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PREFACE

The crime statistics and selected analytical find-
ings presented in this report derive from victimiza-
tion surveys conducted early in 1974 under the
National Crime Survey program. Presenting more
comprehensive survey results and additional techni-

~cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic-

timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, published
in June 1975. '

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys
have been designed and carried out for the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of
developing information that permits detailed assess-
ment of the character and extent of selected types of
criminal victimization. Based on representative
samplings of households and commercial establish-
ments, the program has had two main elements: a
continuous naticnal 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
gnforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the
scope of the surveys will be modified periodically
in order to address other topics in the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi-
cal studies are expected to yicld refinements in survey
questionnaires and procedures. :

The victimization surveys conducted in Min-
neapolis 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, houschold 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

Qo

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

The surveys in Minneapolis 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
10,088 housing units (19,914 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 998 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 publicaticn 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 1I and IIl. It sheuld be noted
at the outset, however, that with respecf 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 §5 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 comnercial 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 IIL.

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

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—I1973 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 Minneapolis, 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 Minneapolis 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 fo persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The syrveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are
calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix 1V, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed.
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Tables (continued)
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Crimes against persons (continued)
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Crimes against persons (continued)
Use of weapons (continued)
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Tables (continued)
Crimes against households (continued)
Reporting to the police (continued)
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Crimes against commercial establishments (continued)
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reporting victimizations to the police.

Reporting to the police

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

Security measures

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

Theft and/or damage

96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime.
97. Commercial crimes;' Percent distribution of victimizations re-
sultiy in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment

and vaiue of loss. crneneres
98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulng in

damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment. ... -

Time lost from work

69. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
number of employees losing time from work. e orere
100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
number of man-days lost from work.

Time of occurrence

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

Use of weapons

102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders
used weapons, by kind of establishment.
103, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incideats, by type
of weapon used by offenders.
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60

61

61

61
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Tables (continued)
Apperdix IT /'I‘L,*,, ¢
I. Standard error approxnmations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,

by size of estimate.
II. Standard error approxnmatlons for estimated personal vic-

timization rates.
III. Standard error approximations for estimated household vic-

timization rates.

Appendix III '

IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commermal v1ct|mlza-
tions, by characteristics of establishments and type of crime. ..
V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, by
characteristics of establishments and type of crime. .
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THE CITY SURVEYS

The National Crime Survey is a program designed
to develop information not otherwise available on
the nature of crime and its impact on society
by means of victimization surveys cf the general
population. Based on representative samplings of
households and commeicial 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
datz, including information on the circumstances
under which such acts occurred and on their effect.

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under-
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,
victimization surveys are expected to supply the
criminal justice community with new insights into
crime and its victims, complementing data resources
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua-
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to

“police, attention. They also furnish a means for

developing victim profiles. and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-
ing. between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-
lence ‘and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs .of
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained,
and they can provide greater understanding as to

~why certain criminal acts are not reported to police

authorities. Conducted penodlcally in the same area,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation between two or more localities or
types. of localities,

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

vide information on crimes that are of major interest
to the general public, they cannot measure all
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not
amenable to examination through the survey tech-
nique. Surveys have proved most successful in esti-
mating crimes with specific victims who understand
what happened to them and how it happened and
who are willing to report what they know. Moie
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap-
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both
personal and household larceny, including motor
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was
designed to focus on these crimes. Murder and kid-
naping are not covered. The so-called victimless
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes
for “which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable
respondents or to locate comprehensive data records,
as in offenses against government entities.* 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 embezzlemesit. Attempted crimes of
most types probably are underrecorded for this
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
proach because of the limited documentation main-
tained by most commercial establishments on losses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,
include gambling, various types of swindles, con
games, and blackmail.

! Other than government-operated liquor stores and
transportatlon systems, which fall within the purview of the
programs commercial sector, government institutions and
offices ‘are outside the ‘scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated that government organization records on. crime
generally are inadequate for survey purposes,
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2 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

The success of any victimization survey is highly
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter-
viewers receive from respondents. In the victimiza-
tion surveys conducted in 13 central cities during
1974, interviews were obtained in an average of
96.6 percent of the housing units occupied by
persons eligible for interview. In the commercial
sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent
of eligible business establishments. Details concern-
ing the size of the sample and response rates in
Minneapolis can be found in Appendixes II and
IIT of this report.

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

Another of the issues related in part to victim
recall ability involves the so-called seriés victimiza-
tions, Each series consists of three or more criminal
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in-
curred by persons unable to identify separately the
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount
accurately the total number of such acts. Because
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on
the specific month, or months, of occurrence of
series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza-
tions that occurred in series and to determine their
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information
in -the processing of survey results would have
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, vates of
victimization would have been higher. Because of
the inability of victims tc furnish details concerning
their experiences, however, it would have been im-

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually experienced such acts was small
in relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized one or more times and who had
firm recollections of each event. Approximately
4,400 series victimizations against persons and
3,600 against households, each encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities.

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

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

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

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property by force or the
threat of force. The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is
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placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
and sometimes does 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
centérs on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint., Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury tc 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, occiir anywhere, on
the street or in the home, and at any time. It may
be an encounter as dramatic as the one described,
or .it may simply involve a child pinned briefly to
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with
the victim’s lunch money.

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

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

Although the most fearsome form of assault is
the brutal, senseless -attack by an unknown assailant,
it is also the most rare. Much more common is the
incident where the victim is involved in a minor
scufic 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
suchi 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 may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house-
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
ete, Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a womun
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse
and resist, and should the offender then use force,
the crime would escalate to robbery.

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

All three of the measured crimes against house-
holds-—burglary, household larceny, and motor ve-
hicle theft—are crimes that do not involve personal
confrontation. If there were such confrontation, the
crime would be a personal crime, not a household
crime, and the victim no longer would be the
household itself, but the member of the household
involved in the confrontation. For example, if
members of the household surprised a burglar in
their home and then were threatened or harmed by
the infruder, the act would be classified as assault.
If the intruder were to demand or take cash and/or
property from the household members, the event
would be classified as robbery.

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

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST i
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS %_

Although commercial crimes, as the term is used
in this report, consist primarily of victimizations of
business establishments, they also includs 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 burglary. These crimes are comparable
to robberyof persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be
personal confrontation and the threat or use of
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the
premises of places of business, but some can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup
of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment.
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SELECTED FINDINGS

The statements that follow are illustrative of the
information that can be drawn from this report’s
data tables. As a guide to readers, table source
citations are given parenthetically after each finding.
Individuals wishing to perform additional analysis
on the topics covered in the selected findings are
referred to Appendix IV, Technical Notes, for
guidance in the interpretation of survey results.

General

The household and commercial surveys determined
that an estimated 130,700 criminal victimizations
were committed against Minneapolis residents and
businesses in 1973.

Forty-six percent involved individuals; 47 per-
cent, households; and 7 percent, commercial
establishments.

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

Victim characteristics

Residents of Minneapolis were victimized by per-
sonal crimes of violence at a rate of 7Q per 1,000
persons age 12 and over [Table 1].

Men were victimized at about 115 times the rate
for women [Table 17].

There was no significant difference - between
rates for crimes of violence against blacks and
whites [Table 19].

Youths 12-19 had the highest victimization rates
—about eight times that of the elderly (age 65
and over), who had the lowest rate of any age
group, 19 per 1,000 [Table 18].

Among females, the victimization rate for rape
was 7 per 1,000; however, that for females 16-
19 was 30 per 1,000 [Tables 17, 22].

There was some indication that blacks had higher
burglary and household larceny rates than whites,
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but there was no significant difference between
motor vehicle theft rates for each of the races
[Table 62].

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

Members of families with incomes of $25,000 or
more had the highest household burglary rate of any
income group [Table 63].

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 members was about 514 times that
of one-person households [Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate of 436 and robbed at a rate of 91 per 1,000
[Table 85].

An estimated 27 percent of all businesses were
victimized at least once during 1973; 16 per-
cent of those affected were victimized two or
more times [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

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

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

There -was no significant difference between
whites and blacks with respect to reporting
crimes of violence, but blacks were relatively
more likely than whites to have reported crimes
of theft [Table 41].

Crimes of violence involving nonstrangers were
reported relatively as often as those between
strangers [Table 40].

I T .
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% Forty-three  percent of all household crimes were
: reported to the police [Table 74].

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

About three-quarters of commercial burglaries and
robberies were reported to the police [Table 93].

The most prevalent reasons for not reporting per-
sonal, household, and commercial crimes were the
victitn’s belief that nothing could be done and that
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39,
70, 92].

Time and place of occurrence

Most personal crimes of violence and household
crimes took place at night [Tables 54, 84].

Most commercial burglaries (73 percent) and rob-
beries (62 percent) occurred at night [Table 101].

More personal crimes (51 percent) occurred on the
street than in any other location; only 5 percent
took place inside the victim’s home [Table 36].

Crimes of violence involving nonstrangers oc-
curred inside the victim’s home relatively more
often than did those involving strangers [Table
37].

Number of victims and offenders

Eighty-eight percent of all personal crimes of vio-
lence involved a single victim [Table 30].

Most personal crimes of violence (61 percent) were
committed by a single offender [Table 28].

Single-offender crimes were relatively more likely

to have involved nonstrangers than strangers
[Table 29].

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

More personal robberies were carried out by
two or more offenders than by lone offenders
[Table 28].

Roughly equal numbers of commercial robberies
were committed by single and multiple offenders
[Table 89].

B ot s iy . B T

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Strangers committed 78 percent of all personal
crimes of viclence [Table 5].

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

Victims perceived whites to have committed a ma-
jority (60 percent) of single-offender crimes of vio-
lence; however, when single-offender personal rob-
beries were regarded separately, there was no sig-
nificant difference between the proportions attributed
to whites and blacks [Table 9].

There was some indication that blacks only were
perceived to have committed multiple-offender
robberies more often than whites only [Table
11].

Whites only were perceived to have been the
offenders in multiple-offender assaults more
often than blacks only [Table 11].

Victims perceived most single-offender crimes of
violence (64 percent) as having been committed by
persons age 21 and over; however, there was no
significant difference between the proportions of
single-offender robberies committed by persons
under age 21 and those 21 and over [Table 13].

Fifty-three percent of multiple-offender crimes
of violence involved offenders identified as being
under age 21 [Table 15].

Most (64 percent) single-offender crimes of vio-
lence against whites were peipetrated by whites
[Table 10].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of single-offender robberies of whites
attributed to white or black offenders [Table
10].

Sixty-five percent of single-offender crimes of vio-
lence against blacks were committed by blacks
[Table 10]. ,

There was some indication that multiple-offender
robberies of whites were more likely to have been
committed by blacks only than whites only [Table
12].
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Multiple-offender assaults of whites were more likely
to have been carried out by whites only than by
blacks only {Table 12].

Persons perceived as members of races other than
white or black were said to have committed roughiy
one-tenth of single- and multiple-offender crimes of
violence against whites {Tables 10, 12].

Weapons use by ofienders

Offenders used weapons in one-third of all per-
sonal crimes of violence [Table 56].

There was no significant difference between
stranger and nonstranger crimes with respect to
weapons use [Table 56).

Firearms accounted for 29 percent of the types
of weapons used in personal crimes of violence
[Table 573.

Offenders used weapons in seven-tenths of com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Firearms were the most common type (70 per-
cent) of weapon used [Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took sclf-protective measures in 64 percent
of all personal crimes of violence [Table 43].

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self-
deflense, but physical resistance and weapons of
other types were employed relatively frequently
[Table 45]. ©

Victim injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in 31 percent of perscnal rob-
beries and assaults [Table 31].

Robbery and assault victims of offenders who
were not strangers had a greater likelihood of
sustaining injuries than did the victims of stran-
gers [Table 31].

Selected Findings 7

In 7 percent of all crimes of violence, the vic-
tim received hospital care [Table 33],

Seventy-two percent of all personal crimes involved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 47].

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

In most (66 percent) personal crimes with loss,
the losses were valued at less than $50, includ-
ing items of no monetary value [Table 48].

For personal crimes as a whole, there was one
significant  difference between the relative
amounts lost by blacks and whites—it involved
the $250 or more category, which was higher
for blacks [Table 49].

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

About nine-tenths of all household crimes resulted
in losses of money or property and/or property
damage [Table 78].

Of household crimes with loss, most (54 per-
cent) involved amounts of less than $50, in-
cluding items of no monetary value [Table 80].

Blacks sustained a higher proportion of losses
in the $5C or more category than did whites
[Table 80].

In most household burglaries and larcenies with
theft, no losses were recovered; in most motor
vehicle thefts, however, losses were fully re-
covered [Table 81].

Roughly four-fifths of commercial burglaries and 73
percent of commercial robberies resulted in eco-
nomic loss [Table 96].

Of commercial crimes with loss, 54 percent
involved amounts exceeding $50 [Table 97].
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SURVEY DATA TABLES

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates
b for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime

Type of crime Number Rate
Crimes of violence 22,400 70
Rape 1,200 L
Robbery 6,700 21
TRobbery and attempted robbery

with injury 2,300 7
SFrom serious assault 1,200 L
“-From minor assaulbt 1,100 3
Robbery without injury 2,400 8
Attempted robbery without injury 2,000 6
Assault 14,600 L6
Aggravated assault 5,600 18
With injury 1,700 B 5
Attempted asssult with weapon 3,900 e 12
Simple assault 9,000 28
With injury 2,600 8
Attempted assault without weapon 6,400 20
Crimes of theft 38,100 120
Personal larceny with contact 2,000 6
Purse snatching LOO 1
Attempted purse snatching 400 1
Pocket picking 1,100 L
Personal larceny without contact 36,100 113

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

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 vioclence 18,900 22,400 1:1.19
Rape 1,100 1,200 1:1.05
Robbery 54700 6,700 1:1.16
Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 2,000 2,300 1:1.14

From, serious assault 1,000 1,200 1:1.17

i From minor assault 1,000 1,100 1:1.11
) Robbery without injury 2,000 2,400 1:1.24
Attempted robbery without injury 1,800 2,000 1:1,10
Assault 12,000 14,600 1:1.24
Aggravated assault 4,300 . 5,600 1:1.31

With injury 1,400 1,700 1:1.19
Attempted assault with weapon 2,800 3,900 1:1.37

Simple assauli 7,800 9,000 1:1.16

With injury 2,300 2,600 1:1,12

: Attempted assault without weapon 5,500 6,400 1:1.17
Crimes of theft 37,300 38,100 1:1.02
Personal larceny with contact 1,900 2,000 1:1.04
Purse snatching 400 400 1:1.05
Attempted purse snatching 400 400 11,06
Pocket picking 1,100 1,100 ©1:1,03
Personal larceny without contact? 135,400 36,100 1:1.02

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calculated from unrounded
figures.
1Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the
number of incidents of personal larceny without contact. Since it was not feasible to perform an
adjustment for cases involving more than one victim, 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 and victim-offender relationship
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
All victimizations Involving strangers Involv: nonstrangers
Type of crime Number Fate Number Rate Number Rate
Crimes of violence 22,100 ) 17,400 55 5,000 16
Rape 1,200 4 1,000 3 200 1
Completed rape L,00 k 300 1 1100 1z
Attempted rape 800 3. 700 2 1100 1z
Robbery 6,70 21 6,000 19 700 2
Robbery and attempted robbery
vith injury 2,300 7 2,000 [ 200 1 e
From serious asseult 3,200 A 1,000 3 1100 1z :
From serious assault 1,100 3 1,000 3 1100 rg,
Robbery without injury 2,400 8 2,100 7 300 L
Attempted robbery without injury 2,000 6 1,800 6 200 1
Assault 14,600 46 10,500 33 1,100 13
Aggravated assault 5,600 18 4,100 13 1,500 5
With injury 1,700 5 1,100 A 00 2 !
Attempted assault with weapon 3,900 12 3,000 9 900 3
Simple assault 9,000 28 6,400 20 2,600 8
With injury 2,600 8 1,500 5 1,100 3
Attempted assault without L Y
veapon 6,400 20 4,900 15 1,500 5
NOTE: Detail may not zdd to total showm becaunse 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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12 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis ' % | Survey Data Tables 13

Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected

: Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
characteristics of victims and type of crime

strangers, by type of crime and sex and race of victims

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft J } Male Female
S : | Type of crime White Black White Black
ex y ; |
Male (45) 50 54 48 ’ . . i Crimes of violence 82 i h 50
Female (55) 50 46 52 : - : Rape 0 0 86 0
o i, 2 i3 2§
5 : ' ury 174
White (94) 93 94 93 : o Without injury 9L 187 ga 167
Black (5 5 4 5 :
£ 2 2 2 2 Assault 77 67 &7 50
Other : Aggravated assault 78 173 68 L%
Age ; ol Simple assault 77 157 66 159
1215 7; 1 15 8 :
1619 (9 17 20 15 i - 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
20-2, (17 26 25 26 '
2534 (19 20 18 22 ;
35~-49 (15 13 11 1, ’ i . 2 s N N o
50-6, (18 3 7 10 i : Table 7. Personal assault: Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
65 and over (17) 4 4 4 d

by race and age of victims

NCOTE: Detail may not sdd to 100 percent because of vounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
o percent in the group.

¢ Race and age A1l assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault
K ‘ b Al) racest
Table 5. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving ? : VY o o 2
strangers, by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims : ﬁ?‘;ﬁ . ,7,3 g; 32
i 35-49 69 s 68
Sex Race 3 2 50-64 8l 78 82
Type of crime Both sexes Hale Female White Black 4 5 65 and over 89 2100 85
White
Urimes of violence 78 82 73 78 6L ] g . .
Rape a2 0 g2 86 0 i ' : ié‘_’ig gg 62 5{’
Robbery ; 89 o2 85 0 . a ! S [ [ 7
Robbery and attempted -0 : 25-3), 7 &8 n
robbery with injury 89 96 8L 89 180 35-49 &8 69 23
From serious assault 89 9L 75 ' 89 174 5064 8s 89 83
From minor assault 90 100 a3 90 1100 85 and over 89 2100 8
Robbery without injury 88 93 g0 89 170 5
Attempted robbery without : Black
injury 91 ag 96 91 1100 ; 12-15 21,3 340 249
Assault 72 77 66 73 58 i 16-19 262 a2 0
Aggravated assault A . 78 65 75 58 2024 250 258 240
With injury &7 78 48 67 156 i 2534 285 280 2100
Attempted assault with : - 35-49 2100 2100 2100
weapon it 79 % 78 58 ! 5064 225 2ze 0
Simple assault jal . 76 66 72 159 H 65 and over 0 0 0
With injury 58 &9 T4 59 151 !
Attempted assault ’ b 1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
without weapon 76 79 7w 76 163 i 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

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

Type of crime Related and/or well known Casually acquainted

Crimes of violencel 13 . 57
Robbery 29 n
Assault L6 54

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-

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

victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Ferceived race of offender ! Perceived race of offenders

Not known .and

Not known and

A
=

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

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

Type of crime i '
Hrdte Black Other not available 5 Type of crime ALl white ALl black ALl other  Mixed races  not available

Crimes of violence
Rape é’g 2 19 & 3 Crimes of violence 38 35 12 11 3
Completed rape 1‘&7 5 0 i Rape 135 130 35 0 0
Attempted rage z,g go 0 0 } Robbery 31 42 13 10 14
Robbery i3 43. 1g 0 Robbery with injury 33 34 17 14 12
Robbery with injury o 6 Robbery without injury 31 346 1 8 14
Robbery without injury 3 a *10 15 : Assault 13 30 10 13 3
Assault 6L 12‘; g 16 Aggravated assault 40 34 9 14 3
‘gggravated assault 60 21 18 2 g Simple assault 46 28 11 12 13

imple assault H <

i 2 8 12 ‘ NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
:

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

T_ab!e ]0. _Personal crimes of violence:
victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offender

Percent distribution of single-offender

Perceived race of offender

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 Mot known and

e 4s . Not known and
Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not available of victims A1 white A1l black A1 other Mixed races not available
Cmmeswgit;riolence v ; Grimegf :of violencel!
by 6L 25 9 2 i Wnile 38 35 12 1 3
Ra ack 2 65 13 21 Black 337 19 0 29 2%
pe\«!hite ! Robbery .
Basck % 160 g S f '* Black 2ho o1 3 220 o
1 ? c 3
Robbery % ° ° % Assa:lt l*
poate 45 il 9 14 White I 29 n 13 23
Robbery with injury * Bl © 13 i Black 36 252 ° 4 8
¥hite 49 AR ig 13 : NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Black . 0 1100 0 0 : 1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
Robbery without injury j 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble, ;
Bleck Y n 10 15 5
5 158 0 14, :
Assault 7 : . . L. . .
Fhite 68 2 9 2 i Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
ack 230 i . g s e .
Aggravated assault a 4 125 | offender victimizations, by type of crime
ite ¢ 2 1 5 and perceived age of offender
C. 1'8
Simple assault ’ 51 15 135 ' — ——
Whit Perceived age of offender
Blac}i 1;2 122 g 2z =& Not known
e - 0 Total 2L and  and not
NO%ZE:Lel:et:ﬁ.n mgysnot addttc 100 percent because of rounding. Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over available
S «5 percent,
! : 1 2 1 1 6 3
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. Cr%x:;: of violence g 132 g 112; 113 82 “
Robbery 0 48 15 26 17 49 13
: Robbery with injury (¢] 3l 15 21 19 62 13
: Robbery without injury 10 54 1 g fg ]2-11; 16% g
1 Asgault 1 30
. Aggravated assault 12 28 12 12 14 65 6
! Simple assault 1z 31 L ) 12 15 &7 12

A S s By i i g e e R R i

e s e o 50

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent. .
1Estimate, based on ebout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

Table 14. Personal crimes of violehce: Percent distribution of single-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offender

Perceived age of offender

Not Jnown and

© Type of crime and -age of victims Under 12 12-20 2l and over not available
Crimes of violencel

1219 2z 55
20-34 0 19 éJS- ag
35-49 0 23 75 22
gg_gﬁd over 20 it o Y

Rotoery 9 L7 40 34
12-19 o} 83 3l
20-34 o} 7g 32
35-49 0 2 259 Y
Z?_gxl:d ] 230 259 a11

over 2

Assault ° > a °
1219 21 53 2
20-34 o} 18 '?; zg
35-49 0 315 82 23
50-64, 0 22 73 23
65 and over 23197 337 240 a7

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. :
:Incl!.udes data on rape, not shown separately,
?Fstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

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

Perceived age of offenders
Al 21

. All under Not known and

Type of crime 12 A1l 312-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of violence 1l 52 2), 22 L

Rape 0 115 140 1 1

Robbery . 2 51 22 ??(5) lg
Robbery with injury 0 55 20 20 15
Robbery without injury 13 19 23 20 15
Assault 11 54 19 23 13
Aggravated assault 0 54 20 23 1y
Simple assawlt L 55 19 22 12

NOTE: Detail may not edd 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 age of offenders
Type of crime and All under All 21 Not known and
age of victims 12 A1l 12-20 and over Mixed sges not available
Crimes of viclencel
12-19 21 73 7 16 22
20-34 21 30 38 28 22
35-19 a2 35 32 26 24
50-61, . 23 42 214 21 21
65 and over 0 70 211 ag 29
Robbery
12-19 24 79 24 12 21
20-3}, 23 23 38 32 a3
35-49 0 35 12 316 * 27
50-61, o] 38 214 326 321
65 and over 0 65 219 28 28
Assault
12-19 o] 73 8 19 2]
20-34, 0 36 37 26 a2
35-49 22 35 a20 37 24
50-64 22 L8 213 213 219
65 and over o] a8 0 311 211

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

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 populati¢n age 12 and over)-

Male Female

Type of crime (143,200) (175,000)
Crimes of violence 85 59
Rape o] 7
Robbery 28 15

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 9 6
From serious’assault [3 2
From minor assault 3 L
Robbery without injury 1n 5
Attempted robbery without injury 9 I
Assault 57 37
Aggravated assault 25 1
With injury 7 4
Attempted assault with weapon 18 7
Simple assault 32 26
With injury 9 7
Attempted assault without weapon 22 19
Crimes of theft 128 13
Personal larceny with contact - 5 7
BRirse snatching 1z 2
Attempted purse snatching o] 2
Pocket picking 5 3
Personal larceny without contact 123 105

