129 

24 

No sales 242 34.8% 
Not available . 

is statistically unrel1able. lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 

Relative 
error 
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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 
selected findings. 

General 

Throughout this report, victimizations are the 
basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of business. For crimes 
against persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on'the basis of inCidents, not victimiza­
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims and one or more offenders. 
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic­
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes 
were simultaneously committed against more than 
one person, and (2) d~rtain personal 'crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a commercial 
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi­
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was 
determined whether others were victimized at the 
same time and place and whether the offense hap­
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad­
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix 
II) protected against the double counting of inci­
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted 
during the course of a store holdup, the evertt would 
have been classified as a single commercial rob­
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households and businesses, 
there is no distinction between victimizations and 
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 eX8.mination of the 
circumstances surrounding the Occurrence of per­
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time 
and place of Occurrence of such offenses, as well as 
the use of weapons and p-umber of victims and of- . 
fenders, <Ire based on incidents. In the hypothetical 
case given above, therefore, the rate data for 
personal assault would reflect the attack on each 
customer, and other victimization tables would in­
corporate details concerning the outcome of the 
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage 
to clothing, and loss of time from work. 

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

Victim characteristics 

A variety of attributes of victimized persons, 
households, and comm~rcial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tabies. The rates, or measures df 
the occurrenc~J of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of 
persons, households, or businesses under considera­
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based 
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over, 
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu­
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes 
are regarded as being directed against the household 
as a unit rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of 
the fraction consists of the number of households in 
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two 
crimes against commercial establishments are re­
lated to the number of businesses being examined. 

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

Reporting to the police 
The police may have learned about criminal 

victimizations directly from the victim or from some­
one else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they were on (or happened 
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the 
data tables, however, the means by which police 
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the 
overall proportion made known to them being of 
primary concern. 

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon­
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data 
ta1;>les 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 second half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

Regarding data from the household survey, 
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds 
of sites, two of which cover the respondent's home 
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not 
involving contact between victim and offender, the 
classification of crimes is determined on the basis 
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most household burglaries happen at principal resi­
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or 
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house­
hold larceny are differentiated from one another 
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur. 
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and 
its immediate environs, the former can take place at 
any other location. In order to have been classified 
as a household larceny within the victim's own 
home, the offense had to have been committed by a 
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or 
by someone having customary access to it, such as 
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative. 
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a 
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if 
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries 
can take place only 011 the premises of business firms; 
however, commercial robberies can occur away from 
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as 
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel 
away from the establishment. 

For personal and household crimes, and in addi­
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data 
are presented on the "geographical area" of oc­
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses 
that happened within the city of residence; inside 
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that 
took place when the victims were temporarily away 
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; 

and (2) crimes that took place within the reference 
period but at a time when the victim lived at a 
place other than the city being surveyed. 

Number of victims and offenders 

As noted previously, the number of individuals 
victimized in each personal crime is a key element 
for computing rates of victimization and other data 
on the impact of crime. However, the data table 
specifically concerning the number of individual 
victims per crime is based on incidents. 

Two tables, also based on incidents, display 
data on the number of offenders involved in per­
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders took part 
in the incident, no further questions were asked 
about offender characteristics, and the crime was 
classified as having involved strangers. The terms 
"stranger" and "non stranger" are defined in the 
Glossary. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offenders only and others cover both victims 
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age 
and race. As with most information developed 
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex­
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in­
fluenced the attdbution 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 distmction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to 
those committed by two or more persons. As ap­
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category 
"mixed ages" refers to cases in which the offenders 
in any single incident were classifiable under more 
than one age group; similarly, the term "mixed 
races" applies to situations in which the offenders 
were members of more than a single racial group. 

Weapons use by offenders 

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

In addition to firearms a.nd knives, the data 
tables distinguish "other" weapons and those of un­
known types .. The category '''other'' refers to such 
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A 
difference exists, however, 1n the manner in which 
the types of weapons were classified in the personal 
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of 
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types, 
of weapons present were recorded, not the number 
of weapons. For instam:e, if offenders wielded two 
firearms and a knife during a personal robbery, the 
crime would have been classified as one in which 
weapons of each type were used. With respect to 
each robbery of a business in which weapons of 
more than one type were observed, only the most 
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of­
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a 
store, the crime would have been classified as one 
in which firearms were used; a single entry would 
have been made under the category "firearms." 