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
population in the group.
Z Tess than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisable,
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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 2534 3549 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime (22,700) (=8,300) (52,700) (59,300) (46,300) (56,000) (53,000)
Crimes of violence N 150 161 104 67 52 29 19
Rape v 11 16 9 4 b¥A 0 0
Robbery 5h 37 24 16 19 13 10
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury . ! X 10 6 5 7 7 5
Robbery without injury 23 11 10 7 7 3 3
Attempted robbery without injury 16 16 8 I 5 3 12
Assault 9% 108 72 47 32 16 9
Aggravated assault 31 46 26 19 12 7 13
With injury : 15 12 9 A I 11 12
Attempted assault with weapon 16 33 17 15 8 6 11
Simple assault 63 62 45 27 20 10 6
With injury 25 17 13 7 6 12 11
Attempted assault without weapon 38 45 32 21 15 8 5
Crimes of theft 139 197 192 12 15 70 30
Personal larceny with contact o7 6 6 3 7 7 9
Purse snatching 0 11 1] 1] 12 4 I3
Pocket picking 7 15 5 12 A 12 12
Personal larceny without contact 132 192 185 139 108 64 21
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the grouy,
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 19

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) i

White Black
Type of crime (297,500) (14,700)
Crimes of violence - 71 } 66
Rape 3 . 1k
Robbery 21 19
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 7 14
From serious assault 3 14
From minor-sssault I 11
Robbery without injury 8 7
Attempted robbery without injury 6 16
Assault 46 Uy
Aggravated assault 17 30
With injury 5 18
Attempted assault with weapon 12 22
Simple assaunlt 29 14
With injury 8 15
Attempted assault without weapon 2 ig
Crimes of theft 118 140
Personal larceny with contact 6 17
Purse snatching 3 0
Pocket picking 3 ‘ 19
Personal larceény without contact 113 ' 133

NOTE: Detail may not add to totel shown because of rounding., Numbers in parentheses refer to
population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 ind over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims 8
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Less than $3,000- $7,500~ $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000 Not Q
$3,000 37,499 $9,999 $14,999 324,999 or more available 3
Type of crime (36,000) (79:400) (30,000) {65,600) (53,100) (17,500) (36,600) 5
»
Crimes of violence 93 a8 62 59 53 65 65 <
Rape é 7 12 3 13 0 12 a
Robbery 33 28 17 13 15 18 20 =
b : Robbery and attempted robbery 3
y . with injury 13 10 5 4 1 1 8 B
’ i Robbery without injury 12 12 1 5 & 16 7 "o-‘.
. Jd Attempted robbery without injury 8 6 8 4 ? 18 5 3
™~ Assault 53 53 43 A2 - 47 43 17
‘ Aggravated assault 21 22 19 16 n 18 14 c
With injury 8 7 6 4 4 15 4 g
Attempted assault with weapon 13 15 13 12 8 14 10 -
, Simple assault 33 3 2 26 26 29 29 s
; With injury 10 10 7 8 5 16 9 ]
3 Attempted assault without weapon 22 21 17 18 21 23 20 s
. Crimes of theft 138 116 122 124 117 175 78 3
Personal larceny with contact 12 8 6 6 13 12 5 2 ¢ e
Purse snatching 6 4 1z 12 1] 0 i3 o
Pocket picking 6 4 1 L 12 12 12 e
Personal larceny without contact 126 108 117 1ne RRVA 173 Th L)
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims

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

i Never Divorced and
married Married Widowed separated
Type of crime (113,500) (151,500) (27, 600) (24,200)
Crimes of vioclence 114 39 27 108
Rape 8 1 0 8
Robbery 33 i1 13 37
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 9 4 6 15
From serious assault L 2 13 10
From minor assault 5 2 13 15
Robbery without injury 12 4 15 13
Attempted robbery without injury 1 3 1z 9
Assault kA 28 14 63
Aggravated assault 28 10 6 30
With injury 10 2 12 12
Attempted assault with weapon 18 9 1 18
Simple assault 46 18 8 33
With injury P 15 3 1 12 iy
Attempted assault without wezpon 31 14 7 21
Crimes of theft 167 92 49 148
Personal larceny with contact 17 3 15 12
Purse snatching 1 1 9 8
Pocket picking 6 2 [3 1
Personal larceny without contact 160 89 k1A 137

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

b

P

4

sojqe) wjeg Aenuns

1,
. X
14

O
.
5

B\ B o : - : . . A




] AN RTINEATHOEN: Sk

-~

5

et

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

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

TT

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
_Robbery Assault Personal Personal
A1) personal Robbery Robbery . A1l personal larceny - larceny
crimes of All rob- vwith without Al Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact
Male
12-15 u,BOOg 168 0 76 2L 55 92 33 59 i, 113 131
1619 (12,700 : 175 0 50 15 35 125 70 55 221 15 216
20-24, (23,600 1n7 0 <29 7 2 88 37 50 209 7 203
25-34 (29,900 81 0 20 5 14 62 26 35 BEYA 13 U1
35-49 (22,000 69 [o] 29 9 19 Ih s 19 22 102 16 96
5064 (24,400 34 o] 13 7 6 21 9 12 i 13 4
65 and over (19,300) 23 0 14 17 17 9 2 7 30 12 28
Female
12215 (11,400) 131 13 32 110 23 96 30 66 135 11 134
16-19 (15,600) 150 30 27 16 21 94 26 . 68 178 14 171
20-2);, (29,000) 9% 15 20 6 v A 59 17 42 177 6 7L
25-3L  (29,400) 52 8 1 i5 8 3 12 19 1 1 137
35-49 (24,300 35 11 11 15 15 2l 15 19 126 7 1s
50-64 (31,600 25 0 13 7 7 12 5 8 65 9 56
65 and over (33,700) 16 0 8 1, 13 8 13 6 29 12 17

s/jodeouulyy uj SAGAINS UOHEZIUNIOIA [SUIWLID

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in perentheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unrelisble,

<
el

fy—



§
1
1

&
¥
%
!
' Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Hale Female
White Black White Black
R Type of crime (133,600) (6,800) (163,900) (7,900)
Crimes of violence 86 67 59 65
i Rape 0 0 7 16
i Robbery 28 23 16 1135
f With injury 9 12 6 18
b Without injury 19 220 10 17
Assault 58 L4 36 I,
Aggravated assault 25 27 10 33
5 Simple assault 33 117 26 1)
4 Crimes of theft 127 154 112 127
Personal larceny with
contact L 113 7 12
= Personal larceny without
contact 123 pYAR 104 125
) NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
; Y population in the group.
{ 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
]
- 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 population age 12 and over)
N
s Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
. : . Robbery. : Asssult Personal Personal
= A : - All personal . Robbery . Robbery A1l personal larceny larceny
T : : - i crimes of Al rob- with without A1l Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
. = : Sex and marital status violencel beries injury injury asgaults assault assault theft contact contact
' Male
: Never married (54,300) 130 A4S 12 32 85 39 46 182 8 173
Married §75.500) 50 o3 4 9 37 1L 43 93 3 90
S Widowed :(4,000) 228 216 2g 2g 212 2g 2y i 48 3y Ly
= Divorced  and ) .
G | separated (8,800) 131 55 2 3L 75 L2 33 139 22 137
oo ! Female ;
ATV ) Never married - (59,200) 100 2 7 14 &l 17 I 154 6 us
' \ g Married (76,000) 29 9 a 5 19 6 13 92 3 89
A , - ! Widowed (23,600) ‘ 27 .13 24 7 7 25 g 49 17 32
T ; Divorced and : )
ﬁ separated (15,400) 95 2. 10 16 56 23 3 154 17 136

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group,
1Includes data on rape, not shown separatély. _ ) o .
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. . : . -
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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

Personal Personal
All personal A1), personal larceny larceny
erimes of crimes of with without
Race and age violencel Robbery Assault theft contact contact
White
12415 (20,000) 154 57 96 140 27 133
16-19 (26,200 168 39 112 202 6 196
20-24 (49,300 105 25 72 190 6 184
25-34 (54,200 68 17 47 143 3 140
35=49 (42,200 53 18 34 114 6 108
50-64 (53,700 29 13 16 70 6 &4
65 and over (52,000) 19 10 9 29 9 20
Black
12-15 (2,000 86 226 260 143 28 135
16-19 (1,600 a5 222 253 131 0 131
20-24 (2,300 116 215 87 285 315 199
25-34 (3,200 53 211 . 237 166 25 160
35-49 (2,800 . 251 332 219 113 26 107
50-64 (1,900 - 345 3 356 82 210 272
65 and over - (1,000) 216 216 0 269 0 269

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

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately,

3Estimate, baseéd 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 violerice Crimes of theft
Personal Personal
A1l personal A3l personel larceny larceny
crimes of crimes of with without
Race and income violence! Robbery Assanlt theft contact contact
White
Less than $3,000 (32,500) 96 34 55 139 n 128
$3,000-87,499 §72,600 87 29 51 13 8 106
$7,500-%9,999 (27,800 A 17 46 123 6 17
$10,000-814,999 (62,500 58 13 42 122 6 1né
$15,000~$24,999 (50,800 56 16 39 14 23 111
$25,000 or more (16,800 65 18 W7 177 a2 175
. Not aveilable (34,500) 65 19 4L 79 5 Th
Black i K4 .
Less than $3,000 (2,400) 355 214 0 16 222 A
$3,000-37,499 2&.9003 112. 32 70 146 23 3
$7,500-39,999 (1,300 0 o 0 117 0 17 !
$10,000-$14,999 2.0003 359 217 A2 179 317 162
$15.000-824,999 (1,900 3 o] 29 202 0 202
$25,000 or more (400 2126 243 283 2149 o] 219 i
Not available (1,8C0 asy 319 238 agg 0 Z53 ;
;
" NOTE: Detail may not &dd to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
' 1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. ) y
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreljable. ;;
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26 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis . : , . _- .. Survey.Data Tables 27
“Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 3 Table 29. fl;erzonal crimes of vnolence. Percent of incidents .involving a single
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime : offender, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group) . , Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Race; sex, and age Crimes of violence Crimes of theft Gr%’:;: of violence 57 76
— ; 5 Robbery ' ) 23 ' ZO
Male A Assault i 73
12-15 (10,000 77 119 ' {
’ 16-19 (11,800 184 229
i 20-2l;, (22,200 137 205 v
gg:zg %,% 63 : o Table 30. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
; 30-6 032r Uaso) % 7 victim, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
‘ Female
1215 (10,000 131 x 131 Type of crime Al incidents  Involving strangers  Involving nonstrengers
o e % = e o vitomss s 7 7
L 25-34 (27,000 52 6 Robbery 3 91 100
?5"‘*2 ;gvlw gz 122 Robggry and attempted 2 95
' robbery with injury
65 and over (33,100) 16 29 From serious assault 33 gg 181{’
; Black From minor assault 93 9% 130
| o ) - i S - ®
{ S o =)
1619 7603 75 1131 . j injury T o 9 95 1
20-2i, (800 139 316 ; Assault aé & 87
2534 1,800; 55 197 ‘ Aggravated asgault a2 8 gg
: 35-49 (1,300 82 197: With injury 87 86 pA
5 50~64 (800 21 . : 185 Attempted agssult with
; . 65 and over (4L00) o] 1133 Smueapon 79 w5 79
£ Female ' Wﬁfx E;Sﬁt gg 5 i
; _ , , 2
ﬁ_ig g%g ‘}gg ,&gi Attempted assault without ? 9
20-2), (1,500 103 160 Hespon & : 88 89
: 25
32_23 i:ggg 1213' igg j *Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically ‘uxu-eliable.
50-64 (1,100 16l 181
65 and over (600) 125 . 129 .
NOTE: *Tumbers 15 patenthepes, soer Lo popelablon 0 tho sronpe z Table 31. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 4 wcﬂms sustamed physmal |njury, by Vlctlm -offender
4 _, relationship and type of crime
Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, - Relationship Robbery and assault T Robvery ' P—
by type of crime and number of offenders — s
All victimizations v 31 34 29
Involving strangers 28
Four or Not nown and - : : ! 34 25
Type of crime One Two Three more not available [molving nonstrangers 40 A
Crines of violence 61 16 9 10 L
Rape 84 y 16 1y 12 o
Robbery 42 26 15 13 5
Robbery and attempted robbery”
with injury 38 27 14 15 27
From serious assault 31 20 23 . 313 113
From minor asssult L5 35 14 16 0
Robbery without injury 34 31 7 13 15
Attempted robbery without injury 54 19 1 10 13
Assault 68 12 7 9 In K
Aggravated &ssault 65 11 7 10 7 ;
With injury 63 110 10 12 15 i
Attempted asseult with weapon 65 1 5 9 9 : i
Simple asssult 69 12 7 9 2 :
With injury é7 1L 7 10 13
Attempted assault without )
weapon n 12 v 9 12
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent hecanse of rounding. k ‘
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault
Sex .
Male 30 31 59
Female* 31 37 29
Race P
White 30 34 <9
Black vo29 130 29
Age at
12-15 S 37 . 28 42
16-19 27 27 27
202}, 30 27 31
25-3 25 R 23
35-49 33 38 30
50-64 32 50 17
65 and over 42 51 31
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 36 40 34
$3,000-87,499 : : 33 36 : 31
$7,500-$9,999 30 31 ?0
$10,000-814;999 29 33 28
$15 000-524,999 22 118 23
$25,000 or more 22 120 23
Not available 34 42 30

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

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

Assault

Item . Crimes of violence? Robbery

Received hospital care 7 9 5
Emergency Toom only 6 6 4
Overnight or longer 2 2 1

Incurred medical expenses?® 5 5 5

iIncludes data on rape, not shown sepé.rately.
? Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical expenses
were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.

Ml pmarm e

Survey Data Tables 29

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

Cheracteristic Crimes of violencel Robbery Assault
Sex
Male 7 8 6
Female 7 9 5
Race
White 7 ' 8 5
Black 10 10 11
Victim—offender relationship
Involving strangers 7 9 5
Involving nonstrangers 6 A 6

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

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

Amount? Percent
Less than $50 43
$50-$249 38
$250 or more 18

3 Includes only those victimizations in whici4 the victims kmew with certainty that medical expenses
were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence

Inside nonresidential

On street, or in park,
playground, schoolground,

Type of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parking lot Elsewhere
All personal crimes 5 A 20 51 20
Crimes of violence 14 10 12 51 13
Rape 29 19 14 L 15
Robbery 12 8 7 61 11
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1 13 1y 60 9
Robbery and attempted robbery K
without injury 11 6 9 62 n
Assault ' 14 1 15 46 1
Aggravated assault i 13 11 18 L 1,
Simple assault 15 11 13 7 14
Crimes of theft 12z 1 25 51 24,
Personal lerceny with contact 13 10 32 42 12
Personal larceny without contact ves eoe 24 51 2

NOTE: Detail mey not add to 100 percent beceuse of rounding.

2 ZLess than 0.5 percent.
eeso Not applicable.

1Estimat#, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
: by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime
he Relationship and place Crimes of violence R.ﬁ‘ubery Assault
4 .
i Involving strangers
i Inside own home 8 7 7
i Near own home 10 9 12
i Inside nonresidential building 13 8 18
I% On street, or in park, playground,
iv‘, schoolground, or parking lot 58 66 55
% Flsewhere 10 11 8
i Involving nonstrangers
> ~ i Inside own home 35 53 32
Near own home 7 26 7
Inside nonresidential building 12 25
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 20 219 20
Elsewhere 25 ) 216 27
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becaise of rounding.
3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
f 3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
i Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime
and geographic area of occurrence
% Type of crime Inside city of residence Inside other central city Elsewhere
‘ 411 personal crimes 80 6 13
; Crimes of violence! 86 6 8
Robbery 90 7 3
Assault 8l 5 10
Crimes of theft 77 7 16
Personal larceny with contact 81 9 10
- Personal larceny without contact 77 6 16
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding.
1Includes data on rspe, not shown separately. -
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

e e ———— -

Reason

Crimes of viclence

All crimes
of violencel

Al) crimes
of theft

Nothing could be done; lack of proof
Not important enough

Police would not want to be bothered
Too inconvenient or time consuming
Private or personal matter

Fear of reprisal

Reported to someone else

A1l other and not given

22
31
4
3
1
3

8
15

35
34
5
3
3
32

9
11

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

Z Léss than 0,5 percent.

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

(4>

Crimes of theft |
Personal larceny Personal larceny

without contact
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Survey Data Tables

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

Al Involving Involving
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
All personal crimes 33 vel ves
Crimes of violence IR 41 40
Rape 48 52 133
Robbery 49 49 53
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 61 61 67
From serious assault 65 63 177
From minor assault 57 58 155
Robbery without injury 53 51 62
Attempted robbery without injury 31 33 118
Assault 36 36 38
Aggravated assault L4 Lh JA %
With injury ] L7 51
Attempted assault with weapon 41 43 35
Simple assault 32 31 36
With injury 42 2 43
Attempted assault without weapon 28 27 31
Crimes of theft 29 ess “es
Personal larceny with contact 40 JAk 133
Purse snatching 81 81 o]
Attempted purse snatching 122 122 Q
Pocket picking 32 31 133
Personal larceny without contact 28 cee eee

... Represents not applicable.
1¥stimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

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

Sex Race
Type of crime Male Female White Black
A1l personal crimes 31 35 34 61
Crimes of violence 38 L jas L3
Rape 0 47 L7 140
Robbery L6 54 50 148
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 55 70 63 178
From serious assault 56 8} 68 171
From minor assault 51 63 57 1200
Robbery without injury 48 59 53 136
Attempted robbery witaout
injury 35 25 3L 133
Assault 35 e} 36 12
Aggravated assault 39 52 43 50
With injury W, 55 124 158
Attempted assault with i
weapon : 37 50 A 147
Simple assault 30 35 33 12
With injury 36 50 13 129
Attempted asseult without
weapon 27 29 28 121
Crimes of theft 27 30 29 69
Personal larceny with
contact . 31 L6 4 L0
Purse snatching 1100 52 55 0
Pocket picking 29 36 29 1,0
Personal larceny without
contact 27.. 29 29 71

1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Mirineapolis

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
A1l personal crimes 25 34 40 38 12
Crimes of violencel 29 W 51 50 6L
Robbery 29 57 52 65 81
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 33 72 58 .70 100
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 28 50 49 59 (4]
Assault 27 41O 50 38 L6
Aggravated assault 34 48 56 43 257
Simple assault 23 35 47 34 2
Crimes of theft 23 29 35 32 28
Personal larceny with contact 227 36 58 230 51
Personal larceny without
contact 22 29 34 32 19

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

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

L

A1) Involving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence A 63 66
Rape 78: 78 76
Robbery C 5 54 57

: Robbery and attempted robbery

: with injury 56 53 75
: From serious assault 54 53 1462
' From minor assault 57 54 191
Robbery without injury 30 30 128
3 Attempted robbery without injury 82 82 182
: Assault 67 &7 67
: Aggravated assault 68 68 &7
With injury 63 6 &
| Attempted assault with weapon 70 69 71
3 Simple assault 67 66 68
With injury &7 [3A 70
Attempted assault without weapon 66 67 66

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

Robbery Assault
Chiara¢teristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All asssults Aggravated Simple
Sex
* Male 63 0 53 55 53 &7 70 &5
Female 65 77 55 57 55 67 63 68
Race
White 6, 80 54 55 54 67 67 &7
Black 59 1100 1 133 345 63 é8 152
Age
12-19 66 82 61 66 59 66 T 71
20-34 65 76 55 78 46 68 68 68
35-49 6L 1100 55 342 62 65 67 64
50-64 42 o 39 132 46 A4 43 ) bl
~ 65 and over 42 0 35 122 18 50 136 56
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble.
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 ) Robbery Assault
Self-protective measure violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
- Used or brandished firearm or lmife 1 0 12 13 11 11 12 o ;
Used physical force or other weapon 31 30 35 46 29 ) 29 35 26
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 26 15 19 12 15 1 18 5
Threatened or reasoned with offender 18 21 18 13 22 . 17 17 18
Nonviolent resistance, including
. ' E evasion 34 23 29 19 36 37 36 38
R i ) o : NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becanse of rounding.
A R ; 1Estimate, based on dbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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36 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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 Male Female Wnite  Black
Used or brandished fireamm or knife 12 iz 11 1y,
Used physical force or other weapon Lo 22 30 38
Tried to get help or frighten offender i8 2l 16 118
Threatened or reasoned with offender 19 17 18 19
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 31 37 34 22

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

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

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

Type of crime Percent
A1l personal. crimes 72
Crimes of violence .33
Rape s 29
Robbery 69
Robbery end attempted robbery
with injury 85
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury 12
Assault 17
Aggravated asssult 22
Simple assault 1
Crimes of theft 95
Personal larceny with contact 81
Purse snatching 55
Pocket picldng 100
Personal larceny without contact 96
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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

PR

gt

73

No monetary Less than Not known and
Type of crime value $10 $10-$49 $50-3249 $250 or more not availsble
All personal crimes 4 26 36 23 5 6
Crimes of violencel 13 26 14 20 8 10
Robbery a3 33 2 21 10 9
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 22 28 2l 25 12 8
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 23 34 23 22 8 10
Assault 29 15 25 19 © 33 9
Crimes of theft 2 27 38 24 5 ]
: Personal larceny with contact 2 21 L5 21 21 10
Personal larceny without contact 2 27 38 24 5 4
NOTE: Detail may not add to 10G percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not..shown separately,
3Estimate, based on about 10 ur fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
Table 49. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss,
by type of crime, race of victirns, and value of loss
{lo monetary Less than Not known and
Type of crime value $10 $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more not available
A1l personal crimest A 26 36 ' 23 5 [
White L 26 ,3/_1\ i 23 5 5
Black as 24, 29 2 1 g
Crimes of viclencel 13 25 2 - 2 8 10
White 13 25 2 21 7 9
Black 21y, 220 . 21y 217 ayy, 217
Crimes of theftl 2 27 38 : 24 5 5
White 2 . 27 29 25 5 5
Hiack 2} 25 32 21 11 8
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 pércent because of rowding.
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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38 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen
property, including cash, and race of victims !

Survey Data Tables 39

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

g Type of crime Percent
Type of crime and property value All races! White Black .
All personal crimes 5
Rogge;gnetm-y value 21 21 0 it Crines of viclence 8
Less than $10 32 33 212 i . g:pg 18
$10~849 25 25 bbery 10
$50-$99 16 15 219 With injury 21
$100-3249 8 8 212 b . Wit;xzut injury ,';
$250 or more 1 11 218 L { s8au
s 22 Aggravated assault a
ot eveilebie P 7 7 b Simple assault [
Personal larcen;
No monetary value 1 1 3y Crimes of theft 3
Less than $10 27 27 25 Personal larceny with contact 0
$10-349 L0 L0 34 Personal larceny without contact 4
$50-$99 14 14 1
$100~%249 10 11 8
$250 or more . 5 L 10
Not aveilable 3 3 25

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

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on Mother" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliablc.

3Tncludes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. Time lost A11 pexsonal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Less than 1 day ¥ 29 68
Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of PR ‘ 2 8 2L
victimizations resuiting in theft loss, by proportion of Quer 10 days . 12 r 17 _ 16
loss recovered not available 11 11 12

r NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or Yewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Personal larceny

A1l personal
Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact Without contact
o &7 79 69 79 Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
it » 3 = 19 by type of crime and time of occurrence
Less than half 10 lg }'; Ié
Helf or more 5 i Nighttime Not known
Proportion tunknown 7 3 14 3 Daytime @ p.m.— Midnight— Not and not,
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, becmuse of rounding. Type of crime 6 a.me=b pom. Total midni_ght 6 a.m. wnown  available
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. A1 personal crimes 13 50 33 13 4 I3
Crimes of violence 42 58 45 13 iz 1z
Repe 18 82 50 31 12 0
Robbery 43 57 L5 12 1z 11
Robbery and attempted
B robbery with injury 37 62 54, 17 1), 1y
From serious assault ’ 31 &7 5k 111 12 12
From minor. assault Uy 56 53 13 0 o
Robbery without injury L5 55 38 17 0 )
Attempted robbery without ‘
injury 45 54 43 1 0 11
Assault 13 56 n 12 1z 1z
. \ Aggravated assault 36 63 50 13 17 1]
. . With injury ) 27 as 54 16 11 11
g ' Attempted assault with
weapon 40 59 47 12 0 11
Simple assault L7 53 A i2 0 0
With injury 45 55 Il 14 0 o
! Attempted assault without
}; weapon 48 52 Al 11 0 o]
; Crimes of theft Iy L7 27 13 6 9
i Personal larceny with contact 57 L3 38 16 0 0
t Purse snatching 63 37 35 12 0 0
Pocket picking 52 18 10 18 0 0
- Personal larceny without contact L3 47 27 13 i 10

NOTE: /Detail may rot add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Z Jless than 0,5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable.
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40 .-Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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

P

—

Nighttime

AR S S e i ekt e SR e

Relationship and type of Daytime & peMe~— Midnight— Not known ‘and
of crime 6 a.me=—b pume Total midnight 6 a.me not available
Involving strangers
Crimes of violencel Xo] 59 L5 14 ay
Robbery 43 57 45 1 21
Assault [AR 58 L 14 27
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violencel 45 55 L 10 o}
Robbery . 42 58 13 215 0
Assault L8 52 INN 8 0

NOTB: TDetail may not add to total shown, or to 100 perceat, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Bstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sanple cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents in which
offenders used weapons, by type of crime
and victim-offender relationship

Involving Involving
Type of crime A1l incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence o 33 33 33
Rape 23 26 110
Robbery 35 35 h2
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 35 3L 143
Robbery without injury 38 39 133
Attempted robbery without injury 33 3 153
Assault : 33 33 33

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

Type of crime ] Firearm Knife Obher . Type unkmown
Crimes of violence 29 31 35 5
Robbery 32 35 27 15
Robbery and attempted robbery i .
with injury 410 28 54 18
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury Ly 39 14 1y
Aggravated assault 28 2 40 5
With injury 7 112 72 . 19
Attempted assault with weapon 36 33 27 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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Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
Involv: strangers Inval nonstrangers
Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown Firearm Knife v Other Tyne unknown
Crimes of violence 29 31 35 4 32 28 33 17
. Rape 142 146 113 0 0 1100 0 0
“"Robbery 29 36 29 16 156 128 116 )
Aggravated assault 28 27 1 1y, . 27 26 38 i9
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 Minneapolis

Table 59. 'Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizations, *
by type of crime ‘ .
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Type of crime Number Rate i
Burglary 28,400 177 , ‘ w "
Forcible entry 9,800 61 ;
Unlawful entry without force 11,900 4 :
Attempted forcible entry 6,700 4 ‘
Household larceny 26,400 164, :
Less than 350 17,500 109 :
$50 or more 5,900 37 i
Amount not available 1,000 6 ;
Attempted larceny 2,100 13 : ,
Motor vehicle theft 6,700 41 : -
Completed theft 4,500 28
Attempted theft 2,100 13

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

ar

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

A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household
White (93) 92 92 92 91
Black 553 6 [ 6 5
Other. (2 2 2 2 L
Age of head of household
12419 (3) I 4 4 3
20-34 235) L7 43 49 50 .
35-49 173 23 22 24 24
50-6 (2 17 19 1 20
65 and over (24) 9 11 9 3
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 (16) 13 1 13 10
$3,000-57,499 2293 29 29 ’ 28 31
$7,500-89,999 (10 10 10 10 10
$10,000-514,999 (18) 21 20 22 - 25
$15,000-$24,999 . (13) 13 12 15 ‘ 13
$25,000 or more (4) 4 [ % 3
~ Not available (1) 10 10 9 10
Tenure ' a
Owned or being bought (49) L9 L9 50 46 :
Rented (51) 51 51 50 54 ) .
Number of units in structure
1 (48) 50 49 52 46
2 215) 18 19 .18 18
3 (2) 3 3 3 4
b (&) 5 5 5 6 ,
5-9 (&) 4 & 3 5 ; )
10 or more (24) 17 17 16 18 :
Other than housing units (3) 2 2 2 E}]
‘Number of persons in household :
1 (33) 18 21 15 16 : .
2-3 5&8) 49 50 48 48 )
k=5 (14) 23 20 26 27 : i IR R
6 or more (5) 10 10 : 12 8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding., MNumbers in parentheses refer to : R . * £

percent of households in the group. )
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately, o

2Estimate, based on gbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 2034 35-49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime (5,100) (56,400) (27,100) (34,300) (37,900)
Burglary 233 218 233 156 85
Forcible entry 66 71 B8l 62 28
Unlawful entry without force 118 97 o8 58 32
Attempted forcible entry L9 50 52 36 25
Household larceny 188 230 237 108 62
Less than $50 113 152 18 77 13
$50 or more 48 56 53 19 11
Amount not availdble 16 Vi 1n 13 5
Attempted larceny 121 15 25 10 13
Motor vehicle theft 40 59 59 39 5
Completed theft 3L 39 L3 23 L
Attempted theft 16 19 16 16 11

NOTE: Detail may not add to total showﬂ because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black
Type of crime (149,900) (7,800)
Burglary ‘ 174 214
Forcible entry 59 90
Unlawful entry without force A . 65
Attempted forcible entry 40 59
Household larceny 162 203
Less than .$50 108 . 118
$50 or more 36 6L
Amount not availsble 6 115
Attempted larceny 13 19
Motor vehicle theft 40 Ly
Completed theft 27 36
Attempted theft 13 A

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses resur to
households in the group. .
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income

R (Rate per 1,000 households)
Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-39,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-824,999 $25,000 or more Not available
Type of crime (25,100) (47,300) (15,400) (28,8005 (20,1005 (5,800) (18,200) ,
Burglary 153 174 181 193 172 269 160
Forcible entry 43 58 60 78 &l 83 58
Unlawful entry without force 68 71 73 80 73 0 N
Attempted forcible entry 42 L6 48 36 36 45 38
Household larceny 132 156 173 198 196 172 134
Less than $50 79 105 120 139 128 89 a8
$50 or more n 33 32 36 45 51 32
~ ‘ Amount not available 1y 6 15 15 17 110 9
! Attempted larceny 8 12 15 18 16 122 16
Motor vehicle theft 25 43 [AR 57 43 29 36
Completed theft 21 30 26 10 27 121 19
Attempted theft 14 13 15 17 ‘ 16 18 17

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Estimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unrelisble,

Table 64. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of {2nure, and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)
QOvned or being bought Rented {
A1l races® White Black All races? White Black ;
“Type of crime (78,600) (75,400) {2,900) (82,100) (744400) (5,000) ‘
5
Burglary 177 174 271 176 173 181 v
Forcible entry 65 62 138 57 56 62
P Unlawful entry without force . 72 72 58 76 76 68
H Attempted forcible entry 40 39 m 43 Pl 51 i
' Household larceny 169 166 218 160 159 177 4 3
Less than $50 115 ns * 129 103 101 112
$50 or more 32 30 90 51 iz 45
Amount not available 9 8 218 L 3 axy i
Attempted larceny 13 13 212 13 13 a7 i
Motor vehicle theft 39 38 52 Ll 43 40 i
Completed theft 25 21 235 31 30 36 ; o
Attempted theft 1 14 217 13 13 23 ! ‘
; NCTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. i
: 1Includes data on “other" races, not shown separately. . 5
v PEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. » o
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Tabie 65. Household crimes: Victimizatior rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two or three Four or five Six or more
Type of crime (52,200) (77,800) (23,100) (7,600)
Burglary 115 181 22 359
Forcible entry 540 63 83 123
Unlawful entry without force 42 Vil 105 17
Attempted forcible entry ’ 33 42 LA 63
Household ‘larceny 73 161 300 409
Less than $50 49 107 199 260
$50 or more 14 36 7 o
Amount not available 3 5 10 25
Attempted larceny 7 13 21 29
Motor vehicle theft 21 3 77 3
Completed theft 15 28 5L 49
Attempted theft 1 13 26 25

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

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 Three Four Five-Nine

Ten or more

Two
Type of crime (77,200) (23,700) (3,500} (5,800) (6,500) (38,400)
Burglaiy . 181 227 20 239 186 124
Forcible entry 66 8 87 75 &, 32
Unlawful entry without force 73 89 9 110 83 50
Attempted forcible entry 42 84 55 55 40 33
Housshuld larceny 178 20 255 218 120 1]
Less than 350 121 130 182 143 83 68
$50 or more 36 48 60 58 30 27
Amount not available 8 7 29 0 22 ay,
Attempted larceny 1 16 35 216 25 12
Motor vehicle thelt 540 19 70, 7w 52 31
Completed theft 26 32 60 55 39 22
Attempted theft 1 17 21y, 219 232 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer 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

A1l btarglaries

Forcible entry

Unlawful entry without force

Attempted forcible entry

White
Less than $3,000 (22,700)
$3,000-$7,499 Eh3.5oo;

$7,500-$9,999 4400
$10,000-$14,999  (27,300)
$15,000-$24,999  (19,300)
$25,000 or more (5,600)

Not availsble (17,000)

Black
Less than $3,000 (1,600)
$3,000-87,499 52,700)
$7,500-$9,999 (600)
$10,000-$1%,999 (1,100}
$15,000-$24,999 . (700
$25,000 or more {100

Not available (1,000

150
167
180
195
168
269
155

176
230
1160
220
254
1342
210

1126
1138
1114
31105

162
82

o]
199
123
1228
15

NOTE: Detsil may not add to total shown becsuse of rounding, Numbers in psrentheses refer to households in the group,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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48 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

Table 68. Hodsehold crimes: Pzrcent distribution of hd\‘gsehold

incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime

s Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
; Inside own home 96 17 1L
: Near- own home vee 83 29
! At vacation home, motel
; or hotel 4 1z
} Inside nonresidential
building ves P 12
\; On street. or in park,
¢ playground, school-
; ground, or parking lot aee NN €5
Elsewhere een vee 11

+++ Represents’'not applicable,
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

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
A11 household crimes 93 2 5
Burglary 92 2 6
Household larceny 95 2 N
Motor vehicle theft 89 3 7

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

Resson Ail household ecrimes Burglary = Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Nothing could be done;

lack of proof 33 32 33 39
Not important enough 38 35 42 29
Police would not want

to be bothered 5 5 6 15
Too inconvenient or

time consuming 3 2 3 13
Private or personal

matter 6 [3 6 14
Fear of reprisal A 11 1z 0
Reported to someone

else 2 4 1 13

A1l other and not given 12 15 10 16

NOTE: - Detail may not add to 100 percent beceuse of rounding. g
Z Tess than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreligble.
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Survey Data Tables 49

Table 71. Household crimes: Percernt distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations 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

White
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 32 31 31 40
Not important enough 39 36 43 28
All other and not
given 29 33 12 32
Black
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof V4 45 P44 171
Not important enough 28 27 29 129
All other and not
given 2l 27 23 o]

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

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

Nothing could be done; Not important A1l other and
Inceme - lack of proof enough not given
Less than’ $3,000 27 36 37
$3,000--87,499 34 37 29
$7,500-$9,999 36 1 23
$10,000-814,999 34 40 . 26
$15,000-324,999 29 42 29
$25,000 or more 38 37 25
Not available 34 35 31
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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

Nothing could be done; Not important Al other and

Value lack of proof enough : not given

No monetary value 120 kSN 136
"“Less than $10 2 ) & 18

$10-349 36 ad 30

$50-399 16 . 20 3k

$100-$249 42 n L7

$250 or more 30 17 63

Not available 22 W2 37

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

iEstimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Type of crime 411 racest White Bluck
A1} household crimes 43 43 L3
Burglary ) : 52 53 53
Forcible entry 75 75 79
Unlawful entry without force - L6 L6 : 13
Attempted forcible entry 30 31 226
Household larceny ) 26 26 )
Less than $50 17 18 an
$50 or more 53 55 48
Amount not availsble 27 27 225
Attempted larceny 22 23 20
Motor vehicle theft T2 71 86
Completed theft 93 92 100
Attempted theft . 28 28 229

1Includes data on “other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based cn zbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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i Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-37,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000~$14,999 $15,000~$24,999 $25,000 or more Not available
A11 household crimes A6} 43 ia 46 IV 51 40
Burglary 47 51 46 57 56 62 50
Forcible entry 77 &9 71 76 81 86 76
Unlawful entry without force 39 50 38 L8 I 57 43
Attempted forcible entry 29 30 26 39 35 130 21
flousehold larceny 25 26 30 26 21, 28 25
Motor vehicle theft 75 73 7 76 7n 182 55

1Estimate, 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

ALY races? White ' Black

Owned or beins! Ovwned or being Owned or being
Type of crime bought ’ Rented bought Rented bought Rented
A1) household crimes L6 AN L5 Al 46 50
Burglary 58 L7 58 L7 59 K1
Foreible entry 82 67 82 &7 83 7%
Unlawful entry without force 49 L e 49 L4 27 338
Attempted forcible entry 37 25 . ] 24 a2, 228
Household larceny 26 26 R SR 27 25 22
Motor vehicle theft YA 70 RS ”3 : " 0 280 90
3Includes data on “other" races, not shown separately,
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is Statistically unreliable,
[72]
e
2
O]
<
[=]
o
o
o
o
@
)
o
—d
i 1o . ; - .
. ® " ' o
: * .
L
N "'5
- ) ~
o o : g \5\
* 174 3 Y
» v ]
¢ o &

e e e e

Che b el P



——— e~ =

o SR
e v

s R
~

# f 52 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis
3 i
i i . ; . ae s . . .
: Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
R f loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss
z Type of crime Less than $10 $10-349 $50-$249 $250 or more : .
: . A1l household .crimes 4 9 29 6l 90
| Burglary 18 42 69 %0
v Foreible entry L7 58 80 93 ; .
; Unlawful entry without force 18 37 62 82 ;
Attempted forcible entry 167 140 0 1100
Household larceny 7 23 52 &7 i
Motor vehicle theft 147 1100 93 9 j

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

Table 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizatiohs resulting

in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime .
H
H
Type of ecrime Percent ‘
: A1 household crimes 9
f Burglary 87 '
- Forcible entry 95 : ¢
o Unlawful entry without force 86 H
: Attempted forcible entry 76 ;
Household larceny a5
Motor vehicle theft 90

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

A1) household Household Motor vehicle

Value crimes Burglary larceny

No monetary value 1 1 1 o
Less than $10 18 9 28 11
$10-849 32 2 43 11
$50~399 12 15 12 4
$100-3249 15 2 9 20
$250-3999 13 20 2 u
$1,000 or more 5 7 1z 24,
Not available 3 3 4 12

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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& Tabie 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 310 $10-849 $50-8249 $250 or more not available
All racesi ‘
; A1l household crimes 5 19 30 2y 16 7
! Burglary 10 14 22 27 19 8
i Forcible entry 7 8 1 28 36 7
i Unlawful entry without
force 3 11 32 37 13 I3
* ’ Attempted forcible entry 30 30 17 4 21 17
i Household larceny 1 27 42 22 3 5
1;; Motor vehicle theft 5 22 10 19 54 9
i White
; All household crimes 5 19 30 ) 23 15 7
N Burglary 10 14 23 27 19 8
: Forcible entry 7 9 15 28 34 7
Unlawful entry without
force 3 12 32 36 13 I
Attempted forcible entry %9 30 19 35 a1 17
Household larceny 1 28 41 22 3 5
Motor vehicle theft 6 2z 10 18 : 55 9
Black
A1l household crimes 5 1)1 25 27 ?O 12
Burglsry u - ag 13 30 29 9
Forcible entry 23 0 219 28 52 27
. Unlawful entry without
force 24 2g 218 50 A2¢ 0
Attempted forcible entry 233 . 223 213 2g 0 agg
Household larceny 0 16 . 25 25 1t
Motor vehicle theft 24 B 0 3p 220 46 203

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on “other' races, not shown separately.
3Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable.

-

e

T

\
AN
.

/;//

£

-

P
D

-

I

R Tt

sojqel 91w AeAinS

€5




————r— - T

L S

% 3 ' 54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis ‘ Survey Data Tables 55
: ¢ :
3 . . . . . . . . ’ . . . . . .
zl | Table 81. Housghold crimes: uPercent (!lstrlbutlon of victimizations ; Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
, resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered ¢ by type of crime and time of occurrence
’ and type of crime :
) / . Nighttime
H hold Mot hicle : Doytime psme~ Midnight- Not Not known and
Proportion recovered ﬁg.-mggusehold Burglary 12?‘:;; tgegi veme . Type of crime 6 aum.~6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not available
None 67 62 L 12 : ! M1 household crimes 28 61 23 23 16 1
Al 16 12 9 70 : Burglary 34 57 21 18 18 9
Some 17 26 10 18 Forcible entry 32 58 23 20 16 10
Less than half 4 7 2 13 ; Unlawful entry without
Half or more 9 14 I 12 ; i force 38 54 20 14 19 8
Proportion unknown L L [ 13 A Attempted forcible entry 27 62 2 21 20 11
; Household larceny 25 62 22 21, 15 13
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. : Less than 350 25 61 23 :42 16 15
1Estimate~ based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. . ﬁg ugi‘: ﬁgzeavailable gg ZZ Zé Jg ;.3? %}7_
; R Attempted larceny 14 79 22 42 1, 7
. . . ge e . . Motor vehicle theft 19 75 29 37 1g 6
Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting ; Completed theft 22 7 31 37 6 3
Attempted theft 11 75 25 38 13 13

in loss of time from work, by type of crime i
! NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Type cf crime Percent :
A11 household crimes 4 v . L L .
Burglary 4 :, Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
Forcible entry 8 : . e « ee s . ‘ .
Unlawful entry without force 3 : by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime
Attempted forecible entry 12 ‘
Household larceny 2 ; (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
Less than $50 . 2 i :
$50 or more & ; Burglary Robbery
Amount not uvailable ‘ o Characteristic Number Rate Nomber Rate
Attempted larceny . 13, .
Motor vehicle theft 13 A1l establishments (16,600) 7,200 436 1,500 91
Completed theft 1 : Kind of establishment
Attempted theft , ) ; Re;.‘a:l{‘. (4,7002600) 1,288 28% 1{% 1582
i is statisticall liable. . Lels! ou;
1Estimate, based on about 1C or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable - Eatinfanﬁ drinking places (1,000) 500 491 200 203
Gasoline and service .
. .4 . T . . stations (400) 300 719 300 760
Table 83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting o Cuher remai 0(()2;,700) ' % 2;; 300 123
: . o . ‘ esale 5
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime ‘ Service  (6,800) 3,600 532 300 37
; ] : Manufacturing (1,500) 500 307 17 112
: Transportation (300) 1z 1104 200 685
; A1l household Household Motor vehicle : Other (1,800) . 500 287 17 118
I Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft Gross annual reced; pts( o .
H - o L th 0,000 {2,200 2 100 131
Less than 1 day 53 50 67 ‘ ld{ sleg?oooggzzj,@é«; 1,700 ) 200 Z,;’l‘ 1100 127
1-5 days 42 43 2 7 ‘ $25,000-849,999 {2,000 600 291 200 9
: Anount, animovn and | N ”‘ ’ ‘ | $50,000-599,999 (2,100 1,300 617 1100 156
; mén ail b;::l = 11 12 ] 12 ‘ £100,000-$499,999 23.500) 2,100 605 800 216
e 52,000,000 ox mare | {1-300) - sk 200 %
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. H ' ' or more ,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewér sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ‘ ﬁ;oﬁe:ot(t&gable (2,600) 2008 3'172 "IOOO . 1L§
Average number of pa{d employees -
“ 1-3 (5,500 1,800 330 517 767
- h=7 (2,800 1,200 443 234 8l T
; 8-19 ., (2,700) v 1,600 578 217 80
- ; : 20 or more (2,000) 1,500 761 484 239
// i None (3,500) 1,000 298 1100 138
/f H

= . : ! : : NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer-to
' : : . ; establishments in the group.

: . % Fewer than 50 victimizations.

! 1Estimate, based on asbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Criminal Victimizétion Surveys in Minneapolis

Table 86.  Commercial crimes: Percé’nt distribution of victimizations,
by selected characteristics of commiercial establishments

K

" Percent of crimes

Characteristic Percent of establishments

Kind of establishment i
Retail 28 L3 -
Wholesale 9 9
Service INR L
Manufacturing 9 5
Transportation 2 3
Other 11 6

Gross anpual receipts
Less than $10,000 13 7
$10,000-$24,,999 11 ES 13
$25,000-849,999 12 S } 9
$50,000-399,999 13 16
$1.00,000~-8499,999 W 2L 33
$500,000-3999,999 5 7
'$1,000,000 or more 9 8
No sales (] I
Amount, not available 10 5

Average number of paid employees
1-3 33 ig
47 17
8-19 16 21
20 or more 12 23

None 21 1’3

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

Kind of establishment Percent
A1l establishments 29
Retail 32
Wholesale 34
Service . 25
Manufacturing 22
Other AR

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

B_t::x‘iglamr Robbery
Eind of establishment Completed ‘[ Attempted Completed Attempted
. 411 establishments 8 < 32 7 23
Retail 55 : 45 83 7
Wholesale 80 20 2100 o]
Service * 70 30 60 140
Other 78 22 69 131

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

Survey Data Tables 57

Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind

of establishment and number of offenders .. -

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more Not available
’ Al establishments ik 32 16 18
Retail 35 39 19 17
Other 62 119 19 19

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

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more
A1l establishments 8l 10 6
Retail 78 15 27
Service 83 1 16
Other 92 14 14

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

Table 91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type

of crime and place of occurrence

Kind of establishment On premises ;- On delivery and elsewhere
All establishments 97 13

Retail 95 15

Service 100 0

Transportation 100 0

Other 1100 (o}

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

Table 92. Commercial crimes: Percent districution of reasons for not

reporting victimizations to the police

Reason N . Percent

Nothing could be done; lack

lack of proof L5
Not important enough ’ 36
Police would not want to

be bothered 14
Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not want to become involved 12
Fear of reprisal 0
Reported to someone else o]
All other and not given 12

NOTE: Detail may not edd to 100 percent because of rounding.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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

Kind of establishment Burglary and' fobbery Burglary Robbery
M1 esteblishments ‘ 7 - 7 ' 88
Retail 8L 75 9L
Wholesale 73 75 0
Service 68 67 73
Manufacturing 78 8L o}
Other 79 70 100
&

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

Kind of establishment Percent
A1 estsblishments 62
Retail Th
Wholesale 67
Service 57
Real estate 50
Manufacturing 58
Transportation 58
Other L9

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

All estab-

Type of security measure lishments Retail Wholesale Service Other
Building alarm 9 14 1 6 5
Central alarm - police ]

or security service 14 24 20 [ 15
Reinforcing device 9 11 11 8 7
Guard or watchman 10 15 1z g9
Watchdog 2 13 11 2 12
Firearm 1 1z o} 11 11
Camera 1 12 11 13 11
Mirror 2 6 : a1 13 o
Other 21 26 16 23 12

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizati ing i
: | ons resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of grime

Kind of establishment

© Burglary Robbery
A1 establishments 79

Retail 82 -
Wholesale 8 79
Service I(: ]
Manufacturing g5 23
Other 79 o

73

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

Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distributio ictimizati
| s n of victimizations resultin
in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss ’

Kind of estsblishment

Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more  Not available
A1l estgblishments 23 19 30 24 L
Retail. ) ; .
16 15 2
g:}x;vice 29 21 gl; 2 :6
er 25 20 20 33 115

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

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

Kind of establishment

Percent

All establishments 62
Retail
Wholesale I
Service o
Manufacturing P
Other 2?