Victim self-protection 

With reference to personal crimes of violence, 
information '\'las obtained on whether or not victims 

, 
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if .so, the me~s-
h t k The following reactIOns, rangmg 

ures t ey . 010 t' to forcible were considered self­
from nonVIO en , h ff def" 

rotection measures: reasoning with teo. en , 
~eeing from the offender; screaming or yellmg fo~ 
help' hitting, kicking, or scratching the' offe~der~ 
and 'using or brandishing a weapon. The pert:e: 
tables distribute all measures, if any, empl.oye b y 
victims in each crime, no determination havmg een 
made of the single most important measure. 

Victim injury and economic loss 

Information was gathered concerning the in­
.. t' d by the victims of each of the three Junes sus ame d' the 

onal crimes of violence. However, urmg 
P~:~aration of this report, th.; requisite. data w:r: 
p il ble for calculating the proportIon of r p 
not ava a .. d There­
victimizations in which victims were I~Jure: h' h 
fore information on the percent of cnmes m w IC 

. tims were harmed is confined to personal robbery 
VICd assault. For each of these crimes, the types of 
an 'b d' the Glossary injuries concerned are descrt e 1t1 , 

under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished d.ata ~n 
hos italization and on medical expenses. WIth -
garX to medical expenses, the d~ta tables are bas.~ 
solely on information from victIm~ who knew Wl

so certainty that such expenses were mc~rred and alB 
able to estimate theIr amount. y knew, or were 'I d of 

excluding victims unaware of such out. ays, an h t 
their amount, the utility of the data. IS somew a 

t . ted Although data were unavaIlable on ~he res nc . .. .. m-
t" n of rapes attended by vlctIm lllJury, 

propor 10 .. d medical 
formation relating to hospitalIzatIOn an 

'lable on that crime; these results are costs were aval 
reflected in the appropriate d~ta tables. . red by 

With respect to economIC losses mc~r 

h h Ids and commercial establIshments, persons ouse 0 , . es 
the dat'a tables make distinctions lbet~eend c~~~eft 
resulting in "theft and/or damage o.ss an 
loss" only. Table titles specify the applIcable catego~ 

h "theft loss" refers to stolen cas , 
of 10eSrSt'yT 0: t~:h whereas "damage" pertains to 
prop" h . "no mone-ro erty only. Items categorized as avmg .. 
p PI" could include losses of tnvlal, truly 
~~iue~:SueObjects, or of ones having consider~~~~ 
sentimental importance. References. to losse~ 'ms 
covered" apply to compensation recelv:d by VICti 
for theft losses, as well as to re~to.ratI?n ~f stol~n 

t or cash although no distinctIon IS rna e proper y, ult . f rma-
as to the manner of recovery. For ass a ,m 0 

tion on economic losses relates solely to property 
dama e because assaults attended by theft are clas­
sified ga; robbery. Similarly, there was no :t:~: ~o 
measure attempted pocket picking; by e 10 f 
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome '~h 
theft loss, and there may have been some cases WI 

property damage. .. h ur-
For all crimes reported to mtervlewers, t e s 

veys determined whether persons lost time from w.ork 
after the experience, and, if so, th~ length of ti~ 
involved. With respect to crimes agpmst p:rson~ an 
households, the survey did not recolid the Identity of 
the household member (or members) who lost work 
time, although it may be assumed that,. f?r most 
personal offenses, it probably was the VIctIm who 
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary an~ rob­
bery data on loss of time from work was applIc~~le 
to o~ners, operators, and employees of the entItles 
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. 

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. 

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 i.;\terview and includes 
wages, salaries, net income from business or 
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any 
other form of monetary income. The income of 
persons unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag­
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which 
are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimeS-Burglary or robbery of busi­
ness establiShments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi­
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern­
ing entities Covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in Which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g'l by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem­
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have no usual 
place of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny of a resi­
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com­
pleted and attempted acts. 