-}

7
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

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

Number of employees

who lost time Percent
Nene 93
One employee ’5
Two employees 2
Three or more employees 12
Not available 0

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

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

Number of man-days lost Percent.
None 93
Less than 1 day 3
i-5 days 12
6 or more days 12
Amount unknovn Z

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

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

s
e

Survey Data Tables 81

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

_ Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 peme— Midnight- Not and not

Type of crime 6 a,me—~6 p.m.s Total midnight 6 aum. known available
Burglary and robbery 12 7L 14 29 28 17
Burglary 9 73 8 31 34 18
Robbery 30 62 L1 19 12 ig

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

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

Kind of establishment Percent
All establishments 70

Retail 71

Other 69

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

Type of weapon A1l robberies Completed Attempted
Firearm 70 i 130
Knife 110 111 0
Other or: unknown type 23 m 170

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, a basic screen ques-
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re-
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information
on the relevant crimes committed against the house-
hold as a whole and against any of its members age
12 and over. Form NCS-3 was 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 houschold, whereas indi-
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem-
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable
adult member of the household served as a proxy
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated

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

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

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

O.M. B, No. 40-R2661; Approval Explires June 30, 1974

romv NCS-3 and NCS4
19:22.73)

NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S.
Code). ‘it may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for

statistical purposes.

UiS. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND EC STATISTICY A TRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

FORM NCS-3 — BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Control number

PSU } Serial

Segment

FORM NCS-4 — CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

1. Interviewer identification
Code | Name

6. Tenure (cc 7)

1 [C] Owned or belng bought
2 [} Rented for cash
3 [] No cash rent

2. Record of tnterview
Line number of household
respondent

Date completed

]
1}
1
1
i
1
1
I

3. Reason for noninterview {cc 26d)
TYPE A
P> Reason
1 {71 No one home
2 ] Temporarily absent — Return date
3] Refused
4[] Other Occ. ~ Specify.

P> Race of head
1 ] White
2 {3 Negro
3 7] Other

TYPE B

1 [J Vacant - Regular

2 [T} Vacant — Storage of HH furniture

3 [} Temporarily occupied by persons with URE
4 (" Unfit or to be demolished

5[] Under construction, not ready

& [} Converted to temporary business or storage
7 ] Ungccupied tent site or trailer site

8 [ Permit granted, construction not started

9 [] Other — Specify 7

7. Type of living quarters (cc 1)

Housing Unit

1 [[J House, apartment, flat

2 [T] HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc.
3 ] HU —~ Permanent in uansient hotel, motel, etc.

4[] HU in rooming house
s {_] Mobile home or trailer

& [C] HU not specified above — Describe

7

OTHER Unit
7 {7] Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house
8 [T Unit not permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.

9.} Yacant tent site or traller site
10 {T] Not specified above — Describe

7

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

i[Ot
2[32
a[0]3
afT)4

s[]5-9
6110 or more

7 [[1 Mobile home or trailer

8 [] Only OTHER

units

.

®

TYPE C

1 {T] Unused line of listing sheet

2 ] Demolished

3 [CJ House or trailer moyed

4[] Quiside segment

5[] Converted to permanent business or storage
& [ Merged

7 [[] Condemned

8 [_] Built after April 1, 1970

o (] Other — Spc:cify7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOL.D:

9. (Other than the . . . business) does dnyone in this household

operate @ business from this address?

T Ne

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

10. Family income (cc 24)
1+ ] Under $1,000
2{{]$1,000 to 1,999
a7} 2,000 102,999
43 3,000 to 3,999
s [C] 4.000 tc 4,999
s[C) 5,000 o 5,999

7203 6,000 to 7,499

8 [J$7,500 to 9,999
9 (] 10,000 to 11,999
10 (3 12,000 to 14,999
11 3 15,000 t0 19,999
12 {T] 20,000 1o 24,999
13 [} 25,000 and over

TYPE Z
Interview not obtained for 5
Line number

11. Household members 12 years

of age and OVER 7

Total number

12. Houvsehold members UNDER

12 years of age v

Total number

® BB

4. Household status
1 [T} Same household as |ast enumeration
2 [} Replacement household since last enumeration
3 [] Previous noninterview or not In sample before

®

5, Special ploce type code (cc 6c)

o -] None
13. Crime Incident Reports filled 7
: “Total number
o ] None
CENSUS USE ONMLY.

e
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS f 1%

14. - 15, 16. 17, 18. 19. 20a. 20b, {21 23.What Is the highest grade 4.
NAME (of household| TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE_ IMARITAL [RACE ! ORIGIN [SEX ARMED (oc yoar) of reguiar school | DId you
v :’P":‘:;'::‘ oF  |nuuper 7o HousEHoLD | EAST. IsTATUS |cc15) | (ects) [iec1n |ForcEs {:‘s':;" M fomplnte
- - of persons 12, 18,
NEWRECORD. | view |C | oenm P MR | Transcrive for Zstyrm.tec 19y (56 20
Last
.
+ [ Per 1[0 Head 1OM [ (Ow. 1IM [ s[]Yes| 00 Never attonded 1[0 Yes
2] Tel 2[Witeothead | | 2[Jwd. {2 Neg.! —__{2[0F |20 or klndergarten 2 [} No
Flrst W0ng 3] Own chitd aJo. (3[Jot Elem. {01~08)
mfg" 4[] Other relative a[sep. —HiS, (09-12)
5 [T} Non-relative s[ONM College (21-264)
CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. !s this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1 Yes No - When did you lost work?
{3 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem 8 [ No 2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
5
25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 :% N:vret:\t:::rz::rs ago} SKIP to 29
' [ Yes = SKIP to Check ftem B 2 No 27. 13 thera any reason why you could nottake o job LAST WEEK?

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

State, ete. County

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

1O No

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

1IN 2 [7] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.;,

s ] Other — Speci{yz

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

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
13 Yes 2] Ne

CHECK Is this person 16 years old ot older?
ITEMB CINo — SKIP 1o 29 [ Yes

% {1 Never worked — SKIP to 29

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

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

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

4[] Keeping house

1 [} Working — SKIP 10 28a s [} Unable to work — SKIP to24d 1[JAn em Ioru of a PRIVATE company, business or
vo

@ 1T 11

c. Were you —

indivi for wages, salary or commissions?

2] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federnl, State, county,

or local)

5 (] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

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

o[JNo Yes — How mony hours?__.__ ~ SKIP to 28a

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

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

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

1[I No 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
3[_] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

e 1T 11

. What were your most imporfant activities or dutles? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.)

Notes

FORM NC$.3 (8-28.73) Page 2 ’

;
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Survey Instruments

| HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS |’

29. Now |'d like to ask some questions about t7] Yes ~ How many
crime. They refer only to the last 12 months - | times?

|

1, 197__ond ,197__iOINe

between

32, Did dnyone take something belonging
1o you or to any member of this household,
from a place where you or they were CINe
temporarily staying, such as o friend’s or
relative's home, a hotel or motel, or

[T} Yes - tow many
times?

lawn furniture? (other thon any incidents
alrecdy mentioned)

During the last 12 months, did anyone break 1 a vacation home?
into or somehow illegolly get into your ! —_—
(opartment/home), gorage, or-another bullding 1 == | 33. What was the total number of motor
on your property? ! vehicles {cars, trucks, etc.) owned by
; you or any other member of this household 0[] None -
30, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned) 1] Yes — How many durlng the last 12 months? SKIP to 36
Did you find a door jimmied, o lock forced, times? Tn]
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED CIne 2072
break in? 1
| a[33
i —— 4{J40rmore
| 34. Did anyone stecl, TRY to m‘ul, or use [C] Yes — Now many
31, Was anything ot oll stolen that is kept 1] Yes ~ How many (it/any of them) without parmission? Amast
outside your home, or happened to be left H times? CINo
out, w:‘ as a bicycle, o garden hose, or :[:}Nn
i
I
1
1
1

35, Did anyone steol or TRY to steol part
of (it/any of them), such os o battery,
hubcaps, tape-dack, stc.? e

Yes — How many
o times?

| INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [+ s

L B

The following questions rclo; only to things  'ryves — How ma
that happened 1o you duting the [ast12 mon'lu-:D i llmn'; "
e

1
between L1972 __ond V97 ___.¢

46. Did you find any evidence that someone [ Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that times?
bo!an:-d to you? (other than any iIncidents )
olrea

' tioned
Did you have your (pocket picked/purse i y mentioned)
snatched)? H
37. Did anyone take something (else) direct] ' -N +|. 47. DId you call the police during the last 12
from yoyu by using force, -?ach os by o Y {DY“ lI:::Y'" months to report something that happened
stickup, mugging or threat? | fo you which you thought was o crime?
{[:]No (Do not count cny calls made to the
1 goll:- concerning the incidents you
! ave just told me obout.)
38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force iDyg. - How many [ZINo — SKIP to 48
or threatening to harm you? (other than 1 times?
any incidents already mentioned) One 7] Yes ~ What happened?
i
i
i

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit :Dv“ ~ How many
ou with something, such s o rock or bottle? | thmer?
(o'hn thon any incidents already mentioned) CINe

@[]
L]
L]

40, Were you knifed, shot at, ot attacked with
some other wedpon by anyone at all? (other
thon ony incidents already mentioned)

3 ves = How many
times?
CIne

Look at 47, Was HH member
12 + attacked or threatened, or

CHECK . was something stolen or an

Yes— How mop
o times? i

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

ware oway from home, for instance at work, in mes?
a theater or restourant, or while traveling?

e

41, Did anyone THREATEN tz beat you up or [ Yes ~ How many
TP‘:REATEN yn;ro\vlth ol ltdn“l, qrn,hor some Ames?
other weapon T including telephone )

A e P T 803 o Reprn o o g o o
mentioned) but did NOT report to the police? (other
than any Incidents already mentioned)

42. Did onyone TRY to attack you in some Yes — H
other wyoy? (other than sny Incidents already | Clves ":I-'uny [3No — SKIP to Check Item E
mentioned) | e ] Yes — Whot hoppened?

43. During the lost 12 months, did anyone staal  {[T] ves ~ How many I._I_J
things thot belonged to you from inside any cari times? 0 l I l
or truck, such os packages or clothing? ClNe

44. Was anything etolen from you while you Jves - ‘b{w many Look at 48, Was HH mémber [ Yes —How many

times?

ITEM D attempt made to steal something | IN®

12 + attacked or threatened, or
CHECK ‘ was something stolen or an
that betonged to him?

45, (Other thon any incidents you've olready
mentioned) wos anything (else) ot cll
stolen from you during t?n fast 12 months?

[T Yes — How many
times?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entrles
. for *'How many times?"’
CHECK Q [2J No = Interview next HH member.

Clne ITEME End interview if last respondent,
! and fill item 13 on cover,
~ ! [C] Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,
FORM HCS¥ (2.23.79) Page 3
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis
- » S - .| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS P
Sl G _ PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS |. T 5. fe Tw, 8. 19 200, 120b. 21, [22.  |23.Wnat Is the nighest grade | 24,
14 15, |16 17. 18. 19. 200, 120b. |20 22, 23.what |s m-' m;n'm g:;an| E‘,‘; ;;PE ::"LEBE" #gl;:\o'ful?:::l% fgser MARITAL |RACE ORIGIN [SEX ARMED ;:uyr:::). °.'.:7‘.".'.'.’n mgol :m you
. . o om
NAME ] TYPE [LINE RELATIONSHIP ﬁsi*r MARITAL IRACE | ORIGIN [SEX ARNED (y:fuyg:;).:"_'rl:"'.fn o “mgﬂ;‘ KETER = BEGIW| INTER- |(ra) To LD 1 ERTH- sc'l.':Al'l;us fcc15) 1 fee 16) j{cc 17) |FORCES (ASK for persons 13,24 'MP’“”
OF NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH- STATUS |(cc 15) } fec 16} ftec17) :gz:g: {ASK for persons 12--24 y1s "'"2’0”" NEW RECORD VIEW {ce9b) aévl;) ! ! :AEIA]I;)ER Tlanscnbg for 25+yrs, )(cyc'sl'S) {ce 20)
KEYER — BEGIN TER- 8 HEAD cc 14, " oy} (€€ 20} cc i
new RECORD | i | HEAD pAY (ec 14) i fec 19) Transcribe for 25+yrs.)ccld) Last ™ i
Last T @ [}
s @ 83, : . 1 Qe + [ Head Om [Ow. | 1{T3M [ ves| oo [T Never attended 1] Yes
1[I Per 1 S Head e 7 R 1A t{CIM | 1O Yes| oo[]Never attended 1 Yes 2] Tel 2{TIWiteothead | [2[]Wd. 2] Neg.! 2[IF |20 or kindetgarten 2T to
20Te | |2[OWite of heas | | 2CJwa. | 2] Nep.} 2[JF |2INe ot Kindergarten 27 No Flest ] 3] Own child 3030, 300 | Elem. (01-08)
First 10Ny {7 Own child sCJe. [a0ot o ——_Elem. (01-08) o i 4[] Other relative, «[TJsep. { H.S. (09-12)
1 ,-:‘Z’II & Other relative| e[ sep. i —H.S8. (08-12) ! s £ Nonvelative sEINM i College (21-264)
6. 1 ~26 o
s [ Non-relative sCINM | College (21-26+) CHECK r’;“k ;(I];em -: on cover page. |s this the same 6d- HE ;nu been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
t ook at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for wo.vk during the past 4 weeks? ITEM A ousehold as last enumeration? (Box | marked) . i es No — When did you last work?
::HEEMC: h:t?se:oldea“; last en:rene?atgion'! (Box | marked) @ 13 Yes No —~ When did you last work? ! i [J Yes — SKIP to Check Jtem 8 [CiNe 2[JUp to S years ago — SKIP to 280
T [ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B CINe ;% lSJ:; o :r:eyae{:r:g:g: SKIP to 26a o 25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 3 g z ver worben'™ "’”} SKIP 16 36
4 ever worke:
254, Did you live in this houseé on April 1, 19707 « ] Never worked }SKIP to 36 : 1 [J Yes — SKIP to Check ltem 8 2{JNo s there amy remson vk S woTd raTTek 3 o AST WEEKG
oot s . Y yo ou nof take a jo 4
1+ ] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2 {3 No 27. 1s there any reason why you could nottoke o job LAST WEEK? . b, n"s";::f.Y’:‘:JI:":':")AP"‘ 1, 19707 (State, foreign country, 177 No Yes — z (] Already has a job
b. Where did you live on April 1, 19702 (State, foreign country, {3 No Yes - 2 [ Already has ajob 'y S, , etce 3 5] Temporary ilinees
U.S. possession, et 3] Temporary itiness £ State, etc. County 4 ] Going to school
State, etc.____; County ;g g:;:rg :OS;Cehc';;; :' c. Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.? 5[] Other — Speci{y7
‘ c. Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.? 7 ' e # 03 Yes = Name of city. town, village, 615.7 280, For whem did (lost) work
Yes — city, town, villoge, etc. he 9. For when you (lost) work? (Name of compan
1ONe 2[J Yes — Name of city, town & d 28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of compadny, [——r—r—’_r_l business, organization or other employer) "

business, organization or other employer) d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970?

@ [T 1T 1]

4. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707 : 1] Yes 21 No x ] Never worked — SKIP to 36
1] Yes 2] No 053)  x [] Never worked — SKIP to 36 . 3 CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of business or industey is this? (For example: TV
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of business or industey is this? (For example: TV ITEMB . ] No ~ SKIP to 36 O Yes and rodio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., P{ar;n)
ITEMB {1 No — SKIP to 36 {1 Yes and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm) 260. Whot were you doing most of LAST WEEK — {working, IR 1

eeping house, going to school) or something else?

1 T3 Working — SKIP to 280 & [~ Unable to work —SKIP 1, 26d
2 [T With a job but not at work 7 "1 Retired

37} Looking for work 8 ] Other — Speci{y;,

€@ [T 1]

¢ Were you —
1 73 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or f
individual for wagas, salary or commissions? :

<. Were you —
+[77 An employes of o PRIVATE compony, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2[7] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, Starc, county,

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

048 1 [ Working — SKIP 10 28¢ & {] Unable to work — SKIP to26d

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

37 L.ooking for work 8 ] Other — SPCC"Y? 2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county, ; g :D g::plng h°‘;‘s°l or local)?
4[] Keeping house ot local)? % {3 Gaing to schoo (If Armed Farces, SKIP to 280) 33 SELF';'EMP"-OY?ED in OWN business, professional
s {3 Going w school SKIP to 280 3{JSELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional b. Did you do % at all LAST WE practice or form?

(If Armed Forces, 0 28a) practice or farm? i : W4 €0 any worx at a WEEK, not counting work 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or form?

around the house? (Note: If farm or business aperator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

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

o[JNo Yes — How many hours?. — SKIP t0 28a

¢, Did you have o job or business from which you were
temporarily absent oron layoff LAST WEEK?

t[[JNo 2[7]Yes — Absent ~ SKIP to 28a
3] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27 ’

4 {7} Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or form?
di What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 9 1No  Yes — How many hours?
engineer, stock-clark, typist, farmer) X Did you have o job or business from which you were
CI 11 temporerily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?
€. What were your most important activitias or duties? (For ; # 10 No 2{] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
example; typing, keeprng account books, selling cors, etc.) g 3{7Yes —~ Layoff — SKIP to 27

R 1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS l Cel T

d. Whot kind of wark were you doing? ({For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

@ CIT 11

e. What wero your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.,)

— SKIP to 28a

o

=

e N s W . | INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | - - “ SR e 36, The following qu;!'lons refer nnfy o things that [ (=) Yes — How many|  46. Did you find any evid;nc- that = e‘ | T—
8 : B . SRR T e X - happened to you during the lost 12 months ~ ! times? ATTEMPTED 4 omeene 1 []Yes - How many
i i ings that - 46. Did find o idence that someone | [7) Yes - How many to steal something that : times?
3 ::;Piﬂl::;n;ozv:::;::”l::‘l.;;:"lt% :e:":h'?: o 1 0ves n;\:’?xny ATTYanP'I?EDzZ ::oci something that :D times? ), betwoen 1, 197 end____ ,197__. Did :DNO helonged to you? (othes than any jCINe
bet 1,197 ard 197 Did :[:]No belonged to you? (other than any IDNF‘ you have your {packet picked/purse snatched)? ! incidents clready mentioned) ]
etween JN97__ord____, 197

incidents clready mentioned s

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

ing the incidents you have just told me about.}
CYes ~ n;-'v'r;uny I No — SKIP to 48
Ine ] Yes — Whot happened?

you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

37. Did anyone take something (else) diroctly ST Yes < w
from you by using force, such os by a stickup, :D b ll:;l';“"’
mugging or threot? !

47. Did you call the police du.*:;y the lost:32 months to report =
O ves - :}::5““’ somtythlng that hoppened 16 you which you thought was @
Cine crime? (Do not count eny calls made to the police
e concerning the incidents you have just told me abouf.}

{73 No — SKIP 0 48

37..Did onyone take something {else) directly
from you by using force, such as by o stickup,
mugging or threai?

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using ferce

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threstsning to harm you? (other thon any
incidents already mentioned)

Yes ~ How many
o times?

d? r

threctening fo h ou? (ather than any = % ‘
T "'.a‘:,::llf:sa:y enti d) (LY {3 Yes — What happ ) 39. D!d anyone beat you up, attack yeu or hit you ] Yes - How many
39, [1id anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you 'Dy s —~ How many } > Z""'l:' “:DT"MM';“::: as o 'rockdw bottle? 0 P times?
X E ) 8 - other than any incidents olteady mentione o Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + 1
i h k or bottle? tmes? : 3 . N
ﬂ'f:.nmh;ﬂf'-’“fl a% °uff.°ua;' ot d) e Look at 47 — Was HH member 2 + :DY““ How many 40. Were you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with I[ Yes — How many CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-:DYes 3;:3.",
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-| times? 3 some other weapon by anyone at all? (other ! times? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to  ![INo
40, Ware Y‘;;: knifed, sh:' at, :r at:a'c:lclg &I:}l:” ] Yes - n::",“"’, ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to  {["JNo L then any incidents clreody mentioned) !mNo steal something thatbelonged to h[m?:
some other weapon by enyone X \
than any incidents already mentionad) CIne steal something thatbelonged to him?t ot 4. ?:R?K;?NUT’REA';I;‘EN:o"I:em you up or Thves _n,,., many | 4B. Did anything happen to you during fhe last 17 monthe which
41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you vp or V{73 Yes — How many 48, Did onything happen o you dufing the last 12 months which You with a knite, gun, or some \ mes? @ you thaught was a ¢rime, but did ROT report to the police?

(other than ony incidents already mentioned)
[ No ~ SKIP to Check Item E
[J Yes — What hoppened?

3 her weapon, NOT inclucing telephone threats? § LAN®
times? ou thought wes a crime, but did ROT report to the police? b ot e o i
@ (yo'hnr than any incidents olready mentioned) i o (ut:er than any dents olready 4 | —

2, Did anyone TRY to attack you in some 1™ Yes = H
other way? {other than unyy{ncidonn ves II:::;‘“’

alrecdy: mentioned) s
1
43. During the last 12 months, did aryone steal T[T Yes = How many CHECK . L—::::kifd?r -‘-hxzsul;:l:dm:;na:rs ISIO;C_E ) Yes— m‘:&uny

THREATEN you with g knife, gun, or soms H
other weapon, NOT including telephone threots? Ol
(other than any incidents alreudy mentisned)

[T] No — SKIP to Check ltem E ;
] Yes ~ What happened?

Yes ~ How many
g times? -

42. Did onyone TRY to attack you in some
other way? (other thon ony incidents No
alteady mentioned) [ T

t{] Yes — How many

times?

things that belonged to you from inside any cor

- Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + H times? t !
43. Dhur‘ﬂv the |:"' 12 '"d'"\'h‘: d‘id ‘"\Y"";: steal 13 Yes — """' ’;"“Y‘ CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-l or truck, such as packages or clothing? ;DN" ’ ITEM D ;':le';s' :;OIe:\h;:r anha:tﬁmlp! ma:e t;( KlmLD
things that belonged to ‘you from inside any cor times D thing stolen or an attempt made to i~ No = mething that belonged to him?
or truck, such as packages or clothing? H .y — ITEM steal something that belonged u:him’.':c:| 44 ,‘,':;,";‘,{,'ﬁ'ﬂﬂ,n’,"",:‘: :::Tu::: ::“J;, m;nw:" 1Oves _H;:.?“’ Do any of the screen questions conxalin any entries
4, Wos n;'yng "ol‘m :m;\ 4td V.MI' N: Tt iOves- :‘I::s?my Do any of the screen questions centain any entries i theater or I‘Ol'm;mnf, or while 'wva“:lg? ko CHECK for "How many times?"’
away from home, for instance at wotk, in a foi *"How many limes?" G (0 T N _’ .
fing? N G : 3 + (Other thon any Incidents you've alread Yes — H ) No — Interview next HH member, -End interview
—;-"\!"5!1‘.", "“fw“" or while traveiing? LIt CHECK {7] No — Interview next HH member, End interview { ¢ 4 mentioned) wef anything (else) ot all svilon Elves ll::l"ru"y ITEM E if last respondent, ond fill item 13 on cover.
45. (Other “‘:;‘;"Y""Fﬂ:""(yf“‘;"""'I'l“d’yI ves ‘:‘l:".'.",“"y ITEME ’ Af last respondent, and fi1t item |3 on cover. 'f from you during the fast 12 months? e £ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.
mantione: as anyisiag (else) at all stolen 1 _ . ! —
fram you during the lost 12 months? ’DN" [} Yes — Fill Crime Inéident Reports. : FORM NCE-3 (0-23.73) Page s
FORM NCS.3 (3-23-72} Page 4 i
n ‘
5 -
3
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Crimingl Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 15, 16,

KEYER — BEGIN | INTER- |(cc8) HEAD
NEW RECORD | yigw {cesb) (cc 13)

7. 8. |15, [0a 126 2. |22

23.('!1:! |l)|h°: Mghlnl n;dll gfd' ’

NAME TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE  {MARITAL[RACE = !oORIGIN [SEX ARMED or year) of regular school you

of  |NUMBER | TO HousEHOLD | LAST 1sTATUS |(cc15) | (cc.16) |icc17) |FoRcEs |  You have ever sttended? complate,
BIRTH- {cc 14) MEMBER {ASK for persons. 12-24 yrs, {cc Z%) "
o Transcribe for 25+yrs.)(cc19)

{ee 18)

Last

t[C]Per + "} Head 1O v 1[3M {1 Yes| oo["]Never attended v[JYes
2JTet 2 gwlte ofhead | [2[3wd. [2[CJNeg.f | 200F [2[TJ0o or kindergirten 2] No
Flrst 300Nty 3] Own child 330, |20t - Elem. (01-08)
* Fill 4 ("] Other relative 4{Sep. e H.S, (0912}
16-21 s [J Non-relative sCINM College (21-26+)

CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same
ITEM A household .as. last enumeration? (Box | morked)

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
1] Yes No — When did you last work?
2[T} Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to' 280

3{T] 5 or more years ago
a 7] Never worked }SKIP to 36

[ Yes — SKIP to Check item B INo
25¢. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
13 Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2[JNo

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

State, etc. County

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

27. s thete any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK?
1O No Yes — 2 [T} Already has a job
3 ] Temporary illness
4 {T] Going to school

5[] Other - Specify7

13 No 2 ] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc._'z
(TTTT1

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
1{1Yes 2{JNo

Z8a. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of compony,
business, organization or nther employer)

% [] Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person 16 years old of oldes?
ITEM B I Ne — SKIP t0 36 ] Yes

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

keeping house, going to school) or something else?
1 [} Working — SKIP to 280 ¢ [} Unable w work—SKIP to26d
2 [} With a job but not at work 7 ] Retired
3 {J Looking for work 8 ] Other — Speci{y;
a{ 7} Keeping house
s "} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

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

@ [T 11

c. Were you ~

3 ] An employes of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2 {1 A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, Stote, county,
or local)? :

3 "] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or form?

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

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

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

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

< Dl you have a job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

13 No 273 Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
3[] Yes — Layoff — SKIP t0 27

@ 111

e. What were your most importent activities or duties? (For
example; typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS |

36. The following questions refer only to things that i 7] Yes — How many
happened to you during the lost 12 months — ! times?
1 [CiNe
i

between____ 1, 197___ ond , 197__. Did
you hove your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? t

46. Did you find any evidence that somecne (3 Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED 10 steol someth’sg thot times?
Eulg::gcd to ynuj? {other ihuﬂ ony

Yy i

{CINe

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

: 1 Yes —~ Pow r;uny
b
H No
mugging or threat? i ]

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

concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threctening to harm you? (other than any :
incidents already mentioned) 10N

1]
1 Yes — How many
1 o times?

| = I No— SKIP to 48
{1 Yes — What hoppened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you 1 ] Yes — How maay
with something, such as o rock or bottle? H times?
ioned) +[TINo

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 ¢+

(other than any incidénts olready
40. Wera you knifed, shot af, or attocked with § {1 Yes — How many
some cther weapon by anyone ot all? (other times?

'
than any incidents already meniioned) !D""

ITEMC thing: stolen or an attempt made to  |[T]No

[}
CHECK . attacked or threatened, or was some-{ L "¢~ n:\:‘u,my
steal something thatbelongedto hlm?:

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 3 £ Yes — Row many
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some : I No times?
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? )

(other then ony incidents already mentioned) }

48, Did anything hoppen to you during the lost 12 months which
@ you thought was o c:im-, b:n df,d NOT rtao)r; to the police?

{other than eny 1 y
[C1No — SKIP to Check ften E

42. Did onyone TRY to ottack you in some
other way? (other than any incidents

V{7 Yes — How many
: times?
already mentioned) ¢ e

] Yes — What happenedi:

43, During the fast 12 months, did anyone steal £[2)Yes ~ How many
things. that belonged to you from inside ony car times?
or truck, such as packages or clothing? },DN"

CHECK
ITEM D

attacked or threatened, or was some-| times?
thing stolen or an attempt made to 1[I No

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ :DY“ ~ How many
’ steal something that belonged o him?ll

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were Y3 Yes — How many
away from home, for instance ot work, ina 5 times?
theoter or , or while fing? }DNU

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

CHECK [T} No — Interview next HH member. End Interview

45. (Other than ony incidents you've already 1) Yes — How many
mentioned} Was anything (else) at all stolen times?

ITEME if fast respondent, and fill jtem {3 on cover,

s
from you during the last 12 months? :E“"

{1 Yes — Fijl Crime Incident Reports,

S mar sire 3 am e Page &
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Survey Instruments

| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS |

3

. 5. 6. 17 8. [ Do, . (206, [2N. |22, 23weatis the ighast gade 124
. 3 . N . N . ghest grade 24,

NAME -nFrPs LINE RELATIONSHIP ﬁssr MARITAL | RACE ORIGIN [SEX ARMED or 'p."" of u:u'!'ar ;cg;m Did you

0 TO HOUSEHOLD . [STATUS [(cc15) . y(cc16) {(cc17) |FORCES |  ¥YOU have-ever attende: complete
KEZVEI"RECBOERGD"‘ INTER- |(cc8) NEAD g'ARYT" fee 14) MEMBER |  (ASK for persons 12~24 yrs, tg"z{,“"

VIEW {ccob) {cc 13) (cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.}{cc19) {cc 20)
Last

@ (@ (@ @ |@ | @ (e | @

1
1 [ Per 1 [ Head Om fOw ! 13M [t Yes| oo [ Never attended 1] Yes
2[])Tel 2[JWiteofhead | _|2(7)Wd. [2{JNeg.) | 200F [2(TJno o kindergarten 2(0)Ne
First YmLT 3} Own chitd s0p. |30t ——_Elem, {01-08)
Mfg" 4[] Other retative 4 sep. i e H.S. (09-12)
s [J Non<elative sCINM H — College (21-264)
. CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d. Hove you beon looking for work ‘during the past 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) [ ] Yes Mo ~ When did you lost work?
| {1 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem 8 [ Ne 2[TJUp to 5 years ago ~ SKIP to 280
756, Did you live in this hovie on April 1, 19707 2L 2 or more years a"’°} SKIP to 36
1 [ Yes — SKIP to Check ltem 8 2 [CINo <[ Never worked

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

State, etc. County

27. s thete any reason why you could nof take o job LAST WEEK?
13 No Yes — 2 [J Already has a job
3 {T] Temporary iliness

4[] Going to school

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

1] No 2{7] Yes — Name of city, town, villoge, ey

@ [T T1 11

5[] Other — Speci{y;,

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

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on Apeil 1, 19702
1{7] Yes 2] No

x [J Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B I No ~ SKIP 10 36 O Yes

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

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

1 [ Working — SKIP to 28a & {T] Unable to work — SKIP to26d

2[] With a job but not at work 7 [T} Retired

3] Looking for work 8 ] Other — Specify

4[] Keeping house I

5 [T} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

@ [ 11

¢ Were you ~

(3 .An employee of a PRIVATE compony, business or
individuol for wages, salary or commissions?

2 [ A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, Stata, county,
or local)?

3 [ 3 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

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

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

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

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

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

@3 1CINe 2[T]Yes - Absent — SKIP to 28a
3 [ Yes ~ Layoff — SKIP 1o 27

@ CI1T 11

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

.

o

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS '

36. The following questions refer unly to things thot 1 Yes —
happened to you during the lost 12 mon!}ug— (LYes n:.':.';""’
between____1,197__and____, 197__. pid \{O%

you have yout (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

46. Did you find any evidence that som‘lont H Yes — H
ATTEMPTED 12 steal something thot 1= =~ towsy™”
belonged to you? (other than any {30
incidents already mentioned) ¥

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly {7 Yes ~ How many

47. Did you call the police during the lost 12 months to report
something that happened to you which you thought was a
crime? (Do not count ony calls made to the police

from you by using force, such os by o stickup times?

mugging or threat? ) Y ! (mLT] A
38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force Yes -

or threatening to harm you? (other than any Dlves 33‘:‘?‘"

incidents already tioned) CIne

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

] Yes ~ H
with something, such as a rock or bottle? L ves ll;:l?"y

g the incidents you have just fold me obout.)
I No — SKIP to 48
[ Yes — Whot happened?,

(other than any incidents olready mentioned) CIne

40. Were you knifed, shot o, or attacked with
some other weapon by anyone ot all? (other
than ony incidents already mentioned) [y

] Yes — Hew many
times?

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to - ![No e

Look at 47 ~ Was HH member 12 + |
CHECK . attacked or threatened, or was some- |1 Ye3 = How many
steal something thatbalonged to him?:

41, Did onyone THREATEN to beot you up or LY Yes = K
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some (D ves “;\:‘«;\my

48. Did anything hoppen to you during the lost 12 months which
@ (eu thought wos a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
other than any incidents olready mentioned) -

other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? Ll
(other than any incidents already mentioned) |

{J No — SKIP to Check ltem E

*| 42. Did anyone TRY to ottack you in some

§ [0 Yes.~ How auny

[C]Yes —~ What happened?

other way? (cther than any incidents times?

alteady mentioned) S [CINe

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steol
things that belonged to you from inside ony cor
or truck, such as packoges or clothing? e

[Z] ves = How many
Aimes?

44, Wos anything stolen from you while you were

CHECK
ITEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some.! times?
thing Stolen or an attempt made 1o | No

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + {1 vos — How many
‘ steal something that belonged o him¥

Yes — How many
-awoy from home, for instance ot wor , ina = times?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

theater or restaurant, or while traveling? (L1 CHECK for **How many. times?"

45. (Other than any incidents you've already ) Yes — Howmany | ITEM E [ No = Interview next HH member, End interview
mentigned) Wos anything (else) ot cll stolen 1 "o - tlmex? ’ if last respondent, ond fill item 13 on cover.
from you during the lost 12months? ' [ Yes = Fill Crime Incident Reports,

Page 7
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolls

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14. 16. .

18. 19. 24, 20b. 24,
NAME TYPE |LiNE RELLTIONSNIP tﬁfr MARITAL | RACE ORIGIN |SEX ARMED (or yoar) of regular ::‘b;ol Did yeu

23.What i3 the Nighest grade

21,
you have aver stten complete

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

State, etc. County

OF ~ |NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH: STATUS |[(cc 15) (cc 16) [{cc 17) |FORCES that yoar?
KEYER — BEGIN . 1 wEMBER | (ASK for persons 12-24 yis, 20!
NEw RECOND | view |© |t O feciey | | Tranacrive for 25tyrs.) ce 1) €€ 01
Lot @
V[ Per 1 T Head Owe Ow 1O f [T Yes| oo [ Never attended 1] Yes
2J7er | | 2{T)witeothewd | | 2(JWd, |2[ONeal —f2]F |20000 o kindergarten 2] No
First :DNI; 3{7J Own child s[3o. {2Jot - Elem. (0108}
16311‘ 4[] Other relative] 4[] Sep. . HS (0912)
s [J Non-elative s{INM College (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on cover page, Is this the same 26d. Have you been locking for work during the past 4 weeks?
f‘r“EEc: household as last enumeration? (Box ! morked) 1] Yes No — When did you last work?
M (3 Yes — SKIP to Check item B O Ne 2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
3[T] 5 or more years ago SKIP 10 36
250. Did you live in this house on Apsil 1, 19707 4 ] Never woiked to
1 ] Yes - SKIP to Check ftem B 203Ne 77 s there any reason why you could nof foke @ job LAST WEEK?

. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?
I No 2] Yes ~ Name of city, town, village, etc.y

@ [TTIT1

1 CI No Yes — 2 U] Already has a job
i 3 ] Temporary illness
4[] Going to school

5[] Other — Spe:ily7

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
1[J Yes 2 No

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B [ No — SKIP 10 36 3 Yes

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

x [] Never worked — SKIP to 36

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

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

2 {T] With a job but not at work 7 [} Retired

3[7] Looking for wark 8 [ 3 Other — Spedfy?
4[] Keeping house
s ] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

1 [} Working — SKIP to 282 & (7] Unable to work = SKIP to26d

@ [T 11

¢, Were you —
1] An cmplorn of @ PRIVATE compony, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

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

6{"]No  Yes — How many hours? — SKIP t0 28a

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

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

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

1 No 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3 {T] Yes — Layoff — SKIP 10 27

@ 111
«. What were your most important activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc,)

J raaesil  INDIVIDUAL SCRE

EN QUESTIONS

36. The following questions refer only to things that ] {3 Yes — Hoxy many
hoppened to you during the lost 12 months ~ times?
betwesn__1,197__and____, 197__. Did |E3%°
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

46. Did you find any evidence that someone  {[] Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that H times?
bol?;ng-d to ymﬂ? (c!hc,r !hc}: any :DN"

]

L
47, Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly 7] Yes ~ How maay
from you by using force, such as by o stickvp, times?
mugging or threat? [CINo

something that happened to you which you thought wos o
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police

38. Did onyons TRY to rob you by using force
or threatening to harm you? (other thon any
Tneid ulrudy o 4) e

Yes — How many
- times?

concerning the incidents you have just told me about.}
[ No — SKIP to 48
] Yes — Whot happened?

39. Did anyone bect you up, attack you or hit you Yes ~ How many
with loymt'hing, such.es a rock or bottle? o times?
{other than ony incidents already ioned) CINo —

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + 1 -
CHECK . attacked or threatened, or was some-=DY" :::u?.,

already mentioned) . ke

[ Yes - How maay | yrpy ¢ thing stolen or an attempt made 1o ![T}No
:;;'n:?f' weapon by anyene ot all? {ather INe Hmes? steal something thatbelonged to hlm'lED
Y ) _ .
41, Did anyone THZEATEN to beat you up or 1 Yas — How mamy 48. Did onything happen to you duting the last 12 montks which
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or vome N tUmes? @ u thought was @ crime, but did NOT rapert to the police? .
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? CONe (:ﬂur then any incid already loned)
(other then any incidents ofready ioned) [3 No — SKIP to Check ltem E
42. Did anyone TRY to cttack you in seme [ Yes ~ How many ] Yes — What happened?
" other way? (other than any incidents times?

T

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + -

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal [ Yes ~ Hewmany | cHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-:Dv“ :‘:;"’
things that belonged to you from inside any car o times? ITEMD thing stolen or an attempt made to I'D No
ot fruck, such as packoges or clothing? steal something that belonged w him}i

44, Was onything stelen from you while you were ] Yes — How many.
away hyom home, for instonce at work, in e times? ?:r ”}{o&f ’;h:nsfi?:n‘;;;l_l:em"m contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? One CHECK No o oo Y " ber. End i .

T O oy Tt e oty (e~ | e R e e e

tione: es anything (else) at all stolen . ity 0

Tr::n ;cu during ﬁuy |m'lz months? One 3 Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

FORM NCS.3 {6-23-73) Page 8

iy PSP R |

I —

0.M.8., No. 41-R2661; Approval Expires June 30, 1974

Survey Instruments

KEYER - Notes
BEGIN NEW RECORD

Line number

Screen question number

Incident number

®_®

NOTICE ~ Your report to the Census 8ureau is confidential by law
(Title 13, U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees
and may be used only for statistical purposes,

rorm NCS-4
(8:23:73)
U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CEN3US

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

la. You soid that during the last 12 months — (Refer to
appropriate screen question for description of ¢rime).
In what month (did this/did the first) incident happen?
(Show flashcard if necessary. Encouroge respondent to
give exact month.)

—  Month (01-12)

50. Were you o customer, employee, or cwner?
@ 1 [7] Customer
2 [J Employee
s (TJ Owner
4[] Other — Specify.

be Did the persan(s) stecl or TRY te stecl anything from

1 CJNo—3KIP to2

2[] Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
more similar incidents which
respondent can’t recoll separately)

Is this incident réport for a series of crimes?
CHECK
ITEM A

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

@ 1 Yes
2{T1No SKIP to Check Item 8
3 [] Don't know

6a, Did the offander(s) live there or have a right to be

b. in what month(s) did these incidents take place?
« (Mark al! that apply)
1 [] Spring (March, April, May)
2 [} Summer (June, July, August)
3 [[] Fall (September, October, November)
4[] Winter (December, January, February)

there, such oz o guest or a workman?
@) 13 Yes - SKIP to Check ltem B

2[7]No
3{] Don't know

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

c.. How mony incidents were involved in this serles?
t [[] Three or four
2] Five to ten
3 ] Eleven or more
4[] Den't know

in the building?

[} Actually got in
2 [T] Just tried to getin
3] Don’t know

¢ Wos there any evidence, such as o broken lock or broken

INTERVIEWER ~ If serjes, the following questions refer
only to the most recent incident,

window, that the offender(s) {forced his way in/TRIED
x to force his woy in) the building?

2. About whot time did (thiz/the most recent)
incident hoppen?
1 [T} Don't know

2 7] During the day (6 &.m. to 6 p.m.,)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3 [T} 6 p.m. to midnight
4 "1 Midnight to 6 a.ni,
s [ Don’t know

@ 1 [ONo
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)
2.[7] Broken lock or window
3 {_] Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4[] Slashed screen to Check
s [} Other - Spect[y_’, Item B

3a. Did this incident tcke place inside the limits of this
city or somewhere else?
1 [ Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

2 [[] Somewhere else in the United States

3 {7} Outside the United States —~ END INCIDENT REPORT

d. How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)?
1 [J Through unlocked door or window
2[J Had key

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

3 [ Don't know
4[] Other ~ Specify

State

County

Was any member of this household,

c. Did it hoppen inside the limits of o city, town, villoge, etc.)
1[I No

2'[] Yes — Enter name of city, town, etc.

3

ITEM B 1+ No'— SKIP to 13a
2[JYes

Including respondent, present when this
CHECK ' incldent occurred? (If not sure, ASK)

7a. Did the person(s) have o weapen such as o gun or knife,

4, Where did this incident take ploce?

1 [J At or in own dwelling, in garage or
other building on property (Includes SKIP to 6a
break-in or attempted break-in}

2 {T] At or in vacation home, hotel/mote|

3 [] Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK
publie conveyance or station Sa

4[] Inside office, factory, or warehouse

5[] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hall
(Does not include break-in or
ottempted break-in) SKip

6 {_] On the street, in a park, field, play= to Check
ground, school grounds o parking lot { ftem 8

7 (73 Inside school

8 ] Other — Spet:lly7

@ 17111
@

or something he wos using as a weapon, such as a
. bottle, or wrench?

1{JNe
2] Don't know
Yes ~ What was the weapon? (Mark all that -apply)
3 [ Gun
4 [ Kulfe
s [] Other — Specify,

b. Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actyally
attack you in some o'lor woy? )

@ 1{]Yes = SKIP to 7f
2[JNo

<. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any woy?
@ 1 [ No - SKIP to 7¢
2] Yes

—2mMmgo T O 2 —

-~ O uUm>™

o bR
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

7d.
*

@

e
*

@

f.

*

@

GRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued

How were you threatened? Any other woy?

(Mark all that apply) 3

1 {7 Verbal threat of rape

2 [7] Verbal threat of attack othér
than rape

3 7] Weapon present or threatened

with weapon SKIP

4[] Attempted attack with weapon to
(for example, shot at}

s [T} Object thrown at person

6 [ Followed, surrounded

7 {J Other — Specify

7

{0a

@

9b, Did you file a cleim with any of thes

t [J No - SKIP to 102
2] Yes

nsurance componies or programs
@ in order to get part or all of your medical expenses paid?

¢ Did insutonce or any health benefits program pay for all or part of

@ the total medical expenses?

+ [J Not yet settled
2[JNone.sevqus SKIP to 10a
3JA e

4[] Part

d, How much did insurance or aheolth benetits program poy?
. {00 (Obtain an estimaté, if necessary)}

What actvolly happened? Anything else?

(Mark all that apply)

1 (] Something taken without W
permission

2 1 Attempted or threatened to
take something

3 ] Harassed, argument, abusive
language

forcible entry of house

4 ] Forcible entry or attempted LSKIP

s [7] Forcible entry or attempted 10a

entry of car
& [ Damaged or destroyed property
7 [ Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property
a [7] Other — Speci{y7

J

*

t (] Used/brandished gun or knife

10a. Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property duting the incident?

1JNo - SKIP o 11
2[jYes

b, Whot did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply)

2[T)Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender
chased, threw object, used other
weapon, etc.)

3[JTried to get help, attract attention,
scare offender away (screamed,
relled. called for help, turned on s [(TJOther~
ights, etc.) Specify

4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned,

5[] Resisted without force, used
evasive action (ran/drove away,
hid, held property, locked door,
ducked, shielded self, etc.)

How did the person(s) attack you? Any
other way? (Mark alf that apply)

+ [J Raped

2 [} Tried to rape

3 [T] Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed

4 [T Hit by thrown object

s [] Hit, slapped, knocked down

6 [] Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, etc.

7 [] Other — Specify

8a:

*

|

@

Ce

d.

Whot were the injuries you suffered, If any?
Anything else? (Mark all that apply)

t {1 None —~ SKIP to 10u

2] Raped

3 [T Autempted rape

4 [J Knife or gunshot wounds

5[] Broken bones or teeth knocked out

& {1 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious

7 [] Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling

8 [} Other —~ Specify

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed

medical attention after the attack?
1 {1 No — SKIP to 100
2{"] Yes

Did you reccive any treatment at o hospital?
1[I No
2 [} Emergency room treatment only
3 [[] Stayed overnight or longer
How many dcys?7

@

What was the total amount of your medical
rom this incident, INCLUD-

ING anything pald-by fnsurance? - Include hospital

and-doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and
any other injury reloted medical expenses.

INTERVIEWER ~ |f respondent does nct know

excct omount, encourage him to. give an estimate,
0 [} No cost — SKIP to 10a

.
x [_] Don't know

@

9a. At the time of the incidant, were you covered
by any medical insurcnce, or were lcu eligible

for benefits from any other type of health
benefits program, such as Medi
Administration, or Public Welfare?

t{dNoc.ou

2 [ Don't know}smP to /0a
3{"] Yes

id, Veterons’

@

11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person?
vJOnly one 2] Don't know —
SKIP to {20

3 ] More than onez

d. Was this person male

or femole? @

1[I Male

f. How mony persons?

g Were they male or female?
t CJAll male
2 [_J All female
3 {3 Male and femaie
4 ] Don't know

2[] Female
3] Don't know

o, How old would you say
the person was?

h. How old would you say the

1+ [ Under 12 youngest was
21214 @ 1 [JUnder 12 s["J2! or over —
2] 12-14 SKIP ta j
a[J15-17 sJi15-17 6 [[] Don't know
4[7]18-20 a{]18-20
s[] 21 or over i Hﬁw :Id wn?uld you say the
' oldest was .
& [] Don't know 1 CJUnder 12 4[] 18-20
c. Wos the person someone you 2] 1214 5[] 21 or over
knew or was he o stranger? - a[315-17 & [} Don't know

1 [J Stranger o Wore any of the persons known
2] Don’t know oltlnluud to i‘ycu or wete they
all strongers . i
371 Known by Skip 1 y
Sy [ we @ Ogwees }ose
43 Casuall : 3 [ All relatives SKiP
acqualntance 4[] Some refatives to ]
s [ Well known s [J All known
d. Wos the person o relarive &[] Some known
of yours? ‘ k. How vu'll were they known?
1 Ne b {Mgk;y's‘l':;:: ‘:l:‘!-;:l)')
Yes — Whot relationihip? 2 [] Casual SKip
2 [[] Spouse ar ex-spouse acquaintance(s) [ tom
s} Parent 3 [J Well known
o] Own child 1. How were they related to you?

* (Mark all that apply)
s [] Brother or sister

- ex-spouse sisters
= g;zz;,'ye'mve 2] Parents s [] Other
¥ 3 Own Specify?
children

1 [ Spouse or 4[] Brothers/

m. Were all of them ~
13 White?

2 ] Negro?

3] Other? - Speclfy?

e. Wos he/she —
1 {Z] White?
2[T] Negro?
SKIP

3{] Other? -Speci{yl to

120 4 {7} Combination — Specilyz

4 [} Don't know s [TJ Don't know

Page 10
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77| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Contlnued &

120, Were you the only person there besides the offender(s)

@ V[T Yes — SKIP to |3a
2{71Neo

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?
(Box 3 or 4 morked in 13f)
CHECK

ITEM D [ No ~ SKIP to Check ltem E

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
ﬁ;uu'lnod? Do not include persons under 12 years
of age.