HousehOld larceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash from a residence or its imme­
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible 
tntry, 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 rell.sons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. 
Separated includes married persons who have a 
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legal separation or have parted because of mari­
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married, 
which includes those whose only marriage has 
been annulled and those living together (exclud­
ing common-law unions). 

Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, motor­
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally 
allowed on public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized tak­
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such 
acts. 

Nonstranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offendfJr, victimiza­
tions (or incidents) are classified,ls 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 non stranger offenders, the events 
are classified under non stranger. The distinction 
between stranger and non stranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail­
ing contact between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre­
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas­
ure is a victimization or an incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of persons, assault, 
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny 
without contact. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or attempted theft 
of property or cash, either with contact (but 
without force or threat of force) or without direct 
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made between personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with­
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, 
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person 
of the victim, but without force or the threat of 
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching. 

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

Physical injury-The term is applicable to each of 
the three personal crimes of violence, although 
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic­
tim injury were not available during the prepara­
tion of this report. For personal robbery and 
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is 
made between injuries from "serious assault" 
and "minor assault." Examples of injuries from 
serious assault include broken bones, loss of 
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness, 
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more 
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as­
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, 
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring 
less than 2 days of hospitalizatiofl. For assaults 
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm 
governs classification of the event. The same ele­
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury 
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated 
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of 
injuries for robbery with injury from minor 
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon resulting 
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes, 
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in­
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. 
Also includes attempted assault without a 
weapon. 

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)-Ex­
cept in the New England States, a standard met­
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of 
contiguous counties that contains at least one city 
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" 
with a combined population of at least 50,000. 
In addition to the county, or counties, contain­
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are 
included in an SMSA if, according to certain 
criteria, they are socially and economically in­
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng­
land States, SMSA's consist of towns and cities 
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include 
at least one central city, and the complete title of 
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities. 
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Stranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
c.ontact between victim and offender, victimiza­
tIOns (or incidents) are classified as involving 
strangers !f the victim so stated, or did not see 
or recogmze 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 offedder. 

Ten~re-~Two forms of household tenancy are dis­
tm.gUlshed: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings 
bel?g boug~t through mortgage, and (2) Rented, 
which also mcludes rent-free quarters belonging 
to a party other than the occupant and situations 
where rental payment .. are in kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary committed by 
some~ne having no legal right to be on the 

. ~remlses even though force is not used. 
VlCtlm-~he rec!pient of a criminal act; usually 

used. III relation to personal crimes, but also 
~ppllcable to households and commercial estab­
lishments. 

Victim. self~prote~tion measures-For each victimi­
zatIOn Illvolvmg a personal crime of v1'01 . . . ence 
v1ctlm reactIOns of the following types are con~ 
s~ru~d to be self-protection measures: hitting, 
k1.ckmg, or scratching the offender; reasoning 
With the offender; screaming or yelling for help; 

Glossary 105 

fleeing from the offender' and/or using or 
brandishing a weapon. ' 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as it ff t . I " a ec s 
a smg e ~lctlm, whether a person, household, or 
co~merclal establishment. In criminal acts 
agamst. persons, the number of victimizations is 
determmcd by the number of victims of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
bec~use more than one individual is victimized 
dunng certain incidents, as well as becaus~ per­
s~nal :ictimizations that occurred in conjunction 
With either commercial burglary or robbery are 
n~t ~ounted as incidents of personal crime. Each 
cnml~al act a~ainst a household or commercial 
e.stablishment 1S assumed to involve a single vic-

. ~Im.' t~e affected household or establishment. 
VICtI~l1l~at.lOn. rate-For crimes against persons, the 

v1ctlmizatIOn rate a measure of , occurrence 
among ~opulation groups at risk, is computed on 
the basIs. of the number of victimizations per 
1;~00 resld~nt, popUlation age 12 and over. For 
C.hnes agamst households, victimization rates 
~re. calculated on the basis of the number of 
mCI.dents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes 
agalllst comn~ercial establishments, victimization 
rates are denve~ 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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