@ o [] None - SKIP to I3a

Number of persons

[1Yes

140, Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took it?

[

2] Don't know } SKIP to Check ltem E

c. Were ony of these persons members of your housohald?
Do not include household members under 12 ysars of age.

@ oI No

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mork **Yes* in Check ltem | on page 12)

3] Yes

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

1 [ Yes

130. Wos something stolen or taken without permission thot
belonged fo you or others in the houschold?
INTERVIEWER — Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home,

Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable
business in respondent’s home or c-iother business, such
as merchandise or cash from o rek.ster,

() [ Yes - SKIP to I3f
2{T}No

2[CJNo

Is Box | or 2 marked in 13f?
CHECK 3 No — SKIP to |50
ITEM E

[ Yes

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

1{71Yes

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to toke something that
belonged 1o you or others in the houschold?

@ 1 ["1No~SKIP 10 13¢
2 ] Yes

. What did they try to take? Anything else?
* (Mark all thot apply)

1 {] Purse

2 []Wallet or modey
a{]Car

a 7] Other motor vehicle

s{7] Part of car {hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
6 [T} Don't know

7 [T} Other — Specify.

2{_}Neo

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 morked in I3f)
CHECK 1'Yes ~ SKIF to l6a
ITEM F

{1 No

150. Altogether, what was the volue of the PROPERTY
that was taken?
INTERVIEWER —~ Exclude stolen cosh, and énter 30 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used,

s

b. How did you decide the value of the property that was

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,

CHECK or money? (Box ! or 2 marked In 13c)
ITEMC [C] No = SKIP to 18a
[1Yes

* stolen? {Mark all that apply)}

1 [] Original cost

2] Replacement cost

3 [} Personal estimate of current value
43 Insurance report estimate

d. Was the (purse/wallot/money) on your person, for
instance in o pocket or baing held?

¥
@ 'O °s} SKIP to 180
2[]No

5[] Police estimate
6 [} Don't know
7 7] Other — Specify-

¢. Whot did hoppen? (Mark all that apply)
1 ] Attacked 3
2 [T] Threatened with harm
3 7] Attempted to break into house or garage
4 7] Attempted to break Into car
s [T)Harassed, argument, abusive language \ fé(lP
& {7} Damaged or destroyed property 180

7 {TJ'Auempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property

8 [} Other — Specify

16c. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

1 [J None
2CIANI }SKIF to I7c
s [ Part

b. What was recovered?

Cash; §
and/or
¥ Property: (Mark all that apply)

§, What wos taken? What else?

Cash: §

and/or
. Property: {Mark all that apply)

o [7] Only cash taken — SKIP to 14c
1 [} Purse
2 [[] Wallet
s Car
4[] Other motor vehicle
s [] Part of cac (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

& [ Other — Specify_

o [} Cash only recovered — SKIP to {7a
1 [J Purse
2 7] Wallet
s} Car
4[] Other motor vehicle
5 {7 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

&[] Other — Specify.

¢. What was the valve of the property recovered (excluding

recovered caosh)?
s .

FORM NC3ed {8:23.73)

Page Il

75

b,



]
e

i
L
'
i

76

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

\—i CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued

Qv

17a. Was thete any insurance against theft?

1tTJNo. ...

2 [ Don't know
a[JYes

} SKIP to 18a

b, Was this loss reported to an Insurance company?

@ tCONow ...

2[T) Don't know
3] Yes

} SKIP to 180

*

c. Was ony of this loss recovered through insurance?

1 ] Not yet settled
@ } SKIP to 180

2fNo.. v
3[_‘_]Yes'

200, Were the police informed of this incident ir any woy?

1[OJNo

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

SKIP to Check Item G

b, What was the reason this incident wos not reported to
the police? (Mark all that apply)
1 [T] Nothing could be done ~ lack of preof
2] Did not think it important enough
3[] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4 [} Did not want to take time — too inconvenient
s {T] Private or persanal matter, did not want to report it
& ] Did not want to get involved
7 ] Afrald of reprisal
8 ] Reported to someone else
9 {7} Other — Specify

d. How much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER — If property replaced by in

Is this person 16 years or sldér?
E'E'Zcé [ No — SKIP to Check ftem H
O Yes — ASK 2la

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

@ s

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

@ o [CJNo — SKIP to 19a

Yes — How many members?7

21a. Did you hove a job ot the time this incident happened?

1 Z]No ~ SKIP to Check Item H
2] Yes

b. What was the job?
1 [ Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a~e — SKIP to

Check ltem H

2] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a-e

o

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

d. Whot kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV

and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

b. How much time was lost aliogether?

@ 1 [J Less than | day
2{T}1-5 days
3[16-10 days
4 {7} Over 10 days
5[] Don't know

® @

19a. Was anything damaged but not. taken in this incident?
For exaimple, was @ lock or window broken, clothing
domaged, or domoge done to a cor, efc.?

1 ] No — SKIP to 200
2[JYes

b. (Wos/were) the domoged item(s) repoired or replaced?
@) 1 OYes-SKIP o 19d ‘
2[JNo

LT L

e. Were you -~
1) An amplaree of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salory or commissions?
2 {7} A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)?
3 [T} SELF<EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or farm? ‘o

43 Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

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

g What were your most important activities or duties? (For example:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the
damaged item(s)?

S }SKIP to 200

X [] Don't know

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series
CHECK of incidents,

ITEMH

d. How much was the repoir or replucement cost?

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

s _.[w]

t ook at 12c¢ on Incident Report, |s there an

CHECK entry for *‘How many?**
ITEM | [ No

[ Yes — Be sure you have on Incident Report
for each HH member 12 yeors of age
of over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened in this incident.

«, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mark all that apply)
*

1 ] Household member
2 ] Landlord

3 [] Insurance

4[] Other — Specify

Is this the last Incident Report to be
CHECK filled for this person?
ITEM J CINo = Go to next Incident Report.
[T] Yes — Is this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
[T No — Interview next HH member,
{3 Yes — END ENTERVIEW. Enter
total number of Crime
Incident Reports filled for

this household In ltem 13
on the cover of NCS-3.

HABG MCR& (RPeTAL
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MGTICE - Your raport to the Census Buresu is-confidential by law

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

¢. How many incidents were involved in this series?

appropriate screen question for description of: wrime),

In what month (did this/did the first) tncident hoppen?
(Show flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to
give exact month,)

Month (0§-12)
Is this incident report for a series of crimes?

CHECK i [TINo — SKIP to 2
2[71Yes — (Note; series must have 3 or
ITEM A = Enore similar incidents which

b

KEYER - Notes
(Tite 13, U.S. code). it may be seen only by sworn Census employees
BEGIN NEW RECORD and may be used only for statistical purposes.
Line number r_?my,csq
.5, DERPARTMENT GF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
Screen question number BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
Incident number NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE
Ya. You said that during the last 12 months - (Refer to 5a. Were you a customer, employee, or owner?

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

4[] Other — Specify.

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

1[7]Yes
2{3No SKIP to Check ftem B
3 {7 Don’t know

respondent can't recall separately)

{Mark il that apply)

1.{} Spring (March, April, May)

2 {7] Summer (June, July, August)

3 [ Fall (September, October, November)
4 7] Winter (December, January, February)

1 {73 Three or four
2{"] Five to ten

3 {7 Eleven or more
4[] Don't know

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

2

About what time did (this/the most recent)
incident happen?
1 [[3 Don't know
2 {7} Duting the day (6 a,m. t0 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3716 p.m. 1o midnight
4 [T} Midnight to 6 a.m.
s [T} Don't know

bo

b

<

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

b. In whot State ond county did this incident eccur?

c. Did it hoppen inside the limits of a city, town, village, ete.9

city or somewhere else?

1+ 7] Inside limits of this city — SKIP 1o 4

2 {7 Somewhiere elsé in the United States

3 [7] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

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

1 {7 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B

27 No
3 {77 Den't know

Did the offendesfs) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the building?

+ [T Actually gotin
2[7] Just tried to getin
3 [ Don't know

Was thete ony evidence, such os o broken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s) (forced his woy in/YRIED
to force his way in} the building?
11 No
Yes - Whot was the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2 [T} Broken lock or window
3 {71 Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4[] Slashed screen to Check
5 ] Other — Speci[y;, item B

How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)?
+ 71 Through unlocked door or window

2[] Had key

3 [] Don't know

4 ] Other — Specify

State

County

1[I No

2[] Yes = Enter nome of city, town, etc._,,

Was any member of this househald,
Including respondent, present when this
CHECK
ITEM B

incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
+ [TJNo — SKIP to 130
2[7] Yes

'S

4, Where did this.incident toke ploce?

1 [T] At or In own dwelling, in garage of

other building on property. (Includes SKIP to &
break-in or attempted break-in) KIP 0 6a
2 [T} Ator in vacation home, hotel/motel
3 [} Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK
public conveyance or station Sa

4 {7] Inside office, factory, or warehouse
5[] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, ‘carport, apastment hall
{Does not include break-in or
attempted break-in} SKiP
& [7] On the swreet, in a park, field, play- to Check

b

@

Did the person(s) have a weapon such as o gun or knife,
or s6mething he wos using as o weapon, such as a
bottle, or wrench?

t [T} No
2 [7] Don't know LT
Yes ~ What was the weopon? (Mork all thut apply)
3 [ Gun
4[] Knife
s [7] Other — Specify.

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

1] Yes — SKIP to 7

- MO =2 —

- X O U M o

ground, schoo] grounds or parking lot | ftem B 2] Nf )
7 {7 Inside school ¢. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm. in eny way?
8 [T} Other = Speclfy7 @ 1 [[]No = SKIP.to 7e ’
2 Yes ;
Page 13 N
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78 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolls \ ! Survey Instruments 79
T "] "CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued o s ‘ )[ ; CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued |
7d. How were you threatéened? Any other way? 9b. Did tile 5 — ' B
*\ (Markoll that apply) Y '}y in order fo ;:' :‘:r‘tm;::l'; :;‘Yy:jr“r:\:ﬁct'l‘:;:’l:::?:?;?'" o programs 1 12a. Were you the only person there besides the offender(s) Was a car or other moior vehicle taken?
@ (7] Verbal threat of rope @ | [L]No = SKIP to- 100 ; I @) tC)Yes—SKiPtol3a CHECK (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)
2] Verbal threat of attack other 2] Yes : ‘ 2[JNo ITEM D ] No = SKIP to Check Item E
than rope
3 [ ] Weapon present or threatened c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of : X b, How mony of these persons were robbed, hormed Yes
]wilh weapon }gK,p ™ :h&;o&ull myc:ﬂscc:“n;p'mu? : ] ﬂ;ronbemd? Do not inélude peuo:s under 1'2'“;0:":' O N
4 "} Attempted attack with weapon 0 ot yet seitle M v of age. 140. Had permission to th /motor vehi
C. (for example, shot ar) 10a 2{JNone....4™ SKIP to 10a : b @ o [] None — SKIP to 130 given to the penonu\‘v?w ’:ézarﬂmo or vehicle) ever been
s 771 Object thrown at person 3JAN. .o j ,g tONo.c.ee.
& {_] Followed, surrounded a[7] Part ! Number of persons ' } SKIP to Check ltem E
7{.10ther - Specify d. How much did lnsurunﬁu health Benefits progrom pay? i i c. Were any of these persons members of T 2 {7] Don't know
S {Obtain an estimote, if necessary) " Do not Includ b 12 12 yoors o 3] Yes
J . s not househol s under 12 years of age.
e. What actually hoppened? Anything else? 10c. Did you do anything to protect yourself or yaur property during the incident? . @ o No b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)? °
- (Mark all that apply) N\ @ 1 {"JNo~ SKIP to [} g W1 Yes — How mony, not counting yourself?
@ 1.} Something taken without 2] Yes — . 11 Yes
pefmission : : “ )
b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mark ail that apply) g (Also mork **Yes** In Check ltem | on page 16)
2 [} Attémpted or threatened - A ything ¢'se ! PPYY : : 2[JNe
g taken;';me(:;n; reatened to 1 7] Used/brandished gun or knife 4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned, £ 13c. Wos something stolen of taken without permission that
31 [ Harassed, argument, abusive z[:]U;ed/;yt:hd physg;al fmc:d(h‘:}; D::C.‘wi:d\ ofif:‘nder [ belonged to.you or others in the household? Is Box I or 2 marked in |31
language . " chased, threw object, used other s esisted without force, used i . INTERVIEWER - Include anything stol
o For:iblge entry of attempted SKIP weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away, : unrecognizable business In ?ispgfdenf‘ﬁ"hﬁfn‘"e". ICTHEE;::'; [ No - SKIP to 150
forcible entry of house 1KI 3] Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held propeérty, locked door, £ : Do not Include anything stolen from @ recognizable 0] Yes
s ] Forcible entry or attempted lza scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) i business in respondent’s home or another business, such
entry of car rledl{!l:g. :&!.l)ed for help, turned on 6 Dgg::ec’il-v : ¥ @ os merchandise or cash from a register, c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your persom for Tnat
. 5 N 1 - . . , for instance,
; g; 23‘“33‘6:' t‘]ehs"oye" s'OPeny 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more thun one person? '( j’s ;8 ;j:‘ SKIP o 131 In a pocket or being held by you whan it was foken? '
7 "] Attempted or threatened to 1] Only one 211 Don't know — ; : Y
. da:\age ;y de?uo)' property @ 7 O SKIP to 12a 3 ] More than one 7 | b. Did the :ouun(s) ATTEMPT to take something that 3 Yes
a [ ; Other — P“'f)’y o. Wos this person male f. How many persons? 3 belanged to you or others in the houschold? 20N
: ,,,[;,M e? b ,; @ 1 g :o — SKIP to 13e Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked In I3f)
4 1 Male 2 2 es . .
f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 2] Femal g+ Were they male of female? . o T T AT fTHEE},:::g [TJYes —~ SKIP to l6o
. other way? (Mark all that apply) € v (] All male 3 . (M;rk all th:yt a‘gp,;)w et Anything elve? CINe
t [Z] Raped 3[J0on'tknow ¢ 2 [J Al female ‘
@ 2 ] Tried to rape b. How o13 would you vor 3 [] Male and female ;S;‘a‘;":‘ o money 150, Altogether, whot was. the value of the PROPERTY
3 [T Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed the person was? 203 Don't knaw 3} Car that was tcken?
4 1 Hit by thrown object h. How old would you sy the 3 INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cash, and enter $
s =] Hit, slapped, knocked down . <1 [ Under 12 youngest was you rey . 4 7] Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cardso, e':/c:sl{'tha:y ﬁﬁé'usﬂf"
s} cragbgd, held, tripped, jumped, 2(]12-14 @ El} ?;df; 12 5] %;( o fw;r - : s [T] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) -
ushed, etc, 2 - o )
73 8lher — Specify 3 Is-17 sC715-17 &[] Don't know g) 6 ] Don't know s .
8o, Whot the injurl tered, if any? L3 18-20 4 18-20 3 7 ] Other ~ Speciy. . b, Ho\'v di?d you decide the value of the propeity that was
g, Whot were the injuries you s , if any? : ; 1
, B Wt o s o il vy NS \ T ey | DId ey 1 ks e vl et
+ [7} None — SKIP to [0 ‘ 6 [] Don’t know oldest was? ! CHECK or money? {Box [ or 2 marked In 13c) ! L Ortginal cost
2] Raped 1[QUnder 12 4[] 18~20 3 ITEMC [7) No - SKIP to {8a 2 (] Replacement cost
30 Attempted rape € :V“ the person someone you 2{7} 1214 s[321 or over ¥ : [T Yes 3 {T] Personal estimate of current vajue
4 [3 Knife or gunshot wounds new or was he a stranger? 2[315-17 & [ Don't know d. Was the {purse/wallet/ ) f 4[] Insurance report estimate
5 7] Broken bones or teeth knocked out 1 ] Srranger j+ Were any of the perions known " Instance 7n s pu:ku:or";:oe';:: haldz TR e s [7] Pollce estimate
6 [ Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 2 [T} Don't know olrlrelc!ed to you or were they ‘.' { [ Yes s ] Don't know
1 arui
:!;! g::l:rcs, glpa::l;::e. cuts, scratches, swelling 3 Kin?wwn bly -ls:(IeP @ “' E‘]'x:;;e::;;gﬂs } sxip ‘% @ 2 Ne } SKIP to 18a 7 {3 Other — Specify
o1 =~ sight only . A'
b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 2 ([} Don’t know tom ] « What did h
medical citeation ofter the attock? Y a0 g:;::i'nzance 3[JAll relatives SKip 5 s ¢ : appen? (Mark ol that opply) -
@ 11 No ~ SKIP to 10a ., 4[] Some relatives tol . ;ﬂ ; 1 ] Attacked 3\ 160, Waz oll or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
2001 Yes s [T Well known 5] All known : 2 [} Threatened with harm except for anything received from insurance?
c. Did you receive any trectment at o hospital? d. ‘Was the person a relative & (7] Some known : 3 ) Autempted to break Into house or garage t L] None SKIP to |
! }:] go of yours? ke :l"::kw';l' ';";' '}";Y)‘UWW\? ] 4] Attempted to break Into car 2] Al to [7a
21 Emergency room treatment only . rk oll thet apply, 7 SKie s Part '
25T Stayed avernight or Jonger o @ 1 No {7 By sight only 8 [T] Harassed, argument, abusive language L v [ Par
How many day:?7 Yes ~ What relationship? 2 [ Casual SKIP i : & [ZJ Dariaged or destroyed property 18a b. What was recavered?
2{"]) Spouse or ex-spouse acquaintance(s) tom ¢ . 3 7 [ Attelnpted or threatened to damage or T
e 2] Parent 3 [} Well known } . destray property : Cash: § . -&:;
d. What was the total amount of your medical 4[] Own child I, How were they related to you? i 8 [] Other - Specify and/or
expenses resylting from this incident, INCLUD. L {Mark all that apply) i : X ad Propertys (Mark all that apply)
ING anything poid by insurance? Include hospitol s ] Brother or sister 1{T}Spouse or & [T} Brothers/ : ‘ ] ’ El 0 [ Cash only recovered — SKIP to 7a
and dactor bills, medicine, theropy, braces, and & [7] Other relativ ex-spouse sisters ; ) . What was yaken? Whot else? >
any other injury. related medical expences. SpeCify7 €= 2 (7] Parents s 7] Other — ¢ .} : : " : 1] Purse
INTERVIEWER — Jf respondent does not know s{jo Speci i ' ! . 100 ] 2 [ Walles
exact amount,-encourage him to give on estimate, = dm'dyen pecilvz ; % Cash: 3 * - [} Car
o{ ] No cost - SK’PﬁIOO ’ ;nd/or (Mork ol ' 4 7] Other motor vehicle
s ] g’m H * roperty; (Mark oll thot opply)
x {1 Don't know e Wos he/she - '"' YE':'] ;l'l:‘;’.',;h'"‘ - ,i \ o (7] Only cash taken — SKIP to 14¢ 5 [7] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
9a. At the time of the incident, wers you covered @ + ] White? 2 [] Negio? } X 1 O Purse 6 [T] Other — Specify.
by any medical insurance, or were you eligible 2 (] Negro? 37} Othes? ~ Speclfy ; ; 2 [ Wallet
for benefits from any other type of Keuhh 9 sKIP 7 : : a(JCar
bene.ﬂfs progrom, such os Medicald, Yeterans' 3] Other? —Sped{y; 1o i : Oth Tel I
Administration, or Public Welfare? 12 4[] Comblination - Specify : " : . 4[] Other motor vehicle €. Whot was the value of the property recovered (excluding
@ tCINow . vus a z 3 A s [7] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, étc,) recavered cosh)?
2{7} Don't know, SKIP to 100 - i i \1\‘ s ’
35 ves ; « () Dor’ know 5[] Dot kmom ; i & [T Other — Specify s .
Page |4 ; ' FORM NCB:d L8.23:731 : Pags 15
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80 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved

170, Was there any insurance against thefs?

1OJNo....

2[7] Don't know
3[3JYes

} SKIP to 180

b. Wos this loss reported to an insurance company?

@ 1CNo. ...

2 [J Don’t know
3] Yes

} SKIP to 18a

*

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insuronce?

@ 1 [ Not yet settled
SKIP to 18a

2INo e
3] Yes

W
200, Were the police informed of thi

1[JNo
2] Don't know — SKIP to Check ltem G
Yes — ¥ho told them?
3 [J Household member
4[] Someone eise
s [)Police on scene

} SKIP to Check jtem G

b What wus the reason this incident was not reported to
the police? (Mark all that apply)
 {Z] Nothing could be done — lack of proof
2[T] Did not think it important enough
3] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4[] Did not want to take time ~ too {nconvenient
s [] Private or peisonal matter, did not want to repoit it
6 [] Did not want to get Involved
7 (] Afrald of reprisal
8 [Z] Reported to someone else
9 ] Other — Specify

d.'How much was recovered?
INTERVIEWER ~ If property replaced by insurance

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

@ s ji 3

Is this person 16 years or older?
fT"EE:g ] No — SKIP to Cheek ltem H
{J Yas -~ ASK 210

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

@)  o[INo-SKIP to 19a

Yes ~ How mony members? 7

2lo. Did you fitve o job ot the time this incident happened?

1 [ No - SKIP to Check ltem H
2[] Yes

b. What wos the job?
1 [[J Same as described in NCS-3 {tems 28a—e — SKIP to

Check Item H

2 [7] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a~e

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

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

b. How much time was lost altogether?
@ 1 [J Less than | day

2] |-5days

3{]6~10days

4[] Over 10 days

s ] Don't know

® @

(I

o Were you -
1 [[] An employes of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commisstons?
2] A GOYERNMENT employee (Fedcral, State, county or local)?
3[) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professianal
practice or farm?

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

19a: Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident?
For example, was @ lock or window breken, ¢lothing
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.?

1 [J No — SKIP to 20a
2] Yes

@

bs (Wos/were) the domaged item(s) repaired or replaced?
@) [ Yes - SKIP 10 19d
2] No

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

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

c. How muck would it cost to repoit or replace the

damaged item(s)?
v } SKIP to 20a

BRIEFLY summarize this Incident or series

CHECK of incidents,

ITEM H

s— .
¥ [] Don't know

dv How much was the repalr or replocement cost?

@ X [J No cost or don't know — SKIP to 20a

.

i Look at I2c on Incident Report, Is there an

CHE(K entry for ‘'How many?'’
ITEM! CINe
{ Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report
for each HH member |2 yeors of oge
or over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened In this Incident.

. Who paid or will pay for the repalrs or replacement?
{Mark ol that apply)

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

4 [ Other ~ Speclify

Is this the last Incident Report to be
CHECK filled for this person?
ITEM J [C1No = Go to next Incident Report,
] Yes ~ Is this the last HH member
to be Interviewed? '
[] No —~ Interview next KH member.
[ Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number of Crime
Incident Reports filled for
this household in item 13
on the cover of NCS-3,

FORM JCB4 [9:25-78)
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NOTICE - Your teport to the Census Bureau is confidential by
law {Title 13, U.S, Code), 1t may be-seen only by sworn Census
amployees and may be used only for statistical purposes,

rorm CV5.101
treai.73)

1. IDERTIFICATION CCDES

1,5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

answeting some questions for me,

o PSU %, Segment | e, Lia2 No, |di Panel s, DCC
» COMMERCIAL CRIME YICTIMIZATION SURVEY
f. Interviewer g Totai number CITY SAMPLE
code (1) Incidents (2) Incident shaets
INTRODUCTION
Good morning (af Yoo I'm Mi(s.) {your name), _from the U.S, Bureau of {he Census.

We are conducting a survey: In this area {o measure lhe extent to which businesses are viclims of
burglatles and/or robberies. The Government needs to know how much crime there Is and where it Is
to plan and administer programs which wlll have an Impact on the crime problem. You can help by

Part | — BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

2a. Is (his establishmeiit owned or operated as an Incorporated
business?
1{T)Yes ~SKIP 10 3
2[T]Ne

b. How is this buslness owned or operaled?
1 (2] individua) proprietorship
2 [} Pacinership
1[7) Government — Contlrue Interview ONLY If
fiquor slore or any type
of transportation

4[] Other ~ Speclly7

7. DId anyone else operate any departments or
concessions or some other business activity
in this establishment durlng the 12 month
period ending ?

business activity on a soparate lino of
Soction V ol the segment lo[der, I not
already listed, Complete a separals
questionnalre for each one that falls on
a sample lins.

2[}Ne

t £2] Yes — List cach department, concession, or other

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

8. What were your approximate sales ol metchandise
and/or recelpts from services at this establishment

for the previous 12 months ending

3. Do you (the owner) operate more than one establishment?

1] Yes
2 [T} Na

(Estimate annual sales and/or receipts il nol in
business fot entire 12 months.)

1. [C] None

4. Did you (the owner) operate this establishment at
this location during the entire 12 month petlod
ending ?

1 [} Yes

-

2{7] Under 510,000

3] $10,000 10 $24,999
4 [} 525,000 10 $49,999
3 [T $50,000 to $99,999

2] No ~ How many months durlng

Months
the designated pericd?

& ] $100,000 to $499,999
7 [ $500,000 to 999,999
8 (2] 51,000,000 and over

5. Excluding you (the owner) (the partners) how
many paid employ is establishment average
during the 12 month period ending ?

1 {7] None 4[)8-19
{713 8 [}:20 or more
[ 47

8 {] Other ~ Specily

INTERVIEWER USE ONLY

9

. Record of Interview.
(1) Date

{2) Nama of respondent

6a, What do you consider your kind of business

{3) Title of respondent

to be al this location?

OFFICE USE ONLY

Number

b. Mark (X) one box
RETAIL MANUFACTURING
1 [} Food & ] Ourable

2 [] Eating and Jrinking
3{7] General merchandise

(3 Nondurable

REAL ESTATE

4[] Aeparel
§ [ Furnlture and G [[] Apartments
appliance K [7] Other real estate

¢ ] Lumber, hardware,
= mobife home dealars

7 [} Automotlve
. ['_'] Drug and proprietary

1 [] SERVICE
J [Z] BANKS

. WHOLESALE
‘e [ Durabte
© {7} Nondurable

§

{4) Telephone |Nn code

Extensjon

b. Reason lor non-Interview .
TYPE A

1 [J Present occupant jn business at end of
survey pariod but unable to contact,

2 {7] Refusal and In business at end of survey period
3 ] Other Type A = Specli)’7

TYPE B

4[] Prosent aceupant not in business at end
of sutvey perlod,

8 7] Vacant or closed
& [} Other Type B {Scasonal, ote.) —Specl!yr

8 ] Liguor Kk [~] TRANSPORTATION
A [7] Gasoline setvice
stations L [JALL OTHERS -Spoclly7 TYPEC
8 {77] Other retall 7[2] Occupled by nonlistable actlvity.
8 [ Demolished

3.[7] Other Type C —Spaclly?

!

a1

e

O
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82 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis

Part If - SCREENING QUESTIONS

Now i'd like to ask some guestions about particular kinds of theft or altempted theft,

These questions refer only o this establishment for the 12 month period b

tanl,

and ending

1

0. During this pericd did anyone break Into or some-
how illegally get into this place of business?

. Number
1 {77 Yes — How many times? e————s-

(Fit} an Incigent Report lor each)

2{T}No

—_

{Other than the incidenl(s) just mentioned,} during this
period did anyone find 2 door jimmied, a lock forced,
o any other signs of an ATTEMPTED break-in?

Number
1 7] Yes — Hod many times? ——mwm

(F1i} an Incident Report for each)
2{TINoj/

18. Why hasn't this establishment ever baen insured against

burglary and/or :obbery?
1 ] Couldn’t afford it

2 [} Couldn’t get anyone to Insure you

3 [] Oidn't need it

4 [ Self-insured

5 [} Prenilum too expensive
&[] Other -Speclly7

1

~

. Durinﬁ"lhis patiod were you, the owner, or any
emplcyee held up by anyone using a weapon,
force ur theeat of force on theése premises?

: Number
1[7TYes — How many lines? ——-——p-
{Fil an Incident Report lor each)
27T Ne

3. 4Cther than the incident(s) already mentioned,).
did anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or
any employee by using force or threatening to
harm you while on these premi

Number
1{71Yes — How many times? ———s
{FHil an Incldent Report lor each)

2 INo

14,

{Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,} dusing

this period were you, the owner, or 2ny employee held up
while delivering merchandise or carrying business money
outside the business?

ey

Number
157 Yes — How many times? ——mr

{FHI an Incident Roport for each)
2, No

i

1

o

. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did
anyane ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, o any
empluyee while delivering merchandise of canrying
business money. outside the business?

Nuniber
177 Yes — How many limes? ———e-
{FHI an Incident Aepor! for each)

2 Ne

w
»

. What security measures,
if any, are present at
this location now, to
protect it against
burglary and/ar robbery?

. Mark (X) all that apply

1 {] Alarm system ~ outside
PNRINR s s s s s bonrvinns

217} Central alarm o o v yiavinoe

3 ] Reinforcing devices, such
as burs on windows, grates,
BateS, BhCe 4 s v v s b v n b e

b, When were these
security measures
tirst Installed
or otherwise
underiaken?

“Enter U;el od
approj
e
given below.

b. codes

4] Guard, watchman . s svuven.
s['_']Viuc.hdog bisesesrrrtse
s Fireanms ooovvsivaoasnn
1DCnmelu.A....”.......
‘;}_"'_fnlner;.....N....A....

S Jloeks s s vuunacrimiaran
A Comply with Natjional
C] Banking Act (For
Banksonly) csavnovavrus

8 [T] Other — Specity 7

c{"1None

Codes for use in ltem

196

6a Is this establishment insured against busgulary and.'or
robbery by means ather than sell-insurance?
17" Yes

27"1No P
-t ta17a
377" Don't kriow, Skt

LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO
1 - January 7 - july
2 ~ February B~ August

MORE THAN 1 YEAR

© - =2 yenis ago

E ~ 25 years ago

b, Does the Tnsurance also covor olher types of crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theft?
1577 Yes

2:"iNe }SKIP fo79a

1

7a. Has this establishment ever been. insured against
burglary and.‘or robbery by means othar thaa
self-insutance?
17 Yes
277INo — SKIP to 18
3] Don"t know - SKIP 10192

b. Did the Insurance aiso cover other types of crime losses,
such as vandafism or skopliltiug and employes-thaft?
1[0 Yes
2[FNe

¢. Did you drop the Insurance or did the company cance!
your policy? :

1[7] Businessman droqged Boauernnn SKIP 1o 198
2 [} Insurance comeziyy cancelled poljcy -

3 = March 9 — September
4 - April A - October F —More than §
5 = May 4 « November yours Ao
€& ~ june € —~ December
20, INTERVIEWER Were there "'0* incidents
CHECK ITEN reported in 10~15?

[ tes=Datach incldent Reports,
onbu?;;o"ln Ilmr,xs Igg)
an on page 1, an
continue with ltem 8.

{3 Ne ~Enter aumber of Incidents

In ltem 1g(1) on page 1, &n
%omlnuc with flrst Incident
0port, *
NOTES

- FORM.CVS 101 t7-11+78)

2

Page 2
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Suvvey Instruments

0.M.B, No. 41-R2662: Approval Expires March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.

IDENTIFICATION CODE

F
i7e1

aRm CVS.101
1e13}

U5, DEPARTNMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
GUREAU OF THE CENZUS

INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY.
CITY SAMPLE

PSU b, Segment c. Line No. d. Panel " {a, DCC

T Incidest | 4 INCIDENT NUMBER

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

1

You said that during the 12 months beginning
and ending________ (refer to screaning questions
10~15 tor descriptian of crime),

In what month did this (dld the first) incident happen?

v Jan. « [ April 7] july A7) oet.
2T} Febs 5 {7 May 8 [} Aue. B [_]Nov
3 [ Mae, &[] June ¢ ] Sept. ¢ [] Dec.

7a. Were you, the owner, ot any employee injured in this

incident, serjously enough to require medical attention?

117 Yes ~ How many? ——— s INumber
2{7]No ~ SKIP 10 9a

be How many of lhen\-slayed ina Number

2

About what time did It happen?
1 [ Ouring the day (6 a.mi — & p.m,)
At night (6 p.m, — 6 a.m.)
2[7] 6 p.m, — Midnight
3 {1 Midnight —~ 6 a.m,
4[] Don't know what time at night
5 [J Oon‘t knew

Ital overnight or longer?

3

Whote did (hls incident take place?
1 {73 At this place of business

- 2[] On delivery

© 3 {7] Enroute to bank

4 ] Other —~ Specify

01 those fving inor out of a hospial, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular health benefits program?

+ {7 Yes ~ How much
= waspaid?  s____ . @
2{"]Ho :

3[7] Don't kiow

4

Were you, the awner, or any employee present while this
Incldent was occuring?

1] Yes

2} No~SKIP o 10

3 [] Don’t know

§

(-4

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

1[7] Yes
2] No
3 [ bent knn} SKIP 1o 6a

. What was the weapon?
1] Gun
2{"] Knife
3 [C] Other — Specity

. How many persons were invoived in commitling the crime?
1 7] One ~ Continue with 6b below
2] Two
3] Three }SKIP to 6e
4[] Four or more.
% [] Don't know ~ SK/P to 7a

Sa, Did any deaths occur as @ result of this Incident?

b, Who was killed?

1{7] Yes
2 [ No - SKIP to 158

¢. Hoys many?
(Mark (X) all that apply)

110wners) e oy eaevvaasrny

2[ 1 Employees . s vviariaiann

I[1Customers o iccsaivasarin

4[7] tnnocent bystander{s) v« v 14y W]

ST Offender(s)y v s vovivesian

s Potices ivuirissaninine .

7 D Other = Speclly7

SKIP to 150

b. How old would you say the person was?
1 Under 12 4[] 18-20
i) 1114 3121 ot over
[ 1517, &[] Doa't know

c. Was the person male or female?
+[TIMale
2 [] Female

ad

3 [] Don't know

Was he (she) -

10,

Did-the oftender enter, attempt 1o enter, or remain in this
establishment fllegatly?

[ Yes
‘.‘L_]No7

Discontinue wie of Incident-Roport. Enter al the top of
this sheat *'fyut of Scope—Larceny,'* erase incident -
number, chaage tho. to f fons 10-15,
change nuniber of incirjents in ltem ly{ﬂ, page 1, and go
on to the next reportcd incident. 1t no other incidents

are repo: ted, teturn to page 1 and complete items 1g(2)
8,-and % and end the: Interview,

' ] White? 11, Dig the offender(s) actually get In of just try o get jn?
. - (73 Actuall
2 [ Black? SKIP 1072 £ (T3 Actually got.in
3 [ °0ther? - Specily - . 271 Just tried to gevin
4 [T Don't know -
12, Was-there a’broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
¢. How ald would you say the youngest person was? other evidence that the offender(s) forced ﬂrlet‘ to force}
t {Z}Under 12 &[] 18~20 his (their) way jn?
2 1214 8{_] 20 or'over = SKIP to 6g
:%15-17 &[] Don't know HTiYes
f. How old would you say (he oldes! person was? 1L3No - SKIP to 14
1 ) Under 12 <[] 18-20 A
: 8 Under b o e 13.. What was the evidence? (aiark all that apply}
167 1517 & [ Don't know 1 [7} Bioken tock or window
£ Nere they male of ferale? # [1] Foreed door SKIP to 152
1{7] Al male 3 [ Male and female 3T} Alarm
1] Al female 4 [J Don't know ’ 4[] Other — Specily
b 1':':.5 g':l’; ;MM - 14. How did the offender(s) gat in (tiy to get in)?
2 D 0"" black? ' [} [:]Thwu:h unlocked #oal ur window
s [Z]°0aly other? — Specity . 2[JHsd akey
4 7] Some comblnation? - Specity.. 3 () Other ~ Specify
57} Dén't know 4[] Oon't know
& " Pagel )
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0O.M.B, No. 41-R2662: Approval Expires March 31, (977
233 ¥ roRpsm CYS.101 U.S. OEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
INCIDENT REPORT - Continued & SE TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 J17-11-13) SOCIAL AND ECONONIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
, OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE P |
15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? For }18a.Did you, the owner, or any'engluyee here jose any time . INCIDENT REPORT R
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. fiom work b of this L Fesrwm l INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. . . JAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
L Yes i [J Yes — How many people? —— 2 IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMPLE c
201 No — SKIP to 162 21 No — SKIP 1o 19a ; : o PSU b Segmant e LineNo. |d Panel [e. BCC |1 Inciamnt INCIDENT NUMBER i
b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? : : Reacord which Incident (1, 2, efc.) D
1 [ Yes ~ SKIP 1o 150 b. How many work days were lost altogether? ; % is covered by this page
2[JNo 1§ Less éhan | day ; : You said that during the 12 months beginnlag________ Ta. Note you, the ownar, or any employes. injured in this E
B and ending {refef to q Incident, seriously enough to require medical attention? N
c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2[7) 1=5 days { ¥ 1015 for description of ceime), T
(Estimate) 3] 6-10dars Bavs ' 1. tn whal month did this (did the firat) Incident hagpen? ! S Yes - How - P [Numbar
I:] : & 1 an, s[CJApr 1 July Y Oet. 2,[] No = SKIP to Pa
—_ SKIP ta 150 4[] Over 10 days — How many? ——|, ) 2 8 WO E')lmy N %Aug. a E Nov.
x [} Don't know 5[] Don't knaw ’ o 3 ] Mar, 6] June 9] Sept. ¢ [ Dec. b. How many of them stayed In a Numbar R
4 hospital ight or longer?
d. How much did it cost to repalr or raplace the ? 182, Were any securily measures taken alter this incldent to 2 f%"o‘:’::‘“'!:: :.': :: .::f'f’ﬁ o) - E
s . . protect the establiskment from future incideats? ! At night (6 p.m. — 6 3.m.) % 3\'1 thbml ncclvm'tmma’t ll:c" o:'tc o{ a hospital, did P
f 2] 6 p.m. — Midnight s business pay for any @ medicat expanses not 4]
v[JNe :-on — $KIP to 16a 1 Yes £ 3 % Midnight — 6n|.m. covered by a regular health berefils program? R
x ] Don't know 2] No — $KIP to 208 : 4[] Don't know what time at nighe t [ vos — How much [ ]
. Who paid or will pay for the repairs of replacement? ; 8 [} Don't know waspaidl S T
(Mark (X} all that apply) b. What measures were taken? g 3. Where did thls incident take placs? 2[No
v[] This business (Mark (X} all that apply} 1 [C] At this place of businass 3 [ Don't know
2] Insurance 1 {73 Alarm system — outside ringing 2] On delivary
igg;": e's::cl;:lylng (tandlord) 2 ] Ceontrat atarm ! :E 5?.:3'.": ;:’:I';; %, ?'[dj.:y deaths occur as & result of this incident?
- (3]
s ] Don't know 3 [ Reintorcing d‘;;’f‘:é: water, gates, 4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this 2] No — SKIP 10 15a
162. Did the o!lender(s) take any money? (Exciude money 4 [7] Guard, watchman :"EI“‘:"I"“ sceuring? b. Who was killed? <. How many?
Yes mm: et 1 e ) 3 [ acch dog 2[JNo —SKIP t0 10 (uurk (%) 21l that apoly)
o u-lohlnlue‘!—-»s______. ¢ ] Fireams 3 (] Den't know T OMmers) cuisrenanrannns
Z[JNo . 7 [ Cameras 5a, DId the paison holding you up have a weapon or something
. 72 the ffender(s] take any merchand] e 8 (2] Mirors : that was used as 3 weapon, Such as a battle o wrench? 20 Employses . ooieininen,
supplies? (Exclude persona! properly belonging to s ] Locks ! ;B '\;:- I Customers o vivinariienan
customers or store perscanel.) A} Other — Specily 3 53 Dont m,;}- SKIP to 6a 4T Inciocent bystander(s) « o o0y 4o
t [ Yes ~What was the ¥
total value? —n-S. . b, What was the weapon? s Offender(s). oo ouivnnsnnin
2[T]No ~ SKIP to J7a it 1016 ! £] Gun Jea . .
Cixe Is yes,-o anmfﬁ'e’?f{/p“m 180 2 [ Knlfe S Policoeurvinsscinnanas
20a. Was this incident reported to-the police? 3 (7] Other = Specity 7] Other - Spacity
¢ How was the value determined? ) Yer = SKIP to 21 €2, How many persons were involved In commilting the crime?
+ ] Original cest ; 1 [7] One ~ Continve with b below
2 [} Replacement cost 2{INo ; 2 E] Two
Other — ' , SKIP {0 6e SKIP to 1
3 L3 Oter — Specily b: What was the reason this Incident was not reported :E']‘ :::,:eo, ,m,.} KiP o So - e
125: How much, f any, of he:stolen money and/or property to the police? 3 [7] Don't know — SKIP to 78 10, .Did tha offender eater, attenpt to eater, or remaln in this
was recoveied by insurance? : (uark (X) &lt thai ppiy) Ilegaliy?
s . 1 [} Police slready kng‘;"«y of the Incident b :(g] t:d:m:'; you say “h?:":;o;:.n ([ Yes
——— i r————— g inder -
v ] None — Why not? 2 [ Nothing coutd ba done — lack of proof 2] 12-44 : 3.0 21 or over 2] No
i [ Oidnt repore it " 31770id not think It important enough e L $ L1 Den's koo gll.:cw:n"ouz:&lslcmwi:!’:mhiﬂ:: .l::é?goflolp o
2 [ Does not have insurance 4 71'Did not want to bother police ¢, Was the person male of female? number, chanpe the o i 018,
s 1 [ Male change number of Incidents in item 1g{1}, page 1, and go
3 [T Not seucied yet 5 [ Did not want t take the time 255 Femal on to the next reported incident. If no other Incidents
4[] Policy has a deductible : 0 Dot b are reported, retum 10 page 1 and complete ltems 19(2)
5 3 Money andfor merchandise was recovered 6 [T Did not want 1o get Jnvolved d 'Dh "; e 8. anc 0 and and the Interview,
. | N '] -
% (] Don't knew 71 Afratd of reprisal \ EI 'h(l’";) 11, Did the oftendar(s) actually pet in or just try to got in? .
b. How much, if any, uf the stolen money and/or property 7] Reported to someane el se ; 2 [ Black? SKIP to7 t 73 Actually got In ) )
was recovered by means other than insurance? s O Other — SM,,),? 3] Qther? ~ Specity P to7s 200 Just crind to astn ‘
s . : H 4[] Oon‘t knaw
P — - : 12, Was there a boken window, broken leck, alarm, or any
v [] None SKIP 10 188 e, How oid would you say the youngest person was? other svidence that the oltendei(s) ferced (lried to force)
x [T} Don't know 21, ::NMTEECRIX:'%ER :: this the Jast I"?deg" t ] Under 12 [ 18-20 Kis (thelr) way in? .
N eport ta be completed? 2] 1214 5[] 21 ot over — SKIP to 6g
¢, By what means was the stol2n money and/ot ? 1L ves
property recovered? ’ ' Clye- f&!.‘,’{ﬂ,? o 1913) 2 1817 SL] e e 2 g No — SKIP to 14
1{] Police 8, 9, and end interviéw. 1. How oid would you say the oldest pesson was?
w2 - No ~ Fiil the nax! Incident 1 [] Under {2 4[] 18=20 3.
Z (7] Other — Specily CINe Il the _ ! % Under : E e 13. What was the ovidence? (mark all that apply)
[T 1547 €[] Don't know 1 [ Broken Tock or window
NOTES ! 2] Forced door
' £ Were they male ot famale? SKIP to 150 -
h H t CYAH mate 3 [CJMale and female 1 AMlerm
' 2[T] All female 4[] Don't kinow 4[] Other — Specily.
! h. Ware they - 14, How did the olfender(s) ot in (try to gol ()7 :
' 1 7] Only white? H
i 2] Only black? + 0] Through unlocked door or windaw :
3 * 3.Only other? - Specity 2[JHad a key
} ]
. + [ Some comblnation? ~ Specity 3 [ Other = Spacity
8 (7] Don't know 4] Don't know
FOnA EVE TR T Page 4 ¥ . . . Page S » i . X,
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolls

o INCIDENT REPORT = Continued

15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident?- For
sxample, 8 lock or window broken, damaged mecchandise, etc.
1] Yes

2 ] No —SKIP to 162

182, Did you, the ownet, :rl;lny‘u?‘hy_u here lose any time

from work b of this ? Nomber
t ] Yes ~ How many people? ——>
2[CJ No = SKIP to 192

b. Was (wers) the damaged item(s) rapalred or replaced?

i ] Yes —SKIP to 15d

b. How many work days were lost altogether?

£
$ : -} SKIP t0'136

% [] Don't know

23 No 1 7] Less than | day
¢. How much would it cost to repair or replate the damages? 2{1-5days
{Eslimate) 3006-10 days . i

4[] Over 10 days — How many? «—-s
s ] Don't know

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

s R |

v [ No-cast — SKIP to 168
x [] Don‘t. know : .

18a. Ware any security measures laken after this incident to
protect the establishment from future incidents?

1] Yes
2] No — $KIP to 203

e, Who paid or will pay for the repalrs or replacement?
{aerk (X) ail that apply]
+ (] This business
2] insurance
3 {7] Owner of Bullding (landlord)
4[] Other — Specify
5] Don't knew

b. What measures were laken?
(Mark (X) all that applyj
1 ] Alarm system — outside ringing
2 ] Central alarm

3 (7] Relnforcing devices, grates, gates,
rs on window, etc,

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money
belonging to cust or store p 1)

[T m] Ys;— Rhat was the

4[] Guard, watchman
s [] watch dog

customers of store personnel.)

1) Yes = What was the
o total valye? ~—p-S

2] No = SKIP to 17a It answor to 16a
Is yes; otherwise SKIP (o 18a

total valye? —$ &[] Firearms

2[]Ne 7{] Cameras
b. Did the ot (s) take any handise, equi tor o ] Mirrors
fies? (Exciude | y belonging to 9 ) Locks

A} Other ~ Spmlly7

¢. How was the value determined?
1 ] Original cost
2 [[] Replacement cost
E] q Other — Speclty

20a. Was this incident reporied to the police?
1JYes ~SKiP to 21
2 Ne

b. What was the reason this Incldent was nol rsported

17a. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

s .1

v 7] None — Why nol?

t [] Didn't report it

2 [T] Does not have insurance

3 [] Not settled yet

4 [ Pollcy has. a deductible

s {] Money and/or merchandise was recovered
x [C]Don*tknow

to the police?
(Mark (X) all that spply)

1 ] Police atready knew of the Incident

2 [ Nothing could be done — lack of proof
3 [7] Did not think It Important enough
4[Joig not want to bother police

3 {T] Did pot want 1o take the time

€[] Did not want to get involved

7.17] Afraid of reprisal

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

s .18

v [] None
x [[] Don't know} ,SK’P to78a

] {] Reported to someone efze
s [Jother - s;m:lly.y

T

21, INTERVIEWER N 'Is this the last Incident

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

CHECK ITEM Report to be compléted?

Yes ~ Relurn to page 1 and -
property recovered? =) complele !ergns 19(2),
i [J Police 8, 9, and end interview,
2 [] Other ~ Specity CINo =~ séﬁol,l;'o next Incident
NOTES
FORM TV ioT eriom ;i.;. 6 E

Survey Instruments

0.,M,8, No. 41:R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COYER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.

IDENTIFICATION CODE

worm CVS.101 U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
71133} SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN.

BUREAU OF THE CENIUS
INCIDENY REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME YICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

a, PSU b, Serment e. Line No. d. Panel [e DCC

T incident [ L INCIDENT NUMBER
Record which incident (1, 2, etc,)
is covered by this page

You said that during the 12 months baginning ________
and ending__. A __ (refer to screening questions
10-~15 for description of crime).

. In what month did this (did the first) incident happen?
1] Jan. 4[] Aprlt 73 Juty A [} 0ct
2[] Feb, s{JMay 8 [] Aug. 8 [] Nov,
3] Mar, &3 June s ] Sept. c {7} Dac,

—

7a. Were you, the owner, or any employes injured In this
Incident, serfously snough to require medical attention?

1[] Yes — How many? — . {Number
2 ) No ~ SKIP (o0 0a

b. How many of them stayed In N Number

2. About what time did it happen?
1-[] During the day {6 a.m. — 6 p.m.}
At alght (6 p.m. — 6 a.m.)
2 [ 6 pum. ~ Midnight
3 [J Midnight — 6 a.m.
4 "] Don't know what time at night
8 [[] Don‘t know

ight ur longer?

w

. Where did this incident take place?
1 {] At this place of business
2 [] On delivary
3 [T] Enroute to bank
4] Other = Specity.

8.. Of those recelving treatment in of out of a hospital, did
tkis business pay for any of the medica) expenses aot
covered by a regular health beratits program?

t (O Yes — How-much
kb was paid? s____....
27 Neo

3] Don't know

4. Were you, the ownar, of any cmployee present whils this
incident was occuring?
1] Yes
2[JNo - SKIP ta 10
3 [] Oon't know

52, Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something
that was used a3 a weapon, such-as 2 bottle or wrench?

17 Yes

“Sa, DId any deaths occur as a result of this Incident?
' 1] Yes
2 No = SKIP to T5a

b, Who was kitled? "¢, How many?
(Mark (X) all that apply}

1J0wnen(s) civyrrisinannns

2{T)Employest s oy iaii v nees

30 Customers oo s vsaaivacais

2 No .
3 E Bon't kno} SKIP to 6a &[] Innocent bystander(s) ., ... ..

b. What was the weapon? 5[JOffender(z)e v oqurinneenas
;%?ﬂ""a LY LT
3 [J Other ~ Specily 7] Other - spoclly_’

€3, How many parsons wete Involved in comailting the crime?
t [ One = Continue with 6b below’
2] Two
3] These SKIP to be SKIP to 15a
4 Four or more,
s E]I Don'‘t know — SKIP (0 78 10. Did the olhnllﬁllnlu, attempt to enter, of remain in this
tablishment [llegaily

b, How ol¢ would you say the person was? VO Yes
t [T} Under 12 4[] 18-20 2 N
27 1214 532t orover O Ne 5
3] Is-17 ¢ 3 Don't know Discontinue use of incident Report, Enter at the top of

this sheet **Out of Scope-Larceny,"* erase incldent

i Was the person male or female? number, chango the answors to screening questions 10-15,

V[ Male change number of incidents in item 1¢(1), page 1, and po
Femal on to the next reported no other inclds

2] Female are mm‘f} return to page 1 and compiate items. 19(2}

3 [] Don't know

d. Was he (she) -
1+ (] White?
2 ] Black?
3 [7] Other? - Specity
4 [7] Don'y know

SKiP to 7a

8, & and end the Interview,

11, Did the offender(s) actually get in of just try to get in?
§ [7] ‘Actually got in
2 Just ried o get In

—

2. Was thera a broken window, broken lock, alarm, of any
other evidence that the offender(s) forced (lrlo‘ to force)
his (their) way in?

T[] Yes
2] No.~SKIP to 14

e. How ofd would you say the youngest person was?
1[TJ Under 12 a[0) 18-20
2] 1214 s (] 21 or over — SKIP 1o 69
I I5-17 & { ] Don't know

1. How-old would you say the oldest parson was?
t ) Under 12 4[] 18-20
2] 12=14 s{"12l or avar
11517 8 []Don't know

2. Were they male or femaie?
1T AN male 3 I Male and female
2 [C] All- temale 4[] Don't know

b, Were they - :
1 ] Only white?
2] Only black? .
o '3 [ Only othar? — Specity

13, What was the evidence? (wark all that apply)
1 [] Broken lock of window
2] Forcad door
s Alarm
4 [ Other — Specity

SKIP to 15¢

a3 Some combination? — Specily

14, How did the offender(s) get ix (try to got In)?
1 [C] Through unlocked door or window
2 [T} Had 3 key
3 [3 Other — Specity

&[] Don’t know

8 7] Pon't know

Page 7
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Criminal Vlctlmlzatloﬁ Surveys in Minneapolis

INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continued

15a. Was znything damaged but not taken in this incident? For
example, a fock o window broken, damaged merchandise, elc.
1] Yes
2 Ne = SKIP to 16a

o

18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time
of this Incident?

from work b
1 2] Yes <~ How many people? ——n
2 (7] No = SKIP to 19a

Number

Was (weie) the damaged Hem(s) repaited or ',’ a7
+ [JYes —SKIP to 150
2{JNo

o

. How much would It cost to repair or replace the damages?
(Estimate)

o @3} SKIP to 15e

X [] Don't know

[ ad

How much did it cost to repalr or replace the damages?
s [

v [ No cost —~ SKIP o 164
x ] Don't know

o

. How many work days were lost altogether?
1 [] Less than § day
215 days
3[}6~10 days Days

&[] Over 10 days — How many? ——s-
$ [} Don't know

. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
(Mark (X} all that apply) '
1 {T] This business
2 [ Insurance
3 [ Owner of Building (landlord)
4 [T} Other — Specity

5 ] Don't knaw

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money ~
belonging to customers or store personnet)

1 {T] Yes — What was the E

total valye?—»$
2 No

. Did the offender(s) take any handise, equipment or
supplies? (Exclude pesrsonal properly belonging to
customers or store personnel.)

1{7] Yes — What was the [.’1

total value? ——- 3

2{J No —SKIP to 17a If answer fo 16a
Is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a

o

. Were any securily measures taken after this inc?idenl to
Y iehmant idants

protect the rom future |

1{T] Yes
2£7) No — SKIP 10.20a

. What measures were taken?

{Mark.(X) all that apply)

t [ Alatm system — outside ringing
2 [T] Centrat alarm

3 {7] Relnforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc.

4[] Guard, watchman
s [[J watch dog

6 ] Firearms

7] Cameras

8 [C] Mirsors

9 [J Locks

A ] Other ~ S;wclly7

How was the value determined?
1 [J Original cost
2 ] Replacement cost

b3l

3 Other - Specify

20

o

&

. Was his Incident teported fo the police?

[T Yes ~SKIP 1o 31
2[JNo

What was the reason this incident was not reported

17a. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or propesty ta the police?
was recovered by insurance? (Mark (X} all that apply)
s - . r'} 1 [C] Police already knaw of the incident
v [ None = Why not? 2 [T} Nothing could be done - 1ack of proof
1 [ DidA' repors it 3 {7} Did not think it Important enough
2 [ Does not have jnsurance 4 {1 Did not want to bother police
3 [ Not settled yet
D
[ Policy has a deductible 5[] Did not want 10 take the time
8 [7) Money and/or merchandize was recovered & [ Bid not want 1o get involved
x 7] Don’t know 7 ] Atraid of 1eprisal
b. How much, Hda:y, of the stolen money and/or property 8 [7] Reported to someone else
w el :
as recovered by means nlhelhan insurance? 4] Other = spocily-;
s . i
v {7 None -
x [ Dor'e kmw}s"”’ fo 184 21, INTERVIEWER & is this the last Incident
"y ?
¢, By what means was the stolen money and/or CHECK'TEM Report 1o be completed?
property recovered? Dyves - f:::-%%:?ﬁ:% '1;{”23
7 1 [ Poiice . 8, 9, and end interview.
2] Other — Specity CINe -Sleﬁo'(';? nex! Incident
NOTES
FORM CVS 101. {73278} Page 8
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APPENDIX 11

HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
Technical Information
and standard error tables

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, survey results contained in this publica-
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974
from persons residing within the city limits of
Minneapolis, including those living in certain types
of group quarters, such as dormitories, room-
ing houses, and religious group - dwellings. Non-
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly,
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel living in military barracks, and institu-
tionalized = persons, such as correctional facility
inmates, were not under consideration, With these
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample were eligible to
be interviewed.

Each interviewer’s first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible
members of the household during the initial visit,
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter,
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the houschold during the entire field interview
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses 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 Minneapolis was the complete housing
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

d

et e Bk D e e I 1 s,

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample selection, the city’s housing units were
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics, Occupied wunits, 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 ip the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970.

A total of 11,768 housing units in Min-
neapolis was designated for the sample. Of these,
1,362 were visited by interviewers during the
survey period but were found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 318 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
10,088 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 96.9
percent.. Participating units were occupied by a
total of 20,002 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 1.98 residents of the relevant ages per
unit. Interviews were conducted with 19,914 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.6
percent among eligible residents. !
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Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons and another for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing

‘inventory, the following elements determined the

final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
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 piocedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The
procedure was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census.

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

personal crime was reported in the household survey
as having occurred simultaneously with a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commercial
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be reflected in the house-
hold survey results,

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

In performing the estimation procedure that
yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. These estimates indicate that
an overcoverage amounting to about 1.6 percent
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974
survey. of Minneapolis households. As a result,
population figures that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too high. In order to bring estimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
incidents for crimes against persons should be de-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
0.983850. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera-
tors and denominators used in computing such
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes,

i

'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 may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the
chances-are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use,

In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc-
curred during the 12" months prior to the time of
interview, Research on the capacity of victims to
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from
police files, indicates that assault is the least well
recalled of the crimes measured by the National
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from
the observed tendency of victims not to report
crimes committed by offenders known to them,
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes
that contain the elements of assault are a part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not. considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems
may result in a substantial understatement of the
“true” rate of victimization from assault.

Another source of nonsampling error related to
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop-

ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month.

reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined.

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one household member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when
each household member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule,

Additional nonsampling errors can result from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper
coding and processing of data. Many of these
errors would also occur in a complete census,
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser-
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at
the clerical and computer processing stages, were

g
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92 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Minneapolis ? Household Survey
utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low To illustrate the application of standard errors Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard  in measuring sampling variability, assume that a : incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,
errors partially measure only those nonsampling data table in this report shows there were 6,000 by size of estimate
errors arising from random response and inter-  personal robbery incidents in Minneapolis. Linear ';
. . . p . s . . ! (68 chances out of 100)
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac-  interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix j
count any systematic biases in the data. yields a standard error of about 322 for the esti- Ny Size of e Personal _ )
Concerning the reliability of data from the house- mated 6,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out ( 0 el it Petniaations fousehold incidents
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based  of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure 100 22 ﬁ Zg
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been differing from a complete census figure by less tjian ’ §38 gz 33 75
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in 322, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ- i ;'?88 134 139 i?Z
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for  ated with that level of incidents would be from N 5,000 3;; poF; §2Z
purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings. 5,678 to 6,322, The chances are 95 out of 100 %?:% lé;g 158 196
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re- that the estimate would have differed from a com- ; 138'888 899 I,Zgg 1,2?3
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the  plete census figure by less than twice this standard ' 1202 1,963 2,066
personal and household sectors was 150. error (644); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval
As they appear in the report’s data tables, all then would be froni 5,356 to 6,644.
absolute values—including numbers of victimiza- Assume further that, for a Minneapolis popula-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) tion subgroup numbering 40,000, the recorded
shown parenthetically on rate tables—have been  personal victimization rate was 35 per 1,000
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relat_ive figures persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola- :
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-  tjon of data listed in Table II would yield a standard %
lated from unrounded figures. error of about 4.1. Consequently, chances are 68 ]
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 35 would be
Standard error tables within 4.1 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 |
and calculations percent confidence interval associated with the y
For survey estimates relevant to the personal  estimate would be from 309 to 39.1. And, the
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed ~ chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used  Would be within roughly 8.2 of a complete enumera-
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude be about 26.8 to 43.2.
of the standard error rather than the precise error In comparing two sample estimates, the standard
associated with any given estimate. Table I con- error of the difference between the two figures is
tains the standard error approximations applicable approximately equal to the square root of the sum
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate
incidents, personal victimizations, and household considered separately. This formula represents the
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal  actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas ence between uncorrelated sample estimates, If,
Table III displays the standard error approxima- however, there is a high positive correlation, the
tions for household victimization rates. For levels formula will overestimate the true standard error of
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear the difference; and if there is a large negative corre- B
interpolation must be used to approximate the  lation, the formula will underestimate the true
error. standard error of the difference. .
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Table Il. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates

(68 chances out of 100)

v6

Estimated rate Bage of rate g
per 1,000 persons 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,006 500,000 1,000,000 3
o5 or 999.5 9.7 6.2 bely 361 1.9 14 1.0 0.6 O 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 ;_
«75 or 999.25 11.9 7.5 543 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 <
1 or 999 13.8 8.7 6.2 Lol 2.8 1.9 1. 0.9 0.6 Galy 0.3 0.2 “ 0.1 a
2,5 or 997.5 21.8 13.8 9.7 6.9 Ly 3.1 2.2 1ok 1.0 0.7 0.4 0.3 0.2 a-"
5 or 995 30.8 - 19.5 13.8 9.7 6.2 4e3 3.1 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 = :
7.5 or 992.5 37.6 23.8 16.8 11.9 7.5 5.3 3.8 2l 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 g
10 or 43.4, 274  19.4 1347 8.7 6.1 4e3 2.7 1.9 1.4 0.9 0.6 0.4 - i
25 or 975 68.1  43.1  30.4 21,5 13.6 9.6 6.8 4.3 3.0 2.2 1k 1.0 0.7 3 -
50 or 950 95,0 60.1 42,5 30.1 19.0 13:4 95 6.0 4e3 3.0 1.9 1.3 1.0 7]
100 or 900 130.8 82,7 58,5 4l.4 26.2 18.5 13.1 © 8.3 5.9 4l 2.6 1.9 1.3 S
250 or 750 188.8 119.4 844 - 59.7 37.8 26.7 18.9 11.9 8.4 6.0 3.8 2.7 1.9 a
500 218.0° 137.9 §7.5 68.9  43.6  30.8  21.8 13.8 9.8 6.9 Loy 3.1 2.2 ]
. : 5
E
Table lll. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates 2 k
— e L]
(68 chances out of 100) g
Estimated rate per — Base of rate . i )
1,000 households - 100 250 500 1,000 2,500  5,00C 10,000 _ 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 . : *
+5 or 999.5 10.6 6.7 48 34 2.1 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1
«75 or 999.25 13.0 8.2 5.8 4ol 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 C.L 0.3 0.2 0.1
1 or 999 15.0 9.5 6.7 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2
2.5 or 997.5 23,7 15.0  10.6 7.5 b7 3.4 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.2
5 or 995 33.5 21.2  15.0 10.6 6.7 L7 344 2.1 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3
Te5 or 992.5 41.0 25.9 18.3 13.0 8.2 5.8 Lol 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 O.b
10 or 990 47.3  29.9 21.2 15.0 9.5 6.7 47 3.0 2,1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.5
25 or 975 el 47,0 33,2 23.5 14.8 10.5 7ol LT 3.3 2.3 1.5 1.0 0.7
50 or 950 103.6 65.5 46,3 32.8 0.7 4.7 10.4 6.6 4.6 3.3 2,1 1.5 1.0
100 or 900 142.7  90.2. 63.8  L5.1 28,5 20,2 14.3 9.0 6.1 he5 2,8 2.0 L4
250 or 750 205:9 130.2 92,1 65.1 41,2 2941 2.6 13.0 9.2 6.5 hal 2.9 2.1
500 237.8 150.4 106.3 75.2 47.6 33.6 23.8 15.0 10,6 7.5 4.8 34 224 w
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APPENDIX NI

COMMERCIAL SURVEY
Technical information
and relative error tables

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in
central cities have focused on business establish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems were within the scope of the
survey, these having been the only exceptions to
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ-
izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations, all iesults are estimates.

Sample design and size

For the purposes of sample selection, Min-
nezpolis 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 comhination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other iypes 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 1,211 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 203 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

i b A s e

interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
10 other establishments it was impossible to con-
duct interviews becausé the operator could not be
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were
taken in 998 establishments, and the overall 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 usabie
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide
estimates of victimization data. The final weight
was the product of the following elements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment’s
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period.

‘The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for each
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi-
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
number of months the establishment’ was active
during the reference pericd. 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.

e
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Reliability of estimates

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

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

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

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

Pl

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

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

Relative error tables
and calculations

In order to measure sampling variability asso-
ciated with selzcted 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 bs 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
7,200 commercial burglaries estimated to have
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occurred in Minneapolis. Referring to Table IV, it
is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (7,225) is 8.5 per-
cent. Multiplying 7,225 by .085 yields 6141
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 6,611 to
7,839. If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

' The calculated figure (614) is the standard error of the
estimated 7,225 burglaries (shown as 7,200 on Data
Table 85).
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 5,997 to 8,453,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally.
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Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial.victimizations,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

Type of crime Estimated number of incidents Relative error

Burglary 7,225 g.g;é
Completed burglary 4,930 16’1%
Attempted burglary 2,295 .

Robbery : 1,506 . gggé
Completed robbery . 1,154 27.7%
Attempted robbery 352 .

e i
Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimiz:atlon rates,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

1 . Robbery
Estimated rgtl,zg = Estimated rate
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative
Characteristic establishments error establishments error
Kind of establishment 2.
A1l establishments 436 14.5% 291 1’57 Zé
e B B 7 i
222?221 ¢ 532 22,5% 37 38.5%
G al receipts .
r?.::sa::l;n slo,oog 271, 30.1% ;2; Zg;é
$10,000-324;,999 e 23.9% o Pt
$25,000-$49,999 291 16.6% R T
$50,000-$99,999 617 . 23.6% 2i ¢ ek
$100,000-8499,999 605 31.% T30 91‘6%
$500,000~3$999,999 612 28.4% 39 Yok
$1,000,000 or more 340 25.8% 2 o
No sales 377 16.8% 1S e
Not available 216 33.7% A N

*Relative error greater than 100 percent.
1Estimate, basedgon about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreiiable.

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 crimies
were simultaneously committed against more than
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
have occurred during the course of a commercial
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi-
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was
determined whether others were victimized at the
same time and place and whether the offense hap-
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad-

justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix

II) protected against the double counting of inci-
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted
during the course of a store holdup, the event would
have been classified as a single commercial rob-
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With
respect to crimes against Louseholds and businesses,
there is no distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of

if
i

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

As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
victim. They also are better suited for assessing
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin-
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
addition to serving as a key element in computing
victimization rates, victimization counts are used
for developing information on victim injury and
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work;
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident
data are more adequate for the examination of the
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per-
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
the use of weapons and number of victims'and of-
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
case given above, therefore, the rate data for
personal assault would reflect the attack on each
customer, and other victimization tables would in-
corporate - details concerning the outcome of the
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage
to clothing, and loss of time from work.

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

Victim characteristics

A variety of attributes of victimized persons, -

households, and commercial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of ‘crimes, by the number of
persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the housechold
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 wvictimized during the
reference period, the rates arz not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, households, -and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner in which they are calculated,
the rates in effect apportion multiple victimizations
among the population at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the risk that any single person, household,
or business had of being victimized.

Reporting to the police

The police may have learned about criminal
victimizations directly from the victim or from some-
one else, such as another household member or a
bystander, or because they were on (or happened
upon) the sceme at the time of the crime. In the
data tables, however, the means by which police
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the
overall proportion made known to them being of
primary concern.

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon-
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each
non-report, and no determination has been made of
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the
crime.

Time and place of occurrence

For each of the measured crimes against
persons, households, and businesses, data on when
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m, to 6 p.m.);
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and
the sccond half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.).

Regarding data from the household survey,
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites, two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a houschold larceny within the victim’s own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintarce, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would have bzen classified as a
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and household crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the “geographical area” of oc-
currence, The tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
another central city; and clscwherc (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that
took place when the victims were temporarily away
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;
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and (2) crimes that took place within the reference
period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being surveyed.

Number of victims and 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 “nonstranger” are defined in the
Glossary.

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Some of the tables on this subject display data on
the offenders only and others cover both victims
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age
and race. As with most information developed
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely
on the victim’s perceptions and ability to recall the
crime. Because the cvents often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in-
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or
a set of them) more than others, bias would have
been introduced into the findings, and no method
has been developed for determining the existence
and ecffect of such bias.
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In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made
between “single-offender” and “multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two or more persons. As ap-
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
than onc age group; similarly, the term “mixed
races” applies to situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

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

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

Victim self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence,
information was obtained on whether or not victims
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self-
protection measures: reasoning with the offender;

_ fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for

help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender;
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by
victims in each crime, no determination having been
made of the single most important measure,

Victim injury and economic loss

Information was gathered concerning the in-

- juries sustained by the victims of each of the three

personal crimes of violence. However, during the
preparation of this report, the requisite data were
not available for calculating the proportion of rape
victimizations in which victims were injured. There-
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury.”

Victims who had been injured furnished data on
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re-
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based
solely on information from victims who knew with
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By
excluding victims. unaware of such outlays, and of
their amount, the utility of the,data is somewhat
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables.

With respect to economic losses incurred by
persons, households, and commercial establishments,
the data tables make distinctions between crimes
resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and “theft
loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable category
of loss. The term “theft loss” refers to stolen cash,
property, or both, whereas “damage” pertains to
property only. Items categorized as having “no mone-
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable
sentimental importance. References to losses “re-
covered” apply to compensation received by victims
for theft losses, as well as to restoratiuvn of stolen
property or cash, although no distinction is made
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa-
tion on economic losses relates solely to property
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas-
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to
measure attempted pocket picking; by definition,
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of
theft loss, and there may have been some cases with
property damage.

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur-
veys determined whether persons lost time from work
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time
involved. With respect to crimes against persons and
households, the survey did not record the identity of
the household member (or members) who lost work
time, although it may be assumed that, for most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities
concerned.
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GLOSSARY :

Age—The appropriate age category is determined
by each respondent’s age as of the last day of
the month preceding the interview.

Aggravated assault—Attack with a weapon result-
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir-
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault with a weapon.

Annual family income—Includes the income of the
household head and all other related persons
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12
months preceding the interview and includes
wages, salaries, net income from business or
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any
other form of monetary income. The income of
persons unrelated to the head of household is
excluded.

Assault—An unlawful physical attack, whether ag-
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a weapon.
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which
are classified as robbery.

Attempted forcible entry—A form of burglary in
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry.

Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry.

Central city—The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA),
defined below.

Commercial crimes—Burglary or robbery of busi-
ness establishments and certain other organiza-
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi-
cal, or cultural activities, Includes both completed
and attempted acts. Additional details' concern-
ing entities covered by the commercial survey
appear in the introduction to Appendix III

Forcible entry—A form of burglary in which force
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window
or slashing a screen),

Head of household—For -classification purposes,
only one individual -per “household can be the
head person. In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
In other households, the head person is the indi-
vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner.

Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
living quarters. meeting either of the following
criteria: (i) 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
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

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

Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or

_ principal activity at each place of business.

Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction 1§ made
between personal larceny and household larceny.

Marital status—Each household member is assigned
to one of the following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons joined in common-law
unions and those,parted temporarily for reasons
other than marital discord (employment, military
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced.
Separated includes married persons who have a
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legal separation or have parted because of mari-
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes those whose only marriage has
been annulled and those living together (exclud-
ing common-law unions).

Motor vehicle—Includes automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and highways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or unauthorized tak-
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such
acts.

Nonstranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in-
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are
related, well known to, or casually acquainted
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of u 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 larceény
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
copitact 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 betweeri 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 mor#
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm
governs classification of the event. The same ele-
ments- of injury applicable to robbery with injury
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries. for' robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapoa resulting
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undeéterinined 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.

A

Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and- nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is not used.

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to households and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are con-
strued to be self-protection measures: = hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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fleeing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a weapon,

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects
a single victim, whether a‘ person, household, or
commercial establishment.  In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number of victims of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because per-
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each
criminal act against a household or commercial
establishment is assumed to involve a single vic-
tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,000 resident population age 12 and over. For
crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimization
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,600 establishments,

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